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Abstract

Ramsey’s Theorem states that a graph G has bounded order if and only if G contains

no complete graph Kn or empty graph En as its induced subgraph. The Gyárfás-

Sumner conjecture says that a graph G has bounded chromatic number if and only if

it contains no induced subgraph isomorphic to Kn or a tree T . The deficiency of a

graph is the number of vertices that cannot be covered by a maximum matching. In

this paper, we prove a Ramsey type theorem for deficiency, i.e., we characterize all the

forbidden induced subgraphs for graphs G with bounded deficiency. As an application,

we answer a question proposed by Fujita, Kawarabayashi, Lucchesi, Ota, Plummer and

Saito (JCTB, 2006).

Keywords: Ramsey-type problem, deficiency, forbidden subgraph.

1 Introduction

In this paper, all the graphs we consider are finite and simple. For positive integer n, write

[n] for {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let G be a graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(G). Write

|G| = |E(G)| for the size of G and call |V (G)| the order of G. For a vertex x ∈ V (G),

let NG(x) = {y ∈ V (G) : xy ∈ E(G)} be the neighborhood of x. Write dG(x) = |NG(x)|
for the degree of G. A leaf is a vertex of degree one in a graph. If there is no confusion

from the context, we omit the index G. Write δ(G) and ∆(G) for the minimum degree and

maximum degree of G, respectively. A graph G is called k-regular if δ(G) = ∆(G) = k.
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For two vertices x, y in a connected graph G, the distance between x and y is distG(x, y) =

min{|P | : P is an x-y path in G}, and the diameter of G is

diam(G) = max
x,y∈V (G)

dist(x, y).

For a subset X ⊂ V (G), let G[X] denote the subgraph of G induced by X, and set NG(X) =⋃
x∈X NG(x)−X. As usual, let Pn, Cn, Kn and En denote a path, a cycle, a complete graph,

and an empty graph of order n, respectively. Let Ks,t be the complete bipartite graph with

partitions of orders s and t. When s = 1, we call K1,t a star. The center of a graph G is a

vertex c ∈ V (G) with d(c, x) ≤ ⌈diam(G)
2 ⌉ for any vertex x ∈ V (G). Clearly, a star K1,t has

a unique center, and a path Pn has a unique center if n is odd and two centers if n is even.

One can refer to [4] for any other notation not introduced here.

For graphs H1 and H2, we say H1 ≺ H2 if H2 contains an induced subgraph isomorphic

to H1, otherwise, write H1 ⊀ H2. For a family H of graphs, we say G is H-free if H ⊀ G

for any H ∈ H. For two families H1 and H2, we say H1 ≤ H2 if for every H2 ∈ H2, there

exists H1 ∈ H1 such that H1 ≺ H2. The following result is a simple observation; however,

it is important.

Proposition 1.1. The relation ‘≤’ is transitive but not antisymmetric. Therefore, if H1 ≤
H2, then every H1-free graph is also H2-free.

Using this language, the classical Ramsey’s Theorem [14] and its connected version can

be rephrased as follows.

Theorem 1.2. (A) (Ramsey’s Theorem [14], 1929) For a family H of graphs, there is

a constant c = c(H) such that |V (G)| < c for every H-free graph G if and only if H ≤
{Kn, En} for some positive integer n.

(B) (Proposition 9.4.1 in [4]) For a family H of graphs, there is a constant c = c(H)

such that |V (G)| < c for every connected H-free graph G if and only if H ≤ {Kn,K1,n, Pn}
for some positive integer n.

The least integer c = c(H) when H = {Km, En} in (A) of Theorem 1.2 is denoted by

R(m,n), called the Ramsey number.

In this article, we consider a more general Ramsey-type problem as follows. Let Gc be

the family of connected graphs. Given a graph parameter µ and a constant b > 0, define

b-B-µ = {H ⊂ Gc : µ(G) < b for any H-free graph G ∈ Gc},

and

B-µ = {H ⊂ Gc : there is a constant b > 0 such that H ∈ b-B-µ}.
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Problem 1.3. Given a graph parameter µ, determine H ∈ B-µ.

Let F be a family of graphs. An (induced) F-cover (or (induced) F-partition) number

of a graph G is the minimum n such that there exist G1, G2, · · · , Gn satisfying every vertex

of G is covered by at least (or exactly) one Gi, where each Gi is a (induced) subgraph of G

isomorphic to a member of F . Write F-c(G) (or F-p(G)) and ind-F-c(G) (or ind-F-p(G))

for the F-cover (or F-partition) number and induced F-cover (or induced F-partition)

number of a graph G, respectively. Different graph parameters can be formulated using

this language. For example, the chromatic number χ(G) = ind-F-p(G), where F consists

of empty graphs; the order ord(G) = F-p(G), where F consists of K1; and the domination

number γ(G) = F-p(G), where F consists of stars. The Gyárfás-Sumner conjecture [7]

can be restated as follows. This conjecture is still open in general although it has been

widely considered in literatures. One can refer to a survey [16] about the progress of this

conjecture.

Conjecture 1.4 (Gyárfás-Sumner conjecture [7]). For a finite family H of connected

graphs, H ∈ B-χ if and only if H ≤ {Kn, T}, where T is a tree and n is a positive in-

teger.

In the following, we list more results on different parameters of Problem 1.3.

(1) The connected version of the Ramsey theorem ((B) in Theorem 1.2) can be rephrased

as H ∈ B-ord if and only if H ≤ {Kn,K1,n, Pn}.

(2) Chiba and Furuya determined H ∈ B-µ when µ is the F-cover/partition number for F
being the set of paths in [1], and when µ is the induced F-cover/partition number for

F being the set of paths and stars in [2].

(3) Choi, Furuya, Kim and Park [3] determined H ∈ B-µ when µ is the induced matching

number (the maximum size of an induced 1-regular subgraph of a graph) or matching

number (the maximum size of a 1-regular subgraph of a graph).

(4) Furuya [5] determined H ∈ B-γ, where γ is the domination number of a graph.

(5) Lozin [11] determined H ∈ B-µ, where µ is the neighborhood diversity or VC-dimension

(two parameters related to the property of the closed neighborhood of vertices, one

can refer to [11] for details).

(5) Lozin and Razgon [12] determined H ∈ B-µ, where µ(G) is the tree-width of graph G,

which is the smallest integer such that graph G has a tree-decomposition into parts

with at most k + 1 vertices.
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(6) Kierstead and Penrice [9], and Scott, Seymour, and Spirkl [17] determined H ∈ B-∂,

where ∂(G), the degeneracy of graph G, is the smallest integer d such that every

nonnull subgraph of G has a vertex of degree at most d.

In this paper, we focus on the deficiency of graphs. Let M be a matching of a graph G.

For a vertex v ∈ V (G), we call M saturates v if v ∈ V (M); otherwise, M misses v. The

matching number ν(G) of graph G is the cardinality of a maximum matching of G. The

deficiency of graph G, denoted by def(G), is defined as

def(G) = |V (G)| − 2ν(G).

According to the definition, def(G) ≡ |V (G)| (mod 2). Note that def(G) = F-p(G) − 1

where F = {K1,mK2 : m ≥ 1}. A vertex set X in a graph G is called an independent

set, or stable set if G[X] is an empty graph. For a graph G, let α(G) be the independence

number of G. We call a vertex v ∈ V (G) the claw center if α(G[N(v)]) ≥ 3. We call G

claw-free if G contains no claw center. The classical results of (near-)perfect matching on

claw-free graph due to Las Vergnas [10], Sumner [15], Jünger, Pulleyblank and Reinelt [8]

can be described as follows.

Theorem 1.5 ([8, 10, 15]). Every connected claw-free graph has deficiency at most one.

Theorem 1.5 can be restated as H ∈ 2-B- def if and only if H ≤ {K1,3}. The main result

of this article characterizes the finite family of graphs H ∈ B- def.

In the following constructions, attaching a path Pn at a vertex v of a graph G means

that we identify an end of Pn with v. We define additional families of graphs that will be

used in this article. (See Figures 1 and 2.)

• F 1
n : the graph obtained by attaching P2 at the center of path P2n+1.

• F 2
n : the graph obtained by attaching a copy of Pn at each vertex of triangle K3.

• F 3
n : the graph obtained by attaching a copy of Pn at each vertex of two fixed nonad-

jacent vertices of cycle C4.

• F 4
n : the graph obtained by adding an edge to connect the only two vertices of degree

3 in F 3
n .

• Tn: the graph obtained by attaching two copies of P2 at one end of a path Pn. We

call this end of Pn the branch vertex of Tn, and the other end of Pn is the end of Tn.

Note that T1 is actually P3. The center of P3 is not only the branch vertex but also the end

vertex of T1. We continue to define graphs by attaching Tp at a vertex v of a graph G, i.e.,

we identify the end of Tp with v.
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Figure 1: Graphs F 1
n , F

2
n , F

3
n , F

4
n and qF p

n .

• Bi (i ≥ 0): the graph obtained by attaching two copies of P2 at the end of Ti+2.

• qKp
n: the graph obtained by attaching a copy of Tp at each vertex of Kn.

• qF p
n : the graph obtained by attaching a Tp at one vertex of K3, and attaching a copy

of Pn at each of the remaining vertices of K3.

Now, we state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let H be a finite family of connected graphs. Then H ∈ B-def if and only

if

H ≤ {K1,n, Tn, qKp
n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n

2
− 1}

or

H ≤ {K1,n, F
1
n , F

2
n , F

3
n , F

4
n ,

qF p
n ,

qKp
n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 2}

for some even integer n ≥ 4.

For any integer d ≥ 2, let d-B′-def consist of inclusion-minimal elements of d-B-def, i.e.

forbidden sets H ∈ d-B-def while H′ /∈ d-B- def for any proper subset H′ ⊂ H. According

to Theorem 1.5, H ∈ 2-B′-def if and only if H = {K1,3}. Plummer and Saito [13] further

showed that, given a graphH, for any integer d ≥ 2, {H} ∈ d-B′-def if and only ifH ≺ K1,3.

Fujita, Kawarabayashi, Lucchesi, Ota, Plummer, and Saito [6] asked the following question.

Question 1.7. For any integer d ≥ 3, determine H with |H| = 2 and H ∈ d-B′-def.
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Figure 2: Graphs qKp
n, Tn and Bi.

Furthermore, they proved the following extension of Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.8 ([6]). Let G be a connected {K1,s, Bi : i ≥ 0}-free graph where s ≥ 4. Then

def(G) ≤ s− 2.

As an application of Theorem 1.6, we answer Question 1.7.

Theorem 1.9. Let H = {H1, H2} and d ≥ 3 be an integer. Then, H ∈ d-B′- def if and

only if H = {K1,s, T3} or {K1,s, P4} for some s with 4 ≤ s ≤ d+ 1.

Proof. Note that, for H = {K1,s, T3} or {K1,s, P4}, H ≤ {K1,s, Bi : i ≥ 0}. Thus, by

Theorem 1.8, we have def(G) ≤ s − 2 < d since 4 ≤ s ≤ d + 1, i.e. H ∈ d-B- def. Clearly,

H is inclusion-minimal. Thus H ∈ d-B′- def.

Now suppose H ∈ d-B′- def. Let H1 = {K1,n, Tn, qKp
n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n

2 − 1} and H2 =

{K1,n, F
1
n , F

2
n , F

3
n , F

4
n ,

qKp
n, qF p

n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 2}. Thus, H1,H2 ≤ {K1,n, F
1
n ,

qK1
n}. Since

H ∈ d-B′- def ⊂ B- def, we have H ≤ {K1,n, F
1
n ,

qK1
n}. Without loss of generality, assume

H1 ≺ K1,n. By Theorem 1.5 and the minimality of H, we obtain H1 = K1,s for some s ≥ 4.

Thus, H1 is not an induced subgraph of F 1
n or qK1

n. Hence {H2} ≤ {F 1
n ,

qK1
n}. However,

H2 ≺ F 1
n implies that H2 is triangle-free. Hence, H2 contains at most two vertices of the

largest clique of qK1
n. Therefore, H2 ≺ B0. Since B0 ⊀ F 1

n , we have H2 ≺ T3. By the

minimality of H, we have H2 = T3 or P4. Therefore, we have H = {K1,s, T3} or {K1,s, P4}.
s ≤ d+ 1 as def(K1,s−1) = s− 2 < d and K1,s−1 is H-free.

The rest of this article is arranged as follows. We present some preliminaries in Section

2 and prove Theorem 1.6 in Section 3. We provide some discussion and remarks in the last

section.
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2 Preliminaries

We first construct several graphs with large deficiencies. Let s, t be positive integers, and

let Qi = u1iu
2
i . . . u

t
i, i ∈ [s+ 1] be s+ 1 pairwise vertex disjoint paths. Define

• H1
s,t: the graph obtained from the union of paths Qi, i ∈ [s+ 1] by adding 2s vertices

{vi, wi : i ∈ [s]} and 3s edges {viwi, viu
t
i, viu

1
i+1 : i ∈ [s]}.

• H3
s,t: the graph obtained from the union of paths Qi, i ∈ [s+1] by adding 2s+2 vertices

{x, y} ∪ {vi, wi : i ∈ [s]} and 4s + 2 edges {xu11, uts+1y} ∪ {viuti, viu1i+1, wiu
t
i, wiu

1
i+1 :

i ∈ [s]}.

• H4
s,t: the graph obtained from H3

s,t by adding s edges {utiu1i+1 : i ∈ [s]}.

• qHp
s,t: the graph obtained from the union of paths Qi, i ∈ [s + 1] and Ri

∼= Tp, i ∈ [s]

with end vi by adding 3s edges {utiu1i+1, u
t
ivi, u

1
i+1vi : i ∈ [s]}.

For convience, let H1
0,t = Pt and H3

0,t = H4
0,t = Pt+2.

Lemma 2.1. (1)

def( qHp
s,t) =

s if t(s+ 1) + s(p+ 2) is even,

s+ 1 otherwise.

(2)

def( qKp
n) =

n if n(p+ 1) is even,

n+ 1 otherwise.

Proof. Recall the definition of qHp
s,t (resp.

qKp
n), for any i ∈ [s] (resp. i ∈ [n]), each Ri(∼= Tp)

contains a branch vertex that is adjacent to two leaves. Given a maximum matching M of

qHp
s,t (or

qKp
n), M misses at least one of these two leaves. Thus M misses at least s (resp. n)

vertices of qHp
s,t (resp.

qKp
n). Therefore, def( qHp

s,t) ≥ s (resp. def( qKp
n) ≥ n).

Let H be the graph obtained by deleting a leaf adjacent to every branch vertex from
qHp
s,t (resp.

qKp
n). Then H is connected and claw-free. By Theorem 1.5, def(H) ≤ 1. Hence

def( qHp
s,t) ≤ s+ 1 (resp. def( qKp

n) ≤ n+ 1).

Since def(G) ≡ |V (G)| (mod 2) for any graph G, the proof is complete.

Next we handle Hj
s,t : j ∈ {1, 3, 4}. When t is even, it can be easily checked that

def(H1
s,t) = def(H3

s,t) = def(H4
s,t) = 0, which is not what we want. When t is odd, we show

that Hj
s,t has large deficiency for j ∈ {1, 3, 4}.

Lemma 2.2. If t is odd, then def(H1
s,t) = s+ 1.
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Proof. LetH = H1
s,t−{w1, w2, · · · , ws}. ThenH is a path, thus def(H) ≤ 1. As a maximum

matching of H is also a matching of H1
s,t, we have def(H1

s,t) ≤ s+ 1.

Now we prove that def(H1
s,t) ≥ s + 1 by induction on s. For the base case s = 0,

H1
0,t = Pt has odd vertices. Thus def(H1

0,t) ≥ 1. Assume that s ≥ 1. Let M be a maximum

matching of H1
s,t. If v1 ̸∈ V (M), then w1 must not be in V (M). Thus M ∪{v1w1} is a larger

matching, a contradiction. Therefore, v1 ∈ V (M). If {v1ut1} ∈ M (or {v1u12} ∈ M), then

w1 is missed by M . Hence M ′ = M ∪{v1w1}\{v1ut1} (or M ′ = M ∪{v1w1}\{v1u12}) is still
a maximum matching. Thus we may assume that {v1w1} ∈ M . Then H ′ = H1

s,t − {v1, w1}
consists of two components, H1

0,t and H1
s−1,t. By induction hypothesis, def(H1

0,t) ≥ 1 and

def(H1
s−1,t) ≥ s. HenceM misses at least 1 vertex inH1

0,t and s vertices inH1
s−1,t. Therefore,

def(H1
s,t) ≥ s+ 1.

Lemma 2.3. If t is odd, then def(H3
s,t) = def(H4

s,t) = s+ 1.

Proof. Since H3
s,t is a spanning subgraph of H4

s,t, we have def(H4
s,t) ≤ def(H3

s,t). Let H =

H3
s,t−{w1, w2, · · · , ws}. Then H is a path too. Thus def(H) ≤ 1. As a maximum matching

of H is also a matching of H3
s,t, we have def(H3

s,t) ≤ s+ 1 too.

Now we prove that def(H4
s,t) ≥ s + 1 by induction on s. For the base case s = 0,

H4
0,t = Pt+2. Thus def(H4

0,t) ≥ 1 as t is odd. Assume that s ≥ 1. Let M be a maximum

matching of H4
s,t. If ut1 /∈ V (M), then at least one of v1 and w1 cannot be saturated by

M since both can be matched with only u12. By symmetry, we may assume v1 /∈ V (M).

Then M ∪ {ut1v1} is a larger matching of H4
s,t, a contradiction. Now assume ut1 ∈ V (M). If

ut1u
1
2 ∈ M , then both v1 and w1 are missed by M . Therefore, (M \ {ut1u12})∪ {ut1v1, u12w1}

is a larger matching, a contradiction too. If ut1u
t−1
1 ∈ M and v1 is not saturated by M ,

then M ′ = M \ {ut1u
t−1
1 } ∪ {ut1v1} is still a maximum matching.

Thus we may always assume ut1v1 ∈ M by symmetry of v1 and w1 in H4
s,t. Let H ′ =

H4
s,t − {ut1, v1}, then H ′ consists of two components, H4

0,t−2 and H4
s−1,t. By induction

hypothesis, def(H4
0,t−2) ≥ 1 and def(H4

s−1,t) ≥ s. Hence M misses at least one vertex in

H4
0,t and at least s vertices inH4

s−1,t. Therefore, def(H
4
s,t) ≥ s+1. The proof is complete.

Let X be a set of vertices in a graph G. Denote by δG(X) = min{dG(x) : x ∈ X}
and ∆G(X) = max{dG(x) : x ∈ X}. For two vertex sets X and Y in G, we say that

X dominates Y if Y ⊆ NG(X). Recall that an induced matching M of G is an induced

1-regular subgraph of G. The induced matching number of G is defined as

ν ′(G) = max{|M | : M is an induced matching of G}.

Next we present a technical lemma that has also been used implicitly in [1, 5].
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Lemma 2.4. Let G be a bipartite graph with vertex partition sets X and Y . Suppose

δ(X) ≥ 1 and ∆(Y ) ≤ n. If |X| ≥ n(p− 1)+ 1, then ν ′(G) ≥ p. Moreover, the lower bound

of |X| is tight.

Proof. Since δ(X) ≥ 1, Y dominates X. Take a minimal subset Y ′ ⊂ Y dominating X,

i.e. NG(Y
′) = X and for any proper subset Y ′′ of Y ′, NG(Y

′′) ̸= X. Therefore, Y ′ is

irredundant, i.e., every y ∈ Y ′ has a private neighbor xy ∈ X (i.e., NG(xy) ∩ Y ′ = {y}).
Since ∆(Y ) ≤ n, every y ∈ Y ′ dominates at most n vertices in X. Since |X| ≥ n(p− 1)+1,

we have |Y ′| ≥ p. Hence, we can choose p vertices in Y ′ and a private neighbor for every

one; they together form an induced matching Mp. Therefore, ν
′(G) ≥ p.

Let G = (X ∪ Y,E) be a bipartite graph with X = {xij : i ∈ [p − 1], j ∈ [n]},
Y = {yi : i ∈ [p− 1]}, and E = {(xij , yi) : i ∈ [p− 1]}. Then we have δ(X) = 1, ∆(Y ) = n,

but ν ′(G) = p− 1.

For two disjoint vertex sets X and Y of a graph G, write G(X,Y ) for the bipartite

subgraph induced by the edges between X and Y in G. The following result is important

in this article and has its own meaning on this subject.

Theorem 2.5. Let n and N be two integers greater than 3. Let G be a connected {K1,n, qKp
n :

p ≥ 1}-free graph. If diam(G) ≤ N , then there is an integer f(n,N) such that def(G) ≤
f(n,N).

Proof. Fix a vertex x0 ∈ V (G), for i ≥ 0, define

Xi = {v ∈ V (G) : dist(x0, v) = i}.

Since diam(G) ≤ N , we may assume that XN is the last level. Then V (G) =
⋃N

i=0Xi. Now

we construct a matching level by level. First, find a maximum matching MN in G[XN ]

and let YN = XN \ V (MN ). Then YN is a stable set. Next, find a maximum matching

M ′
N in G(XN−1, YN ) such that GN−1 = G − V (MN ) − V (M ′

N ) is still connected. Let

ZN = YN − V (M ′
N ) and BN−1 = NGN−1

(ZN ). Let HN = G(ZN , BN−1).

Claim 1. For every vertex u ∈ BN−1, there exist x and y in ZN such that NGN−1
(x) =

NGN−1
(y) = {u}, i.e., u has at least two private neighbors in ZN .

Proof. Since u ∈ BN−1 = NGN−1
(ZN ), there is a vertex z ∈ ZN adjacent to u. Then GN−1−

{u, z} is disconnected; otherwise, M ′
N ∪{uz} will be a larger matching in G(XN−1, YN ) such

that G − V (MN ) − V (M ′ ∪ {uz}) is still connected. Hence there is a vertex x ∈ ZN such

that NGN−1
(x) = {u}. For the same reason, GN−1 − {x, u} is disconnected. Thus we can

find another vertex y ∈ ZN (possibly z) such that NGN−1
(y) = {u}.

Claim 2. If N ≥ 2, then ∆HN
(BN−1) ≤ n− 2.

9



Proof. Suppose to the contrary that ∆HN
(BN−1) ≥ n− 1. Then the neighbors of a vertex

u ∈ BN−1 with dHN
(u) = n− 1 together with a neighbor of u in XN−2 induces a star K1,n,

a contradiction.

Set α1 = n and β1 = R(n, n). For i ≥ 1, recursively define

αi+1 = (n− 2)(βi − 1) + 1, βi+1 = R(n, αi+1).

Claim 3. |ZN | ≤ (βN−1 − 1)(n− 2).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that |ZN | > (βN−1 − 1)(n− 2). Then By Claim 2, we have

|BN−1| ≥ |ZN |/(n − 2) > βN−1 − 1, i.e., |BN−1| ≥ βN−1. By Claim 1, for each vertex

u ∈ BN−1, u has at least two private neighbors x and y in ZN . Recall that |BN−1| ≥
βN−1 = R(n, αN−1). By the Ramsey Theorem, G[BN−1] contains a clique Kn or a stable

set of order αN−1. If G[BN−1] contains a clique Kn, then G[V (Kn) ∪NHN
(V (Kn))] must

contain an induced qK1
n, a contradiction.

Now, assume that there is a stable set AN−1 in G[BN−1] with |AN−1| ≥ αN−1. Set

HN−1 = G(AN−1, XN−2). Clearly, δHN−1
(AN−1) ≥ 1. For the same reason as in Claim 2,

we have ∆HN−1
(XN−2) ≤ n − 2. By Lemma 2.4, HN−1 has an induced matching MN−1

with |MN−1| ≥ βN−2. Let BN−2 = V (MN−1) ∩XN−2. Then |BN−2| = |MN−1| ≥ βN−2 =

R(n, αN−2). Note that each vertex of V (MN−1) ∩AN−1 has at least two private neighbors

in ZN . Hence, if G[BN−2] contains a clique Kn, then G must contain an induced qK2
n, a

contradiction. Thus there is a stable set AN−2 in G[BN−2] with |AN−2| ≥ αN−2. Set

HN−2 = G(AN−2, XN−3). With the same discussion as for HN−1, HN−2 has an induced

matching MN−2 with |MN−2| = |BN−3| ≥ βN−3 and a stable set AN−3 ⊆ BN−3 with

|AN−3| ≥ αN−3, where BN−3 = V (MN−2) ∩ XN−3. The above process is continued until

we find a stable set A1 ⊆ B1 ⊆ X1 with |A1| ≥ α1 = n. However, {x0} ∪A1 induces a copy

of K1,n, a contradiction. This claim holds.

Recall that every vertex of BN−1 has a private neighbor in ZN . Hence HN has an

induced matching M ′′
N saturating all vertices of BN−1. Let Z

′
N = ZN \ V (M ′′

N ). Then

|Z ′
N | = |ZN | − |BN−1| ≤

(
1− 1

n− 2

)
|ZN | ≤ (n− 3)(βN−1 − 1).

Therefore, the matching MN ∪M ′
N ∪M ′′

N saturates the vertices in XN except for |Z ′
N | ≤

(n− 3)(βN−1− 1) vertices. Let G′
N−1 be the graph obtained from G by deleting all vertices

in V (MN )∪V (M ′
N )∪V (M ′′

N )∪Z ′
N and update XN−1 by XN−1− (V (M ′

N )∪V (M ′′
N )). Then

V (G′
N−1) =

⋃N−1
i=0 Xi and G′

N−1 is still connected.
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We can continue the above process to G′
i for each i = N − 1, N − 2, . . . , 2 such that we

can construct the matching Mi ∪ M ′
i ∪ M ′′

i in G′
i that saturates vertices in Xi except for

|Z ′
i| ≤ (n − 3)(βi−1 − 1) vertices. Finally, let G′

1 = G′
2 − (V (M2) ∪ V (M ′

2) ∪ V (M ′′
2 ) ∪ Z ′

2)

and update X1 by X1 − (V (M ′
2) ∪ V (M ′′

2 )).

Find a maximum matching M1 in G[X1] and let Y1 = X1 − V (M1). Thus Y1 is a stable

set dominated by x0. Since G is K1,n-free, we have |Y1| ≤ n − 1. Let M ′
1 be a maximum

matching of G[{x0} ∪ Y1]. Set M
′′
1 = ∅.

Finally, we have a matching
⋃N

i=1(Mi ∪M ′
i ∪M ′′

i ) of G missing at most

n− 2 + (n− 3)
N−1∑
i=1

(βi − 1) = f(n,N)

vertices. Thus def(G) ≤ f(n,N).

3 Proof of Theorem 1.6

The “only if” part: Suppose that H ∈ B- def, i.e., there is a constant c = c(H) such that

every connected H-free graph G satisfies def(G) < c. Since H is a finite family, the value

h = max{|V (H)| : H ∈ H} is well-defined.

Choose s > c, and p > h as integers and t > h as an odd integer. By Lemma 2.1, we

have def( qHp
s,t) ≥ s > c. Hence qHp

s,t is not H-free, i.e., there is an H ∈ H such that H ≺ qHp
s,t.

Since t > h ≥ |V (H)| and p > h ≥ |V (H)|, H contains at most one of the end vertex and

the branch vertex of each Ri : i ∈ [s]. Thus there is some even integer n > h ≥ |V (H)|
(we choose even n just for convenience) such that H ≺ Tn or H ≺ F 2

n . We may assume

n > c+ 1 further.

If H ≺ Tn, then H ≤ {Tn}. Since

def(K1,n) = n− 1 > c, and def( qKp
n) ≥ n > c, for any p ∈

[n
2
− 1

]
,

K1,n and qKp
n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n

2 − 1 are not H-free either. Therefore, H ≤ {K1,n, Tn, qKp
n : 1 ≤ p ≤

n
2 − 1}.

For the other case H ≺ F 2
n , we have H ≤ {F 2

n}. By Lemma 2.2 and 2.3, def(Hj
s,t) =

s+1 > c for j ∈ {1, 3, 4}. ThusHj
s,t is notH-free for j ∈ {1, 3, 4}. Hence there existsHj ∈ H

such that Hj ≺ Hj
s,t. Since |V (Hj)| ≤ h, we have |{i ∈ [s] : V (Hj) ∩ {vi, wi} ≠ ∅}| ≤ 1.

This implies that Hj ≤ F j
n. By Lemma 2.1, def( qHp

s,t) > s > c for 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 2. Thus qHp
s,t

contains an induced subgraph Hp ∈ H too. Since |Hp| ≤ h < t, |{i ∈ [s] : vi ∈ V (Hp)}| ≤ 1

too. This implies that Hp ≺ qF p
n . Note that both K1,n and qKp

n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n − 2 are not

H-free. In summary, we have

H ≤ {K1,n, F
1
n , F

2
n , F

3
n , F

4
n ,

qKp
n,

qF p
n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 2}.

11



Figure 3: The decomposition of G.

The proof of the “only if” part is completed.

The “if” part: Either

H ≤ {K1,n, Tn, qKp
n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n

2
− 1}

or

H ≤ {K1,n, F
1
n , F

2
n , F

3
n , F

4
n ,

qF p
n ,

qKp
n : 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 2}

implies that every H-free graph G must be {K1,n, F
1
n , F

3
n , F

4
n ,

qF p
n , qKp

n : p ≥ 1}-free.
Take a longest induced path P = u1u2 . . . um of G. We may assume m ≥ n2 − n − 1,

otherwise, by Theorem 2.5 the proof is completed since diam(G) ≤ m−1 < n2. We consider

the following decomposition of G. (See Figure 3.)

Let

X0 = {ui : 1 ≤ i ≤ n or m− n+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m}.

Let Y0 = {ui : n+ 1 ≤ i ≤ m− n}. Set

X1 = NG(X0)− V (P ), and Y1 = NG(Y0)− (X0 ∪X1).

For i ≥ 2, recursively define

Xi = NG(Xi−1)− (Y0 ∪ Y1)−
i−2⋃
j=1

Xj .

Claim 4. Xn+1 = ∅.

12



Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there exists a vertex xn+1 in Xn+1. Then we can

recursively trace back to its ancestors xn+1−i ∈ NG(xn+2−i) ∩Xn+1−i for each i ∈ [n + 1].

Assume x0 = uk for some k with 1 ≤ k ≤ n or m − n + 1 ≤ k ≤ m. By symmetry, we

may assume k ∈ [n] and that such a k is as large as possible in [n]. Consider the vertices in

NG(x1) ∩ V (P ). Let j1 = min{j ∈ [m] : x1uj ∈ E(G)}. For p ≥ 2, we recursively define

jp = min{j : jp−1 + 2 ≤ j ≤ m, x1uj ∈ E(G)},

and stop when

{j : jp + 2 ≤ j ≤ m, x1uj ∈ E(G)} = ∅.

Let S = {ujp : p ≥ 1}, and set s = |S|. Since jp ≥ jp−1 + 2 and P = u1u2 . . . um is an

induced path, we have S is a stable set of G. Thus {x1, x2} ∪ S induces a copy of K1,s+1

with center x1 in G. Since G is K1,n-free, we have s+ 1 ≤ n− 1.

We claim that s ≥ 2. If s = 1, then α(N(x1) ∩ V (P )) = 1. Since x1uk ∈ E(G),

x1ui /∈ E(G) for any i ≥ k + 2. If x1uk+1 ∈ E(G), then xn+1xn . . . x1uk+1uk+2 . . . um is

an induced path with n + m + 1 − k > m vertices, a contradiction to the longest P . On

the other hand, if x1uk+1 /∈ E(G), then xn+1xn . . . x1ukuk+1uk+2 . . . um is an induced path

with n+m+ 2− k > m vertices, which is also a contradiction.

Let j∗ = max{j ∈ [m] : x1uj ∈ E(G)}. Note that j∗ ∈ {js, js+1}. LetQ1 = u1u2 · · ·uj1 ,
Qp = ujp−1+2ujp−1+3 · · ·ujp for p ∈ [2, s], and Qs+1 = uj∗uj∗+1 · · ·um. Then

V (P )−
s+1⋃
p=1

V (Qp) = {ujp+1 : p ∈ [s− 1]},

and hence

m = |V (P )| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣V (P )−
s+1⋃
p=1

V (Qp)

∣∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣∣
s+1⋃
p=1

V (Qp)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ (s− 1) +

s+1∑
p=1

|V (Qp)|

=

s+1∑
p=1

(|V (Qp)|+ 1)− 2.

This implies that
s+1∑
p=1

(|V (Qp)|+ 1) ≥ m+ 2 ≥ n2 − n+ 1.

If |V (Qp)| ≤ n− 1 for all p ∈ [s+ 1], then

n2 − n+ 1 ≤
s+1∑
p=1

(|V (Qp)|+ 1) ≤ (s+ 1)n ≤ (n− 1)n,

13



a contradiction. Thus there is some q ∈ [s+1] such that |V (Qq)| ≥ n. Note that |NG(x1)∩
V (Qq)| = 1. Write NG(x1) ∩ V (Qq) = {u}, i.e., u = ujq if q ̸= s + 1, and u = uj∗ ∈
{ujs , ujs+1} if q = s + 1. Since |S| ≥ 2, we can choose anther vertex v ∈ S such that

NG(v)∩V (Qq) = ∅ (e.g., choose v ∈ S−{u} if q ̸= s+1, and, otherwise, let v = uj1). Note

that u is an end vertex of Qq, |V (Qq)| ≥ n. We have a copy of F 1
n ≺ G[{v, x1, x2, . . . , xn+1}∪

V (Qq)], a contradiction.

Now set

X =
n⋃

i=0

Xi.

Recall that Y0 = {ui : n + 1 ≤ i ≤ m − n}, and Y1 = NG(Y0) −X. For i ≥ 2, recursively

define

Yi = NG(Yi−1)−X −
i−2⋃
j=0

Yj .

Suppose N is the largest index with YN ̸= ∅ and YN+1 = ∅. Set

Y =
N⋃
i=0

Yi.

Then V (G) = X ∪ Y . Take vertices v, w ∈ Y1 (if any) such that

i = min{j : vuj ∈ E(G)} = min{j : wuj ∈ E(G)}.

Let

j = max{k : vuk ∈ E(G)}, and j′ = max{k : wuk ∈ E(G)}.

By symmetry, we may assume j ≥ j′. Note that Y1 ∩NG(X0) = ∅. Hence n+ 1 ≤ i ≤ j′ ≤
j ≤ m− n.

Claim 5. vui+1 ∈ E(G).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that vui+1 /∈ E(G). Thus j ̸= i+ 1. If j = i, then

{ui−n, ui−n+1, . . . , ui−1, ui, v, ui+1, ui+2, . . . , ui+n}

induces a copy of F 1
n in G, a contradiction. If j = i+ 2, then

{ui−n+1, ui−n+2, . . . , ui, v, ui+1, ui+2, ui+3, . . . , ui+n+1}

induces a copy of F 3
n in G, a contradiction again. Now assume j > i+ 2. Then

{ui−n, ui−n+1, . . . , ui−1, ui, ui+1, v, uj , uj+1, . . . , uj+n−2}

induces a copy of F 1
n , a contradiction. This completes the proof of the claim.

14



Claim 6. If there exists r ∈ N(v) ∩ Y2, then NG(v) ∩ Y0 = {ui, ui+1}.

Proof. By Claim 5, j ≥ i+1. It is sufficient to show that j = i+1. Suppose to the contrary

that ui and uj are not adjacent in P . Then

{ui−n+1, ui−n, . . . , ui−1, ui, v, r, uj , uj+1, . . . , uj+n−1}

induces a copy of F 1
n in G, a contradiction.

Claim 7. vw ∈ E(G).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that vw ̸∈ E(G). If j = j′, then

{ui−n+1, ui−n+2, . . . , ui, v, w, uj , uj+1, . . . , uj+n−1}

induces a copy of F 3
n or F 4

n in G according to whether j = i+ 1 or not, which is a contra-

diction. Thus j > j′. Therefore, wuj /∈ E(G). Then

{ui−n, ui−n+1, . . . , ui−1, ui, w, v, uj , uj+1, . . . , uj+n−2}

induces a copy of F 1
n in G, a contradiction too.

Since G is qF p
n -free for any p ≥ 1, we know that for any y ∈ Yi, i ≥ 1, the children of y

in Yi+1 are pairwise adjacent. Otherwise, we can construct a copy of qF p
n for some p ≥ 1 as

an induced subgraph in G according to Claim 6. In other words, NG(y) ∩ Yi+1 induces a

clique in G for any y ∈ Yi, i ≥ 1.

Now we construct a matching step by step from the last level YN . First, we find a

maximum matching MN in G[YN ]. Then ZN := YN \ V (MN ) is a stable set. Hence for

every vertex z ∈ ZN , there exists a pz ∈ YN−1 such that N(pz) ∩ ZN = {z} as long

as N ≥ 2. Therefore, M ′
N = {zpz : z ∈ ZN and pz ∈ YN−1} is a matching in G. Set

Y ′
N−1 = YN−1 − V (M ′

N ) and repeat the above process to vertices in Y ′
N−1, we obtain

matchings MN−1 and M ′
N−1. Set Y ′

N−2 = YN−2 − V (M ′
N−1). This process is continued

until we obtain Y ′
1 = Y1 − V (M ′

2). We can still find a maximum matching M1 in G[Y ′
1 ] and

a stable set Z1 = Y ′
1 −V (M1). By Claim 7, for every ui ∈ Y0, there is at most one vertex in

Z1 satisfying i = min{j : v ∈ Z1 and vuj ∈ E(G)}, denote such a vertex by vi (if any). By

Claim 5, viui+1 ∈ E(G). We retain the two edges viui and viui+1 and delete all the other

edges incident to vi for every possible vi; let L be the resulting subgraph of G[Y0 ∪ Z1].

Claim 8. L is connected and claw-free.

Proof. Note that V (L) = Y0 ∪ Z1 as Z1 ⊆ N(Y0). By the construction of L, we have L is

connected and dL(vi) = 2 for each vi ∈ Z1. Thus no vertex in Z1 can be a claw center. For
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each vertex ui ∈ Y0, we have dL(ui) ≤ 4 as the possible neighbors of ui are ui−1, ui+1 ∈ Y0

and vi−1, vi ∈ Z1. As NL(vi−1) = {ui−1, ui} and NL(vi) = {ui, ui+1}, ui cannot be a claw

center either.

Claim 9. def(G[Y ]) ≤ 1.

Proof. By Claim 8 and Theorem 1.5, we have def(L) ≤ 1. Since all vertices in Y \ (Z1 ∪Y0)

has been saturated by the matching
⋃N

i=1(Mi ∪M ′
i), where we set M ′

1 = ∅ for convenience.

Therefore, we have def(G[Y ]) ≤ 1.

Since G[X0] consists of two disjoint paths, G[X] is composed of at most two components.

According to Claim 4, each component has diameter at most 3n. By Theorem 2.5, def(G[X])

is bounded by a function b(n) = f(3n, n). Together with def(G[Y ]) ≤ 1, we know that

def(G) is bounded. The proof of Theorem 1.6 is complete.

4 Remarks and Discussions

According to the proofs of Theorems 1.6 and 2.5, every H-free graph G with H ∈ B- def

has deficiency bounded by a function dependent on the Ramsey number R(n, αi) and its

diameter, where αi is defined recursively dependent on R(n, αi−1). Seemingly, it is difficult

to determine the exact value of def(G) for an H-free graph G with H ∈ B- def. However,

it will be very interesting to determine the family H ∈ d-B- def for a fixed integer d as in

Theorem 1.8.

With a similar discussion as in Theorem 1.9, we have further determined H ∈ B- def

with |H| = 3. However, it is interminable to write down.
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