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Abstract

A graph is called equimatchable if all of its maximal matchings have the same size. Due to

Eiben and Kotrbcik, any connected graph with odd order and independence number α(G) at most

2 is equimatchable. Akbari et al. showed that for any odd number r, a connected equimatchable

r-regular graph must be either the complete graph Kr+1 or the complete bipartite graph Kr,r.

They also determined all connected equimatchable 4-regular graphs and proved that for any even

r, any connected equimatchable r-regular graph is either Kr,r or factor-critical. In this paper, we

confirm that for any even r ≥ 6, there exists a unique connected equimatchable r-regular graph

G with α(G) ≥ 3 and odd order.
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1 Introduction

All the graphs considered in this paper are connected, finite, simple and undirected. For any graph

G, let V (G) and E(G) denote its vertex set and edge set, respectively. For any E′ ⊆ E(G), let V (E′)

denote the set of vertices x ∈ V (G) such that x is an end of some edge in E′. A matching is a set

of edges with no end vertices in common. A matching M of G is called a perfect matching if every

vertex of G is incident with an edge of M . For any non-empty subset A of V (G), let G[A] denote the

subgraph induced by A, G − A denote the graph G[V (G) \ A] when A ̸= V (G), and NG(A) denote

the set of vertices adjacent to at least one vertex of A. For any vertex v in G, also write NG(v) for

NG({v}). Let dG(v) = |NG(v)|. For any subsets X and Y of V (G), let ∂G(X) (or simply ∂(X))

denote the set of edges each of which has one end in X, let EG(X,Y ) = ∂G(X) ∩ ∂G(Y ). We also

simply write EG(x, Y ) for EG({x}, Y ) and E(X,Y ) for EG(X,Y ).
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A graph G is called factor-critical if G− v has a perfect matching for every v ∈ V (G). A graph G

is called equimatchable if all of its maximal matchings have the same size. For any vertex v ∈ V (G),

a matching M is said isolating v if v is an isolated vertex of G − V (M). A matching M isolating a

vertex v is called minimal if no subset of M isolates v. The following result due to Eiben and Kotrbcik

[4] characterized the structure of G − (V (M) ∪ {v}) if v is a vertex isolated by a minimal matching

M in a 2-connected factor-critical equimatchable graph G.

Theorem 1.1 ([4]). Let G be a 2-connected factor-critical equimatchable graph. For any vertex v in

G and any minimal matching Mv isolating v, G − (V (Mv) ∪ {v}) is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for

some positive integer t.

The concept of equimatchability was introduced in 1974 independently by Grünbaum [5], Lewin

[9], and Meng [10]. In particular, Grünbaum [5] asked for a characterization of equimatchable graphs.

In 1984, a structural characterization of 2-connected equimatchable graphs was provided by Lesk,

Plummer and Pulleyblank [11] as follows.

Theorem 1.2 ([11]). Any 2-connected equimatchable graph is either bipartite, or factor-critical or

K2t for some t ≥ 1.

A subset S of V (G) is called an independent set of G if any two vertices in S are not adjacent in

G. The independence number of G, denoted by α(G), is the size of a largest independent set of G.

Due to Eiben and Kotrbcik [3], all graphs G with odd order and α(G) ≤ 2 are equimatchable.

Theorem 1.3 ([3]). Any connected graph G with α(G) ≤ 2 and odd order is equimatchable.

A consequence follows directly from Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

Corollary 1.4. Any 2-connected graph G with α(G) ≤ 2 and odd order is factor-critical.

Now we focus on the study of regular and connected graphs which are equimatchable. Kawarabayashi,

Plummer and Saito [8] showed that the only connected equimatchable 3-regular graphs are K4 and

K3,3. Akbari, et al [1] proved that if r is an odd positive integer, then the only connected equimatch-

able r-regular graphs are Kr+1 and Kr,r. They also found that K5, K4,4, C7, F4 and F4, where Fr is

the graph in Figure 1, are the only connected equimatchable 4-regular through a computer searching.

For equimatchable r-regular graphs, where r is even, they also obtained the conclusion in Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.5 ([1]). If r is even, connected equimatchable r-regular graphs are factor-critical except

Kr,r.

Theorem 1.5 tells that for any connected equimatchable r-regular graph G, where r is even, if

|V (G)| is even, then G ∼= Kr,r; otherwise, G is factor-critical. Thus, it is still unknown what are the

connected equimatchable r-regular graphs G with α(G) ≥ 3 and odd number |V (G)|, where r (≥ 6)

is even. In this article, we provide a structural characterization for such graphs.
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For any even r ≥ 2, let Fr denote the graph obtained from the complete bipartite graph Kr,r by

deleting all edges in a matching M of size r
2 and adding a new vertex u and new edges joining u to

all vertices in V (M), as show in Figure 1, where the dotted lines represent edges in M .
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Figure 1: Graph Fr

In this article, we will prove the following conclusion.

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a r-regular connected graph with odd order, where r is even and r ≥ 6. If

α(G) ≥ 3, then G is equimatchable if and only if G ∼= Fr.

Let r be a fixed even number with r ≥ 6 and G be the set of connected equimatchable r-regular

graphs G with odd orders and α(G) ≥ 3. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G. Then G is factor-critical by Theorem

1.5. Let I be an independent set of G with |I| = α(G), and let v ∈ I. Then, G − v has a perfect

matching Mv. The setMv can be partitioned intoMv
1 andMv

2 , whereM
v
1 is the set of edges uu′ ∈ Mv

with u ∈ I. The vertex set V can be partitioned into I,W, T ′ and T ′′, where W = V (Mv
1 ) \ I and

T ′ = {u1, u2 : u1u2 ∈ Mv
2 , EG({u1, u2},W ) ̸= ∅}. These notations G, Mv,Mv

1 ,M
v
2 , v, I,W, T ′ and T ′′

will be applied throughout this article.

Let G = (V,E) ∈ G. In Section 2, we find some basic properties on graphs G, including Propo-

sition 2.6 which will be applied repeatedly in the following section. In Section 3, we show that if

|NG(u) ∩ W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪ W ), then there exists at most one vertex w ∈ W such that

w ∈ NG(y1) ∪NG(y2) for some edge y1y2 ∈ Mv
2 . In Section 4, we show that if |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for

each u ∈ V \ (I ∪ W ), then r = 6 and V = I ∪ W ∪ X, where X ⊆ V \ I is a clique with |X| = 3,

|X ∩W | = 1 and NG(X) ⊆ X ∪ I. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.6 in Section 5.

2 Properties on graphs in G

Since each graph in G is factor-critical and equimatchable, the next result follows.

Proposition 2.1. For any G = (V,E) ∈ G and maximal matching M of G, α(G) ≤ |V |−1
2 and

|M | = |V |−1
2 .

Proof. Suppose that α(G) > |V |−1
2 . Then |I| ≥ |V |+1

2 for some independent set I of G. Observe that

|∂(I)| = r × |I| ≥ r(|V |+ 1)

2
, |∂(V \ I)| ≤ r × |V \ I| ≤ r(|V | − 1)

2
,
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contradicting the fact that ∂(I) = ∂(V \ I). By Theorem 1.5, G is factor-critical, implying that

|M | = |V |−1
2 for some maximal matching. Since G is also equimatchable, |M | = |V |−1

2 for each

maximal matching M .

Hence the result holds. ⊔⊓

Proposition 2.2. For any G = (V,E) ∈ G and any matching M of G, α(G−V (M)) ≤ |V |−|V (M)|+1
2 .

Thus, if G− V (M) is bipartite with a bipartition (A,B), then −1 ≤ |A| − |B| ≤ 1.

Proof. Assume that M is a matching of G such that α(G − V (M)) > |V |+1
2 − |M |. Let H denote

the graph G− V (M). Then, α(H) > |V (H)|+1
2 , implying that |M ′| < |V (H)|−1

2 for each matching M ′

of H. It follows that for any matching M0 of G with M ⊆ M0, |M0| < |M | + |V (H)|−1
2 = |V |−1

2 , a

contradiction to Proposition 2.1. Thus, the result holds. ⊔⊓

Lemma 2.3. For any G = (V,E) ∈ G and subset X of V , if V \(I∪W ) ⊆ X ⊆ V \I and |X∩W | ≥ 2,

then G[X] has no perfect matching.

Proof. Suppose that V \ (I ∪W ) ⊆ X ⊆ V \ I, |X ∩W | ≥ 2 and G[X] has a perfect matching M .

Then |V (G − V (M))| = |V | − |V (M)| ≤ |I| + |W | − 2 = 2α − 3. However, I ⊆ V (G − V (M)) and

α(G− V (M)) ≥ |I| = α > |V |−|V (M)|+1
2 , a contradiction to Proposition 2.2. □

By the assumption in Page 3, Mv
2 is the set of edges u1u2 ∈ Mv with {u1, u2} ∩ I = ∅. We

further partition Mv
2 into Mv

2,0,M
v
2,1 and Mv

2,2, where Mv
2,0 is the set of edges u1u2 ∈ Mv

2 such that

|NG({u1, u2}) ∩W | = 0, and Mv
2,1 be the set of edges u1u2 ∈ Mv

2 \Mv
2,0 such that |NG(uj) ∩W | ≤ 1

for j = 1, 2. Obviously, T ′ = V (Mv
2,1 ∪ Mv

2,2) and T ′′ = V (Mv
2,0). For each w ∈ W , let Tw =

{w} ∪ {u1, u2 : u1u2 ∈ Mv
2,1, w ∈ NG(u1) ∪NG(u2)}. Clearly, |Tw| is odd.

Lemma 2.4. For any G = (V,E) ∈ G,

(i). there is no Mv
2 -augmenting path connecting two vertices w1 and w2 in W . In particular, W is

an independent set, and there is no path w1u1u2w2, where u1u2 ∈ Mv
2 ;

(ii). for any w ∈ W , EG(Tw,W \ {w}) = ∅;

(iii). for each w ∈ W , G[Tw] is connected with α(G[Tw]) ≤ 2 and equimatchable. It is factor-critical

whenever it is 2-connected; and

(iv). there is at most one vertex u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ) such that |NG(u) ∩W | ≥ 2, and thus |Mv
2,2| ≤ 1.

Proof. (i) Suppose that P = w1u1u
′
1 · · ·usu

′
sw2 is a Mv

2 -augmenting path of G connecting w1, w2 ∈
W . Let M ′ be the matching {w1u1, u

′
1u2, · · · , u′

s−1us, u
′
sw2}. Let M ′′ := Mv

2 \E(G[V (P )]). Observe

that M ′ ∪ M ′′ is a perfect matching of G[X], where X := V (M ′ ∪ M ′′) is a subset of V \ I with

|X ∩W | = 2 and V \ (I ∪W ) ⊆ X, a contradiction to Lemma 2.3.

(ii). Let w1 ∈ W \ {w}. Clearly, w1w /∈ E(G). Suppose that w1u ∈ E(G) for some u ∈ Tw \ {w}.
By definition of Tw, u /∈ NG(w) and uu′ ∈ Mv

2,1 for some vertex u′ ∈ NG(w), implying that w1uu
′w

is path, contradicting the result in (i). Thus, the result holds.
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(iii) By definition, G[Tw] is connected. For any independent set S of G[Tw], the result in (ii) implies

that S∪(W \{w}) is an independent set of G. Thus, |S|+ |W \{w}| = |S|+α(G)−2 ≤ α(G), implying

that |S| ≤ 2,. Thus, α(G[Tw]) ≤ 2. By Theorem 1.3, G[Tw] is equimatchable. If G[Tw] is 2-connected,

Theorem 1.2 implies that G[Tw] is either bipartite or factor-critical. Suppose that G[Tw] is bipartite.

But, as G[Tw] is a 2-connected graph of odd order, we have α(G[Tw]) ≥ 3, a contradiction. Thus,

G[Tw] is factor-critical.

(iv) Suppose that ui ∈ V \(I∪W ) such that |NG(ui)∩W | ≥ 2 for both i = 1, 2. Then, uiu
′
i ∈ Mv

2,2

for some vertices u′
1 and u′

2. By the result in (i), NG(u
′
i) ∩ W = ∅ for both i = 1, 2, implying that

W ∪ {u′
1, u

′
2} is an independent set larger than I, a contradiction. □

Lemma 2.5. For any G = (V,E) ∈ G, the following properties hold:

(i). NG(u) ∩ I ̸= ∅ for each u ∈ V \ I; and

(ii). V (Mv
2 ) \NG(W ) is a clique of G, implying that T ′′ is a clique of G and |T ′′| ≤ r.

Proof. (i). For any u ∈ V \I, if NG(u)∩I = ∅, then I∪{u} is an independent set larger than α = |I|,
a contradiction.

(ii). Note that V0 := V (Mv
2 ) \NG(W ) consists of vertices in T ′′ and vertices u′ ∈ V \ (I ∪W ) with

the property that NG(u
′) ∩W = ∅ and uu′ ∈ Mv

2 for some vertex u ∈ NG(W ). Thus,

α(G) ≥ α(G[W ∪ V0]) ≥ |W |+ α(G[V0]) = |Mv
1 |+ α(G[V0]) = α(G)− 1 + α(G[V0]),

implying that α(G[V0]) ≤ 1 and thus V0 is a clique. □

Now we are going to introduce an important result which will be applied repeatedly later.

Proposition 2.6. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G, and I and I ′ be two disjoint independent sets of G with

|I| = |I ′| = α(G), and u be a vertex in V \ (I ∪ I ′). If G− (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) has a perfect matching and

|NG(u
′) ∩ I ′| ≤ 1 for each u′ ∈ V \ (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}), then G− (I ∪ {u}) does not have any odd clique X

with the properties that |X| ≥ 3, |X ∩ I ′| = 1 and NG(X) ⊆ {u} ∪X ∪ I.

Proof. Suppose that there is an odd clique X of G− (I ∪ {u}) such that |X| ≥ 3, |X ∩ I ′| = 1, and

NG(X) ⊆ {u} ∪X ∪ I. We will prove that the existence of such a clique X leads to a contradiction.

Claim 1: There is no matching M1 := {uz, x1z1, x2z2}, where z, z1, z2 ∈ I and x1, x2 ∈ X.

Suppose that such a matchingM1 exists. Note thatX\{x1, x2} is an odd clique andG[X]−{x1, x2}
has a near-perfect matchingM2. Let x

′ be the vertex inX\(V (M2)∪{x1, x2}). By the given condition,

G−(I∪I ′∪{u}) has a perfect matching M ′. Since NG(X) ⊆ X∪I∪{u}, we have M ′′ := M ′\E(G[X])

is a perfect matching of the subgraph G[V \ (I ∪ I ′ ∪ X ∪ {u})]. Then, M0 := M1 ∪ M2 ∪ M ′′ is a

matching of G such that the vertex set of G−V (M0) can be partitioned into two independent sets I0

and W0, where I0 = I \ {z, z1, z2} and W0 = (I ′ \X) ∪ {x′}, whose sizes differs by 3, a contradiction

to Proposition 2.2.

Claim 2: |X| = r − 1 and, for each x ∈ X, |NG(x) ∩ I| = 2− |NG(u) ∩ {x}| ≤ 2.
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Since X is an odd clique and G is r-regular, we have |X| ≤ r − 1. Suppose that |X| ≤ r − 2.

Then |X| ≤ r − 3 as |X| is odd. Thus, NG(X) ⊆ X ∪ I ∪ {u} implying that |NG(x) ∩ I| ≥ 3 for each

x ∈ X. Since |NG(u) ∩ I| ̸= ∅, by Hall’s Theorem [6, 7], there exists a matching mentioned in Claim

1, a contradiction. Thus, |X| = r − 1.

For each x ∈ X, since X is a clique of size r− 1 and NG(x) ⊆ I ∪X ∪ {u}, we have |NG(x)∩ I| =
2− |NG(u) ∩ {x}| ≤ 2. The claim holds.

Claim 3: For V0 = X∪I0 or V0 = X∪I0∪{u}, where I0 is a proper subset of I, if G0 := G−V0
∼= Kt,t

for some t ≥ 1, then V (G0) = (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) \ V0, i.e., V = I ∪ I ′ ∪X ∪ {u}.

Obviously, (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) \ V0 ⊆ V (G0). Suppose that V (G0) ̸= (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) \ V0. Then,

V ̸= I ∪ I ′ ∪X ∪ {u}. Since G− (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) has a perfect matching M ′ and NG(X) ⊆ I ∪X ∪ {u},
there exists an edge y1y2 in the set M ′ \E(G[X]). Since G0

∼= Kt,t, and I ′ \X is an independent set

of G0, we have I ′ \ X ⊆ NG(yi) for some i ∈ {1, 2}, implying that dG(yi) ≥ |I ′ \ X| = α − 1 ≥ 2,

contradicting the condition |NG(u
′) ∩ I ′| = 1 for each u′ ∈ V \ (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}). Thus, Claim 5 holds.

Claim 4: If |NG(u)∩X| ≤ r− 3, then there exists I1 ⊆ I with |I1| = 2 such that NG(x)∩ I ⊆ I1 for

each x ∈ X ∪ {u}, and G− (X ∪ I1) ∼= Kt,t for some t ≥ α− 1.

Assume that |NG(u) ∩ X| ≤ r − 3. Since |X| = r − 1 by Claim 2, there exists two vertices

x1, x2 ∈ X \ NG(u). By Claim 2 again, |NG(xi) ∩ I| = 2 for both i = 1, 2. By Claim 1 and Hall’s

Theorem [6, 7], there exists I1 := {z1, z2} ⊆ I such that NG(xi) ∩ I = I1 for both i = 1, 2, and

NG(x)∩I ⊆ I1 for each x ∈ X ∪{u}. Observe that G[(X ∪I1)]−x1 has a perfect matching M0, which

is a minimal matching isolating x1. By Theorem 1.1, G0 := G− (V (M0)∪ {x1}) is isomorphic to K2t

or Kt,t for some t ≥ 1. Obviously, G0 is the graph G − (X ∪ I1) and I2 := {u} ∪ (I \ I1) ⊆ V (G0).

As NG(u) ∩ I ⊆ I1, I2 is an independent set in G0, implying that G0
∼= Kt,t, where t ≥ |I2| = α− 1.

Claim 4 holds.

Claim 5: |NG(u) ∩X| ≥ r − 2.

Suppose that |NG(u) ∩X| ≤ r − 3. By Claim 4, G− (X ∪ I1) ∼= Kt,t, where t ≥ α− 1 and I1 ⊆ I

with |I1| = 2. By Claim 3, V = I ∪ I ′ ∪X ∪ {u}.

Since V = I ∪ I ′∪X ∪{u} and G0 = G− (X ∪ I1), V (G0) can be partitioned into two independent

sets: (I \ I1) ∪ {u} and I ′ \X, implying that G0
∼= Kα−1,α−1. It follows that I ′ \X ⊆ NG(u), and

thus

r = dG(u) ≥ |NG(u) ∩ I|+ |NG(u) ∩ (I ′ \X)| ≥ 1 + α− 1 = α,

implying α ≤ r. However, for each z ∈ I \ I1, by Claim 4, NG(z) ∩ (X ∪ {u}) = ∅, implying that

NG(z) ⊆ I ′ \X and so r = dG(z) ≤ |I ′ \X| = α− 1, implying that α ≥ r+ 1, a contradiction. Claim

5 holds.

Claim 6: |NG(u) ∩ I| ≤ 2 and NG(u) ∩ I ′ ̸= ∅.

By Claim 5, |NG(u) ∩X| ≥ r − 2. Since dG(u) = r, we have |NG(u) ∩ I| ≤ 2. If NG(u) ∩ I ′ = ∅,
then {u} ∪ I ′ is an independent set of G, implying that α ≥ |I ′|+1, i.e., |I ′| ≤ α− 1, a contradiction.
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Thus, the claim holds.

Claim 7: There exists z ∈ I such that G− (X ∪ {u, z}) ∼= Kt,t, where t ≥ α− 1.

By Claim 5, |NG(u) ∩ X| ≥ r − 2 ≥ 4. By Claim 6, |NG(u) ∩ I| ≤ 2. Thus, by Claim 1 and

Hall’s Theorem [6, 7], there are x1, x2 ∈ NG(u) ∩ X such that NG(x1) ∩ I = NG(x2) ∩ I = {z} for

some z ∈ I. Clearly, G[(X ∪ {z, u})] − x1 has a perfect matching M1 with {x2z, x3u} ⊆ M1, where

x3 ∈ (NG(u) ∩X) \ {x1, x2}. Observe that M1 is a minimal matching isolating x1. By Theorem 1.1,

G′ := G− (V (M1)∪{x1}) is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for some t ≥ 1. Since I \{z} is an independent

set in G0 of size α(G)− 1 ≥ 2, we have G′ ∼= Kt,t, where t ≥ α(G)− 1.

Observe that G′ is actually the graph G− (X ∪ {u, z}). The claim holds.

Claim 8: α = r.

By Claims 3 and 7, we have V = I ∪ I ′ ∪X ∪{u} and G0 := G− (X ∪{u, z}) = G[I ∪ I ′]−{z, w},
where w is the vertex in X ∩ I ′. Thus, V (G0) can be partitioned into two independent sets: I \ {z}
and I ′ \ {w}, implying that G0

∼= Kα−1,α−1. Since G is connected and r-regular, δ(G0) ≤ r − 1,

implying that α− 1 ≤ r − 1, i.e., α ≤ r.

By Claim 6, I ′ \NG(u) ̸= ∅. For each w′ ∈ I ′ \NG(u), since NG(w
′) ⊆ V \ (I ′ ∪X ∪ {u}) = I, we

have r = dG(w
′) ≤ |I|, implying that α ≥ r. Hence α = r. Claim 8 holds.

Now we are going to complete the proof. By Claim 2, |NG(x
′) ∩ I| = 2 for each x′ ∈ X \NG(u).

By Claims 2 and 5, we have |X| = r − 1 and |NG(u) ∩X| ≥ r − 2. Thus, |X \NG(u)| ≤ 1. By Claim

6, |NG(u) ∩ I| ≤ 2. Thus, |NG(u) ∩ I| + |NG(X \ NG(u)) ∩ I| ≤ 4 < r = α, where the last equality

follows from Claim 8, implying that I \NG(X ∪ {u}) ̸= ∅. For each z′′ ∈ I \NG(X ∪ {u}), we have

r = dG(z
′′) ≤ |I ′ \X| = α− 1, (1)

implying that α ≥ r + 1, contradicting Claim 8. Hence the result follows. □

We end this section by applying Proposition 2.6 to prove that T ′ ̸= ∅, i.e., NG(W ) ∩ V (Mv
2 ) ̸= ∅.

Lemma 2.7. For any G = (V,E) ∈ G, we have T ′ ̸= ∅.

Proof. Suppose that T ′ = ∅. If T ′′ = ∅, then, α(G) = |V |+1
2 , contradicting Proposition 2.1. Thus,

T ′′ ̸= ∅. Clearly, |T ′′| is even. By Lemma 2.5 (ii), T ′′ is a clique. Assume that T ′′ ∼= Kq. Since

NG(W ) ⊆ I and NG(T
′′) ⊆ I, ∂(I) = ∂(W ∪ T ′′) implies that

α(G)× r = |∂(I)| = |∂(W )|+ |∂(T ′′)| = (α(G)− 1)× r + q(r − q + 1), (2)

implying that q = r ≥ 6. Now assume that u and u′ are any two vertices in T ′′. Let I ′ := W ∪ {u′}
and X := T ′′ \ {u}. Observe that I ′ is an independent set with I ′ ∩ I = ∅ and |I ′| = |I|, and

G − (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) = G[T ′′ \ {u, u′}] is a complete graph with even order and thus has a perfect

matching. By the definition of T ′′, we have NG(z)∩ I ′ = {u′} for each z ∈ V \ (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}). But, X
is an odd clique of G− (I ∪ {u}) with |X| = q − 1 ≥ 5 and NG(X) ⊆ I ∪X ∪ {u}, a contradiction to

Proposition 2.6. □
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3 When |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W )

In this section, we show that |NG(V \(I∪W ))∩W | ≤ 1 if |NG(u)∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \(I∪W ).

Recall that Mv
2,1 is the set of edges u1u2 ∈ Mv

2 such that |NG(ui) ∩ W | ≤ 1 for i = 1, 2, where

|NG(ui) ∩W | = 1 holds for at least one i ∈ {1, 2}, and for each w ∈ W , Tw = {w} ∪ {u1, u2 : u1u2 ∈
Mv

2,1, w ∈ NG(u1) ∪NG(u2)}. Obviously, G[Tw] is connected for each w ∈ W . Lemma 2.4 (ii) shows

that for each pair of vertices w1, w2 ∈ W , Tw1
∩ Tw2

= ∅. Thus, V \ (I ∪ T ′′) can be partitioned

into V (Mv
2,2) and Tw’s for all w ∈ W . By Lemma 2.4 (iv), Mv

2,2 contains at most one edge (i.e.,

|NG(u) ∩ W | ≥ 2 holds for at most one vertex u ∈ V \ (I ∪ W )). However, if |NG(u) ∩ W | ≤ 1 for

each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ), then Mv
2,2 = ∅, and V \ (I ∪ T ′′) can be partitioned into Tw’s for all w ∈ W .

3.1 Relation between Tw1 and Tw2

In this subsection, we mainly study the relation between Tw and T ′, or between Tw and Tw′ , where

w,w′ ∈ W .

Lemma 3.1. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G. If |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ), then the following

properties hold:

(i). for any w1, w2 ∈ W , G[Tw1 ∪ Tw2 ∪ T ′′] does not have any perfect matching, and in particular,

G[Tw1 ∪ Tw2 ] does not have any perfect matching;

(ii). for any w1, w2 ∈ W , if Tw1 and Tw2 are both cliques, then EG(Tw1 , Tw2) = ∅;

(iii). for any w ∈ W , α(G[Tw ∪T ′′]) ≤ 2; and α(G[Tw]) = 2 holds for at most one vertex w ∈ W ; and

(iv). for w ∈ W , if G[Tw ∪ T ′′] is connected but not 2-connected, then for any cut-vertex u of G[Tw ∪
T ′′], G[Tw ∪T ′′]− u has exactly two components O1 and O2 such that both O1 ∪{u} and O2 are

cliques of G.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4 (ii), EG(Tw,W \ {w}) = ∅ for any vertex w of W .

(i). Suppose that M ′ is a perfect matching of G[Tw1
∪ Tw2

∪ T ′′]. Let M ′′ := Mv
2 \ E(G[Tw1

∪
Tw2

∪ T ′′]). Then M ′ ∪ M ′′ is a perfect matching of G[X], where X := V (M ′ ∪ M ′′) is a subset of

V \ I with |X ∩W | = 2 and V \ (I ∪W ) ⊆ X, a contradiction to Lemma 2.3.

(ii) If EG(Tw1
, Tw2

) ̸= ∅, then G[Tw1
∪ Tw2

] has a perfect matching M , contradicting (i).

(iii). If α(G[Tw ∪ T ′′]) ≥ 3, then

α(G) ≥ α(G[Tw ∪ T ′′]) + α(G[W \ {w}) ≥ 3 + α(G)− 2 = α(G) + 1 > α(G), (3)

a contradiction. Similarly, if α(Twi
) = 2 for both i = 1, 2, then

α(G) ≥ α(G[Tw1
∪ Tw2

]) + α(G[W \ {w1, w2}]) ≥ 4 + α(G)− 3 > α(G), (4)

a contradiction. Thus, (iii) holds.
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(iv). Let X = Tw ∪ T ′′.

Assume that G[X] is not 2-connected. Let u be a cut-vertex of G[X]. Then, G[X]−u has at least

two components. If it has more than two components, then α(G[X]) ≥ 3, a contradiction. Let O1 and

O2 be the vertex sets of the two components of G[X]− u. Since α(G[X]) = 2 and u is a cut-vertex of

G[X], it can be verified easily that Oi is a clique for both i = 1, 2, and G[Oi ∪ {u}] is also a clique for

some i ∈ {1, 2}. (iv) holds. □

3.2 |Tw| ≥ 3 for only one vertex w ∈ W

Let W ′ be the set of vertices w ∈ W with |Tw| ≥ 3. By Lemma 2.7, W ′ ̸= ∅. Let w0 be a

vertex in W ′ such that Tw is a clique for each w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}, and if Tw0
is also a clique, then

|EG(Tw0
, T ′′)| ≥ |EG(Tw, T

′′)| for each w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}. By Lemma 3.1 (iii), such a vertex w0 exists.

Thus, NG(T
′′) ̸⊆ I∪T ′′ if and only if E(T ′′, Tw0

) ̸= ∅. In this subsection, we will show that W ′ = {w0}
and G[T ′′∪Tw0 ] is connected. The notations w0 andW ′ will be applied in the remainder of this section.

Let X = {Tw : w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}} ∪ {Tw0
∪ T ′′}.

Lemma 3.2. Let G ∈ G with the property that |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ). Assume

that w0 ∈ W ′ is the vertex introduced above and G[Tw0
∪ T ′′] is connected. For any X ∈ X ,

(i). if |X| ≥ r + 1, then |∂(X)| ≥ r + 1;

(ii). if |X| ≤ r−1, then either |∂(X)| ≥ 2r+1 or G[X] is isomorphic to some graph in {K3,Kr−1,Kr−1−
e}, where r = 6 when G[X] ∼= K3; and

(iii). if G[X] is not 2-connected, then |∂(X)| ≥ 2r − 1.

Proof. (i). Since NG(x)∩ I ̸= ∅ for any vertex x of X, |X| ≥ r+1 implies that |∂(X)| ≥ |X| ≥ r+1.

(ii). Let X ∈ X with |X| ≤ r − 1. Suppose that |∂(X)| ≤ 2r. By the definition, |X| is odd.

Observe that

|∂(X)| = r|X| − 2|E(G[X])| ≥ r|X| − |X|(|X| − 1) = |X|(r − |X|+ 1). (5)

Suppose that |∂(X)| ≤ 2r. (5) implies that |X| ∈ {3, r − 1} and, if |X| = 3, then G[X] ∼= K3 and

r = 6; otherwise, G[X] ∼= Kr−1 or G[X] ∼= Kr−1 − e. The result holds.

(iii). Assume that G[X] is not 2-connected. By (ii), the result holds when |X| ≤ r − 1.

Now consider the case |X| ≥ r. Since G[X] is not 2-connected, X is not a clique, and thus

X = Tw0∪T ′′. By Lemma 3.1 (iv), for any cut-vertex u of G[X], G[X]−u has exactly two components

O1 and O2 such that both O1 ∪ {u} and O2 are cliques of G. If |O2| ≥ r, then for any vertex

u′ ∈ NG(u) ∩ O2, NG(u
′) ∩ I ̸= ∅, implying that dG(u

′) ≥ |O2| − 1 + 2 ≥ r + 1, a contradiction too.

Similarly, |O1| ≤ r − 1. Observe that

|∂(X)| ≥ |O1|(r − |O1|) + 1 + |O2|(r − |O2|) ≥ 2r − 1. (6)

The result holds. □
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Lemma 3.3. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G with the property that |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ).

Assume that w0 ∈ W ′ is the vertex introduced before Lemma 3.2. Then G[Tw0 ∪ T ′′] is connected.

Proof. Suppose that G[Tw0
∪T ′′] is not connected. By definition, G[Tw0

] is connected, implying that

T ′′ ̸= ∅ and E(Tw0
, T ′′) = ∅. By Lemma 3.1 (iii), Tw0

is a clique, implying that Tw is a clique for each

w ∈ W ′ by the assumption of w0. Since E(Tw0 , T
′′) = ∅, we have E(Tw, T

′′) = ∅ for each w ∈ W by

the assumption of w0. By Lemma 3.1 (ii), E(Tw, Tw′) = ∅ for each pair of w,w′ ∈ W ′. It follows that

|∂(V \ I)| = |∂(T ′′)|+ ∑
w∈W

|∂(Tw)|.

For each w ∈ W ′, since Tw is a clique, we have 3 ≤ |Tw| ≤ r− 1, and thus |∂(Tw)| = |Tw|(r−Tw +

1) ≥ 2r− 2. By Lemma 2.5 (ii), T ′′ is a clique, implying that |T ′′| ≤ r by the fact that G is r-regular

and |T ′′| is even. Thus, |∂(T ′′)| ≥ |T ′′|(r − |T ′′|+ 1) ≥ r.

Since |∂(I)| = |∂(V \ I)|, we have

rα(G) = |∂(I)| = |∂(T ′′)|+
∑
w∈W

|∂(Tw)| ≥ r+ |W ′|(2r−2)+(|W |−|W ′|)r = rα(G)+(r−2)|W ′|, (7)

a contradiction. Thus, the result holds. □

Lemma 3.4. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G with the property that |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ).

Assume that E(Tw0
∪ T ′′, Tw) = ∅ for each w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}. If G[Tw0

∪ T ′′] is 2-connected, then

|W ′| ≤ 2; otherwise, |W ′| = 1.

Proof. Let X0 = Tw0
∪ T ′′. For each w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}, by Lemma 3.1 (iii), Tw is a clique, implying

that 3 ≤ |Tw| ≤ r− 1, and |∂(Tw)| = |Tw|(r− |Tw|+1) ≥ 2(r− 1), where the equality holds whenever

|Tw| = r−1. Note that |∂(I)| = |∂(V \I)|. For any w1, w2 ∈ W ′ \{w}, E(Tw1
, Tw2

) = ∅ by Lemma 3.1

(ii). Since E(Tw0 ∪ T ′′, Tw) = ∅ for each w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}, we have

r|I| = |∂(I)| = |E(I,X0)|+
∑

w∈W\{w0}

|E(I, Tw)|

= |∂(X0)|+
∑

w∈W ′\{w0}

|∂(Tw)|+ (|W | − |W ′|)r

≥ |∂(X0)|+ (|W ′| − 1)(2r − 2) + (|W | − |W ′|)r

= r(|W |+ 1) + (r − 2)|W ′| − (3r − 2) + |∂(X0)|. (8)

By Lemma 3.2, when G[X0] is 2-connected, |∂(X0)| ≥ r + 1; otherwise, |∂(X0)| ≥ 2r − 1. Thus, (8)

implies that |W ′| ≤ 2 when G[X0] is 2-connected, and |W ′| = 1 otherwise. The result holds. □

Lemma 3.5. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G with the property that |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ).

If G[Tw0 ∪ T ′′] is not 2-connected, then V = I ∪W ∪ Tw0 ∪ T ′′, i.e., W ′ = {w0}.

Proof. Let X0 = Tw0
∪ T ′′. By Lemma 3.3, G[X0] is connected. Now assume that G[X0] is not 2-

connected. Suppose thatW ′ ̸= {w0}. Lemma 3.1 (iii) implies that Tw is a clique for any w ∈ W ′\{w0}.
By Lemma 3.4, there exists w ∈ W ′ \ {w0} such that E(X0, Tw) ̸= ∅.

Claim 1: There exists a cut vertex u ∈ X0, such that G[X0]− u has exactly two odd components O1

and O2.
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Suppose the claim fails. By Lemma 3.1 (iv), for any cut-vertex u of G[X0], G[X0]− u has exactly

two components O1 and O2 such that both O1 ∪{u} and O2 are cliques of G. As the claim fails, both

O1 and O2 must be even cliques. We also have |NG(u) ∩ V (O2)| ≥ 2; otherwise, the only vertex in

NG(u) ∩ V (O2) is a cut-vertex of G[X0] which makes the claim hold. Then E(X0, Tw) ̸= ∅ implies

that G[X0 ∪ Tw] has a perfect matching, contradicting the result of Lemma 3.1 (i). Thus, the claim

holds.

Claim 2: EG(X0, Tw) = EG(u, Tw) for each w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}.

By Claim 1, for any u′ ∈ X0 \ {u}, G[X0] − u′ has a perfect matching as both |O1| and |O2| are
odd. For any w ∈ W ′ \ {w0}, if there is an edge zu′ ∈ E(G) with z ∈ Tw and u′ ∈ X0 \ {u}, then
G[X0 ∪ Tw] has a perfect matching, contradicting the result of Lemma 3.1 (i). Thus, the claim holds.

Now we are going to apply Proposition 2.6. Choose yi ∈ Oi for i = 1, 2. Since |NG(u)∩W | ≤ 1 for

each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ), I ′ := {y1, y2}∪ (W \{w0}) is an independent set of G with |I ′| = |I| = α(G) and

I ′ ∩ I = ∅. By Claim 2, for any w ∈ W \ {w0}, we have EG(X0, Tw) = EG(u, Tw). By the selection of

y1 and y2, |NG(z) ∩ {y1, y2}| ≤ 1 for each z ∈ X0 \ {y1, y2, u}. Hence, for any u′ ∈ V \ (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}),
Claim 1 implies that |NG(u

′) ∩ I ′| ≤ 1. It is also clear that G− (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) has a perfect matching

which can be obtained by combining Mv
2 \ E(G[X0]) with perfect matchings in both G[O1]− y1 and

G[O2]− y2.

Let X = Tw. Obviously, |X ∩ I ′| = 1. For any w′ ∈ W ′ \ {w0, w}, by Lemma 3.1 (iii), Tw′ is a

clique, and then EG(X,Tw′) = ∅ by Lemma 3.1 (ii). Thus, by Claim 1, NG(X) ⊆ {u} ∪X ∪ I. The

existence of such a set X contradicts Proposition 2.6.

Hence the result holds. □

Lemma 3.6. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G such that |NG(u)∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W ). If G[Tw0
∪T ′′]

is 2-connected, then V = I ∪W ∪ Tw0 ∪ T ′′, i.e., W ′ = {w0}, and G[Tw0 ∪ T ′′] is isomorphic to some

graph in {K3,Kr−1,Kr−1 − e}, where r = 6 if G[Tw0 ∪ T ′′] ∼= K3.

Proof. Let X0 = Tw0
∪ T ′′. Assume that G[X0] is 2-connected. By Lemma 3.4, |W ′| ≤ 2. Thus,

W ′ = {w0} or W ′ = {w0, w1}. If W ′ = {w0, w1}, let X1 = Tw1
, implying that X1 is a clique by

Lemma 3.1 (iii).

Claim 1: If W ′ = {w0, w1}, then EG(X0, X1) = ∅.

Suppose that EG(X0, X1) ̸= ∅. By Lemma 3.1 (iii), α(G[X0]) ≤ 2. Since G[X0] is 2-connected,

by Corollary 1.4, G[X0] is factor-critical. Then, for any edge u0u1 with u0 ∈ X0 and u1 ∈ X1,

G[Xi]−ui has a perfect matching for both i = 1, 2, implying that G[X0 ∪X1] has a perfect matching,

a contradiction to Lemma 3.1 (i). Thus, the claim holds.

Let X = {X0} when |W ′| = 1, and X = {X0, X1} otherwise.

Claim 2: |∂(X0)| ≤ 2r, and if X = {X0, X1}, then |∂(X0)|+ |∂(X1)| = 3r.
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If X1 exists, then X1 is a clique and E(X0, X1) = ∅ by Claim 1. Thus,

rα(G) = r · |I| = |∂(X0)|+
∑

X∈X\{X0}

|∂(X)|+ r · (α(G)− 1− |W ′|). (9)

By (9), if |X | = 1, then it is clear that |∂(X0)| = 2r. If X = {X0, X1}, by (9), |∂(X0)|+ |∂(X1)| = 3r.

But, as |∂(X1)| ≥ 2r − 2 by Lemma 3.2 (ii), we have |∂(X0)| ≤ r + 2. The claim holds.

Claim 3: If |X0| ≤ r − 1, then X = {X0} and the result holds.

Assume that |X0| ≤ r − 1. By Lemma 3.2 (ii), either |∂(X0)| ≥ 2r + 1 or G[X0] is isomorphic to

some graph in {K3,Kr−1,Kr−1 − e}, where r = 6 when G[X] ∼= K3. It follows that |∂(X0)| ≥ 2r− 2.

If X = {X0, X1}, then X1 is a clique and |∂(X1)| ≥ 2r − 2 by Lemma 3.2 (ii), implying that

|∂(X1)|+ |∂(X1)| > 3r, contradicting Claim 2. Thus, X = {X0}. By Lemma 3.2 (ii) again, the claim

holds.

Hence it remains to show that |X0| ≥ r cannot happen.

Claim 4: If |X0| ≥ r + 1 and X = {X0, X1}, then |X1| = r − 1.

As |X0| ≥ r + 1, by Lemma 3.2 (i), |∂(X0)| ≥ r + 1. If |X1| < r − 1, then Lemma 3.2 (ii)

implies that either |∂(X1)| ≥ 2r + 1 or G[X1] ∼= K3 when r = 6. But, if r = 6 and G[X1] ∼= K3,

|∂(X1)| = 3(r − 2) = 12 = 2r. Thus, we always have |∂(X1)| ≥ 2r, implying that

rα(G) ≥ |∂(X0)|+ |∂(X1)|+ r(|W | − 2) ≥ r + 1 + 2r + r(α(G)− 3) > rα(G), (10)

a contradiction. The claim holds.

Claim 5: If |X0| ≥ r + 1, then NG(z) ̸⊆ X0 for each z ∈ I.

Suppose that NG(z) ⊆ X0 for some z ∈ I. Then, NG(z) ⊆ X0\{u} for some u ∈ X0, and G[X0]−u

has a minimal matching M0 isolating z, as G[X0] is factor-critical by Corollary 1.4. By Theorem 1.1,

G0 := G − (V (M0) ∪ {z}) is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for some t ≥ 1. Note that I0 := I \ {z} and

W0 := (W \ {w0}) ∪ {u} are two independent sets in G0 with size α(G) − 1 ≥ 2. Thus, G0
∼= Kt,t

with t ≥ α(G)− 1. Since u /∈ NG(z) and NG(u) ∩ I ̸= ∅, we have I0 ⊆ NG(u). Thus,

r = dG(u) = |NG(u) ∩X0|+ |NG(u) ∩ I| ≥ 2 + |I| − 1 = |I|+ 1, (11)

implying that |I| ≤ r − 1. If X = {X0, X1}, then X1 ⊆ V (G0). By Claim 4, G[X1] is isomorphic to

Kr−1, contradicting the result that G0 is bipartite. Hence W ′ = {X0} and V = I ∪W ∪X0. It follows

that for each w ∈ W \ {w0}, NG(w) ⊆ I, implying that |I| ≥ r, a contradiction to (11). The claim

holds.

Claim 6: |X0| ≤ r − 1.

Suppose that |X0| ≥ r. Since |X0| is odd, we have |X0| ≥ r+1. As |EG(x, I)| ≥ 1 for each x ∈ X0,

Claim 2 implies that |EG(x0, I)| = 1 for some x0 ∈ X0. Let z0 be the vertex in I ∩NG(x0). By Claim

5, NG(z0) ̸⊆ X0. Choose a vertex y0 in NG(z0)\X0 such that y0 ∈ W \{w0} if EG(z0,W \{w0}) ̸= ∅,
as shown in Figure 2.
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(a) y0 ∈ W \ {w} (b) y0 ∈ V \ (I ∪W ∪X0)

Figure 2: (a) y0 ∈ NG(z0) ∩W , and (b) NG(z0) ∩W = ∅

Since G[X] is factor-critical by Corollary 1.4, G[X]−x0 has a perfect matching M ′. Thus, M ′ has

a minimal subset M0 such that x0 is isolated by the matching M ′′ := {z0y0} ∪M0. By Theorem 1.1,

G1 := G−(V (M ′′)∪{x0}) is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for some t ≥ 1. Observe that both I1 := I\{z0}
and W1 := W \ {w0, y0} are independent sets of G1. As |I1| = α(G) − 1 ≥ 2, we have G1

∼= Kt,t,

where t ≥ α(G)− 1. Assume that (A,B) is a bipartition of G1 with I1 ⊆ A. Clearly, |A| = |B|.

We claim that X = {X0}. If X = {X0, X1}, then X1 is a clique of size r − 1 by Claim 4. Then,

X1 \ {y0} ⊆ V (G1), implying that G1 contains a clique of size at least r − 1 ≥ 4, contradicting the

fact that G1 is bipartite. X = {X0} and NG(z0) ⊈ X0 imply that EG(z0,W \ {w0}) ̸= ∅.

Note that V (G1) = I1 ∪ W1 ∪ (X0 \ (V (M0) ∪ {x0})). Since G1 is bipartite, for each edge u1u2

in G[X0] − (V (M0) ∪ {x0}), we have ui ∈ A and u3−i ∈ B for some i ∈ {1, 2}. As I1 ⊆ A, and

|I1| = |W1|+ 2, we have |A| ≠ |B|, no matter whether W1 ⊆ A or W1 ⊆ B. Thus Claim 6 holds.

By Claims 6 and 3, the result holds. □

4 |V | = 2α(G) + 1 if |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V \ (I ∪W )

In this section, we will show that for any G ∈ G, if |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ T ′, then r = 6

and V = I ∪W ∪X, where X ⊆ V \ I is a clique with |X| = 3, |X ∩W | = 1 and NG(X) ⊆ X ∪ I.

Proposition 4.1. Let G = (V,E) ∈ G with the property that |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ V (Mv
2 ).

Then, r = 6 and V = I ∪ W ∪ X, where X ⊆ V \ I is a clique with |X| = 3, |X ∩ W | = 1 and

NG(X) ⊆ X ∪ I.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, G[Tw0
∪T ′′] is connected, where w0 is the vertex introduced before Lemma 3.2.

By Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, V = I ∪W ∪ Tw0 ∪ T ′′, i.e., W ′ = {w0}. Let X = Tw0 ∪ T ′′.

Claim 1: G[Tw0 ∪ T ′′] is 2-connected.

It is known that G[X] is connected. Since W ′ = {w0}, we have

rα(G) = |∂(I)| = |EG(X, I)|+ r|W \ {w0}| = |∂(X)|+ r(α(G)− 2), (12)

implying that |∂(X)| = 2r. Suppose G[X] is not 2-connected. By Lemma 3.1 (iv), for any cut-vertex

u of G[X], G[X] − u has exactly two components O1 and O2 such that both O1 ∪ {u} and O2 are
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cliques of G. Clearly, |Oi| ≤ r for each i = 1, 2. Since NG(z) ∩ I ̸= ∅ for each z ∈ X, then |Oi| = r

implies that EG(u,Oi) = ∅, a contradiction. Thus, |Oi| ≤ r − 1 for both i = 1, 2. Since O1 ⊆ NG(u),

NG(u) ∩ I ̸= ∅ and NG(u) ∩O2 ̸= ∅, we have |O1| ≤ r − 2.

Since Oi is a clique and NG(Oi) ⊆ Oi ∪ {u} ∪ I for i = 1, 2,

|EG(O1, I)| = |O1|(r − |O1|), and |EG(O2, I)| ≥ |O2|(r − |O2|). (13)

Clearly, |Oi|(r−|Oi|) = r−1 when |Oi| ∈ {1, r−1}, and |Oi|(r−|Oi|) ≥ 2r−4 when 2 ≤ |Oi| ≤ r−2.

Thus, if |O1| > 1, then |O1|(r − |O1|) ≥ 2r − 4, implying that

|∂(X)| = |EG(u, I)|+ |EG(O1, I)|+ |EG(O2, I)| ≥ 1 + (2r − 4) + (r − 1) = 3r − 4 > 2r, (14)

contradicting (12). If |O1| = 1 and 2 ≤ |O2| < r − 1, then

|∂(X)| = |EG(u, I)|+ |EG(O1, I)|+ |EG(O2, I)| ≥ 1 + r − 1 + 2r − 4 = 3r − 4 > 2r, (15)

contradicting (12). If |O1| = |O2| = 1, then,

|∂(X)| = |EG(u, I)|+ |EG(O1, I)|+ |EG(O2, I)| = (r − 2) + (r − 1) + (r − 1) = 3r − 4 > 2r, (16)

contradicting (12). Finally, for the case that |O1| = 1 and |O2| = r − 1, we have

|∂(X)| = |EG(u, I)|+ |EG(O1, I)|+ |EG(O2, I)|

= r − 1 + (r − 1− |NG(u) ∩O2|) + 2(r − 1)− |NG(u) ∩O2|

≥ 4(r − 1)− 2(r − 2) = 2r, (17)

where the equality holds if and only if |NG(u) ∩ O2| = r − 2. If |O1| = 1, |O2| = r − 1 and

|NG(u) ∩O2| = r − 2, G[X] is the graph shown in Figure 3.

u

...
O2

x0

y0
O1

Figure 3: O1 = {y0}, O2 is a clique of size r − 1 and |NG(u) ∩O2| = O2 \ {x0}

Now we are going to apply Proposition 2.6 to show that the above conclusion leads to a contra-

diction. Let I ′ = {x0, y0} ∪ (W \ {w0}), where y0 is the only vertex in O1 and x0 is the only vertex

in O2 \ NG(u), see Figure 3. Clearly, I ′ ∩ I = ∅, and I ′ is an independent set of G. Observe that

G − (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}) has a perfect matching, since it is actually the graph G[O2 \ {x0}] ∼= Kr−2. As

V0 := V \ (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u} = O2 \ {x0}, for any vertex u′ ∈ V0, we have NG(u
′) ∩ I ′ = {x0}. Now let

X ′ := O2. Observe that X ′ is an odd clique of G− (I ∪ {u}) with the property that |X ′| = r− 1 > 3,

14



X ′ ∩ I ′ = {x0}, and NG(X
′) ⊆ {u} ∪X ′ ∪ I. By Proposition 2.6, such a clique X ′ of G − I should

not exist, a contradiction. Thus, Claim 1 holds.

Now we are going to complete the proof. By Claim 1, G[X] is 2-connected. Then, by Lemma 3.6,

V = I∪W∪X, G[X] ∼= K3 when r = 6, or G[X] ∼= Kr−1 or G[X] ∼= Kr−1−e. If G[X] ∼= Kr−1, we have

|∂(X)| = 2r−2, contradicting (12). Thus, we need only to show that the conclusion G[X] ∼= Kr−1− e

leads to a contradiction.

Claim 2: There is no matching M0 of G with M0 ⊆ EG(I,X) and |M0| = 4.

If G has a matching M0 ⊆ EG(I,X) with |M0| = 4, then G[X \ V (M0)] has a near-perfect

matching M1. Note that the vertex set of G− V (M0 ∪M1) can be partitioned into independent sets

I1 := I \ V (M0) and W1 := (W \X) ∪ {x′}, where x′ is the vertex in X \ V (M0 ∪M1). Observe that

|I1| = α(G)− 4 while |W1| = α(G)− 1, a contradiction to Proposition 2.2. Thus, Claim 2 holds.

Let x1 and x2 be the two non-adjacent vertices in G[X]. Then, for any x ∈ X, |NG(x) ∩ I| = 3

if x ∈ {x1, x2}, and |NG(x) ∩ I| = 2 otherwise. By Claim 2 and Hall’s Theorem [6, 7], there exists

I0 ⊆ I with |I0| = 3 such that NG(x) ∩ I ⊆ I0 for each x ∈ X. Clearly, NG(xi) ∩ I = I0 for i = 1, 2.

Claim 3: There is no matching M0 ⊆ EG(I,X \ {x1, x2}) such that V (M0) ∩ I = I0.

Suppose that M0 ⊆ EG(I,X \ {x1, x2}) is a matching such that V (M0) ∩ I = I0. Then, |M0| = 3

and the graph H := G[X]− (V (M0)∩X) is isomorphic to Kr−4− e and the two non-adjacent vertices

in H are x1 and x2. Thus, H − {x1, x2} has a perfect matching M ′. Note that M ′ = ∅ when r = 6.

Then, x1 is isolated by the minimal matching M ′′ := M0 ∪M ′. By Theorem 1.1, G− (V (M ′′)∪{x1})
is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for some t ≥ 1. However, the vertex set of G − (V (M ′′) ∪ {x1}) can be

partitioned into independent sets I\V (M0) and (W \X)∪{x2} whose sizes differs by 3, a contradiction.

Thus, Claim 3 holds.

By Hall’s Theorem [6, 7], Claim 3 implies that there exists I ′ := {z1, z2} ⊆ I0 such that NG(x)∩I =

I ′ for each x ∈ X0 := X\{x1, x2}, as shown in Figure 4. Let x3 be a vertex in X0. Clearly, G[X]−{xi :

X0

· · ·
x1 x2

z2z1 z3

x3

Figure 4: NG(x) ∩ I = {z1, z2} for each x ∈ X0, and NG(xi) ∩ I = {zi : i ∈ [3]}

i ∈ [3]} is isomorphic to Kr−4 and thus has a perfect matching N1. Then, N2 := {x1z1, x2z2}∪N1 is a

minimal matching of G isolating x3. By Theorem 1.1, H0 := G− (V (N2)∪{x3}) is isomorphic to K2t

or Kt,t. Observe that V (H0) is partitioned into independent sets I2 := I \ {z1, z2} and W2 := W \X.

Thus, H0
∼= Kt,t, where t = α(G)−2. As z3 ∈ I2, we have W2 ⊆ NG(z3). Since NG(z3)∩X = {x1, x2},

r = dG(z3) = 2 + |W2| = 2 + α(G)− 2 = α(G), (18)
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implying that α(G) = r. Let z ∈ I \ {z1, z2, z3}. Note that NG(z) ⊆ W ∪X. Since NG(x) ⊆ X ∪ I0

for each x ∈ X, we have NG(z) ∩ X = ∅, implying that NG(z) ⊆ W \ X = W2. It follows that

α− 2 = |W2| ≥ dG(z) = r, implying that α ≥ r + 2, a contradiction to (18).

Hence the result holds. □

5 Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section, we will complete the proof of Theorem 1.6. By Lemma 2.4 (iv), there exists at

most one edge uu′ ∈ Mv
2 such that |EG(u,W )| ≥ 2. We first provide some properties on Tw’s for

w ∈ W under the assumption that such an edge exists.

Lemma 5.1. Let G ∈ G and let uu′ ∈ Mv
2 such that |NG(u) ∩W | ≥ 2. Then,

(i). NG(u
′) ∩W = ∅;

(ii). T ′′ ∪ {u′} is a clique;

(iii). for any w ∈ W ′, Tw is a clique and NG(u
′) ∩ Tw = ∅; and

(iv). NG(T
′′) ⊆ I ∪ {u, u′}.

Proof. (i). If w′ ∈ NG(u
′) ∩ W , then there is a path wuu′w′, where w ∈ (NG(u) ∩ W ) \ {w′}, a

contradiction to Lemma 2.4 (i).

(ii). By (i), NG(u
′) ∩W = ∅. Thus, T ′′ ∪ {u′} ⊆ V (Mv

2 ) \NG(W ), implying that T ′′ ∪ {u′} is a

clique by Lemma 2.5 (ii).

(iii). We first prove the following claim.

Claim 1: For any w ∈ W , α(G[Tw ∪ {u′}]) ≤ 2.

Otherwise, if I0 is an independent set of G[Tw ∪ {u′}] with |I0| ≥ 3, then, by Lemma 2.4 (ii),

I0 ∪ (W \ {w}) is an independent set of G of size α(G) + 1, a contradiction. The claim holds.

Let w ∈ W ′. Note that Tw \ {w} can be partitioned into three subsets:

(a). S1(w) := {x, y : xy ∈ Mv
2 , xy ̸= uu′, {x, y} ⊆ NG(w)};

(b). S2(w) := {x : xy ∈ Mv
2 , xy ̸= uu′, {x, y} ∩NG(w) = {x}}; and

(c). S3(w) := {x : xy ∈ Mv
2 , xy ̸= uu′, {x, y} ∩NG(w) = {y}}.

Let w0 ∈ (W ∩NG(u)) \ {w}. By (i), we have w /∈ NG(u
′). If x ∈ NG(u

′) ∩ (S1(w) ∪ S3(w)), then

w0uu
′xyw is an Mv

2 -augmenting path connecting w0 and w, where y is the vertex with xy ∈ Mv
2 , a

contradiction to Lemma 2.4 (i). Hence NG(u
′) ∩ (S1(w) ∪ S3(w)) = ∅.

We claim that S2(w) = ∅. Otherwise, there exists xy ∈ Mv
2 with xy ̸= uu′ and {x, y} ∩NG(w) =

{x}. AsNG(u
′)∩S3(w) = ∅, u′y /∈ E(G), implying that {w, u′, y} is an independent set, a contradiction

to Claim 1. Thus, NG(u
′) ∩ Tw = ∅.

16



Since NG(u
′) ∩ Tw = ∅, for any independent set I0 of G[Tw] with |I0| = 2, then I0 ∪ {u′} is an

independent set of size 3, a contradiction to Claim 1 too. Thus, G[Tw] is a clique and (iii) holds.

(iv). It suffices to show that EG(T
′′, Tw) = ∅ for each w ∈ W ′.

Suppose that yz ∈ EG(T
′′, Tw), where w ∈ W ′, y ∈ Tw and z ∈ T ′′. Let w0 ∈ NG(u) ∩W \ {w}.

By (ii) and (iii), both Tw and T ′′ ∪ {u′} are odd cliques. It follows that G[T ′′ ∪ Tw ∪ {w0, u, u
′}] has

a perfect matching M0 with w0u, yz ∈ M0. Let M
′ = M0 ∪ (Mv

2 \ E(G[Tw ∪ T ′′ ∪ {u, u′, w′})). Then
the vertex set of G − V (M ′) can be partitioned into two independent sets I and W \ {w0, w} whose

sizes differ by 3, contradicting Proposition 2.2. ⊔⊓

In order to prove Theorem 1.6, we need to establish the following result on a necessary and sufficient

condition for a connected r-regular and equimatchable graph to be Fr.

Lemma 5.2. Let G = (V,E) be a connected r-regular and equimatchable graph, where r ≥ 6 is even.

Then G ∼= Fr if and only if for some vertex u, V \ {u} can be partitioned into independent sets X and

Y with |X| = |Y |.

Proof. The necessity is obvious. We are now going to prove the sufficiency.

Let X0 = NG(u) ∩X and Y0 = NG(u) ∩ Y . We first prove the following claims.

Claim 1: |X0| = |Y0| = r
2 and |X| = |Y | ≥ r.

Since G is r-regular, and both X and Y are independent sets,

|EG(u,X)| = r|X| − |EG(X,Y )| = r|Y | − |EG(X,Y )| = |EG(u, Y )|, (19)

implying that |X0| = |EG(u,X)| = |EG(u, Y )| = |Y0| and thus |X0| = |Y0| = r
2 . For any x ∈ X, we

have NG(x) ⊆ Y ∪{u}, implying that r ≤ |Y |+1, and so |Y | ≥ r−1. Thus, there exists y ∈ Y \NG(u).

Observe that NG(y) ⊆ X, implying that r = dG(y) ≤ |X| = |Y |. Thus, Claim 1 holds.

Claim 2: For any x1, x2 ∈ X0, G− {u, x1, x2} has no matching M1 with V (M1) ∩ Y = NG(x1) ∩ Y .

Similarly, For any y1, y2 ∈ Y0, G− {u, y1, y2} has no matching M1 with V (M1) ∩X = NG(y1) ∩ Y .

Suppose the claim fails. ThenG−{u, x1, x2} has a matchingM ′ such that V (M1)∩Y = NG(x1)∩Y .

Then M0 := {ux2}∪M ′ is a minimal matching of G isolating x1. By Theorem 1.1, G−(V (M0)∪{x1})
is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for some positive integer t, contradicting the fact that the vertex set of

G−(V (M0)∪{x1}) can be partitioned into two independent sets X \(V (M ′)∪{x1, x2}) and Y \V (M ′)

which have different. Hence Claim 2 holds.

Let X1 = (NG(Y0)∩X)\X0, Y1 = (NG(X0)∩Y )\Y0, X2 = X \ (X0∪X1) and Y2 = Y \ (Y0∪Y1).

Claim 3: Both G[X1 ∪ Y0] and G[Y1 ∪X0] are complete bipartite graphs, as shown in Figure 5.

We claim that Y1 ⊆ NG(x) for each x ∈ X0. If it is not true, then there exit y0 ∈ Y1 such that

x1y0 ∈ E(G) and x2y0 /∈ E(G) for some pair of vertices x1, x2 ∈ X0.

Let Y ′ := NG(x1)∩Y and G0 := G−{u, x1, x2}. Obviously, y0 ∈ Y ′ and NG0
(y0) = NG(y0)\{x1},

implying that dG0
(y0) = r− 1. Note that |Y ′| = r− 1. Thus, |Y ′ \ Y0| ≥ 2. Let y1 ∈ Y ′ \ (Y0 ∪ {y0}).
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· · ·

Y0

· · · · · ·

· · · · · · · · ·

X0 X1 X2

Y1 Y2

u

X :

Y :

Figure 5: X1 = (NG(Y0)∩X)\X0, Y1 = (NG(X0)∩Y )\Y0, X2 = X \(X0∪X1) and Y2 = Y \(Y0∪Y1)

Obviously, NG(y1) ⊆ X, implying that dG0
(y1) ≥ r− 2. For any y ∈ Y ′, we also have dG0

(y) ≥ r− 3.

Since |Y ′| = r − 1, |NG0
(S)| ≥ |S| for each S ⊆ Y ′. By Hall’s Theorem [6, 7], G0 has a matching M ′

with V (M ′) ∩ Y = Y ′, a contradiction to Claim 2.

Thus, Y1 ⊆ NG(x) for each x ∈ X0, implying that G[Y1 ∪ X0] is a complete bipartite graph.

Similarly, G[X1 ∪ Y0] is a complete bipartite graph. Claim 3 holds.

Claim 4: For any x ∈ X0, if Y
′ = NG(x) ∩ Y , then |NG(Y

′) ∩X| ≤ r. Similarly, for any y ∈ Y0, if

X ′ = NG(y) ∩X, then |NG(X
′) ∩ Y | ≤ r.

Let x′ be any vertex in X0 \{x}. By Claim 2, G−{u, x, x′} does not have a matching M ′ such that

V (M ′) ∩ Y = Y ′. Since G− {u, x, x′} is bipartite with a bipartition (X ′, Y ), where Z := X \ {x, x′},
by Hall’s Theorem [6, 7], there exists S ⊆ Y ′ such that |NG(S) ∩ Z| < |S|.

Suppose that that |NG(Y
′) ∩ X| ≥ r + 1. Then |NG(Y

′) ∩ Z| ≥ r − 1. As |Y ′| = r − 1, and

|NG(S)∩Z| < |S|, we have S ̸= Y ′ and so |S| ≤ r−2. For each y ∈ Y ′, |NG(y)∩Z| ≥ r−|{u, x, x′}| =
r − 3, implying that |NG(S) ∩ Z| ≥ r − 3. Thus, |NG(S) ∩ Z| < |S| implies that |S| ≥ r − 2. Hence

|S| = r − 2, and |NG(S) ∩ Z| = r − 3.

Let Z ′ := NG(S)∩Z. Then |Z ′| = r−3. For each y ∈ S, NG(y) ⊆ {u, x, x′}∪Z ′. Since dG(y) = r,

we have NG(y) = {u, x, x′}∪Z ′, implying that |Y0| = |NG(u)∩Y | ≥ |S| = r− 2 > r
2 , a contradiction.

Claim 4 holds.

Claim 5: G[X0 ∪ Y0] is not a complete bipartite graph.

Suppose that G[X0 ∪ Y0] is a complete bipartite graph. Then, for each x0 ∈ X0, NG(x0) =

{u} ∪ Y0 ∪ Y1, implying that |Y1| = r
2 − 1.

Since NG(u) = X0 ∪ Y0, u is isolated by a perfect matching M0 of G[X0 ∪ Y0]. By Theorem 1.1,

G0 := G − (V (M0) ∪ {u}) is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for some positive integer t. Clearly, G0 is

a complete bipartite graph with a bipartition (X1 ∪ X2, Y1 ∪ Y2), where X2 = X \ (X0 ∪ X1) and

Y2 = Y \ (Y0 ∪ Y1), see Figure 5. Thus, for each x1 ∈ X1 and x2 ∈ X2, NG(x1) = Y0 ∪ Y1 ∪ Y2 but

NG(x2) = Y1 ∪ Y2. Since dG(x1) = dG(x2), we have X2 = ∅. Similarly, Y2 = ∅.

For each x1 ∈ X1, we haveNG(x1) = Y0∪Y1. Thus, r = |Y0|+|Y1|, implying that |Y1| = r−|Y0| = r
2 ,

contradicting the conclusion that |Y1| = r
2 − 1. Claim 5 holds.
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Claim 6: E(X0, Y0) ̸= ∅.

Suppose that E(X0, Y0) = ∅. Then, for any x0 ∈ X0, NG(x0) = {u}∪Y1, implying that |Y1| = r−1.

Similarly, |X1| = r − 1. We claim that G[X1 ∪ Y1] is a complete bipartite graph. Suppose that

x1y1 /∈ E(G), where x1 ∈ X1 and y1 ∈ Y1. Since |X1| = |Y1| = r− 1 > r
2 and G[X0 ∪Y1] is a complete

bipartite graph by Claim 3, G[X0 ∪ Y1] has a matching M1 with X0 ⊆ V (M1) and y1 /∈ V (M1).

Similarly, G[Y0 ∪X1] has a matching M2 with Y0 ⊆ V (M2) and x1 /∈ V (M2). Clearly, M1 ∪M2 is a

minimal matching of G isolating u. By Theorem 1.1, G0 := G − (V (M1 ∪M2) ∪ {u}) is isomorphic

to K2t or Kt,t for some positive integer t. Note that the vertex set of G0 can be partitioned into two

independent sets (X1\V (M2))∪X2 and (Y1\V (M1))∪Y2. Since x1 ∈ X1\V (M2) and y1 ∈ Y1\V (M1),

we have x1y1 ∈ E(G0), contradicting the assumption that x1y1 /∈ E(G).

Thus, G[X1 ∪Y1] is a complete bipartite graph. It follows that for any x1 ∈ X1, NG(x1) = Y0 ∪Y1

and so r = |Y0|+ |Y1| = r
2 + r − 1 > r, a contradiction. Claim 6 holds.

Claim 7: |X1| = r
2 and |Y1| = r

2 .

By Claim 5, G[X0∪Y0] is not a complete bipartite graph. Assume that x0y0 /∈ E(G), where x0 ∈ X0

and y0 ∈ Y0. Since NG(x0) ⊆ {u} ∪ (Y0 \ {y0}) ∪ Y1 and dG(x0) = r, we have r ≤ 1 + ( r2 − 1) + |Y1|,
implying that |Y1| ≥ r

2 . Similarly, |X1| ≥ r
2 .

By Claim 6, EG(X0, Y0) ̸= ∅. Assume that x0y0 ∈ E(G), where x0 ∈ X0 and y0 ∈ Y0. Let

Y ′ = NG(x0) ∩ Y . Obviously, y0 ∈ Y ′. By Claim 3, Y1 ⊆ Y ′. By Claim 3 again, X0 ∪ X1 ⊆
NG(Y1) ∪ NG(y0) ⊆ NG(Y

′). By Claim 4, |NG(Y
′) ∩ X| ≤ r, implying that |X0| + |X1| ≤ r, i.e.,

|X1| ≤ r
2 . Due to the conclusion in the previous paragraph, we have |X1| = r

2 . Similarly, |Y1| = r
2 .

The claim holds.

Claim 8: X2 = Y2 = ∅.

Suppose that X2 ̸= ∅. By the definition of X2, for each x ∈ X2, we have NG(x) ⊆ Y1∪Y2, implying

that r ≤ |Y1|+ |Y2| = r
2 + |Y2| and thus |Y2| ≥ r

2 . Obviously, |Y2| = |X2| ≥ r
2 .

Claims 5 and 6 imply that there exists x0 ∈ X0 and y0 ∈ Y0 such that x0y0 /∈ E(G). Since G is

connected, we have EG(X2 ∪ Y2, X1 ∪ Y1) ̸= ∅. Assume that x′y′ ∈ E(G), where x′ ∈ X2 and y′ ∈ Y1.

Since G[X0 ∪ Y1] is complete bipartite graph by Claim 3, G[(X0 ∪ Y1) \ {x0, y
′}] has a perfect

matching M ′. Similarly, G[Y0 ∪ X1] has a matching M ′′ with V (M ′′) ∩ Y0 = Y0 \ {y0, y1}, where
y1 ∈ Y0 \ {y0}. Thus, M0 := {uy1, x′y′} ∪ M ′ ∪ M ′′ is a minimal matching of G isolating x0.

Observe that the vertex set of G0 := G − (V (M0) ∪ {x0}) can be partitioned into independent sets

(X2 \ {x′}) ∪ (X1 \ V (M ′′)) and {y0} ∪ Y2. By Theorem 1.1, G0
∼= Kt,t where t = |X2|+ 1 ≥ r

2 + 1,

contradicting the fact that dG0(y0) = |X1 \ V (M ′′)| = 2. The claim holds.

By Claim 8, X = X0 ∪X1 and Y = Y0 ∪ Y1. By Claims 1 and 7, |X0| = |X1| = |Y0| = |Y1|. Then,
for each x ∈ X1, we have r = dG(x) ≤ |Y0| + |Y1| = r, implying that Y0 ∪ Y1 ⊆ NG(x). Similarly,

X0 ∪X1 ⊆ NG(y) for each y ∈ Y1. By Claim 3, we have |NG(x) ∩ Y0| = r
2 − 1 for each x ∈ X0 and

|NG(y) ∩X0| = r
2 − 1 for each y ∈ Y0. Hence G ∼= Fr. □
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We are now ready to prove the main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.6: Let G = (V,E) ∈ G. We first prove the following claims.

Claim 1: |NG(u) ∩W | ≥ 2 for some u ∈ V (Mv
2 ).

Suupose that |NG(u) ∩W | ≤ 1 for each u ∈ Mv
2 . By Proposition 4.1, r = 6 and V = I ∪W ∪X,

where X ⊆ V \ I is a clique with |X| = 3, |X ∩W | = 1 and NG(X) ⊆ X ∪ I, as shown in Figure 6 (a).

· · ·

x1 y1

v

w1

· · ·

u u′

v

w1

· · ·
wk

I: I:

W : W :

(a) (b)

Figure 6: G ∈ G with |V | = 2α(G) + 1

Let X = {w1, x1, y1}, where w1 ∈ W . Note that NG(X) ⊆ X ∪ I by Lemma 2.4 (ii). Let

I0 = NG(w1) ∩ I. Clearly, |I0| = r − 2 = 4 and G0 := G − {w1, x1, y1} is bipartite. If there exists a

matching M ′ in G0 with I0 ⊆ V (M ′), then M ′′ := M ′ ∪ {x1y1} is a minimal matching in G isolating

w1. By Theorem 1.1, G − (V (M ′′) ∪ {w1}) is isomorphic to K2t or Kt,t for some t ≥ 1. However,

the vertex set of G − (V (M ′′) ∪ {w1}) can be partitioned into two independent sets I \ V (M ′) and

W \ ({w1} ∪ V (M ′)) whose sizes differ by 2, a contradiction.

Thus, G0 has no matching M ′ with I0 ⊆ V (M ′). For each z ∈ I0, since NG(z) ⊆ W ∪ {x1, y1},
we have |NG(z) ∩ (W \ {w1})| ≥ r − 3 = 3. Thus, |W0| ≥ 3, where W0 := NG0(I0) ∩ (W \ {w1}).
Since |I0| = 4, by Hall’s Theorem [6, 7], we have |W0| < |I0| = 4, implying that |W0| = 3, and

NG(z) = W0 ∪ {w1, x1, y1} for each z ∈ I0.

Write I0 = {zi : i ∈ [4]} and W0 = {w2, w3, w4}. Clearly, w1 is isolated by the matching

M0 := {x1z1, y1z2, w2z3, w3z4}. By Theorem 1.1, G0 := G− (V (M0) ∪ {w1}) is isomorphic to K2t or

Kt,t for some t ≥ 1. Observe that the vertex set of G0 can be partitioned into two independent sets

I1 := I \ I0 and W1 := W \ {w1, w2, w3}. Thus, t = |I1| = α(G)− 4, and so α(G) = 4 + t.

Note that w4 ∈ W1 and NG(w4) ⊆ I. Since I0 ⊆ NG(w4), we have |NG(w4) ∩ I1| = |I1| = 2,

implying that t = |I1| = 2 and α(G) = 6. As |W | = α(G)− 1 = 5, there is a vertex w′ ∈ W \ {wi : i ∈
[4]}. Since NG(I0)∩W = {wi : i ∈ [4]}, we have NG(w

′) ⊆ I\I0 = I1, implying that |I1| ≥ dG(w
′) = 6,

a contradiction to the conclusion that |I1| = 2. Hence Claim 1 holds.

By Claim 1, there exists uu′ ∈ Mv
2 such that |NG(u) ∩ W | ≥ 2, as shown in Figure 6 (b). Let

I ′ := W ∪ {u′}.

Claim 2: G− (I ∪{u}) does not have any odd clique X with the properties that |X| ≥ 3, |X ∩ I ′| = 1
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and NG(X) ⊆ {u} ∪X ∪ I.

By Lemma 5.1 (i), I ′ is an independent set of G. By Lemma 5.1 (iii) and Lemma 2.4 (i) and (ii), u

is the only vertex in V \ (I ∪W ) with the property that |NG(u)∩W | ≥ 2. Also note that Mv
2 \ {uu′}

is a perfect matching of the subgraph G− (I ∪ I ′ ∪ {u}).

By Proposition 2.6, Claim 2 holds.

Claim 3: G ∼= Fr.

If T ′′ ̸= ∅, then by Lemma 5.1 (ii), X := T ′′∪{u′} is an odd clique with the property that |X| ≥ 3,

X ∩ I ′ = {u′} and NG(X) ⊆ I ∪X ∪ {u}, contradicting Claim 2. Thus, T ′′ = ∅.

Suppose that w ∈ W ′. By Lemma 5.1 (iii), X := Tw is an odd clique. It is clear that |X| ≥ 3. By

Lemma 5.1 (iii) and Lemma 2.4 (i) and (ii), X ∩ I ′ = {w} and NG(X) ⊆ I ∪X ∪ {u}, contradicting
Claim 2. Thus, W ′ = ∅.

Since T ′′ = ∅ and W ′ = ∅, V = I ∪ W ∪ {u, u′}, as shown in Figure 6 (b). By Lemma 5.1 (i),

W0 := W ∪ {u′} is an independent set. Thus, V \ {u} can be partitioned into independent sets two I

and W0 of G with the same size. Finally, by Lemma 5.2, we have G ∼= Fr. Claim 2 holds.

Theorem 1.6 follows from Claim 3. □

6 Remarks and Problems

Theorem 1.6 contributes the final piece of solutions to the characterization of connected equimatch-

able r-regular graphs. On the study of equimatchable graphs which may be not regular, Büyükolak

et al. [2] provided a complete structural characterization of equimatchable graphs without triangles,

by identifying the equimatchable triangle-free graph families.

However, the structure of equimatchable graphs with triangles has not been fully characterized yet.

Fr is a special class of equimatchable graphs with triangles, which is constructed from complete bi-

partite graphs. It is worth to explore whether equimatchable graphs with triangles can be constructed

from triangle-free equimatchable graphs.
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