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Abstract
A path with three blocks P(k,l,r) is an oriented path formed by k-
forward arcs followed by [-backward arcs then r-forward arcs. We prove
that any (2k 4 1)-chromatic digraph contains a path P(1,k,1). However
the existence of P(1,1,1) with [ > k is established in any (k+4)-chromatic
digraph. In general, we establish a quadratic bound for paths with three
blocks.

1 Introduction

The digraphs considered here have no loops or multiple edges. An oriented
graph is a digraph in which, for every two vertices z and y, at most one of
(x,y) or (y,x) is an edge. The chromatic number of a digraph is the chromatic
number of its underlying graph. A graph G is said to be k-critical if x(G) =k
and x(G —v) =k — 1 for any vertex v in V(G) .

A Dblock of a path in a digraph is a maximal directed subpath. We recall
that the length of a path is the number of its edges.

Given an n-chromatic digraph D, which oriented paths of length n — 1 can
be found in D?

Havet and Thomassé proved that any n-tournament contains any oriented
path of length n — 1 except in three cases: the directed 3-cycle, the regular
tournament on five vertices, and the Paley tournament on seven vertices; in
these cases D contains no antidirected path of length n — 1 [HT0Q].

In general, when D is an n-chromatic digraph, the situation is quite different.
Addario.et.al. proved that any n-chromatic digraph D, contains any path with
two blocks of length (n — 1)[ABHT07]. Moreover, Mortada.et.al proved that
any (n + 1)-chromatic digraph contains a three blocks path of length n — 1, in
which two consecutive blocks are of length 1 each[MESEJ21]. Regardless Burr’s
result[Bur80], no more results have been established in this direction. Burr’s
result states that any (n — 1)2-chromatic digraph contains any oriented tree of
order n. Consequently, we easily deduce that any (n — 1)2-chromatic digraph

1Lebanese University, KALMA Laboratory, Baalbeck.
2Lebanese University, KALMA Laboratory, Beirut.
3Paris Diderot University, IMJ Laboratory, Paris.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.09933v1

contains any oriented path of order n.

In this paper we are interested in studying three blocks paths. In the second
3
section, we improve the bound to —n? for paths with three blocks. In the third

section, we prove that any 2k + 1-chromatic digraph contains a path P(1,k, 1),
for k positive integer. Moreover, we show that this becomes k + 4 if we searched
for the existence of P(1,1,1), with | > k.

2 Paths with Three Blocks in Digraphs with
Large Chromatic Number

We follow in this section the same reasoning as El Sahili’s result.[ES04]

Let f(n) be the smallest positive integer such that every f(n)- chromatic
digraph D contains a P(k,l,r) where k, [, r are positive integers such that k +
I +7r=mn—1. It follows from the result of Burr [Bur80] that f(n) < (n —1)2.
Given a path P, we denote by P the path obtained from P by reversing the
directions of all arcs of P.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a graph containing no Kopy1, n > 2. Suppose that
we can orient G in such a way that each vertex has in-degree at most n, then
x(G) < 2n.

Definition 2.1. Define the sequence g(m,i) form >4 and 0 <i < —1 by:

g(m,0) =m and g(4,1) =4
glm,i)=gim—1,i—1)+2(m —3) form >5 and i > 1.

Lemma 2.2. Any g(m,i)-chromatic digraph D contains any path P(k,m—1—
k —1,i) for k positive integer less than m — 1.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on 1.

The case is solved by Addario.et.al [ABHTO7] for ¢ = 0. The case is deduced
from El Sahili [ES03|, and see also [MESEJ21] for ¢ = 1, m = 4. For i > 1,
m > 5, suppose to the contrary that D is a g(m, i)-chromatic with no P(k,m —
1—k—1,7). Let H be the subdigraph of D induced by the vertices of out-degree
in D at least m — 2. Set H' the subdigraph induced by V(D — H). We claim
that H contains no path of the form P(k,m—1—k—i,i— 1), since else let Q =
P(k,m—1—k—i,i—1) in H, and let v be the end vertex of ) which is also the
end vertex of the block of length i —1. Since d*(v) > m—2, there exists a vertex
u € NT(v) —Q, hence QU (v,u) is a path P(k,m —1—k —4,7) in H and so in
D, a contradiction. Hence by the induction hypothesis x(H) < g(m — 1,7 —1).
Now using Lemma 2.1, we can clearly observe that x(H') < 2(m — 3), since else



H’ contains a tournament of order 2m — 5 and so contains P(k,m —1 —k—4,1)
by [Tho86], contradiction. Therefore x(D) < x(H)+ x(H') < g(m—1,i—1)+
2(m — 3) = g(m, i), a contradiction. O

In the same way we can prove the following lemma:

Lemma 2.3. Any g(m,i)-chromatic digraph D contains any path P(k,m —1—
k —i,1) for k positive integer less that m — 1.

Lemma 2.4. For every m > 4, the sequence g(m, 1) is increasing with respect
to 1.

Proof. We argue by induction on 4.

For m =4, g(4,1) = 4 > ¢(4,0).

Form > 5, g(m,1) = g(m—1,0)+2(m—3) =m—142(m—3) > m = g(m,0).
Suppose that g(m,i) > g(m,i — 1).

Then g(m,i+1) =g(m—1,i)+2(m—3) > glm—1,i—1)+2(m —3) = g(m, 7).

O

Theorem 2.1. f(m) < ~m?2, m > 4.
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3
Hence, f(m) < Zm2 for all m.

3 Paths with Three Blocks, P(1,k,1)

In this section, we are going to improve the bound we found in section 2 for
specific forms of P(k,l,r).

Theorem 3.1. Any (k4 4)-chromatic digraph D contains a P(1,1,1) for some
1>k

Proof. Let D be a (k + 4)-chromatic digraph. Suppose that D contains no
P(1,1,1) for all [ > k. Suppose without loss of generality that D is k + 4-
critical, and so d(v) > k + 3 for all v € V(D). Note that D contains a P(k,1).
Let P = P(s,1) = 2125 - - - ¢s41y be such that s > k and s is maximal. Due to
the maximality of s, all the in-neighbors of z1, if exist, belong to P. Besides, all
the out-neighbors of z; belong to P, since else let 2 € N (x1)— P, so (z1,z)UP
isa P(1,s,1) for s > k,contradiction.
Let i be the minimal integer such that z; € N(z1) and ¢ > 3. Note that
[z, 2s41]| = |N(x1) — {22,y}] > k+ 1. If (x1,2;) € E(D) then the path
(x1,22) U (z1,2;) U [24, s41]) U (y, 2541) is P(1,1,1) for I > k, contradiction.
Else if (z;,21) € E(D) then the path (z;,21) U [z, Ts+1] U (y, Ts11) is P(1,1,1)
for [ > k, contradiction.

O



Conjecture 3.1. Any (k + 3)-chromatic digraph D contains a P(1,1,1) for
some | > k.

The problem of existence of P(1,k,1) in a digraph D is quite different.
Define f(k) to be the smallest integer such that any f(k)-chromatic digraph
contains a P(1,k,1). Based on the existence of paths of the form P(k,1), we
may show that f(k) < 3k + 4. Indeed, let D be a (3k 4+ 4)-chromatic digraph
with no P(1,k,1). Let U be the set of all origins of any P(k,1) in D. It is
clear that U # . If all the vertices in U has an out-degree in D less than
kE + 1 then, by lemma 2.1, x(U) < 2k + 2. Then x(D — U) > k + 2 and so
D — U contains a P(k, 1), a contradiction. Hence there exists u € U such that
d*(u) > k+1. let P,(k,1) be a path of the form P(k, 1) in D with origin u. Let
z € Nt (u)— Py,(k,1) and so the path P,(k,1)U(u, 2) is P(1, k, 1), contradiction.

In the sequel, we improve the bound above of f(k) to 2k + 1.

Theorem 3.2. f(k) <2k +1.

Proof. Let D be a digraph with x(D) = 2k 4+ 1 with & > 2 positive integer.
Suppose without loss of generality that D is critical. We argue by the way of
contradiction assuming that D has no P(1,k,1). Let D; be the subdigraph of
D induced by the vertices of D with dj;(v) > k+1 and D, the subdigraph of D
induced by V(D) — V(D). Note that all the vertices in Dy have an out-degree
in D is greater than or equal k. We either have x(D2) > k or x(D1) > k + 2.

Suppose that x(D2) > k. Let P be a directed path of maximal length in Ds.
It’s clear that {(P) > k — 1. We claim that {(P) > k. Indeed, suppose to the
contrary that I(P) =k — 1. Set P = 21 ---x). Note that N}, (z)) C P then xy,
has at least two out-neighbors in Dy, say a; and as. Since d¥(x1) > k, let v an
out-neighbor of z; outside P. If v ¢ {a1, a2} then N~ (a;) = PU{v} fori = 1,2,
since else let z € N~ (a;) — (P U {v}) then (z,a;) U (2, a;) U P U (z1,v) is a
P(1,k,1), contradiction. But now (v,as) U (zx,a2) UPU(x1,0a1) is a P(1,k,1),
contradiction. Thus v € {a1,a2}. Without loss of generality consider that
v = as. Note that N~ (a;) = PU{v} and N*(z1) C PU{v}. Since (az,a1) € D
and d~ (az2) > k + 1, then az has an in-neighbor outside P U {a;}, say z. Set
(x,a2) U (zk,a2) U PU (x1,a1) is a P(1,k,1), contradiction.

Set then P=x1---z,qp withr > 1 and P, =z, -+ Zpyg.

We now claim that N*(z,,x) N D1 = 0. Suppose to the contrary that
N (xpyr,) N Dy # Q. If INY(zp0%) N Di| > 2. Then a contradiction can be
reached as before. Then |[NT(x,4x) N D] = 1. Let a; € N*(zp4r) N Dy. We
claim that z, € N~ (a1). Suppose not, then there exists w € N~ (a1) — P;. If
(Tp4k-1,a1) € E(D), then N*(z,) = [zy41,Tr1] and so (z,,z,42) € E(D).
Consequently, (2, 2r41) U (Tr, Tri2) U [Tri2, Trgrk] U (Trpk,01) U (w,a1) is a



P(1,k,1), contradiction. Hence (z,15-1,a1) ¢ E(D) and so there exists w’ €
N=(a1) — P, — {w}. In this case Nt (zy41) = [Try2, Trir] U {a1}. And so
N*(z,) = [Ty+1, Trix] in particular (z,, x,42) € E(D), contradiction as before.
Hence x, € N~ (ay). Consequently, N*(z,11) = [¥r12, %rak] U {a1}. In partic-
ular (2,41, Tr4x) € E(D), but Nt (z,44) > k then there exists z; € N (2,44)
for 1 < j < rsor > 2 As before z,_1 € N (a1). Then z,4; has at
least two out-neighbors in [x1, z,[, let 2; be one of them with ¢ maximal, then
(Tic1, i) U [Trg1, Trgk) U (Trgk, i) U (Tr41,a1) is & P(1, k, 1), contradiction.

Next, if (xy4r, ) € E(D) then (x,45,21) € E(D). Suppose to the contrary
that (215, 21) ¢ D. Since (Xyyk,2,) € E(D) then Nt (2,41) C [Tr42, Tpyg] U
{zr_1}, since else we get a P(1,k,1), a contradiction. But d*(x,41) > k, then
Nt (zp11) = [Tr12, Tryr) U {zr—1}. In particular, (2,11, 2,4x) € E(D). Since
d™(z,4) > k, then there exists 1 < i < r — 1 such that 2; € N7 (z,41). Hence
(Tic1, i) U [@rs1, Trgr) U (@rpr, ) U (Xpg1, zr—1) is P(1,k, 1), a contradiction.

Now if |[NT(zy1k) N [x2,z[| > 3, then we get P(1,k,1), contradiction. If
INT(2p45) N [z2,2-[| = 2 then so (2,45, 21) € E(D), since else we get that
(Ty4k,Tr41) € E(D), but since d*(x,41) > k then z,1; has at least two out
neighbors outside P; which gives a contradiction as before. If |[NT(z,4x) N
[x2, x| < 1, then (xp4k,21) € E(D). Hence x; can play the role of z,j for
every x; € V(P). We claim that N~ (z;) C P for every z; € V(P). Otherwise,
without loss of generality suppose that there exists z € N~ (z,4x) — P. z € D1,
since else (2, Tr4k) U (Trpr, 1) U [21, Tryp—1] is a directed path in Do longer
than P, a contradiction. Since N¥(xz,) C P then N*(z,) = (2,11, Zr 1], oth-
erwise we get a P(1,k, 1), in particular, (z,, x,+2) and (z,,2,1%) € E(D). But
d(zy4%) > k, then there exists z; € NT(z,4) such that 1 < j < r. Hence
(@r, Zrs1) U (Try Trg2) U [Trg2, Trgk] U (g, ) U (221, 25) is a P(1,k,1), a
contradiction. Hence N~ (x;) C P for every z; € V(P). Since also N*(x;) C P
and D is critical then V(D) = V(D3) = V(P). Since d* (x;) > kand d™ (z;) < k
for every z; € V(P), then d*(z;) = d~(z;) = k for every z; € V(P) and so D
is a 2k-regular digraph. Since x(D) = 2k + 1, then D is a 2k + 1-tournament
and so it contains a P(1,k,1), a contradiction.

Consequently, x(D2) < k and so x(D1) > k+ 2, then let P = 21 - - - 21, be
a directed path in D; with maximal length in (r > 2) and let Po = 21 -+ - 241
We prove that N~ (z1)NDy = (). Suppose to the contrary that N~ (z1)N Dy # 0.
Let a1 € Dy N N~ (z1). Since d™(z;) > k + 1, then there exists v € N~ (zx) —
[21, zk41] — {a1} . Note that d*(ay) > k. If there exists w € N (a1) — [z1, 2] —
{v}, we get a P(1,k,1), a contradiction. Hence N*(a1) C ([21, 2] U {v}). If
(a1,22) € E(D) then N~ (zx4+1) = [21, 2] U {a1} since else we get a P(1,k, 1),
a contradiction. But N*t(a;) C ([z1,2k] U {v}), a contradiction. And so
(a1,23) € E(D). Since d~ (zk+2) > k+ 1 and zi12 ¢ N7 (a1), then there exists
x € N~ (zk42)—([23, 28]U{a1, 21}). Hence (z, zk42)U[zs, zk+2]U (a1, 23)U (a1, 21)
is a P(1,k,1), contradiction.
Since d~(z1) > k + 1 then there exists zy,, 2, € N~ (21) such that k < t; <



to < k+r. Also since d~(z) > k + 1 then [N~ (2x) — [z1,2k-1]| > 2. Set
I = N (21) — [z1,26-1]- T C {24, 28,41} N {245, 2t,41} since else we get a
P(1,k,1), a contradiction. But |I| > 2, and so |[{zt,, 2,41} N {24y, Zta4+1}] > 2
then {t1,t; + 1} = {t2,t2 + 1}, a contradiction.

O
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