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Abstract

We fully disprove a conjecture of Haythorpe on the minimum number of hamiltonian
cycles in regular hamiltonian graphs, thereby extending a result of Zamfirescu, as well
as correct and complement Haythorpe’s computational enumerative results from [Ex-
perim. Math. 27 (2018) 426–430]. Thereafter, we use the Lovász Local Lemma to ex-
tend Thomassen’s independent dominating set method. Regarding the limitations of
this method, we answer a question of Haxell, Seamone, and Verstraete, and settle the
first open case of a problem of Thomassen. Motivated by an observation of Aldred and
Thomassen, we prove that for every κ ∈ {2, 3} and any positive integer k, there are
infinitely many non-regular graphs of connectivity κ containing exactly one hamiltonian
cycle and in which every vertex has degree 3 or 2k.
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1 Introduction

Motivated by Sheehan’s famous conjecture stating that every hamiltonian 4-regular graph
contains at least two hamiltonian cycles [20], Fleischner’s surprising result that there exist
graphs in which every vertex has degree 4 or 14 and which contain exactly one hamiltonian
cycle [6], as well as recent work of Haythorpe [13], in this paper we investigate bounds for the
minimum number of hamiltonian cycles occurring in hamiltonian graphs in which the set of
distinct vertex degrees contains at most two elements. For further results treating Sheehan’s
conjecture and its variations we point to the recent articles [8, 9, 24] and references therein.

We say that a graph is (k, `)-regular if all of its vertices are of degree k or ` and there
is at least one vertex of degree k and at least one vertex of degree `; k = ` is allowed, in
which case we simply write k-regular. We will denote by hn(k, `) the minimum number of
hamiltonian cycles of any hamiltonian (k, `)-regular graph of order n, and put

hn(k) := hn(k, k), h(k, `) := min
n
hn(k, `), and h(k) := min

n
hn(k).
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In case no hamiltonian (k, `)-regular graph of order n exists, we write hn(k, l) := ∞. Aside
from trivial lower bounds, related to the important quartic case we know that h(4) ≤ 12,
lim supn→∞ hn(4) ≤ 144, and h(3, 4) = h(4, 14) = 1, see [9, 24, 4, 6], respectively. With the
same idea as in the proof of Theorem 1 in [24], one can show that for every integer ` ≥ 4
there exists a constant c`, depending only on `, such that for infinitely many n we have
hn(4, `) ≤ c`. However, only for few ` the exact value of c` is known.

We will here be mostly concerned with upper bounds for the above quantities, but the
reader might wonder what can be said about lower bounds. Unfortunately, not much. By ex-
tending a technique of Thomassen [23] it was proven by Haxell, Seamone, and Verstraete [12]
that h(k) ≥ 2 for all k ≥ 23. If both k and ` are odd, then it follows from Thomason’s “lol-
lipop” technique [21] that h(k, `) ≥ 3. On the other hand, expanding on what has been said
above, Entringer and Swart [4] proved h(3, 4) = 1 (further examples were given by Aldred
and Thomassen in [15], Royle [19], and in [9]) and Fleischner [6], as mentioned above, showed
h(4, 14) = 1.

Whenever a figure in this article shows, for a particular graph G, some of G’s edges
displayed thicker than others, then the set of thin edges belongs to no hamiltonian cycle
of G, and every thick edge belongs to at least one hamiltonian cycle of G—this facilitates
checking certain arguments.

A number of results in this paper were obtained using computer-aided methods. In total
these computations amounted to about 35 CPU years. To ensure the correctness of the
results, we performed independent verifications in which we solve the same problem using
different algorithms; we also present a human-readable proof where possible. We made the
source code of our implementations and the certificates that can be used to independently
verify our claims publicly available on GitHub [10].

This article is organised as follows. In Section 2 we discuss a recent conjecture of
Haythorpe [13] revolving around the minimum number of hamiltonian cycles in hamilto-
nian k-regular graphs, where k ≥ 5. In [24] it was proven that this conjecture does not
hold for k ∈ {5, 6, 7}. We here extend this result and show that it holds for no k. In Sec-
tion 3 we correct certain inaccuracies occurring in Haythorpe’s article [13]—these revolve
around computational results on the counting of hamiltonian cycles in regular graphs. In
Section 4 we first use probabilistic arguments involving the Lovász Local Lemma to extend
Thomassen’s independent dominating set method. Thereafter, combining a gluing argument
with computational methods, it is shown that for k ∈ {5, 6} there exist infinitely many k-
regular graphs with a hamiltonian cycle h containing no h-independent dominating set; this
answers a question of Haxell, Seamone, and Verstraete [12] and settles the first open case
of a problem of Thomassen [23]. The paper concludes with Section 5, in which we extend
an observation of Aldred and Thomassen, proving that for every κ ∈ {2, 3} and any positive
integer k, there are infinitely many non-regular graphs of connectivity κ containing exactly
one hamiltonian cycle and in which every vertex has degree 3 or 2k. It is also shown that
the smallest (3, 4)-regular graph that contains exactly one hamiltonian cycle has order 18,
and that all (3, 2k + 1)-regular graphs with exactly three hamiltonian cycles and at most
32 vertices are cubic.

2 Counterexamples to Haythorpe’s conjecture

In [13] Haythorpe published the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1 (Conjecture 3.1 in [13]). For d ≥ 5 and n ≥ d + 3, all hamiltonian d-regular

graphs of order n have at least f(n, d) := (d− 1)2[(d− 2)!]
n

d+1 hamiltonian cycles.
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2.1 Counterexamples for all values of d

In [24] Conjecture 1 was shown to not hold for d ∈ {5, 6, 7}. By extending the approach
from [24], we show that Haythorpe’s conjecture holds for no integer d ≥ 5.

Theorem 1. For arbitrary integers k ≥ 0 and d ≥ 5, we have

hn(d) ≤ 2[(d− 1)!]d−2[(d− 2)!]k < f(n, d),

where n := d2 + d− 4 + (d+ 1)k.

Proof. The proof of the first inequality is structurally identical to the proof of Theorem 3
from [24], so we will be succinct. Fig. 1 shows a d-regular graph on d2+d−4 vertices—see the
figure’s caption for an exact description of the graph’s structure—with exactly 2((d− 1)!)d−2

hamiltonian cycles. In Fig. 1, the graph induced by v, w, and the vertices marked by white
disks has order d + 1. It has exactly two hamiltonian vw-paths. By applying Lemma 2
from [24], this first part of the proof is completed.

K−
d+1 K−

d+1 K−
d+1

v w

Figure 1: A d-regular graph. K−d+1 stands for a complete graph on d+ 1 vertices minus the
horizontal edge, and there are d − 2 copies of these graphs present. There are d − 3 white
squares and d−1 white disks. No two white squares are connected; the graph induced by the
set of all white disks is a path; and white squares and white disks are connected in any way
that produces a d-regular graph—this is possible as the number of edges leaving white squares,
(d− 3)(d− 2), is equal to the number of edges leaving white disks, 2(d− 3) + (d− 3)(d− 4).

We now prove the second inequality, i.e. show that

2[(d− 1)!]d−2[(d− 2)!]k < (d− 1)2[(d− 2)!]
d2+d−4+(d+1)k

d+1 .

Rewrite the left-hand side as

2(d− 1)d−2[(d− 2)!]d−2[(d− 2)!]k

and the right-hand side as

(d− 1)2[(d− 2)!]d+k−
4

d+1 = (d− 1)2[(d− 2)!]2−
4

d+1 [(d− 2)!]d−2[(d− 2)!]k.
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By cancelling out common factors, this leads to

2[(d− 1)!]d−2[(d− 2)!]k < (d− 1)2[(d− 2)!]
d2+d−4+(d+1)k

d+1 ,

i.e.
2(d− 1)d−4 < [(d− 2)!]2−

4
d+1 .

For 5 ≤ d ≤ 59, we verified with a computer that the inequality holds. For d ≥ 60, the
inequality can be proven via Stirling’s formula, and by using the fact that a polynomial of
degree four with variable d is larger than a polynomial of degree three for a sufficiently large
value of d (in our case, d ≥ 60):

[(d− 2)!]2−
4

d+1 > [(d− 2)!]
3
2 >

[√
2π(d− 2)

(
d− 2

e

)d−2] 3
2

> 2

[(
d− 2

e

)4
] 3

8
d− 3

4

> 2
[
(d− 1)3

] 3
8
d− 3

4
> 2(d− 1)d−4.

2.2 Improved upper bounds for the 6- and 7-regular case

The following result was proven in [24]. As already mentioned, it shows that Conjecture 1
does not hold for d ∈ {5, 6, 7}.

Theorem 2 (Theorem 3 from [24]). For every non-negative integer k there exists (i) a 5-
regular graph on 26 + 6k vertices with exactly 2k+10 · 3k+3 hamiltonian cycles, (ii) a 6-regular
graph on 39+7k vertices with exactly 23(k+4) ·3k+4 ·55 hamiltonian cycles, and (iii) a 7-regular
graph on 54 + 8k vertices with exactly 23(k+8) · 3k+10 · 5k+5 hamiltonian cycles.

If we set d = 5, d = 6, and d = 7 in Theorem 1, we get:

Corollary 1. For every non-negative integer k there exists (i) a 5-regular graph on 26 + 6k
vertices with exactly 2k+10 ·3k+3 hamiltonian cycles, (ii) a 6-regular graph on 38+7k vertices
with exactly 23(k+4)+1 · 3k+4 · 54 hamiltonian cycles, and (iii) a 7-regular graph on 52 + 8k
vertices with exactly 23(k+7) · 3k+10 · 5k+5 hamiltonian cycles.

Corollary 1 results in the same number of hamiltonian cycles (and the same order) for
d = 5 as Theorem 2. However, for d = 6 and d = 7 the orders are not the same (38 + 7k
for Corollary 1 versus 39 + 7k for Theorem 2 using d = 6, and 52 + 8k for Corollary 1 versus
54 + 8k for Theorem 2 using d = 7). We now present a variation of Theorem 1 such that the
number of vertices is the same for d = 6 and d = 7, but the number of hamiltonian cycles is
smaller:

Theorem 3. For every non-negative integer k there exists (i) a 6-regular graph on 39 + 7k
vertices with exactly 23(k+4)+1 · 3k+4 · 54 hamiltonian cycles, and (ii) a 7-regular graph on
54 + 8k vertices with exactly 23(k+7) · 3k+10 · 5k+5 hamiltonian cycles.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem 1, only a certain subgraph has been
replaced. The graphs can be found in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 (in the Appendix) for d = 6 and
d = 7, respectively.
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3 Correcting and extending Haythorpe’s table

Haythorpe published several values of hn(k) and upper bounds for hn(k) in Table 1 of [13],
for integers k and n satisfying 4 ≤ k ≤ 7 and 5 ≤ n ≤ 18. According to [13], the values
of hn(k) were “computed by first using GENREG [18] to construct all k-regular graphs on
n vertices for various values of n and k, and then using the hamiltonian cycle enumeration
algorithm by Chalaturnyk [2] to count the number of hamiltonian cycles in each.”

The upper bounds for hn(k) from [13] are equal to h2n(k), which we define as the minimum
number of hamiltonian cycles amongst all hamiltonian k-regular graphs on n vertices with
vertex connectivity 2. These values were computed in [13] for the cases where there were more
than 100 million connected k-regular graphs on n vertices, motivated by the observation that
the minimal examples for the values of hn(k) that were calculated exhaustively always had
connectivity 2 if any such graph existed for that choice of n and k (i.e. (i) n ≥ 2k + 2 and
(ii) k even or k odd and n even). However, as we will show in this section, the reported values
of h2n(k) in [13] are inaccurate, i.e. there exist regular hamiltonian graphs with connectivity 2
for which the number of hamiltonian cycles is smaller than the reported values.

We repeated Haythorpe’s experiment, using two independent algorithms for counting the
number of hamiltonian cycles. To enumerate all hamiltonian cycles, the first algorithm starts
from an initially empty path that only contains the vertex with the lowest degree—ties are
broken arbitrarily—and it will recursively extend the path in all possible ways by visiting an
unvisited vertex. If there are no more unvisited vertices left that can be reached, the algorithm
checks whether all vertices have been visited and whether there is an edge between the end
vertices of the path (to obtain a hamiltonian cycle). In order to speed up this approach,
the algorithm avoids double counting cycles by breaking symmetry and the algorithm prunes
paths that cannot lead to a hamiltonian cycle, based on the degrees of the unvisited vertices
and the end vertices of the path. This approach is based on the algorithm from [11].

The second algorithm uses the dynamic programming algorithm due to Held and Karp [14]
for solving sequencing problems—the hamiltonian cycle problem can be seen as a special case
of such a sequencing problem by applying Lemma 1 of [16]. For both algorithms, we also
implemented a version that counts hamiltonian paths instead of cycles, since we will use this
later.

We first computed the values of hn(k) by using GENREG [18] to generate all connected
k-regular graphs on n vertices. Thereafter, we used the two independent algorithms for
computing the number of hamiltonian cycles. The values of hn(k) obtained through this
experiment match the values that were reported by Haythorpe. For computing the values of
h2n(k), we used a different approach starting from nearly k-regular graphs, i.e. graphs G in
which every vertex has degree k, except for two vertices which have degree less than k. We
will refer to these two vertices as the terminals of G. The following observation, whose proof is
straightforward, shows the relationship between hamiltonian k-regular graphs of connectivity
2 and nearly k-regular graphs.

Observation 1. Let G1 = (V1, E1) be a hamiltonian k-regular graph with p1 hamiltonian
cycles and let {u, v} be a 2-cut of G1. The graph G1−u−v consists of precisely two connected
components G2 = (V2, E2) and G3 = (V3, E3) for which |V2| ≥ k − 1 and |V3| ≥ k − 1. Let
p2 and p3 be the number of hamiltonian paths between the terminals of the nearly k-regular
graphs G1[V2 ∪ {u, v}] and G1[V3 ∪ {u, v}], respectively. We have p1 = p2p3, since G1 can be
reconstructed by identifying the corresponding terminals of G1[V2∪{u, v}] and G1[V3∪{u, v}].

Observation 1 allows us to compute h2n(k) by first generating all connected nearly k-regular
graphs on at most n − k + 1 vertices, which we did using the generator GENG [17] and a
filter that checks whether a graph is nearly k-regular. Secondly, we computed the number of
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hamiltonian paths between the two terminals of these nearly k-regular graphs and combined
the ones with a minimal number of hamiltonian paths (by identifying the terminals) to obtain
complete lists of the k-regular graphs on n vertices with h2n(k) hamiltonian cycles. Nearly
k-regular graphs are interesting from a computational point of view, because they allow to
generate all hamiltonian k-regular graphs with connectivity 2 having h2n(k) hamiltonian cycles
much more efficiently than generating all k-regular graphs with h2n(k) hamiltonian cycles and
filtering them for connectivity 2 afterwards. For example: there are 8 037 418 connected
4-regular graphs on 16 vertices, but only 21 247 of these graphs have connectivity 2.

We computed the values of hn(k) and h2n(k) which are summarised in Table 1. This
computation took about 2 CPU years.

Haythorpe [13] produced a table for n ≤ 18; our values h219(4) and h219(6) are new in
comparison with [13]. However, it turns out that several values of h2n(k) do not match with
the numbers reported in [13]. These values are underlined in Table 1.

k = 4 k = 5 k = 6 k = 7

n = 5 12 (1) - - -
n = 6 16 (1) 60 (1) - -
n = 7 23 (1) - 360 (1) -
n = 8 29 (1) 177 (1) 744 (1) 2520 (1)
n = 9 36 (1) - 1553 (1) -
n = 10 36 (1) 480 (1) 3214 (1) 14963 (1)
n = 11 48 (2) - 6564 (1) -
n = 12 60 (2) 576 (1) 12000 (1) 87808 (1)
n = 13 72 (3) - 22680 (1) -
n = 14 72 (1) 1296 (1) 14400 (1) 430920 (1)
n = 15 72 (2) - 28800 (1) -
n = 16 72 (1) 3168(1) 57600 (3) 518400 (1)
n = 17 96 (2) - 115200 (2) -
n = 18 108 (1) 3456 (1) 230400 (3) 2663424 (1)
n = 19 144 (21) - 443520 (1) -

Table 1: Counts of hn(k) and h2n(k) for various values of n and k. The non-bold values show
hn(k), the bold values indicate h2n(k) (i.e. upper bounds for hn(k)), and the underlined values
represent all values that did not match with the values reported by Haythorpe in [13]. The
values which are new in comparison with [13] are in italic. A dash signifies an impossible
combination of k and n. The number of graphs that have hn(k) or h2n(k) hamiltonian cycles
are indicated between parentheses; for the case of h2n(k), only graphs with connectivity 2 are
considered.

Since several values do not match with the numbers previously reported in [13], it was
important to take extra measures to ensure the correctness of the obtained results. For this
reason, we implemented various “sanity checks” to check properties that should hold either
by construction or to be in agreement with previously reported research. We verified for all
graphs with hn(k) or h2n(k) hamiltonian cycles that (i) the number of hamiltonian cycles is
indeed equal to hn(k) or h2n(k) according to the two independent programs; (ii) the reported
values match the values reported in [13] and [9] for the case of hn(k); (iii) hn(4) ≤ h2n(4)
(for all n such that 10 ≤ n ≤ 16), hn(5) ≤ h2n(5) (for all n such that 12 ≤ n ≤ 14), and
h14(6) ≤ h214(6); (iv) the graphs indeed have connectivity 2; and (v) the graphs are indeed
k-regular graphs on n vertices. Furthermore, we independently verified the values hn(k)
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by using GENREG followed by the two algorithms for counting the number of hamiltonian
cycles and the values h217(4), h216(5) and h215(6) using GENREG and a program that filters
out the graphs with connectivity 2 (and counting the number of hamiltonian cycles with the
two algorithms).

Finally, we verified whether the number of hamiltonian cycles (or paths) was identical for
both programs for all simple connected graphs up to order 11. As desired, all sanity checks
produced the expected results.

The complete lists of all k-regular graphs on n vertices containing hn(k) or h2n(k) hamil-
tonian cycles—whose counts are mentioned between parentheses in Table 1—can be obtained
from the database of interesting graphs from the House of Graphs [3] by searching for the
keywords “regular * minimum number of hamiltonian cycles” to allow other researchers to
inspect or independently verify these results.

4 Thomassen’s independent dominating set method

It was shown by Thomassen [22] that any graph G with a hamiltonian cycle h has a second
hamiltonian cycle if G has a vertex set S which is an independent set of (V (G), E(h)) and
is a dominating set of (V (G), E(G) \ E(h)); such a set S will be called an h-independent
dominating set of G. In fact, a slightly stronger statement is proven, which we state here:

Theorem 4 ([22]). Let G be a hamiltonian graph, and let h be a hamiltonian cycle of G.
Colour all edges of h red, and all edges of G−E(h) green. If S is an h-independent dominating
set of G, then G has a hamiltonian cycle distinct from h. Furthermore, we can choose a second
hamiltonian cycle h′ such that h′−S = h−S and there is a vertex in S such that exactly one
red edge incident to it lies in h′.

The proof of Theorem 4 relies on the following lemma, which can be proven by an extension
of Thomason’s lollipop method (see [21]):

Lemma 1 ([22]). Let H be a graph with a hamiltonian cycle h. Suppose there is a set of
vertices S such that H − S has |S| components, each of which is a path with end vertices of
odd degree in H. Then

(1) h′ − S = h− S for each hamiltonian cycle h′ distinct from h, and

(2) each edge of h incident to a vertex in S is in an even number of hamiltonian cycles.

Note that a graph H containing an h-independent dominating set S satisfies the conditions
of Lemma 1.

In a subsequent article, Thomassen [23] ingeniously combines Theorem 4 with the Lovász
Local Lemma to prove that every k-regular hamiltonian graph with a hamiltonian cycle h
always has an h-independent dominating set if k ≥ 300. Thomassen’s result was strengthened
to k ≥ 24 by Haxell, Seamone, and Verstraete [12] by the same approach with an improved
random process for selecting the vertices for a potential h-independent dominating set.

In the language of our work, one can in fact show that regular graphs with sufficiently
large degree not only contain two hamiltonian cycles, but in fact that h(k) ≥ 4 if k ≥ 25. It
is not hard to see that h(k) ≥ 3 by an application of Lemma 1. Suppose now that there is
some k-regular graph H containing precisely three hamiltonian cycles, h1, h2, h3. Note that
h1∪h2∪h3 form a cubic spanning subgraph of H, that h1∩h2 form a perfect matching of H,
and thus H −E(h1 ∩ h2) is a hamiltonian (k− 1)-regular graph; applying the aforementioned
result of Haxell, Seamone, and Verstraete gives a second hamiltonian cycle distinct from
h1, h2, h3, a contradiction.
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In the remainder of this section, we first consider an extension of Thomassen’s h-independent
dominating set approach by showing that not only do hamiltonian k-regular graphs contain
multiple hamiltonian cycles if k is sufficiently large, but also that one can find a second
hamiltonian cycle in such graphs even if a linear number of edges of one hamiltonian cycle (in
terms of k) are prescribed to be contained in the other. Furthermore, we explore the limits
of the h-independent dominating set method by showing that when k is small (at most 6),
then one cannot guarantee that a hamiltonian graph contains an h-independent dominating
set; this answers questions of Thomassen [23] and Haxell et al. [12] in the negative. We also
provide computational results related to the k = 7, 8 cases.

4.1 An extension of Thomassen’s h-independent dominating set theorem

The section is devoted to Theorem 6, a strengthening of Thomassen’s Theorem 4. Our main
tool is the Lovász Local Lemma.

Theorem 5 (Lovász Local Lemma [5]). Let {Ai : i ∈ I} be a finite family of events in a
probability space, and for each Ai let Ji ⊂ I be the set of values of j such that Aj depends on
Ai. Suppose there exist real numbers 0 < xi < 1 for each i ∈ I such that

P(Ai) < xi
∏
j∈Ji

(1− xj).

Then

P

(⋂
i∈I

Ai

)
≥
∏
i∈I

(1− xi) > 0.

Theorem 6. For any ε > 0, there exists a constant value d0(ε) such that the following holds:
Let H be a d-regular graph, d ≥ d0(ε), containing a hamiltonian cycle h, and let Ef be a set of
edges of h which cover at most (1−ε)d vertices of H. Then H contains a second hamiltonian
cycle containing Ef .

Proof. We let d0 = d0(ε) satisfy

d0

4
√
d0 log(8d20) + 1

>
1

ε
. (1)

Fix ε > 0 and let H be a d-regular graph, d ≥ d0(ε), containing a hamiltonian cycle h. Colour
every edge of h red and all other edges of H green. We prove the statement by applying the
Local Lemma to a spanning subgraph G of H which contains h to show that G (and hence
H) contains an h-independent dominating set. The result then follows from Theorem 4.

Fix a set of edges Ef in h, using at most (1 − ε)d vertices of H. Let Vf be the set of
ends of Ef together with the vertices joined to an edge of Ef by a red edge. We seek an
h-independent dominating set S ⊆ V (H) \ Vf which satisfies the conditions of Lemma 1;
Theorem 4 then guarantees the existence of the desired cycle containing all edges of Ef . Let
G be the subgraph of H obtained by deleting all green edges incident to an edge in Ef . Note
that every vertex that is not an end of an edge in Ef has degree at least d− (1− ε)d = εd.
By our choice of d0, we have that each such vertex has degree strictly greater than 2, since

(1− ε)d <
(

1− 4
√
d0 log(8d20) + 1

d0

)
d <

(
1− 2

d0

)
d = d− 2d

d0
≤ d− 2.

Let p be some fixed real number such that 0 < p < 1 and let S ⊆ V (G) \ Vf be a set of
vertices chosen independently at random with each vertex in V (G) \ Vf being selected with
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probability p. For each red edge of G not incident to an edge of Ef , let Ae be the event that
each end of e is in S. For each vertex v ∈ V (G) − Vf , let Av be the event that v and the
vertices of G joined to v by green edges are all in V (H) \ S. We then have the following
probabilities:

P(Ae) = p2,

(1− p)(d−2)+1 = (1− p)d−1 ≤ P(Av) ≤ (1− p)(dε−2)+1 = (1− p)dε−1.

Let I be the set of all vertices not in Vf and all red edges other than those which have
both ends in Vf . Then Jv = {w ∈ I ∩ V (G) : Aw ∼ Av} ∪ {f ∈ I ∩ E(G) : Af ∼ Av}
and Je = {w ∈ I ∩ V (G) : Aw ∼ Ae} ∪ {f ∈ I ∩ E(G) : Af ∼ Ae}, where we denote the
dependency of events Ai and Aj by Ai ∼ Aj .

Associate to every event of type Ae the same variable x ∈ (0, 1) and to every event of
type Av a variable y ∈ (0, 1). Consider the event Ae. For each end of e, there is precisely one
other red edge incident to that end in H. Thus, there are at most two events of the form Aei
such that Aei ∼ Ae. For each end of e, there are at most d − 2 vertices of V (G) \ Vf joined
to it by a green edge in H and so there are at most 2(d− 2) events Avi such that Avi ∼ Ae.
Also, if e = uv, then Au ∼ Ae and Av ∼ Ae and so there are at most 2d− 2 events Avi such
that Avi ∼ Ae. Thus, in order to apply the Local Lemma, the values of x, y must satisfy

P(Ae) = p2 < x(1− x)2(1− y)2d−2. (2)

Consider the event Av. There are exactly two red edges incident to each of the (at most)
d− 2 vertices joined to v by green edges, as well as to v itself, so there are at most 2(d− 1)
red edges incident to these d− 1 vertices in total. Thus, there are at most 2d− 2 events Aei
such that Aei ∼ Av. Let w be a vertex of H joined to v by a green edge. Then w is joined
by a green edge to at most d − 3 other vertices that lie in V (G) \ Vf . These give at most
(d − 3) + 1 (one for each of w and its “green neighbours”) events Avi such that Avi ∼ Av.
Since this is true for each vertex joined to v by a green edge, there are at most (d−2)2 events
Avi such that Avi ∼ Av. Thus, for each event Av, we wish x and y to satisfy

P(Av) ≤ (1− p)dε−1 < y(1− x)2d−2(1− y)(d−2)
2
. (3)

Let x = 1
4d , y = 1

2d2
, p = 1

4
√
d
. Then (2) holds because

p2 =
1

16d
<

(
1

4d

)(
1− 1

4d

)2(1

e

)
<

(
1

4d

)(
1− 1

4d

)2(
1− 1

2d2

)2d2−1

<

(
1

4d

)(
1− 1

4d

)2(
1− 1

2d2

)2d−2

= x(1− x)2(1− y)2d−2.

Before moving on to showing the second inequality holds, notice that from (1) we have

d0

4
√
d0 log(8d20) + 1

>
1

ε
,

whence
1− εd
4
√
d

< log

(
1

8d2

)
.
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Thus (3) holds since

(1− p)dε−1 ≤ e−p(dε−1) = e
1−εd

4
√
d

< elog(
1

8d2
) =

1

8d2

<

(
1

2d2

)(
1− 2d− 2

4d

)(
1− (d− 2)2

2d2

)
<

(
1

2d2

)(
1− 1

4d

)2d−2(
1− 1

2d2

)(d−2)2

= y(1− x)2d−2(1− y)(d−2)
2
.

So, G contains an h-independent dominating set by the Local Lemma which contains all edges
of Ef , and thus so does H.

4.2 Limitations of the h-independent dominating set method

Thomassen not only proves Theorem 4 in [23], but also the following much more wide ranging
statement:

Theorem 7 ([23]). Let H be a graph whose edges are partitioned into red and green subgraphs
R and K, respectively. If R is r-regular and K is k-regular, with r ≥ 3 and k > 200 r ln r,
then H contains a red-independent green-dominating set.

Ghandehari and Hatami state in a technical report that the conditions in Theorem 7 are
near-optimal:

Theorem 8 ([7]). For every r, k > 0 with k ≤ r ln r there exists a graph H whose edges
are coloured red or green, such that the spanning red subgraph is r-regular, and the spanning
green subgraph is k-regular, and H does not have a red-independent green-dominating set.

However, as this result is meaningful only for r ≥ 3 (and k sufficiently large), the limits
of the h-independent dominating set approach for guaranteeing a second hamiltonian cycle
are worth deeper exploration.

Thomassen [23] first observed that it is impossible to prove Sheehan’s conjecture by the
h-independent dominating set approach, as there are infinitely many 4-regular hamiltonian
graphs having no independent dominating set with respect to some prescribed hamiltonian
cycle. In fact, it is straightforward to see that the complete graph on five vertices is the
smallest such example. As it is known that every hamiltonian k-regular graph, where k ≥ 3 is
an odd integer, contains at least three hamiltonian cycles [21], Thomassen poses the following
problem:

Question 1 ([23]). Does every 6-regular graph containing a hamiltonian cycle h contain a
h-independent dominating set?

In [12], the existence of further infinite families of hamiltonian 4-regular graphs without
h-independent dominating sets is shown, though all have small girth. As such, the authors
suggest the following questions:

Question 2 ([12]). Does there exist a 5-regular graph with a hamiltonian cycle h containing
no h-independent dominating set?

Question 3 ([12]). Does every 4-regular graph of sufficiently large girth with a hamiltonian
cycle h have a h-independent dominating set?

10



Motivated by these questions, we prove in this section the existence of 5- and 6-regular
graphs that have a hamiltonian cycle h but no h-independent dominating set, thus answering
Questions 1 and 2. Indeed, to obtain an infinite family of desired graphs, it suffices to
construct one such graph.

Lemma 2. If there exists a k-regular graph H containing a hamiltonian cycle hH without
hH-independent dominating sets, then there exist infinitely many k-regular graphs containing
a hamiltonian cycle h without h-independent dominating sets.

Proof. Let e be an edge in hH , and let H ′ and h′H be obtained from H and hH by deleting e,
respectively. Then every set that is dominating in (V (H ′), E(H ′) \E(h′H)) = (V (H), E(H) \
E(hH)) and independent in (V (H ′), E(h′H)) must contain both end-vertices of h′H . It is
obvious that we can take arbitrarily many copies of H ′ and join them by independent edges
to obtain a k-regular graph G with a hamiltonian cycle h such that h contains all copies of
h′H . Any dominating set of (V (G), E(G) \ E(h)) contains all end-vertices of the new edges
used to construct G, and hence is not an independent set of (V (G), E(h)).

In the next subsections we present our results on k-regular graphs with a hamiltonian
cycle h containing no h-independent dominating set for 5 ≤ k ≤ 8. These results were
obtained by a computer search where we first use the generator GENREG [18] to construct
all (k−2)-regular graphs on n vertices. On these generated graphs, we apply a program which
computes all minimal dominating sets of these graphs, enumerates all hamiltonian cycles in
the complement graphs and checks whether any hamiltonian cycle h can be added to the
original graph such that no minimal dominating set is h-independent.

4.2.1 The 5-regular case: Solving Question 2 of Haxell et al.

By a computer search using the approach described above, we determined the following:

Proposition 1. There exist infinitely many 5-regular graphs with a hamiltonian cycle h con-
taining no h-independent dominating set.

The smallest such graphs G have order 10, one of which is given in Fig. 2, where
the dashed edges denote the hamiltonian cycle h. It is straightforward to show that the
set of minimal dominating sets of (V (G), E(G) \ E(h)) is D3 ∪ D4 ∪ D5, where D3 :=
{{ai, bi, bi−1}, {ai, ai+1, bi} : i = 1, . . . , 5}}, D4 := {{ai, ai+2, bj , bj+2} : i, j = 1, . . . , 5}, and
D5 := {{a1, a2, a3, a4, a5}, {b1, b2, b3, b4, b5}} (all indices are taken modulo 5). Then it is
easy to verify that every dominating set of (V (G), E(G) \ E(h)) must induce some edge in
(V (G), E(h)) and G has no h-independent dominating set.

a1 a2 a3 a4 a5

b1 b2 b3 b4 b5

Figure 2: A 5-regular graph on 10 vertices with a hamiltonian cycle h (dashed edges) having
no h-independent dominating set.
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Table 2 in the Supplementary material lists the number of pairs (G′, h) where G′ is a 3-
regular graph and h is a hamiltonian cycle in its complement such that no minimal dominating
set in G′ is h-independent.

We now present a graph G that has a hamiltonian path p such that all dominating sets
of (V (G), E(G) \ E(p)) are not independent in (V (G), E(p)), the end-vertices of p are not
adjacent, and G becomes 5-regular if they are joined by an edge. Such a graph is given in
Fig. 3, where the dashed edges denote a hamiltonian path p. It is straightforward to show
that the set of minimal dominating sets of (V (G), E(G) \E(p)) is D4 ∪D5 ∪D6, where D4 :=
{{bi, ci+1, ci+2, dj}, {bi, ci+1, ci+2, e}, {bi, bi+1, ci+2, di+2}, {bi, bi+1, ci+2, e}, {a1, a2, ci, di} : i, j =
1, 2, 3} ∪ {{b1, b2, b3, e}} ∪ {{ai, bj , dj , e}, {ai, bj , ck, dk} : i = 1, 2 and j, k = 1, 2, 3}, D5 :=
{{ai, bj , dj+1, dj+2, e}, {ai, bj , d1, d2, d3}, {a1, a2, dj , dj+1, e} : i = 1, 2 and j = 1, 2, 3}∪{{a1, a2,
d1, d2, d3}}, and D6 := {{a1, a2, c1, c2, c3, e}, {b1, b2, b3, d1, d2, d3}} (all indices are taken mod-
ulo 3). It is not hard to verify that every set from D4 ∪ D5 ∪ D6 is not independent in
(V (G), E(p)).

a1 a2

b1 b2 b3

c1 c2 c3

d1 d2 d3

e

Figure 3: A graph G on 12 vertices with a hamiltonian path p (dashed edges) that becomes
5-regular if the edge a1c1 is added. Every vertex set of G is not dominating in (V (G), E(G) \
E(p)) or not independent in (V (G), E(p)).

4.2.2 The 6-regular case: Solving the first open case of Thomassen’s Question 1

Combining theoretical arguments and an exhaustive computer search, we established the
following:

Proposition 2. There exist infinitely many 6-regular graphs with a hamiltonian cycle h con-
taining no h-independent dominating set.

Along the way, we determined all such graphs up to 15 vertices. The counts are sum-
marised in Table 3 in the Supplementary material. The last column of this table lists the
number of pairs (G′, h) where G′ is a 4-regular bipartite graph and h is a hamiltonian cycle
in its complement such that no minimal dominating set in G′ is h-independent. The reason
why we also specifically looked into bipartite graphs G′ is that it follows from Table 2 that in
the 5-regular case there are examples of minimal order where G′ is bipartite and restricting
the search to bipartite graphs allowed us to go several orders further. These computations
required about 10 CPU years and the pairs from Table 3 can be downloaded from [10].
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One of the 6-regular graphs G with a hamiltonian cycle h having no h-independent dom-
inating set is given in Fig. 4, where the dashed edges denote a hamiltonian cycle h of G.

Denote by S3 the permutation group on {1, 2, 3}. It is straightforward to show that the
set of minimal dominating sets of (V (G), E(G) \ E(h)) is D3 ∪ D4 ∪ D5 ∪ D6, where D3 :=
{{a1i, a2i, a3i} : i = 1, 2} ∪ {{b1σ(1), b2σ(2), b3σ(3)} : σ ∈ S3}, D4 := {{ai1, ai2, ai+1,2, ai+2,1} :
i = 1, 2, 3}∪{{bij , bi,j+1, bi+1,j+2, bi+2,j+2} : i, j = 1, 2, 3}, D5 := {{aij , ai+1,k, bi+1,`, bi+2,`+1, bi+2,`+2},
{aij , ai+1,k, bi+1,`, bi+1,`+1, bi+2,`+2} : i, ` = 1, 2, 3 and j, k = 1, 2}∪{{ai1, ai2, ai+1,2, bi+1,j , bi+2,k},
{ai1, ai+1,1, ai+1,2, bi+1,j , bi+2,k} : i, j, k = 1, 2, 3}, and D6 := {{ai1, ai+1,j , ai+2,2, bk1, bk2, bk3} :
i, k = 1, 2, 3 and j = 1, 2} (all indices are taken modulo 3). It is not hard to verify that
every set from D3 ∪ D4 ∪ D5 ∪ D6 is not independent in (V (G), E(h)) and hence G has no
h-independent dominating set.

a32 a11

a12

a21a22

a31

b31

b12b23

b32

b13b22

b33

b11
b21

a32 a11

a12

a21a22

a31

b31

b12b23

b32

b13b22

b33

b11
b21

Figure 4: On the left-hand side, a 6-regular graph on 15 vertices with a hamiltonian cycle h
(dashed edges) having no h-independent dominating set is shown. The right-hand side depicts
the same graph without E(h).

We append one more graph which is 6-regular, has a hamiltonian cycle, yet has no asso-
ciated dominating independent sets. The graph is given in Fig. 5, with the details omitted.

Figure 5: On the left-hand side, a 6-regular graph on 16 vertices with a hamiltonian cycle
(dashed edges) having no associated independent dominating set is shown. The right-hand
side depicts the same graph without the hamiltonian cycle; we note that the resulting graph
is bipartite.
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4.2.3 The 7- and 8-regular case

Concluding this section, we performed exhaustive computer searches for the 7- and 8-regular
case but no such graphs containing a hamiltonian cycle h having no h-independent dominating
set were found. These computations are summarised in the following observation. In total
this required approximately 15 CPU years.

Observation 2. There are neither 7- nor 8-regular graphs (bipartite graphs) containing a
hamiltonian cycle h and having no h-independent dominating set of order at most 14 (at
most 20).

5 (k, `)-regular graphs

The next observation follows directly from a result of Thomason [21].

Observation 3. For every positive odd (not necessarily distinct) integers k ≥ 3 and ` ≥ 3,
we have h(k, `) ≥ 3.

If we allow 2-valent vertices, the situation is easy to describe. For an integer k ≥ 2,
consider a k-regular graph containing a hamiltonian cycle h. Insert on all (or indeed all but
one) edges of h a 2-valent vertex. The resulting graph contains only vertices of degree 2 or
k, at least one of each, and exactly one hamiltonian cycle. Thus, we have:

Observation 4. For every integer k ≥ 2 and every n such that there exists a hamiltonian
k-regular graph of order n, we have h2n−1(2, k) = h2n(2, k) = 1.

We now shift our attention to the semi-cubic case, i.e. the values of h(3, k). The case k = 2
has been discussed above, and for k = 3 we have hn(3) = 3 for all even n ≥ 4: it follows
from Observation 3 that hn(3) ≥ 3 and by considering K4 and successively replacing vertices
by triangles, one infers hn(3) ≤ 3. Henceforth, a graph containing exactly one hamiltonian
cycle shall be called uniquely hamiltonian. For k = 4, Entringer and Swart provided a
uniquely hamiltonian graph of connectivity 2, see [4], and Aldred and Thomassen described
a 3-connected such graph in [15]. We recall that h(3, 2k + 1) ≥ 3 by Observation 3. We now
treat the (3, 2k)-regular case; the proof of the next statement was described to us by Gunnar
Brinkmann [1].

Theorem 9. For every κ ∈ {2, 3} and any positive integer k, there are infinitely many
(3, 2k)-regular uniquely hamiltonian graphs of connectivity κ.

Proof. We have dealt with the case k = 1 above, so assume henceforth k > 1. We prove the
case κ = 3 since the case κ = 2 is a direct corollary. The following auxiliary result will be
useful; its proof is straightforward and left to the reader.

Claim 1. Let P be the Petersen graph and x ∈ V (P ) with neighbours x1, x2, x3. Then P − x
admits no hamiltonian xixj-path and P − x − xi has exactly two hamiltonian xjxk-paths,
where {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}.

For a positive integer k, let G be a (3, 2k)-regular multigraph with exactly two hamiltonian
cycles and exactly one vertex x of degree 2k. Let vw ∈ E(G) be such that exactly one of
the hamiltonian cycles in G traverses it, and x is not incident to vw. Let H be obtained
from the Petersen graph by removing a vertex—we call its neighbours v′, w′, x′. Consider the
graph obtained from the disjoint union of G− vw and H by joining v to v′ and w to w′, and
identifying x and x′; this operation will be called (†). Thus, by Claim 1, a (3, 2k+ 2)-regular
multigraph with exactly two hamiltonian cycles and exactly one vertex of degree 2k + 2 is
obtained.
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Claim 2. There exists a 3-connected (3, 4)-regular graph with exactly two hamiltonian cycles
and exactly one vertex of degree 4.

Proof of Claim 2. This follows by applying (†) to a triangle with one edge doubled. Alterna-
tively, Aldred and Thomassen describe a (larger) such graph in [15].

Claim 3. If there exists a 3-connected (3, 2k)-regular graph G with exactly two hamiltonian
cycles and exactly one non-cubic vertex, then there are infinitely many 3-connected (3, 2k)-
regular uniquely hamiltonian graphs.

Proof of Claim 3. How to produce from G a 3-connected (3, 2k)-regular graph H with exactly
one hamiltonian cycle is not difficult and explained in [15]; we recall the argument for the
reader’s convenience. There must exist a cubic vertex in G with incident edges a, b, c such
that G has a unique hamiltonian cycle through the edges a, c and a unique hamiltonian cycle
through the edges b, c but no hamiltonian cycle through a, b. We take two copies of G and
label the edges a, b, c on one graph and label the corresponding edges a′, b′, c′, on the other
graph. Let v′ be the vertex incident with a′, b′, c′. Remove v and v′ and join the “hanging”
edges as follows: a to c′, b to a′, and c to b′. To visit all vertices in the first copy of G we have
to use the edges a, c or b, c. Since the latter edges are joined to a′, b′ in the second copy of G,
we cannot visit all vertices of the second copy. However, going through a, c in the first copy
of G to b′, c′ in the second copy provides the unique hamiltonian cycle. Iteratively replacing
in H cubic vertices by triangles yields the second statement. This completes the proof of the
claim.

By Claims 2 and 3, the proof of the case κ = 3 is complete. For the connectivity 2 case,
consider a 3-connected (3, 2k)-regular graph G containing exactly one hamiltonian cycle h.
Let vw ∈ E(h). Let G′ be a copy of G with v′ ∈ V (G′) corresponding to v and w′ ∈ V (G′)
corresponding to w. Adding to the disjoint union of G− vw and G′ − v′w′ the edges vv′ and
ww′ yields the statement.

Let G be a cubic hamiltonian graph and h some hamiltonian cycle in G. The next
argument uses the same basic idea as described in the proof of Claim 3. For every vertex v
of G, there are exactly two edges a, b incident with v and on h. Let the third edge incident
with v be c. Consider a (3, 2k)-regular uniquely hamiltonian graph H and therein a vertex
w. There are exactly two edges a′, b′ incident with w and on the hamiltonian cycle of H.
Let the third edge incident with w be c′. Consider G − v and H − w, but leave the edges
a, b, c, a′, b′, c′ as dangling half-edges. In the disjoint union of G − v and H − w, connect a
with a′; b with b′; and c with c′. Performing this replacement for all (or indeed all but one)
vertices of G, we obtain a (3, 2k)-regular uniquely hamiltonian graph.

Furthermore, we remark that with similar techniques, it can be shown that for any κ ∈
{2, 3} and any set M of numbers containing the number 3 and at least one positive even
number, there exist infinitely many uniquely hamiltonian graphs of connectivity κ for which
M is its set of vertex degrees.

A natural question is to determine the order of the smallest (3, k)-regular hamiltonian
graphs with the fewest hamiltonian cycles for small values of k. The smallest open case is
k = 4. It follows from Theorem 9 that h(3, 2k) = 1.

The generation algorithm for uniquely hamiltonian graphs from [9] can be efficiently
restricted to generate uniquely hamiltonian graphs with a given maximum degree. By re-
stricting the algorithm to only generate (3, 4)-regular graphs, we determined that the smallest
uniquely hamiltonian (3, 4)-regular graphs have 18 vertices. The results are summarised in
Observation 5. This computation required approximately 30 CPU days and the results were
independently verified up to 15 vertices by using GENG [17] to generate (3, 4)-regular graphs
and testing if the generated graphs are uniquely hamiltonian are not. Moreover, we also ver-
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ified, using an independent program, that the five (3, 4)-regular graphs on 18 vertices from
Observation 5 indeed only have one hamiltonian cycle.

Observation 5. The smallest uniquely hamiltonian (3, 4)-regular have 18 vertices and there
are exactly five such graphs of that order.

The uniquely hamiltonian (3, 4)-regular graphs from Observation 5 are shown in Fig. 9 in
the Supplementary material and can also be inspected in the database of interesting graphs
from the House of Graphs [3] by searching for the keywords “uniquely hamiltonian (3,4)-
graph”.

By using the same approach for searching for uniquely hamiltonian (3, 6)-graphs we were
not able to determine the smallest such graphs, but were able to give the following lower
bound. This computation required approximately 8 CPU years.

Observation 6. The smallest uniquely hamiltonian (3, 6)-regular graphs have at least 17
vertices.

We first focussed on the even case, for which we know that h(3, 2k) = 1, and now move
to the odd case for which we know that 3 ≤ h(3, 2k+ 1) and will show that h(3, 2k+ 1) ≤ 4.

Let G be a (3, 2k + 1)-regular graph G with exactly three hamiltonian cycles. Thoma-
son [21] showed that in a graph in which all vertices have odd degree, every edge is traversed
by an even number of hamiltonian cycles. Thus, around every vertex in G exactly three of its
incident edges are each traversed by exactly two distinct hamiltonian cycles—no other distri-
bution is possible. Hence, a (3, 2k + 1)-regular graph with exactly three hamiltonian cycles
must contain a cubic spanning subgraph with three hamiltonian cycles. All cubic graphs up
to 32 vertices with exactly three hamiltonian cycles have been described, see Table 7 of [9].
By starting from these graphs, we determined that for each of these graphs, every pair of
non-adjacent vertices has a hamiltonian path between them. Therefore, we have:

Observation 7. All (3, 2k + 1)-regular graphs with exactly three hamiltonian cycles and at
most 32 vertices are cubic.

By Observation 3, for every positive integer k, every hamiltonian (3, 2k+1)-regular graph
contains at least three hamiltonian cycles. We now prove that the minimum number of
hamiltonian cycles in such graphs is at most four and we will show that the graphs described
in our proof are the smallest (3, 2k + 1)-regular graphs with exactly four hamiltonian cycles.
It would be interesting to determine, for k > 1, whether h(3, 2k + 1) is 3 or 4.

Proposition 3. For any κ ∈ {2, 3} and every integer k ≥ 2 there exists a hamiltonian
(3, 2k + 1)-regular graph of connectivity κ containing at most four hamiltonian cycles. For
k = 2, the smallest (3, 5)-regular graph with four hamiltonian cycles has order 6 and for every
integer k ≥ 3, the smallest (3, 2k + 1)-regular graph with four hamiltonian cycles has order
2k + 4. For every integer k ≥ 2 there exists a graph of connectivity 2 such that this graph is
a minimal order (3, 2k + 1)-regular graph with four hamiltonian cycles.

Proof. The lower bound is given by Observation 3.
For the connectivity 2 case and k = 2, Fig. 6a shows a (3, 5)-regular graph on 6 vertices of

connectivity 2 containing precisely four hamiltonian cycles (this order is the smallest possible
order, because the smallest (3, 5)-regular graph has order 6). For the connectivity 2 case and
k ≥ 3, let H be the (3, 2k + 1)-regular graph on 2k + 4 vertices shown in Fig. 6b. Note that
every hamiltonian cycle of H contains the edges a0c and b0c, because H−c−d is disconnected.
The graph H − c has precisely four hamiltonian paths between a0 and b0 such that H has
precisely four hamiltonian cycles. Since H is hamiltonian and H − c − d is disconnected,
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H indeed has connectivity 2. To show the minimality of H, let G be a (3, 2k + 1)-regular
graph on 2k+ 2 vertices. We will now show that G has either zero or strictly more than four
hamiltonian cycles based on the following case distinction.

If G has precisely one vertex v of degree 2k + 1, then G − v is a 2-regular graph on
2k + 1 ≥ 7 vertices. If G − v is disconnected, G does not have any hamiltonian cycles and
otherwise G has precisely 2k + 1 hamiltonian cycles.

If G has precisely two (three) vertices v, w (and x), then G−v−w (G−v−w−x) has 2k
(2k− 1) vertices of degree 1 (degree 0). For k = 3, we verified by computer that h8(3, 7) = 7.
For k ≥ 4, note that any hamiltonian cycle in G contains at most two consecutive vertices in
G − v − w (G − v − w − x). However, there are 2k ≥ 8 (2k − 1 ≥ 7) vertices in G − v − w
(G− v − w − x) such that G cannot have any hamiltonian cycles.

Finally, G cannot have more than three vertices of degree 2k+1, because G is a (3, 2k+1)-
regular graph on 2k + 2 vertices.

There are no (3, 2k+ 1)-regular graphs on 2k+ 3 vertices, because the sum of the degrees
has to be even. This proves the minimality of H.

For the connectivity 3 case, consider a cubic graph G with exactly three hamiltonian
cycles—in such a graph every edge is traversed by exactly two hamiltonian cycles [21]. We
apply (†) (as defined in the proof of Theorem 9) to any edge of G and any vertex, and obtain a
3-connected (3, 5)-regular graph containing exactly four hamiltonian cycles. In such a graph,
every edge is traversed by an even number of hamiltonian cycles [21], so there must exist an
edge traversed by exactly two hamiltonian cycles. Therefore, we can iterate this procedure
until a 3-connected (3, 2k + 1)-regular graph containing exactly four hamiltonian cycles is
obtained.

(a)

a0
a2

a1

ak

b1

bk−1

bk

b0

c d

(b)

Figure 6: (a) A (3, 5)-regular graph of connectivity 2 containing precisely four hamiltonian
cycles. (b) A (3, 2k + 1)-regular graph of connectivity 2 on 2k + 4 vertices with exactly four
hamiltonian cycles.
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Appendix

Figures used in the proof of Theorem 3

K−
7 K−

7 K−
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7

Figure 7: A 6-regular graph on 39 vertices with exactly 213 · 34 · 54 hamiltonian cycles.

K−
8 K−

8 K−
8 K−

8 K−
8

Figure 8: A 7-regular graph on 54 vertices with exactly 221 · 310 · 55 hamiltonian cycles.
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Supplementary material

Graph counts related to Thomassen’s independent dominating set method
from Section 4

Order General Bipartite

≤ 8 0 0
10 110 10
12 48 577 11 180

Table 2: Counts of all pairs (G′, h) where G′ is a 3-regular graph and h is a hamiltonian cycle
in its complement such that no minimal dominating set in G′ is h-independent. The counts
listed in the last column have the additional restriction that G′ is bipartite.

Order General Bipartite

≤ 13 0 0
14 7 0
15 469 -
16 ? 3
17 ? -
18 ? 0
19 ? -
20 ? 0

Table 3: Counts of all pairs (G, h) where G is a 4-regular graph and h is a hamiltonian cycle
in its complement such that no minimal dominating set in G is h-independent. The counts
listed in the last column have the additional restriction that G is bipartite.
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Figures of the smallest uniquely hamiltonian (3, 4)-regular graphs from Ob-
servation 5

Figure 9: The smallest uniquely hamiltonian (3, 4)-regular graphs.
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