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Abstract

It is well-known that the d-dimensional hypercube contains a Hamilton cycle for d ≥ 2. In this paper we
address the analogous problem in the 3-uniform cube hypergraph, a 3-uniform analogue of the hypercube:
for simple parity reasons, the 3-uniform cube hypergraph can never admit a loose Hamilton cycle in any
dimension, so we do the next best thing and consider loose Hamilton paths, and determine for which
dimensions these exist.

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation: The graph case

The hypercube Qd of dimension d is one of the most intensively studied objects in graph theory; it is defined
as the graph on vertex set {0, 1}d, i.e. whose vertices are 01-sequences of length d, in which two vertices
are adjacent if the corresponding sequences differ in precisely one coordinate. It is a classic exercise in
elementary graph theory to show that, for any integer d ≥ 2, this graph contains a Hamilton cycle, i.e. a
cycle containing all of the vertices. Indeed, many far stronger results have been shown, for example regarding
the number of Hamilton cycles [5, 8, 9, 11, 15], Hamilton cycles containing fixed matchings [1, 12, 13] and
the robustness of Hamiltonicity against edge-deletion [4, 6].

Perhaps the easiest proof that the hypercube contains a Hamilton cycle is by induction on d, and utilises
the fact that Qd can be constructed (up to isomorphism) from two copies of Qd−1 by adding an edge between
each pair of corresponding vertices from each copy. Now for d = 2 the graph is simply a cycle of length
4, while for larger d we can take identical Hamilton cycles in each copy of Qd−1, delete two corresponding
edges, one from each cycle, and add the matching edges between the endpoints of the deleted edges.

The aim of this paper is to examine possible extensions of this result to 3-uniform hypergraphs. 1

1.2 Hypergraphs

Given an integer k ≥ 2, a k-uniform hypergraph is a pair (V,E), where E ⊆
(
V
k

)
is a set of unordered

k-tuples of elements of V . We refer to the elements of V as vertices and the elements of E as edges. Thus
a 2-uniform hypergraph is simply a graph. In this paper, we focus on 3-uniform hypergraphs, which for
brevity we will simply refer to as hypergraphs.

There is a natural hypergraph analogue of the hypercube of dimension d.

Definition 1.1. Given d ∈ N0, the cube hypergraph of dimension d, denoted Q3
d, is the hypergraph on

vertex set Vd := {0, 1, 2}d whose edges are all unordered triples of (pairwise distinct) sequences {a, b, c}
which are identical on d− 1 coordinates.

Note that the possible values 0, 1, 2 for the final remaining coordinate must each be taken by one of
a, b, c.

Of course, one can naturally extend this definition further to k-uniform cube hypergraphs, which were
first introduced by Burosch and Ceccherini, who studied isomorphic subgraphs [2] and characterisations [3]
of cube hypergraphs, while Dvořák and Valla studied the automorphism groups of cube hypergraphs [10].
Furthermore, Wang, Meng and Tian studied the vertex- and edge-connectivity of cube hypergraphs [17].
Otherwise, we are not aware of any further study of these hypergraphs and many very natural questions
remain open. In particular, we focus on Hamilton paths and cycles.

In (3-uniform) hypergraphs there are several potential ways to generalise the notion of a path or cycle.
In this paper we consider loose paths.

Definition 1.2. Given ℓ ∈ N0, a loose path of length ℓ in a hypergraph consists of a sequence of distinct
vertices v0, v1, . . . , v2ℓ and a sequence of distinct edges e1, e2, . . . , eℓ such that ei = {v2i−2, v2i−1, v2i} for
i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}.

A loose cycle of length ℓ is defined identically except that v0 = v2ℓ, and we demand that ℓ ̸= 0.

∗cooley@math.lmu.de, j.machata@campus.lmu.de, matijapasch@gmx.de
1An extended version of this work appears in [14]: this contains some additional figures and more detailed explanations as well

as some further results which do not appear in this paper, but does not include the pseudo-code in Appendix A.
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Figure 1: The cube hypergraphs Q3
1,Q3

2 and Q3
3. Note that in dimension 3, for clarity we use straight

lines rather than ellipses to represent edges, and have omitted the vertex labels. Nevertheless, despite the
optics, this represents a hypergraph rather than a graph; there is no “middle” or “end” vertex in an edge.

We refer to v0 and v2ℓ as the endpoints of the loose path, and speak of a loose path from v0 to v2ℓ.
Note that a loose path intrinsically comes with an order of its vertices, and therefore with a direction.

However, with a slight abuse of terminology we often identify a path with its edge set, in which case a path
and its reverse orientation become identical. Furthermore, with this identification, switching the order of
the first two vertices or the last two vertices does not change the path – thus precisely the same set of edges
also gives rise to a loose path between either of {v0, v1} and either of {v2ℓ−1, v2ℓ}.

We briefly discuss other potential generalisations of paths and cycles in Section 5.

1.3 Main result

It is now natural to ask whether Q3
d contains a loose Hamilton cycle, i.e. a loose cycle containing all vertices.

A moment’s thought shows that this can never occur: a loose cycle necessarily contains an even number of
vertices, while Q3

d contains 3d vertices, which is always an odd number.
Thus the natural generalisation of the graph result mentioned above is obviously false. On the other

hand, a loose path contains an odd number of vertices, so we may weaken the question to ask whether a
loose Hamilton path exists, i.e. a loose path containing all vertices. We even consider the following stronger
property: we say that a hypergraph is loose Hamilton connected if for any two distinct vertices a, b there
exists a loose Hamilton path from a to b. Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.3. The cube hypergraph Q3
d is loose Hamilton connected for d ≥ 4.

It is a trivial check that Q3
d is loose Hamilton connected for d = 1 (and even degenerately for d = 0), but

does not even contain any loose Hamilton paths for d = 2. A slightly harder, but still elementary exercise
is to show that for d = 3 the hypergraph Q3

d does not contain a loose Hamilton path – a proof of this fact
can be found in [14]. Thus Theorem 1.3 covers all of the difficult cases.

1.4 Proof outline

The first natural approach to proving Theorem 1.3 is an analogous proof to the graph case: split the
hypergraph Q3

d into three “layers”, each isomorphic to Q3
d−1, find a loose Hamilton path in each layer, and

then connect the loose paths in each layer using additional edges. However, the connecting edges used to
jump between two layers also contain a vertex in the third layer, which must then be avoided by the path
in that layer.

To take account of this, we consider a stronger induction hypothesis: for every four distinct vertices
a, b, x, y in Vd there is a loose path from a to b omitting x and y and covering all other vertices. We call
such an ordered 4-tuple of vertices a configuration and we call a configuration covered if there exists a loose
path satisfying these conditions. One might hope to prove that for d ≥ 4, we can cover every configuration.
Unfortunately, this is false for some smaller dimensions, in particular for d = 4.

Therefore, in Section 3 we introduce the set Cd, which consists of five types of configurations in Q3
d. We

call these types t1(d), t2(d), t3(d), t4(d) and t5(d) and introduce the hypothesis:

C(d): For every configuration (a, b, x, y) ∈ Cd, there exists a loose path in Q3
d from a to b omitting

x and y and covering every other vertex in Vd.

Introducing this condition allows us to use the omitted vertices x, y to take account of the fact that some
vertices within a layer are already used by edges which connect layers.

One might now hope to prove inductively that C(d) holds for all d ≥ 4. Unfortunately, even this turns
out to be false (though true for d ≥ 5.). Specifically, there are precisely four uncovered configurations in C4

(up to symmetries). This means the base case of our induction would have to be d = 5. Unfortunately, a
computer search for d = 5 proved to be unmanageable in testing every configuration in C5.

To circumvent this problem, we modify our induction such that it also holds for d = 4, which is more
tractable.2 More precisely, in Section 3 we introduce the types ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 and ϕ4 to further restrict the set Cd

2An alternative approach is to consider C5 manually, and find paths to cover all the configurations. This is indeed manageable,
but slightly more involved than the approach we take in this paper.
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– the new restricted set we call Ad. In particular, A4 does not contain any of the uncovered configurations
in C4. We now consider the following property:

A(d): For every configuration (a, b, x, y) ∈ Ad, there exists a loose path from a to b omitting x and
y and covering every other vertex in Vd.

In Section 3.1 we will formally define Cd and Ad. From these definitions, the following observation is
immediate.

Observation 1.4. Ad ⊆ Cd for all d ≥ 4.

The following is an immediate corollary of Observation 1.4 and the definitions of the events C(d) and
A(d).

Corollary 1.5. C(d) =⇒ A(d) for all d ≥ 5.3

Next we address the base case with the following proposition.

Proposition 1.6. A(4) holds.

Proposition 1.6 is proved using computer assistance, see Section 3.2. We remark, though, that it is
actually easy to verify directly that Q3

4 is loose Hamilton connected (a weaker condition than A(4)) – the
interested reader can find a proof in Appendix A of [14]. Since intuitively higher dimensions allow more
freedom to construct loose paths, this makes the general statement of Theorem 1.3 for d ≥ 4 at least
plausible.

Next we proceed to the induction step. This can be broken down into Corollary 1.5 and the following
two results.

Lemma 1.7. A(d− 1) =⇒ C(d) for all d ≥ 5.

Proposition 1.8. A(d) =⇒ Q3
d is loose Hamilton connected for all d ≥ 4.

The structure of the proof and the relevant implications are summarised in the following figure:

A(4) A(5) A(6)

C(5) C(6) . . .

Q3
4 is lHc Q3

5 is lHc Q3
6 is lHc

L. 1.7 C. 1.5 L. 1.7 C. 1.5

P. 1.8 P. 1.8 P. 1.8

L. 1.7

Figure 2: Our induction step “A(d− 1) =⇒ A(d)” follows from Lemma 1.7 and Corollary 1.5. Proposi-
tion 1.8 creates the connection between our hypotheses and Theorem 1.3, the loose Hamilton connectedness
of the cube hypergraph Q3

d for all d ≥ 4. Note that “lHc” is an abbreviation for “loose Hamilton con-
nected”.

Corollary 1.5 follows immediately from the definitions and Proposition 1.8 can be deduced through
elementary arguments. Thus, the main difficulty in the inductive step is to prove Lemma 1.7.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Definitions and Notation

For an integer n ∈ N, we denote by [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} the set of the natural numbers up to n.
Formally, a vertex a ∈ Vd is a sequence (a1, a2, . . . , ad), where ai ∈ {0, 1, 2}. We will often denote such

a sequence by a1a2 . . . ad.
Let v ∈ Vd−1 and i ∈ {0, 1, 2}. With a slight abuse of notation we use (v, i) to denote the sequence in

Vd obtained by appending i to v, for example (1020, 1) = 10201. We will occasionally also denote this by vi
for simplicity.

3Note that formally this statement would be true even without the condition d ≥ 5. We include this condition because it turns
out that C(d) is only true, and therefore the implication is only a non-empty statement, if d ≥ 5.
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In the other direction, suppose v ∈ Vd and d̃ ∈ {1, . . . , d − 1}. We denote by v[d̃] the restriction of v to

its first d̃ coordinates (i.e. we truncate the sequence after d̃ entries). This will most frequently be used with
d̃ = d− 1, but also occasionally with d̃ = d− 2.

The following observation is trivial, but essential to our proof strategy.

Remark 2.1. For d ∈ N0 the cube hypergraph Q3
d can be recursively constructed as follows:

• Q3
0 consists of a single vertex (the empty sequence) and no edges.

• For d ≥ 1, to construct Q3
d, take three copies of Q3

d−1, which we call layers L0, L1 and L2: within
layer Li, each vertex v ∈ Vd−1 has a copy vi, and for every edge {u, v, w} of Q3

d−1, we have the edge
{ui, vi, wi}. In addition for every vertex v ∈ Vd−1, we add the edge {v0, v1, v2}; such edges are called
lifting edges.

We say that we split at coordinate i to mean that we swap coordinate i with the last coordinate (see
Section 2.2 on symmetries) so that it now determines the layers.

We will often use the following abbreviations for frequently occurring terminology.

lHc: loose Hamilton connected
LP: loose path

LHP: loose Hamilton path

We use the standard notion of Hamming distance between two vertices, defined as the number of coor-
dinates in which the two vertices differ.

A configuration in Q3
d (informally introduced in Section 1.4) is a tuple of distinct vertices in Vd. A

configuration can have any number of vertices, but we will consider configurations of two or four vertices.

2.2 Symmetries and normalisation

We will make heavy use of automorphisms: any permutation of the coordinates (from [d]) corresponds to
an automorphism of Q3

d, and similarly any permutation of the values (from {0, 1, 2}) in any one coordinate
gives an automorphism. Naturally, we can also permute the values on any number of coordinates, and also
combine the two possibilities.

For the rest of the paper, we refer to automorphisms as symmetries, and will use them to drastically
reduced the number of cases we have to consider. Importantly, a loose path under the action of a symmetry
remains a loose path.

To reduce the number of possible scenarios in a systematic way we also introduce normalisation, which
yields equivalence classes of configurations. We will introduce normalisation for configurations of four
vertices, but it also works analogously for configurations of two vertices. To illustrate the normalisation
procedure, consider the configuration a, b, x, y in V4 with4

a =


2
2
0
1

 , b =


0
2
1
1

 , x =


2
0
1
1

 , y =


1
0
2
1

.

We start by writing the configuration in a matrix with every column representing a vertex.
2 0 2 1
2 2 0 0
0 1 1 2
1 1 1 1


We permute the entries in each row by first traversal, meaning we permute the values within a row

such that, considering only entries of the row in which a value appears for the first time, these values
are in ascending order and without gaps. (Equivalently, we choose the permutation of {0, 1, 2} which
lexicographically minimises the row.) For example, consider the first row ( 2 0 2 1 ), and we choose the
permutation 2 7→ 0 7→ 1 7→ 2, and the row becomes ( 0 1 0 2 ). By permuting the values in each row
(independently) in this fashion we obtain the matrix

0 1 0 2
0 0 1 1
0 1 1 2
0 0 0 0

 .

4Formally, the vertices of the configuration should be sequences of length four, but it is convenient to express them as column
vectors.
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The next step is to rearrange the rows lexicographically (corresponding to a permutation of coordinates).
In our example, this gives us the matrix

C :=


0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1
0 1 0 2
0 1 1 2

 .

If our configuration is of two vertices we are now finished. For a configuration of four vertices we observe
that wlog we can swap the two omitted vertices x and y, which corresponds to switching the third and
fourth column of C. We then once again permute the values in each row by first traversal and rearrange
the rows lexicographically to obtain the matrix

C̃ :=


0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1
0 1 2 0
0 1 2 1

 .

Finally, we have to choose which of the configurations C and C̃ we will use, and we choose the lexico-
graphically smaller one (where we read the entries one row at a time). In our example, the first entry that
differs between the two matrices is in the third entry of the third row, and C has the smaller entry here,
therefore C is our choice.5

This process generalises in a completely obvious way to configurations in Q3
d for any d ∈ N. A configu-

ration is called normalised if it can be obtained from some configuration by applying this process.
We observe that in every step of the normalisation process we used symmetries and therefore we always

stayed in the same equivalence class of configurations. In the remainder of the paper, we will only consider
normalised configurations.

3 Induction hypothesis

Recall from Section 1.4 that we defined C(d) and A(d) to be the properties that all configurations in Cd or
Ad respectively can be covered by loose paths. In this section we formally define the sets Cd and Ad. To do
this we have to define the types t1(d), t2(d), t3(d), t4(d), t5(d) and ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4, which were also mentioned
in Section 1.4.

3.1 Configuration types

Definition 3.1. We say that a configuration (a, b, x, y) is of type ti(d) for i ∈ [5] if the following holds (see
Figure 3):

t1(d): ad = xd = 0, bd = 1, yd = 2 and a[d−1] /∈ {b[d−1], x[d−1], y[d−1]}.
t2(d): ad = bd = 0, xd = 1, yd = 2 and a[d−1] /∈ {b[d−1], x[d−1], y[d−1]}.
t3(d): ad = xd = 0 and bd = yd = 1.

t4(d): ad = 0, bd = xd = 1, yd = 2 and b[d−1] /∈ {a[d−1], x[d−1], y[d−1]}.
t5(d): ad = bd = 0, xd = 1, yd = 2 and b[d−1] /∈ {a[d−1], x[d−1], y[d−1]}.

More generally we say a configuration c is of type ti(d), for i ∈ [5], if using symmetries, and potentially
switching x, y, we can transform the configuration c into a configuration c̃ which has the form described
above.

Note that a configuration may be of more than one different type which mostly (but not solely) depends
on which coordinate is chosen to split into layers.

Definition 3.2. The set Cd is the set of all normalised configurations of type t1(d), t2(d), t3(d), t4(d) or
t5(d).

Next, we define the types ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 and ϕ4.

Definition 3.3. A configuration c is of type ϕi for i ∈ [4] if the following holds.

ϕ1: c is of type t1(d) split at the last coordinate and b agrees in at least one coordinate with a, x or y
(formally, ∃i ∈ [d− 1] such that bi ∈ {ai, xi, yi}).

ϕ2: c is of type t2(d) or t5(d) split at the last coordinate and either a or b agrees with either x or y in at
least two coordinates (formally, ∃I ∈

(
[d−1]

2

)
and ∃u ∈ {a, b}, and v ∈ {x, y} such that ui = vi for both

i ∈ I).

5It is of course possible that C and C̃ might be identical for some starting configurations.
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t1(d) :
a

b
x

y

t2(d) :
a

b
x y

t3(d) :
a b

x y

Figure 3: The types t1(d), t2(d), t3(d). As always, a represents the starting vertex, b the end vertex and
x, y the two omitted vertices. For types t1(d) and t2(d), additionally the vertices b, x and y cannot lie on
the same lifting edge as a. Types t4(d) and t5(d) can be obtained from types t1(d) and t2(d) respectively
by switching a and b.

ϕ3: c is of type t3(d) split at the last coordinate and either a agrees in at least one coordinate with y or b
agrees with in at least one coordinate with x (formally, ∃i ∈ [d−1] such that either ai = yi or bi = xi).

ϕ4: c is of type t4(d) split at the last coordinate and a agrees in at least one coordinate with b, x or y
(formally, ∃i ∈ [d− 1] such that ai ∈ {bi, xi, yi}).

More generally we say a configuration c is of type ϕi, for i ∈ [4], if using symmetries, and potentially
switching x, y, we can transform the configuration c into a configuration c̃ which has the form described
above.

Definition 3.4. The set Ad is precisely the set of all normalised configurations of types ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3, ϕ4.

Recall that Observation 1.4 states that Ad is a subset of Cd – this follows directly from the definitions,
since a configuration of type ϕi must also be of type ti(d) (or t5(d) if i = 2).

3.2 Induction base case

Recall that Proposition 1.6 states that A(4) holds, which represents the base case of our induction.

Proof of Proposition 1.6. We prove this proposition using computer assistance: we wrote and ran a com-
puter program to check which normalised configurations can be covered. The output of the program shows
that we can cover every normalised configuration except for the four configurations A,B,C,D defined below;
we must therefore check that these configurations are not in A4. Appendix A describes in more detail how
to check that all other configurations are indeed covered.

Specifically, the four uncovered configurations, in matrix form, are:

A :=


0 1 1 2
0 1 1 2

0 1 2 1

0 1 2 1

 , B :=


0 1 0 2
0 1 0 2

0 1 2 0

0 1 2 0

 , C :=


0 0 1 2
0 0 1 2

0 0 1 2

0 1 0 1

 , D :=


0 0 1 1
0 0 1 1

0 1 0 1

0 1 0 1


As in Section 2.2, the vertices are represented by column vectors in the usual order a, b, x, y.

We observe that A is of type t4(4) split at the first coordinate (with a switch of x, y). Observe that all
other types ti(4) require a to agree with at least one other vertex in the splitting coordinate, but in A, the
starting vertex a has Hamming distance 4 to all other vertices. Therefore the configuration A is only of
type t4(4). Analogously we see that B is only of type t1(4) and that D is only of type t3(4), while C is of
type t3(4) if split at the last coordinate and of type t2(4) and t5(4) if split at any other coordinate.

Let us check if A is of any of the types ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 or ϕ4. Since A is only of type t4(4) it can by definition
only be of type ϕ4. But a does not agree in any coordinate with any of the vertices b, x, y and therefore the
configuration A is by definition not of type ϕ4. Analogously, one can also check that B,C,D are not of the
types ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 or ϕ4. We omit the details.

Since all four configurations are not of types ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 or ϕ4, they are by definition not in A4.
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4 Induction step

In this section, we will prove the induction step. Recall from Section 1.4 that this is broken down into
three steps, given by Corollary 1.5, Lemma 1.7 and Proposition 1.8. Corollary 1.5 follows directly from the
definitions of A(d) and C(d), so we now proceed with the remaining two steps.

Proof of Proposition 1.8. Let d ≥ 4 and let a, b be any two distinct vertices in Vd. We want to show that
there is a loose Hamilton path between a and b. Wlog a ≡ 0, meaning every coordinate of a is zero. We
differentiate two cases.
Case 1: a and b agree in at least one coordinate.
In other words, there is a coordinate i ∈ {1, . . . , d} with bi = 0. We split at this coordinate i and observe
that a and b lie in the same layer. Let u, v be the two vertices that share a lifting edge with b. We convert
(a, b) into a configuration of four vertices by choosing (a′, b′, x′, y′) := (a, u, b, v). For our new configuration
(a′, b′, x′, y′) to be of type ϕ1, it has to be of type t1(d) and b′ has to agree with a′, x′ or y′ in at least one
coordinate. Clearly our configuration is of type t1(d) and b′ agrees in d − 1 coordinates with x′ and y′.
Therefore the configuration (a′, b′, x′, y′) is of type ϕ1, so lies in Ad which means by assumption that it is
covered by a loose path. By appending the lifting edge {u, v, b} to this path, we obtain a loose Hamilton
path starting at a and ending at b.

a′ = a

y′ = vx′ = b b′ = u

Figure 4: The black arrow represents the loose path from a to u omitting the vertices v and b. The green
arrow represents the lifting edge (u, v, b).

Case 2: a and b differ in every coordinate. Again, we convert (a, b) into a configuration of four vertices:
let u, v be the two vertices that share a lifting edge with b such that vd = ad, and set (a′, b′, x′, y′) :=
(a, u, v, b). Analogously to case 1, we observe that our new configuration (a′, b′, x′, y′) is of type ϕ1 and
therefore is covered by a loose path. Again, we append the lifting edge {u, v, b} to obtain a loose Hamilton
path starting at a and ending at b.

It remains to prove Lemma 1.7, which states that A(d − 1) ⇒ C(d) for d ≥ 5. The general strategy of
the proof is displayed in Figure 5: we can cover configurations of various types in Q3

d inductively, assuming
the existence of appropriate loose paths within each layer.

The following proposition would clearly follow immediately from Lemma 1.7 and Corollary 1.5 (for large
d) – however, we state and prove it here as a step on the way to proving Lemma 1.7.

Proposition 4.1. C(d− 1) =⇒ C(d).

Proof. We observe that t4(d) and t5(d) are the inversions of t1(d) and t2(d), i.e. with the roles of a, b switched.
Therefore it is sufficient to show that we can cover every configuration of the types t1(d), t2(d) and t3(d).
We aim to construct the necessary loose paths using loose paths that cover configurations from Cd−1. We
consider the last two coordinates of our configuration to check that the loose paths within layers are of this
form. Note that the type of a configuration already determines the last row, if we reorder rows such that
we are splitting at the last coordinate. After normalisation there are 14 possibilities for the penultimate
row. To see this, observe that the first entry (i.e. ad−1) is always zero, the second is either 0 or 1, and
the third and fourth entry lie in {0, 1, 2}. This means we have two possibilities for the second entry and
three possibilities for both the third and fourth entry which gives us a total of 2 · 3 · 3 = 18 possibilities.
However, we also observe that 0002, 0020, 0022 and 0021 are not valid rows in a normalised configuration,
since distinct entries must be in ascending order according to their first appearance and not omit any values.
This leaves us with the following 14 possibilities for the penultimate row:

r1 = 0000 r8 = 0102
r2 = 0001 r9 = 0110
r3 = 0010 r10 = 0111
r4 = 0011 r11 = 0112
r5 = 0012 r12 = 0120
r6 = 0100 r13 = 0121
r7 = 0101 r14 = 0122

For each possible type of configuration, we consider all possibilities for the penultimate row.

7



t1(d)

t2(d)

t3(d)

Figure 5: We can inductively construct configurations of types t1(d), t2(d) and t3(d), assuming that the
necessary loose paths exist within each layer. The filled shapes represent vertices of our configuration in
Vd, while unfilled shapes indicate what occurs within a layer; circles represent starting vertices, triangles
are ending vertices and squares denote omitted vertices. The unfilled squares are covered by lifting edges
which are used to jump between the other two layers.

Case 1: c is of type t1(d). We know that a and x are two distinct vertices in the same layer, and therefore
they differ in a coordinate i ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1}. We may assume wlog that i = d− 1. This means r1, r2, r6, r7
and r8 cannot be our penultimate row. In Figure 6 we construct our desired loose path for configurations
of type t1(d) with the penultimate row being r3, r4, r5, r9, r10, r11, r12, r13 or r14. We use the notation a⟨s⟩
to denote (a[d−1], s) for s = 0, 1, 2, i.e. the vertex obtained from a by replacing the last entry with s (which
is simply a if s = ad).

To help interpret this figure, let us describe the case when the penultimate row is r3 in detail. Here we
split into layers according to the last coordinate. Since our configuration is of type t1(d), we have a, x in
layer 0, we have y in layer 1 and b in layer 2. We now subdivide each layer into three sublayers according
to the penultimate coordinate. Since the penultimate row is 0010 in case r3, for example the vertex x (the
third vertex of the configuration) lies in sublayer 1 of layer 0.

We now pick two auxiliary vertices v, w ∈ Vd−1 with the property that vd−1 = 1 and wd−1 = 2, and also
such that v[d−2], w[d−2] are distinct and do not lie in {a[d−2], b[d−2], x[d−2], y[d−2]}, which is possible since
|Vd−2| = 3d−2 ≥ 9. In Figure 6, copies of v and w appear in each layer – formally, these are actually the
vertices vi and wi for i = 0, 1, 2, but we omit the last coordinate for clarity.

Now in each layer Li we find a path Pi between the two vertices joined by an arrow and omitting the
other two vertices displayed in the figure. The types of the configuration to be covered within each layer
are displayed beside it in the figure – being of this type guarantees that the configuration is in Cd−1 and
therefore by the induction hypothesis can be covered by a loose path.

We now define the lifting edges ea := (a, a⟨1⟩, a⟨2⟩), ev := (v2, v1, v0) and ew := (w0, w2, w1). The
concatenation eaP2evP0ewP1 is a loose path from a to b avoiding only x and y.

More generally, whatever the penultimate row, we will choose auxiliary vertices v, w ∈ Vd−1, find loose
paths P0, P1, P2 covering the analogous vertices to the case of r3 and concatenate the paths with the
appropriate edges as above. The only things that change between cases are the choices of v, w and the
types of the paths that we find within a layer. These are displayed in the figure below (which in particular
fixes the values of vd−1, wd−1). Importantly, the condition in the definition of type t1(d) that a[d−1] /∈
{b[d−1], x[d−1], y[d−1]} implies that the edge ea = (a, a⟨1⟩, a⟨2⟩) avoids the vertices b, x, y, and we may choose
v, w such that there are also no other such conflicts arising from any lifting edges.
Case 2: c is of type t2(d). Similarly to case 1 we split c at the last coordinate, and without loss of
generality the final row is 0012. We know that a and y do not share a lifting edge. This means there exists
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Figure 6: The constructions for t1(d). Each layer is partitioned into sublayers according to coordinate
d − 1 and depicted from left (0) to right (2). Each layer is labelled with the type of path used to cover
(most of) the layer, where ti should be understood as ti(d − 1). We use arrows to indicate the starting
and ending vertex in each layer. Moves between layers are not shown; these can be found in Figure 5.

a coordinate i ∈ [d − 1] such that ai ̸= yi, and we assume wlog that i = d − 1. In particular, this means
the penultimate row cannot be r1, r3, r6, r9 or r12. We also observe that, since ad = bd, the penultimate
row r11 can be obtained from r8 by swapping a and b and permuting the entry values. Moreover, if the
penultimate row is r8, then by switching the last two coordinates we obtain a configuration of type t1(d)
with penultimate row r5, which was already covered in case 1. This means we can exclude the rows r8 and
r11.

Figure 7 shows how we construct loose paths P0, P1, P2 within the appropriate layers for r2, r4, r5,
r7, r10, r13 or r14; we concatenate the edge (a, a⟨2⟩, a⟨1⟩), the path P1, the edge (v1, v0, v2), the path P2,
the edge (w2, w1, w0) and the path P0.

Case 3: c is of type t3(d). Again, we assume wlog that c is split at the last coordinate, so the last row is
0101. We know that a and x are two distinct vertices in the same layer, and analogously to case 1 we can
restrict the penultimate row to r3, r4, r5, r9, r10, r11, r12, r13 or r14.

We observe that if the penultimate row is r5 = 0012, then switching the last two coordinates results
in a configuration of type t2(d) with penultimate row r7, which we already handled in case 2. We also
observe that switching a, b and also switching x, y also gives a configuration of type t3(d), and with the
appropriate permutation of entry values, row r11 becomes row r12. Moreover, if the penultimate row is
r12, then switching x, y and switching the last two coordinates gives a configuration of type t1(d) with
penultimate row r9, which was already covered in case 1. This means we can exclude rows r5, r11 and r12.

Figure 8 shows how we construct loose paths P0, P1, P2 within the appropriate layers for r3, r4, r9, r10, r13
or r14; we concatenate the path P0, the edge (v0, v1, v2), the path P2, the edge (w2, w0, w1) and the path
P1. Note that in this case, the path P2 is a LHP in L2, i.e. with no omitted vertices in this layer.

The proof of Proposition 4.1 will also be used to prove Lemma 1.7: we will take this proof and show that

9



a

b

v
w

a⟨1⟩

x

v
w

a⟨2⟩

y

v
w

t4 t1 t4

r2 = 0001

a

b

v
w

a⟨1⟩

x

v
w

a⟨2⟩

y

v
w

t4 t4 t1

r4 = 0011

a

b

v
w

a⟨1⟩

x

v
w

a⟨2⟩

y

v
w

t4 t4 t4

r5 = 0012

a

b

v
w

a⟨1⟩

x

v
w

a⟨2⟩

y

v
w

t2 t1 t4

r7 = 0101

a

b

v
w

a⟨1⟩

x

v
w

a⟨2⟩

y

v
w

t3 t3 t3

r10 = 0111

a

b

v
w

a⟨1⟩

x

v
w

a⟨2⟩

y

v
w

t2 t4 t4

r13 = 0121

a

b

v
w

a⟨1⟩

x

v
w

a⟨2⟩

y

v
w

t2 t4 t1

r14 = 0122

Figure 7: The constructions for t2(d) – the setup is the same as in Figure 6.

it is in fact sufficient to assume A(d− 1) instead of C(d− 1). To do so we introduce the following (slightly
technical-looking but ultimately elementary) claim.

Claim 4.2. Let d′ ≥ 3 and let α, β, γ, δ be any four distinct vertices in Vd′ .

(i) There exist distinct vertices v′, w′ ∈ Vd′ \ {α, β, γ, δ} and i, j ∈ [d′] such that v′i = αi and v′j = βj.

(ii) There exist distinct vertices v′, w′ ∈ Vd′ \ {α, β, γ, δ}, there exists j ∈ [d′] and there exists I ∈
(
[d′]
2

)
such that v′j = αj and v′i = w′

i for each i ∈ I.
Informally, we may restate the two properties as follows:

(i) v′ agrees with each of α and β on at least one coordinate.

(ii) v′ agrees with α on at least one coordinate and v′ agrees with w′ on at least two coordinates.

Note that (i) makes no claims about w′ except that it is distinct from all of α, β, γ, δ, v′. We will apply
Claim 4.2 in a situation where we have fixed the last two coordinates of auxiliary vertices v and w. Setting
d′ = d− 2, the claim will enable us to choose the first d− 2 coordinates, represented by v′, w′, in a helpful
way.

Proof of Claim 4.2. (i) Suppose first that there exists an i ∈ [d′] such that α′
i = β′

i, wlog i = 1. We
choose v′1 = α1, choose v′2 /∈ {α2, β2} and v′3 /∈ {γ3, δ3}, so we have v /∈ {α, β, γ, δ}. For w′ we choose

any arbitrary vertex in Vd′ \ {α, β, γ, δ, v′} – we can do this since |Vd′ | = 3d
′
≥ 33 = 27 > 5.

On the other hand, suppose there does not exist i ∈ [d′] such that αi = βi. Then we choose v′1 = α1,
v′2 = β2 and v′3 /∈ {γ3, δ3}. Since we assumed that α and β differ in every coordinate, the vertex v′ is
by definition not in {α, β}. Again we choose w′ to be any arbitrary vertex in Vd′ \ {α, β, γ, δ, v′}.

(ii) We set v′1 = α1, set w′
1 ̸= v′1, choose v′2 = w′

2 /∈ {α2, β2} and v′3 = w′
3 /∈ {γ3, δ3}. It is elementary to

verify that all the necessary conditions are satisfied.

Proof of Lemma 1.7. We adapt the proof of Proposition 4.1 to show that it is sufficient to assume A(d− 1)
to prove C(d). Again we iterate through all possibilities of the type of the configuration, splitting at the
last coordinate, and through all possibilities for the penultimate row. Then we choose our auxiliary vertices
using Claim 4.2 such that every configuration from Cd−1 from the proof of Proposition 4.1 which must be
covered by a loose path is in fact a configuration from Ad−1. This means we have to choose the auxiliary
vertices v and w such that every configuration used is of one of the types ϕ1, ϕ2, ϕ3 or ϕ4. We already
determined the (d− 1)st coordinate in the proof of Proposition 4.1, but we still have the freedom to choose
the first d− 2 coordinates.
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Figure 8: The constructions for t3(d). Again, the setup is the same as in Figure 6.

In what follows below, for simplicity we abuse notation by writing, for example, a instead of a[d−1]. Note
in particular that a⟨s⟩[d−1] = a[d−1] for any s.
Case 1: c is of type t1(d). As before, we assume that the configuration c is of type t1(d) split at the last
coordinate and individually consider all the possibilities for the penultimate row r3, r4, r5, r9, r10, r11, r12, r13
and r14:

r3: We used the t1(d−1)-configurations vwxa, avyw and the t4(d−1)-configuration wbav. For a t1(d−1)-
configuration to be of type ϕ1 the ending vertex (i.e. the second vertex listed in the configuration) must
agree in at least one coordinate with at least one of the other vertices and for a t4(d− 1)-configuration
to be of type ϕ4 the starting vertex has to agree in at least one coordinate with at least one of the
other vertices. We therefore need w to agree with one of v, x, a in a coordinate, v to agree with one of
a, y, w in a coordinate, and w to agree with one of b, a, v in a coordinate. Claim 4.2 (ii) tells us that
we can find v and w such that they agree with each other in two of the first d− 2 coordinates, which
already ensures that all three necessary conditions are fulfilled.

We continue in this manner for the remaining possibilities for the penultimate row. For clarity we present
our information in the following table: The first column gives the penultimate row, the second shows the
configurations we use within each of the three layers, the third the types of these configurations. In the
next three columns, we observe that to be of the appropriate type ϕi, we need some vertices to agree with
others in a certain number of coordinates. A comma in these columns should be understood as “or”, so for
example, if the u1, u2 appears in the fourth column and u3, u4 in the fifth, this means that one of u1, u2 must
agree with one of u3, u4 in at least n coordinates, where n is the entry in the sixth column. Alternatively,
if the entries are u1/u2 and u3/u4 in columns four and five, this means that either u1 has to agree with u3

in n coordinates or u2 has to agree with u4 in n coordinates. Finally, the last column shows how we choose
(the first d−2 coordinates of) the auxiliary vertices v, w to agree with other vertices such that all necessary
conditions are met. For example, with penultimate row r4 we have two distinct entries in this final column,
namely (v, w) and (v, a). This indicates that we choose v to agree with a in at least one coordinate and
with w in at least one coordinate.

11



Row config type vx agrees with n pairs

r4 vwxa t1 w v, x, a 1 (v, w)
wbav t4 w b, a, v 1 (v, w)
avyw t4 a v, y, w 1 (v, a)

r5 vwxa t4 v w, x, a 1 (v, w)
wbav t4 w b, a, v 1 (v, w)
avyw t4 a v, y, w 1 (v, a)

r9 vwxa t4 v w, x, a 1 (v, w)
wbav t2 w, b a, v 2 (v, w)
avyw t1 v a, y, w 1 (v, w)

r10 vwxa t3 v/w a/x 1 (v, a)
wbav t3 w/b v/a 1 (v, w)
avwy t3 a/v y/w 1 (v, w)

r11 vwxa t4 v w, x, a 1 (v, w)
wbav t2 w, b a, v 2 (v, w)
avyw t4 a v, y, w 1 (v, a)

r12 vwxa t1 w v, x, a 1 (v, w)
wbav t2 w, b a, v 2 (v, w)
avwy t3 a/v y/w 1 (v, w)

r13 vwax t4 v w, a, x 1 (v, w)
wbav t3 w/b v/a 1 (v, w)
avwy t3 a/v y/w 1 (v, w)

r14 vwxa t1 w v, x, a 1 (v, w)
wbav t2 w, b a, v 2 (v, w)
avyw t4 a v, y, w 1 (v, a)

Case 2: c is of type t2(d). We follow the same principle as in case 1 – the relevant table is shown below.

Row config type vx agrees with n pairs

r2 wbav t4 w b, a, v 1 (v, w)
avxw t1 v a, x, w 1 (v, w)
vwya t4 v w, y, a 1 (v, w)

r4 wbav t4 w b, a, v 1 (v, w)
avxw t4 a v, x, w 1 (v, a)
vwya t1 w v, y, a 1 (v, w)

r5 wbav t4 w b, a, v 1 (v, w)
avxw t4 a v, x, w 1 (v, a)
vwya t4 v w, y, a 1 (v, w)

r7 wbav t2 w, b a, v 2 (v, w)
avxw t1 v a, x, w 1 (v, w)
vwya t4 v w, y, a 1 (v, w)

r10 wbav t3 w/b v/a 1 (v, w)
avwx t3 a/v x/w 1 (v, w)
vwya t3 v, w y, a 1 (v, y)

r13 wbav t2 w, b a, v 2 (v, w)
avxw t4 a v, x, w 1 (v, a)
vwya t4 v w, y, a 1 (v, w)

r14 wbav t2 w, b a, v 2 (v, w)
avxw t4 a v, x, w 1 (v, a)
vwya t1 w v, y, a 1 (v, w)

Case 3: c is of type t3(d). Case 3 is slightly different from the previous two cases in that one layer is
covered by a loose Hamilton path, so we do not have a configuration type to worry about in this layer. Thus
for each possible penultimate row, we have only two configuration types in the table below. We now have
to iterate through the possibilities for the penultimate row r3, r4, r9, r10, r13 or r14.

We observe that for r9 we used exactly the same types of configuration within layers as for r4, with only
permutations of the values of coordinate d− 1 (though different permutations for each layer). We can thus
argue for r9 exactly as for r4. Similarly, the argument for r10 is identical to that for r3.

This leaves us with the rows r3, r4, r13, r14. Rows r3, r4 are the only rows from any of the three cases in
this proof for which we cannot use Claim 4.2 (ii). For both rows, we apply Claim 4.2 (i) with (α, β, γ, δ) :=
(a[d−2], b[d−2], x[d−2], y[d−2]), obtain v′, w′ and set v[d− 2] := v′ and w[d− 2] := w′. Now by the statement
of the claim, v agrees with each of a and b in one of the first d − 2 coordinates. This ensures that our
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configurations are of types ϕ1, ϕ3 or ϕ4 as appropriate.

Row config type vx agrees with n pairs

r3 avwx t4 a v,w, x 1 (v, a)
wbvy t3 w/b y/v 1 (v, b)

r4 avwx t4 a v,w, x 1 (v, a)
wbvy t1 b w, v, y 1 (v, b)

r13 avwx t3 a/v x/w 1 (v, w)
wbyv t4 w b, y, v 1 (v, w)

r14 avwx t5 a, v w, x 2 (v, w)
wbvy t2 w, b v, y 2 (v, w)

This completes the proof of Lemma 1.7.

5 Concluding remarks

The themes addressed in this paper raise a number of open questions for further research. In particular,
one could ask about the existence of loose Hamilton paths in cube hypergraphs of higher uniformities, i.e.
in Qk

d for k ≥ 4. Note that Qk
d contains kd vertices while a loose path of length ℓ := kd−1 + kd−2 + . . .+ 1

contains 1+ ℓ(k−1) = kd vertices, so the natural necessary divisibility condition for the existence of a loose
Hamilton path is certainly satisfied.

Similar considerations to the case k = 3 readily show that, when k ≥ 4, there is a loose Hamilton path
(trivially) for d = 1 but no such path for d = 2, 3. It seems likely that the larger k becomes, the larger the
dimension d required before a loose Hamilton path exists.

Question 5.1.

1. Given k ∈ N, does there exist a d0 = d0(k) ≥ 2 such that Qk
d0

contains a loose Hamilton path?

2. Does d0 tend to infinity with k?

3. Is it even true that Qk
d contains a loose Hamilton path for every d ≥ d0?

It seems plausible that the answer to all of these questions is yes, but proving this would require new
ideas.

In the introduction we mentioned several papers which investigated the conjecture of Ruskey and Sav-
age [16] that in the (graph) hypercube Qd, any matching can be extended to a Hamilton cycle, and which
proved partial results in this direction [1, 12, 13]. The analogous statement for loose Hamilton paths in cube
hypergraphs is easily seen to be false, even for dimensions in which these exist: cube hypergraphs contain
perfect matchings, but loose Hamilton paths do not. However, one could place restrictions either on the
matching (its size and structure) or on the number of edges of the matching which must be used. A 3/4
proportion is an easy asymptotic (in d) upper bound on the proportion which can plausibly be guaranteed
to be used in Q3

d, since a perfect matching contains 3d−1 edges and the largest matching in a LHP contains

⌈ 3d−1
4

⌉ edges.
One can also ask further questions that have also been addressed for graphs, for instance about the

number of loose Hamilton paths, or their robustness against edge deletion.
One can also consider other possible generalisations of paths and cycles to hypergraphs, as was done

in [14]. Here it was determined for exactly which dimensions d the cube hypergraph Q3
d contains a Berge

Hamilton cycle, or a 2-vertex-connected 2-factor. The latter of these two results also generalises naturally
to Qk

d, but in general it is still an open question whether Berge Hamilton cycles exist in Qk
d.
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A Pseudo-code

In this appendix we describe the computer code used to check that all normalised configurations of four
vertices in Q3

4 except the four described in Section 3.2 can be covered by loose paths. The code itself can
be found at [7].

We will describe the algorithms using pseudo-code, in which our notation will follow that of the paper
rather than that in the code files. We denote by N the set of all normalised configurations of four vertices
and by almost Hamilton path a loose path containing all but two vertices (so an almost Hamilton path will
cover an appropriate configuration of four vertices).

The code is divided into the three programs createNormalisedConfigs, createWitnessedConfigs and
createMissingConfigs.

(i) createNormalisedConfigs creates the set N of all normalised configurations of four vertices.

(ii) createWitnessedConfigs takes as input a set P of (encoded) paths. First, it verifies that these are
indeed almost Hamilton paths, then it checks which configurations of four vertices they cover and
writes these configurations to a set L.

(iii) createMissingConfigs generates the set M := N \ L.
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The main difficulty was to create the set P , which was done via a computer search for almost Hamilton
paths. We do not include a description of this program here since it is not necessary in order to check the
correctness of the proof – the code used to create the set P can be found in [7].

A.1 createNormalisedConfigs

Since runtime complexity is not an issue, our primary focus was transparency rather than efficiency. First, we
start with the set N being empty. Then, we iterate through all possible (a, b, x, y) in {0, 1, 2}4. According to
Section 2.2, we discard the configuration if the vertices are not distinct. Then we normalise the configuration
(a, b, x, y) and add it to N if it is not already present. Thus when the program terminates, the set N is the
set of all normalised configurations.

N := ∅
Ñ := {0, 1, 2}4
for all a, b, x, y in Ñ do

if a, b, x, y are distinct then
c := (a, b, x, y) normalised ▷ The normalisation algorithm works analogously to Section 2.2
if c is not already in N then

add c to N
end if

end if
end for

A.2 createWitnessedConfigs

We import the set P , which is a set of tuples, with each tuple consisting of 81 vertices. The first 79 vertices
represent the vertices of a loose path, while the last two vertices are two additional (omitted) vertices. We
introduce the empty set L and then iterate through all almost Hamilton paths in P . If a path is an almost
Hamilton path (it always is, for our choice of P ), we add its configuration to L. Thus, in the end L only
contains covered configurations.

Import P
L = ∅
for all p in P do

if p is an almost Hamilton path then
Add the configuration c of p to L

end if
end for

A.3 createMissingConfigs

We introduce M as the empty set and then iterate through all configurations in N . If a configuration is
not in L, we add it to M . Thus, in the end M only contains configurations, for which we do not know an
almost Hamilton path.

M = ∅
for all c in N do

if c is not in L then
add c to M

end if
end for
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