arXiv:2312.08405v2 [math.CO] 22 Dec 2023

Connectivity keeping spiders in k-connected bipartite graphs

Meng Ji

College of Mathematical Science, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin, China E-mail: mji@tjnu.edu.cn

Abstract

Luo, Tian and Wu [Discrete Math. 345 (4) (2022) 112788] conjectured that for any tree T with bipartition (X, Y ), every k-connected bipartite graph G with minimum degree at least k + w, where w = max{|X|, |Y |}, contains a tree T^′ ∼= T such that κ(G − V (T^′)) ≥ k. In the paper, we confirm the conjecture for the spider by a new method, where a spider is a tree with at most one vertex of degree at least three.

Keywords: Connectivity; End; k-Connected Bipartite Graph; Spider

AMS subject classification 2010: 05C05; 05C40.

1 Introduction

In this paper, all the graphs are finite, undirected and simple. For graph-theoretical terminology and notations not defined here, we follow [1]. Some basic symbols and definitions are needed to be introduced. The minimum degree and the connectivity of a graph G is denoted by δ(G) and κ(G), respectively. The vertex set and edge set of G is denoted by V (G) and E(G), respectively. For a subgraph H ⊆ G and a subset V^′ ⊆ V (G), write V^′ ∩ H for V^′ ∩ V (H). For H ⊆ G, set δ_G(H) := min_{x∈H} d_G(x).

Let S be a separating set of G, and the cardinality of a minimum separating set S is denoted by |S| = κ(G). If S is a minimum separating set of the graph G, then the union components F of at least one component of G − S with G − S − F ≠ ∅ is called a fragment F to S, and the complementary fragment G − (S ∪ V (F )) is denoted by F̄ . If a fragment of G does not contain any other fragments of G, then it is called an end of G. Clearly, every graph contains an end except for the complete graphs. For a fragment F of G to S, it definitely follows S = N_G(F ).

In 1972, Chartrand, Kaigars and Lick [2] proved that every k-connected graph G with δ(G) ≥ ⌊^{3k}_2 ⌋ has a vertex x with κ(G − x) ≥ k. Nearly forty years later, Fujita and Kawarabayashi [4] extended the result, that is, every k-connected graph G with δ(G) ≥ ⌊^{3k}_2 ⌋ + 2 has an edge xy such that G − {x, y} remains k-connected. Furthermore, Fujita and Kawarabayashi [4] posed a conjecture that for all positive integers k, m, there is a (least) non-negative integer f_k(m) such that every k-connected graph G with δ(G) ≥ ⌊^{3k}_2 ⌋ + f_k(m) − 1 contains a connected subgraph W of order m such that G − V (W ) is still k-connected.

In 2010, Mader [12] confirmed it and conjectured that for every positive integer k and finite tree T of order m, every k-connected finite graph G with minimum degree δ(G) ≥ ⌊^{3k}_2 ⌋ + |T | − 1 contains a subgraph T^′ ∼= T such that G − V (T^′) remains k-connected.

For Mader’s conjecture, Although many scholars have proved plenty of result partly confirming the conjecture, it is still open for k ≥ 4. For more results, the reader can refer to [3, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15]. If G is a bipartite graph, Luo, Tian and Wu [11] proved that every k-connected bipartite graph G with minimum degree at least k + m contains a path P with order m such that κ(G − V (P )) ≥ k. Based on that, they proposed a general conjecture.

Conjecture 1. [11] For any tree T with bipartition (X, Y ), every k-connected bipartite graph G with δ(G) ≥ k + w, where w = max{|X|, |Y |}, contains a tree T^′ ∼= T such that κ(G − V (T^′)) ≥ k. The case that T is caterpillar and k ≤ 2 has been proved by Zhang [17]. Additionally, Yang and Tian [16] verified the case that for Conjecture 1 T is caterpillar and k = 3, or T is a spider and k ≤ 3.

We end this section by a definition. A tree T is called a spider if at most one vertex of its has degree at least 3, whose maximum degree vertex is called the root of T . In the paper, the author will verify Conjecture 1 for the spiders T .

2 Main results

Lemma 1. For every positive integer k, let G be a bipartite graph with κ(G) = k and δ(G) ≥ k +1. Then for each end F of G to a minimum separating set S and for any minimum separating set S_1 in G, it admits that F ∩ S_1 = ∅.

Proof. Let G be a bipartite graph with a bipartition (X^′, Y^′). Clearly, every graph contains an end except for the complete graphs. Hence, (a) follows.

Let S_1 be a minimum separating set of G and let F_1 be a fragment of G to S_1. Thus, there are two partitions of V (G), which are F, S, F̄ and F_1, S_1, F̄_1, respectively. The graph G could be partitioned to at most nine parts, namely, {F ∩ F_1, F ∩ S_1, F ∩ F̄_1, S ∩ F_1, S ∩ S_1, S ∩ F̄_1, F̄ ∩ F_1, F̄ ∩ S_1, and F̄ ∩ F̄_1}. We now suppose, to the contrary, that F ∩ S_1 ≠ ∅. Three cases need to be considered.

Case 1. |S_1 ∩ F | = |F̄ ∩ S_1|.

To begin with, we let |S ∩ F_1| = |F̄_1 ∩ S| as a constraint. If at most one of F ∩ F_1 and F ∩ F̄_1 is empty-set, then, obviously, (S ∩ F_1) ∪ (S ∩ S_1) ∪ (F ∩ S_1) is also a minimum separating set of G. Without loss of generality, assume that F ∩ F_1 ≠ ∅. It implies that F ∩ F_1 is a fragment, which contradicts the fact that F is an end. If F ∩ F_1 = ∅ and F ∩ F̄_1 = ∅, then F ⊂ S_1. Since δ(F ) ≥ δ(G) − |S| ≥ 1, there exits an edge xy contained in F such that 2(k + 1) ≤ d_G(x) + d_G(y) ≤ |S| + |F | ≤ |S| + |S_1| ≤ 2k, a contradiction.

Suppose, without loss of generality, that |S ∩F_1| > |F̄_1 ∩S|. If F ∩F̄_1 ≠ ∅, then (F ∩S_1)∪(S_1 ∩ S) ∪ (F̄_1 ∩ S) is a separating set with cardinality less than k since |F ∩ S_1| + |S_1 ∩ S| + |F̄ ∩ S_1| = |S_1| = k, a contradiction. For another, if F̄ ∩ F̄_1 ≠ ∅, it leads to (F̄ ∩ S_1) ∪ (S_1 ∩ S) ∪ (F̄_1 ∩ S) being a separating set of cardinality less than k, also a contradiction. So F ∩ F̄_1 = ∅ and F̄ ∩ F̄_1 = ∅. Then we again by the fact that F̄_1 ⊂ S and δ(F̄_1) ≥ δ(G) − |S_1| ≥ 1 conclude a contradiction as above way.

Case 2. |S_1 ∩ F | > |F̄ ∩ S_1| or |S_1 ∩ F | < |F̄ ∩ S_1|.

Suppose that |S_1 ∩ F | > |F̄ ∩ S_1| (For |S_1 ∩ F | < |F̄ ∩ S_1|, it can be shown by the same proof way, we omit it). Without loss of generality, let |F_1 ∩ S| ≥ |F̄_1 ∩ S|. If F̄_1 ∩ F̄ ≠ ∅, (F̄ ∩ S_1) ∪ (S_1 ∩ S) ∪ (F̄_1 ∩ S) is a separating set of cardinality less than k, a contradiction. So F̄_1 ∩ F̄ = ∅. If F_1 ∩ F̄ = ∅, it follows that F̄ ∩ S_1 = F̄ ≠ ∅. We say |F̄ ∩ S_1| = |F̄ | ≥ 2. Otherwise, for v ∈ F̄ we have that d(v) ≤ |S| = k, a contradiction. If F̄ ⊂ X^′ or F̄ ⊂ Y^′, then we have d(v) ≤ |S| = k for v ∈ F̄ , a contradiction. And we have that F̄ ∩ X^′ ≠ ∅ and F̄ ∩ Y ′ ≠ ∅. Clearly, S = (S ∩ X ′) ∪ (S ∩ Y ′). Without loss of generality, let |S ∩ Y ′| ≥ |S ∩ X ′|. For v ∈ F̄ ∩ Y^′, it follows d(v) ≤ |S ∩ X^′| + |F̄ | − 1 ≤ k − 1, a contradiction. It results in F_1 ∩ F̄ ≠ ∅. But if F̄_1 ∩ F = ∅, then F̄_1 ∩ S = F̄_1 ≠ ∅. We say |F̄_1 ∩ S| = |F̄_1| ≥ 2. Otherwise, it has d(v) ≤ |S_1| = k for v ∈ F̄_1, a contradiction. So |F̄_1 ∩ S| = |F̄_1| ≥ 2. If F̄_1 ⊂ X^′ or F̄_1 ⊂ Y^′, then d(v) ≤ |S_1| = k for v ∈ F̄_1, a contradiction. Immediately we have F̄_1 ∩ X^′ ≠ ∅ and F̄_1 ∩ Y^′ ≠ ∅. Clearly, S_1 = (S_1 ∩ X^′) ∪ (S_1 ∩ Y^′). Without loss of generality, let |S_1 ∩ Y^′| ≥ |S_1 ∩ X^′|. For v ∈ F̄_1 ∩ Y^′, there is d(v) ≤ |S_1 ∩ X^′| + |F̄_1| − 1 ≤ k − 1, a contradiction. Then it contributes to F̄_1 ∩ F ≠ ∅.

After that, it yields that F̄_1 ∩F̄ = ∅, F̄_1 ∩F ≠ ∅, and F_1 ∩F̄ ≠ ∅. Now we claim that |F ∩S_1| > |S ∩ F_1|. Indeed, if not, (F ∩ S_1) ∪ (S ∩ S_1) ∪ (F̄_1 ∩ S) is a separating set with cardinality less equal k, which contradicts the fact that F is an end. According to |F ∩S_1|+|S_1 ∩S|+|F̄ ∩S_1| = |S_1| = k and |F ∩ S_1| > |S ∩ F_1|, it follows that (F̄ ∩ S_1) ∪ (S_1 ∩ S) ∪ (F_1 ∩ S) is a separating set with cardinality less than k, a contradiction. This completes the proof.

For positive integers t, w with t ≥ w −1. we define a family of graphs denoted by W satisfying the following, which will be used in Theorem 1.

• let P = v_1v_2 · · · v_t be a path on t vertices and u an isolated vertex;

• then choose arbitrarily w − 1 vertices from P and join then to u such that it contains no odd cycle, where u is called the root;

• each graph in the family of graphs is denoted by W ;

• the trivial graph W is t = 0 and w = 1.

Let T ⊂ W be a spider of order m with bipartition (X, Y ).

Theorem 1. Every k-connected graph G with δ(G) ≥ k +w for positive integers k and w, contains a graph W from W as a subgraph with bipartition (X^{′′}, Y^{′′}) and w = max{|X^{′′}|, |Y^{′′}|} such that κ(G − V (W )) ≥ k. Proof. Let S be a minimum separating set of G and F an end to S. Then we consider the cases that κ(G) = k and κ(G) > k, respectively.

Case 1. κ(G) = k.

If w = 1, then δ(G) ≥ k + 1, and by Lemma 1, any vertex in F , say v_1, is not contained in any minimum separating set of G. Set G_1 := G − {v_1}. It implies that G_1 must be k-connected. So G contains a graph W on one vertex from W such that κ(G − V (W )) ≥ k.

Suppose that δ(G) > k + 1. If F − {v_1} is an end of G_1 to S, then, by Lemma 1, we continue to choose one neighbor of v_1, say v_2 ∈ (F −{v_1}), such that G_1 −{v_2} is k-connected. If F −{v_1} is not an end of G_1 to S, then there is an end F_1 ⊂ F of G_1. Otherwise, F contains another fragment, which contradicts the fact that F is an end. We say that there is a vertex v_2 ∈ F_1 adjacent to v_1. Otherwise, F_1 will be an end of G, which contradicts the fact that F is an end of G. Thus, by Lemma 1, G − {v_1v_2} = G_1 − v_2 is k-connected. Set G_2 := G_1 − v_2 with δ(G_2) ≥ k + 1. Now we can continuously delete vertices as above.

Assume that it is the first time that after t + 1 times applying Lemma 1 as above, we obtain the graph G_{t+1} := G − P_{t+1} with δ(G_{t+1}) = k, where P_{t+1} = v_1v_2 · · · v_{t+1}. Meanwhile, there is an end-sequence F ⊃ F_1 ⊃ F_2 ⊃ · · · ⊃ F_{t+1} contained in G, G_1, . . . , G_{t+1}, respectively. Let u ∈ F_{t+1} with d_{Gt+1} (u) = δ(G_{t+1}) = k according to the assumption.

Based on assumption, by Lemma 1, For G_t := G − P_t = · · · = G_{t−1} − v_t, we have κ(G_t) ≥ k with δ(G_t) ≥ k +1. Then we delete u in G_t, by Lemma 1, G_t −u is k-connected. Since d_{Gt+1} (u) = k and δ(G) ≥ k + w, then there are at least w edges between u and P_t. Thus, G contains a graph W of W as a subgraph satisfying κ(G − V (W )) ≥ k.

Case 2. κ(G) > k.

Let κ(G) = k^′, and let F be an end of G to a minimum separating set S^′ of cardinality k^′. Let P_s = v_1v_2 · · · v_s be a shortest path for s ≥ k^′ − k such that κ(G − P_s) = k. Set G_0 := G − P_s. Then we have that δ(G_0) ≥ ⌊^{3k}_2 ⌋ + m − s − 1. Let F_0 be an end of G_0 to a minimum separating set S_0 of cardinality k. Clearly, there is a vertex u_1 ∈ N(v_s) ∩ F_0. Otherwise, we have that κ(G − (P_s \ v_s)) = k, which contradicts the fact that P_s = v_1v_2 · · · v_s be a shortest path. Without loss of generality, let s ≤ m − 1. Then it follows that δ(G_0) ≥ k + 1. By Lemma 1, G_0 − u_1 is k-connected. For the remaining proof, we proceed by the same way of Case 1. This completes the proof.

Now we apply Theorem 1 to prove the case that T is a spider for Conjecture 1.

Theorem 2. For any spider T with bipartition (X, Y ), every k-connected bipartite graph G with δ(G) ≥ k + w, where w = max{|X|, |Y |}, contains a tree T^′ ∼= T such that κ(G − V (T^′)) ≥ k.

Proof. Obviously, the subgraph W contains all spiders. By Theorem 1, there is a subgraph W such that κ(G − V (W )) ≥ k. We denote the degree of the vertex of the subgraph of G induced by vertices of W by d_{G[V (W )]}. We consider the following two cases.

Case 1. For each v_i (1 ≤ i ≤ t), d_{G[V (W )]}(v_i) ≤ w.

Let T be an arbitrary spider in W with the root u. Then we have d_{G[V (W )]}(v_i) ≤ w for v_i ∈ V (W \ T ). Since δ(G) ≥ k + w, then each vertex v_i for v_i ∈ V (W \ T ) are connected to G − V (W ) by at least k edges. By Theorem 1, we have that κ(G − V (T )) ≥ k.

Case 2. There is a vertex v_i (1 ≤ i ≤ t) such that d_{G[V (W )]}(v_i) > w.

It is easy to be seen that each spider of order m with the degree of the root no more than w is contained in G[V (P )]. So we would search a smaller subgraph W by the proof of Theorem 1: in each step i for deleting P_i in the proof of Theorem 1, we check whether the maximum degree for the induced subgraph G[V (P_i)] is greater than or equal to w. Without loss of generality, suppose that the maximum degree of the induced subgraph G[V (P )] is greater than or equal to w for the first time. So the subgraph W is a spanning subgraph of induced subgraph G[V (P )]. Clearly, it becomes case 1. This completes the proof.

References

[1] J. A. Bondy and U. S. R. Murty, Graph Theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 244, Springer, Berlin, 2008.

[2] G. Chartrand, A. Kaigars, and D.R. Lick, Critically n-connected graphs, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc. 32 (1972), 63–68.

[3] A.A. Diwan and N.P. Tholiya, Non-separating trees in connected graphs, Discrete Math. 309 (2009), 5235–5237.

[4] S. Fujita and K. Kawarabayashi, Connectivity keeping edges in graphs with large minimum degree, J. Combin. Theory, Ser. B 98 (2008), 805–811.

[5] T. Hasunuma, Connectivity keeping trees in 2-connected graphs with girth conditions, Combin.

Algor. (2020), 316–329.

[6] T. Hasunuma and K. Ono, Connectivity keeping trees in 2-connected graphs, J. Graph Theory 94 (2020), 20–29.

[7] Y. Hong and Q. Liu, Mader’s conjecture for graphs with small connectivity, J. Graph Theory 101(3) 2022, 379–388.

[8] Y. Hong, Q. Liu, C. Lu, and Q. Ye, Connectivity keeping caterpillars and spiders in 2-connected graphs, Discrete Math. 344(3) (2021), 112236.

[9] Z. Huang, M. Ji, Connectivity keeping spiders in k-connected graphs, arXiv.2212.04637v5. [10] C. Lv and P. Zhang, Connectivity keeping trees in 2-connected graphs, Discrete Math. 343 (2) (2020), 1–4.

[11] L. Luo, Y. Tian, L. Wu, Connectivity keeping paths in k-connected bipartite graphs, Discrete Math. 345 (4) (2022) 112788.

[12] W. Mader, Connectivity keeping paths in k-connected graphs, J. Graph Theory 65 (2010), 61–69.

[13] W. Mader, Connectivity keeping trees in k-connected graphs, J. Graph Theory 69 (2012), 324–329.

[14] Y. Tian, H. Lai, L. Xu, and J. Meng, Nonseparating trees in 2-connected graphs and oriented trees in strongly connected digraphs, Discrete Math. 342 (2019), 344–351.

[15] Y. Tian, J. Meng, and L. Xu, Connectivity keeping stars or double-stars in 2-connected graphs, Discrete Math. 341 (2018), 1120–1124.

[16] Q. Yang, Y. Tian, Connectivity keeping caterpillars and spiders in bipartite graphs with connectivity at most three, Discrete Math. 346 (2023), 113207.

[17] P. Zhang, Research on the Existence of Subgraphs Related to Connectivity (Ph.D. dissertation), East China Normal University, 2021.