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Abstract

An edge coloring ¢ of a graph G is called an M -edge coloring if |p(v)] <
f(v) for every vertex v of G, where ¢(v) is the set of colors of edges incident
with v and f is a function which assigns a positive integer f(v) to each vertex
v. Let Kf(G) denote the maximum number of colors used in an M-edge
coloring of G. In this paper we establish some bounds on K¢(G), present
some graphs achieving the bounds and determine exact values of K¢ (G) for
some special classes of graphs.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider finite undirected graphs without loops and multiple edges. If G
is a graph, then V(G) and E(G) stand for the vertex set and edge set of G,
respectively. The subgraph of a graph G induced by U C V(G) is denoted by
G[U]. Similarly, if A C E(G), then G[A] denotes the subgraph of G induced
by A (i.e., the subgraph with the edge set A and the vertex set consisting of all
vertices incident with an edge in A). The set of vertices of G adjacent to a vertex
v € V(G) is denoted by Ng(v). The cardinality of this set, denoted degq(v),
is called the degree of v. As usual A(G) and §(G) stand for the maximum and
minimum degree among vertices of G. The set of vertices of degree d in G is
denoted by V4(G).
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An edge coloring of a graph G is an assignment of colors to the edges of G,
one color to each edge. So any mapping ¢ from F(G) onto a non-empty set is
an edge coloring of GG. The set of colors used in an edge coloring ¢ of G is denoted
by p(G), ie., p(G) = {p(e) : e € E(G)}. For any vertex v € V(G), let p(v)
denote the set of colors of edges incident with v, i.e., p(v) = {¢(vu) : u € Ng(v)}.
Let f be a function which assigns a positive integer f(v) to each vertex v € V(G).
An edge coloring ¢ of G is an My-edge coloring if at most f(v) colors appear at
any vertex v of G, i.e., |p(v)] < f(v) for every vertex v € V(G). The maximum
number of colors used in an My-edge coloring of G is denoted by K¢(G). If
f(v) =i for all v € V(G), then an M-edge coloring is called an M;-edge coloring
and the maximum number of colors used in an M;-edge coloring is denoted by
Ki(G).

The M¢-edge coloring is a natural generalization of the M;-edge coloring.
The concept of M;-edge colorings was introduced by Czap [4]. In [3] authors
establish a tight bound on Ko(G) depending on the size of a maximum matching
in G. In [4] and [5], the exact values of 2(G) for subcubic graphs and complete
graphs are determined. In [7] it is determined K2(G) for cacti, trees, graph joins
and complete multipartite graphs. In [10] there are established some bounds on
K2(G) and presented graphs achieving the bounds. Exact values of K2(G) for
dense graphs are also determined. K3(G) and K4(G) for complete graphs are
determined in [6]. A vertex variant of the Ma-edge coloring was studied in [2].

However before, Feng et al. [8] introduced a mazimum edge q-coloring prob-
lem which arises from wireless mesh networks. It is really the problem of finding
an Mg-edge coloring of a given graph G which uses Ky(G) colors (for an inte-
ger ¢, ¢ > 2). There are studied mainly algorithmic aspects of the maximum
edge g-coloring problem. In [8] there is provided a 2-approximation algorithm

forquanda(l—i—%

that the maximum edge g-coloring problem is NP-Hard. Also, for graphs with
perfect matching there is presented a g—approximation algorithm in case ¢ = 2.
A related problem is studied in [12].

The anti- Ramsey number has been extensively studied in the area of extremal
graph theory (see [9] for a survey). For given graphs G and H the anti-Ramsey
number ar(G, H) is defined to be the maximum number k such that there exists
an assignment of k colors to the edges of G in which every copy of H in G has at
least two edges with the same color. A coloring of G is an M-edge coloring if and
only if each subgraph K 441 (a star with ¢ + 1 edges) of G has two edges with
the same color. Therefore ICy(G) is equal to ar(G, K1 441). Thereby, in [11] there
is determined KCy (K n) exactly and Cq(K ) within 1, for all positive integers n
and ¢. Similarly, an upper bound on the value of ICj(G) if §(G) > g + 5, or if G
is K3-free and 6(G) > ¢+ 2, is presented in [13]. Some applications of this bound
(e.g., exact values of ICy(G) for hypercubes) are also produced.

)—approximation for ¢ > 2. In [1] there is proved
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In this paper we establish some bounds of K;(G) depending on dominating
sets of G. We also determine exact values of K(G) for some particular classes
of graphs, especially for trees, forests, some cactuses, and dense graphs with
a dominating vertex. Accordingly, we extend some known results, proved in [11]
and [13], on K4(G) (as anti-Ramsey number) for complete graphs and complete
multipartite graphs.

2. AUXILIARY RESULTS

It is easy to see that |p(v)| < degg(v) for any edge coloring ¢ of a graph G and
each vertex v € V(G). Therefore, throughout the paper we suppose that the
function f satisfies

(1) 1< f(v) < degg(v) for every v € V(G).
The following two claims are evident.

Observation 1. Let f be a function from the vertex set of a graph G to positive
integers. Assume that G has k connected components. Let Gj, j € {1,...,k}, be
a component of the graph G and let f; be a restriction of f to V(G;). Then

k
K1(G) =) Ky, (Gy).
j=1

Given a graph G, let e = uv be an edge of G such that degg(v) > 2. By
S(G;e,v) we denote the graph with the vertex set V(G) U {v'} and the edge set

(B(G)\ {e}) U {u'}.

Observation 2. Let f be a function from the vertex set of a graph G to integers
satisfying (1). Let v be a vertex of G such that f(v) = degg(v) > 2. For an edge
e incident with v let h be a function from the vertex set of S(G;e,v) to integers
given by

iy = {70 i g o)

degS(G;e,v) (’U,) Zf u € {’U,’U }
Then
K (G) = Kn(S(G;e,v)).

Let ¢ be an M y-edge coloring of G. For a set U C V(G), let ¢(U) denote the
set of colors of edges incident with vertices of U in G. Thus, p(U) = ¢y ¢(v).

Lemma 1. Let ¢ be an My-edge coloring of a graph G and let U be a non-empty
subset of V(G). Then the following statements hold.
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1) leU)| < e+ X e (fu) — 1), where ¢ denotes the number of connected
components of G[U].

(i) If G[U] is a 2-connected graph and |o(U)| = 1+ Yoy (f(u) — 1), then
{wle) e € E(GIUD} = 1.

Proof. (i) First suppose that G[U] is a connected graph. Denote the vertices
of U by uj,usg,...,ur in such a way that the set X; = {uq,us,...,u;} induces
a connected subgraph of G for every i € {1,2,...,k}. As G[X;] is connected
for i > 2, there is j (1 < j < i) such that w;u; is an edge of G. Therefore,

p(uiug) € p(Xi—1) Ne(u;) and

[p(Xi)| = lo(Xi1) Up(ui)| = [e(Xim1)[ + [o(ui)| = lo(Xi-1) N o(ui)]
< |o(Xi—1)| + f(u;) — 1.

Clearly, |o(X1)| = |@(u1)] < f(u1) =1+ 3 cx, (f(u) —1). Thus, by induction
we get
o(Xo)| < lo(Xi)| + (flu) = 1) <14+ > (f(u) — 1)
ueX;
and consequently [o(U)| = [o(Xp)| <14+, (f(u) = 1).

If G[U] is a disconnected graph, then the set U can be partitioned into disjoint
subsets Uy, Us, ..., U, in such a way that G[U;] is a connected component of G[U]
for every i € {1,2,...,c}. Therefore,

leU)| = | (U Uz-> <Y @ <Y {1+ >0 (flw) - 1)
i=1 i=1 i=1 uel;
=c+ > (flu)—1).
uelU

(ii) Now suppose that G[U] is 2-connected and |[{p(e) : e € E(G[U])}| > 1.
Then there are edges uw and vw in E(G[U]) such that ¢(uw) # ¢(vw). Therefore,
lo(w) N (p(u) Up(v))| > 2 and consequently [p(w) N (U \ {w})] > 2. As G[U]
is 2-connected, G[U \ {w}] is connected and by (i)

e\ {whl <1+ Y (f(u) - 1).

uelU \ {w}

Hence |o(U)] < [p(U\ {w})|+ f(w) —2 < > ,cy (f(u) — 1), which completes the
proof. [

A subgraph H of a graph G is called an f-subgraph of G if degy(v) < f(v)
for every v € V(H). The maximum number of edges in an f-subgraph of G is
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denoted by af(G) and the maximum number of edges in an f-subgraph of G[U]
(U C V(G)) is denoted by af(U) (i.e., af(G) = af(V(G))). If f(v) =i for all
v € V(G), then ay(G) and ay(U) is denoted by o;(G) and a;(U), respectively.

Lemma 2. Let H be an f-subgraph of a graph G. Then there is an M;-edge
coloring of G such that |p(G)| = ¢+ |E(H)|, where ¢ denotes the number of
connected components of GIE(G)\ E(H)],

Proof. Denote by e1, es, ..., e, edges of H and by Cy, Cs,...,C. components of
G[E(G)\ E(H)] (¢c=0 when E(H) = E(G)). Consider a mapping ¢ from FE(G)
onto {1,2,...,h+ ¢} given by

() J if e E(H) and e = ¢j,
e) =
4 h+j ife¢ E(H)andee C;.

Clearly, |p(v)| < degg(v) +1 < f(v), for any vertex v € V(G). Therefore, ¢ is
a desired M y-edge coloring of G. ]

Lemma 3. Let G be a connected graph of order at least 2. Let c(v) denote the
number of components of G — v and d(v) = min{c(v), f(v)} for every v € V(G).
Then there is an Myg-edge coloring ¢ of G such that

(G =14 > (dv) —1) and [¢(v)| = d(v) for every v € V(G).
veV(Q)

Proof. Denote vertices of U = {u € V(G) : d(u) > 1} by uy,ug,...,us. Put
Uy = @, sop=0and U; =U;_1 U {UZ}, S; = Si—1+ d(uz) — 1, for i € {1,2, .. ,k}
Evidently, s; = > cy.(d(v) —1). For all i € {0,1,...,k}, define the M -edge
coloring ¢; of G recursively in the following way.

Let ¢p be a mapping from E(G) to {0}. As ¢g(e) = 0, for every edge
e € E(G), |¢o(G)] =1=1+ s¢ and |po(v)| =1 for each v € V(G).

Now suppose that a mapping ¢; from E(G) onto {0,1,...,s;} is an M-
edge coloring of G such that |p;(v)] = d(v) for v € U; and |p;(v)] = 1 for
v e V(G)\U;. As uip1 ¢ Ui, |pi(uiy1)] = 1. Since d(u;y1) > 1, the graph
G — u;y1 is disconnected with ¢(u;4+1) components. As c(u;41) > d(uit1), we can
choose components C1,Cy,...,C; (where t = d(u;11) — 1) of G — u;41. For each
Jj€{1,2,...,t}, let Hj be a subgraph of G induced by V(C};) U{u;+1}. Consider
a mapping ¢;+1 from FE(G) onto {0,1,...,s,11} given by

si+7 if gi(e) € pi(uit1) and e € E(H;),
pir1(e) = .
wi(e) otherwise.

Evidently, [piy1(v)] = [@i(v)| for v € V(G) \{uis1}, and [pip1(vip1)] =1+t =
d(uiy1). Therefore, ;11 is an My-edge coloring of G such that |p;1(G)| =
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1+s;+t=14si+1. Moreover, |pj+1(v)| = d(v) for v € Uiy; and |pir1(v)| =1
for v € V(G) \ Uit1.

Thus, there is an M p-edge coloring ¢ (¢ = ¢y,) of G such that |¢(G)| = 14 s,
lp(v)| = d(v) for v € Uy, = U, and |p(v)| =1 for v € V(G)\U. As d(v) =1 for
each v € V(G)\ U, ¢ is a desired coloring. |

3. MAIN RESULTS

A set D C V(QG) is called dominating in G, if for each v € V(G)\ D there exists
a vertex u € D adjacent to v.

Theorem 1. Let D be a dominating set of a graph G. If ¢ denotes the number
of connected components of G|D], then

Ki(G)<ct+ > (f(u) —1) +ap(V(G)\ D).

Proof. Let ¢ be an M -edge coloring of G' which uses KC¢(G) colors, i.e., [o(G)| =
Ks(G). Suppose that A is a subset of F(G) containing exactly one edge of
each color belonging to ¢(G) \ ¢(D). Let H be a subgraph of G induced by A.
Evidently, the graph H is an f-subgraph of G and V(H) C V(G) \ D. Therefore,
|A| = |E(H)| < ay(V(G)\ D). Thus,

Ki(G) = lp(D)| + [A] < |o(D)] + ay(V(G)\ D).

According to Lemma 1, [¢(D)| < ¢+ > ,cp (f(u) —1) and the desired inequality
follows. |

The following result present some graphs achieving the bound established in
Theorem 1.

Theorem 2. Let D be a dominating set of a connected graph G satisfying
(i) |D] = 2;
(ii) G[D] is a connected subgraph of G;

(iii) if w € D and c(u) is the number of connected components of G[D] — u, then
there is at least f(u) — c(u) vertices in V(G)\ D adjacent to u;

(iv) f(v) =degg(v) for allv € V(G)\ D.
Then
Kp(G) =1+ |E(GV(G\D)|+ > (f(u) —1).

ueD
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Proof. For each vertex v € V(G)\ D there is a vertex in D adjacent to v. Thus,
deggpv(a)\ p)(v) < degg(v) = f( ) Therefore, G[V(G) \ D] is an f-subgraph of

G and ay(V(G)\ D) = |E(G[V(G)\ D])|. According to (ii), G[D] is a connected
subgraph of GG, and by Theorem 1 we have
G) <1+ (f(u)—1)+ap(V(G)\D)
u€eD
=1+ > (f(w) = 1)+ |E(GV(G)\DJ)|.
ueD

On the other hand, according to (i) and (ii), G[D] is a connected graph of
order at least 2. For every vertex u € D, set A(u) = {uv € E(G) : v € V(G)\ D},
d(u) = min{c(u), f(u)}, and t(u) = f(u) — d(u). By (iii), |A(w)| > t(u). Thus,
there is a set A*(u) such that A*(u) C A(u) and |A*(u)| = t(u). Clearly,

E(GV(G\D)) U [ J A*(w)| = |[E(GIV(G)\D])|+ > t(u).

ueD ueD
Therefore, there is a leeCtIOII ¢ from E(G[V(G)\ D]) UU,ep A*(u) onto a set
B, where |B| = |E(G[V(G)\ D])| + > ,cp t(uw).

According to Lemma 3, there is an My-edge coloring ¢ of G[D] such that
lo(GID))| =1+ cp (d(u) — 1) and |¢(u)| = d(u) for each u € D. Moreover,
we can assume that ¢(G[D]) and B are disjoint sets. Now suppose that £ is any
mapping from D to ¢(G[D]) satisfying £(u) € ¢(u) for each u € D. Consider the
edge coloring 1 of G defined in the following way

ple) ifee E(GD]),
Cle) ifee A*(u)

§(u) ifeec Afu)\ A*(u),
((e) ifee E(GV(G)\D]).
We have [¢(u)| = |¢o(u)] + |A*(w)| = d(u) + t(u) = f(u), for any vertex u € D,

and [ (v)| < degg(v) = f(v), for any vertex v € V(G)\ D. So, 9 is an M-edge
coloring of G which uses |¢(G[D])| + |B| colors. Hence

G) =1+ (dw)— 1)+ |[E(GV(@\D])| + ) _ t(u)

Ple) =

ueD ueD
=1+ Y (d(u) — 1+ t(w) +|E(GIV(G)\ D])|
ueD
S 1+ (Fw) = 1) + [B(EVE)\ D).
ueD

ie, Kp(G) 2 143 ,cp (f(w) = 1) + |E(GIV(G)\ D). =
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Recall that a connected graph in which every edge belongs to at most one
cycle is called a cactus.

Corollary 3. Let G be a cactus of order at least 2. For every vertex u € V(G),
let v(u) denote the number of cycles of G containing w. If f(u)+v(u) < degg(u),
for allu € V(G), then

Ke(G) =1+ Y (f(u)—-1).

Proof. Evidently, D = V(G) is a dominating set of G. As G is a cactus, c(u),
the number of connected components of G —u, is equal to degq (u) —v(u) for every
vertex u € V(G). Then, f(u) — c(u) = f(u) + v(u) — degg(u) < 0. Therefore,
the conditions of Theorem 2 are satisfied. Moreover, |E(G[V(G)\D])| = 0.
According to Theorem 2, the result follows. [

Corollary 4. Let T be a tree of order at least 2. Let f be a function from V(T)
to positive integers satisfying (1). Then

=1+ Y ( —[BM) = S (degg(u) - f(u)).

ueV(T) ueV(T)
Especially, if q is a positive integer, then
KuT) =14 g = )V = 3 (- ) 1)
7=1

Proof. Each tree is a cactus without cycles. Therefore, by Corollary 3,

T)=1+ Z )—1) =1+ Z fu) = V(1))

ueV (T uweV (T
= quf )| =B+ Zf ) = 2|E(T)|
uEV(T) ueV(T)
G SRITED s
ueV (T weV (T
= |B(T)| - Z (degT(U)—f(U))-
ueV(T)

Now consider a function ¢ from V(T') to positive integers given by

t(u) = min{degz(u), q}-



ON M;-EDGE COLORINGS OF GRAPHS 1083

Then
A(T) q—1 A(T)
S tuw) = Yot | = dViD]+ D alvi(D)]
ueV(T) Jj=1 d:gengij Jj=1 J=q
A(T) q—1 q—1
= > Vi) =D (= HVi(D)| = q[V(D)| =D (g = H)|Vi(T)].
=1 j=1 j=1

Ko(T)=1+ Y (tu)—1) =1+ Z T)|

ueV(T) ueV(T
q—1
=1+q[V(D)] =Y (a—HVi(D)| = [V(T)|
j=1
q—1
=1+ (¢—=D|V(D)] =D (a—H|Vi(T)
j=1
which completes the proof. [

Corollary 5. Let F' be a forest whose every component is of order at least 2. Let
f be a function from V(F) to positive integers satisfying (1). Then

Kp(F)=|EE) = Y (degp(u) = f(u)).
ueV (F)

Proof. Let T}, j € {1,...,k}, be a component of F' and let f; be a restriction
of f to V(T};). Every component of F' is a tree, thus, by Observation 1 and
Corollary 4, we have

k k
= Kp(T) =3 (E(Tj) — Y (degg,(u) - f(U)))

j=1 j=1 ueV(Ty)
(degF —f (U))’
ueV (F)
which completes the proof. |
Corollary 6. Let f be a function from the vertex set of a graph G to positive

integers satisfying (1). If every cycle of G contains a vertex v such that f(v) =
degq(v), then

K@) =BG~ Y (dega(u) — f(u)).

ueV(G)
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Proof. Suppose that G is a counterexample with the minimum number of cycles.
According to Corollary 5, G contains a cycle C'. Then there is a vertex v of C
such that f(v) = degg(v). Let e be an edge of the cycle C' incident with v.
Consider a graph H = S(G; e, v) and a function h from V(H) to positive integers
defined by

degy(u) if ue {v,v'}.

h{w) = {f(u) if weV(H)\{v,v'},

Clearly, every cycle of H is also a cycle in G and it contains a vertex w such
that h(w) = degy(w). Moreover, H has less cycles than G and so it is not
a counterexample. Then, Ky(H) = [E(H)| = >, cv ) (degp(u) — h(u)). By
Observation 2, K¢(G) = Ky(H). Therefore,

K(G)=Kn(H) = |E(H)| = Y (degp(u) — h(u))
ueV (H)

=|E@)] = Y (dega(u) = f(u)),

ueV(G)
a contradiction to the choice of G. [}

The following result present other graphs achieving the bound established in
Theorem 1.

Theorem 3. Let D be a dominating set of a graph G such that |D| > 2 and G[D]
is a connected subgraph of G. Let I be a set of isolated vertices in G[V(G)\ D].
If there is a spanning subgraph B of G satisfying

(i) every edge of B is incident with a vertex in I,

(i) degp(u) = f(u) =1 ifue D,
(iii) degp(u) < f(u) if u € I and degg(u) > f(u),
then

Kp(G) =14 (f(u) = 1) +ap(V(G)\D).

Proof. Set k = Y, .p (f(u) — 1) and a = af(V(G)\ D). According to (i),
every edge of B connects a vertex from I with one from D. Moreover, by (ii),
|E(B)| = k. Let H be an f-subgraph of G[V(G)\ D] having « edges. Clearly,
no edge of H is incident with a vertex in I.

Denote by eq, es,..., e edges of B and by a1, as,...,a, edges of H. Consider
the mapping ¢ from E(G) onto {1,2,...,1+ k+ a} given by

J if e E(B) and e = ¢j,
Y(e) = k+j if e E(H) and e = qaj,
l+k+a ifeg¢ E(B)UE(H).
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According to (ii), |¢(u)| = f(u), for any vertex u € D. By (iii), |[¢(u)| < f(u),
for any vertex w € I. Similarly, [¢(u)| < f(u), for any vertex u € V(G)\ (D U
I), because H is an f-subgraph. Therefore, 1) is an Mg-edge coloring of G.
Consequently, KC¢(G) > [¢(G)| = 1+ k+ a. The opposite inequality follows from
Theorem 1. ]

Recall that the join of two graphs G and H is obtained from vertex-disjoint
copies of G and H by adding all edges between V(G) and V(H).

Corollary 7. Let q, n and m be integers such that ¢ > 2, n > 2, m > qg—1
when n < q, and m > n whenn > q. Let G1 and Gy be disjoint graphs such that
|[V(G1)| = n, Gy contains m isolated vertices, and let G be the join of G1 and
Gs. Then

Ko(G) =1+ n(g— 1)+ ag(V(Gy)).

Proof. Clearly, V(G;) is a dominating set of G. Let I be the set of isolated
vertices in Ga. Then G contains the complete bipartite subgraph with parts
V(G1) and I (i.e., the subgraph isomorphic to Ky, ). The graph K, ,, contains
either a subgraph isomorphic to K, ;—1 (if n < ¢), or a (¢ — 1)-regular subgraph
of order 2n (if n > ¢). Thus, there is a spanning subgraph B of G satisfying
conditions (i)—(iii) from Theorem 3, and the assertion follows. |

A complete k-partite graph is a graph whose vertices can be partitioned into
k > 2 disjoint classes V71, ..., Vi such that two vertices are adjacent whenever they
belong to distinct classes. If |V;| = n;, i = 1,...,k, then the complete k-partite
graph is denoted by K,  n,-

In [13] there are stated some results on K,(G) for complete multipartite
graphs with parts of size at least ¢ — 1. In the following assertion we consider
complete multipartite graphs that can contain parts of size less than ¢ — 1, so we
extend the result from [13]. The complete k-partite graph K, n, ,n, is the join
of Ky, ..n, , and the totally disconnected graph of order n;. Thus, according to
Corollary 7, we immediately have the following statement.

Corollary 8. Let q, k, n1,...,n; and p be integers such that ¢ > 2, k > 3,
1<m < <mg,p=Y0"1nj, mp >q—1whenp < q, andny > p when p > q.
Then

IC(] (Knl,-~~7nk) =1 +p(q - 1)‘

The corona G ® H of graphs G and H is obtained by taking one copy of G
and |V (G)| copies of H, and then joining by an edge the i’th vertex of G to every
vertex in the ¢’th copy of H.

According to Theorem 3, we immediately have the following assertion.
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Corollary 9. Let g be a positive integer. Let G be a connected graph of order at
least two and let H be a graph containing at least ¢ — 1 isolated vertices. Then

Kg(GoH)=1+|V(G)|(q— 1+ ag(H)).

A vertex of a graph G is called a dominating vertex if it is adjacent to every
other vertex of G.

Theorem 4. Let w be a dominating vertex of a graph G. Let f be a function from
V(G) to positive integers such that degg(u) > f(u) + [(|V(G)| + f(w) — 3)/2],
for every vertex u of G. Then

Kf(G) =14 af(G).

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is an My-edge coloring of G which uses K;(G) colors
(i.e., [¢(G)] = Kf(G)). Denote colors of p(w) by c1,...,c,p (k= |p(w)|) and set
Uj ={ueV(G)\{w}: p(wu) = ¢;} for each j € {1,...,k}.

Let A be a subset of F(G) containing exactly one edge of each color belonging
to o(G) \ ¢(w). Let H be a subgraph of G such that V(H) = V(G) \ {w} and
E(H) = A. Evidently, the graph H is an f-subgraph of G. Set

X ={veV(H):degy(v) = f(v) — 1} and
Y ={veV(H):degy(v) < f(v) —1}.

First suppose that |Y| < k — 2. As Uy, Us,..., Uy are pairwise disjoint, at
most |Y| sets of them contain a vertex of Y. Then there are at least two sets,
without loss of generality Uy and Us, such that U1 NY =0 = U NY. Moreover,
we can assume that |Uy| < |Us|. Thus, |Uy] < [|X|/2] = [([V(G)| -1 -Y])/2].
Let u* be a vertex of U;. As

el 1o gt + 1] < 1 (| IR ) gy

_ {\V(G)IZIYI—lJ < {!V(G)I;k—i%J < {IV(G)\Zf(w)—SJ’

there are at least f(u*) vertices of X \ U; that are adjacent to v* in G. Since
degy(u*) = f(u*) — 1, there is a vertex v* € X \ U; such that u*v* € E(G) and
uv* ¢ E(H). As v* € X\ Uy, there is i, 2 < i < k, such that v* € U;. Since
degy (v*) = f(v*)—1, for each color ¢ € p(v*) \ {¢;}, there is a vertex x € Ny (v*)
such that ¢(v*z) = ¢. Similarly, for each color ¢ € ¢(u*)\ {c1}, there is a vertex
z € N (u*) such that p(u*z) = c. Therefore, (p(u*)\ {c1}) N (p(v*)\ {ci}) =0,
because the vertices u* and v* are not adjacent in H. As the colors ¢; and ¢;
are distinct, p(u*) N @(v*) = (. Consequently, p(u*v*) € p(u*) N p(v*) = 0,
a contradiction. So, this case is impossible.
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Then |Y| > k — 1 and there are vertices yi,...,yr—1 belonging to Y. Set
A* = AU{wy; : 1 < j <k —1} and consider a subgraph F' of G induced by A*.
Clearly, F'is an f-subgraph of G and so |A*| < ay(G). Hence

K#(G) =1o(G)] = [p(w)| + Al =1+ (k= 1) + [A] = 1+ [A"] < 1+ ay(G).
The opposite inequality follows from Lemma 2. [

Corollary 10. Let q be a positive integer. Let G be a graph such that
A(G)=|V(G)| -1 and 4(G) > L(|V(G)] +3q — 3)/2J.

Then
Kq(G) =1+ {(q - 1)2|V(G”J .

Proof. The case when ¢ = 1 is evident, so next we consider g > 2.

As 6(G) > [([V(G)| +3q—3)/2] = (3¢ —4)/2+|V(G)]/2, there are pairwise
edge-disjoint Hamilton cycles C1, Cy, ..., Ck, where k = [(¢g—1)/2], in G (because
of Dirac’s theorem). Suppose that A is a subset of E(C1) such that it consists of
either ||V (G)|/2] independent edges, when ¢ is even, or all edges of C, when ¢ is
odd. Set A* =AU U?:z E(Cj). It is easy to see that the subgraph of G induced
by A* is a g-subgraph with the maximum number of edges, i.e., a(G) = |A*| =
|(¢—1)|V(G)|/2]. Therefore, according to Theorem 4, we have the assertion. m

In [11] there is determined K,(K,) within 1, for n > ¢ + 2. Note that, by
Corollary 10, Kq(K,) = 1+ | (g — 1)n/2], for n > 3¢ — 1, which is an extension
of the result from [11].
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