arXiv:1912.07377v2 [math.CO] 12 Dec 2020

NEW METHODS TO ATTACK THE BURATTI-HORAK-ROSA CONJECTURE

M. A. OLLIS, ANITA PASOTTI, MARCO A. PELLEGRINI, AND JOHN R. SCHMITT

Abstract. The conjecture, still widely open, posed by Marco Buratti, Peter Horak and Alex Rosa states that a list L of v − 1 positive integers not exceeding ⌊_v 2 ⌋ is the list of edgelengths of a suitable Hamiltonian path of the complete graph with vertex-set {0, 1, . . . , v−1} if and only if, for every divisor d of v, the number of multiples of d appearing in L is at most v − d. In this paper we present new methods that are based on linear realizations and can be applied to prove the validity of this conjecture for a vast choice of lists. As example of their flexibility, we consider lists whose underlying set is one of the following: {x, y, x + y}, {1, 2, 3, 4}, {1, 2, 4, . . . , 2x}, {1, 2, 4, . . . , 2x, 2x + 1}. We also consider lists with many consecutive elements.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper K_v denotes the complete graph whose vertex-set is {0, 1, . . . , v − 1} for any positive integer v. Following [13], we define the length ℓ(x, y) of an edge [x, y] of K_v as ℓ(x, y) = min(|x − y|, v − |x − y|). Given a subgraph Γ of K_v, the list of edge-lengths of Γ is the list ℓ(Γ) of the lengths (taken with their respective multiplicities) of all the edges of Γ. For our convenience, if a list L consists of a_1 1s, a_2 2s, . . . , a_t ts, we will write L = {1^{a1} , 2^{a2} , . . . , t^{at} } and |L| = ∑ a_i; the set {i | a_i > 0} ⊆ L will be called the underlying set of L.

The following conjecture was proposed in a private communication by Marco Buratti to Alex Rosa in 2007. Buratti has never worked on it and he finally mentioned in 2013 (see [5, p. 14]).

Conjecture 1.1 (M. Buratti). For any prime p = 2n+1 and any list L of 2n positive integers not exceeding n, there exists a Hamiltonian path H of K_p with ℓ(H) = L.

The conjecture is almost trivially true in the case that L has just one edge-length. The case of exactly two distinct edge-lengths has been solved independently in [10, 13] and Mariusz Meszka checked by computer that the conjecture is true for all primes p ≤ 23. Francesco Monopoli in [19] showed that the conjecture is true when all the elements of the list L appear exactly twice.

In [13] Peter Horak and Alex Rosa proposed a generalization of Buratti’s conjecture, which has been restated in an easier way in [20] as follows.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 05C38.

Key words and phrases. Hamiltonian path, complete graph, edge-length, linear realization, graceful permutation. 1

Conjecture 1.2 (P. Horak and A. Rosa). Let L be a list of v−1 positive integers not exceeding ⌊_v 2 ⌋ . Then there exists a Hamiltonian path H of K_v such that ℓ(H) = L if, and only if, the following condition holds:

(1.1) for any divisor d of v, the number of multiples of d appearing in L does not exceed v − d.

It is easy to see that in the statement of the conjecture of Horak and Rosa, here denoted by BHR, the actual conjecture is the sufficiency. A list of v − 1 positive integers not exceeding ⌊_v 2 ⌋ and satisfying the necessary condition (1.1) shall be said to be admissible. In [13] it was proved that the conjecture is true when the list L has exactly two distinct elements. Also, Mariusz Meszka checked by computer that the conjecture is true for all v ≤ 18. The case of exactly three distinct edge-lengths has been solved when these lengths are 1, 2, 3 in [7], 1, 2, 5 or 1, 3, 5 or 2, 3, 5 in [20], 1, 2, 4 or 1, 2, 6 or 1, 2, 8 in [21] and when L = {1^a, 2^b, t^c} with t even and a + b ≥ t − 1 in [21]. The only case with four distinct edge-lengths for which the conjecture has been shown to be true is 1, 2, 3, 5, see [20].

Before giving the main results of this paper we would like to show some connections between the BHR conjecture and other problems. Mariusz Meszka proposed the following conjecture very similar, but easier, to Buratti’s.

Conjecture 1.3 (M. Meszka). For any prime p = 2n + 1 and any list L of n positive integers not exceeding n, there exists a near 1-factor F of K_p with ℓ(F ) = L.

The same problem has been independently proposed with a different terminology in [4] and it has been completely solved by Emmanuel Preissmann and Maurice Mischler in [23]. Also this conjecture has been generalized to the case in which the order of the complete graph is any odd integer, see [22].

Conjecture 1.4 (A. Pasotti and M.A. Pellegrini). Let v = 2n + 1 be an odd integer and L be a list of n positive integers not exceeding n. Then there exists a near 1-factor F of K_v with ℓ(F ) = L if, and only if, the following condition holds: for any divisor d of v, the number of multiples of d appearing in L does not exceed^{v−d}_2 .

Some partial results have been obtained about this problem, see [22, 24], but the conjecture remains wide open. A similar conjecture for v even has been proposed in a private communication by Michal Adamaszek, see [14, 15].

BHR conjecture is also related to many recent problems on partial sums, see [2, 3, 8, 9, 12, 18]. Let A be a finite list of elements of a group (G, +). Let (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_k) be an ordering

of the elements in A and define the partial sums s_1, s_2, . . . , s_k by the formula s_j =^j ∑ i=1 a_i (1 ≤ j ≤ k). It is not hard to see that, even if the statement in terms of edge-lengths of a Hamiltonian path is more elegant, BHR conjecture can be formulated also in terms of partial sums of a given list as follows:

Let v be a positive integer and let L be a list of v − 1 nonzero elements of the cyclic group (Z_v, +). Then, there exists a suitable sequence (ε_1, . . . , ε_{v−1}), where each ε_i = ±1, and a suitable ordering (a_1, . . . , a_{v−1}) of L such that the partial sums of the sequence (ε_1a_1, . . . , ε_{v−1}a_{v−1}) are exactly the elements of Z_v\{0} if and only if for any divisor d of v the number of multiples of [d]_v ∈ Z_v appearing in L does not exceed v − d.

As shown in [20], BHR conjecture is also related to cyclic decompositions, in fact it can be reformulated as follows. We refer to [6] for the concepts necessary to understand the relationship.

Conjecture 1.5. A Cayley multigraph Cay[Z_v : Λ] admits a cyclic decomposition into Hamiltonian paths if and only if Λ = L ∪ −L with L satisfying condition (1.1).

We can therefore conclude that BHR conjecture fits into a wide range of (open) problems and we believe that it is worthy of being studied for this reason.

The main aim of this paper is to provide new techniques that can be applied to a vast range of lists. In fact, in Section 2 we recall the concepts of cyclic and linear realization and then we show how linear realizations of two lists L_1, L_2 can be manipulated in order to get a linear realization of L_1 ∪L_2. We also introduce two particular classes of linear realizations that allow to build inductive processes. To give an idea of the flexibility of these new constructions, in Sections 3, 4 and 5 we obtain the following results. By BHR(L) we mean Conjecture 1.2 for a given list L.

Theorem 1.6. Let x ≥ 3 be an integer and let L = {1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} be an admissible list. Then BHR(L) holds in each of the following cases:

(1) x is odd and a ≥ min{3x − 3, b + 2x − 3}; (2) x is odd, a ≥ 2x − 2 and c ≥^4_3 b; (3) x is even and a ≥ min{3x − 1, c + 2x − 1}; (4) x is even, a ≥ 2x − 1 and b ≥ c.

Theorem 1.7. Let x ≥ 2 and c ≥ 1. Let L = { 1^a, 2^{b2} , 4^{b4} , 6^{b6} , . . . , ℓ^{bℓ} , x^c } be an admissible list, where ℓ = 2 ⌊_{x−1} 2 ⌋ . Then BHR(L) holds in each of the following cases:

(1) x is even and a ≥ x − 1; (2) x is odd and a ≥ 3x − 4.

Theorem 1.8. Let L = {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} be an admissible list, where c, d ≥ 1. Then BHR(L) holds for all a ≥ 3 and all b ≥ 0. Also, BHR(L) holds when a = 2 and b ≥ 1.

Finally, in the last section we investigate lists whose underlying set consists of many consecutive elements.

Theorem 1.9. Let L = {1^{a1} , . . . , m^{am} } be an admissible list. Then BHR(L) holds whenever a_1 ≥ a_2 ≥ · · · ≥ a_m > 0.

2. Some new methods to work with linear realizations

In this section we define cyclic and linear realizations of a list L and show how they are useful to prove BHR(L). A cyclic realization of a list L with v − 1 elements each from the set {1, . . . , ⌊^v_2 ⌋} is a Hamiltonian path [x_0, x_1, . . . , x_{v−1}] of K_v such that the list of edge-lengths {ℓ(x_i, x_{i+1}) | i = 0, . . . , v − 2} equals L. So it is clear that BHR(L) can be so reformulated: every such a list L has a cyclic realization if and only if condition (1.1) is satisfied. For example, the path [0, 5, 11, 3, 9, 1, 8, 2, 10, 4, 12, 6, 7] is a cyclic realization of {1, 5^5, 6^6}.

Now, let L be a list with v−1 positive integers not exceeding v−1. A linear realization of L, denoted by rL, is a Hamiltonian path [x_0, x_1, . . . , x_{v−1}] of K_v such that L = {|x_i − x_{i+1}| | i = 0, . . . , v − 2}. By standard linear realization, we mean a linear realization starting with 0. For instance, one can easily check that the path [0, 4, 1, 5, 2, 3, 7, 11, 8, 12, 9, 6, 10, 13, 17, 14, 18, 15, 16, 19] is a standard linear realization of {1^2, 3^9, 4^8}.

Remark 2.1. Every linear realization of a list L can be viewed as a cyclic realization of a suitable list L^′ but not necessarily of the same list. For example, the path [0, 1, 2, 7, 3, 4, 5, 6] is a linear realization of L = {1^5, 4, 5} and a cyclic realization of L^′ = {1^5, 3, 4}. Anyway, if all the elements in the list are less than or equal to ⌊_{|L|+1} 2 ⌋ , then every linear realization of L is also a cyclic realization of the same list L (see [13, Section 3]).

2.1. Concatenating two standard linear realizations. If v = 2m+1, let L^∗ = {1^2, 2^2, . . . , m^2}; if v = 2m, let L^∗ = {1^2, 2^2, . . . , (m − 1)^2, m^1}. Realizations of L^∗ are also known as terraces for Z_v and have been well-studied; see, for example, [17]. The oldest, and most well-known, terrace is the Walecki Construction (see [1] for more of its history and uses): [0, v − 1, 1, v − 2, 2, . . . , ⌊v/2⌋]. Additionally, this is a standard linear realization of {1, . . . , v − 1}. Linear realizations of {1, . . . , v − 1} are known as graceful permutations or graceful labelings of paths; see [11] for more on the theory of graceful labelings.

Now starting from a linear realization g we construct three kinds of linear realizations related to g as follows. Let g = [g_1, g_2, . . . , g_v] be a linear realization of a list L. The reverse, rev(g) = [g_v, g_{v−1}, . . . , g_1] is also a linear realization of L, as is its complement, ḡ = [v − 1 − g_1, v − 1 − g_2, . . . , v − 1 − g_v]. The translation of g by a is g +a = [g_1 +a, . . . , g_v +a], which has the same absolute differences as g.

Theorem 2.2 generalizes a method from the constructions of Horak and Rosa [13] that we shall use more widely.

Theorem 2.2. Let L_1 and L_2 be lists. If each of L_1 and L_2 has a standard linear realization, then L = L_1 ∪ L_2 has a linear realization.

Proof. Let g = [g_1, . . . , g_m] and h = [h_1, . . . , h_n] be linear realizations of L_1 and L_2 respectively with g_1 = 0 = h_1. Consider the sequence g ⊕ h obtained by concatenating rev(ḡ) and [h_2, . . . , h_n] + (m − 1), which has length m + n − 1.

The first m − 1 absolute differences give the elements of L_1 and, as the mth element of the sequence is m − 1 = h_1 + m − 1, the remaining n − 1 absolute differences give the elements of L_2. Hence the sequence is a linear realization of L. □

Example 2.3. Let g = [0, 5, 3, 6, 4, 1, 2] and h = [0, 3, 7, 1, 5, 2, 6, 4] be standard linear realizations of L_1 = {1, 2^2, 3^2, 5} and L_2 = {2, 3^2, 4^3, 6} respectively. Then ḡ = [6, 1, 3, 0, 2, 5, 4] and g ⊕ h = [4, 5, 2, 0, 3, 1, 6, 9, 13, 7, 11, 8, 12, 10] is a linear realization of L_1 ∪ L_2 = {1, 2^3, 3^4, 4^3, 5, 6}.

Note that, in general, the realization constructed in the proof of Theorem 2.2 is not standard and so cannot be used inductively. On the other hand some kinds of linear realizations can be used in an inductive construction, as we are going to show. Following the terminology introduced in [7], we will say that a standard linear realization of a list L is perfect, and we denote it by RL, if the terminal vertex of the path is labeled by the largest element. For instance, [0, 1, 2, . . . , a] is a perfect linear realization of {1^a}. Given a perfect realization RL_1 = [0, x_1, . . . , x_{s−1}, s] and a standard linear realization rL_2 = [0, y_1, . . . , y_t], not necessarily perfect, we may form the standard linear realization of L_1 ∪L_2 denoted by RL_1 +rL_2 so defined

RL_1 + rL_2 = [0, x_1, . . . , x_{s−1}, s, y_1 + s, . . . , y_t + s].

Note that RL_1 + RL_2 is perfect. It is important to underline that the previous construction, in general, does not work if we consider cyclic realizations.

Horak and Rosa [13, Theorem 3.1] prove that BHR(L) holds for L = {1^{a1} , 2^{a2} , . . . , m^{am} } where a_i ≤ 2 for i > 1 when v is an odd prime. This was accomplished by showing that it has a linear realization that is also the appropriate cyclic realization. We generalize the method of proof used in [13], which already works for all odd v, to give Corollary 2.4, which includes an analogous result for even v.

Corollary 2.4. Let M^∗ be a sublist of L^∗ with |M^∗| = a. Then BHR(L) holds for L = (L^∗ \ M^∗) ∪ {1^a}.

Proof. Let x, y be the two largest elements of L, possibly x = y. Write L = L_1 ∪ L_2 ∪ L_3 where:

• L_1 = {1^{a1} , 2^{a2} , . . . , x^{ax} }, with a_1 = x −^x ∑ i=2 a_i and a_i ≤ 1 for i > 1,

• L_2 = {1^{b1} , 2^{b2} , . . . , y^{by} }, with b_1 = y −^y ∑ i=2 b_i and b_i ≤ 1 for i > 1, and • L_3 = {1^{a−a1−b1} }. Horak and Rosa [13, Lemma 3.13] show that there are two standard linear realizations rL_1 and rL_2. Now, taking a perfect linear realization RL_3, we obtain the linear realization rL_1 ⊕ (RL_3 + rL_2) of L. □

2.2. Inserting elements to linear realizations of special type. We finally introduce some particular kinds of linear realizations which turn out to be very useful in the following sections.

Definition 2.5. Let x be a positive integer. We say that a linear realization rL of a list L is:

• of type A_x if the two vertices |L| − x and |L| − x + 1 are adjacent in rL; • of type B_x if the two vertices |L| − x and |L| are adjacent in rL.

Clearly, A_1 = B_1. The importance of these types of linear realizations is explained in the following. We define a function η_x acting on linear realizations of type A_x as follows: the path η_x(rL) is obtained from rL by inserting |L| + 1 between the adjacent vertices |L| − x and |L| − x + 1. It is easy to see that η_x(rL) is a linear realization of (L \ {1}) ∪ {x, x + 1}. Analogously, we define a function μ_x acting on linear realizations of type B_x in the following way: the path μ_x(rL) is obtained from rL by inserting |L| + 1 between the adjacent vertices |L| − x and |L|. Note that μ_x(rL) is a linear realization of (L \ {x}) ∪ {1, x + 1}. Furthermore, if we apply the function η_x or μ_x to a standard linear realization, we obtain a linear realization which is still standard.

Example 2.6. Let L = {1^5, 7^3, 8} and take rL = [0, 7, 8, 1, 9, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. Note that rL is of type A_7, since the vertices |L| − 7 = 2 and |L| − 7 + 1 = 3 are adjacent, and it is also of type B_7, since the vertices |L| − 7 = 2 and |L| = 9 are adjacent. Hence, starting from rL and applying the functions η_7 and μ_7, we obtain, for instance:

r{1^4, 7^4, 8^2} = η_7(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 1, 9, 2, 10, 3, 4, 5, 6], r{1^3, 7^5, 8^3} = η_7(η_7(rL)) = [0, 7, 8, 1, 9, 2, 10, 3, 11, 4, 5, 6], r{1^6, 7^2, 8^2} = μ_7(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 1, 9, 10, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6], r{1^5, 7^3, 8^3} = η_7(μ_7(rL)) = [0, 7, 8, 1, 9, 10, 2, 3, 11, 4, 5, 6], r{1^6, 7^2, 8^4} = μ_7(η_7(μ_7(rL))) = [0, 7, 8, 1, 9, 10, 2, 3, 11, 12, 4, 5, 6], r{1^5, 7^3, 8^5} = η_7(μ_7(η_7(μ_7(rL)))) = [0, 7, 8, 1, 9, 10, 2, 3, 11, 12, 4, 5, 13, 6].

Definition 2.7. Let x be a positive even integer. We say that a linear realization rL of a list L is of type C_x if the vertices |L| − (2i + 1) and |L| − 2i are adjacent for all i = 0, . . . ,^{x−2}_2 .

It is also immediate that, if rL is of type C_x, then it is of type C_y for all even integers 2 ≤ y ≤ x. Proposition 2.8. If rL is a linear realization of a list L of type C_x, for some even x, then (1) ϑ_x(rL) = μ_{x−1} ∘ η_{x−1}(rL) is a linear realization of L ∪ {x^2} of type C_x; (2) σ_x(rL) = μ_x ∘ η_{x−1}(rL) is a linear realization of L ∪ {x − 1, x + 1} of type C_x.

Proof. (1) Let rL be a linear realization of a given list L of type C_x. Then, in particular, |L| − (x − 1) and |L| − (x − 2) are adjacent in rL and hence it is also a linear realization of type A_{x−1} so we can apply η_{x−1}. In this way we get a linear realization of (L \ {1}) ∪ {x − 1, x} that is of type B_{x−1} since |L| + 1 and |L| + 1 − (x − 1) are adjacent. So we can apply μ_{x−1} obtaining a linear realization of L ∪ {x^2} which is still of type C_x.

(2) As before, if rL is a linear realization of a given list L of type C_x, we can apply η_{x−1} and, in this way, we get a linear realization of (L \ {1}) ∪ {x − 1, x} that is of type B_x since |L| + 1 and |L| + 1 − x are adjacent. So we can apply μ_x obtaining a linear realization of L ∪ {x − 1, x + 1}. Note that since x is even, we are adding to L two odd consecutive positive integers. □

Example 2.9. We construct a linear realization of {1^3, 2, 3, 4^5, 5^2, 6^3, 7}. Start with the list L = {1^3, 2, 4, 6} and its linear realization rL = [0, 6, 5, 1, 2, 4, 3] of type C_6. Then

L_1 = {1^3, 2, 4, 6^3} : rL_1 = ϑ_6(rL) = [0, 6, 5, 1, 7, 8, 2, 4, 3], L_2 = {1^3, 2, 4, 5, 6^3, 7} : rL_2 = σ_6(rL_1) = [0, 6, 5, 1, 7, 8, 2, 4, 9, 10, 3], L_3 = {1^3, 2, 4^5, 5, 6^3, 7} : rL_3 = ϑ^2_4(rL_2) = [0, 6, 5, 1, 7, 11, 12, 8, 2, 4, 9, 13, 14, 10, 3],

and then

r{1^3, 2, 3, 4^5, 5^2, 6^3, 7} = σ_4(L_3) = [0, 6, 5, 1, 7, 11, 16, 15, 12, 8, 2, 4, 9, 13, 14, 10, 3].

The constructions we described in this section are very flexible, as we are going to show in the remaining parts of this paper. In particular, they can be applied for lists whose underlying set is one of the following: {x, y, x + y}, {1, 2, 4, 6, . . . , 2x}, {1, 2, 4, 6, . . . , 2x, 2x + 1}, {1, 2, 3, . . . , x}. 3. On the lists whose underlying set is {1, x, x + 1}

The results of this section are an example of application of the linear realizations and the functions η_x and μ_x introduced in Section 2. In particular, we start considering BHR conjecture for lists L = {1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c}, where x ≥ 3. Note that if x = 1, the underlying set of L has size 2 and hence the validity of BHR(L) has already been proved in [13]. Also, the case x = 2 has already been solved in [7].

We will make use of the following perfect linear realizations.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a perfect linear realization of the following lists:

(1) {1^{x−1}, x^{qx}} for any odd integer x and any integer q ≥ 0; (2) {1^{x−1}, x^2, (x + 1)^{x−1}} for any even integer x; (3) {x^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}} for any integer x.

Proof. (1) Fix x and q ≥ 0: for any integer i ≥ 0 we denote by i ⇀ qx + i the sequence i, x + i, 2x + i, . . . , qx + i and by qx + i ⇀ i the sequence qx + i, (q − 1)x + i, . . . , x + i, i. Then R{1^{x−1}, x^{qx}} = [0 ⇀ qx, qx + 1 ⇀ 1, 2 ⇀ qx + 2, qx + 3 ⇀ 3, . . . , x − 3 ⇀ qx + x − 3, qx + x − 2 ⇀ x − 2, x − 1 ⇀ qx + x − 1]. (2) and (3) It suffices to take R{1^{x−1}, x^2, (x + 1)^{x−1}} = [0, x + 1, x + 2, 1, 2, x + 3, x + 4, 3, 4, . . . , x − 5, x − 4, 2x − 3, 2x − 2, x − 3, x − 2, 2x − 1, x − 1, x, 2x] for x even, and R{x^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}} = [0, x + 1, 1, x + 2, 2, x + 3, 3, . . . , 2x − 1, x − 1, 2x, x, 2x + 1]. □

3.1. Case x odd. In this subsection we investigate BHR conjecture for lists {1^a, x^b, (x+1)^c}, where x ≥ 3 is an odd integer. We also set η = η_x and μ = μ_x.

Lemma 3.2. Let x ≥ 3 be an odd integer. Then, for all c ≥ 0, there exists:

(1) a standard linear realization of type A_x of the list {1^x, (x + 1)^c}; (2) a standard linear realization of type B_x of the list {1^{x−1}, x, (x + 1)^c}.

Proof. Start by considering the following linear realization of L = {1^x}: RL = [0, 1, 2, . . . , x]. Then, RL is of type A_x, in fact the vertices |L| − x = 0 and |L| − x + 1 = 1 are adjacent, and so we can apply the function η: η(RL) = [0, x + 1, 1, 2, 3, . . . , x], which is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^{x−1}, x, x + 1} of type B_x, since the vertices |L^′| − x = 1 and |L^′| = x + 1 are adjacent. We now apply the function μ: (μ ∘ η)(RL) = [0, x + 1, x + 2, 1, 2, 3, . . . , x], obtaining a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^x, (x + 1)^2} of type A_x, since |L^{′′}| − x = 2 and |L^{′′}| − x + 1 = 3 are adjacent vertices. Applying alternatively the functions η and μ we produce the following linear realizations of type A_x and B_x, respectively:

r{1^x, (x + 1)^{2c̄}} = (μ ∘ η)^{c̄}(RL) and r{1^{x−1}, x, (x + 1)^{2c̄+1}} = (η ∘ (μ ∘ η)^{c̄})(RL)

for all c̄ ≥ 0.

Consider now the following linear realization of L = {1^{x−1}, x}: rL = [0, x, x − 1, . . . , 2, 1]. This is a linear realization of type B_x, as the vertices |L| − x = 0 and |L| = x are adjacent. So, we can apply the function μ: μ(rL) = [0, x + 1, x, x − 1, . . . , 3, 2, 1], which is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^x, x + 1} of type A_x, since the vertices |L^′| − x = 1 and |L^′| − x + 1 = 2 are adjacent. We now apply the function η: (η ∘ μ)(rL) = [0, x + 1, x, x − 1, . . . , 5, 4, 3, 2, x + 2, 1], obtaining a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^{x−1}, x, (x + 1)^2} of type B_x , since |L^{′′}| − x = 2 and |L^{′′}| = x + 2 are adjacent vertices. Applying alternatively the functions μ and η we get the following linear realizations of type A_x and B_x, respectively:

r{1^x, (x + 1)^{2c̄+1}} = (μ ∘ (η ∘ μ)^{c̄})(rL) and r{1^{x−1}, x, (x + 1)^{2c̄}} = (η ∘ μ)^{c̄}(rL)

for all c̄ ≥ 0. □

Example 3.3. We show how it is possible to obtain a linear realization of type A_3 of {1^3, 4^5} and a linear realization of type B_3 of {1^2, 3, 4^6} following the proof of Lemma 3.2. Start with the list L = {1^2, 3} and its linear realization rL = [0, 3, 2, 1] of type B_3. Then

r{1^3, 4} = μ_3(rL) = [0, 4, 3, 2, 1], r{1^2, 3, 4^2} = (η_3 ∘ μ_3)(rL) = [0, 4, 3, 2, 5, 1], r{1^3, 4^3} = (μ_3 ∘ η_3 ∘ μ_3)(rL) = [0, 4, 3, 2, 6, 5, 1], r{1^2, 3, 4^4} = (η_3 ∘ μ_3)^2(rL) = [0, 4, 7, 3, 2, 6, 5, 1], r{1^3, 4^5} = (μ_3 ∘ (η_3 ∘ μ_3)^2)(rL) = [0, 4, 8, 7, 3, 2, 6, 5, 1], r{1^2, 3, 4^6} = (η_3 ∘ μ_3)^3(rL) = [0, 4, 8, 7, 3, 2, 6, 9, 5, 1].

Lemma 3.4. Let x ≥ 3 be an odd integer and let s be an even integer such that 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1. Then there exists:

(1) a standard linear realization of type A_x of the list {1^{x−1}, x^s, (x + 1)^c} for all even c ≥ 0; (2) a standard linear realization of type B_x of the list {1^{x−2}, x^{s+1}, (x + 1)^c} for all odd c ≥ 1. Proof. For i ≥ 1, let U_i be the sequence x + 2i − 2, x + 2i − 1, 2i − 1, 2i and consider the following linear realization of L = {1^{x−1}, x^s}, where 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1 is even:

rL = [0, U_1, U_2, . . . , U^s_{2 −1}, U^s_2 , s + 1, s + 2, s + 3, . . . , x − 1].

This realization is of type A_x, since the vertices |L|−x = s−1 and |L|−x+1 = s are adjacent (both in U^s_2 ). Hence, we can apply the function η: η(rL) = [0, U_1, . . . , U^s_{2 −1}, x + s − 2, x + s − 1, s − 1, x + s, s, s + 1, s + 2, . . . , x − 1]. Note that by the very particular structure of L it follows that η(rL) is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^{x−2}, x^{s+1}, x + 1} of type B_x, in fact the vertices |L^′| − x = s and |L^′| = x + s are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function μ, obtaining: (μ ∘ η)(rL) = [0, U_1, . . . , U^s_{2 −1}, x + s − 2, x + s − 1, s − 1, x + s, x + s + 1, s, s + 1, s + 2, . . . , x − 1]. This is a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^{x−1}, x^s, (x+1)^2} of type A_x, since the vertices |L^{′′}|−x = s + 1 and |L^{′′}| − x + 1 = s + 2 are adjacent. Applying alternatively the functions η and μ we obtain the following linear realizations of type A_x and B_x, respectively:

r{1^{x−1}, x^s, (x + 1)^{2c̄}} = (μ ∘ η)^{c̄}(rL) and r{1^{x−2}, x^{s+1}, (x + 1)^{2c̄+1}} = (η ∘ (μ ∘ η)^{c̄})(rL)

for all c̄ ≥ 0 and all even 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1. □

Example 3.5. We construct a linear realization of type A_5 of {1^4, 5^4, 6^6} and a linear realization of type B_5 of {1^3, 5^5, 6^7} following the proof of Lemma 3.4, Cases (1) and (2), respectively.

Start with the list L = {1^4, 5^4} and its linear realization rL = [0, 5, 6, 1, 2, 7, 8, 3, 4] of type A_5. Then

r{1^3, 5^5, 6} = η_5(rL) = [0, 5, 6, 1, 2, 7, 8, 3, 9, 4], r{1^4, 5^4, 6^2} = (μ_5 ∘ η_5)(rL) = [0, 5, 6, 1, 2, 7, 8, 3, 9, 10, 4], r{1^3, 5^5, 6^3} = (η_5 ∘ μ_5 ∘ η_5)(rL) = [0, 5, 11, 6, 1, 2, 7, 8, 3, 9, 10, 4], r{1^4, 5^4, 6^4} = (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^2(rL) = [0, 5, 11, 12, 6, 1, 2, 7, 8, 3, 9, 10, 4], r{1^3, 5^5, 6^5} = (η_5 ∘ (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^2)(rL) = [0, 5, 11, 12, 6, 1, 2, 7, 13, 8, 3, 9, 10, 4], r{1^4, 5^4, 6^6} = (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^3(rL) = [0, 5, 11, 12, 6, 1, 2, 7, 13, 14, 8, 3, 9, 10, 4], r{1^3, 5^5, 6^7} = (η_5 ∘ (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^3)(rL) = [0, 5, 11, 12, 6, 1, 2, 7, 13, 14, 8, 3, 9, 15, 10, 4].

Lemma 3.6. Let x ≥ 3 be an odd integer. Then there exists:

(1) a standard linear realization of type B_x of the list {1^{2x−s}, x^s, (x+1)^c} for all odd c ≥ 1 and all even 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1;

(2) a standard linear realization of type A_x of the list {1^{2x+1−s}, x^{s−1}, (x+1)^c} for all even c ≥ 2 and all even 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1;

(3) a standard linear realization of {1^{x−1}, x^s} for all odd 1 ≤ s ≤ x.

Proof. For i ≥ 1, let V_i be the sequence 2x + 2 − 2i, 2x + 1 − 2i, x + 1 − 2i, x − 2i and consider the following linear realization of L = {1^{2x−s}, x^s, x + 1}, where 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1 is even: rL = [0, x, x + 1, 2x + 1, V_1, V_2, . . . , V^s_{2 −1}, 2x − s + 2, 2x − s + 1, 2x − s, . . . , x + 2, 1, 2, 3, . . . , x + 1 − s]. This realization is of type B_x, since the vertices |L| − x = x + 1 and |L| = 2x + 1 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function μ:

μ(rL) = [0, x, x + 1, 2x + 2, 2x + 1, V_1, V_2, . . . , V^s_{2 −1}, 2x − s + 2, 2x − s + 1, 2x − s, . . . , x + 2, 1, 2, 3, . . . , x + 1 − s]. Note that by the very particular structure of L it follows that μ(rL) is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^{2x+1−s}, x^{s−1}, (x + 1)^2} of type A_x, in fact the vertices |L^′| − x = x + 2 and |L^′| − x + 1 = x + 3 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function η, obtaining:

(η ∘ μ)(rL) = [0, x, x + 1, 2x + 2, 2x + 1, V_1, V_2, . . . , V^s_{2 −1}, 2x − s + 2, 2x − s + 1, 2x − s, . . . , x + 3, 2x + 3, x + 2, 1, 2, 3, . . . , x + 1 − s]. This is a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^{2x−s}, x^s, (x+1)^3} of type B_x, since the vertices |L^{′′}|−x = x + 3 and |L^{′′}| = 2x + 3 are adjacent. Applying alternatively the functions μ and η we obtain the following linear realizations of type B_x and A_x, respectively:

r{1^{2x−s}, x^s, (x+1)^{2c̄+1}} = (η∘μ)^{c̄}(rL) and r{1^{2x+1−s}, x^{s−1}, (x+1)^{2c̄+2}} = (μ∘(η∘μ)^{c̄})(rL) for all c̄ ≥ 0 and all even 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1. This proves (1) and (2).

Finally, to prove (3), define for all i ≥ 1 the sequence W_i = 2i, x + 2i, x + 2i − 1, 2i − 1. Then, for all odd 1 ≤ s ≤ x, we obtain r{1^{x−1}, x^s} = [0, x, x − 1, . . . , s + 1, s, W s−1_2 , . . . , W_2, W_1]. □ Example 3.7. Following the proof of Lemma 3.6, Cases (1) and (2), it is possible to obtain a linear realization of {1^8, 7^6, 8^7} of type B_7 and a linear realization of {1^9, 7^5, 8^8} of type A_7, respectively. Start with the list L = {1^8, 7^6, 8} and its linear realization rL = [0, 7, 8, 15, 14, 13, 6, 5, 12, 11, 4, 3, 10, 9, 1, 2] of type B_7. Then

r{1^9, 7^5, 8^2} = μ_7(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 16, 15, 14, 13, 6, 5, 12, 11, 4, 3, 10, 9, 1, 2], r{1^8, 7^6, 8^3} = (η_7 ∘ μ_7)(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 16, 15, 14, 13, 6, 5, 12, 11, 4, 3, 10, 17, 9, 1, 2], r{1^9, 7^5, 8^4} = (μ_7 ∘ η_7 ∘ μ_7)(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 16, 15, 14, 13, 6, 5, 12, 11, 4, 3, 10, 18, 17, 9, 1, 2], r{1^8, 7^6, 8^5} = (η_7 ∘ μ_7)^2(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 16, 15, 14, 13, 6, 5, 12, 19, 11, 4, 3, 10, 18, 17, 9, 1, 2], r{1^9, 7^5, 8^6} = (μ_7 ∘ (η_7 ∘ μ_7)^2)(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 16, 15, 14, 13, 6, 5, 12, 20, 19, 11, 4, 3, 10, 18, 17, 9, 1, 2], r{1^8, 7^6, 8^7} = (η_7 ∘ μ_7)^3(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 16, 15, 14, 21, 13, 6, 5, 12, 20, 19, 11, 4, 3, 10, 18, 17, 9, 1, 2], r{1^9, 7^5, 8^8} = (μ_7 ∘ (η_7 ∘ μ_7)^3)(rL) = [0, 7, 8, 16, 15, 14, 22, 21, 13, 6, 5, 12, 20, 19, 11, 4, 3, 10, 18, 17, 9, 1, 2]. Proposition 3.8. Let x ≥ 3 be an odd integer. Then there exists a standard linear realization of {1^{2x−2}, x^s, (x + 1)^c} for all c ≥ 0 and all 0 ≤ s ≤ x − 1.

Proof. Using the perfect realization R{1^ā} = [0, 1, . . . , ā], for a suitable ā ≥ 0, we have a linear realization of

(1) {1^{2x−2}, (x + 1)^c} for all c ≥ 0 by Lemma 3.2(1);

(2) {1^{2x−2}, x^s, (x + 1)^c} for all c ≥ 0 and all odd 1 ≤ s ≤ x − 2 by Lemma 3.2(2), Lemma 3.4(2) and Lemma 3.6(2),(3);

(3) {1^{2x−2}, x^s, (x + 1)^c} for all c ≥ 0 and all even 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 1 by Lemma 3.4(1) and Lemma 3.6(1). □ Theorem 3.9. Let x ≥ 3 be an odd integer. Then there exists a standard linear realization of {1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} in each of the following cases:

(1) b, c ≥ 0 and a ≥ 3x − 3; (2) b, c ≥ 0 and a ≥ b + 2x − 3; (3) b ≥ 0, c ≥^{4b}_3 and a ≥ 2x − 2.

Proof. If b = 0 the thesis follows from Lemma 3.2(1). So fix b > 0 and c ≥ 0, and write b = qx + s with 0 ≤ s ≤ x − 1. Let g be the linear realization of {1^{2x−2}, x^s, (x + 1)^c} whose existence is proved in Proposition 3.8. By Lemma 3.1(1) we obtain r{1^{3x−3}, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{x−1}, x^{qx}} + r{1^{2x−2}, x^s, (x + 1)^c}. Hence, there exists a linear realization r{1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{a+3−3x}} + r{1^{3x−3}, x^b, (x + 1)^c} for all a ≥ 3x − 3. Furthermore, we also get r{1^{q(x−1)+2x−2}, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{x−1}, x^x} + . . . + R{1^{x−1}, x^x} q times +g. This proves the existence of a linear realization r{1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{a+2−q(x−1)−2x}} + r{1^{q(x−1)+2x−2}, x^b, (x + 1)^c} for all a ≥ b + 2x − 3, since in this case a ≥ q(x − 1) + 2x − 2.

Now, for every c̄ ≥ 0, let h_{c̄} be the linear realization of {1^{2x−2}, x^s, (x+1)^{c̄}}, whose existence is given by Proposition 3.8. Then we obtain

r{1^{2x−2}, x^b, (x + 1)^{q(x+1)+c̄}} = R{x^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}} + . . . + R{x^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}}

q times +h_{c̄}.

If a ≥ 2x − 2 and c ≥^{4b}_3 , then we can write c = q(x + 1) + c̄, for a suitable c̄, and take r{1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{a+2−2x}} + r{1^{2x−2}, x^b, (x + 1)^c}. □ 3.2. Case x even. In this subsection we investigate BHR conjecture for lists {1^a, x^b, (x+1)^c}, where x ≥ 4 is an even integer. We also set η = η_{x−1} and μ = μ_{x−1}.

Lemma 3.10. Let x ≥ 4 be an even integer. Then there exists a standard linear realization of type A_{x−1} of the list {1^{x+1}, x^b, (x + 1)^s} for all even b ≥ 0 and all 0 ≤ s ≤ x. Proof. For i ≥ 1, let U_i be the sequence x + 2i, x + 1 + 2i, 2i, 2i + 1 and consider the following linear realization of L = {1^{x+1}, (x + 1)^s}, where 0 ≤ s ≤ x is even: rL = [0, 1, U_1, U_2, . . . , U^s_2 , s + 2, s + 3, s + 4, . . . , x, x + 1].

This realization is of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L|−(x−1) = s+2 and |L|−(x−1)+1 = s+3 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function η:

η(rL) = [0, 1, U_1, U_2, . . . , U^s_2 , s + 2, x + s + 2, s + 3, s + 4, . . . , x, x + 1]. Note that by the very particular structure of L it follows that η(rL) is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^x, x−1, x, (x+1)^s} of type B_{x−1}, as the vertices |L^′|−(x−1) = s+3 and |L^′| = x+s+2 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function μ, obtaining:

(μ ∘ η)(rL) = [0, 1, U_1, U_2, . . . , U^s_2 , s + 2, x + s + 2, x + s + 3, s + 3, s + 4, s + 5, . . . , x, x + 1]. This is a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^{x+1}, x^2, (x + 1)^s} of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L^{′′}| − (x − 1) = s + 4 and |L^{′′}| − (x − 1) + 1 = s + 5 are adjacent. Applying alternatively the functions η and μ we obtain the following linear realization of type A_{x−1}: r{1^{x+1}, x^{2b̄}, (x + 1)^s} = (μ ∘ η)^{b̄}(rL) for all b̄ ≥ 0 and all even 0 ≤ s ≤ x.

Now, for i ≥ 1, let V_i be the sequence 2i + 2, 2i + 1, x + 2 + 2i, x + 1 + 2i and consider the following linear realization of L = {1^{x+1}, (x + 1)^s}, where 1 ≤ s ≤ x − 1 is odd: rL = [0, 1, x + 2, x + 1, . . . , s + 4, s + 3, s + 2, V s−1_2 , . . . , V_2, V_1, 2].

This realization is of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L|−(x−1) = s+2 and |L|−(x−1)+1 = s+3 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function η:

η(rL) = [0, 1, x + 2, x + 1, . . . , s + 4, s + 3, x + s + 2, s + 2, V s−1_2 , . . . , V_2, V_1, 2]. Note that by the very particular structure of L it follows that η(rL) is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^x, x−1, x, (x+1)^s} of type B_{x−1}, as the vertices |L^′|−(x−1) = s+3 and |L^′| = x+s+2 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function μ, obtaining:

(μ ∘ η)(rL) = [0, 1, x + 2, x + 1, . . . , s + 5, s + 4, s + 3, x + s + 3, x + s + 2, s + 2, V s−1_2 , . . . , V_2, V_1, 2].

This is a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^{x+1}, x^2, (x + 1)^s} of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L^{′′}| − (x − 1) = s + 4 and |L^{′′}| − (x − 1) + 1 = s + 5 are adjacent. Applying alternatively the functions η and μ we obtain the following linear realization of type A_{x−1}: r{1^{x+1}, x^{2b̄}, (x + 1)^s} = (μ ∘ η)^{b̄}(rL) for all b̄ ≥ 0 and all odd 1 ≤ s ≤ x − 1. □

Example 3.11. We construct a linear realization of type A_3 of {1^5, 4^6, 5^3} following the proof of Lemma 3.10. Start with the list L = {1^5, 5^3} and its linear realization rL = [0, 1, 6, 5, 4, 3, 8, 7, 2] of type A_3. Then

r{1^4, 3, 4, 5^3} = η_3(rL) = [0, 1, 6, 9, 5, 4, 3, 8, 7, 2], r{1^5, 4^2, 5^3} = (μ_3 ∘ η_3)(rL) = [0, 1, 6, 10, 9, 5, 4, 3, 8, 7, 2], r{1^4, 3, 4^3, 5^3} = (η_3 ∘ μ_3 ∘ η_3)(rL) = [0, 1, 6, 10, 9, 5, 4, 3, 8, 11, 7, 2], r{1^5, 4^4, 5^3} = (μ_3 ∘ η_3)^2(rL) = [0, 1, 6, 10, 9, 5, 4, 3, 8, 12, 11, 7, 2], r{1^4, 3, 4^5, 5^3} = (η_3 ∘ (μ_3 ∘ η_3)^2)(rL) = [0, 1, 6, 10, 13, 9, 5, 4, 3, 8, 12, 11, 7, 2], r{1^5, 4^6, 5^3} = (μ_3 ∘ η_3)^3(rL) = [0, 1, 6, 10, 14, 13, 9, 5, 4, 3, 8, 12, 11, 7, 2].

Lemma 3.12. Let x ≥ 4 be an even integer. Then there exists:

(1) a standard linear realization of type A_{x−1} of the list {1^{x−1}, x^b} for all b ≥ 0; (2) a standard linear realization of type A_{x−1} of the list {1^{2x−1−s}, x^b, (x + 1)^s} for all odd b ≥ 1 and all even 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 2;

(3) a standard linear realization of type A_{x−1} of the list {1^x, x^b, (x + 1)^s} for all odd b ≥ 1 and all odd 1 ≤ s ≤ x − 1;

(4) a standard linear realization of the list {1^x, x, (x + 1)^x} and a linear realization of the list {1^{2x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^x} for all odd b ≥ 3.

Proof. (1) follows from Lemma 3.2(1).

(2) For i ≥ 1, let U_i be the sequence x + 2i − 1, x + 2i, 2i − 1, 2i and consider the following linear realization of L = {1^{2x−1−s}, x, (x + 1)^s}, where 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 2 is even: rL = [0, U_1, U_2, . . . , U^s_2 , s + 1, s + 2, . . . , x − 1, x, 2x, 2x − 1, . . . , x + s + 1]. This realization is of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L|−(x−1) = x+1 and |L|−(x−1)+1 = x+2 are adjacent (both in U_1). Hence, we can apply the function η: η(rL) = [0, x + 1, 2x + 1, x + 2, 1, 2, U_2, . . . , U^s_2 , s + 1, s + 2, . . . , x − 1, x, 2x, 2x − 1, . . . , x + s + 1]. Note that by the very particular structure of L it follows that η(rL) is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^{2x−2−s}, x − 1, x^2, (x + 1)^s} of type B_{x−1}, as the vertices |L^′| − (x − 1) = x + 2 and |L^′| = 2x + 1 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function μ, obtaining:

(μ ∘ η)(rL) = [0, x + 1, 2x + 1, 2x + 2, x + 2, 1, 2, U_2, . . . , U^s_2 , s + 1, s + 2, . . . , x − 1, x, 2x, 2x − 1, . . . , x + s + 1]. This is a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^{2x−1−s}, x^3, (x + 1)^s} of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L^{′′}| − (x − 1) = x + 3 and |L^{′′}| − (x − 1) + 1 = x + 4 are adjacent (both in U_2 or both at the end of (μ ∘ η)(rL) if s = 2). Applying alternatively the functions η and μ we obtain the following linear realization of type A_{x−1}:

r{1^{2x−1−s}, x^{2b̄+1}, (x + 1)^s} = (μ ∘ η)^{b̄}(rL)

for all b̄ ≥ 0 and all even 2 ≤ s ≤ x − 2.

(3) Now, for i ≥ 1, let V_i be the sequence 2i, 2i − 1, x + 2i, x + 2i − 1 and consider the following linear realization of L = {1^x, x, (x + 1)^s}, where 1 ≤ s ≤ x − 1 is odd: rL = [0, x, x − 1, x − 2, . . . , s + 3, s + 2, V s+1_2 , . . . , V_2, V_1].

This realization is of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L|−(x−1) = s+2 and |L|−(x−1)+1 = s+3 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function η: η(rL) = [0, x, x − 1, x − 2, . . . , s + 3, x + s + 2, s + 2, V s+1_2 , . . . , V_2, V_1]. Note that by the very particular structure of L it follows that η(rL) is a linear realization of L^′ = {1^{x−1}, x − 1, x^2, (x + 1)^s} of type B_{x−1}, as the vertices |L^′| − (x − 1) = s + 3 and |L^′| = x + s + 2 are adjacent. Hence, we can apply the function μ, obtaining: (μ ∘ η)(rL) = [0, x, x − 1, x − 2, . . . , s + 5, s + 4, s + 3, x + s + 3, x + s + 2, s + 2, V s+1_2 , . . . , V_2, V_1].

This is a linear realization of L^{′′} = {1^x, x^3, (x + 1)^s} of type A_{x−1}, since the vertices |L^{′′}| − (x−1) = s+4 and |L^{′′}|−(x−1)+1 = s+5 are adjacent. Applying alternatively the functions η and μ we obtain the following linear realization of type A_{x−1}:

r{1^x, x^{2b̄+1}, (x + 1)^s} = (μ ∘ η)^{b̄}(rL) for all b̄ ≥ 0 and all odd 1 ≤ s ≤ x − 1. (4) Take the sequence U_i previously defined. Then [0, U_1, U_2, . . . , U^x_{2 −1}, 2x − 1, x − 1, x, 2x + 1, 2x] is a linear realization of {1^x, x, (x + 1)^x}. Hence, for all odd b ≥ 3 we have r{1^{2x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^x} = R{1^{x−1}, x^2, (x + 1)^{x−1}} + r{1^x, x^{b−2}, x + 1}, where the existence of R{1^{x−1}, x^2, (x + 1)^{x−1}} is proved in Lemma 3.1(2) and the existence of r{1^x, x^{b−2}, x + 1} is showed in the previous item. □

Example 3.13. We construct a linear realization of type A_3 of {1^5, 4^7, 5^2} following the proof of Lemma 3.12, Case (2). Consider the list L = {1^5, 4, 5^2} and its linear realization rL = [0, 5, 6, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 7] of type A_3. Then

r{1^4, 3, 4^2, 5^2} = η_3(rL) = [0, 5, 9, 6, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 7],

r{1^5, 4^3, 5^2} = (μ_3 ∘ η_3)(rL) = [0, 5, 9, 10, 6, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 7], r{1^4, 3, 4^4, 5^2} = (η_3 ∘ μ_3 ∘ η_3)(rL) = [0, 5, 9, 10, 6, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 11, 7], r{1^5, 4^5, 5^2} = (μ_3 ∘ η_3)^2(rL) = [0, 5, 9, 10, 6, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 12, 11, 7], r{1^4, 3, 4^6, 5^3} = (η_3 ∘ (μ_3 ∘ η_3)^2)(rL) = [0, 5, 9, 13, 10, 6, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 12, 11, 7], r{1^5, 4^7, 5^2} = (μ_3 ∘ η_3)^3(rL) = [0, 1, 6, 10, 13, 14, 9, 5, 4, 3, 8, 12, 11, 7, 2].

Example 3.14. We construct a linear realization of type A_5 of {1^6, 6^9, 7^3} following the proof of Lemma 3.12, Case (3). Consider the list L = {1^6, 6, 7^3} and its linear realization rL = [0, 6, 5, 4, 3, 10, 9, 2, 1, 8, 7] of type A_5. Then

r{1^5, 5, 6^2, 7^3} = η_5(rL) = [0, 6, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 9, 2, 1, 8, 7],

r{1^6, 6^3, 7^3} = (μ_5 ∘ η_5)(rL) = [0, 6, 12, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 9, 2, 1, 8, 7], r{1^5, 5, 6^4, 7^3} = (η_5 ∘ μ_5 ∘ η_5)(rL) = [0, 6, 12, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 9, 2, 1, 8, 13, 7], r{1^6, 6^5, 7^3} = (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^2(rL) = [0, 6, 12, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 9, 2, 1, 8, 14, 13, 7], r{1^5, 5, 6^6, 7^3} = (η_5 ∘ (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^2)(rL) = [0, 6, 12, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 15, 9, 2, 1, 8, 14, 13, 7], r{1^6, 6^7, 7^3} = (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^3(rL) = [0, 6, 12, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 16, 15, 9, 2, 1, 8, 14, 13, 7], r{1^5, 5, 6^8, 7^3} = (η_5 ∘ (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^3)(rL) = [0, 6, 12, 17, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 16, 15, 9, 2, 1, 8, 14, 13, 7], r{1^6, 6^9, 7^3} = (μ_5 ∘ η_5)^4(rL) = [0, 6, 12, 18, 17, 11, 5, 4, 3, 10, 16, 15, 9, 2, 1, 8, 14, 13, 7].

From Lemmas 3.10 (for b even) and 3.12 (for b odd), and arguing as in the proof of Proposition 3.8, we obtain the following.

Proposition 3.15. Let x ≥ 4 be an even integer. Then there exists a standard linear realization of {1^{2x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^s} for all b ≥ 0 and all 0 ≤ s ≤ x.

Theorem 3.16. Let x ≥ 4 be an even integer. Then there exists a standard linear realization of {1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} in each of the following cases:

(1) b, c ≥ 0 and a ≥ 3x − 1; (2) b, c ≥ 0 and a ≥ c + 2x − 1; (3) b ≥ c ≥ 0 and a ≥ 2x − 1.

Proof. Fix b, c ≥ 0 and write c = q(x + 1) + s with 0 ≤ s ≤ x. Let g be the linear realization of {1^{2x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^s} whose existence is proved in Proposition 3.15. By Lemma 3.1(1), we obtain r{1^{3x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^x, (x + 1)^{q(x+1)}} + g.

Hence, there exists a linear realization

r{1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{a−3x+1}} + r{1^{3x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^c}

for all a ≥ 3x − 1. Furthermore, we have

r{1^{(q+2)x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}} + . . . + R{1^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}}

q times +g. So, we obtain a linear realization

r{1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{a+1−(q+2)x}} + r{1^{(q+2)x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^c}

for all a ≥ c + 2x − 1, since in this case a ≥ (q + 2)x − 1.

Now, for every b̄ ≥ 0, let h¯_b be the linear realization of {1^{2x−1}, x^{b̄}, (x+1)^s}, whose existence is given by Proposition 3.15. Then we obtain

r{1^{2x−1}, x^{qx+b̄}, (x + 1)^c} = R{x^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}} + . . . + R{x^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}}

q times +h¯_b,

where the existence of R{x^x, (x + 1)^{x+1}} is proved in Lemma 3.1(3). If a ≥ 2x − 1 and b ≥ c, then we can write b = qx + b̄, for a suitable b̄, and take

r{1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c} = R{1^{a−2x+1}} + r{1^{2x−1}, x^b, (x + 1)^c}. □ 3.3. Main result. We are now ready to prove our main result for this kind of list.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let x ≥ 3, L = {1^a, x^b, (x+1)^c} with a, b, c ≥ 0 and set v = a+b+c+1. Since x + 1 ≤ ⌊_v 2 ⌋ , every linear realization of L is also a cyclic realization of the same list, see Remark 2.1. Hence, the validity of BHR follows from Theorems 3.9 and 3.16. □

To conclude this section, we explain how starting from this result it is possible to obtain lists of the form {y^a, z^b, (y + z)^c} for which BHR conjecture holds. Let a, b, c ≥ 0, v = a + b + c + 1 and 1 ≤ y, z, t ≤ ⌊_v 2 ⌋ such that t ≡ y + z (mod v). If gcd(y, v) = 1 we can multiply by y^{−1} all the elements of the list L^′ = {y^a, z^b, t^c}, where y^{−1} denotes the unique integer w such that 1 ≤ w ≤ v − 1 and yw ≡ 1 (mod v). We then obtain the list L̄ = {1^a, x^b, (x + 1)^c}, where x ≡ y^{−1}z (mod v) and 1 ≤ x ≤ v − 1. Let L be the list obtained from L̄ by replacing each integer i > ⌊_v 2 ⌋ in L̄, with v − i. The validity of BHR(L) for the cases described in Theorem 1.6 implies the validity of BHR(L^′) for the same choice of a, b, c since, multiplying the vertices of a Hamiltonian path of K_v by an element coprime with v, we obtain again a Hamiltonian path of K_v, for details see [10, Lemma 2]. Clearly, the same argument holds if gcd(z, v) = 1. In particular, if v is a prime, namely if we consider the original Buratti’s conjecture, both conditions gcd(y, v) = 1 and gcd(z, v) = 1 are satisfied.

For instance, consider the list L^′ = {13^{20}, 28^3, 41^{65}}. Then v = 89 and multiplying by 48 we get the list L = {1^{20}, 9^3, 10^{65}}. By Theorem 1.6(2), BHR(L) holds and so BHR(L^′) also holds. Now, consider the list L^′ = {13^{20}, 19^{80}, 32^{10}}. Then v = 111 and multiplying by 94 we get the list L = {1^{20}, 10^{80}, 11^{10}}. Applying Theorem 1.6(4), BHR(L) holds and then also BHR(L^′) holds.

Corollary 3.17. Let a, b, c ≥ 0, v = a + b + c + 1 and 1 ≤ y, z, t ≤ ⌊_v 2 ⌋ such that t ≡ y + z (mod v). Suppose that gcd(y, v) = 1 or gcd(z, v) = 1. If a, b, c satisfy one of the conditions given in Theorem 1.6, then BHR(L) holds for the list L = {y^a, z^b, t^c}.

4. On the lists with almost all even elements

In this section we consider lists whose elements are all even integers plus the element 1, and at most another odd integer. Our constructions are based on linear realizations of type C_x. Here, given two nonnegative integers x, y, we denote by x ⇀ y the sequence x, x + 1, x + 2, . . . , y − 1, y if x ≤ y, and the sequence x, x − 1, x − 2, . . . , y + 1, y, otherwise.

Proposition 4.1. Let t ≥ 2 be an even integer and suppose that c ≥ 1. For every choice of b_2, b_4, . . . , b_{t−2} ≥ 0 there exists a standard linear realization of L = { 1^{t−1}, 2^{b2} , 4^{b4} , 6^{b6} , . . . , (t − 2)^{bt−2} , t^c } . Proof. Suppose that the exponents b_{x1} , b_{x2} , . . . , b_{xk} are all odd integers, while the exponents b_{y1} , b_{y2} , . . . , b_{yh} are all even. Write L = L_1 ∪ L_2 ∪ {1^k}, where

L_1 = { 1^{t−k−1}, x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k, t^c } and L_2 = {2^{2b̄2} , 4^{2b̄4} , . . . , (t − 2)^{2b̄t−2} }.

It will be convenient (and not restrictive) to assume x_1 > x_2 > . . . > x_k. Define S_0 = 0 and

S_j =^j ∑ i=1 (−1)^{i+1}x_i for j = 1, . . . , k. We split the proof into two cases according to the parity

of c.

Suppose that c is odd. Write c = 2c̄ + 1 and define L^′_1 = { 1^{t−k−1}, x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k, t } . We construct the following linear realizations of L^′_1: if k = 0, take rL^′_1 = [0, t ⇀ 1]; if k > 0 is even, take

rL^′_1 = [0, t ⇀ 1 + S_1, 1 + S_0 ⇀ S_2, S_1 ⇀ 1 + S_3, . . . , 1 + S_{k−4} ⇀ S_{k−2}, S_{k−3} ⇀ 1 + S_{k−1}, 1 + S_{k−2} ⇀ S_k, S_{k−1} ⇀ 1 + S_k];

if k is odd, take

rL^′_1 = [0, t ⇀ 1 + S_1, 1 + S_0 ⇀ S_2, S_1 ⇀ 1 + S_3, . . . , 1 + S_{k−3} ⇀ S_{k−1}, S_{k−2} ⇀ 1 + S_k, 1 + S_{k−1} ⇀ S_k].

Note that, in all cases, the vertices 2i + 1 and 2i + 2 are adjacent for all i = 0, . . . ,^{t−2}_2 . This implies that rL^′_1 is of type C_t. So, by Proposition 2.8(1), we can apply the function ϑ^{c̄}_t , obtaining rL_1 = (ϑ_t)^{c̄}(rL^′_1).

Next, suppose that c is even. We construct the following linear realizations of L^′_1 = { 1^{t−k−1}, x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k } : if k = 0, take rL^′_1 = [0 ⇀ t − 1]; if k > 0 is even, take

rL^′_1 = [0 ⇀ t − 1 − S_1, t − 1 − S_0 ⇀ t − S_2, t − S_1 ⇀ t − 1 − S_3, . . . , t − 1 − S_{k−4} ⇀ t − S_{k−2}, t − S_{k−3} ⇀ t − 1 − S_{k−1}, t − 1 − S_{k−2} ⇀ t − S_k, t − S_{k−1} ⇀ t − 1 − S_k]; if k is odd, take

rL^′_1 = [0 ⇀ t − 1 − S_1, t − 1 − S_0 ⇀ t − S_2, t − S_1 ⇀ t − 1 − S_3, . . . , t − 1 − S_{k−3} ⇀ t − S_{k−1}, t − S_{k−2} ⇀ t − 1 − S_k, t − 1 − S_{k−1} ⇀ t − S_k]. Note that, in all cases, the vertices 2i and 2i+1 are adjacent for all i = 0, . . . ,^{t−2}_2 . This implies that rL^′_1 is of type C_t. So, by Proposition 2.8(1), we can apply the function ϑ^{c̄}_t , obtaining rL_1 = (ϑ_t)^{c̄}(rL^′_1), where c = 2c̄.

Hence, for all values of c ≥ 1, we were able to construct a linear realization of rL_1 of type C_t. So, we can apply ϑ_{t−2}, ϑ_{t−4}, . . . , ϑ_2 in this order:

r(L_1 ∪ L_2) = ((ϑ_2)^{b̄2} ∘ (ϑ_4)^{b̄4} ∘ . . . ∘ (ϑ_{t−2})^{b̄t−2} )(rL_1).

Finally, we get rL = R{1^k} + r(L_1 ∪ L_2). □

Example 4.2. Let L = {1^{11}, 2^2, 4^5, 6^6, 8^3, 12^3}. Following the proof of Proposition 4.1, we write L = {1^2} ∪ L_1 ∪ L_2, where L_1 = {1^9, 4, 8, 12^3} and L_2 = {2^2, 4^4, 6^6, 8^2}. Hence, rL = R{1^2} + r(L_1 ∪ L_2), x_1 = 8, x_2 = 4, t = 12 and

rL^′_1 = r{1^9, 4, 8, 12} = [0, 12, 11, 10, 9, 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 7, 6, 5], rL_1 = r{1^9, 4, 8, 12^3} = [0, 12, 11, 10, 9, 1, 13, 14, 2, 3, 4, 8, 7, 6, 5],

r{1^9, 4, 8^3, 12^3} = [0, 12, 11, 10, 9, 1, 13, 14, 2, 3, 4, 8, 16, 15, 7, 6, 5], r{1^9, 4, 6^6, 8^3, 12^3} = [0, 12, 18, 17, 11, 10, 9, 1, 13, 19, 20, 14, 2, 3, 4, 8, 16, 22, 21, 15, 7, 6, 5], r{1^9, 4^5, 6^6, 8^3, 12^3} = [0, 12, 18, 17, 11, 10, 9, 1, 13, 19, 23, 24, 20, 14, 2, 3, 4, 8, 16, 22, 26, 25, 21, 15, 7, 6, 5], r{1^9, 2^2, 4^5, 6^6, 8^3, 12^3} = [0, 12, 18, 17, 11, 10, 9, 1, 13, 19, 23, 24, 20, 14, 2, 3, 4, 8, 16, 22, 26, 28, 27, 25, 21, 15, 7, 6, 5].

Now, let L = {1^{11}, 4^5, 6^6, 8^3, 10^5, 12^4}. Always following the proof of Proposition 4.1, we write L = {1^3} ∪ L_1 ∪ L_2, where L_1 = {1^8, 4, 8, 10, 12^4} and L_2 = {4^4, 6^6, 8^2, 10^4}. Hence, rL = R{1^3} + r(L_1 ∪ L_2), x_1 = 10, x_2 = 8, x_3 = 4, t = 12 and

rL^′_1 = r{1^8, 4, 8, 10} = [0, 1, 11, 10, 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 8, 7, 6], rL_1 = r{1^8, 4, 8, 10, 12^4} = [0, 12, 13, 1, 11, 10, 2, 14, 15, 3, 4, 5, 9, 8, 7, 6], r{1^8, 4, 8, 10^5, 12^4} = [0, 12, 13, 1, 11, 10, 2, 14, 15, 3, 4, 5, 9, 19, 18, 8, 7, 17, 16, 6], r{1^8, 4, 8^3, 10^5, 12^4} = [0, 12, 20, 21, 13, 1, 11, 10, 2, 14, 15, 3, 4, 5, 9, 19, 18, 8, 7, 17, 16, 6], r{1^8, 4, 6^6, 8^3, 10^5, 12^4} = [0, 12, 20, 26, 27, 21, 13, 1, 11, 10, 2, 14, 15, 3, 4, 5, 9, 19, 25, 24, 18, 8, 7, 17, 23, 22, 16, 6], r{1^8, 4^5, 6^6, 8^3, 10^5, 12^4} = [0, 12, 20, 26, 30, 31, 27, 21, 13, 1, 11, 10, 2, 14, 15, 3, 4, 5, 9, 19, 25, 29, 28, 24, 18, 8, 7, 17, 23, 22, 16, 6].

Proposition 4.3. Let x ≥ 3 be an odd integer and let 1 ≤ s ≤ x − 1. Then, there exists a standard linear realization of any list { 1^{x−1}, 2^{b2} , 4^{b4} , 6^{b6} , . . . , (x − 1)^{bx−1} , x^s } , where the exponents b_2, b_4, b_6, . . . , b_{x−1} are all even and nonnegative.

Proof. Suppose firstly that s is even and write s = 2s̄. Consider the following linear realization of L = {1^{x−1}}: RL = [0 ⇀ x − 1]. Since (0, 1), (2, 3), . . . , (x − 3, x − 2) are pairs of adjacent vertices, we can apply the function (μ_x ∘η_x)^{s̄}, obtaining a linear realization of L^′ = {1^{x−1}, x^s}, whose vertices |L^′| − (2i + 1) = x + s − 2i − 2 and |L^′| − 2i = x + s − 2i − 1 are adjacent for all i = 0, . . . ,^{x−3}_2 . This means that (μ_x ∘ η_x)^{s̄}(RL) is of type C_{x−1}, and so we get

r{1^{x−1}, 2^{2b̄2} , 4^{2b̄4} , . . . , (x − 1)^{2b̄x−1} , x^{2s̄}} = ((ϑ_2)^{b̄2} ∘ (ϑ_4)^{b̄4} ∘ . . . ∘ (ϑ_{x−1})^{b̄x−1} ∘ (μ_x ∘ η_x)^{s̄})(RL),

where b̄_2, b̄_4, . . . , b̄_{x−1} ≥ 0.

Now, suppose that s is odd and write s = 2s̄ + 1. Start considering the following linear realization of L̃ = {1^{x−1}, x}: rL̃ = [0, x ⇀ 1]. In this case, (1, 2), (3, 4), . . . , (x − 2, x − 1) are pairs of adjacent vertices and so we can apply the function (μ_x ∘ η_x)^{s̄}. We then obtain a linear realization of L̃^′ = {1^{x−1}, x^s}, whose vertices |L̃^′| − (2i + 1) = x + s − 2i − 2 and |L̃^′| − 2i = x + s − 2i − 1 are adjacent for all i = 0, . . . ,^{x−3}_2 . Now, (μ_x ∘ η_x)^{s̄}(rL̃) = rL̃^′ is of type C_{x−1} and hence we get

r{1^{x−1}, 2^{2b̄2} , 4^{2b̄4} , . . . , (x − 1)^{2b̄x−1} , x^{2s̄+1}} = ((ϑ_2)^{b̄2} ∘ (ϑ_4)^{b̄4} ∘ . . . ∘ (ϑ_{x−1})^{b̄x−1} ∘ (μ_x ∘ η_x)^{s̄})(rL̃),

where b̄_2, b̄_4, . . . , b̄_{x−1} ≥ 0. □

Example 4.4. Consider L = {1^8, 2^4, 6^2, 8^6, 9^7}. According to the notation of Proposition 4.3 we have y = 9, s = 7, L̃ = {1^8, 9} and L̃^′ = {1^8, 9^7}. Hence rL̃ = [0, 9 ⇀ 1] and

rL̃^′ = r{1^8, 9^7} = [0, 9, 8, 7, 6, 15, 14, 5, 4, 13, 12, 3, 2, 11, 10, 1],

r{1^8, 8^6, 9^7} = [0, 9, 17, 16, 8, 7, 6, 15, 14, 5, 4, 13, 21, 20, 12, 3, 2, 1, 19, 18, 10, 1], r{1^8, 6^2, 8^6, 9^7} = [0, 9, 17, 23, 22, 168, 7, 6, 15, 14, 5, 4, 13, 21, 20, 12, 3, 2, 1, 19, 18, 10, 1], r{1^8, 2^4, 8^6, 9^7} = [0, 9, 17, 23, 25, 27, 26, 24, 168, 7, 6, 15, 14, 5, 4, 13, 21, 20, 12, 3, 2, 1, 19, 18, 10, 1].

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Item (1) easily follows from Proposition 4.1. For item (2), write c = qx + s with 0 ≤ s < x. By Proposition 4.1 there exists a standard linear realization g of { 1^{x−2}, 2^{b2} , 4^{b4} , 6^{b6} , . . . , (x − 1)^{bx−1} } . If s = 0, by Lemma 3.1(1) we construct a standard linear realization of L taking rL = R{1^{a−2x+3}} + R{1^{x−1}, x^{qx}} + g. If s > 0, we first apply Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 to construct a standard linear realization of {1^{x−1}, x^s}. Then, using Theorem 2.2 we get rL = (R{1^{a−3x+4}} + R{1^{x−1}, x^{qx}} + r{1^{x−1}, x^s}) ⊕ g. □

5. On the lists {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d}, a ≥ 2

Considering the existing results on the BHR conjecture for lists whose underlying set is {1, 2, 3} or {1, 2, 3, 5}, we think it is natural to investigate the lists {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d}. In particular, the use of Theorem 2.2 will allow us to almost completely solve this case. As usual, the more 1s that are available the easier it is to construct the required realizations. As we remarked in the Introduction, the cases L = {1^a, 2^b, 3^c} and L = {1^a, 2^b, 4^d} have been completely solved in [7] and in [21], respectively. So, we may assume c, d ≥ 1. The main result is that BHR(L) holds when a ≥ 3 and it also holds when a = 2 provided that b ≥ 1. In order to do this we need the following well-known results.

Theorem 5.1. [7] A list {1^a, 2^b, 3^c} has a standard linear realization if, and only if, the integers a, b, c satisfy one of the following conditions

(1) a = 0, b ≥ 4, c ≥ 3;

(2) a = 0, b = 3 and c ≠ 0, 3k + 9 with k ≥ 0; (3) a = 0 and (b, c) ∈ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (4, 1), (4, 2), (7, 2), (8, 2)}; (4) a ≥ 2 and b = 0; (5) a ≥ 1 and c = 0;

(6) a, b, c ≥ 1 with (a, b, c) ≠ (1, 1, 3k + 5) and k ≥ 0.

Theorem 5.2. [21] If a ≥ 1, b ≥ 2 and d ≥ 0, the list {1^a, 2^b, 4^d} admits a standard linear realization.

Now we will see that Proposition 2.8 plays a fundamental role in proving the following one.

Proposition 5.3. The list {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} admits a standard linear realization in each of the following cases:

(1) a ≥ 3, b ≥ 0 even, 0 ≤ c ≤ a − 3 and d ≥ 0; (2) a ≥ 2, b ≥ 1 odd, 0 ≤ c ≤ a − 2 and d ≥ 0; (3) a ≥ 2, b ≥ 0 even, 2 ≤ c ≤ a and d ≥ 0 even.

Proof. (1) We split the proof into 2 subcases according to the parity of d.

(1a) d even. Set d = 2d^′ and b = 2b^′. Let L = {1^3} and note that RL = [0, 1, 2, 3] is a standard linear realization of type C_4. So if we apply ϑ^{d′}_4 to rL, by Proposition 2.8(1), we obtain a standard linear realization rL^′ of L^′ = L ∪ {4^{2d′} } = {1^3, 4^d} of type C_4 and hence also of type C_2. Thus by Proposition 2.8(2), if we apply σ^c_2 to rL^′ we obtain a standard linear realization rL^{′′} of L^{′′} = L^′ ∪ {1^c, 3^c} = {1^{c+3}, 3^c, 4^d} of type C_2. Hence we can apply the function ϑ^{b′}_2 to rL^{′′}. In this way we get a standard linear realization of L^{′′} ∪ {2^{2b′} } = {1^{c+3}, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d}. To conclude it is sufficient to consider also the perfect linear realization of {1^{a−c−3}}.

(1b) d odd. A linear realization of {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} can be obtained in the same way of case (1a) starting from L = {1^3, 4} and rL = [0, 4, 3, 2, 1] that is a standard linear realization of type C_4.

(2) We split the proof into 2 subcases according to the parity of d.

(2a) d even. Set d = 2d^′ and b = 2b^′ + 1. Let L = {1^2, 2} and note that rL = [0, 1, 3, 2] is a standard linear realization of type C_4. So if we apply ϑ^{d′}_4 to rL, by Proposition 2.8(1), we obtain a standard linear realization rL^′ of L^′ = L ∪ {4^{2d′} } = {1^2, 2, 4^d} of type C_4 and hence also of type C_2. Thus by Proposition 2.8(2), if we apply σ^c_2 to rL^′ we obtain a standard linear realization rL^{′′} of L^{′′} = L^′ ∪ {1^c, 3^c} = {1^{c+2}, 2, 3^c, 4^d} of type C_2. Hence we can apply the function ϑ^{b′}_2 to rL^{′′}. In this way we get a standard linear realization of L^{′′} ∪ {2^{2b′} } = {1^{c+2}, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d}. To conclude it is sufficient to consider also the perfect linear realization of {1^{a−c−2}}.

(2b) d odd. A linear realization of {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} can be obtained in the same way of case (2a) starting from L = {1^2, 2, 4} and rL = [0, 4, 3, 1, 2] that is a standard linear realization of type C_4.

(3) Set d = 2d^′ and b = 2b^′. Let L = {1^2, 3^2} and note that rL = [0, 3, 4, 1, 2] is a standard linear realization of type C_4. So if we apply ϑ^{d′}_4 to rL, by Proposition 2.8(1), we obtain a standard linear realization rL^′ of L^′ = L ∪ {4^{2d′} } of type C_4 and hence also of type C_2. Thus by Proposition 2.8(2), if we apply σ^{c−2}_2 to rL^′ we obtain a standard linear realization rL^{′′} of L^{′′} = L^′ ∪ {1^{c−2}, 3^{c−2}} of type C_2. Hence we can apply the function ϑ^{b′}_2 to rL^{′′}. In this way we get a standard linear realization of L^{′′} ∪ {2^{2b′} } = {1^c, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d}. To conclude it is sufficient to consider also the perfect linear realization of {1^{a−c}}. □

Corollary 5.4. Suppose c, d ≥ 1. The list {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} admits a linear realization in each of the following cases:

(1) a ≥ 3 and b ≥ 2; (2) a ≥ 4 and b = 1; (3) a ≥ 5 and b = 0.

In particular, {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} admits a linear realization for all a ≥ 5.

Proof. Applying Theorem 2.2, we can concatenate a standard linear realization of Theorem 5.1 with one of Theorem 5.2 or one of Proposition 5.3(2): r{1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} = r{1^2, 3^c} ⊕ r{1^{a−2}, 2^b, 4^d} if a ≥ 3 and b ≥ 2, r{1^a, 2^1, 3^c, 4^d} = r{1^{a−2}, 3^c} ⊕ r{1^2, 2^1, 4^d} if a ≥ 4, r{1^a, 3^c, 4^d} = r{1^{a−3}, 3^c} ⊕ r{1^3, 4^d} if a ≥ 5. □ Lemma 5.5. Suppose b, d ≥ 0 and c ≥ 1. The list {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} admits a standard linear realization in each of the following cases:

(1) a ≥ 1, b = 0, c ∈ {3, 4} and d is odd; (2) a ≥ 1, b = 1 and c ∈ {1, 2, 3};

(3) a ≥ 1, b = 1, c ≡ 0, 2 (mod 3) and d = 1; (4) a ≥ 2, b = 0, c = 1;

(5) a ≥ 2, b = 0, c = 3 and d is even; (6) a ≥ 2, b = 0, c ≡ 0, 1 (mod 3) and d = 1; (7) a ≥ 3, c = 2 and d is odd.

Proof. First, take the following standard linear realizations, where x^y⇁ z means the arithmetic progression x, x + 4, x + 8, . . . , x + 4y = z if x ≤ z, or the arithmetic progression x, x − 4, x − 8, . . . , x − 4y = z otherwise.

(1) r{1^1, 3^3, 4^{4k+1}} = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4, 1^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2], r{1^1, 3^3, 4^{4k+3}} = [0, 3^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 7, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4, 1^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2], r{1^1, 3^4, 4^{4k+1}} = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2, 5^k⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4, 1], r{1^1, 3^4, 4^{4k+3}} = [0, 3^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 7, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2, 5^k⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 8^{k+1}⇁ 4, 1].

(2) r{1^1, 2^1, 3^1, 4^{4k} } = [0^k⇁ 4k, 4k + 3^k⇁ 3, 1^k⇁ 4k + 1, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^1, 4^{4k+1}} = [0^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 1^k⇁ 1, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^1, 4^{4k+2}} = [0^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 3^k⇁ 3, 1^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^1, 4^{4k+3}} = [0^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^2, 4^{4k} } = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2, 4^k⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 1^k⇁ 1], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^2, 4^{4k+1}} = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4, 2^k⇁ 4k + 2, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^2, 4^{4k+2}} = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2, 4^k⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^2, 4^{4k+3}} = [0, 3^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 7, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4, 2^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 6, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^3, 4^{4k} } = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 5, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2, 1^k⇁ 4k + 1, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^3, 4^{4k+1}} = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 6, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1, 4^k⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^3, 4^{4k+2}} = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2, 1^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 7, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^3, 4^{4k+3}} = [0, 3^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 7, 4k + 8, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1, 4^k⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2].

(4) r{1^2, 3^1, 4^{4k}} = [0^k⇁ 4k, 4k + 3^k⇁ 3, 2^k⇁ 4k + 2, 4k + 1^k⇁ 1], r{1^2, 3^1, 4^{4k+1}} = [0^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 1^k⇁ 1, 2^k⇁ 4k + 2, 4k + 3^k⇁ 3], r{1^2, 3^1, 4^{4k+2}} = [0^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 3^k⇁ 3, 2^k⇁ 4k + 2, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1], r{1^2, 3^1, 4^{4k+3}} = [0^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 5^{k+1}⇁ 1, 2^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 6, 4k + 3^k⇁ 3]. (5) { r{1^2, 3^3, 4^{4k} } = [0, 3^k⇁ 4k + 3, 4k + 2^k⇁ 2, 5^k⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4, 1], r{1^2, 3^3, 4^{4k+2}} = [0, 3^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 7, 4k + 6^{k+1}⇁ 2, 5^k⇁ 4k + 5, 4k + 4^k⇁ 4, 1]. (7) { r{1^3, 3^2, 4^{4k+1}} = [0^k⇁ 4k, 4k + 3^k⇁ 3, 2^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 6, 4k + 5, 4k + 4, 4k + 1^k⇁ 1], r{1^3, 3^2, 4^{4k+3}} = [0^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 4, 4k + 1^k⇁ 1, 2^{k+1}⇁ 4k + 6, 4k + 5, 4k + 8, 4k + 7^{k+1}⇁ 3].

To prove (3) and (6) take the following standard linear realizations. Here x^y⇝ z means the arithmetic progression x, x + 3, x + 6, . . . , x + 3y = z if x ≤ z, or the arithmetic progression x, x − 3, x − 6, . . . , x − 3y = z otherwise. (3) { r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k+2}, 4^1} = [0^k⇝ 3k, 3k + 4^{k+1}⇝ 1, 2^{k+1}⇝ 3k + 5, 3k + 3], r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k+3}, 4^1} = [0^k⇝ 3k, 3k + 4^{k+1}⇝ 1, 2^{k+1}⇝ 3k + 5, 3k + 3^1⇝ 3k + 6]. (6) { r{1^2, 3^{3k+1}, 4^1} = [0^k⇝ 3k, 3k + 4^{k+1}⇝ 1, 2^k⇝ 3k + 2, 3k + 3], r{1^2, 3^{3k+3}, 4^1} = [0^{k+2}⇝ 3k + 6, 3k + 2^k⇝ 2, 1^{k+1}⇝ 3k + 4, 3k + 5].

The statement follows by adding in each case R{1^ã} for all ã ≥ 0. □

Proposition 5.6. Suppose c, d ≥ 1. The lists {1^3, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} and {1^4, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} admit a linear realization for all b ≥ 0.

Proof. Assume a = 3: by Corollary 5.4 we are left to the case b ∈ {0, 1}. If b = 1, by Theorem 5.1(4) and Lemma 5.5(2) we have

r{1^3, 2^1, 3^c, 4^d} = r{1^2, 3^{c−1}} ⊕ r{1^1, 2^1, 3^1, 4^d}.

Suppose b = 0. If c = 1, apply Lemma 5.5(4); if c = 2, apply Lemma 5.5(7) when d is odd and Proposition 5.3(3) when d is even. If c ≥ 3 and d is odd, by Theorem 5.1(4) and Lemma 5.5(1) we have r{1^3, 3^c, 4^d} = r{1^2, 3^{c−3}} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^3, 4^d}.

If c = 3 and d is even, apply Lemma 5.5(5). If c ≥ 4 and d is even, by Lemma 5.5, cases (1) and (6), we have r{1^3, 3^{3k+4}, 4^d} = r{1^2, 3^{3k+1}, 4^1} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^3, 4^{d−1}}, r{1^3, 3^{3k+5}, 4^d} = r{1^2, 3^{3k+1}, 4^1} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^4, 4^{d−1}}, r{1^3, 3^{3k+6}, 4^d} = r{1^2, 3^{3k+3}, 4^1} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^3, 4^{d−1}}.

Now, assume a = 4: by Corollary 5.4 we are left to the case b = 0. We can use Theorem 5.1(4) and Lemma 5.5(4):

r{1^4, 3^c, 4^d} = r{1^2, 3^{c−1}} ⊕ r{1^2, 3^1, 4^d}. □ Proposition 5.7. Suppose c, d ≥ 1. The list {1^2, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d} admits a linear realization for all b ≥ 1. Proof. If b ≥ 2, then we use a standard linear realization of Theorem 5.1(6) and one of Lemma 5.5(2):

r{1^2, 2^b, 3^{3k+c̄}, 4^d} = r{1^1, 2^{b−1}, 3^{3k}} ⊕ r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{c̄}, 4^d}, where c̄ = 1, 2, 3.

Assume now b = 1. If c ∈ {1, 2, 3}, the result follows directly from Lemma 5.5(2). So we may suppose c ≥ 4. If d is odd, we use a standard linear realization of Theorem 5.1(6) and one of Lemma 5.5(1):

r{1^2, 2^1, 3^{3k+4}, 4^d} = r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k}} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^4, 4^d}, r{1^2, 2^1, 3^{3k+5}, 4^d} = r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k+1}} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^4, 4^d}, r{1^2, 2^1, 3^{3k+6}, 4^d} = r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k+3}} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^3, 4^d}.

Finally, if d is even, we use standard realizations of Lemma 5.5, cases (1) and (3): r{1^2, 2^1, 3^{3k+4}, 4^d} = r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k}, 4^1} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^4, 4^{d−1}}, r{1^2, 2^1, 3^{3k+5}, 4^d} = r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k+2}, 4^1} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^3, 4^{d−1}}, r{1^2, 2^1, 3^{3k+6}, 4^d} = r{1^1, 2^1, 3^{3k+2}, 4^1} ⊕ r{1^1, 3^4, 4^{d−1}}. □ Note that in order to give a complete solution also for a = 2 it remains to consider the lists {1^2, 3^c, 4^d} with c = 2 or c ≥ 4.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. The three cases a = 2, a ∈ {3, 4} and a ≥ 5 follow, respectively, from Proposition 5.7, Proposition 5.6 and Corollary 5.4. □

We remark that the cases a = 0, 1 cannot be solved using only linear realizations since, for instance, there is no linear realization of the lists {2, 3, 4^6} and {1, 2, 4^6} (see [21, Lemma 13]).

A similar result to Theorem 1.8 can be obtained also for lists {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d, 5^e, 6^f }. In this case, we recall the following.

Theorem 5.8. [20, Theorem 2.6] If a ≥ 5 the list {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 5^e} admits a standard linear realization.

Proposition 5.9. The following lists L admit a linear realization:

(1) L = {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d, 5^e} with a ≥ 8 and e ≥ 1; (2) L = {1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d, 5^e, 6^f } with a ≥ 10 and f ≥ 1.

Proof. Concatenate a standard linear realization of Proposition 4.1 with one of Theorem 5.8:

r{1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d, 5^e} = r{1^{a−5}, 4^d} ⊕ r{1^5, 2^b, 3^c, 5^e} if a ≥ 8 and e ≥ 1, r{1^a, 2^b, 3^c, 4^d, 5^e, 6^f } = r{1^{a−5}, 4^d, 6^f } ⊕ r{1^5, 2^b, 3^c, 5^e} if a ≥ 10 and f ≥ 1. □ 6. On the lists with many distinct elements

In this section we give constructions of linear realizations for lists that are “close” to L^∗, in a way we make precise below, and also for lists of the form {1^{a1} , . . . , m^{am} } with a_1 ≥ a_2 ≥ · · · ≥ a_m. We recall that L^∗ = {1^2, 2^2, . . . , m^2} if v = 2m + 1, and L^∗ = {1^2, 2^2, . . . , (m − 1)^2, m^1} if v = 2m. Graceful permutations are central to both constructions and we make heavy use of the following result:

Lemma 6.1. [16] For all v and all x with 0 ≤ x < v, there is a graceful permutation [g_1, . . . , g_v] with g_1 = x.

Horak and Rosa [13] introduced a graph G_v for prime v where the vertices are lists of size v − 1 with underlying set a subset of {1, . . . , (v − 1)/2}. Two vertices L and M are adjacent in G_v if M = L \ {x} ∪ {y} for some x ≠ y. Buratti’s Conjecture is equivalent to saying that all vertices of this graph are realizable. Horak and Rosa showed that L^∗ and its neighbors are realizable.

If v is composite we make a similar definition for G_v . The only difference is that we now insist that the vertex labels meet the necessary conditions of the BHR Problem, and so Conjecture 1.2 is equivalent to saying that all vertices of this graph are realizable.

Theorems 6.2 and 6.4 cover many instances of the conjecture that are distance 2 from L^∗ in G_v.

Theorem 6.2. Let v = 2m or 2m + 1 and let 1 ≤ k < m. BHR(L) holds when L = L^∗ \ {k, k + 1} ∪ {z_1, z_2} for any 1 ≤ z_1 ≤ k and 1 ≤ z_2 ≤ m.

Proof. Let g = [g_1, . . . , g_k] be a graceful permutation of length k with g_k = k − z_1, which exists by Lemma 6.1. Let h = [h_1, . . . , h_{v−k−1}] be a graceful permutation of length v − k − 1 with h_1 = z_2 − 1, which again exists by Lemma 6.1. The differences of h in Z_v are {1, . . . , k + 1, (k + 2)^2, . . . , m^2} if v is odd and {1, . . . , k + 1, (k + 2)^2, . . . , (m − 1)^2, m} if v is even.

The concatenation of g, [k], and h + k + 1 has the differences {1, . . . , k − 1} ∪ {k − g_k, h_1 + k + 1 − k} ∪ {1, . . . , k + 1, (k + 2)^2, . . . , m^2} when v is odd, and {1, . . . , k − 1} ∪ {k − g_k, h_1 + k + 1 − k} ∪ {1, . . . , k + 1, (k + 2)^2, . . . , (m − 1)^2, m} when v is even. Now, k − g_k = z_1 and h_1 + k + 1 − k = z_2, completing the proof. □

Example 6.3. In the notation of Theorem 6.2, let v = 2m+1 = 17, k = 6 and (z_1, z_2) = (2, 4). Take g = [3, 2, 0, 5, 1, 4], a graceful permutation of length k = 6 with final element k − z_1 = 4. Take h = [3, 6, 0, 9, 1, 8, 4, 5, 7, 2], a graceful permutation of length v − k − 1 = 10 with first element z_2 − 1 = 3. Then the proof of Theorem 6.2 gives the realization

[3, 2, 0, 5, 1, 4, 6, 10, 13, 7, 16, 8, 15, 11, 12, 14, 9]

of {1^2, . . . , 8^2} \ {6, 7} ∪ {2, 4}.

A variation of the construction works for some cases with the removed elements equal to each other:

Theorem 6.4. If v = 2m + 1 then BHR(L) holds when L = L^∗ \ {m, m} ∪ {z_1, z_2} for any 1 ≤ z_1, z_2 < m. If v = 2m then BHR(L) holds when L = L^∗ \ {m − 1, m − 1} ∪ {z_1, z_2} for any 1 ≤ z_1, z_2 < m − 1.

Proof. Let v = 2m + 1 and 1 ≤ z_1, z_2 < m. Let g = [g_1, . . . , g_m] be a graceful permutation of length m with g_m = m − z_1. Let h = [h_1, . . . , h_m] be a graceful permutation of length m with h_1 = z_2 − 1. Then the concatenation of g, [m] and h + m + 1 is the required sequence as we have the differences {1, . . . , m − 1} ∪ {m − g_m, (h_1 + m + 1) − m} ∪ {1, . . . , m − 1}, and m − g_m = z_1 and (h_1 + m + 1) − m = z_2.

Let v = 2m and 1 ≤ z_1, z_2 < m − 1. Let g = [g_1, . . . , g_{m−1}] be a graceful permutation of length m − 1 with g_{m−1} = m − 1 − z_1. Let h = [h_1, . . . , h_{m−1}] be a graceful permutation of length m − 1 with h_1 = m − 1 − z_2. Then the concatenation of g, [m − 1, 2m − 1] and h + m is the required sequence as we have the differences {1, . . . , m − 2} ∪ {m − 1 − g_{m−1}, m, 2m − 1 − (h_1 + m)} ∪ {1, . . . , m − 2}, and m − 1 − g_m = z_1 and 2m − 1 − (h_1 + m) = z_2. □

Example 6.5. In the notation of Theorem 6.4, let v = 2m + 1 = 21 and (z_1, z_2) = (6, 4). Take g = [5, 3, 8, 0, 9, 2, 6, 7, 1, 4], a graceful permutation of length m = 10 with final element m − z_1 = 4. Take h = [3, 6, 0, 9, 1, 8, 4, 5, 7, 2], a graceful permutation of length m = 10 with first element z_2 − 1 = 3. Then the proof of Theorem 6.2 gives the realization

[5, 3, 8, 0, 9, 2, 6, 7, 1, 4, 10, 14, 17, 11, 20, 12, 19, 15, 16, 18, 13]

of {1^2, . . . , 10^2} \ {10, 10} ∪ {6, 4}.

While the results of Theorems 6.2 and 6.4 may seem narrow as stated, we can use the same idea described at the end of Section 3 to extend their scope. For example, considering the realization in Example 6.3 and multiplying by 2 (modulo 17), we see that BHR(L) holds for L = {1^2, . . . , 8^2} \ {3, 5} ∪ {4, 8}. With this method we cover a large number of cases at distance 2 from L^∗ in G_v.

Theorems 6.2 and 6.4 were proved by concatenating translations of graceful permutations while using Lemma 6.1 to control the differences introduced at the joins. The same is true for Theorem 6.6, which easily implies Theorem 1.9.

Theorem 6.6. Let L = {1^{a1} , . . . , m^{am} } with a_1 ≥ a_2 ≥ · · · ≥ a_m > 0. Then L has a standard linear realization.

Proof. Write L = {1, . . . , k_1} ∪ {1, . . . , k_2} ∪ · · · ∪ {1, . . . , k_q } = {1, . . . , k_1 − 1} ∪ {1, . . . , k_2 − 1} ∪ · · · ∪ {1, . . . , k_{q−1} − 1} ∪ {1, . . . , k_q } ∪ {k_1, . . . , k_{q−1}} with k_1 ≤ · · · ≤ k_q = m. Set L_i = {1, . . . , k_i − 1} for 1 ≤ i < q and L_q = {1, . . . , k_q }.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ q − 1, let g_i = [g_{i,1}, . . . , g_{i,ki} ] be a graceful permutation of length k_i and let g_q = [g_{q,1}, . . . , g_{q,kq +1}] be a graceful permutation of length k_q + 1. Construct these so that g_{1,1} = 0 and g_{i+1,1} = g_{i,ki} for each i, which is possible by Lemma 6.1.

Consider the sequence obtained by concatenating the following sequences:

g_1, g_2 + k_1, g_3 + k_1 + k_2, . . . , g_q + k_1 + · · · + k_{q−1}.

Internally to the translations of linear realizations we get the differences L_1 ∪ · · · ∪ L_q as each g_i is a graceful permutation. At the ith join we have

(g_{i+1,1} + k_1 + · · · + k_i) − (g_{i,ki} + k_1 + · · · + k_{i−1}) = k_i

as g_{i+1,1} = g_{i,ki} , and so the remaining differences from our sequence are {k_1, . . . , k_{q−1}}. Hence the sequence is a linear realization for L. As g_{1,1} = 0, it is standard. □

Example 6.7. Suppose v = 19 and L = {1^6, 2^3, 3^3, 4^2, 5^2, 6^2}. In the notation of the proof of Theorem 6.6, q = 6 and (k_1, . . . , k_6) = (1, 1, 1, 3, 6, 6). Using the graceful permutations

[0], [0], [0], [0, 2, 1], [1, 5, 0, 3, 2, 4], [4, 2, 3, 6, 0, 5, 1],

results in the sequence

[0, 1, 2, 3, 5, 4, 7, 11, 6, 9, 8, 10, 16, 14, 15, 18, 12, 17, 13]

to satisfy BHR(L).

As the realization in Theorem 6.6 is standard, we may combine it with other standard realizations using Theorem 2.2. For example, we can remove the restriction that a_1 ≥ a_2 provided that a_1 > a_3.

Corollary 6.8. Let L = {1^{a1} , . . . , m^{am} } with a_2 ≥ a_3 ≥ · · · ≥ a_m and a_1 > a_3. Then L has a linear realization.

Proof. Construct a standard linear realization for

L_1 = {1^{a1−1}, 2^{a3} , 3^{a3} , . . . , m^{am} }

using Theorem 6.6. Construct a standard linear realization for L_2 = {1, 2^{a2−a3} } using Theorem 5.1(5). Apply Theorem 2.2 to obtain a linear realization for L_1 ∪ L_2 = L. □

Acknowledgements

The second and the third author were partially supported by INdAM–GNSAGA.

References

[1] B. Alspach, The wonderful Walecki construction, Bull. Inst. Combin. Appl. 52 (2008), 7–20. [2] B. Alspach, G. Liversidge, On strongly sequenceable abelian groups, Art Discrete Appl. Math. 3 (2020), #P1.02.

[3] D.S. Archdeacon, J.H. Dinitz, A. Mattern, D.R. Stinson, On partial sums in cyclic groups, J. Combin.

Math. Combin. Comput. 98 (2016), 327–342.

[4] R. Bacher, Question asked at MathLinksEveryOne, 16 January 2008, available at the webpage

http://www.mathlinks.ro/Forum/viewtopic.php?t=183554.

[5] M. Buratti, F. Merola, Dihedral hamiltonian cycle systems of the cocktail party graph, J. Combin. Des.

21 (2013), 1–23.

[6] M. Buratti, A. Pasotti, On perfect Γ-decompositions of the complete graph, J. Combin. Des. 17 (2008), 197–209.

[7] S. Capparelli, A. Del Fra, Hamiltonian paths in the complete graph with edge-lengths 1, 2, 3, Electron. J.

Combin. 17 (2010), ♯R44.

[8] S. Costa, F. Morini, A. Pasotti, M.A. Pellegrini, A problem on partial sums in abelian groups, Discrete Math. 341 (2018), 705–712.

[9] S. Costa, M.A. Pellegrini, Some new results about a conjecture by Brian Alspach, Archiv der Mathematik 115 (2020), 479–488.

[10] J.H. Dinitz, S.R. Janiszewski, On hamiltonian paths with prescribed edge lengths in the complete graph, Bull. Inst. Combin. Appl. 57 (2009), 42–52.

[11] J.A. Gallian, A dynamic survey of graph labeling, Electronic J. Combin. DS6 (2000, updated 2019), 432pp.

[12] J. Hicks, M.A. Ollis, J.R. Schmitt, Distinct partial sums in cyclic groups: polynomial method and constructive approaches, J. Combin. Des. 27 (2019), 369–385.

[13] P. Horak, A. Rosa, On a problem of Marco Buratti, Electron. J. Combin. 16 (2009), ♯R20. [14] R.N. Karasev, F.V. Petrov, Partitions of nonzero elements of a finite field into pairs, Israel J. Math. 192 (2012), 143–156.

[15] D. Kohen, I. Sadofschi Costa, On a generalization of the seating couples problem, Discrete Math. 339 (2016), 3017–3019.

[16] A. Kotzig, On certain vertex valuations of finite graphs, Utilitas Math. 4 (1973), 261–290. [17] M.A. Ollis, Sequenceable groups and related topics, Electron. J. Combin. DS10 (2002, updated 2013), 34pp.

[18] M.A. Ollis, Sequences in dihedral groups with distinct partial products, Australas. J. Combin. 78 (2020), 35–60.

[19] F. Monopoli, Absolute differences along Hamiltonian paths, Electron. J. Combin. 22 (2015), ♯P3.20. [20] A. Pasotti, M.A. Pellegrini, A new result on the problem of Buratti, Horak and Rosa, Discrete Math. 319 (2014), 1–14.

[21] A. Pasotti, M.A. Pellegrini, On the Buratti–Horak–Rosa Conjecture about Hamiltonian Paths in Complete Graphs, Electron. J. Combin. 21 (2014), ♯P2.30.

[22] A. Pasotti, M.A. Pellegrini, A generalization of the problem of Mariusz Meszka, Graphs and Combin. 32 (2016), 333–350.

[23] E. Preissmann, M. Mischler, Seating Couples Around the King’s Table and a New Characterization of Prime Numbers, Amer. Math. Monthly 116 (2009), 268–272.

[24] A. Rosa, On a problem of Mariusz Meszka, Discrete Math. 338 (2015), 139–143.

Marlboro Institute for Liberal Arts and Interdisciplinary Studies, Emerson College, Boston, MA 02116, USA

Email address: matt ollis@emerson.edu

DICATAM - Sez. Matematica, Università degli Studi di Brescia, Via Branze 43, I 25123 Brescia, Italy

Email address: anita.pasotti@unibs.it

Dipartimento di Matematica e Fisica, Università Cattolica del Sacro Cuore, Via Musei 41, I 25121 Brescia, Italy

Email address: marcoantonio.pellegrini@unicatt.it

Mathematics Department, Middlebury College, Middlebury, VT 05753, USA Email address: jschmitt@middlebury.edu