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Abstract

A graph G is called a 2Ks-free graph if it does not contain 2Ks as an induced
subgraph. In 2014, Broersma, Patel and Pyatkin showed that every 25-tough 2K5-
free graph on at least three vertices is Hamiltonian. Recently, Shan improved this
result by showing that 3-tough is sufficient instead of 25-tough. In this paper, we
show that every 2-tough 2K,-free graph on at least three vertices is Hamiltonian,
which was conjectured by Gao and Pasechnik.
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1 Introduction

The toughness was introduced by Chvéatal [5] in 1973. Let w(G) denote the number of
components of a graph G. A graph G is t-tough if |S| > t - w(G — S) for every subset
S C V(G) with w(G — S) > 1. The toughness t(G) is the maximum value of ¢ for which
G is t-tough, or is oo if G is a complete graph. Hence if G is not a complete graph, then

. IS| .
t(G) = —— | S CV(G) with w(G—-5)>1;.
(@) =min { 5 8 € V(G) with (G - 5)
A graph G is Hamiltonian if it contains a Hamiltonian cycle, i.e., a cycle containing all
vertices of GG. It is well known that every Hamiltonian graph is 1-tough. However, the

converse does not hold. The following conjecture, proposed by Chvatal, is still open.

Conjecture 1.1 (Chvatal [5]). There exists a constant ty such that every to-tough graph

on at least three vertices is Hamiltonian.
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Bauer, Broersma and Veldman [2] showed that for any ¢ < % there exists a t-tough
graph which is not Hamiltonian. So if Conjecture [[LT]is true, then such a constant ¢y must
be at least %.

On the other hand, it is known that a toughness condition gives a k-factor of a graph.
Given a graph G and a positive integer k, a k-factor of G is a spanning subgraph of G
in which every vertex has degree k. In particular, a 2-factor is a spanning subgraph in
which every component is a cycle. Thus, a connected 2-factor is a Hamiltonian cycle. For
the existence of k-factors, Enomoto, Jackson, Katerinis and Saito showed the following

theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Enomoto et al. [7]). For k > 1, every k-tough graph on n vertices such
that n > k + 1 and kn is even has a k-factor.

Partial results related to Conjecture[LTlhave been obtained in various restricted classes
of graphs. For details of known results on Conjecture [T we refer the reader to the survey
[1]. In this paper, we deal with Conjecture [Tl in 2Ks-free graphs. A graph is 2Ks-free
if it does not contain 2K as an induced subgraph, where 2K5 is the graph consisting of
four vertices and two independent edges. In 2014, Broersma, Patel and Pyatkin proved

the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3 (Broersma et al. [4]). Every 25-tough 2Ks-free graph on at least three
vertices is Hamiltonian.

Recently, Shan improved the required toughness in Theorem [L3] from 25 to 3.

Theorem 1.4 (Shan [10]). Every 3-tough 2Ks-free graph on at least three vertices is

Hamiltonian.

The class of 2K5-free graphs is a superclass of split graphs. A graph G is called a split
graph if the vertex set of G can be partitioned into a clique and an independent set. In
1996, Kratsch, Lehel and Miiller showed the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5 (Kratsch et al. [9]). Every 3-tough split graph on at least three vertices is

Hamiltonian.

Chviétal [5] constructed a sequence {G;};°, of split graphs having no 2-factors and

t(Gy) = %_f_l for each positive integer [. Thus, % is the best possible toughness implying
split graphs to be Hamiltonian. Since every split graph is a 2Ks-free graph, one cannot

decrease the toughness implying 2Ks-free graphs to be Hamiltonian below %

Also, Bauer, Katona, Kratsch and Veldman [3] showed that every %—tough 5-chordal
graph on at least three vertices has a 2-factor, where a graph is called 5-chordal if every
chordless cycle of it has length at most five. Since every 2Ks-free graph is 5-chordal, we

get the following proposition.



Proposition 1.6. Every %—tough 2Ks-free graph on at least three vertices has a 2-factor.

Gao and Pasechnik [8] conjectured that every 2-tough 2K,-free graph on at least three
vertices is Hamiltonian. Theorem [[4, due to Shan [I0], is a partial solution to this

conjecture. In this paper, we prove this conjecture by modifying the proof in [10].
Theorem 1.7. Every 2-tough 2Ks-free graph on at least three vertices is Hamiltonian.

It is unknown whether the toughness condition of Theorem [[.7] is sharp. Considering

Proposition [L6, we conjecture that the following problem has a positive solution.

Problem 1.8. Is every %—tough 2Ks-free graph on at least three vertices Hamiltonian?

2 Terminology

In this paper, we consider only undirected, finite and simple graph. The terminology not
defined here can be found in [6].

Let G be a graph and let z € V(G). The set of neighbors of x in G is denoted by
N¢g(z) and the degree of x in G is denoted by dg(z). Let S C V(G). We define the
neighbors of S by Ng(S) = U,cgNa(x). Let H be a subgraph of G. Then we define
that Vi (z) = Ng(z) NV (H), Vg(z) = V(H) \ Vu(z), Vg(S) = Ng(S) N V(H) and
Vu(S) = V(H)\ Vg(S). For xy € E(G), Vy(zy) and Vg (zy) denote Vy({z,y}) and
Vi ({z,y}), respectively. Note that Ny (S) is not equal to Vi (S) in general.

Let V1,V C V(G). Then Eg(V1,Va) is the set of edges of G with one end in V; and
the other end in Vo. If Vi = {z}, then we write Eg(x, V2) for Eq({z}, V2). Moreover, for a
subgraph H of G, we write Eq(V1, H) and Eq(H, Vs) for Eq(V1,V(H)) and Eq(V (H), Va),
respectively.

Let P be a path. If u and v are the end-vertices of P, we say that P is a uwv-path.
For z,y € V(P), xPy denotes the path between = and y passing through P. Let P be an
xy-path and let @ be a uv-path. If P and @Q are disjoint, then zPyu@Qu denotes the path
between x and v passing through P, an added edge yu and Q.

In this paper, we always assume that each cycle in a graph has a fixed orientation.
Let C be a cycle. For z € V(C), denote the successor of x by T and the predecessor of
z by 2. Let S C V(C). Then ST = {at € V(C) | z € S} and S~ is defined similarly.
Let D be another cycle disjoint from C and T'C V(D). Then (SUT)" = ST UTT and
(SUT)” =S~ UT~. For u,v € V(C), wCv denotes the uv-path from u to v along the
orientation of C'. Also, u%v denotes vgu. Let P be an xy-path and let @) be a uv-path.
If P and @ are disjoint, then x PyuQux denotes the cycle passing through P, an added
edge yu, @ and an added edge vx.



3 Proof of Theorem [1.7]

Our proof of Theorem [[7] basically follows the one in Shan [I0]. Shan noted that the
property of being 3-tough is used just once for proving one of the claims [10, Claim 2.5].
Here we also improve the argument by introducing some new claims.

First, we introduce the following observation which immediately follows from the def-

inition of 2Ks-free graphs.
Observation 3.1. For a graph G, the following statements are equivalent.
(1) G is a 2K5-free graph.

(2) For every edge zy € E(Q), the set Vg(zy) = V(G) \ (Ng(z) U Ng(y)) is independent
in G.

For a graph G, let a(G) be the independence number of G. We show the following
property of 2Ko-free graphs.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a 2Ks-free graph on n vertices. Then the set

n—a(G)}

{x eV(G) | dg(x) < 5

is independent in G.

. . —a(G
Proof. Suppose that thelf exists an edge zy € F(G) with dg(z),dg(y) g_%() By
Observation B1], the set Vg (zy) is independent in G. Since any vertex in Vg (zy) is not

adjacent to x, the set Vg (zy) U {z} is independent in G. However, since
Va(wy)| = n—[Ne(@)| — [Na(y)] = n — da(@) — da(y) > a(G),
we have a(G) > |Vg(zy) U {r}| > a(G) + 1, a contradiction. O

Next, we consider a 2-factor F' of a graph with minimum number of components. A
vertex x € V(@) is said to be co-absorbable if there exists a 2-factor F’ of G — z such that
w(F') < w(F). Recall that each cycle in a graph has a fixed orientation.

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a graph containing a 2-factor, and let F' be a fixed 2-factor of G with

minimum number of components. If x € V(Q) is co-absorbable, then dg(x) < a(G) — 1.

Proof. Let x € V(G) be co-absorbable. Then there exists a 2-factor F’ of G — x such that
w(F") < w(F). For each y € V(G)\ {z}, in this proof, y denotes the successor of y in the
unique cycle of F’ containing y. Let Ng(z)t = {y™ | y € Ng(z)}. If Ng(z)*t U {z} is not
independent, then we can easily find a 2-factor F' of G such that w(F) < w(F’") < w(F),
which contradicts the minimality of w(F'). Thus, the set Ng(z)™ U {2} is independent in
G. This implies dg(z) = |[Ng(z)T| < o(G) — 1. O



Proof of Theorem [I.7. Let G be a 2-tough 2Ks-free graph with at least three vertices.
Let n = |V(G)|. Since the graph G is 2-tough, a(G) < § and G has a 2-factor. We take
a 2-factor F' of G with minimum number of components. Let F be the set of all cycles
of F. If |F| =1, then F is a Hamiltonian cycle of G. We so assume that |F| > 1. For
x € V(G), in the following, 2™ and 2~ denotes the successor of x and the predecessor of
x in the unique cycle of F' containing x, respectively. The following claim can be easily

shown by the minimality of |F]|.

Claim 3.1. Let C,D € F be two distinct cycles. If v € V(C) and y € V(D) are adjacent
in G, then Eq({z~, 2"}, {y~,y"}) = 0.

Let x € V(G) and let C' € F be the unique cycle such that z € V(C). If there exists a
cycle D € F\ {C} such that z is adjacent to two consecutive vertices on D in G, we say
that = is of A-type (w.r.t. D). If = is not of A-type (w.r.t. any cycle in F \ {C}), we say
that x is of B-type. We define

A={z € V(G) |z is of A-type} and B =V (G) \ A.
For I C V(G), we say that I is co-absorbable if every vertex in I is co-absorbable.
Claim 3.2. If I C V(G) is co-absorbable, then I is independent in G.

Proof. Let I C V(G) be co-absorbable. By Lemma [B.3] for every = € I, we have

da(z) < a(G) —1< ”‘T‘)‘(G)
since a(G) < §. Thus, [ is independent in G by Lemma O

Claim 3.3. Let C,D € F be two distinct cycles, and let x € V(C) and y € V(D) be two
vertices such that xy € E(G). If x is of B-type and y is co-absorbable, then xy* ¢ E(Q)
and zy™t € E(G).

Proof. We focus on two edges 2™ and y*y ™. Since x is of B-type, we have zy™ ¢ E(G).
Also, by Claim Bl z7y* ¢ E(G). If zty™* € E(G), then

xy§y++x+8x

is a cycle on (V(C)U V(D)) \ {y"}, which implies that y* is co-absorbable. Then, two
co-absorbable vertices y and yT are adjacent in G, contrary to Claim Thus, 2yt ¢
E(G). Since {x,x*,y",y" "} does not induce 2K5, we have zy*+ € E(G). O

Claim 3.4. If z € V(G) is of A-type, then x* and = are co-absorbable, and x is not

co-absorbable.



Proof. Suppose that C € F and z € ANV(C). Then, we have a cycle D € F\ {C} and
y € V(D) such that zy,zy™ € E(G). By Claim Bl zty, 2Tyt ¢ F(G). Considering two
edges xrx ™ and yy™, since G is 2Ks-free, x7 Ty € E(G) or 27Tyt € E(G). Therefore,

xy+3yx++8x if 2ty € B(Q),
xy%yﬂv'”gx if 2ty € E(Q)

is a cycle on (V(C)U V(D)) \ {zT}. Thus, 27 is co-absorbable. We similarly find that 2~
is co-absorbable. Since co-absorbable vertices are independent by Claim 3.2 we conclude

that x is not co-absorbable. O

Let C € F and zy € E(C). By Claims and [3.4], = or y is of B-type. If both x and
y are of B-type, we say that the edge xy is of B-type; otherwise, xy is of AB-type. If all
edges of C are of AB-type, we say that C' is AB-alternating. More generally, if vertices
on C are alternating between two disjoint sets X C V(G) and Y C V(G), we say that C
is XY -alternating.

Claim 3.5. Let C € F and xy € E(C). If xy is of B-type, then every D € F\ {C} is
Vp(xy)V p(xy)-alternating.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for every D € F \ {C} and uv € E(D), exactly one vertex
of {u,v} is in Vp(zy). Since G is 2Ks-free, one of {u,v} must be in Vp(zy). Suppose
without loss of generality, that u € Vp(xy) with uz € E(G). Then by Claim B we
have vy ¢ E(G). As z is of B-type and ux € E(G), we further have vz ¢ E(G). Thus,
v € Vp(zy). O

Claim 3.6. Fach of the following holds.
(1) F has a cycle containing a B-type edge.
(2) If C € F contains a B-type edge, then |V (C)| > 5 + 2.

Proof. By Claims and B4, A% is independent in G and so |A| = |[AT| < %, which
implies (1). For (2), suppose that C' € F contains a B-type edge xy € E(C). By Claim
B.5, we have
— — n—|V(C
Vo-clnl= Y Vpay) ="

DeF\{C}

Since Vg_c(wy) U {z} is independent in G, we find that

n—|V(C — n
n VO~ Weey Uy < 2
which implies that [V (C)| > § + 2. O



Let Fap = {C € F | C is AB-alternating} and Fap = F \ Fap. By Claim B8, we
have |Fap| € {1,2}. Let H € Fap and x € V(H) N B. If there exists K € Fap such
that Vi () = BN V(K), we say that = is bad w.r.t. K. For H € F 4, we define the set
Viad(H) to be

Voad(H) = (V(H)NA)U{x € V(H)N B | x is bad w.r.t. some K € Fap}.
Let Ao = Uger,,(V(K)NA) and By = Uger,,(V(K)NB). Note that By = Aj C A™.
Claim 3.7. Let H € Fap and v € V(H). If Eg(x, By) # 0, Then x € Viaq(H).

Proof. Suppose that Eg(z, By) # (. Then we can take K € Fap and y € V(K) N B
such that xy € E(G). If z is of A-type, then z € Vyq(H) by the definition. We may so
assume that x is of B-type. Since BNV (K) = AT NV(K), y is co-absorbable. Thus,
ryt ¢ E(G) and xytt € E(G) by Claim B3l By the repetition of this argument, we find
that Vi (x) = BNV(K), and hence z is bad w.r.t. K. O

Claim 3.8. Let H € F 4B. If x € V(H) is bad w.r.t. some K € Fap, then xt and x~

are co-absorbable.

Proof. Suppose that x € V(H) is bad w.r.t. K € Fap. Now we have Vg (xz) = BNV(K).
Let y € BNV(K). We focus on two edges x o™ and yy™. Since y is of B-type, 1y ¢
E(G). Moreover, xty™ ¢ F(G) by Claim B Hence ztty € E(G) or 27Tyt € FE(G)
since G is 2Ky-free. If z7Ty™ € E(G), then

xy?y+x++ﬁx

is a cycle on (V(H) U V(K))\ {z}. Thus, 21 is co-absorbable. Next suppose that
Tty € E(G) and zTHy T ¢ E( ). Since y™ is of A-type, we can take a cycle Q € F\{K}
and z € V(Q) such that y*z,y72" € E(G). Note that z ¢ {z~,z,27, 27"} because
-yt atyT Tyt ¢ F(G). Note that yz,y2" ¢ F(G) by Claim B} and hence we have
Yy z € E(G) ory z+ € E(G) since G is 2Ks-free. Thus, considering one or two cycles
xyx++ﬁzy_?y+z+ﬁx if H=Q and y~ z € E(Q),
xyx++ﬁzy+?y_z+ﬁx if H=Q and y 2" € E(G),
yx++ﬁx, zy_?y+z+az if H#Q and y~ z € E(Q),
yx++ﬁm, zy+[_(>y_z+6z if H#Q and y 27 € E(G),

we find that z™ is co-absorbable. We similarly find that z~ is co-absorbable. O

Case 1. |Fap|=1.



Let C be the unique cycle in F 45. Now we have Fap # 0 since |F| > 1. If Vi (C) = 0,
then Eq(C, By) = () by Claim B.71 However, then every vertex in By is an isolated vertex
in G — Ay, a contradiction to the toughness condition of G. Thus, we have Vj,q(C) # 0.

For a vertex x € Vjeq(C), we define

Uy ={2"} and U, = {y € V(C) | y* € Vo (U) \ Vsaa(C)}\ Uy
For each vertex 1 € U}, define the path
Py o) = xf@ﬁxf?x

to be the directed path from z1 to x. In general, for i > 2, we define
. . 2_1 .
Ul = {u | u'v € E(G), for some v € U™t and ul € V(C) \ Viua(C)} \ U U;
j=0

where u! is the immediate successor of u on Py, 21 For each u € U!, we choose and fix
v € U such that ufv € E(G) and u' ¢ Vieq(C) on Py, ), and define the path

P[u,:v} = uP[U,x]vuTP[U,x}x

to be the directed path from u to z. We also define
Ur =JUui
=0

Claim 3.9. Let x € Vjoq(C). Let D € Fap such that x is bad or A-type w.r.t. D and let
u € BNV (D) with ux € E(G). Then each of the followings holds:

(1) For anyv € UL, wv ¢ E(G) and utv ¢ E(G).

(2) For every y € V(C) \ Viaa(C) such that y is adjacent to some verter v € U, yut €
E(G).

Proof. We prove (1) and (2) simultaneously by applying induction on i with v € U:. For
i = 0, we consider v = z7 as U? = {2*}. Since uz € E(G), we have utzt ¢ E(G).
Furthermore, since u is of B-type, we have uz™ ¢ E(G). For every y € V(C) \ Vpaa(C)
such that x+y € E(G), we have yu € E(G) or yu™ € E(G) by considering two edges z Ty
and uu™. Since y & Vpq(C), yu ¢ E(G) by Claim 37 Thus, we have yut € E(G).
Assume now that both (1) and (2) are true for every j = 0,1,...,7 — 1 with ¢ > 1.
Let v € U!. By the definition of U!, there exists w € U/~! such that v ¢ Vjeq(C) and
viw € E(G) on Ply,2)- By the induction hypothesis, viut € BE(G) and Ul € Vi (uut) for



every j =0,1,...,i — 1. Thus, we have v’ ¢ U;;B UZ. Furthermore, we have v ¢ Ué‘;lo Ul
by the definition of U.. Since any edge on Py z) which is not an edge on C' has one end-
vertex in Ué‘;lo U, vv' is an edge on C. Thus, since vIu® € E(G), we have vu ¢ E(G) by
Claim Bl If vu™ € F(G), then

vu™ guxP[vvx]v

is a cycle combining C' and D into a single cycle, contrary to the minimality of |F|. Thus,
vut ¢ E(G). For every y € V(C) \ Viaa(C) such that yv € E(G), we have yu € E(G)
or yut € E(G) by considering two edges yv and uut. Since y ¢ Vpuq(C), yu ¢ E(G) by
Claim 37l Thus, we have yut € E(G). O

We define

vr= J ux
xe‘/bad(c)

Note that Vyeq(C) C Vo (U™) because 27 € U™ for each x € Veq(C).
Claim 3.10. The set U is co-absorbable.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that US° is co-absorbable for a vertex x € Vi,q(C). Let D € Fap
such that = is bad or A-type w.r.t. D and let w € BN V(D) such that uz € E(G). Let
v e UX. If v e U?, then v = 27 and so v is co-absorbable by Claims 3.4 and B8 Thus,
we assume that v € UL for i > 1. By the definition of U!, there exists a spanning path
Py ) of C with end vertices v and . By Claim B9(1), we have uv,uv ¢ E(G). Let y
be the neighbor of v on P, ;). Considering two edges vy and uu™, we have yu € E(G) or
yut € E(G). Since Ul c Ve(uut) for every j <i—1, we have y ¢ Ué‘;lo UZ. Furthermore,
v ¢ U;;B Ul by the definition of U:. Thus, vy is an edge on C since any edge on Py )
which is not an edge of C' has one end-vertex in U;;B Ul If Yy € Vpea(C), then v is co-
absorbable by Claims B4 and B.8 So we may assume that y ¢ V,4(C). Now we have
yut € E(G) by Claim [3.9(2). Thus, considering a cycle

yP[v7$]xu$u+y,
we find that v is co-absorbable. O

Applying Claim to U U By, we find that the set U U By is independent in G. In
particular, we have U N Vo(U™) = () since U™ is independent in G.

Claim 3.11. |Vo(U®)| < 2|U>|.

Proof. First, we show that for each vertex y € Vo (U), there exists v € U such that
vy € E(C). Let y € Vo(U®). If y € Vpea(C), then we have yt € U™. So we may



assume that y ¢ Vpeq(C). Let © € Vjpeq(C) be a vertex satisfying y € Vo (UX). If
y € Vo(UY), then y~ € U} because yr* € E(G) and y ¢ Viaqa(C). So assume that i > 1
and y € Vo (U2)\ VC(Ué;lo U?). Let w € Ul be a vertex with wy € E(G), and let v be the
predecessor of y on P, 5. Since Vo (U )NU> =, we have y ¢ U°. By the assumption
that y € Vo(UL) \ VC(U;;B Ul), we have v ¢ U;;B Ui. Since any edge on Py, ;) which is
not an edge of C has one end-vertex in U};B UZ, we find that yv is an edge on C. Since
Y & Viua(C) and wy € E(G), we have v € Ul or v € UitL.

By the above discussion, we find that Vo(U™) = N (U). Since |[No(U®)| < 2|U|,
we obtain Claim B.IT1 O

Let W = Ag U Ve(U). Since Vipeq(C) C Vo (U™®), every vertex in U U By is an
isolated vertex in G — W. Hence w(G — W) > |[U*®| + |By| > |By| > 2 and

W A+ V@) _ Aol + 20
w(G—=W) = |Bo|+|U>® — |Bo|+|U>=|

<2

by Claim B.I1] which contradicts the toughness condition of G.
Case 2. |Fap|=2.

Let C and D be the cycles in F 4p, and let uu™ € E(C) and vvt € E(D) be fixed
B-type edges. We then define

Xc =Veo(w?), Yo =Ve(ow"), Xp =Vp(uu") and Yp = Vp(uu™).

Note that by Observation 3.1l X and Xp are independent sets in G. Also, by Claim B.3]
C and D are X Yc-alternating and X pYp-alternating, respectively. In particular, we have
[ Xc| = [Ye| = 5IV(O)], |Xp| = [Yp| = 3|V(D)] and |A| = |Bo| = 5(n—|V(C)|~ [V (D)]).

Claim 3.12. Let H € Fap. If Viea(H) N Xy # 0, then Yy is co-absorbable.

Proof. Suppose that Viea(H)N Xy # 0, and take x € Vioa(H) N Xp. Let k = |Xu| = [V
and
=z =y =y =y =T,

sothat Yy = {y1,y2,...,yr}- Toprove Claim[B.I12, we show that for eachi € {1,..., k—1},
the following statement P(i) is true by the induction on k — i.
P(2): There exists s,t € {1,2,...,k} with ¢t —s = i such that each of the following holds.

(1) {y1,v2,.--,ys} and {y¢,Ys+1,-..,Yx} are co-absorbable;

(2) there exists an zys-path Ps; in G such that Ps; consists of all vertices on H and ysﬁyt
is a subpath of P ;
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(3) there exists an zy-path Q¢ in G such that Qg consists of all vertices on H and
ysﬁyt is a subpath of Qs ;.

First, P(k — 1) is true by s = 1 and ¢ = k. Indeed, y; = 2 and yx = x~ are co-
absorbable by Claim .8 Moreover, P = xﬁyl and Q1 = ﬂ:ﬁyk are the required
paths.

Now assume that P(i+ 1) is true for 1 < ¢ < k—1. By the induction hypothesis, there
exist two integers s*,t* € {1,2,...,k} and two paths Py 1+, Qs+ ¢+ satisfying the conditions
of P(i+1). To show P(i), we focus on two edges ys+yf and ypy;. Ast* —s* =i+1>2,
we have yf # y.. Since yg« and yu are co-absorbable, ysy;+ ¢ E(G). Moreover, we
have y5y,. ¢ E(G) since yf.,y;. € Xp (recall that Xy is independent in G). Thus,
Ys+yp € BE(G) or yLyp € E(G) since G is 2K-free.

If ys«y,» € E(G), we take

s = 3*7 t=1t"— 17 Ps,t = Ps*,t* and Qs,t = xPs*,t*yt_*ys*Ps*,t*yt-

Then, we can see that ysﬁyt is a subpath of both P;; and Q;. Moreover, {y1,...,ys}
and {y¢11,...,yr} are co-absorbable by the induction hypothesis. We now prove that y; is
co-absorbable. If z is of A-type, then we take a cycle K € F\{H} and a vertex z € V(K)
such that xz, 22" € E(G). If y;z € E(GQ) or y;z™ € E(G), then

sziytz?z‘Lx if yz € E(G)

xQ&tyterl_()zx if y,27 € B(G)
is a cycle of G on V(H) U V(K), a contradiction to the minimality of |F|. Hence we
have y;2,y:2" ¢ E(G). Considering the edges y; y; and 2z, we have y; 2 € E(G) or
y; 2T € E(G) since G is 2K»-free. Then,

szytyt_z?z*x if y, z € E(G)

szytyt_er?zx if y; 27 € E(G)
is a cycle of G on (V(H)UV(K)) \ {y:}. Thus, y; is co-absorbable. If x is not of A-
type, then we take a cycle K € Fap such that z is bad w.r.t. K. Let z € V(K) N B.
If y,z € E(G), then y; is in Viqq(H) by Claim B.7, and so y;” = = is co-absorbable by

Claim [3.8 However, this contradicts Claim because 1« is co-absorbable. Thus, we
have y;2 ¢ E(GQ). If y;21 € E(G), then

xQ&tyter?zx

is a cycle of G on V(H) UV(K), a contradiction to the minimality of 7. Thus, we have
vzt ¢ E(G). Considering the edges y; y; and 227, we have y; 2z € E(G) or y; 2+ € E(G)
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since G is 2Ky-free. If y, z € E(G), then we have y, € Vipoq(H) by Claim B.7l Thus, y; is
co-absorbable by Claim B8 If y; 2" € E(G), then

xQSvtyt_er?zx

is a cycle of G on (V(H)UV(K)) \ {y:}. Thus, we find that y, is co-absorbable.
Next suppose that y;ﬁyt* € E(G). In this case, we take

s=s" + 17 t= t*7 Ps,t = wQs*,t*y;;yt*Qs*,t*ys and Qs,t = Qs*,t*-

We can similarly show that they are required ones in P(i). We finally conclude that P(1)

is true. In particular, we find that Y is co-absorbable. O

Claim 3.13. X¢ N Vpei(C) = Xp N Via(D) = 0. Thus, Xc U By and Xp U By are
independent sets in G.

Proof. If XcNVea(C) and X pNVyeq(D) are not empty, then YoUYpU By is co-absorbable
by Claims 4] and However, by Claim [B.2] this is an independent set in G of order
%, which contradicts a(G) < §. Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality, that
X N Viea(C) = 0. By Claim 377 X¢ U By is independent in G.

Suppose that Xp N Vieq(D) # 0. Then Yp U By is co-absorbable by Claims B.4] and
If Eq(Xc,Yp) = 0, then X¢ UYp U By is an independent set in G of order %,
contrary to o(G) < §. Hence Eg(Xc,Yp) # 0. Let 2 € X¢ and y € Yp be two vertices
with 2y € E(G). Since Xc N A = ), z is of B-type. Thus, we have zy™ € E(G) by
Claim B3l By the repetition of this argument, we find that x is adjacent to all vertices in
Yp. However, since Yp N {v,v"} # ), x is adjacent to v or v™, contrary to the definition
of X¢. Thus, we find that Xp N Vieq(D) is empty. O

Claim 3.14. There exist B-type edges upug € E(C) and vovg € E(D) such that
Vc(vovar) = X¢, Vc(vovar) =Y, VD(uouaL) = Xp and VD(uouaL) =Yp.

Proof. If Eg(Xc, Xp) = 0, then by Claim B.I3] X¢ U Xp U By is an independent set in
G of order g, contrary to a(G) < %. Thus, we have Eg(X¢c, Xp) # 0. Let ug € X¢ and
vo € Xp be two vertices with ugvg € E(G). If uaL is of A-type, then wu is co-absorbable by
Claim 34l Since XpNA =0, vy is of B-type. Thus, we have u8'+v0 € E(G) by Claim 3.3
Since the cycle C' is not AB-alternating, we can choose uy € X¢ such that ugvg € E(Q)
and ua' is of B-type. Since uoug' is of B-type and vg € Xp N VD(uoug'), we find that
Xp = Vp(upug) and Yp = Vp(ugug) by Claim We can similarly find a required
B-type edge vova' € E(D). O
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By Claim B.I4], we can take B-type edges uoug € E(C) and vovg € E(D) such that
Vp(upug) = Xp and Ve (vovd ) = X, respectively. Then we have

Xo=Veo(owh) = Vc(vova_), Yo = Vo(vvh) = VC(UOU(J{),

Xp =Vpuut) = Vp(upud) and Yp = Vp(vo) = Vp(vovg ).

In particular, we have uu™ # uou(")F and vt # UOUJ . Moreover, by the symmetry of X¢
and Yo (Xp and Yp), Claims and 313 hold even if X¢ and Yo (Xp and Yp) are
exchanged. Thus, we have Vpq(C) = Vigq(D) = 0, which implies that every vertex in
V(C)u V(D) is of B-type.

Since every edge on C is of B-type, we can choose uu™ and uouar so that u™ = ug.
Then any vertex on D is not adjacent to ug since Xp = Vp(uu®) and Yp = Vp(ugug).
However, ug is adjacent to one of {v,v™ v, USL} since ug € XcUYe = Vo (Uovar)UVC(Uer),
a contradiction. This completes the proof of Theorem [[.71 O
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