
Odd spanning trees of a graph ∗

Jingyu Zheng, Baoyindureng Wu †

College of Mathematics and System Sciences, Xinjiang University

Urumqi, Xinjiang 830046, P.R.China

Abstract A graph G = (V,E) is said to be odd (or even, resp.) if dG(v) is odd
(or even, resp.) for any v ∈ V . Trivially, the order of an odd graph must be
even. In this paper, we show that every 4-edge connected graph of even order
has a connected odd factor. A spanning tree T of G is called a homeomorphically
irreducible spanning tree (HIST by simply) if T contains no vertex of degree two.
Trivially, an odd spanning tree must be a HIST. In 1990, Albertson, Berman,
Hutchinson, and Thomassen showed that every connected graph of order n with
δ(G) ≥ min{n

2 , 4
√
2n} contains a HIST.

We show that every complete bipartite graph with both parts being even has
no odd spanning tree, thereby for any even integer n divisible by 4, there exists
a graph of order n with the minimum degree n

2 having no odd spanning tree.
Furthermore, we show that every graph of order n with δ(G) ≥ n

2 + 1 has an odd
spanning tree. We also characterize all split graphs having an odd spanning tree.
As an application, for any graph G with diameter at least 4, G has a spanning
odd double star. Finally, we also give a necessary and sufficient condition for a
triangle-free graph G whose complement contains an odd spanning tree. A number
of related open problems are proposed.
Keywords: Complements; Odd graphs; Spanning trees; Split graphs; Triangle-
free graphs
Mathematics Subject Classification: 05C05; 05C07

1 Introduction

All graphs considered here are simple and finite. For graph-theoretic notation
not explained in this paper, we refer to [4]. Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a graph.
The order and size of G are often denoted by v(G) and e(G). The set of neighbours
of a vertex v in a graph G is denoted by NG(v). The degree of a vertex v, denoted
by dG(v), is the number of edges incident with v in G. Since G is simple, dG(v) =
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|NG(v)|. The maximum and minimum degrees of G are denoted by ∆(G) and
δ(G), respectively. We say G is even (or odd, resp.) if all vertices have degree
even (or odd, resp.). A spanning subgraph of G is often called a factor of G. In
particular, a spanning tree where the vertices are odd degrees is called an odd
spanning tree. For a set S ⊆ V (G), G − S denotes the graph obtained from G
by removing vertices of S and all edges that are incident to a vertex of S. The
subgraph G− (V (G)\S) is said to be the induced subgraph of G induced by S, and
is denoted by G[S]. For A,B ⊆ V (G), EG[A,B] denotes the set of edges with one
end in A and the other end in B, and eG(A,B) = |EG[A,B]|. The distance of two
vertices u and v, denoted by dG(u, v), is the length of shortest path joining u and
v in G. The diameter of G, denoted by diam(G), is max{dG(u, v) : u, v ∈ V (G)}.

For a graph G, its complement G is the graph with V (G), in which two vertices
are adjacent if and only if they are not adjacent in G. A bipartite graph with
bipartition (X,Y ) is denoted by G[X,Y ]. In particular, Km,n denotes the complete
bipartite graph with m and n vertices in its two parts. A triangle-free graph is
one which contains no triangles.

Gallai (see [18], Section 5, Problem 17) proved that the vertices of any graph
can be partitioned into two sets, each of which induces a subgraph with all degrees
even; the vertices also can be partitioned into two sets so that one set induces a
subgraph with all degrees even and the other induces a subgraph with all degrees
odd. We refer to [2,3,5,6,10,12,14,20–22,26,27] for the large odd induced subgraph
of a graph. Scott [23] showed that the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 ( [23]). Every connected graph of even order has a vertex partition
into sets inducing subgraphs with all degrees odd.

The above theorem indicates that every connected graph of order even has an
odd factor. It is natural to ask that when a graph has a connected odd factor or
particularly, has an odd spanning tree. These are exactly our main subjects here.
We show that every 4-edge connected graph has a connected odd factor.

Recall that a spanning tree T of G is called a homeomorphically irreducible
spanning tree (HIST by simply) if T contains no vertex of degree two. Trivially,
an odd spanning tree must be a HIST. The existence of a HIST in a graph is
extensively studied in literature [1, 7–9, 11, 13, 16, 17, 24, 28]. In particular, it was
shown that every connected graph G of order n has a HIST if one of the following
conditions is satisfied:

(1) δ(G) ≥ 4
√
2n, or δ(G) ≥ n

2 and n ≥ 4, by Albertson, Berman, Hutchinson,
Thomassen [1];

(2) n ≥ 8 and d(u)+ d(v) ≥ n− 1 for any two nonadjacent vertices u, v, by Ito
and Tsuchiya [17];

(3) graphs with diameter two except a well-defined families of graphs, by Shan
and Tsuchiya [24];

(4) connected and locally connected graphs of order n ≥ 3, by Chen, Ren and
Shan [7].

2



Motivated by the above results, we show that every graph of even order n with
δ(G) ≥ n

2 +1 has an odd spanning tree. This is best possible, in sense that there is
a graph of order n divisible by 4 with δ(G) = n

2 has no odd spanning tree. We also
characterize all split graphs having an odd spanning tree. As an application, for
any graph G with diameter at least 4, G has a spanning odd double star. Finally,
we also give a necessary and sufficient condition for a triangle-free graph G whose
complement contains odd spanning tree. In addition, some interesting by-products
are also detected: a connected graph G is bipartite if and only if any two spanning
trees of G have the same bipartition; the complement of a triangle-free graph G is
connected if and only if G is not a complete bipartite graph.

2 Connected odd factors and odd spanning trees

First recall a well-known theorem for a graph having k edge-disjoint spanning
trees, due to Nash-Williams and Tutte.

Theorem 2.1 ( [19,25]). A graph G has k edge-disjoint spanning trees if and only
if

|EG(P )| ≥ k(|P | − 1)

for every partition P of V (G), where EG(P ) denotes the set of edges of G joining
different parts of P .

For two subgraphs F and H of a graph G, F △H is the spanning subgraph of
G with edge set E(F )△ E(H).

Theorem 2.2. Every 4-edge-connected graph G of even order has a connected odd
factor.

Proof. Let G be 4-edge-connected graph of even order. By Theorem 2.1, G has
two edge-disjoint spanning trees T1 and T2. If T1 or T2 is odd, we are done. So, let
{x1, x2, . . . , xk, y1, y2, . . . , yk} be the set of all vertices of even degree in T1, where
k is a positive integer. One can find a unique path Pi in T2 joining xi and yi for
each i. Clearly, T ′

1 = T1 △ P1 △ P2 △ . . .△ Pk is a connected odd factor of G, as
we desired.

Recall that a graph is bipartite if and only if it contains no odd cycle. Next, we
give another interesting criterion for a graph being bipartite, which will be used
in the proof of the next proposition.

Lemma 2.3. A connected graph G is bipartite if and only if any two spanning
trees of G have the same bipartition.

Proof. First assume that G = G[X,Y ] is a connected bipartite graph. The ne-
cessity follows from the fact that all connected spanning subgraph of G have the
same bipartition as G does.
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To prove the sufficiency, let T1 and T2 be two spanning trees of G have different
bipartitions. It follows that there exist two vertices u and v which lie in the same
part of T1 and lie in the distinct parts of T2 (if necessary, we may change the role
of T1 and T2). Let Pi be the unique path joining u and v in Ti for each i ∈ {1, 2}.
Clearly, P1 ∪ P2 is a closed walk with length being odd. So, P1 ∪ P2 contains an
odd cycle and thus G has an odd cycle, contradicting the assumption that G is
bipartite.

Proposition 2.4. Let G = G[X,Y ] be a bipartite graph. If both |X| and |Y | are
even, then G has no odd spanning tree. In particular, K2s,2t has no odd spanning
tree for any two integers s, t ≥ 1.

Proof. Suppose that G has an odd spanning tree T . By Lemma 2.3, T and G
have the same bipartition (X,Y ). In one hand,

∑
x∈X dT (x) = |X|+ |Y | − 1 ≡ 1 (

mod 2). On the other hand, since dT (x) is odd for each x ∈ X and |X| is even,
we have

∑
x∈X dT (x) ≡ 0 (mod 2). This is a contradiction.

Proposition 2.5. Let two graphs G1 and G2 be vertex-disjoint. Let G be the graph
obtained by joining a vertex of G1 to a vertex of G2. If both G1 and G2 have order
even, then G has no odd spanning tree. In particular, the result holds for G1 = Ks

and G2 = Kt, where both s and t are even.

Proof. Let T be an odd spanning tree of G. Clearly, T contains the edge e joining
G1 and G2. Without loss of generality, the order s of G1 is even. Let T1 be the
component of T − e contained in G1. However, s − 1 is odd, but T1 has s − 1
vertices of degree odd, a contradiction.

By Proposition 2.4, Kn
2
,n
2
has no odd spanning tree if n is divisible by 4. This

indicates that δ(G) ≥ n
2 + 1 in the following theorem is best possible for any n

divisible by 4. In addition, by Proposition 2.5, for any positive even number n,
there exists a connected graph Gn of order n with δ(Gn) ≥ n

2 − 1 having no odd
spanning tree.

For a vertex subset X of a graph G and y ∈ V (G), let NX(y) = NG(y) ∩X.

Theorem 2.6. Let n be a positive even number. If G is a connected graph of order
n with δ(G) ≥ n

2 + 1, then G has an odd spanning tree.

Proof. We divide into two cases by the parity of the degrees of the vertices.

Case 1. G is not even.

Take a vertex v with dG(v) being odd. Let T be an odd subtree of G with
dT (v) = dG(v) such that |V (T )| is as large as possible. Since dT (v) = dG(v),

|V (T )| ≥ dG(v) + 1 ≥ δ(G) + 1 ≥ n

2
+ 2. (1)
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We claim that T must be a spanning tree of G. Suppose it is not, and let
G2 = G− V (T ). By the maximality of T ,

|NG(x) \ V (T )| ≤ 1 for any x ∈ V (T ). (2)

In addition, since |V (T )| ≥ n
2+2, we have |V (G2)| ≤ n

2−2, and thus ∆(G2) ≤ n
2−3.

Hence, for any y ∈ V (G2),

dT (y) = dG(y)− dG2(y) ≥ δ(G)−∆(G2) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

2
− 3) = 4. (3)

Combining (2) and (3), one has

4|V (G2)| ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (4)

Associating (4) with |V (G2)| + |V (T )| = n, it gives |V (G2)| ≤ n
5 . By taking this

into the following, we obtain for any y ∈ V (G2),

dT (y) = dG(y)− dG2(y) ≥ δ(G)−∆(G2) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

5
− 1) =

3n

10
+ 2. (5)

Combining (2) and (5), we have

(
3n

10
+ 2)|V (G2)| ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (6)

Integrating (6) with |V (G2)| + |V (T )| = n, |V (G2)| ≤ 10n
3n+30 < 10

3 . Since both
|V (T )| and n are even, |V (G2)| is even. It follows that |V (G2)| = 2. Let V (G2) =
{x, y}. Since δ(G) ≥ n

2+1, |NG(x)∩NG(y)| ≥ 2. Take a vertex z ∈ NG(x)∩NG(y).
Clearly, T + {zx, zy} is a larger odd subtree of G than T , a contradiction. This
proves that T is an odd spanning tree of G.

Case 2. G is even.

Subcase 2.1. ∆(G) > δ(G)

Take a vertex v with dG(v) = ∆(G) and v′ ∈ NG(v) and let H = G − vv′.
Let T be an odd tree of H with dT (v) = dG(v)− 1 such that |V (T )| is as large as
possible. Since dT (v) = dG(v)− 1,

|V (T )| ≥ dG(v) ≥
n

2
+ 2. (7)

We claim that T is a spanning tree. Suppose T is not, and let G2 = H−V (T ).
By the maximality of T ,

|NH(x) \ V (T )| ≤ 1 for any x ∈ V (T ). (8)

In addition, since |V (T )| ≥ n
2 +2, we have |V (G2)| ≤ n

2 −2, and thus ∆(G2) ≤
n
2 − 3. Hence, for any y ∈ V (G2) \ {v′},

dT (y) = dH(y)− dG2(y) ≥ δ(G)−∆(G2) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

2
− 3) = 4. (9)
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Subcase 2.1.1. v′ ∈ V (G2)

Observe that

dT (v
′) = dH(v′)− dG2(v

′) ≥ δ(H)−∆(G2) ≥
n

2
− (

n

2
− 3) = 3. (10)

Combining (8), (9), and (10), one has

4|V (G2)| − 1 ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (11)

Uniting (11) with |V (G2)| + |V (T )| = n, it gives |V (G2)| ≤ n+1
5 . By taking this

into the following, we obtain for any y ∈ V (G2) \ {v′},

dT (y) = dH(y)−dG2(y) ≥ δ(G)−∆(G2) ≥ (
n

2
+1)−(

n+ 1

5
−1) =

3n− 2

10
+2. (12)

dT (v
′) ≥ 3n− 2

10
+ 1 (13)

Combining (8), (12), and (13), we have

(
3n− 2

10
+ 2)|V (G2)| − 1 ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (14)

Joining (14) with |V (G2)|+|V (T )| = n, |V (G2)| ≤ 10(n+1)
3n+28 < 10

3 . Since both |V (T )|
and n are even, |V (G2)| is even. It follows that |V (G2)| = 2. Let V (G2) = {x, v′}.
Since δ(G) ≥ n

2 + 1, |NG(x) ∩ NG(v
′)| ≥ 2. Take a vertex z ∈ NG(x) ∩ NG(v

′)
distinct from v. Clearly, T + {zx, zv′} is a larger odd subtree of G than T , a
contradiction. This proves that T is an odd spanning tree of G.

Subcase 2.1.2. v′ ∈ V (T )

By the assumption, we have NG[v] ⊆ V (T ) and therefore, |V (T )| ≥ n
2 + 3.

Hence |V (G2)| ≤ n
2 − 3 and moreover, ∆(G2) ≤ n

2 − 4. So, for any y ∈ V (G2),

dT (y) = dH(y)− dG2(y) ≥ δ(G)−∆(G2) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

2
− 4) = 5. (15)

Combining (8) and (15), one has

5|V (G2)| ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (16)

Merging (16) with |V (G2)|+ |V (T )| = n, it gives |V (G2)| ≤ n
6 . By taking this into

the following, we obtain for any y ∈ V (G2),

dT (y) = dH(y)− dG2(y) ≥ δ(G)−∆(G2) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

6
− 1) =

n

3
+ 2. (17)

Combining (8) and (17), we have

(
n

3
+ 2)|V (G2)| ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (18)
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Integrating (18) with |V (G2)|+ |V (T )| = n, |V (G2)| ≤ 3n
n+9 < 3. Since both v(T )

and n are even, v(G2) is even. It follows that |V (G2)| = 2. Let V (G2) = {x, y}.
Since δ(G) ≥ n

2 + 1, |NG(x) ∩ NG(y)| ≥ 2. Take a vertex z ∈ NG(x) ∩ NG(y).
Clearly, T + {zx, zy} is a larger odd sub-tree of G than T , a contradiction. This
proves that T is an odd spanning tree of G.

Subcase 2.2. ∆(G) = δ(G)

By the assumption, G is δ(G)-regular graph and δ(G) is even. Let vv′ ∈ E(G)
andH = G−vv′ as we did before. Let T be an odd tree ofH with dT (v) = dG(v)−1
such that |V (T )| is as large as possible. Since dT (v) = dG(v)− 1,

|V (T )| ≥ dG(v) =
n

2
+ 1. (19)

We claim that T is a spanning tree. Suppose T is not, and let G2 = H−V (T ).
By the maximality of T ,

|NH(x) \ V (T )| ≤ 1 for any x ∈ V (T ). (20)

In addition, since |V (T )| ≥ n
2 +1, we have |V (G2)| ≤ n

2 −1, and thus ∆(G2) ≤
n
2 − 2. Hence, for any y ∈ V (G2) \ {v′},

dT (y) = dH(y)− dG2(y) ≥ dG(y)−∆(G2) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

2
− 2) = 3. (21)

Subcase 2.2.1. v′ ∈ V (G2)

Clearly,

dT (v
′) = dH(v′)− dG2(v

′) ≥ n

2
− (

n

2
− 2) = 2. (22)

Combining (20), (21), and (22) one has

3|V (G2)| − 1 ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (23)

Linking (23) with |V (G2)| + |V (T )| = n, it gives |V (G2)| ≤ n+1
4 . By taking this

into the following, we obtain for any y ∈ V (G2) \ {v′},

dT (y) = dH(y)− dG2(y) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n+ 1

4
− 1) =

n+ 7

4
. (24)

dT (v
′) ≥ n+ 3

4
. (25)

Combining (20), (24), and (25), we have

n+ 7

4
|V (G2)| − 1 ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (26)

Joining (26) with |V (G2)|+ |V (T )| = n, |V (G2)| ≤ 4(n+1)
n+11 < 4. Since both |V (T )|

and n are even, |V (G2)| is even. It follows that |V (G2)| = 2. Let V (G2) = {x, v′}.

7



Since δ(G) ≥ n
2 + 1, |NG(x) ∩ NG(v

′)| ≥ 2. Take a vertex z ∈ NG(x) ∩ NG(v
′)

distinct from v. Clearly, T + {zx, zv′} is a larger odd sub-tree of G than T , a
contradiction. This proves that T is an odd spanning tree of G.

Subcase 2.2.2. v′ ∈ V (T )

Since |V (T )| ≥ n
2 + 2, we have |V (G2)| ≤ n

2 − 2, and thus ∆(G2) ≤ n
2 − 3.

Hence, for any y ∈ V (G2),

dT (y) = dH(y)− dG2(y) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

2
− 3) = 4. (27)

Combining (20) and (27), one has

4|V (G2)| ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (28)

Integrating (28) with |V (G2)|+ |V (T )| = n, it gives |V (G2)| ≤ n
5 . By taking this

into the following, we obtain for any y ∈ V (G2),

dT (y) = dH(y)− dG2(y) ≥ (
n

2
+ 1)− (

n

5
− 1) =

3n

10
+ 2. (29)

Combining (20) and (29), we have

(
3n

10
+ 2)|V (G2)| ≤ eG(V (T ), V (G2)) ≤ |V (T )|. (30)

Uniting (30) with |V (G2)|+ |V (T )| = n, |V (G2)| ≤ 10n
3n+30 < 10

3 . Since both |V (T )|
and n are even, |V (G2)| is even. It follows that |V (G2)| = 2. Let V (G2) = {x, y}.
Since δ(G) ≥ n

2 + 1, |NG(x) ∩ NG(y)| ≥ 2. Take a vertex z ∈ NG(x) ∩ NG(y).
Clearly, T + {zx, zy} is a larger odd sub-tree of G than T , a contradiction. This
proves that T is an odd spanning tree of G.

3 Split graphs

A graph G = (V,E) is said to be a split graph if there exists a partition (X,Y )
of V such that X is an independent set and Y is a clique. We will denote such a
graph by G(X ∪ Y,E).

Theorem 3.1. Let G = G(X ∪ Y,E) be a connected split graph of an even order,
where X is an independent set and Y is a clique. Then G has no odd spanning
tree if and only if dX(y) ≡ 1 (mod 2) for any y ∈ Y and NX(y) ∩NX(y′) = ∅ for
any two vertices y, y′ ∈ Y .

Proof. To show its sufficiency, assume that dX(y) ≡ 1 (mod 2) and NX(y) ∩
NX(y′) = ∅ for any two vertices y, y′ ∈ Y . We show that G has no odd spanning
tree. Suppose T is an odd spanning tree of G. By the assumption, T − X is a
spanning tree of G−X. Let yi be a leaf of T −X. So, dT (yi) = dX(yi)+1 is even,
which contradicts that dT (yi) is odd.
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To show its necessity, suppose that G has no odd spanning tree. Let X =
{x1, x2, . . . , xs}, Y = {y1, y2, . . . , yt}. Let F be a spanning forest of G with exactly
t components T1, . . . , Tt, where Ti is isomorphic to a star with yi as its center for
each i. We say such a spanning forest of G a Y -star forest of G.

Claim 1. Every Y -star forest has an even number of components with even size.

Proof. Let V1 = {y ∈ Y : dF (y) is odd } and V2 = Y \ V1. We show that |V2| is
even. Note that

s =
t∑

i=1

dF (yj) =
∑
y∈V1

dF (y) +
∑
y∈V2

dF (y),

t = |V1|+ |V2| and s ≡ t (mod 2) (since s+ t is even).

If s is odd, then |V1| is odd, and thus |V2| ≡ 0( mod 2); if s is even, then |V1| is
even, and thus |V2| ≡ 0( mod 2).

Fig. 1 T .

Claim 2. If there exists a vertex y ∈ Y such that dX(y) ≡ 0 (mod 2), or there
exist two vertices yj and yk in Y such that NX(yj) ∩ NX(yk) ̸= ∅, then G has a
Y -star forest with a component of even size.

Proof. If there exists a vertex y ∈ Y such that dX(y) ≡ 0 (mod 2), then G has a
Y -star forest F with dF (y) = dX(y). Clearly, F is a Y -star forest, as we desired.
In the second case, let xi be a common neighbor of yj and yk. Let F

′ be a Y -star-
forest of G−xi. Let F = F ′+xiyj if dF ′(yj) is odd, and otherwise F = F ′+xiyk.
Clearly, F is a Y -star forest of G as desired.

By Claims 1 and 2, let F be a Y -star forest with an even number of components
of even size. Without loss of generality, let F = ∪t

i=1Ti, where Ti is a component
of even size for each i ≤ 2a, and Ti is a component of odd size for each i ≥ 2a+ 1
for a positive integer a. One can see that

T = F + {yiyi+1 : 2a ≤ i ≤ t− 1}+ {yjyt : 1 ≤ j ≤ 2a− 1}

is an odd spanning tree of G, as illustrated in Fig. 1, a contradiction.
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A tree T is said to a double star if there are exactly two vertices of degree at
least two in T .

Corollary 3.2. Let G be a connected graph with even order. If diam(G) ≥ 4,
then G has a spanning odd double star.

Proof. Let v0 and v4 be two vertices in G with dG(v0, v4) = 4. Let v0v1v2v3v4 be a
shortest path joining v0 and v4 in G. Observe that G contains a split graph G′ as
its spanning subgraph, where G′ = G′(X ∪ Y,E) with Y = {v0, v4} being a clique,
X = V (G) \ Y an independent set, and E(G′) = {v0v4} ∪ E0 ∪ E4 ∪ E04, with
E4 = {v′0v4 : v′0 ∈ NG(v0)}, E0 = {v′4v0 : v′4 ∈ NG(v4)}, and E04 = {vv0, vv4 : v ∈
V (G) \ (NG[v0]∪NG[v4])}. Since v2 ∈ NG(v0)∩NG(v4), NG(v0)∩NG(v4) ̸= ∅. By
Theorem 3.1, G′ has an odd spanning tree, a spanning a double star. So, G has
an odd spanning tree as well.

4 Complements of triangle-free graphs

In this section, we give a necessary and sufficient condition for a graph G
whose complement has an odd spanning tree. Recall that a graph is claw-free if
it contains no induced subgraph isomorphic to K1,3. Clearly, If G is a triangle-
free, then G is claw-free. Since a graph has a spanning tree if and only if it is
connected, it is natural to consider when G is connected for a triangle-free graph
G. For E′ ⊆ E(G), G[E′] denotes the subgraph of G with E(G[E′]) = E′ and
V (G[E′]) is the set of vertices incident with an edge of E′ in G.

Lemma 4.1. For a triangle-free graph G, G is disconnected if and only if G is a
complete bipartite graph.

Proof. If G ∼= Ks,t for some two positive integers s and t, then G consists of two
disjoint cliques Ks and Kt, thus is disconnected.

If G is disconnected, then it has exactly two components. Otherwise, it has at
least three components. Let v1, v2, v3 be three vertices, which belong to distinct
components of G. Clearly, v1, v2, v3 are pairwise adjacent in G, i.e. they induce
a triangle in G, a contradiction. So, let X and Y be the vertex set of the two
components of G, respectively. Again, any vertex of X is adjacent to all vertices
of Y in G. It follows G[EG[X,Y ]] is a complete bipartite graph. Indeed, G =
G[EG[X,Y ]]. Otherwise, G must contain a triangle.

For the seek of clarity, we divide triangle-free graphs into two families in terms
of whether it is odd or not. We use Cn to denote the cycle of order n. The
complement of C4 is denoted by 2K2.

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a triangle-free graph. If G is odd, then G has an odd
spanning tree if and only if G ≇ 2K2 and G is not a complete bipartite graph.

10



Proof. If G is a complete bipartite graph, then G is disconnected, it has no span-
ning tree, and has no odd spanning tree either. If G ∼= 2K2, then G = C4. Clearly
C4 has no odd spanning tree.

Assume G is a triangle-free graph which is neither a complete bipartite graph
nor 2K2. By Lemma 4.1, G is connected. Fix a vertex v ∈ V (G). For convenience,
let X = NG(v) and Y = V (G) \NG[v]. Since G is not a complete bipartite graph,
there exist two vertices x∗ ∈ X and y∗ ∈ Y with x∗y∗ /∈ E(G).

Case 1. There exists a vertex y′ ∈ Y \ {y∗} with y∗y′ /∈ E(G).

One can find an odd spanning tree T1 of G with

E(T1) = {x∗y∗, y∗y′} ∪ {vy : y ∈ Y \ {y′}} ∪ {x∗x : x ∈ X \ {x∗}}

as shown in Fig. 2(a), where z is y∗.

Case 2. Any vertex y ∈ Y \ {y∗} is adjacent to y∗ in G.

Case 2.1. |X| = 1.

We claim that |Y | ≥ 4. If it is not, then |Y | = 2, and thus the order of G is 4.
Since G is odd, the assumption implies G ∼= 2K2, a contradiction. Note that X is
a clique in G with |X| = dG(v) being odd and X \ {x∗} ⊆ NG(x

∗). In addition,
x∗y∗ ∈ E(G). Since dG(x

∗) is even, x∗ has a neighbor, say y′′ ∈ Y , other than y∗,
in G. Take a vertex y′ ∈ Y \ {y′′, y∗}. By the assumption that y∗y′, y∗y′′ ∈ E(G),
and G is triangle-free, it follows that y′y′′ /∈ E(G), i.e. y′y′′ ∈ E(G). Now one can
find an odd spanning tree T1 of G as shown in Fig. 2(a), where z is y′′.

Fig. 2 (a) T1 and (b) T2.

Case 2.2. |X| ≥ 2.

Since |X| is odd, |X| ≥ 3. Since G is connected and is even, there exists a
vertex y′ ∈ Y \ {y∗} such that x∗y′ ∈ E(G). Let x′ ∈ X \ {x∗}. Since G is claw-
free, x′ must be adjacent to either y∗ or y′ in G. Without loss of generality, let
x′y∗ ∈ E(G). One can find an odd spanning tree T2 of G with

E(T2) = {x∗y∗, x∗y′, x′y∗} ∪ {x∗x : x ∈ X \ {x∗, x′}} ∪ {vy : y ∈ Y \ {y′},

as shown in Fig. 2(b).
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Before proceeding, we introduce some additional notation. Let C5(k) be the
graph by replacing one vertex v of C5 with an independent set of k vertices, which
are adjacent to the two neighbors of v in C5, as shown in Fig. 3(a). In addition,
K2s,2t − e denotes the graph obtained from K2s,2t by deleting an edge.

Theorem 4.3. Let G be a triangle-free graph of even order. If G is not odd, then
G has an odd spanning tree if and only if G ≇ C5(2) and G /∈ {K2s,2t,K2s,2t − e}
for two positive integers s and t.

Proof. To show its necessity, let s and t be any two positive integers. If G = K2s,2t,
then G is disconnected, and hence has no spanning (odd) tree. If G = K2s,2t − e,
then by Proposition 2.5, G has no odd spanning tree either. Next we show that
C5(2) has no an odd spanning tree.

To see this, first let V (C5(2)) = {x1, x2} ∪ {yi : 1 ≤ i ≤ 4} and E(C5(2)) =
{xiyj : 1 ≤ i ≤ 2, 3 ≤ j ≤ 4} ∪ {x1y2, x2y1, y1y2}. Suppose C5(2) has an odd
spanning tree T . Clearly x1x2 /∈ E(T ), otherwise, one of x1 or x2 must have
degree 2 in T . So, both x1 and x2 are leaves of T . It implies that dT (yi) = 3.
However, it forces that T contains a 4-cycle y1y3y2y4y1, a contradiction.

Fig. 3 (a) C5(k) and (b) T3.

Next, assume that G is a triangle-free graph such that G has no odd spanning
tree. We show that G ∼= C5(2) or G ∈ {K2s,2t,K2s,2t−e} for two positive integers s
and t. Fix a vertex y of G with dG(y) being even. For convenience, let NG(y) = X,
Y = V (G) \ X. Hence y ∈ Y . Since G is triangle-free, X is an independent set
in G and thus is a clique in G. Since dG(y) is even, X = {x1, x2, . . . , x2s} and
Y = {y1, y2, . . . , y2t}. Trivially, s > 0, otherwise G has a spanning odd star rooted
at y, contradicting our assumption.

Case 1. There is a vertex y′ ∈ Y with |NG(y
′) ∩X| ≤ 2s− 2.

By the assumption, y′ ̸= y and |NG(y
′) ∩ X| ≥ 2. Since yy′′ ∈ E(G) for any

y′′ ∈ Y \ {y}, one can find an odd spanning tree T3 of G with

E(T3) = {yy′′ : y′′ ∈ Y \ {y}} ∪ {y′x1, y′x2} ∪ {x1xi : 3 ≤ i ≤ 2s},
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as illustrated in Fig. 3(b), a contradiction.

Case 2. |NG(y
′) ∩X| ≥ 2s− 1 for any y′ ∈ Y .

Fig. 4 G.

By the assumption, for any y′ ∈ Y ,

|NG(y
′) ∩X| ≤ 1, (31)

. If |Y | = 2, then G ∈ {K2s,2,K2s,2−e}, as we desired. So, in what follows, assume
that 2t = |Y | > 2. So, it is naturally define Yi = NG(xi)∩Y for each i ∈ {1, . . . , 2s}
and Y ′ = {y′ : y′x /∈ E(G) for all x ∈ X}, as shown in Fig. 4. One can see that
Y ′∩Yi = ∅ and Yi∩Yj = ∅ for any i, j ∈ {1, . . . , 2s}. In particular, Y ′ ̸= ∅ because
of y ∈ Y ′. Indeed, Y \ Yi = NG(xi) for any i. Since G is triangle-free, Y \ Yi is an
independent set for each i ∈ {1, . . . , 2t}. It follows that Y is independent if

either Yi = ∅ for some i or |{i : 1 ≤ i ≤ 2s such that Yi ̸= ∅}| > 2. (32)

Subcase 2.1. Y is an independent set of G.

Subcase 2.1.1. There exists an integer i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2s} with |Yi| ≥ 2.

Now one can find an odd spanning tree T4 of G with

E(T4) = {xiy′i, xiy′′i } ∪ {y′iy′ : y′ ∈ Y \ {y′i, y′′i } ∪ {xix : x ∈ X \ {xi},

as illustrated in Fig. 5. This contradicts that G has no odd spanning tree.

Fig. 5 T4.
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Subcase 2.1.2. |Yi| ≤ 1 for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2s}.

It follows that G ∼= K2s,2t \M , where M is a matching of K2s,2t. To show that
G ∈ {K2s,2t,K2s,2t − e}, it suffices to show that |M | ≤ 1. Suppose |M | ≥ 2. We
show that G has an odd spanning tree. Assume that {x1y1, x2y2} ⊆ M , without
loss of generality.

If s ≥ 2, then G has an odd spanning tree T5 with

E(T5) = {x1y1, x2y2} ∪ {y1yi : 3 ≤ i ≤ 2t} ∪ {x1x2, x2x3} ∪ {x1xi : 4 ≤ i ≤ 2s},

as shown in Fig. 6, a contradiction.

Fig. 6 T5.

If s = 1, then G has an odd spanning tree T6 with

E(T6) = {x1y1, x2y2} ∪ {y1y2, y1y3} ∪ {y2yi : 4 ≤ i ≤ 2t},

as illustrated in Fig. 7, a contradiction.

Fig. 7 T6.

Subcase 2.2. Y is not an independent set of G.

Since Y is not independent,

Yi ̸= ∅ for any i and |{i : 1 ≤ i ≤ 2s such that Yi ̸= ∅}| ≤ 2. (33)
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It means that s = 1 and Y1 ̸= ∅ and Y2 ̸= ∅. Recall that Y ′ ̸= ∅. Since Y is not
independent, EG(Y1, Y2) ̸= ∅.

Claim 1. EG(Y1, Y2) = ∅

Proof. Suppose EG(Y1, Y2) ̸= ∅, and let y1y2 ∈ EG(Y1, Y2), where y1 ∈ Y1 and
y2 ∈ Y2. First assume that max{|Y1|, |Y2|} ≥ 2. Without loss of generality, let
|Y2| ≥ 2. One can see that T7 is an odd spanning tree of G, where

E(T7) = {x1y1, y1y2, x2y2, y2y3} ∪ {yy′ : y′ ∈ Y \ {y, y2, y3},

as illustrated in Fig. 8, again a contradiction.

Fig. 8 (a) T7 and (b) T8.

If |Y1| = |Y2| = 1, then T8 is an odd spanning tree of G, where E(T8) =
{x1y1, y1y2, x2y2, y2y3} ∪ {y1y′ : y′ ∈ Y ′ \ {y3}, as illustrated in Fig. 8. This is a
contradiction.

Fig. 9 G.

By Claim 1, G is shown in Fig. 9

Claim 2. G ∼= C5(n− 4)

Proof. Suppose it is not. There are two possibilities.

Subcase 2.2.1. min{|Y1|, |Y2|, |Y ′|} ≥ 2
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First assume that one of |Y1| and |Y2| is even. Let |Y1| ≡ 0 (mod 2), without
loss of generality. One can find that G has an odd spanning tree T9 with

E(T9) ={x1x2, x1y1, x1y′1, y1y} ∪ {y1y′′1 : y′′1 ∈ Y1 \ {y1, y′1}}
∪ {yy2 : y2 ∈ Y2} ∪ {yy′′ : y′′ ∈ Y ′ \ {y, y′}} ∪ {y1y′},

as shown in Fig. 10, contradicting our assumption.

Fig. 10 T9 and T10.

If both |Y1| and |Y2| are odd, G has an odd spanning tree T10 with

E(T10) = E(T9)− y1y
′ + yy′,

where T9 is the tree constructed in the previous case, T10 is illustrated in Fig. 10,
a contradiction.

Subcase 2.2.2. Exactly one of |Y1|, |Y2| and |Y ′| equals 1.

First assume that exactly one of Y1 and Y2 has cardinality odd greater than 1.
Without loss of generality, let |Y1| ≡ 1 (mod 2) and |Y1| > 1, then G has an odd
spanning tree T10, as shown in Fig. 10, a contradiction.

Now assume that one of |Y1| and |Y2| is 1 and the other is even. Without loss
of generality, let |Y2| = 1. One can see that T9 is an odd spanning tree of G, as
shown in Fig. 10, a contradiction.

Fig. 11 T11.
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Claim 3. n = 6

Proof. By Claim 2, G ∼= C5(n − 4). Without loss of generality, let Yi = {yi} for
each i ∈ {1, 2}. Let Y ′ = {y3, . . . , yn−2}. If n ≥ 8, then T7 is an odd spanning tree
of G with

E(T11) = {x1y1, y1y3, y1y5} ∪ {y5yi : 6 ≤ i ≤ n− 2} ∪ {y2y5, y2y4, x2y2},

as shown in Fig. 11. This contradiction shows that n = 6 i.e., G ∼= C5(2).

The proof is completed.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we present some sufficient conditions for a graph containing an
odd spanning tree. For instance, we show that every graph of even order n with
δ(G) ≥ n

2 + 1 has an odd spanning tree. This is best possible, in sense that there
are graph of order n with n

2 having no odd spanning tree. There are also some
other related problems which are worth to be investigated.

(1) When does G have an odd spanning tree for a graph G with diam(G) ≥ 3?
(2) It is well known that the complement of a triangle-free graph is claw-

free. We characterize all triangle-free graphs whose complements having an odd
spanning tree. It is an interesting problem to characterize all connected claw-free
graphs having an odd spanning tree. More specifically, when does a line graph
have an odd spanning tree?

(3) We present a minimum degree condition δ(G) ≥ n
2 +1, which guarantees a

graph G of even order n containing an odd spanning tree. Is these condition can
be replaced with d(u) + d(v) ≥ n+ 2 for any two nonadjacent vertices u and v in
G, which forces G having an odd spanning tree?

Very recently, Liu and Wu [15] proved that if G is a graph of order even n with
d(u)+d(v) ≥ n+1 for any two nonadjacent vertices u and v in G, then it contains
an odd spanning tree.

Data Availability

No data was used for the research described in the article.
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