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Abstract

Let G = (V, E) be a graph of order n and let vg(G) and 9(G) denote the Roman
domination number and the differential of G, respectively. In this paper we prove that
for any integer k > 0, if GG is a graph of order n > 6k + 9, minimum degree 6 > 2, which
does not contain any induced {C5,Cs, ..., Cspia}t-cycles, then yr(G) < (éiiﬂ". This
bound is an improvement of the bounds given in [E.W. Chambers, B. Kinnersley, N.
Prince, and D.B. West, Extremal problems for Roman domination, STAM J. Discrete
Math. 23 (2009) 1575-1586] when k = 0, and [S. Bermudo, On the differential and
Roman domination number of a graph with minimum degree two, Discrete Appl. Math.
232 (2017), 64-72] when k = 1. Moreover, using the Gallai-type result involving the
Roman domination number and the differential of graphs established by Bermudo et al.
stating that yr(G)+ 9(G) = n, we have 9(G) > %]Ziﬂ", thereby settling the conjecture
of Bermudo posed in the second paper.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, G is a simple graph without isolated vertices, with vertex set V' = V(G) and
edge set E = E(G). The order |V| of G is denoted by n = n(G). For a vertex v € V, the
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open neighborhood of v is the set N(v) = {u € V | wv € E}, the closed neighborhood of v
is the set N[v] = N(v) U {v}, and the degree of v is deg(v) = |N(v)|. Let u and v be two
vertices in GG. A wv-path is a path with endvertices u and v, and the distance between u
and v is the length of a shortest uv-path. The diameter of G, denoted by diam(G), is the
maximum distance between vertices of G. We write P,, and C,, for the path and cycle of
order n, respectively. Let A and B are two disjoint subgraphs (not necessarily induced) of
a graph G. If there is an edge e having one endvertex in A and the other one in B, then
A+ B + e will denote the graph formed by A and B for which we add only the edge e. We
also denote by G — A the subgraph of G induced by V(G) — V(A).

For a set D, let B(D) be the set of vertices in V' \ D that have a neighbor in D. The
differential of a set D is defined in [16] as 9(D) = |B(D)| — |D|, and the maximum value
of (D) for any subset D of V is the differential of G, denoted 0(G). Differential of graphs
has been studied extensively in several papers, in particular [1} 2, [3] [4, [5] 6} 8, [15]. In 2017,
Bermudo [1] proved that for any graph G with order n > 15, minimum degree two and
without any induced tailed 5-cycle graph of seven vertices or tailed 5-cycle graph of seven
vertices together with a particular edge, it is satisfied 0(G) > 7 5" Moreover, he posed the
following conjecture.

Conjecture 1 ([1]). Let G be a graph of order n > 6k + 9, minimum degree 6 > 2, which
S

A Roman dominating function (RDF) on a graph G is a function f : V(G) — {0, 1,2}
such that every vertex u € V(G) with f(u) = 0 has a neighbor v with f(v) = 2. The weight
of an RDF f is the value f(V(G)) = X ey () f(u), and the Roman domination number
Yr(G) is the minimum weight of an RDF on G. The Roman domination number of graphs
was introduced in 2004 by Cockayne et al. in [14] and is now well-studied in graph theory.
The literature on Roman domination and its variations has been surveyed and detailed in
two book chapters and three surveys [9, [10] 111 [12] [13].

In [7], it has been shown that, if G is a graph of order n > 9 and minimum degree § > 2,
then v(G) < 52, It was also shown in [I] that yp(G) < 122 for any graph G with order
n > 15, minimum degree two and without any induced talled 5 cycle graph of seven vertices
or tailed 5-cycle graph of seven vertices together with a particular edge.

In this paper, we improve the aforementioned known results b;, showing that if G is a
graph satisfying the statement of Conjecture[l] then v5(G) < %’Zﬁl Using the Gallai-type
result involving the differential and the Roman domination number of graphs established
by Bermudo, Fernau and Sigarreta [5] who proved that yr(G) + 9(G) = n, our bound leads

to O(GQ) > (éif{)l which settles Conjecture [I1

We close this section by recalling the exact values of the Roman domination number of
paths and cycles given in [14], namely vg(P,) = vr(Cy) = [2].

does not contain any induced {C5,Cs,...,Cskyo}-cycles. Then O(G) >

2 Some useful lemmas

We gather in this section some results that will be useful to us thereafter. For technical
reasons, we will often consider three Roman dominating functions fi, f2, and f3 on a graph
G, where we use ? to denote the 3-tuple (f1, fa, f3), and f (v) for (f1(v), f2(v), f3(v)) for
a vertex v. A vertex v is said to be f -strong if f;(v) = 2 for some j € {1,2,3}. Moreover,
the weight of ? is w(?) = Z;’:lw(fj). Clearly, w(f;) < w(?)/3 for some j € {1,2,3}.



Also, if H is an induced subgraph of G and f an RDF on G, then we denote the restriction
of fon H by fly gy and let f(V(H)) = w(f, H).

For integers m and ¢ such that m > 3 and ¢ > 1, let C,, ¢ be the graph obtained from
a cycle C,, = z1x2... 2271 and a path P = y1y2 ...y, by adding the edge ziy;, with
y; ¢ V(C)y,) for all pos&ble i. The graph C,, o will be called a tailed m-cycle graph of order
m + £. We call an ear of a cycle C' in a graph G, to a path P in G — C' whose endvertices
are adjacent to some vertices in C.

Lemma 2. Let G be a graph, u,v € V(G) and ? (f1, f2, f3) be a 3-tuple of RDFs of
G such that w and v are f -strong. If H is a graph obtained from G by adding a path

Q =1 ...y¢ and the edges uyy,vye, then f can be extended to a 3-tuple of RDF's 7 of H
such that w('g, Q) < 2¢ and each vertex in V(Q) — {y1,ye} is o -strong.

Proof. By assumption, f;(u) = 2 and f;(v) = 2 for some 4,5 € {1,2,3}. Let us consider
the following two cases.
Case 1. i #j.
Assume, without loss of generality, that i = 1 and j = 2. Consider the following situations.
Subcase 1.1. /=0 (mod 3).
Define the functions g;, g2 and g3 on V(H) as follows: gi(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
91(ysivs) =2 for 0 < i < g — 1, and ¢1(2) = 0 otherwise; g2(2) = fa(z) for all z € V(G),
92(ysi+1) =2for 0 <i < é— 1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; and g3(z) = f3(z) for all z € V(G),
93(ysit2) =2 for 0 < i < g — 1, and g3(2) = 0 otherwise.
Subcase 1.2. /=1 (mod 3).
Define the functions g¢1,92 and g3 on V(H) as follows: ¢1(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
g1(ysizs) =2 for 0 < i < & 4, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = fa(z) for all z € V(G),
g2(y3ire) = 2 for 0 < i < =4, and ga(2) = 0 otherwise; and g3(z) = f3(2) for z € V(G),
93(ysi+1) =2 for 0 <i < %, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.
Subcase 1.3. { =2 (mod 3).
Define the functions g¢1,92 and g3 on V(H) as follows: ¢1(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
91(ysirs) = 2 for 0 < i < Z_TS, g1(ye) = 1 and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; ga(z) = fa(z) for all
z € V(G), g2(ysit2) = 2 for 0 < i < T‘E’, 2(ye—1) = 1 and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; and
93(z) = fa(z) for all z € V(G), g3(ysi+1) =2 for 0 <i < %2, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

(’\

In either subcase, g1, g2, g3 are RDFs of H and thus g = (g1, 92, 93) is a 3-tuple of RDF's
of H. In addition, w(¢, Q) < 2 and each vertex of V(Q) — {y1, e} is ¢ -strong.
Case 2. i =j.
Assume, without loss of generality, that i = j = 1. Consider again the following situations.
Subcase 2.1. /=0 (mod 3).
Define the functions gi, g2 and g3 on V(H) as follows: gi(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
91(y2) = 1, g1(y3isa) = 2 for 0 < i < 5_76, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = fa(z) for all
z € V(GQ), g2(ysit2) =2 for 0 < i < g — 1, and go2(2) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all
2z €V(G), g3(y1) =1, g3(ysirs) =2 for 0 <i < £ —1, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.
Subcase 2.2. /=1 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V( ) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for z € V(G), g1(y2) =
g1(ye—1) =1, g1(yzira) = 2 for 0 < i < E7 and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; ga(2) = fa(z) for all
2z € V(G), g2(y1) = 1, g2(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 S i <55*, and go(2) = 0 otherwise; gs(z) = f3(2)
for all z € V(G), g3(ye) =1, g3(ysit2) =2 for 0 <i < Z_T‘l, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.



Subcase 2.3. { =2 (mod 3).
Define the functions ¢1,92 and g3 on V(H) as follows: ¢1(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
91(ysirs) = 2 for 0 < i < % and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; ga(z) = fa(2) for all z € V(G),
) (2) for all z € V(G),

-2
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92(ysit1) = 2 for 0 < i < 5_72, and go(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3
93(y3it2) =2 for 0 < i < ZT, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

In either subcase, g1, g2, g3 are RDFs of H and thus g = (g1, 92, ¢93) is a 3-tuple of RDFs
of H. Moreover, w(?, Q) < 2¢ and each vertex of V(Q) — {y1,ye} is J -strong. O

Lemma 3. Let G be a graph, u € V(G) and ? = (f1, f2, f3) a 3-tuple of RDFs of G such
that u is ?—strong.

1. If H is obtained from G by adding a cycle Cspp1 = x122...23p4121 (p > 1) and
the edge uxy, then ? can be extended to a 3-tuple 7 of RDFs of H such that
w(g,Csp11) < 2(3p+ 1) and each vertex in V(Capy1) — {@3p11} is § -strong.

2. If H is obtained from G by adding a tailed cycle Cspy10 (p > 1) and the edge uyy, then

? can be extended to a 3-tuple ¢ of RDFs of H such that w(q, Cspt1,0) < 2(3p+1+42)
and each vertez of V(Csps1,e) — {@aps1} is g -strong.

3. If H is obtained from G by adding a cycle Cspro = x122...T3p4221 (p > 1) and
the edge uxy, then ? can be extended to a 3-tuple 7 of RDFs of H such that
w(g,Capy2) < 2(3p+2) + 1 and each vertex of Capya, is ¢ -strong.

4. If H is obtained from G by adding a tailed cycle Cspi0, (p > 1) and the edge uyy,

then ? can be extended to a 3-tuple § of RDFs of H such that w(77C3p+2,g) <
2(3p +2+1) + 1 and each vertex of Cspiay, is o -strong.

Proof. Since u is ?—strong, let us assume, without loss of generality, that fi(u) = 2.

1) Define the functions gi, g2 and g3 on V(H) as follows: ¢1(z) = fi1(z) for all z € V(G),
g1(z3i43) =2 for 0 <7 < p—1, and g1(2) = 0 otherwise; g2(2) = fa(z) for all z € V(G),
g2(z3p) = 1, ga(xsit1) = 2 for 0 < i < p—1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all
z € V(G), g3(x3py1) =1, g3(xgir2) =2 for 0 <i <p—1, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly, g1, g2, g3 are RDFs of H and thus g = (g1, g2, g3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of H. In
addition, w(¢, Capt1) < 2(3p + 1) and each vertex of V(Capy1) — {xgpt1} is J-strong.

2) Consider the following cases.

Case 1. /=0 (mod 3).

Define the functions gi, g2 and g3 on V(H) as follows: gi(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
g1(r3i43) =2for 0 <i<p—1, g1(ysi+1) =2 for 0 < i < é — 1, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise;
g2(2) = fa(z) for all z € V(G), ga(x3p) = 1, ga(xgit1) =2 for 0 < i < p—1, ga(yzi3) = 2
for 0 <i < g — 1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(2) = f3(2) for all z € V(G), g3(xzp+1) = 1,
93(x3i42) =2 for 0 <i<p—1, g35(ysit2) =2 for 0 <i < % — 1, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.
Case 2. =1 (mod 3).

Define the functions g¢1,92 and g3 on V(H) as follows: ¢1(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
g1(zspr1) =1, gi(xzip2) =2 for 0 <i <p—1, g1(ysit2) =2 for 0 <i < %, and gi(z) =0
otherwise; g2(2) = fa(2) for all z € V(G), gi(z3p) = 1, ga(23i41) =2 for 0 <@ < p—1,
92(ysivs) = 2 for 0 < i < Z_TA‘, and go(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all z € V(G),
93(r3i43) =2for 0 <i<p—1, g3(ysi+1) =2 for 0 <i < %, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.
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Case 3. £ =2 (mod 3).

Define the functions g¢1,92 and g3 on V(H) as follows: ¢1(z) = fi(z) for all z € V(G),
gi(zsp) =1, gi(z341) =2 for 0 <i <p—1, g1(ysiy3) =2 for 0 <i < %, and g1(2) =0
otherwise; ga2(z) = fa(z) for all z € V(G), ga(z3p+1) = 1, g2(z3i42) =2 for 0 <i < p—1,
92(y3it2) = 2 for 0 < i < 5_72, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all z € V(G),
93(r3i43) =2for 0 <i<p—1, g3(ysi+1) =2 for 0 <i < 5_72, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

In either case, g1, g2, g3 are RDFs of H and thus ? = (91,92,93) is a 3-tuple of RDFs
of H. In addition, w('g, Cspr1.4) < 2(3p + 1+ £) and each vertex of V(C3p11.4) — {23p41} is

7—str0ng.
The proofs of the remaining items are similar and therefore omitted. O

Lemma 4. 1. Let C' = vivy...vwy be a cycle on t > 4 vertices with t = 1 (mod 3).
Then C has a 3-tuple of RDFs ? = (f1, f2, f3) such that w(?) < 2t+ 1 and all
vertices of C' but v; are ?-strong.

2. Let C = vivy... w1 be a cycle on t > 3 vertices with ¢ = 0 (mod 3). Then C has
a 3-tuple of RDF's = (f1, f2, f3) such that w(?) < 2t and all vertices of C' are
-strong.

3. Let Cy, ¢ be a tailed m-cycle withm = 1 (mod 3) and V(Cy,¢) = {21, 22, .., Zm, Y1, Y2, - - -

where the x;’s induce a cycle C}, and the y;’s induce a path P,. Then G has a 3-tuple
of RDFs ? = (f1, fo2, f3) such that w(?) < 2(m + )+ 1 and all vertices of Cy,,; but

Ty, are f-strong.

Proof. 1) Define the functions f1, fo and f3 on V(C) as follows: fi(vi—1) =1, f1(vsgi+1) = 2
for 0 < < % and fi(x) = 0 otherwise; fo(vy) = 1, fa(vsize) = 2 for 0 < i < % and
fa(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(v1) = 1, f3(vsi3) = 2 for 0 < i < % and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.
Clearly, f1, f2, f3 are RDFs of C. Hence 7 = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of C', with
w( f) <2t+1 and all vertices of C except v; are %—strong.

2) Define the functions f1, fo and f3 on V(C) as follows: fi(vs+1) =2for 0 <i < % and
fi(x) = 0 otherwise; fo(vs;y2) =2 for 0 < i < % and fo(z) = 0 otherwise; f3(vsi+3) = 2
for 0 < i < % and f3(x) = 0 otherwise. Clearly, f1, fo2, f3 are RDFs of C. Hence
? = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of C with w(?) < 2t and each vertex of C' are

-strong.

3) Define the functions f1, fa and f3 on V (C,, ). For vertices on C,, as follows: fi(2m—1) =
1, fi(zsit1) = 2 for 0 < i < mT_‘l and fi(x) = 0 otherwise; fo(zy,) = 1, fo(zsi42) = 2 for
0 < i< 2 and fo(z) = 0 otherwise; f3(wzi43) = 2 for 0 < i < ™4 and f3(z) = 0
otherwise. Moreover, the f;’s are defined for the vertices on P, according to ¢ as follows.

If £ =0 (mod 3), then f1(ysi+3) =2for 0 <i < Z_T?’ and f1(z) = 0 otherwise; f2(ysi+2) =
2 for 0 <i< % and fo(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(ye) = 1, f3(ysir1) =2 for 0 < i < Z—Ts and
f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

If ¢ =1 (mod 3), then fi(y3i+3) =2for 0 <i < % and fi(x) = 0 otherwise; fa(ye) = 1,
fo(ysiye) =2 for 0 < i < % and fao(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(ysi+1) = 2 for 0 <14 < % and
fa(x) = 0 otherwise.

.yet,



If ¢ =2 (mod 3), then fi(ye) = 1, fi(ysi43) = 2 for 0 < i < 52 and f1(z) = 0 otherwise;
fa(ysisa) =2 for 0 < i < % and fo(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(ysi+1) = 2 for 0 <1 < % and
f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly, in either case f1, fo, f3 are RDFs of Cy, , and thus 7 = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple
of RDFs of Cy, 4. Also, w(?) <2(m+2¢)+1 and all vertices of C,, ¢ but z,, are f -strong.[]

Lemma 5. Let C; = xtxb . xf%azll be a cycle of order n;, for i€ {1,2,...,s}.

1.

10.

If ny = 2 (mod 3) and G is a graph obtained from Cy and Co by identifying the
vertices x1 and x%, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs 7 such that w(?) < 2n(Q) +1,
and all vertices of V(G) — {a3,22,} are [ -strong.

If ny = 2 (mod 3), no = 1 (mod 3) and G is obtained from Cy and Co by adding
either the edge x}x% or a path zi ...z, (k > 1) and the edges xizl, x%zgk, then G has
a 3-tuple of RDFs ? = (f1, fo, f3) such that w(?) < 2n(G) + 1 and each vertex of G
but :17%2 is f -strong.

If ny =2 (mod 3), ng =1 (mod 3) and G is obtained from Cy and Co by adding for
k>1, apath 21 ... 23,11 and the edges x%zl, :E%ngﬂ, then G has a 3-tuple of RDF's
such that w(?) < 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G but a2, are 7—stmng.

. If ny =2 (mod 3), ng =1 (mod 3) and G is obtained from Cy and Co by adding for

k >1 a path 21 ... 23,12 and the edges :E%Zl, l‘%23k+2, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs
7 such that w(?) < 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G but a2, are 7—stmng.

If n; = 2 (mod 3) fori € {1,2} and G is obtained from Cy and Cy by adding either
the edge xix? or a path z...z3, (k > 1) and the edges w1z, ¥2z31, then G has a

3-tuple of RDFs ? such that w(?) < 2n(G) 4 2 and all vertices of G are 7—stmng.

If n; = 2 (mod 3) fori € {1,2} and G is obtained from Ci and Cs by adding a path
21 ... 23041 (k > 1) and the edges xiz1, 323341, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs
such that w(?) < 2n(G) + 2 and all vertices of G are f -strong.

If n; =2 (mod 3) fori € {1,2} and G is obtained from Cy and Cy by adding a path
21... 23612 (k > 1) and the edges x1z1, 1223542, then G has a S-tuple of RDFs
such that w(?) < 2n(G) + 2 and all vertices of G are f -strong.

If n1 = 2 (mod 3), ng = 0 (mod 3) and G is obtained from Cy and Cy by adding
either the edge x1x? or a path z1 ... z3, (k > 1) and the edges x1z1, x323;, then G has

a 3-tuple of RDFs ? such that w(?) < 2n(G)+1 and all vertices of G are 7—strong.

If ny =2 (mod 3), ng = 0 (mod 3) and G is obtained from Cy and Co by adding a
path z1...z341 (K > 1) and the edges xiz1, 2223141, then G has a S-tuple of RDFs
7 such that w(?) < 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G are ?—strong.

If ny = 2 (mod 3), no = 0 (mod 3) and G is obtained from Cy and Cy by adding a
path z1 ... z3k42 (k > 1) and the edges x1z1, 2323112, then G has a S-tuple of RDFs
? such that w(?) < 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G are ?—stmng.



11. If s > 3, n; = 2 (mod 3) for each i and G is obtained from Ci,...,Cs by adding a
new verter x and the edges m;%, ... xxy, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs 7 such that
w(f,G) < 2n(G) — s+ 4 and the vertex = is ?-strong.

Proof.

1. Define the functions fi, fo and f3 on V(G) as follows. For vertices on Cf: fl(azéiﬂ) =
fo(xd;, o) = 2 for each 0 < i < ”13_2 and f;(z) = 0 otherwise, for ¢ = 1,2, and
f3(x3;,3) = 2 for each 0 < i < "13_5, f3(z}) = 2, and f3(z) = 0 otherwise. Now for
vertices on Cy but z3:

If ny = 0 (mod 3), then let fi(23;,,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "QT_G and fi(z) =0
otherwise; fa(z3,,4) =2 for each 0 < i < "QT_?’ and fo(z) = 0 otherwise; f3(23;,5) = 2
for each 0 <1 < ”27_3 and f3(z) = 0 otherwise.

If ny = 1 (mod 3), then let fi(z2,_,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "2~ fi(zZ, 1) =1 and
fi(z) = 0 otherwise; fo(x3;,4) = 2 for each 0 < i < "ZT_4 and fo(x) = 0 otherwise;

fa(@2,) =1, fs(a3,,,) =2 for each 0 < i < ”2T_4 and f3(z) = 0 otherwise.

If ny = 2 (mod 3), then let fy(23;,,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < 2222 and f(z) = 0
otherwise; fa(23;,4) = 2 for each 0 < i < "ZT_E’, f2(#2,) =1 and fo(z) = 0 otherwise;
f3(a3) = fs(a2, ) =1, f3(a3;5) = 2 for each 0 < i < 2228 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

na—1

In either case, fi, f2 and f3 are RDFs of GG. Hence w(?) < 2n(G)+1, and all vertices
of V(G) — {3,22,} are ?-strong.

2. Define the functions fi, fo and f3 on V(G) as follows: fl(xéiﬂ) = 2 for each 0 <
1 < "13_2, fi(zziys) = 2 for 0 < i < k — 1, fl(x§i+3) = 2 for each 0 < i < %
and fi(z) = 0 otherwise; fo(z3;,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "13_2, fa(z3i42) = 2 for
0<i<k-—1, fo(a3,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "2T_4, fo(z2)) = 1 and fo(z) = 0
otherwise; fs(z}, ) = 1, f3(x3;,4) = 2 for each 0 < i < ”13_5, f3(z3i41) = 2 for
0<i<k—1, fs(a3,,) =2foreach 0 <i <224 fi(z2 ) =2and f3(z) =0
otherwise.

Clearly f1, fo and f3 are RDFs of G, and thus ? = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs
of G. Moreover, w( f) < 2n(G) + 1 and each vertex of G but 22 is [ -strong.

3. Define the functions f1, fo and f3 on V(G) as follows: fi(x3;,,) = 2 for each 0 <
M2 f) (23i48) = 2 for 0 < i < k—1, fi(2%.,,) =2foreach 0 <i < 221 f(22)) =
and fi(z) = 0 otherwise; fo(23;,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "13_2, fa(zgi42) = 2 for
0<i<k—1, falad,,) =2foreach 0 < i <22 fo(22 ) =1and fo(z) =
otherwise; f3(z},) = 1, f3(x3;,4) = 2 for each 0 < i < ”17_5, f3(z3i41) = 2 for
0<i<k, f3(23;,3) =2 for each 0 <i < "23_4 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly f1, fo and f3 are RDFs of G and thus 7 = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of
G. Also, w(?) < 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G but z2, are f -strong.

— A

o

4. Define the functions fi, fo and f3 on V(G) as follows: fl(le,)iﬂ) = 2 for each 0 <
1 < ”13_2, fi(zziys) = 2 for 0 < i < k — 1, fl(azgiﬂ) = 2 for each 0 < i < "27_4,
fa(z2,_1) = 1 and fi(z) = 0 otherwise; fa(xi; ,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "1T_2,
fa(zzit2) = 2 for 0 < i < K, f2(l‘§i+3) = 2 for each 0 < ¢ < "ZT_4 and fo(x) =0




10.
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otherwise; f3(z} ) = 1, fa(a}, ) = 2 for each 0 < i < M2 fy(zg;4) = 2 for

0<i<k, f3(a3; ) =2 for each 0 <i < "23_4, f3(z2,)) =1 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly f1, fo and f3 are RDFs of G and thus 7 = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of
G. Also, w(?) < 2n(G) + 1 and each vertex of G but 22, is f -strong.

. Define the functions f1, fo and f3 on V(G) as follows: fi(z3;,,) =2 for each 0 < i <

"13_2, fi(z3i43) =2 for 0 <i <k—1, fi(a3,,4) =2foreach 0 <i < "ZT_E’, fi(z2) =1
and fi(z) = 0 otherwise; fo(z3;,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "13_2, fa(z3i42) = 2 for
0 <i<k—1, fo(x3,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "QT_Q and fo(xr) = 0 otherwise;
fa(ah ) =1, fa(zl3) = 2 for each 0 < i < M5 fy(zg4) =2 for 0 < i < k—1,

f3(x3; ) =2 for each 0 <i < "23_2 and f3(z) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly f1, fo and f3 are RDFs of G and thus 7 = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of
G. Further, w( f ) < 2n(G) + 2 and all vertices of G are f -strong.

. The proof is similar to that of item (5).

The proof is similar to that of item (5).

Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V(G) as follows: fi(z3,,,) = 2 for each 0 <
1 < "13_2, fi(zsips) = 2 for 0 < i < k — 1, fl(x§i+3) = 2 for each 0 < 7 < "ZT_?’
and fi(z) = 0 otherwise; fa(a3;,,) = 2 for each 0 < i < "13_2, fa(zgi42) = 2 for
0<i<k-1, f2($§i+2) = 2 for each 0 < ¢ < "QT_?’ and fo(x) = 0 otherwise;
fa(ah ) =1, fs(zl5) = 2 for each 0 < i < M2 fy(zg;0) =2 for 0 < i < k—1,
f3(23,41) =2 for each 0 < i < “273 and f3(z) = 0 otherwise.

Then f1, fo and f3 are RDFs of G and thus ? = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDF's of
G with the desired property.

. The proof is similar to that of item (8).

The proof is similar to that of item (8).

Define the function f; by fi(z) = 2, fl(:Eng) =1 for each 1 < j < s, fl(x{) = 2 for
each j and each i« = 0 (mod 3), and fi(y) = 0 otherwise, and set ? = (f1, f1, f1)-
Clearly f1 is an RDF of G and thus f = (fi, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of G such
that w(?) < 2n(G) — s+ 4 and the vertex x is f -strong as desired. O

Lemma 6. Let H be a graph obtained from a cycle C3,10 = T122 ... T3p4271 and a path
Q = y1...yp where £ = 1 or 2 (mod 3) by adding the edge y1z1 and joining y; to some
vertices in V(Cspya) — {21} with the condition that:

(a) if =1 (mod 3) and yex; € E(H), then j # 2 (mod 3),

(b) if £ =2 (mod 3) and ypx; € E(H), then j =2 (mod 3).

Then there exists a 3-tuple ¢ = (g1, 92, 93) of RDF of H such that w(¢, H) < 2n(H)+1
and each vertex of H but y1,yp is 7-strong.



Proof. First let £ = 1 (mod 3) and y,xz; € E(H). Define the functions g;, g2 and g3 on
V(H) as follows, depending on whether j =0 (mod 3) or j =1 (mod 3).

If j =0 (mod 3), then let g1 (z3;41) =2 for 0 <i < p, 91(ysi+3) =2 for 0 <i < %, and
91(z) = 0 otherwise; go(z3512) = 2 for 0 < i < p, go(ye) = 1, go(ysi42) = 2 for 0 < i < &2,
and go(2) = 0 otherwise; g3(z1) = 2, g3(3i43) = 2 for 0 < i < p —1, g3(ysi+2) = 2 for
0<i< Z_TA‘, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise.

If =1 (mod 3), then let g1(x3;,41) =2 for 0 < i <p, g1(y3i+3) =2 for 0 <i < Z_T‘l, and
91(2) = 0 otherwise; go(x3i42) = 2 for 0 < i < p, ga(ye) = 1, g2(yzit2) = 2 for 0 < i < &2,
and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; gz(z1) = 2, g3(w3i13) = 2 for 0 <7 < p— 1, g3(y3zi43) = 2 for
0<i< %2 and gi(2) = 0 otherwise.

Second, let £ =2 (mod 3) and y,x; € E(H), where j =2 (mod 3). Define the functions
91,92 and gz on V(H) as follows: gi(xp) =1, g1(xgi43) =2for 0 <i <p—1, g1(y3i+1) = 2
for 0 <1 < %, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; ga(z3i42) = 2 for 0 < i < p, g2(y3it2) = 2
for 0 <1 < %, 92(ye—1) = 1, and go(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(x3;11) = 2 for 0 < i < p,
93(ysit3) =2 for 0 < i < Z_TS, 93(ye) = 1, and ¢1(2) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly, g1, 92,93 are RDFs of H and thus ? = (91,92, 93) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of H

with the desired property. O

3 Partial answer to Conjecture [I]

In this section, we give a positive answer to Conjecture [Il for some particular graphs. We
start with the following two lemmas.

Lemma 7. Let £ > 1 be an integer and let GG be a connected graph with § > 2, which does
not contain neither any induced {C5,Cs, ..., Csrio}-cycles nor any cycle of length = 0
(mod 3). Let C be a cycle of G with length ¢(C') =2 (mod 3). Then

1. if C is induced in G, then ¢(C) > 3k + 5, and
2. if C is not induced in G, then ¢(C) > 6k + 8.

Proof. Item (1) is immediate since G does not contain any induced {C5,Cs, ..., Cspio}-
cycles and £(C) =2 (mod 3). To prove item (2), let C' = vjvs ... v3p4201 be a cycle which is
not induced in G. Hence C has a chord, say without loss of generality, v1v; € E(G). Consider
the two paths P = vj110i12 ... v3p42v1 and @ = vovs...v;. Let n(P) and n(Q) denote the
order of P and @, respectively. Clearly n(P) + n(Q) = 3p + 2. Now, if n(P) =0 (mod 3),
then vyveus ... v;v1 is a cycle of length = 0 (mod 3), contradicting the fact that G has no
cycle of such length. Hence n(P) # 0 (mod 3), and likewise n(Q) # 0 (mod 3). Moreover,
since n(P) + n(Q) = 3p + 2, we deduce that n(P) # 2 (mod 3) and n(Q) # 2 (mod 3).
Hence n(P) =1 (mod 3) and n(Q) = 1 (mod 3). Consider the cycles C; = vjv9vs ... vv1
and Cy = v10Vj41 ... V3pr2v1. Then £(Ch) =2 (mod 3) and ¢(Cy) =2 (mod 3). If C; and
Cy are induced in G, then by item (1) we have i > 3k + 5 and 3p+4 —i > 3k + 5 and
thus £(C) =3p+2>3k+5+i—2>3k+5+3k+5—2 =6k + 8 Hence we assume
that C is not induced in G. By repeating the above process we can see that the subgraph
G[V(C1)] has an induced cycle of length = 2 (mod 3) and so |V(Cy)| =i > 3k + 5. If Cy
is an induced cycle, then by item (1) we have 3p +4 —i > 3k + 5 and so {(C) =3p+2 >
3k+5+i—2>3k+5+3k+5—2=06k-+8. Now if C is not an induced cycle, then a
similar argument as above shows that G[V (C3)] has an induced cycle of length = 2 (mod 3)
yielding also ¢(C') > 6k + 8. O



Lemma 8. Let G be a connected graph with minimum degree § > 2 and let G1 and Gy be
two non-null subgraphs of G such that V(G) = V(G1) UV (G3). Then one of the following
holds:

1. G1 has a path P = vy ... v such that both v1 and vy have neighbors in Go and Ng(v1)U
Ng(vy) CV(Gy) UV (P).

2. Gy has a cycle C = vivy... vy such that vy has neighbors in Go and Ng(vy) C
V(G2) UV (C).

3. G contains a tailed m-cycle, say Cy, ¢, such that y, is adjacent to some vertex in Go
and Ne(w2) U N () € V(G2) UV (Cr).

Proof. Let P be the family of all longest paths (not necessarily induced) in G such that at
least one of their end-points has a neighbor in Gy and let Q = {v € V(G) | there is a path
v1,...,0(= v) € P such that v; has a neighbor in Ga}. Choose a vertex v € @ such that
the length of its corresponding path P = vy,...,v(=v) € P is as long as possible.

First let v be adjacent to some vertex in G5. By the definition of set ), we have v1 € Q,
and from the choice of v we deduce that Ng(v1) U Ng(v) € V(G2) U V(P). Hence item (1)
holds. Suppose now v has no neighbor in Gs. It follows from the choice of v and the fact
0 > 2 that v has at least two neighbors in V(P). Let j be the smallest index such that
vvj € E(G). Now, if j = 1, that is v is adjacent to vy, then clearly Ng(v;) C V(P) and
thus item (2) holds. Hence we assume that j # 1. Then v;...v;...v;_1vv; is a tailed cycle
contained in G1. Observe that the path with endvertices v; and v;4; starting from v; to
v; and then passing through v; to vj41 is also a longest path with same length as P. Since
v = v; has no neighbor in G, we may assume by analogy that v;;1 has no neighbor in G
and thus all its neighbors are on P which forms a tailed cycle and thus item (3) holds. O

Theorem 9. Let k£ > 1 be an integer and let G be a connected graph of order n > 6k + 9
and minimum degree at least 2 such that G has no cycle with length = 0 or 2 (mod 3).

4k+8)n
Then vr(G) < (ﬁkil)l .

Proof. Let Q = z122...2z be a longest path in G. If V(G) = V(Q), then we have
r(G) < 2t < %’Zﬁ)ln. Hence, we assume that V(Q) & V(G). By the choice of Q we
have Ng(z1) U Ng(z-) € V(Q). Since §(G) > 2, z is adjacent to some z; with j = 1
(mod 3), because G has no cycle with length = 0 or 2 (mod 3). Let GY be the graph
obtained from the path () to which we add the edge z1z; and let GY be the graph induced
by V(G) — V(GY). Observe that GY is a tailed j-cycle Cj,—;. By Lemma E(3), GY has a
3-tuple of RDFs ? = (f1, f2, f3) such that w(?) < 2r+1 and all vertices of Cj,_; but z;

are ?-strong. According to Lemma [§, we consider the following three possibilities.

(a) G? has a path P = vy ...v; such that vy, v; are adjacent to some vertices in V(Gg) -
{21, 2}, say u,v (possibly u = v) and Ng(v1) U Ng(v;) € V(GS) UV (P).
Let G} be the graph obtained from GY and the path P by adding the edges vju, v;v.
By Lemma[2] 7 can be extended to a 3-triple of RDFs ¢ of G} such that w(?, P) <
2n(P) and each vertex in V(P) — {v,v;} is ¢-strong. Note that w(¢) = w(?) +
w(q,P) <2n(G) + 1.
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(b) GY has a cycle C = vy,...,vv1 such that vy is adjacent to a vertex in GY, say u, and
Ng(v) CV(GYHUV(O).
Since G has no cycle of length = 0 or 2 (mod 3), we have t = 1 (mod 3). Let G}
be the graph obtained from GY and the cycle C' by adding the edge viu. By Lemma
B 7 can be extended to a 3-triple of RDFs ¢ of G} such that w(g,C) < 2n(C)
and each vertex in V(C) — {v;} is ¢-strong. In addition, it is clear that w(g) <

() +w(F,0) < 2n(Gh) + 1.

(c) GY contains a tailed m-cycle C, ¢, such that y, is adjacent to some vertex in GY, say
u, and Ng(22) U Ng (@) C V(GY) UV (Chi).
As above in (b), since G has no cycle of length = 0 or 2 (mod 3), we have m = 1
(mod 3). Let G3 be the graph obtained from G9 and the tailed m-cycle Cyn ¢ by adding
the edge uy,. By Lemma [3] ? can be extended to a 3-triple of RDF's ? of G% such
that w(?, Cinp) < 2n(Chy, ) and each vertex of C,, ¢ but x,, is 7—str0ng. Therefore,
we also have w(¢) < 2n(G}) + 1.

Now, let G = G — G}. By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs G
.o - 3n(4k+8) n(4k+8)
that is b = (h1, ha, h3) such that w(h ) < 2n(G)+1 < =5~ Therefore, w(h;) < 73
for some j € {1,2,3}, and this completes the proof.

Theorem 10. Let k > 1 be an integer and let G be a connected graph of order n > 6k + 9
with minimum degree at least 2 and having a cycle C' with length = 0 (mod 3) such that
any other cycle of G with length = 0 or 2 (mod 3) has at least a common vertex with C'.

4k4+8)n
Then vr(G) < (ﬁkil)l .

Proof. Assume that the vertices of the cycle C' with length = 0 (mod 3) are labelled by
2122 521 I V(G) = V(CO), then clearly vg(G) < & < (éiﬁ)ln. Hence, we assume that
V(C) S V(G). Let G§ = C and let GY be the graph induced by V(G) — V(G3). By Lemma
d GY has a 3-tuple of RDFs ? = (f1, f2, f3) such that w(?) < 2r and all vertices of C' are

-strong. Now, according to Lemma [8 we consider the following three possibilities.

(a) GY has a path P = v ... v; such that vy, v; have neighbors in V(G3), say u,v (possibly
u =), and Ng(v1) U Ng(v;) CV(GY) UV (P).
Let G be the graph obtained from GY and the path P by adding the edges viu and
vv. By Lemma 2] 7 can be extended to a 3-triple of RDFs ¢ of G} such that
w(g, P) < 2n(P) = 2t and each vertex in V(P) — {v1,v;} is ¢-strong. In this case,
we have w(¢) = w(?) +w(d,P) < 2n(GY).

(b) GY has a cycle C' = v1,...,vv; such that vy is adjacent to a vertex in GY, say u, and
Ng(v) C V(G UV (C).
By assumption, we have t = 1 (mod 3). Let G be the graph obtained from GY and
the cycle C’ by adding the edge viu. By Lemma [3, can be extended to a 3-triple
of RDFs ¢ of G} such that w(g,C") < 2n(C") = 2t and each vertex in V(C") — {v;}
is ¢-strong. Moreover, we also obtain w(?) < 2n(GY).

(c) GY contains a tailed m-cycle Cy, ¢, such that y, is adjacent to some vertex in GY, say
u, and Ng(22) U Ng (@) C V(GY) UV (Chis).
As above, m = 1 (mod 3). Let G} be the graph obtained from GY and the tailed
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m-cycle Cy, ; by adding the edge uy,. By Lemmas [3], ? can be extended to a 3-triple
of RDFs ¢ of G} such that such that w('g, Cy,¢) < 2n(Chye) and each vertex of Gy, ¢
but z,, is ¢-strong. In addition, we have w('g) < 2n(G3).

Let G} = G — G}. By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs G that
. - 3n(4k+8) n(4k+8)
is h = (h1,ha, h3) such that w(h) < 2n(G) + 1 < =575~ Therefore w(f;) < —g7g~ for
some j € {1,2,3}, and this completes the proof. O

Theorem 11. Let £ > 1 be an integer and let G be a connected graph of order n > 6k +
9 and minimum degree at least 2 which does not contain neither any induced {C5, Cs, . .., C5x42}-
cycles nor any cycle of length = 0 (mod 3), and every two distinct cycles of length = 2
(mod 3) (if any) have at least a common vertex. If G has a cycle C' with length = 2

(mod 3), then vr(G) < (éiﬁ)ln.

Proof. Let C' = z123...%,21 be a cycle of length = 2 (mod 3) in G chosen first not
induced, if it exists, otherwise it is of course induced. If V(G) = V(C), then we have

r(G) < 222 < (éiﬁ)ln. Hence, we can assume that V(C) & V(G).

First assume there is either a cycle C' = x5 ... 2,71 such that x; is adjacent to a
vertex of C, say z1, and Ng(z,,,) C V(C)UV(C’), or a tailed m-cycle Cy, ¢ in G such that
ye is adjacent to a vertex of C, say 21, and Ng(zp,) € V(C) U V(Cyyp). By assumption
m =1 (mod 3). Let GY = C + C' + 121 or GY = C + Cpop + ye21 (depending on which
situation occurs, the first or the second one), and let GY = G — GY. By Lemmal[5 GY has a
3-tuple of RDFs 7 = (f1, f2, f3) such that w(?) < 2n(GY)+1 and all vertices of GY but z,,

are f-strong. Considering our assumption and Lemma [8] one of the following situations
holds.

(a) G(1] has a path P = vy,...,v; such that v; and v; are adjacent to some vertices in
V(GY), say u,v (possibly u = v) and Ng(vi) U Ng(v:) € V(GY) U V(P). We note
that x,, ¢ {u,v}, since C" or C,, has been chosen so that z,, satisfies Ng(z,,) C
V(C)UV(Cpye). Hence u and v are 7-str0ng.
Let G% be the graph obtained from Gg and the path P by adding the edges viu, viv.

By Lemma [2] 7 can be extended to a 3-triple ¢ such that w(g) < 2n(G}) + 1 and
all vertices of V(P) — {vy1,v;} are ¢-strong.

b) GY has a cycle C” = vy,...,vv; such that vy is adjacent to a vertex in GY, say u, and
1 2
Ng(v) CV(GY)UV(C”). A same argument as in item (a) shows that u # x,,, and

thus wu is ?—Strong.
By assumption, we have t = 1 (mod 3). Let G2 be the graph obtained from G9 and

the cycle C” by adding the edge viu. By Lemma [3] ? can be extended to a 3-triple
7 such that w(g) < 2n(G3) + 1 and each vertex V(C") — {v;} is g -strong.

(c) GY contains a tailed m/-cycle Cyy o/, such that y, is adjacent to some vertex in GY, say
u, and Ng(22) U Ng(2m) C V(GY) UV (Chy ). Note that u # 2, and u is ?—Strong.
As above m’ =1 (mod 3). Let G} be the graph obtained from GY and the tailed cycle

Cry ¢ by adding the edge uyy. By Lemma [3] ? can be extended to a 3-triple ? such
that w(g) < 2n(G3) + 1 and all vertices of V(Cpy 1) — {2y} are ¢ -strong.
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%
Let G} = G — G1. By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs ¢’ =

(g}, g5, 95) such that w(g") < 2n(G)+1 < %ﬂ;&. It follows that w(g}) < %
Jj €{1,2,3} as desired.

Next we can assume that there is neither a cycle ¢’ = (129 ... xy,r1) such that zy is
adjacent to a vertex in C' and Ng(z,,,) € V(C)UV(C'), nor a tailed m-cycle Cy,  with m = 1
(mod 3) in G such that y, is adjacent to a vertex in C' and Ng(z,,) C V(C) U V(Cpe).
Let HY = C and HY = G — HY. Tt follows from Lemma [§ and the assumptions that HY

for some

has a path P = vq,...,v; such that vy, v; are adjacent to some vertices in V(HS), say 21, Zj
(possibly j = 1) and Ng(v1) U Ng(v) € V(HY) UV (P). We consider the following cases.
Case 1. j =1.

Let G% be the graph obtained from H. S and the path P by adding the edges v121, v421 and let
Gl = G—G). By Lemmalit(1), G} has a triple ¢ of RDFs such that w(?) < 2n(Gi)+1and
all vertices of G} but vy, v; are ¢-strong. If V/(G) = V(G}) (and hence G} is empty), then
the result follows. Hence, assume that V(G) # V(G3). By the assumptions and Lemma 8]
we deduce that G} has a path P’ = v, ..., v}, such that v}, v}, are adjacent to some vertices
in V(G}), say u,v (possibly u = v) and Ng(v}) U Ng(vy,) C V(GY) UV (P'). Let G3 be
obtained from G3 and the path P’ by adding the edges v} u, v},v and let G = G — G%. Note
that vi,v, ¢ {u,v} and thus u,v are ¢-strong. By Lemma 2, ¢ can be extended to a
3-triple ? such that w(g) < 2n(G3) +1 and all vertices of V(P') — {v}, v}, } are ?—strong.
By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs ¢* = (g7, ¢5,93) such that

w(?) <2n(G)+1< 3néii§8). It follows that w(g)) < "gﬁ%& for some r € {1,2,3} as
desired.
Case 2. j # 1.

We distinguish the following three subcases.

Subcase 2.1. t =1 (mod 3).
Since G' has no cycle of length = 0 (mod 3), we have j # 2 (mod 3). Let G} be the graph
obtained from HY and the path P by adding the edges v;z1, vyz; and let Gl =G -Gl By
Lemma B, G3 Ez?s a triple 7 of RDF's such that w(?) < 2n(G31) + 1 and all vertices of G}
but vy, v; are fi-strong. As in Case 1, we can obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs ¢* = (¢7,95,93)
such that w(?) <2n(G)+1< Sn(1k+8)

6k+8

Subcase 2.2. t =2 (mod 3).
Observe that if j = 0 (mod 3), then z1v1...v42j2j41...2p21 would be a cycle of length = 0
(mod 3), a contradiction, and if j =1 (mod 3), then z1v;...v42j2j_1...2221 would be a cycle
of length = 0 (mod 3), a contradiction again. Hence j = 2 (mod 3). Now, as in Subcase
2.1, we can get the result.

Considering Subcases 2.1 and 2.2, we may assume all ears of C' in GY have length = 0
(mod 3).

Subcase 2.3. t =0 (mod 3).
Considering the cycles generated by C + P + v121 + v;z; and that fact that G has no
cycle of length = 0 (mod 3), we deduce that j = 2 (mod 3). Let C; = (z122...2p21),
Cy = (210102 ... v42j2j—1 ... 2221) and C3 = (210102 ... V;2j2j41 - .. 2pz1). Clearly the cycles
Cy,Cq, Cs are all of length = 2 (mod 3).

Assume first that C; is not an induced cycle in G. Then by Lemma [7 and considering
the ear we have n(C; U Cy) > 6k + 11. Let G = C;UCy and GY = G — GY. Tt is
not hard to see that GY has a 3-tuple 7 of RDFs such that w(?) < 2n(GY) + 2 and all

yielding the desired result.
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vertices of GY but vy, v; are ?-strong. If V(G) = V(GY), then the result follows. Hence
assume that V(G) # V(GY). By the assumptions and Lemma B we deduce that GY has
a path P’ = v],...,v}, such that v},v), are adjacent to some vertices in V(GY), say u,v
(possibly u = v) and Ng(v}) U Ng(v,) € V(GY) UV(P'). Note that u,v ¢ {vi,v;} since
Ng(v1) U Ng(vy) € V(HS) U V(P). Thus u,v are ?-strong. Now, let G} be the graph
obtained from G} and the path P’ by adding the edges vju, v, v and let G{ = G — G3. By
Lemma 2] ? can be extended to a 3-triple ¢ such that w(¢) < 2n(G3)+ 1 and all vertices
of P’ but v},v;, are fg—strong. By repeating above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDF's
? = (97,95, 95) such that w(?) <2n(G)+2 < %’fg&. It follows that w(?) < "gﬁ%&
for some j € {1,2,3} as desired.

Assume now that C1 is an induced cycle. By the choice of C, we may assume that G has
no cycle of length = 2 (mod 3) which is not induced. Hence the cycle Cs is also induced.
Let GY = C1 UCy and G3 = G — GY. There are the following two possibilities.

e V(G)=V(GY).
Suppose n(C7) = 3t; + 2 and ¢t = 3ty. Using the fact that n > 6k + 9, we obtain

n(Cy) +t
= 3t1+ 2+ 3ty
> 3(2k+3)

n

implying that ¢ +ty > 2k + 3 —2/3. Since t1 + to is integer, we deduce that t; +to >

.. 4k+8
2k + 3, and thus n > 6k + 11. Now, it is easy to see that yr(G) < 2"3—+2 < (Gk—l—l)ln’

o V(GY S V(G).
Clearly GY has a triple fﬁ of RDF's such that w(f?) < n(GY) + 2 and all vertices

of GY but vy, v, are jTa—strong. By the assumptions and Lemma [§] we deduce that
G(l) has a path P, = v%,...,vél such that v%,vél are adjacent to some vertices in

V(GY), say u,v (possibly u = v) and Ng(vi) U Ng(vk) € V(GE) U V(P)). Recall

q1
that u,v € {v1,v¢} and thus they are f°-strong. Moreover, since every cycle of G
intersects C, we have V(C1) N {u,v} # 0. Hence vertices u,v may belong to C1,
(5 or C3. Now, seeing Case 1 and Subcase 2.1 and 2.2, we may assume that ¢g; = 0
(mod 3). Let ¢; = 3¢} and let G} be the graph obtained from GY and the path P, by

adding the edges v%u,vélv and let G = G — G. By Lemma 2 ﬁ can be extended

to a 3-triple jﬁ of G} such that w(]ﬁ) < 2n(G3) + 2 and all vertices of Py but vy, v},

are ﬁ-strong. If V(G) = V(G}), then n = 3t; + 3ta + 3¢} + 2. As above we can
see that n > 6k + 11, implying that v(G) < % < %’Zi?ln. Hence assume that
V(G3) S V(G). By the assumptions and Lemma B we deduce that Gi has a path
P, = v%, . ,1)22 such that U%,ng are adjacent to some vertices in V(G%), say u, v’
(possibly u' = v') and Ng(v{) U Ng(vZ) C V(G3) U V(P,). Since every cycle of G
intersects C7, we have V(Cy) N {u/,v'} # 0. On the other hand, we note that v/, v’
lies on a cycle of length = 2 (mod 3). Seeing Case 1 and Subcase 2.1 and 2.2, we may
assume that g = 0 (mod 3). Let g2 = 3¢ and let G% be the graph obtained from G%

and the path P by adding the edges v%u,vgzv and let G? = G — G%. By Lemma 2

ﬁ can be extended to a 3-triple P such that w(f?) < 2n(G%) + 2 and all of P, but
v?, vé are F-strong. If V(G) = V(G%), then n = 3t; + 3t2 + 3¢} + 3¢, + 2. As above
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4k+8)n

we can see that n > 6k + 11, implying that yz(G) < % < (WCT’ Hence suppose

that V(G%) S V(G). By repeating the above process, we obtain a subgraph G} with
n(G%) > 6k + 11 and having a 3-tuple ﬁ of RDF's such that w(ﬁ) <2n(G%) +2 and

all vertices of G&§ with a neighbor outside of G§ are ﬁ—strong. If V(G) = V(G%), then
the result follows immediately. Otherwise, let G¥ = G — V(G%). Now using Lemma
we can obtain extend G% to a subgraph GSH by adding an ear in G} and extend

? k+1 k+1 2 :
f" to a 3-tuple f*"' of RDFs such that w(f*"") < 2n(Gj ) + 2 and all vertices of

]
GSH with a neighbor outside of Gg“ are f**tlstrong. By repeating this process we
obtain a 3-tuple g of RDFs of G such that w(¢) < 2n(G) + 2 and this leads to the
result as above. (]

4 Some more lemmas

Let F; be the family of all cycles of length =4 (mod 3) with i € {0,1,2}. Let Fp2 be the
family of all connected graphs obtained from a cycle C' of Fy and a cycle C’ of F; by joining
a vertex x of C' a vertex y of C’ by either an edge zy or by a nontrivial path that we add so
that one of the envertices of the path is attached to x and the other one to y; F2 2 be the
family of all connected graphs obtained from two cycles in F5 by adding an edge between
them; and let F3 be the family of all graphs G obtained from a graph G’ in Fj2 and a
graph G” in Fy2 by adding either an edge or a path joining a vertex of G’ to a vertex of
G" so that all vertices of the path become of degree two in G.

Let B,s (r 4+ s > 2) be the family of connected graphs obtained from r tailed cycles
Crytys---3Cn,y, and s cycles Gy, ..., Cpy,, where n; = 2 (mod 3) and m; = 2 (mod 3)
for each i, j, by adding a new vertex z (which we call special vertex) and joining by edges
z to the unique leaf of each graph C,, ¢, and to one vertex of each cycle C,,. Moreover,
each of the s cycles will be called a near cycle of z. Let £ = U, s>0.r+5>28; .

Lemma 12. Let GG be a connected graph with at least two disjoint cycles and let F be a
family of pairwise disjoint cycles of length = 0,2 (mod 3) in G with |F| > 2. Then G has
two disjoint subgraphs G (possibly null) and Gs such that V(G) = V(G1)UV(G3), Gy has
no cycle of F and each component of Gg is in Fo U Fpa2 U Fao UE.

Proof. The proof is by induction on the number of cycles in F. First let |F| = 2 with
F = {C1,C5}. Since G is connected, let P be a shortest path joining a vertex of C; to
a vertex of Cy. If both Cp,Cy have length = 0 (mod 3), then let Gy = C; U Cs and if
one of the two cycles has length = 2 (mod 3), then let Gy = C; + Cy + P. Assume that
G1 = G —V(Gy). Clearly G has no cycle of F and each component of G5 belongs to
Fo U Foo2UFa2UE, establishing the base case.

Next let |F| = 3 and F = {C1,C3, Cs}. Assume that C; = aiab ...} o} for i € {1,2,3}.
If each cycle of F has length = 0 (mod 3), then let Go = C; UCy U C5 and G = G — G.
Clearly the result holds. Hence assume that one of the three cycles has length = 2 (mod 3),
say C1. Let P be a shortest path joining a vertex of C7 to a vertex in Cy or C3. Assume,
without loss of generality, that P joins C} and Cq, where P = (v1 =)2021...2;(= 23). If C3
has length = 0 (mod 3), then by setting Gy = (C1UC2 UP)UC3 and G; = G — G, it
is clear that the result holds. Hence we assume that Cj has length = 2 (mod 3). Now, let
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Q = (¥3 =)yoy1...ys be a shortest path joining a vertex of C3 to a vertex ys belonging to
V(C1)UV(Co)UV(P). Assume that ys € V(P)—{z}, 22}, say ys = 2. If Co has length = 0
(mod 3), then by setting Go = (C; U C3 U P')UCy, with P/ = (21 =)2021..-Zm, Ys—1, - - - » Y0,
and G1 = G — (9, we get the desired result. Hence we assume that Cy has length = 2
(mod 3). In this case, the result holds by letting Gy = C1UCUC3UPUQR and G = G—Ghs.
Finally, assume, without loss of generality, that y, € Co, say ys = :Ej2 (possibly j = 1). Let
Gy = 01PZE% .. :E?QCg and G = G — Ga. Note that Gabelongs to By U By 1, and clearly
the desired result holds.

Assume now that |F| > 4. If all cycles in F have length = 0 (mod 3), then the subgraphs

Gy = Ug‘l@ and G; = G — (G5 satisfy the conditions and the result holds. Hence we
assume that one of the cycles in F, say Cp, has length = 2 (mod 3). Let 7/ = F — {Cy}
and let G = G — V(Cp). We consider two cases.

Case 1. G' is connected.

Then F' is a family of disjoint cycles of length = 0,2 (mod 3) in G! with |F'| > 2. By
the induction hypothesis, G has two disjoint subgraphs G (possibly null) and GY% such
that V(G') = V(G}) U V(GY), G has no cycle of F/, where each component of G is in
FoUFooUFaa UE. Let Hy,..., H, be the components of G5. Suppose without loss of
generality that P := (2§ =)vgvy ..., is a shortest path between V(Cp) and V(G%) in G
where v, € V(GY). Without loss of generality, assume that v, € V(Hy). If Hy € Fy, then let
H| = Hi+ P+Cj and clearly the two subgraphs Go = H{UHsU... Hy, and G; = G-V (G2)
satisfy the conditions and result follows. For the next, we can assume that H; contains at
least two cycles. We distinguish the following.

Subcase 1.1. Hy € Fy.
Suppose Hj is obtained from two cycles Cy = @7 ... 2}, 21 and Co = a3 ... 22, 27 by adding
a path Q = (21 =)2021...2:(= 2%). We further assume, without loss of generality, that

v = a:jz € V(Cs). Let Hf be the graph obtained from Cy U C; to which we add the
path P:L'?_l ...23Q, in other words, H/ is obtained from Cy + P + H; by removing vertices
31, -, Ty, - Note that Hj belongs to either Fo o or ByaUBy,1. Now let G = H{UH,U. .. H,,

and G = G—GY. Then the subgraphs G4 and GY satisfy the conditions and result follows.

Subcase 1.2. H; € Fo2.
Using an argument similar to that described in the case |F| = 3, we can obtain two sub-
graphs GY and G satisfying the conditions and yielding the desired result.

Subcase 1.3. H; € B, ; where r + 5 > 2.
Let z* be the special vertex of Hy. If v, = 2*, then H{ = H; + P + Cj is a subgraph
belonging to £ and thus the subgraphs Go = H{ UHsU... H, and G; = G — V(G3) satisty
the conditions and the result follows. Hence we assume that v; # z*. First let r+s = 2. Then
H; is obtained from two cycles Cy = 1 ...z}, 2 and Co = z7...22 2% by adding a path
Q = (1 =)z021 ... 2(= 23),where t > 2. If v; € {21,...,2_1}, then let H| = H; + Cy + P.
Clearly, H{ € B, s where r + s = 3, and thus the subgraphs Gy = H{ U Hy U ... H, and
G1 = G — V(G2) satisty the conditions and the result yields. Now, suppose, without loss
of generality, that v; = x? € V(Cy). Let Hy be obtained Cy U Cy to which we add the path
Pa3 ... x5Q, and set Gy = H{UHaU... Hy and G = G — Gj. Clearly, G{ and G satisfy
the condition and the desired result follows.

Now let 7+ s > 3. Assume that v; belongs to one of the s+ r cycles of Hy, say C’.
Let H = C" + Cy + P and HY be the graph obtained from H; by deleting the vertices of

V(C’) and the path (if any) joining z* to V(C’) in H;. Note that H belongs to either
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Fa2 or Bya U By 1. Now the subgraphs Gy = H{ UH] UHs U... Hy, and G1 = G — V(G2)
satisfy the conditions and the desired result holds. Assume that v; belongs to a path
on a tailed cycle Cy, s of Hy, and let P’ be the subpath between v; and the cycle C” of
Cmy. Let H = C' + Cy + P + P’ and H{ be the graph obtained from H; by deleting
the vertices of V(C),¢). Note that H] belongs to either Fa9 or Bys. Now the subgraphs
Gy = HHUH!UHyU...H, and G; = G — V(G3) satisfy the conditions and the desired
result holds.

Case 2. G is disconnected.

Let Mj, ..., M; be the components of G'. Assume first that a component M; contains all
cycles of F — {Cyp}, say M;y. Let K be the subgraph of G induced by V(Cy) U V(My).
Clearly K is connected. Using an argument similar to that described in Case 1 on K — Cy,
we get the result. Henceforth, we may assume that no M; contains all cycles of F — {Cy}
for each i. Now, assume that a component M; contains at least two cycles of F, say M;. Let
G? = G —V(M,). Clearly G? is connected. Let F; = {C' | C € F and V(C) C V(M;)} and
F» = F — Fi. By the induction hypothesis, M; has two subgraphs K', K? such that K!
does not contain any cycle of F; and each component of K? belongs to Fy U Fo2UFaaUE.
Moreover, G? has two subgraphs K| and K} such that K| does not contain any cycle of
Fy and each component of Kj belongs to Fy U Fpo U Foo UE. Now the two subgraphs
G1 = K' UK and Gy = K? U K}, satisfies the conditions yielding the desired result.

From now on, we can assume that each M; contains at most one cycle of F. Suppose that
only the s first M; contains exactly one cycle C; of F. Let C; = aiah .. xl xf for 0 <i<s.
In addition, let P; := (z¢ =)w}.. wéi be a shortest nontrivial path (possibly of order two)
between V(C;) and V(Cj) in G for each 1 < i < s, where wz € V(Cy). If all cycles
C4,...,C4 have length = 0 (mod 3), then the subgraphs Gy = (Cy + P +Cp)UC2U. .. UCs
and G1 = G — G, satisfy the conditions and the result follows. Hence, we assume that
some cycle C; (i > 1) has length = 2 (mod 3). Note that the paths P;’s minus their end-
vertices belonging to V' (Cy) are disjoint. If some C; has length = 0 (mod 3), say C1, then let
L = CoU(U,Cy)U(Ui_y P;). By the induction hypothesis, L has two subgraphs L;, Lg such
that L; has no cycle of F —{C;} and each component of Ly belongs to FoU Fp2UFaaUE.
Now G = LoUCT and G1 = G—G5 satisty the conditions and the result holds. Hence we can
assume that all cycles C1,...,Cy have length = 2 (mod 3). Let L = CoU(U;_,C;)U(Ui_, P).
Let x“, e T 9 be the vertlces of Cp with degree at least three and assume, without loss of
generality, that i1 < iy < ... < 4. Consider the following situations.

Subcase 2.1. t=2.
If deg(x? ), deg(x))) > 4, then let G be the graph obtained from L by deleting all vertices
of V(CO) {a Z2} Otherwise, let G2 be the graph obtained from L by deleting either
the edge :E?l ?2 (if any) or all the vertices zj,4+1,...,%i,—1. Then the subgraphs Gy and
G1 = G — (G5 satisfies the conditions and the result holds.

Subcase 2.2. t=3.

If deg(z! )5 deg () )5 deg(x? ) > 4, then let Gg be the graph obtalned from L by deleting all
vertices of V(C’o) {:L'Zl, ?2, Z3} If deg(z! ) = deg () ) = deg( ,) = 3, then let G be
the graph obtalned from L by deleting elther the edge 331 . Z 5 (if any) or all the vertices of
{:EZQH, ?2+2, o 13 1 }. If, without loss of generality, deg(x) ) = 3 and deg(z! ) > 4. Let
G> be the graph obtalned from L by deleting elther the edge m i 23 (if any) or all vertices
between of :L' and m as well all vertices between :L' and :L'O starting from xl 41- In either
situation, the subgraphs Gy and G1 = G—Gy satlsﬁes the condltlons and the result follows.

Subcase 2.3. ¢t > 4.
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If deg(x}. ), deg(), ), deg(x 3) > 4, then let G be the graph obtained from L by deleting all

vertices of V(C’o) {ad 2l ... 20}, If deg(a?) = deg(zl)) = ... = deg(a) ) = 3, then let
G5 be the graph obtained from L by deleting all vertices of UW 2 {x% T gQ o x?%ﬂ 1+

Assume without loss of generality that deg( ) =3 and deg(a?) > 4. Let L1 be the compo-

nent of L— {x” 2 ad )} containing 29 | and let L? be the component of L—{x) _jad

i1 7,2 i2+1

contammg x if deg(z? ,) >4, and be the component of L — {3:23 i3~ LT ?4 24+1} containing

2-3 if deg(x 3) =3. Repeatmg this process we obtain a sequence L', ..., LP of subgraphs L
which contains all cycles of L but Cy. Now the subgraphs Gy = UleLi and G1 = G — Gy
satisfies the conditions and the result follows. O

Lemma 13. Let G be a connected graph with at least two disjoint cycles of length = 0,2
(mod 3), and let F be the family of all cycles of G with length = 0 or 2 (mod 3). Then
there exists a maximal subfamily T of pairwise disjoint cycles of F with |T| > 2 and two
disjoint subgraphs G (possibly null) and Ga of G such that V(G) = V(G1) UV (Gs), Gi
has no cycle of F and each component of Ga belongs to FoU Foo U Fao UE.

Proof. By Lemma [I2] for any maximal subfamily 7 of pairwise disjoint cycles of F with
7] > 2, G has two disjoint subgraphs G7 and GJ such that V(G) = V(GT)uV(GY}), GT
has no cycle of 7 and each component of G;r is in Fo U Fp2 U Fa2UE. Now, let ¢ denote
the number of cycles of G , and let s7 be the sum of the lengths of paths between two
cycles in the components of GT that belong to Fp2 U Fa2 U (U s>0:4s=2Br,s). Moreover,
let

cr = max{cy | T is a maximal subfamily of pairwise disjoint cycles of F with |T| > 2}.

Choose a triple (7,G7,G7) such that: (i) cx = cr; (ii) subject to (i): s7 is maximized.
Notice that GJ may not contain all cycles of 7. We claim that the two disjoint subgraphs
GT and GJ chosen in this way yield the desired result.

It is clear that it suffices to show that GT has no cycle of F. Hence, suppose to the
contrary that Gz— contains at least one cycle of F. Let G3 be obtained from G;r by adding
a maximum set of pairwise of cycles of F with length =0 (mod 3) belonging to GlT and
let G1 = G — G}. Note that if G7 contains no cycle of F with length = 0 (mod 3), then
G} = GT. Now, let 7' be the family of all cycles of G} that belong to F and et 7! be
a maximal subfamily of F such that 7! C T'. If G} does not contain any cycle of F,
then the family 71 and the subgraphs G} and G2 satisfy the conditions which leads to a
contradiction because of c;1 > c7. Hence we assume that G1 contains at least one cycle of
F.

Let first H',... H" be the components of G1 which contains at least two disjoint cycles
of F (if any), and let 7 be a maximal subfamily of pairwise disjoint cycles of F that are
in H® with |Fi| > 2, for each 1 < i < r. By Lemma [[2 H' has two subgraphs H?, H}
such that Hf{ has no cycles of F* and each component of Hﬁ is in Fo U FoaUFaaUE. Let
G% =GLU(U_ Hb), if r >1 and G2 = G — G3. Let T3 be the family of all cycles of G3
that belong to F and let T2 be a maximal subfamily of F such that 7’12 C T2 If G% does
not contain any cycle of F, then the family 72 and the subgraphs G7 and G3 satisfy the
conditions which leads to a contradiction because cy2 > c7. Hence, we assume that G%
contains at least one cycle of F. If G2 has a component with at least two disjoint cycles of
F, then we proceed as above.

Henceforth, we can assume that each component of G7 has at most one cycle of F.

Let Cy be a cycle of G2 belonging to F. Clearly, Cop = 2929 ..:U?nox? is connected to a
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component of G3 by some path (possibly an edge). Let P = (29 =)vgv; ... v; be a shortest
path between V (Cp) and V (G%). Then v; belongs to a component of G3, say Hy. If Hy € F,
then let Hj = H; + P + Cj and let G3 = (G3 — Hy) U H/. Hence, assume that H; contains
at least two cycles. We distinguish the following cases.

Case 1. Hy € Fao.
Suppose H is obtained from two cycles Cy = z7 ...z}, x} and Co = 21 ... 22 27 by adding
an edge rir?. We further assume, without loss of generality, that v; = :E? € V(Cs). Let
Hj be the graph obtained from Cy U Cy to which we add the path Px?_l ...73Q, in other

words, H] is obtained from Cy+ P + H; by removing vertices x?H,. x2, . Note that H]

sy by .

belongs to either Byo U By 1. Now let G3 = (G5 — H;) U H| which we will discuss further
below.

Case 2. Hy € Foo.
Suppose H is obtained from two cycles Cy = z7 ...z}, x} and Co = 21 ... 22 27 by adding
a path Q = (z} =)z021...2:(= 2?). Suppose without loss of generality that m; = 0
(mod 3) and mg = (mod 3). If vy = z; for some j, then let H{ be obtained from Cp U Cs
to which we add the path Pz; ...z, and let G3 = (G3 — Hy) U (H} U Cy). Suppose that
ve € V(Cp) UV (Cs). We further assume, without loss of generality, that v; = 3:3 € V(Cy).
Let H{ be the graph obtained from Cy U C; to which we add the path Pa;?_l ... 73Q, in

other words, Hj is obtained from Cy+ P+ H; by removing vertices a;? Y1 x? ,- Note that

coy Loy

H{ belongs to either Fyo or By2UB1 1. Now let G = (G3 — Hy) U H which we will discuss
further below.

Case 3. H; € B, 5 where r + 5 > 2.

Let z* be the special vertex of Hy. If v, = z*, then H{ = H;+ P+C) is a subgraph belonging
to £. In this case, let G5 = (G% — Hy) U H} which we will discuss further below. Hence
we assume that v; # z*. First let r + s = 2. Then H; is obtained from two cycles C =
z}... .z, o) and Co = z}...22% 2% by adding a path Q = (] =)zp21 ... 2(= 2}),where
t>2. Ifvy € {z1,...,2-1}, then let H] = H; + Cy + P and G = (G3 — Hy) U H . Now,
suppose, without loss of generality, that v; = 3:? € V(Cy). Let Hy be obtained from CyU C
to which we add the path Px?_l ... 73Q. Set G3 = (G% — Hy) U H| which we will discuss
further below.

Now let r + s > 3. Assume that v; belongs to one of the s+ r cycles of Hy, say C’.
Let H{ = C' + Cy + P and H{ be the graph obtained from H; by deleting the vertices
of V(C") and the path (if any) joining z* to V(C’) in Hy. Note that H] belongs to either
Fo,2 or Byo U Bi 1. Now let G3 = (G3 — Hy) U H} . Assume that v; belongs to a path on a
tailed cycle C,, ¢ of Hy, and let P’ be the subpath between v; and the cycle C” of Cy, 4. Let
H{ =C"+ Cyp+ P+ P’ and H{ be the graph obtained from H; by deleting the vertices of
V(Cpm). Note that Hj belongs to either Fy o or By . Suppose Gs = (G5 — Hy) U H} U HY.
Obviously either the number of cycles of G is greater than the number of cycles of G;r or the
sum of lengths of paths between two cycles of G;’ that belong to Fo 2UF2 2U(Uy s>0:r+s=25rs)
is greater than the corresponding sum of G;—. Let G2 = G — Gg’. Let 751 be the family of
all cycles of G3 which belongs to F and let 72 be a maximal subfamily of F such that
T2 C T3. If G$ does not contain any cycle of F, then the family 72 and the subgraphs G3
and G3 satisfy the conditions which leads to a contradiction because of either cys > c7 or
s7s > s7. Hence we assume that G$ contains at least one cycle of F. We repeat the above
precess. Since G is finite, this process will stop and we obtain a maximal subfamily 7" of
pairwise disjoint cycles of F with 77| > 2 and two disjoint subgraphs G (possibly null),
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G of G such that V(G) = V(G1) UV (G2), G1 has no cycle of F and each component of
G5 belongs to Fy U ]:0,2 U ]:272 Ué€. |

Lemma 14. Let G be a connected graph with at least two disjoint cycles of length = 0, 2
(mod 3), and let F be the family of all cycles of G with length = 0 or 2 (mod 3). Then
there exists a maximal subfamily 7 of pairwise disjoint cycles of F with |7] > 2 and two
disjoint subgraphs Gy (possibly null), Gy of G such that V(G) = V(G1) U V(G2), Gy has
no cycle of 7 and each component of G2 belongs to Fo U Fpa U FoaUFzUE.

Proof. Let (7,G1,G2) be the triple satisfying the conditions of Lemma [[3] Hence G has
no cycle of F and each component of Gy belongs to Fo U FgoUFa2UE. If there are no two
components Hy € Fo 2, Hy € Fo 2 of G joined by a path P in G with all its vertices, except
the end-vertices, belong to V(G1), then G and Gy are the desired subgraphs. Hence we
assume that there are two components Hy € Fo2 and Hy € Fo 2 of G joined by a path P
in G with all its vertices, except the end-vertices, belong to V(Gy). Let Gf be the graph
obtained from Gy by adding the path P and let G} = G — G,. Clearly G and G, satisfy
the conditions and the result follows. We can repeat this process until we get two subgraphs
G5 (possibly null) and G% such that V(G) = V(G7}) UV (G3), G has no cycle of F, each
component of G3 is in Fy U Foo U Fao U F3UE and such that no path in G like to the one
described above joins two components H' € Fyo and H” € Fa 9 of G5. O

From now on, a graph in (U,4s>2:s<2 Brs) U F3 U Fo2 U Fy will be called strong. Also,
the special vertex of each graph in B, ; will be called a strong vertex.

Lemma 15. Let k£ > 1 be an integer and let G be a graph of order n and minimum degree
0 > 2, which does not contain any induced {C5,Cs, ..., Cskio}-cycles. If G is strong, then

G has a 3-tuple ? of RDFs such that w(?) < (4éfk4fl)i’m and all vertices of G are ?—Strong.

Proof. Let G € (Upys>2.5<2Brs) U F3 U Foo U Fy. Assume first that G € Fy. Then

r(G) = 2?" < (éiﬁ)ln. Let G = z1x2 ... x3x and define for j € {1,2,3} the functions f;

on V(G) as follows: fj(x3;4j) =2 for 0 <i <t—1and fj(xz) = 0 otherwise. Clearly f; is
an yr(G)-function for each j € {0, 1,2} and the triple ? = (fo, f1, f2) satisfies the desired
result.

Assume now that G € Fpo. Since G has no induced {C5,Cs, ..., Cspio}-cycles, we
deduce that cycle of lentgh = 2 (mod 3) in Fp 2 has order at least 3k + 5, and thus G has

order at least 3k+8. Now by Lemmal[d G has a 3-tuple 7 of RDFs such that w(?) <2n+1

and all vertices of G are f-strong. A simple calculation shows that w(?) < (4&4;81)?".

Next assume that G € F3. By definition, G is obtained from a graph Gi € Fy2 and
a graph in G € F29 by adding either an edge vw or a path @ joining a vertex of G to
a vertex of GG so that all vertices of () become of degree two in GG. Let G; be obtained
from two cycles Cy = zix}.. .z} x} € Fy and Cp = 2%z}... 22 2% € F, by adding either
the edge x{z? or a path P between z} and z%. By Lemma [ (items 8,9,10), G has a a
3-tuple ? = (f1, f2, f3) of RDFss such that w(?, G1) < 2n(Gy) + 1 and all vertices of Gy

are f -strong. Moreover, let Gy be obtained from two cycles C3 = z3x3 ... 23 2} € F5 and
Cy = xfz}.. .z} x] € F by adding the edge z$z7. Without loss of generality, we assume
that the added edge uv or the path @ is between V(C3) and V(G1). By sequentially
applying Lemmas [3 (items 3,4) (once on wv or @ and Cs, and then on the resulting graph

with Cy), ? can be extended to a triple ¢ of RDFs of G such that w(?, G2) < 2n(Ga)+2
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and each vertex of Gy is 7—strong. Since G has no induced {Cj5,Cs, ..., Cspio}-cycles, we
deduce that order each cycle of lentgh = 2 (mod 3) in G is at least 3k + 5. Using the fact
that G has three cycles of length = 2 (mod 3) and one cycle of lentgh = 0 (mod 3), we

have n(G) > 9k + 18. Therefore w(g) < 2n(G) + 3 < %.
Using a similar argument we can show that for any graph G' € U, s>92.4<2B, s the result

is also true. O

Lemma 16. Let £ > 1 be an integer and let G be a graph of order n, minimum degree
d > 2, which does not contain any induced {C5,Cs,...,Cspio}-cycles. If G € B, with

s > 3, then G has a 3-tuple ? of RDF's such that w(?) < (4éfk4fl)i’m and the special vertex

as well as all vertices on tailed cycles of G are 7—strong.

Proof. Suppose G be obtained from r > 0 graphs Cy, ¢,,...,Cp, ¢, and s > 3 cycles
Crmyy- -y Oy, where n; = 2 (mod 3) and m; = 2 (mod 3) for each 4, j, by adding a new
vertex z (special vertex) attached to endvertices of the Cy,, ;,’s and to one vertex of each cycle
Cpm;. We first note that each of the r+s > 3 cycles has order at least 3k +5, and thus each
tailed cycle contains at least (3k +5) + 1 vertices. Hence n(G) > (3k +5)(s+7r) +r + 1.
Now, if r = 0, then the result follows from Lemmas [BH(11) and the previous fact. Hence
assume that r > 1. Let H be obtained from G by deleting all vertices of Cy,¢,’s. By

Lemma [§ (item 11), H has a triple ? such that w(?) < 2n(H) — s+ 4 and z is ?—

strong. Since n(H) > (3k + 5)s + 1, we deduce that w(?) < %w. Now, by applying

repeatedly Lemma BF(4) on Cp, ¢,,...,Cp, ¢, We can extend ? to a triple ¢ of G such
that w(g,Ul_1Cpyey) < oi_1(2n(Chypy) + 1) and all newly added vertices are "/ -strong.
Therefore, w(?) < 2n+4r+4—s. Now by the previous fact on the order and the calculation,

(4k+8)3n
we can see that 2n +r+4 — s < 550,

which proves the result. O

Lemma 17. Let k > 1 be an integer and let G € Fo2 be a graph of order n, minimum
degree 0 > 2, which does not contain any induced {C5,Cs, ... ,Csgio}-cycles. Then

1. G has a 3-tuple f of RDF's such that 7 < 2(G)+1< %.

2. If H is a graph obtained from G and a cycle C3py1 = 1...23p,+121 by adding an edge

between them, then H has a 3-tuple f of RDFs such that w( f) < % and all

vertices of H but x3,41 are 7—strong.

3. If H is a graph obtained from G and a tailed cycle Cs,i 1 ¢ with vertex set x1, ..., x3p41,
Y1,-..,Ye by joining yy to a vertex of G, then H has a 3-tuple f of RDFs such that
w(?) < % and all vertices of H but x3,41 are f -strong.

Proof. (1) is easy to show and so we prove only (2) and (3). Let G € F2 be formed
from two cycles C7 and Cs by adding an edge between them, and let H be obtained from
G and the cycle C3,41 (resp. tailed cycle Cs,41 ) by adding an edge xy (resp. xy,), where
without loss of generality x € V(C2). Let K be the graph obtained from H by deleting all
vertices of V(Cy). By Lemmald (items 2,3 and 4), K has a 3-tuple § of RDFs of K such
that w(7) < 2n(K) 4 1 and all vertices of K except 23,1 are ¢-strong. Now by Lemma

B, we can extend ¢ to a 3-tuple ? of RDFs of H such that w(?) < 2n(H) + 2 and all
vertices of H except 3,41 are ?—strong. By assumption we have n(H) > 6k + 14 and thus

one can check that w(?) < %w. O
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5 Proof of Conjecture 1

Now we are ready to state our main result.

Theorem 18. Let G be a graph of order n > 6k 4+ 9, minimum degree § > 2, which does

. . 1k+8
not contain any induced {Cjs,Cs, ..., Cspio}-cycles. Then yr(G) < (ﬁkil)ln'

Proof. Let F be the family of all cycles of G with length = 0 or 2 (mod 3). If |F| =0,
then the result follows from Theorem [ and if |F| > 1 and F contains a cycle which
intersect any cycle of F, then the result follows from Theorems and [[11 Henceforth,
we assume that each cycle of F belongs to a maximal subfamily 7 of pairwise disjoint
cycles of F with |T| > 2. Let (G}, G3),...,(GT",G5") be all pairs of subgraph such that
V(G) = V(GY) UV(GY), G has no cycle of F and each component of G% belongs to
FoUFo2UFapUF3UE. Let 5(Gi,G) be the sum of the lengths of paths between two cycles
in the components of Gg— that belong to Fp2 U Fa2 U (Ups>0:r+s=2Brs). Among all pairs
(GY,GY), let (G, Gs) be one chosen so that:

(Cy) the number of strong components of G is maximized.
(Cs2) subject to Condition (Cp): the number of cycles of G2 belonging to F is maximized.

(C3) subject to Conditions (C;) and (Cg): the number of components of Gy in Fpo is
minimized.

C,) subject to Conditions (Cy), (Co) and (C3): s(q, q,) is maximized.
( 1, 2)

We proceed with some further claims that are needed for our proof.

Claim 1. Let M be a component of Gg such that M € F39. Then there is no path
voV1 - .. Vg1 (t > 1) in G such that vg,vi11 € M, vq,...,v € V(Gy) and vg and v.41 belong
to different cycles of M.

Proof of Claim 1. Suppose, to the contrary, that there is path P = vgvy ... vep1 (8 >
1) in G such that vg,vi41 € M, v1,...,v € V(G1) and vy and vi4q belong to different
cycles of M. Let e* be the edge joining the two cycles of M and let M’ be obtained from
M by deleting e* and adding path P. Set G, = (G2 — M) U M’ and G| = G — Gs.
Clearly V(G) = V(G)) U V(GY), G has no cycle of F and each component of G is in
FoU FpaUFaoUFUE. But GY) has one more strong component than G, contradicting
our choice of (G1,G2). O

Claim 2. For any two components M; and My of G belonging to 32, there is no path
voV1 - .. Vg1 (t > 1) in G such that vg € My, vpp1 € Ms and vy, ...,v € V(Gy).

Proof of Claim 2. Suppose, to the contrary, that for two components M, My of Go
belonging to Fj 2, there is a path vovy ... vy (6> 1) in Gy such that vg € M; and vy €

M. Suppose that M; is obtained from two cycles Cy = v ... u}, ui and Cy = uf ... u2, uf

by adding the edge uiu?, and let My be obtained from two cycles C3 = u} . .. uf’ng uf and Cy =

uf .. .u, 4u‘1l by adding the edge ujuj. Moreover, assume, without loss of generality, that
vy = u? € V(Cy) where j > msy/2 (by relabeling the vertices if necessary) and viq = uj €
V(C5) where b > mg/2 (by relabeling the vertices if necessary). Now, let M be the subgraph

obtained from C; and Cy by adding the path uju?u3. ..u?fulfug vy Loudud. Set
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Gy = (Ga — (M1 UM3))UM and G} = G—GY. If G) has no cycle of F, then by considering
the pair (G, G5) we get one more strong component in G5 than in Ga, contradicting our
choice of (G1,G2). Hence we assume that G has some cycles of F.

First let G has exactly one cycle C of F. If C has length = 0 (mod 3), then as above
we get a contradiction by considering the subgraphs G5 = G4 UC and G = G — GY4. Hence
suppose C' has length = 2 (mod 3). Since G has no cycle of F, we may assume that C'
contains one of the vertices U?H? e ,u?nz. Let £ € {j+1,...,mas} be the smallest index such
that uf € V(C). Let M’ = (MUC) +uju?, ...uj. Clearly M’ is strong because it belongs
to By s, with 7+s > 3 and s < 2. By considering the subgraphs G4 = (Ga — (M;UMs)) UM’
and G = G — GY, the pair (G, GY) leads to a contradiction on the choice of (G1,Gs).

Now let G has at least two disjoint cycles C' and C” of F. Using an argument similar
to that described in the proof of Lemma [[3] we can obtain a pair (GY,G%) such that GY
has no cycle of F and each component of G5 belongs to Fy U Fpo U Fao U F3 UE, where
either GY has more strong components than G or the number of cycles of G belonging
to F is greater than the number of cycles of Go belonging toF or sy ay) > $(Gy,65)- In
either case, we obtain a contradiction.

Recall that a component of B, ; is not strong when s > 3.

Claim 3. Let M; and M; be two non-strong components of G such that M; € F52 and
My € B, 5. Then there is no path vovy ... vy (8 > 1) in G such that vy,...,v € V(Gy),
vy € M1y, vy11 € My and vy is not the special vertex of M.

Proof of Claim 3. Suppose, to the contrary, that there is a path vovy...viq (£ > 1)

in G such that vy,...,v € V(Gy), vg € My, vi11 € My and vgyq is not special vertex of
M,. Suppose M; is obtained from two cycles C1 = ui...u}, ui and C? = ui ... u2 uj
by adding the edge u%u% and let Mj obtained from r > 0 tailed-cycle Cy, ¢, ...,Cp, 0,

and s > 3 cycles Cp,,,...,Cy,,, where n; = 2 (mod 3) and m; = 2 (mod 3) for each i, j,
by adding a new vertex z (special vertex) and attaching z to the leaf of each tailed cycle
Ch,¢; and to one vertex of each cycle Cy,;. Without loss of generality, that we may assume
that vy is adjacent to the vertex u? € V(Cy) where j > mgy/2 (by relabeling the vertices if
necessary).

First let veq belongs to a cycle Cp,, = wiw} ... wh, wi for some i. Without loss of
generality, let ¢ = 1 and v = w;. Let M be obtained from Mj by deleting the vertices of
Cpnys and M| = (CTU Gy, ) Undudul ... u?vl . vtw;. In this case, consider the subgraphs
G} = (Gy — (M U My)) U (M] U M}) and G} = G — G4 which we will be discussing later.

Now assume that v;41 belongs to a tailed cycle Cy, ¢, for some 7, say ¢ = 1. Let C' =
wiw} ... wh wi be the cycle of Cp, 4, and P = yj. ..yl}l be the tail of C,,, ¢, such that
wiyl € E(G). Consider the two situations depending on whether v;11 is on the cycle or
the tail. If vy € V(C), say v = wé, then let M be obtained from My by deleting
the vertices of Cy, ¢,, and M| = (C* U C) Uujuiuj. .. u?vl e vtwé. In this case, consider
the subgraphs G3 = (Gg — (My U My)) U (M{ U M}) and G = G — GL. If vy € V(P),
say vpr1 = y;, then let Mj be obtained from My by deleting the vertices of C, ¢,, and
M| = (CtuC)Uuludui... u?vl - UtYgYa_1 ---yiwi. In this case, consider the subgraphs
G% = (G — (MU Mg)) U (M{ U Mé) and G% =G — G%

Observe that in any situation, either the number of cycles of G belonging to F is greater
than the one of G that are in F or sg1 g1y > $(Gy,G2)- Now, if G1 has no cycle of F, then

the pair (G1,G3) leads to a contradiction. Otherwise, by repeating above process we can
obtain a pair (G, G%) such that G} has no cycle of F and each component of G belongs
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to FoUFo2UFeoUF3UE, where either the number of strong components of G, is greater
than the one of G or the number of cycles of G, that are in F is greater than the number
of cycles of G belonging to F or s cy) > 5(G,,6,)- In either case, we have a contradiction
and the desired claim follows. O

Claim 4. If M € B, ; is a non-strong component of G2 with a special vertex z, then there
is no path vgvy ... vy (6> 1) in G such that vy, ..., € V(G1), vo,ve41 € V(M) — {z}
and vg, v.+1 belong to different near cycles of z.

Proof of Claim 4. Let M be obtained from r > 0 tailed-cycle C,,, ¢, ...,Cy, ¢, and s > 3
cycles Cpyyy ..., Cpy,, where n; = 2 (mod 3) and m; = 2 (mod 3) for each 4, j, by adding
a new vertex z (special vertex) and attaching z to the leaf of each tailed cycle Cy, ¢, and
to one vertex of each cycle Cy,;. Moreover, let Cy,, = z{25...2), 2} for each i€ {1,...,s}

and let V(Cy, 4,) = {24, ... ,:Eili,yi, .. ,y@i}, where 7, . .. , Ty, induce in order the cycle of
Chyp; and 4, ... ,yéi induce in order the tail of Cy, g, .

Suppose, to the contrary, that there is a path P = wgvy...vv:11 in G such that
V1,0 € V(Gy), vo,ve41 € V(M) — {z} and v, vi41 belong to different near cycles
of z.

First let » + s = 3. Then r = 0 and s = 3. Assume, without loss of generality, that
vy = u}C and v = u? where j < my/2 and k < mgy/2. Let M’ be obtained from Cy,Cs
by adding the path Pu?_l ...u?zu$. Note that if v;, 1 = u?, then the added path will be
simply Pzu3. Consider the subgraph G} = (G — M) U M'. If G — G has no cycle of F,
then the pair (G — G}, GY) provides a number of strong components in G greater than
the one of Gg, contradicting our choice of the pair (G1,G2). Assume now that G — G has
exactly one cycle C' of F. Then V(C) meets at least a vertex of {u? t1s--osud,t and let
p be the largest integer that u? € V(C). Let M” be obtained from M’ U C by adding the
path u?. ug Consider the subgraph Gf = (Go — M') U M”. Then, as above, the pair
(G — G4, GY) leads to a contradiction. Hence we can assume that G — G}, has at least two
disjoint cycles of F. Clearly each of these cycles meets at least a vertex of {u? FRTRO ,ufm .
Consider the subgraph G’ of G—GY induced by the vertices of these cycles and the vertices of
{u? FRTR ,u?m}, and let K7 and K> be two disjoint subgraphs of G’ satisfying the conditions
of Lemma[I3l Then the pair (G5 U K3, G — (G5 U K>)) leads to a contradiction because the
number of strong components of G, U K3 is greater than the number of strong components
of GQ.

Now let r + s > 4, and assume that P connects two cycles C' and C’ of M that are at
distance one from z. Let M’ be obtained from M by deleting the vertices of C UC’, and let
M" = C + C'"+ P. Now, if we consider the subgraphs G} = (G2 — M) U (M" U M") and

! = G — GY, then one can see, as above, that the pair (G, G%) leads to a contradiction.
O

Claim 5. Let My, Ms € £ be two non-strong components of G and let z; be the special
vertex of M;. Then there is no path P = vgvy ... vw41 (t > 1) in G such that vq,... v €
V(G1), vg belongs to a near cycle Cy of z; and v,y belongs to near cycle Co of zs.

Proof of Claim 5. Suppose to the contrary that such a path P exists. Let M/ be obtained
from M; by deleting the vertices of V(C;) for each i € {1,2} and let M = (C; UCy) + P.
Consider the subgraphs G, = (G — (M1 U Ms)) U (M] UM, UM) and G} = G — GY,. Since
G, has more strong components than Gy, the pair (G}, G5) contradicts the choice of the
pair (G1,G2). O
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Now, let K be the subgraph of G5 that consists of all non-strong components of G5 and
let Hy be the subgraph of G5 that con51sts of all strong components of G5. By Lemma [T5]

each component M of Hy has a 3-tuple fM of RDFs of M such that w(f_>) < %

and all vertlces of M are fM -strong. _T)‘herefore by combining these 3-tuples W(ﬂ_())btaln a
3-tuple f(] of RDF's of Hy such that w(fp) < (k48)3n(Ho) 41 q all vertices of H(] are fy-strong.

6k+11
Moreover, by Lemmas [[6] and [[7], each component M of Ky has a 3-tuple g/ gnr of RDFs of M
such that w(ga) < %, and if further M € B, s (s > 3), then its special vertex as

well as all all vertices on tailed cycle are gM strong. Therefore, by combining these 3-tuples
we obtaln a 3- tuple g6 of RDFs of K such that w(go) < %jﬂﬁ(m and all vertices of
Ky are go strong except vertices on near cycles of some special vertex or vertices on the
component in F s.

If there is a path P; = vgvy ... vi0e41 in G such that vy, ..., v € V(G1), N(v1)UN(vy) C
V(Hop U Ko) UV (P;) and both vy, vi41 belong to a component M € Fy 5 of Ko, then we
deduce from Claim 1 that both of vy, v.y1 belong to same cycle of M. Let M' = M + P.

It follows from Lemma[BH(5) and Lemmas [2 and [[ that M’ has a 3-tuple f’ of RDF's of M’

— —
such that w(f’) <2n(M')+2 < %jﬁﬁm and all vertices of M’ are f’-strong except vy

and v;. In this case, let K} = Ko — M, g5 = %)|Ké (the restriction of g§ on K}) and H} =

HoU(M+ P) = HyUM'. Let Jﬁo be a 3-tuple of RDFs obtained by combining the 3-tuples
_)

foand f’. Clearly all vertices of Hol which have a neighbor outside H& U K& are fy-strong.

By repeating this process we obtain two sequences of subgraphs Ko 2 Ké 2...D Kg

and Hy C HO1 c...C Hg so that: (i) there is no path P = wow; ... w,w,41 in G with

wy, ..., w, € V(G1) — (UL, V(P,)), N(wi) UN(w,) C V(HEUKZ) U (U d%V(P-)) and both

V0, V41 belong to a component M € F3 9 of KO, and (ii) H0 has a 3-tuple f0 such that all its

vertices which havea neighbor outside V(H{ U K§) are fo strong. Let Hy = HY, K1 = K,

g = g(]|Kd and f1 fd. Observe that w(?) < %ﬁﬁfh) and w(g}) < % If

V(G) = V(H; U Kq), then by combining 3-tuple f1 of Hy and 3-tuple gi of Ky, we get a
3-tuple h of G such that w( h) % which will prove the theorem. Hence assume
that V(G) # V(H; U K1), and let G3 = H; U K7 and G1 = G — G1.

If there is a path P, = vgvy ..., 0041 in G such that vy, vi41 € V(Hl), v1,.. .0 € V(GE)
and N(vi)UN(v,) CV(Hy) UV (Py), then let Iif% H, + P. By Lemma[2] we can extend

f1 to a 3-tuple fi of RDFs of H! such that w < w where all vertices of H}
1 1 1 6k+11 1

but v; and v are jﬁl—strong. Now, if there is a path Py = 2921 ..., 2m2m+1 (m > 1) in G
such that 29, zm+1 € V(HY), 21, .-, 2m € V(G1) =V (P1), N(21)UN(2,) C V(H}) UV (P2),
then let H? = H{ + P,. By Lemmal[2 we can extend fi to a 3-tuple fi of RDFs of H? such

that w(?) < %

process we obtain a sequence of subgraphs H; C H{ C ... C HY so that there is no path
P = wow ..., wywy41 in G such that wo, wy1 € V(H]), wi,...,w, € V(GI)— (U, V(F,))
and N(wy) U N (w,) C V(H{)UV(P). Moreover, H{ has a 3-tuple ]ﬁf of RDFs of H{ such

q
that w(f]) < %jﬂ]{l) and all vertices are f]'-strong unless the vertices which have no

neighbors outside of H{ U K;. If V(G) = V(H{ U K}), then as above, by combining 3-tuple

]ﬁf and 3-tuple g3 = g7, the result follows. Hence assume that V(G) # V(H TUK;), and let
%

Hy = HY, fo = ﬁ Ky =K1, g5 = g1, G5 = Hy UK, and G = G — G3. In the following

and all new vertices but 21, 2, are f{-strong. By repeating this

25



we will use Lemma [§ by applying its three items, one by one (in any order), starting with
the subgraph G? and obtaining each time (when the item occurs) a sequence of subgraphs.
The last subgraph of the sequence will be used for the next item.

Case 1. GZ contains a tailed m-cycle Cy, o (m =1 (mod 3)), with vertex set {z1, ..., Zm,y1,. .

such that y, is adjacent to some vertex z 0 of G} and N () C V(G3) UV (Crn).
First assume that € V(Hs). Then x is f2 -strong. Let H2 be obtained from Hsy by adding

the tailed cycle C),, and the edge zy,. By Lemma [3] f2 can be extended to a 3-tuple E
or RDFs of Hi such that w(ﬁz) < %jﬂ%) and all new vertices but x,, are E—strong.
Set also K3 = Ko and 972 =71

Now assume that = belongs to a component M of Ky such that M € Fao. Let M’ be
obtained from M and C,,, by adding the edge zy,. By Lemma [G}(5) and Lemma [3 one

can see that M’ has a 3-tuple fj;s of RDFs such that w(m) <2n(M')+2< %

—
and all of its vertices but x,, are fyy-strong. Let Hi = Hy U M', K} = Ky — M, g} be the
— —
restriction of g on K21 and 3-tuple f, is obtained from combining fj; and fo. Note that all

vertices of Hj which have neighbor in G} — V(Cyy, ) are E-strong.

Next assume that = belongs to a component M of K5 such that M € B, (s > 3) and x is
?-strong. Let M’ be obtained from M and C,, ¢ by adding the edge zy, and let Hl = H,
and K3 = (Ko — M) U M’. By Lemma [3 g5 can be extended to a 3-tuple gi of RDFs of

K3 such that w(gz) < % and all newly added vertices but z,, are gy-strong.
Finally, assume that = belongs to a component M of K5 such that M € B, s (s > 3) and
x is not 7-str0ng. Then x belongs to a near cycle C' from the special vertex of M. Let
M’ be obtained from M by deleting the vertices of C' and let M” be obtained from C and
Cyne by adding the edge zyp. In this case, let HY = Hy U M", K} = Ky — V(C) and g7
is the restriction of g_g> on K21 By Lemma [l (items 2,3,4), fo can be extended to a 3-tuple

of RDFs fJ of Hi such that w(ﬁ) < % and all newly added vertices but z,, are

E—strong.

By repeatedly applying the above argument we obtain two sequences of subgraphs Hy D
H}D...D Hj and Ky, K3, ..., K5 such that there is no tailed cycle Cp,  (m =1 (mod 3))
in G — (Hy' U K3') whose end-vertex is adjacent to a vertex of Hy' U K3*. Let H3 = Hy',
K3 = K3, f3 be a 3- tuple of RDFs of Hj such that all vertices of H 3 Wthh have a ne1ghbor
outside H3U K3 are f3 -strong, and g3 be a 3-tuple of RDFs of K3 such that all newly added
vertices of K3 which have no neighbor outside Hs U K3 are gg strong. Let G3 = H3 U K3
and G3 = G — G5.

Case 2. G$ contains a cycle Cy, = 2172 ... 271 (m =1 (mod 3)) such that Ng(z,,) C
V(G3) U V(Cy,) and there is an edge x1y with y € V(G3) Applying an argument similar
to that described in Case 1, we obtained subgraphs H, and K, such that Hs C Hy, and a
?:)tuple f4 of RDFs of H4 so that all vertices of H4 having a neighbor outside Hy U K, are
fa-strong, and a 3- tuple gi of RDF s of K4 so that all newly added vertices of K3 that have
a nelghbor outside Hy U K4 are g4 strong. Assume that G4 HyU K4 and fo =G — G%.

Let h be a 3-tuple defined on G5 obtained by combining f; and 1.

Case 3. G‘ll has a path P = vgvy,..., 0041 (¢ > 1) such that v, v € G%, Vi,...,0 €
V(GY) and Ng(v1) U Ng(vir1) € V(GE) UV (P). .
By Claims 1,2,3,4 and 5, at least one of the vertices vg, v¢11 is h-strong. First assume that
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%
each of vy and wvey1 is h-strong. Let Gg = G% + P and G‘;’ = G — G3. By Lemma [ we

— n(G3
can extend h to a 3-tuple h7 of RDFs of G3 such that w(lﬁ) < kd8)3n(Gy)

Sl and all vertices

of G Wh1ch have neighbor in G% are h7 strong. Assume now, without loss of generality,

that vg is h -strong and vy is not h -strong. It follows that v,y is on a near cycle from a
special vertex of a component of K4 or is in a component of K4 that belongs to Foo. If v444
is on a near cycle C from a special vertex, then let G3 = G4 + P. By Lemma[3] A Gi—c can

be extended to a 3-tuple iﬁ of RDFs of G3 such that w(lﬁ ) < % and all vertices

of G5 which have neighbors in G} — V(P) are iﬁ strong. If vy, is in a component M of
K4 belonging to F3 2, then let G5 = G3 + P. By applying Lemma [J] twice, h|G4 A can be

extended to a 3-tuple lﬁ of RDFs of G5 such that w(lﬁ) < (#k+8)3n(G3) and all vertices of

6k+11
G5 which have neighbors in G — V(P) are h7 Strong

By repeating this process we obtain a 3-tuple h of RDF's GG such that w(ﬁ) < (4k+8)30(G)

6F+11  °
implying that yr(G) < % as desired. O

Now, the next result settling Conjecture [Ilis an immediate consequence of Theorem
and the Gallai-type result v5(G) + 9(G) = n which is valid for every graph G of order n.

Corollary 19. Let G be a graph of order n > 6k 4+ 9, minimum degree § > 2, which does

not contain any induced {Cj5, Cs, . .., Csgio}-cycles. Then 0(G) > %Zfl’)l"
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