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Abstract

Let G be a simple k-regular graph and let ¢ < k be a positive integer.

Then, (a) for every subset E; of E(G) having at most %] elements,

there exists a fractional ¢-factor of G with indicator function h such that

h(e) =1 for every e € E; and (b) for every subset E; of E(G) having at
k—¢

most | “7=] elements there exists a fractional /-factor of G’ with indicator

function h such that h(e) = 0 for every e € Ej.

1 Introduction and Terminology

All graphs considered are assumed to be simple and finite. We refer the reader to [3]
for standard graph theoretic terms not defined in this paper.

Let G be a graph. The degree dg(u) of a vertex u in G is the number of edges of
G incident with u. If X and Y are subsets of V(G), the set of the edges of G joining
X to Y is denoted by Eq(X,Y). For any set X of vertices in G, the neighbour set
of X in G is denoted by Ng(X). If e is an edge of G having u and v as end-vertices,
then the edge e is also denoted by uv. We say that we insert a vertex of degree 2 to
an edge e of G when we delete e and replace it by a path of length 2 connecting its
ends, the internal vertex of this path being a new vertex. A graph G is k-reqular if
dg(xz) =k for all z € V(QG).

A bipartite graph is one whose vertex set can be partitioned into two subsets X
and Y, so that each edge has one end in X and one end in Y’; such a partition (X,Y")
is called a bipartition of the graph.

For any set S of vertices in a graph G, we denote by G — S the subgraph obtained
from G by deleting all the vertices belonging to S together with their incident edges.
For any set X of edges in G, the subgraph of G induced by X will be denoted by
G[X].

Let g and f be two nonnegative integer-valued functions defined on V(G) such
that g(z) < f(x) for each x € V(G) and let h : E(G) — [0,1] be a function such
that g(z) < di(x) < f(x) for every x € V(G), where di(z) = > ez I(€) and
E(z) denotes the set of edges incident with vertex x. If we define F), = {e € E(G) :
h(e) > 0}, then we call G[F},] a fractional (g, f)-factor of G with indicator function
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h. If g(z) = f(x) for all z € V(G), then we will call such a fractional (g, f)-factor
a fractional f-factor. If f(z) = ¢ for every z € V(G), then a fractional f-factor is
called a fractional ¢-factor. Furthermore, if function h takes only integral values (0
and 1), then a fractional f-factor and fractional ¢-factor are called f-factor and ¢-
factor respectively. Thus, an /-factor of a graph G is an f-regular spanning subgraph
of that graph. The following necessary and sufficient conditions for a graph to have a
fractional (g, f)-factor were obtained by Anstee [2]. Liu and Zhang[5] later presented
a simple proof.

Theorem 1.1 Let G be a graph and let g, f be two nonnegative integer-valued func-
tions defined on V(G) such that g(z) < f(x) for all x € V(G). Then, G has a
fractional (g, f)-factor if and only if for any S C V(G),

D (g(x) = das(x)) < f(x)

z€T xeS
where T = {x € V(G) — S : dg_s(x) < g(x)}.

There exists a rich literature on the existence of an ¢-factor in a regular graph.
More specifically, many results can be found in [1, 4, 6, 7, 8] related to the existence
of an f-factor in a regular graph containing or excluding specified edges. The main
purpose of this paper is to present a similar study on the existence of a fractional
(-factor in a k-regular graph containing a number of prescribed edges to which its
indicator function assigns the integral value 1 for each included edge or the integral
value 0 for each excluded edge. The result of this effort is the proof of the following
two theorems.

Theorem 1.2 Let G be a k-regular graph and let ¢ < k be a positive integer. Then
for every subset Ey of E(G) having at most |%| elements, there exists a fractional
(-factor of G with indicator function h such that h(e) =1 for every e € Ej.

Theorem 1.3 Let G be a k-regular graph and let ¢ < k be a positive integer. Then
for every subset Ey of E(G) having at most || elements there exists a fractional
(-factor of G with indicator function h such that h(e) =0 for every e € Ej.

2 Proofs of the Main Results
For the proof of Theorem 1.2, we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1 Let G be a k-reqular graph and let ¢ be a positive integer, where £ < k.
Let also S be a subset of V(G) and define To = {x € V(G) =S : dg_s(x) < L}. Then
for every subset Ey of E(G) satisfying |E1| < |£] and every subset T of Ty,

AT =Y " de_s(x) < €S| - 2|E1 N Eg(S, S)| — |E1 N Eq(S,V(G) — (SUT))|.

zeT
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Proof: We first define R; = {x € T : dg_g(x) =i} and |R;| =7r; for i =0,1,..., 0. If
we use the fact that G is k-regular, then we obtain

L
> (k=i)ri = |E(S,T)| = k|S| = 2|Ea(S, )| = |Ea(S,V(G) = (SUT))|. (2.1)

1=0

Thus,

>t

=0

=S| - —(2|Ec(5 9+ Ec(S,V(G) = (SUT))|)

?vlm

and so

‘ ik
Z(e—z')wz

since £(k —1i) = ({ —1) + @

= 0151~ L QIBa(5. 9)|+ 1Ee(5. V(@) (SUT)]), (22

At this point, we consider the following cases:
Case 1: Y0_ ir; > 2|Eq(S, S)| + |Eq(S,V(G) — (SUT)).
Then, (2.2) implies

Y (=i US| = 21Ea(S,9)| + | Ea(S, V(G) = (SUT))))

i=0
and so Lemma 2.1 holds in this case.
Case 2: Y0_ ir; < 2|Eq(S, )| + |Ea(S,V(G) — (SUT))|.
If we use the hypothesis of Case 2 and since Zf:o r; = |T|, then (2.1) yields

S| > |T| + 1.
Thus
¢ ¢
€|T|—Zzn§€|3|—1 Zzn
i=0 i=0
</S|—¢
1
cosi—alt] o

But [E¢(S,S) N Ei| + |Eq(S,V(G) — (SUT)) N Ey| < |Ey| < [£], so we can obtain
from (2.3),

Ze:(e — ) < US] - 2|E(S,8) N Er| — |Ea(S,V(G) — (SUT)) N Ey.

=0

Hence Lemma 2.1 also holds in this case. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.2

Suppose that Theorem 1.2 does not hold. Then there exists a k-regular graph G
and a set By C F(G) satisfying the conditions of the hypothesis of Theorem 1.2,
without G possessing a fractional /-factor having the properties implied by Theorem
1.2. Define G to be the graph obtained from G by inserting a vertex of degree 2
to every edge belonging to F;. Clearly, G has a fractional ¢-factor with indicator
function h such that h(e) = 1 for every e € E if and only if G; has a fractional
f-factor satisfying f(z) = 2 for every z € V(G1) — V(G) and f(x) = ¢ for every
x € V(G). So, graph G does not possess a fractional f-factor having the properties
mentioned above. Thus by using Theorem 1.1, there exists a subset S of V(Gy)

such that
Y (@) —dey-s,(x)) > Y flx) (2.4)
zeTy TES
where 71 = {x € V(Gy) — 51 1 dg,—s,(z) < f(2)}.
We assume that S; is minimal with respect to (2.4). If this is the case, we can prove
the following claim.

Claim 1 For every x € V(Gy) — V(G), © ¢ S;.

Proof: Suppose that there exists u € V(G;) — V(G) such that u € S;. Define
St = 81 — {u}. Clearly dg,—s:(u) < 2 since dg,—g:(u) < dg,(u) and dg,(u) =
2. So u is an element of the set Ty = {r € V(G1) — S} : dg,—s:(v) < f(2)}.
Furthermore 77 C Ty U {u} since dg,_s:(7) > dg,—s, (x) for every x € V(Gy) — Si;
(f(z) = da,-s,()) = 0 for every x € Ty — Tt (f(u) — dg,-s,+(u)) = 0 and

Y (flx) —de-si (@) = Y (f(2) —de-s,(x)) — [N, (u) N T7|

reTr—fu) ve Tt fu)
> M;{u}(f (2) = dg,—s,(2)) = 2.
Hence,
;*(f (2) — dg,—s; (7)) = ETZ{ }(f (z) = day—s;: (7)) + (f () — de,—s; (u))
| > E;Z{ }(f(w) — dey-5,(2)) — 2
= g(f(:v) —dg,-s,(x)) — 2.

Thus by (2.4),

Y (@) —doy-s;(x) > Y flx) =2=) f(a),

xeTy TES z€ST

contradicting the minimality of S with respect to (2.4). Hence, Claim 1 holds. O
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So, by proving Claim 1, we have actually obtained that V(G;) — V(G) C Ty,
since dg,—s,(x) <2 = f(x) for z € V(G;) — V(G). Define

X, ={z € V(Gy) = V(G) : Ng,(z) C S},

Xy ={z € V(Gy) = V(Q) : Ng,(z) CV(Gy) — S},
X3 ={x € V(G1) — V(G) : |[Ng,(x) N S| = 1},

Xy ={x € V(Gy) —V(G) : |[Ng,(x) N Ty| = 1},
X311 = X3 N Xy,

Note that V(Gl) - V(G) = X1 U X2 U X3, X3 = X371 U ngg and

0, T € Xl,
dGl_Sl(ZL‘) = 2, x € Xo,
1, x € Xg.

In addition, we define S =51, T =T, — (V(G1) —V(G)) and Ty = {x € V(G) — S :
dg-s(x) < f(x)} for use with Lemma 2.1. Clearly T' C Ty, since dg_s(z) < dg,—s(x)
for every x € T. More precisely, for every x € T we have dg,_g, () = dg_s(x) +
|Ne, () N X351, so that

Z f(x> - Z dGl*SI (l‘) = Q‘Xl‘ + ‘X3‘ + Zf(l') - ZdGI*SI (.T)

z€Ty zeT zeT zeT
= 2| X0] + | Xaa| + [Xaal + > f(2)
z€T
— Y da_s(z) = Y _ [N, () N Xay|
z€T z€T
= 2[X4] + [X52| + Zf(x) - ZdeS(l')
xeT zeT
by using the fact that ) . [Ng, () N X31| = |X5,:]. Thus by (2.4),

D f@) =) da-s(e) > flz) = 21X1| = | Xas|- (2.5)
zeT zeT z€S

But | X35 = |E1 N Eq(S,V(G) — (SUT))|, | X1| = |E1 N Eg(S,S)| and f(x) = ¢ for
x € SUT. Thus (2.5) yields

AT =Y da-s(x) > S| - 2| By N Ea(S,S)| - |Ey 1 Ea(S, V(G) — (SUT))

zeT

contradicting Lemma 2.1. Therefore Theorem 1.2 holds. a

Proof of Theorem 1.3

If we define G; = G — Ej, then it suffices to show that G, possesses a fractional
(-factor. Suppose that this does not hold. Then by Theorem 1.1, there exists a
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subset S of V(G1) such that

€|T| _Zd(h—S(x) >€|S|> (26)
z€T
where T'={z : x € V(G1) — S, dg,—s(x) < {}. We also have
BIT| = Y do-s(x) = [Ea(S,T)| < k[S| (27)
zeT

by using the fact that G is k-regular. But

Y da,s(x) 2> da-s(x) — 2|

z€T xeT
k—1¢
> ch—s(x) -2 {TJ ;
zeT
so 2.6 implies
k—1¢
0T =Y da-s(x) +2 L?J > (|S]. (2.8)
zeT

Furthermore, (2.6) yields |T| > |S| + 1. Hence we can obtain from (2.7)

OT| =Y da-s(a) + (k= 0) <18

zeT

contradicting (2.8). Therefore Gy has a fractional ¢-factor and thus Theorem 1.3
holds. O

3 Remarks on the Sharpness of the Results

We will show in this section that Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 are in some sense best possible.
More precisely, we will show that the number of edges of a k-regular graph to which
the indicator function assigns integral values, either 1 or 0, cannot be increased.
We will first describe a family of graphs G which constitutes a counterexample to
an opposite claim for Theorem 1.2. Let ¢,k be positive integers such that k is
even and ¢ < k — 1. We start from a k-regular bipartite graph H with bipartition
(X,Y) where | X| = |Y| =7r. Let u € Y, Ny(u) = {uy,ug,...,ux} and define G
to be the graph obtained from H after the deletion of vertex u and the addition of
the independent edges wjusg, usy, . . ., ur_1ui. Clearly, G is also a k-regular graph.
Define M = E(G) — E(H) and let Q C M such that |Q| = |£] + 1. We will show
that the family of graphs GG does not contain a fractional ¢-factor with indicator
function h such that h(e) = 1 for every e € ). For the proof of the above claim,
we work as follows. Let Gy be the graph obtained from G after the insertion of a
vertex of degree 2 to every edge belonging to (). Clearly, G possesses a fractional
(-factor with indicator function h such that h(e) = 1 for every e € @ if and only if
G1 has a fractional f-factor satisfying f(z) = ¢ for every x € V(G) and f(z) = 2
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for every z € V(G1) — V(G). But the latter does not hold, because if we let S = X
T={zeV(G)—-S:dg-s< f(x)} =% —{u}) U(V(Gy) — V(G)), then

> f@) =Y das(x) > fx)

zeT zeT TE€S

since Y,y f() = 20| L) +1) + € = 1), ¥,y doy—s(2) = 0 and Yo, o () = br.

Hence the family of graphs G, we have just described, shows that Theorem 1.2
will not hold if the number of edges to which the indicator function assigns the value
1 is slightly higher.

We will next show that the number of edges to which the indicator function assigns
the value 0 in Theorem 1.3 also cannot be increased. The family of graphs G which
constitutes a counterexample to an opposite claim are constructed as follows. Let ¢, k
be positive integers such that k is even and ¢ < k. We start from a k-regular graph
H with bipartition (X,Y’) where | X| = |Y|=r. Let u € Y, Ny(u) = {u1,ug, ..., us}
and define G to be the graph obtained from H after the deletion of vertex u and the
addition of the independent edges ujus, usty, . .., ur_1ug. It is obvious that G is also
a k-regular graph. Define M = E(G) — E(H), let Q C M such that |Q| = |%%| +1
and let Gy = G — Q). We will show that G; does not possess a fractional ¢-factor.
Let S=Y —{u}and T'={x € V(G;) — S : dg,-s(x) <} = X. Then

0T - ZdGl—S(x) > (]S

zeT

since |T|=r, |S|=r—1and Y, ,de-s(z) =k —2(|%*] +1). Thus G; does not
contain a fractional ¢-factor. But GGy possesses a fractional ¢-factor if and only if G
contains a fractional ¢-factor with indicator function which assigns the value 0 to all
the elements of (). Hence the family of graphs GG, we have just described, shows that
Theorem 1.3 is also best possible.

Finally, a natural question that may arise is whether we can obtain a sufficient
condition for the existence of a fractional factor in a regular graph having indicator
function assigning to some prescribed edges the value 1 and to some others the value
0. We will describe a family of graphs G in order to show that this is not the case.
Let H be a k-regular bipartite graph with bipartition (X,Y’) where | X| = |Y| = r,
X = {ug,ug,...,u.}, Y = {v1,09,...,0,.} and let ey, e5 be two independent edges
of H having {ug, v },{us, v.} as sets of end-vertices respectively. Let also G be the
graph obtained from H by deleting the edges e, e; and by adding the edges uqu;
and v,,v,. Clearly, G is also a k-regular graph. Furthermore, G does not contain a
fractional ¢-factor with indicator function h such that h(ugqu:) = 1 and h(v,v,) = 0.
For the proof of the above claim, we work as previously. Let (G; be the graph obtained
from G by deleting the edge v,,v, and by inserting a vertex of degree 2 to the edge
uqu; and let w be this new vertex. We have that graph G contains a fractional
(-factor with indicator function h such that h(uqu:) = 1 and h(v,v,) = 0 if and
only if G possesses a fractional f-factor such that f(u) = 2 and f(x) = ¢ for every
x € V(G). But, G; does not contain such a fractional f-factor because if X = S and
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T={zeV(G)—S:dg_-s(x) < f(x)} =Y U{u}, then

D @)= da-sl@) > ) flw)

zeT zeT TE€S

since o oo f(@)=rl+2,5 rdg_s(x)=0and ) _f(x)=rl
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