arXiv:2201.12844v1 [math.CO] 30 Jan 2022

ANOTHER VIEW OF BIPARTITE RAMSEY NUMBERS

YASER ROWSHAN^1 AND MOSTAFA GHOLAMI^1

Abstract. For bipartite graphs G and H and a positive integer m, the m-bipartite Ramsey number BRm(G, H) of G and H is the smallest integer n, such that every red-blue coloring of Km,n results in a red G or a blue H. Zhenming Bi, Gary Chartrand and Ping Zhang in [1] evaluate this numbers for all positive integers m when G = K2,2 and H ∈ {K2,3, K3,3}, especially in a long and hard argument they showed that BR5(K2,2, K3,3) = BR6(K2,2, K3,3) = 12 and BR7(K2,2, K3,3) = BR8(K2,2, K3,3) = 9. In this article, by a short and easy argument we determine the exact value of BRm(K2,2, K3,3) for each m ≥ 1.

1. Introduction

For given bipartite graphs G_1, G_2, . . . , G_t the bipartite Ramsey number BR(G_1, G_2, . . . , G_t) is defined as the smallest positive integer b, such that any t-edge-coloring of the complete bipartite graph K_{b,b} contains a monochromatic subgraph isomorphic to G_i, colored with the ith color for some i. One can refer to [3, 5, 6, 8, 9] and their references for further studies.

We now consider red-blue colorings of complete bipartite graphs when the numbers of vertices in the two partite sets need not differ by at most 1. For bipartite graphs G and H and a positive integer m, the m-bipartite Ramsey number BR_m(G, H) of G and H is the smallest integer n, such that every red-blue coloring of K_{m,n} results in a red G or a blue H. Zhenming Bi, Gary Chartrand and Ping Zhang in [1] evaluate this numbers for all positive integers m when G = K_{2,2} and H = K_{3,3}, especially in a long and hard argument they showed that:

Theorem 1 (Main results). Suppose that m ≥ 2 be a positive integer. Then:

BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) = does not exist, if m = 2, 3, 15 if m = 4, 12 if m = 5, 6, 9 if m = 7, 8. In this article, we come up with a short and easy argument to prove Theorem 1.

2. Preparations

In this article, we are only concerned with undirected, simple, and finite graphs. We follow [2] for terminology and notations not defined here. Let G be a graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(G). The degree of a vertex v ∈ V (G) is denoted by deg_G(v), or simply by deg(v). The neighborhood N_G(v) of a vertex v is the set of all vertices of G adjacent to v and satisfies |N_G(v)| = deg_G(v). The minimum and maximum degrees of vertices of G are denoted by δ(G) and Δ(G), respectively. As usual, the complete bipartite graph with bipartition (X, Y ), where |X| = m and |Y | = n, is denoted by K_{m,n}. We use [X, Y ] to denote the set of edges between a bipartition (X, Y )

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 05D10, 05C55.

Key words and phrases. Ramsey numbers, Bipartite Ramsey numbers, complete graphs, m-bipartite Ramsey number. 1

of G. The complement of a graph G, denoted by G. H is n-colorable to (G_1, G_2, . . . , G_n) if there exists a n-edge decomposition of H, say (H_1, H_2, . . . , H_n) where G_i ⊈ H_i for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n. We use H → (G_1, G_2, . . . , G_n), to show that H is n-colorable to (G_1, G_2, . . . , G_n).

Definition 1. The Zarankiewicz number z((m, n), K_{t,t}) is defined as the maximum number of edges in any subgraph G of the complete bipartite graph K_{m,n}, so that G does not contain K_{t,t} as a subgraph.

By using the bounds in Table 4 of [4], the following proposition holds.

Proposition 1. ( [4])The following result on Zarankiewicz number is true:

• z((7, 9), K_{3,3}) ≤ 40.

Hattingh and Henning in [7] determined the exact value of the bipartite Ramsey number of BR(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) as follow:

Theorem 2. [7] BR(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) = 9.

Lemma 1. Suppose that G be a subgraph of K_{m,n}, where n ≥ 6, and m ≥ 4. If there exists a vertex of V (G) say w, so that deg_G(w) ≥ 6, then either K_{2,2} ⊆ G or K_{3,3} ⊆ G.

Proof. W.l.g suppose that w ∈ X, and N_G(w) = Y^′, where |Y^′| ≥ 6. Assume that K_{2,2} ⊈ G, therefore |N_G(w^′) ∩ Y^′| ≤ 1 fore each w^′ ∈ X \ {w}. Now, as |X| ≥ 4 and |Y^′| = 6, then one can say that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X \ {w}, Y^′], which means that the proof is complete. ■

3. Proof of the main results

To prove our main results, namely Theorem 1, we begin with the following theorem.

Theorem 3. BR_4(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) = 15.

Proof. By Figure 1, one can check that K_{2,2} ⊈ G. Also, by Figure 1, it can be said that for each X^′ = {x, x^′, x^{′′}} ⊆ {x_1, . . . , x_2} and Y^′ = {y, y^′, y^{′′}} ⊆ {y_1, . . . , y_{14}}, there is at least one edge of E([X^′, Y^′]) say e, so that e ∈ E(G). Which means that G is K_{3,3}-free. So, K_{4,14} → (K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}).

y_1y_2y_3y_4y_5y_6y_7y_8y_9y_{10}y_{11}y_{12}y_{13}y_{14} x_1x_2x_3x_4

Figure 1. Edge disjoint subgraphs G and G of K_{4,14}.

Let (X = {x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4}, Y = {y_1, y_2, . . . , y_{15}}) be the partition sets of K_{4,15} and suppose that G ⊆ K_{4,15}, such that K_{2,2} ⊈ G. Consider Δ = Δ(G_X )( the maximum degree of vertices in the part X in G). Since K_{2,2} ⊈ G, if Δ ≥ 6 then the proof is complete by Lemma 1. Also, if Δ ≤ 4, then K_{3,3} ⊆ G. Hence assume that Δ = 5 and let Δ = |Y^′ = N_G(x)|. Since K_{2,2} ⊈ G, thus |N_G(x^′) ∩ Y^′| ≤ 1 for each x^′ ≠ x. If either there exists a vertex of X \ {x} say x^′, so that |N_G(x^′)∩Y_1| = 0 or there exist two vertices of X\{x} say x^′, x^{′′}, such that N_G(x^′)∩Y^′ = N_G(x^{′′})∩Y^′, then it can be said that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X \ {x}, Y^′]. Therefore, we may assume that |N_G(x^′) ∩ Y^′| = 1 and N_G(x^′) ∩ Y^′ ≠ N_G(x^{′′}) ∩ Y^′ for each x^′, x^{′′} ∈ X \ {x}. W.l.g let x = x_1 and Y^′ = {y_1, . . . , y_5}. Now, for i = 2, 3, consider |N_G(x_i) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)|. As Δ = 5, then either |N_G(x_i) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)| ≤ 3 for one 2

i = 2, 3, or |N_G(x_i) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)| = 4 and |N_G(x_2) ∩ N_G(x_3) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)| = 1. Therefore, as |Y | = 15, it is easy to say that | ∪^{i=3}_{i=1} N(x_i) ∩ Y | ≤ 12, that is K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_1, x_2, x_3}, Y \ ∪^{i=3}_{i=1}N(x_i)], which means that the proof is complete. ■

Theorem 4. Suppose that m ∈ {5, 6}, then BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) = 12.

Proof. If we prove the theorem for m = 5, then for m = 6 the proof is trivial. Hence, let m = 5 and assume that (X = {x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, x_5}, Y = {y_1, y_2, . . . , y_{12}}) be the partition sets of K_{5,12} and G ⊆ K_{5,12}, where K_{2,2} ⊈ G. Consider Δ(G_X ) = Δ. Since K_{2,2} ⊈ G, if Δ ≥ 6 then the proof is complete by Lemma 1. For Δ ≤ 3, it is clear that K_{3,3} ⊆ G. Hence Δ ∈ {4, 5}.

First assume that Δ = 4. W.l.g assume that Y_1 = {y_1, . . . , y_4} = N_G(x_1). Since K_{2,2} ⊈ G, we have |N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_1| ≤ 1, for each x_i ∈ X \ {x_1}. Now we have the following claims:

Claim 1. For each x ∈ X, we have |N_G(x)| = 4 = Δ.

Proof of Claim 1. By contrary assume that |N_G(x)| ≤ 3 for at least one member of X \ {x_1} say x^′. Let N_G(x^′) = Y_2. As |X| = 5, there are at least two vertices of X \ {x^′} say x_i, x_j, such that |N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_2| = 1, otherwise K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X \ {x_2}, Y_2]. Therefore as |Y | = 12 and Δ = 4 it can be said that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x^′, x_i, x_j }, Y \ Y_2]. ■

Claim 2. For each x ∈ X \ {x_1}, we have |N_G(x_1) ∩ N_G(x)| = 1.

Proof of Claim 2. By contradiction, let |N_G(x_1) ∩ N_G(x)| = 0 for at least one member of X \ {x_1} say x. W.l.g let x = x_2 and by Claim 1 let N_G(x_2) ∩ Y = {y_5, y_6, y_7, y_8}. For i = 1, 2, as |Y_i| = 4, if either |N_G(x_j ) ∩ Y_i| = 0 for at least one i ∈ {1, 2} and one j ∈ {3, 4, 5} or there exist j, j^′ ∈ {3, 5, 5} such that |N_G(x_j ) ∩ N_G(x_j′ ) ∩ Y_i| = 1 for one i ∈ {1, 2}, then K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X \ {x_i}, Y_i]. So, let |N_G(x_j ) ∩ Y_i| = 1 and N_G(x_j ) ∩ Y_i ≠ N_G(x_j′ ) ∩ Y_i for each i ∈ {1, 2} and each j, j^′ ∈ {3, 4, 5}. W.l.g let x_3y_1, x_3y_5, x_4y_2, x_4y_6, x_5y_3, x_5y_7 ∈ E(G). Now, since |Y | = 12, by Claim 1, we have |N_G(x_j ) ∩ Y_3| = 2 for each x ∈ {x_3, x_4, x_5}, in which Y_3 = {y_9, y_{10}, y_{11}, y_{12}}, Therefore one can say that there exists at least one vertex of Y_3 say y, so that |N_G(y) ∩ {x_3, x_4, x_5}| ≤ 1. W.l.g let y = y_9 and assume that x_3y_9, x_4y_9 ∈ E(G). Hence one can say that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_2, x_3, x_4}, {y_3, y_4, y_9}]. ■

So by Claim 1, w.l.g let Y_1 = {y_1, . . . , y_4} = N_G(x_1), and Y_2 = {y_1, y_5, y_6, y_7} = N_G(x_2) and by Claim 2, |N_G(x_i) ∩ N_G(x)| = 1 for each i = 1, 2 and each x ≠ x_i. Now, as Δ = 4 and |Y | = 12, if there exists a vertex of {x_3, x_4, x_5} say x, so that xy_1 ∈ E(G), then it can be checked that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_1, x_2, x}, Y \ (Y_1 ∪ Y_2)]. Hence assume that x_iy_1 ∈ E(G) for each i = 2, 3, 4, 5, which means that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_2, x_3, x_4}, Y_1 \ {y_1}]. Hence for the case that Δ = 4 the theorem holds.

Now assume that Δ = 5. Let X^′ = {x ∈ X, deg_G(x) = 5}. Now we have the following fact:

Fact 4.1. If |X^′| = 1, then the proof is complete.

Proof of the fact: We may suppose that X^′ = {x_1}. W.l.g let Y_1 = {y_1, . . . , y_5} = N_G(x_1). Since K_{2,2} ⊈ G, we have |N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_1| ≤ 1, for each x_i ∈ X \ {x_1}. As |Y_1| = 5, one can assume that |N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_1| = 1 and N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_1 ≠ N_G(x_j ) ∩ Y_1 for each i, j ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5}, otherwise K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X \ {x_1}, Y_1]. Therefore, w.l.g suppose that x_2y_1, x_3y_2, x_4y_3, x_5y_4 ∈ E(G). Now, one can say that |N_G(x_i) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)| = 3 for at least three vertices of X \ {x_1}. Otherwise, if there exist at least two vertices of X \ {x_1} say x_2, x_3 so that |N_G(x_i) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)| ≤ 2, since |Y | = 12 it can be said that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_1, x_2, x_3}, Y \ Y_1]. So, assume that |N_G(x_i) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)| = 3 for each i ∈ {2, 3, 4} and let Y_i = N_G(x_i). Now, w.l.g we may suppose that Y_2 = {y_1, y_6, y_7, y_8} = N_G(x_2). As K_{2,2} ⊈ G, we have |N_G(x_i) ∩ ({y_6, y_7, y_8})| ≤ 1 for each i ∈ {3, 4, 5}. With symmetry, for each i ∈ {6, 7, 8}, we have |N_G(y_i) ∩ {x_3, x_4, x_5}| ≥ 1. Otherwise, if there exists at least one vertex of Y_2 \ {y_1} say y so that |N_G(y) ∩ ({x_3, x_4, x_5})| = 0, then K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_3, x_4, x_5}, {y_1, y_5, y}]. Hence w.l.g let x_3y_6, x_4y_7, x_5y_8 ∈ E(G) and suppose that Y_3 = {y_1, y_6, y_9, y_{10}} = N_G(x_3). As K_{2,2} ⊈ G, we have 3

N_G(y_9) ∩ ({x_4, x_5}) ≠ N_G(y_{10}) ∩ ({x_4, x_5}), and |N_G(y_9) ∩ {x_4, x_5}| = |N_G(y_{10}) ∩ {x_4, x_5}| = 1. W.l.g let x_4y_9, x_5y_{10} ∈ E(G). Since |N_G(x_4) ∩ (Y \ Y_1)| = 3, we have |N_G(x_4) ∩ {y_{11}, y_{12}}| = 1, w.l.g assume that x_4y_{11} ∈ E(G). Therefore, K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_2, x_3, x_4}, {y_4, y_5, y_{12}}], which means that the proof of the fact is complete.

So, by Fact 4.1, assume that x_1, x_2 ∈ X^′, and Y_1 = {y_1, . . . , y_5} = N_G(x_1). Since K_{2,2} ⊈ G, we have |N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_1| ≤ 1, for each x_i ∈ X \ {x_1}. Also since |Y_1| = 5, one can assume that |N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_1| = 1 and N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_1 ≠ N_G(x_j ) ∩ Y_1 for each i, j ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5}, otherwise K_{3,3} ⊂ G. Therefore, w.l.g suppose that Y_2 = {y_1, y_6, y_7, y_8, y_9} and x_3y_2, x_4y_3, x_5y_4 ∈ E(G). With symmetry we have |N_G(x_i) ∩ Y_2 \ {y_1}| = 1 and N_G(x_i) ∩ (Y_2 \ {y_1}) ≠ N_G(x_j ) ∩ (Y_2 \ {y_1}) for each i, j ∈ {3, 4, 5}. Now, w.l.g we may suppose that x_3y_6, x_4y_7, x_5y_8 ∈ E(G). Therefore one can say that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_3, x_4, x_5}, {y_1, y_5, y_9}]. Hence, BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) ≤ 12 for m = 5, 6.

To show that BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) ≥ 12, decompose the edges of K_{6,11} into graphs G and G, where G is shown in Figure 2. By Figure 2 it can be checked that, K_{6,11} → (K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}), which means that BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) = 12.

y_1y_2y_3y_4y_5y_6y_7y_8y_9y_{10}y_{11} x_1x_2x_3x_4x_5x_6

Figure 2. Edge disjoint subgraphs G and G of K_{6,11}. ■ Theorem 5. Suppose that m ∈ {7, 8}, then BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) = 9.

Proof. Suppose that (X = {x_1, . . . , x_7}, Y = {y_1, y_2, . . . , y_9}) be the partition sets of K_{7,9}. Consider G ⊆ K_{7,9}, where K_{2,2} ⊈ G. If there exists a vertex of X say x, such that deg_G(x) ≥ 5, then as K_{2,2} ⊈ G, we have |N_G(x_i) ∩ N_G(x)| ≤ 1, hence |X| = 7, by the pigeon-hole principle it can be said that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X \ {x}, N_G(x)]. Also by Proposition 1, since z((7, 9), K_{3,3} ) ≤ 40, one can say that |N_G(x)| = 4 for at least two vertices of X. Otherwise |E(G)| ≥ 41, so K_{3,3} ⊆ G. W.l.g let deg_G(x_i) = 4 for each x ∈ X^′, and let x_1, x_2 ∈ X^′. Now, we have the following claim:

Claim 3. For each x ∈ X and each x^′ ∈ X^′, |N_G(x) ∩ N_G(x^′)| = 1.

Proof of Claim 3. By contradiction, let |N_G(x) ∩ N_G(x^′)| = 0 for some x ∈ X and some x^′ ∈ X^′. If |N_G(x) ∩ N_G(x^′)| = 0 for at least two vertices of X, then it is clear that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X, Y_1]. So, w.l.g let x^′ = x_1 and N_G(x_1) = Y_1. Therefore as |Y_1| = 4 and |X| = 7, then by the pigeon-hole principle there exist at least two vertices of X \ {x_1, x} say x^′, x^{′′} so that N_G(x^′) ∩ Y_1 = N_G(x^{′′}) ∩ Y_1, which means that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x, x^′, x^{′′}}, Y_1]. ■

Now, by Claim 3 w.l.g let N_G(x_1) ∩ Y_1 = {y_1, y_2, y_3, y_4} and N_G(x_2) ∩ Y_2 = {y_1, y_5, y_6, y_7}. By considering |X^′| we have two case as follow:

Case 1: |X^′| ≥ 3. W.l.g assume that x_3 ∈ X^′, therefore Claim 3 limits us to N_G(x_3) ∩ Y_3 = {y, y^′, y_8, y_9}, where y ∈ {y_2, y_3, y_4} and y^′ ∈ {y_5, y_6, y_7}. W.l.g assume that y = y_2, y^′ = y_5. So, as K_{2,2} ⊈ G we have |X^′| = 3, and |N_G(x) ∩ Y_i| ≤ 1 for each i = 1, 2, 3 and each x ∈ X \ X^′. If there exist at least two vertices of X \ X^′ say x^′, x^{′′} such that |N_G(w) ∩ {y_1, y_2, y_5}| = 1, for each w ∈ {x^′, x^{′′}}, then |N_G(w)| ≤ 2, otherwise K_{2,2} ⊆ G, a contradiction, so as |X^′| = 3 and 4

|N_G(x^′)| ≤ 2, we have |E(G)| ≤ 22, therefore |E(G)| ≥ 41, and by Proposition 1, K_{3,3} ⊆ G. Hence, suppose that |N_G(x^′) ∩ {y_1, y_2, y_5}| = 0 for at least three vertices of X \ X^′. Which means that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X \ X^′, {y_1, y_2, y_5}].

Case 2: |X^′| = 2. By Proposition 1, we have |N_G(x)| = 3 for each x ∈ X \ X^′. Now we have the following claim:

Claim 4. If there exist a vertex of X \ X^′ say x, so that xy_1 ∈ E(G), then K_{3,3} ⊆ G.

Proof of Claim 4. If xy_1 ∈ E(G) for at least two vertices of X\X^′, then K_{3,3} ⊆ G[X\{x_1}, Y_1\{y_1}]. So, w.l.g let x_3y_1 ∈ E(G). Since |N_G(x_3)| = 3, we have N_G(x_3) = Y_3 = {y_1, y_8, y_9}. Now consider X^{′′} = {x_4, x_5, x_6, x_7}. As |N_G(x)| = 3, for each x ∈ X^{′′}, we have |N_G(x) ∩ Y_i \ {y_1}| = 1. Also as |X^{′′}| = 4, and |Y_i \ {y_1}| = 3 for i = 1, 2, then by the pigeon-hole principle there are at least two vertices of X^{′′}, say x_4, x_5, such that N_G(x_4) ∩ Y_1 \ {y_1} = N_G(x_5) ∩ Y_1 \ {y_1} = {y}. W.l.g assume that y = y_2. Also by the pigeon-hole principle one can say that there is at least one vertex of Y_2 \ {y_1} say y^′, such that y^′x_4, y^′x_5 ∈ E(G). W.l.g let y^′ = y_5. Hence, it can be checked that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_3, x_4, x_5}, {y_3, y_4, y_5}]. ■

Now, by Claim 4 we may assume that xy_1 ∈ E(G) for each x ∈ X \ X^′. By Claim 3, for each x ∈ X\{x_1, x_2} = X^{′′} and each x^′ ∈ {x_1, x_2}, we have |N_G(x)∩N_G(x^′)| = 1. Now, since |X\X^′| = 5, by the pigeon-hole principle there exists two vertices of {y_2, y_3, y_4} say y_2, y_3, such that |N_G(y_i) ∩ X^{′′′}| = 2, where i = 2, 3. W.l.g let N_G(y_2) ∩ X^{′′′} = {x_3, x_4} and N_G(y_3) ∩ X^{′′′} = {x_5, x_6}. Since K_{2,2} ⊈ G, xy_1 ∈ E(G) and |N_G(x) ∩ N_G(x_2)| = 1, we may assume that x_3y_5, x_4y_6 ∈ E(G). Also for at least one i ∈ {5, 6} w have x_iy_7 ∈ E(G), otherwise it can be said that K_{2,2} ⊆ G, a contradiction. Hence assume that x_5y_7 ∈ E(G), Therefore one can check that K_{3,3} ⊆ G[{x_3, x_4, x_5}, {y_1, y_4, y_7}]. Which means that in any case K_{3,3} ⊆ G.

Hence by Cases 1,2, we have BR_7(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) ≤ 9. This also implies that every red-blue coloring of K_{8,9} results in a red K_{2,2} or a blue K_{3,3}. Therefore by Theorem 2 as K_{8,8} → (K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) we have BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) = 9 where m = 7, 8. Hence the proof is complete. ■

Proof of Theorem 1. For m = 2, 3, it is easy to say that BR_m(K_{2,2}, K_{3,3}) does not exist. Now, by combining Theorem 3, 4 and 5 we conclude that the proof of Theorem 1 is complete. ■

References

[1] Zhenming Bi, Gary Chartrand, and Ping Zhang. Another view of bipartite ramsey numbers. Discussiones Mathematicae: Graph Theory, 38(2), 2018.

[2] John Adrian Bondy, Uppaluri Siva Ramachandra Murty, et al. Graph theory with applications, volume 290.

Macmillan London, 1976.

[3] Gary Chartrand and Ping Zhang. New directions in ramsey theory. Discrete Math. Lett, 6:84–96, 2021. [4] Alex F Collins, Alexander WN Riasanovsky, John C Wallace, and Stanisław Radziszowski. Zarankiewicz numbers and bipartite ramsey numbers. Journal of Algorithms and Computation, 47:63–78, 2016.

[5] Mostafa Gholami and Yaser Rowshan. The bipartite ramsey numbers br(c 8, c {2n}). arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.02630, 2021.

[6] Imre Hatala, Tamás Héger, and Sam Mattheus. New values for the bipartite ramsey number of the four-cycle versus stars. Discrete Mathematics, 344(5):112320, 2021.

[7] Johannes H Hattingh and Michael A Henning. Bipartite ramsey theory. Utilitas Mathematica, 53:217–230, 1998. [8] Yaser Rowshan and Mostafa Gholami. A proof of a conjecture on ramsey numbers b(2, 2, 3). arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.03572, 2021.

[9] Yaser Rowshan, Mostafa Gholami, and Stanford Shateyi. The size, multipartite ramsey numbers for nk2 versus path–path and cycle. Mathematics, 9(7):764, 2021.

1Department of Mathematics, Institute for Advanced Studies in Basic Sciences (IASBS), Zanjan 66731-45137, Iran

Email address: y.rowshan@iasbs.ac.ir, y.rowshan.math@gmail.com Email address: gholami.m@iasbs.ac.ir 5