arXiv:2105.11633v1 [math.CO] 25 May 2021

MINIMAL GRAPH IN WHICH THE INTERSECTION OF TWO LONGEST PATHS IS NOT A SEPARATOR

JUAN GUTIERREZ^1 AND CHRISTIAN VALQUI^{2,3}

Abstract. We prove that for a connected simple graph G with n ≤ 10 vertices, and two longest paths C and D in G, the intersection of vertex sets V (C) ∩ V (D) is a separator. This shows that the graph found previously with n = 11, in which the complement of the intersection of vertex sets V (C) ∩ V (D) of two longest paths is connected, is minimal.

Contents

1 Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 2 The case n = ℓ + 2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2.1 The case ℓ = 6 and n = 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.2 The case ℓ = 7 and n = 9 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.3 The case ℓ = 8 and n = 10 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 3 The case ℓ = 6 and n = 10 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

1 Introduction

In [2] the following result was established. Let k ∈ {3, 4, 5} and let G be a 2-connected graph. Suppose that C and D are two longest cycles of G with V (C) ≠ V (D), meeting in a set W of exactly k vertices. Then W is a separator of G (called an articulation set in [2]), which means that the complement is not connected. In [7] the same result is proved for k ∈ {6, 7}. The result cannot be true for k = 8, since the Petersen graph has two longest cycles C and D of length 9 with V (C) ≠ V (D), such that the intersection has 8 vertices, and G \ (V (C) ∩ V (D)) is connected.

Using methods developed in order to approach the Hippchen conjecture, a path version of some of these results was proved recently in [3, Theorem 5.7 and Corollary 5.8]. Assume that P and Q are two longest paths in a simple graph G. If V (Q) ≠ V (P ) and V (P ) ∩ V (Q) has cardinality ℓ ≤ 5, then it is a separator. Moreover, if V (Q) ≠ V (P ) and n = |V (G)| ≤ 7 then V (Q) ∩ V (P ) is a separator. The following question was raised in [3]: Which are the maximal ℓ

1 Departamento de Ciencia de la Computación Universidad de Ingeniería y Tecnología (UTEC) 2Pontificia Universidad Católica del Perú, Sección Matemáticas, PUCP, Av. Universitaria 1801, San Miguel, Lima 32, Perú.

3Instituto de Matemática y Ciencias Afines (IMCA) Calle Los Biólogos 245. Urb San César. La Molina, Lima 12, Perú.

E-mail addresses: jgutierreza@utec.edu.pe, cvalqui@pucp.edu.pe. 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. primary 05C38; secondary 05C45.

Key words and phrases. Hippchen’s conjecture, three longest paths, traceable graph, intersection of longest paths.

Christian Valqui was supported by PUCP-DGI-CAP-2020-818. 1

and n such that the above results remain true? Consider the following graph with 11 vertices, that has two longest path P and Q of length 9, which satisfy V (Q) ≠ V (P ) and moreover, the complement of V (Q) ∩ V (P ) is connected. Since #(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) = 9 we have n = 11 and ℓ = 9.

Simple graph, n = 11 vertices Two longest paths, ℓ = #(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) = 9 This shows that n_{max} ≤ 10 and ℓ_{max} ≤ 8, and combining this with the results of [3], we obtain that 7 ≤ n_{max} ≤ 10 and 5 ≤ ℓ_{max} ≤ 8.

In this article we will prove that n_{max} = 10, as we have announced in [3]. In order to prove that n_{max} = 10 we assume that there exists a graph G with n = V (G) ∈ {8, 9, 10}, such that V (Q) ≠ V (P ) and such that G\(V (P )∩V (Q)) is connected, and we will arrive at a contradiction. If n = ℓ + 2, then #(V (P ) \ V (Q)) = 1, #(V (Q) \ V (P )) = 1 and V (G) = V (P ) ∪ V (Q). This yields three cases that we will discard in section 2:

• ℓ = 6, n = 8, • ℓ = 7, n = 9, • ℓ = 8, n = 10.

If #(V (P ) \ V (Q)) = 1 and #(V (Q) \ V (P )) = 1 but n > ℓ + 2, then we write {p_0} = (V (P ) \ V (Q)), {q_0} = (V (Q) \ V (P )) and set V_0 = V (G) \ (V (P ) ∪ V (Q)). We build a new graph G_1, deleting V_0 and all edges incident with vertices in V_0, and then adding a new edge connecting p_0 with q_0. In this new graph P and Q are still longest paths, V (Q) ≠ V (P ) and G_1 \ (V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) is connected, and we have the same ℓ = |V (P ) ∩ V (Q)|, but now we are in the case n = ℓ + 2.

Since #(V (P ) \ V (Q)) = #(V (Q) \ V (P )), the only remaining case is

• ℓ = 6 and n = 10, #(V (P ) \ V (Q)) = 2 and #(V (Q) \ V (P )) = 2, which we will discard in section 3.

2 The case n = ℓ + 2

In this section we will we assume that there exists a graph G with n = V (G) ∈ {8, 9, 10} and two longest paths P and Q with ℓ = #(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) = n − 2, such that V (Q) ≠ V (P ) and G \ (V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) is connected.

We set P^′ = V (P ) \ V (Q) and Q^′ = V (Q) \ V (P ). In this case we know already that #P^′ = 1, #Q^′ = 1 and V (G) = V (P ) ∪ V (Q). We write V (P ) = {p_1, . . . , p_{n−1}}, and assume that in the path P the vertices p_i and p_{i+1} are consecutive. Clearly P^′ ≠ {p_1} and P^′ ≠ {p_{n−1}}. Otherwise, since there is an edge from P^′ to Q^′, we could expand the path P to a Hamiltonian path.

Remark 2.1. Write V (Q) \ V (P ) = {q}. By the same (symmetric) argument as above q cannot be and endpoint of Q. Note also that q cannot connect directly with p_1 or p_{n−1}. If P^′ = {p_i}, then by assumption there is an edge connecting q with p_i. Since q is not an endpoint of Q, there are two vertices p_j , p_k in V (Q) ∩ V (P ) such that q connects directly to them, and we can and will assume that j < k. Note that |i − j|, |k − i|, |j − k| > 1.

In fact, if |j − i| = 1, then we can replace the edge connecting p_i with p_j by the path p_iqp_j in the path P and obtain a longer path. Similarly, if |k − i| = 1 then we can replace the edge connecting p_i with p_k in P by the path p_iqp_k, and obtain a longer path, and if |k − j| = 1 then we can replace the edge connecting p_k with p_j in P by the path p_kqp_j , and obtain a longer path.

Proposition 2.2. We can assume that P^′ ≠ {p_2} (and by symmetry P^′ ≠ {p_{n−2}}).

Proof. Assume that V (P ) \ V (Q) = P^′ = {p_2}. We will use the lollipop method in order to replace the path P with another longest path ~P with V ( ~P ) ≠ V (Q) such that G \ (V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) is connected, and such that V ( ~P ) \ V (Q) ≠ {p̃_2}, {p̃_{n−2}}.

By Remark 2.1 the vertex q connects directly with vertices p_j and p_k. We can assume j < k and then, again by Remark 2.1, we have 5 < k < n − 1. Set ~P := p_{k−1}p_{k−2} . . . p_3p_2qp_kp_{k+1} . . . p_{n−2}p_{n−1}.

q connects with p_j and p_k p_1 p_2 p_3p_jp_{k−1}p_kp_{n−1} q. . .. . . The path ~P in blue p_1 p_2 p_3p_jp_{k−1}p_kp_{n−1} q. . .. . . Then ~P is also a longest path with n − 1 vertices, V ( ~P ) \ V (Q) = {p_2} is connected with {p_1} = V (Q)\V ( ~P ), and so G\(V ( ~P )∩V (Q) is connected. Moreover, since p̃_1 = p_{k−1}, p̃_2 = p_{k−2} and k > 5 we have k − 2 > 3 > 2, and so V ( ~P ) \ V (Q) = {p_2} ≠ {p_{k−2}} = {p̃_2}. Since n > 4 we have 2 < n − 2, and so V ( ~P ) \ V (Q) = {p_2} ≠ {p_{n−2}} = {p̃_{n−2}}, which concludes the proof. □

There are some pairs of vertices of P that cannot be connected by an edge of Q without generating a Hamiltonian path. The following proposition collects some of the forbidden pairs in {p_1, p_{i−1}, p_{i+1}, p_{j−1}, p_{j+1}, p_{k−1}, p_{k+1}, p_{n−1}} Proposition 2.3. The following pairs cannot be connected by an edge in Q.

(1) (p_{i−1}, p_{i+1}), (p_1, p_{n−1}), (p_1, p_{i+1}), (p_{i−1}, p_{n−1}).

(2) For x ∈ {j, k}, the pairs (p_1, p_{x+1}), (p_{x−1}, p_{n−1}), (p_{i−1}, p_{x−1}), (p_{i+1}, p_{x+1}). (3) For x ∈ {j, k} with x > i, the pair (p_1, p_{x−1}) is forbidden, and for x ∈ {j, k} with x < i, the pair (p_{x+1}, p_{n−1}) is forbidden.

(4) If j < i, the pair (p_1, p_{i−1}) is forbidden, and if k > i, the pair (p_{i+1}, p_{n−1}) is forbidden.

Proof. (1). There cannot be an edge of Q connecting p_{i−1} with p_{i+1}, since then we could replace that edge with the path p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1} in Q and obtain a longer path. The Hamiltonian paths in each of following three diagrams show that none of the pairs (p_1, p_{i+1}), (p_1, p_{n−1}), (p_{i−1}, p_{n−1}) are allowed.

Q can’t connect p_1 with p_{i+1} p_1p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{n−1}

q Q can’t connect p^1 with p^{n−1} p_1p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{n−1} q Q can’t connect p^{i−1} with p^{n−1} p_1p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{n−1} q

(2). The path qp_xp_{x−1}p_{x−2} . . . p_2p_1p_{x+1}p_{x+2} . . . p_{n−1} shows that (p_1, p_{x+1}) is forbidden, and the path p_1p_2 . . . p_{x−2}p_{x−1}p_{n−1}p_{n−2} . . . p_{x+2}p_{x+1}p_xq discards the pair (p_{x−1}, p_{n−1}).

If x < i, then the Hamiltonian paths in the following two diagrams show that (p_{x−1}, p_{i−1}), (p_{x+1}, p_{i+1}) are not allowed in that case,

Q can’t connect p_{x−1} with p_{i−1} p_1p_{x−1}p_xp_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{n−1} q Q can’t connect p^{x+1} with p^{i+1} p_1p_xp_{x+1}p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{n−1} q and the Hamiltonian paths in the following two diagrams show that (p_{i−1}, p_{x−1}), (p_{i+1}, p_{x+1}) are impossible if x > i, which concludes item (2).

Q can’t connect p_{i−1} with p_{x−1} p_1p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{x−1}p_xp_{n−1} q Q can’t connect p^{i+1} with p^{x+1} p_1p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_xp_{x+1}p_{n−1} q (3) The Hamiltonian paths in the following two diagrams show that for x ∈ {j, k} with x > i, the pair (p_1, p_{x−1}) is forbidden, and for x ∈ {j, k} with x < i, the pair (p_{x+1}, p_{n−1}) is forbidden.

Q can’t connect p_1 with p_{x−1} p_1p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{x−1}p_xp_{n−1} q Q can’t connect p^{x+1} with p^{n−1} p_1p_xp_{x+1}p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{n−1} q (4) The Hamiltonian paths in the following two diagrams show that when j < i, the pair (p_1, p_{i−1}) is forbidden, and if k > i, the pair (p_{i+1}, p_{n−1}) is forbidden, which concludes the proof.

Q can’t connect p_1 with p_{i−1} p_1p_{j−1}p_jp_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_{n−1} q Q can’t connect p^{i+1} with p^{n−1} p_1p_{i−1}p_ip_{i+1}p_kp_{k+1}p_{n−1} q □

2.1 The case ℓ = 6 and n = 8

Remember that {p_i} = V (P ) \ V (Q) and {q} = V (Q) \ V (P ). Since i /∈ {1, n − 1 = 7} and by Proposition 2.2 i /∈ {2, n − 2 = 6}, we know that i ∈ {3, 4, 5}. By Remark 2.1 there exist j, k such that 1 < j < k < n − 1, and |i − j|, |k − i|, |j − k| > 1. The case i = 3 is impossible, since then 3 = i < j − 1 and j + 1 < k, and so 5 = i + 2 < j + 1 < k, thus 7 ≤ k, which contradicts k < n − 1 = 7. By symmetry, the case i = 5 is also impossible.

Finally, we discard the case i = 4. If i < j < k, then 4 < j − 1 < k − 3 leads to k ≥ 8, which is impossible, and if j < k < i, then j < k − 1 < i − 3 = 1 leads to the contradiction j < 0. Thus j < i < k, and so j = 2, i = 4 and k = 6 is the only case left.

So assume that i = 4, j = 2 and k = 6. We know that p_3 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_3p_4.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_3 directly with two vertices in the set {p_1, p_2, p_5, p_6, p_7}. By Proposition 2.3(1) an edge of Q cannot connect p_3 = p_{i−1} with p_{i+1} = p_5 nor p_3 with p_{n−1} = p_7, and by item (4) of the same proposition an edge of Q cannot connect p_3 = p_{i−1} with p_1, since j = 2 < i.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_3 with p_2 and p_3 with p_6, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_2p_3p_6qp_3, a contradiction that discards the case i = 4 and finishes the proof of the case ℓ = 6 and n = 8.

Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7 q 2.2 The case ℓ = 7 and n = 9

Remember that {p_i} = V (P ) \ V (Q) and {q} = V (Q) \ V (P ). Since i /∈ {1, n − 1 = 8} and by Proposition 2.2 i /∈ {2, n − 2 = 7}, we know that i ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6}. By symmetry it suffices to discard the cases i = 3 and i = 4. There are two vertices p_j , p_k in V (Q) ∩ V (P ) that are connected with q via edges of Q, with j < k.

• Assume that i = 3.

By Remark 2.1 we know that 1 < j, k < n − 1 and |i − j|, |k − i|, |j − k| > 1. The case j < i = 3 is impossible, since then j < i − 1 = 2 leads to j = 1, which is impossible. Hence i < j < k, and the only possibility is i = 3, j = 5, k = 7.

We know that p_4 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_4p_3. Thus two edges of the path Q must connect p_4 directly with two vertices in the set {p_1, p_2, p_5, p_6, p_7, p_8}. By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_4 = p_{i+1} with p_1, p_2 = p_{i−1}, p_6 = p_{j+1} nor p_8 = p_{n−1}.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_4 with p_5 and p_4 with p_7, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_4p_5qp_7p_4, a contradiction that discards the case i = 3.

Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8q

• Assume that i = 4.

By Remark 2.1 we know that 1 < j, k < n − 1 = 8 and |i − j|, |k − i|, |j − k| > 1. The case i = 4 < j can be discarded, since then 6 ≤ j and 8 ≤ k, which is impossible. Hence j < i < k, and the only two possibilities are

j = 2, i = 4, k = 6 or j = 2, i = 4, k = 7.

•• Assume first that (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 6).

We know that p_5 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_5p_4.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_5 directly with two vertices in the set

(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) \ {p_5} = {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_6, p_7, p_8}.

By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_5 = p_{i+1} with p_1, p_3 = p_{i−1}, p_7 = p_{j+1} nor p_8 = p_{n−1}.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_5 with p_2 and p_5 with p_6, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_2p_5p_6qp_2, a contradiction that discards the case i = 4, j = 2 and k = 6.

Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8 q •• Now assume that (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 7).

We know that p_3 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_3p_4.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_3 directly with two vertices in the set

(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) \ {p_3} = {p_1, p_2, p_5, p_6, p_7, p_8}.

By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_3 = p_{i−1} with p_1, p_5 = p_{i+1}, p_6 = p_{k−1} nor p_8 = p_{n−1}.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_3 with p_2 and p_3 with p_7, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_2p_3p_7qp_2, a contradiction that discards the case i = 4, j = 2 and k = 7, finishing the case i = 4 and thus we have proved that ℓ = 7 and n = 9 is impossible.

Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8 q 2.3 The case ℓ = 8 and n = 10

Remember that {p_i} = V (P ) \ V (Q) and {q} = V (Q) \ V (P ). Since i /∈ {1, n − 1 = 9} and by Proposition 2.2 i /∈ {2, n − 2 = 8}, we know that i ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6, 7}. By symmetry it suffices to discard the cases i = 3, i = 4 and i = 5. There are two vertices p_j , p_k in V (Q) ∩ V (P ) that are connected with q via edges of Q, and we can and will assume that j < k.

• Assume that i = 3.

By Remark 2.1 we know that 1 < j, k < n − 1 = 9 and |i − j|, |k − i|, |j − k| > 1. The case j < i = 3 is impossible, since then j < i − 1 = 2 leads to j = 1, which we already discarded. Hence i < j < k, and the only three possibilities are

(i, j, k) = (3, 5, 7), (i, j, k) = (3, 5, 8) and (i, j, k) = (3, 6, 8)

•• Assume that (i, j, k) = (3, 5, 7).

We know that p_4 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_4p_3.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_4 directly with two vertices in the set

(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) \ {p_3} = {p_1, p_2, p_5, p_6, p_7, p_8, p_9}.

By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_4 = p_{i+1} with p_1, p_2 = p_{i−1}, p_6 = p_{j+1}, p_8 = p_{k+1} nor p_9 = p_{n−1}.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_4 with p_5 and p_4 with p_7, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_4p_5qp_7p_4, a contradiction that discards the case i = 3, j = 5 and k = 7.

Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

•• Assume that (i, j, k) = (3, 5, 8).

We know that p_4 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_4p_3. Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_4 directly with two vertices in the set

(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) \ {p_3} = {p_1, p_2, p_5, p_6, p_7, p_8, p_9}.

By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_4 = p_{i+1} with p_1, p_2 = p_{i−1}, p_6 = p_{j+1} nor p_9 = p_{n−1}.

The first diagram shows that if an edge of Q connects p_4 with p_7, then there is a (Hamiltonian) path of length 9, which contradicts that P and Q of length n − 2 = 8 are longest paths.

Q cannot connect p_4 with p_7 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_4 with p_5 and p_4 with p_8, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_4p_5qp_8p_4, a contradiction that discards the case i = 3, j = 5 and k = 8.

•• Assume that (i, j, k) = (3, 6, 8).

In this case it doesn’t suffice to analyze the connections of a single vertex as in all the previous cases, and we have to consider the connections of p_7 and p_9. Proposition 2.3 and the Hamiltonian path in the following diagram show that an edge of Q cannot connect p_7 with one of {p_1, p_2, p_4, p_5, p_9}, and that an edge of Q cannot connect p_9 with one of {p_1, p_2, p_4, p_5, p_7}.

Q can’t connect p_5 with p_7 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

Thus p_7 can be connected only with p_6 and p_8 by edges of Q, and similarly p_9 can be connected only with p_6 and p_8 by edges of Q.

Hence, if p_7 is not an endpoint of Q, then Q contains the 4-cycle p_6p_7p_8qp_6, and similarly, if p_9 is not an endpoint of Q, then Q contains the 4-cycle p_6p_9p_8qp_6.

A 4-cycle, if p_7 is not an endpoint of Q p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q A 4-cycle, if p^9 is not an endpoint of Q p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

So p_7 and p_9 are the endpoints of Q, and each can be connected by Q only with p_6 or p_8. Then either p_7 connects with p_6 and p_9 with p_8, which leads to Q = p_7p_6qp_8p_9, and Q has length 4, or p_7 connects with p_8 and p_9 with p_6, which leads to Q = p_7p_8qp_6p_9, and Q has length 4, too.

p_7 and p_9 are endpoints of Q, L(Q) = 4 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q p^7 and p^9 are endpoints of Q, L(Q) = 4 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

This contradiction discards the case i = 3, j = 6, k = 8, and finishes the case i = 3.

• Assume that i = 4.

By Remark 2.1 and assumption we know that 1 < j < k < n−1 = 9 and |i−j|, |k−i|, |j−k| > 1. The case j < i = 4 yields j = 2, since then j < i − 1 = 3. Here we have the three cases k = 6, k = 7 and k = 8.

(i, j, k) = (4, 2, 6) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 7) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 8) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

If j > i = 4, then the only possibility is (i, j, k) = (4, 6, 8).

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

•• Assume that (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 6).

In this case it doesn’t suffice to analyze the connections of a single vertex, we have to consider the connections of p_3 and p_5. Proposition 2.3 shows that an edge of Q cannot connect p_3 with one of {p_1, p_5, p_7, p_9}, nor can it connect p_5 with one of {p_1, p_3, p_7, p_9}. Moreover, neither p_3 nor p_5 can be an endpoint of Q, since then we could extend Q connecting p_4. Hence each of p_3 and p_5 connects with two of {p_2, p_6, p_8}, and since only one of them can connect with p_2, and only one of them can connect with p_6, we have two possibilities: The first is that p_3 connects with p_2 and p_8; and p_5 connects with p_6 and p_8. In the second one p_3 connects with p_6 and p_8; and p_5 connects with p_2 and p_8. In both cases we obtain a 6-cycle contained in Q, which is impossible and discards the case (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 6).

p_2 ∼ p_3 ∼ p_8 and p_6 ∼ p_5 ∼ p_8 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q p_6 ∼ p_3 ∼ p_8 and p_2 ∼ p_5 ∼ p_8 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q •• Assume that (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 7).

We know that p_3 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_3p_4.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_3 directly with two vertices in the set

(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) \ {p_3} = {p_1, p_2, p_5, p_6, p_7, p_8, p_9}.

By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_3 = p_{i−1} with p_1, p_5 = p_{i+1}, p_6 = p_{k−1}, p_8 = p_{k+1} nor p_9 = p_{n−1}.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_3 with p_2 and p_3 with p_7, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_2p_3p_7qp_2, a contradiction that discards the case i = 4, j = 2 and k = 7.

Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q •• Assume that (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 8).

In this case it doesn’t suffice to analyze the connections of a single vertex or the connections of two vertices, we have to consider the connections of p_1, p_3 and p_9. By Proposition 2.3 there cannot be an edge of Q connecting p_1 with one of {p_3, p_5, p_7, p_9}, nor an edge of Q connecting p_3 with one of {p_1, p_5, p_7, p_9}, nor an edge of Q connecting p_9 with one of {p_1, p_3, p_5, p_7}.

We know that p_3 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_3p_4. Thus p_3 must connect with two of {p_2, p_6, p_8}. But it cannot connect with p_2 and p_8, since then we would have a 4-cycle contained in Q. So it connects with p_6 and one of p_2 or p_8.

If p_3 connects with p_2, then one of {p_1, p_9} connects with p_6 and the other with p_8. Hence, both p_1 and p_9 must be endpoints, and in each case, p_1 ∼ p_6, p_9 ∼ p_8 or p_1 ∼ p_8, p_9 ∼ p_6, we obtain that Q has length 6, which is a contradiction.

p_1, p_9 endpoints, p_2 ∼ p_3 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q p_1, p_9 endpoints, p_2 ∼ p_3 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q

If p_3 connects with p_8, then one of {p_1, p_9} connects with p_2 and the other with p_6. Hence, both p_1 and p_9 must be endpoints, and in each case, p_1 ∼ p_6, p_9 ∼ p_2 or p_1 ∼ p_2, p_9 ∼ p_6, we obtain that Q has length 6, which is a contradiction.

p_1, p_9 endpoints, p_3 ∼ p_8 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q p_1, p_9 endpoints, p_3 ∼ p_8 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q This discards the case (i, j, k) = (4, 2, 8).

•• Assume that (i, j, k) = (4, 6, 8).

In this case it doesn’t suffice to analyze the connections of a single vertex or the connections of two vertices, we have to consider the connections of p_5, p_7 and p_9. By Proposition 2.3 there cannot be an edge of Q connecting p_5 with one of {p_1, p_3, p_7, p_9}, nor an edge of Q connecting p_7 with one of {p_1, p_3, p_5, p_9}, nor an edge of Q connecting p_9 with one of {p_1, p_3, p_5, p_7}.

We know that p_5 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_5p_4. Thus p_5 must be connected by an edge of Q with two of {p_2, p_6, p_8}. But it cannot be connected with p_6 and p_8 at the same time, since then we would have a 4-cycle contained in Q. So it is connected with p_2 and one of p_6 or p_8.

If p_5 is connected with p_6, then one of {p_7, p_9} is connected with p_2 and the other with p_8. Hence, both p_7 and p_9 must be endpoints, and in each case, p_7 ∼ p_2, p_9 ∼ p_8 or p_7 ∼ p_8, p_9 ∼ p_2, we obtain that Q has length 6, which is a contradiction.

p_7, p_9 endpoints, p_5 ∼ p_6 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q p^7, p^9 endpoints, p^5 ∼ p^6 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

If p_5 is connected with p_8, then one of {p_7, p_9} is connected with p_2 and the other with p_6. Hence, both p_7 and p_9 must be endpoints, and in each case, p_7 ∼ p_2, p_9 ∼ p_6 or p_7 ∼ p_6, p_9 ∼ p_2, we obtain that Q has length 6, which is a contradiction.

p_7, p_9 endpoints, p_5 ∼ p_8 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q p^7, p^9 endpoints, p^5 ∼ p^8 ⇒ Q has length 6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

This discards the case (i, j, k) = (4, 6, 8) and finishes the case i = 4.

• Assume that i = 5.

By Remark 2.1 and assumption we know that 1 < j < k < n−1 = 9 and |i−j|, |k−i|, |j−k| > 1. The case i < j and k < i are impossible, hence j < i < k, and we have four cases (i, j, k) ∈ {(5, 2, 7), (5, 2, 8), (5, 3, 7), (5, 3, 8)}.

But the cases (i, j, k) = (5, 2, 7) and (i, j, k) = (5, 3, 8) are symmetric, so we have to discard only the first three cases.

(i, j, k) = (5, 2, 7) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q (i, j, k) = (5, 2, 8) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q (i, j, k) = (5, 3, 7) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9q

•• Assume that (i, j, k) = (5, 2, 7).

We know that p_6 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_6p_5. Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_6 directly with two vertices in the set

(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) \ {p_3} = {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4, p_7, p_8, p_9}.

By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_6 = p_{i+1} with p_1, p_3 = p_{j+1}, p_4 = p_{i−1}, p_8 = p_{k+1} nor p_9 = p_{n−1}.

Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_6 with p_2 and p_6 with p_7, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_2p_6p_7qp_2, a contradiction that discards the case i = 5, j = 2 and k = 7.

Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q •• Assume that (i, j, k) = (5, 3, 7).

We know that p_6 cannot be an endpoint of Q, since then we could continue Q with the edge p_6p_5. Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_6 directly with two vertices in the set

(V (P ) ∩ V (Q)) \ {p_3} = {p_1, p_2, p_3, p_4, p_7, p_8, p_9}.

Proposition 2.3 shows that an edge of Q cannot connect p_6 = p_{i+1} with p_1, p_4 = p_{i−1}, p_8 = p_{k+1} nor p_9 = p_{n−1}; and the Hamiltonian path in the first diagram shows that an edge of Q cannot connect p_6 with p_2.

Q can’t connect p_2 with p_6 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q Q contains a 4-cycle p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8p_9 q Thus two edges of the path Q connect p_6 with p_3 and p_6 with p_7, which implies that Q contains the 4-cycle p_3p_6p_7qp_3, a contradiction that discards the case i = 5, j = 3 and k = 7.

•• Assume that (i, j, k) = (5, 2, 8).

In this case we consider the connections of p_1 and p_9. By Proposition 2.3 an edge of Q cannot connect p_1 with one of {p_3, p_4, p_6, p_7, p_9}, nor can it connect p_9 with one of {p_1, p_3, p_4, p_6, p_7}.

Thus p_1 can be connected only to p_2 or p_8; and similarly p_9 can be connected only to p_2 or p_8. Hence, one of {p_1, p_9} is connected with p_2 and the other with p_8 and both p_1 and p_9 must be endpoints. In each case, p_1 ∼ p_2, p_9 ∼ p_8 or p_1 ∼ p_8, p_9 ∼ p_2, we obtain that Q has length 4, which is a contradiction.

p_1, p_9 endpoints ⇒ Q has length 4 p_1p2p3p4p_5p6p7p8p9q p^1, p^9 endpoints ⇒ Q has length 4 p_1p2p3p4p_5p6p7p8p9q This contradiction discards the case (i, j, k) = (5, 2, 8), finishing the case i = 5 and thus we have proved that ℓ = 8 and n = 10 is impossible.

3 The case ℓ = 6 and n = 10

In this section we will discard the case ℓ = 6 and n = 10. We will assume that there exists a minimal graph G with two longest paths P and Q, such that |V (P ) ∩ V (Q)| = 6, n(G) = 10 and so |V (P )| = |V (Q)| = 8, and we will show that this is impossible.

For any set of vertices A in G, we denote by N(A) the set of neighbors of vertices in A, that is N(A) = {u ∈ V (G) : there exists a neighbor of u in A}. Let P^′ = V (P ) \ V (Q), Q^′ = V (Q) \ V (P ), S = V (P ) ∩ V (Q), P^{′′} = S ∩ N(P^′), Q^{′′} = S ∩ N(Q^′). Then |S| = 6, and |P^′| = |Q^′| = 2.

Proposition 3.1. We may assume that both P and Q have no endpoints in P^′ and Q^′ respectively.

Proof. Suppose for a moment that P has one extreme in P^′, and let p be that extreme. As P^′ ∪ Q^′ is connected, p has at least one neighbor in P^′ ∪ Q^′. If such a neighbor is in Q^′, then we can add this vertex to P , obtaining a path longer than P , a contradiction. Hence, p has a neighbor, say p_1 in P^′. Thus the graph induced by P^′ contains an edge pp_1.

Suppose for a moment that pp_1 /∈ E(P ). Let r be the neighbor of p_1 in P , closest to p in P . Then P + pp_1 − p_1r is a path with the same vertex set as P with its two extremes in S, and we are in another case.

p rp1 In P + pp_1 − p_1r the endpoints are not in P^′ p rp1 Hence, we may assume that pp_1 ∈ E(P ).

Since P^′ ∩ Q^′ is connected, p_1 has a neighbor q_1 in Q^′. Let q be the other vertex of Q^′. If q is adjacent to p or q_1 then we can augment the path P . Hence, qp_1 is an edge. Thus, the graph induced by P^′ ∪ Q^′ is formed by the edges pp_1, p_1q_1 and p_1q (Figure).

pp_1q1q ^P in blue pp_1q1q Consider the path P̂ = P − pp_1 + p_1q_1 and the graph Ĝ = G − p. It is clear that both P̂ and Q are longest paths in Ĝ. Note also that P̂ \ Q = {p_1} and Q \ P̂ = {q} and that p_1q is an edge in Ĝ. As n(Ĝ) < n(G) and |V (P̂ ) ∩ V (Q)| > |V (P ) ∩ V (Q)|, this is a contradiction to the minimality of G.

The proof is similar for Q instead of P . □

Theorem 3.2. The case ℓ = 6 and n = 10 is impossible.

Proof. As P^′ ∪ Q^′ is connected, we have, without loss of generality, three cases.

Case 1:

P^′ = ab is an edge of P , Q^′ = cd is an edge and ac is an edge.

In that situation, P ∩ S consists on two paths P_1 and P_2. Let p_1 and p_2 be the extremes of P_1 and P_2 that are not in P^{′′}. Let c^′ and d^′ be the vertices adjacent to c and d that are not in Q^′. Then d_P (c^′, p_1), d_P (c^′, p_2), d_P (d^′, p_1), d_P (d^′, p_2) ≥ 2.

Suppose for a moment that both c^′ and d^′ are in the same subpath of P , say P_1. Without loss of generality suppose that d is closer to p_1 than c. Note that d_P (c^′, d^′) ≥ 3 (otherwise we can augment P ). Then we obtain the contradiction.

|P_1| ≥ d_P (c^′, p_1) = d_P (c^′, d^′) + d_P (d^′, p_1) ≥ 5.

p_1d^′dcc^′abp2 d_P (p_1, d^′) ≥ 2 d_P (d^′, c^′) ≥ 3 Hence, without loss of generality, c^′ is in P_1 and d^′ is in P_2, which implies that |P_1|, |P_2| ≥ 2 and |P_1| = |P_2| = 2.

Without loss of generality, assume that P_1 = u_0u_1u_2, P_2 = v_0v_1v_2, u_0 is adjacent to a, and v_0 is adjacent to b (see figure).

u_2u_1u_0v_0v_1v_2ab d c u_2u_1u_0v_0v_1v_2ab d c P − au_0 + ac + cd + du_0 is longer than P

Note that cu_0 is not an edge, otherwise P − au_0 + ac + cu_0 is a path longer than P . As d_P (c^′, u_2), d_P (c^′, v_2), d_P (d^′, u_2), d_P (d^′, v_2) ≥ 2, we must have that du_0 and cv_0 are edges. But then P − au_0 + ac + cd + du_0 is a path longer than P , a contradiction.

Case 2.

P^′ = p_ip_{i+1} is an edge of P , Q^′ = {c, d} and cd is not an edge in G.

Let P = p_1p_2 . . . p_8. Then i ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5, 6}, and by symmetry it suffices to discard the cases i = 2, i = 3 and i = 4. Let Q^{′′} = {c_1, c_2, d_1, d_2} be such that cc_1, cc_2, dd_1, dd_2 are edges of Q.

• If i = 2, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_4, p_5, p_6, p_7}. Moreover, d_P (c_1, c_2) ≥ 2, d_P (d_1, d_2) ≥ 2 and {c_1, c_2} ≠ {d_1, d_2}, and so there are only three possibilities: •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_4, p_6}, {p_4, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_4, p_6}, {p_5, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_4, p_7}, {p_5, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd In the first case c must be connected by an edge with p_2, since by assumption P^′ ∪ Q^′ is connected, cd is not an edge, and if c is connected with p_3, then we can replace p_3p_4 with p_3cp_4, obtaining a longer path. The following diagrams shows that with the edge cp_2 we obtain a path ^P , that is longer than P , discarding this case.

^P in blue, with L( ^P ) = 8 > L(P ) = 7 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd

In the two other cases can be discarded by the paths ^P in the following diagrams that are longer than P , which concludes the case i = 2.

^P in blue, with L( ^P ) = 9 > L(P ) = 7 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd ^P in blue, with L( ^P ) = 8 > L(P ) = 7 p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd

• If i = 3, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_2, p_5, p_6, p_7}. Moreover, d_P (c_1, c_2) ≥ 2, d_P (d_1, d_2) ≥ 2, {c_1, c_2} ≠ {d_1, d_2}, and neither {c_1, c_2} nor {d_1, d_2} are equal to {p_2, p_5}, since then either c or d could not be connected with p_3 nor p_4. Hence there are only three possibilities: •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_6}, {p_2, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_6}, {p_5, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_7}, {p_5, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd The first two cases can be discarded by the paths ^P in the following diagrams that are longer than P .

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd

^P in blue, with L( ^P ) = 8 > L(P ) = 7 p_1p_2 p_3p_4p^5p^6p^7p^8cd

^P in blue, with L( ^P ) = 8 > L(P ) = 7 In the third case c must be connected by an edge with p_4, since by assumption P^′ ∪ Q^′ is connected, cd is not an edge, and if c is connected with p_3, then we can replace p_2p_3 with p_2cp_3, obtaining a longer path. The following diagrams shows that with the edge cp_4 we obtain a path ^P , that is longer than P , discarding the third case and concluding the case i = 3.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd

^P in blue, with L( ^P ) = 8 > L(P ) = 7 • If i = 4, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_2, p_3, p_6, p_7}. Moreover, d_P (c_1, c_2) ≥ 2, d_P (d_1, d_2) ≥ 2, {c_1, c_2} ≠ {d_1, d_2}, and neither {c_1, c_2} nor {d_1, d_2} are equal to {p_3, p_6}, since then either c or d could not be connected with p_4 nor p_5. Hence there are only three possibilities: •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_6}, {p_2, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_6}, {p_3, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_7}, {p_3, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d The three cases can be discarded by the paths ^P in the following diagrams that are longer than P .

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d^P in blue, L( ^P ) > L(P ) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d^P in blue, L( ^P ) > L(P ) p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d^P in blue, L( ^P ) > L(P ) This discards the possibility that i = 4 and concludes the Case 2. Case 3.

P^′ = {a, b}, such that ab is not an edge of P , Q^′ = {c, d} and cd is not an edge of Q. Let P = p_1p_2 . . . p_8 be the sequential order of the points in P . Assume that P^′ = {i, j}, and that i < j. Then we know that i, j /∈ {1, 8} and that j − i > 1. Thus {i, j} ∈ {{2, 4}, {2, 5}, {2, 6}, {2, 7}, {3, 5}, {3, 6}, {3, 7}, {4, 6}, {4, 7}, {5, 7}}. By symmetry it suffices to discard the following cases {i, j} ∈ {{2, 4}, {2, 5}, {2, 6}, {2, 7}, {3, 5}, {3, 6}}. Let Q^{′′} = {c_1, c_2, d_1, d_2} be such that cc_1, cc_2, dd_1, dd_2 are edges of Q. Then d_P (c_1, c_2) ≥ 2, d_P (d_1, d_2) ≥ 2 and {c_1, c_2} ≠ {d_1, d_2}.

• If {i, j} = {2, 4}, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_3, p_5, p_6, p_7}. If p_3 ∈ {c_1, c_2}, then c cannot be connected with p_2 nor with p_4 by an edge, since then, we could extend P . For example, if c_1 = p_3 and c is connected with p_2, then we replace p_2p_3 by p_2cp_3 in P and obtain a longer path. Similarly, if p_3 ∈ {d_1, d_2}, then d cannot be connected with p_2 nor with p_4 by an edge. Hence, since P^′ ∪ Q^′ = {p_2, p_4, c, d} is connected, p_3 cannot be in both {c_1, c_2} and {d_1, d_2}. But it has to be in one of them, since otherwise Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_5, p_6, p_7}, which leads to {c_1, c_2} = {d_1, d_2} = {p_5, p_7}, contradicting {c_1, c_2} ≠ {d_1, d_2}.

Assume for example that p_3 ∈ {c_1, c_2} but p_3 /∈ {d_1, d_2}. Then c cannot be connected with p_2 nor with p_4 by an edge. Since P^′ ∪ Q^′ = {p_2, p_4, c, d} is connected, c must be connected with d by an edge. Moreover, {d_1, d_2} ⊂ {p_5, p_6, p_7}, and so {d_1, d_2} = {p_5, p_7}, which yields the path ^P = p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7dc, which is longer than P .

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd^P in blue, L( ^P ) > L(P )

If p_3 ∈ {d_1, d_2} but p_3 /∈ {c_1, c_2}, then the same argument interchanging c and d yields a contradiction, concluding the case {i, j} = {2, 4}.

• If {i, j} = {2, 5}, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_3, p_4, p_6, p_7}. If {c_1, c_2} (respectively {d_1, d_2}) is equal to {p_3, p_6}, then c (respectively d) cannot be connected by an edge with p_2 nor with p_5, since that would extend P . Since P^′ ∪ Q^′ = {p_2, p_5, c, d} is connected, there is an edge from c to d. But then none of c_1, d_1, d_1, d_2 can be equal to p_7, since then we could replace p_8 by cd in P and obtain a longer path. So {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_3, p_6}, {p_4, p_6}}. The path ^P in the following diagram, which is longer than P , shows that this is impossible.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd^P in blue, L( ^P ) > L(P )

Thus the only possibilities for {c_1, c_2} and {d_1, d_2} are {p_3, p_7}, {p_4, p_6} and {p_4, p_7} and we have the following three scenarios. •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_3, p_7}, {p_4, p_6}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_3, p_7}, {p_4, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_4, p_6}, {p_4, p_7}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd The path ^P in each of the following diagrams shows that none of the first two cases is possible.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8

c d p^1p_2p^3p^4p_5p^6p^7p^8c d

In the third case p_5 cannot connect with c nor d, thus it has to be connected with p_2, since P^′ ∪ Q^′ is connected. But then the path ^P in second diagram shows that the third case is not possible, thus discarding the case {i, j} = {2, 5}.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd • If {i, j} = {2, 6}, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_3, p_4, p_5, p_7}. If one of c_1, c_2 is equal to p_3, then c cannot be connected by an edge with p_2 nor with p_5, since then one could extend P . So it has to be connected with d, but then one of c or d has to be connected with p_7, and we can replace p_8 by the edge cd in P , obtaining a longer path. Thus p_3 /∈ {c_1, c_2} and by the same argument, interchanging c with d, we obtain p_3 /∈ {d_1, d_2}.

Hence Q^{′′} = {c_1, c_2, d_1, d_2} ⊂ {p_4, p_5, p_7} and there is only one possibility left: {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_4, p_7}, {p_5, p_7}}. The blue path ^P in the second diagram, which is longer than P , shows that this is not possible, and so we have discarded the case {i, j} = {2, 6}.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd • If {i, j} = {2, 7}, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_3, p_4, p_5, p_6}. Thus the only possibilities for {c_1, c_2} and {d_1, d_2} are {p_3, p_5}, {p_3, p_6} and {p_4, p_6} and we have the following three scenarios. •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_3, p_5}, {p_3, p_6}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_3, p_5}, {p_4, p_6}}, p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd •• {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_3, p_6}, {p_4, p_6}}. p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd In the first case d must be connected with c by an edge. In fact, it cannot be connected with p_7, since otherwise we could replace p_6p_7 with p_6dp_7 in P and obtain a longer path than P , and similarly, if it is connected with p_2, then we replace p_2p_3 by p_2dp_3 in P , obtaining a longer path. Since P^′ ∪ Q^′ = {p_2, p_7, c, d} is connected, it has to be connected with c. But then the blue path ^P in the second diagram is longer than P , which discards the case {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_3, p_5}, {p_3, p_6}}.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd The second case is discarded by the path ^P in the second diagram, since it is longer than P .

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8cd The third case is symmetric to the first case, and so we have discarded the case {i, j} = {2, 7}. • If {i, j} = {3, 5}, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_2, p_4, p_6, p_7}. If one of c_1, c_2 is equal to p_4, then c cannot be connected by an edge with p_3 nor with p_5, since then one could extend P . So it has to be connected with d, but then none of c or d can be connected with p_7 nor with p_2, since we could replace p_8 (respectively p_1) by the edge cd in P , obtaining a longer path. This implies that Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_4, p_6} which is impossible, since {c_1, c_2} ≠ {d_1, d_2}.

Thus p_4 /∈ {c_1, c_2} and by the same argument, interchanging c with d, we obtain p_4 /∈ {d_1, d_2}. Hence Q^{′′} = {c_1, c_2, d_1, d_2} ⊂ {p_2, p_6, p_7} and there is only one possibility left: {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_6}, {p_2, p_7}}. The blue path ^P in the second diagram, which is longer than P , shows that this is not possible, and so we have discarded the case {i, j} = {3, 5}.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8 c d p^1p^2p_3p^4p_5p^6p^7p^8c d • If {i, j} = {3, 6}, then Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_2, p_4, p_5, p_7}. We claim that c and d cannot be connected by an edge. In fact, if they are connected, then none of the two can be connected with p_2, since we could replace p_1 by cd in P and obtain a longer path, and similarly none of both can be connected with p_7. Hence Q^{′′} ⊂ {p_4, p_5}, which is impossible and proves the claim.

If c is connected with p_3, then {c_1, c_2} = {p_5, p_7}, since a connection of c with p_2 leads to a path longer than P , replacing p_2p_3 by p_2cp_3 in P , and if c is connected with p_4, then replacing p_3p_4 by p_3cp_4 in P yields a path longer than P .

Similarly,

- If d is connected with p_3, then {d_1, d_2} = {p_5, p_7}, - If c is connected with p_5, then {c_1, c_2} = {p_2, p_4}, - If d is connected with p_5, then {d_1, d_2} = {p_2, p_4}.

Since {c_1, c_2} ≠ {d_1, d_2}, one of c, d is connected with p_3 and the other with p_5, and we have {{c_1, c_2}, {d_1, d_2}} = {{p_2, p_4}, {p_5, p_7}}. The blue path ^P in the second diagram, which is longer than P , shows that this is not possible.

p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d p_1p_2p_3p_4p_5p_6p_7p_8c d Thus we have discarded the possibility {i, j} = {3, 6}, which finishes Case 3. and concludes the proof of the theorem. □

Corollary 3.3. Assume that P and Q are two longest paths in a simple graph G. If V (Q) ≠ V (P ) and n = |V (G)| ≤ 10 then V (Q) ∩ V (P ) is a separator. Moreover, there is a graph G with n = |V (G)| = 11 and two longest paths P and Q with V (Q) ≠ V (P ), such that V (Q) ∩ V (P ) is not a separator. Consequently, n = 11 is the minimal n for which such a graph exists.

Proof. By the discussion in the introduction it suffices to discard the cases

• ℓ = 6, n = 8, • ℓ = 7, n = 9, • ℓ = 8, n = 10, • ℓ = 6, n = 10.

The first three cases are discarded in section 2, whereas the last case is discarded in Theorem 3.2. The statements about the example given in the introduction can be verified directly. □

References

[1] Susanna F. de Rezende, Cristina G. Fernandes, Daniel M. Martin, and Yoshiko Wakabayashi, Intersecting longest paths, Discrete Math. 313 (2013), no. 12, 1401–1408, DOI 10.1016/j.disc.2013.02.016. MR3061125 [2] Martin Grötschel, On intersections of longest cycles, Graph theory and combinatorics (Cambridge, 1983), Academic Press, London, 1984, pp. 171–189. MR777174 [3] Juan Gutiérrez and Christian Valqui, Bi-traceable graphs, the intersection of three longest paths and Hippchen’s conjecture, arXiv:2101.07859 [math.CO] (2021).

[4] Thomas Hippchen, Intersections of Longest Paths and Cycles, Master thesis, Georgia State University, 2008. [5] Werner Schmitz, Über längste Wege und Kreise in Graphen, Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Padova 53 (1975), 97–103.

MR427139 [6] Ayesha Shabbir, Carol T. Zamfirescu, and Tudor I. Zamfirescu, Intersecting longest paths and longest cycles:

a survey, Electron. J. Graph Theory Appl. (EJGTA) 1 (2013), no. 1, 56–76, DOI 10.5614/ejgta.2013.1.1.6. MR3093252 [7] Iain A. Stewart and Ben Thompson, On the intersections of longest cycles in a graph, Experiment. Math. 4 (1995), no. 1, 41–48. MR1359416