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Abstract

Given graphs F, F; and G, we say that G is Ramsey for (F}, F») and we write G — (F}, F»),
if for every edge coloring of GG by red and blue, there is either a red copy of F; or a blue copy of F»
in G. The size Ramsey number 7*(F}, F») is defined as the minimum number of edges of a graph G
such that G — (F}, F3). This paper provides the exact value of #(Fy, Fy) for many pairs (F, F»)
of star forests, giving a partial solution to a conjecture of Burr et al. (Ramsey-minimal graphs for
multiple copies, Indagationes Mathematicae, 81(2) (1978), 187-195).

1 Introduction

In this paper, we are only concerned with undirected simple finite graphs without isolated ver-
tices and we follow [[I]] for terminology and notations not defined here. For a given graph G, we
denote its vertex set, edge set, maximum degree, minimum degree and edge chromatic number
(chromatic index) of G by V(G), E(G), A(G), §(G) and x'(G), respectively. The order of a
graph G is the cardinality of its vertex set, and the size of G, e(G), is the cardinality of its edge
set. For a vertex v € V (G, we use deg (v) and N (v) to denote the degree and the set of neigh-
borhoods of v in GG, respectively. Also, G — v stands for the graph obtained from G by deleting
v and all leave neighbors of v. The star graph on n + 1 vertices is denoted by K ,,, consisting
of one root vertex connected to n leaves. Also, by a matching of size m, mK,, we mean m
independent edges. Also, for given graphs GG and H, we use G' L H to denote the disjoint union
of G and H and we use mG' to denote the disjoint union of m copies of G.
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A factor in a graph G is a spanning subgraph of G and a k-factor is a k-regular factor in G.
In particular, 1-factors are usually called perfect matchings. A graph G is called k-factorable if
the edges of G can be decomposed into k-factors. It is well known that graphs of even degree
can be decomposed into edge-disjoint cycles [[I]]. For regular graphs of even degree, the cycles
in some decomposition can be grouped to form 2-factors, as presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Petersen [8)]). Every regular graph of even degree is 2-factorable.

For given graphs F, F» and G, we write G — (F}, Fy) and we say G is Ramsey graph
for the pair (F, F») if in any red-blue coloring of the edges of G, there is either a red copy
of F} or a blue copy of F». A 2-edge coloring of G is called (F}, F,)-free coloring if G avoid
monochromatic F; in the i-th color class, for each i € {1, 2}. For given graphs F}, F», the size
Ramsey number 7(F}, F3) is defined as the minimum number of the edges of a graph G such
that G — (F}, F»). The investigation of size Ramsey numbers was first initiated by Erd8s et al.
[3]] in 1978. For results concerning size Ramsey numbers, we refer the reader to [3 4, (7, [9] and
references therein. In this paper, we study the size Ramsey number of star forests (a star forest,
sometimes also referred as a galaxy, is a forest whose each component is a star) and the exact
value of 7(F}, F3) is determined for some pairs (£, [,) of star forests.

In 1978 [2]], Burr et al. proposed the following conjecture, determining the exact value of
the 2-color size Ramsey number of star forests.

Conjecture 1 (Burr, Erdss, Faudree, Rousseau and Schelp [2]). For given positive integers
ng >mng > -+ >ngand my > my > - > my, let Fy = UJ_ | K, ,, and I, = |_|§~:1K17mj.
Then, #(Fy, Fy) = Y30 I, where, I, = max{n; + m; — 1 : i+ j = k}.

This conjecture was verified in [2]] for star forests containing stars of the same sizes.

Theorem 1.2 (Burr, ErdGs, Faudree, Rousseau and Schelp [2]]). For positive integers s, t, m
and n, 7(sKyn, tK1 ) = (s +t — 1)(m +n — 1). Moreover, if G — (sK1,,tK,,) and
has (s +t — 1)(m + n — 1) edges, then G = (s +t — 1)K,y p_1 or n = m = 2 and
G=IK;U(s+t—1—1)Ky3 forsomel, 1 <l <s+t—1.

Subsequently, the restriction that each star forest could only have stars of the same size was
relaxed and a more general condition was considered by Gy6ri and Schelp in [6]. Although
they did not completely verify the conjecture for all star forests, they did so for a large class of
forests, which provides substantial support for Conjecture 11

Theorem 1.3 (Gy6ri and Schelp [6]]). For positive integers ny > no > -+ > ng and m; >
my > - > my, let Fy = L Ky, and Fy = US| Ky ;. Fork = 2,...,s+1, setl, =
max{n;+m;—1:i+j = k}. If(lé“) > S forall 2 < k < s+t then 7(Fy, Fy) = S50 Ui

In Theorem some cases are missed for Ramsey minimal graphs. So, in this paper,
we first present a much shorter proof for Theorem including all equality cases (see Theo-
rem[2.2). In addition, we prove Conjecture [lfor many pairs (Fy = L5_ K1, Fo = U Ky )
of star forests, including the cases s = 1 (Theorem2.3)), s = 2 and n; = ny (Theorem 2.4), all
n;’s and m;’s are odd (Theorem 2.3) and all n;’s are equal to an odd number and m; is also odd
(Theorem 2.6). Moreover, for some pairs (F}, Fy) of star forests, Ramsey minimal graphs, i.e.
graphs F' with F' — (F, F3) and e(F') = 7(F}, F3) will be classified exactly.
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2 Main Results

In this section, the main results of the paper will be presented. Note that by the notations
of Conjecture [I] and using the simple fact that K1, m—1 — (K1, K1), we deduce that if
F = UKy, then F — (Fy, Fy) and so, #(Fy, F,) is upper bounded by e(F) = > 570 Iy
This is certamly the case for all results of this section, therefore we shall always prove just the
claimed lower bound for the size Ramsey number of star forests. Thus, to determine 7(F}, F3)
for a given pair (F}, F) of star forests, it is sufficient to show that if F' is a graph such that
F — (F\, Fy), then e(F) > ZSH

In what follows, we present a much shorter proof for Theorem Beforehand, we prove
the following simple lemma that will be used in the proof of next results.

Lemma 2.1. Let n,m be positive integers and let G be a graph such that either A(G) <
m+n — 3, or A(G) < m+n — 2 and m,n are both odd. Then, G has a (K, ,, K\ ,)-free
coloring.

Proof. First, suppose that A(G) < m + n — 3. Then, by Vizing’s Theorem, there is a proper
edge-coloring c for GG with at most m +n — 2 colors. Partition the color classes in ¢ into two sets
Ay, As of sizes at most n — 1, m — 1, respectively. For each i € {1, 2}, let G; be the subgraph
of GG induced by the edges of colors in A;. Clearly, G; and GG, decompose the edge set of GG and
A(G1) < n—1and A(Gy) < m — 1. Coloring all edges of G, i € {1,2}, by the i-th color
yields a (K, K1 ,,)-free coloring for G, as desired.

Now, suppose that A(G) = m + n — 2 and m, n are both odd. Then, G can be embedded
into a A(G)-regular graph H. By Theorem [LI} H can be decomposed into (m + n — 2)/2
two-factors. Now, color all the edges of G which are in the first (n — 1)/2 two-factors of H by
red and other edges of GG by blue. Clearly, the maximum degree of the red (resp. blue) subgraph
of G is at most n — 1 (resp. m — 1). Therefore, this is a (K ,,, K1 ,,)-free coloring for G. This
completes the proof. (|

Note that the above lemma is not the case when A(G) = m +n — 2 and n or m is even. For
instance, when m = 2, an n-regular graph without a perfect matching would be a counterexam-
ple. Now, we are ready to give an alternative proof for Theorem [L.2]including missing extremal
cases.

Theorem 2.2. For positive integers s, t, m and n, n > m, we have 7(sKy n, tK; ) = (s +t —
1)(m + n — 1). Moreover, if G — (sKy,,tKy,,) and e(G) = (s +t — 1)(m +n — 1), then
G=(s+t—1)Kyimaorn=m=2and G =IKsU(s+t—1—1)Ky3 0rs=m=1and
n=2and G = ICy U (t — 2l) K, 5, for some nonnegative integer l.

Proof. Since Ky yin—1 — (K1, K1m), wehave (s+t—1)K1 ;101 — (K1, tK; ). Thus,
7(F1, Fy) < (s+t—1)(m+n—1). Now, we prove the lower bound by induction on s + t.
Let G be a graph such that G — (sK ,, tK1,,). If A(G) < m + n — 3, then by Lemma2.1]
there is a (K ,,, K1 ,,,)-free coloring of G, a contradiction. Thus, A(G) > m +n — 2. Let v be
a vertex of maximum degree in G.

Claim. (G — v) — ((5 — 1)Ky, tK1 ).



To prove the claim, on the contrary, suppose that (G — v) 4 ((s — 1)Ky, tK1,,). Then,
by the definition, there is a ((s — 1)K ,,, t Ky ., )-free coloring of G — v. This coloring can be
extended to a (sK ., tK] ,)-free coloring of G by coloring all edges incident with v by the
first color, contradicting that G — (sK ,,, K ,,). This observation completes the proof of the
claim.

Thus, G —v — ((s — 1)Ky, t K1 ,,) and by the induction hypothesis, e(G —v) > (s +t —
2)(m+n—1). Now,if A(G) >m+n —1,thene(G) > (s+t —1)(m +n — 1) and we are
done.

Thus, assume that A(G)) = m +n — 2 and there are s + ¢ — 1 vertices, say vy, ..., Vg1, i
G such that dg, , (v;) = m +n — 2, in which Gy = G and G; = G — {vy, ..., v;}. Therefore,
v;’s form an independent set in G.

Let W = {v1,...,vss41} and let B be the bipatrtite graph induced by the edges between
W and V(G)\W in G. By Vizing’s theorem and the fact that bipartite graphs are in class 7,
X'(B) < A(B) = A(G) = m + n — 2. Color all the first n — 1 color classes by red and the
m — 1 remaining classes by blue. Clearly, this is a (K7 ,,, K1 ,,,)-free coloring of B. We extend
this coloring to a coloring for GG by giving a 2-coloring for (at most) s + ¢ — 2 remaining edges.
Obviously, these edges lie in V(G)\W. Select arbitrarily s — 1 of them and color these edges
by red. Finally, color the remaining edges by blue. Since B has no red copy of K, and each
red edge in V(G)\W participates in at most one vertex disjoint red copy of K ,,, there is no red
copy of sK ,, in GG. Similarly, there is no blue ¢ K ,,, in G. But this contradicts the assumption
G — (SKl,na tKl,m)- Hence, f(Fl, FQ) = (S +1t— 1)(m +n— 1)

Now, we are going to characterize the extremal structures. For simplicity, define the graph
H,,,, to be either K; 3 or K3 if m = n = 2 and to be K1 ,, 4,1, otherwise. Now, let G —
(F, Fy) and e(G) = (s +t — 1)(n 4+ m — 1). There are two possibilities for G. The first is
A(G) =m+n—1and the secondis A(G) =m+n —2and e(Gs41) = s+t — 1.

For the first case, e(G —v) = (s +t—2)(m+n—1)and G —v — ((s — 1)Ky, t K1 1)
and G —v — (sKy,, (t — 1)K ,,). Without loss of generality, we may assume that all isolated
vertices of G — v are removed.

First, suppose s = m = 1 and n = 2. By the induction hypothesis, G — v is the disjoint
union of some C,’s and K 5’s. Note that A(G) = m +n — 1 = 2 and so v is not adjacent to
vertices of Cy’s and the centers of K 5’s. If N(v) is disjoint from V(G — v) or v is adjacent
to both leaves of one K, then G is also union of some C4’s and K;5’s and we are done.
Otherwise, GG has a connected component isomorphic to either a path P; or P;. It is easy to see
that P5 /4 (Ki2,2K,,) and Pr /4 (K;2,3K,) (for this, we can color first and last edges of
the path by red and others by blue). Hence, G' /4 (K2, tK7 7).

Now, suppose that either s # 1, or m # 1, or n # 2. Then, by the induction hypothesis,
GG — v is the disjoint union of s + ¢ — 2 graphs H,, ,,. Again, if N (v) is disjoint from V(G — v),
then G is the disjoint union of s + ¢ — 1 graphs H,,, ,, and we are done. Now, suppose that NV (v)
contains a vertex v in a copy of H,, ,,, say Hy, in G — v. If Hy is a star, let w be the center of
Hy and if Hj is a triangle then let w # u be an arbitrary vertex of H,.

Denote the edges incident with v by H; and color edges of H, and H; such that in each H;,
1 = 1,2, there are exactly n red edges and m — 1 blue edges, the edges wu and uv are both red
and there is no blue copy of K ,, in H U H; (this can be done because v and w cannot be the
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center of a blue K ,,, and in case m = 2, since n > m, we can avoid a blue K 5). Also, since
wu and uv are both red, there is no two vertex disjoint red copies of K ,, in H LI ;. Now, for
the remaining edges, color s — 2 copies of H,,, by red and t — 1 copies of H,, ,, by blue. So,
there is at most s — 1 disjoint red copies of K ,, and ¢ — 1 disjoint blue copies of K ,,,. Thus,
G 7L> (SKl,na tKl,m)-

For the second case, i.e. when A(G) = m+n—2and e(Gsy4—1) = s+t—1,if m = 1, then
A(G) =n — 1 and we color all the edges by red. Therefore, we may suppose that m,n > 2. If
m =n = 2, then A(G) = 2 and G is disjoint union of some paths and cycles. We color edges
of each path and cycle alternatively by blue and red. Let A\ be the number of odd cycles in G.
Clearly, the number of monochromatic copies of K 5 is equal to A. Since ¢(G) = 3(s+¢ — 1),
wehave A < s+t—1. If A < s+t —2, then we can color (G such that there are at most s — 1 red
copies of K , and at most ¢ — 1 blue copies of K 5, and thus, G /4 (Fy, Fy). f A =s+t —1,
then G = (s + ¢ — 1) K3 and we are done.

Now, let m > 2, n > 3 and we show that G /4 (F}, Fy). Recall that the edge set of B
can be colored by red and blue so that B /4 (K, K1,,). Consider the induced subgraph F
on V(G)\W. By the assumption, F' has exactly s + ¢ — 1 edges. If two of these edges, say e;
and e,, are adjacent, then we color e, e5 and s — 2 more arbitrarily selected edges of F' by red
and ¢ — 1 remaining edges of /' by blue. Clearly, there are at most ¢ — 1 disjoint blue copies of
K ,, and at most (s — 1) disjoint red copies of K, in G which is a contradiction. Hence, the
edges e, €9, ..., €541 form a matching in /. Note that every red K ,, in F} or blue K ,, in
F5 should contain one of e;’s. Now, we claim that for all 7, e; has one endpoint, say wu;, which is
incident with n — 1 red edges in B and another endpoint, say v;, which is incident with m — 1
blue edges in B. To see this, note that if both endpoints of e; are incident with at most n — 2 red
edges in B, then we can color ¢; and s — 1 more edges in F' by red and ¢ — 1 remaining edges
by blue and this implies that G /4 (F}, F,). Thus, there is an endpoint of e;, say u;, with red
degree equal to n — 1 in B. Similarly, there is an endpoint of e;, say v;, with blue degree equal
tom — 1in B. Also, since A(B) = m + n — 2, u; and v; are distinct. This proves the claim.

On the other hand, since B has exactly (s+t—1)(m-+n—2) edges, we have deg(u;) = n—1
and deg;(v;) = m — 1. Recall that we applied Vizing’s theorem to color the edges of B. Now,
we exchange color of the first and the last classes. In this way, every u; is incident with n — 2
red edges and one blue edge, and every v; is incident with m — 2 blue edges and one red edge.
Now, we color all the s + ¢ — 1 edges in F' by red. Being n > 3 guarantees that neither a red
K, ,, nor a blue K ,, is seen. Hence, G /4 (5K, tKq ). O

Now, for the next step, we are going to prove Conjecture [l when s = 1. In other words, we
determine the size Ramsey number of a star versus an arbitrary star forest. Moreover, Ramsey
minimal graphs will be completely characterized.

Theorem 2.3. For given positive integers n and m; > my > --- > m; > 2, we have
Py o Ky ) = Z;Zl(n +my; — 1). Moreover, if F' — (K1, U Ky ,n;) and e(F) =
Z;Zl(n—i—mj—l), then F' = |_|§:1Gj, where for each j, either Gj = K1 pym;—1, 0rn =m; = 2

and Gj = Kg.

Proof. We use induction on n to show that if F' — (K, U5_; Ky ), then e(F) > Z;Zl(n +
m; —1). If n =1, then F — (K, U_ Ky ,) implies that e(F) > Y°_ m.
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Now, let n > 2 and F' be a graph such that F' — (K, u;lel,mJ). Also, let M be the
maximum matching in F. Clearly | M| > ¢, because if all edges of F' are colored by blue, then
|_|§:1K 1,m; € F. Let I\ M be the graph obtained from [ by deleting all edges of M.

Claim. (F \ M) — (KLn—la U;:lKLmJ')‘

To prove the claim, consider a red/blue coloring of F'\ M and extend it to a coloring of F’
by coloring the edges of M by red. Hence, there is either a red K ,, or a blue |_|§-:1K 1,m; 10 F.
In the latter case, F' \ M contains a blue |_|§:1K 1,m; and in the earlier case, at most one edge of
the red K, isin M, so F'\ M contains a red K ,,_;. This completes the proof of the claim.

Applying the induction hypothesis and the claim, we have

e(F\M)>> (m;+n-—2).

j=1
Therefore, e(F') = e(M) + e(F \ M) > E;Zl(n + m; — 1) and we are done.

Now, we use induction on n to characterize the extremal structures. Suppose that ' —
(K1 s s Ky ) and e(F) = Z;Zl n+m;—1. Forn = 1, itis obvious that F' = |_|§.:1 K1 m,.
Now, let n > 2 and M be the maximum matching of F'. By the above arguments, e(M) > t

and (F\ M) = (Kyy-1,U 1 K1,m,). Thus,e(F\ M) =" (n+m; —2)and e(M) = t.

J=1

By the induction hypothesis, F'\ M contains exactly ¢ components such that each component
is either a star or a triangle. We claim that there is no triangle in /' \ M. Otherwise, we
have n = 3 and in this case, color all the triangles and two arbitrary edges of each star in
F'\ M by red and all the remaining edges of I by blue. Clearly, there is no red copy of K,
and the number of blue edges is strictly less than E;Zl m; which is a contradiction. Hence,
FAM =U\_ K1 pym;—2

Now, we claim that for every edge e € M, the endpoints of e cannot be in two different
components of '\ M. On the contrary, suppose that the endpoints of e are in two components
of '\ M say S; and S,. Color n — 1 edge of each star in '\ M by red and all other edges of
F by blue such that S; U S5 U e contains a blue copy of Py, a path of length three. It is obvious
that there is no red copy of K ,, and the number of blue edges is exactly Z;:l m;. Existence of
a blue P, in F" implies that F' contains no blue copy of F,. This observation proves the claim.

The maximality of M implies that each edge e of M is either incident with a center of a star
in '\ M, or n = 3 and e is incident with the leaves of a K 5 in '\ M. Therefore, F' = |_|;.:1Gj,
where for each j, either G; = K ;44m;-1, 0r n = m; = 2 and G; = K3. This completes the
proof. (|

Here, we determine the exact value of the size Ramsey number of two stars of the same
sizes versus an arbitrary star forest.

Theorem 2.4. For positive integers n and m; > mg > --- > my > 2, let Iy = 2K, , and
Fy =U_ K. Then #(F, Fy) =n+my — 14+ 3 (n+m; —1).
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Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that if G is a graph such that G — (F}, F5), then ¢(G) > n +
my— 1430 (mi+n—1).

Let G be a graph such that G — (F}, F,). If A(G) < n + m; — 3, then by Lemma
2.1] there exists a (K, K m, )-free coloring of G, contradicting G — ([}, F3). Now, let
A(G) > my +n — 1. Thus, there is a vertex v € V(G) such that deg(v) > my +n — 1.

With the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 22l G — v — (K 1n, F3). Thus,
by Theorem 23] ¢(G' — v) > Y. (m; +n — 1) and so, e(G) > deg(v) + e(G — v) >
n4+my—1+3" (mi+n—1).

Hence, we may assume that A(G) = n +m; — 2 and deg(v) = n+my — 2. Ife(G —v) >
S (mi+n—1),thene(G) >n+my —2+ >, (m; +n — 1) and we are done. Thus, we
may assume that e(G —v) = Y.i_ (m; +n —1). As, G — v — (K, F3), by Theorem 2.3
G — v = UL_,G; such that for every i, G; = K1 ym,—1 or G; = K.

If G = K1 n4m,—1 for some j, then A(G) > n+m; —1 which contradicts A(G) = n+m; —2.
Therefore, G — v = tKj3 and for all i, 1 < i < ¢, we have n = m; = 2. Since A(G) = 2,
v has no neighbor in G — v and so G = K 5 U tK3. Now, we color an arbitrary edge of each
component of GG by red and the rest by blue. Then, we exchange the color of a blue edge in
exactly one of the triangles by red. Clearly, there is only one red copy of K5 and ¢ — 1 blue
copies of K 5 which contradicts F' — (2K ,,, U_ Ky 1, ). O

Now, in the sequel, we determine the size Ramsey number of star forests containing stars of
odd sizes.

Theorem 2.5. Let ny > ny > --- > ngand my > my > --- > my be odd positive integers
and Fy = U;_ Ky, and Fy = U._ | Ky . Then, 7(Fy, F) = ZJ:; ly,, where, l;, = max{n; +
Proof. Suppose that G is a graph such that G — (F, F3). We are going to prove that e(G) >
Z:; .. First, note that by LemmaZ.Il A(G) > my +ny — 1.
Now, let v; be a vertex of degree at least [, in G. Then, one may see that G — v; —
(Lo K1y, F2) and G — v — (Fy, US_y K ;). Thus, again by Lemma 2.1} we have A(G —
v1) > max{ny + my — 1,n1 + mg — 1} = l3. Now, choose a vertex vy of degree at least [3 in

GG — vy. By continuing this process, one we may find vertices vy, vs, . . ., 5141 such that for all
ke {l,...s+t— 1}, the degree of vy in G \ {v1,...,vx_1} is at least [, 1. This proves that
e(G) > >+ ;.. This completes the proof. O

As the last result of this paper, we prove the following theorem which determines the size
Ramsey number of arbitrary star forests under a certain condition.

Theorem 2.6. Let s, n and m; > my > --- > my > 2 be positive integers. If n and m, are
both odd, then

t
P K, U Kymy) = (s = D)(ntmy — 1) + > (n+my; —1).

J=1

Moreover, if n and m, are both odd, G — (sK 1, V;_1 Ky ,,) and e(G) = (s — 1)(n +my —
1)+ E;Zl(n +mj —1), then G = (s — 1) K1 gy 1 Wiy Kb, —1-
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Proof. We use induction on s to prove the theorem. The base case s = 1, follows from Theorem
23] Let s > 2 and G be a graph such that G — (sK ,, u;lel,mj).

First, by Lemma[2.T] we have A(G) > n+m; — 1.

Now, let v be a vertex of maximum degree in G, i.e. deg(v) > n + m; — 1. By a similar
argument, used in the proof of Theorem (G —v) = ((s = 1)K, L5 K1m,). By the
induction hypothesis, e(G — v) > (s — 2)(n +m; — 1) + Z;Zl(n +m; — 1) and so

e(G) =deg(v)+e(G—v) > (s—1)(n+my —1)+ Z(n—i—mj —1).

j=1

This observation shows that

t
P K, U Kymy) = (s = D)(n+my — 1) + > (n+my; —1).

j=1

Now, let G — (sK1p, L K1 ;) and e(G) = (s—l)(n—i—ml—l)—l—zzzl(nijj—l). Also,
suppose that m; = - - - = my and my41 < my, for some ¢ > 1. By the above argument, we have
deg(v) =n+my—lande(G—v) = (s—2)(n+m;—1) +Z§:1(n+mj —1). By the induction
hypothesis, G — v = (5 = 2) K1 n4m; -1 Us—) Kinym,—1. We claim that N(v) N V(G —v) = 0.

On the contrary, let u € N(v) N V(G —v). Set A = (s — 1)Ky 4m,—1 and B =
|_|§:2K1,n+mj,1. First, suppose that u € N(v) NS, for some component S of A. Note that
the maximum degree condition on GG implies that u is not the root vertex of S. In this case,
color n edges of each component in A and also n — 1 edges of each component in B by red and
the rest by blue. Also, color n edges incident with v by red and the rest by blue such that edges
incident with v are red. It is obvious that the red subgraph contains at most s — 1 disjoint copies
of K, and the blue subgraph contains at most ¢ — 1 disjoint copies of K ,,,. Hence, we have
a (sKqn, u;lel,mJ)—free coloring of (7, a contradiction.

Now, let u € N(v) N S for some component .S of B. In this case, color all edges in A and
also n — 1 edges of each component in B by red and the rest by blue. Also, color n — 1 edges
incident with v by red and the rest by blue such that SUN (v) contains a blue copy of P,. Clearly,
there are at most (s — 1) disjoint red copies of K ,. Also, the number of blue edges is exactly
Z;:l m;. Existence of a blue P, in the blue subgraph implies that G contains no blue copy
of |—|§-:1K1,mj and so we have a (sK,, I_Iﬁ-lel,mj)—free coloring of G, a contradiction. This
contradiction shows that N'(v) NV (G —v) = @ and s0 G = (s — 1) K1 iy 1 Uiy Ko gm,—1-
This completes the proof. (|

3 Concluding Remarks
We close the paper with some supplementary remarks. First, one may think of a generalization
of the results of the paper to the multicolor size Ramsey numbers. Let py, ps, ..., p; and n;, >

ni, > - >mn,, (1 <i < q), be positive integers. Also, let Iy, Fy, ..., I, be star forests such
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that for: =1,2,...,q, F; = I_If"lel,nij. Setp=>"7 piandfork =¢q,q+1,...,p, suppose
that

Iy = max{(ny, — 1)+ (ng, — 1)+ +(ny, —1)+1: j1+jo+-+j =k}

Using the simple fact that Km0, —1)4(mg—1)+tmg—1)+1 = (Kimys Kimgs - s Kim, ), We
deduce that if /' = L} _ K1, then F' — (Fy, [y, ..., Fy). Thus,

p
P Py, Fy) <) (1
k=q

We believe that equality holds in () which is stated as the following conjecture and can be
considered as an extension of Conjecture [I]to the multicolor case.

Conjecture 2. Let p1,pa, ..., pgand ni, > ng, > -+ >mn;,, (1 <i < q), be positive integers
andp =Y 1 p. If F\, Fs, ..., F, are star forests such that F; = Ugilel,nij’ then

p
PPy Fy) =) I,
k=q

where, I, = max{(ny, — 1)+ (ny,

— D)4t (g, =D+ 1 jitjat+ -+ j, =k}

Using the same methods as in the proofs, we can generalize the results of Theorems
23 In fact, we have the exact values of the following parameters.

A t
e 31K27 52K27 ey SqK27 Uj:lKl,mj)a

(
o H(Kinys Kings s Kingy Us Kin,),
o 7(Fy, Iy, ..., F,), when each component of F}’s is odd,
(

o (51K, S2 K1y, ooy Sq 1, |_|§»:1K17m].), when for each ¢, n; and m; are odd.
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