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Abstract

Given a graph T and a family of graphs F, the maximum number of copies of T" in an F-free graph
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1 Introduction

Throughout this article we only consider finite simple graphs. For an integer n, we define
n] = {1,2,...,n}. For a graph G, we denote by e(G) the edge number of G and by
d(G) the minimum degree of G. Let dg(v) and Ng(v) denote, respectively, the degree
and neighbourhood of a vertex v € V(G). For a subgraph H of G, we denote dy(v) =
|IN¢(v) N V(H)| and use G — H to denote the graph obtained from G by deleting the
vertices of H and the edges incident with at least one vertex in H. The length of a cycle or
a path is the number of its edges. We use Py, C>j and M}, to denote the path on k vertices,
the family of all cycles with length at least k£ and a matching with k edges, respectively. For
positive integers s and ¢, we use K, to denote the complete graph on s vertices and use K,
to denote the complete bipartite graph with two parts of size s and ¢, respectively. A graph
G is called Hamiltonian if it contains a Hamilton cycle, i.e., a cycle that includes every
vertex of G. A bipartite graph with the bipartition {X, Y} is called balanced if | X| = |Y|.

Let T be a graph and F be a family of graphs. We use N (T, G) to denote the number
of (not necessarily induced) copies of 7" in G and say that G is F-free if there is no copy
of any member of F in G. The generalized Turdn number, denoted by ex(n, T, F), is the
maximum number of copies of 7" in an F-free graph on n vertices. When F = {F'}, we
write ex(n, T, F') instead of ex(n,T,{F'}). When T' = K, it reduces to the classical Turdn
number ex(n, F). Let expy,(b, n, T, F) be the maximum number of copies of 7" in an F-free
bipartite graph with two parts of sizes b and n, respectively. The generalized Turan number
has received a lot of attention recently, see [1l [5] 6] [7, 8, [9] 19].

Erdés and Gallai [3] first studied the maximum number of edges in Py-free graphs and
C>i-free graphs on n vertices and characterized the extremal graphs for some values of n.
Kopylov [13] extended Erdés and Gallai’s results to 2-connected graphs by determining
ex(n,Csy) exactly in 2-connected graphs and determining ex(n, P) exactly in connected
graphs. Luo [16] determined ex(n, K, C>) exactly in 2-connected graphs and determined
ex(n, Ky, P;) exactly in connected graphs, which generalized Kopylov’s results to K. In
[20], Ning and Peng presented an extension of Luo’s results by imposing minimum degree
as a new parameter, which was in the spirit of Kopylov’s remark. Another extension
of Kopylov’s results to K,; was proposed by Lu, Yuan and Zhang [17] in 2021s, who
determined ex(n, K4, C>i) exactly in 2-connected graphs and determining ex(n, K, Py)
exactly in connected graphs. Inspired by Ning-Peng’s results and Lu-Yuan-Zhang’s results,
we present a generalization of Lu-Yuan-Zhang’s results by imposing minimum degree as a
new parameter in this article, and the results will be shown in Section 2.

In extremal graph theory, a natural problem on Hamilton cycles is: How many edges
can guarantee the existence of a Hamilton cycle in a graph on n vertices. Ore [21] showed
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that the condition e(G) > < " 5 ) + 2 is the answer.



Theorem 1.1 (Ore [21]) Let G be a graph on n vertices. If

e(G)><n;1>+1

then G contains a Hamilton cycle.

In 1962s, Erdds [4] given an exension of Ore’s theorem by adding a bound on the
minimum degree as a new parameter.

Theorem 1.2 (Erdds [J)]) Let G be a graph on n vertices. If §(G) > r, where 1 < r <

() ()

5 and
then G contains a Hamilton cycle.

Motivated by Erdés’ work, Moon and Moser [I§] presented corresponding result for
balanced bipartite graphs.

Theorem 1.3 (Moon and Moser [18]) Let G be a balanced bipartite graph on 2n vertices,
with minimum degree 0(G) > r, where 1 <r < 5. If

e(G) > n(n —r) +r?
then G contains a Hamilton cycle.

In 2009s, Adamus and Adamus [2] wanted to generalize the above criteria to long cycles
by asking how many edges are needed in a balanced bipartite graph on 2n vertices, to ensure

the existence of a cycle of length exactly 2n — 2k? In particular, they settled the case of
kE=1.

Conjecture 1.1 (Adamus and Adamus [2]) Let G be a balanced bipartite graph of order
2n and minimal degree §(G) > r > 1, where n > 2k + 2r and k € Z. If

e(G)>n(n—k—r)+rk+r)
then G contains a cycle of length 2n — 2k.

Jackson [12] determined the minimum number of edges in a bipartite graph without the
parameter minimum degree to ensure the existence of a cycle of length at least 2n — 2k.



Theorem 1.4 (Jackson [17]) Let t be an integer and G = (X,Y; E) be a bipartite graph.
Suppose | X| =n,|Y|=0b, whereb>n>n—k>2. If

e(G) > (b—1)(n—Fk—1)+n, n<2n—k) -2
(b—n+2k+3)(n—k-1), n=2n—k)—2

then G contains a cycle of length at least 2n — 2k.

From Theorem [[.4] we have expp(b, n,Cs0p—2k) = (n—k—1)b+k+1ifb>n>n—Fk >
5 + 1. Li and the forth author [14] improved Theorem [L.4l

Theorem 1.5 (Li and Ning [14]) expp(b,n,Copor) = (n —k —1)b+k+1ifb>n >
n—k>35+1

Therefore if Conjecture [[T]is true, then it can be seen as a generalization of Theorem
[L.4] and Theorem by imposing minimum degree as a new parameter.

In 2021s, Wang determined the exact value of the generalized Turan number of match-
ings. He proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6 (Wang [23]) For any s,t > 1 and n > n —k — 1, we have

() ()
()

To our knowledge, there are no further references on Conjecture [[LIl In this article,
we give a first step towards confirming Conjecture [T, which is an affirmative evidence
supporting this conjecture. In particular, we determine ey, (b, n, K¢, C>on—ok) exactly in
a connected bipartite graph G with minimum degree 6(G) > r > 1, for b > n > 2k+2r and
k € Z, which generalizes Theorem [[.3and Theorem [ 4lfor b > n > n—k > 5 +1. As corol-
laries of our main result, we determine exy;, (b, n, Ky, Pon—ox) and expy(b,n, Ks i, My—k)
exactly in a connected bipartite graph G with minimum degree §(G) > r > 1, which gen-
eralizes Theorem Moreover, we determine ex(n, K¢, C>x) in a 2-connected graph G
with minimum degree §(G) > r > 1, which generalizes a theorem of Lu, Yuan and Zhang.
Our results as shown in Section 2, and the proofs as demonstrate in Section 3. The last
section is devoted to some concluding remarks.

EXbip (na n, Ks,t> Mn—k) -




2 Main Results

Forn >2k+2r,1 <a< L"T_kj and k € Z, let

e () () ()3 () ()

It can be checked that fs:(b,n,n —k,a) is a convex function.

Figure 1. Fyppn—ka-

Let Fypnn-ra be a bipartite graph, with colour classes X and Y, |X| =n < |Y]| = b,
where X = AUB)Y =CUD,|A|=k+a,|Bl=n—k—a,|C| =a, and |D| =b—a.
Moreover, assume that Ng, ., . (v) = C for all z € A, and Ng,,,_,.(z) =Y for all
x € B. See Figure 1. Note that if n > 2k + 2a, then §(G1) =a > 1 and

fsi(byn,n —k,a), s =1,

N(Ks,t> Fb,n,n—k,a) =
fs,t(banan_kaa)_l_ft,s(banan_kaa')? S?’ét,

but F}, n—k.a does not contain a cycle of length 2n — 2k or more.

Theorem 2.1 Let G be a connected bipartite graph with bipartition (X,Y). Suppose | X| =

n<|Y|=bh= L"T_kj and 0(G) > r > 1, where n > 2k + 2r and k € Z.

max{ fs+(b,n,n —k,r), fss(byn,n—k,h)}, s=t,
N(Ky, G) > max{fs (b,n,n—k,r)+ frs(b,n,n—k,r),
fsi(byn,n —k,h) + fis(byn,n—k,h)}, s #t.

then G contains a cycle of length at least 2n — 2k.

This theorem is sharp with the extremal graphs Fy,, i, and Fp p, —k p-



Theorem 2.2 Let G be a connected bipartite graph with bipartition (X,Y'). Suppose | X| =
n<|Y|=bh= L"‘T’HJ and 0(G) > r > 1, where n > 2k 4+ 2r and k € Z. If

max{ fs+(b,n,n —k —1,r), fss(b,n,n —k —1,h)}, s=t,
N(Kgy, G) > ¢ max{fsi(b,n,n —k—1,7)+ frs(bn,n—k—1,r),
fsr(byn,n—k —1,h)+ fis(byn,n—k—1h)}, s #t.

then G contains a path on 2n — 2k wvertices.
The following result is a direct corollary.

Corollary 2.1 Let G be a connected bipartite graph with bipartition (X,Y"). Suppose | X| =
n<|Y|=bh= L"_g_lj and 0(G) > r > 1, where n > 2k + 2r and k € Z. If

max{ fs1(b,n,n —k —1,r), fss(b,n,n—k—1,h)}, s=t,
N(Ky, G) > ¢ max{fs:(b,n,n —k —1,7) + fis(byn,n—k —1,r),
fst(byn,n—k —1,h) + fis(byn,n—Fk—1,h)}, s #t.

then G contains a matching with n — k edges.

Theorem [2.2] and Corollary 2.1] are sharp with the extremal graphs Fy,, ,_x—1, and
Fynn—k—1h-
Forn>k>4and1§r<§,let

()0 () ()
i=1 5 s—1 2 2s s )’ 7
nkta a n—s—i a n—t—1

= () (720 () )
(k—a)(s—l—t)’ .t
(\ s+ s

It can be checked that gs(n,k,a) is a convex function.

Forn >k >4 and k/2 > a > 1, define the n-vertex graph H, j , as follows. The vertex
set of H, 1, is partitioned into three sets A, B, C' such that |A| = a,|B| =n —k + a and
|C| = k —2a and the edge set of H,, ., consists of all edges between A and B together with

all edges in AUC (see Figure 2). Note that when a > 2, H,, ;. , is 2-connected, has no cycle
of length £ or more.




Figure 2. Hy, ;o

For B CV (Hyka),let B={b1,by, - ,by_g+a}. Notethat fori € [n—k+al, the number

S s—1

s=tand | ° nee + ¢ note when s # t. Hence, the number
s t—1 t s—1

of copies of K, in Hy, 4 i gsi(n, k., a).

. .. .. ) a n—s—1
of copies of K, containing b; and not containing by, - - -, b;_; is ) when

Theorem 2.3 Let G be a 2-connected graph on n wvertices, with 6(G) > r > 2, where
n>k>5andh = L%J If

N(Ks,ta G) > max {gs,t(na ka 7"), gs,t(n7 k? h’)} ’
then G contains a cycle of length at least k.
We have sharpness examples H,, j, and H,, i p.

Theorem 2.4 Let G be a connected graph on n vertices, with 6(G) > r > 1, where n >
k>4 and h= 52| If

N(Ks, G) > max{gs:(n,k —1,7),gs+(n, k —1,h)},
then G contains a path on k vertices.

This theorem is sharp with the extremal graphs H,, ;_1, and Hy, ;1 -

3 Proofs of Main Results

Pésa proved the following result in [22], which is used to ensure a cycle of length at least
¢, for any integer ¢ > 3.



Lemma 3.1 (Pésa [22]) Let G be a 2-connected n-vertex graph and P be a path on m
vertices with endpoints x andy. Then G contains a cycle of length at least min{m, dp(zx)+

dp(y)}-

To prove our main results about bipartite graphs, we study bipartite analogue of Pésa’s
lemma. First we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 (Jeckson [11]) Let u and v be distinct vertices of a 2-connected graph G. Let
P be a wv-path in G and put T = {w € Ng_p({u,v} | N(w) CV(P)}. Then there exist
internally disjoint uv-paths Py and Py such that

(a) fori =1 and 2, the common vertices of P; and P occur in the same order in both paths,
and

(b) Np(T'U{u,v}) CV (P)UV (P).

Now we show the bipartite analogue of Pédsa’s lemma, which proof is very similar to
Jeckson’s proof [12].

Lemma 3.3 Let G be a 2-connected bipartite graph with bipartition (X,Y), and P be a
uv-path in G.

(i) Ifue X andv € Y then G contains a cycle of length at least min{|V (P)|,2(dp(u) +
dp(v) —1)}.

(ii) If u,v € X then G contains a cycle of length at least min{|V (P)|—1,2(dp(u)+dp(v) —
2)}.

Proof. (i). Let P = zyy129 -+ - T Yn, where 21 = w and y,, = v. Let S = Np (21),T =
Np (yn), and Tt = {y; | x; € T}. f SNTT # O, then G contains a cycle of length [V (P)].
Hence we may assume that SNT" = ). Suppose there exists y; € S and x; € T such that
j < i. Choosing ¢ and j such that ¢ — j is as small a nonnegative integer as possible, it
follows that xjq, - ,2; ¢ T and y;,--- ,y;—1 ¢ S. Then Cy = z1y122 - - - TjYn®p - - - Yi1 1S
a cycle of G such that SU (T*\{y;}) CV (Cy)NY. Thus

IV (C)| =2 (S| + |TF| = 1) =2(dp(u) + dp(v) — 1).
Therefore assume that
ify, € Sand z; €T, then ¢ < j. (1)

Let P, and P, be internally disjoint uv-paths which satisfy properties (a) and (b) of Lemma
B.2] and choose z; € T. It follows from (b) of Lemma [3.2] that z; € P, for some i € {1, 2}.
Let z; be the successor of z; along P and put 7% = {z; | x; € T'}. Since P, and P, are
internally disjoint, |7*| > |T'| — 1. Moreover, using (a) of Lemma and (D), it follows
that SNT* = . Putting Cy = P, U P, we have SUT* C V (Cy) NY and hence

[V (Co)l = 2(IS] + [T7]) = 2(dp(u) + dp(v) = 1).
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(ii). Putting P = x1y129 -+ - Yp_12n, S = Np (21),T = Np (x,), and T = {y; | yi1 € T},
the proof proceeds on similar lines to that of (i).
[
Note that if P is a maximal path in G with two end-vertices v and v, then dg(u) = dp(u)
and dg(v) = dp(v). So, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1 (Jeckson [12]). Let G be a 2-connected bipartite graph with bipartition
(X,Y), and P be a mazximal path in G. Let the end vertices of P be u and v.

(i) If u € X and v € Y then G contains a cycle of length at least min{|V (P)|, 2(d(u) +
dlv) — 1)}

(ii) If u,v € X then G contains a cycle of length at least min{|V (P)|—1, 2(d(u)+d(v)—2)}.

To prove our results, we also need a definition from Kopylov.

Definition 3.1 (Kopylov [13]). Let G be a graph and o be a natural number. Delete all
vertices of degree at most a from G; for the resulting graph Gy, again delete all vertices
of degree at most o from it. We keep running this progress until the minimum degree of
the resulting graph is at least o+ 1. The resulting graph, denoted by H (G, «), is called the
(v + 1)-core of G.

Proof of Theorem 2.1k Let h = [25*]. Let X,Y be the two partition sets of G with
| X| =n < |Y|=0b. Suppose for contradiction that G' contains no cycle of length 2n — 2k
or more and

max{ fs.(b,n,n — k,7), fss(byn,n—k,h)}, s=t,
N(Ks,t7 G) > max{fs,t(ba n,n — ka T) + ft,s(b7 n,n — ka T)v (2)
fsr(byn,n —k,h) + fis(b,n,n—k,h)}, s # t.

Let Gy be the bipartite graph obtained from G by adding a dominating vertex x to X such
that x is adjacent to each vertex of ¥ and adding a dominating vertex y to Y such that
y is adjacent to each vertex of X and adding an edge xy. Then Gy is 2-connected with
bipartition (X', Y”), has n 4+ 1 + b+ 1 vertices and contains no cycle of length 2n — 2k + 2
or more, where X' = X U{z} and Y’ =Y U{y}. Let G’ be the (2n — 2k + 2)-closure of Gy,
i.e., add edges to G until any additional edge creates a cycle of length at least 2n — 2k + 2.
Thus 6(G") > r + 1 and for any nonadjacent vertices u € X’ and v € Y’ of G’, there exists
a path on at least 2n — 2k + 2 vertices between u and v. Let G* = G’ — {x,y}. Therefore
N(Ks:, G*) > N(Ks4, Go — {z,y}) > N(K,4, G). We have that
Claim 1. H(G', h+ 1) is not empty.

Proof. Suppose H(G', h + 1) is empty. Note that x is adjacent to each vertex of Y’ of G’
and y is adjacent to each vertex of X’ of G’. For convenience, we divide the proof into the
following two cases.



Case 1. s =t. In the process of getting H(G’,h + 1), for the first n — h vertices that
are not x in X’ of G’, once the i-th vertex which has at most A neighbors that are not y

n—1

h
is deleted, we delete at most < ) copies of K, where i € [n — h|; for the
s

5 —
first b — h vertices that are not y in Y’ of G’, once the j-th vertex which has at most h

b i
J copies of K,
S N

h
neighbors that are not x is deleted, we delete at most < ) (

s
where j € [b — h|; for all the last 2h vertices that are not z,y in G’, we delete at most

( h ) ( h ) copies of K, . Then we count the number of copies of K ; as follows.
s

o ()0 () ) () ()
D) G CE)-(2)-C) )
() ED-0)
SO C))

= fs.s(b,n,n—k, h)

I
\_/

IN

a contradiction to (2).
Case 2. s # t. In the process of getting H(G’, h + 1), for the first n — h vertices
that are not z in X’ of G’, once the i-th vertex which has at most h neighbors that

are not y is deleted, we delete at most h nee + h et copies of
S t—1 t s—1

K, where i € [n — hl; for the first b — h vertices that are not y in Y’ of G’, once the
J-th vertex which has at most h neighbors that are not z is deleted, we delete at most

h b=J + h b= copies of K, where j € [b — h]; for all the last 2h
s t—1 t s—1 ’

h h h h
vertices that are not z,y of G', we delete at most ; ) + ( ; ) < ) copies of
s s

K. Then the number of copies of K, can be estimated as follows.
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=for(byn,n —k,h)+ fis(byn,n —k, h)

w
e S - [V
|

a contradiction to (2).

[

Claim 2. H(G',h+ 1) is a complete bipartite graph.

Proof. If there exist two nonadjacent vertices v and v in H(G',h+ 1) and u € X',v €
Y’  then there is a path on at least 2n — 2k + 2 vertices between u and v. Among all
these nonadjacent pairs of vertices in H(G', h + 1), we choose u,v € H(G',h + 1) with
u € X' v € Y’ such that the path between them is the longest. If all neighbors of u
in H(G',h + 1) lie in P and all neighbors of v in H(G',h + 1) lie in P, then by (i) of
Lemma B3] G’ has a cycle of length at least min{2n — 2k + 2,2(dp(u) + dp(v) — 1)}=
min{2n — 2k +2,2(h+2+ h+2—1)} = 2n — 2k + 2, a contradiction. If there exists a
neighbor z of w in H(G’, h+1) not lie in P and there exists a neighbor y of v in H(G', h+1)
not lie in P, then by the maximality of P, zy € E(H(G',h+ 1)). Then G’ has a cycle of
length at least 2n — 2k + 4, a contradiction. Hence either there exists a neighbor of u in
H(G',h+ 1) not lie in P and all neighbors of v in H(G', h + 1) lie in P, or there exists a
neighbor of v in H(G',h + 1) not lie in P and all neighbors of w in H(G’',h + 1) lie in P.
W.lo.g., suppose that there exists a neighbor = of u in H(G', h + 1) not lie in P and all
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neighbors of v in H(G', h+1) lie in P. If there exists a neighbor 2’ of x in H(G’, h+ 1) not
lie in P, then by the maximality of P, z'v € E(H(G',h+1)). Then G’ has a cycle of length
at least 2n — 2k 4 4, a contradiction. Thus all neighbors of z in H(G’, h + 1) lie in P and
there is a path on at least 2n—2k+3 vertices between x and v, and x, v in same part. By (ii)
of Lemma[33] G’ has a cycle of length at least min{2n — 2k +3—1,2(dp(z) +dp(v) —2)}=
min{2n — 2k +2,2(h+2+ h+2 —2)} = 2n — 2k + 2, a contradiction.
[

Claim 3. Let [ + 1 =min{|V(H(G',h+ 1)) N X'|,|V(H(G',h + 1)) N Y'|}. Then
r<n—-k—-101<h.
Proof. By the definition of H(G’, h+1), [+1 > h+2. Thus n—k—1 < h. Next we show that
I <n—k—r. Suppose [+1 > n—k—r+2. If u € V(G'—=H(G', h+1)), then u is not adjacent
to at least one vertex in H(G’, h 4+ 1) such that they are in different parts. Otherwise,
u€ HG h+1). Wepick u e V(G'— H(G'h+ 1)) and v € V(H(G',h + 1)) satisfying
the following three conditions: (a) u,v in different parts, (b) u and v are not adjacent,
and (c) a longest path in G’ from u to v contains the largest number of edges among such
nonadjacent pairs. Let P be a longest path in G’ from u to v. Clearly, |V (P)| > 2n—2k+2
as G’ is edge maximal. If all neighbors of v in G’ — H(G', h+ 1) lie in P and all neighbors
of vin H(G',h + 1) lie in P, then by (i) of Lemma [3.3] G’ has a cycle of length at least
min{2n — 2k +2,2(dp(u) + dp(v) — 1) }= min{2n — 2k +2,2(r+14+n—k—r+2—-1)} =
2n — 2k + 2, a contradiction. If there exists a neighbor z of v in G' — H(G’, h+ 1) not lie in
P and there exists a neighbor y of v in H(G’, h + 1) not lie in P, then by the maximality
of P, xzy € E(G'). Then G’ has a cycle of length at least 2n — 2k + 4, a contradiction.
Hence either there exists a neighbor z of u in G' — H(G',h + 1) not lie in P and all
neighbors of v in H(G',h + 1) lie in P, or there exists a neighbor y of v in H(G',h + 1)
not lie in P and all neighbors of v in G' — H(G',h + 1) lie in P. W.l.o.g., suppose that
there exists a neighbor = of u in G’ — H(G',h + 1) not lie in P and all neighbors of v in
H(G',h+1) lie in P. If there exists a neighbor 2’ of x in H(G’, h + 1) not lie in P, then
by the maximality of P, 2'v € E(H(G',h+ 1)). Then G’ has a cycle of length at least
2n — 2k + 4, a contradiction. Thus all neighbors of x in H(G’, h + 1) lie in P and there is
a path on at least 2n — 2k + 3 vertices between x and v, and x,v in same part. By (ii) of
Lemma [3.3] G’ has a cycle of length at least min{2n — 2k + 3 — 1, 2(dp(z) + dp(v) — 2)}=
min{2n — 2k +2,2(r + 1 +n—k —r+2 —2)} = 2n — 2k + 2, a contradiction. Thus
[+1<n+1—k—7r. Thereforer <n—k—-101<h.

[

Claim 4. H(G',h+1) # H{G',n+1—k —1).
Proof. Suppose H(G',h+1) = H(G',n+ 1 —k — ). Note that z, y must be contained in
H(G',h+1) as x is adjacent to each vertex of Y’ of G' and y is adjacent to each vertex of
X' of G'. We divide the proof into the following two cases:

Case 1. [+ 1=|V(H(G,h+1))NX'.

12



Subcase 1.1. s = t. Firstly, in H (G, h—l—l = H(G',n+1—k—1), the number of copies
b
s

of K, s that do not include z, y is at most
s

~—
/‘\

) Secondly, in G'—H (G',n+1—k—I1),

every vertex had at most n — k — [ neighbors that were not y at the time of its deletion.

T e ()
(-0

= fss(b,n,n—k,n—Fk—1)
< max{fss(b,n,n—k,r), fos(byn,n—Fk, h)}

a contradiction to (2).
Subcase 1.2. s # t. Firstly, in H(G',h+ 1) = H(G',n + 1 — k — [), the number of

copies of K, ¢ that do not include z,y is at most ( l ) ( i) ) + ( i ) ( b ) Secondly,
s S

in G — H(G',n+1—k—1), every vertex had at most n — k — [ neighbors that were not y
at the time of its deletion. We have

s () (S () ()
D)0
L)) ()- () )

f nylk) <(: >z>+gl<b>>+<kl> (’;Z

<max{fs+(b,n,n —k,7)+ frs(byn,n —k,r), fs:(b,n,n —k, h)+
frs(byn,n—k,h)}

a contradiction to (2)).
Case 2. [+ 1=|V(H(G' h+1))NY'|
Subcase 2.1. s = t. Firstly, in H(G',h+1) = H(G',n+1—k—1), the number of copies

of K s that do not include z, y is at most ( ) ( ) Secondly, in G'—H(G',n+1—k—1),



every vertex had at most n — k — [ neighbors that were not x at the time of its deletion.

We have
v 2 (") (05) (1) (7)
O C)) ()
- s s | \s + s s
o)) ()0
S S B S + S S
= fss(byn,n—k,n—k—1)
S max{f&s(b, n,n— k‘,’f’), fs,s(ba n,n — ka h)}

IN

a contradiction to (2).
Subcase 2.2. s # t. Firstly, in H(G',h + 1 n+1—k —1), the number of

= H(G,
copies of K, that do not include z,y is at most ( ) ( ) ( ) ( Z ) Secondly,

in G'— H(G',n+1—k—1), every vertex had at most n — [ neighbors that were not «
at the time of its deletion. We have

- b—1
N(KS,S,G)SZ< s )(t_1>+ ( ><3—1>+
p i=1
[
t

1))

(-0
SRlORIRAIG
()00
f:;flk k>z+J<f b>>+<k><2

n
<max{fs1(b,n,n —k,7)+ frs(bn,n—k,r), fs.(b,n,n —k, h)+
fes(byn,m —k,Rh)}

14



a contradiction to (2).

Claim 5. G’ contains a cycle of length at least 2n — 2k + 2.
Proof. Note that H(G',h+1) C H(G',n+1—k—1). By Claim 4, H(G',h+1) is a proper
subgraph of H(G',n+1—k —1) and there must be a vertex v in H(G’,h+1) and a vertex
vin H(G',n+ 1 — k — 1) that are nonadjacent and w, v in different parts. Among all such
pairs of vertices, we choose u € V(H(G',h+1)) and v € V(H(G',n+1—k —1)) with u,v
in different parts such that there is a longest path P between them. Then P contains at
least 2n — 2k + 2 vertices.

If all neighbors of win H(G', h+1) lie in P and all neighbors of v in H(G',n+1—k —1)
lie in P, then by (i) of Lemma B3] G’ has a cycle of length at least min{2n — 2k +
2,2(dp(u)+dp(v) —1)}=min{2n — 2k +2,2(l+14+n+1—-k—1+1—-1)} =2n—2k+ 2,
a contradiction. If there exists a neighbor = of u in H(G’,h + 1) not lie in P and there
exists a neighbor y of v in H(G',n + 1 — k — [) not lie in P, then by the maximality
of P, zy € E(H(G',h + 1)). Then G’ has a cycle of length at least 2n — 2k + 4, a
contradiction. Hence either there exists a neighbor = of v in H(G’, h+ 1) not lie in P and
all neighbors of v in H(G',n+ 1 —k —[) lie in P, or there exists a neighbor y of v in
H(G';n+1—Fk—1) not lie in P and all neighbors of v in H(G’',h + 1) lie in P. W.l.o.g.,
suppose that there exists a neighbor x of v in H(G’, h+ 1) not lie in P and all neighbors of
vin H(G',n+1—k—1) lie in P. If there exists a neighbor 2’ of z in H(G’, h+ 1) not lie in
P, then by the maximality of P, 2'v € E(H(G',h+ 1)). Then G’ has a cycle of length at
least 2n — 2k +4, a contradiction. Thus all neighbors of z in H(G’, h+1) lie in P and there
is a path on at least 2n — 2k + 3 vertices between x and v, and z, v in same part. By (ii) of
Lemma [33] G’ has a cycle of length at least min{2n — 2k + 3 — 1, 2(dp(z) + dp(v) — 2)}=
min{2n — 2k +2,2(l+14+n+1—-k—1+1—-2)} =2n — 2k + 2, a contradiction. |

Claim 5 contradicts our assumption. Hence the proof of Theorem [2.1]is complete.

Proof of Theorem 2.2 Let h = |2=2=1]. Let X,Y be the two partition sets of G
with | X| = n < |Y| = b. Suppose for contradiction that G contains no path on 2n — 2k
vertices and

max{ fs.(b,n,n —k —1,7), fss(b,n,n —k —1,h)}, s=t,
N(Ksp, G) > { max{fss(b,n,n —k—1,7) + firs(b,n,n —k —1,7), (3)
fsi(byn,n—k —1,h) + frs(byn,n—Fk—1,h)}, s # t.
Then G contains no cycle of length 2n — 2k or more. If G contains a cycle C' of length
2n—2k—2, then |V(C)UX| =n—k—1and |V(C)UY| =n—k—1. Since G is connected,

we can get a path on 2n — 2k vertices, a contradiction. Thus G contains no cycle of length
2n — 2k — 2 or more. Then by Theorem 2.1
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max{ fs+(b,n,n —k —1,7), fss(b,n,n —k —1,h)}, s=t,
N(Ky, G) < S max{fs (byn,n—k—1,7)+ fis(byn,n—k—1,r),
fsr(byn,n—k —1,h)+ fis(bn,n—k—1,h)}, s #t,

a contradiction to (3]).

Next we give very short proof of Theorem 2.3 Our proof is very similar to the proof of
Theorem in [I7]. We give only a sketch and omit the details. Similar to Theorem 2.3 we
have Theorem [2.4] and skip the details of the proof.

Proof of Theorem 2.3t Let n > k > 5 and h = L%J Let G be an edge-maximal
counter-example, i.e., adding any additional edge to G creates a cycle of length at least k
and

N(Ks,ta G) > max {gs,t(na k’, T)a gs,t(na k> h)} . (4)

Thus for each pair of nonadjacent vertices u and v of GG, there exists a path on at least k
vertices between u and v. We have that

Claim 1 ([I7]). H(G, h) is not empty.

Claim 2 ([I7]). H(G,h) is a clique.

The main differences come from Claims 3 and 4, whose proofs need the minimum degree
condition and a new function.

Claim 3. Let ¢ = |V(H(G,h))|. Then r <k — € < h.
Proof. Since each vertex of H(G,h) has degree at least h + 1, we have £ > h + 2. Thus
k — ¢ < h. Next we show that ¢ < k — r, where 6(G) > r. Suppose £ > k —r + 1. If
x € V(G)\V(H(G,h)), then x is not adjacent to at least one vertex in H (G, h). Otherwise,
x € H(G,h). We pick x € V(G)\V(H(G,h)) and y € V(H(G, h)) satisfying the following
two conditions: (a) z and y are not adjacent, and (b) a longest path in G from z to y
contains the largest number of edges among such nonadjacent pairs. Let P be a longest
path in G from z to y. Then by the maximality of P, all neighbors of z in H (G, h) lie in P:
if = has a neighbor 2’ € H(G, h) — P, then either 2’y € E(G) and 2P is a cycle of length at
least k, or 2’y ¢ E(G) and so 2’ P is a longer path. Similarly, all neighbors of y in H(G, h)
lie in P. Then by Lemma B, G has a cycle of length at least min{k, dp(x) + dp(y))}=
min{k,r + k — r) = k, a contradiction. Thus ¢ < k — r. Therefore r < k — ¢ < h.

[

Claim 4. H(G,h) # H(G,k —?).
Proof. Suppose H(G,h) = H(G,k —¢). We divide the proof into the following two cases:

Case 1. s = t. Firstly, the number of copies of K ; contained in H(G,h) = H(G,k—/{)

is at most % ( 2£s ) ( 288 ) . Secondly, in G — H(G, k — (), every vertex had at most k — ¢
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neighbors at the time of its deletion. Therefore

N(KS,S,GKi(k;E) (n:fi%%(i) (2;)
= gss(n,k,k—10)
< max{gss(n,k,r),gss(n,k,h)},

a contradiction to (). Thus H(G,h) # H(G,k — ().
Case 2. s # t. Similarly, we count the number of copies of K, as follows:

v S () () () ()
L))

=gs1(n, k, k —0)
<max {gs:(n, k,7), gs(n, k, h)}

a contradiction to (1). Hence H(G,h) # H(G,k —{). [
Claim 5 ([1I7]). G contains a cycle of length at least k.
Claim 5 contradicts our assumption. The proof of Theorem 2.3 is complete.

4 Future Work

It is natural to raise the following conjecture.

Conjecture 4.1 Let G be a connected bipartite graph with bipartition (X,Y). Suppose
X|=n<|Y[=0bh=[%%] and 5(G) > r > 1, where n > 2k + 2r and k € Z.

max{ fs+(b,n,n —k,r), fss(byn,n—k,h)}, s=t,
N(Ksy, G) > max{fs (b,n,n —k,r)+ frs(b,n,n—k,r),
fsr(byn,n—k,h)+ fis(b,n,n—k,h)}, s #t.

then G contains a cycle of length 2n — 2k.

Recently, Li and Ning [I5], and independently, Fiiredi, Kostochka and Luo [10] proved
a stability version of Theorem [[L3. It would be interesting, though, to prove a stability
version of Theorem 2.1 or Conjecture [4.1], if it is true.
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