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TRANSVERSAL HAMILTON PATHS AND CYCLES
YANGYANG CHENG, WANTING SUN, GUANGHUI WANG, AND LAN WEI

ABSTRACT. Given a collection G = {G1,G2,...,Gn} 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
@ : E(H) — [m] such that e € E(G () for all e € E(H). Denote 6(G) := min {6(G;) : 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 §(G) > ”T_l, 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, larXiv:2403.09913v1],
our second result characterizes all graph collections with minimum degree at least § — 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(GQ)) 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 §(G) be the minimum degree of
G. Denote by P,, Cp, K, and K;,_; the path, cycle, complete graph and complete bipartite
graph (with parts of size t and n — t) on n vertices, respectively.

Let G = {G1,Ga,...,G,} be a collection of not necessarily distinct graphs with common
vertex set V. We often think of each G; 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 ¢ : E(H) — [m] such that e € E(G())
for all e € E(H). In addition, if |[E(H)| = m, then ¢ is a bijection and we say H is transversal in
G. Let 6(G) = min{o(G;) : ¢ € [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 with m edges, G be a family of graphs, and G = {G1,Ga,...,Gn}
be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V' such that G; € G for all i € [n]. Which

properties imposed on G guarantee a transversal copy of H?

By taking G1 = Go = - -+ = G, 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 Samal [4] proved that if G = {G1, G2, G3} is a collection of

graphs on a common vertex set of size n and |E(G;)| > (%ﬁ)rﬂ for ¢ € [3], then G contains a

rainbow triangle. Moreover, the constant %ﬁ is optimal. However, Mantel’s theorem states

that any n-vertex graph with more than L”TQJ 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 §. 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 Pésa’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,...,Gy} is a collection of graphs with the same vertex

set V of sizen. If 6(G) > 5, 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 by showing any such graph collection has at least (') transversal Hamilton
cycles for some constant ¢ > 4. Anastos and Chakraborti [6] improved (£2)°" to (Cn)?" 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
9(G) > (14+0(1))5. 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 Ky-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 Kiihn-Osthus
theorem [34] on factors, and a transversal generalisation of the theorem of Komlés, Sarkézy and
Szemerédi [33] on spanning trees. Gupta, Hamann, Miiyesser, 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
(2,135, 18L(35,,137.[38,44].

Li, Li and Li [36] established a sufficient condition for the existence of a rainbow Hamilton
pathin G = {Gy,...,G,}. 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,...,Gp_1} be a collection of graphs on a common vertex set V of
sizen. If 6(G) > %‘1, then G has a transversal Hamilton path.

The proof of Theorem 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 §(G) > "Tfl If the longest rainbow



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 GU H the disjoint union of G and H. We use GV H to denote
the graph obtained from G U 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
subsets X, Y C V(G), let G[X] be the induced subgraph of G on X. Let G[X, Y] be the subgraph
of G with vertex set X UY and edge set {zy: z € X, y € Y and zy € E(G)}. Denote by G —zy
the graph obtained from G by deleting the edge xy, where zy € E(G). Let G = {G1,Ga,...,Gp}
be collection of graphs on a common vertex set. Then define G[X] := {G;[X] : i € [m]} and
GIX,Y]:={Gi[X,Y] :i € [m]}. If E(G) =0, then we simply write G = (). Similarly, if there is
no edge in G; for all i € [m], then we write G = ().

Let 0 < k < 1 be a positive constant. Given two graph collections G = {G1,...,Gy} and
‘H ={Hi,...,H,} defined on the vertex sets V; and V3 respectively, where |V1| = |V2| = n and
(1 —r)n <m < (1+ k)n, we say G is k-close to H if by adding or deleting at most xkn® edges
of G we can obtain a copy of H. A graph collection G’ = {G},..., G}, } is a spanning collection
of G if G} is a spanning subgraph of G; for each i € [m]. For any vertex set V of size n, we say
AU B is an equitable partition of V if |A| + |B| =n and ||A| — |B]|| < 1.

Definition 1.4 (#H!, half-split graph collection). Given integers s,t > 0, let HL be the graph
collection on a common verter set of size n obtained by taking s copies of K(%W U KL%J and t
copies of Kf%H%J’ where they are defined on the same equitable partition.

We say that a graph collection G = {G1,...,Gn} on a common vertex set V of size n is half-
split if there is a subset A C 'V with |A| = [§] such that G[A] = 0 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 7.

Theorem 1.5 ([20]). For all k > 0, there exist ;1 > 0 and ng such that the following holds for
all integers n > ng. Let G = {G1,...,Gn} be a collection of graphs with the common vertex set
V of sizen and §(G) > (3 — p)n.
(i) If m =n and G contains no transversal Hamilton cycles, then either G is k-close to H.
for some s € [n] witht =n — s is odd, or G is k-close to a half-split graph collection.
(ii) If m =n —1 and G contains no transversal Hamilton paths, then either G is k-close to

7—[2_1, or G is k-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)), we characterize all graph collections with
minimum degree at least § — 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
G; (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 = {G; : i € C} be
a collection of graphs with common vertex set V' of size n and 6(G) > § — 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,



(b) there exists a fized vertex u with dg,(u) = n—1 and an equitable partition AU B of
V\{u} such that G;[V\{u}] = G;[A] UG;[B] = 2KnT71 for alli e C.
(ii) If n is even, then one of the following holds:
(a) G is a spanning collection of Ht _, for some odd integer t € [n],
(b) there exists a partition AU B of V with |A| = 2 — 1 such that either G;[B] =0 for
all but at most one i € C, or E(G;[B]) C {uv} for fized u,v € B and all i € C,
(c) there exists an equitable partition AUB of V' such that G[A, B] contains no rainbow
2-matching, that is, one of the following holds:
o Gi = Gi[A]UG;[B] = 2Kz for all but at most one i € C,
e there is a verter u € A such that E(G;[A, B]) = E(G;[{u}, B]) for alli € C,
e there are vertices u € A and v € B such that E(G1[A,B]) C {uw : w € B} U
{wv:w e A} and E(G;[A, B]) C {uv} for alli € C\{1} (see Figure[]] (a)),
e there are vertices u,u’ € A and v,v" € B such that E(G1[A, B]) = {uv,u'v'},
E(G2[A, B]) = {w',u'v} and Gj = G;[A]UG;[B] = 2K= for all j € C\[2]
(see Figure[]] (b)).
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FIGURE 1. Extremal graph collections in Theorem 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 (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,
|Al = § — 1 and G;[B] = () imply that G;[A, B] = K»_4 n,; and G;[A] can be any graph.

For an n-vertex graph G with 6(G) > § — 1, Biiyiikcolak-Goziipek-Ozkan-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 with G1 = G =

-+ = Gy = 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 5(G) > § — 1.

(i) If n is odd, then either G = K1V (Kn-1 U Kn-1) or G is a spanning subgraph of
2 2

(i ) Ifn is even, then G is a spanning subgraph of K1V (Kz_1 UKz) or (K2 U (3 —1)K1)V
Ko ;.

2

Recall that Theorem 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



characterizes all collections of n — 1 graphs with minimum degree at least %,3 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 = {G; : i € C}
be a collection of graphs with the common vertex set V of size n. Assume that 6(G) > "T_?’ and

G contains no transversal Hamilton paths.

(i) If n is even, then one of the following holds:
e GisHY |,
o there exists a partition AU B of V with |A| = § + 1 such that G;[A] = 0 for all
i€C.
(ii) If n is odd, then one of the following holds:
e G is a spanning collection of Hg_l,
o there exists a partition AUB of V with |A| = 3 such that either G;[A] = 0 for all
but at most one i € C, or E(G;[A]) C {uv} for fized vertices u,v € A and alli € 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 (ii). For Theorem (ii), it can be proved by using similar arguments as
Theorem 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 (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,WW C V(G) and a vertex v € V(G), let Ng(v,U) = Ng(v) N U and
dg(v,U) = |Ng(v,U)|. Let No(U, W) = Uyev Na(u, W). Denote by S, the star with r vertices,
where the vertex with degree r — 1 is the center of S,.. Let G = {G; : 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
Py = v1vy ... v be a rainbow path inside G. For 1 <1 < j <, denote by v; Pvj := v;v;41...v; a
rainbow subpath of P, and the color of each edge inherits its color on P. We say P is mazimal
in G if it is not a proper rainbow subpath of any other rainbow paths inside G. Two rainbow
paths P and @ are said to be disjoint if V(P)NV(Q) =0 and col(P) N col(Q) = 0.

Let D be a digraph. We denote its vertex set by V(D) and its arc set by A(D). For vertices
w and v in D, the arc from u to v is denoted by w0. Given v € V(D), let N7 (v) and Np(v) be
the out-neighborhood and in-neighborhood of v in D, respectively. Denote by d};(v) and dp(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 «, 5 € (0,1), we write a < [ if there exists a
function f = f(B) such that the subsequent arguments hold for all 0 < a < f.

2.2. Organization. In the remainder of this section, we give a sketch of the proof of Theorem
[[.6] In Section 3] we prove Theorem [I.3] which establishes a minimum degree condition to
guarantee the existence of transversal Hamilton paths. In Section[d], we give the proof of Theorem
[1.6 The proof is split into three steps: constructing short disjoint rainbow paths to cover bad



vertices and bad colors; using the connecting tool (Claim 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 [£.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 Assume 0 <

{G1,G3,...,Gy} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n. Assume that

L«d<n<l Let G =
5(G) > § — 1 and G contains no transversal Hamilton cycles. Denote C1 := {i € [n] : G is
close to Kz U K|z}, Co := {i € [n] : G; is close to K[z 2} and Cpea := [n]\(C1 UC2). By
[20, Lemma 5.3] (see also Lemma in Section 4), we know that |C1| + |C2] > (1 — 30)n. In
view of Definition we can fix a characteristic partition (A;, B;, C;) for each graph G; with
i € C; UCy. By swapping the labels of A; and B;, we have |A1AA;|,|B1AB;| < én for every
i€ (C1UC2)\{1}.

Based on the sizes of |Ci| and |C2|, we distinguish our proof into three cases: |Ci| < nn,
|Ca] < mn, |C1] > nn and |Ca| > nn. We will take the first case as an example to illustrate the
general idea of our proof.

Firstly, expand A; U By to an equitable partition A U B of V. For a vertex v € A, there are
three bad cases: v lies in almost all B; for i € C; U Cs; v lies in almost all C; for i € C; U Co;
and v lies in both A; and B; for many ¢ € C; U Cy. 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 Vp.q. Now, the number of vertices in A and B may be unbalanced, but their
difference is still small (no more than 94n). In order to use the transversal blow-up lemma (see
[19] or Claim 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 [L.6]

Step 2. Deal with vertices in V},4. By using colors in Co, we are to find a series of disjoint
rainbow Pj3 such that all centers of them are all vertices in Vj,q and the endpoints of them are
unused vertices in (AU B)\Viqq-

Step 3. Deal with colors in Cp,4. Choose a maximal rainbow matching M by using
colors in Cpeg and avoiding vertices used in Steps 1-2. It is routine to check that for each
J € Cpad\col(M), the graph G is close to Kn)UKpny.

Step 4. Deal with colors in C; U (Cpyq\col(M)). We greedily select two rainbow paths with
colors Cy U (Cpaa\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 U (Cpad\col(M))].

Based on the minimum degree condition and the characteristic partition of extremal graphs,
one may use colors in Co to connect all rainbow paths obtained in the above four steps into a
single short rainbow path, say P, such that Vieq C V(P), C1 UCpaqg C 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.



3. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem 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 6(G) > "5t. Then one of the following holds:

e G has a rainbow cycle of length at least n — 1,

e n is odd and G consists of n copies of K1 V2Kn-1.
2

Proof of Theorem [I.3. We prove it by contradiction. Suppose that G does not contain transver-
sal Hamilton paths. Let V' = {x1,...,z,}. Firstly, we give the following claim.

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

Proof of Claim[3.3. Suppose that G contains no rainbow cycle of length at least n—2. By Lemma
we know {Gy,...,Gp_1, K,} contains a rainbow cycle of length at least n — 1. Thus, G
contains a rainbow path of length at least n — 3. Let P = z1xs...x,_9 be such a rainbow path,
where ;2,11 € E(G;) for i € [n — 3]. It is obvious that x12,—2 ¢ F(Gp-1) U E(Gp—2).

We claim that |Ng, ,(z1) N {zn_1, 20} + |Na, , (#n—2) N {xn_1,2n}| < 2. Otherwise, there
exists x; € Ng, _,(z1) N Ng,_,(zn—2) for some j € {n — 1,n}. It follows that z;z1...2x,_2z;
forms a rainbow cycle of length n — 1 in G, a contradiction. Let

A= {] S [TL — 4] 1T1T41 € E(Gn_g)}, B = {j € [2,n — 3] 1 TjTp—2 € E(Gn_l)}

If AN B # 0, then choose j; € AN B and T1Tji4+1 - - - Tp—2Tj, Tj—1 ...21 is a rainbow cycle of
length n—2 in G, a contradiction. Thus, ANB = (). Notice that AUB C [n—3]. Hence |A|+|B| <
n—3. Recall that 212,32 ¢ E(Gn_1)UE(Gp—2). Then, |A| > "L —|Ng, ,(z1)N{zn_1,2,}| and
|B| > "T_l —|Na,_, (@n—2) N{xp_1,xn}|. Therefore, |Ng, ,(x1) N {xn—1,zn} +|Nag,_ ,(Tn—2)N
{Zn-1,2n}| = 2 and |A| + |B| = n — 3. By symmetry, one of the following holds:

(A1) Ng, ,(z1) N {zpn_1,2n} = {zn_1} and Ng, _,(xn—2) N{xn_1,2n} = {0},
(A2) Ng, ,(z1) N {zpn_1,2n} = {zn—1} and Ng, ,(xn—2) N{xn_1,2n} = {xn-1},
(A3) Ng, ,(z1) N{xn-1,2n} = {xn-1,2} and Ng,_,(xn—2) N {zpn_1,2,} = 0.

If (A1) holds, then G contains a transversal Hamilton path z, 121 ... x,_22,, a contradiction.
If (A2) holds, then G contains a rainbow (n — 1)-cycle x,_121...2n—22y—1, which is also a
contradiction. Hence (A3) holds.

It is easy to see that x,_sx, ¢ F(Gp—3)U E(Gp—1). Otherwise, x,x1 ... 2Ty_32, is a rainbow
cycle of length n — 2 in G, a contradiction. For convenience, denote z!' := xz,,, z* := x;_; for
i€[2,n—2], 2" =2, 1 and 2" := 2, 5. Then P’ := x'2?...2" 2 is a rainbow path inside
G with n —3,n — 1 ¢ col(P’). Let

A={jen—-4 2" e BE(G,_1)}, B ={jec2,n—3:272""2%¢c E(Gn_3)}.

Notice that zlz"~! ¢ E(G,_1), otherwise 2" 12! P'2" 22" forms a transversal Hamilton path,
a contradiction. It follows from (A3) that x'z" ¢ E(G,_1) and 222" ! € E(G,_2). Then
2" 122 ¢ FE(G,_3). Together with z, 37, ¢ E(G,_3) U E(G,_1), we have |A’'| + |B'| >
nl ol 1 =n—2. Since A/UB’ C [n—3], one has A'N B’ # () and let j» € A'N B’. Hence,
xlyl2 T Plgn=2202 P'2l is a rainbow cycle of length n — 2 in G, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Claim O



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' = z1x2 ... zy_121 be a rainbow cycle inside G with z;x,11 € E(G;) for i € [n—1], where
we identify z, with z1. Let y be the vertex in V\V(C). Since G has no transversal Hamilton
path, one has yx;,yz;11 € E(G;) for i € [n —1].

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

A(D) = U {.ﬂ cxiz € BE(G;) and z # xi41}.
1€[n—1]

By the definition of D, we have dj(y) = 0. Furthermore, d,,(y) = 0. Otherwise, there exists
x; € Np(y) for some i € [n — 1]. Then, yx;...212p—1 ... 241 is a transversal Hamilton path
in G, a contradiction. It follows from §(G) > 25* that dj (z;) > 252 — 1 for all i € [n — 1].

Therefore,

n—1 n—3

—-1)=(Mn-1 . 1

L y=m-n )

Without loss of generality, assume that dj(x1) = max{d,(x;) : i € [n — 1]}. Then we claim

that dp(21) > %52, Otherwise, dp,(z1) < %52, This implies that |A(D)| = Yicn—1) dp(wi) <
(n—1)2%52 < (n —1)"52, which contradicts (). Let

[A(D)| = (n = 1)(

I ={ic2,n—2]:2; € Ny(z1)}, I3 =1{i€2,n—2]:zi11y € E(G1)}.

Recall that z1y, 2oy ¢ E(G1). Then |I}|+ [I3] > 253 + 252 = n—2. But I{ UL} C [2,n —2].
Hence Il1 N 121 # (). Choose i1 € 111 N 121. Therefore, 3 ... 2, T12p—1 ... 2; 41y is a transversal
Hamilton path in G, a contradiction.

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

By Claim there exists a rainbow cycle of length n — 2 in G, say C = 125 ... xp—2x1 with
zizit1 € E(G;) for i € [n — 2], where we identify x,_1 with z;. Let {y,vy'} := V\V(C). Now,

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

A(D) = U {Z:% : 252 € B(G;) and z # 24,1}
i€[n—2]

Clearly, df(y) = df(y') = 0 and df(z;) > "5 —1foreach i € [n—3]. Then, |A(D)| > (n—2)%52.
Without loss of generality, assume that d;(21) = max{d,(z;) : i € [n—2]}. In what follows, we
are going to prove that dp(z1) < ”7_5 Suppose that dp(z1) > ”T_s We distinguish the proof
into two subcases according to yy’ is an edge in G,,_1 or not.

Subcase 2.1. yy' € E(G,_1).

Let

B={ic2,n—3:zi11y € B(G1)}, IZ={i€[2,n—3]:2;€ Npy(x1)}.

Notice that z1y, xoy € E(G1), otherwise either y/'yz12y,—2 ... 22 or y'yzs ... x4_owy is a transver-
sal Hamilton path in G, a contradiction. Recall that dj(z1) > 25%. Hence, |I}| + |I3] >
n=3 4 3 — p — 3. Together with I3 N I3 C [2,n — 3], there exists an o in 17 N I3. Hence,
Y'YLTiyt1 -+ - Tn—2X1%4, ... T2 is a transversal Hamilton path in G (see Figure [2| (a)), which is a
contradiction.

Subcase 2.2. yy' ¢ E(G,_1).

Let

B={ien-2:2,e Ny}, L={icn—2:241y€ E(Gnr1)}.
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FIGURE 2.

It is routine to check that If’ﬂlg’ = (). Otherwise, let i3 € If’ﬂlg. Then z1 ... 2, yZTis+1 ... T2y
is a rainbow cycle of length n — 1 in G, which contradicts the assumption of Case 2. Note that
BUli Cn—2]and |I§] > %51 Then [I§| < 252, ie., dy(y) < %53, Similarly, we have
dp(y') < 252, Now, we give the following claim.

Claim 3.3. yy' ¢ E(Gy).

Proof of Claim[3.3 Suppose to the contrary that yy’ € E(G1). In view of Subcase 2.1, we can
assume that {G;[V\{y,v'}] : ¢ € [2,n — 1]} contains no transversal Hamilton cycles. Hence
T1T2 ¢ E(Gn_l). Let

II={i€2,n—3:2,€ Ny(x1)}, I3y ={i€2,n—3]: 21172 € B(Gn_1)}.

Then |I}] + |I3] > %52 + 252 = n — 2. Since I} U I C [2,n — 2], one has I} N I3 # 0.
Let 14 € If N 1'51. Then zix;, 25,1 ... X2Tiy41 ... Tn—2x1 is a transversal Hamilton cycle inside
{Gi[V\{y,y'}] : i € [2,n — 1]}, a contradiction. O

Define
B={icn-2:2yecBG)}, II={icn—-2:2i1ycE(G, 1)}

By Claim and the fact that yy' & E(Gy_1), we have [I7| + [I5] > 251 + 21 = p — 1. Then
I} N I3 # 0 and choose i5 € I N I3. Hence, P" := x5 ... 2, YTis+1 - .. Tn_2T1 is a rainbow path
inside G. For convenience, we rewrite P’ = ' ... 2" ! such that ! := x5 and 2" ! := z;. Let

B ={ielh—3\{is—1}:ya™ € BGw)}, 1§ ={i€n—3\{is}: ' € Np(e" )},

Clearly, yy' ¢ E(G;,). Otherwise, y'yxi 41...2xn_2x122... 24 is a transversal Hamilton path
in G, a contradiction. Furthermore, y'2" !, y/z' ¢ E(G;,). Notice that y = z% and dj,(y) =
d5(y') = 0. Hence |I9]| + |I§| > 25 + 253 = n — 2. Therefore, I$ N IS # § and choose
ig € I9NI§. Then ig ¢ {i5 — 1,45} and so 2%, x%T1 £ y. By the definition of I$ and D, we have
glogiotl gisgpn=l ¢ B(Gi 41) if ig < i5— 1, and aioxiet! piogn=t ¢ B(G,,) if ig > i5+ 1. Hence,
P" — {giogietl} 4 fy/gietl picpn=11 forms a transversal Hamilton path in G (see Figure 2| (b)),
which is also a contradiction.

25 for all i € [n — 2]. Recall that dp,(y), dpy(y) <

(n—2)"52, a contradiction. This implies that there

Therefore, we obtain dp,(z;) < dp(z1)
B3 Thus |A(D)| < (n—2)255 +(n—3)
exists a transversal Hamilton path in G.

This completes the proof of Theorem O

<
<



4. PROOF OF THEOREM

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 ¢ > 0 and G be a graph on vertex set V of size n. We call G is
e-extremal if there exists a partition AUBUC of V such that |A| = |B| = (3 — €)n, and one of
the following holds:

(i) da(a,A) > (3 —2€)n for alla € A and dg(b, B) > (3 — 2€)n for all b € B;

(ii) dg(a, B) > (3 — 2€)n for alla € A and dg(b, A) > (3 — 2€)n for all b € B.
For convenience, we say G is (¢, K1 U K|z ))-extremal if (i) holds; and G is (€, Kz 2 ))-
extremal if (ii) holds. We always call (A, B,C) a characteristic partition of G.

Let G = {G1,...,Gy} be a graph collection on a common vertex set V' of size n and §(G) >
5—1. Let 0 < a,B3,6 <1. Wesay G is (a,3)-strongly stable if G; is a-extremal for at most
(1—p)n colors i € [n]. Assume that G, ..., G, are all a-extremal graphs inside G. By Definition
4.1] we can fix a characteristic partition (A4;, B;, C;) of G; for each i € [m]. We say G; and G;
are 0-crossing if G; and Gj are a-extremal and |A;AA;| > dn, |A;AB;| > dn. For i € [m], define
I; to be the set of j € [m] such that G; and G; are §-crossing. Under the above characteristic
i€[m) |Iz’ > 267712.

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

partitions, we say G is («, 0)-weakly stable if

Lemma 4.2 ([20]). Assume 0 < 1 < p< o< e <5< 1. Let G={G,...,Gy} be a graph
collection on a common vertez set V of sizen and §(G) > (3 —p)n. If G is either (a, B)-strongly

stable or (e,0)-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 [B

Theorem 4.3. Let 0 < % K<< 1land 0 < v < 35. Assume C is a set of n colors and
G = {G; : i € C} is collection of graphs on a common vertex set V of size n with 6(G) > 5—1. Let
C'UC" be a partition of C with |C"| < dn, and let AUB be a partition of V with |A| = [§—1]+vyn.
Suppose that G;[B] = 0 for alli € 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 In this subsection, we give the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[I.6. Suppose that G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles. We are to
prove that G must be a graph collection described in Theorem Let 0 < % KoK fekgik
n < 1. By Lemma[4.2] we know G is not (e, 3)-strongly stable. Thus, there are at least (1—3)n
graphs in G such that each of them is a-extremal, and hence e-extremal. Therefore, there exists
a constant ' (< /) such that the number of e-extremal graphs in G is exactly (1—")n. Without
loss of generality, assume that for each i € [(1 — ')n], G; is e-extremal. By Definition we
can fix a characteristic partition (A;, B;, C;) for each G; with i € [(1 — 8')n].

Under the above characteristic partition, applying Lemma again yields that G is not (e, d)-
weakly stable. Therefore, 37,c(q_ g, [1i| < 25(1 — ' )2n?. Without loss of generality, assume
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that |I1| = min{|;| : i € [(1 — f')n]}. Then |I;| < 2§5(1 — f')n. For every i € [(1 — ")n]\I1,
based on the definition of I;, we have either |141AA¢\ < dn or |A&AB¢] < on. By swapping
the labels of A; and B;, we have |A;AA;|,|Bi1AB;| < én for every i € [(1 — 3)n]\I;. Denote
[m] := [(1 = 8")n]\I1 and Cpaq := [m + 1,n]. Then m > (1 — ' —2§)n > (1 — 36)n. By adding
colors to Cpgq if necessary we may assume m = (1 — 39)n. Recall that a@ < e. Hence for each
i € [2,m], there exists a new partition (A4;, B;, C;) of G; such that

(B1) if Giis (¢, K[z U K| 2)-extremal, then for Y € {A, B} we have Y; C Y; and dg, (v,Y;) >
(3 — 3Vd)n for each vertex v € V;,

(B2) if Gi is (¢, K[z} |z )-extremal, then for Y € {A, B} we have Y; CY; and dg, (v, Zi) >
(3 - 3v/9)n for each vertex v € Y,

(B3) subject to (B1)-(B2), each vertex in V lies in as many as possible A; U B; for i € [2,m].

Denote (41, B1,C1) = (Al, B, C’l) Expand A; U B; to be an equitable partition A U B of
V. Let C; UCy be a partition of [m] with

Ci = {Z € [m] 2 Gy s (e, K[%] U KL%J)—extremal},
Co={i€[m]: Giis (¢, K[z 2|)-extremal}.

Hence for i € [2,m] and Y € {A, B}, we have |Y]AY;| < |[Y1AY;| 4 |Cy| < dn + 2en < 26n.

In the following of our proof, we shall emphasize that if we say a set of vertices V' C B is
moved from B to A, then the partition of V' becomes to (AU V') U (B\V’). In order not to
introduce too much notation, we still denote the resulted partition by A U B. Moreover, unless
otherwise specified, we assume Y € {4, B} and {Y, Z} = {4, B}.

Now, we define the set of bad vertices. Let C := Uge[2)¥(Cr), where ¥(Cy,) = Cy if |Cy| > nn
and 9 (Ci) = 0 otherwise. Clearly, |C| > (1 — 35 — n)n. Define

X ={zeV:xdg A UB; for at least 3v/5|C| colors i € C},

Xy ={z e Y\X : 2 €Y, for at least 10v/§|C| colors i € C}.
Recall that for all i € C, we have |C;| < 2en and |Y1AY;| < 26n. Hence 3v/6|C||X| < 2en|C| and
10V3|C| Xy | < Y i Y \Yi| < (26 + 2€)n|C|. Tt follows that |X| < \/en and | Xy| < i\/gn
For k € [2], define

{x € Xy :z € for at least 3v/0n colors i € Cy}, if |Ck| > nn,

0, otherwise.

Recall that {Y,Z} = {A, B}. For a vertex x € XY\(Uke[Q}X}k}), we know z € Y; for at most
6v/dn colors i € C and o € A; U B; for at least (1 — 3v/0)|C| colors i € C. Thus, x € Z; for at
least (1 —3v/8)|C| — 6v/6n > (1 —10v/8)|C| colors i € C. This implies that = € Y\Y; for at least
(1 — 10V/3)|C| colors i € C. Hence

X\ (Urep X1 — 10V)[E] < ST \Yi| < S(VAY| + [HAY]) < (26 + 26)ni].
ieC ieC
It follows that |Xy\(Uk€[2]X{§)| < 46n. Then move vertices in X a\(Upep] X*k) to B and vertices
in XB\(Uke[Q]Xg) to A. Without loss of generality, assume that |B| — |A| = r, where 0 < r <
8dn + o, where 0 = 0 if n is even and o0 = 1 if n is odd. Define Vj g := Uke[g](Xff‘ U Xg) U X.
Obviously, |Viad| < (Ve + 3V0)n. Moreover, each vertex in Y\Vjeq lies in Y; for at least
(1 — 10V/0)|C| colors i € C.
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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* C W\Vioq and Z* C Z\Viq, where |[W*|,|Z*| >
mm, W*NZ* =0 and |W*| —|Z*| =t € {0,1}. Let T* = Z* ift =0 and T* = W* if t = 1.
Let C* C C satisfy |C*| = |W*| + |Z*| — 1, where C* CCy if W =Z and C* C Co if W # Z. Let
W= CW* and TT C T* with |[W~|,|T*| > . Then there is a transversal Hamilton path in
{G[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 = ujug...us and Q = vive...v are two disjoint
rainbow paths inside G and s+t < bnn.

(i) If us € A\Viag, v1 € B\Viaq and |Co\col(P U Q)| > 11v/6n, then there are three colors
1, ¢2,c3 € Ca\col(PUQ) and two vertices wy € B\(V(PUQ)UVpua), w) € A\(V(PUQ)U
Viad) such that uy PuswiwjviQuy is a rainbow path with colors col(P U Q) U {c1, c2, cs}.

(ii) If us,v1 € Y\Viaa and |Co\col(P U Q)| > 11v/dn, then there are two colors ci,cy €
Ca\col(P U Q) and one vertex w; € Z\(V(P U Q) U Vi) such that uy PuswiviQuy is a
rainbow path with colors col(P U Q) U {c1,ca}.

(iil) If us,v1 € Y\Viaq and |Ci\col(P U Q)| > 11v/én, then there are two colors c1,cy €
Ci\col(P U Q) and one vertex wy € Y\(V(P U Q) U Viyq) such that uy PuswiviQuy is a
rainbow path with colors col(P U Q) U {c1,co}. (See Figure[d)

| PJ | P
L] L

Ug Us

C1 C1
w1

Co Cle |

U1 U1
| |
Kol Q|
(i) (iif)

FiGure 3. Connecting tool.

Proof of Claim[{.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,v; & Vpeq. Then ug (resp. vi) lies in A; (resp. B;) for at least (1 — 10\@)\CA|
colors i € C. Since |Co\col(PUQ)| > 111/6n, we obtain that u, (resp. v;) lies in A; (resp. B;) for
at least 11v/6n —10v/8|C| > v/on colors i € Cy. Hence there are two colors ¢, ¢a € Co\col(PUQ)
such that us € A., and v; € B,. It is routine to check that

NG, (us) N (B\Vpaa)|
>| N, (us) N Bey| = |BiAB, | — | X UX4UXg|

z(% 3V — (26 + e + %\/S)n > (% 5V,
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Hence there exists a vertex w1 € Ng,, (us) N (B\Vpea) that avoids V(P U Q). Similarly, since
w1 ¢ Viad, there is a color ¢z € Cao\(col(P U Q) U {c1,c2}) such that w; € Bg,. On the other
hand,

|Ne., (v1) N Na,, (w1) N (A\Viad)|
>[N, (v1) N (A\Viaa)| + [Nei, (w1) 0 (A\Viaa)| - 5

Z(% —10Vé)n.

Hence, there is a vertex wj € Ng,, (v1) N Ng., (w1) N (A\Viea) that avoids V(P UQ). Therefore,
u1 Puswiw]viQuy is a rainbow path inside G with colors col(P U Q) U {c1, 2, c3}. O

Based on the sizes of |C;| and |Ca|, our proof is distinguished into the following three cases.

Case 1. |Cy| < nn.

In this case, each vertex in Y'\(X U X2) belongs to Y; for at least (1 —10v/8)|Cz| colors i € Ca.
Recall that |B| — |A| = r with 0 < r < 8/n + o, where 0 = 0 if n is even and o = 1 if n is odd.
The proof is divided into four steps, as shown in the Figure [4]

X2 o X2NA X2\A
° \P] EA < ° * ° ® * *

| P2

XNB e XNA ¢

*

1 ! D3
OP o * 0:P +- [ ) )
V(M) V(M)

FIGURE 4. Step 1 - Step 3. The vertex with red (resp. green) lies in A\Vj,q (resp.
B\Vpaa), and the symbol “4” 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 then by
moving vertices in B N Vjaq or deleting rainbow paths inside G[B], we can make the number of
remaining vertices in B and A differ by o. Denote s := |VyoqNB|. If | B|—|A|—0 < 2s, then move
w vertices in Vpoq N B to A, we can get our desired result. Hence, it suffices to consider
|B| —|A| — o > 2s. We first move all vertices in V,qq N B to A. Then BN V,qq = (. Assume that
{Q1,...,Q:} is a set of disjoint maximal rainbow paths in G[B]. If |[E(Q1)| + - + |E(Qt)| >
|B| — |A| — o, then there must exist a set of disjoint rainbow paths, say {Q,...,Q} }, such that
B(@Q4)|+ -+ |B(Q))] = | Bl — |A| — 0. That is, |A|—# = [B] = ([V(@})|+ -+ [V(Q})]) o
Using Claim (ii) to connect Q,...,Q} into a single rainbow path P!, whose endpoints are
in different parts. (In fact, by using Claim 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 Co and an unused vertex in A). Therefore, |A\V (P1)| =
|B\V(P1)| — o, as desired.
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In what follows, it suffices to consider |E(Q1)|+ -+ |E(Q¢)| < |B| —|A| -0 =1 —-2s—0.
Now, we move all vertices of Q1,...,Q¢ to A. Let C' = C\col(U;c[yQ;). Hence

N

|A\g%+s+2(r—zs—a)
n—+r

g + 166n,

|B| > —s—2(r—2s—o0) > — —160n,

n
2
C'l=1C] = (IB(Qu)]+ -+ + [E(Q)]) = (1 - 8d)n.

By the maximality of {Q1,...,Q:}, we know G;[B] = () for all i« € C'. Tt follows from
§(G) > [5 — 1] that |A] > [§ — 1]. Together with Theorem 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 Vjqq from B to A, then let P! be a null graph (i.e.,
no vertices); otherwise, assume P! is a rainbow path obtained in the above, whose length is at
most 246n and endpoints are u; € A\Viad, v1 € B\Vpag. Hence |A\V(P)| = |B\V(PY)| - 0.

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

Recall that | X3 U X3| < |XaUXp| < %\/gn Let v € X3. If v € Z, then v is moved from B
to A in Step 1. Hence v € Xp. Therefore, v € A;UB; for at least (1 — 3\/3)\C2] colors i € Co and
v & B for at least 10v/|Ca| colors i € Ca. Hence, v € A; for at least 7v/3|Ca| —240n > 4| X3UX 3|
colors i € Co\col(PY). If v € Y (i.e., v has not been moved in Step 1), then v belongs to Y; for
at least (3v/8 — 246)n > 4|X% U X3| colors i € Ca\col(P'). Hence, using colors in Ca\col(P),
we can greedily choose ]X% U X%] disjoint rainbow Pj3, such that all centers of them are exactly
all vertices in X% U X%. Moreover, if v € (X3 U X3)NY, then the rainbow P3 with center in v
has endpoints in Z\(Vjeq U V(P1)).

Connect those rainbow P3 with centers in Y (if exists) into a single rainbow path with two
endpoints in different parts by Claim (ii). Then connect the two resulted rainbow paths
and P! by Claim (i)-(ii), we obtain a rainbow path P? = wuj...vy with length at most
|E(PY)| + 4/ X2 U X2| +4 < 246n + 2Vén + 4 and vz € B\Viua.

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?) = {21,...,25} with s < \Jen. If z; € X NY, then there erist
e, 2,c3 ¢t € Co\(col(P?) U {c}, 2, ¢3¢ - € [i—1]}) and }, 22, 23,2} € Z\(V(P?) U Vigq U

177 ) 17

{x}, 22, 23, 2} : £ € [i — 1]}) such that z;zf € E(G ) for all k € [4].

Proof of Claim[{.6. Suppose there exists an iy € [s] such that Claim [4.6 holds for all i € [ig — 1]
but does not hold for ig. Without loss of generality, assume that z;, € X N A. Hence for
all but at most three j € Co\(col(P?) U {c},c},c},c} : € € [ig — 1]}) we have dg, (i, B) <
4(ip — 1) + 3 + |V(P?)|. Thus, for such a color j,
de, (tiy, Aj) > da, (wig, A) — [A\A1| = [A1AA] = | X4\ XF]
> 6(Gj) = dg, (wig, B) — [A\A1] = [A1AA;] = [ XA\XF]

> 2 — 1= (4io — 1) + 3+ |V(P?)]) — 2en — 26n — 4on
2g—l—(4\/En+246n+2\/5n+4)—26n—65n
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> (% —3Vo)n.

Hence z;, € A; U Bj. Otherwise, there exists a new characteristic partition (A;, B}, C’j’) of G
with B} = Bj U {z;,}, which contradicts (B3). By the choice of j, we know z;, € A; U B; for
all but at most three j € Co\(col(P?) U {c},c?,c3,c} : £ € [ip — 1]}). It is routine to check that

|C2\ (col (P?) U {c}, ¢, ci’,czl e fip—1]})]—3
>|Co| — 2401 — 2V6n — 4 — 4y/en — 3
>[Cy| — 3Von.

Therefore, z;, € C; for at most 3v/on colors j € Cy, which implies xi, € X, a contradiction. [

By Claim for each x; € X NY, there exists a rainbow path Q,, = z}lx;2? with col(Q,,) =
{czl, 012} C Cy and x%, xf € Z\Vpaa. Furthermore, each color or endpoint in (), can be replaced by
two colors or vertices not in P?. Connect rainbow paths in {Q., : z; € X N Y} by Claim (1)-
(ii) into a single rainbow path with endpoints in different parts (if |[X NY| > 1). Then using
Claim (i)-(ii) to connect P? and the resulted two rainbow paths into a single rainbow path
P3 with endpoints u; € A\Vjeq and vz € B\Vpaq, whose length is at most |E(P?)| 4+ 4|X|+4 <
246m + 2/0n 4 4/en + 8.

Step 3. Select a rainbow matching inside {G;[A\V (P3), B\V(P?)] :i € Cpaa\col(P3)}.

Choose a maximum rainbow matching, say M, in {G;[A\V (P?), B\V(P?)] : i € Cpaq\col(P?)}.
If M contains an edge with color j such that G;[A\V (P U M), B\V(P? U M)] contains no 2-
matching, then delete all such edges from M and denote the resulted rainbow matching by
M. Connect P? and all rainbow edges in M by Claim (i), we obtain a rainbow path P*
with endpoints u; € A\Vieq and vs € B\Vjeq, whose length is at most |E(P3)| + 126n <
2v/0n + 4y/en + 366n + 8.

Denote Cj,; := Cpaq\col(P?) and let j € Cj ;. Hence in G, all but at most one vertex in
Y\V(P3 U M) is adjacent to at least 21— |V(PPu M) —-1> (3 - 3v/)n vertices in Y.
Therefore, G is (3v/9, KL%J U K(%])—extremal for all j € C} -

Step 4. Construct two disjoint rainbow paths inside G[A\V(P*)] and G[B\V (P*)]
by using unused colors in C; UCy ;.

It is straightforward to check that

[B\V(PH)| = [A\V(PY)] = [B\V(P))] - |A\V(P!)] = 0.

By the construction of P4, we know that if w € V(P*%) is a vertex not in (V (P')N B)UVjaq, then
it is possible to avoid w when construct P?; if i € col(P*) is a color not in col (P! — A) Ucol(M),
then it is possible to avoid 4 when construct P*. That is, we can assume that w ¢ V(P*) unless
w € (V(PY)YN B) U Viaq and i & col(P*) unless i € col(P* — A) U col(M).

Furthermore, in the process of choosing rainbow paths inside G[B] (in Step 1), one may use
colors in C; UC{m 4 before other colors and avoid vertices in Vi,q UV (M). This implies that either
C1UC,, C col(PY) or col(P' — A) C €, UC,,, Denote C := (C; UC),,)\col(P).

Claim 4.7. Let Q = x1 ...z be a rainbow path inside G such that s < 3vVén, Vg C V(Q),
(C1 U Cpaa)\C C col(Q), x1 € A\Vpaa and x5 € B\Viaa- If |C| — [|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[{.7. Using colors in C, we can greedily choose two disjoint rainbow paths P5 and
PS in G[A\V(Q)] and G[B\V(Q)] with lengths \CI*(IB\V(QQI*IA\V(Q)I) and ICH(\B\V(QZ)I*IA\V(Q)D
respectively, whose endpoints are us,vs € A\Vpeq and ug, v6 € B\Vpaq. (Note that if a rainbow
path has length 0, then it contains one vertex instead of the null graph.) Applying Claim
(i)-(ii) to connect @, P®> and P% in turn, we get a rainbow path P with endpoints 21 € A\Vjeq
and vg € B\Vpaa. Clearly, |V(P)| < 3v/0n + 36n + nn + 4 and |A\V(P)| = |[B\V(P)|.

Notice that z1,v6 € Vpeq. Hence there exist i1,ia € Ca\col(P) such that z; € A;; and
v € Bi,. Let W* = A\V(P), T* = B\V(P), C* = C\(col(P) U {i1,i2}), W~ = Ng,, (vs) N W*
and T = Ng, (x1) N Z*. Tt is routine to check that [W*| = |T*|, |C*| = [W*| + |T*| - 1,

(W™| 2 da,, (vs, A) — [V (P)| 2 da,, (vs, Aiy) — [A1AA, | — |X4\XZ| — [V (P)|
1 1
> (5 - 3V6)n — 20n — 46n — |V (P)| > (5 = 2n)n.
Similarly, |7F| > nn. Applying Claim[d.4]yields that {G;[W*,T*] : i € C*} contains a transversal
path P’ starting at v € W~ and ending at ' € TF. Thus, x1Pvgv'P'v/21 is a transversal

Hamilton cycle inside G (see Figure [5)). O

FIiGURE 5.

If n is even and |C| is even, or n is odd and |C| is odd, then in view of Claim there exists
a transversal Hamilton cycle inside G, a contradiction. Hence, it suffices to consider n is even
and |C| is odd, or n is odd and |C| is even. Therefore, either |C| — (|B\V (P*)| — |A\V (PY)|) is

a positive odd integer or |C| = 0 and n is odd.

Claim 4.8. (i) If |C| > 1, then E(G;[A]) =0 for all i € C\C,
(ii) E(G4[A,B])) =0 for allieC.

Proof of Claim[{.8. (i) Since |C| > 1, one has col(P' — A) C C;UC},,;. Suppose that there exists
an ig € C\C such that E(G;,[A]) # 0. Choose wywy € E(G;,[A]). Clearly, wy,wy ¢ V(P) N B.
Recall that w ¢ V/(P*) unless w € (V(P')N B)UVieq and 4o ¢ col(P*) unless ig € col(P' — A)U
col(M). If ig € col(P* — A) U col(M), then let P* be a rainbow path obtained by deleting the
edge with color 4y from P* and connecting its two endpoints by Claim [4.5| (i) (if ig € col(M)) or
Claim [1.5] (ii) (if ig € col(P"—~A)). It is routine to check that |(C1UC),,)\col(P*)|— (| B\V (P*)] -
|A\V'(P*)]) is a positive odd integer. Let P*:= P*if iy € col(P' — A) U col(M). Therefore, it
suffices to consider i & col(P*).

o wi,wy € Viga. Then wy,wy & V(P*). Connect wo with the endpoint u; of P* by Claim
(ii). Denote by Qo the resulted rainbow path (see Figure [6]).

16



e Exactly one of wi,wsy lies in Vpqq. Assume, without loss of generality, that wi & Vipeq and
wy € Viga- Hence wy ¢ V(P*) and wy € Vieg N A. Thus, there exists a rainbow subpath
u Prwiwiws of P* with wi € A\Vieg, w3 € B\Vieq. Replace wiw3wy with wiws in P*, and
connect w; with the vertex in Npa(wd)\{w3} (if exists) by Claim (i). Let Q1 be the resulted
rainbow path (see Figure [6]).

e wi, w2 € Vpeq. By rearranging, one may assume wj and ws is connected by a rainbow path
wiwiwiwiws in P4, where wi, w3 € B\Viua and wl € A\Viea. Replace wiwiwiw3ws with wyws
in P*. Denote by Q2 the resulted rainbow path (see Figure @

4 4
- e e E— w e
u ol 1.- -==C 12>~ 'Y 2 wl —T- * w%
roe—ronuu! 4 W Wy
w : ®1 ow?
9 l_/-——~— wQI o w! 2
w 'Y
w1 w1 *Uy 2 /U4
A B A B A B
Qo Q1 Q2
FIGURE 6.

In each of the above cases, we get a rainbow path Q; (i € {0,1,2}) such that |[C|—||B\V(Q;)|—
|A\V(Q;)|| is a nonnegative even integer. It follows from Claim [4.7]that G contains a transversal
Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

(ii) Suppose that E(G;,[A, B]) # 0 for some i; € C. Choose 2122 € E(Gy,[A, B]) with z; € A
and 2z € B. Notice that col(P' — A) C C; U Chog- If 2i € Viga NY for i € 2], then P* can be
written as u1P4z?zi1zizi2P4v4, where z,? € Y\ Viaa and zz-l, z? € Z\Vpaa; if 22 € V(P') N B, then
P* can be written as uj P4z9zh P4y, where 202, € E(P') N E(Gy,) for some iy € C. Clearly,
ig € Co if 25 € A and iy € (C1 U Cl'ml)\C~ if 24, € B. Notice that V(P') N BN Vpeq = 0. Hence
2y & Voad-

e 21,20 & (V(PY) N B) U Vjaa. Then 21,29 ¢ V(P*). Connect z with the endpoint u; of P*
by Claim (i). Let Q3 be the resulted rainbow path and Cs = C\{i1}.

e Exactly one of z1, 2o lies in (V(P!) N B) U Vjeq. Without loss of generality, assume that
21 € (V(PY) N B)U Vi and 22 € (V(PY) N B) U Viua (the another case is more easier since
21 ¢ V(PY)N B). Hence z; ¢ V(P*). If zp € V(P') N B, then connect u; P2y with 25 Ptoy
into a single rainbow path by Claim (i)-(ii). Let Q4 be the resulted rainbow path, let
Cy = C\{i1} if 2 € A and Cy = (C\{i1}) U {ia} if 2, € B. If 2y € Viuq, then connect ui P*z]
with zlzgz§P4v4 into a single rainbow path by Claim M (ii). Let Q5 be the resulted rainbow
path and Cs = C\{i,}.

e 21,22 € (V(PY)N B) U Vpaa- Then 21 € Vigg. If 20 € Viug, by rearranging, one may
assume z1 and 23 is connected by a rainbow path 212723232420 in P4, where 27, 25 € B\Vjeq and
zi” , z% € A\Vpaa. Replace such a rainbow path with z1 29 in P*. Let Qg be the resulted rainbow
path and Cg = C\{i1}. If 25 € V(P') N B, then delete vertices 2%, 21, z1, 22 from P* and connect
the resulted two components by Claim (i). Denote the resulted rainbow path by P*. Then
delete the edge 2924 from P*. Applying Claim (i)-(ii) again to connect U1]54222’12’% with
2, P*vy into a single rainbow path Q7. Let C; = C\{i1} if 2, € A and C; = (C\{i1}) U {i} if
2y € B.
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In each of the above cases, we get a rainbow path Q; (i € [3,7]) such that |C;| — ||B\V(Qs)| —
|A\V(Q;)|| is a nonnegative even integer. Applying Claim[4.7]yields that G contains a transversal
Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence E(G;[A, B]) = for all i € C. O

If |C| = 0, then n is odd. By a similar discussion as the proof of Claim we can show
that E(G;[B]) = E(G;[V(P') N B]) for all i € C. Then |A| > 25!, Recall that |B| > |A|.
Hence [A| = 25! and |B| = %!, This implies that P! is a null graph. Thus, G;[B] = 0 for
all i € C. Therefore, G is the half-split graph collection and it does not contain transversal
Hamilton cycles, as desired.

If |C| > 1, then based on Claimand the fact that §(G) > § —1, we know n is even, |A| = §
and |B| = §, and G;[A] = () for all but at most nn + 3dn colors in C. By Theorem [4.3} we know
G must be one of the collections described in Theorem as desired.

Case 2. |C2| < nn.

In this case, each vertex in Y\ (X U X{.) belongs to Y; for at least (1 —10+/9)|Cy] colors i € C;.

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

Claim 4.9. Assume X = {x1,...,25} with s < Jen. If x; € X NY, then there exist
che el el e Cl\{cg,ce,ce, o @ € [i — 1]} and 2}, 22, 23, 2} € Y\(Vhag U {x}, 22, 3, x? :

¢ € [i—1]}) such that z;z¥ € E(G ) for all k € [4].

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

(C1) In {Gi[A]UG;[B] : i € C1}, there are |Vj,q| disjoint rainbow Ps with centers in Vj,q and
endpoints in (AU B)\Vpeq. Let P be a set consisting of those rainbow Ps.

(C2) For colors in Cpeq, there exists a maximal rainbow matching, say M, inside {G;[A\V (P)]U
Gi[B\V(P)] : i € Cpaq} such that for each edge in M[Y] with color j we have G;[Y'\V (PU
M)] contains a 2-matching. Denote Cj_, := Cpaq\col(M). Then G is (3v/6, K|nj n9)-
extremal for all j € C} .

(C8) Let g = |CoUC;, 4| In the graph collection {G;[A\V (PUM), B\V(PUM)] : i € CoUC,,,},

there exists a transversal matching M’ = {ujvy, ugva, . . ., uqvq}.
(C4) We can assume a vertex v ¢ V(P UM U M’) unless v € Vjyq; and a color ¢ ¢ col(P) if
ce(C.

Next, we give the following claim.

Claim 4.10. Assume that Q1 = z1 ... zs and Q2 = 2] ... z; are two disjoint rainbow paths inside
G such that z1,2y € A\Viad, 2s,2; € B\Vpaq and s +t < 4dnn. If Vieg C V(Q1 U Q2) and
Co U Cpag C col(Q1 U Q2), then G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle.

Proof of Claim[{.10. Note that 21,2} € A\Vieq and zs, 2; € B\Vpeq. There exist i1, 2, 3,04 €
Ci\col(Q1 U Q2) such that z; € A;,, 21 € Ai,, zs € B, and z; € B;,. Split C1\(col(Q1 U Q2) U
{i1,12,13,14}) into two parts C, U Cy, where |Cy| = |[A\V(Q1 U Q2)| — 1 and |Cy| = |B\V(Q1 U
Q2)| — 1. Let I; U Iy and J; U Jy be equitable partitions of A\V(Q1 U Q2) and B\V(Q1 U Q2)
with |I1| > |I2| and |Ji| > |J2|, respectively. Define

Qa = {GZ‘[Il,IQ] S Ca} and Qb = {Gi[Jl, JQ] 11 € Cb}

Notice that

YAV (Q1UQ2)| > 2 —|V(Q1UQ2)] > 5 —onm,
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and for j € [2] we have

NG, (21, 1))| = da,, (21, AA\V(Q1 U Q2)) — I3
> da, (21, Aiy) — [A1AA; | — [ Xa\X4| = [V(Q1U Q2)| — |13
1
> (5 = 3V0)n — (26 +45 + 8n)n - [”IT
Similarly, we have |Ng,, (21, L;)|, NG, (25, Jj)|, NG, (21, Jj)| > § — 5nn for each j € [2]. By
Claim there exists a transversal path (), inside G, with two endpoints z, € Ne,, (z1,11) and
Ya € Ng,, (21, 1); and a transversal path @y inside G, with two endpoints x; € Ne,, (zs,J1) and

1>%—5nn.

Yb € Na;, (21, J) (here y, € Iz (vesp. yp € Jo) if and only if [I1] = || (vesp. |Ji| = |J2]) is even).
Thus, 21Q12s2sQeYp21Q221YaQaTaz1 is a transversal Hamilton cycle inside G (see Figure @ O

QO e i Vg
21 “Zs M [ M

A Ty , o
Q(z Qb / M P :
Mie  ~

a =~ /
4 N \
Q? Xl . ‘ \ . .Xl
A XNA XNB B
A B A B

FIGURE 7. FIGURE 8.

Now, we proceed by considering the value of q.

Subcase 2.1. ¢ is even and g > 2.

Using Claim [4.5] (iii) to connect all rainbow paths in P, M and M’ —uqv, into a single rainbow
path P, whose length is at most (4/e42v/0+95+3n)n and endpoints are = € A\Viad, ¥ € B\Viad
(see Figure. Thus, P and u,4v, are two disjoint rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in Claim
Thus, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2. ¢ is odd.

Suppose that E(G;, [A, B]) # 0 for some iy € C; Ucol(M). Choose wiws € E(Gy,[A, B]) with
wy € A and we € B. Based on (C1), the edge wyws can be extended to a rainbow path of length
at most 3, say ()1, which has endpoints in A\Vj,q and B\Vjeq respectively. Next, by using Claim
[4.5 (iii) and avoiding vertices and colors in @1, one may connect all rainbow P in P with centers
not in {w,wsy}, all rainbow edges in M except the possible edge with color ¢; and all rainbow
edges in M’ into a single rainbow path P!, whose length is at most (4y/€ +2v/6 + 96 + 31)n and
endpoints are 11 € A\Vjad, ¥1 € B\Viag- Then P! and Q; satisfy all conditions in Claim
Therefore, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence E(G;[A, B]) = 0 for
all i € C1 U col(M). Recall that 6(G) > 5 — 1. Then n is even and G;[A] = G;[B] = K=z for all
i€ CiUcol(M).

If ¢ = 1, then it is easy to see that G contains no transversal Hamilton cycle, as desired. Next,
we consider ¢ > 3. Suppose that there exists an i5 € CoUC;,, such that E(Gy,[A]) UE(Gy,[B]) #
(). Without loss of generality, assume that 2120 € E(G;,[4]) and ujvy is the edge in M’ with
color i3. Based on (C1), we can extend z129 to a rainbow path (2 with two endpoints in
A\Vpeq and length at most 3. Using Claim (iii) to connect @2, all rainbow P3 in P with

centers not in {z1, 22}, all rainbow edges in M and all rainbow edges in M’ — {ujv1, uquv,} into a
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single rainbow path P2, whose length is at most (4y/€ + 2v/6 + 95 + 31)n + 6 and endpoints are
23 € A\Viad, Yo € B\Vjaq. Clearly, P2 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 1 € CoUC,,;, E(G;[A]) U E(G;[B]) =0 and so G} is a subgraph of K= ». It follows that G

is a spanning collection of H?L_q with odd gq.

n n
272

We claim that ’HZ_q contains no transversal Hamilton cycles if n is even and ¢ 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 G; with i € C; U col(M) and 2-type
if it comes from some G; with i € Co UC},;. 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 ¢ is even, a contradiction.

Subcase 2.3. ¢ = 0.

Suppose that {G;[A, B] : i € C} contains a rainbow 2-matching. Let {wjwa, 2122} be such
a rainbow 2-matching with colors ¢1, co. Based on (C1), we can extend wiwg and 2122 to two
disjoint rainbow paths @3 and Q4 with length at most 3, each of which has one endpoint in
A\Vpaq and the other in B\V,qq. By applying Claim (iii) and avoiding vertices and colors
in @4, one may connect @3, all rainbow P3 in P with centers outside {wj,ws, 21,22} and all
rainbow edges in M with colors outside {cj,c2} into a single rainbow path P3, whose length
is at most (4v/€ + 2v/8 + 98 + 3n)n + 6 and endpoints are z3 € A\Viaq, y3 € B\Viaa. Clearly,
P3 and Q4 are two rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in Claim Therefore, G contains
a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence {G;[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 (i)(b) or Theo-
rem[1.6 (i) (c).

Proof of Claim[{.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 G; € G. Since G[A, B]
contains no rainbow 2-matching, there exists a fixed vertex w € B such that Ng, (v, B) = {w}
for all i € C and all v € A. Therefore, |A| > [§ — 1]. If n is odd, then dg,(w) = n — 1 and
Gi[V\{w}] = Gi[A] U G;[B\{w}] = 2KnT—l for all i € C, as desired. If n is even, then there
exists an equitable partition A’U B of V' and a vertex w’ € A" such that G;[A"] = K» and
E(G;|A", B')) = E(G;[{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 ¢ € C such that
Ng,(v, B) = (). Hence |B| > |A| > [§ — 1] 4 1. Therefore, n is even and |A| = |B| = 3.

e There exists a color ji € C and a vertex v; € A such that [Ng, (v1) N B| > 2. Since G
contains no rainbow 2-matching, we know G;[A\{v1}, B] = 0 for all i € C\{j1}. This implies
that E(G;[A, B]) = E(G;[{v1},B]) for all i € C\{j1}. If Gi[{v1},B] = 0 for all i € C\{j1},
then G;[A] = G;[B] = Ky for all i € C\{j1}, as desired. If there exists some j; € C\{j1} such
that Gj,[{v1}, B] # 0, then let viw € E(Gj,[{v1}, B]). Therefore, Ng; (v, B) C {w} for each
ve A\{v}.

If Ng;, (v, B) = 0 for all v € A\{v1}, then E(G;[A, B]) = E(G;[{v1}, B]) and E(G;[A]) = K=
for all i € C, as desired. If there exists v € A\{v1} such that Ng; (v2,B) = {w}, then
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E(G;i[{v1}, B]) € {viw} for alli € C\{j1}. Thatis, E(G;,[A, B]) C {viv:v € B}U{vw : v € A},
E(Gi[A, B]) C {viw} and Gi[A] = G;[B] = Kz for all i € C\{j1}, as desired.

o [Ng,(v,B)| < 1 for all ¢ € C and all v € A. By symmetry, one may assume that
|Ng, (v, A)| < 1forall i € C and all v € B. Let |E(Gj,[A, B])| = max{|E(G;[A, B])| : j € C}. If
|E(Gj5[A, B])| = 3, then G; = Gi[A] U Gi[B] = 2Kz for all i € C\{js}, as desired.

If |[E(Gj,[A, B])| = 2, then assume E(Gj,[A, B]) = {viwi,vowa}, where vy, wi, va, wo are
pairwise distinct. This implies Gj,[4] € {Kz — vivy, Kz} and G, [B] € {Kz» — wiwy, K= }.
Recall that G contains no rainbow 2-matching. Then either E(G},[A, B]) = {viws,vow:} for
a unique j; € C\{js} and G;[A4, B] = 0 for all i € C\{js,ja}, or E(G;[A, B]) C {viwsy} for all
i € C\{js}. The former case implies E(Gj,[A, B]) = {viwz, vow1}, Gj,[A] € {Kz — vivg, Kz },
Gj,[B] € {Kz —wiws, Kz} and G; = G;[A] U G;[B] = 2K for all i € C\{js, jua} (see Figure
(a)), as desired. The latter case implies E(G;[A, B]) € {viwz} and G;i[A] = Gi[B] = K for all
i € C\{js} (see Figure|l] (b)), as desired.

If [E(Gj,[A, B])| < 1, then Gi[A] = G;[B] = Kz for alli € C and all edges in {G;[A, B] : i € C}
must have a common vertex, as desired.

This completes the proof of Claim [£.11] O

Case 3. |C1]| > nn and |C2] > nn.

In this case, each vertex in Y\ Viuq lies in Y; for at least (1 — 10v/8)|Cy U Co| colors i € Cy U Co.
Denote Uy (o] (X% UXE) = {v1,v2,...,0}. Notice that t < 3v/0n. By the definition of X%, we
obtain that for each i € [t], there exist c4;—3, c4i—2, C4i—1, c4; € (C1 UCo)\{c1,¢a, ..., Cai—5,Cai—4}
and v}, 02,03, v} € (AU B)\(Voaa U {v}, 02,03, 0} : £ € [i — 1]}) such that

o if v; € X}, then cyy_arj € C1, v] €Y MY, ,,, and vv! € E(Ge,,_,,,) for all j € [4],
o if v; € X2, then cyi_a4; € Co, v € ZN Z,,, and viv] € E(Ge,,_,,,) for all j € [4].

—4tj
—atj
Therefore, for each i € [t], there exists a rainbow path v}vw? with colors c4;_3 and cg;_o.
Connect those rainbow paths by using colors in Cy and Claim [4.5] (i)-(ii), one may get a rainbow
path P! with endpoints u; € A\Viqq and w; € B\Vieq, whose length is at most 4t < 2v/0n.

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

Claim 4. 12 Assume X = {x1,...,zs} with s < \/en. Then for each i € [s], there exist
ck 2 e z, 1€ Cg\(col (PYu{c},c2.c,ct e li—1]}) and x}, 22, 23, 2} € V\(V (P1 U Viaq U

{a}, 22, :cg, zp b€ fi— 1]}) such that: if x; € Y, then xle € E(GCZ), and either =] € Y and
cz- € Cy for all j € [4], 07“;1:1- € Z and ¢ € Cy for all j € [4].

By Claim {4.12} there exists a rainbow path a:lxzx with colors ¢}, ¢7 for each i € [s]. Connect
all those ralnbow paths and P! by Clalm- (ii), we obtain a rainbow path P? with endpoints
u1 € A\Vpeq and wy € B\Vieq, whose length is at most |E(P)| +4y/en+2 < (2V6 +4y/e)n + 2.

Choose a maximal rainbow matching, say M, inside {G;[A\V (P?)]UG;[B\V (P?)] :i € Cpaa}
such that for each edge in M[Y] with color j we have G;[Y\V(P?)] contains a 2-matching.
Denote Cj; := Cpaa\col(M). Note that G; is (3v/6, K|z n1)-extremal for all j € C,q- Hence,
{G;[A,B] : i € C},,} contains a transversal matching, say M’. Connect P? and all rainbow
edges in M UM’ by Claim (i)-(ii), we obtain a rainbow path P3 with endpoints u; € A\Vjaq
and w3 € B\Viaq, whose length is at most |E(P?)| + 120n < (2v/8 + 4/e + 126)n + 2.

Since u1, w3 &€ Viaa, there exist ig,i; € C1\col(P3) such that u; € A;, and w3 € B;,. By the
construction of P3, one may assume that v € V(P3) unless v € Vjoq, and ¢ & col(P3) unless

¢ € Cpag- In what follows, we proceed by considering the parity of |Ca\col(P3)|.
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Subcase 3.1. |C2\col(P?)] is odd.

Split A\V(P3) into I; and Iy such that || = w, and split B\V(P3) into J; and
Ja such that |Ji| = w. Let Gi = {Gy[I1,J1] : i € Ca\col(P?)}. By Claim there
exists a transversal path @ inside G; with endpoints x € I1 and y € J1. Since x,y & Vpqq, there
exist jo,j1 € C1 such that x € A, and y € B;,.

Suppose that |I5| = |A\V (P?)|—|I1| = k1 and |J2| = |B\V (P3)|—|J1| = k2. We further split I
into I} and I} such that |I5| = [£L7, split J5 into J} and J4 such that |J5| = [%7. Then split the
color set C1\ (col (P3)U{jo, j1}) into two subsets C, and C, such that |C,| = k1 —1 and |Cp| = ko —1.
Let Go = {Gi[15, 1] : i € Co} and Gy, = {G;[J5, 5] - i € Cp}. Applying Claim again yields
that there is a transversal path @, inside G, with endpoints z, € Ne,, (u1, %), ya € N, (z,I2);
and a transversal path @ inside G with endpoints z, € Ng,, (ws, Jb), yp € Ne;, (y, J2). Thus,
w1 PPwszy Qo yQryaQaaeu is a transversal Hamilton cycle in G (see Figurelﬁ[)7 a contradiction.
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b
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FIGURE 9.

Subcase 3.2. |C2\col(P3)] is even.
In this subcase, we first prove the following two claims.

Claim 4.13. Assume that Q1 = 2z1...2; and Q2 = 2} ...z are two disjoint rainbow paths
inside G such that z1, 2} € A\Viad, 2k, 2, € B\Viaa and each of them has length at most 3Von.
If Vbga € V(Q1 U Q2), Chaa C col(@Q1 U Q2) and |Ca\col(Q1 U Q2)| is even, then G contains a

transversal Hamilton cycle.

Proof of Claim[{.13. Note that z1,2] € A\Vieq and zx,2; € B\Vjpaa. There exist ly,ls,l3 €
Ci\col(Q1 U Q2) and Iy € Co\col(Q1 U Q2) such that zy € Ay, z; € By,, 2} € Aj, and z; € By,.
Split A\V(Q1UQ2) into I; and I, such that |[;| = MQQNQQ)‘, and split B\V(Q1UQ2) into
Jy and Jy such that | J;| = €AU@) ot G, — (G[1, 1] 1 i € Ca\(col(Q1 U Qa) U {lu})}.
By Claim there exists a transversal path @ inside G; with endpoints 2| € Ng, (21)NJ1 and
y € I1. Since y & Viad, there exists I5 € C1\(col(Q1 U Q2) U {l1,l2,13}) such that y € A, .
Assume that |Io| = k1 and |J2| = ko. We further split I5 into I} and I such that |I5]| = ["72—11,
and split Jo into J and J§ such that |J3| = [%]. Split the color set Ci\(col(Q1 U Q2) U
{l1,12,13,1l5}) into two subsets C, and C, such that |C,| = k1 — 1 and |Cp| = ko — 1. Let
Go = {Gi[I4, 5] : i € Co} and G, = {G;[J5, 5] : i € Cp}. By Claim there exists a
transversal path @, inside G, with endpoints z, € Ne,, (z1) N Iy, € NGlg, (y) N Iz, and a
transversal path @ inside G, with endpoints , € Ng,, (z) N Jhyp € Na, (z;) N J2. Hence,
21Q1 2k Qeyp 21 Q22121 QuyaQaxaz1 is a transversal Hamilton cycle in G. O

22
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FIGURE 10. All possible cases for y1,y2 € Vpeq. We use “17 (resp. “2”) to denote
that the color of this edge lies in C; (resp. Ca).

Claim 4.14. E(G;[A, B]) =0 for alli € C; U col(M).

Proof of Claim[{.1] Suppose that there exists an edge y1y2 € E(Gi,[A, B]) for some iy €
Ci U col(M), where y; € A and yo € B. If iy € col(M), then assume uv € E(M[A]) N E(Gy,).
Connect P2, all rainbow edges in M — uv and all rainbow edges in M’ in turn by Claim (1)-
(ii), we get a rainbow path P3 with endpoints @; € A\Viaq and W3 € B\Viaq. Therefore, P can
be written as uvv'ii; P33, where the colors of vv’ and v/, are in Cy. Since |Co\col (P?)| is even,
one has |Ca\col(P?)] is even. Let P? := P3 if iy € col(M). Hence we can assume iy ¢ col(P?).
Recall that y; ¢ V(P3) unless it is not in Vieq for each i € [2]. Moreover, if y; € Viuq for some
i € [2], then P3 can be written as u1P3yZ-1y,~yi2P3w3. Assume yilyz- and yiyg have colors j9;—1 and
joi in P3| respectively.

If y1,y2 & Viaa, then P3 and y1ys are two disjoint rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in
Claim Hence, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Therefore, at least
one of y; and ys lies in V. Without loss of generality, assume that yo € V4. Observe that
either j3, 74 € C1 and y3, y3 € B, or j3,j4 € C2 and yi, y3 € A holds.

Assume y; & Viaq. Delete yayo from P3, we get two rainbow paths P’ = uj P3yd and P” =
Y1295 P3ws. Recall that uy,y1 € A\Viad, w3 € B\Viea and 42 ¢ Viuq. It is routine to checck that
P’ can be extended to a rainbow path with one endpoint u; and the other endpoint § € B\Vja4,
where § = yi if y} € B. Therefore, there are two rainbow paths satisfying all conditions in
Claim Therefore, G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Finally, we consider y1,y2 € Vipeg- Then by rearranging, one may assume that 2 P3yl is a
rainbow path with length at most 3. Replace 1y P3ys by the edge yiys with color 4s. It is
routine to check that |Co\col (ui P3y1y2 P3ws3)| is odd (see Figure for all possible cases). Thus,
this can be attributed to the Subcase 3.1. Hence G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a

contradiction. O

By Claim one has E(G;[A, B]) = 0 for all i € C; U col(M). Therefore, n is even and
Gi[A] = G;[B] = Kz for all i € C; Ucol(M). By a similar argument as Claim we can show
that E(G;[A]JUG;[B]) = 0 for all i € CoUC},,. It follows that G is a spanning collection of H},_,,
where t = |Co U},

We claim that ¢ is odd. Otherwise, t is even. Recall that G;[A] =
i € C1 Ucol(M). Then there exist two rainbow paths, say Q1 := 21 ... zsl1 and Qy 1= 2% ... z§2,

such that V(Q1 U Q2) = Viq and col(Q1 U Q2) C C1 Ucol(M). For i € [2], it is easy to see that
Qi can be extended to a rainbow path @ := w2t zgiyizi, where 2%, 3" € A\Viua, 2i € B\Viad,

Gi[B] = Kz for all

and the colors of x%2%, zgiyi, y'z" are unused colors in Cy, C1, Ca, respectively. Since t is even,
one has [(C2 U Cp, ;) \col(Q} U Q5)| is even. By a similar argument as Claim we know G
contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Therefore, G is a spanning collection of

H! _,, where n is even and ¢ is odd.
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This completes the proof of Theorem O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [4.3]

In this section, we prove Theorem 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 into four lemmas (see, Lemmas

51 53 FQand F).

Lemma 5.1. For every § with 0 < § < 1, there exists ng € N satisfying the following for every
odd integer n > ngy. Let C be a set of n colors and G = {G; : i € C} be a collection of graphs with
common vertex set V. of size n. Let AU B be a partition of V with |A| = "5, and let C' UC"
be a partition of C with |C"| < dn. Assume that §(G) > 251 and G;[B] = 0 for alli € 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 G;[B] = ()
for all 7 € C”. By adding colors to C” if necessary we may assume |[C”| = on > 0 and C” =
{i1,42,...,i5n}. Suppose that G;,[B] # () and let uv € E(G;,[B]). Choose a maximal rainbow
matching inside {G;;[A, B\{u,v}] : j € [2,0n]}, say M = {e;; : 2 < j < s} with s < én and
ei; € E(Gy;), such that G [A\V (M), B\(V (M) U {u,v})] # 0 for all j € [2,s]. Notice that G,
is (2dn, KL%J U K[%1)—extremal for all j € [s 4+ 1,0n]. We greedily select two rainbow paths Py
and Pp inside {G,[A\V(M)] U Gy, [B\(V(M) U {u,v})] : j € [s + 1,6n]} with lengths |on=s |
and (5”—273] respectively, where V(P4) C A and V(Pp) C B.

We first consider dn — s is even. It is easy to see that G;[A, B] = KannTH for all i € C'.

Using colors in ¢’ and edges between A and B, one may connect uv, all rainbow edges in
M, P4 and Pg into a single rainbow path, say P! := w...v;, where v; € B. Therefore,
|A\V(PY)| = |B\V(PY)|+1. Observe that {G;[A\V(P'), B\V (P! —{u,v1})] : i € C\col(P')} is
a collection of complete bipartite graphs, therefore it contains a transversal path that connects
u and v;. Hence G has a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.

Now, assume that 6n— s is odd. Recall that |A| = 25! and §(G) > ;1. Hence there exists an
edge wiwy € E(G;,[A\V(MUP4UPg), B]) with w; € A and ws € B. Notice that one may avoid
wo when choosing M and Pg. Using colors in C’ and edges between A and B, we can connect
wiwy, all rainbow edges in M, P4 and Pg into a single rainbow path P2, whose endpoints are
in different parts. Therefore, |A\V (P')| = |[B\V(P')|. Similarly, G has a transversal Hamilton
cycle, a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.2. For every § with 0 < § < 1, there exists ny € N satisfying the following for every
even integer n > ngy. Let C be a set of n colors, and G = {G; : i € C} be a collection of graphs
with common vertex set V' of size n. Let AU B be a partition of V with |A| = § — 1, and let
C'UC" be a partition of C with |C"| < on. Assume that 6(G) > § — 1 and G;[B] = 0 for all
i € C'. If G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles, then either G;[B] = 0 for all but at
most one i € C, or E(G;[B]) C {uwv} for two fized vertices u,v € B and all i € C.

Proof. In order to prove this lemma, it suffices to show that {G;[B] : i € C"} contains no
rainbow P3 or 2P,. By adding colors to C” if necessary we may assume |C”| = don > 0 and
C" = {i1,i2,...,isn}. Suppose that {G;[B] : i € C"} contains a rainbow path ujugug with
uiug € E(G;,) and ugus € E(Gy,). (The proof of the case that {G;[B] : i € C"} contains a

rainbow 2P; is similar).
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Choose a maximal rainbow matching inside {Gj;[A, B\{u1,ug,u3}] : j € [3,0n]}, say M =
{ei; + 3 < j < s} with s < 0n and e;; € E(Gy;), such that G, [A\V(M), B\(V(M) U
{u1,uz,us})] # 0 for all j € [3,s]. Notice that G;; is (20n, K|n) U K[a))-extremal for all
j € [s+1,6n]. We greedily select two rainbow paths P4 and Pp inside {G;[A\V(M)] U
G, [B\(V(M) U {u1,u2,u3})] : j € [s+ 1,6n]} with lengths |22 | and [2%-2] respectively,
where V(P4) C A and V(Pg) C B.

If on — s is even, then by a similar discussion as Lemma it is easy to find a transversal
Hamilton cycle inside G, a contradiction.

Now, assume that dn — s is odd. Recall that [A] = § — 1 and 6(G) > § — 1. Then there
exists an edge wiwy € E(G;, [A\V(M U P4 U Pg), B]) with w; € A and ws € B. Moreover,
Gi[A,B] = Kn_y 2 for all i € C’. Notice that one may avoid wy when choosing M and
Pp. If we € {ug,us}, then without loss of generality, assume that wy = wuy. Using colors in
C' and edges between A and B, we can connect wjusug, all rainbow edges in M, P4 and Pg
in turn to get a single rainbow path P!, whose endpoints are in different parts. Therefore,
|A\V (PY)| = |B\V(PY)|. If wy & {uz,us}, then using colors in C’ and edges between A and B,
one may connect ugus, wiws, all rainbow edges in M, P4 and Pp in turn to get a single rainbow
path P2, whose endpoints are in B. Therefore, |A\V (P?)| = |B\V (P?)|+1. In each of the above

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

Lemma 5.3. Let C be a set of colors, and G = {G;[Y,B] : i € C} be a collection of bipartite
graphs with common bipartition (Y, B) such that 7|Y| < |B| < 2|C|. If 3 ,cc |E(Gi[Y, B])| >
t|B||C| for some integer t with 1 < t < |Y|, then G contains t disjoint rainbow star Ss, each of

them has center in'Y and other vertices in B.

Proof. We use induction to prove this result. If ¢ = 1, then ) . . |[E(G;[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 Ng, (v, B) # ) for at most three i € C, or there exist three vertices
w,w’,w” € B such that Ng,(v) C {w,w’,w"} for all i € C. It follows that

DUIBGY. B =YY de (v, B) < Y max{3|B|,3[C|} = 3|Y[c| < |B]|C],

1eC veY ieC veY
a contradiction. That is to say, our result holds for ¢t = 1.

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

Claim 5.4. There ezists a vertex w € Y such that dg,(w, B) > 4t + 4 for at least 4t + 4 colors
ieC.

Proof of Claim[5.4. Suppose not, then for each vertex v € Y, we have dg, (v, B) > 4t + 4 for at
most 4t + 3 colors ¢ € C. It implies that

Y IEGY.B) =) da,(v,B)

1eC veY ieC

:Z( 2 de,(v,B)+ Y dGi(v,B)>

veY ieC ieC
dg, (v,B)>4t+4 dg, (v,B)<4t+3

<> X B+ Y @+y)
veY ieC ieC
dg, (v,B)>4t+4 de, (v,B)<4t+3

< |Y|((4t + 3)|B| + |C|(4t + 3))
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< (@ +3)Y[(|Bl+[c])
<7(t+1)YC|
< @+ 1)Bl[Cc],

a contradiction. O

By Claim there exists a vertex w € Y such that dg,(w, B) > 4t + 4 for at least 4t + 4

colors i € C. Let G’ = {G;[Y\{w}, B] : i € C}. Then

D IE(GIY\{w}, B))| = (t+ D|Bl[C| - |Bl|c| = t| BI[C].

1eC
By induction, there are t disjoint rainbow Ss 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
dg,(w, B) > 4t + 4 for at least 4t + 4 colors i € C. Hence there exist four colors c!,c?, ¢3¢t €
C\col(S) such that d¢ ; (w) > 4t +4 for all j € [4]. Thus, there are four vertices wh,w?, w,wt €
B\V(S) such that ww’/ € E(G,;) for all j € [4]. Therefore, {G,; [{w,w!, w? w3, wt}] : 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 < % KK 1land 0 < v < 35. Let C be a set of n colors, and
G = {G; : i € C} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n such that
§(G) > % —1. Let AUB be a partition of V with |A| = | 5L | ++n, and let C'UC" be a partition
of C with |C"| < én. DefineY ={v e A:dg,(v,B) < (1—5i)|B| for at least 5%|C’| colorsi € C'}.
Assume that |Y| > yn, G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles and G;[B] = (0 for all
ieC.
(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" U B" of V' with |A’'| = § — 1 such that
either G;[B'] = 0 for all but at most one i € C, or E(G;[B']) C {viva} for fized vertices
v1,v2 € B and all i € C.

Proof. 1t is routine to check that

5~ 1IBIC| < D IE(Gi[A, B))|

ieC’
< [Y|(1 = 09)[Bl6%[C' + [Y|IBI(L — 65)[C"| + (JA] = [Y])I BI|C]
1
= (1] = a2 [Y])| BIIC"] (2)

It implies that |Y] < 7%1 < 4v/6n. Notice that Claim [4.4{ and Claim [4.5| (i)-(ii) hold by setting
%ad =Y and CQ = C/.

Since 6(G) > § — 1, we have |E(G;[A, B])| > |B|[§ — 1] for each i € C, i.e., there are at
most |B|(|%] + yn) — |B|[% — 1] = |B|(yn + 1) non-edges between A and B in G;. Hence
Yice |E(GiY, B])| > ([Y| —~yn — 1)|B||C'|. By Lemma there exist |Y| — yn — 1 disjoint
rainbow Ps inside {G;[Y, B] : i € C'} with centers in Y. Let P; be a set consisting of those
rainbow P3 and Y] be a subset of Y consisting of the centers of them. Denote Y5 := Y'\Y;. Then
Ya| = yn + 1.

Recall that each vertex in Y is adjacent to at least [5 — 1] — (1 — 6%)]B| > 4|Y| vertices in A
for at least §1 IC'| > cﬁ(l —8)n > 4|Y | colors i € C'. Then there exist yn + 1 disjoint rainbow Ps
inside {G;[Ya, A\Y] : i € C'\col(P1)} with centers in Y3, and let Py be a set consisting of those
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rainbow P3. For each y € Y, denote the rainbow Ps in P U Py with center y by P, := ylyy?
with colors ¢; and ¢;. Let P=P;UPy ={P,:y €Y}

It is routine to check that there exists a rainbow matching inside {G;[A\V (P), B\V(P)] :
i € C"}, say M, such that G;[A\V(P U M),B\V (P U M)] contains a 3-matching for each
j € col(M). Furthermore, G; is (13v/9, K|n| U K[n)-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 P4 and Pp inside {G;[A\V (PUM)]UG;[B\V (PU
M)] i € C"\col(M)} with lengths {MJ nd [MW respectively, such that
V(Pa) C Aand V(Pg) C B. In view of Claim [4.5| (i)-(ii), by using colors in C’, one may connect
all rainbow paths in Py and P; in turn to get a smgle rainbow path P! with 2|Yi| + 3|Y2|
vertices in A and 2|Y;| + |Y2| vertices in B, whose endpoints are in different parts. Therefore,
|B\V(PY| - |A\V(PY)| = 2— 0. Applying Claim (i) again to connect P!, all rainbow edges
in M, P, and Pg in turn, we get a single rainbow path P? with endpoints are in different parts.
Clearly, |[A\V (P?)| = |B\V(P?)|. Together with Claim 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 P4 and Pg inside {G;[A\V (PUM)|UG;[B\V (PU
M)] :i € C"\col(M)} with lengths L'C"\ngj and ['C"\ng] respectively, such that V(Py) C
A and V(Pg) C B. Suppose that there exists an i1 € C’ U col(M) such that G;, [Ya U B] # 0.
Choose y1y2 € E(G;,[Y2UB]). By Claim [L.5] (i)-(ii), we connect all rainbow P3 in Po\{P,,, P,,},
P, all rainbow edges in M except the possible edge with color i; and P4, Pp in turn to get
a single rainbow path P3| whose endpoints are in different parts. Similar to Case 1, we have
AV (PY)| = |B\V(P®)| = 2/{yn, 5} 1 Yal — 1.

If y1,92 € Yo, then let Q := yiy1y2ys with col(Q) = {611/1’i1’ yz} If y1 € Y5 and y9 € B, then
one may assume ya ¢ V(P?) and let Q := y{yiye with col(Q) = {c,,,i1}. If y1,52 € B, then we
may assume yi,yo & V(P3) and let Q := 412 with color i;. Next, connect P? with the rainbow
path @ by Claim . (ii), we get a rainbow path P* with endpoints yi,vs (if y1,92 € Y2) or
u3, y3 (otherwise). It is routine to check that |A\V (P%)| = |B\V (P*)|. Together with Clalm
one obtains that G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction. Hence, G;[Y2UB] = ()
for all i € C" U col(M). Recall that 6(G;) > [5 — 1]. This implies that Ng, (w) = A\Y> for all
i € C"Ucol(M) and all w € Y2 U B. Move vertices in Y3 from A to B, we get [A| = [§ — 1],
|B| = |5 + 1] and G4[B] = 0 for each i € C' U col(M). By Lemmas and 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 we obtain that G[Y2 U B]
contains no rainbow P or 2P,. Hence either G;[Y2 U B] = () for all but at most one unique i € C
or E(G;[Y2UB]) C {uv} for fixed u,v and all i € C. Move vertices in Y5 to B, we get |A| = § —1,
|B| = § 4 1. Therefore, either G;[B] = () for all but at most one i € C, or E(G;[B]) C {uv}
for all ¢ € C. Recall that 6(G) > % — 1. In both cases, G does not contain transversal Hamilton

cycles, as desired. [l

Lemma 5.6. Assume 0 < ;- < 0 < 1. Let C be a set of n colors and G = {G; : i € C} be
a collection of graphs with common vertex set V' of size n. Let AU B be a partition of V with
|Al = %, and let C" UC" be a partition of C with |C"| < on. Assume that 6(G) > § — 1 and
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Gi[B] = 0 for all i € C'. If G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles, then one of the
following holds:

e G is a spanning collection of H!,_, for some odd integer t,
o there exists a partition A’ U B' of V with |A'| = § — 1, such that either G;[B'] =0 for
all but at most one i € C, or E(G;[B']) C {uv} for fized vertices u,v € B’ and all i € C.

Proof. Let Y ={ve A:dg,(v,B) < (1— (ﬁ)\B[ for at least 5%|C’| colors i € C'}. Then

n
(5 = DIBICT <> |B(Gi[A, B)
ieC’
= Z ZdGi(va) + Z ZdGi(va)
veY e’ veA\Y ieC’

<Y|(1—8%)[Bl33|C'| + |Y]|BI(L - 84)[C'| + (5 — Y B¢’
n
(5 — BIYDIBIC'|

It follows that |Y| < % < v/én. If Y| > 1, then our result holds by Lemma In what
follows, we only consider |Y'| = 0. It is straightforward to check that Claim and Claim
(i)-(ii) hold by setting Vg =Y and Co = C'.

Choose a maximal rainbow matching inside {G;[A, B] : i € C"}, say M, such that G;[A, B]
contains a 2-matching for each j € col(M). Furthermore, G; is (2V6, K 12 UKz )-extremal for
all j € C"\col(M). Greedily choose two disjoint rainbow paths P4 and Pp inside {G;[A\V (M)]U
Gi[B\V(M)] : i € C"\col(M)} with lengths x4 and xp respectively, such that V(P4) C A and
V(Pp) C B. In view of Claim (i)-(ii), by using colors in C’, one may connect all rainbow
edges in M, P4 and Pg into a single rainbow path P, whose endpoints are denoted by u; € A
and v1 € B.

If |C"\col (M) is even, then let 24 = wp = €D Thyg |B\V(P)| = |A\V(P)|. Together
with Claim 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]UG;[B] =0 for all i € C" Ucol(M),
(i) Gi[A,B] =0 for all i € C"\col(M).

Proof of Claim[5.7. We only give the proof of G;[A] = 0 for all ¢ € C" U col(M), the other two
statements can be proved by similar arguments.

Suppose that G, [A] # 0 for some i; € C' U col(M). Choose wiwy € E(G;,[4]). If i1 €
col(M), then delete the edge with color i; from M. Hence we can assume that i; ¢ col(P)
and wy,ws ¢ V(P). Using Claim (ii) to connect wiwy and the rainbow path P, we get

a rainbow path P’ with endpoints w; and vy. Let x4 = % and zp = W%
Hence |B\V (P')| = |A\V(P’)|. It follows from Claim [4.4]that G contains a transversal Hamilton
cycle, a contradiction. O

Based on Claim we know G is a spanning collection of H._, for some odd ¢, as desired. [J

Lemma 5.8. Assume 0 < % KK 1land 0 < v < 35. Let C be a set of n colors, and
G = {G; : i € C} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of size n such that
§(G) > % —1. Let AUB be a partition of V with |A| = | "5 | +~n, and let C'UC" be a partition
of C with |C"| < on. Assume that G does not contain transversal Hamilton cycles and G;[B] = ()
forallieC'.
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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:
e G is a spanning collection of H!_, for some odd integer t,
o there exists a new partition A'UB’ of V' with |A'| = §—1 such that either G;[B'] = ()
for all but at most onei € C, or E(G;[B']) C {viva} for two fized vertices vy, vy € B’
and all i € C.

Proof. Define Y ={ve A:dg,(v,B) < (1— 5i)|B| for at least 5i|C’| colors i € C'}. In view of
(@), we have |Y| < 4V/on. If |Y| > yn, then our result holds by Lemma In what follows,
we only consider |Y| < yn. Therefore, |B| < |A| — 2|Y| — o where ¢ = 0 if n is even and 0 =1
otherwise. Notice that Claim 4.4 and Claim (i)-(ii) hold by setting Vpeq =Y and Co =C'.

Recall that each vertex in Y is adjacent to at least [§ — 1] — (1 — 5i)|B| > 5|Y’| vertices in
A for at least 6%]6’] > 5%(1 — 6)n > 5|Y] colors i € C'. Then there exist |Y| disjoint rainbow
paths P; 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,...,Q:} be a set consisting of all disjoint
rainbow paths in the above, each of which has length s; (1 <i <t).

Case 1. |[B| > |A| = (s1+ -+ 5) — 0.

In this case, there exists a set P’ = {Q,Q5,...,Q}} such that |[A\V(P)| — ¢ = |B| — ¢,
where Y C V(P’) and the endpoints of @} are not in Y for all i € [¢]. Assume |E(Q})| = s,
for each ¢ € [¢(]. By Claim (ii), we can connect all rainbow paths of P’ into a single
rainbow path P!, whose endpoints are in different parts. Since |A| — |B| = 2yn + o, we have
(< 8|4+ s, =2yn+ 0. Therefore, |[E(P')| < 6yn + 30 and |A\V(P')| — o = |B\V(P1)|.

Choose a maximal rainbow matching inside {G;[A\V (P!), B\V(P')] : i € C"\col(P')}, say
M, such that G;[A\V (P! U M), B\V(P! U M)] contains a 2-matching for each j € col(M).
Furthermore, G; is (6(y + 0), K| U K[zq)-extremal for all j € C"\col(P' U M). In fact, when
construct P! — B — Y, it is possible to use colors in C”"\col (P! U M) before other colors. Hence
either col(P' — B —Y) C C"\col(M) or C"\col(M) C col(P* — B -Y).

Based on Claim (i), one may connect P!, all rainbow edges in M into a single rainbow
path P2, whose endpoints are in different parts. Clearly, |E(P?)| < 6yn+30+40n. Next, we are
to choose two disjoint rainbow paths P4 and Pg inside {G;[A\V (P'UM)]UG;[B\V (P'UM)] :
i € C"\col(P' U M)} such that V(P4) C A and V(Pg) C B respectively, whose lengths are
determined by the parity of |C"”"\col(P*U M)|. Clearly, if n and |C"\col(P'U M)| have the same
parity, then by Claim [£.4] we know G contains a transversal Hamilton cycle, a contradiction.
Hence n and |C"\col(P! U M)| have different parity. By similar arguments as the proof of
Theorem (Step 4 in Case 1), we can show that the following claim.

Claim 5.9. (i) If |C"\col(P* U M)| = 0, then E(G;[A]) = E(G;[V(P")N A]) for alli € C.
(ii) G;[A, B] =0 for alli € C"\col(P*U M).

If [C"\col(P* U M)| = 0, then n is odd. By Claim [5.9] (i), one has |A| > |B| > "31. Hence
|A] = 2 and |B| = ;1. This implies that P! is a null graph. Thus, G;[A] = () for all i € C.
Together with Lemma [5.1} our desired result holds.

If |C"\col(P' U M)| > 1, then based on Claim (ii), we know n is even, |A| = |B| = § and
G;i[B] = 0 for all but at most én colors in C. By Lemma our desired result holds.

Case 2. |B| < |A| = (s1+ -+ st) — 0.
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In this case, S°/_ s; < 2yn and so >.r_, % < yn — 3. Using Claim (ii) and ¢ vertices
in B, one may connect all rainbow paths of P into a single rainbow paths P3, whose endpoint
are in different parts. Let A = A\V(P?), B = B\V(P?) and C = C\col(P?). Then |A| =
|A| = (s14---4+s:+1), |B|=|B|—tand |C| = |C| — (s1 + - -- + s; + 2t — 1). For convenience,
we assume that Q; = ufju} ... u} for each i € [t].

Let w be an arbitrary vertex in A and ¢1, ¢z be two colors in C\col(P). Without loss of
generality, assume that dg., (w, A\A) < da., (w, A\A). Clearly, in G, and G.,, w is adjacent
to at least [2 — 1] — ([252] — yn) = yn — 1 + o vertices in A\A and it cannot adjacent to the
pendant vertices of Q; for all ¢ € [t] (by the maximality of P). Furthermore, if u; € Ng., (w)
for some i € [t] and j € [s;], then uj_y,uj ., & Ng,,(w). Denote by to4q the number of rainbow
paths in P with odd lengths. Thus,

o~

t
si 1 1 1
=3 2 — Stoda <Y — 5 — Stoda. (3)

—14o0<d A\A)
yn—l+o <dg, (v, A\A) - 23 "2 272

This implies that t,qq < 1 — 20. Therefore, n is even and t,qq < 1.

® {,qq = 0. Notice that Zle % and yn are integers, then dg, (w, A\A) = Zle F=9n-—1L
It follows that Ng, (w,A\A) = Ujc{ui, us, ..., us,_1}. Hence, if i € [t] and j is even, then
u; cannot adjacent to w in G¢,. Recall that dGC (w, A\A) > yn —1 = 3¢, %. We have
Ne,, (w, A\A) = Ng,, (w, A\A). Thus, for any G; with i € C\col(P) and any w € A, we have
Na (1) 1 (A\A) = Usegy (o -,y .

Now, move all vertices in U {ul, us, ..., ul _,} from Ato B. Then |A| = Z+1, |B| = 51 -1
and Gy[A] is empty for all i € C\col(P). Notice that |col(P)| = 32'_, s; < 2yn. Together with
Lemma our desired result holds.

® t,aa = 1. Then all inequalities in (3)) must be equalities. Thus, dg. (w, A\A) =3, S
yn — 1 and therefore dg, (w,V(Q;)) = [5-17 for all i € [t]. Without loss of generality, assume
that )1 is the unique rainbow path with odd length. By a similar discussion as the case
for toqq = 0, we know for every i € C\col(P) and every w € A, Ne, (w, Uigpp 13 VI(Qi)) =
Uier gy {ut, ub, .o ug, 1}

Notice that in each G; with i € C\col(P), (Q)\{up, ul }
and it cannot adjacent to two adjacent vertices in Q1 with two different colors. Hence for each

i € C\col(P), Ng,(w) must be one of the following sets:

{u%,ué, el uil_g}, {u%,u}l, e 7U;1—1}a

{ug,ud, .. .,ujl-,3,uj1~,uj1<+2, ... us, _1} for some even integer j with 4 < j < s; — 1.

It is routine to check that Ng, (w,V(Q1)) = Ng., (w,V(Q1)). If there are two vertices v,v" €
A\ A and colors i1, 12, 13,14 € C\col(P) such that u;fl, ujl-+1 € Ng,, (v) = Ng,, (v) and u]l, ujl+2 €
Ng,, (v") = Ng,, (v'), then we can find a longer rainbow path UGUY - U OUT U U U
where ujl-flv € E(Gy,), vu}Jrl € E(Gy, ),u}v/ € E(G;,) and v’u}Jr2 € E(G,,), a contradic-
tion. Notice that for two different vertices v and v', it is possible that Ng,(v,V(Q1)) =
{ut,u,...,ut o} and Ng, (v',V(Q1)) = {uf,ul,..., ul _y4,ul _} hold for all i € C\col(P).
Hence U;cc\coup) Ne¢, (A, V(Qy)) is contained in one of the following sets:

1.1 1 1 1.1 1
{u17u37"'7u51—27u51—1}7 {u27u47"' Ug, — l}
1,1 1 1,1
{ug, ug, oo Uiy Uiy Ujg gy -+ - 31 1} for a fixed even integer jo with 4 < jop < s7 — 1.
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Move all vertices in U;ec\ cor(p) Ve (A, A\A) from A to B, then G;[A] is empty for all i €
C\col(P). What’s more, either |[A| = § + 1 and |B| = § — 1, or [A| = § and |B| = §. Together
with Lemmas [5.2] and our desired result holds.

This completes the proof of Lemma[5.8 O

Combining Lemmas and we obtain Theorem

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],
Pésa’s condition [42] and so on. It is natural to consider the Ore-type condition or Pésa-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 Pésa-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 Chvétal [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,...,G,} be a collection of graphs with common vertex set V of
size n. If {C(G;) : 1 € [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 §7(D) = {d};(v) : v € V(D)} and 6~ (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 6%(D) := min{6"(D),5 (D)}. Ghouila-Houri [27] proved that any n-vertex digraph
D with 6°(D) > % 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};(u)+dp(v) > n for all pairs of
vertices {u,v} with w0 ¢ 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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