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Partitioning 2-edge-coloured bipartite graphs into
monochromatic cycles*
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Abstract

Given an r-colouring of the edges of a graph G, we say that it can be partitioned into p monochro-
matic cycles when there exists a set of p vertex-disjoint monochromatic cycles covering all the vertices
of G. In the literature of this problem, an edge and a single vertex both count as a cycle.

We show that for every 2-colouring of the edges of a complete balanced bipartite graph, Ky n,
it can be partitioned into at most 4 monochromatic cycles. This type of question was first studied
in 1970 for complete graphs and in 1983, by Gyarfas and Lehel, for K, ,. In 2014, Pokrovskiy, has
showed that any 2-colouring of the edges of K, , can be partitioned into at most 3 paths. It turns out
that finding monochromatic cycles instead of paths is a natural question that has also being asked
for other graphs. In 2015, Schaudt and Stein have showed that at most 14 cycles are necessary.

1 Introduction

An r-colouring of a graph G is a colouring of its edges with up to r different colours. For such an
r-colouring we say that the coloured graph is partitioned into p monochromatic cycles when there exist a
set of p vertex-disjoint monochromatic cycles covering all the vertices of G. We are interested in the cycle
partitioning number of G, that is the smallest number, cp,.(G), such that, for every r-colouring of G, it
can be partitioned into into at most cp,.(G) monochromatic cycles. In the literature of this problem, an
edge and a single vertex both count as a cycle.

In the 1970’s, Lehel made an influential conjecture stating that when the edges of a complete graph
K, are coloured with two colours, it can be partitioned into at most two monochromatic cycles. Luczak,
R6d1 and Szemerédi [7] confirmed this conjecture for sufficiently large complete graphs, after preliminary
work of Gyéarfas [3]. In 2010, Bessy and Thomassé [1] proved it for every complete graph, with a
surprisingly short proof. For fixed r, the best upper bound, to our knowledge, is cp, (K,) < 1007 logr,
for n large enough (see [6]).

In the 2-colour case, if we replace cycles by paths, the problem becomes much easier. As noted by
Gerencsér and Gyarfas [2] in 1967: the vertez set of any 2-edge-coloured complete graph can be partitioned
into two paths of different colours. To prove it, take any red-blue colouring of K, and suppose that R
and B are vertex disjoint red and blue paths, with respective endpoints r and b. Let v ¢ V(R) U V(B).
If vr is red or vb is blue then we can extend R or B accordingly. Otherwise, without loss of generality
rbis red and {RUrbUbv, B — {b}} is a pair of red-blue paths covering one extra vertex.

The general problem has also been studied for the case where the base graph G is a fair complete
k-partite graph and for graphs with large minimum degree in general. We point to [4] for a (2016) survey
and call attention to a couple of (older and newer) results.

Let us now define the basic concepts that we will use throughout this paper.

Definition 1. We say that a path is simple when it is the union of a blue path, vivs...v; and a red
path, v;v;41 ... vE. We call v; the turning point of the path.

Definition 2. We say that a bipartite graph is balanced when its partition classes have the same number
of vertices.
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Definition 3. Let G be a bipartite graph with partition classes X and Y, whose edges are coloured red
and blue. The colouring on G is split when X and Y can each be partitioned into two non-empty sets,
X =X1UXy and Y = Y1 UY>, such that all edges between X; and Y; are red for i = j and blue for

i # j. (Figure'1.1)).

Figure 1.1: A split colouring.

In 1983, Gyérfds and Lehel [3; 5] showed that every balanced complete bipartite graph with a two-
colouring that is not split contains two vertex-disjoint monochromatic paths that cover all but at most
one of its vertices. This result was later extended by Pokrovskiy.

Theorem 1 (Pokrovskiy [8], 2014). Let G be a balanced complete bipartite graph whose edges are coloured
red and blue. There is a vertex-partition of G into two monochromatic paths with different colours
if, and only if, the colouring on G is not split.

Corollary 2. Let G be a complete bipartite graph G with a split colouring of its edges into red and blue.
The vertices of G cannot be partitioned into two monochromatic cycles of different colours.

Proof. By Theorem 1 (or by a very simple argument), the graph G cannot be partitioned into two paths
of different colours. Therefore, it cannot be partitioned into two cycles of different colours either. O

However, for split colourings the following is (trivially) true (but we include a proof for completeness).

Proposition 3. Let G be a balanced complete bipartite graph whose edges are coloured red and blue.
If the colouring on G is split, then G can be vertex-partitioned into at most 3 monochromatic cycles.
Furthermore, two cycles suffice if and only if | X1| = |Y1| or | X1| = |Ya|.

Proof. Let X and Y be the partition classes of G. And X = X;UXs, Y =Y, UY5 as in the definition of
split colouring (Definition 3). We may assume without loss of generality that [X1| > |V1]. As |X| = |Y],
we have | X;| — |Y1| = |Ya| — | X2| and, therefore, | X3| < |Y3|. Hence, G can be vertex-partitioned into a
red cycle that covers all vertices in Y7 and |Y7]| vertices in X7, a red cycle that covers all vertices in X5
and | X5| vertices in Y3 and a blue cycle that covers all the remaining vertices in X; and Y2. And clearly,
if | X;| = |Y1]|, then |X2| = |Y2| and two cycles (of same colour) suffice.

On the contrary, suppose that two monochromatic cycles suffice. By Corollary ;2 they must be of
the same colour. Suppose, without loss of generality that both are red. Each cycle must be entirely
contained in X7 UY; or X5 UY5. And because all the sets X7, Xo, Y7 and Y5 are non-empty, one cycle
must cover vertices in X7 UY; and the other in X5 UY5. And each cycle covers as many vertices in X as
in Y. Therefore | X;| = |Y1| and | X3| = |Y2|. Note: similarly blue cycles suffice if and only if | X;| = |Y3|
and ‘X2| = |Y1| O

A natural conjecture would be that every 2-colouring of a balanced bipartite graph that is not split
can be partitioned into at most 2 monochromatic cycles. In Proposition |7: we give an example of a
colouring that is not split and needs at least 3 cycles.

For upper bounds, using the regularity method, Schaudt and Stein [9] showed that for every k, a
2-edge-coloured sufficiently large k-partite graph G, such that no partition class of G contains more than
half of its vertices, can be partitioned into at most 14 monochromatic cycles. For k = 2, they proved
that this can be done with at most 12 monochromatic cycles.

Our main contribution is to reduce this number to only 4 monochromatic cycles, for any balanced
bipartite graph. Also, note that our result does not require G to be large.

Theorem 4. If G is a balanced complete bipartite graph whose edges are coloured red and blue, then G
can be partitioned into at most 4 monochromatic cycles.



2 Proving Theorem 4

Thanks to Proposition |3, we only have to prove Theorem 14 when the given colouring is not split. Our
proof is self-contained apart from the following result.

Corollary 5 (Stein [10], 2022). Let G be a balanced complete bipartite graph whose edges are coloured
red and blue. If the colouring on G is not split, then G can be vertex-partitioned into a monochromatic
path and a monochromatic cycle with different colours.

We observe that the above is a corollary to Theorem 1, and follows from a very short case analysis on
the parity of the paths given by Theorem 1 This is done in details in Section 4.1 of [10]. We also note
that Section 4.2 of [10] presents an alternative proof of Theorem 1. that is also short and self-contained.

In view of Corollary 5, it is enough to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Let G be a balanced complete bipartite graph whose edges are coloured red and blue. If G
has a monochromatic Hamiltonian path, then G can be vertex-partitioned into at most 3 monochromatic
cycles.

In fact, let H be any balanced complete bipartite graph with a two-colouring on its edges. When we
apply Corollary 5 to H, the monochromatic cycle we obtain must be even because H is bipartite. And
since H is balanced, the monochromatic path given by Corollary ;5 is also even. So its vertices induce a
balanced complete bipartite subgraph of H that contains a monochromatic Hamiltonian path.

Lemma |6 is best possible, in the sense that even with the extra condition that the colouring of
the bipartite graph contains a Hamiltonian monochromatic path, there are 2-colourings that cannot be
partitioned into 2 monochromatic cycles, as illustrated bellow.

Proposition 7. Let G be a be a balanced complete bipartite graph on 2n vertices, with bipartition
S={z1,...,xn} U{y1,...,yn}. Take the colouring where:

e z1y1, Loy and all edges of the form x1y; and y1x; for i > 3 are blue;
e the edges xoy; for i > 4 are blue;
e all the other edges are red.
Then G contains a Hamiltonian red path and cannot be partitioned into two monochromatic cycles.

Proof. Since the graph induced by S>3 = {z3,...,2,} U{ys,...,yn} has all edges coloured red, there
is a path P starting in x3 and ending in y3 and passing through all vertices of S>3. The red path
T1y2x3Pysxoy; is a red Hamiltonian path of G.

Now we show that G cannot be partitioned into 2 monochromatic cycles. First, the vertex y; cannot
belong to a cycle with more than two vertices: such a cycle would be blue because only one red edge is
incident to y1, and it would then contain one x; with ¢ > 2 but such an x; only has one incident blue
edge, towards y;, hence it could not continue further. Now, if we make a cycle with y; only, given the
fact that the graph is bipartite, we cannot make a single cycle with all the 2n — 1 remaining vertices.
Let us now assume we have a partition into two monochromatic cycles. One cycle must contain y; and
exactly one of the x;’s. The other cycle must contain ys, therefore it cannot be blue since only one blue
edge is incident to that vertex. So it needs to be a red cycle, and then cannot contain z; (only one
incident red edge), hence the first cycle is z1y;. Then this second cycle, which is red, must contain both
x9 and ys but x9 has only one incident red edge in G \ {x1, 31} so this is a contradiction. O

Next we present the structure of the proof of Theorem 4. In all that follows, we consider a balanced
complete bipartite graph G whose edges are coloured red and blue and contains a red Hamiltonian
path. We also consider that this colouring is not split, and we want to show that there is partition of G
into at most 3 monochromatic cycles.

Our idea is to search for more structure in the above graph G. Let’s say that each partition class of
G has n vertices. We will label its vertices in a particular way. Then, in order to prove Lemma 6, we
use induction with on a parameter k, 1 < k < n, with a well chosen hypothesis. We will try to show
the existence of a specific subgraph which we will define later as a blue even plait: the first k/2 vertices
with even indices from both classes (of the bipartition) inducing a complete blue bipartite graph, and
the same with the first k/2 vertices with odd indices. This exists for k = 1, and we will show that if G
cannot be partitioned into three monochromatic cycles and the induction hypothesis holds with &, then



it also holds with k£ + 1. Iterating this will give us our result, because a blue even plait shall be trivially
partitioned into 2 blue cycles. The proof will mostly consists in looking at specific edges and proving
that they are blue (though we also need to argue that a few edges are red), with the goal to increase the
order of the blue even plait.

We split this section into two subsections. Subsection 2.1 contains some preliminary results that we
will use many times and help us to organise the other subsection in a concise way. Subsection 2.2, is
devoted to the main proof of Lemma |6, which is longer. The preliminary results include a lemma with a
short inductive proof which suffices to deduce a weakening of Lemma, 6 with 4 cycles, which in turn (by
the above arguments) implies a weakening of Theorem 4 with 5 cycles.

2.1 Preliminary structural results

Throughout the rest of this paper we deal with balanced complete bipartite graphs whose edges are
coloured red and blue that have a monochromatic Hamiltonian path. Therefore, in order to avoid
exhaustive repetitions, it will be convenient to establish the following convention for the order of the
vertices in such a path.

Definition 4. A balanced complete bipartite graph with 2n vertices whose edges are coloured red and
blue is a red zigzag graph when its partition classes are X = {x1,...,x,} and Y = {y1,...,yn} and
the Hamiltonian path

P = ($1,y27$3791a cee ,x4,y3,x2,y1)
is red. (See Figure2.1.)
For every k < n, we also define the sets:

S<p={z;: i <k}U{y; i <k},
Scr ={x; i <k}U{y; :i <k},
Ssp={z; 1>k} U{y; 11>k},
Ssp={z;:i>k}U{y; 11>k}

We denote by x; Py; the red Hamiltonian subpath of P starting from vertex x; and ending at y;, both
end-vertices being included.

Figure 2.1: Labelling of the red Hamiltonian path P = (x1,y2, 23, Y1, -, T4, Y3, T2, Y1)
of a red zigzag graph with 2n vertices. And the set S<s.

In addition to these and to other definitions that will appear later, we shall also establish some simple
facts that will help us in the proofs of the main results of this section. Such facts will be just stated as
remarks, since they are straightforward or can be easily checked.

Remark 8. Let G be a red zigzag graph with 2n vertices. Then, for i < n:

(a) if the edge x;y; is red, then the subgraph G[S>;] has a red Hamiltonian cycle, namely (z;Py;). (See

(b) if the edge x;yiyo (resp. iyoy;) is red, then the subgraph G[S>;] can be vertex-partitioned into
two red cycles, namely into the red cycle (z;,yiro2Pxiy2,vir1) (resp. (Tit1,Yir2PTita,yi)) and the
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Figure 2.2: The subgraph G[S>;] according to cases (a) and (b) of Remark 8

In the above language, proving Lemma |6 is the same as proving that every red zigzag graph can be
vertex-partitioned into at most 3 monochromatic cycles. Therefore, we see that the lemma below is a
weaker version of Lemma 6, which allows one extra monochromatic cycle to be used. As compensa-
tion, this version gives us some additional information about the monochromatic cycles of the obtained
partition.

Lemma 9. If G is a red zigzag graph with 2n vertices, then G can be vertex-partitioned into at most t
monochromatic cycles satisfying one of the following conditions.

(i) t=2.
(i) t = 3 and the edge x1y1 is used in some blue cycle of the partition.
(i1i) t =4 and the edges x1y1 and xays are used in different blue cycles of the partition.

Proof. The proof is by induction on n. For n < 2, the graph G satisfies condition (i) trivially. For
n > 3, we may assume that G does not satisfy condition (i), since otherwise we would be done. Hence,
by Remark |8, we know that the edges z1y1, z1ys and z3y; are blue. Now, we apply the inductive
hypothesis to the subgraph G[Ss1]. If G[Ss1] satisfies conditions (i) or (ii), then we may simply take
the edge xz1y1 as a blue cycle and so we see that G satisfies conditions (ii) or (iii), respectively. On the
other hand, if G[Ss1] satisfies condition (iii), then we may use the edges z1y1, x1y3 and 23y, to extend
the blue cycle of the partition of G[S~1] that uses the edge x3y5 and so we see that G satisfies condition
(iii) as well. In any case, the result follows. O

In view of the proof of Theorem /4, observe that the lemma above has a certain relevance by itself,
since it implies that 5 monochromatic cycles are sufficient to vertex-partition any balanced complete
bipartite graph whose edges are coloured red and blue, which already improves results from [9] (where
it is proved that large balanced bipartite graphs can be partitioned into 12 cycles), with a significantly
shorter proof.

However, Lemma |9 is just the first step towards Theorem 4. The next step is to introduce some
tools to prove Lemma (6. We will also prove a weaker version of Lemma 6, which will make the proof of
Lemma. 6’ clearer.

Definition 5. Let G be a red zigzag graph with 2n vertices. For 2 < k < n, the set S<j, is a blue special
set when the following two conditions hold:

(i) the subgraph G[S<y_2] is either empty of has a blue Hamiltonian cycle,
(i) the subgraph G[S<k—1] has blue Hamiltonian cycle, and
(i1i) the subgraph G[S<y| has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges xr_1yx—1 and TpYy.
Furthermore, we need the following remark.

Remark 10. Let G be a complete bipartite graph and C; = (uq,...,us) and Co = (v1,...,v;) be two
disjoint blue cycles in G, where u1,v1 € X. Then ujvy and vius are edges of G. If those edges are both
blue, then there is a blue cycle in G that passes through all edges in Cy and Cy except uius and vivy and
covers all vertices in Cy and Co, namely (uy,...,us,v1,...,0¢). (See Figure 25’)
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Figure 2.3: The blue cycle (uq,...,us,v1,...,v¢) represented in two ways. The one on

the left shows the vertices in their appropriate class of the bi-partition.

The following lemma shows us that the existence of a blue special set in a red zigzag graph is a
sufficient extra condition to make Lemma 6! valid.

Lemma 11. Let G be a red zigzag graph with 2n vertices. If G has a blue special set, then G can be
vertex-partitioned into at most 3 monochromatic cycles.

Proof. Let S<j be a blue special set in G for some 2 < k < n. By Definition 5! (ili), G[S<] has a blue
Hamiltonian cycle. Hence, we may assume that n > k-2, since otherwise we would be done. By Remark
8(b) and Definition 5 (iil), we may also assume that the edges Tx—1Yk+1, Tht1Yk—1, TxYkt2 and T oy
are blue, since otherwise we would be done.

Now, we apply Lemma 9 to the subgraph G[Ssk]. If G[Ss| satisfies condition (i), then we may
simply take a blue Hamiltonian cycle in G[S<x] to obtain a good partition of G. By Remark Li(j‘, if
G[Ssk] satisfies condition (ii), then we use the edges x_1yx+1 and zx11yk—1 to combine the blue é};cle
that uses the edge xp41yk+1 from the 3-cycle partition of G[Ssj;] with the blue Hamiltonian cycle of
G[S<k] (since it uses the edge zx_1yx—1), thereby obtaining a good partition of G. Observe that the
previously built blue cycle also passes through the edge zxyx. Hence, if G[Ss ] satisfies condition (iii),
then first we do the same operation as in the previous case (using edges zx_1Yg+1 and Tgy1yk—1) and
after that we use the edges zpyr12 and xxioyr to build a blue cycle in G that covers all vertices in
G[S<k] and all vertices of two different blue cycles of the partition of G[Ss] (remember that the edges
Trt1Yk+1 and Tpioygro were in different cycles of the partition). Thereby obtaining a desired partition
of G. In every case, the result follows. O

To prove the next lemma, it will be necessary to make a more involved analysis of the edges compared
to what we did in the proofs of Lemmas 9 and 11. Therefore, as a way to facilitate our work and the
reader’s understanding, we shall make some considerations first.

Definition 6. An edge z;y; in a red zigzag graph is even when i and j have the same parity, i.e., when
i+ 7 1S even.

Usually, if an even edge with “low” values for its indices is red, we can then partition the edges into
3 monochromatic cycles. Otherwise if that edge is blue we can look at other edges. The fact that such
an edge is blue helps us little by little to establish a nice blue structure.

Definition 7. Let G be a red zigzag graph with 2n vertices. For 1 < k < n, the subgraph G[S<g] is a
blue even plait when all its even edges are blue. We denote by G the subgraph of G formed by vertices
of odd indices in S<y,, and GE the one formed by vertices of even indices.

Remark 12. Let G be a red zigzag graph with 2n vertices. If G[S<y] is a blue even plait, for 1 <k <n,
then Gg and GkE are complete balanced bipartite graphs whose edges are all blue. In particular, each of
them is Hamiltonian, so G[S<y| can be partitioned into at most two monochromatic blue cycles.

Notation 8. A Hamiltonian path in GkE starting in x; and ending in y; is denoted x; £k y; (note that
such a path needs to start and finish on different classes of the bi-partition).

A path in GE starting in x; and ending in x; that passes through all vertices of GE except for a
given y; is denoted x; Fr\ve x; (note that such a path needs to start and finish on the same class of the
bi-partition).

We use the same notations (v; O y; and x; O\ x;) for G



Such Hamiltonian or quasi-Hamiltonian paths with specific extremities will be extensively used in
the proof of Proposition 3. Indeed, we will regularly be able to show that a few edges between GY and
G¥E are blue too. Then by choosing carefully the end-vertices of two (quasi-)Hamiltonian paths we will
be able to combine the two paths into a cycle passing through all the vertices in G’O UGE except at most
two of them, helping us to get a decomposition of the red zigzag graph into at most 3 monochromatic
cycles.

2.2 Main proof

After these considerations, we may advance to our next result. As we shall see hereafter, Lemma |6
follows almost directly from the lemma below.

Lemma 13. Let G be a red zigzag graph with 2n wvertices which cannot be vertex-partitioned into at
most 3 monochromatic cycles. If the subgraph G[S<] is a blue even plait for some 1 <k <n — 2, then
G[S<k+1] is a blue even plait as well (see Definition 7).

Proof. First since G cannot be vertex-partitioned into 3 monochromatic cycles, we can easily see that
n > 5. It is also easy to check that G[S<4] is a blue even plait: if the edge z1y1 (resp. x2y2) were
red, then G (resp. G\ {z1,1}) would be Hamiltonian; if the edge x2y2, z1ys or z3y: were red we could
decompose G into a red cycle and one edge; zsys being red would imply a decomposition into a cycle
and two paths. Now if x4y, or x4y were red we could decompose G into a red cycle and two edges; if
x4y4 were red then we would decompose into the big red cycle using z4y4, the blue cycle we just showed
the existence (z1y123y3) and the edge zay2. We have just proved that the even edges within G[S<4] are
blue, hence G[S<4] is a blue even plait as we announced. Therefore we can assume that k > 4, so that
each of Gg and G¥ have at least 4 vertices.

Also, Remarks S(a) and Li?‘, imply that the edge xpy1yr11 is blue.

Now, suppose by way of contradiction that G[S<k+1] is not a blue even plait. Hence, there is some
natural j less than k41 such that j and &£+ 1 have the same parity and at least one of the edges xj11y;
or x;Yk+1 is red. We shall show that this implies that G has a blue special set, which is a contradiction
by Lemma 11.

We divide the remainder of the proof into two cases depending on the parity of k. These cases are
treated quite similarly, but at some points they are not absolutely analogous. Therefore, we will give the
full details for both cases whenever necessary but we will just guide how to make the analogy whenever
possible.

Case A: k is even and k > 4, therefore j is odd with 1 < j <k <n — 2.

Note that some claims below will require k < n — 4, but we will see that these claims are only needed if
k < n — 4: otherwise the proof would end before.

Claim 1A.
(i) If there exists 1 <1 <k odd such that xi11y; is red, then x1yr and xi_1y2 are not both blue.
(i) If there exists 1 <1 <k odd such that x;yy+1 is red, then xpy; and xayx—1 are not both blue.

Proof. We will prove only (1) since (11 is analogous. So xk11y; is red. Suppose by way of contradiction
that the edges z1y; and xp_1y2 are blue (see Figure 2 4) In this case, we shall prove that S<ji2 is a
blue special set of G.

First, let us prove that the edge zy; is blue. Indeed, otherwise we could decompose G into the red
cycle (zk, Yu+1Prry1, yi) that covers Ss>py1 U {xg, v} and a blue cycle that covers S<i \ {z, y1}. More
precisely:

yo Py = @y OE\ 3y = .

Now, we can know construct a blue Hamiltonian cycle for G[S<i]: say yx Z5 zp — v @ 21 - ys.
This is our first step towards proving that S<j2 is a blue special set of G.

The edge x41yk—1 is blue, otherwise G could be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (zx, Yr4+1 PTr+1, Yk—1)
(recall that zxyx—1 is also an edge of P) and (similarly to above) a blue cycle that covers all vertices in
S« except x, and yi_1. The edge x;41yk+1 is blue too, since otherwise G' could similarly be vertex-
partitioned into the red cycle (@41, Yr+1Pxr+1, Y1) and a blue cycle that covers all vertices in S<j, except
x141 and y;. Therefore, we see that the subgraph G[S<j+1] has a blue Hamiltonian cycle:

C = (kg1 = Yet1 = i1 5 yo = xpo1 U Y1 = Tig1).
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Figure 2.4: The case where the edges 1y, and x,_1y2 are blue.

By Remark 8(a), it follows that the edge joyk42 is blue.

Next, the edge xx12yk is blue, otherwise G could be vertex-partitioned into the edge-cycle (zi41, Yx+1),
the red cycle (@g+1, Ys+2Pxry2, yx), and a blue cycle that covers S<j \ {zi+1, yx}. Note that such blue
cycle does not use yj so it does not benefit from the blue edge x1y; but rather zry;. Use edges of GkE
to go from ys to xy passing through all its vertices except x;41 and yi, add edge xpy; go through all
vertices in Gg finishing in xj_1 and add the edge xx_1y2. The edge xkyxr42 is blue too, since otherwise
G could be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (x, yx+2PTr12, Yrr1), the edge-cycle (zx11,yx—1) and
a blue cycle that covers all vertices of S<j \ {zk, yx—1} (using the edges z1yx and xx_1y2).

Hence, we see that the subgraph G[S<y2| has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges zx11yx+1
and ZgioYkt2, which can be built by the following manner: take the blue Hamiltonian cycle C of
G[S<k+1] that we have just built. We can require it to contain the edge xry,. Then consider the cycle
C' = (C — zkyk) + TkYk+2Tk+2Yk. Therefore S<jio is a blue special set of G as needed. O

Claim 2A. The edges xj1y1 and x1Yk4+1 are blue.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge zx11y1 is red (see Figure 2.5). In this case, G
can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (zgx+1Py1) and the red path (x1,y2Pzr_1,yr). By Claim
1A(1>, with [ = 1, we know that the edges x1y; and xx_1y2 are not both blue. Hence, G can be
vertex-partitioned into at most 3 monochromatic cycles, a contradiction. Thus, the edge 41 is blue.
Analogously, the edge x1y,1 is blue too, by Claim lAQl) Thus, the result follows.

Figure 2.5: The case where the edge 1y is red.

Claim 3A. The edge xg42yrt2 is blue.

Proof. By Claim 2A? we see that the subgraph G[S<iy1] can be vertex-partitioned into a blue Hamilto-
nian cycle of GF and a blue cycle that covers xj1, yr+1 and all vertices in Gg, which can be built by
the following manner: take a blue Hamiltonian cycle of Gko that uses the edge x1y1; and use the path
(T1,Yk+1,Tr+1, Y1) to extend it. Hence, by Remark 8(a), the result follows. O

Remember that there is some odd j such that x;1y; or ;y,41 is red. In what remains, without loss
of generality, we assume that the edge z,;,y; is red.



Note: with that we loose the symmetry between the sets X and Y. We have not made this assumption
earlier, because we need Claim . QfAi to hold regardless of which zy1y; or x;yr11 is red.
By Claim 2A; we know that j # 1, hence all the following claims will be on the assumption that
2 < j. Besides, if k = n — 2 then the edge TpioVYkt+2 = Tnyn belongs to the red path P, hence is not
blue, contradicting Claim ;3A. Thus if K = n — 2 the proof ends here. In the remainder, therefore, we
have that:
2<j<k<n-—3.

This allows us to use indices 7 — 1 and k + 3 (that we have not used it so far).

Claim 4A. The edges x;11y1 and T2y 42 are blue.
In particular, when j = k — 1, this means that xxy; and xa2yx41 are blue.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge z;11y: is red (see Figure 2 6) In this case, G
can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (xx41 Pz 41, yleJ) and the red path (gch yaPrr_1,yr). By
Claim 1AO we know that the edges z1y; and xx_1y2 are not both blue. Hence, we see that G can be
vertex-partitioned into at most 3 monochromatic cycles, a contradiction. Thus, the edge x; 1% is blue.

Figure 2.6: The case where the edge x; 41y is red.

Now, suppose by way of contradiction that the edge x2y;12 is red (see Figure 27} In this case, the
edge 21y, is blue, since otherwise G could be vertex-partitioned into the red cycles (zx11Py;42, vaPy;)
and (21,y2Pxi—1,yx) and the edge-cycle (z;41,51). By Claim 1A(i), it follows that the edge zx_1y2
is red. Observe that the edges z1y1 and x;41yx are even and, therefore, blue. Hence, we see that
G can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycles (xg+1Py;+2,22Py;) and (y2Pxi—1) and the blue cycle
(@1, Yk, Tj41,y1), a contradiction. Thus, the edge x2y;42 is blue.

X1 Y2 Tr—1 Yk Tk+1 Yj+2 $]+1 yj z2 Y1

Figure 2.7: The case where the edge xay,42 is red.

Claim 5A. The edges x;yp+2 and Tp2yr are blue.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge z;yryo is red (see Figure 2 8) In this case,
G can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (x;Pxg+1,y;Pyr+2) and the subgraph G[S<j-1]. But,
observe that the subgraph G[S<;_1] is a blue even plait. Hence, by Remark 125 we see that G can be
vertex-partitioned into 3 monochromatic cycles, a contradiction. Thus, the edge Z;Yrk+2 is blue.

Now, suppose by way of contradiction that the edge xx 2y is red. Take the red cycle (zg41, Yk+2PTrt2, Yk ),
the cover S>yyo U {Zkt1,yx}. We claim that the remaining vertices of G' can be vertex-partitioned into
at most 3 blue cycles. Indeed, if j = k — 1, by Claim 4A: the edges xy, and zoyr41 are blue and by
Claim 2A 'T1Yk+1 1S blue (see Figure 2. 93> Take only the blue cycle o Ex\vk g1 — gy Ok T1 = Y1 — T2

On'the other hand, if j < k—1, then Yjt2 6 GQ (see Figure 2. 9b> Agaln by Claim: 4A and Claim: 2A
we can form the blue cycle x5 E’z,\_)yk Tit1 = Y1 \””1 Yjt2 = To and we also take the edge cycle (21, yk+1)

O

Claim 6A. The subgraph G[S<g+2] has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges Ti+1Yk+1, Tht+2Yk-+2
and T yoyr. Furthermore, the edge xpy3yr+3 is blue.



. Tj—1 e o Yj—1 o
Gj71 : : ij1
o e e Y2
o Tj—2 e Yj—2 o
Gj—l : : Gj—l
X1 e ° Y1

T42 & sie Y42
Tr41 Yk+1
x e
ke ° Yk
E . . E
Gk} x]+1 ~ Gk}
T2 ° Y2
Tk—1 o Yrk—1
O ‘ . O
Gk v Yj+2 Gk
Ha Y1

@j=k-1 (b) j<k—1

Figure 2.9: The case where the edge 2y is red.

Proof. Let us build such a cycle (see Figure: 2 10). We will use the blue edges zj1y1 (Claim: 4A) Th41Y1

and 1yk+1 (Claim. 2A> Trr1Ykt1 (Remark. 8(3)) ZTg+oyr (Claim. 5A) ZTgt2Yk+2 (Claim. 3A) and ;Yr42
(Claim 5A).

First take the cycle C' = xj11 B yp - Tpio = Ypyo — @5 O\ 21 = gy — Zj+1. It is a blue cycle
covering all vertices of S<iU{xp12,Yk+2} and it uses the edge z1y1. So €' = C —z1y1 + T1Yp+1Tk4191 1S
a blue cycle which satisfies the first part of the claim. By Remark LSA(aL it follows that the edge T 43yrts

is blue. O

As before, if k = n — 3 the proof ends here since we have just proved that the edge x,y, is blue,
whereas it belongs to the red path P. This is a contradiction. Hence, in the remaining claims

k<n-—4.

This allows us to use indices up to k + 4.

Claim 7A. The edge x;yr+1 15 blue.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge x;yi+1 is red. In this case, we shall prove that
S<k+2 is a blue special set of G. Now Claim 2A: tells us that the edges @ 41y1 and x1y,41 are blue.

Claim 4A tells us that the edges Zjy1y1 and zayjyo are blue too. Also, since here we assume that the

edge x;yr4+1 is red we can use the ‘alternate’ version of Claim 4A: consisting in exchanging X and Y,

therefore the edges 1311 and 12y are also blue. Figure 2.11 shows all those edges.

On the one hand, ifj = k — 1 then this means that the edges xoyr+1 and zpy1y2 are blue. Then
Ex yo = xpt1 = y1 & 21 = Yky1 — T2 is a blue Hamiltonian cycle of G[S<k11]. On the other hand if

10



T2 \ / Yk+2
Yk+1

Tp+1

Tk Yk
GE Zjt1a Gy
T2 e e Yo
Tk—1 o Yk—1
) @)
Gk L Gk

Y1

Figure 2.10: A blue Hamiltonian cycle of G[S<j12].

j <k—1then z;42,y;42 € GY. Start with C' = 2 5k yo — 249 %% y; 42 = 29. C is a blue Hamiltonian
cycle of G[S<k] and we can require it to use the edge z1y1 (GY is a blue bipartite complete graph,
hence x;2 Ok Yj+2 can be required to use x1y1). Therefore C! = C — z1y1 + T1Yz+12k4+1%1 IS a blue
Hamiltonian cycle of G[S<j41].

In both cases, by Claim 6A; we see that S<i42 is a blue special set of G, a contradiction. Thus, the
result follows. o O

Tr+1 Ye+1 Tr+1 Ye+1

Tk Yk My ° Yk
GE Tjt1 Yi+1 GE
T2 Y2 Z2 Y2
Ti—1 e o Yk—1 Tk—1 o Yk—1
GY Tj+2 Yiv2 GY

Z1 Y1 x1 Y1

(@ j=k-1 (b)j<k—-1

Figure 2.11: The case where the edge x;y;4+1 is red.

Claim 8A. There is a blue cycle in G that covers all vertices in S<p11 except Tp41 and yg.

Proof. By Claim 4A and Claim 2A: the edges 2j11y1, T2y +2 and z1yx41 are blue.
On the one hand if j = k — 1, this means that the edges x3y; and xayg41 are blue (see Figure 212&)
Then x4 E’;\_}/* Tp = y1 95 1 = yry1 — T2 is a blue cycle covering yi.1 and all vertices of S< except yx.
On the other hand (j < k — 1), yj42 € G9. We will also need the edge x;yx+1, which is blue by
Claim 7A Let C = x4 E’L\J»’k Tjp1 = Y1 = T1 = Y1 — T; = Yj4+2 — T2. This cycle covers GkE \ y and
passes through the vertices x1,y1, Tj,Yj42 in Gko. Now, we can replace the edge z1y; of C with a path
that covers all remaining vertices of G¢. O

Claim 9A. The edge Tj1Yi+3 s blue.

11



Yk+1 Yk+1
o Yk o Yk
GE el2
e Yo e Yo
o Yk—1 c Yrk—1
Gy o Yj+2  GY
Y1 . Y1
(a) j=k—-1 (b) j<k-1

Figure 2.12: A blue cycle that covers all vertices in S<yy1 except zx4+1 and y.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge zx11yrts is red (see Figure 2 13). Hence, by

Claim: 8A we see that G can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (zg41, yk+3sz+3, Yk+2), the edge-
cycle (xk+2, yr) and a blue cycle that covers all vertices in S<j11 except zx41 and yx, a contradiction.
Thus, the result follows. O

Tk+3
Tk+2

Th+1

Ty,
Tk—1 ® o Yk—1
Tl e ® Y

Figure 2.13: The case where the edge zx4+1yk+3 is red.

Claim 10A. The edges 1y and xx4+1y2 are not both blue.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edges x1y; and xj41y2 are blue (see Figure 2.14). In

this case, we shall prove that S<j2 is a blue special set of G, a contradiction. The edge z1yk+1 is blue by
Claim 2A and xj 4191 1s blue by Claim! 4A So, :L'J+1 Bk yp — 21 % y1 — ;41 is a blue Hamiltonian cycle
of G[S<k] And xj41 B yo = k11 = Yky1 — 21 25 y1 = 2541 s a a blue Hamiltonian cycle G[S<j41].
Together with Claim (6A; we see that S<i o is a blue special set of G. Thus, the result follows.

O

Claim 11A. The edge Toyr+2 is blue.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge zoyp o is red (see Figure 2.15). In this case, G

can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (zoPygy2), the red path (zq, QPyk,i'];;l) and the vertex
y1. By Claim 10A; we know that the edges z1yi and z41y2 are not both blue. Hence, we see that G

can be vertex-partitioned into 3 monochromatic cycles (one of which is an edge-cycle), a contradiction.

Thus, the result follows.
O

Claim 12A. The edge Tj13Yi+1 S blue.

12



Yk+1

Tk41

T o Yk
GE Zjt1a Gy
T2 e Y2
Th—1 o o Yk—1
e} o
Gk Gk
Z1 Y1

-----------
----------
.......
______
o'
o

Figure 2.15: The case where the edge zoyj 12 is red.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge zyayk1 is red (see Figure 2.16). By Claim 4A;

and Claim 11A 'the edges 11y1 and zayg42 are blue. Let C' = x4 E’;ﬁ,yk Ty = Ypyo = T; L y1 = xjq,
which is a blue cycle that covers (S<k \ yx) U{yk+2}. Then G can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle
(Tk+2, Yk+3PTrt3, Yk+1), the edge-cycle (zg41,yx) and C, a contradiction. Thus, the result follows. O

Tp+3
TE42

Tk4+1

Figure 2.16: The case where the edge zi43yr+1 is red.

Claim 13A. The subgraph G[S<i+3] has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges xpioyr and
Tkt3Yk+s- Consequently, the edge xy14yi44 15 blue.

Proof. By Claim (6A; start with a blue Hamiltonian cycle C,of G[S<j2] that uses the edges Tji1yr41
and Tx42Yk- Claim | 6A also tell us that x4 3yk+3 is blue. Now, extend C by replacing the edge xx+1yx+1
by the path Zki1Yk+3Tr+3yk+1 (using Claims QA‘ and leA) This gives the desired blue Hamiltonian
cycle of G[S<j+3]. By Remark. L8<(a), it follows that the edge @4 4yp44 is blue. O

Claim 14A. The edges Tiy4yr and TiyoYk+4 are blue.

13



Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge wjy4yy is red (see Figure 217a) Hence, by
Claim 8A, we see that G can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (Zg41, Yk+2, Tht3, Yk+a PTrta, k),
the edge-cycle (xg42,yk+3) and a blue cycle that covers all vertices in S<j11 except xx4+1 and yg, a

contradiction. Thus, the edge xx14yx is blue.

Tk—1 o o Yk—1

T1 e ° Y1

(a) When xpyayx is red.

(b) When zj4oyk+a is red.

Figure 2.17: The cases of Claim 14A

C = w1 PO 29 > ypio = 25 O 21 > ypi1 = Thpr = Y1 = 2540 that covers (S<ppn \ yr) U {ykt2}.
Thus G can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (zx42, Yk+a PTrta,Yr+3), the edge-cycle (xg+3, yk)
and C'. Hence, we get a contradiction. Thus, the edge k1 2Yyk44 is blue. O

Claim 15A. The subgraph G[S<i+t4] has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges xiysyr+3 and
Tk+aYk+4-

Proof. Using Claim 13A7 take a blue Hamiltonian cycle of G[S<k+3] that uses the edges xpi2yr and
Trp+3Yk+s and extend it to a blue Hamiltonian cycle of G[S<k+4] that uses the edges Tyiy3yk+s and
Th44Yk+4 Dy replacing the edge xy42yk by the path (242, Yxt4, Thta, yk), which is blue by Claims:13A;
and 14A. O

contradiction for Case A.
Case B: k is odd and k > 4, therefore j is even with 2 < j <k <n — 2.

Most proofs are similar to the ones in Case A. We will give the details on how to derive the A proofs
to B proofs. Of course, we should also replace any reference to a Claim A to its Claim B counterpart.

Claim 1B.

(i) If there exists 1 <1 <k odd such that xi11y; is red, them xayr and xi_1y1 are not both blue.

(i) If there exists 1 <1 <k odd such that Ti41y; is red, them xrys and x1yx—1 are not both blue.
Proof. Interchange the roles of x1 and z2, of y; and ya and of G¢ and GF in the proof of Claim 1A O

Claim 2B. The edges xi+1y2 and xayp+1 are blue.

14



Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge xky1y2 is red (see Figure 2 18) In this case, G
can be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (241 Py2), the red path (y1,zoPx_1, yk) and the vertex x
(a difference here is that in Claim. 2A we did not have this hanging vertex z1). By Claim. IBO we know
that the edges xoyx and xp_ 1y, are ‘not both blue. Hence, we see that G can be vertex-partitioned into 3
monochromatic cycles, a contradiction. Thus, the edge xy1y2 is blue. Analogously, swapping the roles
of X and Y and using Claim lilBi(‘LiiiD, the edge xaygy1 is blue too. Thus, the result follows.

-----------
-------------
""""""
“““
e,
e,

Figure 2.18: The case where the edge z;1y2 is red.

Claim 3B. The edge xi4+2yg+2 s blue.
Proof. Just interchange the roles of 1 and 3, of y; and y» and of Gg and GE. O

As in Case A, from this point, without loss of generality we assume that the edge z;41y; is red.
By Claim 2B; we know that j # 2. And as in Case A, if k = n — 2, then the proof ends here: we proved
that z,y, is red, a contradiction. Hence from now:

2<j<k<n-3

Claim 4B. The edges xj11Yy2 and T1yj42 are blue. In particular, when j =k — 1, this means that Y2
and x1yg4+1 are blue.

Proof. This proof is similar to Claim 4A; with minor changes. First, to prove that the edge z;1y> is
blue, we do as in Claim 2B, interchanging the roles of z; and x5, and of y; and Ya-

Now, suppose by way of contradiction that the edge z1y;2 is red (see Figure: 2 19) Then, G can be
vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (xg4+1Pyjt2,x1Py;), the red path (yi, xgpxk 1,Yk) and the vertex
zj+1. By Claim 1B, we know that the edges zoyxr and z_1y; are not both blue. Hence, G can be
vertex-partitioned into 3 monochromatic cycles, a contradiction. Thus, the edge Z1Yj+2 is blue.

--------
..................
...........

.................. -

“““
@ unmun ¢+ -+ ¢ wmmmEm @ unnnnnnn S TTTIIIIL A@uusnsummEEn: ¢+ ¢ ¢ EEEEEEEEEE S TTTTILL P TTIIILL i@uumEEE ¢+ ¢+ mmmmEm @usnnnnnnn o
T Yi  Ti+1 Yj+2 Tp+1 Yk Tg—1 z2 Y1

Figure 2.19: The case where the edge x4 is red.

Claim 5B. The edges xjyr+2 and Ti2yr are blue.

Proof. To show that x;y,42 is blue, use the proof of Claim 5A as is (see Figure: 2 8) Then to show that
Ti42yk is blue, do as in Claim 5A; interchanging the roles of x1 and x9, of 1p and 42, of Ok and Ej, and
of GY and GE O

Claim 6B. The subgraph G[S<k+2] has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges T41Yk+1, Th+2Yk-+2
and Tk4oyk. Furthermore, the edge xy13yi+3 is blue.

Proof. Interchange the roles of x1 and z2, of y; and y and of G¢ and GE in the proof of Claim 6A O

As in Case A, if kK = n — 3 then the proof ends here: we proved that x,y, is red, a contradiction.

Hence, in the remaining claims we have
kE<n-—4.

Claim 7B. The edge z;yi+1 1s blue.

Proof. Interchange the roles of x1 and x5, of y; and ys and of Gg and GE in the proof of Claim 7A O

15



Claim 8B. There is a blue cycle in G that covers all vertices in S<p41 except xipy1 and yy.

Proof. Interchange the roles of x1 and x5, of y; and ys and of Gg and G¥ in the proof of Claim 8A O
Claim 9B. The edge T+1Yx+3 s blue.

Proof. The proof of Claim 9A!can be used as is. O

Claim 10B. The edges x2yy, and xi+1y1 are not both blue.

fffff

Claim 11B. The edge x1yjt2 is blue.

Proof. Suppose by way of contradiction that the edge x1yk2 is red (see Figure: 2 20) In this case, G can
be vertex-partitioned into the red cycle (21 Pyxt2) and the red path (zj1, ykng, y1). By Claim; 1OB we
know that the edges xoyx and xk1y1 are not both blue. Hence, we see that G can be vertex-partitioned
into at most 3 monochromatic cycles, a contradiction.

o o,
@ aumsssEsEEEsEEEEEEEEEEEEEEl ¢ ¢ ¢ EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE P2 PR @mmmmas ¢ -+ mmmmmm [P T — °

X1 Yk+2 Tr+1 Yk T2 Y1

Figure 2.20: The case where the edge x1yg2 is red.

Claim 12B. The edge xi13Yyi4+1 is blue.

fffff

Claim 13B. The subgraph G[S<k+3s] has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges xpioyy and
Tkt3Yk+s- Consequently, the edge Ty 14Yi44 1S blue.

Proof. The proof of Claim 13A;can almost be used as is: just replace Claim 6A; by 6B O

Claim 14B. The edges Ti4ayr and TrioYk+a are blue.

fffff

Claim 15B. The subgraph G[S<pt4] has a blue Hamiltonian cycle that uses the edges Tyysyrp+3 and
LTk+aYk+4-

Proof. We can use the proof of Claim 1:175;&:} almost as is: just use Claim 13B instead of Claim 13Ar 0O

contradlctlon for Case B
This ends the proof of Lemma 13. O

Now, we may finally prove Lemma 6.

Proof of Lemma 6. Let us take G as in the statement: a balanced complete bipartite graph whose edges
are coloured red or blue, and which has a monochromatic Hamiltonian path. Without loss of generality,
we can assume this path is red and that its vertices are labelled so that it is a red zigzag graph. Assume
for contradiction that G' cannot be partitioned into three monochromatic cycles. Let the number of
vertices of G be 2n.

By Remark 8(a) we may assume that the edges x1y; and z2ys are blue, since otherwise we would be
done. Thus, the subgraph G[S<3] is a blue even plait and so we may apply Lemma 13 iteratively until
k = n — 2 inclusive. Therefore S<,_; is a blue plait, hence it can be decomposed into two blue cycles
Cg and Co by Remark 12. Finally, G can be decomposed into the red edge-cycle x,y, and the two blue
cycles Cg and Cp, which is a contradiction and concludes the proof. O
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3 Conclusions and perspectives

In this paper, we proved a new bound on the number of monochromatic cycles needed to partition the
vertices of any edge-bicoloured complete balanced bipartite graph. We made quite an improvement as
the previous known bound was 12 and we reduced it to 4. Also we can point out that our work concerns
all graphs, while many paper tackling similar problems focus on large graphs. For this reason our proofs
do not resort to strong results, and is self contained apart from Stein’s result (Corollary 5) for which we
also had an alternate but very similar proof, hence not worthy of being shown here.

We wrote the proof of our main result in a very detailed way, with the goal to make it easy to be
verified. So it ended up being somewhat long. Of course, one can make it shorter (but harder to check)
by omitting some trivial details and remarks or not explicitly listing all cycles (the reader is free for not
reading this details and search for the cycles in the pictures). We could also have omitted the “B claims”
(when k is odd), asking the reader to believe that the proofs are similar to the ones of the case when k
is even. However, we did not find a way to make the analysis intrinsically shorter. A good reason for
this is that many of those cases have to be checked even to deal with small values of k (say k < 10).

We also showed that if the colouring is split, then we can partition the vertices into at most three
monochromatic cycles and described exactly when 2 cycles are enough (and when are not). And we
gave examples of a 2-colouring of a complete balanced bipartite graj that is not split and also cannot
be partitioned into 2 cycles. Therefore, it remains to decide if the 2-colour cycle partition number of
balanced bipartite graphs is 3 or 4.
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