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A problem of Erdés and Hajnal on paths with
equal-degree endpoints

Kaizhe Chen*  Jie Mal

Abstract

We address a problem posed by Erdés and Hajnal in 1991, proving that for all
n > 600, every (2n+ 1)-vertex graph with at least n2 +n+ 1 edges contains two vertices
of equal degree connected by a path of length three. The complete bipartite graph
K, n+1 demonstrates that this edge bound is sharp. We further establish an analogous
result for graphs with even order and investigate several related extremal problems.

1 Introduction

A foundational result in graph theory asserts that every finite graph contains at least two
vertices with equal degree. While infinitely many graphs can be constructed with exactly one
such pair, this raises a natural question: what additional properties must these vertices satisfy
under certain conditions? In 1991, Erdés and Hajnal [4] proposed a related extremal problem,
seeking the minimum edge density that guarantees two equal-degree vertices connected by a
path of length three. They noted that complete bipartite graphs with two parts of different
sizes do not satisfy this property and asked whether any graph exceeding the maximum edge
count must contain such vertices. Their precise formulation is as follows.

Problem 1 (Erdés-Hajnal, [4]). Is it true that every (2n + 1)-vertex graph with n* +mn + 1
edges contains two vertices of the same degree that are joined by a path of length three?

This problem is also listed as Problem #816 in Thomas Bloom’s collection of Erdds
problems [1]. The bound on the number of edges would be sharp if true, as demonstrated by
the complete bipartite graph K, ,,1;.

The main contribution of this paper is the following theorem, which provides a strength-
ened affirmative solution to the Erdos-Hajnal problem stated above.
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Theorem 2. Let n > 600. The unique (2n + 1)-vertexr graph with at least n® + n edges,
that does not contain two vertices of the same degree joined by a path of length three, is the
complete bipartite graph K, ,41.

This result strengthens Problem [l in two respects. First, it shows that the complete
bipartite graph K, ,; is the unique extremal graph. Second, we note that the property of
having two vertices of equal degree connected by a path of length three is not a monotone
graph property, so proving the statement for graphs with at least n? +n + 1 edges is indeed
stronger than for those with exactly n? +mn + 1 edges.

Our method also extends to graphs with an even number of vertices, as follows.

Theorem 3. There exists an integer ng > 0 such that the following holds for all n > ny.
The unique 2n-vertex graph with at least n®> — 1 edges, that does not contain two vertices of
the same degree joined by a path of length three, is the complete bipartite graph K1 ,41.

Although the proofs of both results are essentially the same, we separate them to avoid the
cumbersome calculations associated with floor and ceiling functions. Thus, we will present
only a brief proof of Theorem [3

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 2] and in
Section 3, we prove Theorem [Bl In Section 4, we establish optimal results concerning paths
of length one or two between equal-degree vertices, concluding with open problems that aim
to generalize these results to paths of arbitrary length between equal-degree vertices.

Throughout the paper, we use standard graph theory notation. Let G be a graph. For a
vertex x € V(G), let Ng(z) denote the set of vertices adjacent to z in G, and let Ng(z) =
V(G) \ ({z} U Ng(x)) denote the set of vertices not adjacent to x (excluding x itself). Let
dg(z) = |Ng(z)| be the degree of x, and let Ag denote the maximum degree of vertices in G.
For disjoint vertex subsets A, B C V(G), let eg(A) denote the number of edges with both
endpoints in A, and let eg(A, B) denote the number of edges with one endpoint in A and the
other in B. When the context is clear, we often drop the subscript G from these notations.

2 Proof of Theorem [2

Throughout this section, let n > 600, and let G be a graph on 2n + 1 vertices with at least
n? 4+ n edges, such that G contains no two vertices of the same degree joined by a path of
length three. Our goal is to prove that G must be the complete bipartite graph K, ,,41.
Suppose, for contradiction, that this is not the casell

Recall that A denotes the maximum degree of G. Our general proof strategy is to estimate
A from both above and below (see Lemmas [0l and ), leading to a contradiction. Before
proceeding, we note a crucial fact for our proof (though it is not needed until Lemma [7): by
Mantel’s theorem [5], we deduce that G contains at least one triangle.

IPrior to presenting the proof, we remind the reader that nearly all arguments and calculations in the
proof of Theorem 2] - except for the inequality (27) in the proof of Lemma [ - can be directly extended to
Theorem Bl which concerns graphs with a sufficiently large even number of vertices. This extension requires
only minor adjustments, and we would like to encourage the reader to keep this in mind throughout the
proof.



Estimating A from above. In the coming sequence of three lemmas (Lemmas @], [ and
), we aim to show that A < n + O(y/n). In this process, we also need to study another
graph parameter defined as follows: let 5 > 0 be the largest integer such that G contains
two vertices of degree 5. Since G must have at least two vertices of the same degree, [ is
well-defined. As a warmup for the upcoming proof, we first show that

2< B <A. (1)

Suppose not. Then 5 < 1 and thus the total number e(G) of edges in G satisfies

e(G):% 3 d(@g%(HZk) _
) k=1

veV (G

(2n2+n+1) <n®+n,

N —

which is contradictory to the assumption that e(G) > n? + n. This proves ().
Our first lemma provides a useful tool for distinguishing vertices of different degrees.

Lemma 4. Let v € V(G). If a vertez u € N(v) has at least two neighbors in N(v), then the
degree d(u) of u in G is distinct from the degrees d(w) of all other vertices w € N(v) \ {u}.

Proof. Suppose that u; and uy are two neighbors of u in N (v). For any w € N(v)\{u, u, us},
we see that uuj;vw is a path of length three joining u and w. By our assumption, we conclude
that d(u) # d(w). Also, since uujvusy is a path of length three joining v and us, we deduce
that d(u) # d(us9); similarly, we have d(u) # d(uy). This proves the lemma. O

The next lemma plays a key role in our proof and represents the most technical part of
the argument. Observe that A is at least the average degree of GG, implying A > n+ 1. This
lemma suggests that either § almost equals A, or G' behaves really like a regular graph.

Lemma 5. We have either 5> A —1 or A <n+ 1.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that § < A — 2 and A > n 4+ 2. Then there exists a
unique vertex vy in G with d(vg) = A. We divide N(vp) into the following two parts:

A:={v € N(vy) | d(v) > 2n — A+ 3},
B:={ve N(w) | dv) <2n—A+2}.

Note that any v € A satisfies that d(v) € [2n — A+ 3, A — 1]E For any vertex v € A, we
see |[N(v) N N(vg)] = |[N(v) \ {vo} UN(v9))] > (2n — A +3) — (2n+1— A) = 2, thus v has
at least two neighbors in N(vg). By Lemma [l the degree of v is distinct from the degree of
any other vertex in N(vg). In particular, all vertices in A have distinct degrees. Since there
are at most 2A — 2n — 3 possible values for the degree of a vertex in A, we obtain

2A —2n—3> |Al = A —|B|, orequivently |B|>2n—A+3. (2)

In the remainder of the proof, we estimate the number of edges in G to derive a final
contradiction. As ) _pd(v) is evidently bounded from above by definition, our crucial step
is to maximize 3 c 4 5,y @(v), subject to the following:

2This interval is well-defined as A > n + 2.



(a) all vertices in A have distinct degrees;
(b) there are no two vertices in AU N(vg) with the same degree greater than 3.

We transform this to the following maximization problem: Given integers n, A, § and |B|,

determine A(n, A, 5, |B|) := mA%X Z k, where
ke AUB

(1) Ais a sequence of A — |B| distinct integers in {1,2,..., A — I}E
(2) B is a sequence of 2n — A integers in {0,1,..., A — 1}H and
(3) no two elements in A U B share the same value greater than /.

Note that when A(n, A, 3, |B]) is maximized, every element in B is at least 3, and we have

> d(v) < A(n, A, B,|B]). (3)

vEAUN (vg)

We divide the rest of the proof into three cases based on scenarios yielding different
expressions for the function A(n, A, g, |B|).

Case 1: |B| < 0.
We have |A| = A — |B] > A — . In this case, we claim that

A-1

An, A B |B))= > k+(2n— A)B. (4)

k=|B|

To see this, we argue that when the maximum is achieved, A D {5,8+1,...,A — 1}.
Otherwise, there exist k € A and ¢ ¢ A with k < f < ¢ < A — 1. If £ is not included in B,
we replace k£ with £ in A. If ¢ is included in B, we replace k with ¢ in A and also replace ¢
with 8 in B. In both cases, conditions (1), (2), and (3) remain satisfied, however the sum
> reaus F strictly increases, leading to a contradiction. This shows that when the maximum
is achieved, A D {f8,5+1,...,A — 1}. From this, we can easily deduce that all elements in
B must be 8, and then A = {|B|,|B|+1,...,A — 1}, proving ().
Now using (B)) and (4), we can derive that

Zd(v):A—i— Z d(v)—i—Zd(v)SA—i— Z_k+(2n—A)ﬁ +|B|(2n — A + 2)

veV(G) vEAUN (vo) veB k=|B]

1 5 1 1
:_§|B\2+ (2n—A+§) \B|+(2n—A)ﬁ+§A2+§A. (5)

3Let A be the sequence of degrees d(v) for all v € A.
“Let B be the sequence of degrees d(v) for all v € N(vy).



Here, we treat the above rightmost expression in (H) as a quadratic polynomial fi(|B|) in
the variable |B|. By (), we have |B| > 2n — A + 3, and f;(|B]) is decreasing in this range.
Thus, we deduce that

> dw) < A(IB]) < fi2n— A+3) =20+ 5n — 2nA + A* — 2A + 3+ (20— A)B.
veV(Q)

Since 3,y (@) d(v) = 2¢(G) > 2(n? + n), we further derive
(2n — A)B —2nA +3n + A? —2A +3 > 0. (6)

Clearly A < 2n. If 2n — A = 0, then inequality (@) is equivalent to n < 3, a contradiction to
our assumption that n > 600. It follows that 2n — A > 1. Then (@) implies that

2nA —3n—A%?+2A -3 3
> — _
fz 2n — A =4 2+2n—A

which is contradictory to our assumption that 5 < A — 2. This finishes the proof for Case 1.

> A =2

Case 2: |B|>f+1and A+ |B|—2n> [+ 1.

Note that the combined sequence AUB has 2n— |B| elements. Since A+|B|—2n > 41,
condition (3) implies that the optimal configuration for AUBis {A—1, A—=2,..., A+|B|—2n},
for which conditions (1) and (2) remain satisfied. Thus, in this case, we have

A-1

An, A B B)= Yk (7)

k=A+|B|—-2n

Similarly to the previous case, using () and (7)), we can derive that

A—1
Z dv)=A+ Y dw)+> dv) <A+ > k| +IBl2n-A+2)
veV (G vEAUN (vp) veB k=A+|B|-2n
:—%|B|2+(4n—2A+ )|B|—2n +2nA —n+ A. (8)

Now we treat the above rightmost expression in (§]) as a quadratic polynomial fo(|B]) in the
variable |B|. Since |B| is an integer, it is easy to deduce that

> d(v) < f(IBI) < foldn — 208 +2) = 2A% — (6n+ 4)A + 60 +9n+3.  (9)
veV(Q)

Since ) ) d(v) = 2e(G) > 2(n* + n), we have

veV (G
2A% — (6n +4)A +4n* +Tn +3 > 0. (10)

Consider the expression above as a quadratic polynomial in A, and elementary calculations
show that either
3n+2++vVn?—2n—2 3n+2—+vn?—2n-—2

A > 5 >2n, or A< 5 <n+2. (11)




The first inequality cannot hold, and the second one contradicts our assumption that A >
n + 2, thus completing the proof for Case 2.

Case 3: |[B| >+ 1and A+ |B| —2n < g.

With the optimization reasoning from the previous cases in mind, it is straightforward
to see that the optimal configuration in this case consists of all elements of A and some
elements of B forming {A —1,A —2,..., 5+ 1}, while the remaining elements of 5 are all
(. Therefore, in this case, we have

A—-1
A, A BB )= Y k+(@2n+1—|B|—A+B)B. (12)

k=B+1
Then using (B and (I2]), we have that

Zd =A+ D> dw)+ > d(v)

veV (G vEAUN (vo) veB

A—-1
<A+ ( Z k+(2n—|—1—|B|—A—|—5)ﬁ> +|B|(2n — A +2)
k=B+1
A—l+
=A+ ) k+@n+1-A+p)B+|B|(2n—A+2-p). (13)
k=B+1

Now according to this formula, we further divide Case 3 into two subcases.

Subcase 1: 2n — A+ 2 — 3 > 0. Since |B| < A, we deduce from (I3]) that

A—1
Z dv) <A+ > k+@2n+1-A+B)B+A2n—A+2-f)
veV (G k=p+1
:%BQ+<n—2A+ )B+2nA——A2+ N (14)

Consider the above rightmost expression in (I4) as a quadratic polynomial f3(/5) in the
variable 5. Using (I]) and the assumption of this subcase, 2 < 8 < 2n — A + 2. Therefore,

D d(v) < f5(8) < max{f5(2), fs(2n — A +2)}. (15)

veV(Q)
First, suppose the above maximum is achieved by f3(2). Then
3
> dw :——A2 <2n——)A+4n+3
veV(Q)

Since > yd(v) = 2e(G) > 2(n* +n), we derive

veV (G

1
—§A2—|—(2n—§>A n?+4+2n+3>0.

6



View the expression above as a quadratic polynomial in the variable A. Then its discriminant
(2n — %)2 —2(2n*—2n-3) = —2n+% must be non-negative, that is, n < %, a contradiction.
Now we may assume that the maximum in (I5) is achieved by f3(2n — A + 2), implying

> d(v) < f3(2n— A+2) =2A% — (6 +4) A+ 60 + 9n + 3.
veV(Q)

Note that this inequality is identical to ([@). We complete the proof of this subcase through
the same analysis via (I0) and (IT).

Subcase 2: 2n—A+2— [ < 0. In this subcase, the last term of the rightmost expression
in (I3) increases as | B| decreases. Using the condition |B| > 5+ 1, we deduce from (I3]) that

A—1
D dw) <A+ D> k+(2n—A)B+(B+1)(2n— A+2)
veV(Q) k=p+1
:—%ﬁ2+<n—2A+ )5+2 + A2——A+2 (16)

View the expression above as a quadratic polynomial f;(/) in the variable 8. Since § is an
integer, (I0) implies that

Z dv) < f4(B <f4(4n—2A+1):gA2—<8n+;)A+8n2+8n+3.
veV(Q)

Since Y ey () d(v) = 2(n* + n), through elementary computation, this leads to that either

8n+ T+ /4n? —4n - 1L 8n+ I —/4n? —4n - 1L 11
A > 2 ! >2n or A< 2 ! 0

5 = 5 <5

The former inequality clearly cannot hold, so the later inequality A < n + 3 11 holds. This,
together with the assumption that g < A — 2, implies that

3
BEA-2<dn-28+75.
Now using (I6) again, we deduce that

> d(v) < fi(B) < fa(A —2) = —2A + (4n + T)A — 6n — 3.

veV(Q)
Substituting Y°,cy ) d(v) > 2(n* +n), we derive
—2A% 4 (4n +T)A —2n* —8n — 3 > 0. (17)

The discriminant of the leftmost expression above equals (4n+7)*—8(2n*+8n+3) = 25—8n,
which is strictly negative. This is a contradiction to (I7) for its non-negativity, proving
Subcase 2. Finally, we have completed the proof of Lemma O

7



Equipped with Lemmald], we are able to derive a satisfactory upper bound on A as follows.

Lemma 6. It holds that A < n +/2n + %
Proof. By Lemmafd], if 8 <A —2,then A<n—1<n++v2n+ % So we may assume that
B>A—1. (18)

Let u and v be two vertices in G such that d(u) = d(v) = . Set B := N(u) N N(v),
A, = Nw)\({v} U B), A, := N(w)\({u} U B) and D := N(u) N N(v). Further, we set
x := |A,|, which implies that |A,| = |A,| = z. By the assumption, there does not exist a
path of length three connecting u and v. Thus, we have

e(Ay, B) =e(A,,B) =e(B) = e(A,, Ay) = 0. (19)

We distinguish the proof based on whether uv € E(G) or not. If v and v are not adjacent,
then |B| = —2 >0and |D| = (2n—1) — 8 —x > 0. The total number of edges satisfies

n*+n <e(G)=28+e(A,) +e(d,) +e(A,UBUA, D)+e(D)
<25+<) () Zd )<28+ (2* —2)+ (2n—1—- B —1)A

<28+ (2* —x) + (2n—1—ﬁ—x)(ﬁ+1):x(x—5—2)+2n5+2n—52—1
< 2B +2n— 321, (20)

where the second last inequality holds by (IS) and the last inequality follows from the facts
that x > 0 and = — 5 < 0. Solving this inequality (20) leads to 5 < n++/n — 1. By ([I8), we
have A< B+1<n++v/n—1+1 <n+\/%+— as desired.

It remains to consider when u and v are adJacent. Then |B| = f—1—x > 0 and
|D| = 2n —  — 2 > 0. In this case, similarly, we can deduce that

n*+n=e(G)=(28-1)+e(A,) +e(A,) +e(A, UBUA,, D) +e(D)
§(2B—1)+<) <) d dw) < (28-1) 42" —z+ (2n— B —2)A

weD
<@28-D)+2?—as+2n—-B-2)B+1)=a(r—-B-2)+2nB+2n+ -3 —1
<2nf+2n+p5 -2 —1.

Solving this inequality gives that § < % V813 This, together with (I8), yields that
A<fB4+1<n++vV2n+ %, completing the proof of this lemma. O

Estimating A from below. We turn to the estimation of bounding A from below. In the

remaining two lemmas, we shall show A > n It turns out that this can be deduced from
the fact that there are Q(n) vertices with pa1rw1se distinct degrees, as we show in the next
lemma. Let bg denote the maximum number of triangles sharing a common edge in G.

Lemma 7. There are at least 5 + 1 vertices with pairwise distinct degrees in G'.

8



Proof. Let tg denote the number of triangles in G. As we pointed out at the beginning of
the proof of Theorem [2 we have t; > 1 from Mantel’s theorem [5].

For 0 < < 3, let t; be the number of pairs (v, T'), where T is a triangle in G and v ¢ V(T)
is a vertex in GG such that v is adjacent to exactly ¢ vertices in T'. It directly follows that

t0+t1+t2+t3:tg'(2n—2). (21)

For distinct vertices u and v, let d(u, v) = |N(u) NN (v)| be the number of common neighbors
of u and v. Let us consider the sum

Z duv N(u)N'N()|. (22)

uweE(G)

Every pair (v, T) with v adjacent to exactly one vertex in 7T is counted once in M, while
every pair (v, T) with v adjacent to no vertex in 7" is counted three times in M. Thus,

M =t + 3t,. (23)
Since cj(u, v) < bg for all edges uv € E(G), it follows by (22)) that

M<bg > [Nu)ynN(@). (24)

uweE(G)
For any two adjacent vertices u and v, we have
IN(u) N N(v)| = 2n+ 1+ d(u, v) — d(u) — d(v).

Also observing that

> duv) =3t and Y (dw)+dw) = Y d*(v),

weFE(G) weFE(G) veV(Q)

we see that (24]) can be transformed into

M<bs Y <2n 41+ d(u,v) — d(u) — d@))
weE(G)

=ba | 2n+1)e(G) +3tg— Y d*(v) ] . (25)
veV(Q)
If e(G) > n? +n+ 1, it follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that
2
(ZUEV(G) d(v)) (2¢(G))?

d2 > — > .
v;) = om+ 1 g1 = (2t DeG); (26)

otherwise, we have > )d(v) = 2¢(G) = 2(n?*+n). Then, using integrality and convexity,

Z d?(v 412+ (n+1)-n*=2n+1)e(q). (27)

veV (G



Therefore, in either case we can derive from (23] that
M < 3bate. (28)
Now substituting (23) and ([28) into (21]), we have
to+tg=tg-2n—2)—tog—t; >tg - 2n—2)— M > tg- (2n — 2 — 3bg).

Recall the definition of ¢t and t3. By averaging, there must be a triangle say Tj in G such
that there are at least 2n — 2 — 3bg vertices in V(G) \ V(Tp) each of which is adjacent to at
least two vertices in Ty. Note that

max{bg + 1,2n — 3bg} > % (3(bg +1) + (2n — 3bg)) = 5 +

|3
oo

Since § + % cannot be an integer, we deduce that
max{bg + 1,2n — 3bg} > g Y (29)

Now we consider two cases according to (29). First, assume bg + 1 > g +1. Let w and v
be two adjacent vertices with bg common neighbors. For any wy, ws € N(u) N N(v), wiuvws
and uw;vwy are both paths of length three. Thus, we conclude that all b + 1 vertices in
{u} U (N(u)N N(v)) have pairwise distinct degrees. Since bg +1 > § + 1, we prove this case.

It remains to consider the case when 2n — 3bg > 5 + 1. Let uvw be the triangle Ty such
that there are at least 2n — 2 — 3b¢ vertices in V(G) \ {u, v, w}, each adjacent to at least two
vertices in {u,v,w}. Let z1,xs be any two such vertices in V(G) \ {u,v,w}, both adjacent
to at least two vertices in {u, v, w}. Without loss of generality, assume xiu, 10, zov € E(G).
Then the paths ziuvxy, vwvry, vwur;, and wuvx, are all of length three, implying that
d(xy) is distinct from d(xs), d(u), d(v), and d(w). Additionally, uz,vw is a path of length
three. Thus, all 2n — 2 — 3bg vertices, together with u and w, have pairwise distinct degrees.
Since 2n — 3bg > § + 1, the proof of the lemma is complete. O

Using Lemma [7], we can promptly derive the following lower bound on A.

Lemma 8. [t holds that A > %n.

Proof. We estimate the sum of the degrees of all vertices in G. Since Lemma [7 indicates that
there are at least § + 1 vertices with pairwise distinct degrees in G, we derive that

[n/2]

2n° +n) <2e(G)= Y dv)< > (A—k)+ (gn_ M)A < (2n+ 1A - n? + 2n
veV(G) k=0
This implies that
17n? +18n 17
A>_ 7 5
= 32n+1) 16"
completing the proof of Lemma (8 O

10



Using Lemmas [0l and B, we can obtain that

17 3
— A V2 —.
16n <A<n+vVin+ 5
Through some elementary calculations, this shows that n < 558, which contradicts the

assumption that n > 600. This final contradiction completes the proof of Theorem [l O

We note that the constant 600 in Theorem [2] can be further improved with more refined
calculations. In particular, a more careful estimation of the lower bound on A in Lemma [§]
using a similar approach as in Lemma [0, would reduce this bound to below 150. However,
for the sake of brevity and clarity, we present the proof in its current simplified form.

3 Proof of Theorem

In this section, let n > ng be sufficiently large, and let G' be a graph with 2n vertices and
at least n? — 1 edges. Suppose that G does not contain two vertices of the same degree that
are joined by a path of length three. We aim to show that G must be the complete bipartite
graph K,_;,4+1. We point out that most of the proof follows the same arguments as the
proof of Theorem Pl requiring only minor modifications. However, certain parts of the proof
require additional treatment, and we provide the necessary details here.

Let A be the maximum degree of G. Let [ be the largest integer such that there are
two vertices of the same degree § in G. Lemma (] remains hold evidently. Through similar
calculations, we can prove that the same conclusion of Lemma [l still holds. From this, we
show that the conclusion of Lemma [ can be modified to A < n + v2n + 1.

Next, we require two results on triangles in graphs as follows. The first result is a strength-
ening of Mantel’s theorem (see, e.g., [2]). Let K, be the graph obtained from the complete
bipartite graph I, , by deleting an edge.

Theorem 9 (A strengthening of Mantel’s theorem; see |2]). Let G be a graph with 2n vertices
and at least n* — 1 edges. If G has no triangles, then G is either K, 1,41, K, ,,, o1 Kpun.

n,n’

The second result is a supersaturation-type result, which is implicit in the literature but
can be derived from the arguments of many papers, e.g., [3,6]. It is worth pointing out that
for our purposes, any (n) lower bound on the number of triangles suffices.

Theorem 10 ([3,16]). Let n be sufficiently large, and let G be a graph with 2n vertices and
at least n? — 1 edges. If G contains at least one triangle, then G has at least n — 2 tm’anglesﬁ

If G has no triangles, then by Theorem [0 G is either K,,_1 1, K, ., or K, ,, where the
first graph is what we aim to show, while the other two graphs both contain two vertices of
the same degree which are joined by a path of length three. Therefore, we may assume that
G contains at least one triangle. By Theorem [I0, the number ¢4 of triangles in G satisfies

te > n — 2. Analogous to Lemmas [7] and [§] we have the following result.

5This bound is tight, as demonstrated by the graph obtained from K,,_1 41 by adding an edge zy in the
part of size n + 1 and deleting any edge incident to z, as well as the graph obtained from K, ,, by adding an
edge zy in one part and deleting any two edges incident to x.
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Lemma 11. There are at least 2”—;’6 vertices with pairwise distinct degrees in G, and A > %n

Proof. We define M to be the same expression as in (22). Following the arguments of
Lemma [l we establish the following analogue of (25]):

M<bg|2n-e(G)+3tc— Y d*(v)]. (30)
veV(G)

If e(G) > n?, it follows by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

, Bawt) _ pday

d*(v = > 2n - e(G);
Z 2n om =" e(@);
veV(G)
otherwise, we have 3, () @*(v) = 2¢(G) = 2(n?—1). Then, using integrality and convexity,
we obtain
> )= (2n-2)-n’+2-(n—1)=2n-e(G) - 2n+2,
veV(Q)

where equality is achieved by the degree sequence consisting of 2n — 2 vertices of degree n
and 2 vertices of degree n — 1. Using these estimations, it follows from (B0) that

M§b0(2n—2+3tg),

and consequently, we have

2n — 2)b
t2+t3:tG-(2n—3)—t0—t1ztG-(Qn—:a)—MztG-(2n—3—3b(;—("t7)").
G

Since tg > n — 2, we further have

(2n - 2)()(;

t2+t32tg-(2n—3—36(;—
n—2

)>tG'(2n—3—6bg).

Then there must be a triangle 7 such that there are at least 2n — 2 — 6bg vertices in
V(G)\V (Tp), each of which is adjacent to at least two vertices in Tj. Also note that

2n+6
-
Following an argument analogous to Lemma [7, we conclude that G contains at least @

vertices with pairwise distinct degrees.
Finally, adapting the proof of Lemma [8, we obtain the lower bound A > Z—gn. O

1
max{bg + 1,2n — 6bg} > - (6(b + 1) + (2n — 6bg)) =

Combining the above bounds on A, we obtain

50

En<A<n+\/ n+1, (31)
which implies n < 5000. However, this contradicts our assumption that n > ng is sufficiently
large. This final contradiction completes the proof of Theorem [l O
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4 Discussion and open problems

In this paper, we resolve a problem of Erdés and Hajnal [4] by proving that for n > 600,
every (2n + 1)-vertex graph with at least n? +n + 1 edges contains two vertices of the same
degree joined by a path of length three. We also establish a tight analogous result for graphs
with even order.

To conclude, we discuss extensions of our results and propose open problems for future
investigation. A natural direction is to study the extremal function defined below.

Definition 1. For any positive integers £ and n, let ps(n) denote the mazximum number of
edges in an n-vertexr graph G that contains no two vertices of equal degree connected by a
path of length £.

Using this definition, our main results (Theorems [2] and [3]) yield the exact formulas:
p3s(2n+1)=n*+n and p3(2n) =n*—1 forall n > ng.

This section is organized as follows. In Subsections .1l and 4.2, we establish tight bounds
for p1(n) and py(n), respectively. We conclude in Subsection 3] with open problems con-
cerning py(n) for general £.

4.1 On adjacent vertices with equal-degree

2

In this subsection, we establish the following bound for p;(n). It yields pi(n) = % — 22" 4
O(n), determining its exact order of magnitude.

ﬁ

Theorem 12. For any positive integer n, it holds that

n(n—m—1) +m(m—l—l)(m+2)

<
pi(n) < 2 12

—1+\/8n+1J
2 b

, where m = {

—14++/8n+1
2

where equality holds if 1S an integer.

Proof. Let G be an n-vertex graph which does not contain two adjacent vertices of the same
degree. Then the complement graph G of G does not contain two non-adjacent vertices of
the same degree. For any k& > 1, let n; denote the number of vertices in G of degree k — 1.
Then these n;, vertices are pairwise adjacent in G. Thus, we deduce that n; < k. Set

_ {—1+\/WJ7

2

to be the unique positive integer satisfying > ;" |k < n < kaﬁl k.Let r:==n—> "k
Now we consider the sum of degrees of all vertices in G. Since G contains at most k Vertlces
of degree k — 1 for any integer £ > 1, we derive that

Z de( i )+ rm=nm — (m—|—16)(m+2).

veV(Q) =
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It follows that

()= ()3 ¥ dgtoy <=l mm 2

providing the desired upper bound on p1(n). This bound is sharp when m is a positive integer
and n = m(m + 1)/2. Let G be the disjoint union of cliques of sizes 1,2,...,m. Then the
corresponding graph G attains the maximum number of edges specified by the bound. [

4.2 On paths with equal-degree endpoints of length two

In this subsection, we investigate the function ps(n).

We first present a lower bound construction. The half graph H, on 2n vertices is a
bipartite graph with vertex parts {uy,...,u,} and {vq,...,v,}, where u; is adjacent to v; if
and only if ¢ < j. Observe that H,, contains no two vertices of the same degree connected by
a path of length two. Therefore, we obtain the lower bound ps(2n) > "("+1 . The following
result demonstrates that this bound is tight.

Theorem 13. For any positive integer n, it holds that

n(n—l—l)‘

p2(2n) = 5

Proof. Let G be a graph with 2n vertices which does not contain two vertices of the same
degree joined by a path of length two. Let A be the maximum degree of G and let v be a
vertex of degree A. Set N(v) := {vy,vs,...,va}. By the assumption, the A vertices in N(v)
have pairwise distinct degrees. Thus, we may assume that d(v;) =i for 1 < i < A. Further
set N(va) := {v, us, ug, ..., uan_1 }. Similarly, we may assume that d(u;) =i for 1 <i < A—1.

Since d(v) = d(va), we must have N(v)NN(va) = 0, which implies that A < n. Therefore,
we can derive

Zd = ) dw)+ > d(v) > d)

veV (G vEN (v) vEN (va) UEN(U)QN(UA)

§22/{:+(2n—2A)A:—A2+(2n+1)A§n2+n,

k=1

where the last inequality holds as A < n. Thus, we have ps(2n) < n(n + 1)/2. Combined
with the matching lower bound, this completes the proof O

We note that the half graph H,, is not the unique extremal graph. When n is even,
let G, be obtained from H,, by deleting edges u,/ovn/2 and uy 2410y, 241, and adding edges
Up /2Up 241 AN Vp /20U /241. One can verify that G, also contains no two vertices of the same
degree connected by a path of length two.
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4.3 Problems on paths with equal-degree endpoints of any length

We conclude by proposing several open problems about p,(n) for general ¢, which extend the
original problem of Erdés and Hajnal (Problem [I]). For odd lengths, we conjecture that the
complete bipartite graph K, ,,1; remains extremal.

Conjecture 14. For any odd integer £ > 3 and sufficiently large n, it holds that
pe(2n +1) = n? +n.

We tend to believe that the behavior differs significantly between odd and even ¢. For
even ¢ > 2, the half graph H,, contains no two vertices of equal degree connected by a path
of length ¢, but any additional edge creates such a pair. This yields the lower bound

n(n+1).

pe(2n) > 5

While H,, provides this bound, it remains unclear whether it is optimal. We therefore pose:

Problem 15. Determine the exact value of pe(2n) for all even € and sufficiently large n.

Acknowledgments. We thank Long-Tu Yuan for bringing reference [2] to our attention.
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