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Abstract

We give here some new lower bounds on the order of a largest
induced forest in planar graphs with girth 4 and 5. In particular
we prove that a triangle-free planar graph of order n admits an in-
duced forest of order at least 67{J1r7, improving the lower bound of
Salavatipour [M. R. Salavatipour, Large induced forests in triangle-
free planar graphs, Graphs and Combinatorics, 22:113-126, 2006]. We
also prove that a planar graph of order n and girth at least 5 admits

an induced forest of order at least 44%—350.

1 Introduction

Let G be a graph. A decycling set or feedback vertex set S of G is a subset
of the vertices of G such that removing the vertices of S from G yields an
acyclic graph. Thus S is a decycling set of G if and only if the graph induced
by V(G)\S in G is an induced forest of G. The FEEDBACK VERTEX SET
DECISION PROBLEM (which consists of, given a graph G and an integer k,
deciding whether there is a decycling set of G of size k) is known to be NP-
complete, even restricted to the case of planar graphs, bipartite graphs or
perfect graphs [10]. It is thus legitimate to seek bounds for the size of a
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decycling set or an induced forest. The smallest size of a decycling set of
G is called the decycling number of G, and the highest order of an induced
forest of G is called the forest number of G, denoted respectively by ¢(G)
and a(G). Note that the sum of the decycling number and the forest number
of G is equal to the order of G (i.e. |[V(G)| = a(G) + ¢(G)).

Mainly, the community focuses on the following challenging conjecture
due to Albertson and Berman [3]:

Conjecture 1 (Albertson and Berman [3]). Every planar graph of order n
admits an induced forest of order at least 5.

Conjecture [I], if true, would be tight (for n > 3 multiple of 4) because
of the disjoint union of the complete graph on four vertices (Akiyama and
Watanabe [1] gave examples showing that the conjecture differs from the
optimal by at most one half for all n), and would imply that every planar
graph has an independent set on at least a quarter of its vertices, the only
known proof of which relies on the Four-Color Theorem.

The best known lower bound to date for the forest number of a planar
graph is due to Borodin and is a consequence of the acyclic 5-colorability
of planar graphs [6]. We recall that an acyclic coloring is a proper vertex
coloring such that the graph induced by the vertices of any two color classes
is a forest. From this result we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 2 (Borodin [6]). Every planar graph of order n admits an induced
forest of order at least 2?"

Hosono [9] showed the following theorem as a consequence of the acyclic
3-colorability of outerplanar graphs and showed that the bound is tight.

Theorem 3 (Hosono [9]). Every outerplanar graph of order n admits an
induced forest of order at least 2?"

The tightness of the bound is shown by the example in Figure [l

Figure 1: Example to prove the tightness of Theorem [3l

Other results were deduced from results on acyclic coloring, for other
classes of graphs. Fertin et al. [8] gave such results for several classes of
graphs, stated in Table [Il



Family F Forest number:

Lower bound | Upper bound
Planar = (5]
Planar with girth 5, 6 2 ™+2
Planar with girth > 7 %" %" +1

Table 1: Bounds on the forest number for some families F of graphs [§].

Akiyama and Watanabe [1], and Albertson and Rhaas [2] independently
raised the following conjecture:

Conjecture 4 (Akiyama and Watanabe [1], and Albertson and Rhaas [Z]).
Fvery bipartite planar graph of order n admits an induced forest of order at

least %".

This conjecture, if true, would be tight for n multiple of 8: for example if
G is the disjoint union of k cubes, then we have a(G) = 5k and G has order
8k (see Figure[2). Motivated by Conjecture @, Alon [4] proved the following
theorem using probabilistic methods:

Figure 2: The cube admits an induced forest on five of its vertices, but no
induced forest on six or more of its vertices.

Theorem 5 (Alon [j|]). There exist some b > 0 and b’ > 0 such that:
o For every bipartite graph G with n vertices and average degree at most
d (>1),a(G)> (3 +e")n.

o For every d > 1 and all sufficiently large n there exists a bipartite
graph with n vertices and average degree at most d such that a(G) <

2+ e‘b/\/g)n.



The lower bound was later improved by Colon et al. [7] to a(G) >
(1/2 4 e "4 for a constant b”.

Conjecture [] also led to some research for lower bounds of the forest
number of triangle-free planar graphs (as a superclass of bipartite planar
graphs). Alon et al. [5] proved the following theorems and corollary:

Theorem 6 (Alon et al. [3]). Every triangle-free graph of order n and size

m admits an induced forest of order at least n — .

Corollary 7 (Alon et al. [3]). Every triangle-free cubic graph of order n
admits an induced forest of order at least %".

Theorem 8 (Alon et al. [3]). Every connected graph with maximum degree
A, order n, and size m admits an induced forest of order at least a(G) +
n—a(Q)
@12

Theorem [0l is tight because of the union of cycles of length 4.

In a planar graph with girth at least g, order n and size m with at least
a cycle, the number of faces is at most 2m/g (since all the faces’ boundaries
have length at least g). Then, by Euler’s formula, 2m/g > m —n + 2, and
thus m < (g/(g — 2))(n — 2). In particular, triangle-free planar graphs of
order n > 3 have size at most 2n — 4.

As a consequence of Theorem[@], for G a triangle-free planar graph of order
n, a(G) > n/2. This lower bound was improved for n > 1 by Salavatipour
[12].

Theorem 9 (Salavatipour [12]). Every triangle-free planar graph of order n

and size m admits an induced forest of order at least 29"3% and thus at least
17n+24

32

In 2010, Kowalik et al. [T1] proposed that for triangle-free planar graphs

of order n and size m, a(G) > Hn=2m=21 > T4 However, it seems that

the proof has a flaw. We give here an infinite family of counter-examples

for a(G) > H9n=2m=21 (see Section ). We propose an improvement of

Theorem [0, which thus leads to the best known bound to our knowledge (see
Section [2):

Theorem 10. Every triangle-free planar graph of order n and size m admits

; 38n—Tm m
an induced forest of order at least max{="7"",n — 7}

Hence by Euler’s formula the following corollary holds:

Corollary 11. FEvery triangle-free planar graph of order n > 1 admits an

. 6n+7
induced forest of order at least >3~



Kowalik et al. [TT] made the following conjecture on planar graph of girth
at least b:

Conjecture 12 (Kowalik et al. [T1]). Every planar graph with girth at least
5 and order n admits an induced forest of order at least Tn/10.

This conjecture, if true, would be tight for n multiple of 20, as shown
by the example of the union of dodecahedron, given by Kowalik et al. [11]
(see Figure B]). We prove the following theorem which is a first step toward

Figure 3: The dodecahedron admits an induced forest on fourteen of its
vertices, but no induced forest on fifteen or more of its vertices.

Conjecture [I2 (see Section [3)):

Theorem 13. FEvery planar graph with girth at least 5, order n and size m

admits an induced forest of order at least n — 52—?

Hence by Euler’s formula the following corollary holds:

Corollary 14. Fvery planar graph with girth at least 5 and order n > 1

admits an induced forest of order at least %.

From Theorem [I3] we can deduce, with Euler’s formula (which implies
that m < (¢g/(g —2))(n — 2)), the following corollary:

Corollary 15. Fvery planar graph with girth at least g > 5 and order n > 1

admits an induced forest of order at least n — (gg(;i(;))g'

Finally, we summarize lower and upper bounds in Table The upper
bounds for girth 6 and 7 are obtained by the graphs in Figures@and 5l There
is no bigger induced forest for any of them since all vertices have degree at
most 3, and thus at least one vertex per two faces have to be removed.
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Girth higher than | Lower bound for a(G) | a(G) for a graph of this class

Table 2: Our lower bounds on a(G) for G planar graph of high enough girth,
compared to the best possible lower bounds for a(G) on the corresponding
classes of graphs.

Figure 4: A planar graph of girth 6 on 30 vertices that admits an induced
forest on 23 of its vertices, but no induced forest on 24 or more of its vertices.

2 Proof of Theorem

We first give a counter-example to the bound of Kowalik et al. [I1]: we
consider the disjoint union of k£ cubes. There are 8k vertices and 12k edges,
hence Kowalik et al.’s lower bound tells us that there is an induced forest of
size at least 119(8k)_12;§12k)_24 = 5k + (k — 1)<. However there cannot be an
induced forest of more than 5 vertices in a cube (see Figure [2]), and thus the
biggest induced forest in our graph contains 5k vertices, which contradicts
the lower bound. Furthermore, by increasing k, we can see that the biggest

induced forest can be arbitrarily smaller than the supposed lower bound.




Figure 5: A planar graph of girth 7 on 42 vertices that admits an induced
forest on 34 of its vertices, but no induced forest on 35 or more of its vertices.

The proofs of Theorems [I0 and [I3] follow the same scheme. They consist
in looking for a minimal counter-example G, proving some structural prop-
erties on GG and concluding that it cannot verify Euler’s formula, which is
contradictory.

Consider G = (V, E). Foraset S C V, let G—95 be the graph constructed
from G by removing the vertices of .S and all the edges incident to some vertex
of S. If x € V, then we denote G — {z} by G — z. For a set S of vertices
such that SNV =, let G + S be the graph constructed from G by adding
the vertices of S. If x ¢ V, then we denote G + {z} by G + z. For a set
F of pairs of vertices of G such that F N E = 0, let G + F be the graph
constructed from G by adding the edges of F'. If e is a pair of vertices of G
and e ¢ E, we denote G + {e} by G + e. For a set W C V, we denote by
G[W] the subgraph of G induced by W.

We call a vertex of degree d, at least d and at most d, a d-vertez, a d*-
verter and a d~-vertex respectively. Similarly, we call a cycle of length [, at
least [ and at most [ a [-cycle, a [T -cycle and a [~ -cycle respectively, and by
extension a face of length [, at least [ and at most [ a [-face, a [T -face and a
[~ -face respectively.

Let P4 be the class of triangle-free planar graphs, and Ps be the class of
planar graphs of girth at least 5.

We will prove of the following more general statement than Theorem [10

Theorem 16. If a and b are positive constants such that equations (1)-({3)



are verified, then a(G) > an — bm for all G € Py.

0<a<1 (1)
0<b (2)
a—6b<0 (3)
3a —10b < 1 (4)
8a—12b <5 (5)

Figure 6: The top-left part of the polygon of the constraints on a and b.

This series of inequalities defines a polygon represented in Figure [6] and
for a triangle-free planar graph of given order n and size m, the highest lower
bound will be given by maximizing an — bm for a and b in this polygon.
This maximum will be achieved at a vertex of the polygon. Moreover, by
Euler’s formula, every triangle-free planar graph of order n > 3 and size m
satisfies 0 < m < 2n — 4. Therefore for n > 3 the maximum will always
be achieved at the intersection of either 3a — 10b = 1 and 8a — 12b = 5, or
8a—12b =5 and a = 1. The corresponding intersections are (b, a) = (7, 32)
and (b,a) = (1, 1), represented in Figure

Let us show that any of the two lower bounds can be higher than the
other, for graphs of arbitrarily high order.

For the disjoint union of k£ cubes (which is a graph of order 8% and size
12k), the two lower bounds are equal to 5k.

We consider now a graph composed of k disjoint cubes, where we remove
an edge from each cube. This graph has 8k vertices and 11k edges. In this



m __ 21 38n—Tm __ 227 : :
case we have n i k > 378 T = a k. More simply, for an independent
m o __ n—7m __ 38n
set,n — T =n> == = .

We now consider a graph composed of k£ disjoint cubes, where we add
an edge from each cube to the next one and an edge from the last one to

the first one. This graph has 8k vertices and 13k edges. In this case, we
have n — 1 = 1749k < 38"427’” = %k. For a quadrangulation on n vertices
and 2n — 4 edges (i.e. a planar graph on n vertices that has only 4-faces),
n—-"m="1.11c¢ 38n—7Tm _ 6n+7

472 aa -

Let us now proceed to the proof of Theorem For this proof we mainly
adapt the methods of Kowalik et al. [11].

Let G = (V, E) be a counter-example to Theorem [I6] with the minimum
order. Let n = |V| and m = |E|. We will use the scheme presented in
Observation [I7] for most of our lemmas.

Observation 17. Let a, 3, v be integers satisfyinga > 1, 3> 0, v > 0 and
ac — b < .

Let H* € Py be a graph with |V(H*)| =n —« and |[E(H*)| < m — f.

By minimality of G, H* admits an induced forest of order at least a(n —
a) —b(m — f).

For all induced forest F* of H* of order at least a(n — «) — b(m — (), if
there is an induced forest F' of G of order at least |V (F*)| + v, then we get
a contradiction: as ac — b < 7, we have |V (F)| > an — bm.

Table 3] contains the values of («, §,) that will be used throughout this
section. For each one, the inequality aac — b3 < ~ is a consequence of the

constraints (I))—(E]).

We will now prove a series of lemmas on the structure of G.
Lemma 18. Graph G is 2-edge-connected.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose V(G) is partitioned into two partite sets
V1 and V5 such that there is at most one edge between vertices of V; and
V5. Consider graph G[V;] induced by the vertices of V; (for i = 1,2) with
n; = |V;| vertices and m; = |E(G[V;])| edges. By minimality of G, G[V}]
admits an induced forest, say F;, with at least an; — bm, vertices. Now the
union of F} and Fy (more formally, G[V (F}) UV (Fy)]) is an induced forest of
G having at least an; —bm +any —bms = a(ny +ng) —b(my +my) > an—bm
vertices as m > my + mo. A contradiction. O

In particular, Lemma [I8 implies that there is no 1~ -vertex in G.

Lemma 19. FEvery vertex in G has degree at most 5.
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a | B || proof

116 [0]®

2 |5 |1 (@+@)/2

315 |20+ @))/2

1|1 |1]|@M+@®

519 131 (@M+ @)+ @))/2

6 |8 [4](M+@®)=2/3

4 1102 | @+ @

711314 | (@ + 3 +4@))/6

3 110(1|@

8 |12(5 | @)

6 | 143 | (@) +@ + @)/2

8 1194 (M+6 +2@ + @)/2
9 (24 4| (B)+3@)+ @)/2

10 (23 |5 | (M) +9@) + 4@))/6

9 195 | @M+ 0) +2@ + @)/2

Table 3: The various triples («,,y) and the combinations of inequalities
which imply aa — 08 < 7.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose v € V(G) is a 67-vertex. Observation [I7]
applied to H* = G — v with («, 5,7) = (1,6,0) and F' = F* completes the
proof. O

Lemma 20. Ifv is a 3-vertex adjacent to a 4" -vertex w in G, then the two
other neighbors of v have a common neighbor different from v.

Proof. Let x and y be the two neighbors of v different from w. Suppose that
they do not have a common neighbor different from v. Let H* = G + xy —
{w,v}. Graph H* has n—2 vertices and m’ < m—>5 edges. As z and y do not
have a common neighbor in GG other than v, the addition of the edge xy does
not create any triangle in H*, thus H* € P,. Let F’ be any induced forest
of H*. Adding v to F’ (more formally, consider G[V (F’) U {v}]) leads to an
induced forest of G. Observation [I7 applied to («, 3,7) = (2,5, 1) completes
the proof. O

Lemma 21. There is no 2-vertex adjacent to a 41 -vertex in G.

Proof. Let v be a 2-vertex adjacent to a 4™-vertex w and H* = G — {v, w}.
Graph H* has n — 2 vertices and m’ < m — 5 edges. Let F’ be any induced
forest of H*. Adding v to F’ leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [I7]
applied to (o, 5,7) = (2,5, 1) completes the proof. O
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Lemma 22. There is no 3-vertex adjacent to two 2-vertices in G.

Proof. Let v be a 3-vertex adjacent to two 2-vertices u and w and H* =
G —{u,v,w}. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and m’ = m — 5 edges. Let F’ be
any induced forest of H*. Adding v and w to F’ leads to an induced forest
of G. Observation [I7 applied to (a, 3,7) = (3,5, 2) completes the proof. [

Lemma 23. Fvery vertex in G has degree at least 3.

Proof. Let v be a 2-vertex.

Suppose that v has a neighbor u of degree 2 and a neighbor w of degree
3. Let H* = G — {u,v,w}. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and m' = m — 5
edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding v and v to F” leads to an
induced forest of G. Observation [IT applied to («, 5,7) = (3,5, 2) leads to a
contradiction.

Suppose that v has two neighbors of degree 3, say v and w. Consider
three cases according to the number of neighbors u and w have in common.

e Suppose u and w have only v in common. Let H* = G+uw—v. Graph
H* has n — 1 vertices and m’ = m — 1 edges. Observe that H* € P,.
Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding v to F’ (more formally,
consider G[V (F")U{v}]) does not create any cycle (the edge uw is just
subdivided in wv, vw). Observation [I7 applied to (o, 5,7) = (1,1,1)
leads to a contradiction.

e Suppose u and w have two neighbors in common, say v and x. Let y
be the last neighbor of u. By Lemma 22 both x and y have degree
at least 3. Note that x and y are not adjacent because G has girth
at least 4. Let H* = G — {u,v,w,z,y}. Graph H* has n — 5 vertices
and, since y and w are not adjacent (otherwise u and w have three
common neighbors), m’ < m — 9 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest
of H*. Adding u, v and w to F’ leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation [I7] applied to (o, 5,7) = (5,9, 3) leads to a contradiction.

e Suppose u and w have three neighbors in common. Let x and y be
the ones that are not v. Suppose z is a 4"-vertex and let H* = G —
{u,v,w,z,y}. Graph H* has n — 5 vertices and m’ < m — 9 edges
(recall that y is a 3*-vertex by Lemma 22). Let F’ be any induced
forest of H*. Adding u, v and w to F’ leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation [IT7 applied to («, 8,7) = (5,9, 3) leads to a contradiction.

W.lo.g. we assume that x and y are 3-vertices. Let z be the third
neighbor of z. Let H* = G — {u,v,w,x,y,z}. Graph H* has n —
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6 vertices and m’ < m — 8 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of
H*. Adding u, v, = and y to F’ leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation [I7 applied to («, 8,7) = (6,8,4) leads to a contradiction.

Therefore, by Lemmas [18 and 21], every 2-vertex has only neighbors of
degree 2. As G is connected (Lemmal[lS), either G does not have any 2-vertex
or it is 2-regular. If G is 2-regular, then G is a n-cycle and thus m = n. Since
G € Py, we have n > 4. It is clear that GG has an induced forest of size n — 1.
Recall that 8a —12b < 5 and a < 1; this gives that 4(a —b) < 3. Since n > 4,
we can deduce that an — bm = (a — b)n < n — 1. This contradicts the fact
that G is a counter-example. Therefore, G has minimum degree at least 3.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma 24. There is no 4-cycle in G with
e at least one 4T -vertex and two opposite 3-vertices

e or one 3-vertexr opposite to a 4-vertex that has an edge going to the
interior of the cycle and one going to the exterior of it.

In particular there is no 4-cycle with exactly three 3-vertices in G.

Proof. e Let C' = vyuv9vs be a cycle such that vy and v, have degree 3
and vz is a 4T-vertex. Suppose v; is a 4T-vertex. Let H* = G — C.
Graph H* has n — 4 vertices and m’ < m — 10 edges. Let F’ be any
induced forest of H*. Adding vy and vy to F’ leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation [IT7 applied to («, 5,7) = (4,10,2) leads to a
contradiction. Therefore v; has degree 3.

Let ug, u; and us be the third neighbors of vy, vy, and vy, respectively.
Suppose ug = uy. Let H* = G — {wg,v1,v2,v3,up}. Graph H* has
n — 5 vertices and m’ < m — 9 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest
of H*. Adding vy, v; and vy to F’ leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation [I7 applied to («, 5,7) = (5,9, 3) leads to a contradiction.
So ug and uy are distinct.

By Lemma 20, uou; € E and ujus € E. Assume ug (or us) has
at most one neighbor w ¢ {vg,v1,va,vs, ug, ur,us}. Let H* = G —
{vo, v1, Vg, V3, U, U1, us}. Graph H* has n — 7 vertices and m' < m —
13 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding vy, vy, v9
and ug to H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [T ap-
plied to (a, 8,7) = (7,13,4) leads to a contradiction. Thus both of
the vertices uy and wuy have at least two neighbors that are not in
{vo, v1, Vg, U3, U, U1, us}. Let H* = G — {wp, vy, v, v3, ug, us}. Graph

12



H* has n — 6 vertices and m’ < m — 14 edges. Let F’ be any induced
forest of H*. Adding the vertices vy, v1 and v, to F” leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation [IT7 applied to («, 5,7) = (6,14, 3) leads to a
contradiction.

e Let C' = yyuivevg be a cycle such that vy is a 3-vertex and vy is a
4-vertex with an edge going to the interior of the cycle and one going
to the exterior of it. If v; and w3 have degree 3, then we fall into the
previous case. Therefore w.l.o.g. vy is a 4T-vertex. Let H* = G — C.
Graph H* has n — 4 vertices and m’ < m — 10 edges. Let F’ be any
induced forest of H*. Adding vy and v, to F” leads to an induced forest
of G. Indeed, if adding v, creates a cycle, then there is a path from the
interior to the exterior of C'in H*, which is impossible. Observation [17]
applied to (o, 5,7) = (4,10, 2) completes the proof.

O

Lemma 25. There is no 4-face with four 3-vertices in G.

Proof. Suppose that there is such a 4-face C' = vgvivov3, and let u; be the
third neighbor of v; for ¢ = 0..3. In the following, we consider the indices of
the u; and v; modulo 4. If for some iy € {0, 1, 2,3}, u;, = w;y41, then we have
a triangle. Suppose now that w;, = u;, o for some iy € {0, 1,2,3}, w.lo.g.
say i9p = 0. In the cycle vovivoug, the vertices vy and vy are two opposite
3-vertices. By Lemma 24] ug is a 3-vertex. Observe that ujv; and usvs are
separated by the cycle vgvivoug. Hence one of them is a bridge, contradicting
Lemma [I8|

Therefore all the u; are distinct. We now consider the question of the
presence or not of the edges w;u;1;. Consider the case u;u;y; ¢ E and
Uir1Uiyo ¢ F for some i € {0,1,2,3}, wlo.g. say i = 0. If ugus € E, then
either uqus ¢ E or ugus ¢ E (otherwise G has a triangle), and wjug ¢ E by
planarity of G. Therefore up to the permutation of the indices, ugu; ¢ E,
uug ¢ E and uguy ¢ E. We then define H* = G + x + {xug, zuy, zus} —
{vo,v1,v2,v3}. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and m’ = m — 5 edges and
belongs to P, as uguy, ugus and ujus are not in E. Let F” be any induced
forest of H*. Let F be the subgraph of G induced by V (F")\{x} plus v,
vy and vg if x € F' or plus vy and vy if x ¢ F’. Subgraph F' is an induced
forest of G. Hence, Observation [IT7 applied to (o, 5,7v) = (3,5,2) leads to
a contradiction. Therefore there must be an ¢ such that w;u;,; € E and
UiroUirg € B, w.lo.g. uou; € E and uquz € E.

Let G' = G — C. Graph G’ has n — 4 vertices and m — 8 edges.

Let us now count, for each of the u;’s, the number of the neighbors of wu;
that are not in A = {vg, v1, Ve, U3, ug, U, Uz, ug}. The edges that are known
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in G[A] are represented in Figure [7l

V0 U1

U3 U2

Figure 7: The graph G[A] (only the edges that are known to be there are
represented).

e Suppose w.l.o.g. wuy has only neighbors in A, and another u; has at
most one neighbor not in A. Let H* = G’ — {uo, u1, ug, uz}. Graph H*
has n — 8 vertices. By Lemma 23] each of the u; has degree at least
3. Graph H* has m’ < m — 12 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of
H*. Adding the vertices ug, uy, v1, vo and vs to F’ leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation [IT7 applied to (o, 5,7) = (8,12,5) leads to a
contradiction.

e Suppose w.l.o.g. ug has at most one neighbor not in A, and all the
other u; have each at least one neighbor not in A. Vertex ug is not
adjacent both to uy and w3 since G has girth at least 4. Let ig be
such that ig # 0 and wou;, ¢ E (either ig = 2 or i9p = 3). Let H* =
G — {Uigt1, Wig+2, Uig+3} (we remove all the vertices of A except u;,).
Graph H* has n — 7 vertices. Let us count the number of edges in G’
that have an endvertex in {u;, .1, Uiy 12, Uig1+3}. If i = 2, then there are
at least two edges for the neighbors of u; and us that are not in A, plus
the edges ugu; and usug, plus one edge since uy has degree at least 3,
thus at least 5 edges of H* have an endvertex in {w; 11, Ui,+2, Uiy+3}-
If 70 = 3, then there are at least two edges for the neighbors of wu;
and uy that are not in A, plus the edges ugu; and usus, plus one edge
since ug has degree at least 3, thus at least 5 edges of H* have an
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endvertex in {41, Wig+2, Wig+3 - In both cases, H* has m' < m — 13
edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding the vertices ug, vy,
vy and v3 to F” leads to an induced forest of G, since there is no path
between wuy and w;, in G[{vy, v2, v3, ug, U, }]. Observation [ applied to
(o, B,7v) = (7,13,4) leads to a contradiction.

e So all the u; have at least two neighbors not in A. Let H* = G —
{vo, v1, Vo, V3, ug, uz}. Graph H* has n — 6 vertices and m' < m — 14
edges, and if F” is any induced forest in H*, then adding the vertices
vy, v1 and vy to F’ leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [I7
applied to («a, 8,7) = (6,14, 3) leads to a contradiction and completes
the proof.

O
Lemma 26. There is no separating 4-cycle with four 3-vertices in G.

Proof. Let C' = vguivovuz be such a cycle. We will consider the indices of the
v; modulo 4 in what follows. Since G is 2-edge-connected (Lemma [I8), two
of the v; have their third neighbor in the interior of C'; and the two other
have theirs outside of it. There is a v; such that the third neighbors of v;
and v; 9 are separated by C, w.l.o.g. for ¢ = 0. Then let u be the third
neighbor of vg. Let H* = G — C' — u. Graph H* has n — 5 vertices, and
m' <m —9 edges. Let I’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding the vertices
vg, v1 and vy to F’ leads to a forest of G, thus Observation [I7 applied to
(o, B,7v) = (5,9, 3) leads to a contradiction. O

Lemma 27. There is no 3-verter adjacent to a 5-vertex in G.

Proof. Let v be a 3-vertex adjacent to a 5-vertex u. Let w and x be the two
other neighbors of v.

We first assume that w or x, w without loss of generality, is a 4T-vertex.
Let H* = G —{u,v,w}. Graph H* has n— 3 vertices and m’ < m — 10 edges.
Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding v to F’ leads to an induced
forest of G. Thus Observation [I7 applied to (o, 3,7) = (3,10,1) leads to a
contradiction.

Therefore w and x are 3-vertices. By Lemma 20, w and x have a com-
mon neighbor (distinct from v), which has degree 3 by Lemma Finally
Lemmas 25 and 26 lead to a contradiction, completing the proof. O

Lemma 28. There is no separating 4-cycle with at least two 3-vertices in G.

15



Proof. Let C' = vyviv9v3 be such a cycle. By Lemmas and 26] C has
exactly two 3-vertices. By Lemmas 23] and 27 the two 3-vertices are
adjacent, the two other vertices have degree 4 and none of the 4-vertices has
a neighbor inside C' and the other one outside C'. W.l.o.g. the 3-vertices are
vo and v1. Let ug and u; be the third neighbors of vy and v; respectively.

If ugvy € E or ujvg € FE, say ugve € E w.l.o.g., then either vyvivaug
or vyu3veugy has a 3-vertex (vg) opposite to a 4-vertex (vy) with an edge
going inside and one going outside of it, contradicting Lemma Therefore
ugve ¢ E and ujvz ¢ E.

By Lemma 20, ugu; € E; thus C' does not separate ug and uq, say ug
and wu; are in the exterior of C' up to changing the plane embedding. By
Lemmas 23H27] ug and wu; are 4-vertices. At least one of vy or w3, say vs,
has two neighbors inside of C' (otherwise the cycle is not separating). Let
H* = G — {vg,v1,v3,u1}. Graph H* has n — 4 vertices and m’ < m — 10
edges, and if F’ is any induced forest of H*, then adding vy and v; to F’
leads to an induced forest of G (since vq is only connected to the interior
and ug to the exterior of C'). Observation [I7 applied to («, 5,7) = (4,10, 2)
completes the proof. O

Lemma 29. There is no 4-face with exactly two 3-vertices in G.

Proof. Let C' = vguivavs be such a face. By Lemmas and [24] the two
3-vertices are adjacent. W.l.o.g. vy and v; have degree 3, and vy and v3 have
degree 4 (by Lemmas 23] and 27)). Let up and wu; be the third neighbors of
vp and vy respectively. By Lemma applied to vy and vs, and v; and v,,
uguy € E. Then by Lemma 28] vgviuqug cannot be a separating cycle, and so
it is the boundary of some 4-face. If both ug and u; have degree 3, we have
a contradiction by Lemma If one has degree 3 and the other has degree
at least 4, we have a contradiction by Lemma Finally, by Lemma 27, u,
and wu; are 4-vertices.

If vy is adjacent to ug, then ugvgv vy is a separating 4-cycle, with two
3-vertices, contradicting Lemma Hence vouq is not in E. Similarly, vsuy
is not in F. Since G € Py, either ug and v, do not have a common neighbor,
or u; and vs do not have a common neighbor. By symmetry assume that wug
and vy do not have a common neighbor. Let H* = G 4+ ugve — {uy, vo, v1, v3}.
Graph H* has n—4 vertices, m’ < m—10 edges and belongs to P4. Let F’ be
any induced forest of H*. Adding vy and v; to F” leads to an induced forest
of G (intuitively the edge ugvs is just subdivided). Observation [I7] applied
to (a, B,7) = (4,10, 2) completes the proof. O

Lemma 30. There is no 4-cycle with at least two 3-vertices in G.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemmas 24] 25| 28 and 29 O
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Lemma 31. There is no 4-face with exactly one 3-vertex in G.

Proof. Let C' = vyviv9v3 be such a face. W.l.o.g. vy is the 3-vertex and vy,
vy and v3 are 4T-vertices. By Lemma 27, v; and vs are 4-vertices. Let uy be
the third neighbor of vy. Vertex uyg is different from v, and non-adjacent to
vy and v (G is triangle-free).

Let us first assume that ugvy € E. By Lemmas 23] and B0, ug is a
4-vertex. Assume vy has degree 5. Let H* = G — {ug, vo,v2}. Graph H*
has n — 3 vertices and m — 10 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*.
Adding the vertex vy to F” leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [I7]
applied to (a, 3,7) = (3,10, 1) leads to a contradiction. Hence v, has degree
4. Then either vgvivoug or vovsveug has a 3-vertex opposite to a 4-vertex
with a neighbor in the interior and one in the exterior of it, contradicting
Lemma, 241

Thus ug is non-adjacent to vo. By Lemma 20, v; and uy have a common
neighbor other than vy, say u;. It is distinct from all the vertices we defined
previously. By Lemma [30l applied to vgviuiug, ug and u;, have degree at least
4. By Lemma 27 uy has degree exactly 4.

Suppose ujvz € E. As C is a face, the last neighbor of vy (# vg, v2,u1),
say wi, is not in the interior of C. The cycle vyviuqv3 separates ug and vs.
Suppose first that vyviuiv3 does not separate ug and w;. Then voviuqug
separates v and wy. Let H* = G — {vg, vy, v9,v3,ug,u1}. Graph G* has
n — 6 vertices and m’ < m — 14 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of
H*. Adding the vertices vy, v and v3 to F” leads to an induced forest of G.
Hence Observation[[7 applied to («, 3,7) = (6, 14, 3) leads to a contradiction.
Therefore vgvuiv3 separates ug and wy. Assume u; has degree 5. Let H* =
G —{u1,v9,v3}. Graph H* has n—3 vertices and m— 10 edges. Let F’ be any
induced forest of H*. Adding the vertex vy to F’ leads to an induced forest
of G. Observation [T applied to (o, 8,7) = (3,10, 1) leads to a contradiction.
Hence u; has degree 4. Then vgviuivs, vouguivs or vouiuiug has a 3-vertex
opposite to a 4-vertex with a neighbor in the interior and one in the exterior
of it, contradicting Lemma

So u; cannot be adjacent to v3. As ujvs ¢ E and ugve ¢ F, by Lemma 201
v3 and uy have a common neighbor distinct from vy, say us. By what precedes
and by symmetry, it is of degree at least 4 and non-adjacent to vy, v1, vo and
uy (it has a role similar to that of uy, and is non-adjacent to u; because
of the girth assumption). See Figure 8 for a reminder of the structure of
G[{vo, v1, v, v3, up, w1, usz}]. Vertex vy has degree 3, vy, vz and ug are 4-
vertices, and vo, u; and ug are 4*-vertices. Recall that ujvz ¢ E, usv; ¢ E
and ugvy ¢ E.

Let wgy, wy; and ws be the fourth neighbors of ug, vy and v3 respec-
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A 3-vertex with all of its incident edges represented

4 3-vertex with some of its incident edges not represented
m 4-vertex with all of its incident edges represented

o 4-vertex with some of its incident edges not represented
@ 41 -vertex with some of its incident edges not represented
o 31-vertex with some of its incident edges not represented
—Edge

--Non-edge

Figure 8: Graph G[{vg, v1, va, V3, ug, u1, ug}].

tively. In the following we will no longer use the fact that C' is a face.
By the girth assumption, wy is not adjacent to u; or us. Suppose wq is
adjacent to v; or to ws, say wov; € E. Then by the girth assumption,
wovy ¢ E. By Lemma applied to voviwoug, wy is a 4*-vertex. Let
H* = G — {vg, v1,v2,v3,up, u1, ug, wo}. Graph H* has n — 8 vertices and
m' < m—19 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding the vertices
Vg, U1, v3 and ug to F’ leads to an induced forest of G. Hence Observation [I7]
applied to (a, 8,7) = (8,19,4) leads to a contradiction. So wy is not adjacent
to vy or v3. By symmetry, wg, w; and ws are distinct.

Suppose wovy € E. Assume that C' separates w; and ws, or that it
does not separate w; and ws nor wy and wy. Then either C' or vyvvawgug
separates wy and ws. Let H* = G — {vg, v1, v, v3, ug, U1, us, wo }. Graph H*
has n — 8 vertices and m’ < m — 19 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest
of H*. Adding the vertices vg, vy, v3 and wug to F’ leads to an induced
forest of G. Hence Observation [I'7l applied to (a, 5,7) = (8,19, 4) leads to a
contradiction. Thus C' does not separate w; and w3 but separates w; and wy.
Let H* = G — {vg, v1, Vg, 3, Ug, U1, u3, w3 }. Graph H* has n — 8 vertices and
m' < m —19 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding the vertices
Vg, U1, v3 and ug to F' leads to an induced forest of G. Hence Observation [I7
applied to (o, 5,7) = (8,19,4) leads to a contradiction. So wgvy ¢ E, and
similarly wyus ¢ E and wzuy ¢ E.

Thus the only edges that may or may not exist between the vertices we
defined are wowy, wows and wiws. See Figure [0 for a reminder of the edges
and vertices we know to this point. Vertex vy has degree 3, vy, v3 and ug are
4-vertices and vq, u; and us are 4*-vertices. Vertices vy, v1, v3 and ug have
all their incident edges represented in Figure

Suppose wow; ¢ E, wows ¢ E, and wyws ¢ E. Let H* = G + = +
{zwy, xwy, zws} — {vg, v1, Vo, v3, Ug, U1, usz}. Graph H* has n — 6 vertices and
m’ < m — 14 edges, and is in P;. Let I’ be any induced forest of H*. Either
x € F', then the graph induced by V(F') U {vg,v1,vs3,uo}\{z} in G is a
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Figure 9: Vertices vy, vy, vo, v3, ug, U1, Uz, Wy, wy and ws.

forest, or x ¢ F’, then adding vy, vz and g to F” leads to an induced forest

of G.

Observation [[7 applied to («, 8,7) = (6, 14, 3) leads to a contradiction.

Thus there is at least one edge among wyw,, wows and wyws. Moreover, since
there is no triangle in GG, there are no more than two of these edges. W.l.o.g.
let us assume that wow;, ¢ F and wows € E.

Let us now prove some claims that we will use later :

(a)

Suppose that wy and w; are 4"-vertices, or that one is a 3-vertex, the
other a 4*-vertex, and vy, u; or us has degree 5. Let H* = G —
{vo, v1, Vo, V3, Ug, U1, U3, W, w1 }. Graph H* has n —9 vertices and m’ <
m — 24 edges, and adding vy, v1, v3 and ug to any induced forest of H*
leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [I7] applied to (a, 3,7) =
(9,24,4) leads to a contradiction.

Suppose wq or ws, Say w;,, is a 3-vertex and either one of the w; is a 47-
vertex, or wyws ¢ E. Let H* = G —{vy, v1, U2, U3, Ug, U1, Us, Wo, W1, W3 }.
Graph H* has n — 10 vertices and m’ < m — 23 edges, and adding vy,
vy, vs, Uy and w;, to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation [I7 applied to («, 5,7) = (10,23, 5) leads to a
contradiction.

Suppose wy and ws are 3-vertices and w; and ws are adjacent. Let
H* = G—{vg, vy, v3, ug, uy, ug, wo, wy, ws}. Graph H* has n—9 vertices
and m’ < m — 19 edges, and adding vy, vy, ug, wy and wsz to any
induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G (by planarity,
since wyws € F and wows € E, the cycle vyvywiwsvs separates vy from
wp in G). Observation [T applied to («, 5,7) = (9,19,5) leads to a
contradiction.

If wyws € E, then both wy and w3 are 4T -vertices (by @ and , and
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by symmetry w; is also a 47-vertex, which is impossible (by . Hence
wW1Ws3 ¢ E.

Figure 10: Vertices vy, vy, v, v3, Ug, U1, U3, Wo, Wy and ws.

Therefore wy and w3 are 4*-vertices (by , thus w; has degree 3 (by
(a)]), and vo, u; and uz have degree 4 (by (see Figure[I0). Let yo and v
the two neighbors of w; other than v;. By Lemma 20] they have a common
neighbor other than wy, say . So by Lemmas 27 and B0lin wyyoty1, yo and y;
have degree 4, and by Lemma 20| each one is adjacent either to vy or to u;. If
they are both adjacent to the same one, say v, w.l.o.g., then either vyv;w Yo
or vyvwyy; is a 4-cycle with a 3-vertex (w;) opposite to a 4-vertex (vq) that
has both an edge going outside and one going inside of it, which is impossible
by Lemma 241 W.l.o.g., say yo is adjacent to ve and y; is adjacent to u;.
At this point we know that vy, vy, ve, vs3, ug, uy, wy, yo and y; are distinct
and do not share an edge that we do not already know. See Figure [IT] for a
reminder of the edges and vertices we know to this point.

Figure 11: Vertices vg, v1, va, v3, ug, U1, Uz, Wo, Wy, W3, Yo and y;.

Let z be the neighbor of vy different from vy, v3 and yy. The only edges
that may or not be among vy, vi, v, v3, Ug, U1, Wi, Yo, Y1 and z are ziy,
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and zuy, and as G is triangle-free, there is at most one of those edges. Let
H* = G—{vg, v1,v9,v3, ug, U1, W1, Yo, Y1, 2. Graph H* has n—10 vertices and
m’ < m — 23 edges (recall that u; cannot be adjacent both to yo and y;, and
thus is not adjacent to yp). Adding to any induced forest of H* the vertices
Vg, U1, U2, u1 and wy leads to an induced forest of G, so Observation I applied
to (a, B,7) = (10,23, 5) leads to a contradiction, completing the proof. O

Lemma 32. There is no 5-face with only 3-vertices in G.

Proof. Let C' = vguivauzvy be such a face, and ug, uq, us, ug, and uy be the
third neighbors of vy, vy, v9, v3, and vy respectively. The u; are all distinct
due to the girth assumption and Lemma We will consider the indices of
the u; and v; modulo 5. There is no edge w;u;11 for any ¢+ due to Lemma
Let H* = G + = + y + {xug, vui, yus, yus, xry} — C. Graph H* has n — 3
vertices and m — 5 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Let F' be
the subgraph of G induced by the vertices of V(F")\{z,y}, plus the vertices
vo and wvs, plus vy if x € V(F'), and plus vs if y € V(F’). Subgraph F is
an induced forest of G. Thus Observation [I7 applied to («, 5,7) = (3,5,2)
leads to a contradiction completing the proof. O

Lemma 33. There is no 3-vertex adjacent to a 3-vertex and to a 4-vertex in

G.

Proof. Let v be a 3-vertex adjacent to a 3-vertex v and to a 4-vertex w. Let x
be the third neighbor of v. By Lemma 20, z and u have a common neighbor
distinct from v which contradicts Lemma O

For every face f of G, let I(f) be the length of f, and let c4+(f) be the
number of 4*-vertices in f. For every vertex v, let d(v) be the degree of v.
Let k£ be the number of faces of GG, and for every 3 < d < 5 and every 4 </,
let k; be the number of faces of length [ and ng the number of d-vertices in
G.

Each 4-vertex is in the boundary of at most four faces, and each 5-vertex
is in the boundary of at most five faces. Therefore the sum of the ¢4+ (f)
over all the 4-faces and 5-faces is >0, o) y<5 Ca+(f) < 4ns + 5ns. From
Lemmas 27, B2 and [33] we can deduce that for each 5-face f we have ¢4+ (f) >
2. Moreover, by Lemmas B0 and BT, for each 4-face f, c4+(f) > 4. Thus
D raepy=a Car (F) + 22 pucpy=s Ca+ (f) = 4ka + 2k5. Thus we have the following:

4’/’L4 + 57’L5 Z 4]{?4 + 2]{35

By Euler’s formula, we have:
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—12 = 6m — 6n — 6k
= 2 ) dw)+ > IU(f)—6n— 6k
) )

veV (G fEF(G
= ) (2d—6)ng+ Y (1-6)k
d>3 >4
Z 2’/’L4 + 47’L5 — 2]{34 — ]{35
> 0

This is a contradiction, which ends the proof of Theorem

3 Proof of Theorem

The proof of Theorem follows the same scheme as that of Theorem [10
We will prove the following more general statement than Theorem [13}

Theorem 34. If a and b are positive constants such that equations (6)-([9)
are verified, then a(G) > an — bm for all G € Ps.

0<a<l1 (6)
0<b (7)
a—>5b<0 (8)
11a — 23b < 6 9)

This series of inequalities defines a polygon represented in Figure [I2], and
for a graph in P; of given order n and size m, the highest lower bound will
be given by maximizing an — bm for a and b in this polygon. This maximum
will be achieved at a vertex of the polygon. Moreover, by Euler’s formula,
every planar graph of girth at least 5, order n > 4 and size m satisfies
0<m< 5"—510. Then for n > 4 the maximum will always be achieved at the
intersection of 11a — 23b = 6 and a = 1. The corresponding intersection is
(b,a) = (&,1), represented in Figure

Let G = (V, E) be a counter-example to Theorem [34] of minimum order.
Let n = |V] and m = |E|. We will use the scheme presented in Observation 35
for most of our lemmas.
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11la — 230 =6

Figure 12: The top-left part of the polygon of the constraints on a and b.

Observation 35. Let a, 3, v be integers satisfyinga > 1, 3> 0, v > 0 and
ac — b < .

Let H* € P5 be a graph with |V(H*)| =n —«a and |[E(H*)| < m — f.

By minimality of G, H* admits an induced forest of order at least a(n —
a) —b(m — f).

For all induced forest F* of H* of order at least a(n — o) — b(m — B), if
there is an induced forest F' of G of order at least |V (F*)| + v, then we get
a contradiction: as ac — b < 7, we have |V (F)| > an — bm.

Table [ contains the values of («, 8,7) that will be used throughout this
section. For each one, the inequality aac — b3 < 7 is a consequence of the

constraints ([6)—(9).

We will now prove a series of lemmas on the structure of G.
Lemma 36. Graph G is 2-edge-connected.
Proof. See the proof of Lemma [18| O
Lemma 37. Every vertex in G has degree at most 4.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose v € V(G) has degree at least 5. Observa-
tion B8 applied to H* = G — v, (o, 5,7) = (1,5,0) and F' = F’ leads to a
contradiction. 0
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a | B || proof

1 15 [0] @)

2 |5 |1 (@) +®

315 |2]20) +@®)

5 110 |3 |3(@) + 2@®)

1 |0 |1]@

6 |14 3| (@ + @)/2

6 |10 |4 |4@) + 2(®)
71404 @)+ (@® + @)/2

7 110|550 + 2@)
1015|770 + 3@)

8 |14 |5 |20 + (®) + @))/2
10 {20 |6 | 6(6) + 4(®)

11119 |7 14@ + 3@®) + @))/2
12 (23| 7| @ + (@)

8 11914 ]20@ + 3@ + @)/2
9 |15|6 |6@) + 3@®)

11123 |6 | @)

13123 | 8 | 2(@) + (@)

Table 4: The various triples («,3,7) and the combinations of inequalities
which imply aa — b5 < 7.

Lemma 38. Ifv is a 3-vertex adjacent to a 4-vertex w in G, and if v and y
are the two other neighbors of v, then there are two other vertices ¥’ and v’
such that vxx'y'y is a cycle.

Proof. Suppose that there is no cycle as in the statement of the lemma. Let
H* =G+ zy — {w,v}. Graph H* has n — 2 vertices and m’ < m — 5 edges.
As there are no 2/ and 3’ as in the lemma, adding the edge xy does not
create any 4 -cycle in H*, and thus H* € P5. Let F’ be any induced forest
of H*. Adding v to F’ leads to a forest of G. Observation applied to
(o, B,7v) = (2,5,1) completes the proof. O

Lemma 39. There is no 2-vertex adjacent to a 4-vertex in G.

Proof. Let v be a 2-vertex and w a 4-vertex adjacent to v. Let H* = G —
{v,w}. Graph H* has n — 2 vertices and m’ = m — 5 edges. Let F’ be
any induced forest of H*. Adding v to F’ leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation [35 applied to («, 8,7) = (2,5, 1) completes the proof. O

Lemma 40. There is no 3-vertex adjacent to two 2-vertices in G.
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Proof. Let v be a 3-vertex adjacent to two 2-vertices v and w. Let H* =
G —{u,v,w}. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and m’ = m — 5 edges. Let F’ be
any induced forest of H*. Adding v and w to F’ leads to an induced forest
of G. Observation Bil applied to («, 8,7) = (3,5,2) completes the proof. O

Lemma 41. There is no separating 5-cycles with only 3-vertices in G.

Proof. Let C' = vyvv9v3v4 be such a cycle. W.l.o.g. vy has his third neighbor
in the interior of C' and v; in the exterior of it. Let H* = G — C'. Graph
H* has n — 5 vertices and m’ = m — 10 edges. Adding vy, v; and v3 to any
induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation 35 applied
to (a, B,7) = (5,10, 3) leads to a contradiction. O

Lemma 42. Fvery vertex in G has degree at least 3.

Proof. Let v be a 2-vertex in G.
Suppose that v is adjacent to a 2-vertex u and a 3-vertex w. Let H* =
G —{u,v,w}. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and m’ = m — 5 edges. Let F’ be
any induced forest of H*. Adding v and v to F” leads to an induced forest
of G. Observation B8 applied to (a, 8,7) = (3,5, 2) leads to a contradiction.
Suppose that v is adjacent to two 3-vertices u and w. Consider two cases
according to the presence or not of 5-cycles containing uvw.

e Suppose there is no 5-cycle containing wvw. Let H* = G + uw — v.
Graph H* has n — 1 vertices and m — 1 edges. As there is no 5-
cycle containing uvw, adding the edge uw does not create any cycle of
length 3 or 4 in H*, thus H* € Ps. Let F’ be any induced forest of
H*. Adding v to F”’ leads to an induced forest of G. Observation
applied to (o, 5,7) = (1,0, 1) leads to a contradiction.

e Suppose there is a 5-cycle containing wvw, say vvwzy. By Lemma 40
both z and y are 3*-vertices.

Suppose x or y, say z, has degree 3, and the other one has degree 4.
Let H* = G — {u,v,w,z,y}. Graph H* has n — 5 vertices and, since
there is no chord in the 5-cycle, m’ = m — 10 edges. Let F’ be any
induced forest of H*. Adding u, v and x to F’ leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation B3 applied to (o, 8,7) = (5,10, 3) leads to a
contradiction.

Suppose both x and y have degree 3. Let ', w’, 2/, and 3’ be the third
neighbors of u, w, x and y respectively. They are all distinct by the
girth assumption. By Lemma [0, v’ and w’ are 3*-vertices. Suppose z’
or y', say 2’, has degree 2. Let H* = G — {u,v,w, z,y,2'}. Graph H’
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has n — 6 vertices and m’ = m — 10 edges. Adding u, v, x and 2’ to any
induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation
applied to (o, 5,7v) = (6,10, 4) leads to a contradiction.

Hence v/, w’, 2’ and 3/ are 3*-vertices. Suppose u’ or 3/ is a 4-vertex.
By the girth assumption, vy’ ¢ E. Let H* = G — {u,v,w, z,y,u,y'}.
Graph H’ has n — 7 vertices and m’ < m — 14 edges. Adding u, v,
w and y to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation B3l applied to («, 5,v) = (7,14, 4) leads to a contradiction.
Therefore u/, w’, 2’ and y’ are 3-vertices.

Let us now show that vz’ ¢ E (and by symmetry w'y’ ¢ E). Sup-
pose by contradiction that v’z € E. By Lemma [l the cycle uyzz'u’
bounds a face, hence the cycle uvwzz'u’ separates 3’ from the third
neighbor of ’. Let H* = H — {u,v,w, z,y,v,2'}. Graph H* hasn—7
vertices and m’ < m—10 edges. Adding u, v, z, y and 2’ to any induced
forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [35 applied to
(o, B,7v) = (7,10, 5) leads to a contradiction.

Suppose that there is no vertex adjacent to both u’ and y'. Let H* =
G —{u,v,w}+u'y. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and n — 5 edges, and
has girth at least 5 since u/z’ ¢ E and there is no vertex adjacent to u’
and y'. Adding u and v to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation B3 applied to («, 3,7) = (3,5,2) leads to a
contradiction. Hence there is a vertex z adjacent to v’ and y/'.

Suppose that there is no vertex adjacent to ' and y'. Let H* = G —
{v,w,z} + 2'y. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and n — 5 edges, and has
girth at least 5 since /2’ ¢ E and there is no vertex adjacent to ’ and
y'. Adding x and v to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation B3 applied to («, 3,7) = (3,5,2) leads to a
contradiction. Hence there is a vertex 2z’ adjacent to 2’ and ¥/.

Suppose z is a 2-vertex. Vertices z and 2’ are distinct, and non-adjacent.
Let H* = G—{u,v,w,x,y,v, 2",y z,2'}. Graph H* has n—10 vertices
and n — 15 edges. Adding u, v, z, v/, 2/, y' and z to any induced
forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [B5 applied to
(o, B,7) = (10,15, 7) leads to a contradiction.

Therefore z is a 3"-vertex. Let H* = G —{u,v,w,z,y,u’, v/, z}. Graph
H* has n — 8 vertices and n — 14 edges (v’ # z, since w'y’ ¢ FE).
Adding u, v, x, v/, and ¥’ to any induced forest of H* leads to an

induced forest of G. Observation applied to («, 8,v) = (8,14,5)
leads to a contradiction.
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Therefore x and y have degree 4. By Lemmal[38], there is an other 5-cycle
containing uvw, and as G has girth at least 5, there are 2’ and y’ distinct
from all the vertices defined previously such that wvwax'y’ is a cycle.
By symmetry, ' and y’ are 4-vertices. Let H* = G — {u,v,w, z,y,2'}.
Graph H* has n — 6 vertices and m’ < m — 14 edges. Let F’ be any
induced forest of H*. Adding u, v and w to I’ leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation B3 applied to (o, 8,7) = (6,14, 3) leads to a
contradiction.

Therefore by Lemmas [36], B7] and B9, every 2-vertex is only adjacent to
2-vertices, so either GG does not have any 2-vertex, or it is 2-regular. If G is
2-regular, then G is a n-cycle and thus m = n. Since G € Ps5, we have n > 5.
It is clear that G has an induced forest of size n — 1. Recall that a < 5b
and a < 1; this gives that 5(a — b) < 4. Since n > 5, we can deduce that
an —bm = (a — b)n < n — 1. This contradicts the fact that G is a counter-
example. Therefore, G has minimum degree at least 3. This completes the
proof. O

Lemma 43. Let vgvivvsvy be a 5-cycle in G such that vy is a 4-vertex and
the other v; are 3-vertices. The third neighbors of vi and vy are 3-vertices.

Proof. Let vguivavsvy be a 5-cycle in GG such that vy is a 4-vertex and the
other v; are 3-vertices. Let u; be the third neighbor of v; for i € {1,2,3,4}.
Suppose uj or ug, say u;,, is a 4-vertex. Let H* = G — C' — u;,. Graph H*

has n — 6 vertices and m’ = m — 14 edges. Adding vy, vy and vy to any
induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [35] applied
to («, 8,7) = (6,14, 3) completes the proof. O

Lemma 44. There is no separating 5-cycles with at most one 4-vertex in G.

Proof. Let C' = vguivav3v4 be such a cycle. By Lemma [ C' has exactly one
4-vertex, say vg. Let u; be the third neighbor of v; for ¢ € {1,2,3,4}. By
the girth assumption, all the u; are distinct. By Lemma [43] all the u; have
degree 3.

Suppose C' separates u; and uy. Let H* = G — C. Graph H* hasn — 5
vertices and m’ < m — 10 edges, and adding vy, v, and v4 to any induced
forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation applied to
(a, B,7) = (5,10, 3) leads to a contradiction.

So C' does not separate u; and uy, and by symmetry it does not separate
uz and uy either.

Suppose C' separates some of the u;. Say u; and us are in the interior of
C w.lo.g., and ug and u4 are in the exterior of C'. By Lemma [3§ there is a
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vertex w such that ujvivousw is a cycle. Since uy, v, v9 and us have degree
3, and vy has degree 4, w has degree 3 by Lemma [43. Vertex w cannot be
adjacent to vy, v or vy by the girth assumption, and it cannot be adjacent
to vz, v4, uz or uy by planarity. Let w’ be the third neighbor of wy. It is
also non-adjacent to all the vertices defined previously (except for u;) by the
girth assumption and planarity of G. Let H* = G — C' — {uy, us, uz, w, w'}.
Graph H* has n — 10 vertices and m’ < m — 20 edges, and adding vy, vy, vs,
vy, up and usp to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation 35 applied to («, 8,7) = (10,20, 6) leads to a contradiction.
Therefore C' does not separate any of the u;, say the u; are in the exterior
of C up to changing the plane embedding. Then as G is 2-edge-connected by
Lemma [36, the two neighbors of vy distinct from v; and v, are in the interior
of C'. By Lemma [38], either ujuz € FE, or there is a vertex w such that
urvivousw is a cycle. If ujuz € E, then the cycle vivvsusu; is separating
with only 3-vertices, contradicting Lemma Il Thus ujus ¢ F (and usuy ¢
E by symmetry), and there is a vertex w such that ujviveusw is a cycle.
Since uy, vy, vy and us have degree 3, and vy has degree 4, by Lemma
w has degree 3. If w = uy, then usuy € E, which is impossible; hence w is
not adjacent to vy. It is not adjacent to the other v; by girth assumption.
Let H* = G — {vy,v9,v3,v4,u1,us,w}. Graph H* has n — 7 vertices and
m’ < m — 14 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*. Adding wuq, us,
vg, and vy to F’ leads to an induced forest of G. Observation BI applied to
(v, B,7) = (7,14,4) completes the proof. O

Lemma 45. Let C' = vguv9v3v4 be a 5-cycle in G with only 3-vertices, and
w; be the third neighbor of v; for i € {0,1,2,3,4}. Then there is a vertex w
adjacent either to ug and uy or to uy and us.

Proof. Let C' = vyvivevsvy be a 5-cycle with only vertices of degree 3 in G,
and let u; be the third neighbor of v; for i € {0,1,2,3,4}. See Figure
for an illustration of the statement of the lemma. By Lemma A1l C' is the
boundary of a face.

Let us first show that no two u; can be adjacent. Suppose two of the
u; are adjacent. By the girth assumption, w.l.o.g. wuous € E. Then by
Lemma (4], uy and uy have degree 4. Let H* = G — C' — {ug, uz}. Graph H*
has n—7 vertices and m’ < m—14 edges. Let F’ be any induced forest of H*.
Adding vy, vy, v9 and v3 to F’ leads to an induced forest of G by planarity.
Observation [35] applied to («, 5,7) = (7,14, 4) leads to a contradiction.

Suppose by contradiction that there is no vertex w adjacent either to ug
and uq, or to uy and ug. Let H* = G — C' + {z,y} + {uox, u1x, usy, usy, ry}.
Graph H* is of girth at least 5 by hypothesis and because the u; are not
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Figure 13: The construction of Lemma [45l At least one of the two w repre-
sented exists.

adjacent. Graph H* has n — 3 vertices and m’ = m — 5 edges. Let F’ be any
induced forest of H*. Removing x and y, adding vy and vs, plus vy if x € F’,
and vy if y € F’ to F’ leads to an induced forest of G. Observation B5 applied
to (a, B,7) = (3,5,2) completes the proof. O

Lemma 46. There is no 5-face with exactly one 4-vertex in G.

Proof. Let C' = vguivav3vy be such a face, with vy the 4-vertex, and let u; be
the third neighbor of v; for i € {1,2,3,4}. By Lemma [43] the u; have degree
3. The wu; are all distinct and not adjacent to vy by the girth assumption.
By Lemma B8 either ujuz € F, or there is a vertex adjacent to both u; and
uy. However in the former case, the cycle ujviv9vsus is a separating cycle
with five vertices of degree 3, contradicting Lemma 1l Hence ujus ¢ F and
usuy ¢ F by symmetry. We also have ujuy ¢ E by Lemma (4] applied to
u V1 VoU4ty. Let w be the vertex adjacent to both u; and uy. By Lemma[43] w
has degree 3. By the girth assumption, wvy ¢ E and wvs ¢ E. By Lemmal4T]
v1vuswuy is the boundary of a face. Moreover, wvy ¢ F and wus ¢ E by
applying Lemma [4] to the cycle wv vzvous and wusvzveus respectively. By
symmetry, let w’ (# w) be the vertex adjacent to ug and wuy. Vertex w has
degree 3, w'vg ¢ E, w'vy ¢ E, w'vy ¢ E, wus ¢ E and ugvqvzuzw’ is the
boundary of a face.

Observe now that wuy ¢ E and w'u; ¢ E (by symmetry). By contradic-
tion assume wuy € E. Consider H* = G — {vg, v1, U2, Uy, U1, Uy, w} which has
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n — 7 vertices and m’ < m — 14 edges. Adding the vertices w, uy, v; and vy
to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation
applied to (o, 5,7) = (7,14, 4) completes the proof.

Observe now that ww’ ¢ E. Otherwise, consider H* = G — {vy, vy, v4, uy,
uyg, w,w'} which has n — 7 vertices and m’ < m — 14 edges. Adding the
vertices uq, vy, vy and w’ to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced
forest of GG. Observation 35 applied to (o, 5,7) = (7,14,4) completes the
proof.

See Figure [I4] for a summary of the edges between the vertices vg, vy, v,
U3, Uy, U, Uz, U3, Uy, w and w'.

U1

U2

us

Uy

. ) . ,
Figure 14: The vertices vy, vy, Vs, V3, V4, U1, Uz, U3, Ug, w and w’, and the
edges between these vertices. All the vertices except for vy are 3-vertices.

Let  be the third neighbor of u; (z is distinct from all previously defined
vertices). By the girth assumption zw ¢ E, zuy ¢ E and zvy ¢ E.

Observe that zus ¢ E and zw’ ¢ E. Otherwise consider H* = G —
{v1, Vo, V3, Vg, U1, Us, U3, Uy, w,w’, x}, which has n — 11 vertices and m' < m —
19 edges. Adding the vertices vy, vo, v3, u1, uy, w and w’ to any induced
forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation applied to
(o, B,7v) = (11,19, 7) completes the proof.

Similarly, zus ¢ E (just add us to F” instead of w’).

Finally, let H* = G — C' — {uy, us, ug, ug, w,w’, x}. Graph H* has n — 12
vertices and m’ < m — 23 edges. Adding vy, vs, v3, v4, w1, w and w’ to any
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induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [35] applied
to (a, B,7) = (12,23,7) completes the proof. O

Lemma 47. There is no 5-face vovivavsvy tn G such that all the v; are
3-vertices, and three of the v; have a 4-vertex as thewr third neighbor.

Proof. Let C' = vguivauszv, be such a face, and let u; be the third neighbor
of v; for i € {0,1,2,3,4}.

Suppose two of the u; are adjacent. By the girth assumption the corre-
sponding v; are not adjacent. W.l.o.g., say ug and us are adjacent. Then since
C'is a face, vov1v9usuyg is separating, and thus by Lemma 4] uy and us have
degree 4. Let H* = G — {vg, v1, v2, V3, ug, uz}. Graph H* has n — 6 vertices
and m’ < m—14 edges. Adding vy, v; and v, to any induced forest of H* leads
to an induced forest of G. Observation applied to (a, 3,7) = (6,14, 3)
leads to a contradiction. Therefore no two u; are adjacent.

Let H* obtained from G where we remove C' and three u; of degree 4.
Graph H* has n — 8 vertices and m’ < m — 19 edges. Let F’ be any induced
forest of H*. Adding the three v; that correspond to the u; we removed, plus
another v; to I’ leads to an induced forest of G. Observation 33 applied to
(a, B,7) = (8,19,4) completes the proof. O

Lemma 48. If there are two 5-cycles C' = vyv109v304 and C' = vgviususiy
sharing an edge vovy in G with only 3-vertices, then for all x € {us, us, us},
xvg & E. Moreover, for all x € {us,us, us}, x and vs do not share a common
neighbor.

Proof. Let C' = vy 090304, C' = voviugusuy, and x € {ug, uz, us}. Cycles C
and C" are the boundaries of faces by Lemma 44 If z is either usy or uy, then
we can conclude by the girth assumption and Lemma [44]

Consider now the case z = uz. By Lemma (1] vzusz ¢ E. Finally assume
that there is a vertex w adjacent to both vz and us. Let H* = G—(CUC")—w.
Graph H* has n — 9 vertices and m’ < m — 15 edges. Adding vy, v1, vs,
v3, ug and uy to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation 35 applied to («, 3,7) = (9,15, 6) completes the proof. O

Lemma 49. There is no 5-face in G with only 3-vertices.

Proof. Let C' = vguivauzvy be such a face, and let u; be the third neighbors
of v; for i € {0,1,2,3,4}. By Lemma A7 no more than two of the u; are
4-vertices.

By the girth assumption, all the u; are distinct and two u; whose corre-
sponding v; are adjacent are not adjacent.
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Figure 15: The construction of Lemma[8 All the edges between the vertices
Vo, VU1, Vg, U3, U4, U, Uz and uy are represented.

We prove now that there is no edge between the u;. W.l.o.g. suppose
ugug € E. By Lemmald4] ug and uy are 4-vertices. Let H* = G—C'—{ug, uz}.
Graph H* has n — 7 vertices and m’ < m — 14 edges. Let F’ be any induced
forest of H*. Adding vy, v1, vo and vz to F” leads to an induced forest of G.
Observation [35] applied to («, 5,7) = (7,14, 4) leads to a contradiction.

We now consider four cases:

e Suppose two u; have degree 4, and the corresponding v; are adjacent.
W.lo.g. up and u; have degree 4.

Let us first assume that there is a vertex w adjacent to uy and uz. Vertex
w has degree 3 by Lemmas [44] and [46] (in particular w # ug). Vertex w
is not adjacent to any of the v; or u; except for uy and us by Lemma [48
Let H* = G — C — {ug, uy, ug, ug, ug, w}. Graph H* has n — 11 vertices
and m’ < m —23 edges. Adding vy, vy, va, V4, us and uz to any induced
forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation [35 applied to
(a, B,7) = (11, 23,6) leads to a contradiction.

So there is no vertex w adjacent to uy and ug, and by symmetry there
is no vertex w adjacent to ug and uy. By Lemma [A3] there is a vertex
w’ adjacent to uy and ug. By Lemmas E4] and (46, w’ has degree 4.
By Lemma [38] since there is no edge among the u; and by the girth
assumption, there is a vertex w adjacent to us and uy, a contradiction.

e Suppose two u; have degree 4, and the corresponding v; are not adja-
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cent. W.lLo.g. ug and uy have degree 4. Then by Lemma [45] there is
a vertex w’ adjacent either to ug and wuy or to ug and uz. W.l.o.g. w’
is adjacent to us and us. By Lemmas [44] and M6, w’ has degree 4. By
Lemma[3§], since there is no edge among the u; and by the girth assump-
tion, there is a vertex w adjacent to uz and uy. Vertex w has degree 3
by Lemmas [44] and [46l. Vertex w is not adjacent to any of the v; or u;
except uz and uy by Lemmal8 Let H* = G—C —{ug, uy, ug, uz, uyg, w}.
Graph H* has n — 11 vertices and m’ < m — 23 edges. Adding vy, vy,
Vg, vy, ug and uy to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced for-
est of G. Observation B3l applied to («, 5,7v) = (11,23,6) leads to a
contradiction.

Suppose exactly one u; has degree 4, uy w.l.o.g., and u is adjacent to a
vertex w that is adjacent to either u; or uy, say u;. Vertex w has degree
4 by Lemmas [44] and By Lemma B8] since there is no edge among
the u; and by the girth assumption, there is a vertex w’ adjacent to u;
and uy. Moreover w’ has degree 3 by Lemmas 4] and [46l Vertex w’ is
not adjacent to any of the v; or u; except for u; and uy by Lemma 48|
By Lemma (45| there is a vertex w” adjacent either to us and us or to
ug and uy.

Suppose w” is adjacent to us and uz. By Lemmas 4] and B8, w” has
degree 3, and w” is not adjacent to any of the v; or u; except uy and us
by Lemma 8 By the girth assumption, w'w” ¢ F and ww’ ¢ E. By
Lemmas (4] and 6, ww” ¢ E. By Lemma (8 applied to vousw”ugvs
and viuw'ugvy, wug ¢ E. Let H* = G — C — {ug, u, ug, ug, w,w, w"}.
Graph H* has n — 12 vertices and m’ < m — 23 edges. Adding vy, vs,
V4, U1, Ug, uz, and w’ to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation 35 applied to («, 5,7) = (12,23,7) leads to a
contradiction.

Thus w” is adjacent to ug and uy. By the same arguments as above,
w” being the symmetrical of w, w” has degree 4 and there is a 3-vertex
w" adjacent to uz and uy, and not to any other of the u; and v;.

Suppose w'w” € E. Let H* = G — C — {uy, ug, ug, ug, w', w”}. Graph
H* has n — 11 vertices and m’ < m — 19 edges. Adding vy, vg, v3,
vy, u3, uy and w’ to any induced forest of H* leads to an induced
forest of G. Observation [35 applied to («, 5,7) = (11,19, 7) leads to a
contradiction.

Thus w'w” ¢ E. Recall that v’ and w"” are not adjacent to any of
the v; or u; except for u; and us, and us and uy respectively. Let
H* = G—C —{ug, uy, ug, us, ug, w',w”}. Graph H* has n — 12 vertices
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and m’ < m — 23 edges. Adding vy, v1, va, U3, uz, ugy and w’ to any
induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation
applied to (o, 5,7v) = (12,23, 7) leads to a contradiction.

Thus either all the u; have degree 3, or uy has degree 4 and there
is no w adjacent to ug and either to u; or to uy. In both cases wuq,
ug, uz and uy have degree 3, and, w.l.o.g., by Lemma there are
vertices wy, wy and ws adjacent to uy and us, to us and ug and to ug
and u, respectively. For all j € {1,2,3}, by Lemmas 44 and 46, w;,
has degree 3, and by Lemma M8, w; is not adjacent to any of the u;
and v; except for u; and wuji;. We have wyws ¢ E and wows ¢ E
by the girth assumption, and wyws ¢ E by Lemma Il Let H* =
G — C — {ug, uy, ug, us, uy, wy, we, ws}. Graph H* has n — 13 vertices
and m’ < m — 23 edges. Adding vy, vy, v9, V3, U1, Uz, uz and uy to any
induced forest of H* leads to an induced forest of G. Observation
applied to (o, 8,7) = (13,23, 8) completes the proof.

O

Each 4-vertex is in the boundary of at most four faces. Therefore the sum

of the cy(f) over all the 5-faces is > _5ca(f) < 4ng. From Lemmas
and we can deduce that for each 5-face f we have c4(f) > 2. Thus
> ri(sy=s C4(f) = 2ks. Thus we have the following:

47’1,4 > 2]€5

By Euler’s formula, we have:

—12 = 6m — 6n — 6k
= 2 ) dw)+ > IU(f)—6n— 6k
)

veV(G) fEF(G
= ) (2d—6)ng+ Y (1-6)k
d>3 1>5
> 2n4 — ks
> 0

This is a contradiction, which ends the proof of Theorem [34]
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