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Abstract

Given a graph G, its partially square graph G* is a graph obtained
by adding an edge (u,v) for each pair u, v of vertices of G at distance
2 whenever the vertices u and v have a common neighbor z satisfying
the condition Ng(z) C Ng[u] U Ng[v], where Nglx] = Ng(z) U {z}.
In the case where G is a claw-free graph, G* is equal to G2. We define
oy = min{) _ gdg(z) : S is an independent set in G* and |S| = t}.
We give for hamiltonicity and circumference new sufficient conditions
depending on ¢° and we improve some known results.
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1. Introduction

We shall use standard graph theory notation. A finite, undirected graph G
consists of a vertex set V and an edge set E. We denote the open neigh-
borhood and closed neighborhood of a vertex u of G by N(u) = {z € V :
(z,u) € E} and N[u] = N(u)U {u}, respectively. Finally we denote by d(u)
the degree of u. Ainouche [1] defined, for each pair a, b of vertices at distance
2 in G, a parameter J(a,b) = {u € N(a)NN(b) : N[u] C N[a]UNb]}. He in-
troduces the concept of partially square graph G* of a given graph G. Given
a graph G, its partially square graph G* is the graph obtained by adding
an edge (u,v) for each pair u, v of vertices of G at distance 2 whenever
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J(u,v) is not empty, so G* = (V, EU {(u,v) : dist(u,v) = 2, J(u,v) # 0}).
In particular this condition is satisfied if at least a common neighbor of u
and v does not center a claw (an induced K 3).

Obviously E(G) C E(G*) € E(G?). On one side we have G* = G2 if
for each pair u, v of vertices of G at distance 2, J(u,v) # (). On the other
side G* can be equal to G if G = K, ; with p,q > 3.

Ainouche and Kouider [2] used the square partially graph to improve
some known results, in particular they proved the following result.

Theorem 1. Let G be a k-connected graph (k > 2) and G* its partially
square graph. If a(G*) < k, then G is hamiltonian.

In this paper we discuss some best known results on a longest cycle and
hamiltonicity in a given graph G, where the sufficient condition depends on
the degree sum of an independent set of vertices. Among these results, we
consider first, the following result of Bermond [3].

Theorem 2. If G is a 2-connected graph such that the degree sum of any
independent set of two vertices is greater than d then G either is hamiltonian
or contains a cycle of length at least d.

Bondy [4] proved that

Theorem 3. If G is k-connected (k > 2) of order n such that the degree sum
of any independent set of k + 1 vertices is strictly greater than (k+ 1)@,

then G is hamiltonian.
Finally, Fournier and Fraisse [5] generalize Bondy’s theorem as follows.

Theorem 4. If G is k-connected (k > 2) of order n such that the degree
sum of any independent set of k + 1 vertices is at least m, then G contains
a cycle of length at least min([2m/(k + 1)],n).

We denote the minimal degree sum of independent sets of order ¢ (¢ =
1,2,...) in G by

oy =min{)_ cgdg(z) : S is an independent set in G and |S| = t}.
Moreover, we define a kind of minimal G-degree sum of independent sets of
order ¢t in G* as follows

of =min{} ,cgdg(x): S is an independent set in G* and |S| = t}.
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Observe that if S is an independent set in G* then S is an independent set in
G, but the opposite is false, as we can show it in Figure 1. The set {1, 3,5}
is not independent in G*. Then o7 > 0;. We suppose by convention that if
a(G*) < t then o7 is infinite.
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Figure 1

As o7 > oy, then the following theorems, which we prove in this note, are
better than Theorems 2 and 4, respectively.

Theorem 5. Let G be 2-connected graph. Then either G is hamiltonian or
contains a cycle with length at least 5.

Theorem 6. Let G be a k-connected graph (k > 2). Then either G is
2004
k+1 -

hamiltonian or it contains a cycle of length at least
We deduce the following extension of Theorem 3 to ¢°:

Corollary 7. Let G be a k-connected graph (k > 2) of order n. If o}, >

(k+1) (ngl), then G is hamiltonian.

The k-connected graph G (with k > 2 and k is even) of Figure 2 is given as
follows. There exist k independent vertices adjacent to each vertex of (k+2)
copies of the complete graph K,. The copies of K, are regrouped by pairs.
The vertices of each pair are adjacent to a vertex. Since the connectivity of G
is equal to k, then 2p is at least equal to k. As k is even, we may construct a
hamiltonian cycle in G. For p > k, we have 041 = (k+1)(p+k). The bound
. . (n—1) _ (2p(k+2)+3k) . (n—1)

in Corollary 7 is (k+1)*5~ = (k+1)*——==. Since oj41 < (k+1)—=5—,
Theorem 3 does not allow to deduce that G is hamiltonian. But if we

consider G*, as the independent set of G which gives a minimum degree
(k+2)2
2

sum is not obviously an independent set in G*, we obtain o}, = p
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(an independent set which engenders o _ ; is given by (k;ﬂ) vertices of degree

2p each one and ((k+1)— @) vertices of degree (k+2)p each one). For p >

3k, we deduce that o, | is greater than (k+ 1)@ = (k—I—l)Wlﬂ. So
(2p+3)(k+2) o
: :

from Corollary 7, GG is hamiltonian. Moreover, note that n =

Then for 2 < & < p < 3k — 4, we remark that min{n 20k1} — 20641 gy

O . A ' k+1 k+1
. 20 20 20 2
min{n, H} = FHH As > Zi*ll, we can deduce that the bound

given by Theorem 6 is more close to n (because the longest cycle has length
n in this case) than the one given by Theorem 4.

Figure 2

2. Terminologies

Let C be a longest cycle of a k-connected and non-hamiltonian graph G and
the orientation of C' is fixed. For u € V(C),u"(resp. u~) represents its
successor (resp. predecessor) on C. If u,v € V(C) then (u, C,v) represents
the path given by the consecutive vertices on C' ordered from u to v (in-
cluding u and v) following the orientation chosen of C'. The same vertices
visited in the opposite orientation give the path (v,C,u). Let R = G\ C.
Let dy be a vertex of C' such that the number of its neighbors belonging to
R, dr(di) # 0. Let Py be a longest path starting from d; on C, such that
V(Po) \{d1} € R. Let x¢ be an extremity of Py in R and H be a connected
component of xg in R. Let No(H) be the set of vertices of C' which have
at least a neighbor in H. Then d; € N¢(H). Note No(H) = {dy,..,dn},
where the indices are taken modulo m. Because C' is a longest cycle, we
have |V(C)| > |[N¢(H)| = m and therefore, m > k. We suppose that fol-
lowing the orientation of C', we meet dy,..,d,,, respectively. Since every
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path (d;,C,d;+1) contains at least one internal vertex, C; = (d,C, diiq)
is a, possibly trivial, path (i = 1,...,m). Each pair of vertices d;,d; of
{di,da,...,d,,} is joined by a path of length at least two, in which all inter-
nal vertices (of this path) are in H. We denote this (not oriented) path by
(ds, H,dj).

Given a path P = (a1, a2,...,aq), ¢ > 2 and a vertex u ¢ V(P). We say
that u is P-insertible if there exists an ¢, 1 <14 < ¢, such that the vertices a;
and a;41 are both adjacent to u. The edge (a;,a;+1) is called an insertion
edge for uw. In particular, a vertex u € V(C;) is called insertible if it is
(dit1,C, d;)-insertible.

Given four vertices a, b, u,v of C, we say that the edges (u,a), (v,b) are
crossing (if they exist) if the four vertices arrive on C' in the order a,v,u,b.

3. Definition of an Independent Set

Let us recall the following lemma (see [1]) on properties of insertible vertices,
where m,C;,d; (1 =1,...,m) are used as defined in Section 2.

Lemma 8. Let G be a k-connected and non-hamiltonian graph (with k > 2),
C' be a longest cycle of G and H be a connected component of R = G\ C.
Then

(a) for each i € {1,2,...,m}, C; contains a non-insertible vertex.

Let z; be the first non-insertible vertex on C; (i = 1,2,...,m) and xog €

V(H). Set Wy = V(H) and W; = V((d,C,z;)) for each 1 < i < m. For

each 1 <1 < j <m, choose w; € W; and wj € W;. Then

(b) (wi,wy) ¢ E(G).

(c) There does not exist a vertex z € V((w;,C,wj)) such that (w;,z"),
(wj, z) € E (i.e., the edges (w;,z") and (wj, z) are not crossing).

For a longest cycle C' of a k-connected (k > 2) non-hamiltonian graph G
with a fixed orientation of C', let now Py, zo, H,m,d;,C; (i =1,...,m) be as
defined in Section 2, and Wy, x;, W; (i = 1,...,m) as defined in Lemma 8.
Furtheremore, let X = {zg,x1,...,2,}. For each s € {1,2,...,m}, let
Ag be the set of vertices u belonging to (z7,C, d,, 1) which verify the two
following properties:

(i) dr(u) # 0 and
(ii) (zs,u™), (zs,u), (ws,ut) € E if 25 # u™, and (ws,u), (vs,u™) € E,
otherwise.
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Figure 3

Let
I={se{1,2,...,m} :dr(xs) =0 and A; = 0},
Ji={se{1,2,...,m} :dgr(xzs) =0 and As # (0} and
Jy={se{1,2,...,m} : dr(xs) # 0}.
By the definitions of I, J; and Jo, we can deduce that I, J; and Jo form
a partition of the set {1,2,...,m} (le, INJy =1INJy=J1NJy =0 and
TUJiUJy={1,2,...,m}).

In the case where s € Jj, we denote by ug the first vertex on (z,C, 1)
which is in Ag;. Let by = ug if s € J; and by = x5 if s € T U Jy. For
s € J1 U Jy, let Ps be a longest path with an extremity by (on the cycle)
such that V/(Py) \ {bs} C R. Let y, be the extremity of P; on R (Figure 3).

Let S = {zo}U{x; : i1 € I} U{ys : s € Jy UJo}. In particular, if
JiUJe =0, then S = X = {zg,x1,..., 2y} Itis proved in [2] that X is an
independent set in G*.

Let s € TUJy U Jy. Put W = (dF,C,zg, Ps,ys) if s € Jo, W, =
(df,C,zg,bs, Ps,ys) if s € Jy and W, = (df,C,xs) if s € I (see Figure 3,
the W are given in bold). We deduce that if s € J; U Ja, then V(W!) =
Ws U V(P).

4. Lemmas

For all statements of this section we make the following;:
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Supposition. Let G be a k-connected, non-hamiltonian graph with k > 2
and C a longest cycle of G.

Furthermore, we use all denotations introduced in Sections 2 and 3. We
shall prove a series of lemmas on some properties of the elements of S in G.
In the following lemma we prove a property of the vertices of b;, b;, and bj,
for 1 < j < m which will be always used in the further proofs.

Lemma 9. For each pair of indices {i,j}, with 1 < i # j < m, Nc(bj) N
Wi = 0; in particular, neither (b;,b;) nor (bj,b;r) are insertion edges for
the vertices of W;.

Proof. Suppose first that j € T U Jy. As i # j, then by Lemma 8(b), the
vertex b; (which is x; in this case) cannot have neighbors in W;. In the case
where j € Ji, we know that b; = u;. Let w be a neighbor of u; in W;, with
i # j. Observe that the edges (w,u;) and (wj,uj) are crossing. We obtain
then a contradiction with Lemma 8(c) applied to w € W; and z; € Wj.

We deduce that for each pair of indices {7,j}, with 1 < i # j < m,

neither (b;, b;) nor (b;, bj) can be an insertion edge for vertices of W;. m

From now on, we denote by T'= (a...z[c...sj...d]y...b) a segment of C,
where the sub-segment c...s;...d (which is in brackets in T) is considered
only if j € Ji. In other words, T' = (a,...,z,c,...,sj,...,d,y,...,b) if
jeJiand T = (a,...,x,y,...,b), otherwise.

Now, we prove other properties of S in GG. In particular, we prove that it is
an independent set in G and G*.

Lemma 10. The following statements are true:

(a) let wo be a vertex of Wy and w; be a vertex of W; U{b;}, for each
1 < i <m. For each pair of indices {i,j}, with 0 <1i # j < m, the vertices
w;, wj are not joined by a path all internal vertices of which are in R. In
particular, S is an independent set of m + 1 elements in G.

(b) for each j € Jy U Ja, we have N¢(y;) C (V(C) \ U2y (W; U {b;}) U
{d;}]) U{b;}-

(c) S is an independent set in G*.

Proof. (a) The proof is by contradiction. We may suppose ¢ < j. Denote
by (w;, L, w;) a path which joins w; and w; and which is assumed to have
all its internal vertices in R.
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Suppose first that ¢ = 0. Then 1 < j < m. Put P = (wo, L, [b;, C], z;,
[b;r],(], dj+l) if w; = bj and P = (wo,L,wj,C’,dj+1) if w; € Wj. By def-
inition, all insertible vertices of W) admit their insertion edges on @ =
(dj+1,C,d;). We can insert in ) the vertices of (dj, C,z;) if wj = b; and
the vertices of (dj, C,w; ) if w; € Wj. Then the new path obtained from @
in this way and combined with a subpath of the walk (d;, H, wo, P) joining
d; and dj;1 gives a cycle longer than C, which is a contradiction. Conse-
quently, ¢ # 0. Since there does not exist a path between a vertex of W
and wj, then V(L)NV(H) = 0. In case w; € W; and w; € W; the cycle
(diy H,d;,C,w;, L,w;,C,d;) contradicts the maximality of C.

Suppose now that w; = b; or w; = b;. For each s € {i,j}, if ws = by
then we construct a path @ from the path @ = (d;,C,wj, L,w;, C,d;),
by replacing the path (ws, C, ds+1) by the path (ws, [bs, C], xs, [b], C, dst1)-
By the definition of the insertion, the edge (b, bj) is not an insertion edge
for the vertices of W; and the edge (b;,b;") is not an insertion edge for the
vertices of W;. Moreover, by Lemma 9, (bj,b;r) is not an insertion edge
for the vertices of W; and the edge (b;,b;") is not an insertion edge for the
vertices of W;, and by Lemma 8(b) there is no edge between W; and W;.
We deduce that all vertices of C' which do not belong to )1 are vertices
contained in (d;,C,z; ) or in (dj, C,z; ); therefore, they are insertible with
insertion edges belonging to Q1. We can insert these insertible vertices in
@1, in order to obtain a path Q7. The combination of @} and (d;, H, d;)

forms a cycle longer than C, a contradiction.

We deduce that W/ N Wi =0, Wo N W; = 0 and that any two vertices
belonging respectively to W/ (or Wp) and W]’ are not adjacent, for each

1 <i# j <m. Consequently, S is an independent set of m + 1 elements
in G.

(b) Suppose there exists a neighbor u of y; on [Uj~; (W; U{b;}) U{d;}]\
{b;}. By (a), for each 1 <i # j < m, we have u ¢ Nc(y;) N W; U {b;}.

Remark that if j € Jy, then b; € W; (in this case x; = b;) and b,
can be neighbor of y;. If j € Ji, then u # z; because of dr(xz;) = 0.
Thus u € V((dj,C,z;)). Let Q@ = (u,C, [b;r],:nj, [C,bj]). By the definition
of the insertion, the insertion edges of the vertices of (d;r, C, x;) belong to
E((dj41,C,dj)). So they belong to E(Q). Then we can construct @’ from Q
by inserting the vertices of V((u", C,2})) (if there are any, i.e., if u # z7).
Consequently, the paths Q" and (u,y;, Pj,b;) give a cycle longer than C,
which is a contradiction.
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(c) The proof is by contradiction. Since S is an independent set in
G, we suppose that there exists a pair of distinct vertices a;,a; € S such
that (a;,a;) € E(G*)\ E(G). So there exists v € J(a;,a;j) (such that
(ai,v), (v,a;) € E(G)). We suppose first that v € V(R). Without loss of
generality, we assume that 7 < j and j € TU Jy U Jo. If j € I then a; = z;.
This contradicts the fact that dr(z;) = 0. By (a), j ¢ J1 U Ja. Therefore
v € V(C). In this case v,v" € N¢(a;) U No(aj). So either a; (or aj) is
C-insertible or (a;,v"), (v, a;) are crossing, which is a contradiction.

Hence, by (a) and (c) for each pair of distinct vertices a;,a; € S,
(ai,a;) ¢ E(G*). We deduce that S is an independent set in G*. |

Corollary 11. For each pair of distinct vertices a; and a; of S\ {zo}, we
have do(as) + do(ag) < [C].

As usual we write |@Q)| instead of |V (Q)| for a cycle or a path Q.
Proof. We begin by the following claim.

Claim 12. Let P = (uy,u2,...,u,) be a segment of C (in the same orienta-
tion as C) with r > 1. Let a;,a; € S\ {xo}, with a;,a; ¢ V(P) and i # j; it
can be assumed — if necessary by commuting the denotations of the indices
i,j — that P is a subpath of (b;,C,b;). Then

(a) dp(ai) + dp(aj) <r+41.
(b) In particular, if (u1,a;) ¢ E and (uz,a;) ¢ E, then dp(a;)+dp(a;) <.

Proof of Claim 12. (a) Define Nf (a;) = {ui+1 : (uj,aj) € E}, where
upy1 = uf. Thus N]Jg(aj) C {ug,us,...,up,upy1} and Np(a;) C
{u1,ug,...,ur}. One can see that the property (c) of Lemma 8 remains
true if we replace w;, w; and (w;, C,w;) by a;, aj and (b;, C, b;), respectively.
So there does not exist z on P such that the edges (a;,2") and (z,a;) are
crossing. Then Nj(aj) N Np(a;) = 0. We deduce that dp(a;) + dp(a;) =
[N (aj) O Np(ai)| + [N (a;) U Npag)| <7+ 1.

(b) If (u1,a;) ¢ E and (u2,a;) ¢ E, then uy ¢ Ni(a;) U Np(a;), and
hence dp(a;) + dp(a;) <. |

Return now to the proof of Corollary 11.
Put Uy = (df,C,dsy1), for each 1 < s < m. We prove that for each
1<s<m,dy,(ai)+du,(a;) < |Usl.

Case 1. i and j belong to I U Jj.
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Put Ly = (zf,C,ds+1). By Claim 12(a), dr,(a;) + dr,(aj) < |Ls| + 1, for
each s ,1 < s <m. If s ¢ {i,5}, by Lemma 10(a), dw,(a;) = dw,(a;) = 0.
Then dUs(ai)—i—dUS(aj) < ’LSH—l < |Us‘ since ‘Us‘ = ’LS’—I—’Ws’ > |Ls|—i—1. If
s € {i,j}, we have dy,(as) =0if s € J; and dw,(as) < |[W|—1if s € I. As
dw,(as) =0, with s’ € {i,j} and &' # s, then dw, (a;) + dw,(a;) < [W| —1.
Thus dy, (a;) + du,(aj) < (|Ls| + 1) + ([Ws| — 1) = |Us|.

Case 2. i or j belongs to Js.

If s ¢ {i,j} or s € {i,7} N (LU Jy), the arguments are similar than those of
the above case. If s € {i,7} N Jo, put Ly = (zs,C,dsy1). Without loss of
generality, put s =i and s € Jo. By Lemma 10(a), we have (zs,a;) ¢ E. As
s € Jy and C is maximal, then (z7,as) ¢ E. Remark that by Claim 12(b),
these two last hypotheses allow to deduce that dr,(as) + dr, (aj) < |Ls|.
Moreover, by Lemma 10(b), dyw,\(z,}(as) + dw,\{z,}(a;) = 0. As we have
always, |Uy| > |Ly|, then dy, (a,) + du, (aj) < |U4].

Consequently, for each 1 < s < m, dy,(a;) + dy,(a;) < |Us|. As |C] =
izt |Usl, then de(a;) + de(aj) < |C. |

Lemma 13. Ifi € I then dg(z;) = do(z;) and dg(xo) + do(z;) < |C|.

Proof. The proof is by contradiction and it is similar to the one of Lemma 5
given in [5], except that instead of considering df we consider z;. It is
clear that in the proof we take into account the insertible vertices in all the
constructions of longest cycles (as we have done it in the above lemmas),
this contradicts the maximality of C. [ ]

Finally, we recall the following lemma of Fournier and Fraisse (see [5]) which
is useful for the proofs of theorems.

Lemma 14. Let P be a path of mazimum length between all paths which
have a given extremity, a, on C and all the other vertices are not on C. Let

x the second extremity of P. Then we have dg(z) < @

5. Proofs of Theorems

We define the following variants of I, .J; and Jy (which had been defined in
Section 3):

I(k)={1,2,...,k} NI,

Ji(k) = {1,2, ..., k}nJ; and
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Ja(k) ={1,2,...,k} N Ja.
It is clear that I(k) U Ji(k) U Ja(k) = {1,2,...,k}. In order to prove
Theorems 5 and 6, we suppose that the graph G is not hamiltonian.

Proof of Theorem 5. If there exists at least an index i € {1,2}, such
that i € J; U Jo, then by Lemma 14, dg(yi) < @ and dg(zo) < @ Thus
using Lemma 10(c), 05 < dg(yi) + dg(zo) < |C|. Consequently, |C| > o5.
Otherwise, for each i € {1,2}, we have i € I. By Corollary 11, do(x1) +
deo(z2) < |C| and since (x1,22) ¢ E(G*) and dgr(z1) = dgr(z2) = 0 then
05 < dg(z1) + dg(z2) < |C|. Consequently, |C| > o5. |

Proof of Theorem 6. We may suppose that |I(k)| =p < k and I(k) =
{i1,12,...,ip}. Recall that dr(x;) = 0, fori € I. If p = 0 then by Lemmas 10
and 14, op 1 < Yic g (hus(k)ufoy da(y;) < (k;rl)|0|. Consequently, |C| >
2‘;’?:11 If p =1, then by Lemma 13, dg(z¢) + do(zi,) < |C| and by Lemma
14, da(y;) < @, for each j € Jyi(k) U Ja(k). As dr(x;,) = 0, we get then
0941 < da(20)+da (1) + X je s, (o da(y;) < EEDIC). So, O] > 295,
Finally, if p > 2 then by Corollary 11,

dC’(xil) + dC(xiz) < |C|’
do(wi,) + de(ziy) < |C,

de(zi, ) +do(x,) <|C,
do(zs,) + do(ziy) < |C.

c
Thus Yep de(zi) < pl5'. By Lemma 14, e tummuioy do(¥5)

(k—p+ DS So o2y < Ticrg do(@i) + Xjen v o))

P9+ (k—p+ 1 < (k+ 1)L Then |Cf > 2754

IN A

References

[1] A. Ainouche, An improvement of Fraisse’s sufficient condition for hamiltonian
graphs, J. Graph Theory 16 (1992) 529-543.

[2] A. Ainouche and M. Kouider, Hamiltonism and partially square graph, Graphs
and Combinatorics 15 (1999) 257-265.

[3] J.C. Bermond, On Hamiltonian Walks, in: C.St.J.A. Nash-Wiliams and J.
Sheehan, eds, Proceedings of the Fifth British Combinatorial Conference, Ab-
erdeen, 1975 (Congr. Numerantium XV, Utilitas Math. Publ. Inc., 1975) 41-51.



266 H. KHEDDOUCI

[4] A. Bondy, Longest paths and cycles in graphs of high degree, Research report
CORR 80-16 Dept of Combinatorics and Optimization (University of Waterloo,
1980).

[5] I. Fournier and P. Fraisse, On a conjecture of Bondy, J. Combin. Theory (B)
39 (1985) 17-26.

Received 28 December 2000
Revised 16 May 2001


http://www.tcpdf.org

