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TWO REMARKS ON THE CACCETTA-HÄGGKVIST

CONJECTURE

RON AHARONI, ELI BERGER, MARIA CHUDNOVSKY, AND SHIRA ZERBIB

Abstract. A famous conjecture of Caccetta and Häggkvist is that the girth
g(D) of a simple digraph D on n vertices with minimal out-degree k is at most
⌈n
k
⌉. A natural generalization was considered by Hompe [5]: is it true that

in any simple digraph D, g(D) ≤ ⌈ψ(D)⌉, where ψ(D) =
∑

v∈V (D)
1

deg+(v)
?

Hompe showed that this is true for graphs with maximal out-degree 2, and
gave examples in which ψ(D) < (ln 2 + o(1))g(D) in general. Here we show
that in any simple digraph D, g(D) < 2ψ(D). We also prove a result related
to a rainbow version of the Caccetta-Häggkivst conjecture: let F1, F2, . . . , Fn

be sets of edges in an undirected graph on n vertices, each of size at most 2.
Then there exists a rainbow cycle of length at most ⌈

∑
i≤n

1
|Fi|

⌉. This is a

common generalization of a theorem of [4], in which |Fi| = 2 for all i, and
Hompe’s result mentioned above, on digraphs with maximal out-degree 2.

1. Introduction

The out-degree of a vertex v in a digraph D is denoted by deg+(v). A vertex
with out-degree 0 is called a sink. A graph with no sinks is said to be sink-less. We
write δ+(D) for minv∈V (D) deg

+(v). The girth g(G) of a graph G is the length of
the shortest cycle. The girth of an acyclic graph is defined as ∞. If D is directed,
g(D) is the length of the shortest directed cycle.

A famous conjecture of Caccetta and Häggkvist [2] is

Conjecture 1.1 (CHC). g(D) ≤
⌈

n
δ+(D)

⌉

for any simple digraph D on n vertices.

Here are four forefront results. Let D be a directed graph on n vertices:

(1) [3] g(D) ≤ 2 n
δ+(D)+1 .

(2) [9] g(D) ≤ n
δ+(D) + 73 (solving the conjecture asymptotically).

(3) [8] The CHC is true if δ+(D) ≤
√

n/2.
(4) [7] If δ+(D) ≥ 0.35n then g(D) ≤ 3.
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Hompe [5] considered a natural generalization of CHC, suggested by Seymour.
For any digraph D, let ψ(D) =

∑

v∈V (D)
1

deg+(v) . Is it true that in any simple

digraph D, g(D) ≤ ⌈ψ(D)⌉? The following follows from a result of Shen [8], and
was proved again by Hompe [5]:

Theorem 1.2. If the maximal out-degree in a simple digreph D is 2, then g(D) ≤
⌈ψ(D)⌉.

Hompe also showed that this is false for digraphs with maximal out-degree larger

than 2. In his construction, g(D) > ψ(D)
ln 2+o(1) . In this paper we prove:

Theorem 1.3. If D is a simple digraph then g(D) < 2ψ(D).

In fact we shall prove something slightly stronger:

Theorem 1.4. In any directed graph D, g(D) ≤ 2
∑

v∈V (D)
1

deg+(v)+1 .

Let G be an undirected graph and let F1, . . . , Fm be sets of edges in G. We say
that R ⊆ E(G) is a (partial) rainbow set if it is the image of a choice function,
namely if R = {eij | j ∈ J} where i1 < i2 < · · · < ik and eij ∈ Fij . For a family
(F1, . . . , Fm) of sets of edges in a graph, let rg(F1, . . . Fm) denote the shortest length
of a rainbow cycle.

The first author suggested [1] a rainbow version of the Caccetta-Häggkivst con-
jecture.

Conjecture 1.5. Let F1, F2, . . . , Fn be sets of edges in an undirected graph on n
vertices, each of size at most k. Then rg(F1, F2, . . . , Fn) ≤ ⌈n

k
⌉.

The CHC is obtained by taking Fi to be the set of outgoing edges from the i-th
vertex. In [4] Conjecture 1.5 was proved in the special case where |Fi| = 2 for all
i ≤ n. In [6] it was shown that if F1, . . . , Fn are sets of size 1010k of edges in Kn,
then there exists a rainbow cycle of length at most ⌈n

k
⌉.

Let ψ(F1, . . . , Fn) = ⌈
∑

i≤n
1

|Fi|
⌉. We prove:

Theorem 1.6. Let F1, F2, . . . , Fn be sets of edges in an undirected graph on n
vertices, each of size at most 2. Then rg(F1, F2, . . . , Fn) ≤ ψ(F1, . . . , Fn).

This is a common generalization of the result in [4], in which |Fi| = 2 for all i,
and Theorem 1.2.

2. Another proof of Theorem 1.2

Theorem 1.2 is given an elegant proof by Hompe in [5], and it also follows by
a structural result by Shen [8] on cycles in digraphs. We give here a third proof,
which includes another structural result on digraphs, that may be of interest in
itself.

We may assume that the graph is sink-less. Let p be the number of vertices with
out-degree 1. Then

∑

v∈V (G)
1

deg+(v) =
n−p
2 + p = n+p

2 . Thus Theorem 1.2 reads:

Theorem 2.1. Let D be an n-vertex digraph with all out-degrees at least 1 and at
most 2. Assume p vertices have out-degree 1. Then g(D) ≤ ⌈n+p2 ⌉.

This will follow from:
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Theorem 2.2. Let G be an n-vertex digraph and let p be the number of vertices
having out-degree 1. Then there exist two directed cycles meeting in at most p+ 1
vertices.

Proof. By restricting attention to a terminal connected component (a sink in the
directed tree of connected components) we may assume that G is strongly con-
nected.

Claim 2.3. We may assume that there exist vertices x, y of G satisfying the fol-
lowing:

(1) deg−(x) ≤ 2
(2) yx ∈ E(G)
(3) y is a source in G[N−(x)]
(4) Either y has out-degree 1, or y lies on a directed cycle in G \ {x}.

Proof. Let x be a vertex of minimum in-degree. Since δ+(G) ≤ 2, we have
deg−(x) ≤ 2.

Let D be a terminal component of G \ {x}. Since G is strongly connected, there
exists an edge yx for some y ∈ V (D).

Suppose that we can choose y to be a source in G[N−(x)]. If |D| > 1, y is in a
directed cycle in D. If |D| = 1, then deg+(y) = 1. In both cases the claim holds.

Thus we may assume that y cannot be chosen to be a source in G[N−(x)]. Then
x has in-degree 2, and so all in-degrees, and therefore all out-degrees in G are 2. It
follows that |D| > 1, because an outneighbor of y that is different than x is in D.
Let u be an inneighbor of x different from y. Since y is not a source in G[N−(x)],
it follows that u is adjacent to y.

If x has exactly one inneighbor in D, there is exactly one edge from G \D to D
and this edge is uy. Let P be a shortest path from x to D, then P is from x to u.
Then x − P − u − y − x is a cycle. Let C be a cycle through y in D, then P + C
have the required property.

Otherwise, N−(x) = {y, u} ⊆ D, and since u, y are not sources in N−(x), both
uy and yx are edges in G. Note that we may assume xy and xu are not edges in
G, because otherwise we get two digons meeting at one vertex and the theorem is
true.

If there exists a cycle in G− {u, y} then together with the digon uy we get two
cycles as in the theorem. Therefore G − {u, y} is acyclic. Let z be a vertex with
out-degree 0 in G − {u, y}. Then zu, zy are edges in G, and in particular z 6= x.
Moreover, since all in-degrees are 2, no other vertex in G − {u, y} is of out-degree
0.

Then G− {u, y, z, x} is not empty (because x has out-degree 2) and all the out-
degrees in G− {u, y, z} are at least 1. So there is a cycle in G− {u, y, z}, and the
theorem holds.

This proves the claim. �

Let x, y be as in the claim. Let G′ be obtained from G by deleting all out-edges
of y except yx, and contracting yx. Then in G′ all out-degrees are at least 1 (here
we use the fact that no vertex has both x and y as out-neighbors, and so contracting
x, y did not change the out-degrees). Let w be the contracted vertex.

Applying an induction hypothesis to Claim 2.2, there exist in G′ two cycles
C1, C2 as in the claim. By uncontracting the edge yx, we may assume w ∈ C1∩C2.
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Let p, q be the in-neighbors of w (namely sending an edge to w) in C1+C2, and let
s, t be the out-neighbors of w (namely receiving an edge to x) in C1 +C2 (possibly
p = q or s = t). Then s, t are out-neighbors of x. If one of p, q is an in-neighbor of
x, can reroute one of C1, C2 such that x belongs to both new cycles and y belongs
to at most one, so get two cycles in G that meet at most |C1∩C2| ≤ p+1 vertices.
So we may assume p, q are in-neighbors of y (and not of x).

Let C′
1 = C1 \ w + {x, y} and C′

2 = C2 \ w + {x, y}. Then C′
1, C

′
2 are directed

cycles in G, and |C′
1 ∩ C

′
2| = |C1 ∩ C2|+ 1.

If y has out-degree 1 in G, then the number of vertices of degree 1 in G is larger
than in G′, and so |C1∩C2| ≤ (p−1)+1 and C′

1, C
′
2 work. So we may assume y has

out-degree 2 in G, and so by the choice of x there is a directed cycle C3 in G \ {x}
with y ∈ C3. Let P be a directed path in C3 from y to C′

1 +C′
2, say P is from y to

v and v ∈ C′
2. Now C′

1 and y − P − v − (C′
2 \ (x − v)) − y are two directed cycles

that meet in at most |C′
1 ∩ C

′
2| − 1 = |C1 ∩ C2| ≤ p+ 1 vertices as required. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.6

Similarly to the case of Theorem 1.2, the theorem follows from:

Theorem 3.1. Let G be a undirected n-vertex graph and let F1, . . . , Fn be sets of
edges in G such that 1 ≤ |Fi| ≤ 2. Assume p sets are of size 1. Then G contains a
rainbow cycle of length at most ⌈n+p2 ⌉.

Proof. We may assume that the sets Fi are disjoint, or else there is a rainbow cycle
of length 2. The case where all the Fi’s are of size 2 was proved in [4]. Thus we
may assume |F1| = 1, and let F1 = {e}. We will think of the the edges in Fi as
colored by the color i.

We construct a subgraph H of G recursively as follows. Let H0 = {e}. At each
step i, Hi is obtained by adding to Hi−1 a vertex xi /∈ V (Hi−1) and two edges
xiai, xibi /∈ E(Hi−1) such that ai, bi ∈ V (Hi−1) and xiai, xibi are colored by the
same color ji. We stop at step i = t when there are no such two edges to add, and
we let H = Ht.

For two vertices u, v ∈ V (G) let distr(u, v) denote the rainbow distance of u, v,
that is, the minimum length (number of edges) of a rainbow path connecting u
and v. For a subgraph G′ of G let the rainbow diameter of G′ be defined as
rd(G′) = minu,v∈V (G′) distr(u, v).

Claim 3.2. rd(Hi) ≤ i
2 + 1, and if i is even there exists at most one pair of

vertices ui, vi ∈ V (Hi) such that distr(ui, vi) = i
2 + 1 (so for any other pair of

vertices u, v ∈ V (Hi), distr(u, v) ≤
i
2).

Proof of the claim. If i ∈ {0, 1} the claim is trivial. We proceed by induction on i.
Suppose first that i + 1 is odd. By the induction hypothesis, there exists at

most one pair of vertices ui, vi ∈ V (Hi) such that distr(ui, vi) ≤
i
2 + 1 and for any

other pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (Hi), distr(u, v) ≤
i
2 . We have to show that for every

y, z ∈ V (Hi+1), distr(y, z) ≤ ⌊ i+1
2 + 1⌋ = i

2 + 1. If y, z ∈ V (Hi) we are done.
Suppose z = xi+1. If y /∈ {ui, vi} there is a rainbow path from ai+1 to y of length
at most i

2 and thus there is a rainbow path from xi+1 to y of length at most i
2 +1.

If y ∈ {ui, vi}, say y = ui, then either ai+1 6= vi or bi+1 6= vi. In both cases there
exists a rainbow path from xi+1 to y, through ai+1 or bi+1 respectively, of length
at most i

2 + 1.
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Assume now that i+2 is even. By the induction hypothesis, there exists at most
one pair ui, vi ∈ V (Hi) such that distr(ui, vi) ≤

i
2 +1 and any other pair of vertices

in V (Hi) is of rainbow distance at most i
2 . We have to show that there exists at

most one pair ui+2, vi+2 ∈ V (Hi+2) such that distr(ui+2, vi+2) ≤ i
2 + 2 and any

other pair of vertices in V (Hi+2) is of rainbow distance at most i
2 + 1.

We split into two cases.

Case 1. xi+1 /∈ {ai+2, bi+2}.
Choose ui+2 = xi+1, vi+2 = xi+2. We claim that distr(ui+2, vi+2) ≤ i

2 + 2.
Indeed, by the induction hypothesis we can choose a vertex u ∈ {ai+1, bi+1} and
v ∈ {ai+2, bi+2} such that distr(u, v) ≤ i

2 , and adding the edges xi+1u, xi+2v we

get a rainbow path between xi+1, xi+2 of length at most i
2 + 2. Let u, v ∈ V (Hi+2

such that {u, v} 6= {xi+1, xi+2}. Since ai+1, bi+1, ai+2, bi+2 ∈ V (Hi), we have
distr(u, v) ≤

i
2 + 1 like in the odd case.

Case 2. xi+1 = ai+2.
In this case, either bi+2 6= ui or bi+2 6= vi. Assume WLOG bi+2 6= vi. Choose

ui+2 = xi+2, vi+2 = vi. Then distr(ui+2, vi+2) ≤
i
2+2, and like before, distr(u, v) ≤

i
2 + 1 for any other pair of vertices u, v. �

We proceed by induction on n. Contract H into a single vertex h to obtain
a new graph G′ (G′ may have loops). Note that n′ := |V (G′)| = n − t − 1, the
number of colors is n − t − 1 = n′ and the number of colors of size 1 is p′ =

p− 1. By induction there exists a rainbow cycle C in G′ of size at most ⌈n
′+p′

2 ⌉ =

⌈n−t+p−2
2 ⌉ = ⌈n−t+p2 ⌉ − 1.

If C does not use the vertex h, we are done. Otherwise, uncontracting h we
have that C is a path in G, with end vertices u, v ∈ V (H). By the claim, there
is a rainbow path P in H connecting u and v of size at most t

2 + 1. Note that P
uses colors not appearing in C. Thus P +C is a rainbow cycle in G of size at most
⌊⌈n−t+p2 ⌉ − 1 + t

2 + 1⌋ = ⌈n+p2 ⌉. This completes the proof of the theorem. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.4

For a simple digraph D let φ(D) =
∑

v∈V (D)
1

deg+(v)+1 .

Theorem 4.1. If D is sink-less, then g(D) ≤ 2φ(D).

Item (1) following Conjecture 1.1 is the case where all the out-degrees are equal.
Any acyclic non-empty graph illustrates the necessity of the sink-less condition in
the theorem.

Lemma 4.2. In any digraph D there exists a vertex v for which φ(D− v) ≤ φ(D).

Proof. The condition φ(D − v) ≤ φ(D) means that

(1)
1

deg+(v) + 1
≥

∑

u∈N−(v)

1

deg+(u)

1

deg+(u) + 1

The expression on the right hand side is the average
This will follow if we show that the sums, over all vertices, of the two sides, are

equal. On the left hand side the sum is, by definition, φ(D). On the right hand
side, the number of times every vertex u appears is deg+(u), and hence we get
∑

u∈V (D)
1

deg+(u)+1 , which is again φ(D). �
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Lemma 4.3. If D is a sink-less graph, then there exists a vertex v such that
φ(D − v) ≤ φ(D) and D − v is sink-less, or else D is the union of cycles.

Proof. Let A be the set of vertices v satisfying (1). Assuming negation, for every
v ∈ A there exists w ∈ V (D) such that N+(w) = {v}. The w-term in the right
hand side of (1) is then 1

2 , while the left hand side is at most 1
2 , and thus for

the inequality to hold necessarily N−(v) = {w} and deg+(v) = 1. Namely, both
in-degree and out-degree of v are 1. Thus, assuming negation of the lemma, for
every v ∈ A equality holds in (1). Other vertices satisfy a strict reverse inequality,
so if V (D) \A 6= ∅ then the sum over the right hand side of (1) would be less than
the sum over the left hand side, a contradiction. This means that A = V (D). But
we have just shown that vertices in A have in-degree and out-degree 1. So, this
condition holds for all vertices of D, meaning that D is the union of cycles, proving
the lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. By the lemma, we can remove vertices one by one, while
keeping the graph sink-less and not increasing φ, until we reach a graph K that is
the union of cycles. Since K is a subgraph of G, we have g(G) ≤ g(K). Since K is
the union of cycles, φ(K) = 1

2 |V (K)| ≥ 1
2g(K).

Combining these, we get

g(G) ≤ g(K) ≤ 2φ(K) ≤ 2φ(G),

as desired. �
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