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Abstract

A family P of subgraphs of G is called a path cover (resp. a path partition)
of G if Upeyp V(P) = V(G) (resp. UPGPV(P) = V(G)) and every element of
P is a path. The minimum cardinality of a path cover (resp. a path partition)
of G is denoted by pc(G) (resp. pp(G)). In this paper, we characterize the
forbidden subgraph conditions assuring us that pc(G) (or pp(G)) is bounded by

a constant. Our main results introduce a new Ramsey-type problem.
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1 Introduction

All graphs considered in this paper are finite, simple, and undirected. For terms and
symbols not defined in this paper, we refer the reader to [2].

Let G be a graph. Let V(G) and E(G) denote the vertex set and the edge set
of G, respectively. For a vertex x € V(G), let Ng(x) denote the neighborhood of
z in G; thus Ng(z) = {y € V(G) : zy € E(G)}. For a subset X of V(G), let
Ng(X) = (Uex Na(z)) \ X, and let G[X] (resp. G — X) denote the subgraph of
G induced by X (resp. V(G)\ X). Let o(G) denote the independence number of
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G, i.e., the maximum cardinality of an independent set of G. Let K,,, P, and K,
denote the complete graph of order n, the path of order n and the star of order n+1,
respectively. For two positive integers ni and ng, the Ramsey number R(ny,ng) is
the minimum positive integer R such that any graph of order at least R contains a
clique of cardinality nq or an independent set of cardinality no.

For two graphs G and H, G is said to be H-free if G contains no induced copy of
H. For a family H of graphs, a graph G is said to be H-free if G is H-free for every
H € H. In this context, the members of H are called forbidden subgraphs. For two
families H; and Hy of graphs, we write H; < Hy if for every Hs € Ho, there exists
Hq € H; such that H; is an induced subgraph of Hy. The relation “<” between two
families of forbidden subgraphs was introduced in [7]. Note that if H; < Hs, then
every H-free graph is also Ho-free.

Let A be a family of graphs. A family P of subgraphs of G is called an A-cover of
G if Upep V(P) = V(G) and each element of P is isomorphic to a graph belonging
to A. Note that some elements of an A-cover of G might have common vertices. An
A-cover P of G is called an A-partition of G if the elements of P are pairwise vertex-
disjoint. A {P; : ¢ > 1}-cover (resp. a {P; : i > 1}-partition) of G is called a path
cover (resp. a path partition) of G. Since {G[{z}] : = € V(G)} is a path partition of
G (and so a path cover of (), the minimum cardinality of a path cover (or a path
partition) of any graph is well-defined. The value min{|P| : P is a path cover of G}
(resp. min{|P| : P is a path partition of G}), denoted by pc(G) (resp. pp(G)), is
called the path cover number (resp. the path partition number) of G. It is trivial that
pc(G) < pp(G). Since a graph G has a Hamiltonian path if and only if pp(G) = 1,
the decision problem for the path partition number is a natural generalization of
the Hamiltonian path problem. In fact, it has been widely studied in, for example,

[I3HI7]. Throughout this paper, we implicitly use the following fact.

Fact 1.1 Let G be a graph, and let {X;, Xo, ..., X,,} be a partition of V(G). Then
pe(G) < D <icm Pe(G[Xi]) and pp(G) < 37y, PP(G[XG]).

In this paper, we focus on the following conditions concerning a family H of

forbidden subgraphs:

(A1) There exists a constant ¢; = ¢1(H) such that pc(G) < ¢; for every connected
H-free graph G.

(A2) There exists a constant ca = co2(H) such that pp(G) < ¢y for every connected
H-free graph G.

Our main aim is to characterize the finite families H of connected graphs satisfying

(A1) or (A2).
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Figure 1: Graphs K7, F&l’)n, Fy(n%)n, F,Ef’,% and F,gi)n

Let m and n be two positive integers. We define five graphs which will be used
as forbidden subgraphs in our main result (see Figure [I]).
e Let K denote the graph with V(K}) = {x;,y; : 1 < i < m} and E(K}) =
{rse; 1 <i<j<m}U{zy:1<i<m}
o Let A:={x1,z0} U{y;: 1 <i<m}U{z :1<i<n}. We define four graphs as
follows:

o Let FTS%)n denote the graph on A such that E(le)n) = {x1x9,m1y1, 2121} U

{Yiyit1: 1 <i<m—1}U{zizip1: 1 <i<n-—1}

o Let F,Si)n is the graph obtained from F,Sll,)n by adding the edge y2;.

o Let Fy(,i)n denote the graph on A such that E(F,gfi%) = {z1y1, 121, T2Y1, T221 } U
{yiyirr :1<i<m -1} U{zizip1: 1 <i<n—1}

o Let F,(,f)n is the graph obtained from Fr(n?’)n by adding the edge y121.
Our first main result is the following, which is proved in Section 2

Theorem 1.2 Let H be a finite family of connected graphs. Then the following
hold:

(i) The family H satisfies (A1) if and only if H < {Kln,KfL,FT(L}%,FT(f%} for an

integer n > 2.

(ii) The family H satisfies (A2) if and only if H < {K; ,,, K}, FT(L}%, Fr(f,)l, Fr([?’r)l, Fr(fr)l}

for an integer n > 2.



Our motivation derives from two different lines of research. The first one is
forbidden subgraph conditions for the existence of a Hamiltonian path. Now we

focus on the condition that

every connected H-free graph (of sufficiently large order) has a Hamiltonian path
(1)

for a family H of connected graphs. Duffus et al. [3] proved H = {K 3, K3} satisfies
(), and Faudree and Gould [5] showed that if a family H satisfying (d) consists
of two connected graphs, then H < {Kj 3, Kj}. Thereafter a series by Gould and
Harris [I0HI2] characterized the families 3 of connected graphs with |H| = 3 satis-
fying (Il). Since a graph has a Hamiltonian path if and only if its path cover number
(or its path partition number) is exactly one, it is natural to study the forbidden
subgraph conditions assuring us that the path cover/partition number is bounded by
a constant as a next step. Our main result gives a complete solution for the problem
in a sense.

Our second motivation is an analysis of gap between minimum A-covers and
minimum A-partitions. A path cover/partition, which are main topic in this paper,
is just one of examples of A-cover/partition problems, and there also exist many
other cover/partition problems. One of representative other examples is the case
where A is the family of all stars, where we regard K as one of stars. If we define
the star cover number and the star partition number in the same way as pc(G)
and pp(G), we can easily verify that the values are always equivalent. (Indeed, the
star cover number also equals to the domination number, which is one of classical
invariants in graph theory. The forbidden subgraph conditions assuring us that the
domination number is bounded by a constant were characterized in [8].) On the
other hand, as it is evident from Theorem [[L2] there is a gap between the path cover

number and the path partition number. By Theorem [[.2] we discover that F,g?’% and

F,(L47)L play an important role for essential structures giving such a gap.

We also obtain an analogy of Theorem considering a cycle cover/partition
problem. A {Ki,K,,C; : i > 3}-cover (resp. a {Ki, K5,C; : i > 3}-partition)
of G is called a cycle cover (resp. a cycle partition) of G. The value min{|P| :
P is a cycle cover of G} (resp. min{|P| : P is a cycle partition of G}), denoted by
cc(G) (resp. cp(@)), is called the cycle cover number (resp. the cycle partition
number) of G. Since trees (or graphs having a vertex of degree one) has no {C; : i >
3}-cover, one sometimes focuses on cycle covers/partitions of general graphs instead
of {C; : i > 3}-covers/partitions (see, for example, [4.[6]). In Section B}, as the second
result, we characterize the families H of forbidden subgraphs satisfying one of the

following:



(A’1) There exists a constant ¢; = ¢1(H) such that cc(G) < ¢; for every connected
H-free graph G.

(A’2) There exists a constant co = co(H) such that cp(G) < ¢y for every connected
H-free graph G.

Theorem 1.3 Let H be a family of connected graphs. Then the following are

equivalent.
(i) The family H satisfies (A’1).
(ii) The family H satisfies (A’2).
(ili) For an integer n > 2, H < {K, K}, P,}.

We conclude this section by defining a new Ramsey-type concept concerning
the path cover/partition number. Let H be a family of graphs. The path cover
Ramsey number RP°(H) (resp. the path partition Ramsey number RPP(H)) is the
minimum positive integer R such that any connected graph G with pc(G) > R (resp.
pp(G) > R) contains an induced copy of an element of H, where RP¢(H) = oo (resp.
RPP(H) = oo) if such an integer does not exist. Then it follows from Theorem
that the following hold:

(P1) For a finite family H of connected graphs, RP¢(HH) is a finite number if and

only if H < {Kj ,, K;;,F,(L}%,F,(fr)z} for an integer n > 2.

(P2) For a finite family H of connected graphs, RPP(H) is a finite number if and

only if H < {Kj p, K;,F,g}%,F,f%,F,g?%,F,%%} for an integer n > 2.

Note that RP¢(H) = 2 if and only if RPP(H) = 2. As we mentioned above, it is
known that RP°({K 3, K5}) = 2 and the study of triples {H1, Ha, H3} of connected
graphs with RP({H, Hy, H3}) = 2 is completed. Since the K 3-freeness tends to
give an important structure to many Hamiltonian properties, one might be interested
in a relationship between such new Ramsey-type values and K 3-freeness. Here we
focus on the values RP¢(H) and RPP(JH) for the case where H contains K 3. Note

)

that for positive integers m and n with m—+n > 3, all of F,S},n, F,(n?’)n and FTSf‘)n contain

K 3 as an induced copy. Thus if K3 € H, then

RP(H) = RP(H\AFY,, FO L FWD cm>1, n>1, m+n>3})

mmns - mmn

and

RO (30) = BP0\ (D F B, om

m, m,

Y

1, n>1, m+n>3}).

Considering (P1) and (P2), we leave the following open problem which will be a next

interesting target on this concept for readers.



Problem 1 For positive integers p, ¢ and r with p > 3 and q+r > 4 and for a family
3 of graphs with H < {Ky 3, K}, Fq(?r)}, determine the value RP¢(H) and RPP(JH).

2 Proof of Theorem

2.1 The “if” parts of Theorem

In this subsection, we prove the following theorem, which implies that the “if” parts

of Theorem hold.

Theorem 2.1 Let n > 2 be an integer. Then the following hold:

(i) There exists a constant ¢; = c1(n) depending on n only such that pc(G) < ¢;
for every connected {K ., K}, FT(L s F,g “n}-free graph G.

(ii) There exists a constant ca = ca(n) depending on n only such that pp(G) < ¢z

for every connected {Ki,,, K}, F,(},Z, F,(LQT)L7 F,(L?’n7 F( n}-free graph G.

The following lemma is well-known (or it is also obtained from a result on digraph

by Gallai and Milgram [9]). So many readers can skip are advised to skip the proof.

Lemma 2.2 For a graph G, pc(G) < pp(G) < a(G).

Proof.  Since a path partition of G is also a path cover of G, we have pc(G) < pp(G).

Let P be a path partition of G with |P| = pp(G), and write P = {Q; : 1 < i <
pp(G)}. For each i with 1 <i < pp(G), let z; be an endvertex of Q;. If z;2; € E(G)
for some 1 <i < j < pp(G), then the graph @Q obtained from @; and @; by joining
the edge z;x; is a path, and hence " = (P\{Q;, Q;}) U{Q} is a path partition of G
with |P'| = pp(G) — 1, which contradicts the definition of the path partition number.
Thus {x; : 1 <i < pp(G)} is an independent set of G, and hence pp(G) < a(G).
]

Lemma 2.3 Let n > 2 and a > 1 be integers. Let G be a {K, ,, K;;}-free graph,
and let X be a subset of V(G) with a(G[X]) < a. Then a(G[Ng(X)]) < (n —
1R(n,a+1) — 1.

Proof. By way of contradiction, we suppose that there exists a subset Y of Ng(X)
such that Y is an independent set of G and |Y| = (n — 1)R(n,a + 1). Take a
subset Xy of X with Y C Ng(Xj) so that | Xy is as small as possible. If | Xy| <
R(n,a+ 1) — 1, then % > % > n — 1, and hence there exists a vertex
zg € Xo with |[Ng(z9) N Y| > n, which contradicts the K ,-freeness of G. Thus

| Xo| > R(n,a +1). Since a(G[Xp]) < a(G[X]) < o, this implies that there exists
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Figure 2: Path P and sets X; and Y

a subset X7 of Xy such that X is a clique of G and |X;| = n. By the minimality
of Xo, (Ng(z) NY)\ Ng(Xo \ {z}) # 0 for every z € Xy. For each x € Xy, let

€ (Nag(z)NY)\ Ng(Xo\ {z}). Then X; U{y, : € X;} induces a copy of K in
G, which contradicts the K -freeness of G. [

In the remainder of this subsection, we fix an integer n > 2 and a connected
{Kin, K, Fr(ll,)L,F 2)} free graph G. Set ng = max{(" —n=2] n}. Take a longest
induced path P of G, and write P = ujug -« - uy,. Let Xog = {u; : 1 <i <mngorm—
no+1<i<m}andY = Ng(V(P)\Xo)\(XoUNg(Xp)). Note that if |V (P)| < 2ny,
then Xo = V(P) and Y = (. We further remark that Ng(y) N V(P) C {u; :

no+ 1 <i<m—mng} for every y € Y (and in the remainder of this subsection, we

frequently use the fact without mentioning). For each ¢ with ng+1 < i < m—ny, let
Yi={yeY min{j:ng+1<j5<m-—ng, yuj € E(G)} =i}. Now we recursively
define the sets X; (i > 1) as follows: Let X1 = Ng(Xo) \ V(P), and for ¢ with i > 2,
let X; = Ng(Xi—1) \ (V(P)UY U (Uy<j<i1 X)) (see Figure ). Then X3 NY =0
and X; UY = Ng(V(P)).

Lemma 2.4 We have Xo,, = 0.

Proof. Suppose that Xo,, # 0. Let x9,, € X2,,- Then we can recursively take a
vertex Tong—i € Na(Tang—it1) N Xong—i for i with 1 < i < 2ny. Note that z¢ = ug
for some k with 1 <k <mng or m —ng+ 1<k <m. By symmetry, we may assume
that 1 < k < ng. Under this condition, we choose k so that k is as large as possible.
Since zgxq - - - Tap, is an induced path of G having 2ny + 1 vertices, it follows from
the maximality of P that |V (P)| > 2ng + 1. In particular, V(P) \ Xy # 0.
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Figure 3: An example for s =5

If Na(z1)N(V(P)\ Xo) = 0, then xon,Tang—1 - T1UKUE+1 * * * Um—n, 18 an induced
path of G having 2ng + m —ng — k + 1 (> m + 1) vertices, which contradicts the
maximality of P. Thus Ng(z1) N (V(P) \ Xo) # 0.

Now we consider an operation recursively defining integers ji, jo,... with 1 <
Jp <m (p>1)and j; < jp <--- as follows (see Figure Bl): Let j; = min{j : 1 <
Jj <m, ziu; € E(G)}. For p > 2, we assume that the integer j,_; has defined. If
{71 +2<j<m, z1u; € E(G)} # 0, we let j, = min{j : jp_1 +2 < j <
m, wiuj € E(G)}; otherwise, we finish the operation. Let S = {u;, : p > 1}, and
set s = [S]. Let j* = max{j : 1 < j <m, zu; € E(G)}. Note that j* € {j,, js +1}.
Since j, > jp—1+2, S is an independent set of G. Since G is K p,-free and {1, z2}US
induces a copy of Ki 541 in G, we have s +1 <n — 1.

For the moment, suppose that s = 1. Since Ng(z1) N{u; : 1 < j <ng} # 0 and
Ne(xz1) N (V(P)\ Xo) # 0, this forces Ng(z1) = {tny, Uny+1}. Then

{xla 2, unoaunofla e aun()fﬂrl»la un0+15 un0+25 e aun0+n}

2)

induces a copy of Fy(w in G, which is a contradiction. Thus s > 2.

Let Q1 = uwjug---uj, and Qgy1 = Uj*uj*y1--- Uy be subpaths of P. For p
with 2 < p <'s, let Qp = uj,_,42uj, ,4+3---uj, be a subpath of P. Then V(P)\
(Ui<pesst1 V(@Qp)) = {uj,+1: 1 < p < s—1}, and hence

2ng+ 1< ’V(P)‘

=ven | U v ]+ U v

1<p<s+1 1<p<s+1
<=1+ Y V(Qy)

1<p<s+1
= Y (V(@)+1) -2

1<p<s+1

This implies that 3 ;o 1 ([V(Qp)|+1) = 2np+3 > 2[%] +3>n?—n+1. If
V(Qp)| <n—1forall pwith1 < p < s+1, thenn®*—n+1 < Di<p<si1(V(Qp)|+1) <
(s +1)n < (n — 1)n, which is a contradiction. Thus |V (Q,)| > n for some ¢ with
1<g¢<s+1



Note that [Ng(z1)NV(Qq)| = 1. Write Ng(z1)NV(Qq) = {u;}. If ¢ # s+1, then
J € {jp:1<p<s}; otherwise, j = j* (€ {Js,Js+1}). Since u; is an endvertex of @,
there exists a subpath @ of Q4 such that u; is an endvertex of @ and |V(Q)| = n.
Since |S| > 2, we can take a vertex v € S as follows: If ¢ # s+ 1, let v € S\ {u;};
otherwise (i.e., j = j*), let v = u;,. Then by the definition of @, (1 <p < s+ 1),
Na(v)NV(Qq) = 0. Since 2ng > 2n > n+ 1, the vertices z; with 2 < i < n+ 1 have
been defined, and hence this implies that {x1,v,z2, 23, ..., 241} U V(Q) induces a

copy of FT(L,I% in GG, which is a contradiction. [

Lemma 2.5 Let ¢ be an integer with ng +1 < i < m — ng, and let y € Y;. Then
the following hold:

(i) If yuj+1 ¢ E(G), then Ng(y) NV (P) = {u;, uita}.
(i) We have Yy,—p, = 0.

(iii) If G is Fr({?’%—free, then yu;+1 € E(G).

Proof.

(i) Suppose that yu; 1 ¢ E(G) and Ng(y) NV (P) # {uw;, uir2}. Let k = max{j :
no+1<j<m-—ng, yuj € E(G)}. If k =i (i.e., No(y) N V(P) = {u;}), then

{wi, yy i1, Wimg, - Wiy Wik 1, Uit 2, Ui |
induces a copy of FT(L,I% in G, which is a contradiction. Since yu;+1 ¢ E(G) and
Nea(y) N V(P) # {u;, uijt2}, this forces k > i+ 3. Then

{ui, Uid-1y Uj—1y Ug—2y o o s Uj—py Y, Uy Ut 15 - - - ,uk+n,2}

)

induces a copy of F,g}n in GG, which is a contradiction.

(ii) By (i), if there exists a vertex y € Y;,,_p,, then it follows that yum,—n,+1 € E(G)
or Ng(y)NV(P) = {tm—ngy Um—ng+2}, and in particular, Ng(y)NXy # 0, which
contradicts the definition of Y. Thus we have Y,,,_,, = 0.

(iii) Suppose that G is F,g?%—free and yu; 1 ¢ E(G). Then it follows from (i) that
Nea(y) N V(P) = {u;, ui+2}, and hence
{ys i1, Wi, Wim1, - o Wit 1, Wik 2, Wik 3, -+, Uit }
3)

induces a copy of F,g »n in G, which is a contradiction. [J

Lemma 2.6 We have V(G) = V(P)U Ng(V(P)) U (Ug<i<an,—1 Xi)-

9



Proof.  Suppose that V(G) # V(P) U Ng(V(P)) U (Uz<icon,—1 Xi)- Since G is
connected, there exists a vertex z € V(G) \ (V(P) U Ng(V(P)) U (Uz<i<ang—1Xi))
adjacent to a vertex y € V(P) U Ng(V(P)) U (Ug<i<an,—1 Xi) in G. By Lemma 2.4]
and the definition of X; and Y, this implies that y € Y. Let i be the integer such
that y € ;. Then by Lemma 25(ii), ng +1 < i < m —ny — 1. Let k = max{j :
no+1<j<m-—ngy, yu; € E(G)}. By Lemma [2Z5i), k > i+ 1. If k =i+ 1, then

{y, 2,05, 01, o Ui, Wit 1, Wi, oo, Uin }

induces a copy of Fr(LQ,)L in G;if k> 1+ 2, then

{y7 ZyUjy Ujg—1y ooy Uj—m4-1, Uk, U415 - - - 7uk+n71}

induces a copy of Fr(Ll,)L in GG. In either case, we obtain a contradiction. [

Now we recursively define the values a; (i > 0) as follows: Let ag = 2[5 ], and

for i with ¢ > 1, let oy = (n — 1)R(n,;—1 + 1) — 1.

Lemma 2.7 For an integer i with i > 0, a(G[X;]) < a;.

Proof. We proceed by induction on 7. If |[V(P)| < 2ng, then G[Xy] equals to P,
and hence a(G[Xy]) = a(P) = [W(Z—PN] < ng < ap; if |V(P)| > 2np + 1, then G[Xy]
consists of two components each of which is a path of order ng, and hence a(G[Xy]) =

2[5 = ag. In either case, we have a(G[Xo]) < ag. Thus we may assume that

i > 1, and suppose that a(G[X;-1]) < a;—1. Since X; C Ng(X;_1), it follows from
Lemma 23 that o(G[X;]) < a(G[Ng(Xi-1)]) < (n —1)R(n,a;—1 + 1) = 1 = oy, as
desired. [

Note that the value Zl<i<2n0_1 «; is a constant depending on n only. Thus,
considering Lemmas [2.2], and 2.7 it suffices to show that

e pc(G[V(P)UY]) is bounded by a constant depending on n only, and

o if Gis {F}{?’%,Fff}z}—free, then pp(G[V (P)UY]) is bounded by a constant de-

pending on n only.
Hence the following lemma completes the proof of Theorem 211
Lemma 2.8 (i) We have pc(G[V(P)UY]) < max{3n —6,1}.

(ii) If G is {F,g‘?%, F,gfl%}—free, then there exists a Hamiltonian path of G[V (P)UY],
ie, pp(G[V(P)UY]) = 1.

10



Proof. Y = (), then P is a Hamiltonian path of G[V (P)UY], and hence pc(G[V (P)U
Y]) = pp(G[V(P) UY]) = 1. Thus we may assume that ¥ # (. By Lemma Z5[ii),
Yin—no = 0.

We first prove (i). Fix an integer i with ng+1 <i < m-ng—1. LetY;; = {y € Y; :
yuit1 € E(G)} and Y; o = ¥;\Yi 1. Then by LemmalZ.5(i), Ne(y)NV (P) = {wi, uit2}
for all y € Y; 2. Let j € {1,2}. If there exists an independent set U C Y; ; of G
with |U| = n — 1, then {u;—1,u;} UU induces a copy of Kj, in G, which is a
contradiction. Thus a(G[Y;;]) < n —2. Since Y # 0, ie., Y,, # 0 for some p
and ¢ with ng+1 < p <m —ng—1and ¢ € {1,2}, this implies that n > 3. By
Lemma 2.2 there exists a path partition P;; = {Qf?,@g?, .. .,QE?’”} of G[Y; ;]
with s; ; < n — 2, where P;; = 0 and si; = 0ifY;; = (). For an integer t with
1<t<n-2ift < s, let Rl(t]) be the path uinZ(?-wqu, where {v,w} is the
2(2, otherwise, let Rz(fj)

(i.e., RE? = wu;u;4+1 and R(tg = U;ui+1Ui+2). We define the value & (resp. &3) with

2y

set of endvertices of ) be the path between u; and u;4; on P

Ea=m—ngor & =m-—ng— 1 (resp. {&3=m —ng— 1 or {3 = m — ng) according

as m is odd or even. Let

®)

) _ () ()
Ry” =uiug - ung1 Ry 0 1 Ung+2 Ry o 1Ung 43+ Um—ng—1 02,01 1 Um—noUm—ng+1 -+ -

) _ (t) (t) (t)
R2 =uUru - unoJrlRn0+172uno+3Rn0+3,2uno+5 ce u§2—2R£2,2,2u§2u§2+1 Uy, and

) _ (t) (t) ()
R3" = uiug - - uno+2Rn0+2,2uno+4Rn0+4,2uno+6 T u§3—2R§3—2,2u§3u§3+1 cr Uy

Then we easily verify that {Rét) ca € {1,2,3}, 1 <t <n-—2}is a path cover of
G|V (P)UY] having cardinality at most 3(n — 2), which proves (i).
Next we prove (ii). Suppose that G is {F}[?’%,Fffr)b}—free. We start with the

following claim.

Claim 2.1 For an integer i withng+1 <1i <m —ng— 1, {u;,ui+1} UY; is a clique
of GG.

Proof. Suppose that there exist two vertices y,y’ € {u;, u;11}UY; with yy' ¢ E(G).
By the definition of ¥; and Lemma [Z3|(iii), every vertex in Y; is adjacent to both u;
and w11 in G. Thus y,y" € Y;. Recall that Ng(Y)NV(P) C{uj :ng+1<j <
m—mng}. Let k= max{j : ng+1 < j < m—ng, Nag(uj) N{y,y'} # 0}. We may
assume that yuy € E(G). Note that k£ > i+ 1. If £ =4+ 1, then

/
{y,y y Wiy Wi—Ty + ooy Wimm4-15 Wit-15 Uj42, - - - ,Uz‘+n}

induces a copy of Fy(f% in G, which is a contradiction. Thus k > i+2. If y'uy € E(G),
then

/
{y7 Y, Uy Uj—1y ooy Uj—n41, Uk, U1y« - - auk‘-i-n—l}

11
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induces a copy of F,(f,l in G; if y'ur ¢ E(G), then

/
{ui,y s Ui—1, Uj—2y e ooy Uj—n, Y, U, U415 - - - ,Uk+n—2}

1

induces a copy of Fy(w in G. In either case, we obtain a contradiction. [J

For an integer ¢ with ng +1 < i < m — ng — 1, it follows from Claim 2T] that
there exists a Hamiltonian path R; of G[{u;,u;+1} UY;] with the endvertices u; and

uij+1. Then

Urug - - - un0+1Rn0+1un0+2Rno+2uno+3 Tt umfnoflRmfnoflumfnoumfnoJrl cUm

is a Hamiltonian path of G[V (P)U(U,, 4 1<i<m—no—1 Yi)] (= G[V(P)UY]), as desired.
U

2.2 The “only if” parts of Theorem

Let s > 2 and t > 3 be integers, and let Q); = ugl)ugz)---ugt) (1 <i<s)bes

pairwise vertex-disjoint paths. We define four graphs.

o Let Hé,lt) be the graph obtained from the union of the paths @1, ..., Qs by adding

2(s — 1) vertices v, w; (1 <i<s—1)and 3(s — 1) edges viwi,viugt),viugﬁl (1<
i<s—1).

o Let H? be the graph obtained from vy by adding s — 1 edges ugt)uz(_lgl (1<i<

st st

s—1).

o Let H 8(3t) be the graph obtained from the union of the paths Q1, ..., Qs by adding
2(s—1) vertices v;, w; (1 <1i < s—1) and 4(s—1) edges viugt),viuﬁ_)l, wiugt), wiuﬁ_)l (1<

i<s—1).
(4) : 3) : _ ®, 1L ;
e Let H / be the graph obtained from Hg; by adding s — 1 edges u; "u;/; (1 <i <
s—1).
Lemma 2.9 We have pc(HSt)) = pc(Hs(?t)) = [=H7.

Proof. Note that ugl),ug),wi (1 <i < s—1) have degree one in HS(Qt) Since a path
contains at most two vertices of degree at most one, pc(G) > [%] for every graph G

where [ is the number of the vertices of G having degree one. In particular, we have

(1) > |5 2)

If s is odd, let

1 . 1 .o s—1
P = {Hé,t) —{w; 1< <s—1}, w2i711}2i71u§,~)sz‘ug)vziwzz 1< < 5 } ;

12



if s is even, let

P= { —{w; 1 1<j<s—1}, H [{ws 1}, w2i71U2i71u%)Q2iu§?U2iw2i 1<i <

Then we verify that P is a path cover of H (t with |P| = [£H1]. Furthermore, since
H(lt) is a spanning subgraph of HS( t)’ a path cover of H;t) is also a path cover of
H® . and hence pc(Hé t)) < pc(H (1)) < [#£17. This together with (@) leads to the

s,t

desired conclusion. [

Lemma 2.10 We have pp(Héi)) = PP(HS?) = S.

Proof. We first prove that
PP(H({) > 5. 3)

Let P be a path partition of H s(,?' It suffices to show that |P| > s. For each i with
1 < i < s, let R; be the unique element of P containing u§2). We remark that R;
might equal to R; forsome 1 <i < j<s. Let/ ={i:1<i<s-1, Rj= Ri;1}, and
write [ = {iy,i2,...,9,} with iy < ig < ... <1, where h =0 if I = (). For integers i
and ¢’ with 1 <14 < i’ < s, any paths of H( t) joining u(2) and u§,2) contain every vertex
in {uj :4 < j <4'}. This implies that if R; = Ry with 1 <i < i <s, theni —i+1
paths R; (i < j <) are equal. In particular, we have [{R; : 1 <i < s}| = s — h.
Fix an integer | with 1 <[ < h. Then for every path R of H(i) joining uz(f) and

s

(2)

u; 4y, we easily verify that

o {u(t), leLl}CV( ), and

i
e v;, ¢ V(R) or w;, ¢ V(R).
Since v;,w;, ¢ E(H s(flt)), this implies that there exists an element R} of P such that
either V/(R} ) = {v;, } or V(R}) = {w;, }. Therefore
91> [{Ri 1< <shULR, 1<) <
SR 1 <i<sH+ R, (1< j <A}
=(s—h)+h

:87

which proves (3]).

Since

P = {H) ~{w;1<j<s—1}, H){w}]:1<i<s—1)

13
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is a path partition of H (t) with |?'| = s. Furthermore, since H (t) is a spanning

subgraph of H é t), a path partition of H, ( t) is also a path partition of H é t)’ and hence
pp(H é t)) < pp(H, 8 )) < s. This together with (8] leads to the desired conclusion.

O

Now we prove the following proposition, which gives the “only if” parts of The-

orem [[.2!

Proposition 2.11 Let H be a finite family of connected graphs.
(i) If H satisfies (A1), then H < {K, ., K}, F ,)L,Fy(m} for an integer n > 2.

(ii) If H satisfies (A2), then H < {Ky,, K}, F,&%,F,&ZQL,FT(L%%,F 4)} for an integer
n > 2.

Proof. Since H is a finite family, the value p = max{|V(H)| : H € H} is well-
defined. If p < 2, then the desired conclusions trivially hold. Thus we may assume
that p > 3.

We first suppose that H satisfies (A1), and show that (i) holds. There exists
a constant ¢; = ¢1(H) such that pc(G) < ¢; for every connected H-free graph G.
Since pc(K12¢,+1) = 1 + 1 and pe(K5,. 1) = c1 + 1, neither Ky sc 41 nor K. 4 is
H-free. This implies that

H <A{K12e041, Kooy 11} (4)

For each ¢ € {1, 2}, it follows from Lemma 29 that p(:(HéZc)1 p) = [24H] = ¢ +1, and

hence HQ(i) is not H-free, i.e., H( 2

1 96, p COntains an induced subgraph A; isomorphic

to an element of H. Since |V (A4;)| < p, we have
o [{j:1<7 <2, V(4)NV(Q;) # 0} <2, and

° ‘{j 01 Sj < 2c¢y — 1, V(AZ) N {?}j,w]‘} 7& @}’ <1.

This implies that A; is an induced copy of F,Sf},, and hence

3 < {F),F3}. (5)

20 pp
Let n = max{2¢; + 1,p}. Then by @) and @), H < {K;,, K}, F,gln,F(n} which
proves (i).
Next we suppose that H satisfies (A2), and show that (ii) holds. There exists
a constant co = co(H) such that pp(G) < ¢ for every connected H-free graph G.
Since pp(G) > pc(@G) for all graphs G, H also satisfies (A1). Hence by (i), there

exists an integer m > 2 such that

H < {Kym, K, F\) F,Sf}n}. (6)

m,m?

14



For each i € {3,4}, it follows from Lemma 2.T0] that pp(H, ®

c2+1,p
(4) : : (4)
H.'\,, is not H-free, ie., H.~,

an element of H. Since |V (B;)| < p, we have

) = c2+ 1, and hence

contains an induced subgraph B; isomorphic to

e {j:1<j<c+1, V(B)NV(Q;) # 0} <2, and
o {j:1<j<c, V(Bi) N {vj,wi} # 0} < 1.
This implies that B; is an induced copy of F,ﬁf,l, and hence

3 < {FP),FD}. (7)

P77 PP

Let n' = max{m, p}. Then by @) and (@), K < {K1,, K%, F) O p® gt

n/,n'* " n'n " n'n n’,n’}7

which proves (ii). O

3 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we prove Theorem We start with the following lemma, which is
an analogy of Lemma

Lemma 3.1 For a graph G, cp(G) < R(a(G) + 1,a(G) +1) — 1.

Proof. Let P be a cycle partition of G with |P| = ¢p(G), and write P = {Q; : 1 <
i < cp(G)}. By way of contradiction, suppose that cp(G) > R(a(G) + 1, a(G) + 1).
For each integer i with 1 < i < cp(G), we define vertices x; and y; of Q; as follows:
If either Q; ~ K5 or Q); is a cycle, let z; and y; be vertices of Q; with z;y; € E(Q;); if
Q; ~ K1, let z; = y; = u where u is the unique vertex of );. For integers 7 and j with
1 <i<j<cp(G),if {z;zj,yy;} € E(G), then we easily verify that there exists a
spanning subgraph @ of G[V(Q;) UV (Q;)] such that either Q@ ~ K5 or Q is a cycle,
and hence P = (P\ {Q;,Q;}) U{Q} is a cycle partition of G with |P'| = cp(G) — 1,
which contradicts the definition of the cycle partition number. Thus if z;2; € E(G),
then yy; ¢ E(G).

Let K be the complete graph on {1,2,...,cp(G)}, and color all edges of K by
red or blue as follows: For integers ¢ and j with 1 <7 < j < cp(G), if z;2; ¢ E(G),
we color the edge ij of K by red; if z;z; € E(G) and y;y; ¢ E(G), we color the
edge ij of K by blue. Since |V (K)| = cp(G) > R(a(G) + 1,a(G) + 1), there exists
a monochromatic clique I of K with |I| = a(G) + 1. If I is a red clique of K, then
{z; 11 € I} is an independent set of G; if I is a blue clique of K, then {y; : i € I} is

an independent set of G. In either case, we obtain a contradiction. [J

The following lemma was implicitly proved in [I]. (To keep the paper self-

contained, we give its proof.)
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Lemma 3.2 (Choi et al. [1]) Let n > 2 be an integer. There exists a constant
¢ = ¢(n) depending on n only such that a(G) < c for every connected { K1 ,,, K}, P, }-
free graph G.

Proof. Let x be a vertex of G, and for an integer ¢ with ¢ > 0, let X; be the set of
vertices y of G such that the distance between x and y in G is exactly i. Note that
Xo = {x} and X; = Ng(z). Since G is P,-free, X; = () for all i > n — 1. Since G is

connected, this implies that

Vi) = |J x. (8)
0<i<n—2
We recursively define the values «; (i > 0) as follows: Let oy = 1, and for i with
i>1let ;= (n—1)R(n,o;—1 +1) — 1.
We prove that

a(G[X;]) < a; for an integer i with 0 < i <n — 2. 9)

We proceed by induction on i. Since a(G[Xy]) =1 = agp, we may assume that i > 1
and o(G[X;-1]) < aj—1. Since X; C Ng(X;-1), it follows from Lemma that
a(G[X;]) € a(G[Ng(Xi-1)]) < (n = 1)R(n,a;—1 + 1) — 1 = «, as desired.

By @) and @), we have a(G) < > gcicn_oa(G[Xi]) < > p<jcp_oi. Since
the value Zogz‘gn—z «; is a constant depe;d_ing on n only, we ol;t;in the desired

conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. By the definition of cycle cover and cycle partition, “(ii) =
(i)” clearly holds.

We show that “(iii) == (ii)” holds. Let n > 2 be an integer, and let ¢ = ¢(n) be
the constant as in Lemma It suffices to show that there exists a constant ¢; =
c1(n) depending on n only such that cp(G) < ¢; for every connected {K; ., K}, Py }-
free graph G. By the definition of ¢(n), we have «(G) < ¢. This together with
Lemma BTl leads to cp(G) < R(a(G) +1,a(G) +1) =1 < R(c+1,¢+ 1) — 1. Since
R(c+1,c+1)—1 is a constant depending on n only, we obtain the desired conclusion.

Finally, we show that “(i) = (iii)” holds, which completes the proof of The-
orem Suppose that a family H of connected graphs satisfies (A’1). Then
there exists a constant ¢; = ¢1(H) such that cc(G) < ¢; for every connected H-
free graph G. Since cc(K1c 1) = 1 + 1, cc(K7 1) = a1 + 1 and cc(Poc, 1) =
[%] = c1 + 1, none of Ky 1, KX, and Py, 41 is H-free. This implies that
H < {Ki1e+1, K2 11, Poeyt1}, and hence H < { K7y e 41, K50 1, Pacy 1}, which
leads (iii)). O
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