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Abstract

Let G = (V,E) be a graph of order n and let γR(G) and ∂(G) denote the Roman
domination number and the differential of G, respectively. In this paper we prove that
for any integer k ≥ 0, if G is a graph of order n ≥ 6k+9, minimum degree δ ≥ 2, which

does not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles, then γR(G) ≤ (4k+8)n
6k+11 . 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, SIAM 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 γR(G)+∂(G) = n, we have ∂(G) ≥ (2k+3)n
6k+11 , thereby settling the conjecture

of Bermudo posed in the second paper.
Keyword: Differential of a graph, Roman domination number.
MSC 2010: 05C69

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

∗Corresponding author

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.07709v1


open neighborhood of v is the set N(v) = {u ∈ V | uv ∈ E}, the closed neighborhood of v
is the set N [v] = N(v) ∪ {v}, and the degree of v is degG(v) = |N(v)|. Let u and v be two
vertices in G. A uv-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 Pn and Cn 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 ∂(D) = |B(D)| − |D|, and the maximum value
of ∂(D) for any subset D of V is the differential of G, denoted ∂(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 ∂(G) ≥ 5n

17 . Moreover, he posed the
following conjecture.

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

does not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles. Then ∂(G) ≥ (2k+3)n
6k+11 .

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)) =

∑
u∈V (G) f(u), and the Roman domination number

γR(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, 11, 12, 13].

In [7], it has been shown that, if G is a graph of order n ≥ 9 and minimum degree δ ≥ 2,
then γR(G) ≤ 8n

11 . It was also shown in [1] that γR(G) ≤ 12n
17 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.

In this paper, we improve the aforementioned known results by showing that if G is a
graph satisfying the statement of Conjecture 1, then γR(G) ≤ (4k+8)n

6k+11 . 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 γR(G)+∂(G) = n, our bound leads

to ∂(G) ≥ (2k+3)n
6k+11 which settles Conjecture 1.

We close this section by recalling the exact values of the Roman domination number of
paths and cycles given in [14], namely γR(Pn) = γR(Cn) = ⌈2n3 ⌉.

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 f1, f2, and f3 on a graph

G, where we use
−→
f to denote the 3-tuple (f1, f2, 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 fj(v) = 2 for some j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Moreover,

the weight of
−→
f is ω(

−→
f ) =

∑3
j=1 ω(fj). Clearly, ω(fj) ≤ ω(

−→
f )/3 for some j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
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Also, if H is an induced subgraph of G and f an RDF on G, then we denote the restriction
of f on H by f |V (H) and let f(V (H)) = ω(f,H).

For integers m and ℓ such that m ≥ 3 and ℓ ≥ 1, let Cm,ℓ be the graph obtained from
a cycle Cm = x1x2 . . . xmx1 and a path P = y1y2 . . . yℓ by adding the edge x1y1, with
yi /∈ V (Cm) for all possible i. The graph Cm,ℓ will be called a tailed m-cycle graph of order
m+ ℓ. 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
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) be a 3-tuple of RDFs of

G such that u and v are
−→
f -strong. If H is a graph obtained from G by adding a path

Q = y1 . . . yℓ and the edges uy1, vyℓ, then
−→
f can be extended to a 3-tuple of RDFs −→g of H

such that ω(−→g ,Q) ≤ 2ℓ and each vertex in V (Q)− {y1, yℓ} is −→g -strong.

Proof. By assumption, fi(u) = 2 and fj(v) = 2 for some i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Let us consider
the following two cases.

Case 1. i 6= j.
Assume, without loss of generality, that i = 1 and j = 2. Consider the following situations.

Subcase 1.1. ℓ ≡ 0 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ

3 − 1, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all z ∈ V (G),

g2(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ
3 −1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; and g3(z) = f3(z) for all z ∈ V (G),

g3(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ
3 − 1, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

Subcase 1.2. ℓ ≡ 1 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4

3 , and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all z ∈ V (G),

g2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 , and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; and g3(z) = f3(z) for z ∈ V (G),

g3(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−1
3 , and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

Subcase 1.3. ℓ ≡ 2 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−5

3 , g1(yℓ) = 1 and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all

z ∈ V (G), g2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−5
3 , g2(yℓ−1) = 1 and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; and

g3(z) = f3(z) for all z ∈ V (G), g3(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2
3 , and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

In either subcase, g1, g2, g3 are RDFs of H and thus g = (g1, g2, g3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs
of H. In addition, ω(−→g ,Q) ≤ 2ℓ and each vertex of V (Q)− {y1, yℓ} is −→g -strong.

Case 2. i = j.
Assume, without loss of generality, that i = j = 1. Consider again the following situations.

Subcase 2.1. ℓ ≡ 0 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(y2) = 1, g1(y3i+4) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−6

3 , and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all

z ∈ V (G), g2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ
3 − 1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all

z ∈ V (G), g3(y1) = 1, g3(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ
3 − 1, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

Subcase 2.2. ℓ ≡ 1 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for z ∈ V (G), g1(y2) =
g1(yℓ−1) = 1, g1(y3i+4) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−7

3 , and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all

z ∈ V (G), g2(y1) = 1, g2(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 , and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z)

for all z ∈ V (G), g3(yℓ) = 1, g3(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 , and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.
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Subcase 2.3. ℓ ≡ 2 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−5

3 and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all z ∈ V (G),

g2(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2
3 , and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all z ∈ V (G),

g3(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2
3 , and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

In either subcase, g1, g2, g3 are RDFs of H and thus g = (g1, g2, g3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs
of H. Moreover, ω(−→g ,Q) ≤ 2ℓ and each vertex of V (Q)− {y1, yℓ} is −→g -strong. �

Lemma 3. Let G be a graph, u ∈ V (G) and
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) a 3-tuple of RDFs of G such

that u is
−→
f -strong.

1. If H is obtained from G by adding a cycle C3p+1 = x1x2 . . . x3p+1x1 (p ≥ 1) and

the edge ux1, then
−→
f can be extended to a 3-tuple −→g of RDFs of H such that

ω(−→g ,C3p+1) ≤ 2(3p + 1) and each vertex in V (C3p+1)− {x3p+1} is −→g -strong.

2. If H is obtained from G by adding a tailed cycle C3p+1,ℓ (p ≥ 1) and the edge uyℓ, then
−→
f can be extended to a 3-tuple −→g of RDFs of H such that ω(−→g ,C3p+1,ℓ) ≤ 2(3p+1+ℓ)
and each vertex of V (C3p+1,ℓ)− {x3p+1} is −→g -strong.

3. If H is obtained from G by adding a cycle C3p+2 = x1x2 . . . x3p+2x1 (p ≥ 1) and

the edge ux1, then
−→
f can be extended to a 3-tuple −→g of RDFs of H such that

ω(−→g ,C3p+2) ≤ 2(3p + 2) + 1 and each vertex of C3p+2, is
−→g -strong.

4. If H is obtained from G by adding a tailed cycle C3p+2,ℓ (p ≥ 1) and the edge uyℓ,

then
−→
f can be extended to a 3-tuple −→g of RDFs of H such that ω(−→g ,C3p+2,ℓ) ≤

2(3p + 2 + ℓ) + 1 and each vertex of C3p+2,ℓ, is
−→g -strong.

Proof. Since u is
−→
f -strong, let us assume, without loss of generality, that f1(u) = 2.

1) Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g2(x3p) = 1, g2(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all
z ∈ V (G), g3(x3p+1) = 1, g3(x3i+2) = 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, ω(−→g ,C3p+1) ≤ 2(3p + 1) and each vertex of V (C3p+1)− {x3p+1} is −→g -strong.

2) Consider the following cases.

Case 1. ℓ ≡ 0 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, g1(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ

3 − 1, and g1(z) = 0 otherwise;
g2(z) = f2(z) for all z ∈ V (G), g2(x3p) = 1, g2(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, g2(y3i+3) = 2
for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ

3 − 1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all z ∈ V (G), g3(x3p+1) = 1,

g3(x3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, g3(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ
3 − 1, and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

Case 2. ℓ ≡ 1 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(x3p+1) = 1, g1(x3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, g1(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4

3 , and g1(z) = 0
otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all z ∈ V (G), g1(x3p) = 1, g2(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1,
g2(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4

3 , and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all z ∈ V (G),

g3(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, g3(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−1
3 , and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.
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Case 3. ℓ ≡ 2 (mod 3).
Define the functions g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(z) = f1(z) for all z ∈ V (G),
g1(x3p) = 1, g1(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, g1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−5

3 , and g1(z) = 0
otherwise; g2(z) = f2(z) for all z ∈ V (G), g2(x3p+1) = 1, g2(x3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1,
g2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2

3 , and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(z) = f3(z) for all z ∈ V (G),

g3(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, g3(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2
3 , and g3(z) = 0 otherwise.

In either case, g1, g2, g3 are RDFs of H and thus −→g = (g1, g2, g3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs
of H. In addition, ω(−→g ,C3p+1,ℓ) ≤ 2(3p+1+ ℓ) and each vertex of V (C3p+1,ℓ)−{x3p+1} is
−→g -strong.

The proofs of the remaining items are similar and therefore omitted. �

Lemma 4. 1. Let C = v1v2 . . . vtv1 be a cycle on t ≥ 4 vertices with t ≡ 1 (mod 3).

Then C has a 3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2t + 1 and all

vertices of C but vt are
−→
f -strong.

2. Let C = v1v2 . . . vtv1 be a cycle on t ≥ 3 vertices with t ≡ 0 (mod 3). Then C has

a 3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2t and all vertices of C are

−→
f -strong.

3. Let Cm,ℓ be a tailedm-cycle withm ≡ 1 (mod 3) and V (Cm,ℓ) = {x1, x2, . . . , xm, y1, y2, . . . , yℓ},
where the xi’s induce a cycle Cm and the yi’s induce a path Pℓ. Then G has a 3-tuple

of RDFs
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2(m+ ℓ) + 1 and all vertices of Cm,ℓ but

xm are
−→
f -strong.

Proof. 1) Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (C) as follows: f1(vt−1) = 1, f1(v3i+1) = 2
for 0 ≤ i ≤ t−4

3 and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(vt) = 1, f2(v3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ t−4
3 and

f2(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(v1) = 1, f3(v3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ t−4
3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly, f1, f2, f3 are RDFs of C. Hence
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of C, with

ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2t+ 1 and all vertices of C except vt are

−→
f -strong.

2) Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (C) as follows: f1(v3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ t−3
3 and

f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(v3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ t−3
3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(v3i+3) = 2

for 0 ≤ i ≤ t−3
3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise. Clearly, f1, f2, f3 are RDFs of C. Hence

−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of C with ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2t and each vertex of C are

−→
f -strong.

3) Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (Cm,ℓ). For vertices on Cm as follows: f1(xm−1) =
1, f1(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ m−4

3 and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(xm) = 1, f2(x3i+2) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ m−4

3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ m−4
3 and f3(x) = 0

otherwise. Moreover, the fi’s are defined for the vertices on Pℓ according to ℓ as follows.
If ℓ ≡ 0 (mod 3), then f1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−3

3 and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(y3i+2) =

2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−3
3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(yℓ) = 1, f3(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−3

3 and
f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

If ℓ ≡ 1 (mod 3), then f1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(yℓ) = 1,

f2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−1

3 and
f3(x) = 0 otherwise.
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If ℓ ≡ 2 (mod 3), then f1(yℓ) = 1, f1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−5
3 and f1(x) = 0 otherwise;

f2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2
3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(y3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2

3 and
f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly, in either case f1, f2, f3 are RDFs of Cm,ℓ and thus
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple

of RDFs of Cm,ℓ. Also, ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2(m+ ℓ)+1 and all vertices of Cm,ℓ but xm are

−→
f -strong.�

Lemma 5. Let Ci = xi1x
i
2 . . . x

i
ni
xi1 be a cycle of order ni, for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}.

1. If n1 ≡ 2 (mod 3) and G is a graph obtained from C1 and C2 by identifying the

vertices x11 and x21, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1,

and all vertices of V (G)− {x22, x
2
n2
} are

−→
f -strong.

2. If n1 ≡ 2 (mod 3), n2 ≡ 1 (mod 3) and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding
either the edge x11x

2
1 or a path z1 . . . z3k (k ≥ 1) and the edges x11z1, x

2
1z3k, then G has

a 3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and each vertex of G

but x2n2
is

−→
f -strong.

3. If n1 ≡ 2 (mod 3), n2 ≡ 1 (mod 3) and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding for
k ≥ 1, a path z1 . . . z3k+1 and the edges x11z1, x

2
1z3k+1, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G but x2n2

are
−→
f -strong.

4. If n1 ≡ 2 (mod 3), n2 ≡ 1 (mod 3) and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding for
k ≥ 1 a path z1 . . . z3k+2 and the edges x11z1, x

2
1z3k+2, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G but x2n2

are
−→
f -strong.

5. If ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) for i ∈ {1, 2} and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding either
the edge x11x

2
1 or a path z1 . . . z3k (k ≥ 1) and the edges x11z1, x

2
1z3k, then G has a

3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 2 and all vertices of G are

−→
f -strong.

6. If ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) for i ∈ {1, 2} and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding a path

z1 . . . z3k+1 (k ≥ 1) and the edges x11z1, x
2
1z3k+1, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f

such that ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 2 and all vertices of G are

−→
f -strong.

7. If ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) for i ∈ {1, 2} and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding a path

z1 . . . z3k+2 (k ≥ 1) and the edges x11z1, x
2
1z3k+2, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f

such that ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 2 and all vertices of G are

−→
f -strong.

8. If n1 ≡ 2 (mod 3), n2 ≡ 0 (mod 3) and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding
either the edge x11x

2
1 or a path z1 . . . z3k (k ≥ 1) and the edges x11z1, x

2
1z3k, then G has

a 3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G)+1 and all vertices of G are

−→
f -strong.

9. If n1 ≡ 2 (mod 3), n2 ≡ 0 (mod 3) and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding a
path z1 . . . z3k+1 (k ≥ 1) and the edges x11z1, x

2
1z3k+1, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G are

−→
f -strong.

10. If n1 ≡ 2 (mod 3), n2 ≡ 0 (mod 3) and G is obtained from C1 and C2 by adding a
path z1 . . . z3k+2 (k ≥ 1) and the edges x11z1, x

2
1z3k+2, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G are

−→
f -strong.
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11. If s ≥ 3, ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) for each i and G is obtained from C1, . . . , Cs by adding a

new vertex x and the edges xx11, . . . , xx
s
1, then G has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f such that

ω(f,G) ≤ 2n(G) − s+ 4 and the vertex x is
−→
f -strong.

Proof.

1. Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (G) as follows. For vertices on C1: f1(x
1
3i+1) =

f2(x
1
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−2

3 and fi(x) = 0 otherwise, for i = 1, 2, and
f3(x

1
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−5

3 , f3(x
1
1) = 2, and f3(x) = 0 otherwise. Now for

vertices on C2 but x21:

If n2 ≡ 0 (mod 3), then let f1(x
2
3i+4) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−6

3 and f1(x) = 0
otherwise; f2(x

2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−3

3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise; f3(x
2
3i+2) = 2

for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−3
3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

If n2 ≡ 1 (mod 3), then let f1(x
2
3i+4) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−7

3 , f1(x
2
n2−1) = 1 and

f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(x
2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise;
f3(x

2
n2
) = 1, f3(x

2
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

If n2 ≡ 2 (mod 3), then let f1(x
2
3i+4) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−5

3 and f1(x) = 0
otherwise; f2(x

2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−5

3 , f2(x
2
n2
) = 1 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise;

f3(x
2
3) = f3(x

2
n2−1) = 1, f3(x

2
3i+5) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−8

3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

In either case, f1, f2 and f3 are RDFs of G. Hence ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G)+1, and all vertices

of V (G)− {x22, x
2
n2
} are

−→
f -strong.

2. Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (G) as follows: f1(x
1
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤

i ≤ n1−2
3 , f1(z3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f1(x

2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3
and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(x

1
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−2

3 , f2(z3i+2) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f2(x

2
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 , f2(x
2
n2
) = 1 and f2(x) = 0

otherwise; f3(x
1
n1
) = 1, f3(x

1
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−5

3 , f3(z3i+1) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f3(x

2
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 , f3(x
2
n2−1) = 2 and f3(x) = 0

otherwise.

Clearly f1, f2 and f3 are RDFs of G, and thus
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs

of G. Moreover, ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and each vertex of G but x2n2

is
−→
f -strong.

3. Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (G) as follows: f1(x
1
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤

n1−2
3 , f1(z3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k−1, f1(x

2
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 , f1(x
2
n2
) = 1

and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(x
1
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−2

3 , f2(z3i+2) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f2(x

2
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 , f2(x
2
n2−1) = 1 and f2(x) = 0

otherwise; f3(x
1
n1
) = 1, f3(x

1
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−5

3 , f3(z3i+1) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ k, f3(x

2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly f1, f2 and f3 are RDFs of G and thus
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of

G. Also, ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and all vertices of G but x2n2

are
−→
f -strong.

4. Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (G) as follows: f1(x
1
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤

i ≤ n1−2
3 , f1(z3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f1(x

2
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 ,
f3(x

2
n2−1) = 1 and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(x

1
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−2

3 ,

f2(z3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k, f2(x
2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 and f2(x) = 0
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otherwise; f3(x
1
n1
) = 1, f3(x

1
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−5

3 , f3(z3i+1) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ k, f3(x

2
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−4

3 , f3(x
2
n2
) = 1 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly f1, f2 and f3 are RDFs of G and thus
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of

G. Also, ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 and each vertex of G but x2n2

is
−→
f -strong.

5. Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (G) as follows: f1(x
1
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤

n1−2
3 , f1(z3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k−1, f1(x

2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−5

3 , f1(x
2
n2
) = 1

and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(x
1
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−2

3 , f2(z3i+2) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f2(x

2
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−2

3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise;
f3(x

1
n1
) = 1, f3(x

1
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−5

3 , f3(z3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1,
f3(x

2
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−2

3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Clearly f1, f2 and f3 are RDFs of G and thus
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of

G. Further, ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G) + 2 and all vertices of G are

−→
f -strong.

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

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

8. Define the functions f1, f2 and f3 on V (G) as follows: f1(x
1
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤

i ≤ n1−2
3 , f1(z3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f1(x

2
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−3

3
and f1(x) = 0 otherwise; f2(x

1
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−2

3 , f2(z3i+2) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, f2(x

2
3i+2) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−3

3 and f2(x) = 0 otherwise;
f3(x

1
n1
) = 1, f3(x

1
3i+3) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n1−5

3 , f3(z3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1,
f3(x

2
3i+1) = 2 for each 0 ≤ i ≤ n2−3

3 and f3(x) = 0 otherwise.

Then f1, f2 and f3 are RDFs of G and thus
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of

G with the desired property.

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

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

11. Define the function f1 by f1(x) = 2, f1(x
j
nj ) = 1 for each 1 ≤ j ≤ s, f1(x

j
i ) = 2 for

each j and each i ≡ 0 (mod 3), and f1(y) = 0 otherwise, and set
−→
f = (f1, f1, f1).

Clearly f1 is an RDF of G and thus
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) is a 3-tuple of RDFs of G such

that ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G)− s+ 4 and the vertex x is

−→
f -strong as desired. �

Lemma 6. Let H be a graph obtained from a cycle C3p+2 = x1x2 . . . x3p+2x1 and a path
Q = y1 . . . yℓ where ℓ ≡ 1 or 2 (mod 3) by adding the edge y1x1 and joining yℓ to some
vertices in V (C3p+2)− {x1} with the condition that:

(a) if ℓ ≡ 1 (mod 3) and yℓxj ∈ E(H), then j 6≡ 2 (mod 3),

(b) if ℓ ≡ 2 (mod 3) and yℓxj ∈ E(H), then j ≡ 2 (mod 3).

Then there exists a 3-tuple −→g = (g1, g2, g3) of RDF of H such that ω(−→g ,H) ≤ 2n(H)+1
and each vertex of H but y1, yℓ is −→g -strong.
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Proof. First let ℓ ≡ 1 (mod 3) and yℓxj ∈ E(H). Define the functions g1, 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(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p, g1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 , and

g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(x3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p, g2(yℓ) = 1, g2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 ,

and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(x1) = 2, g3(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, g3(y3i+2) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4

3 , and g1(z) = 0 otherwise.

If j ≡ 1 (mod 3), then let g1(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p, g1(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 , and

g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(x3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p, g2(yℓ) = 1, g2(y3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4
3 ,

and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(x1) = 2, g3(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, g3(y3i+3) = 2 for
0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−4

3 , and g1(z) = 0 otherwise.
Second, let ℓ ≡ 2 (mod 3) and yℓxj ∈ E(H), where j ≡ 2 (mod 3). Define the functions

g1, g2 and g3 on V (H) as follows: g1(xp) = 1, g1(x3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p− 1, g1(y3i+1) = 2
for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−2

3 , and g1(z) = 0 otherwise; g2(x3i+2) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p, g2(y3i+2) = 2

for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−5
3 , g2(yℓ−1) = 1, and g2(z) = 0 otherwise; g3(x3i+1) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ p,

g3(y3i+3) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ−5
3 , g3(yℓ) = 1, and g1(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
with the desired property. �

3 Partial answer to Conjecture 1

In this section, we give a positive answer to Conjecture 1 for some particular graphs. We
start with the following two lemmas.

Lemma 7. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer and let G be a connected graph with δ ≥ 2, which does
not contain neither any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles nor any cycle of length ≡ 0
(mod 3). Let C be a cycle of G with length ℓ(C) ≡ 2 (mod 3). Then

1. if C is induced in G, then ℓ(C) ≥ 3k + 5, and

2. if C is not induced in G, then ℓ(C) ≥ 6k + 8.

Proof. Item (1) is immediate since G does not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-
cycles and ℓ(C) ≡ 2 (mod 3). To prove item (2), let C = v1v2 . . . v3p+2v1 be a cycle which is
not induced inG. Hence C has a chord, say without loss of generality, v1vi ∈ E(G). Consider
the two paths P = vi+1vi+2 . . . v3p+2v1 and Q = v2v3 . . . vi. Let n(P ) and n(Q) denote the
order of P and Q, respectively. Clearly n(P ) + n(Q) = 3p+ 2. Now, if n(P ) ≡ 0 (mod 3),
then v1v2v3 . . . viv1 is a cycle of length ≡ 0 (mod 3), contradicting the fact that G has no
cycle of such length. Hence n(P ) 6≡ 0 (mod 3), and likewise n(Q) 6≡ 0 (mod 3). Moreover,
since n(P ) + n(Q) = 3p + 2, we deduce that n(P ) 6≡ 2 (mod 3) and n(Q) 6≡ 2 (mod 3).
Hence n(P ) ≡ 1 (mod 3) and n(Q) ≡ 1 (mod 3). Consider the cycles C1 = v1v2v3 . . . viv1
and C2 = v1vivi+1 . . . v3p+2v1. Then ℓ(C1) ≡ 2 (mod 3) and ℓ(C2) ≡ 2 (mod 3). If C1 and
C2 are induced in G, then by item (1) we have i ≥ 3k + 5 and 3p + 4 − i ≥ 3k + 5 and
thus ℓ(C) = 3p + 2 ≥ 3k + 5 + i − 2 ≥ 3k + 5 + 3k + 5 − 2 = 6k + 8. Hence we assume
that C1 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 (C1)| = i ≥ 3k + 5. If C2

is an induced cycle, then by item (1) we have 3p + 4 − i ≥ 3k + 5 and so ℓ(C) = 3p + 2 ≥
3k + 5 + i − 2 ≥ 3k + 5 + 3k + 5 − 2 = 6k + 8. Now if C2 is not an induced cycle, then a
similar argument as above shows that G[V (C2)] has an induced cycle of length ≡ 2 (mod 3)
yielding also ℓ(C) ≥ 6k + 8. �
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Lemma 8. Let G be a connected graph with minimum degree δ ≥ 2 and let G1 and G2 be
two non-null subgraphs of G such that V (G) = V (G1) ∪ V (G2). Then one of the following
holds:

1. G1 has a path P = v1 . . . vt such that both v1 and vt have neighbors in G2 and NG(v1)∪
NG(vt) ⊆ V (G2) ∪ V (P ).

2. G1 has a cycle C = v1v2 . . . vtv1 such that v1 has neighbors in G2 and NG(vt) ⊆
V (G2) ∪ V (C).

3. G1 contains a tailed m-cycle, say Cm,ℓ, such that yℓ is adjacent to some vertex in G2

and NG(x2) ∪NG(xm) ⊆ V (G2) ∪ V (Cm,ℓ).

Proof. Let P be the family of all longest paths (not necessarily induced) in G1 such that at
least one of their end-points has a neighbor in G2 and let Q = {v ∈ V (G) | there is a path
v1, . . . , vt(= v) ∈ P such that v1 has a neighbor in G2}. Choose a vertex v ∈ Q such that
the length of its corresponding path P = v1, . . . , vt(= v) ∈ P is as long as possible.

First let v be adjacent to some vertex in G2. By the definition of set Q, we have v1 ∈ Q,
and from the choice of v we deduce that NG(v1)∪NG(vt) ⊆ V (G2)∪ V (P ). Hence item (1)
holds. Suppose now v has no neighbor in G2. It follows from the choice of v and the fact
δ ≥ 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 v1, then clearly NG(vt) ⊆ V (P ) and
thus item (2) holds. Hence we assume that j 6= 1. Then v1 . . . vj...vt−1vvj is a tailed cycle
contained in G1. Observe that the path with endvertices v1 and vj+1 starting from v1 to
vj and then passing through vt to vj+1 is also a longest path with same length as P. Since
v = vt has no neighbor in G2, we may assume by analogy that vj+1 has no neighbor in G2

and thus all its neighbors are on P which forms a tailed cycle and thus item (3) holds. �

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).

Then γR(G) ≤ (4k+8)n
6k+11 .

Proof. Let Q = z1z2 . . . zr be a longest path in G. If V (G) = V (Q), then we have

γR(G) ≤ 2n+1
3 < (4k+8)n

6k+11 . Hence, we assume that V (Q) $ V (G). By the choice of Q we
have NG(z1) ∪ NG(zr) ⊆ V (Q). Since δ(G) ≥ 2, z1 is adjacent to some zj with j ≡ 1
(mod 3), because G has no cycle with length ≡ 0 or 2 (mod 3). Let G0

2 be the graph
obtained from the path Q to which we add the edge z1zj and let G0

1 be the graph induced
by V (G) − V (G0

2). Observe that G0
2 is a tailed j-cycle Cj,r−j. By Lemma 4-(3), G0

2 has a

3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2r + 1 and all vertices of Cj,r−j but z1

are
−→
f -strong. According to Lemma 8, we consider the following three possibilities.

(a) G0
1 has a path P = v1 . . . vt such that v1, vt are adjacent to some vertices in V (G0

2) −
{z1, zt}, say u, v (possibly u = v) and NG(v1) ∪NG(vt) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (P ).
Let G1

2 be the graph obtained from G0
2 and the path P by adding the edges v1u, vtv.

By Lemma 2,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple of RDFs −→g of G1

2 such that ω(−→g , P ) ≤

2n(P ) and each vertex in V (P ) − {v1, vt} is −→g -strong. Note that ω(−→g ) = ω(
−→
f ) +

ω(−→g , P ) ≤ 2n(G1
2) + 1.
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(b) G0
1 has a cycle C = v1, . . . , vtv1 such that v1 is adjacent to a vertex in G0

2, say u, and
NG(vt) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (C).
Since G has no cycle of length ≡ 0 or 2 (mod 3), we have t ≡ 1 (mod 3). Let G1

2

be the graph obtained from G0
2 and the cycle C by adding the edge v1u. By Lemma

3,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple of RDFs −→g of G1

2 such that ω(g,C) ≤ 2n(C)
and each vertex in V (C) − {vt} is −→g -strong. In addition, it is clear that ω(−→g ) ≤

ω(
−→
f ) + ω(−→g ,C) ≤ 2n(G1

2) + 1.

(c) G0
1 contains a tailed m-cycle Cm,ℓ, such that yℓ is adjacent to some vertex in G0

2, say
u, and NG(x2) ∪NG(xm) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (Cm,ℓ).
As above in (b), since G has no cycle of length ≡ 0 or 2 (mod 3), we have m ≡ 1
(mod 3). Let G1

2 be the graph obtained from G0
2 and the tailed m-cycle Cm,ℓ by adding

the edge uyℓ. By Lemma 3,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple of RDFs −→g of G1

2 such
that ω(−→g ,Cm,ℓ) ≤ 2n(Cm,ℓ) and each vertex of Cm,ℓ but xm is −→g -strong. Therefore,
we also have ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G1

2) + 1.

Now, let G1
1 = G−G1

2. By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs G

that is
−→
h = (h1, h2, h3) such that ω(

−→
h ) ≤ 2n(G)+1 ≤ 3n(4k+8)

6k+8 . Therefore, ω(hj) ≤
n(4k+8)
6k+8

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.

Then γR(G) ≤ (4k+8)n
6k+11 .

Proof. Assume that the vertices of the cycle C with length ≡ 0 (mod 3) are labelled by

z1z2 . . . zrz1. If V (G) = V (C), then clearly γR(G) ≤ 2n
3 < (4k+8)n

6k+11 . Hence, we assume that

V (C) $ V (G). Let G0
2 = C and let G0

1 be the graph induced by V (G)−V (G0
2). By Lemma

4, G0
2 has a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2r and all vertices of C are

−→
f -strong. Now, according to Lemma 8, we consider the following three possibilities.

(a) G0
1 has a path P = v1 . . . vt such that v1, vt have neighbors in V (G2), say u, v (possibly
u = v), and NG(v1) ∪NG(vt) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (P ).
Let G1

2 be the graph obtained from G0
2 and the path P by adding the edges v1u and

vtv. By Lemma 2,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple of RDFs −→g of G1

2 such that
ω(g, P ) ≤ 2n(P ) = 2t and each vertex in V (P ) − {v1, vt} is −→g -strong. In this case,

we have ω(−→g ) = ω(
−→
f ) + ω(−→g , P ) ≤ 2n(G1

2).

(b) G0
1 has a cycle C ′ = v1, . . . , vtv1 such that v1 is adjacent to a vertex in G0

2, say u, and
NG(vt) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (C ′).
By assumption, we have t ≡ 1 (mod 3). Let G1

2 be the graph obtained from G0
2 and

the cycle C ′ by adding the edge v1u. By Lemma 3,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple

of RDFs −→g of G1
2 such that ω(−→g ,C ′) ≤ 2n(C ′) = 2t and each vertex in V (C ′)− {vt}

is −→g -strong. Moreover, we also obtain ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G1
2).

(c) G0
1 contains a tailed m-cycle Cm,ℓ, such that yℓ is adjacent to some vertex in G0

2, say
u, and NG(x2) ∪NG(xm) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (Cm,ℓ).
As above, m ≡ 1 (mod 3). Let G1

2 be the graph obtained from G0
2 and the tailed
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m-cycle Cm,ℓ by adding the edge uyℓ. By Lemmas 3,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple

of RDFs −→g of G1
2 such that such that ω(−→g ,Cm,ℓ) ≤ 2n(Cm,ℓ) and each vertex of Cm,ℓ

but xm is −→g -strong. In addition, we have ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G1
2).

Let G1
1 = G−G1

2. By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs G that

is
−→
h = (h1, h2, h3) such that ω(

−→
h ) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 ≤ 3n(4k+8)

6k+8 . Therefore ω(fj) ≤
n(4k+8)
6k+8 for

some j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and this completes the proof. �

Theorem 11. Let k ≥ 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, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-
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 γR(G) ≤ (4k+8)n
6k+11 .

Proof. Let C = z1z2 . . . zpz1 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

γR(G) ≤ 2n+2
3 < (4k+8)n

6k+11 . Hence, we can assume that V (C) $ V (G).
First assume there is either a cycle C ′ = x1x2 . . . xmx1 such that x1 is adjacent to a

vertex of C, say z1, and NG(xm) ⊆ V (C) ∪ V (C ′), or a tailed m-cycle Cm,ℓ in G such that
yℓ is adjacent to a vertex of C, say z1, and NG(xm) ⊆ V (C) ∪ V (Cm,ℓ). By assumption
m ≡ 1 (mod 3). Let G0

2 = C + C ′ + x1z1 or G0
2 = C + Cm.ℓ + yℓz1 (depending on which

situation occurs, the first or the second one), and let G0
1 = G−G0

2. By Lemma 5, G0
2 has a

3-tuple of RDFs
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G0

2)+1 and all vertices of G0
2 but xm

are
−→
f -strong. Considering our assumption and Lemma 8, one of the following situations

holds.

(a) G0
1 has a path P = v1, . . . , vt such that v1 and vt are adjacent to some vertices in
V (G0

2), say u, v (possibly u = v) and NG(v1) ∪ NG(vt) ⊆ V (G0
2) ∪ V (P ). We note

that xm /∈ {u, v}, since C ′ or Cm,ℓ has been chosen so that xm satisfies NG(xm) ⊆

V (C) ∪ V (Cm,ℓ). Hence u and v are
−→
f -strong.

Let G1
2 be the graph obtained from G0

2 and the path P by adding the edges v1u, vtv.

By Lemma 2,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple −→g such that ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G1

2) + 1 and
all vertices of V (P )− {v1, vt} are −→g -strong.

(b) G0
1 has a cycle C ′′ = v1, . . . , vtv1 such that v1 is adjacent to a vertex in G0

2, say u, and
NG(vt) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (C ′′). A same argument as in item (a) shows that u 6= xm, and

thus u is
−→
f -strong.

By assumption, we have t ≡ 1 (mod 3). Let G1
2 be the graph obtained from G0

2 and

the cycle C ′′ by adding the edge v1u. By Lemma 3,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple

−→g such that ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G1
2) + 1 and each vertex V (C ′′)− {vt} is −→g -strong.

(c) G0
1 contains a tailed m′-cycle Cm′,ℓ′ , such that yℓ′ is adjacent to some vertex in G0

2, say

u, and NG(x2)∪NG(xm) ⊆ V (G0
2)∪ V (Cm′,ℓ′). Note that u 6= xm and u is

−→
f -strong.

As above m′ ≡ 1 (mod 3). Let G1
2 be the graph obtained from G0

2 and the tailed cycle

Cm′,ℓ′ by adding the edge uyℓ′ . By Lemma 3,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple −→g such

that ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G1
2) + 1 and all vertices of V (Cm′,ℓ′)− {xm′} are −→g -strong.
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Let G1
1 = G − G1

2. By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs
−→
g′ =

(g′1, g
′
2, g

′
3) such that ω(

−→
g′ ) ≤ 2n(G)+1 ≤ 3n(4k+8)

6k+8 . It follows that ω(g′j) ≤
n(4k+8)
6k+8 for some

j ∈ {1, 2, 3} as desired.
Next we can assume that there is neither a cycle C ′ = (x1x2 . . . xmx1) such that x1 is

adjacent to a vertex in C and NG(xm) ⊆ V (C)∪V (C ′), nor a tailed m-cycle Cm,ℓ withm ≡ 1
(mod 3) in G such that yℓ is adjacent to a vertex in C and NG(xm) ⊆ V (C) ∪ V (Cm,ℓ).
Let H0

2 = C and H0
1 = G − H0

2 . It follows from Lemma 8 and the assumptions that H0
1

has a path P = v1, . . . , vt such that v1, vt are adjacent to some vertices in V (H0
2 ), say z1, zj

(possibly j = 1) and NG(v1) ∪NG(vt) ⊆ V (H0
2 ) ∪ V (P ). We consider the following cases.

Case 1. j = 1.
Let G1

2 be the graph obtained from H0
2 and the path P by adding the edges v1z1, vtz1 and let

G1
1 = G−G1

2. By Lemma 5-(1), G1
2 has a triple

−→g of RDFs such that ω(
−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G1

2)+1 and
all vertices of G1

2 but v1, vt are
−→g -strong. If V (G) = V (G1

2) (and hence G1
1 is empty), then

the result follows. Hence, assume that V (G) 6= V (G1
2). By the assumptions and Lemma 8,

we deduce that G1
1 has a path P ′ = v′1, . . . , v

′
t′ such that v′1, v

′
t′ are adjacent to some vertices

in V (G1
2), say u, v (possibly u = v) and NG(v

′
1) ∪ NG(v

′
t′) ⊆ V (G1

2) ∪ V (P ′). Let G2
2 be

obtained from G1
2 and the path P ′ by adding the edges v′1u, v

′
t′v and let G2

1 = G−G2
2. Note

that v1, vt /∈ {u, v} and thus u, v are −→g -strong. By Lemma 2, −→g can be extended to a

3-triple
−→
g′ such that ω(

−→
f2) ≤ 2n(G2

2) + 1 and all vertices of V (P ′)−{v′1, v
′
t′} are

−→
g′ -strong.

By repeating the above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs
−→
g∗ = (g∗1 , g

∗
2 , g

∗
3) such that

ω(
−→
g∗) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 ≤ 3n(4k+8)

6k+8 . It follows that ω(g∗r ) ≤ n(4k+8)
6k+8 for some r ∈ {1, 2, 3} as

desired.

Case 2. j 6= 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 6≡ 2 (mod 3). Let G1

2 be the graph
obtained from H0

2 and the path P by adding the edges v1z1, vtzj and let G1
1 = G−G1

2. By

Lemma 6, G1
2 has a triple

−→
f of RDFs such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G1

2) + 1 and all vertices of G1
2

but v1, vt are
−→
f1-strong. As in Case 1, we can obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
g∗ = (g∗1 , g

∗
2 , g

∗
3)

such that ω(
−→
g∗) ≤ 2n(G) + 1 ≤ 3n(4k+8)

6k+8 yielding the desired result.

Subcase 2.2. t ≡ 2 (mod 3).
Observe that if j ≡ 0 (mod 3), then z1v1...vtzjzj+1...zpz1 would be a cycle of length ≡ 0
(mod 3), a contradiction, and if j ≡ 1 (mod 3), then z1v1...vtzjzj−1...z2z1 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 G0
1 have length ≡ 0

(mod 3).

Subcase 2.3. t ≡ 0 (mod 3).
Considering the cycles generated by C + P + v1z1 + vtzj and that fact that G has no
cycle of length ≡ 0 (mod 3), we deduce that j ≡ 2 (mod 3). Let C1 = (z1z2 . . . zpz1),
C2 = (z1v1v2 . . . vtzjzj−1 . . . z2z1) and C3 = (z1v1v2 . . . vtzjzj+1 . . . zpz1). Clearly the cycles
C1, C2, C3 are all of length ≡ 2 (mod 3).

Assume first that C1 is not an induced cycle in G. Then by Lemma 7 and considering
the ear we have n(C1 ∪ C2) ≥ 6k + 11. Let G0

2 = C1 ∪ C2 and G0
1 = G − G0

2. It is

not hard to see that G0
2 has a 3-tuple

−→
f of RDFs such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(G0

2) + 2 and all
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vertices of G0
2 but v1, vt are

−→
f -strong. If V (G) = V (G0

2), then the result follows. Hence
assume that V (G) 6= V (G0

2). By the assumptions and Lemma 8, we deduce that G0
1 has

a path P ′ = v′1, . . . , v
′
t′ such that v′1, v

′
t′ are adjacent to some vertices in V (G0

2), say u, v
(possibly u = v) and NG(v

′
1) ∪ NG(v

′
t′) ⊆ V (G0

2) ∪ V (P ′). Note that u, v /∈ {v1, vt} since

NG(v1) ∪ NG(vt) ⊆ V (H0
2 ) ∪ V (P ). Thus u, v are

−→
f -strong. Now, let G1

2 be the graph
obtained from G1

2 and the path P ′ by adding the edges v′1u, v
′
t′v and let G1

1 = G−G1
2. By

Lemma 2,
−→
f can be extended to a 3-triple −→g such that ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G2

2)+1 and all vertices

of P ′ but v′1, v
′
t′ are

−→
f2-strong. By repeating above process, we obtain a 3-tuple of RDFs

−→
g∗ = (g∗1 , g

∗
2 , g

∗
3) such that ω(

−→
g∗) ≤ 2n(G) + 2 ≤ 3n(4k+8)

6k+8 . It follows that ω(
−→
g∗j ) ≤

n(4k+8)
6k+8

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 C2 is also induced.
Let G0

2 = C1 ∪C2 and G1
2 = G−G0

2. There are the following two possibilities.

• V (G) = V (G0
2).

Suppose n(C1) = 3t1 + 2 and t = 3t2. Using the fact that n ≥ 6k + 9, we obtain

n = n(C1) + t
= 3t1 + 2 + 3t2
≥ 3(2k + 3)

implying that t1 + t2 ≥ 2k+3− 2/3. Since t1 + t2 is integer, we deduce that t1 + t2 ≥

2k + 3, and thus n ≥ 6k + 11. Now, it is easy to see that γR(G) ≤ 2n+2
3 ≤ (4k+8)n

6k+11 .

• V (G0
2) $ V (G).

Clearly G0
2 has a triple

−→
f0 of RDFs such that ω(

−→
f0) ≤ n(G0

2) + 2 and all vertices

of G0
2 but v1, vt are

−→
f0-strong. By the assumptions and Lemma 8, we deduce that

G0
1 has a path P1 = v11, . . . , v

1
q1 such that v11 , v

1
q1 are adjacent to some vertices in

V (G0
2), say u, v (possibly u = v) and NG(v

1
1) ∪ NG(v

1
q1) ⊆ V (G1

2) ∪ V (P1). Recall

that u, v ∈ {v1, vt} and thus they are
−→
f0-strong. Moreover, since every cycle of G

intersects C1, we have V (C1) ∩ {u, v} 6= ∅. Hence vertices u, v may belong to C1,
C2 or C3. Now, seeing Case 1 and Subcase 2.1 and 2.2, we may assume that q1 ≡ 0
(mod 3). Let q1 = 3q′1 and let G1

2 be the graph obtained from G0
2 and the path P1 by

adding the edges v11u, v
1
q1v and let G1

1 = G − G1
2. By Lemma 2,

−→
f0 can be extended

to a 3-triple
−→
f1 of G1

2 such that ω(
−→
f1) ≤ 2n(G1

2) + 2 and all vertices of P1 but v11, v
1
q1

are
−→
f1-strong. If V (G) = V (G1

2), then n = 3t1 + 3t2 + 3q′1 + 2. As above we can

see that n ≥ 6k + 11, implying that γR(G) ≤ 2n+2
3 ≤ (4k+8)n

6k+11 . Hence assume that

V (G1
2) $ V (G). By the assumptions and Lemma 8, we deduce that G1

1 has a path
P2 = v21 , . . . , v

2
q2 such that v21, v

2
q2 are adjacent to some vertices in V (G1

2), say u′, v′

(possibly u′ = v′) and NG(v
2
1) ∪ NG(v

2
q2) ⊆ V (G1

2) ∪ V (P2). Since every cycle of G
intersects C1, we have V (C1) ∩ {u′, v′} 6= ∅. On the other hand, we note that u′, v′

lies on a cycle of length ≡ 2 (mod 3). Seeing Case 1 and Subcase 2.1 and 2.2, we may
assume that q2 ≡ 0 (mod 3). Let q2 = 3q′2 and let G2

2 be the graph obtained from G1
2

and the path P2 by adding the edges v21u, v
2
q2v and let G2

1 = G − G2
2. By Lemma 2,

−→
f1 can be extended to a 3-triple

−→
f2 such that ω(

−→
f2) ≤ 2n(G2

2) + 2 and all of P2 but

v21 , v
2
q2 are

−→
f2-strong. If V (G) = V (G2

2), then n = 3t1 + 3t2 + 3q′1 + 3q′2 + 2. As above

14



we can see that n ≥ 6k + 11, implying that γR(G) ≤ 2n+2
3 ≤ (4k+8)n

6k+11 . Hence suppose

that V (Gk
2) $ V (G). By repeating the above process, we obtain a subgraph Gk

2 with

n(Gk
2) ≥ 6k+11 and having a 3-tuple

−→
fk of RDFs such that ω(

−→
fk) ≤ 2n(G2

k) + 2 and

all vertices of Gk
2 with a neighbor outside of Gk

2 are
−→
fk-strong. If V (G) = V (Gk

2), then
the result follows immediately. Otherwise, let Gk

1 = G − V (Gk
2). Now using Lemma

2 we can obtain extend Gk
2 to a subgraph Gk+1

2 by adding an ear in Gk
1 and extend

−→
fk to a 3-tuple

−−→
fk+1 of RDFs such that ω(

−−→
fk+1) ≤ 2n(G2

k+1) + 2 and all vertices of

Gk+1
2 with a neighbor outside of Gk+1

2 are
−−→
fk+1-strong. By repeating this process we

obtain a 3-tuple g of RDFs of G such that ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G) + 2 and this leads to the
result as above. �

4 Some more lemmas

Let Fi be the family of all cycles of length ≡ i (mod 3) with i ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Let F0,2 be the
family of all connected graphs obtained from a cycle C of F0 and a cycle C ′ of F2 by joining
a vertex x of C a vertex y of C ′ by either an edge xy 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 F2 by adding an edge between
them; and let F3 be the family of all graphs G obtained from a graph G′ in F0,2 and a
graph G′′ in F2,2 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 Br,s (r + s ≥ 2) be the family of connected graphs obtained from r tailed cycles
Cn1,ℓ1 , . . . , Cnr ,ℓr and s cycles Cm1

, . . . , Cms , where ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) and mj ≡ 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 Cni,ℓi and to one vertex of each cycle Cmj

. Moreover,
each of the s cycles will be called a near cycle of z. Let E = ∪r,s≥0;r+s≥2Br,s.

Lemma 12. Let G 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 G1 (possibly null) and G2 such that V (G) = V (G1)∪V (G2), G1 has
no cycle of F and each component of G2 is in F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ E .

Proof. The proof is by induction on the number of cycles in F . First let |F| = 2 with
F = {C1, C2}. Since G is connected, let P be a shortest path joining a vertex of C1 to
a vertex of C2. If both C1, C2 have length ≡ 0 (mod 3), then let G2 = C1 ∪ C2 and if
one of the two cycles has length ≡ 2 (mod 3), then let G2 = C1 + C2 + P . Assume that
G1 = G − V (G1). Clearly G1 has no cycle of F and each component of G2 belongs to
F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ E , establishing the base case.
Next let |F| = 3 and F = {C1, C2, C3}. Assume that Ci = xi1x

i
2 . . . x

i
ni
xi1 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

If each cycle of F has length ≡ 0 (mod 3), then let G2 = C1 ∪ C2 ∪ C3 and G1 = G−G2.
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 C1 to a vertex in C2 or C3. Assume,
without loss of generality, that P joins C1 and C2, where P = (x11 =)z0z1...zk(= x21). If C3

has length ≡ 0 (mod 3), then by setting G2 = (C1 ∪ C2 ∪ P ) ∪ C3 and G1 = G − G2, it
is clear that the result holds. Hence we assume that C3 has length ≡ 2 (mod 3). Now, let
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Q = (x31 =)y0y1...ys be a shortest path joining a vertex of C3 to a vertex ys belonging to
V (C1)∪V (C2)∪V (P ). Assume that ys ∈ V (P )−{x11, x

2
1}, say ys = zm. If C2 has length ≡ 0

(mod 3), then by setting G2 = (C1 ∪C3 ∪ P ′)∪C2, with P ′ = (x11 =)z0z1...zm, ys−1, . . . , y0,
and G1 = G − G2, we get the desired result. Hence we assume that C2 has length ≡ 2
(mod 3). In this case, the result holds by letting G2 = C1∪C2∪C3∪P ∪Q and G1 = G−G2.
Finally, assume, without loss of generality, that ys ∈ C2, say ys = x2j (possibly j = 1). Let

G2 = C1Px21 . . . x
2
jQC3 and G1 = G −G2. Note that G2belongs to B0,2 ∪ B1,1, and clearly

the desired result holds.
Assume now that |F| ≥ 4. If all cycles in F have length ≡ 0 (mod 3), then the subgraphs

G2 = ∪
|F|
i=1Ci and G1 = G − G2 satisfy the conditions and the result holds. Hence we

assume that one of the cycles in F , say C0, has length ≡ 2 (mod 3). Let F ′ = F − {C0}
and let G1 = G− V (C0). We consider two cases.

Case 1. G1 is connected.
Then F ′ is a family of disjoint cycles of length ≡ 0, 2 (mod 3) in G1 with |F ′| ≥ 2. By
the induction hypothesis, G1 has two disjoint subgraphs G′

1 (possibly null) and G′
2 such

that V (G1) = V (G′
1) ∪ V (G′

2), G
′
1 has no cycle of F ′, where each component of G′

2 is in
F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ E . Let H1, . . . ,Hp be the components of G′

2. Suppose without loss of
generality that P := (x01 =)v0v1 . . . vt is a shortest path between V (C0) and V (G′

2) in G
where vt ∈ V (G′

2). Without loss of generality, assume that vt ∈ V (H1). If H1 ∈ F0, then let
H ′

1 = H1+P+C0 and clearly the two subgraphs G2 = H ′
1∪H2∪. . . Hp and G1 = G−V (G2)

satisfy the conditions and result follows. For the next, we can assume that H1 contains at
least two cycles. We distinguish the following.

Subcase 1.1. H1 ∈ F2,2.
Suppose H1 is obtained from two cycles C1 = x11 . . . x

1
m1

x11 and C2 = x21 . . . x
2
m2

x21 by adding
a path Q = (x11 =)z0z1 . . . zt(= x21). We further assume, without loss of generality, that
vt = x2j ∈ V (C2). Let H ′

1 be the graph obtained from C0 ∪ C1 to which we add the

path Px2j−1 . . . x
2
2Q, in other words, H ′

1 is obtained from C0 +P +H1 by removing vertices

x2j+1, ..., x
2
m2

. Note thatH ′
1 belongs to either F0,2 or B0,2∪B1,1. Now let G′′

2 = H ′
1∪H2∪. . . Hp

and G′′
1 = G−G′′

2 . Then the subgraphs G′′
2 and G′′

1 satisfy the conditions and result follows.

Subcase 1.2. H1 ∈ F0,2.
Using an argument similar to that described in the case |F| = 3, we can obtain two sub-
graphs G′′

2 and G′′
1 satisfying the conditions and yielding the desired result.

Subcase 1.3. H1 ∈ Br,s where r + s ≥ 2.
Let z∗ be the special vertex of H1. If vt = z∗, then H ′

1 = H1 + P + C0 is a subgraph
belonging to E and thus the subgraphs G2 = H ′

1 ∪H2 ∪ . . . Hp and G1 = G− V (G2) satisfy
the conditions and the result follows. Hence we assume that vt 6= z∗. First let r+s = 2. Then
H1 is obtained from two cycles C1 = x11 . . . x

1
m1

x11 and C2 = x21 . . . x
2
m2

x21 by adding a path
Q = (x11 =)z0z1 . . . zt(= x21),where t ≥ 2. If vt ∈ {z1, . . . , zt−1}, then let H ′

1 = H1 + C0 + P.
Clearly, H ′

1 ∈ Br,s where r + s = 3, and thus the subgraphs G2 = H ′
1 ∪ H2 ∪ . . . Hp and

G1 = G − V (G2) satisfy the conditions and the result yields. Now, suppose, without loss
of generality, that vt = x2j ∈ V (C2). Let H1 be obtained C0 ∪C1 to which we add the path

Px2j−1 . . . x
2
2Q, and set G′′

2 = H ′
1∪H2∪ . . . Hp and G′′

1 = G−G′′
2 . Clearly, G

′′
1 and G′′

2 satisfy
the condition and the desired result follows.

Now let r + s ≥ 3. Assume that vt belongs to one of the s+ r cycles of H1, say C ′.
Let H ′

1 = C ′ + C0 + P and H ′′
1 be the graph obtained from H1 by deleting the vertices of

V (C ′) and the path (if any) joining z∗ to V (C ′) in H1. Note that H ′
1 belongs to either
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F2,2 or B0,2 ∪ B1,1. Now the subgraphs G2 = H ′
1 ∪H ′′

1 ∪H2 ∪ . . . Hp and G1 = G − V (G2)
satisfy the conditions and the desired result holds. Assume that vt belongs to a path
on a tailed cycle Cm,ℓ of H1, and let P ′ be the subpath between vt and the cycle C ′ of
Cm,ℓ. Let H ′

1 = C ′ + C0 + P + P ′ and H ′′
1 be the graph obtained from H1 by deleting

the vertices of V (Cm,ℓ). Note that H ′
1 belongs to either F2,2 or B0,2. Now the subgraphs

G2 = H ′
1 ∪ H ′′

1 ∪H2 ∪ . . . Hp and G1 = G − V (G2) satisfy the conditions and the desired
result holds.

Case 2. G1 is disconnected.
Let M1, . . . ,Mt be the components of G1. Assume first that a component Mi contains all
cycles of F − {C0}, say M1. Let K be the subgraph of G induced by V (C0) ∪ V (M1).
Clearly K is connected. Using an argument similar to that described in Case 1 on K −C0,
we get the result. Henceforth, we may assume that no Mi contains all cycles of F − {C0}
for each i. Now, assume that a component Mi contains at least two cycles of F , say M1. Let
G2 = G−V (M1). Clearly G2 is connected. Let F1 = {C | C ∈ F and V (C) ⊆ V (M1)} and
F2 = F − F1. By the induction hypothesis, M1 has two subgraphs K1,K2 such that K1

does not contain any cycle of F1 and each component of K2 belongs to F0 ∪F0,2 ∪F2,2∪E .
Moreover, G2 has two subgraphs K ′

1 and K ′
2 such that K ′

1 does not contain any cycle of
F2 and each component of K ′

2 belongs to F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ E . Now the two subgraphs
G1 = K1 ∪K ′

1 and G2 = K2 ∪K ′
2 satisfies the conditions yielding the desired result.

From now on, we can assume that each Mi contains at most one cycle of F . Suppose that
only the s first Mi contains exactly one cycle Ci of F . Let Ci = xi1x

i
2 . . . x

i
ni
xi1 for 0 ≤ i ≤ s.

In addition, let Pi := (xi1 =)wi
0 . . . w

i
ℓi
be a shortest nontrivial path (possibly of order two)

between V (Ci) and V (C0) in G for each 1 ≤ i ≤ s, where wi
ℓi

∈ V (C0). If all cycles
C1, . . . , Cs have length ≡ 0 (mod 3), then the subgraphs G2 = (C1+P1+C0)∪C2∪ . . .∪Cs

and G1 = G − G2 satisfy the conditions and the result follows. Hence, we assume that
some cycle Ci (i ≥ 1) has length ≡ 2 (mod 3). Note that the paths Pi’s minus their end-
vertices belonging to V (C0) are disjoint. If some Ci has length ≡ 0 (mod 3), say C1, then let
L = C0∪(∪

s
i=2Ci)∪(∪

s
i=2Pi). By the induction hypothesis, L has two subgraphs L1, L2 such

that L1 has no cycle of F −{C1} and each component of L2 belongs to F0 ∪F0,2 ∪F2,2∪E .
Now G2 = L2∪C1 and G1 = G−G2 satisfy the conditions and the result holds. Hence we can
assume that all cycles C1, . . . , Cs have length ≡ 2 (mod 3). Let L = C0∪(∪

s
i=1Ci)∪(∪

s
i=1Pi).

Let x0i1 , . . . , x
0
it
be the vertices of C0 with degree at least three and assume, without loss of

generality, that i1 < i2 < . . . < it. Consider the following situations.

Subcase 2.1. t = 2.
If deg(x0i1),deg(x

0
i2
) ≥ 4, then let G2 be the graph obtained from L by deleting all vertices

of V (C0) − {x0i1 , x
0
i2
}. Otherwise, let G2 be the graph obtained from L by deleting either

the edge x0i1x
0
i2

(if any) or all the vertices xi1+1, . . . , xi2−1. Then the subgraphs G2 and
G1 = G−G2 satisfies the conditions and the result holds.

Subcase 2.2. t = 3.
If deg(x0i1),deg(x

0
i2
),deg(x0i3) ≥ 4, then let G2 be the graph obtained from L by deleting all

vertices of V (C0) − {x0i1 , x
0
i2
, x0i3}. If deg(x0i1) = deg(x0i2) = deg(x0i3) = 3, then let G2 be

the graph obtained from L by deleting either the edge x0i2x
0
i3

(if any) or all the vertices of
{x0i2+1, x

0
i2+2, . . . , x

0
i3−1}. If, without loss of generality, deg(x0i1) = 3 and deg(x0i3) ≥ 4. Let

G2 be the graph obtained from L by deleting either the edge x0i2x
0
i3

(if any) or all vertices
between of x0i2 and x0i3 as well all vertices between x0i3 and x0i1 starting from x0i3+1. In either
situation, the subgraphsG2 and G1 = G−G2 satisfies the conditions and the result follows.

Subcase 2.3. t ≥ 4.
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If deg(x0i1),deg(x
0
i2
),deg(x0i3) ≥ 4, then let G2 be the graph obtained from L by deleting all

vertices of V (C0)− {x0i1 , x
0
i2
, . . . , x0it}. If deg(x0i1) = deg(x0i2) = . . . = deg(x0it) = 3, then let

G2 be the graph obtained from L by deleting all vertices of
⋃⌊t/2⌋

j=1 {x0i2j+1, x
0
i2j+2, . . . , x

0
i2j+1−1}.

Assume without loss of generality that deg(x0i1) = 3 and deg(x0it) ≥ 4. Let L1 be the compo-
nent of L−{x0i1−1x

0
i1
, x0i2x

0
i2+1} containing x0i1 , and let L2 be the component of L−{x0i3−1x

0
i3
}

containing x0i3 if deg(x0i3) ≥ 4, and be the component of L−{x0i3x
0
i3−1, x

0
i4
x0i4+1} containing

x0i3 if deg(x0i3) = 3. Repeating this process we obtain a sequence L1, . . . , Lp of subgraphs L
which contains all cycles of L but C0. Now the subgraphs G2 = ∪p

i=1L
i and G1 = G −G2

satisfies the conditions and the result follows. �

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 G1 (possibly null) and G2 of G such that V (G) = V (G1) ∪ V (G2), G1

has no cycle of F and each component of G2 belongs to F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ E.

Proof. By Lemma 12, for any maximal subfamily T of pairwise disjoint cycles of F with
|T | ≥ 2, G has two disjoint subgraphs GT

1 and GT
2 such that V (G) = V (GT

1 ) ∪ V (GT
2 ), G

T
1

has no cycle of T and each component of GT
2 is in F0 ∪F0,2 ∪F2,2 ∪ E . Now, let cT denote

the number of cycles of GT
2 , and let sT be the sum of the lengths of paths between two

cycles in the components of GT
2 that belong to F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ (∪r,s≥0;r+s=2Br,s). Moreover,

let

cF = max{cT | T is a maximal subfamily of pairwise disjoint cycles of F with |T | ≥ 2}.

Choose a triple (T , GT
1 , G

T
2 ) such that: (i) cF = cT ; (ii) subject to (i): sT is maximized.

Notice that GT
2 may not contain all cycles of T . We claim that the two disjoint subgraphs

GT
1 and GT

2 chosen in this way yield the desired result.
It is clear that it suffices to show that GT

1 has no cycle of F . Hence, suppose to the
contrary that GT

1 contains at least one cycle of F . Let G1
2 be obtained from GT

2 by adding
a maximum set of pairwise of cycles of F with length ≡ 0 (mod 3) belonging to GT

1 and
let G1

1 = G − G1
2. Note that if GT

1 contains no cycle of F with length ≡ 0 (mod 3), then
G1

2 = GT
2 . Now, let T 1

1 be the family of all cycles of G1
2 that belong to F and et T 1 be

a maximal subfamily of F such that T 1
1 ⊆ T 1. If G1

1 does not contain any cycle of F ,
then the family T 1 and the subgraphs G1

1 and G1
2 satisfy the conditions which leads to a

contradiction because of cT 1 > cT . Hence we assume that G1
1 contains at least one cycle of

F .
Let first H1, . . . Hr be the components of G1

1 which contains at least two disjoint cycles
of F (if any), and let F i be a maximal subfamily of pairwise disjoint cycles of F that are
in H i with |F i| ≥ 2, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r. By Lemma 12, H i has two subgraphs H i

1,H
i
2

such that H i
1 has no cycles of F i and each component of H i

2 is in F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ E . Let
G2

2 = G1
2 ∪ (∪r

i=1H
i
2), if r ≥ 1 and G2

1 = G − G2
2. Let T 1

2 be the family of all cycles of G2
2

that belong to F and let T 2 be a maximal subfamily of F such that T 2
1 ⊆ T 2. If G2

1 does
not contain any cycle of F , then the family T 2 and the subgraphs G2

1 and G2
2 satisfy the

conditions which leads to a contradiction because cT 2 > cT . Hence, we assume that G2
1

contains at least one cycle of F . If G2
1 has a component with at least two disjoint cycles of

F , then we proceed as above.
Henceforth, we can assume that each component of G2

1 has at most one cycle of F .
Let C0 be a cycle of G2

1 belonging to F . Clearly, C0 = x01x
0
2 . . . x

0
m0

x01 is connected to a
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component of G2
2 by some path (possibly an edge). Let P = (x01 =)v0v1 . . . vt be a shortest

path between V (C0) and V (G2
2). Then vt belongs to a component of G2

2, say H1. If H1 ∈ F0,
then let H ′

1 = H1 + P +C0 and let G3
2 = (G2

2 −H1) ∪H ′
1. Hence, assume that H1 contains

at least two cycles. We distinguish the following cases.

Case 1. H1 ∈ F2,2.
Suppose H1 is obtained from two cycles C1 = x11 . . . x

1
m1

x11 and C2 = x21 . . . x
2
m2

x21 by adding
an edge x11x

2
1. We further assume, without loss of generality, that vt = x2j ∈ V (C2). Let

H ′
1 be the graph obtained from C0 ∪ C1 to which we add the path Px2j−1 . . . x

2
2Q, in other

words, H ′
1 is obtained from C0 + P +H1 by removing vertices x2j+1, ..., x

2
m2

. Note that H ′
1

belongs to either B0,2 ∪ B1,1. Now let G3
2 = (G2

2 −H1) ∪ H ′
1 which we will discuss further

below.

Case 2. H1 ∈ F0,2.
Suppose H1 is obtained from two cycles C1 = x11 . . . x

1
m1

x11 and C2 = x21 . . . x
2
m2

x21 by adding
a path Q = (x11 =)z0z1 . . . zk(= x21). Suppose without loss of generality that m1 ≡ 0
(mod 3) and m2 ≡ (mod 3). If vt = zj for some j, then let H ′

1 be obtained from C0 ∪ C2

to which we add the path Pzj . . . zk, and let G3
2 = (G2

2 − H1) ∪ (H ′
1 ∪ C1). Suppose that

vt ∈ V (C1) ∪ V (C2). We further assume, without loss of generality, that vt = x2j ∈ V (C2).

Let H ′
1 be the graph obtained from C0 ∪ C1 to which we add the path Px2j−1 . . . x

2
2Q, in

other words, H ′
1 is obtained from C0+P +H1 by removing vertices x2j+1, ..., x

2
m2

. Note that

H ′
1 belongs to either F0,2 or B0,2∪B1,1. Now let G3

2 = (G2
2 −H1)∪H ′

1 which we will discuss
further below.

Case 3. H1 ∈ Br,s where r + s ≥ 2.
Let z∗ be the special vertex of H1. If vt = z∗, then H ′

1 = H1+P+C0 is a subgraph belonging
to E . In this case, let G3

2 = (G2
2 − H1) ∪ H ′

1 which we will discuss further below. Hence
we assume that vt 6= z∗. First let r + s = 2. Then H1 is obtained from two cycles C1 =
x11 . . . x

1
m1

x11 and C2 = x21 . . . x
2
m2

x21 by adding a path Q = (x11 =)z0z1 . . . zt(= x21),where
t ≥ 2. If vt ∈ {z1, . . . , zt−1}, then let H ′

1 = H1 + C0 + P and G3
2 = (G2

2 −H1) ∪H ′
1 . Now,

suppose, without loss of generality, that vt = x2j ∈ V (C2). Let H1 be obtained from C0 ∪C1

to which we add the path Px2j−1 . . . x
2
2Q. Set G3

2 = (G2
2 −H1) ∪H ′

1 which we will discuss
further below.

Now let r + s ≥ 3. Assume that vt belongs to one of the s+ r cycles of H1, say C ′.
Let H ′

1 = C ′ + C0 + P and H ′′
1 be the graph obtained from H1 by deleting the vertices

of V (C ′) and the path (if any) joining z∗ to V (C ′) in H1. Note that H ′
1 belongs to either

F0,2 or B0,2 ∪ B1,1. Now let G3
2 = (G2

2 −H1) ∪H ′
1 . Assume that vt belongs to a path on a

tailed cycle Cm,ℓ of H1, and let P ′ be the subpath between vt and the cycle C ′ of Cm,ℓ. Let
H ′

1 = C ′ + C0 + P + P ′ and H ′′
1 be the graph obtained from H1 by deleting the vertices of

V (Cm,ℓ). Note that H ′
1 belongs to either F0,2 or B0,2. Suppose G

3
2 = (G2

2 −H1) ∪H ′
1 ∪H ′′

1 .
Obviously either the number of cycles of G3

2 is greater than the number of cycles of GT
2 or the

sum of lengths of paths between two cycles ofG3
2 that belong to F0,2∪F2,2∪(∪r,s≥0;r+s=2Br,s)

is greater than the corresponding sum of GT
2 . Let G3

1 = G − G3
2. Let T 1

3 be the family of
all cycles of G3

2 which belongs to F and let T 3 be a maximal subfamily of F such that
T 3
1 ⊆ T 3. If G3

1 does not contain any cycle of F , then the family T 3 and the subgraphs G3
1

and G3
2 satisfy the conditions which leads to a contradiction because of either cT 3 > cT or

sT 3 > sT . Hence we assume that G3
1 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 T ′ of
pairwise disjoint cycles of F with |T ′| ≥ 2 and two disjoint subgraphs G1 (possibly null),
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G2 of G such that V (G) = V (G1) ∪ V (G2), G1 has no cycle of F and each component of
G2 belongs to F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ E . �

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 T of pairwise disjoint cycles of F with |T | ≥ 2 and two
disjoint subgraphs G1 (possibly null), G2 of G such that V (G) = V (G1) ∪ V (G2), G1 has
no cycle of F and each component of G2 belongs to F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ F3 ∪ E .

Proof. Let (T , G1, G2) be the triple satisfying the conditions of Lemma 13. Hence G1 has
no cycle of F and each component of G2 belongs to F0 ∪F0,2 ∪F2,2 ∪E . If there are no two
components H1 ∈ F0,2, H2 ∈ F2,2 of G2 joined by a path P in G with all its vertices, except
the end-vertices, belong to V (G1), then G1 and G2 are the desired subgraphs. Hence we
assume that there are two components H1 ∈ F0,2 and H2 ∈ F2,2 of G2 joined by a path P
in G with all its vertices, except the end-vertices, belong to V (G1). Let G′

2 be the graph
obtained from G2 by adding the path P and let G′

1 = G −G′
2. Clearly G′

1 and G′
2 satisfy

the conditions and the result follows. We can repeat this process until we get two subgraphs
G∗

1 (possibly null) and G∗
2 such that V (G) = V (G∗

1) ∪ V (G∗
2), G

∗
1 has no cycle of F , each

component of G∗
2 is in F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪F2,2 ∪F3 ∪ E and such that no path in G like to the one

described above joins two components H ′ ∈ F0,2 and H ′′ ∈ F2,2 of G∗
2. �

From now on, a graph in ( ∪r+s≥2;s≤2 Br,s) ∪ F3 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F0 will be called strong. Also,
the special vertex of each graph in Br,s 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
δ ≥ 2, which does not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles. If G is strong, then

G has a 3-tuple
−→
f of RDFs such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ (4k+8)3n

6k+11 and all vertices of G are
−→
f -strong.

Proof. Let G ∈ (∪r+s≥2;s≤2Br,s) ∪ F3 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F0. Assume first that G ∈ F0. Then

γR(G) = 2n
3 < (4k+8)n

6k+11 . Let G = x1x2 . . . x3tx1 and define for j ∈ {1, 2, 3} the functions fj
on V (G) as follows: fj(x3i+j) = 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ t− 1 and fj(x) = 0 otherwise. Clearly fj is

an γR(G)-function for each j ∈ {0, 1, 2} and the triple
−→
f = (f0, f1, f2) satisfies the desired

result.
Assume now that G ∈ F0,2. Since G has no induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles, we

deduce that cycle of lentgh ≡ 2 (mod 3) in F0,2 has order at least 3k + 5, and thus G has

order at least 3k+8. Now by Lemma 5, G has a 3-tuple
−→
f of RDFs such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n+1

and all vertices of G are
−→
f -strong. A simple calculation shows that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ (4k+8)3n

6k+11 .
Next assume that G ∈ F3. By definition, G is obtained from a graph G1 ∈ F0,2 and

a graph in G2 ∈ F2,2 by adding either an edge vw or a path Q joining a vertex of G1 to
a vertex of G2 so that all vertices of Q become of degree two in G. Let G1 be obtained
from two cycles C1 = x11x

1
2 . . . x

1
n1
x11 ∈ F0 and C2 = x21x

2
2 . . . x

2
n2
x21 ∈ F2 by adding either

the edge x11x
2
1 or a path P between x11 and x21. By Lemma 5 (items 8,9,10), G1 has a a

3-tuple
−→
f = (f1, f2, f3) of RDFss such that ω(

−→
f ,G1) ≤ 2n(G1) + 1 and all vertices of G1

are
−→
f -strong. Moreover, let G2 be obtained from two cycles C3 = x31x

3
2 . . . x

3
n1
x31 ∈ F2 and

C4 = x41x
4
2 . . . x

4
n4
x41 ∈ F2 by adding the edge x31x

4
1. Without loss of generality, we assume

that the added edge uv or the path Q is between V (C3) and V (G1). By sequentially
applying Lemmas 3 (items 3,4) (once on uv or Q and C3, and then on the resulting graph

with C4),
−→
f can be extended to a triple −→g of RDFs of G such that ω(−→g ,G2) ≤ 2n(G2)+ 2
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and each vertex of G2 is −→g -strong. Since G has no induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-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 ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(G) + 3 ≤ (4k+8)3n(G)
6k+11 .

Using a similar argument we can show that for any graph G ∈ ∪r+s≥2;s≤2Br,s the result
is also true. �

Lemma 16. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer and let G be a graph of order n, minimum degree
δ ≥ 2, which does not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles. If G ∈ Br,s with

s ≥ 3, then G has a 3-tuple
−→
f of RDFs such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ (4k+8)3n

6k+11 and the special vertex

as well as all vertices on tailed cycles of G are
−→
f -strong.

Proof. Suppose G be obtained from r ≥ 0 graphs Cn1,ℓ1 , . . . , Cnr ,ℓr and s ≥ 3 cycles
Cm1

, . . . , Cms , where ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) and mj ≡ 2 (mod 3) for each i, j, by adding a new
vertex z (special vertex) attached to endvertices of the Cni,ℓi ’s and to one vertex of each cycle
Cmj

. 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 + r) + r + 1.
Now, if r = 0, then the result follows from Lemmas 5-(11) and the previous fact. Hence
assume that r ≥ 1. Let H be obtained from G by deleting all vertices of Cni,ℓi ’s. By

Lemma 5 (item 11), H has a triple
−→
f such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(H) − s + 4 and z is

−→
f -

strong. Since n(H) ≥ (3k + 5)s+ 1, we deduce that ω(
−→
f ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(H)

6k+11 . Now, by applying

repeatedly Lemma 3-(4) on Cn1,ℓ1 , . . . , Cnr ,ℓr , we can extend
−→
f to a triple −→g of G such

that ω(g,∪r
i=1Cn1,ℓ1) ≤

∑r
i=1(2n(Cn1,ℓ1) + 1) and all newly added vertices are −→g -strong.

Therefore, ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n+r+4−s. Now by the previous fact on the order and the calculation,

we can see that 2n + r + 4− s ≤ (4k+8)3n
6k+11 , which proves the result. �

Lemma 17. Let k ≥ 1 be an integer and let G ∈ F2,2 be a graph of order n, minimum
degree δ ≥ 2, which does not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles. Then

1. G has a 3-tuple f of RDFs such that
−→
f ≤ 2n(G) + 1 ≤ (4k+8)3n(G)

(6k+11) .

2. If H is a graph obtained from G and a cycle C3p+1 = x1...x3p+1x1 by adding an edge

between them, then H has a 3-tuple f of RDFs such that ω(
−→
f ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(G)

(6k+11) and all

vertices of H but x3p+1 are
−→
f -strong.

3. If H is a graph obtained from G and a tailed cycle C3p+1,ℓ with vertex set x1, . . . , x3p+1,
y1, . . . , yℓ by joining yℓ to a vertex of G, then H has a 3-tuple f of RDFs such that

ω(
−→
f ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(G)

(6k+11) and all vertices of H but x3p+1 are
−→
f -strong.

Proof. (1) is easy to show and so we prove only (2) and (3). Let G ∈ F2,2 be formed
from two cycles C1 and C2 by adding an edge between them, and let H be obtained from
G and the cycle C3p+1 (resp. tailed cycle C3p+1,ℓ) by adding an edge xy (resp. xyℓ), where
without loss of generality x ∈ V (C2). Let K be the graph obtained from H by deleting all
vertices of V (C1). By Lemma 5 (items 2,3 and 4), K has a 3-tuple −→g of RDFs of K such
that ω(−→g ) ≤ 2n(K) + 1 and all vertices of K except x3p+1 are −→g -strong. Now by Lemma

3, we can extend −→g to a 3-tuple
−→
f of RDFs of H such that ω(

−→
f ) ≤ 2n(H) + 2 and all

vertices of H except x3p+1 are −→g -strong. By assumption we have n(H) ≥ 6k+14 and thus

one can check that ω(
−→
f ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(H)

6k+11 . �
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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 + 9, minimum degree δ ≥ 2, which does
not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles. Then γR(G) ≤ (4k+8)n

6k+11 .

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 9 and if |F| ≥ 1 and F contains a cycle which
intersect any cycle of F , then the result follows from Theorems 10 and 11. Henceforth,
we assume that each cycle of F belongs to a maximal subfamily T of pairwise disjoint
cycles of F with |T | ≥ 2. Let (G1

1, G
1
2), . . . , (G

m
1 , Gm

2 ) be all pairs of subgraph such that
V (G) = V (Gi

1) ∪ V (Gi
2), Gi

1 has no cycle of F and each component of Gi
2 belongs to

F0∪F0,2∪F2,2∪F3∪E . Let s(Gi
1
,Gi

2
) be the sum of the lengths of paths between two cycles

in the components of GT
2 that belong to F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ (∪r,s≥0;r+s=2Br,s). Among all pairs

(Gi
1, G

i
2), let (G1, G2) be one chosen so that:

(C1) the number of strong components of G2 is maximized.

(C2) subject to Condition (C1): the number of cycles of G2 belonging to F is maximized.

(C3) subject to Conditions (C1) and (C2): the number of components of G2 in F2,2 is
minimized.

(C4) subject to Conditions (C1), (C2) and (C3): s(G1,G2) is maximized.

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

Claim 1. Let M be a component of G2 such that M ∈ F2,2. Then there is no path
v0v1 . . . vt+1 (t ≥ 1) in G such that v0, vt+1 ∈ M , v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1) and v0 and vt+1 belong
to different cycles of M .
Proof of Claim 1. Suppose, to the contrary, that there is path P = v0v1 . . . vt+1 (t ≥
1) in G such that v0, vt+1 ∈ M , v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1) and v0 and vt+1 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′

2 = (G2 − M) ∪ M ′ and G′
1 = G − G2.

Clearly V (G) = V (G′
1) ∪ V (G′

2), G1 has no cycle of F and each component of G′
2 is in

F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ F3 ∪ E . But G′
2 has one more strong component than G2, contradicting

our choice of (G1, G2). �

Claim 2. For any two components M1 and M2 of G2 belonging to F2,2, there is no path
v0v1 . . . vt+1 (t ≥ 1) in G such that v0 ∈ M1, vt+1 ∈ M2 and v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1).
Proof of Claim 2. Suppose, to the contrary, that for two components M1,M2 of G2

belonging to F2,2, there is a path v0v1 . . . vt+1 (t ≥ 1) in G1 such that v0 ∈ M1 and vt+1 ∈
M2. Suppose that M1 is obtained from two cycles C1 = u11 . . . u

1
m1

u11 and C2 = u21 . . . u
2
m2

u21
by adding the edge u11u

2
1, and letM2 be obtained from two cycles C3 = u31 . . . u

3
m3

u31 and C4 =
u41 . . . u

4
m4

u41 by adding the edge u31u
4
1. Moreover, assume, without loss of generality, that

v0 = u2j ∈ V (C2) where j ≥ m2/2 (by relabeling the vertices if necessary) and vt+1 = u3b ∈
V (C3) where b ≥ m3/2 (by relabeling the vertices if necessary). Now, let M be the subgraph
obtained from C1 and C4 by adding the path u11u

2
1u

2
2 . . . u

2
jv1v2 . . . vtu

3
bu

3
b−1 . . . u

3
1u

4
1. Set
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G′
2 = (G2− (M1∪M2))∪M and G′

1 = G−G′
2. If G

′
1 has no cycle of F , then by considering

the pair (G′
1, G

′
2) we get one more strong component in G′

2 than in G2, contradicting our
choice of (G1, G2). Hence we assume that G′

1 has some cycles of F .
First let G′

1 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 G′′

2 = G′
2∪C and G′′

1 = G−G′′
2 . Hence

suppose C has length ≡ 2 (mod 3). Since G1 has no cycle of F , we may assume that C
contains one of the vertices u2j+1, . . . , u

2
m2

. Let ℓ ∈ {j+1, . . . ,m2} be the smallest index such

that u2ℓ ∈ V (C). Let M ′ = (M ∪C)+u2ju
2
j+1 . . . u

2
ℓ . Clearly M ′ is strong because it belongs

to Br,s, with r+s ≥ 3 and s ≤ 2. By considering the subgraphs G′′
2 = (G2−(M1∪M2))∪M ′

and G′′
1 = G−G′′

2, the pair (G′′
1 , G

′′
2) leads to a contradiction on the choice of (G1, G2).

Now let G′
1 has at least two disjoint cycles C and C ′ of F . Using an argument similar

to that described in the proof of Lemma 13, we can obtain a pair (G′′
1 , G

′′
2) such that G′′

1

has no cycle of F and each component of G′′
2 belongs to F0 ∪ F0,2 ∪ F2,2 ∪ F3 ∪ E , where

either G′′
2 has more strong components than G2 or the number of cycles of G′′

2 belonging
to F is greater than the number of cycles of G2 belonging toF or s(G′′

1
,G′′

2
) > s(G1,G2). In

either case, we obtain a contradiction. �

Recall that a component of Br,s is not strong when s ≥ 3.

Claim 3. Let M1 and M2 be two non-strong components of G2 such that M1 ∈ F2,2 and
M2 ∈ Br,s. Then there is no path v0v1 . . . vt+1 (t ≥ 1) in G such that v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1),
v0 ∈ M1, vt+1 ∈ M2 and vt+1 is not the special vertex of M2.
Proof of Claim 3. Suppose, to the contrary, that there is a path v0v1 . . . vt+1 (t ≥ 1)
in G such that v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1), v0 ∈ M1, vt+1 ∈ M2 and vt+1 is not special vertex of
M2. Suppose M1 is obtained from two cycles C1 = u11 . . . u

1
m1

u11 and C2 = u21 . . . u
2
m2

u21
by adding the edge u11u

2
1 and let M2 obtained from r ≥ 0 tailed-cycle Cn1,ℓ1 , . . . , Cnr ,ℓr

and s ≥ 3 cycles Cm1
, . . . , Cms , where ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) and mj ≡ 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
Cni,ℓi and to one vertex of each cycle Cmj

. Without loss of generality, that we may assume
that v1 is adjacent to the vertex u2j ∈ V (C2) where j ≥ m2/2 (by relabeling the vertices if
necessary).

First let vt+1 belongs to a cycle Cmi
= wi

1w
i
2 . . . w

i
mi

wi
1 for some i. Without loss of

generality, let i = 1 and vt+1 = w1
q . Let M

′
2 be obtained from M2 by deleting the vertices of

Cm1
, and M ′

1 = (C1 ∪ Cm1
) ∪ u11u

2
1u

2
2 . . . u

2
jv1 . . . vtw

1
q . In this case, consider the subgraphs

G1
2 = (G2 − (M1 ∪M2)) ∪ (M ′

1 ∪M ′
2) and G1

1 = G−G1
2 which we will be discussing later.

Now assume that vt+1 belongs to a tailed cycle Cni,ℓi for some i, say i = 1. Let C =
w1
1w

1
2 . . . w

1
n1
w1
1 be the cycle of Cn1,ℓ1 and P = y11 . . . y

1
ℓ1

be the tail of Cn1,ℓ1 such that
w1
1y

1
1 ∈ E(G). Consider the two situations depending on whether vt+1 is on the cycle or

the tail. If vt+1 ∈ V (C), say vt+1 = w1
q , then let M ′

2 be obtained from M2 by deleting
the vertices of Cn1,ℓ1 , and M ′

1 = (C1 ∪ C) ∪ u11u
2
1u

2
2 . . . u

2
jv1 . . . vtw

i
q. In this case, consider

the subgraphs G1
2 = (G2 − (M1 ∪ M2)) ∪ (M ′

1 ∪ M ′
2) and G1

1 = G − G1
2. If vt+1 ∈ V (P ),

say vt+1 = y1q , then let M ′
2 be obtained from M2 by deleting the vertices of Cn1,ℓ1 , and

M ′
1 = (C1 ∪ C) ∪ u11u

2
1u

2
2 . . . u

2
jv1 . . . vty

1
qy

1
q−1 . . . y

1
1w

1
1. In this case, consider the subgraphs

G1
2 = (G2 − (M1 ∪M2)) ∪ (M ′

1 ∪M ′
2) and G1

1 = G−G1
2.

Observe that in any situation, either the number of cycles of G1
2 belonging to F is greater

than the one of G2 that are in F or s(G1
1
,G1

2
) > s(G1,G2). Now, if G

1
1 has no cycle of F , then

the pair (G1
1, G

1
2) leads to a contradiction. Otherwise, by repeating above process we can

obtain a pair (G′
1, G

′
2) such that G′

1 has no cycle of F and each component of G′
2 belongs
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to F0 ∪F0,2 ∪F2,2 ∪F3 ∪ E , where either the number of strong components of G′
2 is greater

than the one of G2 or the number of cycles of G′
2 that are in F is greater than the number

of cycles of G2 belonging to F or s(G′

1
,G′

2
) > s(G1,G2). In either case, we have a contradiction

and the desired claim follows. �

Claim 4. If M ∈ Br,s is a non-strong component of G2 with a special vertex z, then there
is no path v0v1 . . . vtvt+1 (t ≥ 1) in G such that v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1), v0, vt+1 ∈ V (M)− {z}
and v0, vt+1 belong to different near cycles of z.
Proof of Claim 4. Let M be obtained from r ≥ 0 tailed-cycle Cn1,ℓ1 , . . . , Cnr ,ℓr and s ≥ 3
cycles Cm1

, . . . , Cms , where ni ≡ 2 (mod 3) and mj ≡ 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 Cni,ℓi and
to one vertex of each cycle Cmj

. Moreover, let Cmi
= zi1z

i
2 . . . z

i
mi

zi1 for each i ∈ {1, ..., s}
and let V (Cni,ℓi) = {xi1, . . . , x

i
ni
, yi1, . . . , y

i
ℓi
}, where xi1, . . . , x

i
ni

induce in order the cycle of

Cni,ℓi and yi1, . . . , y
i
ℓi
induce in order the tail of Cni,ℓi .

Suppose, to the contrary, that there is a path P = v0v1 . . . vtvt+1 in G such that
v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1), v0, vt+1 ∈ V (M) − {z} and v0, vt+1 belong to different near cycles
of z.

First let r + s = 3. Then r = 0 and s = 3. Assume, without loss of generality, that
v0 = u1k and vt+1 = u2j where j ≤ m1/2 and k ≤ m2/2. Let M ′ be obtained from C1, C3

by adding the path Pu2j−1 . . . u
2
1zu

3
1. Note that if vt+1 = u21, then the added path will be

simply Pzu31. Consider the subgraph G′
2 = (G2 −M) ∪M ′. If G −G′

2 has no cycle of F ,
then the pair (G − G′

2, G
′
2) provides a number of strong components in G′

2 greater than
the one of G2, contradicting our choice of the pair (G1, G2). Assume now that G−G′

2 has
exactly one cycle C of F . Then V (C) meets at least a vertex of {u2j+1, . . . , u

2
m2

} and let

p be the largest integer that u2p ∈ V (C). Let M ′′ be obtained from M ′ ∪ C by adding the
path u21 . . . u

2
p. Consider the subgraph G′′

2 = (G2 − M ′) ∪ M ′′. Then, as above, the pair
(G −G′′

2 , G
′′
2) leads to a contradiction. Hence we can assume that G−G′

2 has at least two
disjoint cycles of F . Clearly each of these cycles meets at least a vertex of {u2j+1, . . . , u

2
m2

}.
Consider the subgraphG′ of G−G′

2 induced by the vertices of these cycles and the vertices of
{u2j+1, . . . , u

2
m2

}, and let K1 andK2 be two disjoint subgraphs of G′ satisfying the conditions
of Lemma 13. Then the pair (G′

2 ∪K2, G− (G′
2 ∪K2)) leads to a contradiction because the

number of strong components of G′
2 ∪K2 is greater than the number of strong components

of G2.
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 ∪C ′, and let
M ′′ = C + C ′ + P . Now, if we consider the subgraphs G′′

2 = (G2 −M) ∪ (M ′ ∪M ′′) and
G′′

1 = G −G′′
2 , then one can see, as above, that the pair (G′′

1 , G
′′
2) leads to a contradiction.

�

Claim 5. Let M1,M2 ∈ E be two non-strong components of G2 and let zi be the special
vertex of Mi. Then there is no path P = v0v1 . . . vtvt+1 (t ≥ 1) in G such that v1, . . . vt ∈
V (G1), v0 belongs to a near cycle C1 of z1 and vt+1 belongs to near cycle C2 of z2.
Proof of Claim 5. Suppose to the contrary that such a path P exists. Let M ′

i be obtained
from Mi by deleting the vertices of V (Ci) for each i ∈ {1, 2} and let M = (C1 ∪ C2) + P .
Consider the subgraphs G′

2 = (G2 − (M1 ∪M2))∪ (M ′
1 ∪M ′

2 ∪M) and G′
1 = G−G′

2. Since
G′

2 has more strong components than G2, the pair (G′
1, G

′
2) contradicts the choice of the

pair (G1, G2). �
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Now, let K0 be the subgraph of G2 that consists of all non-strong components of G2 and
let H0 be the subgraph of G2 that consists of all strong components of G2. By Lemma 15,

each component M of H0 has a 3-tuple
−→
fM of RDFs of M such that ω(

−→
fM ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(M)

6k+11

and all vertices of M are
−→
fM -strong. Therefore, by combining these 3-tuples we obtain a

3-tuple
−→
f0 of RDFs of H0 such that ω(

−→
f0) ≤

(4k+8)3n(H0)
6k+11 and all vertices of H0 are

−→
f0-strong.

Moreover, by Lemmas 16 and 17, each component M of K0 has a 3-tuple −→gM of RDFs of M
such that ω(−→gM ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(M)

6k+11 , and if further M ∈ Br,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 obtain a 3-tuple −→g0 of RDFs of K0 such that ω(−→g0) ≤ (4k+8)3n(K0)

6k+11 and all vertices of
K0 are −→g0-strong except vertices on near cycles of some special vertex or vertices on the
component in F2,2.

If there is a path P1 = v0v1 . . . vtvt+1 in G such that v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1), N(v1)∪N(vt) ⊆
V (H0 ∪ K0) ∪ V (P1) and both v0, vt+1 belong to a component M ∈ F2,2 of K0, then we
deduce from Claim 1 that both of v0, vt+1 belong to same cycle of M . Let M ′ = M + P .

It follows from Lemma 5-(5) and Lemmas 2 and 7 that M ′ has a 3-tuple
−→
f ′ of RDFs of M ′

such that ω(
−→
f ′) ≤ 2n(M ′) + 2 ≤ (4k+8)3n(M ′)

6k+11 and all vertices of M ′ are
−→
f ′ -strong except v1

and vt. In this case, let K1
0 = K0 −M ,

−→
g10 = −→g0 |K1

0
(the restriction of −→g0 on K1

0 ) and H1
0 =

H0∪ (M +P ) = H0∪M ′. Let
−→
f1
0 be a 3-tuple of RDFs obtained by combining the 3-tuples

f0 and
−→
f ′ . Clearly all vertices of H1

0 which have a neighbor outside H1
0 ∪K1

0 are
−→
f1
0 -strong.

By repeating this process we obtain two sequences of subgraphs K0 ⊇ K1
0 ⊇ . . . ⊇ Kd

0

and H0 ⊆ H1
0 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Hd

0 so that: (i) there is no path P = w0w1 . . . wrwr+1 in G with
w1, . . . , wr ∈ V (G1)− (∪d

i=1V (Pi)), N(w1)∪N(wr) ⊆ V (Hd
0 ∪Kd

0 )∪ (∪d
i=1V (Pi)) and both

v0, vt+1 belong to a component M ∈ F2,2 of K
d
0 , and (ii) Hd

0 has a 3-tuple
−→
fd
0 such that all its

vertices which havea neighbor outside V (Hd
0 ∪Kd

0 ) are
−→
fd
0 -strong. Let H1 = Hd

0 , K1 = Kd
0 ,

−→g1 = −→g0 |Kd
0
and

−→
f1 = fd

0 . Observe that ω(
−→
f1) ≤

(4k+8)3n(H1)
6k+11 and ω(−→g1) ≤

(4k+8)3n(K1)
6k+11 . If

V (G) = V (H1 ∪ K1), then by combining 3-tuple
−→
f1 of H1 and 3-tuple −→g1 of K1, we get a

3-tuple
−→
h of G such that ω(

−→
h ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(G)

6k+11 which will prove the theorem. Hence assume

that V (G) 6= V (H1 ∪K1), and let G1
2 = H1 ∪K1 and G1

1 = G−G1
2.

If there is a path P1 = v0v1 . . . , vtvt+1 in G such that v0, vt+1 ∈ V (H1), v1, . . . , vt ∈ V (G1
1)

and N(v1) ∪N(vt) ⊆ V (H1) ∪ V (P1), then let H1
1 = H1 + P . By Lemma 2, we can extend

−→
f1 to a 3-tuple

−→
f1
1 of RDFs of H1

1 such that ω(
−→
f1
1 ) ≤

(4k+8)3n(H1
1 )

6k+11 , where all vertices of H1
1

but v1 and vt are
−→
f1
1 -strong. Now, if there is a path P2 = z0z1 . . . , zmzm+1 (m ≥ 1) in G

such that z0, zm+1 ∈ V (H1
1 ), z1, . . . , zm ∈ V (G1

1)−V (P1), N(z1)∪N(zm) ⊆ V (H1
1 )∪V (P2),

then let H2
1 = H1

1 +P2. By Lemma 2, we can extend
−→
f1
1 to a 3-tuple

−→
f2
1 of RDFs of H2

1 such

that ω(
−→
f2
1 ) ≤

(4k+8)3n(H2
1
)

6k+11 and all new vertices but z1, zm are
−→
f2
1 -strong. By repeating this

process we obtain a sequence of subgraphs H1 ⊆ H1
1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ Hq

1 so that there is no path
P = w0w1 . . . , wrwr+1 in G such that w0, wr+1 ∈ V (Hq

1), w1, . . . , wr ∈ V (G1
1)−(∪q

i=1V (Pi))

and N(w1) ∪N(wr) ⊆ V (Hq
1) ∪ V (P ). Moreover, Hq

1 has a 3-tuple
−→
f q
1 of RDFs of Hq

1 such

that ω(
−→
f q
1 ) ≤

(4k+8)3n(Hq
1
)

6k+11 and all vertices are
−→
f q
1 -strong unless the vertices which have no

neighbors outside of Hq
1 ∪K1. If V (G) = V (Hq

1 ∪K1), then as above, by combining 3-tuple
−→
f q
1 and 3-tuple −→g2 = −→g1 , the result follows. Hence assume that V (G) 6= V (Hq

1 ∪K1), and let

H2 = Hq
1 ,

−→
f2 =

−→
f q
1 , K2 = K1,

−→g2 = −→g1 , G
2
2 = H2 ∪K2 and G2

1 = G −G2
2. In the following
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we will use Lemma 8 by applying its three items, one by one (in any order), starting with
the subgraph G2

1 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. G2
1 contains a tailedm-cycle Cm,ℓ (m ≡ 1 (mod 3)), with vertex set {x1, . . . , xm, y1, . . . , yℓ},

such that yℓ is adjacent to some vertex x of G2
2 and NG(xm) ⊆ V (G2

2) ∪ V (Cm,ℓ).

First assume that x ∈ V (H2). Then x is
−→
f2-strong. Let H

1
2 be obtained from H2 by adding

the tailed cycle Cm,ℓ and the edge xyℓ. By Lemma 3,
−→
f2 can be extended to a 3-tuple

−→
f1
2

or RDFs of H1
2 such that ω(

−→
f1
2 ) ≤

(4k+8)3n(H1
2
)

6k+11 and all new vertices but xm are
−→
f1
2 -strong.

Set also K1
2 = K2 and

−→
g12 = −→g1 .

Now assume that x belongs to a component M of K2 such that M ∈ F2,2. Let M ′ be
obtained from M and Cm,ℓ by adding the edge xyℓ. By Lemma 5-(5) and Lemma 3, one

can see that M ′ has a 3-tuple fM ′ of RDFs such that ω(
−−→
fM ′) ≤ 2n(M ′) + 2 ≤ (4k+8)3n(M ′)

6k+11

and all of its vertices but xm are
−−→
fM ′-strong. Let H1

2 = H2 ∪M ′, K1
2 = K2 −M , g21 be the

restriction of g on K1
2 and 3-tuple

−→
f1
2 is obtained from combining

−−→
fM ′ and

−→
f2. Note that all

vertices of H1
2 which have neighbor in G2

1 − V (Cm,ℓ) are
−→
f1
2 -strong.

Next assume that x belongs to a component M of K2 such that M ∈ Br,s (s ≥ 3) and x is
−→g -strong. Let M ′ be obtained from M and Cm,ℓ by adding the edge xyℓ and let H1

2 = H2

and K1
2 = (K2 −M) ∪M ′. By Lemma 3, −→g2 can be extended to a 3-tuple g12 of RDFs of

K1
2 such that ω(

−→
g12 ) ≤

(4k+8)3n(K1
2 )

6k+11 and all newly added vertices but xm are
−→
g12 -strong.

Finally, assume that x belongs to a component M of K2 such that M ∈ Br,s (s ≥ 3) and
x is not −→g -strong. 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
Cm,ℓ by adding the edge xyℓ. In this case, let H1

2 = H2 ∪ M ′′, K1
2 = K2 − V (C) and g21

is the restriction of −→g2 on K1
2 . By Lemma 5 (items 2,3,4), f2 can be extended to a 3-tuple

of RDFs f1
2 of H1

2 such that ω(
−→
f1
2 ) ≤

(4k+8)3n(H1
2
)

6k+11 and all newly added vertices but xm are
−→
f1
2 -strong.
By repeatedly applying the above argument we obtain two sequences of subgraphs H2 ⊇

H1
2 ⊇ . . . ⊇ Hr1

2 andK2,K
1
2 , . . . ,K

s1
2 such that there is no tailed cycle Cm,ℓ (m ≡ 1 (mod 3))

in G− (Hr1
2 ∪Ks1

2 ) whose end-vertex is adjacent to a vertex of Hr1
2 ∪Ks1

2 . Let H3 = Hr1
2 ,

K3 = Ks1
2 , f3 be a 3-tuple of RDFs of H3 such that all vertices of H3 which have a neighbor

outside H3∪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 H3 ∪K3 are −→g3-strong. Let G3
2 = H3 ∪K3

and G3
1 = G−G3

2.

Case 2. G3
1 contains a cycle Cm = x1x2 . . . xmx1 (m ≡ 1 (mod 3)) such that NG(xm) ⊆

V (G3
2) ∪ V (Cm) and there is an edge x1y with y ∈ V (G2

3) Applying an argument similar
to that described in Case 1, we obtained subgraphs H4 and K4 such that H3 ⊆ H4, and a
3-tuple f4 of RDFs of H4 so that all vertices of H4 having a neighbor outside H4 ∪K4 are
−→
f4-strong, and a 3-tuple −→g4 of RDFs of K4 so that all newly added vertices of K3 that have
a neighbor outside H4 ∪K4 are −→g4-strong. Assume that G4

2 = H4 ∪K4 and G4
1 = G−G4

2.

Let
−→
h be a 3-tuple defined on G4

2 obtained by combining
−→
f4 and −→g4 .

Case 3. G4
1 has a path P = v0v1, . . . , vtvt+1 (t ≥ 1) such that v0, vt+1 ∈ G4

2, v1, . . . , vt ∈
V (G4

1) and NG(v1) ∪NG(vt+1) ⊆ V (G4
2) ∪ V (P ).

By Claims 1,2,3,4 and 5, at least one of the vertices v0, vt+1 is
−→
h -strong. First assume that
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each of v0 and vt+1 is
−→
h -strong. Let G5

2 = G4
2 + P and G5

1 = G − G5
2. By Lemma 2, we

can extend
−→
h to a 3-tuple

−→
h1 of RDFs of G5

2 such that ω(
−→
h1) ≤

(4k+8)3n(G5
2
)

6k+11 and all vertices

of G5
2 which have neighbor in G5

1 are
−→
h1-strong. Assume now, without loss of generality,

that v0 is
−→
h -strong and vt+1 is not

−→
h -strong. It follows that vt+1 is on a near cycle from a

special vertex of a component of K4 or is in a component of K4 that belongs to F2,2. If vt+1

is on a near cycle C from a special vertex, then let G5
2 = G4

2+P . By Lemma 3, h|G4
2
−C can

be extended to a 3-tuple
−→
h1 of RDFs of G5

2 such that ω(
−→
h1) ≤

(4k+8)3n(G5
2
)

6k+11 and all vertices

of G5
2 which have neighbors in G5

1 − V (P ) are
−→
h1-strong. If vt1 is in a component M of

K4 belonging to F2,2, then let G5
2 = G4

2 + P . By applying Lemma 3 twice, h|G4
2
−M can be

extended to a 3-tuple
−→
h1 of RDFs of G5

2 such that ω(
−→
h1) ≤

(4k+8)3n(G5
2
)

6k+11 and all vertices of

G5
2 which have neighbors in G5

1 − V (P ) are
−→
h1-strong.

By repeating this process we obtain a 3-tuple
−→
h of RDFsG such that ω(

−→
h ) ≤ (4k+8)3n(G)

6k+11 ,

implying that γR(G) ≤ (4k+8)n(G)
6k+11 as desired. �

Now, the next result settling Conjecture 1 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 18
and the Gallai-type result γR(G) + ∂(G) = n which is valid for every graph G of order n.

Corollary 19. Let G be a graph of order n ≥ 6k + 9, minimum degree δ ≥ 2, which does
not contain any induced {C5, C8, . . . , C3k+2}-cycles. Then ∂(G) ≥ (2k+3)n

6k+11 .
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