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Abstract

The Linear Arboricity Conjecture asserts that the linear arboricity
of a graph with maximum degree A is [(A + 1)/2]. For a 2k-regular
graph G, this implies la(G) = k+ 1. In this note, we utilize a network
flow construction to establish upper bounds on la(G) conditioned on
the girth g(G). We prove that if g(G) > 2k, the conjecture holds true,
i.e., la(G) < k+1. Furthermore, we demonstrate that for graphs with
girth g(G) at least k, k/2, k/4 and 2k/c for any integer constant ¢, the
linear arboricity la(G) satisfies the upper bounds k + 2, k+ 3, k+5
and k + [%L respectively. Our approach relies on decomposing the
graph into k edge-disjoint 2-factors and constructing an auxiliary flow
network with lower bound constraints to identify a sparse transversal
subgraph that intersects every cycle in the decomposition.
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1 Introduction

A linear forest is a graph in which every connected component is a path. The
linear arboricity of a graph GG, denoted by la(G), is defined as the minimum
number of linear forests whose edge sets partition the edge set E(G). This
concept was introduced by Harary [Har70] as a natural refinement of the
arboricity of a graph, covering G with paths rather than general forests.
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For any graph G with maximum degree A(G), simple counting arguments
provide a trivial lower bound. Since every vertex v has degree d(v) and the
maximum degree in a linear forest is 2 (at internal nodes) or 1 (at endpoints),
at least [A(G)/2] linear forests are required to cover the edges incident to a
vertex of maximum degree. Thus, la(G) > [A(G)/2].

In 1981, Akiyama, Exoo, and Harary proposed the following conjecture,
asserting that this lower bound is nearly tight:

Conjecture 1 (Linear Arboricity Conjecture [AEH81]). For any graph G
with mazimum degree A,

la(G) = [%W .

The conjecture has been verified for specific classes of graphs, including
trees, complete graphs, and complete bipartite graphs [AEH80, AEHS81]. In
1988, Alon [Alo88| proved using probabilistic methods that the conjecture
holds asymptotically; that is, la(G) = § + o(A) as A — oco. Ferber, Fox
and Jain [FFJ20] established an upper bound of A/2 + O(A%%1) which was
further improved to A/2 + 3v/Alog* A by Lang and Postle [LP23] when A
is sufficiently large. However, the exact conjecture remains open for general
graphs.

This note focuses on the case of 2k-regular graphs. For a 2k-regular graph
G, the lower bound is [2k/2] = k. However, since a union of k linear forests
has maximum degree 2k only if every vertex is an internal node of a path
in every forest (implying the forests are spanning cycles), it is impossible to
cover a regular graph with k linear forests. Thus, for regular graphs, the
conjecture specifically predicts:

la(G) =k +1.

While probabilistic approaches like the Lovéasz Local Lemma are powerful
for general bounds, constructive arguments often provide sharper insights
for structured subclasses.

1.1  Our results

In this paper, we explore the relationship between the girth of a graph, de-
noted g(G), and its linear arboricity. We utilize Petersen’s 2-Factor Theorem
[Pet91] to decompose the 2k regular graph into k edge-disjoint 2-factors, re-
ducing the problem to finding a sparse transversal subgraph that intersects
every cycle. We formulate this cycle-breaking problem as a network flow



problem with lower bound constraints. By applying the Integrality Theorem
for circulations [Hof60], we derive deterministic upper bounds for regular
graphs with high girth. Our main results establish that if g(G) > 2k, the
Linear Arboricity Conjecture holds (i.e., la(G) < k+1). This is an improve-
ment to the Theorem 2.1 of [Alo88]. Furthermore, we show that a weaker
bounds of k42, k+3, k+5 and k+ [36—;2w can be achieved under the relaxed
conditions on girth ¢(G) at least k, k/2, k/4 and 2k/c, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, all graphs are finite, simple, and undirected unless otherwise
stated. For a graph G = (V, E), let V(G) and E(G) denote the vertex set
and edge set, respectively. The degree of a vertex v is denoted by dg(v), and
the maximum degree of G is A(G). The girth of G, denoted g(G), is the
length of the shortest cycle in G.

A linear forest is a graph in which every component is a path. The linear
arboricity la(G) is the minimum number of linear forests Ly, ..., L such that

E(G) = UL, E(Ly).

2.1 2-Factor Decomposition

Our approach relies on decomposing a regular graph into simpler cycle struc-
tures. A 2-factor of a graph G is a spanning subgraph in which every vertex
has degree 2. Consequently, every connected component of a 2-factor is a
cycle.We utilize the classical result by Petersen regarding the decomposition
of regular graphs of even degree.

Theorem 1 (Petersen’s 2-Factor Theorem [Pet91]). Let G be a 2k-regular
graph. Then E(G) can be decomposed into k edge-disjoint 2-factors Fy, Fs, ..., F}.

This theorem allows us to view a 2k-regular graph as a union of k collec-
tions of disjoint cycles. To prove upper bounds on la(G), our strategy is to
remove a ‘transversal’ set of edges that breaks every cycle in these factors.

2.2 Network Flows with Demands

We frame the problem of selecting such transversal edges as a feasible flow
problem. A flow network AN/ = (V, A) consists of a set of nodes V', a set of
directed arcs A, and two functions: a capacity ¢ : A — Zso U {oco} and a
lower bound (or demand) ¢ : A — Zso.

A function f : A — Ry is a feasible flow (or feasible circulation if there
are no source/sink nodes) if it satisfies:
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e Capacity Constraints: £(u,v) < f(u,v) < ¢(u,v) for all (u,v) € A.

e Flow Conservation: For every node v € V \ {S,7T}, the total flow
entering v equals the total flow leaving v:

> flwv)= > flo,w)

(u,w)EA (v,w)eA

We rely on the following fundamental result connecting fractional flows to
integer solutions. This property ensures that if we can distribute fractional
‘weights’ to edges to satisfy cycle-breaking conditions, an integer selection of
edges exists.

Theorem 2 (Integrality Theorem for Flows [Hof60]). Given a network N
with integer capacities ¢ and integer lower bounds {, if there exists a feasible
fractional flow f : A — Rsq, then there exists a feasible integer flow f* :
A — Z>g.

In our construction, the existence of a fractional flow will follow from the
density properties of the graph (regularity) and its girth, while the integer
flow provided by Theorem 2.2 will correspond to the discrete subgraph of
edges we remove.

3 Main Results

In this section, we construct a flow network to model the selection of a cycle-
breaking subgraph and apply it to prove our upper bounds for la(G).

3.1 The Flow Network Construction

Let G be a 2k-regular graph. By Theorem 2.1, we decompose F(G) into k
edge-disjoint 2-factors F = {Fy,..., Fx}. Each F; is a collection of disjoint
cycles. Let C be the set of all cycles contained in these 2-factors.

We construct a flow network A designed to select a subset of edges
H C E(G) that intersects every cycle in C while respecting maximum degree
constraints. The network consists of a source S, a sink 7', and three layers
of internal nodes representing cycles, edges, and vertices.

Nodes: Vy ={S, T} UCU E(G)UV(G).

Arcs and Constraints:

The arc set Ay is defined with specific lower bounds ¢(-) and capacities
c(+) as follows:



e Demand Layer (S — C): For each cycle C; € C, add an arc (5, C}).
((S,C;) =1 (Constraint: At least one unit of flow must pass through
each cycle). ¢(S,C;) = oo.

e Selection Layer (C — E(G)): For each cycle C; and each edge e €
E(C;), add an arc (Cj,e). ¢(Cj,e) = 0. ¢(Cj,e) =1 (Constraint: An
edge can be selected at most once for a specific cycle).

e Incidence Layer (E(G) — V(G)): For each edge e = {u,v} € E(G),
add arcs (e,u) and (e,v). f(e,u) = 0. c(e,u) = 1.

e Capacity Layer (V(G) — T): For each vertex v € V(G), add an
arc (v, T). £(v,T) = 0. ¢(v,T) = J, where § is an integer parameter
determining the maximum degree of the selected subgraph H.

3.2 Linear Arboricity of Graphs with Girth ¢(G) > 2k

We first consider the case where we enforce the tightest possible degree con-
straint on the transversal subgraph leading to an improvement of Theorem

2.1 of [Alo88].

Theorem 3. Let G be a 2k-reqular graph with girth g(G) > 2k. Then
la(G) < k+1.

Proof. Set the capacity parameter § = 1 for all arcs (v, T) in the network N.
This constraint enforces that any integer flow corresponds to a subgraph H
with maximum degree A(H) < 1, i.e., H is a matching.

We investigate the existence of a feasible flow. By Theorem 2.2, it suf-
fices to show that a valid fractional flow exists. Consider a uniform flow
assignment where every edge node e € E(G) carries a flow value of x. The
feasibility conditions are:

1. Vertex Capacity Constraint:

The total flow entering any vertex node v is the sum of flows from its
incident edges. Since G is 2k-regular, 2k edges are incident to v.

1

2k -x <c(v,T) = 2k-2<1 = $§%.

2. Cycle Demand Constraint: For any cycle C; € C, the total flow
passing through node C; is the sum of flows on its edges.

1
|Cj| -2 > 4(S,C;) = |Cj]-22>1 = ;pzm_
J



Combining these, a feasible uniform flow exists if and only if ﬁ < 5
J
for all C; € C. This is equivalent to |C;| > 2k.

Since g(G) > 2k, every cycle in the decomposition has length at least
2k. Thus, setting z = i yields a feasible fractional flow. By the Integrality
Theorem, there exists an integer flow f*. Let M = {e € E(G) | f*(e,-) = 1}.

e From the capacity constraint (§ = 1), A(G[M]) < 1, so M is a match-
ing.

e From the demand constraint, M contains at least one edge from every
cycle in F.

Let L; = F;\ M for i =1,...,k. Since every cycle in Fj is broken, each L; is
a linear forest. The set M, being a matching, is also a linear forest (denoted
Ly1). Thus, E(G) = Uf;rll L;, proving la(G) < k + 1. O

3.3 Linear Arboricity of Graphs with Girth ¢(G) > k

Next, we relax the degree constraint to obtain a bound for graphs with
moderate girth.

Theorem 4. Let G be a 2k-regular graph with girth g(G) > k. Then la(G) <
k+2.

Proof. Set the capacity parameter 0 = 2 for all arcs (v, T) in N. This allows
the selected subgraph H to have maximum degree A(H) < 2.
Consider the same uniform fractional flow x. The constraints become:

e Vertex Capacity: 2k -2 <2 = z < %

1

e Cycle Demand: z > renk

A feasible flow exists if |C;| > k for all cycles C;. Since g(G) > k, this
condition holds. By the Integrality Theorem, there exists an integer flow
defining a subgraph H C E(G) such that A(H) < 2 and H intersects every
cycle in F.

The removal of H leaves k linear forests L; = F; \ H. The subgraph H,
having maximum degree 2, consists of disjoint paths and cycles. The linear
arboricity of any graph with maximum degree 2 is known to be [(2+1)/2] = 2
[AEHS81]. Thus, H can be decomposed into two linear forests, Ly and L.
Thus, B(G) = U7 Li, proving la(G) < k + 2. O



3.4 Linear Arboricity of Graphs with Girth ¢(G) > k/2

Next, we consider graphs of even smaller girth and obtain a slightly weaker
upper bounds.

Theorem 5. Let G be a 2k-regular graph with girth g(G) > k/2. Then
la(G) < k+ 3.

Proof. Set the capacity parameter 0 = 4 for all arcs (v, T) in N. This allows
the selected subgraph H to have maximum degree A(H) < 4. Consider the
same uniform fractional low x. The constraints become:

e Vertex Capacity: 2k -2 <4 — x < %

1

e Cycle Demand: = > renk

A feasible flow exists if |C;| > k/2 for all cycles C;. Since g(G) > k/2, this
condition holds. By the Integrality Theorem, there exists an integer flow
defining a subgraph H C E(G) such that A(H) < 4 and H intersects every
cycle in F. The removal of H leaves k linear forests L; = F; \ H. The
subgraph H is having a maximum degree of 4. The linear arboricity of any
graph with maximum degree 4 is known to be [(4 + 1)/2] = 3 [AEHS81].
Thus, H can be decomposed into three linear forests, Lyi1, Liio and Ly s.
Thus, B(G) = U/} Li, proving la(G) < k + 3. O

Theorem 6. Let G be a 2k-regular graph with girth g(G) > k/4. Then
la(G) <k +5.

Proof. Set the capacity parameter 0 = 8 for all arcs (v, T) in N. This allows
the selected subgraph H to have maximum degree A(H) < 8. The vertex
capacity and cycle demand constraints require |C;| > k/4 for all cycles Cj,
which holds. Therefore, a feasible flow exists ensuring existence of an integer
flow defining a subgraph H C E(G) such that A(H) < 8 and H intersects
every cycle in F. As proved in [EP84], la(H) < [#3}] =5 thus establishing
the theorem. O

3.5 Linear Arboricity of Graphs with Girth ¢(G) > 2k/c

Proceeding along the same lines of Theorem 3, 4 and 5, we can establish the
following upper bound depending on the girth of the graphs.

Theorem 7. Let G be a 2k-reqular graph with girth g(G) > 2k/c for some
constant c. Then la(G) < k + [242].



Proof. Set the capacity parameter ¢ = ¢ for all arcs (v, T') in A/. This allows
the selected subgraph H to have maximum degree A(H) < c¢. Consider the
same uniform fractional flow z. The constraints become:

e Vertex Capacity: 2k -2 <c¢ = z < .

L

e Cycle Demand: z > ek

A feasible flow exists if |C}| > 2k/c for all cycles C;. Since g(G) > 2k/c,
this condition holds. By the Integrality Theorem, there exists an integer flow
defining a subgraph H C E(G) such that A(H) < ¢ and H intersects every
cycle in F. The removal of H leaves k linear forests L, = F; \ H, 1 <1 < k.
The subgraph H is having maximum degree c¢. By Corollary 1 of [Gul86],
la(H) < ’—%-‘ Thus, H contributes at most t linear forests Ly 1, ..., Liys,
where ¢ = [222]. Consequently, la(G) < k +¢. O

Note that the bound given by Theorem 6 is significant in the sense that
the additional term in the upper bound is an absolute constant (rather than
a function of k): this is an improvement over Lang and Postle [LP23] upper
bound if the girth condition is satisfied.

3.6 An embedding lemma

Lemma 1. Let H be a graph with mazximum degree A(H) < A and girth
g(H) > g. Then there exists a A-reqular graph G such that H is an induced
subgraph of G and g(G) > g.

Proof. We construct G by creating multiple copies of H and adding edges
between them to satisfy the degree constraints. Let V(H) = {vq,...,v,}.
For each vertex v;, define the deficiency 0; = A — deg (v;).

Let M be a sufficiently large integer (to be determined). The vertex set
of GG consists of M disjoint copies of the vertices of H:

V(G)={(vi,a) |1 <i<n, a €Zy}.

The edge set E(G) is constructed in two steps:

1. Internal Edges (Preserving H): For every edge {v;,v,;} € E(H)
and every a € Zy, add the edge {(v;, @), (vj,a)} to G. This ensures that
for any fixed a, the subgraph induced by the vertices {(v, ) | v € V(H)} is
isomorphic to H.

2. Regularizing Edges (Fixing Deficiencies): To satisfy the degree
requirement, we must add J; edges to each vertex (v;, ). We connect copies
of the same vertex v; across different layers using a set of circular shifts. For
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each v; with ¢; > 0, we assign a set of integers S; = {s;1,...,8i4} (if ¢; is
even, we use =+ pairs; if odd, we include the shift M /2). We add edges of the
form {(v;, ), (v, a+s)} for all s € S; and all a € Zy, (addition modulo M).

By construction, every vertex (v;, a) retains its original neighbors from H
(degree degy(v;)) and gains exactly d; new neighbors from the regularizing
edges. Thus, degq((v;, ) = degy (v;)+6; = A, making G a A-regular graph.

Girth Analysis: We must ensure no cycles of length less than g are cre-
ated. A cycle in G corresponds to a sequence of vertices (ug, ), (u1, 1), .. .,
(up—1,ar—1) where adjacent vertices are connected by either an Internal
edge (implies ap = ag.1) or a Regularizing edge (implies ur = wupy; and
A1 = O + S).

Consider the projection of such a cycle onto H, denoted by the walk
W:uo,ul,....

e Case 1: W is a cycle in H. If the projection contains a cycle, its
length is at least g(H) > g. Thus, the cycle in G has length at least g.

e Case 2: IV is a single vertex. The cycle consists entirely of reg-
ularizing edges on a single vertex v;. These edges form a cycle in the
circulant graph on Z,;. By choosing M sufficiently large, the girth of
this circulant structure exceeds g.

e Case 3: W is a non-trivial closed walk (backtracking). If the
walk moves in H but does not form a simple cycle, it must retrace
edges (backtrack). A backtracking sequence in G would require the
shift sums to cancel exactly (e.g., moving +«a then —«). By selecting
the shift values 5; to be algebraically independent for small sums and
M sufficiently large, we ensure that no sum of fewer than g shifts creates
a closed loop unless it is a trivial immediate backtrack, which does not
form a simple cycle.

Thus, there exists a choice of M and shift sets such that g(G) >¢. O

Using this lemma, Theorem 3 — 7 naturally extends to “any graph of
maximum degree 2k satisfying the girth constraints”.

4 Discussion

In this note, we have established that the Linear Arboricity Conjecture holds
for 2k-regular graphs provided they possess sufficiently high girth. Specif-
ically, Theorem 3 confirms the conjecture (la(G) < k + 1) for graphs with
g(G) > 2k, while Theorem 4 (resp. Theorem 5, Theorem 6 and Theorem 7)
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provides a relaxed bound of k + 2 (resp. k+ 3, k+5 and k + F’%—Jrﬂ) for
graphs with g(G) > k (resp. k/2, k/4 and 2k/c).

4.1 The Girth-Capacity Trade-off

The core of our approach lies in the capacity constraints of the auxiliary
flow network. The existence of a valid flow depends on balancing the “cost”
of breaking cycles (which is high for short cycles) against the “capacity”
available at each vertex (which depends on the allowable maximum degree
of the transversal subgraph H).

e For the tightest bound (m = 1, giving la(G) < k + 1), we require
g9(G) > 2k (assuming the transversal is a matching).

e Relaxing the bound by one forest (m = 2, giving la(G) < k+ 2) halves
the girth requirement to g(G) > k.

e Further relaxing the bound by two forest (m = 3, giving la(G) < k+3)
halves the girth requirement to g(G) > k/2.

This analysis demonstrates that while the conjecture is true for high-girth
graphs, the deterministic flow construction faces a bottleneck as g(G) ap-
proaches smaller values. For such cases, the local density of small cycles
imposes demands that exceed the global capacity distributed by a uniform
flow.

4.2 Comparison with Probabilistic Methods

Our constructive flow argument complements existing probabilistic results.
Alon [4] utilized the Lovasz Local Lemma to prove that la(G) ~ A/2 asymp-
totically. While probabilistic methods are powerful for handling local depen-
dencies in general graphs, they are often non-constructive and hold primarily
for large A. In contrast, our network flow formulation provides a determinis-
tic, constructive proof that is valid for any k, subject to the girth constraint.
The limitation of our method in handling small cycles highlights the fun-
damental difficulty of the Linear Arboricity Conjecture: the global regular
structure of the graph does not automatically guarantee the existence of a
transversal that is locally sparse enough to break small cycles without vio-
lating degree constraints. Future work might explore hybrid approaches that
use network flows to handle the “global” cycle structure (long cycles) while
applying local coloring or exchange arguments to resolve short cycles.
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