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Abstract
Given a system G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gm} of graphs/digraphs/hypergraphs on the common

vertex set V of size n, an m-edge graph/digraph/hypergraph H on V is transversal in G if
there exists a bijection ϕ : E(H) → [m] such that e ∈ E(Gϕ(e)) for all e ∈ E(H). In this survey,
we consider extremal problems for transversal structures in graph systems. More precisely,
we summarize some sufficient conditions that ensure the existence of transversal structures
in graph/digraph/hypergraph systems, which generalize several classical theorems in extremal
graph theory to transversal version. We also include a number of conjectures and open problems.

1 Introduction

How global parameters of a graph, such as its degree or chromatic number, can influence its local
substructures? Is there some sufficiently large average degree or chromatic number that forces a
given substructure to appear? Questions of this type are one of the most natural problems in graph
theory, and there are many profound and interesting results. These are collectively referred to as
extremal graph theory. It is a branch of combinatorial mathematics that studies the maximal or
minimal properties of graphs under certain conditions.

Many important problems in extremal graph theory can be framed as subgraph containment
problems, which ask for conditions on a graph G that ensure it contains a copy of a general graph
H. For example, Mantel’s theorem states that every n-vertex graph with more than ⌊n2/4⌋ edges
contains a triangle; Turán [132] generalized it by determining the maximum number of edges in a
graph that forbids Kr, where Kr denotes a complete graph on r vertices; Dirac [39] proved that
every n-vertex graph with minimum degree at least n/2 contains a Hamilton cycle. Such a graph
is called a Dirac graph. For more results, the reader is referred to the book of Bollobás [15].

In this paper, we survey some recent developments on transversal problems in graph systems.
The notion of transversal appears in diverse branches of mathematics. A transversal X over a
system F = {F1, . . . , Fm} of objects refers to an object that intersects each Fi exactly once. Here,
the object can be any mathematical object, such as sets, spaces, set systems, and matroids, etc.
Several classical theorems, which guarantee the existence of certain objects, have been reiterated
in the context of transversals, demonstrating the possibility and impossibility of obtaining such an
object as a transversal over a certain system. To name a few, transversals are extensively studied
for Carathéodory’s theorem [14], Helly’s theorem [75], Erdős–Ko–Rado theorem [7], and Rota’s
basis conjecture [71, 118], etc.

Building on this trend, there have been numerous studies dedicated to generalizing classical
results in extremal graph theory to transversal version. In addition to being interesting in their own
right, they often provide a strengthening of the original results, which also reflects the robustness
of graph properties. A transversal in a graph system is also referred to as a “rainbow subgraph”
in much literature, and it was formally introduced in the recent work of Joos and Kim [74]. For a
positive integer n, we write [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n}.
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Definition 1.1. For a given system G = {G1, . . . , Gm} of graphs/digraphs/hypergraphs with the
same vertex set V , an m-edge graph/digraph/hypergraph H on the vertex set V is a G-transversal
(or a transversal inside G) if there exists a bijection ϕ : E(H) → [m] such that e ∈ E(Gϕ(e)) for all
e ∈ E(H).

By interpreting each Gi as the set of edges colored with the color i, the function ϕ in the above
definition is referred to as a rainbow coloring and H is a rainbow subgraph inside G. We shall
emphasize that in what follows, when we say that G is a graph system with order n, then all graphs
in G are not necessarily distinct and they have the same vertex set V of size n. Many classical
results in extremal graph theory have been extended to transversal settings, exhibiting interesting
phenomena.

Perhaps the most famous transversals are those related to Latin squares, which were studied
by Euler. In 1782, Euler [48] considered a Latin square of order n, which is an n × n array filled
with symbols 1, . . . , n, where each symbol appears exactly once in each row and column. A partial
transversal of a Latin square is a set of cells such that every pair of cells shares no row, column
or symbol, in particular a transversal is a partial transversal with n cells. The famous Ryser–
Brualdi–Stein conjecture [124, 22, 126] is one of the most important problems on transversals in
Latin squares.

(a) Latin square of order 4. (b) Edge-colored bipartite graph.

Conjecture 1.2 (Ryser–Brualdi–Stein conjecture, [124, 22, 126]). Every Latin square of order n
has a partial transversal with n− 1 cells, and a transversal with n cells if n is odd.

In 2023, Montgomery [113] introduced the first techniques to identify and exploit the possible
algebraic properties behind the entries in a Latin square, and proved the following.

Theorem 1.3 ([113]). There is some n0 ∈ N such that every Latin square of order n ≥ n0 contains
a partial transversal with n− 1 cells.

For more relevant results of transversals in Latin squares, see the recent survey by Montgomery
[114], which collected results from the past decade.

Considering the rows and columns of the Latin square as a complete bipartite graph Kn,n,
where each symbol represents a color and each cell represents a colored edge, the Latin square
naturally corresponds to a properly edge-colored Kn,n. The edge-colored Kn,n can be viewed as
a set of graphs G = {G1, . . . , Gn}, where each Gi consists of edges with color i, then a rainbow
matching of G corresponds to a transversal of the Latin square. We refer the reader to see the nice
survey [133]. These studies have inspired research on the existence of transversal structures in a
system of graphs. The central question in the study of transversals can be generalized and depicted
as follows.

Problem 1.4 ([74]). Let H be a graph/digraph/hypergraph with m edges, G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gm}
be a system of graphs/digraphs/hypergraphs with order n. Which property imposed on G will
ensure a transversal copy of H?
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Since we do not require the objects in the family G to be distinct, a necessary condition for a
positive answer to the above problem is that every n-vertex graph/digraph/hypergraph satisfying
the property contains a copy of H. In the following of this survey, it will be shown by some examples
that this necessary condition is not sufficient in some cases.

In this paper, we aim to survey known results for transversal problems in graph/random
graph/digraph/hypergraph systems. Throughout the survey, we include a number of conjectures
and open problems. It is of course impossible to cover all the known results for graph systems in a
single survey; thus, the choice of results we present is inevitably subjective. Nevertheless, we hope
to describe enough results from this fascinating area to engage many researchers in extremal and
probabilistic combinatorics, and motivate further study of this subject.

2 Turán-type problem in graph systems

One of the central topics in extremal combinatorics is to determine the maximum number of edges
of a graph on n vertices that does not contain a copy of a given graph H as a subgraph, such
a maximum number is denoted by ex(n,H). The most notable result is Turán’s theorem [132],
which states that ex(n,Kr+1) = tr(n), where tr(n) is the number of edges of a balanced complete
r-partite graph on n vertices (denoted by Tr(n)). Erdős, Stone and Simonovits [46, 47] found a
surprising connection between ex(n,H) and the chromatic number χ(H) of H.

In addition to the Turán problem itself, there are also many variants involving colorings. For
example, Diwan and Mubayi [40] considered a generalization of Turán’s theorem in a graph system
containing two graphs. It is of course possible to consider similar question with more than two
graphs. In this section, we survey results on the Turán-type problems in graph systems. In other
words, we are to determine the “largest” n-vertex graph systems that do not contain a copy of H
as a rainbow subgraph.

Define the k-rainbow extremal number ex∗k(n,H) of a graph H to be the maximum mini∈[k] |E(Gi)|
among all rainbow H-free graph systems G = {G1, . . . , Gk} with order n. The simplest case here is a
rainbow triangle. Diwan and Mubayi [40] proposed a problem: determine the value of ex∗3(n,K3).
Magnant [111] answered this problem under the assumption that the multigraphs (i.e., graphs
formed by taking the union of the edge sets E(Gi)) in question contain at least one edge between
every pair of vertices. In 2020, Aharoni, DeVos, de la Maza, Montejano and Šámal [3] solved the
above problem completely.

Theorem 2.1 ([3]). ex∗3(n,K3) = ⌊26−2
√
7

81 ⌋n2.

Interestingly, the constant 26−2
√
7

81 is an irrational number and larger than 1
4 . Therefore, com-

pared to Mantel’s theorem, the transversal triangle problem requires a stronger condition. This
signifies the difference between the transversal setting and the classical setting, and renders the
rainbow extremal number more intriguing. Aharoni, DeVos, de la Maza, Montejano and Šámal [3]
proposed a potential interesting direction to proceed, that is,

Problem 2.2 ([3]). For what real numbers α1, α2, α3 > 0, every graph system {G1, G2, G3} satis-
fying |E(Gi)| > αin

2 must have a transversal triangle?

Falgas-Ravry, Markström and Räty [50, Theorem 1.13] solved this problem when n is sufficiently
large. Recall that Turán’s theorem [132] generalizes Mantel’s theorem by determining the maximum
number of edges in n-vertex Kr-free (r ≥ 3) graphs. Analogously, one may consider the following.

Problem 2.3 ([3]). Determine the value of ex∗
(r2)

(n,Kr) for r ≥ 4.

In general cases, the problem becomes more complicated and there are only few known results
related to the k-rainbow extremal number ex∗k(n,H). As a corollary of Keevash, Saks, Sudakov
and Verstraëte [83], we have ex∗k(n,K3) ≤ n2/4 + o(n2) when k ≥ 4. Frankl [55] gave a new proof
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of this result. Babiński and Grzesik [12] determined the value of ex∗k(n, P4) up to additive o(n2)
error term for every k ≥ 3, where P4 denotes the path on 4 vertices.

The k-rainbow Turán density of a graph H is defined as follows:

π∗
k(H) = lim

n→∞

ex∗k(n,H)(
n
2

) .

Im, Kim, Lee and Seo [72] showed that the limit exists for every graph H. They [72] conjectured
that the rainbow Turán density is always an algebraic number, and they proved the conjecture for
all trees. Furthermore, they [72] gave an answer to an analogue of Problem 2.2 for trees.

Theorem 2.4 ([72]). Let α1, . . . , αk be nonnegative reals such that
∑k

i=1(1−
√
αi) < 1. For every

ϵ > 0, there exists an integer n0 such that for every n ≥ n0 and every k-edge tree T , every graph
system G = {G1, . . . , Gk} of order n with |E(Gi)| ≥ (αi + ϵ)

(
n
2

)
contains a transversal copy of T .

Except the rainbow Turán number of a graph, depending on the contexts, different measures
for the “size” of graph systems have been introduced, for example, the sum

∑
i |E(Gi)| [83, 24], the

product Πi|E(Gi)| [55, 68] and other measures.
The k-color Turán number, denoted by exk(n,H), is the maximum value of

∑
i∈[k] |E(Gi)|

among all graph systems G = {G1, . . . , Gk} of order n and without rainbow copy of H. We call
such a graph system G satisfying

∑
i∈[k] |E(Gi)| = exk(n,H) the k-color extremal graph system

of H. To determine exk(n,H), there are two natural lower bounds that arise from the following
constructions. One is that each Gi is the n-vertex H-free graph with ex(n,H) edges; the other one
is that there are |E(H)| − 1 copies of the complete graph Kn and all the other graphs are empty.

A graph is called r-color-critical if it has chromatic number r, and it has an edge whose removal
reduces the chromatic number to r − 1. In 2004, Keevash, Saks, Sudakov and Verstraëte [83]
proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2.5 ([83]). Suppose r ≥ 3 and k ≥ h. Let H be an r-color-critical graph with h edges.
Then, there exists an n0 = n0(H) > 0 such that for all n ≥ n0, the k-color extremal graph system of
H either consists of exactly h− 1 nonempty graphs where each of them is a copy of Kn or consists
of k graphs where all of them are identical copies of Tr−1(n). In particular,

exk(n,H) =

{
(h− 1)

(
n
2

)
, if h ≤ k < r−1

r−2(h− 1),

k · tr−1(n), if k ≥ r−1
r−2(h− 1).

They provided evidence for this conjecture by proving it holds when H is a complete graph or
r = 3. Recently, Chakraborti, Kim, Lee, Liu and Seo [24] showed that the conjecture holds for every
4-color-critical graph H and almost all r-color-critical graphs H with r ≥ 5. Furthermore, they
[24] proved that if H is not r-color-critical for some r ≥ 3 and n is sufficiently large, then neither
of the constructions in Conjecture 2.5 is extremal. Li, Ma and Zheng [103] proved Conjecture 2.5
holds when k ≥ 2(r − 1)(h− 1)/r, significantly improving earlier results. Furthermore, their proof
combined the stability argument of Chakraborti, Kim, Lee, Liu and Seo [24] with a novel graph
packing technique for embedding multigraphs.

Theorem 2.6 ([103]). Let r ≥ 5 and H be an r-color-critical graph with h edges. If n is sufficiently
large and k ≥ 2(r−1)(h−1)

r , then exk(n,H) = k · tr−1(n), and the unique n-vertex k-color extremal
graph system of H consists of k colors all of which are identical copies of Tr−1(n).

There is also some research focusing on maximizing the product Πi|E(Gi)| of the number of
edges of a graph system without a rainbow copy of H. Frankl [55] conjectured that a graph system
{G1, G2, G3} on a common vertex set of order n with Πi∈[3]|E(Gi)| > ⌊n2/4⌋3 contains a transversal
triangle. This conjecture was disproved by Frankl, Győri, He, Lv, Salia, Tompkins, Varga and Zhu
[68], and they further conjectured that:

4



Conjecture 2.7 ([68]). Let G = {G1, G2, G3} be a graph system of order n. If G contains no
transversal triangle, then

Πi∈[3]|E(Gi)| ≤ γn6(1 + o(1)),

where γ is the maximum of x2

2

(
x2

2 + (1−x)2

2

)(
x(1− x) + (1−x)2

2

)
on [0, 1].

In fact, this conjecture is a direct consequence of Problem 2.2, which has been solved by Falgas-
Ravry, Markström and Räty [50] when n is sufficiently large.

3 Dirac-type problem in graph systems

Let G = (V,E) be a graph. For a vertex v ∈ V , denote by NG(v) the neighborhood of v and
let dG(v) = |NG(v)| be the degree of v. The subscripts are omitted when G is clear from the
context. Let δ(G) and ∆(G) be the minimum degree and maximum degree of G respectively. Let
G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gm} be a graph system. Denote by δ(G) = min{δ(Gi) : i ∈ [m]} the minimum
degree of G.

In this section, we investigate the minimum degree condition that ensure the existence of
transversal spanning structures in graph systems. When one is interested in embedding a spanning
graph, it makes sense to consider minimum degree conditions rather than size conditions, as, for
example, a graph could be very dense but contain an isolated vertex, and therefore not contain a
copy of any given spanning graph with minimum degree at least 1.

Given the difficulty of obtaining exact results in (rainbow) graph embedding problems, many
results have focused on determining the minimum d such that for all ϵ > 0 and sufficiently large
integer n, each graph (system) of order n with minimum degree at least (d + ϵ)n contains a
(transversal) copy of H. Note that when we consider this problem in graph systems, d is at least
the value required to guarantee a copy of H in a single graph, since all graphs in the system could
be identical.

Definition 3.1. Let H be a graph with m edges. Denote by δH (if it exists) the smallest real number
δ such that for all α > 0 and sufficiently large n, every n-vertex graph G with δ(G) ≥ (δ + α)n
contains a copy of H.

Denote by δrbH (if it exists) the smallest real number δ such that for all α > 0 and sufficiently large
n, every graph system G = {G1, . . . , Gm} of order n with δ(G) ≥ (δ + α)n contains a transversal
copy of H.

For a given graph H, if the above two values exist, then it is clear that δrbH ≥ δH . Indeed, if G
is H-free, then the graph system G consisting of |E(H)| copies of G does not contain a transversal
copy of H. However, Montgomery, Müyesser and Pehova [115] showed that δrbH can be much larger
than δH : taking H to be the disjoint union of copies of K2,3 ∪ C4, then δrbH ≥ 1/2, whereas Kühn
and Osthus [95] showed that δH ≤ 4/9.

On the other hand, there are many natural instances with δrbH = δH , for example, Hamilton cycle
and perfect matching (see [74]). When this equality holds, we always say that the corresponding
H is color-blind.

3.1 Hamilton path and Hamilton cycle

A Hamilton path (cycle) in a graph is a path (cycle) that visits every vertex exactly once. Hamil-
tonicity is one of the most well-studied properties in graph theory. Dirac [39] showed that every
n-vertex graph with minimum degree at least n/2 contains a Hamilton cycle. Later on, Ore [117]
relaxed this condition and proved that every n-vertex graph G with σ2(G) ≥ n contains a Hamil-
ton cycle, where σ2(G) = min{d(x) + d(y) : xy /∈ E(G)}. Moon and Moser [116] established the
bipartite analogues of Dirac’s theorem.

In 2020, Aharoni [3] conjectured that Dirac’s theorem can be extended to a transversal version.
Cheng, Wang and Zhao [33] proved an asymptotic version of this conjecture; Joos and Kim [74]
confirmed the conjecture completely.
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Theorem 3.2 ([74]). Let n ∈ N and n ≥ 3. Suppose that G = {G1, . . . , Gn} is a graph system of
order n and δ(G) ≥ n

2 . Then G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle.

Bradshaw [20] gave a degree condition to guarantee the existence of transversal Hamilton cycles
in bipartite graph systems, which generalizes the result of Moon and Moser [116].

The distance of two distinct vertices in a graph is the length of a shortest path connecting them.
The k-th power Gk of a graph G is the graph obtained from G by joining every pair of vertices
with distance at most k in G. Pósa (for r = 3, [43]) and Seymour (for r > 3, [125]) conjectured
that for all r ≥ 3 and all n ≥ r, every n-vertex graph G with δ(G) ≥ (r − 1)n/r must contain the
(r− 1)-th power of a Hamilton cycle. This conjecture has been confirmed by Komlós, Sárközy, and
Szemerédi [90, 92]. Recently, Gupta, Hamann, Müyesser, Parczyk and Sgueglia [62] determined
the asymptotically tight bound on δ(G) for the existence of transversal powers of Hamilton cycles,
and they proposed a problem for the exact version of transversal Pósa–Seymour conjecture.

Problem 3.3 ([62]). Let G = {G1, . . . , Grn} be a graph system of order n. If δ(G) ≥ (1− 1
r )n, is

already sufficient for a transversal copy of the r-th power of a Hamilton cycle?

Bowtell, Morris, Pehova and Staden [19] proposed a further generalization of the transversal
problem, where one seeks a copy of H with a given coloring.

Problem 3.4 ([19]). Given a graph system G = {G1, . . . , Gm} of order n, what conditions imposed
on G will guarantee that for every coloring χ : E(H) → {1, . . . ,m}, there is a copy of H such that
the image of e is an edge of Gχ(e) for all e ∈ E(H)?

When H is a Hamilton cycle, Bowtell, Morris, Pehova and Staden [19] gave an asymptotically
optimal minimum degree condition for Problem 3.4.

Theorem 3.5 ([19]). For every α > 0 there exists n0 such that for every n ≥ n0 the following
holds. Let m ∈ N and let G = {G1, . . . , Gm} be a graph system of order n. If δ(G) ≥ (12 +α)n, then
for every χ : [n] → [m], there is a Hamilton cycle C such that the image of e is an edge of Gχ(e)

for all e ∈ E(C).

Determining the exact minimum degree condition to guarantee all Hamilton cycle patterns re-
mains an intriguing open problem. Bowtell, Morris, Pehova and Staden [19] provided a construction
demonstrating that n/2 + 1 is a necessary lower bound and is conjectured as an exact threshold.
In light of this, it seems more pertinent to either obtain results that improve this o(n) term to an
explicit and relatively small constant, or find counterexamples to this being possible.

It is known that one can measure the robustness of Dirac graphs with respect to Hamiltonicity
by counting the number of distinct Hamilton cycles that a Dirac graph must contain. For more
details about the robustness, we refer the reader to see the nice survey of Sudakov [127]. This
method can be extended to measure the robustness of Dirac graph systems.

It follows from Theorem 3.5 that there exist at least n! ∼
√
2πn(n/e)n different transversal

Hamilton cycles in a graph system consisting of n asymptotically Dirac graphs. Bradshaw, Halasz,
and Stacho [21] showed that given a system of n Dirac graphs with order n, there are at least
(cn/e)cn different transversal Hamilton cycles for some constant c ≥ 1/68. Anastos and Chakraborti
[11] improved the result of [21] by showing that there exists a constant C > 0 such that there are
(Cn)2n different transversal Hamilton cycles in a graph system consisting of n Dirac graphs, which
is tight up to the choice of C. They [11] also showed that every graph system consisting of n Dirac
graphs with order n spans n/2 pairwise edge-disjoint transversal Hamilton cycles, and this is best
possible.

Cheng and Staden [31] established a stability result for transversal Hamilton cycles. Given
integers a, b ≥ 0, let Hb

a be a graph system obtained by taking a copies of Kn
2
∪Kn

2
and b copies

of Kn
2
,n
2

where they are defined on the same equitable partition A ∪ B. For two vertex subsets
X, Y ⊆ V , let G[X] denote the subgraph of G induced by X, let G[X,Y ] be the subgraph of G
with vertex set X ∪ Y and edge set {xy : x ∈ X, y ∈ Y and xy ∈ E(G)}. We say that a graph
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system J of order n is half-split if there is A ⊆ V with |A| = ⌊n/2⌋ + 1 such that J [A] = ∅ and
J [A, V \ A] is complete for all J ∈ J . Given κ > 0, we say that two graph systems G and G′ on a
common vertex set of size n are κ-close if G′ can be obtained from G by adding or deleting at most
κn3 edges.

Theorem 3.6 ([31]). For all κ > 0, there exist α > 0 and n0 such that the following holds for
all integers n ≥ n0. Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a graph system of order n and δ(G) ≥ 1−α

2 n. If
G contains no transversal Hamilton cycles, then either G is κ-close to Ht

n−t for some odd integer
t ∈ [n], or G is κ-close to a half-split graph system.

The proof of Theorem 3.6 was a combination of their newly developed transversal regularity-
blow-up method [30] (see Theorem 4.4 in the next section) and the absorption method. As a
continuation of the transversal version of Dirac’s theorem (Theorem 3.2) and the stability result
for transversal Hamilton cycles (Theorem 3.6), Cheng, Sun, Wang and Wei [32] characterized all
graph systems with order n and minimum degree at least n/2− 1, each of which does not contain
transversal Hamilton cycles.

Li, Li and Li [101] studied the existence of rainbow Hamilton paths in a graph system G =
{Gi : i ∈ [n]} under Ore-type conditions. However, the edges of a rainbow Hamilton path only
come from n− 1 graphs of G. Thus, it is worth studying whether n− 1 graphs can guarantee the
existence of a rainbow Hamilton path in a graph system G = {Gi : i ∈ [n − 1]}. It is well-known
that Dirac’s theorem implies that every n-vertex graph with minimum degree at least (n − 1)/2
contains a Hamilton path. Cheng, Sun, Wang and Wei [32] proved a transversal version of this
result.

Theorem 3.7 ([32]). Let n ∈ N and n ≥ 3. Suppose G = {G1, . . . , Gn−1} is a graph system of
order n. If δ(G) ≥ n−1

2 , then G contains a transversal Hamilton path.

Similar to the case of Hamilton cycles, Cheng and Staden [31] established a stability result
for transversal Hamilton paths; Cheng, Sun, Wang and Wei [32] characterized all graph systems
with order n and minimum degree at least (n − 3)/2, each of which does not contain transversal
Hamilton paths.

In 1971, Bondy [16] posed a meta-conjecture which states that almost all nontrivial sufficient
conditions on a graph which implies that the graph is Hamiltonian also implies that the graph
is pancyclic, or there might be a simple family of exceptional graphs. Some concepts similar
to pancyclic have also attracted extensive attention, such as, vertex-pancyclic and panconnected.
Here, we only illustrate those concepts in graph systems. Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a system of
graphs on a common vertex set V of order n. We say

• G is transversal pancyclic if there is a rainbow cycle of length ℓ in G for each integer ℓ ∈ [3, n];

• G is transversal vertex-pancyclic if each vertex of V is contained in a rainbow cycle of length
ℓ for all ℓ ∈ [3, n];

• G is rainbow panconnected if for any two vertices u, v ∈ V , G contains a rainbow path of
length ℓ joining u and v for all ℓ ∈ [dG(u, v) + 1, n], where dG(x, y) is the length of the
shortest rainbow path (if it exists) connecting u and v in G.

Li, Li and Li [101, 102] obtained Dirac-type conditions for transversal pancyclicity, transversal
vertex-pancyclicity and rainbow panconnectedness respectively. The analogue results in bipartite
graph systems were obtained by Bradshaw [20] and Hu, Li, Li and Xu [69].

In addition to the Dirac-type condition, there are many other sufficient conditions to guarantee
the Hamiltonicity of a graph, such as Ore’s condition [117] and Pósa’s condition [120]. Bradshaw
[20] and Li, Li and Li [101] proposed that it is also interesting to consider those conditions in graph
systems. We list one of them here.

Question 3.8 ([20, 101]). Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a graph system of order n. If σ2(Gi) ≥ n for
all i ∈ [n], does G contain a transversal Hamilton cycle?
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3.2 F -factor

Given two graphs F and G, an F -tiling is a set of vertex-disjoint copies of F in G. A perfect
F -tiling (or an F -factor) in G is an F -tiling covering all vertices of G. Characterizing sufficient
conditions for the existence of F -factors is one of the central areas of extremal graph theory. The
most celebrated one is the Hajnal–Szemerédi theorem.

Theorem 3.9 (Hajnal–Szemerédi [63], Corrádi–Hajnal [34] for k = 3). Every n-vertex graph G
with n ∈ kN and δ(G) ≥ (1 − 1

k )n has a Kk-factor. Moreover, the minimum degree condition is
sharp.

For any r-vertex graph F , Kühn and Osthus [95] determined the smallest value of δ such that
there is an n0 ∈ N and a constant c = c(F ) such that any graph with n ≥ n0 vertices and minimum
degree at least δn+ c contains an F -factor if r|n. For more results, please see the survey of Kühn
and Osthus [94].

Now, we survey some results on minimum degree conditions for the existence of transversal
F -factors in graph systems. Joos and Kim [74] established an exact minimum degree condition to
guarantee the existence transversal perfect matching (i.e., K2-factor) in graph systems.

Theorem 3.10 ([74]). Let n ∈ N and n ≥ 2 even. Suppose G = {G1, . . . , Gn
2
} is a graph system

of order n and δ(G) ≥ n
2 . Then G contains a transversal perfect matching.

Bradshaw [20] proved the analogue result in bipartite graph systems, which is equivalent to
a special case of a matching theorem for r-partite r-uniform hypergraphs obtained by Aharoni,
Georgakopoulos and Sprüssel [4], for the case r = 3.

Cheng, Han, Wang and Wang [27] gave an asymptotical version of the transversal Hajnal–
Szemerédi theorem. Furthermore, they proposed a conjecture for the exact version of transversal
Hajnal–Szemerédi theorem.

Conjecture 3.11 ([27]). Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn
k (

k
2)
} be a graph system of order n. If δ(G) ≥ (1− 1

k )n,
then G contains transversal Kk-factor.

Montgomery, Müyesser and Pehova [115] showed that, in most cases, the same minimum degree
bound is asymptotically sufficient for the existence of transversal F -factors, which generalized the
Kühn–Osthus theorem [95] on factors.

Theorem 3.12 ([115]). Let ε > 0 and let F be a graph on r vertices with t edges. If δF -factor ≥ 1
2

or F has a bridge, then let δTF = δF -factor, and otherwise let δTF = 1
2 . Then, there is some n0 such

that the following holds for all n ≥ n0.
Assume that G = {G1, . . . , Gtn} is a graph system of order rn and δ(G) ≥ (δTF + ε)rn. Then, G

contains a transversal F -factor.

Suppose V1, V2, . . . , Vk are disjoint vertex sets each of order n, and G is a k-partite graph on
vertex classes V1, V2, . . . , Vk. Denote the partite minimum degree of G by

δ′(G) := min
i∈[k]

min
v∈Vi

min
j∈[k]\{i}

|N(v) ∩ Vj |.

Fischer [52] conjectured that the k-partite graph G contains a Kk-factor if δ′(G) ≥ (1− 1/k)n+ 1
(actually his original conjecture did not include the term +1, but this stronger conjecture is known
to be false). An approximate version of this conjecture was demonstrated independently by Keevash
and Mycroft [81], and by Lo and Markström [104]. Later, Keevash and Mycroft [82] showed that
the conjecture holds for any sufficiently large graph (in fact, they obtained a more general result
for r-partite graphs with r ≥ k). Cheng, Han, Wang and Wang [27] extended the approximate
result of Fischer’s conjecture to the transversal version.

Theorem 3.13 ([27]). For every ϵ > 0 and integer k, there exists n0 ∈ N such that the following
holds for all integers n ≥ n0. If G = {G1, . . . , Gn(k2)

} is a system of k-partite graphs with a

common vertex partition V1, . . . , Vk each of size n such that δ′(Gi) ≥ (1− 1
k + ε)n, then G contains

a transversal Kk-factor.
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3.3 Graphs with bounded bandwidth

Montgomery, Müyesser and Pehova [115] determined asymptotically tight bound on δ(G) for the
existence of a transversal spanning tree with maximum degree at most cn/ log n, generalizing the
tree-embedding theorem of Komlós, Sárközy and Szemerédi [93].

It is noteworthy that many graphs, including F -factors, powers of Hamilton cycles, and trees,
exhibit a somewhat bounded maximum degree and low connectivity. This property of low connec-
tivity can be captured by the following notion of bandwidth. A graph H has a bandwidth at most b
if there exists an ordering x1, · · · , xn of V (H) such that all edges xixj ∈ E(H) satisfies |i− j| ≤ b.
Böttcher, Schacht and Taraz [18] proved the celebrated bandwidth theorem, which determines the
asymptotically optimal minimum degree condition for a graph to contain a spanning subgraph H
with bounded maximum degree and low bandwidth.

Since the bandwidth theorem provides a common generalization of many classical results, it is
natural to characterize such a generalization for the above transversal version results. Chakraborti,
Im, Kim and Liu [23] proved that such a generalization holds by showing the following bandwidth
theorem for graph transversals.

Theorem 3.14 ([23]). For every ϵ > 0 and positive integers ∆, k, there exist α > 0 and h0 > 0
satisfying the following for every h ≥ h0. Let H be an n-vertex graph with h edges and bandwidth
at most αn such that ∆(H) ≤ ∆ and χ(H) ≤ k. If G = {G1, . . . , Gh} is a graph system of order n
and δ(G) ≥

(
1− 1

k + ε
)
n, then G contains a transversal copy of H.

This covers several of the above results, and is asymptotically best possible for many graphs
H. Note that by taking each Gi in Theorem 3.14 to be a same graph, the bandwidth theorem of
Böttcher, Schacht and Taraz [18] can be deduced immediately. Therefore, Theorem 3.14 generalizes
and strengthens the original bandwidth theorem.

4 Transversal via regularity

The classical “regularity-blow-up method” has been used to prove many results concerning the
embedding of a given spanning subgraph H in a large graph G. Such proofs are typically developed
using two important tools: Szemerédi’s regularity lemma [128] and blow-up lemma of Komlós,
Sárközy and Szemerédi [91]. Cheng and Staden [30] provided a tool needed to obtain transversal
embeddings by applying the regularity-blow-up method. More precisely, they proved a transversal
blow-up lemma that embeds separable graphs into graph systems.

Definition 4.1 (Regularity and superregularity). Suppose that G = {Gc : c ∈ C } is a system of
bipartite graphs on a common vertex partition V1 ∪ V2 with color set C . We say that

• G is (ε, d)-regular if whenever V ′
i ⊆ Vi with |V ′

i | ≥ ε|Vi| for i = 1, 2 and C ′ ⊆ C with
|C ′| ≥ ε|C |, we have ∣∣∣∣∑c∈C ′ |E(Gc[V

′
1 , V

′
2 ])|

|C ′||V ′
1 ||V ′

2 |
−
∑

c∈C |E(Gc)|
|C ||V1||V2|

∣∣∣∣ < ε

and
∑

c∈C |E(Gc)| ≥ d|C ||V1||V2|.

• G is (ε, d)-superregular if it is (ε, d)-regular and
∑

c∈C dGc(x) ≥ d|C ||V3−i| for all x ∈ Vi with
i ∈ [2], and |E(Gc)| ≥ d|V1||V2| for all c ∈ C .

Note that if every Gc with c ∈ C is the same, then G is (ε, d)-regular if and only if Gc is (ε, d)-regular;
and G is (ε, d)-superregular if and only if Gc is (ε, d)-superregular.

Theorem 4.2 (Regularity lemma for graph systems, [30]). For all integers L0 ≥ 1 and every
ε, δ > 0, there is an n0 = n0(ε, δ, L0) such that for every d ∈ [0, 1) and every graph system
G = {Gc : c ∈ C } on vertex set V of size n ≥ n0 with δn ≤ |C | ≤ n

δ , there exists a partition of
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V into V0, V1, . . . , VL, of C into C0,C1, . . . ,CM and a spanning subgraph G′
c of Gc for each c ∈ C

such that the following properties hold:

(i) L0 ≤ L,M ≤ n0 and |V0|+ |C0| ≤ εn;

(ii) |V1| = · · · = |VL| = |C1| = · · · = |CM |;

(iii)
∑

c∈C dG′
c
(v) >

∑
c∈C dGc(v)− (3d

δ2
+ ε)n2 for all v ∈ V and |E(G′

c)| > |E(Gc)| − (3d
δ2

+ ε)n2

for all c ∈ C ;

(iv) if, for c ∈ C , the graph G′
c has an edge with both vertices in a single vertex cluster Vi for

some i ∈ [L], then c ∈ C0;

(v) for all triples ({h, i}, j) ∈
(
[L]
2

)
× [M ], we have that either G′

c[Vh, Vi] = ∅ for all c ∈ Cj, or
G′
hi,j := {G′

c[Vh, Vi] : c ∈ Cj} is (ε, d)-regular.

The sets Vi are called vertex clusters and the sets Cj are called color clusters, while V0 and C0 are
the exceptional vertices and colors sets respectively.

Definition 4.3 (Reduced graph system). Given a graph system G = {Gc : c ∈ C } on V and
parameters ε > 0, d ∈ [0, 1) and L0 ≥ 1, the reduced graph system R = R(ε, d, L0) is defined as
follows. Apply Theorem 4.2 to G with parameters ε, d, L0 to obtain a graph system G′ = {G′

c :
c ∈ C }, a partition V0, . . . , VL of V and C0, . . . ,CM of C , where V0,C0 are the exceptional sets,
V1, . . . , VL are the vertex clusters and C1, . . . ,CM are the color clusters. Then R = {R1, . . . , RM}
is a graph system consisting of M graphs each on the same vertex set [L], where hi ∈ Rj if and
only if G′

hi,j is (ε, d)-regular for each ({h, i}, j) ∈
(
[L]
2

)
× [M ].

An n-vertex graph H is µ-separable if there is X ⊆ V (H) of size at most µn such that H −X
consists of components of size at most µn. With suitable small µ, separable graphs includes many
natural graphs, for example, F -factors for a fixed F , 2-regular graphs, trees, powers of Hamilton
cycles and graphs of small bandwidth.

Theorem 4.4 (Transversal blow-up lemma, [30]). For all ν, d,∆, r > 0, where r ≥ 2 is an integer,
there exist ϵ, µ, α > 0 and m0 ∈ N such that the following holds for all integers m ≥ m0. Assume
G = {Gi : i ∈ C } is a graph system with the following properties.

• There is a graph R with vertex set [r] and a partition C = ∪e∈E(R)Ce where |Ce| ≥ δm for
all e ∈ E(R);

• for all ij ∈ E(R) and c ∈ Cij, Gc is bipartite with parts Vi, Vj, and V is a vertex set of size
n with partition V = V1 ∪ V2 ∪ . . . ∪ Vr, where m ≤ |Vi| ≤ m

δ for each i ∈ [r];

• for all ij ∈ E(R),

– for all Vh
′ ⊆ Vh (h = i, j) and C ′

ij ⊆ Cij with |Vh
′| ≥ ϵ|Vh| (h = i, j) and |C ′

ij | ≥ ϵ|Cij |,
we have that ∑

c∈C ′
ij

|E(Gc[Vi
′, Vj

′])| ≥ d|C ′
ij ||Vi

′||Vj
′|;

– for every v ∈ Vh with h = i, j we have
∑

c∈C ′
ij
dGc(v) ≥ d|C ′

ij |m, and for every c ∈ Cij,
we have |E(Gc)| ≥ dm2.

Suppose that H is a graph with the following properties.

• ∆(H) ≤ ∆;

• H is µ-separable;
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• H has vertex partition A1 ∪ A2 ∪ . . . ∪ Ar such that |Ai| = |Vi| for all i ∈ [r], and for every
xy ∈ E(H) there is ij ∈ E(R) such that x ∈ Ai and y ∈ Aj;

• |E(H[Ai, Aj ])| = |Cij | for all ij ∈ E(R);

• for i ∈ [r], there is a set Ui ⊆ Ai with |Ui| ≤ α|Ai| and for each x ∈ Ui, there exists a target
set Tx ⊆ Vi with |Tx| ≥ νm.

Then G contains a transversal copy of H such that every x ∈ Ui is embedded inside Tx for i ∈ [r].

By utilizing the transversal blow-up lemma, Cheng and Staden [30] proved a stability result
for transversal Hamilton cycles, and characterized a large class of spanning 3-uniform linear hy-
pergraphs H such that any sufficiently large uniformly dense n-vertex 3-uniform hypergraph with
minimum vertex degree Ω(n2) contains H as a subhypergraph.

5 Random graph systems

In this section, we survey some results on the existence of a transversal structures in a system of
random graphs in various settings. Let 0 ≤ p ≤ 1 and G(n, p) be the binomial random graph. For
graphs G = (V,E) and G′ = (V ′, E′), we set G ∩G′ = (V ∩ V ′, E ∩ E′). Given an n-vertex graph
G, we call G(p) := G ∩ G(n, p) the random subgraph of G. In particular, G(p) = G(n, p) when G
is the complete graph Kn. We say that G(p) has a graph property P with high probability, or whp
for brevity, if the probability that G(p) has P approaches 1 as n tends to infinity. Sudakov [127]
pointed out that random subgraph G(p) can be used to measure the robustness of graph properties.

A natural question concerns the existence of transversal spanning structures in random graph
systems. A graph property is called monotone increasing if it is closed under the addition of edges.
For a monotone increasing graph property, the resilience quantifies the robustness in terms of the
number of edges one must delete from a graph, locally or globally, in order to destroy the property.
Ferber, Han and Mao [51] proved a resilient result for a system of n graphs with order n where
each graph is an independent copy of G(n, p) provided that np = ω(log n).

Theorem 5.1 ([51]). For every ϵ > 0, there exists an absolute constant c = c(ϵ) such that for
any sufficiently large n and p ≥ c logn

n the following holds. Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a system of n
independent copies of G(n, p) on the same vertex set V of size n. For all i ∈ [n], let Hi ⊆ Gi be
such that dHi(v) ≥ (12 + ϵ)dGi(v) for all v ∈ V . Then, whp {H1, . . . ,Hn} contains a transversal
Hamilton cycle.

Similar result for transversal perfect matching was also obtained in [51]. Note that the above
theorem implies that if G = {G1, . . . , Gn} is a graph system of order n with δ(G) ≥ (1/2 + ϵ)n,
and F = {F1, . . . , Fn} where Fi = Gi(p) for some p ≥ c log n/n, then whp F contains a transversal
Hamilton cycle. Anastos and Chakraborti [11] improved this by removing the error term in the
minimum degree condition with spread techniques.

Theorem 5.2 ([11]). There exists an absolute c such that the following holds. Suppose that G =
{G1, . . . , Gn} is a graph system of order n with δ(G) ≥ n

2 , and p ≥ c logn
n . Let F = {F1, . . . , Fn}

where Fi = Gi(p). Then, whp F contains a transversal Hamilton cycle.

In the above theorem, each graph in the given system intersect with the same random graph
G(n, p). They [11] also considered a system that consists of n independent random subgraphs of a
Dirac graph.

Theorem 5.3 ([11]). There exists an absolute constant c such that the following holds. Suppose G
is a graph on n vertices with δ(G) ≥ n

2 , and p ≥ c logn
n2 . Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a family of graphs

where each Gi is independently distributed as G(p), for i ∈ [n]. Then, whp G contains a transversal
Hamilton cycle.
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Naturally, they [11] hoped for a combined generalization of the above two theorems.

Problem 5.4 ([11]). Does there exist a constant c such that the following holds? Let G =
{G1, . . . , Gn} be a graph system of order n with δ(G) ≥ n

2 , and p ≥ c logn
n2 . For each i ∈ [n],

let Fi = Gi(p) and let F = {F1, . . . , Fn}. Then, whp F contains a transversal Hamilton cycle.

Anastos and Chakraborti [11] showed that Problem 5.4 holds when n is odd, whereas it turns
out to be false when n is even.

Han, Hu and Yang [65] obtained a transversal robust version of the Hajnal–Szemerédi theorem
[63].

Theorem 5.5 ([65]). Let r ≥ 3 be an integer and let γ > 0. There exists a constant c = c(r, γ) such
that for any sufficiently large n ∈ rN and p ≥ cn− 2

r (log n)1/(
r
2) the following holds. Suppose that

G = {G1, . . . , Gn
r (

r
2)
} is a graph system of order n with δ(G) ≥ (1− 1

r+γ)n. Let F = {F1, . . . , Fn
r (

r
2)
}

where Fi = Gi(p). Then whp F contains a transversal Kr-factor.

The transversal robust version of the multipartite Hajnal–Szemerédi theorem [63] was also
obtained in [65].

6 Digraph systems

In this section, we consider transversal problems in digraph systems. Let D be a digraph with no
loops and at most one edge in each direction between every pair of vertices. An oriented graph
is a digraph with no cycle of length two. Let δ+(D) and δ−(D) be the minimum out-degree and
minimum in-degree, respectively. Let δ0(D) := min{δ+(D), δ−(D)} be the minimum semi-degree
of D. Let D = {D1, D2, . . . , Dm} be a system of not necessarily distinct digraphs with common
vertex set V . Define δ+(D) := min{δ+(Di) : i ∈ [m]} and δ0(D) := min{δ0(Di) : i ∈ [m]}.

A tournament is an oriented graph where every pair of distinct vertices are adjacent. We call
a tournament T strongly connected if for every pair of vertices x, y in T , there is a directed path
from x to y. We say that a digraph D is transitive if xy and yz are arcs in D with x ̸= z, then the
arc xz is also in D.

Let Tk be the transitive tournament on k vertices and Tk be the family of all tournaments on
k vertices. Czygrinow, DeBiasio, Kierstead and Molla [35] proved that every n-vertex digraph D
with δ+(D) ≥ (1 − 1/k)n contains a Tk-factor for integers n, k with k|n. Treglown [131] proved
that for T ∈ Tk with k ≥ 3 and sufficiently large integer n with k|n, every digraph D on n vertices
with δ0(D) ≥ (1− 1/k)n contains a T -factor.

In contrast to Theorem 3.13, it is natural to seek an analogue of the transversal Hajnal–
Szemerédi theorem [63] in the digraph systems. Cheng, Han, Wang and Wang [27] established
the minimum out-degree and semi-degree condition for the existence of transversal tournament
factors in digraph systems.

Theorem 6.1 ([27]). For every integer k ≥ 3, T ∈ Tk and real ε > 0, there exists n0 ∈ N such
that the following holds for all integers n ≥ n0 and n ∈ kN. If D = {D1, . . . , Dm}, m = n

k

(
k
2

)
,

is a system of n-vertex digraphs on the same vertex set such that δ+(D) ≥ (1 − 1
k + ε)n (resp.

δ0(D) ≥ (1− 1
k + ε)n), then D contains a transversal Tk-factor (resp. T -factor).

It is well-known that every tournament contains a Hamilton path, and every strongly connected
tournament contains a Hamilton cycle. Chakraborti, Kim, Lee and Seo [25] proved the following
result concerning the existence of transversal directed Hamilton paths and cycles in a system of
tournaments.

Theorem 6.2 ([25]). For every sufficiently large n,

(i) every system of (n − 1) tournaments with order n contains a transversal directed Hamilton
path;
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(ii) every system T of n tournaments with order n satisfies the following. If all tournaments in
T possibly except one are strongly connected, then T contains a transversal directed Hamilton
cycle.

Thomason [130] proved that every sufficiently large tournament contains Hamilton paths and
cycles with all possible orientations, except possibly the consistently oriented Hamilton cycle.
Chakraborti, Kim, Lee and Seo [26] established the transversal generalization of this result.

Theorem 6.3 ([26]). For every sufficiently large n,

(i) every system of (n− 1) tournaments with order n contains a transversal of every orientation
of the Hamilton path;

(ii) every system of n tournaments with order n contains a transversal of every orientation of the
Hamilton cycle except possibly the directed one.

Babiński, Grzesik and Prorok [13] studied the transversal version of Mantel’s theorem in digraph
systems and oriented graph systems. More precisely, they determined the minimum number of edges
in each graph that ensure the existence of transversal transitive triangles or transversal directed
triangles in digraph systems and oriented graph systems. Gerbner, Grzesik, Palmer and Prorok
[58] determined the minimum number of edges of digraphs in a digraph system which guarantees
the existence of any rainbow directed star.

Ghouila-Houri [59] showed that any n-vertex digraph with minimum semi-degree at least n/2
contains a directed Hamilton cycle. Cheng, Li, Sun and Wang [29] provided a transversal gener-
alization of Ghouila-Houri’s theorem, which solved a problem proposed by Chakraborti, Kim, Lee
and Seo [26].

Theorem 6.4 ([29]). Let D = {D1, . . . , Dn} be a system of digraphs on a common vertex set V of
sufficiently large order n. If δ0(D) ≥ n

2 , then D contain a transversal directed Hamilton cycle.

DeBiasio and Molla [38] proved the the anti-directed Hamilton cycle (an orientation in which
consecutive edges alternate direction) is guaranteed to appear if δ0(D) ≥ n/2+1. DeBiasio, Kühn,
Molla, Osthus and Taylor [37] showed that for sufficiently large n, every n-vertex digraph D with
δ0(D) ≥ n/2 contains every orientation of a Hamilton cycle except, possibly, the anti-directed one.
It is interesting to generalize the above two results to transversal version.

Keevash, Kühn and Osthus [77] proved the oriented version of Dirac’s theorem, which states
that every n-vertex digraph with minimum semi-degree at least (3n − 4)/8 contains a directed
Hamilton cycle. Considering a transversal version of this theorem would be interesting.

Question 6.5. Let D = {D1, . . . , Dn} be a system of oriented graphs with common vertex set V
of size n. If δ0(D) ≥ ⌈3n−4

8 ⌉, does D contain a transversal directed Hamilton cycle?

7 Hypergraph systems

In this section, we will survey results in k-uniform hypergraph systems. For a set V , we denote by(
V
k

)
the set of subsets of size k of V . A k-uniform hypergraph (or k-graph) H = (V,E) consists

of a vertex set V and an edge set E which is a family of k-element subsets of V , i.e., E ⊆
(
V
k

)
.

For any S ⊆ V , the degree of S in H, denoted by degH(S), is the number of edges containing S.
For any integer s ≥ 0, define the minimum s-degree δs(H) to be min{degH(S) : S ∈

(
V (H)

s

)
}. Let

H = {H1, H2, . . . ,Hm} be a system of not necessarily distinct k-graphs with common vertex set
V . Define δs(H) = min{δs(Hi) : i ∈ [m]}.

The problem of characterizing k-graphs which contain a Hamilton cycle or a perfect matching
is perhaps the most prominent one in hypergraph theory. In the remainder of this section, we focus
on those two most well studied structures.
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7.1 Transversal Hamilton cycle in hypergraph systems

We say that a k-graph C is an ℓ-cycle if there exists a cyclic ordering of the vertices of C such that
every edge of C consists of k consecutive vertices and every two consecutive edges (in the natural
ordering of the edges) intersects in precisely ℓ vertices. We say that C is a Hamilton ℓ-cycle of a
k-graph H if C is a spanning sub-k-graph of H. We call C a tight Hamilton cycle if ℓ = k − 1,
a loose Hamilton cycle if ℓ = 1. A Hamilton cycle of a k-graph H is a cycle which is a spanning
subhypergraph of H. Note that if a k-graph H on n vertices contains a Hamilton ℓ-cycle then
(k − ℓ)|n, since every edge of the cycle contains exactly k − ℓ vertices which were not contained in
the previous edge.

In 1999, Katona and Kierstead [76] proved a Dirac-type theorem: every n-vertex k-graph H
with δk−1(H) > (1 − 1

2k )n + 4 − k − 5
2k contains a tight Hamilton cycle. They anticipated that a

much stronger result is true.

Conjecture 7.1 ([76]). Let H be a k-graph on n ≥ k + 1 ≥ 4 vertices. If δk−1(H) ≥ ⌊n−k+3
2 ⌋,

then H has a tight Hamilton cycle.

Rödl, Ruciński and Szemerédi [121, 122] confirmed this asymptotically, and they [123] also gave
the exact version for k = 3.

Theorem 7.2 ([123, 121, 122]). Let k ≥ 3, γ > 0 and H be an n-vertex k-graph, where n is
sufficiently large. If δk−1(H) ≥ (12 + γ)n, then H contains a tight Hamilton cycle. Furthermore,
when k = 3 it is enough to have δ2(H) ≥ ⌊n2 ⌋.

However, Kühn and Osthus [96] and Zhao [135] noted that it is much more difficult to determine
the minimum d-degree condition for tight Hamilton cycle for d ∈ [k−2]. The best general bound for
such a problem was given by Lang and Sanhueza-Matamala [99], Polcyn, Reiher, Rödl and Schülke
[119] independently.

Theorem 7.3 ([99, 119]). Let k ≥ 3, γ > 0 and H be an n-vertex k-graph, where n is sufficiently
large. If δk−2(H) ≥ (59 + γ)

(
n
2

)
, then H contains a tight Hamilton cycle.

Let 1 ≤ d, ℓ ≤ k − 1. For n ∈ (k − ℓ)N, define hℓd(k, n) to be the smallest integer h such that
every n-vertex k-graph H satisfying δd(H) ≥ h contains a Hamilton ℓ-cycle. Han and Zhao [66]
proved that

hk−1
d (k, n) ≥

(
1−

(
t

⌊ t
2⌋

)⌈ t
2⌉

⌈ t
2
⌉(⌊ t

2⌋+ 1)⌊
t
2
⌋

(t+ 1)t + o(1)

)(
n

t

)
, (1)

where d ∈ [k − 1] and t = k − d. In particular, hk−1
k−3(k, n) ≥ (5/8 + o(1))

(
n
3

)
. Lang and Sanhueza-

Matamala [99] proved hk−1
d (k, n) ≤ 2−1/(k−d) and they conjectured that the minimum d-degree

threshold for k-uniform tight Hamilton cycles coincides with the lower bounds in (1).
Recently, Cheng, Han, Wang, Wang and Yang [28] and Tang, Wang, Wang and Yan [129]

extended Theorem 7.2 and Theorem 7.3 to transversal version, respectively.

Theorem 7.4 ([28, 129]). For every k ≥ 3, γ > 0, there exists n0 such that the following holds for
n ≥ n0. Let H = {H1, . . . ,Hn} be a k-graph system of order n.

(i) If δk−1(H) ≥ (12 + γ)n, then H admits a transversal tight Hamilton cycle.

(ii) If δk−2(H) ≥ (59 + γ)
(
n
2

)
, then H admits a transversal tight Hamilton cycle.

Cheng, Han, Wang, Wang and Yang [28] suspected that the threshold for transversal tight
Hamilton cycles in a k-graph system is the same with the threshold conjectured for tight Hamilton
cycles in a single k-graph (i.e., Conjecture 7.1) and provided the following conjecture.

Conjecture 7.5 ([28]). Suppose H = {H1, . . . ,Hn} is a k-graph system of order n (n ≥ k+1 ≥ 4)
and δk−1(H) ≥ ⌊n−k+3

2 ⌋, then H contains a transversal tight Hamilton cycle.
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Motiveted by (1), Tang, Wang, Wang and Yan [129] proposed the following conjecture, which
concerns the minimum d-degree condition for transversal tight Hamilton cycles.

Conjecture 7.6 ([129]). For every k ≥ d+ 1, µ > 0, there exists n0 such that the following holds
for n ≥ n0. Let H = {H1, . . . ,Hn} be a k-graph system of order n.

(i) If k ≥ 4 and δk−3(H) ≥ (58 + µ)
(
n
3

)
, then H admits a transversal tight Hamilton cycle.

(ii) If δd(H) ≥ hk−1
d (k, n) + µ

(
n
d

)
, then H admits a transversal tight Hamilton cycle.

Furthermore, the problem of giving sufficient conditions for transversal Hamilton ℓ-cycles with
ℓ ∈ [k − 2] is still open. It would be very nice to settle this problem.

Theorem 7.4 implies that if we consider (k − 1)-degree and (k − 2)-degree conditions, then
tight Hamilton cycle is color-blind. Gupta, Hamann, Müyesser, Parczyk and Sgueglia [62] provided
a unified approach to find color-blind graphs, which is general enough to recover many previous
results and obtain novel transversal variants of several classical Dirac-type results. The precise
statement of their main result is quite technical, we refer the reader to see [62, Theorem 2.6]. The
following theorem lists some applications in their paper and they believed that their setting can
capture even more families of hypergraphs.

Theorem 7.7 ([62]). Under d-degree condition, the following families of hypergraphs are all color-
blind.

(i) The family of the r-th powers of Hamilton cycles for d = 1 and fixed r ⩾ 2.

(ii) The family of k-uniform Hamilton ℓ-cycles for the following ranges of k, ℓ and d.

• 1 < ℓ < k
2 and d = k − 2;

• 1 ≤ ℓ < k
2 or ℓ = k − 1, and d = k − 1;

• ℓ = k
2 and k

2 < d ≤ k − 1 with k even.

7.2 Transversal matching in hypergraph systems

A t-matching M in a hypergraph H is a subset of E(H) consisting of t pairwise disjoint edges,
which is perfect if V (M) = V (H). We denote by

(
[n]
r

)
the set of subsets (also called edges) of size

r of [n]. For a set X, let 2X be the set of all subsets of X. Let F be a subfamily of 2X , denote by
ν(F ) its matching number, that is, the largest m such that F contains m pairwise disjoint sets. A
classical problem in extremal set theory is to determine the maximum size of F with fixed ν(F ). In
1965, Erdős [44] proposed the following conjecture, which is known as Erdős matching conjecture.

Conjecture 7.8 (Erdős matching conjecture, [44]). If n ≥ (s+1)k and a family F ⊂
([n]
k

)
satisfies

ν(F ) ≤ s, then |F | ≤ max{
(
n
k

)
−
(
n−s
k

)
,
((s+1)k−1

k

)
}.

Notice that the bound in Conjecture 7.8 is tight. In fact, one may consider the edge set of
the complete k-graph on (s + 1)k − 1 vertices or the k-graph on n vertices in which every edge
intersects a fixed set of s vertices. Setting s = 1 in Conjecture 7.8, then it corresponds to the well-
known Erdős–Ko–Rado theorem [45]. There are numerous papers devoted to the Erdős matching
conjecture. For recent development on this conjecture, see [10, 54, 64, 89].

Many scholars have attempted to generalize the Erdős matching conjecture to transversal ver-
sion in hypergraph systems. Matsumoto and Tokushige [112] generalized the Erdős–Ko–Rado
theorem to two families, that is,

Theorem 7.9 ([112]). Let n, k, ℓ be integers such that n ≥ max{2k, 2ℓ}. Assume that H1 ⊆
([n]
k

)
and H2 ⊆

([n]
ℓ

)
. If |H1||H2| >

(
n−1
k−1

)(
n−1
ℓ−1

)
, then there exist two disjoint subsets X1 ∈ H1, X2 ∈ H2.
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It is natural to extend Erdős–Ko–Rado theorem to more than two hypergraphs. For this,
Aharoni and Howard [6] and Huang, Loh and Sudakov [70] proposed the following conjecture
independently.

Conjecture 7.10 ([6, 70]). Let H = {H1, . . . ,Ht} be a system of k-graphs on a common vertex set
V of size n. If |E(Hi)| > max

{(
n
k

)
−
(
n−t+1

k

)
,
(
kt−1
k

)}
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t, then H has a transversal

t-matching.

When k = 2, this conjecture was confirmed by Meshulam (see [6]). Indeed, the case k = 2 of
this conjecture follows directly from an earlier result established by Akiyama and Frankl [8], as
restated in [53]. Huang, Loh, and Sudakov [70] proved that Conjecture 7.10 holds for n > 3k2t.
Keller and Lifshitz [84] proved that Conjecture 7.10 holds when n ≥ f(t)k for some large constant
f(t) which only depends on t, and this was further improved the bound on n to 12kt log(e2t) by
Frankl and Kupavskii [56]. Lu, Wang and Yu [108] improved this bound to n > 2kt for sufficiently
large t. By using the sharp threshold techniques developed in [79], Keevash, Lifshitz, Long and
Minzer [78] proved a more general result with n = Ω(kt), which is the optimal order of magnitude.
Kupavskii [98] gave the concrete dependencies on the parameters by showing the conjecture holds
for n > 3ekt with t > 107. Recently, Gao, Lu, Ma and Yu [57] showed that Conjecture 7.10 is true
when k = 3 and n is sufficiently large.

Aharoni and Howard [6] proposed the following conjecture in k-partite k-graph systems.

Conjecture 7.11 ([6]). Let H = {H1, . . . ,Ht} be a k-partite k-graph systems with n vertices in
each partition class. If |E(Hi)| ≥ (t−1)nk−1 for all i ∈ [t], then H admits a transversal t-matching.

Aharoni and Howard proved that Conjecture 7.11 holds when t = 2 [6] or k ≤ 3 [7]. Lu and Yu
[109] proved Conjecture 7.11 for n > 3(k − 1)(t− 1). Kiselev and Kupavskii [88] showed that this
conjecture is true for t ≥ t0 where t0 is a constant.

The degree conditions for the existence of large matchings in uniform hypergraphs have been
extensively studied. Kühn, Osthus and Treglown [97] (also see Khan [85]) and Khan [86] determined
the minimum 1-degree condition for an n-vertex 3-graph and 4-graph containing a perfect matching,
respectively. Lu, Yu and Yuan [110] and Lu, Wang and Yu [107] proved the transversal version of
the above results.

Theorem 7.12 ([110, 107]). Let n be a sufficiently large integer and k ∈ {3, 4} with k|n. If
H = {H1, . . . ,Hn

k
} is a k-graph system of order n with δ1(H) >

(
n−1
k

)
−
((k−1)n/k

k

)
, then H contains

a transversal perfect matching.

Recently, Lu and Wang [106] determined the minimum 1-degree condition that guarantees a
3-partite 3-graph system admits transversal perfect matchings. This generalized a result of Lo
and Markström [105] on the 1-degree threshold for the existence of perfect matchings in 3-partite
3-graphs. Moreover, in their proof, they used fractional transversal matching theory obtained by
Aharoni, Holzman and Jiang [5].

It is well-known that perfect matchings are closely related to its fractional counterpart. Given
a k-graph H, a fractional matching is a function f : E(H) → [0, 1], subject to the requirement
that

∑
e:v∈e f(e) ≤ 1, for every v ∈ V (H). Furthermore, if equality holds for every v ∈ V (H), then

we call the fractional matching perfect. Denote the maximum size of a fractional matching of H
by ν∗(H) = maxf Σe∈E(H)f(e). Let ck,d be the minimum d-degree threshold for perfect fractional
matchings in k-graphs, namely, for every ε > 0 and sufficiently large n ∈ N, every n-vertex k-graph
H with δd(H) ≥ (ck,d + ε)

(
n−d
k−d

)
contains a perfect fractional matching.

Aharoni, Holzman and Jiang [5] studied the existence of rainbow fractional matching in a
k-graph system.

Theorem 7.13 ([5]). Let k ≥ 2 be an integer, and let n be a positive rational number. Assume
that H = {H1, . . . ,H⌈kn⌉} is a k-graph system with ν∗(Hi) ≥ n for all i ∈ [⌈kn⌉]. Then H has a
rainbow fractional matching of size n.
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When the k-graph is k-partite and n is an integer, the number of graphs in H required in
Theorem 7.13 goes down from kn to kn − k + 1. Theorem 7.13 provided a fractional version of
the corresponding problem concerning rainbow matchings, which was solved by Drisko [42] and
by Aharoni and Berger [1] for bipartite graphs (the rainbow matching problem remains open for
general graphs as well as for k-partite hypergraphs when k > 2).

Alon, Frankl, Huang, Rödl, Ruciński and Sudakov [9] established the relationship between
perfect matching and perfect fractional matching by showing that every n-vertex k-graph H with
δd(H) ≥ (max{ck,d, 1/2}+ o(1))

(
n−d
k−d

)
has a perfect matching, and this condition is asymptotically

best possible. Cheng, Han, Wang, and Wang [27] proved that the d-degree condition that ensures
the existence a perfect matching in a k-graph also guarantees the existence of a transversal perfect
matching in a k-graph system for d ∈ [k − 1].

Theorem 7.14 ([27]). For every ε > 0 and integer d ∈ [k − 1], there exists n0 ∈ N, such that
the following holds for all integers n ≥ n0 and n ∈ kN. Every n-vertex k-graph system H =
{H1, . . . ,Hn

k
} with δd(H) ≥ (max{ck,d, 12}+ ε)

(
n−d
k−d

)
contains a transversal perfect matching.

8 Further results

There are some additional results on transversal problems in graph systems whose details we will
not discuss in this survey. For convenience of the reader we give a concise list of such results
together with relevant references.

• The rainbow Turán problem can be viewed as a special case of Turán problems in graph
systems. Let H be a graph. The rainbow Turán number of H, denoted by ex∗(n,H), is
defined to be the the maximum number of edges in a properly edge-colored n-vertex graph G
with no rainbow copies of H. Notice that this properly edge-colored graph G can be viewed
as system G = {G1, . . . , Gχ(G)} of graphs where each Gi is the graph consisting of edges with
color i. Then find a rainbow copy of H in G is equivalent to find a transversal copy of H
inside G. The rainbow Turán number of some classical families of graphs were studied by
Keevash, Mubayi, Sudakov and Verstraëte [80]. See more results in [17, 36, 73, 87].

• In section 3, we only survey results on the minimum degree condition for transversal spanning
structures in graph systems. In fact, some studies have considered the problem of embed-
ding transversal non-spanning structures in a graph system. Li, Li and Li [101] studied the
existence of transversal cliques in graph systems under Dirac-type conditions. Falgas-Ravry,
Markström and Räty [49] studied the minimum degree version of Problem 2.2, and they found
that the extremal behavior in the minimum degree condition differs strikingly from that seen
in the density condition, with discrete jumps as opposed to continuous transitions.

• The adjacency matrix of G is A(G) = (aij), where axy = 1 if xy ∈ E(G) and 0 otherwise.
The largest eigenvalue of A(G) is called the spectral radius of G. The maximum spectral
radius of graphs in a graph system that forbids transversal perfect matching, Hamilton path
or Hamilton cycle was studied in [61, 67, 134].

• One may consider the problem of embedding a rainbow graph H in a graph system G provided
that H and all graphs in G belong to the same class. For example, Aharoni, Briggs, Holzman
and Jiang [2] proved that every family of 2 ⌈n/2⌉−1 odd cycles of order n contains a rainbow
odd cycle. For more results, we refer the reader to [41, 60, 100].

9 Conclusion

Although we have made an effort to provide a systematic coverage of recent classical results in graph
systems, it is inevitable that some topics were left out of this survey due to constraints of space and
time. Nevertheless, we would like to believe that we have presented enough results demonstrating
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how one can generalize known results in extremal graph theory to transversal version. Therefore
we hope this survey will inspire further research in this area.
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