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Abstract. Given a collection G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gm} of graphs on the common vertex set V of

size n, an m-edge graph H on the same vertex set V is transversal in G if there exists a bijection

φ : E(H) → [m] such that e ∈ E(Gφ(e)) for all e ∈ E(H). Denote δ(G) := min {δ(Gi) : i ∈ [m]}.
In this paper, we first establish a minimum degree condition for the existence of transversal

Hamilton paths in G: if n = m+1 and δ(G) ≥ n−1
2

, then G contains a transversal Hamilton path.

This solves a problem proposed by [Li, Li and Li, J. Graph Theory, 2023]. As a continuation of

the transversal version of Dirac’s theorem [Joos and Kim, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc., 2020] and

the stability result for transversal Hamilton cycles [Cheng and Staden, arXiv:2403.09913v1],

our second result characterizes all graph collections with minimum degree at least n
2
− 1 and

without transversal Hamilton cycles. We obtain an analogous result for transversal Hamilton

paths. The proof is a combination of the stability result for transversal Hamilton paths or

cycles, transversal blow-up lemma, along with some structural analysis.

1. Introduction

Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(G). For a vertex v

of G, denote by NG(v) the neighborhood of v and let dG(v) = |NG(v)| be the degree of v. The

subscripts are omitted when G is clear from the context. Let δ(G) be the minimum degree of

G. Denote by Pn, Cn, Kn and Kt,n−t the path, cycle, complete graph and complete bipartite

graph (with parts of size t and n− t) on n vertices, respectively.

Let G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gm} be a collection of not necessarily distinct graphs with common

vertex set V . We often think of each Gi having the color i. Let H be a graph on the vertex set

V . We say H is rainbow in G if there exists an injection φ : E(H) → [m] such that e ∈ E(Gφ(e))

for all e ∈ E(H). In addition, if |E(H)| = m, then φ is a bijection and we say H is transversal in

G. Let δ(G) = min{δ(Gi) : i ∈ [m]} be the minimum degree of G. Transversal often appears in

infinitary combinatorics under several similar definitions (see, [1, 24]), and it is also extensively

studied in the context of Latin squares (see [45] for a survey).

The following general question was proposed by Joos and Kim in [32].

Question 1.1. Let H be a graph withm edges, G be a family of graphs, and G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gm}
be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V such that Gi ∈ G for all i ∈ [n]. Which

properties imposed on G guarantee a transversal copy of H?

By taking G1 = G2 = · · · = Gm, we need to study properties for G such that each graph in G

contains H as a subgraph. However, this alone is not always sufficient. For example, Aharoni,

DeVos, de la Maza, Montejano and Šámal [4] proved that if G = {G1, G2, G3} is a collection of

graphs on a common vertex set of size n and |E(Gi)| > (26−2
√
7

81 )n2 for i ∈ [3], then G contains a

rainbow triangle. Moreover, the constant 26−2
√
7

81 is optimal. However, Mantel’s theorem states

that any n-vertex graph with more than ⌊n2

4 ⌋ edges must contain a triangle.
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In this paper, we investigate the minimum degree condition for a graph collection to guarantee

the existence of transversal Hamilton paths or cycles. Hamiltonicity of graphs is one of the

fundamental problems in extremal graph theory and structural graph theory. In 1952, Dirac

[23] proved that an n-vertex graph contains a Hamilton cycle if its minimum degree is no less

than n
2 . Ore [41] relaxed this condition by considering the sum of degrees of two non-adjacent

vertices. In general, there are many other sufficient conditions that guarantee the Hamiltonicity

of a graph, such as Pósa’s condition [42], Bondy’s condition [7] and so on. For more problems

and results about Hamiltonicity of graphs, we refer the reader to [9, 28,29,39,43].

In 2020, Aharoni [4] conjectured that Dirac’s theorem can be extended to a transversal version.

Conjecture 1.2 ([4]). Suppose G = {G1, . . . , Gn} is a collection of graphs with the same vertex

set V of size n. If δ(G) ≥ n
2 , then G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle.

Cheng, Wang and Zhao [21] solved this conjecture asymptotically, and it was completely

confirmed by Joos and Kim [32]. Bradshaw, Halasz and Stacho [13] extended the result of

Conjecture 1.2 by showing any such graph collection has at least ( cne )
cn transversal Hamilton

cycles for some constant c > 1
68 . Anastos and Chakraborti [6] improved ( cne )

cn to (Cn)2n for

some constant C > 0. Bradshaw [12] studied the Hamiltonicity in bipartite graph collections.

Bowtell, Morris, Pehova and Staden [11] showed that G contains every Hamilton cycle pattern if

δ(G) ≥ (1+o(1))n2 . The research of graph collections has also been generalized to random graph

collections. Ferber, Han and Mao [25] provided a transversal version of the Dirac’s theorem in

random graph collections.

In addition to Dirac’s theorem, many other classical results of extremal graph theory have

been generalized. Cheng, Han, Wang and Wang [17] studied the minimum degree condition

for the existence of transversal Kt-factors in (hyper)graph collections, which is an asymptotical

version of the rainbow Hajnal-Szemerdi theorem [31]. Montgomery, Myesser and Pehova [40]

gave asymptotically tight transversal versions of Hajnal-Szemerdi theorem [31] and Kühn-Osthus

theorem [34] on factors, and a transversal generalisation of the theorem of Komlós, Sárkózy and

Szemerédi [33] on spanning trees. Gupta, Hamann, Müyesser, Parczyk and Sgueglia [30] gave

a general approach to transversal versions of several classical Dirac-type results. Cheng and

Staden [19] established the transversal blow-up lemma, which is an effective tool for transversal

embedding problems. Chakraborti, Im, Kim and Liu [15] extended the bandwidth theorem

[10] to graph collections. More relevant developments on this topic, we refer the reader to

[2, 3, 5, 18,35,37,38,44].

Li, Li and Li [36] established a sufficient condition for the existence of a rainbow Hamilton

path in G = {G1, . . . , Gn}. However, the edges of a rainbow Hamilton path only come from n−1

graphs in G. Hence, they proposed the following problem: whether a collection of n− 1 graphs

is sufficient to guarantee the existence of transversal Hamilton paths. Our first result solves the

above problem and prove the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn−1} be a collection of graphs on a common vertex set V of

size n. If δ(G) ≥ n−1
2 , then G has a transversal Hamilton path.

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is inspired by Joos and Kim [32], which proved the transversal

version of Dirac’s theorem by constructing auxiliary digraphs. The difficulty of our proof is that

we can only find a rainbow cycle of length at least n−2 when δ(G) ≥ n−1
2 . If the longest rainbow
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cycle inside G has length n−2, then we need to analyze the relation between two vertices outside

the cycle by using a series of rotations and more structural analysis.

For graphs G and H, denote by G∪H the disjoint union of G and H. We use G∨H to denote

the graph obtained from G∪H by adding an edge between each vertex of G and each vertex of

H. A k-matching in a graph is a set consisting of k edges with no shared vertices. For any vertex

subsetsX, Y ⊆ V (G), letG[X] be the induced subgraph ofG onX. LetG[X,Y ] be the subgraph

of G with vertex set X ∪Y and edge set {xy : x ∈ X, y ∈ Y and xy ∈ E(G)}. Denote by G−xy
the graph obtained from G by deleting the edge xy, where xy ∈ E(G). Let G = {G1, G2, . . . , Gm}
be collection of graphs on a common vertex set. Then define G[X] := {Gi[X] : i ∈ [m]} and

G[X,Y ] := {Gi[X,Y ] : i ∈ [m]}. If E(G) = ∅, then we simply write G = ∅. Similarly, if there is

no edge in Gi for all i ∈ [m], then we write G = ∅.
Let 0 < κ < 1 be a positive constant. Given two graph collections G = {G1, . . . , Gm} and

H = {H1, . . . ,Hm} defined on the vertex sets V1 and V2 respectively, where |V1| = |V2| = n and

(1 − κ)n ≤ m ≤ (1 + κ)n, we say G is κ-close to H if by adding or deleting at most κn3 edges

of G we can obtain a copy of H. A graph collection G′ = {G′
1, . . . , G

′
m} is a spanning collection

of G if G′
i is a spanning subgraph of Gi for each i ∈ [m]. For any vertex set V of size n, we say

A ∪B is an equitable partition of V if |A|+ |B| = n and ||A| − |B|| ≤ 1.

Definition 1.4 (Ht
s, half-split graph collection). Given integers s, t ≥ 0, let Ht

s be the graph

collection on a common vertex set of size n obtained by taking s copies of K⌈n
2
⌉ ∪ K⌊n

2
⌋ and t

copies of K⌈n
2
⌉,⌊n

2
⌋, where they are defined on the same equitable partition.

We say that a graph collection G = {G1, . . . , Gm} on a common vertex set V of size n is half-

split if there is a subset A ⊆ V with |A| = ⌈n2 ⌉ such that G[A] = ∅ and all graphs in G[A, V \A]
are complete bipartite graphs.

Cheng and Staden [20] characterized the stability result for transversal Hamilton paths or

cycles when the minimum degree of the graph collection is slightly lower than n
2 .

Theorem 1.5 ([20]). For all κ > 0, there exist µ > 0 and n0 such that the following holds for

all integers n ≥ n0. Let G = {G1, . . . , Gm} be a collection of graphs with the common vertex set

V of size n and δ(G) ≥ (12 − µ)n.

(i) If m = n and G contains no transversal Hamilton cycles, then either G is κ-close to Ht
s

for some s ∈ [n] with t = n− s is odd, or G is κ-close to a half-split graph collection.

(ii) If m = n− 1 and G contains no transversal Hamilton paths, then either G is κ-close to

H0
n−1, or G is κ-close to a half-split graph collection.

As a continuation of the transversal version of Dirac’s theorem [32] and the stability result

for transversal Hamilton cycles (i.e., Theorem 1.5 (i)), we characterize all graph collections with

minimum degree at least n
2 − 1 and without transversal Hamilton cycles. Note that in a graph

collection G, the order of colors does not affect the overall structure of G. Thus, when we say

Gi (for example, G1) is a graph in G, it is usually arbitrary.

Theorem 1.6. For sufficiently large n, let C be a set of n colors, and let G = {Gi : i ∈ C} be

a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n and δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1. Assume that G

contains no transversal Hamilton cycles.

(i) If n is odd, then one of the following holds:

(a) G is the half-split graph collection,

3



(b) there exists a fixed vertex u with dGi(u) = n− 1 and an equitable partition A∪B of

V \{u} such that Gi[V \{u}] = Gi[A] ∪Gi[B] = 2Kn−1
2

for all i ∈ C.
(ii) If n is even, then one of the following holds:

(a) G is a spanning collection of Ht
n−t for some odd integer t ∈ [n],

(b) there exists a partition A ∪B of V with |A| = n
2 − 1 such that either Gi[B] = ∅ for

all but at most one i ∈ C, or E(Gi[B]) ⊆ {uv} for fixed u, v ∈ B and all i ∈ C,
(c) there exists an equitable partition A∪B of V such that G[A,B] contains no rainbow

2-matching, that is, one of the following holds:

• Gi = Gi[A] ∪Gi[B] = 2Kn
2
for all but at most one i ∈ C,

• there is a vertex u ∈ A such that E(Gi[A,B]) = E(Gi[{u}, B]) for all i ∈ C,
• there are vertices u ∈ A and v ∈ B such that E(G1[A,B]) ⊆ {uw : w ∈ B} ∪
{wv : w ∈ A} and E(Gi[A,B]) ⊆ {uv} for all i ∈ C\{1} (see Figure 1 (a)),

• there are vertices u, u′ ∈ A and v, v′ ∈ B such that E(G1[A,B]) = {uv, u′v′},
E(G2[A,B]) = {uv′, u′v} and Gj = Gj [A] ∪ Gj [B] = 2Kn

2
for all j ∈ C\[2]

(see Figure 1 (b)).

Figure 1. Extremal graph collections in Theorem 1.6. Here the dotted line
means that the edge may not exist, and the triangle stands for a complete graph.

Remark 1.7. In fact, in Theorem 1.6 (ii) (b)-(c), based on the local structure of G and the

minimum degree condition, the global structure of G can be deduced immediately. For example,

|A| = n
2 − 1 and Gi[B] = ∅ imply that Gi[A,B] = Kn

2
−1,n

2
+1 and Gi[A] can be any graph.

For an n-vertex graph G with δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1, Büyükçolak-Gözüpek-Özkan-Sibel-Shalom [14]

and Fu-Gao-Wang-Yang [26] characterized the structure of G without Hamilton cycles if n (≥ 3)

is odd and n (≥ 22) is even, respectively. In fact, by applying Theorem 1.6 with G1 = G2 =

· · · = Gn = G, we can deduce their results when n is sufficiently large.

Corollary 1.8 ([14,26]). For sufficiently large n, let G be an n-vertex graph with vertex set V .

Assume that G contains no Hamilton cycles and δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1.

(i) If n is odd, then either G = K1 ∨ (Kn−1
2

∪ Kn−1
2
) or G is a spanning subgraph of

n+1
2 K1 ∨Kn−1

2
.

(ii) If n is even, then G is a spanning subgraph of K1 ∨ (Kn
2
−1 ∪Kn

2
) or (K2 ∪ (n2 − 1)K1)∨

Kn
2
−1.

Recall that Theorem 1.3 gives a sufficient condition for the existence of transversal Hamilton

paths in a collection of n − 1 graphs. In contrast to the Hamilton cycle case, our next result
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characterizes all collections of n − 1 graphs with minimum degree at least n−3
2 and containing

no transversal Hamilton paths.

Theorem 1.9. For sufficiently large n, let C be a set of n− 1 colors, and let G = {Gi : i ∈ C}
be a collection of graphs with the common vertex set V of size n. Assume that δ(G) ≥ n−3

2 and

G contains no transversal Hamilton paths.

(i) If n is even, then one of the following holds:

• G is H0
n−1,

• there exists a partition A ∪ B of V with |A| = n
2 + 1 such that Gi[A] = ∅ for all

i ∈ C.
(ii) If n is odd, then one of the following holds:

• G is a spanning collection of H0
n−1,

• there exists a partition A∪B of V with |A| = n+3
2 such that either Gi[A] = ∅ for all

but at most one i ∈ C, or E(Gi[A]) ⊆ {uv} for fixed vertices u, v ∈ A and all i ∈ C.

Notice that given a collection G of n− 1 graphs on a common vertex set of size n, the graph

collection obtained from adding a complete graph to G has a transversal Hamilton cycle if and

only if G has a transversal Hamilton path. Thus, Theorem 1.9 (i) is an immediate consequence

of Theorem 1.6 (ii). For Theorem 1.9 (ii), it can be proved by using similar arguments as

Theorem 1.6, so we omit its proof. Note that we just need to find a transversal Hamilton path

inside G, that is, we don’t need to connect its two endpoints, hence the proof of Theorem 1.9 (ii)

is much simpler.

2. Notation and Organization

2.1. Notation. First of all, we state that all terminology and notation on graph theory not

defined in this paper are the same as those used in the textbook [22].

For a vertex subset U,W ⊆ V (G) and a vertex v ∈ V (G), let NG(v, U) = NG(v) ∩ U and

dG(v, U) = |NG(v, U)|. Let NG(U,W ) = ∪u∈UNG(u,W ). Denote by Sr the star with r vertices,

where the vertex with degree r−1 is the center of Sr. Let G = {Gi : i ∈ C} be a graph collection

and H be a rainbow subgraph inside G. Denote by col(H) the set of colors appearing in H. Let

Pt = v1v2 . . . vt be a rainbow path inside G. For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ t, denote by viPvj := vivi+1 . . . vj a

rainbow subpath of P , and the color of each edge inherits its color on P . We say P is maximal

in G if it is not a proper rainbow subpath of any other rainbow paths inside G. Two rainbow

paths P and Q are said to be disjoint if V (P ) ∩ V (Q) = ∅ and col(P ) ∩ col(Q) = ∅.
Let D be a digraph. We denote its vertex set by V (D) and its arc set by A(D). For vertices

u and v in D, the arc from u to v is denoted by −→uv. Given v ∈ V (D), let N+
D (v) and N−

D (v) be

the out-neighborhood and in-neighborhood of v in D, respectively. Denote by d+D(v) and d
−
D(v)

the out-degree and in-degree of v, respectively.

For a positive integer n, we write [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} and [a, b] := {a, a + 1, . . . , b} for two

positive integers a < b. For any two constants α, β ∈ (0, 1), we write α ≪ β if there exists a

function f = f(β) such that the subsequent arguments hold for all 0 < α ≤ f.

2.2. Organization. In the remainder of this section, we give a sketch of the proof of Theorem

1.6. In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.3, which establishes a minimum degree condition to

guarantee the existence of transversal Hamilton paths. In Section 4, we give the proof of Theorem

1.6. The proof is split into three steps: constructing short disjoint rainbow paths to cover bad
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vertices and bad colors; using the connecting tool (Claim 4.5) to connect those rainbow paths;

applying transversal blow-up lemma to construct long rainbow paths to cover all left vertices and

colors. In order to use the transversal blow-up lemma, we introduce Theorem 4.3 to balance the

number of vertices in two parts, whose proof is presented in Section 5. Finally, some concluding

remarks are given in Section 6.

2.3. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.6. Assume 0 < 1
n ≪ δ ≪ η ≪ 1. Let G =

{G1, G2, . . . , Gn} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n. Assume that

δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1 and G contains no transversal Hamilton cycles. Denote C1 := {i ∈ [n] : Gi is

close to K⌈n
2
⌉ ∪K⌊n

2
⌋}, C2 := {i ∈ [n] : Gi is close to K⌈n

2
⌉,⌊n

2
⌋} and Cbad := [n]\(C1 ∪ C2). By

[20, Lemma 5.3] (see also Lemma 4.2 in Section 4), we know that |C1| + |C2| ≥ (1 − 3δ)n. In

view of Definition 4.1, we can fix a characteristic partition (Ai, Bi, Ci) for each graph Gi with

i ∈ C1 ∪ C2. By swapping the labels of Ai and Bi, we have |A1∆Ai|, |B1∆Bi| < δn for every

i ∈ (C1 ∪ C2)\{1}.
Based on the sizes of |C1| and |C2|, we distinguish our proof into three cases: |C1| < ηn,

|C2| < ηn, |C1| ≥ ηn and |C2| ≥ ηn. We will take the first case as an example to illustrate the

general idea of our proof.

Firstly, expand A1 ∪ B1 to an equitable partition A ∪ B of V . For a vertex v ∈ A, there are

three bad cases: v lies in almost all Bi for i ∈ C1 ∪ C2; v lies in almost all Ci for i ∈ C1 ∪ C2;
and v lies in both Ai and Bi for many i ∈ C1 ∪ C2. Then move vertices in the first case from A

to B, and do the same operation for such vertices in B. Denote the set of vertices in the other

two bad cases by Vbad. Now, the number of vertices in A and B may be unbalanced, but their

difference is still small (no more than 9δn). In order to use the transversal blow-up lemma (see

[19] or Claim 4.4 in Section 4) to find long rainbow paths inside G, the following four steps are

needed.

Step 1. Balance the number of vertices in A and B. If there exists a set of disjoint

rainbow paths in G[B] such that after deleting their vertices, the number of vertices in A and

B are balanced, then we are done. Otherwise, we will show that G must be a graph collection

described in Theorem 1.6.

Step 2. Deal with vertices in Vbad. By using colors in C2, we are to find a series of disjoint

rainbow P3 such that all centers of them are all vertices in Vbad and the endpoints of them are

unused vertices in (A ∪B)\Vbad.
Step 3. Deal with colors in Cbad. Choose a maximal rainbow matching M by using

colors in Cbad and avoiding vertices used in Steps 1-2. It is routine to check that for each

j ∈ Cbad\col(M), the graph Gj is close to K⌊n
2
⌋ ∪K⌈n

2
⌉.

Step 4. Deal with colors in C1∪(Cbad\col(M)). We greedily select two rainbow paths with

colors C1 ∪ (Cbad\col(M)) and avoiding the used vertices in the above three steps. The lengths

of those two rainbow paths are determined by the parity of |C1 ∪ (Cbad\col(M))|.
Based on the minimum degree condition and the characteristic partition of extremal graphs,

one may use colors in C2 to connect all rainbow paths obtained in the above four steps into a

single short rainbow path, say P , such that Vbad ⊆ V (P ), C1 ∪ Cbad ⊆ col(P ), |A\V (P )| and
|B\V (P )| are almost equal. By applying the transversal blow-up lemma and some structural

analysis, the exact structure of graphs in G can be deduced.
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. The following lemma allows us to find a rainbow path

of length at least n− 3 in G.

Lemma 3.1 ([36]). Suppose G = {G1, . . . , Gn} is a collection of graphs with common vertex set

V of size n, and δ(G) ≥ n−1
2 . Then one of the following holds:

• G has a rainbow cycle of length at least n− 1,

• n is odd and G consists of n copies of K1 ∨ 2Kn−1
2
.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We prove it by contradiction. Suppose that G does not contain transver-

sal Hamilton paths. Let V = {x1, . . . , xn}. Firstly, we give the following claim.

Claim 3.2. G has a rainbow cycle of length at least n− 2.

Proof of Claim 3.2. Suppose that G contains no rainbow cycle of length at least n−2. By Lemma

3.1, we know {G1, . . . , Gn−1,Kn} contains a rainbow cycle of length at least n − 1. Thus, G
contains a rainbow path of length at least n− 3. Let P = x1x2 . . . xn−2 be such a rainbow path,

where xixi+1 ∈ E(Gi) for i ∈ [n− 3]. It is obvious that x1xn−2 /∈ E(Gn−1) ∪ E(Gn−2).

We claim that |NGn−2(x1) ∩ {xn−1, xn}|+ |NGn−1(xn−2) ∩ {xn−1, xn}| ≤ 2. Otherwise, there

exists xj ∈ NGn−2(x1) ∩ NGn−1(xn−2) for some j ∈ {n − 1, n}. It follows that xjx1 . . . xn−2xj

forms a rainbow cycle of length n− 1 in G, a contradiction. Let

A = {j ∈ [n− 4] : x1xj+1 ∈ E(Gn−2)}, B = {j ∈ [2, n− 3] : xjxn−2 ∈ E(Gn−1)}.

If A ∩ B ̸= ∅, then choose j1 ∈ A ∩ B and x1xj1+1 . . . xn−2xj1xj1−1 . . . x1 is a rainbow cycle of

length n−2 in G, a contradiction. Thus, A∩B = ∅. Notice that A∪B ⊆ [n−3]. Hence |A|+|B| ≤
n−3. Recall that x1xn−2 /∈ E(Gn−1)∪E(Gn−2). Then, |A| ≥ n−1

2 −|NGn−2(x1)∩{xn−1, xn}| and
|B| ≥ n−1

2 − |NGn−1(xn−2)∩ {xn−1, xn}|. Therefore, |NGn−2(x1)∩ {xn−1, xn}|+ |NGn−1(xn−2)∩
{xn−1, xn}| = 2 and |A|+ |B| = n− 3. By symmetry, one of the following holds:

(A1) NGn−2(x1) ∩ {xn−1, xn} = {xn−1} and NGn−1(xn−2) ∩ {xn−1, xn} = {xn},
(A2) NGn−2(x1) ∩ {xn−1, xn} = {xn−1} and NGn−1(xn−2) ∩ {xn−1, xn} = {xn−1},
(A3) NGn−2(x1) ∩ {xn−1, xn} = {xn−1, xn} and NGn−1(xn−2) ∩ {xn−1, xn} = ∅.

If (A1) holds, then G contains a transversal Hamilton path xn−1x1 . . . xn−2xn, a contradiction.

If (A2) holds, then G contains a rainbow (n − 1)-cycle xn−1x1 . . . xn−2xn−1, which is also a

contradiction. Hence (A3) holds.

It is easy to see that xn−3xn /∈ E(Gn−3)∪E(Gn−1). Otherwise, xnx1 . . . xn−3xn is a rainbow

cycle of length n − 2 in G, a contradiction. For convenience, denote x1 := xn, x
i := xi−1 for

i ∈ [2, n− 2], xn−1 := xn−1 and xn := xn−2. Then P ′ := x1x2 . . . xn−2 is a rainbow path inside

G with n− 3, n− 1 /∈ col(P ′). Let

A′ = {j ∈ [n− 4] : x1xj+1 ∈ E(Gn−1)}, B′ = {j ∈ [2, n− 3] : xjxn−2 ∈ E(Gn−3)}.

Notice that x1xn−1 ̸∈ E(Gn−1), otherwise x
n−1x1P ′xn−2xn forms a transversal Hamilton path,

a contradiction. It follows from (A3) that x1xn /∈ E(Gn−1) and x2xn−1 ∈ E(Gn−2). Then

xn−1xn−2 /∈ E(Gn−3). Together with xn−3xn /∈ E(Gn−3) ∪ E(Gn−1), we have |A′| + |B′| ⩾
n−1
2 + n−1

2 − 1 = n− 2. Since A′ ∪B′ ⊆ [n− 3], one has A′ ∩B′ ̸= ∅ and let j2 ∈ A′ ∩B′. Hence,

x1xj2+1P ′xn−2xj2P ′x1 is a rainbow cycle of length n− 2 in G, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Claim 3.2. □
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Based on Claim 3.2, we distinguish our proof into the following two cases.

Case 1. G has a rainbow cycle of length n− 1.

Let C = x1x2 . . . xn−1x1 be a rainbow cycle inside G with xixi+1 ∈ E(Gi) for i ∈ [n−1], where

we identify xn with x1. Let y be the vertex in V \V (C). Since G has no transversal Hamilton

path, one has yxi, yxi+1 ̸∈ E(Gi) for i ∈ [n− 1].

We construct the following auxiliary digraph D with vertex set V and arc set

A(D) =
⋃

i∈[n−1]

{−→xiz : xiz ∈ E(Gi) and z ̸= xi+1}.

By the definition of D, we have d+D(y) = 0. Furthermore, d−D(y) = 0. Otherwise, there exists

xi ∈ N−
D (y) for some i ∈ [n − 1]. Then, yxi . . . x1xn−1 . . . xi+1 is a transversal Hamilton path

in G, a contradiction. It follows from δ(G) ≥ n−1
2 that d+D(xi) ≥ n−1

2 − 1 for all i ∈ [n − 1].

Therefore,

|A(D)| ≥ (n− 1)(
n− 1

2
− 1) = (n− 1)

n− 3

2
. (1)

Without loss of generality, assume that d−D(x1) = max{d−D(xi) : i ∈ [n − 1]}. Then we claim

that d−D(x1) ≥
n−3
2 . Otherwise, d−D(x1) ≤

n−5
2 . This implies that |A(D)| =

∑
i∈[n−1] d

−
D(xi) ≤

(n− 1)n−5
2 < (n− 1)n−3

2 , which contradicts (1). Let

I11 = {i ∈ [2, n− 2] : xi ∈ N−
D (x1)}, I12 = {i ∈ [2, n− 2] : xi+1y ∈ E(G1)}.

Recall that x1y, x2y /∈ E(G1). Then |I11 | + |I12 | ≥ n−3
2 + n−1

2 = n − 2. But I11 ∪ I12 ⊆ [2, n − 2].

Hence I11 ∩ I12 ̸= ∅. Choose i1 ∈ I11 ∩ I12 . Therefore, x2 . . . xi1x1xn−1 . . . xi1+1y is a transversal

Hamilton path in G, a contradiction.

Case 2. G has no rainbow cycle of length n− 1.

By Claim 3.2, there exists a rainbow cycle of length n− 2 in G, say C = x1x2 . . . xn−2x1 with

xixi+1 ∈ E(Gi) for i ∈ [n − 2], where we identify xn−1 with x1. Let {y, y′} := V \V (C). Now,

we utilize the following auxiliary digraph D with vertex set V and arc set

A(D) =
⋃

i∈[n−2]

{−→xiz : xiz ∈ E(Gi) and z ̸= xi+1}.

Clearly, d+D(y) = d+D(y
′) = 0 and d+D(xi) ≥

n−1
2 −1 for each i ∈ [n−3]. Then, |A(D)| ≥ (n−2)n−3

2 .

Without loss of generality, assume that d−D(x1) = max{d−D(xi) : i ∈ [n− 2]}. In what follows, we

are going to prove that d−D(x1) ≤
n−5
2 . Suppose that d−D(x1) ≥

n−3
2 . We distinguish the proof

into two subcases according to yy′ is an edge in Gn−1 or not.

Subcase 2.1. yy′ ∈ E(Gn−1).

Let

I21 = {i ∈ [2, n− 3] : xi+1y ∈ E(G1)}, I22 = {i ∈ [2, n− 3] : xi ∈ N−
D (x1)}.

Notice that x1y, x2y ̸∈ E(G1), otherwise either y
′yx1xn−2 . . . x2 or y

′yx2 . . . xn−2x1 is a transver-

sal Hamilton path in G, a contradiction. Recall that d−D(x1) ≥ n−3
2 . Hence, |I21 | + |I22 | ≥

n−3
2 + n−3

2 = n − 3. Together with I21 ∩ I22 ⊆ [2, n − 3], there exists an i2 in I21 ∩ I22 . Hence,

y′yxi2+1 . . . xn−2x1xi2 . . . x2 is a transversal Hamilton path in G (see Figure 2 (a)), which is a

contradiction.

Subcase 2.2. yy′ /∈ E(Gn−1).

Let

I31 = {i ∈ [n− 2] : xi ∈ N−
D (y)}, I32 = {i ∈ [n− 2] : xi+1y ∈ E(Gn−1)}.
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Figure 2.

It is routine to check that I31∩I32 = ∅. Otherwise, let i3 ∈ I31∩I32 . Then x1 . . . xi3yxi3+1 . . . xn−2x1

is a rainbow cycle of length n− 1 in G, which contradicts the assumption of Case 2. Note that

I31 ∪ I32 ⊆ [n − 2] and |I32 | ≥ n−1
2 . Then |I31 | ≤ n−3

2 , i.e., d−D(y) ≤ n−3
2 . Similarly, we have

d−D(y
′) ≤ n−3

2 . Now, we give the following claim.

Claim 3.3. yy′ /∈ E(G1).

Proof of Claim 3.3. Suppose to the contrary that yy′ ∈ E(G1). In view of Subcase 2.1, we can

assume that {Gi[V \{y, y′}] : i ∈ [2, n − 1]} contains no transversal Hamilton cycles. Hence

x1x2 /∈ E(Gn−1). Let

I41 = {i ∈ [2, n− 3] : xi ∈ N−
D (x1)}, I42 = {i ∈ [2, n− 3] : xi+1x2 ∈ E(Gn−1)}.

Then |I41 | + |I42 | ≥ n−3
2 + n−1

2 = n − 2. Since I41 ∪ I42 ⊆ [2, n − 2], one has I41 ∩ I42 ̸= ∅.
Let i4 ∈ I41 ∩ I42 . Then x1xi4xi4−1 . . . x2xi4+1 . . . xn−2x1 is a transversal Hamilton cycle inside

{Gi[V \{y, y′}] : i ∈ [2, n− 1]}, a contradiction. □

Define

I51 = {i ∈ [n− 2] : xiy ∈ E(G1)}, I52 = {i ∈ [n− 2] : xi+1y ∈ E(Gn−1)}.

By Claim 3.3 and the fact that yy′ ̸∈ E(Gn−1), we have |I51 |+ |I52 | ≥ n−1
2 + n−1

2 = n− 1. Then

I51 ∩ I52 ̸= ∅ and choose i5 ∈ I51 ∩ I52 . Hence, P ′′ := x2 . . . xi5yxi5+1 . . . xn−2x1 is a rainbow path

inside G. For convenience, we rewrite P ′′ = x1 . . . xn−1 such that x1 := x2 and xn−1 := x1. Let

I61 = {i ∈ [n− 3]\{i5 − 1} : y′xi+1 ∈ E(Gi5)}, I62 = {i ∈ [n− 3]\{i5} : xi ∈ N−
D (xn−1)}.

Clearly, yy′ /∈ E(Gi5). Otherwise, y′yxi5+1 . . . xn−2x1x2 . . . xi5 is a transversal Hamilton path

in G, a contradiction. Furthermore, y′xn−1, y′x1 /∈ E(Gi5). Notice that y = xi5 and d+D(y) =

d+D(y
′) = 0. Hence |I61 | + |I62 | ≥ n−1

2 + n−3
2 = n − 2. Therefore, I61 ∩ I62 ̸= ∅ and choose

i6 ∈ I61 ∩ I62 . Then i6 /∈ {i5− 1, i5} and so xi6 , xi6+1 ̸= y. By the definition of I62 and D, we have

xi6xi6+1, xi6xn−1 ∈ E(Gi6+1) if i6 ≤ i5− 1, and xi6xi6+1, xi6xn−1 ∈ E(Gi6) if i6 ≥ i5+1. Hence,

P ′′ −{xi6xi6+1}+ {y′xi6+1, xi6xn−1} forms a transversal Hamilton path in G (see Figure 2 (b)),

which is also a contradiction.

Therefore, we obtain d−D(xi) ≤ d−D(x1) ≤
n−5
2 for all i ∈ [n − 2]. Recall that d−D(y), d

−
D(y

′) ≤
n−3
2 . Thus |A(D)| ≤ (n−2)n−5

2 +(n−3) < (n−2)n−3
2 , a contradiction. This implies that there

exists a transversal Hamilton path in G.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3. □
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4. Proof of Theorem 1.6

4.1. Preliminaries. In this subsection, we give some preliminaries. Firstly, we define the ex-

tremality for a single graph.

Definition 4.1 ([20]). Let ϵ > 0 and G be a graph on vertex set V of size n. We call G is

ϵ-extremal if there exists a partition A ∪B ∪C of V such that |A| = |B| = (12 − ϵ)n, and one of

the following holds:

(i) dG(a,A) ≥ (12 − 2ϵ)n for all a ∈ A and dG(b, B) ≥ (12 − 2ϵ)n for all b ∈ B;

(ii) dG(a,B) ≥ (12 − 2ϵ)n for all a ∈ A and dG(b, A) ≥ (12 − 2ϵ)n for all b ∈ B.

For convenience, we say G is (ϵ,K⌈n
2
⌉ ∪ K⌊n

2
⌋)-extremal if (i) holds; and G is (ϵ,K⌈n

2
⌉,⌊n

2
⌋)-

extremal if (ii) holds. We always call (A,B,C) a characteristic partition of G.

Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a graph collection on a common vertex set V of size n and δ(G) ≥
n
2 − 1. Let 0 < α, β, δ < 1. We say G is (α, β)-strongly stable if Gi is α-extremal for at most

(1−β)n colors i ∈ [n]. Assume that G1, . . . , Gm are all α-extremal graphs inside G. By Definition

4.1, we can fix a characteristic partition (Ai, Bi, Ci) of Gi for each i ∈ [m]. We say Gi and Gj

are δ-crossing if Gi and Gj are α-extremal and |Ai∆Aj | ≥ δn, |Ai∆Bj | ≥ δn. For i ∈ [m], define

Ii to be the set of j ∈ [m] such that Gi and Gj are δ-crossing. Under the above characteristic

partitions, we say G is (α, δ)-weakly stable if
∑

i∈[m] |Ii| ≥ 2δm2.

Cheng and Staden [20, Lemma 5.3] proved the following result.

Lemma 4.2 ([20]). Assume 0 < 1
n ≪ µ≪ α≪ β, ϵ≪ δ ≪ 1. Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a graph

collection on a common vertex set V of size n and δ(G) ≥ (12 −µ)n. If G is either (α, β)-strongly

stable or (ϵ, δ)-weakly stable, then G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle.

The following theorem characterizes the structure of almost balanced graph collections (i.e.,

almost all graphs in the graph collection have an almost balanced common vertex bipartition

such that their subgraphs induced by the bipartition are close to complete bipartite graphs) that

do not contain transversal Hamilton cycles. For the sake of readability, we postpone its proof

in Section 5.

Theorem 4.3. Let 0 < 1
n ≪ δ ≪ 1 and 0 ≤ γ ≤ 3δ. Assume C is a set of n colors and

G = {Gi : i ∈ C} is collection of graphs on a common vertex set V of size n with δ(G) ≥ n
2−1. Let

C′∪C′′ be a partition of C with |C′′| ≤ δn, and let A∪B be a partition of V with |A| = ⌈n2−1⌉+γn.
Suppose that Gi[B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′ and G does not contain a transversal Hamilton cycle. Then

G must be one of the graph collections described in Theorem 1.6.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.6. In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Suppose that G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles. We are to

prove that G must be a graph collection described in Theorem 1.6. Let 0 < 1
n ≪ α≪ β, ϵ≪ δ ≪

η ≪ 1. By Lemma 4.2, we know G is not (α, β)-strongly stable. Thus, there are at least (1−β)n
graphs in G such that each of them is α-extremal, and hence ϵ-extremal. Therefore, there exists

a constant β′ (< β) such that the number of ϵ-extremal graphs in G is exactly (1−β′)n. Without

loss of generality, assume that for each i ∈ [(1 − β′)n], Gi is ϵ-extremal. By Definition 4.1, we

can fix a characteristic partition (Ãi, B̃i, C̃i) for each Gi with i ∈ [(1− β′)n].

Under the above characteristic partition, applying Lemma 4.2 again yields that G is not (ϵ, δ)-

weakly stable. Therefore,
∑

i∈[(1−β′)n] |Ii| < 2δ(1 − β′)2n2. Without loss of generality, assume
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that |I1| = min{|Ii| : i ∈ [(1 − β′)n]}. Then |I1| ≤ 2δ(1 − β′)n. For every i ∈ [(1 − β′)n]\I1,
based on the definition of I1, we have either |Ã1∆Ãi| < δn or |Ã1∆B̃i| < δn. By swapping

the labels of Ãi and B̃i, we have |Ã1∆Ãi|, |B̃1∆B̃i| < δn for every i ∈ [(1 − β′)n]\I1. Denote

[m] := [(1− β′)n]\I1 and Cbad := [m+ 1, n]. Then m ≥ (1− β′ − 2δ)n ≥ (1− 3δ)n. By adding

colors to Cbad if necessary we may assume m = (1 − 3δ)n. Recall that α ≪ ϵ. Hence for each

i ∈ [2,m], there exists a new partition (Ai, Bi, Ci) of Gi such that

(B1) if Gi is (ϵ,K⌈n
2
⌉∪K⌊n

2
⌋)-extremal, then for Y ∈ {A,B} we have Ỹi ⊆ Yi and dGi(v, Yi) ≥

(12 − 3
√
δ)n for each vertex v ∈ Yi,

(B2) if Gi is (ϵ,K⌈n
2
⌉,⌊n

2
⌋)-extremal, then for Y ∈ {A,B} we have Ỹi ⊆ Yi and dGi(v, Zi) ≥

(12 − 3
√
δ)n for each vertex v ∈ Yi,

(B3) subject to (B1)-(B2), each vertex in V lies in as many as possible Ai∪Bi for i ∈ [2,m].

Denote (A1, B1, C1) := (Ã1, B̃1, C̃1). Expand A1 ∪ B1 to be an equitable partition A ∪ B of

V . Let C1 ∪ C2 be a partition of [m] with

C1 = {i ∈ [m] : Gi is (ϵ,K⌈n
2
⌉ ∪K⌊n

2
⌋)-extremal},

C2 = {i ∈ [m] : Gi is (ϵ,K⌈n
2
⌉,⌊n

2
⌋)-extremal}.

Hence for i ∈ [2,m] and Y ∈ {A,B}, we have |Y1∆Yi| ≤ |Ỹ1∆Ỹi|+ |C̃i| ≤ δn+ 2ϵn < 2δn.

In the following of our proof, we shall emphasize that if we say a set of vertices V ′ ⊆ B is

moved from B to A, then the partition of V becomes to (A ∪ V ′) ∪ (B\V ′). In order not to

introduce too much notation, we still denote the resulted partition by A ∪B. Moreover, unless

otherwise specified, we assume Y ∈ {A,B} and {Y,Z} = {A,B}.
Now, we define the set of bad vertices. Let Ĉ := ∪k∈[2]ψ(Ck), where ψ(Ck) = Ck if |Ck| ≥ ηn

and ψ(Ck) = ∅ otherwise. Clearly, |Ĉ| ≥ (1− 3δ − η)n. Define

X = {x ∈ V : x ̸∈ Ai ∪Bi for at least 3
√
δ|Ĉ| colors i ∈ Ĉ},

XY = {x ∈ Y \X : x ̸∈ Yi for at least 10
√
δ|Ĉ| colors i ∈ Ĉ}.

Recall that for all i ∈ Ĉ, we have |Ci| ≤ 2ϵn and |Y1∆Yi| < 2δn. Hence 3
√
δ|Ĉ||X| ≤ 2ϵn|Ĉ| and

10
√
δ|Ĉ||XY | ≤

∑
i∈Ĉ |Y \Yi| ≤ (2δ + 2ϵ)n|Ĉ|. It follows that |X| ≤

√
ϵn and |XY | < 1

4

√
δn.

For k ∈ [2], define

Xk
Y =

 {x ∈ XY : x ∈ Yi for at least 3
√
δn colors i ∈ Ck}, if |Ck| ≥ ηn,

∅, otherwise.

Recall that {Y, Z} = {A,B}. For a vertex x ∈ XY \(∪k∈[2]X
k
Y ), we know x ∈ Yi for at most

6
√
δn colors i ∈ Ĉ and x ∈ Ai ∪ Bi for at least (1 − 3

√
δ)|Ĉ| colors i ∈ Ĉ. Thus, x ∈ Zi for at

least (1− 3
√
δ)|Ĉ| − 6

√
δn ≥ (1− 10

√
δ)|Ĉ| colors i ∈ Ĉ. This implies that x ∈ Y \Yi for at least

(1− 10
√
δ)|Ĉ| colors i ∈ Ĉ. Hence

|XY \(∪k∈[2]X
k
Y )|(1− 10

√
δ)|Ĉ| ≤

∑
i∈Ĉ

|Y \Yi| ≤
∑
i∈Ĉ

(|Y \Y1|+ |Y1∆Yi|) ≤ (2δ + 2ϵ)n|Ĉ|.

It follows that |XY \(∪k∈[2]X
k
Y )| ≤ 4δn. Then move vertices in XA\(∪k∈[2]X

k
A) to B and vertices

in XB\(∪k∈[2]X
k
B) to A. Without loss of generality, assume that |B| − |A| = r, where 0 ≤ r ≤

8δn + σ, where σ = 0 if n is even and σ = 1 if n is odd. Define Vbad := ∪k∈[2](X
k
A ∪Xk

B) ∪X.

Obviously, |Vbad| < (
√
ϵ + 1

2

√
δ)n. Moreover, each vertex in Y \Vbad lies in Yi for at least

(1− 10
√
δ)|Ĉ| colors i ∈ Ĉ.

11



Next, we give an application of the transversal blow-up lemma (see [19]) for embedding

transversal Hamilton paths inside very dense bipartite graph collections, which can be proved

by minor modifications to the proof of [20, Lemma 6.1], and we omit the proof here.

Claim 4.4. Assume W,Z ∈ {A,B}. Let W ∗ ⊆ W\Vbad and Z∗ ⊆ Z\Vbad, where |W ∗|, |Z∗| ≥
ηn, W ∗ ∩ Z∗ = ∅ and |W ∗| − |Z∗| = t ∈ {0, 1}. Let T ∗ = Z∗ if t = 0 and T ∗ = W ∗ if t = 1.

Let C∗ ⊆ C satisfy |C∗| = |W ∗|+ |Z∗| − 1, where C∗ ⊆ C1 if W = Z and C∗ ⊆ C2 if W ̸= Z. Let

W− ⊆ W ∗ and T+ ⊆ T ∗ with |W−|, |T+| ≥ ηn
8 . Then there is a transversal Hamilton path in

{Gi[W
∗, Z∗] : i ∈ C∗} starting in W− and ending in T+.

The subsequent result can be used to connect two disjoint short rainbow paths into a single

short rainbow path.

Claim 4.5 (Connecting tool). Assume P = u1u2 . . . us and Q = v1v2 . . . vt are two disjoint

rainbow paths inside G and s+ t ≤ 5ηn.

(i) If us ∈ A\Vbad, v1 ∈ B\Vbad and |C2\col(P ∪ Q)| ≥ 11
√
δn, then there are three colors

c1, c2, c3 ∈ C2\col(P∪Q) and two vertices w1 ∈ B\(V (P∪Q)∪Vbad), w′
1 ∈ A\(V (P∪Q)∪

Vbad) such that u1Pusw1w
′
1v1Qvt is a rainbow path with colors col(P ∪Q) ∪ {c1, c2, c3}.

(ii) If us, v1 ∈ Y \Vbad and |C2\col(P ∪ Q)| ≥ 11
√
δn, then there are two colors c1, c2 ∈

C2\col(P ∪Q) and one vertex w1 ∈ Z\(V (P ∪Q) ∪ Vbad) such that u1Pusw1v1Qvt is a

rainbow path with colors col(P ∪Q) ∪ {c1, c2}.
(iii) If us, v1 ∈ Y \Vbad and |C1\col(P ∪ Q)| ≥ 11

√
δn, then there are two colors c1, c2 ∈

C1\col(P ∪Q) and one vertex w1 ∈ Y \(V (P ∪Q) ∪ Vbad) such that u1Pusw1v1Qvt is a

rainbow path with colors col(P ∪Q) ∪ {c1, c2}. (See Figure 3.)

Figure 3. Connecting tool.

Proof of Claim 4.5. We only give the proof of (i), the other two statements can be proved by a

similar discussion, whose procedures are omitted.

Note that us, v1 ̸∈ Vbad. Then us (resp. v1) lies in Ai (resp. Bi) for at least (1 − 10
√
δ)|Ĉ|

colors i ∈ Ĉ. Since |C2\col(P ∪Q)| ≥ 11
√
δn, we obtain that us (resp. v1) lies in Ai (resp. Bi) for

at least 11
√
δn−10

√
δ|Ĉ| ≥

√
δn colors i ∈ C2. Hence there are two colors c1, c2 ∈ C2\col(P ∪Q)

such that us ∈ Ac1 and v1 ∈ Bc2 . It is routine to check that

|NGc1
(us) ∩ (B\Vbad)|

≥|NGc1
(us) ∩Bc1 | − |B1∆Bc1 | − |X ∪XA ∪XB|

≥(
1

2
− 3

√
δ)n− (2δ +

√
ϵ+

1

2

√
δ)n ≥ (

1

2
− 5

√
δ)n.
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Hence there exists a vertex w1 ∈ NGc1
(us) ∩ (B\Vbad) that avoids V (P ∪ Q). Similarly, since

w1 /∈ Vbad, there is a color c3 ∈ C2\(col(P ∪ Q) ∪ {c1, c2}) such that w1 ∈ Bc3 . On the other

hand,

|NGc2
(v1) ∩NGc3

(w1) ∩ (A\Vbad)|

≥|NGc2
(v1) ∩ (A\Vbad)|+ |NGc3

(w1) ∩ (A\Vbad)| −
n

2

≥(
1

2
− 10

√
δ)n.

Hence, there is a vertex w′
1 ∈ NGc2

(v1)∩NGc3
(w1)∩ (A\Vbad) that avoids V (P ∪Q). Therefore,

u1Pusw1w
′
1v1Qvt is a rainbow path inside G with colors col(P ∪Q) ∪ {c1, c2, c3}. □

Based on the sizes of |C1| and |C2|, our proof is distinguished into the following three cases.

Case 1. |C1| < ηn.

In this case, each vertex in Y \(X ∪X2
Y ) belongs to Yi for at least (1−10

√
δ)|C2| colors i ∈ C2.

Recall that |B| − |A| = r with 0 ≤ r ≤ 8δn+ σ, where σ = 0 if n is even and σ = 1 if n is odd.

The proof is divided into four steps, as shown in the Figure 4.

Figure 4. Step 1 - Step 3. The vertex with red (resp. green) lies in A\Vbad (resp.
B\Vbad), and the symbol “♦” denotes a vertex that is used to connect rainbow
paths.

Step 1. Balance the number of vertices in A and B.

In this step, we claim that if G is not a graph collection described in Theorem 1.6, then by

moving vertices in B ∩ Vbad or deleting rainbow paths inside G[B], we can make the number of

remaining vertices in B and A differ by σ. Denote s := |Vbad∩B|. If |B|−|A|−σ ≤ 2s, then move
|B|−|A|−σ

2 vertices in Vbad ∩B to A, we can get our desired result. Hence, it suffices to consider

|B| − |A| −σ > 2s. We first move all vertices in Vbad ∩B to A. Then B ∩Vbad = ∅. Assume that

{Q1, . . . , Qt} is a set of disjoint maximal rainbow paths in G[B]. If |E(Q1)| + · · · + |E(Qt)| ≥
|B| − |A| −σ, then there must exist a set of disjoint rainbow paths, say {Q′

1, . . . , Q
′
t′}, such that

|E(Q′
1)|+ · · ·+ |E(Q′

t′)| = |B| − |A| − σ. That is, |A| − t′ = |B| − (|V (Q′
1)|+ · · ·+ |V (Q′

t′)|)− σ.

Using Claim 4.5 (ii) to connect Q′
1, . . . , Q

′
t′ into a single rainbow path P 1, whose endpoints are

in different parts. (In fact, by using Claim 4.5 we only get a rainbow path with two endpoints

in B. But we usually want to find a rainbow path with endpoints in different parts. Hence we

extend it by using an unused color of C2 and an unused vertex in A). Therefore, |A\V (P 1)| =
|B\V (P 1)| − σ, as desired.
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In what follows, it suffices to consider |E(Q1)|+ · · ·+ |E(Qt)| < |B| − |A| − σ = r − 2s− σ.

Now, we move all vertices of Q1, . . . , Qt to A. Let C′ = C\col(∪i∈[t]Qi). Hence

|A| ≤ n− r

2
+ s+ 2(r − 2s− σ) ≤ n

2
+ 16δn,

|B| ≥ n+ r

2
− s− 2(r − 2s− σ) ≥ n

2
− 16δn,

|C′| = |C| − (|E(Q1)|+ · · ·+ |E(Qt)|) ≥ (1− 8δ)n.

By the maximality of {Q1, . . . , Qt}, we know Gi[B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′. It follows from

δ(G) ≥ ⌈n2 − 1⌉ that |A| ≥ ⌈n2 − 1⌉. Together with Theorem 4.3, we obtain that G is one of the

graph collections described in Theorem 1.6, as desired.

In this step, if we only move vertices in Vbad from B to A, then let P 1 be a null graph (i.e.,

no vertices); otherwise, assume P 1 is a rainbow path obtained in the above, whose length is at

most 24δn and endpoints are u1 ∈ A\Vbad, v1 ∈ B\Vbad. Hence |A\V (P 1)| = |B\V (P 1)| − σ.

Step 2. Construct a series of disjoint rainbow P3 such that all centers of them are

exactly all vertices in Vbad.

Recall that |X2
A ∪X2

B| ≤ |XA ∪XB| < 1
2

√
δn. Let v ∈ X2

Y . If v ∈ Z, then v is moved from B

to A in Step 1. Hence v ∈ XB. Therefore, v ∈ Ai∪Bi for at least (1−3
√
δ)|C2| colors i ∈ C2 and

v ̸∈ Bi for at least 10
√
δ|C2| colors i ∈ C2. Hence, v ∈ Ai for at least 7

√
δ|C2|−24δn > 4|X2

A∪X2
B|

colors i ∈ C2\col(P 1). If v ∈ Y (i.e., v has not been moved in Step 1), then v belongs to Yi for

at least (3
√
δ − 24δ)n > 4|X2

A ∪X2
B| colors i ∈ C2\col(P 1). Hence, using colors in C2\col(P 1),

we can greedily choose |X2
A ∪X2

B| disjoint rainbow P3, such that all centers of them are exactly

all vertices in X2
A ∪X2

B. Moreover, if v ∈ (X2
A ∪X2

B) ∩ Y , then the rainbow P3 with center in v

has endpoints in Z\(Vbad ∪ V (P 1)).

Connect those rainbow P3 with centers in Y (if exists) into a single rainbow path with two

endpoints in different parts by Claim 4.5 (ii). Then connect the two resulted rainbow paths

and P 1 by Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), we obtain a rainbow path P 2 = u1 . . . v2 with length at most

|E(P 1)|+ 4|X2
A ∪X2

B|+ 4 ≤ 24δn+ 2
√
δn+ 4 and v2 ∈ B\Vbad.

For vertices in X, we consider the following claim. Notice that the position (in A or B) of

vertices in X will not work in our proof, so if v ∈ X is a vertex moved from B to A, then we

only need consider v ∈ A.

Claim 4.6. Assume X\V (P 2) = {x1, . . . , xs} with s ≤
√
ϵn. If xi ∈ X ∩ Y , then there exist

c1i , c
2
i , c

3
i , c

4
i ∈ C2\(col(P 2) ∪ {c1ℓ , c2ℓ , c3ℓ , c4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i − 1]}) and x1i , x

2
i , x

3
i , x

4
i ∈ Z\(V (P 2) ∪ Vbad ∪

{x1ℓ , x2ℓ , x3ℓ , x4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i− 1]}) such that xix
k
i ∈ E(Gcki

) for all k ∈ [4].

Proof of Claim 4.6. Suppose there exists an i0 ∈ [s] such that Claim 4.6 holds for all i ∈ [i0− 1]

but does not hold for i0. Without loss of generality, assume that xi0 ∈ X ∩ A. Hence for

all but at most three j ∈ C2\(col(P 2) ∪ {c1ℓ , c2ℓ , c3ℓ , c4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i0 − 1]}) we have dGj (xi0 , B) ≤
4(i0 − 1) + 3 + |V (P 2)|. Thus, for such a color j,

dGj (xi0 , Aj) ≥ dGj (xi0 , A)− |A\A1| − |A1∆Aj | − |XA\X2
A|

≥ δ(Gj)− dGj (xi0 , B)− |A\A1| − |A1∆Aj | − |XA\X2
A|

≥ n

2
− 1− (4(i0 − 1) + 3 + |V (P 2)|)− 2ϵn− 2δn− 4δn

≥ n

2
− 1− (4

√
ϵn+ 24δn+ 2

√
δn+ 4)− 2ϵn− 6δn
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≥ (
1

2
− 3

√
δ)n.

Hence xi0 ∈ Aj ∪ Bj . Otherwise, there exists a new characteristic partition (Aj , B
′
j , C

′
j) of Gj

with B′
j = Bj ∪ {xi0}, which contradicts (B3). By the choice of j, we know xi0 ∈ Aj ∪ Bj for

all but at most three j ∈ C2\(col(P 2) ∪ {c1ℓ , c2ℓ , c3ℓ , c4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i0 − 1]}). It is routine to check that

|C2\(col(P 2) ∪ {c1ℓ , c2ℓ , c3ℓ , c4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i0 − 1]})| − 3

≥|C2| − 24δn− 2
√
δn− 4− 4

√
ϵn− 3

≥|C2| − 3
√
δn.

Therefore, xi0 ∈ Cj for at most 3
√
δn colors j ∈ C2, which implies xi0 ̸∈ X, a contradiction. □

By Claim 4.6, for each xi ∈ X ∩Y , there exists a rainbow path Qxi = x1ixix
2
i with col(Qxi) =

{c1i , c2i } ⊆ C2 and x1i , x2i ∈ Z\Vbad. Furthermore, each color or endpoint in Qxi can be replaced by

two colors or vertices not in P 2. Connect rainbow paths in {Qxi : xi ∈ X ∩Y } by Claim 4.5 (i)-

(ii) into a single rainbow path with endpoints in different parts (if |X ∩ Y | ≥ 1). Then using

Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii) to connect P 2 and the resulted two rainbow paths into a single rainbow path

P 3 with endpoints u1 ∈ A\Vbad and v3 ∈ B\Vbad, whose length is at most |E(P 2)|+ 4|X|+ 4 ≤
24δn+ 2

√
δn+ 4

√
ϵn+ 8.

Step 3. Select a rainbow matching inside {Gi[A\V (P 3), B\V (P 3)] : i ∈ Cbad\col(P 3)}.
Choose a maximum rainbow matching, say M̃ , in {Gi[A\V (P 3), B\V (P 3)] : i ∈ Cbad\col(P 3)}.

If M̃ contains an edge with color j such that Gj [A\V (P 3 ∪ M̃), B\V (P 3 ∪ M̃)] contains no 2-

matching, then delete all such edges from M̃ and denote the resulted rainbow matching by

M . Connect P 3 and all rainbow edges in M by Claim 4.5 (i), we obtain a rainbow path P 4

with endpoints u1 ∈ A\Vbad and v4 ∈ B\Vbad, whose length is at most |E(P 3)| + 12δn ≤
2
√
δn+ 4

√
ϵn+ 36δn+ 8.

Denote C′
bad := Cbad\col(P 4) and let j ∈ C′

bad. Hence in Gj , all but at most one vertex in

Y \V (P 3 ∪ M̃) is adjacent to at least n
2 − 1 − |V (P 3 ∪ M̃)| − 1 ≥ (12 − 3

√
δ)n vertices in Y .

Therefore, Gj is (3
√
δ,K⌊n

2
⌋ ∪K⌈n

2
⌉)-extremal for all j ∈ C′

bad.

Step 4. Construct two disjoint rainbow paths inside G[A\V (P 4)] and G[B\V (P 4)]

by using unused colors in C1 ∪ C′
bad.

It is straightforward to check that

|B\V (P 4)| − |A\V (P 4)| = |B\V (P 1)| − |A\V (P 1)| = σ.

By the construction of P 4, we know that if w ∈ V (P 4) is a vertex not in (V (P 1)∩B)∪Vbad, then
it is possible to avoid w when construct P 4; if i ∈ col(P 4) is a color not in col(P 1−A)∪ col(M),

then it is possible to avoid i when construct P 4. That is, we can assume that w ̸∈ V (P 4) unless

w ∈ (V (P 1) ∩B) ∪ Vbad and i ̸∈ col(P 4) unless i ∈ col(P 1 −A) ∪ col(M).

Furthermore, in the process of choosing rainbow paths inside G[B] (in Step 1), one may use

colors in C1∪C′
bad before other colors and avoid vertices in Vbad∪V (M). This implies that either

C1 ∪ C′
bad ⊆ col(P 1) or col(P 1 −A) ⊆ C1 ∪ C′

bad. Denote C̃ := (C1 ∪ C′
bad)\col(P 1).

Claim 4.7. Let Q = x1 . . . xs be a rainbow path inside G such that s ≤ 3
√
δn, Vbad ⊆ V (Q),

(C1 ∪ Cbad)\C̃ ⊆ col(Q), x1 ∈ A\Vbad and xs ∈ B\Vbad. If |C̃| − ||B\V (Q)| − |A\V (Q)|| is a

nonnegative even integer, then G has a transversal Hamilton cycle.
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Proof of Claim 4.7. Using colors in C̃, we can greedily choose two disjoint rainbow paths P 5 and

P 6 in G[A\V (Q)] and G[B\V (Q)] with lengths |C̃|−(|B\V (Q)|−|A\V (Q)|)
2 and |C̃|+(|B\V (Q)|−|A\V (Q)|)

2

respectively, whose endpoints are u5, v5 ∈ A\Vbad and u6, v6 ∈ B\Vbad. (Note that if a rainbow

path has length 0, then it contains one vertex instead of the null graph.) Applying Claim 4.5

(i)-(ii) to connect Q,P 5 and P 6 in turn, we get a rainbow path P with endpoints x1 ∈ A\Vbad
and v6 ∈ B\Vbad. Clearly, |V (P )| ≤ 3

√
δn+ 3δn+ ηn+ 4 and |A\V (P )| = |B\V (P )|.

Notice that x1, v6 ̸∈ Vbad. Hence there exist i1, i2 ∈ C2\col(P ) such that x1 ∈ Ai1 and

v6 ∈ Bi2 . Let W ∗ = A\V (P ), T ∗ = B\V (P ), C∗ = C\(col(P ) ∪ {i1, i2}), W− = NGi2
(v6) ∩W ∗

and T+ = NGi1
(x1) ∩ Z∗. It is routine to check that |W ∗| = |T ∗|, |C∗| = |W ∗|+ |T ∗| − 1,

|W−| ≥ dGi2
(v6, A)− |V (P )| ≥ dGi2

(v6, Ai2)− |A1∆Ai2 | − |XA\X2
A| − |V (P )|

≥ (
1

2
− 3

√
δ)n− 2δn− 4δn− |V (P )| > (

1

2
− 2η)n.

Similarly, |T+| > ηn. Applying Claim 4.4 yields that {Gi[W
∗, T ∗] : i ∈ C∗} contains a transversal

path P ′ starting at v′ ∈ W− and ending at u′ ∈ T+. Thus, x1Pv6v
′P ′u′x1 is a transversal

Hamilton cycle inside G (see Figure 5). □

Figure 5.

If n is even and |C̃| is even, or n is odd and |C̃| is odd, then in view of Claim 4.7, there exists

a transversal Hamilton cycle inside G, a contradiction. Hence, it suffices to consider n is even

and |C̃| is odd, or n is odd and |C̃| is even. Therefore, either |C̃| − (|B\V (P 4)| − |A\V (P 4)|) is
a positive odd integer or |C̃| = 0 and n is odd.

Claim 4.8. (i) If |C̃| ≥ 1, then E(Gi[A]) = ∅ for all i ∈ C\C̃,
(ii) E(Gi[A,B]) = ∅ for all i ∈ C̃.

Proof of Claim 4.8. (i) Since |C̃| ≥ 1, one has col(P 1−A) ⊆ C1∪C′
bad. Suppose that there exists

an i0 ∈ C\C̃ such that E(Gi0 [A]) ̸= ∅. Choose w1w2 ∈ E(Gi0 [A]). Clearly, w1, w2 ̸∈ V (P 1) ∩B.

Recall that w ̸∈ V (P 4) unless w ∈ (V (P 1)∩B)∪Vbad and i0 ̸∈ col(P 4) unless i0 ∈ col(P 1−A)∪
col(M). If i0 ∈ col(P 1 − A) ∪ col(M), then let P̃ 4 be a rainbow path obtained by deleting the

edge with color i0 from P 4 and connecting its two endpoints by Claim 4.5 (i) (if i0 ∈ col(M)) or

Claim 4.5 (ii) (if i0 ∈ col(P 1−A)). It is routine to check that |(C1∪C′
bad)\col(P̃ 4)|−(|B\V (P̃ 4)|−

|A\V (P̃ 4)|) is a positive odd integer. Let P 4 := P̃ 4 if i0 ∈ col(P 1 − A) ∪ col(M). Therefore, it

suffices to consider i0 ̸∈ col(P 4).

• w1, w2 ̸∈ Vbad. Then w1, w2 ̸∈ V (P 4). Connect w2 with the endpoint u1 of P 4 by Claim 4.5

(ii). Denote by Q0 the resulted rainbow path (see Figure 6).
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• Exactly one of w1, w2 lies in Vbad. Assume, without loss of generality, that w1 ̸∈ Vbad and

w2 ∈ Vbad. Hence w1 ̸∈ V (P 4) and w2 ∈ Vbad ∩ A. Thus, there exists a rainbow subpath

u1P
4w1

2w
2
2w2 of P 4 with w1

2 ∈ A\Vbad, w2
2 ∈ B\Vbad. Replace w1

2w
2
2w2 with w1w2 in P 4, and

connect w1 with the vertex in NP 4(w1
2)\{w2

2} (if exists) by Claim 4.5 (i). Let Q1 be the resulted

rainbow path (see Figure 6).

• w1, w2 ∈ Vbad. By rearranging, one may assume w1 and w2 is connected by a rainbow path

w1w
1
1w

1
2w

2
2w2 in P

4, where w1
1, w

2
2 ∈ B\Vbad and w1

2 ∈ A\Vbad. Replace w1w
1
1w

1
2w

2
2w2 with w1w2

in P 4. Denote by Q2 the resulted rainbow path (see Figure 6).

Figure 6.

In each of the above cases, we get a rainbow path Qi (i ∈ {0, 1, 2}) such that |C̃|−||B\V (Qi)|−
|A\V (Qi)|| is a nonnegative even integer. It follows from Claim 4.7 that G contains a transversal

Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

(ii) Suppose that E(Gi1 [A,B]) ̸= ∅ for some i1 ∈ C̃. Choose z1z2 ∈ E(Gi1 [A,B]) with z1 ∈ A

and z2 ∈ B. Notice that col(P 1 − A) ⊆ C1 ∪ C′
bad. If zi ∈ Vbad ∩ Y for i ∈ [2], then P 4 can be

written as u1P
4z0i z

1
i ziz

2
i P

4v4, where z
0
i ∈ Y \Vbad and z1i , z

2
i ∈ Z\Vbad; if z2 ∈ V (P 1) ∩ B, then

P 4 can be written as u1P
4z2z

′
2P

4v4, where z2z
′
2 ∈ E(P 1) ∩ E(Gi2) for some i2 ∈ C. Clearly,

i2 ∈ C2 if z′2 ∈ A and i2 ∈ (C1 ∪ C′
bad)\C̃ if z′2 ∈ B. Notice that V (P 1) ∩ B ∩ Vbad = ∅. Hence

z′2 ̸∈ Vbad.

• z1, z2 ̸∈ (V (P 1) ∩ B) ∪ Vbad. Then z1, z2 ̸∈ V (P 4). Connect z2 with the endpoint u1 of P 4

by Claim 4.5 (i). Let Q3 be the resulted rainbow path and C̃3 = C̃\{i1}.
• Exactly one of z1, z2 lies in (V (P 1) ∩ B) ∪ Vbad. Without loss of generality, assume that

z1 ̸∈ (V (P 1) ∩ B) ∪ Vbad and z2 ∈ (V (P 1) ∩ B) ∪ Vbad (the another case is more easier since

z1 ̸∈ V (P 1) ∩ B). Hence z1 ̸∈ V (P 4). If z2 ∈ V (P 1) ∩ B, then connect u1P
1z2z1 with z′2P

4v4

into a single rainbow path by Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii). Let Q4 be the resulted rainbow path, let

C̃4 = C̃\{i1} if z′2 ∈ A and C̃4 = (C̃\{i1}) ∪ {i2} if z′2 ∈ B. If z2 ∈ Vbad, then connect u1P
4z12

with z1z2z
2
2P

4v4 into a single rainbow path by Claim 4.5 (ii). Let Q5 be the resulted rainbow

path and C̃5 = C̃\{i1}.
• z1, z2 ∈ (V (P 1) ∩ B) ∪ Vbad. Then z1 ∈ Vbad. If z2 ∈ Vbad, by rearranging, one may

assume z1 and z2 is connected by a rainbow path z1z
2
1z

3
1z

3
2z

1
2z2 in P 4, where z21 , z

3
2 ∈ B\Vbad and

z31 , z
1
2 ∈ A\Vbad. Replace such a rainbow path with z1z2 in P 4. Let Q6 be the resulted rainbow

path and C̃6 = C̃\{i1}. If z2 ∈ V (P 1)∩B, then delete vertices z01 , z
1
1 , z1, z

2
1 from P 4 and connect

the resulted two components by Claim 4.5 (i). Denote the resulted rainbow path by P̃ 4. Then

delete the edge z2z
′
2 from P̃ 4. Applying Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii) again to connect u1P̃

4z2z1z
1
1 with

z′2P̃
4v4 into a single rainbow path Q7. Let C̃7 = C̃\{i1} if z′2 ∈ A and C̃7 = (C̃\{i1}) ∪ {i2} if

z′2 ∈ B.
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In each of the above cases, we get a rainbow path Qi (i ∈ [3, 7]) such that |C̃i| − ||B\V (Qi)| −
|A\V (Qi)|| is a nonnegative even integer. Applying Claim 4.7 yields that G contains a transversal

Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence E(Gi[A,B]) = ∅ for all i ∈ C̃. □

If |C̃| = 0, then n is odd. By a similar discussion as the proof of Claim 4.8, we can show

that E(Gi[B]) = E(Gi[V (P 1) ∩ B]) for all i ∈ C. Then |A| ≥ n−1
2 . Recall that |B| ≥ |A|.

Hence |A| = n−1
2 and |B| = n+1

2 . This implies that P 1 is a null graph. Thus, Gi[B] = ∅ for

all i ∈ C. Therefore, G is the half-split graph collection and it does not contain transversal

Hamilton cycles, as desired.

If |C̃| ≥ 1, then based on Claim 4.8 and the fact that δ(G) ≥ n
2 −1, we know n is even, |A| = n

2

and |B| = n
2 , and Gi[A] = ∅ for all but at most ηn+3δn colors in C. By Theorem 4.3, we know

G must be one of the collections described in Theorem 1.6, as desired.

Case 2. |C2| < ηn.

In this case, each vertex in Y \(X ∪X1
Y ) belongs to Yi for at least (1−10

√
δ)|C1| colors i ∈ C1.

By a similar discussion as Claim 4.6, we get the following claim.

Claim 4.9. Assume X = {x1, . . . , xs} with s ≤
√
ϵn. If xi ∈ X ∩ Y , then there exist

c1i , c
2
i , c

3
i , c

4
i ∈ C1\{c1ℓ , c2ℓ , c3ℓ , c4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i − 1]} and x1i , x

2
i , x

3
i , x

4
i ∈ Y \(Vbad ∪ {x1ℓ , x2ℓ , x3ℓ , x4ℓ :

ℓ ∈ [i− 1]}) such that xix
k
i ∈ E(Gcki

) for all k ∈ [4].

By Claim 4.9 and a similar discussion as Steps 1-3 in Case 1, the following hold:

(C1) In {Gi[A] ∪Gi[B] : i ∈ C1}, there are |Vbad| disjoint rainbow P3 with centers in Vbad and

endpoints in (A ∪B)\Vbad. Let P be a set consisting of those rainbow P3.

(C2) For colors in Cbad, there exists a maximal rainbow matching, sayM , inside {Gi[A\V (P)]∪
Gi[B\V (P)] : i ∈ Cbad} such that for each edge inM [Y ] with color j we have Gj [Y \V (P∪
M)] contains a 2-matching. Denote C′

bad := Cbad\col(M). Then Gj is (3
√
δ,K⌊n

2
⌋,⌈n

2
⌉)-

extremal for all j ∈ C′
bad.

(C3) Let q = |C2∪C′
bad|. In the graph collection {Gi[A\V (P∪M), B\V (P∪M)] : i ∈ C2∪C′

bad},
there exists a transversal matching M ′ = {u1v1, u2v2, . . . , uqvq}.

(C4) We can assume a vertex v /∈ V (P ∪M ∪M ′) unless v ∈ Vbad; and a color c /∈ col(P) if

c ∈ C1.

Next, we give the following claim.

Claim 4.10. Assume that Q1 = z1 . . . zs and Q2 = z′1 . . . z
′
t are two disjoint rainbow paths inside

G such that z1, z
′
1 ∈ A\Vbad, zs, z′t ∈ B\Vbad and s + t < 4ηn. If Vbad ⊆ V (Q1 ∪ Q2) and

C2 ∪ Cbad ⊆ col(Q1 ∪Q2), then G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle.

Proof of Claim 4.10. Note that z1, z
′
1 ∈ A\Vbad and zs, z

′
t ∈ B\Vbad. There exist i1, i2, i3, i4 ∈

C1\col(Q1 ∪ Q2) such that z1 ∈ Ai1 , z
′
1 ∈ Ai2 , zs ∈ Bi3 and z′t ∈ Bi4 . Split C1\(col(Q1 ∪ Q2) ∪

{i1, i2, i3, i4}) into two parts Ca ∪ Cb, where |Ca| = |A\V (Q1 ∪ Q2)| − 1 and |Cb| = |B\V (Q1 ∪
Q2)| − 1. Let I1 ∪ I2 and J1 ∪ J2 be equitable partitions of A\V (Q1 ∪Q2) and B\V (Q1 ∪Q2)

with |I1| ≥ |I2| and |J1| ≥ |J2|, respectively. Define

Ga = {Gi[I1, I2] : i ∈ Ca} and Gb = {Gi[J1, J2] : i ∈ Cb}.

Notice that

|Y \V (Q1 ∪Q2)| ≥
n− r

2
− |V (Q1 ∪Q2)| >

n

2
− 5ηn,
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and for j ∈ [2] we have

|NGi1
(z1, Ij)| ≥ dGi1

(z1, A\V (Q1 ∪Q2))− |I3−j |

≥ dGi1
(z1, Ai1)− |A1∆Ai1 | − |XA\X1

A| − |V (Q1 ∪Q2)| − |I3−j |

≥ (
1

2
− 3

√
δ)n− (2δ + 4δ + 8η)n− ⌈n+ r

4
⌉ > n

4
− 5ηn.

Similarly, we have |NGi2
(z′1, Ij)|, |NGi3

(zs, Jj)|, |NGi4
(z′t, Jj)| > n

4 − 5ηn for each j ∈ [2]. By

Claim 4.4, there exists a transversal path Qa inside Ga with two endpoints xa ∈ NGi1
(z1, I1) and

ya ∈ NGi2
(z′1, I); and a transversal path Qb inside Gb with two endpoints xb ∈ NGi3

(zs, J1) and

yb ∈ NGi4
(z′t, J) (here ya ∈ I2 (resp. yb ∈ J2) if and only if |I1| = |I2| (resp. |J1| = |J2|) is even).

Thus, z1Q1zsxbQbybz
′
tQ2z

′
1yaQaxaz1 is a transversal Hamilton cycle inside G (see Figure 7). □

Figure 7. Figure 8.

Now, we proceed by considering the value of q.

Subcase 2.1. q is even and q ≥ 2.

Using Claim 4.5 (iii) to connect all rainbow paths in P,M andM ′−uqvq into a single rainbow

path P , whose length is at most (4
√
ϵ+2

√
δ+9δ+3η)n and endpoints are x ∈ A\Vbad, y ∈ B\Vbad

(see Figure 8). Thus, P and uqvq are two disjoint rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in Claim

4.10. Thus, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2. q is odd.

Suppose that E(Gi1 [A,B]) ̸= ∅ for some i1 ∈ C1 ∪ col(M). Choose w1w2 ∈ E(Gi1 [A,B]) with

w1 ∈ A and w2 ∈ B. Based on (C1), the edge w1w2 can be extended to a rainbow path of length

at most 3, say Q1, which has endpoints in A\Vbad and B\Vbad respectively. Next, by using Claim

4.5 (iii) and avoiding vertices and colors in Q1, one may connect all rainbow P3 in P with centers

not in {w1, w2}, all rainbow edges in M except the possible edge with color i1 and all rainbow

edges in M ′ into a single rainbow path P 1, whose length is at most (4
√
ϵ+2

√
δ+9δ+3η)n and

endpoints are x1 ∈ A\Vbad, y1 ∈ B\Vbad. Then P 1 and Q1 satisfy all conditions in Claim 4.10.

Therefore, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence E(Gi[A,B]) = ∅ for

all i ∈ C1 ∪ col(M). Recall that δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1. Then n is even and Gi[A] = Gi[B] = Kn

2
for all

i ∈ C1 ∪ col(M).

If q = 1, then it is easy to see that G contains no transversal Hamilton cycle, as desired. Next,

we consider q ≥ 3. Suppose that there exists an i2 ∈ C2∪C′
bad such that E(Gi2 [A])∪E(Gi2 [B]) ̸=

∅. Without loss of generality, assume that z1z2 ∈ E(Gi2 [A]) and u1v1 is the edge in M ′ with

color i2. Based on (C1), we can extend z1z2 to a rainbow path Q2 with two endpoints in

A\Vbad and length at most 3. Using Claim 4.5 (iii) to connect Q2, all rainbow P3 in P with

centers not in {z1, z2}, all rainbow edges in M and all rainbow edges in M ′−{u1v1, uqvq} into a
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single rainbow path P 2, whose length is at most (4
√
ϵ+ 2

√
δ + 9δ + 3η)n+ 6 and endpoints are

x2 ∈ A\Vbad, y2 ∈ B\Vbad. Clearly, P 2 and uqvq are two rainbow paths satisfying all conditions

in Claim 4.10. Therefore, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Thus, for

each i ∈ C2 ∪ C′
bad, E(Gi[A]) ∪E(Gi[B]) = ∅ and so Gi is a subgraph of Kn

2
,n
2
. It follows that G

is a spanning collection of Hq
n−q with odd q.

We claim that Hq
n−q contains no transversal Hamilton cycles if n is even and q is odd. Suppose

not, let C be a transversal Hamilton cycle and give it an arbitrary direction to make it a directed

cycle. We say an edge of C is 1-type if it comes from some Gi with i ∈ C1 ∪ col(M) and 2-type

if it comes from some Gi with i ∈ C2 ∪C′
bad. Note that the number of 2-type edges directed from

A to B is equal to the number of 2-type edges directed from B to A. Hence, the total number

of 2-type edges in C is even, which implies that q is even, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.3. q = 0.

Suppose that {Gi[A,B] : i ∈ C} contains a rainbow 2-matching. Let {w1w2, z1z2} be such

a rainbow 2-matching with colors c1, c2. Based on (C1), we can extend w1w2 and z1z2 to two

disjoint rainbow paths Q3 and Q4 with length at most 3, each of which has one endpoint in

A\Vbad and the other in B\Vbad. By applying Claim 4.5 (iii) and avoiding vertices and colors

in Q4, one may connect Q3, all rainbow P3 in P with centers outside {w1, w2, z1, z2} and all

rainbow edges in M with colors outside {c1, c2} into a single rainbow path P 3, whose length

is at most (4
√
ϵ + 2

√
δ + 9δ + 3η)n + 6 and endpoints are x3 ∈ A\Vbad, y3 ∈ B\Vbad. Clearly,

P 3 and Q4 are two rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in Claim 4.10. Therefore, G contains

a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence {Gi[A,B] : i ∈ C} contains no rainbow

2-matching. Finally, we finish the proof of this case by proving the following claim.

Claim 4.11. If G[A,B] has no rainbow 2-matching, then G does not contain transversal Hamil-

ton cycles. Furthermore, G must be a graph collection described in Theorem 1.6 (i)(b) or Theo-

rem 1.6 (ii) (c).

Proof of Claim 4.11. Notice that each transversal Hamilton cycle contains at least 2 disjoint

rainbow edges in G[A,B]. Hence G contains no transversal Hamilton cycles. Next, we charac-

terize the structure of G.
Assume that each vertex of A has at least one neighbor in B for all Gi ∈ G. Since G[A,B]

contains no rainbow 2-matching, there exists a fixed vertex w ∈ B such that NGi(v,B) = {w}
for all i ∈ C and all v ∈ A. Therefore, |A| ≥ ⌈n2 − 1⌉. If n is odd, then dGi(w) = n − 1 and

Gi[V \{w}] = Gi[A] ∪ Gi[B\{w}] = 2Kn−1
2

for all i ∈ C, as desired. If n is even, then there

exists an equitable partition A′ ∪ B′ of V and a vertex w′ ∈ A′ such that Gi[A
′] = Kn

2
and

E(Gi[A
′, B′]) = E(Gi[{w′}, B′]) for all i ∈ C, as desired.

In what follows, it suffices to consider that there is a vertex v ∈ A and a color i ∈ C such that

NGi(v,B) = ∅. Hence |B| ≥ |A| ≥ ⌈n2 − 1⌉+ 1. Therefore, n is even and |A| = |B| = n
2 .

• There exists a color j1 ∈ C and a vertex v1 ∈ A such that |NGj1
(v1) ∩ B| ≥ 2. Since G

contains no rainbow 2-matching, we know Gi[A\{v1}, B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C\{j1}. This implies

that E(Gi[A,B]) = E(Gi[{v1}, B]) for all i ∈ C\{j1}. If Gi[{v1}, B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C\{j1},
then Gi[A] = Gi[B] = Kn

2
for all i ∈ C\{j1}, as desired. If there exists some j2 ∈ C\{j1} such

that Gj2 [{v1}, B] ̸= ∅, then let v1w ∈ E(Gj2 [{v1}, B]). Therefore, NGj1
(v,B) ⊆ {w} for each

v ∈ A\{v1}.
If NGj1

(v,B) = ∅ for all v ∈ A\{v1}, then E(Gi[A,B]) = E(Gi[{v1}, B]) and E(Gi[A]) = Kn
2

for all i ∈ C, as desired. If there exists v2 ∈ A\{v1} such that NGj1
(v2, B) = {w}, then
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E(Gi[{v1}, B]) ⊆ {v1w} for all i ∈ C\{j1}. That is, E(Gj1 [A,B]) ⊆ {v1v : v ∈ B}∪{vw : v ∈ A},
E(Gi[A,B]) ⊆ {v1w} and Gi[A] = Gi[B] = Kn

2
for all i ∈ C\{j1}, as desired.

• |NGi(v,B)| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ C and all v ∈ A. By symmetry, one may assume that

|NGi(v,A)| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ C and all v ∈ B. Let |E(Gj3 [A,B])| = max{|E(Gj [A,B])| : j ∈ C}. If
|E(Gj3 [A,B])| ≥ 3, then Gi = Gi[A] ∪Gi[B] = 2Kn

2
for all i ∈ C\{j3}, as desired.

If |E(Gj3 [A,B])| = 2, then assume E(Gj3 [A,B]) = {v1w1, v2w2}, where v1, w1, v2, w2 are

pairwise distinct. This implies Gj3 [A] ∈ {Kn
2
− v1v2,Kn

2
} and Gj3 [B] ∈ {Kn

2
− w1w2,Kn

2
}.

Recall that G contains no rainbow 2-matching. Then either E(Gj4 [A,B]) = {v1w2, v2w1} for

a unique j4 ∈ C\{j3} and Gi[A,B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C\{j3, j4}, or E(Gi[A,B]) ⊆ {v1w2} for all

i ∈ C\{j3}. The former case implies E(Gj4 [A,B]) = {v1w2, v2w1}, Gj4 [A] ∈ {Kn
2
− v1v2,Kn

2
},

Gj4 [B] ∈ {Kn
2
− w1w2,Kn

2
} and Gi = Gi[A] ∪Gi[B] = 2Kn

2
for all i ∈ C\{j3, j4} (see Figure 1

(a)), as desired. The latter case implies E(Gi[A,B]) ⊆ {v1w2} and Gi[A] = Gi[B] = Kn
2
for all

i ∈ C\{j3} (see Figure 1 (b)), as desired.

If |E(Gj3 [A,B])| ⩽ 1, thenGi[A] = Gi[B] = Kn
2
for all i ∈ C and all edges in {Gi[A,B] : i ∈ C}

must have a common vertex, as desired.

This completes the proof of Claim 4.11. □

Case 3. |C1| ≥ ηn and |C2| ≥ ηn.

In this case, each vertex in Y \Vbad lies in Yi for at least (1− 10
√
δ)|C1 ∪C2| colors i ∈ C1 ∪C2.

Denote ∪k∈[2](X
k
A ∪Xk

B) = {v1, v2, . . . , vt}. Notice that t < 1
2

√
δn. By the definition of Xk

Y , we

obtain that for each i ∈ [t], there exist c4i−3, c4i−2, c4i−1, c4i ∈ (C1 ∪ C2)\{c1, c2, . . . , c4i−5, c4i−4}
and v1i , v

2
i , v

3
i , v

4
i ∈ (A ∪B)\(Vbad ∪ {v1ℓ , v2ℓ , v3ℓ , v4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i− 1]}) such that

• if vi ∈ X1
Y , then c4i−4+j ∈ C1, vji ∈ Y ∩ Yc4i−4+j and viv

j
i ∈ E(Gc4i−4+j ) for all j ∈ [4],

• if vi ∈ X2
Y , then c4i−4+j ∈ C2, vji ∈ Z ∩ Zc4i−4+j and viv

j
i ∈ E(Gc4i−4+j ) for all j ∈ [4].

Therefore, for each i ∈ [t], there exists a rainbow path v1i viv
2
i with colors c4i−3 and c4i−2.

Connect those rainbow paths by using colors in C2 and Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), one may get a rainbow

path P 1 with endpoints u1 ∈ A\Vbad and w1 ∈ B\Vbad, whose length is at most 4t ≤ 2
√
δn.

By a similar discussion as Claim 4.6, we obtain the following claim.

Claim 4.12. Assume X = {x1, . . . , xs} with s ≤
√
ϵn. Then for each i ∈ [s], there exist

c1i , c
2
i , c

3
i , c

4
i ∈ C2\(col(P 1) ∪ {c1ℓ , c2ℓ , c3ℓ , c4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i − 1]}) and x1i , x

2
i , x

3
i , x

4
i ∈ V \(V (P 1) ∪ Vbad ∪

{x1ℓ , x2ℓ , x3ℓ , x4ℓ : ℓ ∈ [i − 1]}) such that: if xi ∈ Y , then xix
j
i ∈ E(G

cji
), and either xji ∈ Y and

cji ∈ C1 for all j ∈ [4], or xji ∈ Z and cji ∈ C2 for all j ∈ [4].

By Claim 4.12, there exists a rainbow path x1ixix
2
i with colors c1i , c

2
i for each i ∈ [s]. Connect

all those rainbow paths and P 1 by Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), we obtain a rainbow path P 2 with endpoints

u1 ∈ A\Vbad and w2 ∈ B\Vbad, whose length is at most |E(P 1)|+4
√
ϵn+2 ≤ (2

√
δ+4

√
ϵ)n+2.

Choose a maximal rainbow matching, say M , inside {Gi[A\V (P 2)]∪Gi[B\V (P 2)] : i ∈ Cbad}
such that for each edge in M [Y ] with color j we have Gj [Y \V (P 2)] contains a 2-matching.

Denote C′
bad := Cbad\col(M). Note that Gj is (3

√
δ,K⌊n

2
⌋,⌈n

2
⌉)-extremal for all j ∈ C′

bad. Hence,

{Gi[A,B] : i ∈ C′
bad} contains a transversal matching, say M ′. Connect P 2 and all rainbow

edges in M ∪M ′ by Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), we obtain a rainbow path P 3 with endpoints u1 ∈ A\Vbad
and w3 ∈ B\Vbad, whose length is at most |E(P 2)|+ 12δn ≤ (2

√
δ + 4

√
ϵ+ 12δ)n+ 2.

Since u1, w3 ̸∈ Vbad, there exist i0, i1 ∈ C1\col(P 3) such that u1 ∈ Ai0 and w3 ∈ Bi1 . By the

construction of P 3, one may assume that v ̸∈ V (P 3) unless v ∈ Vbad, and c ̸∈ col(P 3) unless

c ∈ Cbad. In what follows, we proceed by considering the parity of |C2\col(P 3)|.
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Subcase 3.1. |C2\col(P 3)| is odd.
Split A\V (P 3) into I1 and I2 such that |I1| = |C2\col(P 3)|+1

2 , and split B\V (P 3) into J1 and

J2 such that |J1| = |C2\col(P 3)|+1
2 . Let G1 = {Gi[I1, J1] : i ∈ C2\col(P 3)}. By Claim 4.4, there

exists a transversal path Q inside G1 with endpoints x ∈ I1 and y ∈ J1. Since x, y ̸∈ Vbad, there

exist j0, j1 ∈ C1 such that x ∈ Aj0 and y ∈ Bj1 .

Suppose that |I2| = |A\V (P 3)|−|I1| = k1 and |J2| = |B\V (P 3)|−|J1| = k2. We further split I2

into I ′2 and I
′′
2 such that |I ′2| = ⌈k12 ⌉, split J2 into J

′
2 and J

′′
2 such that |J ′

2| = ⌈k22 ⌉. Then split the

color set C1\(col(P 3)∪{j0, j1}) into two subsets Ca and Cb such that |Ca| = k1−1 and |Cb| = k2−1.

Let Ga = {Gi[I
′
2, I

′′
2 ] : i ∈ Ca} and Gb = {Gi[J

′
2, J

′′
2 ] : i ∈ Cb}. Applying Claim 4.4 again yields

that there is a transversal path Qa inside Ga with endpoints xa ∈ NGi0
(u1, I

′
2), ya ∈ NGj0

(x, I2);

and a transversal path Qb inside Gb with endpoints xb ∈ NGi1
(w3, J

′
2), yb ∈ NGj1

(y, J2). Thus,

u1P
3w3xbQbybyQxyaQaxau1 is a transversal Hamilton cycle in G (see Figure 9), a contradiction.

Figure 9.

Subcase 3.2. |C2\col(P 3)| is even.
In this subcase, we first prove the following two claims.

Claim 4.13. Assume that Q1 = z1 . . . zk and Q2 = z′1 . . . z
′
t are two disjoint rainbow paths

inside G such that z1, z
′
1 ∈ A\Vbad, zk, z′t ∈ B\Vbad and each of them has length at most 3

√
δn.

If Vbad ⊆ V (Q1 ∪ Q2), Cbad ⊆ col(Q1 ∪ Q2) and |C2\col(Q1 ∪ Q2)| is even, then G contains a

transversal Hamilton cycle.

Proof of Claim 4.13. Note that z1, z
′
1 ∈ A\Vbad and zk, z

′
t ∈ B\Vbad. There exist l1, l2, l3 ∈

C1\col(Q1 ∪Q2) and l4 ∈ C2\col(Q1 ∪Q2) such that z1 ∈ Al1 , zk ∈ Bl2 , z
′
1 ∈ Al4 and z′t ∈ Bl3 .

Split A\V (Q1∪Q2) into I1 and I2 such that |I1| = |C2\col(Q1∪Q2)|
2 , and split B\V (Q1∪Q2) into

J1 and J2 such that |J1| = |C2\col(Q1∪Q2)|
2 . Let G1 = {Gi[I1, J1] : i ∈ C2\(col(Q1 ∪ Q2) ∪ {l4})}.

By Claim 4.4, there exists a transversal path Q inside G1 with endpoints z′′1 ∈ NGl4
(z′1)∩J1 and

y ∈ I1. Since y ̸∈ Vbad, there exists l5 ∈ C1\(col(Q1 ∪Q2) ∪ {l1, l2, l3}) such that y ∈ Al5 .

Assume that |I2| = k1 and |J2| = k2. We further split I2 into I ′2 and I ′′2 such that |I ′2| = ⌈k12 ⌉,
and split J2 into J ′

2 and J ′′
2 such that |J ′

2| = ⌈k22 ⌉. Split the color set C1\(col(Q1 ∪ Q2) ∪
{l1, l2, l3, l5}) into two subsets Ca and Cb such that |Ca| = k1 − 1 and |Cb| = k2 − 1. Let

Ga = {Gi[I
′
2, I

′′
2 ] : i ∈ Ca} and Gb = {Gi[J

′
2, J

′′
2 ] : i ∈ Cb}. By Claim 4.4, there exists a

transversal path Qa inside Ga with endpoints xa ∈ NGl1
(z1) ∩ I ′2, ya ∈ NGl5

(y) ∩ I2, and a

transversal path Qb inside Gb with endpoints xb ∈ NGl2
(zk) ∩ J ′

2, yb ∈ NGl3
(z′t) ∩ J2. Hence,

z1Q1zkxbQbybz
′
tQ2z

′
1z

′′
1QyyaQaxaz1 is a transversal Hamilton cycle in G. □
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Figure 10. All possible cases for y1, y2 ∈ Vbad. We use “1” (resp. “2”) to denote
that the color of this edge lies in C1 (resp. C2).

Claim 4.14. E(Gi[A,B]) = ∅ for all i ∈ C1 ∪ col(M).

Proof of Claim 4.14. Suppose that there exists an edge y1y2 ∈ E(Gi2 [A,B]) for some i2 ∈
C1 ∪ col(M), where y1 ∈ A and y2 ∈ B. If i2 ∈ col(M), then assume uv ∈ E(M [A]) ∩ E(Gi2).

Connect P 2, all rainbow edges in M − uv and all rainbow edges in M ′ in turn by Claim 4.5 (i)-

(ii), we get a rainbow path P̃ 3 with endpoints ũ1 ∈ A\Vbad and w̃3 ∈ B\Vbad. Therefore, P 3 can

be written as uvv′ũ1P̃
3w̃3, where the colors of vv

′ and v′ũ1 are in C2. Since |C2\col(P 3)| is even,
one has |C2\col(P̃ 3)| is even. Let P 3 := P̃ 3 if i2 ∈ col(M). Hence we can assume i2 ̸∈ col(P 3).

Recall that yi ̸∈ V (P 3) unless it is not in Vbad for each i ∈ [2]. Moreover, if yi ∈ Vbad for some

i ∈ [2], then P 3 can be written as u1P
3y1i yiy

2
i P

3w3. Assume y1i yi and yiy
2
i have colors j2i−1 and

j2i in P
3, respectively.

If y1, y2 ̸∈ Vbad, then P
3 and y1y2 are two disjoint rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in

Claim 4.13. Hence, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Therefore, at least

one of y1 and y2 lies in Vbad. Without loss of generality, assume that y2 ∈ Vbad. Observe that

either j3, j4 ∈ C1 and y12, y
2
2 ∈ B, or j3, j4 ∈ C2 and y12, y

2
2 ∈ A holds.

Assume y1 ̸∈ Vbad. Delete y12y2 from P 3, we get two rainbow paths P ′ = u1P
3y12 and P ′′ =

y1y2y
2
2P

3w3. Recall that u1, y1 ∈ A\Vbad, w3 ∈ B\Vbad and y12 /∈ Vbad. It is routine to checck that

P ′ can be extended to a rainbow path with one endpoint u1 and the other endpoint ŷ ∈ B\Vbad,
where ŷ = y12 if y12 ∈ B. Therefore, there are two rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in

Claim 4.13. Therefore, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Finally, we consider y1, y2 ∈ Vbad. Then by rearranging, one may assume that y21P
3y12 is a

rainbow path with length at most 3. Replace y1P
3y2 by the edge y1y2 with color i2. It is

routine to check that |C2\col(u1P 3y1y2P
3w3)| is odd (see Figure 10 for all possible cases). Thus,

this can be attributed to the Subcase 3.1. Hence G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a

contradiction. □

By Claim 4.14, one has E(Gi[A,B]) = ∅ for all i ∈ C1 ∪ col(M). Therefore, n is even and

Gi[A] = Gi[B] = Kn
2
for all i ∈ C1 ∪ col(M). By a similar argument as Claim 4.14, we can show

that E(Gi[A]∪Gi[B]) = ∅ for all i ∈ C2∪C′
bad. It follows that G is a spanning collection of Ht

n−t,

where t = |C2 ∪ C′
bad|.

We claim that t is odd. Otherwise, t is even. Recall that Gi[A] = Gi[B] = Kn
2

for all

i ∈ C1 ∪ col(M). Then there exist two rainbow paths, say Q1 := z11 . . . z
1
s1 and Q2 := z21 . . . z

2
s2 ,

such that V (Q1 ∪Q2) = Vbad and col(Q1 ∪Q2) ⊆ C1 ∪ col(M). For i ∈ [2], it is easy to see that

Qi can be extended to a rainbow path Q′
i := xizi1 . . . z

i
siy

izi, where xi, yi ∈ A\Vbad, zi ∈ B\Vbad,
and the colors of xizi1, z

i
siy

i, yizi are unused colors in C1, C1, C2, respectively. Since t is even,

one has |(C2 ∪ C′
bad)\col(Q′

1 ∪ Q′
2)| is even. By a similar argument as Claim 4.13, we know G

contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Therefore, G is a spanning collection of

Ht
n−t, where n is even and t is odd.
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This completes the proof of Theorem 1.6. □

5. Proof of Theorem 4.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 4.3, which characterizes the structure of almost balanced

graph collections that do not contain transversal Hamilton cycles. Based on the parity of n and

the size of the vertex partition, we split the proof of Theorem 4.3 into four lemmas (see, Lemmas

5.1, 5.2, 5.6 and 5.8).

Lemma 5.1. For every δ with 0 < δ ≪ 1, there exists n0 ∈ N satisfying the following for every

odd integer n ≥ n0. Let C be a set of n colors and G = {Gi : i ∈ C} be a collection of graphs with

common vertex set V of size n. Let A ∪ B be a partition of V with |A| = n−1
2 , and let C′ ∪ C′′

be a partition of C with |C′′| ≤ δn. Assume that δ(G) ≥ n−1
2 and Gi[B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′. If G

does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles, then G is the half-split graph collection.

Proof. In order to show that G is the half-split graph collection, it suffices to prove Gi[B] = ∅
for all i ∈ C′′. By adding colors to C′′ if necessary we may assume |C′′| = δn > 0 and C′′ =

{i1, i2, . . . , iδn}. Suppose that Gi1 [B] ̸= ∅ and let uv ∈ E(Gi1 [B]). Choose a maximal rainbow

matching inside {Gij [A,B\{u, v}] : j ∈ [2, δn]}, say M = {eij : 2 ≤ j ≤ s} with s ≤ δn and

eij ∈ E(Gij ), such that Gij [A\V (M), B\(V (M) ∪ {u, v})] ̸= ∅ for all j ∈ [2, s]. Notice that Gij

is (2δn,K⌊n
2
⌋ ∪K⌈n

2
⌉)-extremal for all j ∈ [s+ 1, δn]. We greedily select two rainbow paths PA

and PB inside {Gij [A\V (M)] ∪ Gij [B\(V (M) ∪ {u, v})] : j ∈ [s + 1, δn]} with lengths ⌊ δn−s
2 ⌋

and ⌈ δn−s
2 ⌉ respectively, where V (PA) ⊆ A and V (PB) ⊆ B.

We first consider δn − s is even. It is easy to see that Gi[A,B] = Kn−1
2

,n+1
2

for all i ∈ C′.

Using colors in C′ and edges between A and B, one may connect uv, all rainbow edges in

M , PA and PB into a single rainbow path, say P 1 := u . . . v1, where v1 ∈ B. Therefore,

|A\V (P 1)| = |B\V (P 1)|+1. Observe that {Gi[A\V (P 1), B\V (P 1−{u, v1})] : i ∈ C\col(P 1)} is

a collection of complete bipartite graphs, therefore it contains a transversal path that connects

u and v1. Hence G has a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Now, assume that δn−s is odd. Recall that |A| = n−1
2 and δ(G) ≥ n−1

2 . Hence there exists an

edge w1w2 ∈ E(Gi1 [A\V (M∪PA∪PB), B]) with w1 ∈ A and w2 ∈ B. Notice that one may avoid

w2 when choosing M and PB. Using colors in C′ and edges between A and B, we can connect

w1w2, all rainbow edges in M , PA and PB into a single rainbow path P 2, whose endpoints are

in different parts. Therefore, |A\V (P 1)| = |B\V (P 1)|. Similarly, G has a transversal Hamilton

cycle, a contradiction. □

Lemma 5.2. For every δ with 0 < δ ≪ 1, there exists n0 ∈ N satisfying the following for every

even integer n ≥ n0. Let C be a set of n colors, and G = {Gi : i ∈ C} be a collection of graphs

with common vertex set V of size n. Let A ∪ B be a partition of V with |A| = n
2 − 1, and let

C′ ∪ C′′ be a partition of C with |C′′| ≤ δn. Assume that δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1 and Gi[B] = ∅ for all

i ∈ C′. If G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles, then either Gi[B] = ∅ for all but at

most one i ∈ C, or E(Gi[B]) ⊆ {uv} for two fixed vertices u, v ∈ B and all i ∈ C.

Proof. In order to prove this lemma, it suffices to show that {Gi[B] : i ∈ C′′} contains no

rainbow P3 or 2P2. By adding colors to C′′ if necessary we may assume |C′′| = δn > 0 and

C′′ = {i1, i2, . . . , iδn}. Suppose that {Gi[B] : i ∈ C′′} contains a rainbow path u1u2u3 with

u1u2 ∈ E(Gi1) and u2u3 ∈ E(Gi2). (The proof of the case that {Gi[B] : i ∈ C′′} contains a

rainbow 2P2 is similar).
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Choose a maximal rainbow matching inside {Gij [A,B\{u1, u2, u3}] : j ∈ [3, δn]}, say M =

{eij : 3 ≤ j ≤ s} with s ≤ δn and eij ∈ E(Gij ), such that Gij [A\V (M), B\(V (M) ∪
{u1, u2, u3})] ̸= ∅ for all j ∈ [3, s]. Notice that Gij is (2δn,K⌊n

2
⌋ ∪ K⌈n

2
⌉)-extremal for all

j ∈ [s + 1, δn]. We greedily select two rainbow paths PA and PB inside {Gij [A\V (M)] ∪
Gij [B\(V (M) ∪ {u1, u2, u3})] : j ∈ [s + 1, δn]} with lengths ⌊ δn−s

2 ⌋ and ⌈ δn−s
2 ⌉ respectively,

where V (PA) ⊆ A and V (PB) ⊆ B.

If δn − s is even, then by a similar discussion as Lemma 5.1, it is easy to find a transversal

Hamilton cycle inside G, a contradiction.

Now, assume that δn − s is odd. Recall that |A| = n
2 − 1 and δ(G) ≥ n

2 − 1. Then there

exists an edge w1w2 ∈ E(Gi1 [A\V (M ∪ PA ∪ PB), B]) with w1 ∈ A and w2 ∈ B. Moreover,

Gi[A,B] = Kn
2
−1,n

2
+1 for all i ∈ C′. Notice that one may avoid w2 when choosing M and

PB. If w2 ∈ {u2, u3}, then without loss of generality, assume that w2 = u2. Using colors in

C′ and edges between A and B, we can connect w1u2u3, all rainbow edges in M , PA and PB

in turn to get a single rainbow path P 1, whose endpoints are in different parts. Therefore,

|A\V (P 1)| = |B\V (P 1)|. If w2 ̸∈ {u2, u3}, then using colors in C′ and edges between A and B,

one may connect u2u3, w1w2, all rainbow edges inM , PA and PB in turn to get a single rainbow

path P 2, whose endpoints are in B. Therefore, |A\V (P 2)| = |B\V (P 2)|+1. In each of the above

two cases, it is routine to check that G has a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. □

Lemma 5.3. Let C be a set of colors, and G = {Gi[Y,B] : i ∈ C} be a collection of bipartite

graphs with common bipartition (Y,B) such that 7|Y | < |B| ≤ 3
5 |C|. If

∑
i∈C |E(Gi[Y,B])| ≥

t|B||C| for some integer t with 1 ≤ t ≤ |Y |, then G contains t disjoint rainbow star S5, each of

them has center in Y and other vertices in B.

Proof. We use induction to prove this result. If t = 1, then
∑

i∈C |E(Gi[Y,B])| ≥ |B||C|. Suppose
that G does not contain any rainbow S5 with center in Y and other vertices in B. Then each

vertex v ∈ Y satisfies either NGi(v,B) ̸= ∅ for at most three i ∈ C, or there exist three vertices

w,w′, w′′ ∈ B such that NGi(v) ⊆ {w,w′, w′′} for all i ∈ C. It follows that∑
i∈C

|E(Gi[Y,B])| =
∑
v∈Y

∑
i∈C

dGi(v,B) ≤
∑
v∈Y

max{3|B|, 3|C|} = 3|Y ||C| < |B||C|,

a contradiction. That is to say, our result holds for t = 1.

Assume the result holds for t, and we prove it for t+ 1. Now, we give the following claim.

Claim 5.4. There exists a vertex w ∈ Y such that dGi(w,B) ≥ 4t+ 4 for at least 4t+ 4 colors

i ∈ C.

Proof of Claim 5.4. Suppose not, then for each vertex v ∈ Y , we have dGi(v,B) ≥ 4t+ 4 for at

most 4t+ 3 colors i ∈ C. It implies that∑
i∈C

|E(Gi[Y,B])| =
∑
v∈Y

∑
i∈C

dGi(v,B)

=
∑
v∈Y

( ∑
i∈C

dGi
(v,B)≥4t+4

dGi(v,B) +
∑
i∈C

dGi
(v,B)≤4t+3

dGi(v,B)
)

≤
∑
v∈Y

( ∑
i∈C

dGi
(v,B)≥4t+4

|B|+
∑
i∈C

dGi
(v,B)≤4t+3

(4t+ 3)
)

≤ |Y |((4t+ 3)|B|+ |C|(4t+ 3))
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≤ (4t+ 3)|Y |(|B|+ |C|)

< 7(t+ 1)|Y ||C|

< (t+ 1)|B||C|,

a contradiction. □

By Claim 5.4, there exists a vertex w ∈ Y such that dGi(w,B) ≥ 4t + 4 for at least 4t + 4

colors i ∈ C. Let G′ = {Gi[Y \{w}, B] : i ∈ C}. Then∑
i∈C

|E(Gi[Y \{w}, B])| ≥ (t+ 1)|B||C| − |B||C| = t|B||C|.

By induction, there are t disjoint rainbow S5 inside G′, each of which has center in Y \{w}
and other vertices in B. Let S be a set consisting of those disjoint rainbow S5. Recall that

dGi(w,B) ≥ 4t + 4 for at least 4t + 4 colors i ∈ C. Hence there exist four colors c1, c2, c3, c4 ∈
C\col(S) such that dG

cj
(w) ≥ 4t+4 for all j ∈ [4]. Thus, there are four vertices w1, w2, w3, w4 ∈

B\V (S) such that wwj ∈ E(Gcj ) for all j ∈ [4]. Therefore, {Gcj [{w,w1, w2, w3, w4}] : j ∈ [4]}
contains a rainbow S5 with center w, which is disjoint with each rainbow star in S, as desired. □

Lemma 5.5. Assume 0 < 1
n ≪ δ ≪ 1 and 0 ≤ γ ≤ 3δ. Let C be a set of n colors, and

G = {Gi : i ∈ C} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n such that

δ(G) ≥ n
2 −1. Let A∪B be a partition of V with |A| = ⌊n+1

2 ⌋+γn, and let C′∪C′′ be a partition

of C with |C′′| ≤ δn. Define Y = {v ∈ A : dGi(v,B) ≤ (1−δ
1
4 )|B| for at least δ

1
4 |C′| colors i ∈ C′}.

Assume that |Y | > γn, G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles and Gi[B] = ∅ for all

i ∈ C′.

(i) If n is odd, then G is the half-split graph collection.

(ii) If n is even, then there exists a new partition A′ ∪ B′ of V with |A′| = n
2 − 1 such that

either Gi[B
′] = ∅ for all but at most one i ∈ C, or E(Gi[B

′]) ⊆ {v1v2} for fixed vertices

v1, v2 ∈ B′ and all i ∈ C.

Proof. It is routine to check that

⌈n
2
− 1⌉|B||C′| ≤

∑
i∈C′

|E(Gi[A,B])|

≤ |Y |(1− δ
1
4 )|B|δ

1
4 |C′|+ |Y ||B|(1− δ

1
4 )|C′|+ (|A| − |Y |)|B||C′|

= (|A| − δ
1
2 |Y |)|B||C′|. (2)

It implies that |Y | ≤ γn+1√
δ

≤ 4
√
δn. Notice that Claim 4.4 and Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii) hold by setting

Vbad = Y and C2 = C′.

Since δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1, we have |E(Gi[A,B])| ≥ |B|⌈n2 − 1⌉ for each i ∈ C′, i.e., there are at

most |B|(⌊n+1
2 ⌋ + γn) − |B|⌈n2 − 1⌉ = |B|(γn + 1) non-edges between A and B in Gi. Hence∑

i∈C′ |E(Gi[Y,B])| ≥ (|Y | − γn − 1)|B||C′|. By Lemma 5.3, there exist |Y | − γn − 1 disjoint

rainbow P3 inside {Gi[Y,B] : i ∈ C′} with centers in Y . Let P1 be a set consisting of those

rainbow P3 and Y1 be a subset of Y consisting of the centers of them. Denote Y2 := Y \Y1. Then
|Y2| = γn+ 1.

Recall that each vertex in Y is adjacent to at least ⌈n2 − 1⌉− (1− δ
1
4 )|B| > 4|Y | vertices in A

for at least δ
1
4 |C′| > δ

1
4 (1− δ)n > 4|Y | colors i ∈ C′. Then there exist γn+1 disjoint rainbow P3

inside {Gi[Y2, A\Y ] : i ∈ C′\col(P1)} with centers in Y2, and let P2 be a set consisting of those
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rainbow P3. For each y ∈ Y , denote the rainbow P3 in P1 ∪ P2 with center y by Py := y1yy2

with colors c1y and c2y. Let P = P1 ∪P2 = {Py : y ∈ Y }.
It is routine to check that there exists a rainbow matching inside {Gi[A\V (P), B\V (P)] :

i ∈ C′′}, say M , such that Gj [A\V (P ∪ M), B\V (P ∪ M)] contains a 3-matching for each

j ∈ col(M). Furthermore, Gj is (13
√
δ,K⌊n

2
⌋ ∪ K⌈n

2
⌉)-extremal for all j ∈ C′′\col(M). We

proceed by considering the following three cases.

Case 1. n is odd and |C′′\col(M)| is odd, or n is even and |C′′\col(M)| ≥ 2 is even.

Greedily choose two disjoint rainbow paths PA and PB inside {Gi[A\V (P∪M)]∪Gi[B\V (P∪
M)] : i ∈ C′′\col(M)} with lengths ⌊ |C

′′\col(M)|−1
2 ⌋ and ⌈ |C

′′\col(M)|+1
2 ⌉ respectively, such that

V (PA) ⊆ A and V (PB) ⊆ B. In view of Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), by using colors in C′, one may connect

all rainbow paths in P2 and P1 in turn to get a single rainbow path P 1 with 2|Y1| + 3|Y2|
vertices in A and 2|Y1| + |Y2| vertices in B, whose endpoints are in different parts. Therefore,

|B\V (P 1)| − |A\V (P 1)| = 2−σ. Applying Claim 4.5 (i) again to connect P 1, all rainbow edges

in M , PA and PB in turn, we get a single rainbow path P 2 with endpoints are in different parts.

Clearly, |A\V (P 2)| = |B\V (P 2)|. Together with Claim 4.4, we know G contains a transversal

Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Case 2. n is odd and |C′′\col(M)| is even, or n is even and |C′′\col(M)| is odd.
Greedily choose two disjoint rainbow paths PA and PB inside {Gi[A\V (P∪M)]∪Gi[B\V (P∪

M)] : i ∈ C′′\col(M)} with lengths ⌊ |C
′′\col(M)|

2 ⌋ and ⌈ |C
′′\col(M)|

2 ⌉ respectively, such that V (PA) ⊆
A and V (PB) ⊆ B. Suppose that there exists an i1 ∈ C′ ∪ col(M) such that Gi1 [Y2 ∪ B] ̸= ∅.
Choose y1y2 ∈ E(Gi1 [Y2∪B]). By Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), we connect all rainbow P3 in P2\{Py1 , Py2},
P1, all rainbow edges in M except the possible edge with color i1 and PA, PB in turn to get

a single rainbow path P 3, whose endpoints are in different parts. Similar to Case 1, we have

|A\V (P 3)| − |B\V (P 3)| = 2|{y1, y2} ∩ Y2| − 1.

If y1, y2 ∈ Y2, then let Q := y11y1y2y
2
2 with col(Q) = {c1y1 , i1, c

2
y2}. If y1 ∈ Y2 and y2 ∈ B, then

one may assume y2 /∈ V (P 3) and let Q := y11y1y2 with col(Q) = {c1y1 , i1}. If y1, y2 ∈ B, then we

may assume y1, y2 ̸∈ V (P 3) and let Q := y1y2 with color i1. Next, connect P
3 with the rainbow

path Q by Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), we get a rainbow path P 4 with endpoints y11, v3 (if y1, y2 ∈ Y2) or

u3, y3 (otherwise). It is routine to check that |A\V (P 4)| = |B\V (P 4)|. Together with Claim 4.4,

one obtains that G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence, Gi[Y2∪B] = ∅
for all i ∈ C′ ∪ col(M). Recall that δ(Gi) ≥ ⌈n2 − 1⌉. This implies that NGi(w) = A\Y2 for all

i ∈ C′ ∪ col(M) and all w ∈ Y2 ∪ B. Move vertices in Y2 from A to B, we get |A| = ⌈n2 − 1⌉,
|B| = ⌊n2 + 1⌋ and Gi[B] = ∅ for each i ∈ C′ ∪ col(M). By Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2, our desired

result holds.

Case 3. n is even and |C′′\col(M)| = 0.

By a similar discussion as Case 2 and the proof of Lemma 5.2, we obtain that G[Y2 ∪ B]

contains no rainbow P3 or 2P2. Hence either Gi[Y2∪B] = ∅ for all but at most one unique i ∈ C
or E(Gi[Y2∪B]) ⊆ {uv} for fixed u, v and all i ∈ C. Move vertices in Y2 to B, we get |A| = n

2 −1,

|B| = n
2 + 1. Therefore, either Gi[B] = ∅ for all but at most one i ∈ C, or E(Gi[B]) ⊆ {uv}

for all i ∈ C. Recall that δ(G) ≥ n
2 − 1. In both cases, G does not contain transversal Hamilton

cycles, as desired. □

Lemma 5.6. Assume 0 < 1
n ≪ δ ≪ 1. Let C be a set of n colors and G = {Gi : i ∈ C} be

a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n. Let A ∪ B be a partition of V with

|A| = n
2 , and let C′ ∪ C′′ be a partition of C with |C′′| ≤ δn. Assume that δ(G) ≥ n

2 − 1 and
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Gi[B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′. If G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles, then one of the

following holds:

• G is a spanning collection of Ht
n−t for some odd integer t,

• there exists a partition A′ ∪ B′ of V with |A′| = n
2 − 1, such that either Gi[B

′] = ∅ for

all but at most one i ∈ C, or E(Gi[B
′]) ⊆ {uv} for fixed vertices u, v ∈ B′ and all i ∈ C.

Proof. Let Y = {v ∈ A : dGi(v,B) ≤ (1− δ
1
4 )|B| for at least δ

1
4 |C′| colors i ∈ C′}. Then

(
n

2
− 1)|B||C′| ≤

∑
i∈C′

|E(Gi[A,B])|

=
∑
v∈Y

∑
i∈C′

dGi(v,B) +
∑

v∈A\Y

∑
i∈C′

dGi(v,B)

≤|Y |(1− δ
1
4 )|B|δ

1
4 |C′|+ |Y ||B|(1− δ

1
4 )|C′|+ (

n

2
− |Y |)|B||C′|

=(
n

2
− β|Y |)|B||C′|.

It follows that |Y | ≤ 1√
δ
<

√
δn. If |Y | ≥ 1, then our result holds by Lemma 5.5. In what

follows, we only consider |Y | = 0. It is straightforward to check that Claim 4.4 and Claim 4.5

(i)-(ii) hold by setting Vbad = Y and C2 = C′.

Choose a maximal rainbow matching inside {Gi[A,B] : i ∈ C′′}, say M , such that Gj [A,B]

contains a 2-matching for each j ∈ col(M). Furthermore, Gj is (2
√
δ,K⌊n

2
⌋∪K⌈n

2
⌉)-extremal for

all j ∈ C′′\col(M). Greedily choose two disjoint rainbow paths PA and PB inside {Gi[A\V (M)]∪
Gi[B\V (M)] : i ∈ C′′\col(M)} with lengths xA and xB respectively, such that V (PA) ⊆ A and

V (PB) ⊆ B. In view of Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii), by using colors in C′, one may connect all rainbow

edges in M , PA and PB into a single rainbow path P , whose endpoints are denoted by u1 ∈ A

and v1 ∈ B.

If |C′′\col(M)| is even, then let xA = xB = |C′′\col(M)|
2 . Thus, |B\V (P )| = |A\V (P )|. Together

with Claim 4.4, we know G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence

|C′′\col(M)| is odd. Now, we give the following claim.

Claim 5.7. (i) Gi[A] ∪Gi[B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′ ∪ col(M),

(ii) Gi[A,B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′′\col(M).

Proof of Claim 5.7. We only give the proof of Gi[A] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′ ∪ col(M), the other two

statements can be proved by similar arguments.

Suppose that Gi1 [A] ̸= ∅ for some i1 ∈ C′ ∪ col(M). Choose w1w2 ∈ E(Gi1 [A]). If i1 ∈
col(M), then delete the edge with color i1 from M . Hence we can assume that i1 /∈ col(P )

and w1, w2 /∈ V (P ). Using Claim 4.5 (ii) to connect w1w2 and the rainbow path P , we get

a rainbow path P ′ with endpoints w1 and v1. Let xA = |C′′\col(M)|−1
2 and xB = |C′′\col(M)|+1

2 .

Hence |B\V (P ′)| = |A\V (P ′)|. It follows from Claim 4.4 that G contains a transversal Hamilton

cycle, a contradiction. □

Based on Claim 5.7, we know G is a spanning collection of Ht
n−t for some odd t, as desired. □

Lemma 5.8. Assume 0 < 1
n ≪ δ ≪ 1 and 0 ≤ γ ≤ 3δ. Let C be a set of n colors, and

G = {Gi : i ∈ C} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n such that

δ(G) ≥ n
2 −1. Let A∪B be a partition of V with |A| = ⌊n+1

2 ⌋+γn, and let C′∪C′′ be a partition

of C with |C′′| ≤ δn. Assume that G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles and Gi[B] = ∅
for all i ∈ C′.
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(i) If n is odd, then G is the half-split graph collection.

(ii) If n is even, then one of the following holds:

• G is a spanning collection of Ht
n−t for some odd integer t,

• there exists a new partition A′∪B′ of V with |A′| = n
2 −1 such that either Gi[B

′] = ∅
for all but at most one i ∈ C, or E(Gi[B

′]) ⊆ {v1v2} for two fixed vertices v1, v2 ∈ B′

and all i ∈ C.

Proof. Define Y = {v ∈ A : dGi(v,B) ≤ (1− δ
1
4 )|B| for at least δ

1
4 |C′| colors i ∈ C′}. In view of

(2), we have |Y | ≤ 4
√
δn. If |Y | > γn, then our result holds by Lemma 5.5. In what follows,

we only consider |Y | ≤ γn. Therefore, |B| ≤ |A| − 2|Y | − σ where σ = 0 if n is even and σ = 1

otherwise. Notice that Claim 4.4 and Claim 4.5 (i)-(ii) hold by setting Vbad = Y and C2 = C′.

Recall that each vertex in Y is adjacent to at least ⌈n2 − 1⌉ − (1 − δ
1
4 )|B| > 5|Y | vertices in

A for at least δ
1
4 |C′| > δ

1
4 (1 − δ)n > 5|Y | colors i ∈ C′. Then there exist |Y | disjoint rainbow

paths P3 with centers in Y and endpoints in A\Y using colors in C′. In the graph collection

G[A\Y ], we extend those rainbow paths or choose other disjoint rainbow paths into a set of

disjoint maximal rainbow paths. Let P = {Q1, Q2, . . . , Qt} be a set consisting of all disjoint

rainbow paths in the above, each of which has length si (1 ≤ i ≤ t).

Case 1. |B| ≥ |A| − (s1 + · · ·+ st)− σ.

In this case, there exists a set P′ = {Q′
1, Q

′
2, . . . , Q

′
ℓ} such that |A\V (P′)| − σ = |B| − ℓ,

where Y ⊆ V (P′) and the endpoints of Q′
i are not in Y for all i ∈ [ℓ]. Assume |E(Q′

i)| = s′i
for each i ∈ [ℓ]. By Claim 4.5 (ii), we can connect all rainbow paths of P′ into a single

rainbow path P 1, whose endpoints are in different parts. Since |A| − |B| = 2γn + σ, we have

ℓ ≤ s′1 + · · ·+ s′ℓ = 2γn+ σ. Therefore, |E(P 1)| ≤ 6γn+ 3σ and |A\V (P 1)| − σ = |B\V (P 1)|.
Choose a maximal rainbow matching inside {Gi[A\V (P 1), B\V (P 1)] : i ∈ C′′\col(P 1)}, say

M , such that Gj [A\V (P 1 ∪ M), B\V (P 1 ∪ M)] contains a 2-matching for each j ∈ col(M).

Furthermore, Gj is (6(γ + δ),K⌊n
2
⌋ ∪K⌈n

2
⌉)-extremal for all j ∈ C′′\col(P 1 ∪M). In fact, when

construct P 1 −B − Y , it is possible to use colors in C′′\col(P 1 ∪M) before other colors. Hence

either col(P 1 −B − Y ) ⊆ C′′\col(M) or C′′\col(M) ⊆ col(P 1 −B − Y ).

Based on Claim 4.5 (i), one may connect P 1, all rainbow edges in M into a single rainbow

path P 2, whose endpoints are in different parts. Clearly, |E(P 2)| ≤ 6γn+3σ+4δn. Next, we are

to choose two disjoint rainbow paths PA and PB inside {Gi[A\V (P 1∪M)]∪Gi[B\V (P 1∪M)] :

i ∈ C′′\col(P 1 ∪M)} such that V (PA) ⊆ A and V (PB) ⊆ B respectively, whose lengths are

determined by the parity of |C′′\col(P 1 ∪M)|. Clearly, if n and |C′′\col(P 1 ∪M)| have the same

parity, then by Claim 4.4, we know G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Hence n and |C′′\col(P 1 ∪ M)| have different parity. By similar arguments as the proof of

Theorem 1.6 (Step 4 in Case 1), we can show that the following claim.

Claim 5.9. (i) If |C′′\col(P 1 ∪M)| = 0, then E(Gi[A]) = E(Gi[V (P′) ∩A]) for all i ∈ C.
(ii) Gi[A,B] = ∅ for all i ∈ C′′\col(P 1 ∪M).

If |C′′\col(P 1 ∪M)| = 0, then n is odd. By Claim 5.9 (i), one has |A| ≥ |B| ≥ n−1
2 . Hence

|A| = n+1
2 and |B| = n−1

2 . This implies that P 1 is a null graph. Thus, Gi[A] = ∅ for all i ∈ C.
Together with Lemma 5.1, our desired result holds.

If |C′′\col(P 1 ∪M)| ≥ 1, then based on Claim 5.9 (ii), we know n is even, |A| = |B| = n
2 and

Gi[B] = ∅ for all but at most δn colors in C. By Lemma 5.6, our desired result holds.

Case 2. |B| < |A| − (s1 + · · ·+ st)− σ.
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In this case,
∑t

i=1 si < 2γn and so
∑t

i=1
si
2 ≤ γn − 1

2 . Using Claim 4.5 (ii) and t vertices

in B, one may connect all rainbow paths of P into a single rainbow paths P 3, whose endpoint

are in different parts. Let Ã = A\V (P 3), B̃ = B\V (P 3) and C̃ = C\col(P 3). Then |Ã| =
|A| − (s1 + · · ·+ st + t), |B̃| = |B| − t and |C̃| = |C| − (s1 + · · ·+ st + 2t− 1). For convenience,

we assume that Qi = ui0u
i
1 . . . u

i
si for each i ∈ [t].

Let w be an arbitrary vertex in Ã and c1, c2 be two colors in C\col(P). Without loss of

generality, assume that dGc1
(w,A\Ã) ≤ dGc2

(w,A\Ã). Clearly, in Gc1 and Gc2 , w is adjacent

to at least ⌈n2 − 1⌉ − (⌈n−1
2 ⌉ − γn) = γn− 1 + σ vertices in A\Ã and it cannot adjacent to the

pendant vertices of Qi for all i ∈ [t] (by the maximality of P). Furthermore, if uij ∈ NGc1
(w)

for some i ∈ [t] and j ∈ [si], then u
i
j−1, u

i
j+1 ̸∈ NGc2

(w). Denote by todd the number of rainbow

paths in P with odd lengths. Thus,

γn− 1 + σ ≤ dGc1
(w,A\Ã) ≤

t∑
i=1

⌈si − 1

2
⌉ =

t∑
i=1

si
2
− 1

2
todd ≤ γn− 1

2
− 1

2
todd. (3)

This implies that todd ≤ 1− 2σ. Therefore, n is even and todd ≤ 1.

• todd = 0. Notice that
∑t

i=1
si
2 and γn are integers, then dGc1

(w,A\Ã) =
∑t

i=1
si
2 = γn− 1.

It follows that NGc1
(w,A\Ã) = ∪i∈[t]{ui1, ui3, . . . , uisi−1}. Hence, if i ∈ [t] and j is even, then

uij cannot adjacent to w in Gc2 . Recall that dGc2
(w,A\Ã) ≥ γn − 1 =

∑t
i=1

si
2 . We have

NGc1
(w,A\Ã) = NGc2

(w,A\Ã). Thus, for any Gi with i ∈ C\col(P) and any w ∈ Ã, we have

NGi(w) ∩ (A\Ã) = ∪i∈[t]{ui1, ui3, . . . , uisi−1}.
Now, move all vertices in ∪i∈[t]{ui1, ui3, . . . , uisi−1} from A to B. Then |A| = n

2+1, |B| = n−1
2 −1

and Gi[A] is empty for all i ∈ C\col(P). Notice that |col(P)| =
∑t

i=1 si ≤ 2γn. Together with

Lemma 5.2, our desired result holds.

• todd = 1. Then all inequalities in (3) must be equalities. Thus, dGc1
(w,A\Ã) =

∑t
i=1

si
2 −

1
2 =

γn− 1 and therefore dGc1
(w, V (Qi)) = ⌈ si−1

2 ⌉ for all i ∈ [t]. Without loss of generality, assume

that Q1 is the unique rainbow path with odd length. By a similar discussion as the case

for todd = 0, we know for every i ∈ C\col(P) and every w ∈ Ã, NGi(w,∪i∈[t]\{1}V (Qi)) =

∪i∈[t]\{1}{ui1, ui3, . . . , uisi−1}.
Notice that in eachGi with i ∈ C\col(P), each vertex in Ã has s1−1

2 neighbors in V (Q1)\{u10, u1s1}
and it cannot adjacent to two adjacent vertices in Q1 with two different colors. Hence for each

i ∈ C\col(P), NGi(w) must be one of the following sets:

{u11, u13, . . . , u1s1−2}, {u12, u14, . . . , u1s1−1},

{u11, u13, . . . , u1j−3, u
1
j , u

1
j+2, . . . , u

1
s1−1} for some even integer j with 4 ≤ j ≤ s1 − 1.

It is routine to check that NGc1
(w, V (Q1)) = NGc2

(w, V (Q1)). If there are two vertices v, v′ ∈
A\Ã and colors i1, i2, i3, i4 ∈ C\col(P) such that u1j−1, u

1
j+1 ∈ NGi1

(v) = NGi2
(v) and u1j , u

1
j+2 ∈

NGi3
(v′) = NGi4

(v′), then we can find a longer rainbow path u10u
1
1 . . . u

1
j−1vu

1
j+1u

1
jv

′u1j+2 . . . u
1
si ,

where u1j−1v ∈ E(Gi1), vu
1
j+1 ∈ E(Gi2), u

1
jv

′ ∈ E(Gi3) and v′u1j+2 ∈ E(Gi4), a contradic-

tion. Notice that for two different vertices v and v′, it is possible that NGi(v, V (Q1)) =

{u11, u13, . . . , u1s1−2} and NGi(v
′, V (Q1)) = {u11, u13, . . . , u1s1−4, u

1
s1−1} hold for all i ∈ C\col(P).

Hence
⋃

i∈C\col(P)NGi(Ã, V (Q1)) is contained in one of the following sets:

{u11, u13, . . . , u1s1−2, u
1
s1−1}, {u12, u14, . . . , u1s1−1},

{u11, u13, . . . , u1j0−3, u
1
j0 , u

1
j0+2, . . . , u

1
s1−1} for a fixed even integer j0 with 4 ≤ j0 ≤ s1 − 1.
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Move all vertices in
⋃

i∈C\col(P)NGi(Ã, A\Ã) from A to B, then Gi[A] is empty for all i ∈
C\col(P). What’s more, either |A| = n

2 + 1 and |B| = n
2 − 1, or |A| = n

2 and |B| = n
2 . Together

with Lemmas 5.2 and 5.6, our desired result holds.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.8. □

Combining Lemmas 5.1, 5.2, 5.6 and 5.8, we obtain Theorem 4.3.

6. Concluding remarks

In this paper, we studied the Dirac-type conditions for transversal Hamilton paths and

transversal Hamilton cycles in graph collections. As we know, there are many sufficient con-

ditions to guarantee the existence of Hamilton cycles in a graph, such as Ore’s condition [41],

Pósa’s condition [42] and so on. It is natural to consider the Ore-type condition or Pósa-type

condition for transversal Hamilton cycles in a graph collection (which was already proposed

in [36]). Furthermore, motivated by the stability results for transversal Hamilton cycles under

Dirac-type condition [20], one may study the stability result for transversal Hamilton cycles

under Ore-type condition or Pósa-type condition.

The closure of an n-vertex graph G, denoted C(G), is the graph with vertex set V (G) obtained

from G by iteratively adding edges joining pairs of nonadjacent vertices whose degree sum is at

least n, until no such pair remains. Bondy and Chvátal [8] showed that an n-vertex graph is

Hamiltonian if and only if its closure is Hamiltonian. We propose the following question.

Question 6.1. Let G = {G1, . . . , Gn} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of

size n. If {C(Gi) : i ∈ [n]} contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, does G contain a transversal

Hamilton cycle?

Transversal generalizations were recently considered for digraphs. Cheng, Han, Wang and

Wang [17] established a minimum degree condition to guarantee the existence transversal tour-

nament factors in digraph collections. Chakraborti, Kim, Lee and Seo [16] proved the existence

of transversal Hamilton paths and cycles in tournament collections.

For a digraph D, define δ+(D) = {d+D(v) : v ∈ V (D)} and δ−(D) = {d−D(v) : v ∈ V (D)} to be

the minimum out-degree and minimum in-degree of D respectively. The minimum semi-degree

of D is δ0(D) := min{δ+(D), δ−(D)}. Ghouila-Houri [27] proved that any n-vertex digraph

D with δ0(D) ≥ n
2 contains a directed Hamilton cycle. Chakraborti, Kim, Lee and Seo [16]

proposed that it would be interesting to consider a transversal version of the above theorem.

Woodall [46] showed that if D is an n-vertex digraph satisfying d+D(u)+d
−
D(v) ≥ n for all pairs of

vertices {u, v} with −→uv /∈ A(D), then D contains a directed Hamilton cycle. Hence it is natural

to consider the transversal version of this result.
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[30] P. Gupta, F. Hamann, A. Müyesser, O. Parczyk, and A. Sgueglia, A general approach to transversal versions

of Dirac-type theorems, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 55 (2023), no. 6, 2817–2839. ↑2
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