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Abstract

Let n,r k,s be positive integers with n,k > 2. The generalized Ramsey number
R(n,r;k,s) is the smallest positive integer p such that for every graph G of order p, either
G contains a subgraph induced by n vertices with at most r — 1 edges, or the complement
G of G contains a subgraph induced by k vertices with at most s — 1 edges. In this paper
we completely determine R(n,n(n —1)/2 —r;k,1) for n > 4 and r < n — 2, and pose
several conjectures on Ramsey numbers.
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1. Introduction

Let n,k > 2 be positive integers. The classical Ramsey number R(n, k) is the minimum
positive integer such that every graph on R(n, k) vertices has a complete subgraph K, or
an independent set with k vertices. Up to now we only know the following exact values
of Ramsey numbers (see [1, p.187] and [8, p.4]):

R(3,3) =6, R(3,4) =9, R(3,5) =14, R(3,6) = 18, R(3,7) = 23,

(L) R(3,8) = 28, R(3,9) = 36, R(4,4) =18, R(4,5) = 25.

In this paper we introduce the following generalized Ramsey numbers.

Definition 1.1. Let n,r, k,s be positive integers with n,k > 2. We define the gener-
alized Ramsey number R(n,r;k,s) to be the smallest positive integer p such that for every
graph G of order p, either G contains a subgraph induced by n vertices with at most r — 1
edges, or the complement G of G contains a subgraph induced by k vertices with at most
s — 1 edges.

Clearly R(n,1;k,1) = R(n, k). In 1981, Bolze and Harborth [2] introduced the general-
ized Ramsey number ry, »(s,t) = R(m, () —s+1;n, (5) —t+1) (1 < s < (), 1 <t < (5)).
For some values of r,, (s, 1), see [2,5,7].
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Let L be a family of forbidden graphs. As usual we use ex(p; L) to denote the maximal
number of edges in a graph of order p excluding any graphs in L. The general Turdn ’s
problem is to evaluate ex(p; L).

For two positive integers p and k, let pg be the least nonnegative residue of p modulo
k, and let

2 _ .2 2

(1.2) to(p) = (1_%>p 2po+p02po.

In 1941 Turan [11] showed that ex(p; Kj) = ti_1(p) for k > 1, where K}, is the complete
graph with k vertices. This is now called Turdn’s theorem. In 1963, Dirac [4] proved
a vast generalization of Turdn’s theorem, see (2.6). Let p,n and ¢ be positive integers
satisfying 2 <t < %—I— 2 and p > n > 4. With the help of Dirac’s generalization of Turan’s
theorem, in Section 3 we show that if GG is a graph of order p and every induced subgraph
of G by n vertices has at most n — ¢ edges, then

_ [n+4—2t]

(1.3) o(G) > f?’ +1,

where «(Q) is the independence number of G and [z] is the greatest integer not exceeding
z. In Section 4 we show that

maz{n,k + r} if r<

2r+4—n
3

where k,n,r are positive integers with £ > 2, n > 4 and r < n — 2. In the special case
k = n, (1.4) is known, see [5, Theorem 4]|. In Section 5 we obtain a upper bound for
R(4,3;k,1), and in Section 6 we pose several conjectures on R(n, k) and R(n,r;k,s).

In addition to the above notation, all graphs in the paper are simple graphs, throughout
the paper we use the following notation:

N—the set of positive integers, {x}—the fractional part of x, V(G)—the set of ver-
tices in the graph G, e(G)—the number of edges in the graph G, d(v)—the degree of the
vertex v in a graph, I'(v)—the set of those vertices adjacent to the vertex v, §(G)—the
minimal degree of G, A(G)—the maximal degree of G, g(G)—the girth of G, C;,—the
cycle with n vertices, G[V]—the subgraph of G induced by the vertices in V, G —V —the
subgraph of G obtained by deleting the vertices in V' and all edges incident with them.

(1.4) RMn,n(n—1)/2—-r;k,1)=

max{n,2k — 2+ | I3 oif r>

2. Some applications of the generalization of Turan’s
theorem

Let L be a family of forbidden graphs, and let p € N. The famous Erdos-Stone Theorem
states that(see [1, pp.122-123])

1
x(L) -1

where x(L) = min{x(G) : G € L} and x(G) is the chromatic number of G.

(2.1) ex(p; L) = %(1 - >p2 + o(p?),



Lemma 2.1. Let L be a family of forbidden graphs. Let G be a graph of order p > 2
without any graphs in L and e(G) = ex(p; L). Then

6(G) = ex(p; L) —ex(p — 1; L).
Proof. Suppose that v is a vertex in G such that d(v) = §(G). Then clearly
ex(p; L) — 0(G) = e(G) —d(v) = e(G —v) <ex(p—1;L),

which yields the result.
Theorem 2.1. Let L be a family of forbidden graphs. Let p > 2 be a positive integer.
Then
prex(p—1;L)
p—2 ] '
Proof. Suppose that G is a graph of order p without any graphs in L and e(G) =
ex(p; L). Using Lemma 2.1 and Euler’s theorem we see that

ex(p; L) < [

plex(p; L) —ex(p— ;L)) <p-6(G) < Z d(v) =2e(G) =2 ex(p; L).
veV(G)

Thus,
p-ex(p—1;L)
)< -
As ex(p; L) is an integer, the result follows.
Definition 2.1. Let n and m be two integers such that n > 1 and m > 0. A graph
G is said to be an (n,m) graph if every induced subgraph by n vertices has at most m
edges. For p > n we define e(n,m;p) to be the mazimal number of edges in (n,m) graphs
of order p.
By Theorem 2.1, we have

p'E(n,m;p—l)}

(2.2) e(n,m;p) < b2

This has been given by the author in [9].

Let pm,n,r €e Nwithp >m >n >3 and r < (g) Let G be an (n,r) graph of
order p with e(G) = e(n,r;p). Then clearly G is an (m,e(n,r;m)) graph of order p. As
e(G) = e(n,r;p), we have

(2.3) e(n,r;p) < e(m, e(n,r;m); p).
In 1991, the author[9] proved that for p > n > 3,

(n—2)p

(2.4) e(n,n —2;p) = [ —

} and e(n,n —1;p) = ex(p; {Cs,...,Cp}).

The first formula in (2.4) was first proved by Gol’berg and Gurvich in [6]. Let tx(p) be
given by (1.2), and let k£ > 2 be the unique integer such that tx_1(n) < m < tg(n). Using
the Erdos-Stone Theorem, in 1991 the author proved that (see [9])

k—2

2
— = — 4-00.
20k 1)p as p 00

(2.5) e(n,m;p) ~

3



In [4] Dirac extended Turan’s theorem by proving the following result (see also [9]):
(2.6) e(n,tg—1(n);p) = tk—1(p) for p>n>k>2.
For n > 2m > 2 it is clear that ¢,_,,(n) = (g) — m. Thus,

n(n —1)

(2.7) e(n, 5

—m;p) = tp_m(p) for p>n>2m>2.

Theorem 2.2. Let p,n, k € N with p > n >k, and let G be a graph of order p. If

p1 [FI{RI+1D)
e(@) < [k]p o
then G contains a subgraph induced by n vertices with at most [Z]( [%};1 ) — 1 edges.

Proof. Set s = [£]. Clearly p = ks + r for some r € {0,1,--- ,k — 1}. Thus

D t(p) = P _k:—l p2—r2_r2—r
o) T HWPI= g 2 2 2
:p

r,p+r ks ,p+p—ks
(A TR

2

Hence, if ¢(G) < sp— s(s;'l)k, then e(G) < (5) —tr(p) and so e(G) = (§) —e(G) > tx(p) =
e(n,tx(n);p) by (2.6). Therefore, G contains an induced subgraph by n vertices with at
least ti(n) + 1 edges. Hence G contains an induced subgraph by n vertices with at most
(5) — ti(n) — 1 edges. As (3) — tx(n) = [#](n — [E};l k), we deduce the result.
Corollary 2.1. Let p,n,k e Nwith2 <k+1<n <2k and p > n. Let G be a graph

of order p satisfying
P[P
g] CEAE+D
e(G) < [ )P 5
Then G contains a subgraph induced by n wvertices with at most n — k — 1 edges. In
particular, forp >n=k+1 we have a(G) > k + 1.

Proof. Observe that [%] = 1 or 2 according as k +1 < n < 2k or n = 2k. We then

have [](n — [%];1 )—1=mn—k—1. Now applying Theorem 2.2 we deduce the result.

Corollary 2.2. Let G be a graph of order p > 4. Let t be a nonnegative integer with

< b =3{5 LY Ife(G ) <p+2t+6{ LY then oG ) >[5 4,

Proof. Let r = p — 3[&%]. Then r = p — 3(&% — {&}) = ¢t + 3{&*} > 0. Since
t<b— 3{”7_'&} we have 4{”7_'&} < p_Tth and so

k.

L B e e ]
Thus [[%}] = 3. Hence
[l +1
P [557] p—t
[{Pﬂ](p_ > L3 )



=3(p—2[%5) = 30— 6(B= — {555)) = pr 2+ o

Since t > 0 > 3 — 2p we see that p > p3 +1 >[5 ] + 1. We also have [th] > [p_§/4] =
(4] > 1. Now applying the above and taking k = [T] in Corollary 2.1 we obtain the
result.

Theorem 2.3. Let G be a graph of order p > 4. Let t be a nonnegative integer so

that 3{E} — 2 <+ < L4 3{&} If

e(G) <p—2t—|—3{p;_ }+mam {t 3{#}},

then a(G) > [BH4] + 1.
Proof. It is clear that

+t +t +t 1 +t
—2E =B - (B = 26 —2t+6{p—3 ) >0,
p+t p+t p+t p+t
p— 3Ll = p s 2y gt
and it
+t +t +t + 4t — 12{2
p-dqﬂg—]: (p {p )=-2 3 SR
Thus,
) 2 if t>3{p+t
[W¥J_ 3 ft<%p+t
Setk:—[ t]. We see that
p (7] +1
[E}<p'_ 2 k)
% — 3k = 2p —3(73—“— p+t )zp—t+3{]%t if t>3{p+t
3p — 6k = 3p — 6(7’—+t— p+t):p—2t+6{l%t ft<3{p+t
p+t p+t
=p— 2t+3{ 3 }—I—max{t3{ 3 }}

Sincep24and0§t<§+3weseethat [I’%t] zlandpszFTgH—i—lz [Z%t]—i—l. Now
applying the above and Corollary 2.1 we obtain the result.

Putting t = 0, 1,2 in Theorem 2.3 we deduce the following corollaries.

Corollary 2.3. Let G be a graph of order p > 9. If e(G) < p+ 6{5}, then o(G) >
[E]+ 1.

Corollary 2.4. Let G be a graph of order p > 5. If

p if 3| p,
(@) <dpt2 if3|p—1,
p—1 if3|p—2,

then (@) > [2H2] + 1.



Corollary 2.5.Let G be a graph of order p > 4. If
p if 3| p,
e(G)<q¢p—2 if3|p—1,
p—1 if3|p-2
then a(G) > [pT”] + 1.
Theorem 2.4. Let p,n,t € Nwitht < 5§ +2 andp >n+7—2t. If G is a graph of
+
order p and e(G) < X +1 — ¢, then o(G) > [M] + 1.

Proof. Set r =p — 2[ [n+4 zt]] Then
T>p—2-p_[%]:[n+4_2t}>0
> 5 5 >
and
=2 () o )
Hence
[p—[#]]ﬂq
2
:p—[";ﬁ,Zt]_{p—[";éZt]}_2{p—[%]}_[n+é—2t]
_P- 3[Z+4 zt]_3{p—[%1}
_p—3(EE {"+4 “1 3{p—[#1}
2
So we have
p
As
N e R )
:g+§ n+4-2t (n4+4-2t s p— [
e T
=57 2 +3{ 2 }_5{ 3 }
p+

> 2"+2—t+0—1,

we see that

pt+n 2 x 37p — [
£grr- —t<92p—
e(G) < P 41—t <2p [ 5 ]
_[n+4-—-2t _ n+4-2t _[n+4-—-2t
Since [Z [ ]] > [Z ] = [3p_(";r4_2t)] >1andp > 2[%], by the above

and Corollary 2.1 we deduce the result.



3. The best lower bound for independence num-
bers of (n,m) graphs (m <n —2)

Theorem 3.1. Let p,m,n € N withp >n >4 and m < § — 1. If G is an (n,m) graph
of order p, then a(G) > p —m.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on p. Set k =n—1—m. Then 3 < k+1 <
n < 2k and so [§] = 1 or 2. Thus, if G is a graph of order n with e¢(G) < m, then

HEER)
2

e(G) <m < [%]n— k.
Since n > k + 1, applying Corollary 2.1 we see that a(G) > k + 1 = n — m. So the result
holds for p = n.

Now assume p > n. Let G be an (n,m) graph of order p. We assert that G has an
isolated vertex. Otherwise, we have

5 3 dw=g>5>[5]

UEV(G)

n

We choose [§] edges in G and consider a subgraph H induced by the [§] edges. Clearly
H has at most n vertices and e(H) = [§] > § — 1 > m. This contradicts the fact that G
is an (n,m) graph. So G has an isolated vertex. Assume that v is an isolated vertex of G
and the result holds for all (n,m) graphs of order p — 1. By the above we have

a(G)=14a(G-v)>1+p—1—m=p—m.

Hence the theorem is proved by induction.

Lemma 3.1. Let n,m € N with m < n —2. If G is an (n,m) graph of order n + 1,
then e(G) < m + 1.

Proof. By (2.2) we have

(n+ 1)e(n,m;n) (n+1) 2m
As m < n—1 we see that [Z2] < 2. Thus
2m

e(G) <e(n,m;n+1) <m+ |

] <m+1.
n—1
This is the result.

Lemma 3.2. Let p,m,n € N withp >n > m+ 2. Let G be an (n,m) graph of order
p. Then one of the components of G is a tree.

Proof. Suppose that G1,Gs,...,G, are all components of G and |V (G;)| = p; for
i=1,2,...,7. Then p; + -+ p, =p >n. Since m < n—1 and G is an (n,m) graph, G
cannot contain a tree on n vertices as a subgraph. As every connected graph has a spanning
tree, we must have p; < n for all i € {1,2,...,r}. Let us choose j € {1,2,...,r — 1} so
that py +---+p; <nand p; +--- +pj +pj4+1 > n. Then clearly G11 has a subtree T
on n — (p1 + -+ p;) vertices. All the n vertices in G; U---UG; UT induce a subgraph



of G with at least e(G1) + --- + e(Gj) + e(T) edges. If Gy,---,G, are not trees, then
e(G;) > p; for i =1,2,...,r and so

e(G1)+ - +e(G))+eT)>p1+-+pj+n—(p1+ - +pj)—1=n—1,

Thus, the n vertices in G7 U --- U G; UT induce a subgraph of G with at least n — 1
edges. This contradicts the assumption. Hence one of Gy,--- , G, is a tree. This proves
the lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let T be a tree with at least 3 vertices. Then there are two vertices u
and v in T such that a(T) > (T — {u,v}).

Proof. It is well known that 7" has a vertex u such that d(u) = 1. Let v be the unique
vertex of G adjacent to u. Let S be an independent set of T'— {u, v}. Then clearly SU{u}
is an independent set of 7. Thus a(T) > (T — {u,v}).

Theorem 3.2. Let p,n,t € N2 <t < 5 +2andp>n >4 IfGis an (n,n —t)

graph of order p, then
n+4—2t]

o(G) > p_[ii%
2

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on p. Now suppose p=n or n+ 1. Let G

be an (n,n —t) graph of order p. For t > 4 and p = n we have ¢(G) <n—t < ’#4—1—1&.

For t > 4 and p =n+1, by Lemma 3.1 we also have e(G) <n—t+1< 7%+1—t. Thus

_[n+4-2t
applying Theorem 2.4 we see that o(G) > [%] +1. Fort =3 and p € {n,n + 1}
_n=2
it is easily seen that [%] = [7%2] By Lemma 3.2 we have e(G) <n—t+1=p—3
forp=n+1and ¢(G) <n—t=p-—3 for p=mn. Thus, by Corollary 2.5 we have

+ 1.

n+4—2¢

@2 [ 1o L

ol 3

For t =2 and p € {n,n+ 1} it is easily seen that [p_2[ ]] = [7%1] By Lemma 3.1 we have
e(G)<n—t+l=p—2forp=n+1ande(G) <n—t=p-—2for p=n. Thus, by
Corollary 2.4 we have

p+1 _ n+4—2t]

a(G) = [F=] +1= [1’[73]

3 5 +1 for p>5.

n+4—2t

When p =n =4 and t = 2, we also have o(G) > 2 = [%] + 1. Summarizing the
above we see that the result is true for p € {n,n + 1}.

Now we assume p > n+2 and the result holds for all (n,n—t) graphs with at most p—1
vertices. Let G be an (n,n — t) graph of order p. By Lemma 3.2, one of the components
of G is a tree. Let T be such a tree. If T' = K, for any vertex u in G — T we have
a(G)=14+a(G-T) > 14 a(G—{T,u}). U T = K, it is clear that a(G) > a(G —T).
If T is a tree with at least three vertices, by Lemma 3.3 there are two vertices v and v in
T such that a(G) > a(G — {u,v}). Hence, in any cases, there are two vertices u and v in
G so that o(G) > a(G — {u,v}). Clearly G — {u,v} is an (n,n — t) graph of order p — 2.
Thus, by the inductive hypothesis we have

— [M M]

— ]]+1=[p7_[23 +1.

a(G) > 14 a(G —{u,v}) > 1+ [p—Z

So the theorem is proved by induction.



4. Evaluation of R(n,n(n —1)/2—r;k,1) (r <n —2)

Let n,r, k be positive integers with r < (;L) By Definition 1.1, R(n,n(n —1)/2 —r;k, 1)
is the smallest positive integer p such that for any (n,r) graph G of order p, we have
a(G) > k.

Now we are in a position to prove the following main result.

Theorem 4.1. Let k,n,r e N withk >2, n>4 andr <n—2. Then

maz{n,k+r} if r<

2r+4—n
3

Proof. We first assume r < § — 1. If k +r < n, putting p = n and m = r in Theorem
3.1 we see that «(G) > n —r > k for any graph G of order n with e(G) < r. Thus,
R(n,(5) — r;k,1) < n and so R(n, (5) — r;k,1) = n = max{n,k + r}. Now suppose
k4+r>n Thenk>n—r>n—(5-1)=5+1>7r. Set G =rKoU(k—7r—1)K;. It is
easily seen that G is a graph of order k+r — 1 with «(G) = k—1. For any n vertices in G,
the corresponding induced subgraph by the n vertices must be given by aKs UbK 1, where
a and b are nonnegative integers such that 2a +b = n and a < r. Thus, G is an (n,7)
graph of order k+r — 1. On the other hand, as «(G) = k — 1, G has no independent sets
with k vertices. Hence, R(n,n(n —1)/2 —r;k,1) > k+r — 1. Since k + r > n, it follows
from Theorem 3.1 that for any (n,r) graph G’ of order k+r, a(G’) > k+r —r = k. Hence
R(n,n(n—1)/2—r;k,1) < k+randso R(n,n(n—1)/2—r;k,1) = k+r = max{n, k+7}.

Now assume 7 > 21, We first suppose r < 2n — 3k + 2. Let G be a graph of order n

2
with e(G) < r. Taking p =n and t =n — r in Theorem 3.2 we see that

—1,
R(n,n(n—1)/2 —r;k,1) =
— 1.

o3 o3

mazx{n,2k — 2+ | 1} oif r>

2r+4—n

[ ety R

_ n+4-2(n—r) ]

a(G)z[n [ 23

n — [2(2n—3k;—2)+4—n ]
2

}+1:h

Thus, R(n, "("2_1) —r;k,1) < n. On the other hand, clearly R(n, w —r;k,1) >n—1.

So R(n, @ —1r;k,1) = n. To see the result, we note that

2r+4—n 22n —3k+2)+4—n

3 J=n

2k — 2+ [ | <2k—2+]

Now we suppose r > 2n — 3k + 2. In this case, we have

2 4 — 2(2n — 2 4 —
2k—2+[u]22k—2+[(n 3k +2) + n]:n
3 3
and
0§2r—|—1—n:n—|—1—2(n—7")<3k:—2—(n—r)—|—1—2(n—7‘)
3 3 3
T Y T S
N 3 - 3
and so 5 ! 5 !
0§[T+3_"]§ T+3_"<k—1.



Set

27‘—|—1 27‘+1—n

We claim that G is an (n,r) graph. Clearly any induced subgraph of G by n vertices
can be written as xK; U yKo U zK3, where x,y,z are nonnegative integers satisfying
r+2y+3z=nand z < [W] Ifz+y<n-—r—1,then

G=—5—

n+1—2(n—r)2[2r+1—n]>2 n—2x+y)+z
3 3 3

S n- 2(n—r—1) n+2—2(n—r)

- 3 3 ’

This is a contradiction. Hence x +y > n — r and so
e(zKi UyKoUzKs) =y+3z=n—(x+y)<r

This shows that G is an (n,r) graph. It is evident that

2r+1—n

[2r+1—n
3

a(G) = 3

| +k—-1-] |=k-1

and

V(Q)] :3[%} +2(1<:—1— [WD —2%k -2+ [W}

As G has no independent sets with k vertices and G does not contain any subgraphs with

n vertices and at least r + 1 edges, we must have

n(n—1)
2

2r4+1—n

R<n, —r;k,1)>|V(G)|:2k—2+[ —1
On the other hand, if G is an (n,r) graph of order 2k — 2 + [W], by Theorem 3.2 we

have

oG) > [% s _7;] - [M_g(n_”]} 1=tk
Hence
RQ%ﬁﬁgil—ka)g2k—2+[&i§:ﬁ]
and so
RQLﬁﬁgi)—nkJ>:2k—2+[ﬁi§:ﬁ}:mw{n@k—2+[&iéiﬁﬂ}

Summarizing the above we prove the theorem.
Corollary 4.1. Let k and n be positive integers with k > 2 and n > 4. Then

n ifn>3k—4,

R(n,n(n—l)/Q_n'i'Q;k’l):{Qk_2+[ﬁ] ifn <3k—4
3 .

Proof. Putting r = n — 2 in Theorem 4.1 we obtain the result.
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Definition 4.1. Let k,s € N with s < (g) Let G be a graph with at least k vertices.
If every subgraph of G induced by k vertices has at least s edges, we say that G satisfies
the (k,s) condition.

Lemma 4.1. Let p,n,k,r,s € N withn, k> 2, r < (}), s < (g) and p > mazx{n,k}.
Let G be a (n, (;L) — r) graph of order p satisfying the (k,s) condition. Then for any
veV(G),

p—R(n,r;k—1,s) <d(v) < R(n—1,r;k,s) — 1.

Proof. Let z be a vertex in G such that d(x) = A(G). If A(G) > R(n — 1,r;k,s),
then A(G) > n — 1 and there are n — 1 vertices z1,...,z,-1 € I'(x) such that e(G[{x1,
ceyTp1}]) > (";1) —r. As (";1) —r+n—1= (3) —r we see that e(G[{z,z1,...,
@n-1}]) > (3) — . This contradicts the assumption. Hence A(G) < R(n —1,r;k, s) and
so d(v) < A(G) < R(n—1,r;k,s) — 1 for any vertex v in G.

Let y be a vertex in G such that d(y) = §(G), and let V, = V(G) — {y} UT'(y). Then
clearly |Vy| =p—1—d(y) =p—1-96(G). If 6(G) > p— R(n,r;k —1,s), then d(v) >
0(G) > p—R(n,r;k—1,s) for any v € V(G). Now assume §(G) < p— R(n,r;k—1,s)—1.
As R(n,r;k—1,s) > k—1 we see that §(G) < p—k and so |V,| =p—1—-0(G) > k—1. For
any k — 1 vertices v1,...,v,—1 in Vj, by the assumption we have e(G[{v1,...,v5-1}]) =
e(G{y,v1,...,vk-1}]) > s. As G is a (n, () — r) graph, we see that G[V,] is also a
(n,(3) — r) graph. Hence, by Definition 1.1 we have p — 1 — §(G) < R(n,r;k — 1,5).
Therefore, for any vertex v in G, d(v) > 6(G) > p— R(n,r;k — 1, s), which completes the
proof.

Theorem 4.2. Let n,r, k,s be positive integers with n,k > 3. Then

R(n,r;k,s) < R(n—1,r;k,s) + R(n,r;k — 1,s).

Moreover, the strict inequality holds when both R(n — 1,7;k,s) and R(n,r;k — 1,s) are
even.

Proof. Clearly R(n — 1,r;k,s) + R(n,r;k — 1,8) > max {n — 1+ n,k+k—1} >
max {n,k}. Thus,if R(n,r;k,s) = max {n, k}, the result is true. Now assume R(n,r; k, s) >
max {n,k}. By the definition of R(n,r;k,s), there is a (n, (Z) —r) graph G of order
R(n,r;k,s) — 1 satisfying the (k, s) condition. For any vertex v in G, by Lemma 4.1 we
have

R(n,r;k,s) — 1 — R(n,r;k—1,s5) < d(v) < R(n—1,r;k,s) — 1.

It then follows that
R(n,r;k,s) < R(n—1,r;k,s) + R(n,r;k — 1,s).

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G is a regular graph with degree R(n—1,r;k, s)—
1. If the equality holds, we must have
2¢(G) = (R(n,r;k,s) — 1) (R(n — 1,77k, s) — 1)
= (R(n— 1,mk,8)+ R(n,r;k—1,s) — 1)(R(n— Lk, s) — 1).
This shows that either R(n—1,r;k,s) or R(n,r;k—1,s) is odd. Hence, if R(n—1,7;k, )

and R(n,r;k — 1,s) are even, we have R(n,r;k,s) < R(n — 1,7;k,s) + R(n,r;k — 1,s),
which completes the proof.
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Theorem 4.2 can be viewed as a generalization of the classical inequality ([1]) R(n, k) <
R(n—1,k)+ R(n,k — 1) for n,k > 3.

Theorem 4.3. Let k,n,r € N withr <n —1. Then

(i) R(n,r;k,1) > R(n,r;k —1,1) +n— 1.

(ii) R(n,r;k,1) > (n—1)(k—1) + 1.

Proof. We first consider (i). By the definition of R(n,r;k — 1,1), there is a (k —
1, (kgl) —1) graph G of order R(n,r;k —1,1) — 1 satisfying the (n,r) condition. Now we
construct a new graph G’ by adding n — 1 new vertices to G and joining every new vertex
and each vertex in G. Since G does not contain a copy of Kj_1, we see that G’ does not
contain a copy of K. For fixed s € {1,2,...,n—1}, if we choose n vertices in G’ containing
exactly s vertices in G, then the subgraph of G’ induced by the n vertices has at least
s(n—s) edges. As s(n—s) >n—1>r and G satisfies the (n,r) condition, we see that G’
also satisfies the (n,r) condition. Note that the order of G’ is R(n,r;k—1,1) —1+n—1.
We then have R(n,r;k,1) > R(n,r;k —1,1) — 1+ n — 1. This proves (i).

Now let us consider (ii). It is clear that R(n,r;2,1) = n. Thus, using (i) we see that

R(n,r;k,1) = R(n,r;2,1 Z (n,r;8,1) — R(n,r;s — 1,1))
2n+(k—2)(n—1)—(n—l)(k:—l)—l-l.

This proves (ii) and hence the theorem is proved.

5. The upper bound for R(4,3;k,1)

Let k € {2,3,...}. By Definition 1.1, R(4, 3;k,1) is the smallest positive integer p such
that for any graph G of order p, either G has a subgraph induced by 4 vertices with
at least 4 edges, or G contains an independent set with k vertices. Every subgraph of
(k —1)K3 induced by 4 vertices has at most three edges and the independence number of
(k—1)Ksis k — 1. Thus R(4,3;k,1) > 3(k —1).

Theorem 5.1. For k = 3,4,5,6 we have R(4,3;k,1) = 3k — 2.

Proof. By the previous argument or Theorem 4.3(ii) we have R(4,3;k,1) > 3k — 2.
Clearly R(4,3;2,1) =4 and R(3,3;3,1) = 3. Thus, using Theorem 4.2 we see that

R(4,3:3,1) < R(4,3;2,1) + R(3,3;3,1) =4+ 3 =1T.

Hence R(4,3;3,1) =T.
For k € {4,5,6} let G be a (4,3) graph of order 3k — 2. If a(G) < k, for any vertex v
in G, by Lemma 4.1 we have

(5.1) 3k —2— R(4,3;k —1,1) < d(v) < R(3,3;k,1) — 1 =k — 1.

For a (4,3) graph G of order 10 with a(G) < 4, it follows from (5.1) that G is a 3-regular
graph with g(G) > 5. As R(3,4) = 9, we must have «(G) > 4. This is a contradiction.
Hence for any (4,3) graph G of order 10 we have a(G) > 4 and so R(4,3;4,1) = 10.
Now let G be a (4, 3) graph of order 13. If a(G) < 5, from (5.1) we see that 3 < d(v) < 4
for any v € V(G). If d(v) = A(G) =4, T'(v) = {v1,v2,v3,v4} and z1,29 € T'(v1) — {v},
then clearly {1, z2,v2,v3,v4} is an independent set of G and so «(G) > 5. If G is a
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3-regular (4,3) graph of order 13, then ¢g(G) > 5 and for given v € V(G) there are three
vertices u;(i = 1,2,3) in G such that d(u;,v) > 3 (1 = 1,2,3). As g(G) > 5, we may
assume that u; is not adjacent to u;, then clearly {u;,u;} UT'(v) is an independent set of
G and so a(G) > 5. By the above, for any (4,3) graph G of order 13 we have o(G) > 5
and so R(4,3;5,1) = 13.

Suppose that G is a (4,3) graph of order 16. If a(G) < 6, from (5.1) we see that
3 <d(v) <5 forany v € V(G). If d(v) = A(G) =5, I'(v) = {v1,...,v5} and x1,29 €
I['(v1) — {v}, then clearly {x1,x2,v2,v3,v4,v5} is an independent set of G and so a(G) >
6. If dlv) = A(G) = 4, T'(v) = {v1,...,v4} and I'(v1) = {v, 21, 22,23}, then clearly
{x1, 22,23, v2,v3,v4} is an independent set of G and so a(G) > 6. If d(v) = A(G) = 4,

I'(v) = {v1,...,v4} and d(v1) = --- = d(vq4) = 3, there are three vertices u;(i = 1,2, 3)
in G such that d(u;,v) > 3 (i = 1,2,3). As ¢g(G) > 5, we may assume that wu; is
not adjacent to w;. Then clearly {u;,uj,v1,...,v4} is an independent set of G' and so

a(G) > 6. If d(v) = A(G) = 3 and I'(v) = {v1,v2,v3}, then G is 3-regular and there are
six vertices u;(i = 1,2,...,6) in G such that d(u;,v) >3 (i = 1,2,...,6). As g(G) > 5
and R(3,3) = 6, there are three vertices u;,uj,up € {ui,...,us} such that {w;, u;, ux}
is an independent set and so {u;,u;, ug,v1,v2,v3} is also an independent set of G. This
shows that a(G) > 6. Hence, by the above, for any (4,3) graph G of order 16 we have
a(G) > 6 and so R(4,3;6,1) = 16. This completes the proof.

Theorem 5.2. For k= 3,4,5,... we have

3 3
R(4,3;k,1) SR(4,3;1€—1,1)+§+\/R(4,3;k‘—1,1)—1.

Proof. By the definition of R(4, 3; k, 1), there is a (4, 3) graph G of order R(4,3;k,1)—1
with a(G) < k. For any vertex v in G, by Lemma 4.1 we have

(5.2) R(4,3;k,1) — 1 — R(4,3;k —1,1) < d(v) < R(3,3;k,1) =1 =k — 1.

If 5(G) < 2, as R(4,3;k,1) > R(4,3;3,1) = 7 we have 6(G) < /R(4,3;k,1) —2. If
§(G) > 3, then clearly g(G) > 5 and so 6(G) < \/R(4,3;k,1) — 2 by [1, p.105] or [10,
Proposition 1]. Now, from the above we deduce that

(5.3) R(4,3;k,1) — 1 — R(4,3;k — 1,1) < §(G) < \/R(4,3;k,1) — 2.

Set z,, = R(4,3;n,1). Then (z —xr_1—1)? < 2, —2 and so x% — (2zp_1+3)Tr + (m%_l +
2xi_1+ 3) < 0. This yields

201+ 3+ \/(ka_l + 3)2 - 4(%%_1 + 2,1+ 3)
2

=x +§—|— T _3
o \/ Tk—1 1

This completes the proof.
Theorem 5.3. Let 0 < e <1 and k € N with k > 6. Then

T <

_ 2
S(k: 6)(k‘+6+2a)+16<(k‘—|—a)
4—¢ 4—¢

R(4,3;k,1)
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and

R(4,3;I<:,1)—R(4,3;k—1,1)<1+%,
where
0 5 — 1.5¢ _6
2—V4—¢
Proof. As
a4 6— 5—1.5e >5—1.5>8>4m’

2—Vd—¢c " 23
(a+6)2

we have = > 16. Now we prove the first part by induction on k. Since R(4,3;6,1) =

16, the result is true for kK = 6. Suppose k > 7 and

(k—1—6)(k—146+2a) (k—1+a)? (6+a)?

4,3:k—-1,1) < 16 = — 16.
R(4,3; 1) < T + 16 1< 1 e + 16
Then
3 3
R(4,3;k‘—1,1)—|—§+\/R(4,3;k‘—1,1)—1
k—1+a)? (6+a) 3 k-1
b-lva) (BFa), 5,3, k- 1ta
4—¢ 4—¢ 2 V4 —¢
(k+a)®> (6+a)? 3 2 1 1
= — 1 - — — k —1) — .
i—¢ i—e Tty (4—5 \/4—_&:)( L g
Ask+a—1>a+6= 25__\}%, we see that (k+a—1)(2—v/4—¢) >5—-1.5e = 3(4—¢)—1
and so 5 1 3
— k -1 —.
(4—5 \/4__5)( Fa-bDHiTo>5
Hence, by the above and Theorem 5.2 we obtain
3 3
R(4,3;k,1)§R(4,3;k—1,1)+§+\/R(4,3;k—1,1)—1
k 2 2 L — 9 2
<( +a)’* (6+a) +16:( 6)(k +6 + a)+16<(k7—|—a).
4—¢ 4—¢ 4—¢ 4—¢
From the above and (5.3) we also deduce that
R(4,3;k,1) — R(4,3;k—1,1) — 1
(k+a)?2 (6+a)? k+a
< VR(43k1 —2<\/ — 14 < .
_\/ ( ) 4—¢ 4—¢ * v4d—¢

This completes the proof.
Theorem 5.4. Let 0 < e <1 and a = 2= — 6. Let G be a graph of order p > 16

with g(G) > 5. Then e
(@) > [V(4 —¢)(p - 16) + (a +6)? —a.

Proof. Set k = [\/(4 —¢)(p — 16) + (a + 6)% — a]. Then clearly k > 6. Using Theorem
5.3 we see that

2 2

pz(k:—l—a) _(6+a)

4—¢ 4—¢
Since g(G) > 5, G must be a (4,3) graph. Hence a(G) > k. This proves the theorem.

+16 > R(4,3;k,1).
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6. Some open conjectures on Ramsey numbers

In this section we risk to pose the following conjectures on Ramsey numbers.
Conjecture 6.1. For any positive integer n > 2 we have

n—1 - n
R(3,n)—1" R(3,n+1)—1

nR(3,n)—1

d 1
and so R(3,n+1) > —

Asi> % > % > % > 2> 2> 2—77 > 3—85, from (1.1) we know that Conjecture 6.1 is
true for n € {2,3,...,8}. If the conjecture is true, we have R(3,10) > % > 40. Tt
is now known ([8]) that 40 < R(3,10) < 43.

Conjecture 6.2. Let {L,} be the Lucas sequence defined by Ly = 2, L1 = 1 and
Lyy1=Lp+ Lyp—1(n>1). For k=3,4,5,... we have R(k, k) = 4Lok_5 + 2.

Conjecture 6.2 is true for k = 3,4. By Conjecture 6.2, we have R(5,5) = 46, R(6,6) =

118 and R(7,7) = 306. Since Ly, 1) = 3Lan — La(n—1), Conjecture 6.2 is equivalent to

(6.1) R(k,k) =3R(k—1,k—1)—R(k—2,k—2)—2 for k> 3.

It is well known that

1+v5\n  /1—5yn
Ln = ( 2 ) + ( 2 ) ‘
Thus, by Conjecture 6.2,

= (L0 (T
- 128{ (3 +2\/g>k B (3 _2\/g>k} 2
Hence,
(6.2) R(k, k) ~ 128(3 +2\/g>k as k — +oo.

We note that % ~ 2.618. Tt is known that (v/2)* < R(k, k) < 4*. P. Erd6s offered $350
to ask the value of klim R(k, k:)% (see [3, p.10]). If the limit exists, it should be % by
—00

Conjecture 6.2.
Conjecture 6.3. For n = 2,3,4,... we have

n(n—1)/2
> R(n,r;3,1) = R(3, w —1).
r=1

Conjecture 6.3 is true for n = 2, 3,4. Since

10
> R(B,r3,1) =144+ 1149+ 9+T+T+5+5+5+5=1T7,

r=1

by Conjecture 6.3 we have R(3,14) = 77. It is known ([8]) that 66 < R(3,14) < 78.
Conjecture 6.4. For k =1,2,3,... we have R(4,3;k,1) = 3k — 2.
From Theorem 5.1 we know that Conjecture 6.4 is true for k < 6.
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