arXiv:2111.06710v3 [math.CO] 13 Mar 2024

Pósa-type results for Berge hypergraphs

Nika Salia^∗

April 26, 2024

Abstract

A Berge cycle of length k in a hypergraph H is a sequence of distinct vertices and hyperedges v_1, h_1, v_2, h_2, . . . , v_k, h_k such that v_i, v_{i+1} ∈ h_i for all i ∈ [k], indices taken modulo k. Füredi, Kostochka, and Luo recently gave sharp Dirac-type minimum degree conditions that force nonuniform hypergraphs to have Hamiltonian Berge cycles. We give a sharp Pósa-type lower bound for r-uniform and non-uniform hypergraphs that force Hamiltonian Berge cycles.

1 Introduction

The study of Hamiltonian cycles is one of the essential topics of Graph Theory. In the present paper, we study sufficient degree conditions for a hypergraph to be Hamiltonian, in both uniform and non-uniform cases. We call a hypergraph Hamiltonian if there is a Berge cycle containing all of the vertices of the hypergraph as defining vertices. Note that it is natural to follow the definition of Berge for cycles in hypergraphs since there is a one-to-one correspondence between Berge cycles of the hypergraph and cycles in the incidence bipartite graph of the hypergraph. For a hypergraph H consider the incidence bipartite graph G(A, B), where the vertices in A represent vertices of H and the vertices in B represent hyperedges of H. A vertex a ∈ A is adjacent with a vertex b ∈ B in G if and only if the vertex in H corresponding to a is contained in the hyperedge corresponding to b in H. There is a one-to-one correspondence between cycles in G and Berge cycles of H. The corresponding cycle in G of a Hamiltonian Berge cycle in H is a cycle containing all vertices of the set A. In [17, 18, 25, 21, 22] is related work on cycles covering color classes in bipartite graphs. In the coming subsections, we present the motivation for this work and introduce some necessary definitions and notions.

1.1 Hamiltonian cycles in graphs

The Hamiltonicity of graphs is a well-studied problem. In this subsection, we only state those results which are the direct motivation of this work. For the recent developments in this topic, we refer the reader to the following survey papers [12, 13].

For a graph G, a cycle containing every vertex of G is called a Hamiltonian cycle. Graphs containing at least one Hamiltonian cycle are called Hamiltonian. We also call a path Hamiltonian path if it contains every vertex of the graph. Dirac [7] in 1952 proved an important sufficient

∗King Fahd University of Petroleum and Minerals, Dhahran, Saudi Arabia, email: salianika@gmail.com

condition for a graph to be Hamiltonian. They showed that every graph G on n vertices with n ≥ 3 and minimum degree δ(G) at least^n_2 is Hamiltonian. This theorem is sharp in the sense that one can not replace^n_2 with anything less, for example with ⌊_n 2 ⌋ . In 1962 Pósa proved a strengthening of this theorem.

Theorem 1 (Pósa [26]). Let G be an n vertex graph. Let n ≥ 3 and the degree sequence of G be d_1 ≤ d_2 ≤ . . . ≤ d_n. If for all k <^n_2 the inequality k < d_k holds then G is Hamiltonian.

Several theorems give sufficient conditions for some classes of graphs to be Hamiltonian for a reference see [3, 29]. In 1972, Chvátal found the necessary and sufficient condition for an integer sequence to be Hamiltonian. We say an integer sequence d_1 ≤ d_2 ≤ . . . ≤ d_n is Hamiltonian if every graph with n vertices and the degree sequence pointwise greater than the integer sequence is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 2 (Chvátal [5]). An integer sequence d_1 ≤ d_2 ≤ . . . ≤ d_n, such that n ≥ 3 is Hamiltonian if and only if the following holds for every k <^n_2 d_k ≤ k ⇒ d_{n−k} ≥ n − k. In the following subsection, we introduce some notions and results for Hamiltonian Berge hypergraphs.

1.2 Hamiltonicity for hypergraphs and main results

To describe the problem and existing results, we need to introduce some standard notions. A hypergraph H is defined by a pair (V (H), E(H)), where V (H) denotes the set of vertices and E(H) denotes the set of hyperedges. Furthermore, E(H) ⊆ P(V (H)), with P(V (H)) representing the power set of V (H). We say H is r-uniform if every hyperedge has size r. For a vertex v ∈ V (H), the degree of a vertex is the number of hyperedges incident with it and is denoted by d_H(v). If the host hypergraph is clear from the context we will use d(v) instead of d_H(v). We define the neighbourhood of a vertex v as N_H(v) = {u ∈ V (H) \ {v} : {u, v} ⊆ h, h ∈ H}. The closed neighborhood of v is defined as N_H[v], where N_H[v] = N_H(v) ∪ {v}. For a vertex set S, we denote N_H(S) := ∪_{v∈S} N(v) and N_H[S] := ∪_{v∈S} N[v] . For a hypergraph H and sub-hypergraph H^′ the hypergraph on the same vertex set as H and with hyperedges E(H) \ E(H^′) is denoted by H \ H^′. For a set S and an integer r let us denote the set of all subsets of S of size r by (_S r ) . Let us introduce the notions of Berge paths and Berge cycles [1].

Definition 3. A Berge path of length t is an alternating sequence of t + 1 (t) distinct vertices (hyperedges) of the hypergraph, v_1, e_1, v_2, e_2, v_3, . . . , e_t, v_{t+1} such that v_i, v_{i+1} ∈ e_i, for i ∈ [t]. The vertices v_1, v_2, . . . , v_{t+1} are called defining vertices and the hyperedges e_1, e_2, . . . , e_t are called defining hyperedges of the Berge path.

Similarly, a Berge cycle of length t is an alternating sequence of t distinct vertices and hyperedges of the hypergraph, v_1, e_1, v_2, e_2, v_3, . . . , v_t, e_t, such that v_i, v_{i+1} ∈ e_i, for i ∈ [t], where indices are taken modulo t. The vertices v_1, v_2, . . . , v_t are called defining vertices and the hyperedges e_1, e_2, . . . , e_t are called defining hyperedges of the Berge cycle.

Long Berge cycles are well-studied for hypergraphs. Turán-type questions for uniform hypergraphs without long Berge cycles are settled in [8, 9, 14, 23]. Bermond, Germa, Heydemann, and

Sotteau [2] found a Dirac-type condition forcing long Berge cycles for uniform hypergraphs. Recently Coulson and Perarnau [6] found Dirac-type condition forcing Berge Hamiltonicity in hypergraphs. Füredi, Kostochka, and Luo [10] generalized Dirac’s theorem for non-uniform hypergraphs. For uniform linear hypergraphs, Jiang and Ma [19] settled a conjecture of Verstraëte, by finding asymptotic minimum degree condition necessary for the existence of Berge cycles of k consecutive lengths. For the study of asymptotic minimum degree thresholds that force matching see the following work [4, 16]. Katona and Kierstead [20] introduced an alternative definition of Hamiltonian cycles in hypergraphs, a notion that has garnered considerable attention over recent decades. A seminal contribution to this area was made by Rödl, Ruciński, and Szemerédi [27], who established a Dirac-type condition for Hamiltonian cycles under this definition see also work by Schülke [28], which presents a Pósa-type condition for Hamiltonicity. In the subsequent part of this work, we adopt the term ”Hamiltonian“ to specifically refer to the concept of Berge Hamiltonian cycles in hypergraphs. Here we state the theorem of Füredi, Kostochka, and Luo.

Theorem 4 (Füredi, Kostochka, Luo [10]). Let n ≥ 15 and let H be an n-vertex hypergraph such that δ(H) ≥ 2^{n−1}2 + 1 if n is odd and δ(H) ≥2^{n−2}2 + 2 if n is even. Then H contains a Berge Hamiltonian cycle.

For r-uniform hypergraphs Kostochka, Luo, and McCourt [24] proved exact Dirac-type bounds for Hamiltonian Berge cycles in r-uniform n-vertex hypergraphs for all 3 ≤ r < n, their bounds are different for r < n/2 and r ≥ n/2. Let us note that, the proof techniques used in works [11, 15] also provide the same result for r < n/2.

We say an integer sequence (d_1, d_2, . . . , d_n) is r-Hamiltonian if every r-uniform hypergraph with the degree sequence pointwise greater than the integer sequence is Hamiltonian. We say an integer sequence (d_1, d_2, . . . , d_n) is N-Hamiltonian if every non-uniform hypergraph with the degree sequence pointwise greater than the integer sequence is Hamiltonian.

Theorem 5. An integer sequence (d_1, d_2, . . . , d_n) such that d_1 ≤ d_2 ≤ . . . ≤ d_n, n > 2r and r ≥ 3 is r-Hamiltonian if the following conditions hold

d_i > i for 1 ≤ i < r, (1)

d_i > ( i r − 1 ) for r ≤ i ≤ ⌊ n − 1 2 ⌋ , (2)

d n−2_2 > (_{n−2} 2 r − 1 ) + 1 if n is even. (3)

One may interpret Theorem 5 as an analog of Theorem 1 for r-uniform hypergraphs. Besides we would like to prove the analog of Theorem 1 for non-uniform hypergraphs as a strengthening of Theorem 4.

Theorem 6. An integer sequence (d_1, d_2, . . . , d_n) such that d_1 ≤ d_2 ≤ . . . ≤ d_n and n > 40 is N-Hamiltonian if the following conditions hold

d_i > 2^i for 1 ≤ i ≤ ⌊ n − 1 2 ⌋ , (4)

d n−2_2 > 2^{n−22} + 1 if n is even. (5)

In the following subsection, we show that the conditions of Theorem 5 and Theorem 6 are sharp.

1.3 Examples showing the sharpness of conditions

In this subsection, we show that it is impossible to strengthen Theorem 5 or Theorem 6 by changing a condition for a given i. We start with Theorem 5 and demonstrate that it is impossible to strengthen it by modifying a condition for some fixed i = k, where 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ . Example 1 shows the sharpness of Condition 1 for all k, where 1 ≤ k < r. The idea of this construction is to construct a hypergraph with a special vertex set of size k incident with k hyperedges only, therefore no Hamiltonian cycle.

Example 1. For integers n, r, and k, with the conditions n > 2r > 2k > 0, we define H^1_k as an n-vertex, r-uniform hypergraph as follows. The vertex set of H^1_k is partitioned into two disjoint sets, V_1 and V_2, where |V_1|= k and |V_2|= n − k. The hyperedge set of H^1_k comprises all hyperedges from (_{V2} r ) and includes k distinct hyperedges, each of which contains V_1 as a proper subset.

Let d_1 ≤ d_2 ≤ . . . ≤ d_n be the degree sequence of H^1_k. We have d_1 = d_2 = · · · = d_k = k and (_{n−k−1} r−1 ) ≤ d_{k+1} ≤ d_{k+2} ≤ . . . ≤ d_n. Observe that, for the degree sequence of hypergraph H^1_k all conditions of Theorem 5 hold except one, Condition 1 for i = k. In particular d_k = k instead of d_k > k. Clearly, H^1_k is non-Hamiltonian since the vertices in V_1 are incident with only k hyperedges, therefore, there is no Berge cycle in H^1_k that contains all vertices of V_1 and is longer than |V_1| = k.

Example 2 shows the sharpness of Condition 2 for all k, r ≤ k ≤ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ . The idea behind this construction is to construct a hypergraph with a special vertex set of size k, each adjacent to only k vertices.

Example 2. For integers n, r and k, such that 3 ≤ r ≤ k <^n_2 , let H^2_k be an n-vertex, r-uniform hypergraph. Let us partition the vertex set of H^2_k, into three disjoint sets V_1, V_2 and V_3 of sizes |V_1| = k, |V_2| = k and |V_3| = n − 2k. The hyperedges of H^2_k are

E(H^2_k) = { h ∈ ( V (H^2_k) r ) : (h ⊂ V_1 ∪ V_2 and |h ∩ V_1| = 1) or h ∈ V_2 ∪ V_3 } . The degree sequence of H^2_k is d_1 = d_2 = · · · = d_k = (_k r−1 ) , d_{k+1} = · · · = d_{n−k} = (_{n−k−1} r−1 ) and d_{n−k+1} = · · · = d_n = (_{n−k−1} r−1 ) + k (_{k−1} r−2 ) . Observe that, for the degree sequence of hypergraph H^2_k all conditions of Theorem 5 hold except one, Condition 2 for i = k. In particular d_k = (_k r−1 ) instead of d_k > (_k r−1 ) . Note that vertices of V_1 are pairwise non-adjacent, and the number of vertices adjacent to V_1 is k = |V_1|. Therefore, there is no Berge cycle in H^2_k containing all vertices of V_1 longer than 2 |V_1| = 2k, hence H^2_k is not Hamiltonian since n > 2k.

The next example shows the sharpness of Condition 3. The idea is very similar to the previous example.

Example 3. For integers n and r, such that 2|n, 3 ≤ r <^n_2 , let H^3 be an n vertex, r-uniform hypergraph. Let us partition the vertex set of H^3, into two disjoint sets V_1 and V_2 of sizes |V_1| =^n_2 +1 and |V_2| =^n_2 − 1. Let us fix a subset of V_1 of size r and denote it by h^′. The hyperedge set of H^3 is

E(H^3) = { h ∈ ( V (H^3) r ) : (h ⊂ V_1 ∪ V_2 and |h ∩ V_1| ≤ 1) or h = h^′ } . The degree sequence of H^3 is d_1 = d_2 = · · · = d n_{2 +1−r} = ( n_{2 −1} r−1 ) , d n_{2 +2−r} = · · · = d n_{2 +1} = ( n_{2 −1} r−1 ) + 1 and d n_{2 +2} = · · · = d_n = ( n_{2 −2} r−1 ) + (^n_2 + 1) ( n_{2 −2} r−2 ) . As one can observe all conditions of

Theorem 5 hold but Condition 3. The number of vertices in V_1 is^n_2 + 1, therefore, if there is a Hamiltonian Berge cycle then there should be at least two pairs of consecutive vertices of V_1 on the cycle. This is not possible since the number of hyperedges incident with at least two vertices of V_1 is just one.

These three examples show the sharpness of each condition of Theorem 5, since examples showing the sharpness of conditions of Theorem 6 are very similar we will omit them in this manuscript.

2 Proofs

In this section, we prove Theorem 5 and Theorem 6, since the methods used to prove the theorems are similar, we start the proof of both theorems together, describe common tools, and in the end, we split the proof into two subsections.

Let F be a hypergraph with V (F) := {u_1, u_2, u_3, . . . , u_n}, and with a Hamiltonian Berge path

P := u_1, f_1, u_2, f_2, u_3, . . . , f_{n−1}, u_n.

Where f_1, f_2, . . . , f_{n−1} are distinct hyperedges of F. We use the following three ways to permute the vertices and produce alternative Hamiltonian Berge paths from P .

• Permutation 1- with a defining hyperedge f_i.

If u_1 ∈ f_i then P^′ is a Hamiltonian Berge path where P^′ := u_i, f_{i−1}, u_{i−1}, . . . , u_1, f_i, u_{i+1}, f_{i+1}, . . . , f_{n−1}, u_n. • Permutation 2- with a non-defining hyperedge f.

If {u_1, u_{i+1}} ⊂ f, f /∈ {f_1, f_2, . . . , f_{n−1}} then P^′ is a Hamiltonian Berge path where P^′ := u_i, f_{i−1}, u_{i−1}, . . . , u_1, f, u_{i+1}, f_{i+1}, . . . , f_{n−1}, u_n. • Permutation 3- with a defining hyperedge f_i and a non-defining hyperedge f.

If for some integers i and j, with i > j, if we have u_1 ∈ f_i and for some hyperedge f, f /∈ {f_1, f_2, . . . , f_{n−1}}, we have u_j, u_{i+1} ∈ f then P^′ is a Hamiltonian Berge path where P^′ := u_{j+1}, f_{j+1}, . . . , u_i, f_i, u_1, f_1, u_2 . . . u_j , f, u_{i+1}, f_{i+1} . . . , f_{n−1}, u_n. We prove Theorem 5 and Theorem 6 by assuming a contradiction, let H be an r-uniform / N-uniform hypergraph satisfying conditions of the corresponding theorem but containing no Hamiltonian Berge cycle. Without loss of generality, we may assume that H is maximal, without containing a Hamiltonian cycle, in the sense that adding any hyperedge to H creates a Hamiltonian hypergraph. Therefore, the longest Berge path in H is Hamiltonian. Let P be a longest Berge path

P := v_1, h_1, v_2, h_2 . . . , h_{n−1}, v_n.

Without loss of generality, we assume d(v_1) ≤ d(v_n) and that d(v_1) + d(v_n) is maximal among all Hamiltonian Berge paths contained in H. Subject to this, let us assume among all such paths P maximizes | N_{H\P} (v_1) | + | N_{H\P} (v_n) | .

Let x be the largest integer for which {v_1, v_2, v_3, . . . , v_x} ⊆ N_{H\P} [v_1]. We denote S_1 := {v_1} ∪ {v_2, v_3, . . . , v_{x−1}}. For each vertex v_i ∈ {v_2, v_3, . . . , v_x}, let P_{vi} be a Berge path obtained by altering P with Permutation 2 using some non-defining hyperedge incident with v_i and v_1. Let us denote the family of these Hamiltonian Berge paths including P with P. There are x Hamiltonian Berge paths in P, in particular for each vertex v_j of S_1 there is a Hamiltonian Berge path P_{vj} in P, starting at v_j and finishing at v_n. Note that for each h_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ x − 1, there is a Hamiltonian Berge path P_{vi} in P not using h_i as a defining hyperedge and the terminal vertex v_i is incident to h_i. We denote H_1 := (H \ P ) ∪ {h_1, . . . , h_{x−1}}. Let T_1 be the set of terminal vertices of Hamiltonian paths whose other terminal vertex is v_n. Note that v_1 ∈ T_1 and v_1 has the maximum degree among all the vertices of T_1, therefore, we have d(v_1) > min { |T_1| , ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋} from the conditions of Theorem 5 and Theorem 6. Let us denote the number of defining hyperedges h_i incident with v_1 with k. For a set A, A ⊆ {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n}, we define the left shift of A as A^− := {v_i : v_{i+1} ∈ A, i ≥ 1}. Note that if v_1 ∈ A then A^− contains one less vertex than A. The right shift of set A is defined analogously and it is denoted by A^+.

Claim 7. We have N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ {v_y|v_i ∈ h_y, i < x ≤ y} ⊆ T_1.

Proof. For each vertex v_i ∈ S_1 there is a path P_{vi} ∈ P such that v_i is a terminal vertex of P_{vi} , where P_{vi} is a Hamiltonian path obtained from P after altering it with Permutation 2. Now consider a Hamiltonian Berge path obtained from P_{vi} for v_i ∈ S_1 and alter it with Permutation 2 for each non-defining hyperedge incident with v_i thus we get N_{H\{hi}}[v_i]^− ⊆ T_1. By altering P_{vi} with Permutation 1 for each defining hyperedge incident with v_i, we get {v_y|v_i ∈ h_y, y ≥ x} ⊆ T_1. Thus we have N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ {v_y|v_i ∈ h_y, i < x ≤ y} = ⋃ v_i∈S_1 N_{H\Pvi} [v_i]^− ∪ {v_y|v_i ∈ h_y, x ≤ y}.

From here we break the proofs of Theorem 5 and Theorem 6. In the following sub-section, we prove Theorem 5 and then we prove Theorem 6.

2.1 Proof of the theorem for uniform hypergraphs

Proof of Theorem 5. With the sequence of the following claims we are going to prove d(v_n) ≥ d(v_1) > (⌊ n−1_2 ⌋ r−1 ) + 1_{2|n}. At first we show that d(v_1) > (_{r+1} r−1 ) with the following claim.

Claim 8. The size of T_1 is at least r + 1.

Proof. We prove the claim in three cases depending on how many non-defining hyperedges are incident with v_1.

Case 1. The vertex v_1 is incident with at least two non-defining hyperedges e_1 and e_2, none of which is incident with v_2 then we have {v_1} ∪ (e_1 ∪ e_2)^− ⊆ T_1, by Claim 7. We have |e_1 ∪ e_2| ≥ r + 1 and v_2 /∈ e_1 ∪ e_2. Hence we have |T_1| ≥ r + 1.

Case 2. The vertex v_1 is incident with at least two non-defining hyperedges e_1 and e_2, but at least one of them is incident with v_2. Without loss of generality, we may assume e_1 is incident with v_2. Then we may replace h_1 with e_1 in P , without changing defining vertices of P . Hence we have (e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1)^− ⊆ T_1 by Claim 7. We have |(e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1)^−| ≥ r hence either we are done or we may suppose to the contrary that |T_1| = |(e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1)^−| = r. Note that in this case e_1, e_2 and h_1 are distinct hyperedges which are incident with v_1 and all but one vertex from (e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1). In particular, for any two distinct vertices from e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1 there exists a hyperedge e_1, e_2 or h_1 incident with both of the vertices.

We have d(v_1) > |T_1| = r therefore, there exists a hyperedge h^′ incident with v_1 which is not a subset of e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1. If h^′ is not a defining hyperedge, then (h^′)^− ⊂ T_1 by Claim 7, which is a contradiction since (e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1)^− = T_1 and (h^′)^− ⊈ (e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1)^−. Hence h^′ is a defining hyperedge h_i for some fixed i. We have v_i ∈ T_1 by Claim 7. Since T_1 = (e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1)^− we have v_{i+1} ∈ e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1. In the following part of the proof we show that {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_{i+1}} ⊆ e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1.

We have {v_1, v_2, v_{i+1}} ⊆ e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1. Let γ with i + 1 > γ ≥ 2, be the minimum integer such that v_γ /∈ T_1 if it exists. We have v_{γ−1} ∈ e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1. We have shown that one of the hyperedges e_1, e_2 or h_1 is incident with v_{γ−1} and v_{i+1}. If such hyperedge is h_1, we may exchange h_1 with e_1, in P , and the hyperedge incident with v_{γ−1} and v_{i+1} will be non-defining. Thus, we may assume without loss of generality that it is e_j for some j ∈ [2]. After altering P with Permutation 3 for defining hyperedge h_i and non-defining hyperedge e_j , we get v_γ ∈ T_1. A contradiction to v_γ /∈ T_1.

Finally we have {v_i, v_{i+1}} ⊆ e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1, we have shown that one of the hyperedges e_1, e_2 or h_1 is incident with v_i and v_{i+1}. We may assume without loss of generality that it is e_2. Hence we may replace h_i with e_2. By Claim 7 we have h^−_i ⊂ T_1. Since h_i ⊄ e_1 ∪ e_2 ∪ h_1 we have |T_1| > r, a contradiction.

Case 3. The vertex v_1 is not incident with at least two non-defining hyperedges. If vertex v_1 is not incident with any non-defining hyperedge then, for each defining hyperedge h_i incident with v_1, v_i ∈ T_1 by Claim 7 and we are done. Thus we may assume the vertex v_1 is incident with exactly one non-defining hyperedge.

Let h be a P non-defining hyperedge incident with v_1. Then we have h^− ⊂ T_1. If v_2 ∈ h, then we may replace h_1 with h and apply the same for the replaced path and h_1. Hence we have (h_1 ∪ h)^− ∈ T_1. If v_2 /∈ h, then ({v_2} ∪ h)^− ∈ T_1. In both cases, we have |T_1| ≥ r. Either we are done or we have |T_1| = r and d(v_1) ≥ r + 1.

Let h_{x1} , h_{x2} , . . . , h_{xr} be P defining hyperedges incident with v_1, for some 1 = x_1 < x_2 < . . . < x_r ≤ n. Since |T_1| = r, we have T_1 = {v_{x1} , v_{x2} , . . . , v_{xr} } and h ⊆ {v_1, v_{x1+1}, v_{x2+1}, . . . , v_{xr+1}}. We have v_2 ∈ T_1, since we can remove v_1, h_1 from P and replace v_{xi} , h_{xi} , v_{xi+1} by v_{xi} , h_{xi} , v_1, h, v_{xi +1} for some i, v_{xi+1} ∈ h, i.e. altering P with Permutation 3. Hence we have x_2 = 2. We have h ⊆ {v_1, v_2, v_3, v_{x3+1}, . . . , v_{xr +1}}, in particular, h is a hyperedge incident with all but one vertex from the set {v_1, v_2, v_3, v_{x3+1}, . . . , v_{xr +1}}. We may assume v_3 ∈ h, otherwise v_2 ∈ h and we may replace h_1 with h. Similarly as for h we have h_1 ⊆ {v_1, v_2, v_3, v_{x3+1}, . . . , v_{xr +1}} and h_1 is different from h. Hence we have v_3 ∈ h_1. If we replace the beginning of the path P , v_1, h_1, v_2, h_2, v_3 with v_2, h_1, v_1, h, v_3, we deduce h_2 ⊆ {v_1, v_2, v_3, v_{x3+1}, . . . , v_{xr +1}}. Either h or h_2 is incident with v_{xr+1}, let h^′ be the one, then the following is a Hamiltonian Berge path v_3, h_3, . . . , v_{xr} , h_{xr} , v_1, h_1, v_2, h^′, v_{xr +1}, . . . , v_n. Thus we have v_3 ∈ T_1. Similarly as for h_2 we have h_3 ⊆ {v_1, v_2, v_3, v_4, v_{x5+1} . . . , v_{xr +1}}.

If v_2 ∈ h, we may replace h_1 with h in P . Either h_1 or h contains v_3, so we may replace h_2 with that hyperedge in P . Otherwise if v_2 /∈ h then {v_3, v_4} ∈ h and we may replace h_3 with h in P . The hyperedge h_3 contains v_2 hence we may replace h_1 with it. Therefore, we have three different candidates h, h_1, h_2 for a non-defining hyperedge. Hence given any two distinct vertices v^′, v^{′′} ∈ {v_2, v_3, v_4, v_{x4+1} . . . , v_{xr +1}}, we may assume v^′, v^{′′} ∈ h, without loss of generality. Hence, altering the path P with Permutation 3 implies that x_i = i for all possible i. We have a contradiction, since every hyperedge h, h_1, h_2, . . . , h_r is a distinct subset of v_1, v_2, . . . , v_{r+1} and is incident to v_1. Hence we have |T_1| ≥ r + 1 and we are done.

By Claim 8 we have d(v_1) > (_{r+1} r−1 ) . Therefore, there exists an integer t ≥ r + 1, for which ( t r − 1 ) < d(v_1) ≤ ( t + 1 r − 1 ) . Recall the number of defining hyperedges incident with v_1 is denoted by k. Let 1_{r≥4} be a function which equals to one for all r ≥ 4 and zero if r = 3.

Claim 9. Let k ≤ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ + 1_{r≥4}, then we have | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | ≥ t or | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | = t − 1, k = t and r = 3.

Proof. By altering P with Permutation 1 for each defining hyperedge incident with v_1, we get distinct terminal vertices for each hyperedge. Thus we have |T_1| ≥ k. From the conditions of Theorem 5, since v_1 has maximum degree among all vertices of T_1, we have k ≤ t + 1_{r≥4}.

The vertex v_1 is incident with k defining hyperedges, and the rest of the hyperedges which are incident with v_1 are incident to r − 1 other vertices in N_{H\P} (v_1), by Claim 7. Thus, we may upper bound the number of P non-defining hyperedges incident with the vertex v_1 with (|_{NH\P (v1)}| r−1 ) . Hence we have (| N_{H\P} (v_1) | | r − 1 ) + k ≥ d(v_1) > ( t r − 1 ) = ( t − 1 r − 1 ) + ( t − 1 r − 2 ) . (6)

If r ≥ 4, then k ≤ t + 1 ≤ (_{t−1} 2 ) ≤ (_{t−1} r−2 ) since t ≥ r + 1 ≥ 5 which implies together with Equation 6 that | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | ≥ t. If r = 3 and k ≤ t − 1, then from Equation 6 we have | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | ≥ t. Otherwise we have | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | = t − 1, k = t and r = 3.

Recall that x denotes the largest integer for which {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_x} ⊆ N_{H\P} [v_1].

Claim 10. Let |N_{H1} [S_1]| = | |N_{H\P} [v_1] | | = t + 1. Then v_x ∈ T_1 or v_y ∈ T_1, for some y with v_{y+1} /∈ N_{H1} [S_1] and v_1 ∈ h_y.

Proof. There is a defining hyperedge h_y incident with v_1, y ≥ x since d(v_1) > (_t r−1 ) and |N_{H1} (v_1)| = t. Note that if t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ and n are even then there are at least two such hyperedges and we may choose one with the minimum index. Hence either v_{y+1} /∈ N_{H1} [S_1] and we are done or v_{y+1} ∈ N_{H1} [S_1] and we need to show that v_x ∈ T_1.

If x = 1, then there is nothing to prove. If x = 2, then alter the path P with Permutation 3, for defining hyperedge h_y and non-defining hyperedge h incident with v_1 and v_{y+1}. In particular it removes v_1, h_1 from P and replaces h_y with h_y, v_1, h. Hence v_2 ∈ T_1 and x = 2 case is also settled.

From here we settle the final case when x ≥ 3. If there is a P non-defining hyperedge f incident with v_{x−1} and v_{y+1}, then altering P with Permutation 3 for defining hyperedge h_y and non-defining hyperedge f, we get v_x ∈ T_1, and we are done. Even more if h_{x−1} is incident with v_{x−1} and v_{y+1} with the same way we get v_x ∈ T_1 and we are done. Thus we may assume that none of the P non-defining hyperedges (and h_{x−1}) are incident with v_{x−1} and v_{y+1}. Note that, since v_2 is incident with v_1 with a non-defining hyperedge, hyperedge h_1 can also be treated as a non-defining hyperedge. Thus either we are done h_1 is not incident with both v_{x−1} and v_{y+1}. Recall N_{H\P} (v_1) = N_{H1} [S_1] \ {v_1} = t, thus each of h_1, h_2 . . . , h_{x−1} is a subset of N_{H\P} [v_1]. Hence all non-defining hyperedges incident with v_1, and the hyperedges h_1 and h_{x−1} are subsets of N_{H\P} [v_1]. Even more, none of them is incident with both v_{x−1} and v_{y+1}. Hence the number of them is upper bounded by (_{|T1|} r−1 ) − (_{|T1|−2} r−3 ) . The number of defining hyperedges incident with v_1 is upper bounded by t. Note that h_1 and h_{x−1} are double counted. Finally if r ≥ 4 we have a contradiction

d(v_1) ≤ t + ( t r − 1 ) − ( t − 2 r − 3 ) − 2 ≤ ( t r − 1 ) .

In case r = 3 the maximum number of hyperedges incident with v_1 is (|_{NH\P (v1)}| r−1 ) . We have already seen that all the non-defining hyperedges and all h_j , j < x are subsets of N_{H\P} [v_1]. For each defining hyperedge h_j , j ≥ x, if there is a hyperedge {v_1, v_{x−1}, v_{j−1}} then with Permutation 3, v_x is a terminal vertex. Otherwise if there is no such hyperedge, {v_1, v_{x−1}, v_{j−1}} for each j then we have d(v_1) ≤ (|_{NH\P (v1)}| r−1 ) = (_t r−1 ) , a contradiction.

By Claim 9 and Claim 10 it is straightforward to deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 11. If k ≤ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ + 1 and r > 3, then |T_1| > t.

Claim 12. Let r = 3, k = t ≤^{n−1}_2 and |N_{H1} [S_1]| = t. Then v_γ ∈ T_1, v_1 /∈ h_γ and v_{γ+1} /∈ N_{H\P} (v_1) for some γ ∈ {4, 5}.

Proof. Recall the degree condition of v_1, d(v_1) ≥ (_t 2 ) + 1 = (_{t−1} 2 ) + t. On the other hand d(v_1) ≤ (_{t−1} 2 ) + t, where (_{t−1} 2 ) bounds the non-defining hyperedges incident with v_1 and t bounds defining hyperedges incident with v_1. Therefore, d(v_1) = (_{t−1} 2 ) + t and all defining hyperedges incident with v_1 are not subsets of N_{H\P} [v_1] and for each pair of vertices in N_{H\P} (v_1) there is a non-defining hyperedge with v_1. By Claim 7 and the statement of Theorem 5 we have T_1 = {v_i : v_1 ∈ h_i} thus N_{H\P} [v_1] = {v_{i+1} : v_1 ∈ h_i}\u, for some vertex u. Note that v_2 /∈ N_{H\P} (v_1), otherwise by replacing h_1 with a non-defining hyperedge incident with v_1 and v_2, resulting in another Hamiltonian Berge path P^′ with the same terminal vertices. Since h_1 is not subset of N_{H\P} [v_1] we have | |N_{H\P ′} (v_1) | | = t, a contradiction to the assumption that P maximizes | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | + | |N_{H\P} (v_n) | |. Hence we have N_{H\P} [v_1] = {v_i : v_1 ∈ h_i} \ v_2. By altering P with Permutation 3 for vertex v_1 and any defining hyperedge incident with v_1 distinct from h_1 we get v_2 ∈ T_1 thus v_1 ∈ h_2 and v_3 ∈ N_{H\P} [v_1].

Let j be the minimal integer such that j > 3 and v_1 ∈ h_j . Thus v_3, v_{j+1} ∈ N_{H\P} [v_1] and there is a non-defining hyperedge {v_1, v_3, v_{j+1}}. Then by altering P with Permutation 3 for the hyperedge h_j and {v_1, v_3, v_{j+1}} the vertex v_4 ∈ T_1. If j ≠ 4, then we are done. If j = 4, then h_5 is not incident with the vertex v_1 and similarly as for v_4, the vertex v_5 is in T_1 thus we are done.

It is straightforward to conclude the following corollary.

Corollary 13. Let r = 3, k = t ≤^{n−1}_2 and |N_{H1} [S_1]| = t then |T_1| > t.

We will show that t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ . First, suppose that k ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ . For each defining hyperedge incident to v_1 there is a distinct vertex in T_1 by Claim 7. We have |T_1| ≥ k ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ by Condition 2 of Theorem 5 and the assumption that v_1 has the maximum degree among the vertices in T_1 we have t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ . If k < ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ , by Corollary 11 and Corollary 13 we have T_1 ≥ t + 1. Since v_1 has the maximum degree in T_1 we get t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ by Condition 2 of Theorem 5. Hence we have

d(v_n) ≥ d(v_1) > (⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ r − 1 ) + 1_{2|n}.

Let us assume r ≥ 4. For vertex v_n we define S_n := {v_n} ∪ {v_n, v_{n−1}, v_{n−2}, . . . , v_x′_{+1}}. Where x^′ is the smallest integer such that {v_n, v_{n−1}, v_{n−2}, . . . , v_x′ } ⊆ N_{H\P} [v_n]. It is simple to observe that N_{H\P} (v_1)^− ∩ N_{H\P} (v_n) is empty otherwise, if we have v_i ∈ N_{H\P} (v_1)^− ∩ N_{H\P} (v_n) then we have a Hamiltonian Berge cycle. Indeed, if v_i is in N_{H\P} (v_n) it means there is a P non-defining hyperedge f_n incident with v_i and v_n. Similarly, there is a non-defining hyperedge f_1 incident with v_{i+1} and v_1. Note that v_n is not incident with v_1 with a P non-defining hyperedge, otherwise, we would have a Hamiltonian Berge cycle therefore, f_1 and f_n are distinct non-defining hyperedges. The following is a Hamiltonian Berge cycle v_1, h_1, v_2, h_2, . . . , v_i, f_n, v_n, h_{n−1}, v_{v−1}, h_{n−2}, . . . , v_{i+1}, f_1, v_1 a contradiction. Similarly, we have

N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∩ N_{Hn} [S_n] = ∅

where H_n := H\P ∪{h_{n−1}, h_{n−2} . . . , h_x′ }. Indeed if v_i ∈ N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∩N_{Hn} [S_n] then x ≤ i ≤ x^′, since H is not Hamiltonian. Thus if the corresponding incidences with v_i or v_{i+1} come from a defining hyperedge h_j of P , then either j < x or j ≥ x^′. Without loss of generality let us assume j < x, then v_j , h_{j−1}, v_{j−1}, . . . v_1, f, v_{j+1}, . . . , v_n is a Hamiltonian Berge path such that h_j is not a defining hyperedge and vertices v_x, v_{x+1} . . . , v_x′ have the same position as they had in P . Thus we may assume both incidences are from non-defining hyperedges and we have a Hamiltonian Berge cycle in H, a contradiction.

Let us denote the number of defining hyperedges incidents with v_n by k_n. We assume k, k_n ≤ ⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ + 1_{r≥4}. By Claim 10 either |N_{H1} (v_1)| >

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ or we have a vertex u, such that u ∈ T_1 and u /∈ N_{H1} [S_1]^− and |N_{H1} (v_1)| = ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ . Even more, u is a terminal vertex of a Hamiltonian Berge path, after altering P with a non-defining hyperedge not incident with a vertex in S_n. Therefore, vertex u is not in N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n]. Due to the symmetry of a Berge path, we may apply Claim 10 for vertex v_n. Therefore, either |N_{Hn} [S_n]| >

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ or we have a vertex u^′ such that u^′ /∈ N_{H1} [S_1] ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n]^+.

Note that if n is even we may assume that vertices u and u^′ are not consecutive in P in this given order. Since while applying Claim 10 we may choose a different defining hyperedge h_y for the vertex v_1 and v_n. Finally we have N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n] ⊆ {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n}, N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∩ N_{Hn} [S_n] = ∅ and if there are {u}, {u^′}^− then they are not contained in N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n]. Recall |N_{H1} [S_1]^−| and |N_{Hn} [S_n]| are both at least

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ by Claim 9. We have

n+1 = 1+1_{2|n}+ (⌊ n + 1 2 ⌋ − 1 ) + ⌊ n + 1 2 ⌋ ≤ | {u, u^′} ∪ N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n] | ≤ |{v_i : i ∈ [n]}| = n, a contradiction. Note that calculations are the same if u or u^′ does not exist. We have analogous contradictions if |N_{H1} [S_1]| or |N_{Hn} [S_n]| is greater than ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ .

Let r > 3 and either k or k_n is larger than ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ + 1. Note that

{v_i : v_n ∈ h_i} ∩ N_{H\P} (v_1)^− = ∅ (7)

since otherwise we have a Hamiltonian Berge cycle. If exactly one is larger than ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ + 1, say k ≤ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ + 1 < k_n then we have N_{H\P} (v_1) ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ and {v_i : v_n ∈ h_i} ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ + 2. We have a similar contradiction since {v_i : v_n ∈ h_i}∪N_{H\P} (v_1)^− ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , n−1} and because of Equation 7. Finally if ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ + 1 < k ≤ k_n, then (⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ r − 1 ) < d(v_1) ≤ (| N_{H\P} (v_1) | | r − 1 ) + k ≤ ( n − k_n r − 1 ) + k ≤ ( n − k r − 1 ) + k. We have a contradiction similarly as before since {v_i : v_n ∈ h_i} ∩ N_{H\P} (v_1)^− ≠ ∅. Therefore, if r ≥ 4, we are done. From here we assume r = 3.

Claim 14. Let r = 3 then each defining hyperedge is incident with at most one terminal vertex of P .

Proof. Every defining hyperedge h_i, 1 < i < n − 1, is incident with at most one terminal vertex of P , since r = 3. If v_n ∈ h_1 or v_1 ∈ h_{n−1}, then there is a Berge cycle containing all vertices but v_1 or v_n. Let us assume v_n ∈ h_1 thus we have a Berge cycle containing all vertices but v_1, namely v_n, h_1, v_2, h_2, . . . , h_{n−1}, v_n If there are consecutive vertices v_i, v_{i+1} incident with v_1 and there is a hyperedge {v_i, v_{i+1}, v_1} in H we may assume h_i = {v_i, v_{i+1}, v_1}, hence it is a defining hyperedge. Therefore, the vertices incident with v_1 with a non-defining hyperedge are not consecutive on the cycle otherwise we have a Hamiltonian Berge cycle. Even more, if a defining hyperedge h_i is incident with v_1 then v_i, v_{i+1} are not incident with v_1 with a non-defining hyperedge. Therefore, the maximum degree of v_1 is at most ( n−1_2 2 ) + 1_{2|n} a contradiction. Therefore, we have all hyperedge of H incident with at most one terminal vertex of P .

From the last claim we have (N_{H1} [S_1] ∪ {v_i|v_1 ∈ h_i})^− ∩ (N_{Hn} [S_n] ∪ {v_i|v_n ∈ h_i}) = ∅ since there is no Hamiltonian Berge cycle. Also by the same claim we have k or k_n is less than ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ . If we consider the set N_{H1} [S_1] ∪ {v_i|v_1 ∈ h_i} instead of N_{H1} [S_1] and the set N_{Hn} [S_n] ∪ {v_i|v_n ∈ h_i} instead of N_{Hn} [S_n] we get a contradiction in with the same argument as for r ≥ 4.

2.2 Proof of the theorem for non-uniform hypergraphs

Proof of Theorem 5. Here we re-start proof for non-uniform hypergraphs. For some integer t, such that t > 1, we have 2^t < d(v_1) ≤ 2^{t+1}.

Claim 15. We have | N_{H\P} (v_1) | ≥ t. Proof. We may upper bound the number of P non-defining hyperedges incident with v_1 with 2|^{NH\P (v1 )}|. Thus we have

2|^{NH\P (v1 )}| + k ≥ d(v_1) > 2^t = 2^{t−1} + 2^{t−1}. (8)

For each defining hyperedge incident with v_1 there are distinct terminal vertices in T_1 hence either k ≤ t or t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ by Condition 4. If k ≤ t then because of Equation 8 we have 2|^{NH\P (v1)}| > 2^{t−1}, since t > 1 and we are done.

Note that we have k ≤ n − 1 ≤ 2⌊^{n−12} ⌋^{−1} for all n > 8. Hence if t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ then we are done because of Equation 8.

Recall that x denotes the largest integer for which {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_x} ⊆ N_{H\P} [v_1].

Claim 16. If |N_{H1} [S_1]| = t + 1 then v_x ∈ T_1 or v_y ∈ T_1 for some y, where v_{y+1} /∈ N_{H1} [S_1] and v_1 ∈ h_y.

Proof. By Claim 15, we have | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | ≥ t, hence we have | |N_{H\P} (v_1) | | = t and N_{H\P} (v_1) = N_{H1} [S_1] \ {v_1}, since N_{H\P} (v_1) ⊆ N_{H1} [S_1]. There is a defining hyperedge h_y incident with v_1, y ≥ x, since d(v_1) > 2^t and |N_{H1} (v_1)| = t. Note that if t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ and n is even then there are two such hyperedges. Since we are going to use this Claim for v_1 and v_n also we will choose different hyperedges for them. Either v_{y+1} /∈ N_{H1} [S_1] and we are done by Claim 7, or v_{y+1} ∈ N_{H1} [S_1], in this case we will show that v_x ∈ T_1.

If x = 1, then there is nothing to prove. If x = 2, then after altering the path P with Permutation 3, for a defining hyperedge h_y and non-defining hyperedge h incident with v_1 and v_{y+1}, v_2 will be a terminal vertex of the longest path. Hence we have v_x ∈ T_1 if x is two.

If x ≥ 3, then we have t ≥ x ≥ 3 and we distinguish two cases. At first, we consider t > 3 and then t = x = 3.

If x ≥ 3 and t > 3, we consider two cases. Note that v_{x−1} and v_{y+1} are elements of N_{H\P} (v_1). If there is a non-defining hyperedge incident with vertices v_{x−1} and v_{y+1} then v_x is a terminal vertex after altering P with Permutation 3 and we are done. Otherwise the number of non-defining hyperedges incident with v_1 is at most 2^t − 2^{t−2}. Note that either k ≤ t or k > t. If k > t then t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ and k ≤ n − 1 ≤ 2⌊^{n−12} ⌋^{−2} ≤ 2^{t−2} since n ≥ 13. If k ≤ t, then k ≤ t ≤ 2^{t−2} since t > 3.

Finally we can upper bound the degree of v_1, 2^t < d(v_1) ≤ k + 2^t − 2^{t−2} ≤ 2^t, a contradiction.

Here we consider the final case when x = t = 3. If there is a non-defining hyperedge h incident with v_2 and v_{y+1}, then v_3 is a terminal vertex after altering the path P with Permutation 3, for a defining hyperedge h_y and non-defining hyperedge h. Note that, if v_2, v_{y+1} ∈ h_1 we can replace h_1 with some a non-defining hyperedge incident with v_1 and v_2 since v_2 ∈ N_{H\P} (v_1) and alter the new path with Permutation 3, for defining hyperedge h_y and non-defining hyperedge h_1 then v_3 is a terminal vertex and we are done. Hence we may assume all P non-defining hyperedges and h_1 are not incident with both v_2 and v_{y+1} vertices. Recall that since N_{H\P} (v_1) = N_{H1} [S_1] we have hyperedges h_1, h_2, . . . , h_x ⊆ N_{H1} [v_1]. The degree of v_1 can be upper bounded by the number of non-defining hyperedges which is at most 2^t − 2^{t−2}, even more, the bound includes hyperedge h_1. Since t = 3, the defining hyperedges incident with v_1 is at most three including h_1. Hence we have a contradiction 2^3 < d(v_1) ≤ (3 − 1) + (2^3 − 2^{3−2}) = 2^3.

From the last claim we have T_1 ≥ t + 1, hence since v_1 has the maximum degree in T_1, we have t ≥ ⌊_{n−1} 2 ⌋ and d(v_1) > 2⌊^{n−12} ⌋ + 1_{2|n} by Condition 4 and 5 of Theorem 6. Note that we can define the set N_{Hn} [S_n] for the vertex v_n as for v_1. We have N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∩ N_{Hn} [S_n] = ∅ otherwise we have a Hamiltonian cycle. Recall that we have |N_{H1} [S_1]^−| ≥

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ , and we have the same inequality for S_n, namely |N_{Hn} [S_n]| ≥

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ by symmetry of a Berge path.

Let T^′_1 be N_{H1} [S_1] if |N_{H1} [S_1]| >

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ . If |N_{H1} [S_1]| =

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ , then there is a vertex u, such that u ∈ T_1 and u /∈ N_{H1} (v_1)^− by Claim 16. We denote the set N_{H1} [S_1] ∪ {u} by T^′_1 . Note that u cannot be a terminal vertex after altering P using hyperedges which are not incident with a vertex in S_n, otherwise, there is a Hamiltonian Berge cycle. Hence we have u /∈ N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n]. Let T^′_n be N_{Hn} [S_n] if |N_{Hn} [S_n]| >

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ . If |N_{Hn} [S_n]| =

⌊_{n+1} 2 ⌋ , then there is a vertex u^′, such that u^′ ∈ T_n and u^′ /∈ N_{Hn} (v_n)^+ by Claim 16. We denote the set N_{Hn} [S_n] ∪ {u^′} by T^′_n. Note that u^′ cannot be a terminal vertex after altering P using hyperedges that are not incident with a vertex in S_1, otherwise, there is a Hamiltonian Berge cycle. Hence we have {u^′}^− ⊈ N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n]. Even more, if n is even and both of the vertices u and u^′ exist then we have {u} ≠ {u^′}^−. Since we have N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∪ N_{Hn} [S_n] ⊆ {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n}, N_{H1} [S_1]^− ∩ N_{Hn} [S_n] = ∅. We have a contradiction

n + 1 = 2 ⌊ n + 1 2 ⌋ − 1 + 1 + 1_{2|n} ≤ | (T^′_1)^− ∪ T^′_n) | ≤ |{v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n}| = n.

3 Concluding remarks

The next natural step in this direction would be finding the necessary and sufficient conditions for a degree sequence to be r-Hamiltonian. In particular, generalization of Chvátal’s Theorem 2. We believe that Chvátal’s condition would be only sufficient but not necessary for hypergraphs. We pose the following Conjecture.

Conjecture 1. An integer sequence (d_1, d_2, . . . , d_n) such that d_1 ≤ d_2 ≤ . . . ≤ d_n, n > 2r and r ≥ 3 is r-Hamiltonian if the following conditions hold

d_i > i for 1 ≤ i < r, (9) and If d_i ≤ ( i r − 1 ) then d_{n−i} > ( n − i − 1 r − 1 ) for r ≤ i ≤ ⌊ n − 1 2 ⌋ , (10)

If d n−2_2 ≤ (_{n−2} 2 r − 1 ) + 1 then d n+2_2 > (_n 2 − 2 r − 1 ) + ( n 2 + 1) (_n 2 − 2 r − 2 ) if n is even. (11)

At the same time, we find it challenging to pose any conjecture with the necessary and sufficient conditions.

4 Acknowledgements

I would like to thank Ervin Győri for the helpful discussions and their comments on the earlier stages of this work.

We extend our sincerest gratitude to the reviewer for their meticulous reading and invaluable suggestions, which have significantly enhanced the quality of the presentation. We deeply appreciate the time and effort dedicated to reviewing our manuscript, which has undoubtedly contributed to improving this work.

The research is supported by the National Research, Development, and Innovation Office – NKFIH, grant K132696.

References

[1] Claude Berge. Graphs and hypergraphs. North-Holland Pub. Co., 1973.

[2] Jean-Claude Bermond, Anne Germa, Marie-Claude Heydemann, and Dominique Sotteau. Hypergraphes hamiltoniens. In Problèmes combinatoires et théorie des graphes, Colloque International CNRS, 260, volume 260, pages 39–43. CNRS, 1978.

[3] JA Bondy. Properties of graphs with constraints on degrees. Studia Sci. Math. Hungar, 4:473–475, 1969.

[4] Candida Bowtell and Joseph Hyde. A degree sequence strengthening of the vertex degree threshold for a perfect matching in 3-uniform hypergraphs. SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 36(2):1038–1063, 2022.

[5] Václav Chvátal. On hamilton’s ideals. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 12(2):163– 168, 1972.

[6] Matthew Coulson and Guillem Perarnau. A rainbow dirac’s theorem. SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 34(3):1670–1692, 2020.

[7] Gabriel Andrew Dirac. Some theorems on abstract graphs. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 3(1):69–81, 1952.

[8] Beka Ergemlidze, Ervin Győri, Abhishek Methuku, Nika Salia, Casey Tompkins, and Oscar Zamora. Avoiding long berge cycles: the missing cases k= r+ 1 and k= r+ 2. Combinatorics, Probability and Computing, 29(3):423–435, 2020.

[9] Zoltán Füredi, Alexandr Kostochka, and Ruth Luo. Avoiding long berge cycles. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 137:55–64, 2019.

[10] Zoltan Furedi, Alexandr Kostochka, and Ruth Luo. Berge cycles in non-uniform hypergraphs.

Electronic Journal of combinatorics, 27(3):P3.9, 2020.

[11] Dániel Gerbner, Dániel T Nagy, Balázs Patkós, Nika Salia, and Máté Vizer. Stability of extremal connected hypergraphs avoiding berge-paths. European Journal of Combinatorics, 118:103930, 2024.

[12] Ronald J Gould. Advances on the hamiltonian problem–a survey. Graphs and Combinatorics, 19(1):7–52, 2003.

[13] Ronald J Gould. Recent advances on the hamiltonian problem: Survey iii. Graphs and Combinatorics, 30(1):1–46, 2014.

[14] Ervin Győri, Nathan Lemons, Nika Salia, and Oscar Zamora. The structure of hypergraphs without long berge cycles. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 148:239–250, 2021.

[15] Ervin Győri, Nika Salia, and Oscar Zamora. Connected hypergraphs without long berge-paths.

European Journal of Combinatorics, 96:103353, 2021.

[16] Hip Hàn, Yury Person, and Mathias Schacht. On perfect matchings in uniform hypergraphs with large minimum vertex degree. SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 23(2):732–748, 2009.

[17] Bill Jackson. Cycles in bipartite graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 30(3):332– 342, 1981.

[18] Bill Jackson. Long cycles in bipartite graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 38(2):118–131, 1985.

[19] Tao Jiang and Jie Ma. Cycles of given lengths in hypergraphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 133:54–77, 2018.

[20] Gyula Y Katona and Hal A Kierstead. Hamiltonian chains in hypergraphs. Journal of Graph Theory, 30(3):205–212, 1999.

[21] Alexandr Kostochka, Mikhail Lavrov, Ruth Luo, and Dara Zirlin. Conditions for a bigraph to be super-cyclic. Electronic Journal of combinatorics, 28(1):P1.2, 2021.

[22] Alexandr Kostochka, Mikhail Lavrov, Ruth Luo, and Dara Zirlin. Longest cycles in 3-connected hypergraphs and bipartite graphs. Journal of Graph Theory, 99(4):758–782, 2022.

[23] Alexandr Kostochka and Ruth Luo. On r-uniform hypergraphs with circumference less than r.

Discrete Applied Mathematics, 276:69–91, 2020.

[24] Alexandr Kostochka, Ruth Luo, and Grace McCourt. Dirac’s theorem for hamiltonian berge cycles in uniform hypergraphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.12637, 2021.

[25] Alexandr Kostochka, Ruth Luo, and Dara Zirlin. Super-pancyclic hypergraphs and bipartite graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 145:450–465, 2020.

[26] Lajos Posa. A theorem concerning hamilton lines. Magyar Tud. Akad. Mat. Kutató Int. Közl, 7:225–226, 1962.

[27] Vojtěch Rödl, Endre Szemerédi, and Andrzej Ruciński. An approximate dirac-type theorem for k-uniform hypergraphs. Combinatorica, 28(2):229–260, 2008.

[28] Bjarne Schülke. A pair degree condition for hamiltonian cycles in 3-uniform hypergraphs.

Combinatorics, Probability and Computing, 32(5):762–781, 2023.

[29] William T Tutte. A theorem on planar graphs. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 82(1):99–116, 1956.