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Abstract

A subgraph of an edge-colored graph is rainbow, if all of its edges have different
colors. For a graph G and a family #H of graphs, the anti-Ramsey number ar(G,H)
is the maximum number k such that there exists an edge-coloring of G with exactly
k colors without rainbow copy of any graph in H. In this paper, we study the
anti-Ramsey number of C'35 and Cy in the complete r-partite graphs. For » > 3 and
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1. Introduction

We call a subgraph of an edge-colored graph rainbow, if all the edges have different
colors. For a graph G and a family H of graphs, the anti-Ramsey number ar(G, H) is the
maximum number k such that there exists an edge-coloring of G' with exactly &k colors
without rainbow copy of any graph in H. If H = {H}, then we denote ar(G,{H}) by
ar(G, H). The study of anti-Ramsey theory was initiated by Erdds, Simonovits and Sés
[6] and considered in the classical case when G = K,,. Since then plentiful results were
established for a variety of graphs H, including among cycles [II, [I7], cliques [0} [I8], 20],
trees [12] [14], and non-connected graphs [§, 2I]. Also, different graphs were considered
as the underlying host graph G, including complete bipartite graphs [3], complete hyper-
graphs [10, [19], complete split graphs [9, [15], triangulations [4, 16]. See Fujita, Magnant,
and Ozeki [7] for a survey.

For cycles, Erdés, Simonovits and S6s [6] showed that ar(K,,C3) = n — 1 and con-
jectured that ar(K,,Cr) = (52 + 25)n + O(1), for all n > k > 3. Alon [I] proved
it for k = 4 by showing that ar(K,,Cs) = || — 1. Jiang, Schiermeyer and West [13]
proved this conjecture for £ < 7. Finally, Montellano-Ballesteros and Neumann-Lara [17]
completely proved this conjecture.

Theorem 1. ([17]) For alln >k >3, let n =r; (mod (k—1)), 0 <rp < k—2, we have

=[] (5)+(3) el

Axenovich, Jiang and Kiindgen [3] considered the even cycles in complete bipartite
graphs and proved the following result.

Theorem 2. ([3]) Forn>m >1 and k > 2,

(k—1)(m+n)—2(k—1*+1, m>2k—1;
ar(Kmn, Co) = (k—Dn+m — (k—1), k—1<m<2k—1;

mn, m<k—1.

A complete split graph K, + K, is a join of a complete graph K,, and an empty graph
K, that is the graph obtained from K,, UK, by joining each vertex of K,, with each vertex
of K,. Gorgol [9] considered the cycles in complete split graphs and proved the following
result.

Theorem 3. ([9]) Forn >2,s>1, ar(K, + K,,C3) =n+s— 1.

They also gave a lower bound and an upper bound for ar(K,, + K, C;) and conjectured
that the exact value is closer to the lower bound.

Theorem 4. ([9]) For s >n >4, L%"J +s—1<ar(K,+K,,Cy) < L%"J + s — 3.



In section 2, we study the anti-Ramsey number of {C3,C4} and Cj5 in the complete
r-partite graphs and prove the following two theorems.

Theorem 5. Forr >3 and nqy >ng > --- > n, > 1, we have

”T’{C3’C4}>:n1+n2+"'—|—nr—1_

.....

Theorem 6. Forr >3 andnqy >ng > --- > n, > 1, we have

......

) {n1n2+n3n4+-~-+m_2m_1+nr+%1—1, r s odd;
ney Y3) —

ning +nang + -+ npn, + 5 — 1, T 1S even.

In section 3, we generalize the theorem of Alon [I] to complete r-partite graphs. We
call two subgraphs H; and H, of G are independent if they are vertex disjoint.

Theorem 7. Forr >3 and nqy >ng > --- > n, > 1, we have

ar(Kny ng,.my, Ca) =n1 +ng+ -4+ n, +t — 1,

where t = min { FX:NHJ ’ Fﬁ?:z nJ Y s nl} is the mazimum number of independent

triangles of Kp, ny....n..-

.....

J. We have the following corollary

n

the number of independent triangles of K, + K, is b

and this answers a question of Gorgol [9].
Corollary 1. For 2s > n > 4, we have ar(K, + K, Cy) = [%"J +s—1.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will give the proof of Theorem 5
and Theorem 6. In Section 3, we will prove Theorem 7. Finally we will give some open
problems in Section 4.

Notations: Let G be a simple undirected graph. For z € V(G), we denote the
neighborhood and the degree of z in G by Ng(z) and dg(x), respectively. The maximum
degree of G is denoted by A(G). We will use G — = to denote the graph that arises
from G by deleting the vertex = € V(G). For § # X C V(G), G[X] is the subgraph
of G induced by X and G — X is the subgraph of G induced by V(G) \ X. Given
a graph G = (V, E), for any (not necessarily disjoint) vertex sets A, B C V, we let
Eq(A,B) ={uwv € E(G) : u # v,u € A;v € B}. A vertex v of a graph G is called a
cut vertez if the components number of G — x is bigger than G. A block of a graph is
a subgraph which is connected, has no cut vertex and is maximal with respect to this
property.

Given an edge-coloring ¢ of G, we denote the color of an edge uv by ¢(uv). A color a
is starred (at x) if all the edges with color @ induce a star K, (centered at the vertex z).
Note that the two vertices of K ; can be regarded as the center of K ;, if a color a is stared
at both z and y, then zy is the unique edge with color a. We let d°(v) = |{a € C(v) : a
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is starred at v}|. For a subgraph H of GG, we denote C(H) = {c(uwv) : wv € E(H)}. A
representing subgraph in an edge-coloring of K, is a spanning subgraph containing exactly
one edge of each color.

2. 3-cycle

In this section, we will prove Theorem 5 and Theorem 6. We recall the proof of
ar(K,,C3) = n — 1 in [6] because we will use the idea of it later. Let V(K,) =
{v,v2,...,v,}. For 1 < i < j < n, we color edge vv; with color i. In such a way,
we use exactly n — 1 colors and there is no rainbow C5. On the other hand, for any
n-edge-coloring of K,,, we take a representing subgraph G, then G contains a rainbow
cycle since |E(G)| = n. By adding one chord to the cycle, we get two shorter cycles and
at least one of them is rainbow. Do the same operation on the shorter rainbow cycle.
Finally, we will find a rainbow C5. To generalize the idea of the proof, we first give the
following useful definition and lemma.

Definition 1. Let r > 3 and G be an r-partite graph with parts Vi, Vs, ..., V., we call a
subgraph H of G multipartite, if there are at least three distinct parts V;, V;, Vi, such that
VIH)NV; £0,V(H)NV; #0 and V(H) NV # 0.

Lemma 1. Letr > 3 andny > ng > --- > n, > 1. For an edge-coloring of Ky, n,.. n,, if
there is a rainbow multipartite cycle, then there is a rainbow Cj.

Proof. Since for any multipartite cycle C of length at least 4, there is a chord e of C' such
that C'U e contains two multipartite cycles C! and C?, where E(C') N E(C?) = {e} and
E(CYYUE(C?) = E(C)U{e}. Thus for any rainbow multipartite cycle of length at least
4, we can find a shorter rainbow multipartite cycle. Do the same operation on the shorter
rainbow multipartite cycle. Finally, we will find a rainbow Cj. 0J

We determine the anti-Ramsey number of {Cj5, Cy} in the complete r-partite graphs
as follows.

Theorem 5. For r > 3 and ny > ny > --- > n, > 1, we have
ar(Knl’nQ,m,nr, {Cg, 04}) =N + N9 + -t n, — 1.

Proof. Lower bound: Let n =n; +no+---+n,. Forall 1 <i <r, we take a vertex
w; from V;. Let U = {uy,ug,...,u,} and V\ U = {tty41, Upso,...,u,}. Note that for all
1 <i < n—1, there is at least one edge between u,; 1 and {u; : 1 < j <} in Ky, p, o5
For 1 <i <mn—1, we color all the edges between u;4; and {u; : 1 < j < i} by color i. In
such a way, we use exactly n — 1 colors, and there is no rainbow C5 or Cj.

Upper bound: For an (ny + ng + - -+ + n,)-edge-coloring of K, n, . n., We take a
representing subgraph G. Since |E(G)| = ny +ng + --- + n, = |V(G)|, we can find a
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cycle C' of G and C is rainbow. If C' is multipartite, there is a rainbow C3 by Lemma
1. If C is not multipartite, then there exist ¢ and j where 1 < i < 57 < r, such that
V(C) c V;uV; and [V(C)NV;| = |V(C)NVj|. If the length of C' is at least 6, for a
chord e of C, C'U e contains two even cycles C! and C?, where E(C') N E(C?) = {e}
and E(C')U E(C?) = E(C) U {e}. Since C is rainbow, we claim that at least one of C*
and C? is a rainbow even cycle. Thus, we find a rainbow shorter even cycle. Do the same
operation on the shorter rainbow even cycle. Finally, we can find a rainbow Cjy.

O

Now we will determine the maximum number of edges in an r-partite graphs without
multipartite cycles by the following lemmas.

Lemma 2. Forr >3 andny >ny > --->n, > 1, if G C K, p,
multipartite Ps, then

n. and G contains no

.....

NNy + N3Ny + -+ - + Nyp_oNp_1, 7T 1S 0dd,
\E(G)|§{l2 374 2Mr—1

ning +ngng + -+ Np_1Nyy T 1S even.

Proof. We will prove it by induction on r. It is obvious to see that the conclusion holds
for the base cases r = 1 and r = 2. Assume that it holds for all integers less than r, and
let G C K, .. n which contains no multipartite P;. For any vertex v, there is some
part V; such that Ng(v) C V;. Choose v; € V; such that dg(vi) = max{dg(v) : v € Vi}.
Suppose Ng(vi) C Vi, where 2 < iy < r. For every vertex v € V; \ {v1}, we delete all the
edges incident with v in G and connect all the edges between v and Ng(v;). For every
vertex u € Vi, \ Ng(v1), we delete all the edges incident with u in G and connect all the
edges between u and Vi. Denote the graph we obtained by G, we have |E(G)| < |E(G4)|
and (G contains no multipartite Ps.

If ig # 2, we choose vy € Vj, such that dg, (ve) = max{dg, (v) : v € Va}. Suppose
Ng, (v2) C Vjy, where 3 < jo < r and jy # ip. For every vertex v € V5 \ {v2}, we delete
all the edges incident with v in G and connect all the edges between v and Ng, (v2).
For every vertex u € Vj, \ Ng, (v2), we delete all the edges incident with « in G; and
connect all the edges between u and V5. Denote the graph we obtained by Gs, we have
|E(G1)] < |E(G2)| and G contains no multipartite P;. We note that both Gy[Vy UV, ]
and G3[V2 UV}, | are complete bipartite graphs. We delete all the edges of G5[V; UV, | and
G3[V2 U V], connect all the edges between V; and V3 and connect all the edges between
Vi, and V. Denote the graph we obtained by G’, then G’ contains no multipartite Ps.
Since nyn;, + nang, < ning + ninj,, we have |E(Gs)| < |E(G")]. If ig = 2, we denote

G/ - Gl.



By the induction hypothesis, we have

|E(G)] < |E(G")| = mny + |E(G" = (ViU V2))|

nang + -+ + Np_an,_1, 1 is odd;
ning + .
Nn3ng + -+ Nyp_1MNy, 7 1S even.

{n1n2 +nsng + -+ Np_2Np_1, T is Odd7

NiNg + NNy + -+ - + Np_1 Ny, T is even.
]

Lemma 3. Let G C Ky, p,....n, Which contains no multipartite cycle. If P = xyz is a

multipartite Py of G, then y is a cut vertex of G.

Proof. Suppose y is not a cut vertex of G. Then there is a path P’ connect z and z in
G — y, thus x Pz P’z is a multipartite cycle of G, a contradiction. O

Lemma 4. Forr >3 andny >ng > --->n, > 1, if G C Ky, py...n,. and G contains no
multipartite cycle, then

-1 .
ning +nzng + -+ np_on,_y + 0. + 5 — 1, 1 s odd;

[E(G)] < {

ning + gy + -+ npiny + 5 — 1, r 18 even.

Proof. Take a graph G C Ky, n,..n
|E(G)] is the maximum possible.

such that GG contains no multipartite cycle and

T

Claim 1. G is connected and each block of GG is a complete bipartite graph whose
two parts belong to two parts of K, n,. . n,, respectively.

Proof of Claim 1. If GG is not connected, we can add edges between the connected
components of G, such that there is still no multipartite cycle, a contradiction. Let
B be a block of G, if there are three distinct parts V;, V; and Vj, such that V(B) NV, #
0,V(B)NV; # 0 and V(B)NVj, # 0, then B contains a multipartite cycle, a contradiction.
[

For 1 < i < r, we select one vertex z; € V; and let V/ = V; \ {x;}. Denote V; =
{z1,29,...,2,}. For each i = 1,2,...,r, perform the following operations sequentially:

If there is a vertex v € V/ such that v is a cut vertex of G, and v separate the blocks
By and B,, then there is at least one of B; and B, we say B; such that there is no
paths connect x; to Ng(v) NV (B;) in G — v. Thus, we delete the edges between v and
Ng(v) N V(By), and connect the edges between z; and Ng(v) NV (B;). We still denote
the new graph by G.

Claim 2. In each step, G contains no multipartite cycle and |E(G)] is the same as in
the starting graph. When the above procedure stops, v is not a cut vertex of GG for any
vertex v € Ul_, V..



By Claim 2 and Lemma 3, there is no multipartite P; in G[U]_,V/]. Therefore, by

lemma 2, we have
—1 —1 o — 1 = 1), . dd7
|E(GU_, V)| < (m—1)(ne— 1)+ + (2 —1)(n,1 — 1), riso
(n = 1)(ng = 1) + -+ (1 = 1)(n, = 1), r is even.

Since for all z € U_,V/, x is not a cut vertex of G, we have |Eg(z, V)| < 1. Since G[V]
contains no cycles, we have |E(G[Vp])| < r — 1. Thus, we have

|E(G)] = |E(GUL VD + | Ec(U Vi Vo)l + [E(G[VA))

(m = 1)(n2 = 1)+ (ng = 1)(ng — 1)+ (ny—2 = 1)(ny—1 — 1)+ r is odd;

< m—-1D+Mme—-D+--+Mn—-1)+r—1,
T (u = 1D(ne = 1)+ (n3g — 1)(ng — 1) -+ (np—1 — 1)(n, — 1)+ :
r is even.
m—-1D+me—-1D+--+Mmn—-1)+r—1,
B n1n2+n3n4+-~-+nr_2nr_1—l—nT—l—%—1, r is odd;
ning +n3ng + -+ npny + 5 — 1, r 1S even.
O

Now, we will prove Theorem 6.
Theorem 6. For r > 3 and ny > ny > --- > n, > 1, we have

ar (Ko s Cy) = {nlng +ngng + -+ Np_oNp_g + 0, + % -1, r ?s odd;

ning +n3ng + -+ npan, + 5 — 1, r is even.
Proof. Lower bound: Let K = K, n, . n. and Vi, Vs, ...V, be the partition of V(K).
For r is odd, first, we color K[V; U V5], K[V3 U Vy],..., K[V,_o U V,_4] rainbow. Second,
for every vertex v € V., we color the edges incident v with one new distinct color. Finally,
forl1 <i< %1 — 1, we color the edges between Vo, 1 U Vy; and U;;éi-{-l‘/j with one new
distinct color. In such way, we use exactly ning + nzng + -+ + np_on,_1 + n, + % -1

colors, and there is no rainbow Cj.

For r is even, first, we color K[V} UV,], K[V3U V4], ..., K[V,_1 UV,] rainbow. Second,
for 1 <i < 5 — 1, we color the edges between Va; 1 U Va; and U§:2i+1Vj with one new
distinct color. In such way, we use exactly ning +nsny +---+n,_1n, + 5 — 1 colors, and
there is no rainbow Cs.

Upper bound: For r > 3 and ny >ny > --- > n, > 1, we denote

ning +ngng + - + Np_afyp_q +n, + %1 —1, r is odd;
f(nlan2>"'anr) =

NiNo + Nghy + -+ +np_1ny + % — 1, r is even.

Given any edge-coloring of Ky, ny  n, With f(ni,n9,...,n,) + 1 colors, we take a repre-
senting subgraph G. Notice that G is rainbow and |E(G)| = f(ni,ng2,...,n.) + 1. By
Lemma 4, GG contains a rainbow multipartite cycle. Hence, there is a rainbow C3 by
Lemma 1. O



3. 4-cycle

In this section, we study the anti-Ramsey number of Cj in the complete r-partite
graphs. Before doing so, we will determine the maximum number of independent triangles
in the complete r-partite graphs by the following proposition.

Proposition 1. Forr >3 andny >ny > --- > n, > 1, let t be the mazimum number of
independent triangles of Ky, ny...n,., then we have

o[ [ B 30}

Proof. Let T3, T, ..., T; be the ¢t independent triangles of K, ,,.. .. Since each triangle

contains exactly 3 vertices of V', at least two vertices of VoUV3U---UV, and at least one
vertices of VUV, U---UV,, we have

o[ En] [ B 30

On the other hand, let U = V\ (V(T1)UV (Ty)U- - -UV (T})). Suppose that ¢ # LZT:T”LJ :
then we have |U| = >"._ n; — 3t > 3. Since ¢ is the maximum number of independent
triangles of K, n,.. n,, there are two parts Vj, and V; such that U C V, UV,. Assume that
UNVi| = UNV| = 0.

If|UNV)| =0, then |[UNV,| = |U|—|UNV;| > 3. Since each triangle contains at least
two vertices of V' \ Vi, we have ¢t > L'V@MJ > {L;VHJ = {Z::TNLJ

If |UNV)| =1, then [UNVy| = |U|—|UNV,| > 2. We claim that each triangle contains
one vertex of V; and two vertices of V' \ Vi. Otherwise, there is a triangle 7T; such that
T; NV, = 0, and we can get two independent triangles from V(T;) U U, a contradiction.
Thus, t = W and W is an integer. We have

P 10 el 7 S 1 Sl L N N D A S L TR R DY
2 2 2 2 |

If |UNV,| > 2, we claim that each triangle contains one vertex of Vj, one vertex of V}
and one vertex of V' \ (V UV}). Otherwise, there is a triangle T; such that [V (T;) N (V'\
(Vk,UV))| > 2, and we can get two independent triangles from V' (7;) UU, a contradiction.
Thus, ¢ = [V] = [V UVi| 2 [V] = Vi U4l = Sy i

0

Now, we will prove Theorem 7.



Theorem 7. For r > 3 and ny > ny > --- > n, > 1, we have

ar(Kny ng,.my, Ca) =n1 +ng+ -+ n, +t — 1,

where t = min { {Z%ﬁ nJ , {Z%Z nJ Y s n,} is the maximum number of independent

triangles of Ky, n,.. n,-

Proof. Lower bound: Take t independent triangles 77,75, ..., T; and let the remaining
vertices be vy, vy, ..., v and U = Ui_V(T}), where | = ny +ng + --- 4+ n, — 3t. First,
color those triangles rainbow. Second, for 2 < ¢ < ¢, we color all the edges between
U;;llV(T]) and V(7T;) with one new color. Finally, for 1 < i <[, we color all the edges
between U U {vy,...,v;_1} and v; with one new color. In such way, we use exactly
4t —1+1l=ny+no+---+n,+t—1colors, and there is no rainbow copy of Cj.

Upper bound: We will prove the upper bound by induction on n = ny+ng+- - -+n,.
The base case ny = ny = -+ = n, = 1 is true by Theorem 1. Assume that it holds for
all integers less than n. For an (n + t)-edge coloring ¢ of Ky, n,.. n., suppose there is
no rainbow Cy, we have d°(z) > 2 for any vertex * € V(K n,y,..n.). Otherwise, by the
induction hypothesis, we have

|C(Kn1,n2,...,nr - .CL’)| Z n+ t— 1 Z ar(Knl,ng,...,nr -, C'4) + 17

and there is a rainbow Cy in K, , .. — , a contradiction.

Claim 1. For any vertex x € V| if ¢(zy) and c(zz) are two distinct colors which are
starred at x, then y and z are in different parts.

Proof of Claim 1. Assume that y and z are in the same part. Since d°(y) > 2, there
is at least one edge yw such that c(yw) is starred at y and c(yw) # c(zy). Note that
c(zw) ¢ {c(zy), c(xz), c(yw)}, thus zywzz is a rainbow Cjy, a contradiction. ]

Claim 2. For any vertex z € V, if ¢(xy) is starrted at x, then zy is the unique edge
with color ¢(xy).

Proof of Claim 2. Assume that xy is not the unique edge with color ¢(zy), then c¢(xy)
is not starred at y. Since d°(z) > 2, there is a vertex z such that ¢(zz) is starred at x and
c(xz) # c(xy). By Claim 1, y and z are in different parts. Since d°(y) > 2, there are two
vertices wy, we(# x) such that ¢(yw;) and ¢(ywy) are starred at y and c¢(yw,) # ¢(yws). By
Claim 1, w; and wy are in different parts. Thus, there is at least one of w; and w,, we say
wy, such that z and w; are in different parts. Note that c(zw;) ¢ {c(zy), c(x2), c(ywq)},
thus xyw,zx is a rainbow CYy, a contradiction. (]

Claim 3. For any vertex z € V', d°(x) = 2.

Proof of Claim 3. Assume that there is a vertex x such that d°(z) > 3, there are
three edges xy, xz and zw such that ¢(xy), c(xz) and c(zw) are starred at x and distinct.
By Claim 1, y,z and w are in different parts. Since d(y) > 2, there is a vertex u such
that c(yu) is starred at y and z, u are in different parts. Also, there is at least one of z and
w, we say z, such that w, z are in different parts. Note that c(zu) ¢ {c(zy), c(zz), c(yu)},
thus zyuzz is a rainbow CYy, a contradiction. [



Consider the spanning subgraph G of K,,, p,...n. such that e € E(G) if and only if e is
the unique edge with color ¢(e). By Claims 1, 2 and 3, G is 2-regular and each component
of G is a cycle .

Claim 4. For each component C; = x125 - - - ;71 of G, x; and z;,3 belong to the same
part of Ky, ny,...n, (if @ +3 > 1, 2543 means x4,3), for all 1 <4 < [. Furthermore, ¢t = %.

Proof of Claim 4. Suppose that there exists 1 < ¢ <[ such that x; and x; 3 belong
to the distinct parts of Ky, n,....n,, then 22,412,427 13%; is a rainbow Cy, a contradiction.
Thus { =0 (mod 3) and Ky, ..., [V (C))] contains exactly £ independent triangles. Since

G is a spanning subgraph of K, y,. . n,, We have t = 3. m
Since ¢t = %, the maximum number of independent triangles of Ky, n,.n, — 7 is "T_?’,
for all z € V. Thus, by the induction hypothesis, we have
|C(Kn1,n2,...,nr - SL’)| =n+t-— dc(x) =n+t—-2= ar(K”17n27---7nr -, 04) + 17
and there is a rainbow Cy in K, ,, . . — , a contradiction.
O

4. Open problems

We notice that the lower bound of Theorem 6 is also the lower bound for odd cycles,
and we would conjecture the lower bound is the exact value when the number of the
vertex of each part is sufficient large.

Conjecture 1. Forr >3, k>1 andny >ng > -+ > n, > k, we have

1 .
ning +nzng + -+ np_on,_y + 0. + 5 — 1, 1 s odd;

ning + nang + -+ np_ny + 5 — 1, r s even.

ar(Knl,nz,...,nr7 C2k+1) = {

Also, it is interesting to investigate the anti-Ramsey number of even cycles in the
complete r-partite graphs.

Problem 1. Forr > 3 and k > 3, determine ar(K,, n,....n., Cor)-
Finally we give the following conjecture which strengthens Lemma 4.

Conjecture 2. Forr >3 andny >ng > --->n, > 1, if G C Ky, py,...n, and

sTor

NN + NNy + -+« + Ny_ony_y + 1y + =5, 7 is odd;
|E(G)|2{12 3704 2Ny —1 3

ning +nang + -+ np_ny + 3, r s even,
then G contains a multipartite cycle of length no more than %r.

Fang, Gyori, Xiao and Xiao recently proved that Conjecture 2 holds for r = 3.
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