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Abstract

The square of a graph G, denoted G?, has the same vertex set as G and an edge between
any two vertices at distance at most 2 in G. Wegner (1977) conjectured that for a planar graph
G, x(G?) < Tif A(G) = 3, x(G?) < A(G)+5if4 < A(G) <7, and x(G?) < |3A(G)/2] if
A(G) > 8, and Thomassen (2018) confirmed the conjecture for A(G) = 3. Dvordk et al. (2008)
and Feder et al. (2021) further conjectured that x(G?) < 6 for cubic bipartite planar graphs. A
natural question is whether this bound also holds for the list-chromatic number, i.e., whether
x¢(G?) < 6 for such graphs. More generally, it is of interest to determine sufficient conditions
ensuring x¢(G?) < 6 for subcubic planar graphs. In this paper, we prove that x,(G?) < 6 for
subcubic planar graphs containing no k-cycles for 4 < k£ < 8, improving a result of Cranston
and Kim (2008).
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1 Introduction

The square of a graph G, denoted G2, is obtained by adding an edge between any two vertices
of G that are at distance at most 2, while keeping the vertex set unchanged. A graph is subcubic
if its maximum degree A(G) is at most 3, and a cycle of length k is called a k-cycle. The girth of
G, denoted g(G), is the length of its shortest cycle.

Graph coloring and, in particular, coloring squares of graphs has received considerable attention.
Let x(G) denote the chromatic number of G. A list assignment for G assigns to each vertex a list
of colors, and G is L-colorable if it admits a proper coloring f with f(v) € L(v) for all v. If G
is L-colorable whenever each list has size at least k, then G is k-choosable, and the list chromatic
number x¢(QG) is the smallest such k. Let x be a vertex in G. Denote by Ng(z) the set of vertices
adjacent to x.

One of the most well-known open problems in this area is Wegner’s conjecture:
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Conjecture 1 ([15]). For a planar graph G,

7, if A(G) =3,
X(G?) < S AG)+5,  if4<AG) <T,
I3A(G)/2], if A(G) > 8.

The case A(G) = 3 was confirmed by Thomassen [13] and independently by Hartke, Ja-
hanbekam, and Thomas [8] using extensive computer-assisted case analysis. The conjecture for
A(G) > 4 remains open, with recent progress on subcubic planar graphs documented in [4, 9, 10].

Another closely related conjecture concerns cubic bipartite planar graphs:

Conjecture 2 ([6, 7]). If G is a cubic bipartite planar graph, then x(G?) < 6.

This bound is tight, as exemplified by the hexagonal prism. Feder et al. [7] verified Conjecture
2 in special cases, showing that x(G?) < 6 if the faces of a bipartite cubic plane graph can be
three-colored red, blue, and green such that red faces have even size and blue and green faces have
sizes divisible by four. In particular, this implies x(G?) < 6 if all face sizes are multiples of four.
It is natural to extend these questions to list colorings:

Question 3. Does x¢(G?) < 6 hold for cubic bipartite planar graphs?

Currently, it is unknown even whether the square of a cubic bipartite planar graph is 7-choosable.
More generally, identifying sufficient conditions ensuring x¢(G?) < 6 for subcubic planar graphs is
an interesting direction.

This line of research echoes the approach taken for Steinberg’s conjecture, which stated that
planar graphs without 4- or 5-cycles are 3-colorable. Though disproved by Cohen-Addad et al.
[14], it inspired the question suggested by Erdés (1991) on the minimum & such that planar graphs
without cycles of lengths {4,...,k} are 3-colorable. Borodin et al. [3], improving earlier results
[1, 11], showed that k < 7, i.e., planar graphs with no cycles of lengths 4 through 7 are 3-colorable.

Following this perspective, one can ask:

Problem 4. Determine the smallest k such that x,(G?) < 6 whenever G is a subcubic planar graph
with no cycles of lengths {4, ..., k}.

Cranston and Kim [5] showed that y,(G?) < 6 for subcubic planar graphs of girth at least 9.
In this paper, we improve upon their result and resolve Problem 4 with the following theorem:

Theorem 5. If G is a subcubic planar graph containing no k-cycles for 4 < k < 8, then x¢(G?) < 6.

2 Elements of configurations

In this section, we prove several key configurations which are of independent interest. First, the
following lemma is folklore, but we include here for completeness.

Lemma 6. Let Py = vivavsvy be a path and L be a list assignment of Py. If |L(vi)| = |L(vs)| =
|L(v4)| = 2 and |L(va)| = 3, then P? is L-colorable.



Proof. 1f L(vi) N L(vy) # 0, then first color v; and vy with a color ¢ € L(v1) N L(vy), and then color
vz and vo in this order to obtain an L-coloring of P42.

If L(v1) N L(vyg) = 0, then first color ve with a color ¢ € L(vg) \ L(vs). Since L(vy) N L(vg) = 0,
¢ ¢ L(vy) or ¢ ¢ L(vg). Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ ¢ L(vy). Then, greedily
color vy, v3,v1 in this order to obtain an L-coloring of P42.

In either case, we obtain an L-coloring of P42 and this proves the lemma. ]

Lemma 7. Let J; be the graph in Figure 1 and L be a list assignment of J1. If |L(vi)| = 2,|L(v2)| =
3,|L(vs)| = 4,|L(vy)| = 3, and |L(vs)| = 3, then J? is L-colorable.

Proof. We consider two cases.

Case 1: L(v1) N L(vy) # 0
Color vy and vy with a color « € L(v1) N L(vy4), and then greedily color vs, vy, v3 in this order
to obtain an L-coloring of JZ.

Case 2: L(v1) N L(vg) =0

In this case, we have that |L(v;)UL(vy4)| = 5. If there is a color a € L(v1) \ L(v3), color vy with
« first, and then color ve, vs5, v4,v3 in this order to obtain an L-coloring of J12 .

Now assume that L(v;) C L(vs). Then L(v4) \ L(vs) # 0 since |L(v1) U L(vg)| = 5. Let
B € L(vg) \ L(v3). Then 8 ¢ L(v1) and either 8 € L(vs), or 5 & L(vs).

If 8 ¢ L(vs), color vy with S first, and then color vy, va, v5, v3 in this order to obtain an L-coloring

of JZ.
If B € L(vs), color vz with S first, and then color v, ve, vy, v3 in this order to obtain an L-coloring
of J2.
In each case, we obtain an L-coloring of JZ. This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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Figure 1: The graphs J; and J, with list sizes shown at vertices; the number at each vertex denotes
the number of available colors.

Lemma 8. Let Jy be the graph in Figure 1 and L be a list assignment of Jo. Then J3 is L-colorable
if L satisfies one of the following conditions:

(1) [L(v1)] = 2, |L(v2)| = 4, L(v3)| = 4, [L(va)| = 3, |L(vs)| = 2, |L(v6)| = 2 and L(v1) # L(vs);

(2) |L(v1)| = 3, |L(v2)| = 4, |L(v3)| = 4, [L(va)| = 3, [L(vs)[ = 2, | L(ve)| = 2.



Proof. Note that if L satisfies (2), then, since |L(vi)| = 3, we may remove a color ¢ € L(v;1) such
that L(v1)\ {c} # L(vs). By (1), this implies that .J2 is L-colorable. Therefore, it remains to show
that if L satisfies (1), then J2 is L-colorable.

We first show that there exist two distinct colors ¢; € L(v1) and ¢5 € L(vs) such that, after
coloring v1 and vs with ¢; and c5, respectively, the resulting list assignment L’ satisfies:

(i) [L'(v2)| > 2, |L'(v3)| > 2, |L'(va)| > 3, and |L'(vg)| > 2;
(ii) [L'(v2) U L'(v3) U L' (v4) U L' (v6)| > 4; and
(i) L'(v3) # L' (vg).

Note that, regardless of the choices of ¢; and ¢5, Condition (i) is always satisfied.
Since |L(v3)| =4 > |L(va)| = 3, let a € L(vz) \ L(v4).

Case 1: a ¢ L(vg). We can choose ¢; and c¢5 such that o ¢ {c1,¢5}. Such a choice exists since
L(v1) # L(vs) and both lists have size 2. Then L'(vs3) # L'(vg) = L(vg), so Condition (iii) is
satisfied. Moreover, since « € L'(v3) but a ¢ L'(v4) = L(vg) and |L'(v4)| = 3, we have

L/ (v2) U L' (v3) U L' (v4) U L' (v6)| > L (v3) U L' (v4)| > 4,

so (ii) is satisfied. Hence, ¢; and c¢5 are the desired colors.

Case 2: a € L(vg) = L'(vg). Since o ¢ L'(v4) and |L'(v4)| = 3, Condition (ii) is always satisfied.
It remains to choose ¢; and ¢5 so that L'(vs) # L'(vg).

If o € L(v1) U L(vs), choose ¢1 and ¢5 such that « € {¢1,¢5}. Then o ¢ L'(v3) and o € L'(vg),
o I/ (vs) # I/ (v6).

If o« ¢ L(v1) U L(vs), note that L(v1) # L(vs) and |L(v1)| = |L(vs)| = 2, giving at least three
possible pairs (¢1, ¢5). Among them, there exists a pair such that L'(vs) = L(vs)\{c1,c5} # L(vg) =
L/(’Ug).

Let ¢; € L(v1) and ¢5 € L(vs) be two distinct colors satisfying (i)—(iii). Color v; and vs with
c1 and c5, respectively. We now extend this coloring to vs, v3,v4, and vg to obtain an L-coloring of
Jz.

Construct an auxiliary bipartite graph W with bipartition (X,Y’), where

o X = {UQ,Ug,U4,U6} and Y = UvieX L'(vi);
e For each v; € X and each S € Y, v;8 € E(W) if and only if 8 € L'(v;).

By (ii), |Nw(vg) @] Nw(vg) U Nw(’U4) U Nw(v6)| > 4, and by (iii), |Nw(1}3) U NW('U6)| > 3.
Together with (i), it follows that | Ny (S)| > |S| for every S C {wva,v3,v4,v6}. Hence, by Hall’s
theorem, W has a matching M saturating all vertices of X. Let voca, vscs, v4cq, and vgeg be the
edges of such a matching. Color ve,vs, v4,vg With ca, c3, c4, cg, respectively, to obtain an L-coloring
of J3.

This completes the proof of the lemma. O



3 Proof of Theorem 5

In this section, we prove Theorem 5 by contradiction. Let G, together with a list assignment
L of size 6, be a minimal counterexample to Theorem 5. We also assume that G is a plane graph.
Clearly, G is connected. We begin with the following claim, whose proof is straightforward.

Claim 9. (1) The minimum degree of G satisfies §(G) > 2.
(2) No 2-vertex of G is contained in a triangle.
(8) No two 2-vertices of G are adjacent.

Proof. (1) Suppose to the contrary that G contains a 1-vertex x, and let y be the neighbor of z.
By the minimality of GG, the square graph of G — z has an L-coloring ¢. Since there are at most
three vertices of G at distance at most 2 from z, the coloring ¢ can always be extended to z, giving
an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction.

(2) Suppose to the contrary that G has a 2-vertex x contained in a triangle xyzz. By the
minimality of G, the square graph of G — x has an L-coloring ¢. Since at most four colors are
forbidden for z and |L(x)| = 6, the coloring ¢ can be extended to z, giving an L-coloring of G2, a
contradiction.

(3) Suppose to the contrary that G contains two adjacent 2-vertices x and y. Let x1 be the
other neighbor of x, and let y; be the other neighbor of y. By (2), we have x; # y;.

By the minimality of G, the square graph of G — {z,y} has an L-coloring ¢.

For each w € {z,y}, define

L'(w) = L(w) \ {¢(2) : 2w € E(G?) and z ¢ {x,y}}.

Since at most four colors are forbidden for each of z and y, we have |L'(z)] > 6 — 4 = 2 and
|L'(y)| > 2. Thus ¢ extends to both x and y, a contradiction. This completes the proof of the
claim. O
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Figure 2: Reducible configurations 77, T, and T3. A black vertex denotes a 3-vertex and a white
vertex denotes a 2-vertex.

One of the main steps is to estimate the number of 2-vertices and 3-faces adjacent to any face
of length at least 9. We begin by proving the following claim.

Claim 10. For each i € {1,2,3}, the graph G does not contain the subgraph T; illustrated in
Figure 2.



Proof. We prove that none of 17, T», or T3 appears in GG, each by contradiction. Recall that by
Claim 9, every vertex in a triangle is a 3-vertex.

(a) Suppose that G contains 77 as a subgraph. By the minimality of G, the square graph of
G — V(T1) has an L-coloring ¢. For each v; € V(T1), define

L'(v;) = L(v;) \ {¢(z) : vix € E(G?) and z ¢ V(T1)}.
Then, as shown in Figure 3(i),

3, i€{1,4,5},

1L )] {4, i€ {2,3}.

By Lemma 7, the coloring ¢ extends to an L-coloring of G2, contradicting the choice of G.

(b) Suppose that G contains T3 as a subgraph. By the minimality of G, let ¢ be an L-coloring of
the square graph of G — {v2, v3,v4,v5,v7}. For each i € {2,3,4,5,7}, define

L'(v;) = L(v;) \ {¢(x) : vix € E(G?) and z ¢ {va, v3,v4,v5, 07} }.
Then, as shown in Figure 3(ii),
[L'(v2)| > 2, [L'(v3)| >3, |L'(va)] >4, [L'(vs)| >3, [L'(v7)]>3.

By Lemma 7, the coloring ¢ extends to an L-coloring of G?, again a contradiction.

(c) Suppose that G contains T3 as a subgraph. Let ¢ be an L-coloring of the square graph of
G — {va,v3,v4,v5}, and for each i € {2,3,4,5}, define

L'(v;) = L(v;) \ {¢(x) : viz € E(G?) and z ¢ {vo, v3,v4,05}}.
Then, as shown in Figure 3(iii),
IL'(v2)] 22, [L'(v3)| 23,  [L'(va)| =2,  |L'(vs)| >2.

By Lemma 6, the coloring ¢ extends to an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction.

In all three cases we obtain a contradiction. Thus G contains none of 17, T, or 13 as a

subgraph. O
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Figure 3: The number at each vertex denotes the number of available colors.



Claim 10 yields several structural constraints on a long cycle, which will allow us to estimate
the total number of 2-vertices and triangles adjacent to it. To describe these properties precisely,
we introduce the following notation.

For a cycle C in G, let d(C) denote its length. A k-cycle is a cycle of length k, and a k™ -cycle
is a cycle of length at least k.

Definition 11. Let C be a 9" -cycle of G.

(a) Let t(C) denote the sum of the number of 2-vertices on C and the number of triangles
sharing an edge with C.

(b) Let A(C) ={z1,...,2r} be the set of 3-vertices adjacent to C, listed in cyclic order around
C, that are not adjacent to any triangle. For each i, let M; be the segment of C' from z; to ziy1,
with indices taken modulo k, and let t(M;) denote the number of 2-vertices and triangles sharing
an edge with M;.

As an example, consider the cycle in Hs in Figure 5. We may label vg = z1, vg = 23, and
v19 = 23. Then we obtain:

o t(H3) =5;

o A(C)={z1,22,23},s0 k=3;

o M = vgurvg, Mo = vgvgvig, and M3 = v1gV102U3V4V5V6;

o {(M;) =t(Ms2) =1 and t(Ms) = 3.

With this observation, the next two claims follow directly from Claim 10 and the definitions.

Claim 12. Let C be a 9" -cycle and suppose that A(C) = {21,22,...,2k} # 0. Then each segment
M; is isomorphic to one of the configurations S1, So, S3, Si, or S5 shown in Figure 4.

Fy Fy Fy
Zi U1 Zi41 Zi U1 U2 U3 Zi41 Zi U1 V2 VU3 Vg Vs Zi41l
(i) Segment Sy (i) Segment Sy (iil) Segment Ss
F1 wq F1
Zi U1 U2 V21—1 V21 Zi+1 Zi i+l Zi U1 V2 Zit1
(iv) Segment Sy (possibly z; = 2zi+1) (v) the segment Ss (vi) An example S4(l =1)

Figure 4: The segments S1—S5. A black vertex denotes a 3-vertex and a white vertex denotes a 2-vertex.

Note that
t(S1) =1, t(S2) = 2, t(S3) =3, t(S4) =1 for some [ > 1, t(S5) = 0.



Claim 13. (1) If A(C) =0, then C is an Sy-segment with t(C') = 4D - Hence d(C) is even.

(2) If A(C) ={z1}, then C is an Si-segment and t(C) = d(C2)—1' Hence d(C) is odd.

sy = |55

(3) For eachi e {1,...,5},

where |S;| denotes the number of vertices in S;.
With the previous structural claims, we are now ready to estimate t(C') for a 9™-cycle C.

Claim 14. If C is a 9" -cycle in G, then
HO) < d(C) — [d(c)]

In particular, t(C) < d(C) — 6 whenever d(C') > 11.

Proof. If A(C) =0, then d(C) is even and

_ A _ d(C)
t(C) = 5 —d(C)—[ 5|
Now assume A(C) = {z1,..., 2} with £ > 1. For each segment M;, we have
M;|—1
on) = [,

where |M;| is the number of vertices on M; since M; € {51, Sa, S3, S4, S5} by Claim 12. Hence
- 5| M| — 1 S M 1| ] d(o) d(C)
(=2 1) = Z{ E JS {Z E J:{ 2 J:d(c)_[ 2 W
i=1 i=1 i=1
since S0 (| M| — 1) = d(C).
If d(C) > 11, then [@-‘ > 6, and therefore

t(C) < d(C) — {df)} <d(C) - 6.

O]

To complete the discharging argument, we need to extend ¢(C) < d(C) — 6 for 11*-cycles C' in
Claim 14 to cycles of lengths 9 and 10.

Claim 15. If C is a cycle with d(C) € {9,10}, then t(C) < d(C) — 6.



The proof of Claim 15 is technical and is given in the next section.

We now proceed with the discharging method. For each vertex x, define w(z) = 2d(x) — 6, and
for each face f, define w(f) = d(f) — 6. Thus every element x € V(G) U F(G) has initial charge
w(z). By Euler’s formula |V (G)| — |E(G)| + |F(G)| = 2, we have

Yo w@ =) (2dw)—6) + Y (d(f) —6) =—12. (1)
z€V(G)UF(G) veV(Q) fEF(G)

We now redistribute charge according to the following rule and let w’(z) be the final charge of
T.

Discharging Rule
(R) Each 9%-face sends a charge of 1 to each incident 2-vertex and to each adjacent 3-face.

We will show that w'(x) > 0 for every z € V(G) U F(G).

If z is a 2-vertex, then it receives exactly 1 from each of its two incident 97 -faces by (R), so
W'(x) = 0. If z is a 3-vertex, then it receives no charge and w'(x) = w(x) = 0.

Let f be a face of G. If d(f) > 9, then t(f) < d(f) — 6 by Claim 14 and Claim 15. Thus
W'(f) =d(f) =6 —t(f) = 0.

If d(f) = 3, then f receives 1 from each of its three incident 97 -faces, so

W(f)=d(f) —6+3=0.

Therefore,
0 < Z W(z) = Z w(x) = —12,
zeV(G)UF(G) z€V(G)UF(G)
a contradiction. This completes the proof of Theorem 5. O

4 Proof of Claim 15

We now complete the proof of Claim 15 by contradiction. Assume that
t(C) > d(C) —5.
Since t(C) < d(C) — [d(C)/2] by Claim 14 and 9 < d(C) < 10, it follows that
t(C)=4d(C)—5.
By the definitions of the parameters, we first establish the following claim.

Claim 16. Let C be a cycle with 9 < d(C) < 10 and let k = |A(C)|. Let s; denote the number of
Si-segments on C, and let p = s4. Let ly,...,1l, be the number of triangles in the p Si-segments
sharing an edge with C, respectively. Then the following hold.

(1) If k =0, then d(C) = 10 and G contains Hy in Figure 5 as a subgraph.
(2) If k =1, then d(C) =9 and G contains Fio in Figure 9 as a subgraph.
(3) If k > 2, then:



(5-1) t(C):S1+282+383+(l1+"'+lp);
(3—2) k281+82+83+84+35:81+32+83+(5—t(0));
(3—3) 5:k—|—82—|—283+(l1+---—|—lp).

Proof. Parts (1) and (2) follow directly from Claim 13.
Assume now that k > 2. By the definitions we have:

(a) t(C):31+232+333+(ll+---+lp);
(b)k:$1+32+83+34+35;
(C) d(C):k+81+382+5S3+2(l1++lp)

This immediately yields (3-1) and the first identity in (3-2).
On the other hand, since d(C) — t(C) = 5, Equations (a) and (c) imply

5:k‘—|—82—|—253—|—(l1—|—'--—|—lp),
which gives (3-3). Now, using (3-1) and (3-3), we obtain
t(C)*5:81+82+83+(Z1+-'-+lp)*k‘,

and thus
k‘:51+82+S3+(l1+"'+lp)—(t(0)—5),

proving the second identity in (3-2). O
We now apply Claim 16 to obtain reducible configurations on 10-cycles and 9-cycles.

4.1 Reducible configurations on 10-cycles
Assume that C is a 10-cycle with ¢(C) = d(C) — 5 = 5.

Claim 17. G contains H; in Figure 5 as a subgraph for some i € {1,2,3,4}.

Proof. If k = |A(C)| < 1, then by Claim 16 we must have k = 0, and therefore G contains H; as a
subgraph as shown in Figure 5.
Assume now that & > 2. From Claim 16(3-2), we have

s4 =85 =0, since sS4+ s5=5—t(C)=0,
and from (3-1) and (3-3), we have

5 = 81+ 289 + 3s3, and k = s1 + 89 + s3.

Case k = 2. Then sy + 253 = 3. Since s5 < k = 2, we obtain s3 = 1 and s5 = 1, hence s; = 0.
Thus G contains Hs in Figure 5.

10



Case k = 3. Then sy + 2s3 = 2.
If s3 =1, then so = 0 and s; = 2, yielding the configuration Hs in Figure 5.
If s3 =0, then so = 2 and s; = 1, which forces G to contain T3, a contradiction to Claim 10.

Case k = 4. Then s3 =0, so = 1, and s; = 3, again forcing T3, a contradiction.
Case k= 5. Then s; =5 and s9 = s3 = 0, which yields the configuration Hy in Figure 5.
Thus G must contain one of Hy, Hs, Hs, or Hy in Figure 5 as a subgraph. O

We will show next that none of the configurations Hy, Hy, Hs, or Hy4 can occur in G, completing
the contradiction and proving that ¢(C) < d(C) — 6 whenever d(C) = 10.

V11

Figure 5: Reducible configurations on 10-cycle. The number at each vertex denotes the number of

available colors after coloring (G — V(H;))?.

Claim 18. For each i € {1,2,3,4}, the graph G does not contain H; as a subgraph.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that G contains H; as a subgraph for some ¢ € {1,2,3,4}. For each
i €{1,2,3,4}, let Gy = G — V(H;). Since no vertex of H; has two neighbors outside H;, for any
two vertices u,v € V(G1), if dg(u,v) < 2 then dg, (u,v) < 2. Moreover, because G contains no 4-
to 8-cycles, any two 3-vertices of H; that do not lie on the 10-cycle have distance at least 3 in G,
so their colors never conflict.

By the minimality of G, the graph G? admits an L-coloring ¢. We will show that ¢ extends to
H;, producing an L-coloring of G2, contradicting that G is a counterexample.

For each v € V(H;), define

Ly, (v) = L(v) \ {¢(z) : vx € E(G?) and z ¢ V(H;)}.

(a) Case H; = H;.
From the structure of H; and as indicated in Figure 5, we have:
3, ie{l1,...,15},

L, (vi)| >
5, ie{l,...,10}.

11



We first extend ¢ to vg, v1g, then to vy, vg, and finally to vs, vg, choosing colors so that each of
v13, V14, V15 always retains at least one available color regardless of later choices.

Since |Lg, (v9)l, | L, (vi0)] > 5 and | Ly, (v15)| > 3, we may choose distinct colors

cg € Ly, (vo), c10 € Ly, (vio)
so that | Ly, (vi5) \ {co, c10}| > 3. Color vg and vig with ¢g and ¢1g, respectively. The resulting
available list sizes are shown in Figure 6 (1).

Applying the same argument, we color v7,vs and then vs,vg so that the remaining available
list sizes match those in Figure 6 (2).

Next, observe that the subgraph induced by {vy,ve, v3, v4,v11,v12} is Jo (Figure 1), and their
list sizes satisfy Lemma 8(2). By Lemma 8(2), we can color these six vertices.

Finally, color v;3, then v14, and then v15. This yields an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction.

V14 V13 V14 V13

(1) The list sizes after coloring vg, v19 (2) The list sizes after coloring vg, v19, v7, Vs, U5, Ug

Figure 6: The graph Hj: the list sizes after coloring some vertices H;

(b) Case H; = Hs.

As indicated in Figure 5, we have:

3, i=6,10,11,12,13,
4, i=1,57

LH U Z ) ) ) )

[, (v0)] 5, i=24,8,09,
6, i=3.

Using an argument similar to the previous case, there exist distinct colors ¢7 € Ly, (v7) and
cs € Ly, (vs) such that |Ly,(viz) \ {c7,cs}| > 3. Color v7 and vg with ¢7 and cg, respectively.

Since |Lg,(v1)| > 4 and |Lg, (v11)| > 3, there is a color a € Ly, (v1) such that | Ly, (vi1)\{a}| >
3.
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Next, color vg with a color ¢g € L, (vg) \ {c7, cs, a}, and color v1g with a color ¢19 € Ly, (v10) \
{cs,c9}. According to the list sizes indicated in Figure 7 (a), we can then color vg, vs, v12, V13
in this order.

Let L'y, (vi) denote the list of available colors at v; for i = 1,2,3,4,11. As shown in Figure 7

(b),
1L, ()| 22, Ly, (vin)| 22, [Ly, (v2) 24, |Ly, (va)l 2 4, Ly, (va)| 2 2.

Moreover, by the choice of cg and 19, we can conclude that LYy (v1) # Ly, (v11) if [Ly, (v1)| = 2.
In fact, if c10 # «, then a € Ly (v1) \ Ly, (v11). So, we have that L7y (v1) # Ly, (vi1). If

c10 = a, then Ly (v11)| = 3, so we have that L7y (v1) # Ly, (v11) if [Ly, (v1)] = 2.
Thus, there exists a color 3 € L7y, (v11) such that [L7y (vi) \ {8} > 2. Color vy with 3. Let
L7, (v;) be the list of available colors at v; for i = 1,2,3,4. As indicated in Figure 7 (c), we

have
L, (vi)| > 2, |Li,(v2)| >3, |Li,(v3)| >3, |Li,(va)| > 2.

By Lemma 6, we may further extend ¢ to vy, va,v3,v4, yielding an L-coloring of G2, a contra-
diction.

V11

(a) The list sizes after coloring (b) The list sizes after coloring v;  (c¢) The list sizes after coloring vy
V7, Ug for i = 8,10,13,5,6,12

Figure 7: The graph Hy: The list sizes after coloring some vertices Ho

(c) Case H; = Hs.

As indicated in Figure 5, we have:

3, 1=6,8,10,11,12,
4, 1=1,5,7,9
L (v: > Y y 7y Ty
LAIES S
6, ©=3.
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Using an argument similar to the case H; = Ha, there exists a color a € Ly, (v1) such that
|Li,(vi1) \ {a}| > 3. First color vg with a color c¢g € Lp,(vg) \ {a}, and then color wvig
with c19 € Ly, (vio) \ {a, co}. As indicated by the list sizes in Figure 8(a), we can then color
vg, U7, Vg, Us, V12 in this order.

Let qug (v;) denote the list of available colors at v; for ¢ = 1,2,3,4,11 after coloring v; for
i€ {5,...,10} U{12}. As shown in Figure 8(b),

[Lh, (o) 22, L, (vi)| 22, [Ly, ()| 24, L, (va)] 24, L, (va)] 2 2.
Moreover, by the choice of cg and ¢y,

|Lg, (vi1) \ {a}| = [Lay(vi) \ {a}| > 2,  and  a€ Ly, (v1) = Ly, (v1) \ {co, c10}-

Applying the same argument as in the case H; = Hs, we can extend the coloring to all vertices
of Hs, yielding an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction.

(a) The list sizes after coloring vg, v1g (b) The list sizes after coloring v;:
ie{5,...,10} U {12}

Figure 8: The graph Hjs: The list sizes after coloring some vertices Hs

(d) Case H; = Hy.

As indicated in Figure 5, we have:

3, i=24,6,8,10,

Ly, (v;)] >
Lty (i) {4, i=1,3,5,7,9.

We first show that there exist colors ¢; € Ly, (v1) and ¢4 € Lp,(v4) such that |Lg, (v3) \
{Cl, 04}’ > 3.
If Ly, (v1) N Ly, (vs) # 0, choose ¢1 = ¢4 € Ly, (v1) N Ly, (v4). Then

(L (v3) \ {1, cat| = |Lpy(vs)| =1 2 3.

14



If LH4(U1) N LH4(U4) = Q), then ’LH4(U1) U LH4(U4)| > |LH4(2)3)|. So, LH4(U1) \ LH4(U3) #+ 0 or
Ly, (v4) \ Ly, (v3) # (. So, we can color v; and vg by ¢, cq, respectively, so that |Lg,(vs) N
{01,64}’ <1 Then, ’LH4(1)3) \ {61,04}| > 3.

Afterward, we can color

V2, V10, V9, U8, V6, U7, Us, U3

in this order to obtain an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction. O

4.2 Reducible Configurations on 9-Cycles
Assume that C is a 9-cycle with ¢t(C) = d(C) — 5 = 4.
Claim 19. If t(C) = 4, then G contains F; as a subgraph for some i € {1,2,...,12}.

Proof. If k = |A(C)| < 1, then by Claim 16 we must have £k = 1, and G contains Fj2 in Figure 9
as a subgraph. Thus we assume k£ > 2. By Claim 16(2), we have:

® S4+ S5 = 17 1mp1ylng (34555) € {(170)? (05 1)}7
e s1+Sy+s3=k—1,

e 4=3514+2s0+3s3+1;, 0<l; <1

Case k£ = 2.
Here s1+s2+s3 = 1. From 4 = s14+2s2+3s3+11, we must have I; > 1, and hence (s4, s5) = (1,0).
Thus
(Sla 52,53, 54, 55) c {(17 07 07 11 0)7 (07 1> 07 17 0)7 (07 07 17 1> O)}

If sy =1, then I; = 3 and G contains the configuration Fiy.
If s =1, then [y = 2 and G contains the configuration Fig.
If s3 =1, then [y = 1 and G contains the configuration Fy.

Case k = 3.
Then s1 + s9 + s3 =2 and 4 = s1 + 289 + 3s3 + [5.

Subcase (s4,55) = (0,1). Then l; =0, s0 s1+2s92+3s3 = 4, giving so+2s3 = 2. Thus (s2, s3) = (0,1)
or (2,0).
If (s2,s3) = (0,1), then (s1, s2, 83, S4,85) = (1,0,1,0,1) and G contains the configuration Fg.
If (s2,83) = (2,0), then (s1, s2, s3, 54, 85) = (0,2,0,0,1) and G contains the configuration Fg or
Fx.

Subcase (s4,85) = (1,0). Then I3 > 1. Since s + s2 + s3 = 2, we have sg + 2s3 + [ = 2, which
forces s3 = 0. Hence
s1+ 50 =2, so+11 = 2.

Since [; > 1, we have
(s1,s2,01) =(2,0,2) or (1,1,1).

Thus, (s1, 2, 3, S4, S5) = (2,0,0, 1,0) giving the configuration Fj, or (s1, se, s3, S4, S5) = (1,1,0,1,0)
giving the configuration Fj.
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Case k=4. Then s1 4+ s9 + s3 =3 and 4 = s1 + 259 + 353 + [3.

Thus s9 4+ 2s3 + 11 = 1 which implies s3 =0, s1 + so =3 and so + 11 = 1.

If (s4,85) = (0,1), then l; = 0, so so = 1 and s; = 2, giving (s1, s2, S3, S4,55) = (2,1,0,0,1) and
G contains the configuration Fj.

If (s4,85) = (1,0), then [ = 1, so so = 0 and s; = 3, giving (s1, S2, S3, 84, 55) = (3,0,0,1,0) and
G contains the configuration F5.
Case k =5. Then s1 + s9+s3 =4 and 4 = s1 + 259 + 353 + 15.

This forces ss = s3 = I3 = 0 and s; = 4. Since l; = 0, we have (s4,85) = (0,1), giving
(s1, 82, 83,84,85) = (4,0,0,0,1), and G contains Fj.

In summary, we have shown that G contains F; for some i € {1,2,...,12}. O

In the next two subsections, we show that G does not contain F; as a subgraph for any ¢ €
{1,...,12}, thereby completing the proof of Claim 15.

For i € {1,4,6,7,8,11}, in Subsection 4.2.1, we use coloring extension arguments to show that
F; cannot occur in G. For i € {2,3,5,9,10,12}, in Subsection 4.2.2, we apply the Combinatorial
Nullstellensatz to rule out F; as a subgraph of GG, as the corresponding coloring extension arguments
would be considerably longer and more involved.

4.2.1 G does not contain F; for i € {1,4,6,7,8,11}

In this subsection, we apply the coloring extension technique to show that F; does not appear
in G for any i € {1,4,6,7,8,11}.

Claim 20. G does not contain F; as a subgraph for each i € {1,4,6,7,8,11}.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that G contains F; as a subgraph for some i € {1,4,6,7,8,11}. Let
G, =G -V(F).

Since no vertex of F; has two neighbors outside F;, whenever u,v € V(G1) satisfy dg(u,v) < 2,
we also have dg, (u,v) < 2. Moreover, since G contains no 4- to 8-cycles, any two 3-vertices of F;
that do not lie on the 9-cycle have distance at least 3 in G, so their colors never conflict.

By the minimality of G, the graph G2 admits an L-coloring ¢. We show that ¢ extends to Fj,
yielding an L-coloring of G2, contradicting that G is a counterexample.

For each v € V(F;), define

Lp,(v) = L(v)\ {¢(x) : vz € B(G?) and z ¢ V(F;)}.

(a) Case F; = F).

As indicated in Figure 10 (a), we have

2, i1e€{7,8},
|Lp (vi)| > {3, ie{l1,3,5},
4, i€ {2,4,6,9).
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V2
v vs
v7
V4
[y Us v
6 V10 6 Us
F F3
V10 V10 V10

V11
V10 V10 V10
U1
Vg
V2
Ug
U3
vr
/
V4
Ve
Us
V11 V11
Fg Fy
V10 V10 V10

V11

V12

Fio

Figure 9: Reducible configurations on 9-cycles.
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Since |Lp, (ve)| > 4 and |Lg, (vs)| > 3, we may choose a color a € L, (vg) such that
|l (vs) \ {a}| = 3.

Color vg with a color ¢g € L, (vs) \ {a}, and color v; with a color ¢; € Lg, (v7) \ {cs}.

Let LY (v;) be the updated lists after coloring v7 and vs. See Figure 10(b) for the sizes of the
lists Ll (v;). We claim that
/ /
Ly (46) U L, (05)] > 3.

If not, then L', (vs) = Ll (vs) and both lists have size 2, since each has size at least 2. Since
L (vs) = L (vs) \ {cr} and |Lg, (vs) \ {a}| > 3, we have that

c7 € Lp,(vs), and |Lp, (vs)] = 3.

By the fact [Lp (vs) \ {a}| > 3 again, we have a ¢ Ly, (vs) and thus a ¢ LY, (v5). Since o # cs,
we have a € L7, (v), a contradiction to the assumption that L', (vs) = L7 (vs). This proves
that L, (1) U L, (15)] > 3.

Next choose ¢4 € L', (v4) such that |L (v3) \ {ca}| > 3. Since | Ly, (ve) U Ly, (v5)| > 3, we may
select distinct colors
ce € L’F1 (vg) and c5 € L'Fl(vg,)

such that ¢4 ¢ {cs5,c6}. Color vy, vs,v6 With ¢y, c5, cg, respectively.

Let LY. (v;) be the lists after coloring vy, v, v6. As indicated in Figure 10(c), we have

ILe ()l =22, LR ()| 23, [LR(ve)] =2, |LE (vo)] > 2.

By Lemma 6, we can color vg, v, v2,v3 to obtain an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction. Thus
Fy is not a subgraph of G.

(a) The list sizes of Lg, (v;) (b) The list sizes after coloring  (c) The list sizes after coloring v;:

V7, U8 2'24,...,8

Figure 10: The graph Fj: The list sizes after coloring some vertices of F1.
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(b) Case F; = Fy.

As indicated in Figure 11(a), we have

3, i€{4,7,9,10,11},
ILr,(vi)] = ¢ 4, i€{1,5,6,8},
5, i€ {23}

Using an argument similar to the proof that 7 is not a subgraph of G (see Figure 3(i)), we
first color the vertices v11, v4, v5, Vg, and v7.
Let LT, (v;) be the updated lists after coloring vy, vs, vg, v7, and v11 (see Figure 11(b)).

Since |L7, (v2)| > 4 and |L7, (v3)| > 3, there exists a color a € L7, (v2) such that |L7, (vs) \
{a}| > 3. Color vg with a color ¢g € LY, (v9) \ {a}, and then color vg with a color cg €

Lip, (vs) \ {co}-
Let LT, (v;) be the lists after coloring vg and vg (see Figure 11(c)). Then

ILp, ()l 22, LR (v2)] 23, LR (vs) 23, [LE,(vw0)] = 2

Moreover, since a € LY, (v2) \ LY, (vs3), we have |L7, (v2) U Lz, (v3)| > 4. Thus, one can further
color the vertices vy, v2, v3, and v to obtain an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction. This proves

that Fy is not a subgraph of G.

V10 V10

V11
(a) The list sizes of |Lg, (v)| (b) The list sizes after coloring (c) The list sizes after coloring
V11, V4, Us, Ve, U7 V11,V3,...,09

Figure 11: The graph F,: The list sizes after coloring some vertices of Fj.

(c) Case F; = Fg.

As indicated in Figure 12(a), we have

2, i€{4,5},
L (o) > 3, ie{9,10,11},
ST ) 4, ie{1,6),
5, ie{23,7,8}
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Since |Lp,(ve)| > 4 and |Lg,(v11)| > 3, there exists a color a € L, (vg) such that

| LFs (v11) \ {a}] > 3.

Color vy by a color ¢4 € L, (v4) \ {a}, and then color vs by a color ¢5 € L, (vs) \ {ca}.

Let L7, (v;) be the updated lists after coloring v4 and vs (see Figure 12(b)). By a similar
argument to the one used in Case Fi, we have

| Ly (v6) U L (v11)| > 3.
Now, since | L', (vs)| > 5 and |L', (v7)| > 4, there exists a color cs € L', (vs) such that
| Ly (v7) \ {es}| > 4.
Color vg with cs. Since |L; (vs) U Ly (v11)| > 3, we have

| Ly (v6) \ {es} U Lig, (v11) \ {es}| = 2,

and hence we may color vg and vyy.

Let L7, (v;) be the updated lists after coloring vg, v11, and v (see Figure 12(c)). Then
ILE,(v1)l 23, LR (v2)| = 4, |LE(v3)] =23, L (vo)| = 2, |Lg(v10)| 23, L (vr)] = 2.

We first color v, v, vs3, vg, and vig by Lemma 7, and then color v7 to obtain an L-coloring of
G?, a contradiction. This proves that Fg is not a subgraph of G.

V10 V10

Ug

v7
JAS
v11
(a) The list sizes of |Lg, (v)] (b) The list sizes after coloring (c) The list sizes after coloring
V4, Us V4, V5, U8

Figure 12: The graph Fg: The list sizes after coloring some vertices of Fg.

(d) Case F; = Fr.
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As indicated in Figure 13(a), we have:

2, i€{4,5},
Lo (o) > 3, ie{9,10,11},
YT g, e {1,8),
5, i€{23,6,7}

First color vy and v5 greedily. Let L7, (v;) be the lists after coloring v4 and v (see Figure 13(b)).

Now color vg by a color cg € LE (vg) such that

L (v6) \ {es}] > 3
Let L7, (v;) be the lists after coloring vy, vs, and v (see Figure 13(c)).

By Lemma 7, color the vertices vy, ve,vs3, v9, and vig. Then color v11, v7, and vg in this order
to yield an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction. Thus, Fy is not a subgraph of G.

V10 V10

(a) The list sizes of |Lg. (v)| (b) The list sizes after coloring (c) The list sizes after coloring

V4, Vs V4, Vs, Ug

Figure 13: The graph F%. The list sizes after coloring some vertices of Fx.

(e) Case F; = Fg.

As indicated in Figure 14(a), we have

2, i=6,7,

3, i=29,10,11,
|Lp,(vi)| > < 4, i=1,5,8,

5, i=2,4,

6, i=3.

\

By an argument similar to that used in Case F; (in the choice of ¢7 and cg), there exist two
distinct colors
Cg € LFg(U6)7 cr € LF8<’U7),
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such that
|Lrg(vs) \ {c6,c7} U Lpg(vi1) \ {es}] > 3.

We first color vg and vy with cg and c7, respectively, and then color wvg, vg, v1, and v1g in this
order.

Let L’F8 (v;) be the updated lists after coloring vy, vg, v7, vs, v9, and vig (see Figure 14(b)).
Then
| Lp (v5) U L (v11)] > 3.

Thus there exists a color ¢11 € L’F8 (v11) such that

| L, (0s) \ {c11}] > 2.

Color v11 with ¢17.

Let L7, (v;) be the updated lists after coloring v1; (see Figure 14(c)). Then

L,

()] 22, |Lg

8

(U3)’ Z 37 |L/f/7‘

8

(va) 23, |Lg

8

(1)5)’ 2 2.

We may now color v, v3, v4, and vs by Lemma 6 to obtain an L-coloring of G2, a contradiction.
Thus, Fy is not a subgraph of G.

V10 V10

2
V11 V11
(a) The list sizes of |Lg, (v)] (b) The list sizes after coloring v;  (c) The list sizes after coloring v;
and v;: 1 =6,...,10 and v;: 1 =6,...,11

Figure 14: The graph Fg: The list sizes after coloring some vertices of Fg.

(f) Case Fl = Fn.

As indicated in Figure 15(a), we have

3, +=17,9,10,11,12,
|LF11 (vl)| > 4, 1=1,6,8,
5, i=234,5.
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Since |Lp,, (vs)| > 5, |Lp, (vs)| > 4, and |Lg, (vi2)| > 3, there exist two distinct colors

Cs € LF11('UB)7 Cg € LFH('UG)7
such that
|Lpy, (v12) \ {es, c6}] = 3.
Color vs and vg with c5 and cg, respectively, and then color v; with some ¢; € L, (v7)\{cs, c6}-
Let L. (v;) be the updated lists after coloring vs, ve, and v7 (see Figure 15(b)).

By an argument similar to that used in Case F; (in the choice of ¢7 and cg), there exist two
distinct colors
cg € LFH(’Us), Cg € LFH(’UQ),

such that
|Lry, (01) \ {es,co} U Ly, (vi0) \ {eo}| > 3.

Color vg and vg with cg and c¢g, respectively.

Let L% (v;) be the updated lists after coloring vg and vg (see Figure 15(c)). Then
‘L%‘ll(vl)’ Z 27 ‘L,I;11(v2)| 2 4’ ’L/}/;'ll (03)‘ Z 47 ’Lllg'll(v4)‘ Z 37 |L/1‘/7‘11 ('Ul())‘ Z 27 ’Lllg‘11(v11)| 2 2

Moreover,
| %11 (Ul) U L/},,‘vll(’l)l())’ 2 3

We may now color vy, ve,v3,v4,v10,v11 by Lemma 8(1), and then color vis to obtain an L-
coloring of G?, a contradiction. Thus, Fi; is not a subgraph of G. This completes the proof of
Claim 20. O

V10 V10

V12

(a) The list sizes of |Lg,, (v)] (b) The list sizes after coloring  (c) The list sizes after coloring v;:

Us, Vg, U7 1=295,...,9

Figure 15: The graph Fi1: The list sizes after coloring some vertices of Fi;.
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4.2.2 (G does not contain F; for i € {2,3,5,9,10,12}

In this subsection, we apply the Combinatorial Nullstellensatz to show that F; is not a subgraph
of G for each i € {2,3,5,9,10,12}.
The graph polynomial of a graph G is defined by

Po@)= [ (2u—u).

u~v, Uu<v

where u ~ v means u and v are adjacent, and ® = (zy),cv /() is a vector of variables indexed by
vertices of G.

Theorem 21 ([2]). (Combinatorial Nullstellensatz) Let F be a field, and let f(z1,...,z,) €
Fl21, ..., 2n). Suppose deg(f) = S 1, t; with eacht; > 0, and the coefficient of [[}, z&* is nonzero.
If S1,...,Sn CF satisfy |Si| > t; + 1 for all i, then there exist s; € S; such that f(s1,...,8,) # 0.

The following consequence is frequently used in list coloring.

Theorem 22. Let G be a graph with V(G) = {v1,...,v,} and list assignment L. If Pg(x) has a
monomial [}, 2% with nonzero coefficient and |L(v;)| > t; + 1 for each i, then G is L-colorable.

Claim 23. For each i € {2,3,5,9,10,12}, the graph G does not contain F; as a subgraph.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that G contains F; as a subgraph for some i € {2,3,5,9,10,12}.
Let Gy =G — V(Fz)

Since no vertex of F; has two neighbors outside Fj, for any two vertices u,v € V(Gy), if
da(u,v) < 2 then dg, (u,v) < 2. Moreover, because G contains no 4- to 8-cycles, any two 3-vertices
of F; that do not lie on the 9-cycle have distance at least 3 in (G, so their colors never conflict.

By the minimality of G, the graph G? admits an L-coloring ¢. We will show that ¢ extends to
F;, producing an L-coloring of G? and contradicting that G is a counterexample.

For each v € V(F;), define

Lr.(v) = L(v) \ {¢(x) : vx € B(G?) and = ¢ V(F;)}.
1. Case F; = F.

As indicated in Figure 16,

3, ©t=1,3,5,8,10,

Lp,(vi)| >
a0 {4, i=2,4,6,7,9.

The graph polynomial of F7 is

Ppz(x) = x1 — x8)(r1 — x9) (2 — 3) (T2 — T4)

( (
(3 — x5) (24 — 25) (24 — 76) (75 — T6)
) )
) )

8
&
|
8
S~— \Qi/

Te — L7 )T — xS)(x6 - CL‘lo)($7 - l‘g)

(
(g — x10)-

—~~

xrg — T9



V10 Us

The graph Fy The graph Fjs The graph Fj

Figure 16: The graphs F5, F3 and F5 and their corresponding list sizes.

A Mathematica computation shows that the coefficient of

2,3,2,3,2,3,.2..2_2

is 2 # 0. Thus, by Theorem 22, ¢ extends to Fy, yielding an L-coloring of G?.

. Case F; = F3.
Note that Ppz(x) = Ppz(). As indicated in Figure 16,

2, i=3.4
3. i=1.810

L U > ) P~ b

Lra(vi)] 2 4 =279,
5. i=5.6.

A Mathematica computation shows that the coefficient of

rirdrsrarsririciciel,
is 1 # 0. Thus, by Theorem 22, ¢ extends to F§, producing an L-coloring of G*.
. Case F; = F5. As indicated in Figure 16,

3, i=5,7,9,10,11,
Ly (vi)] > 4 4, i=1,4,6,8,
5 i=2,3.

The graph polynomial of F52 is
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Pp2(x) = (z1—22)(z1 — 33)(31 — 8) (21 — @9) (21 — 710) (w2 — 73) (w2 — T4)
(w2 — x9) (72 — 10) (T2 — 711) (73 — w4) (73 — 75) (T3 — 710) (73 — T11)
(4 — 25) (24 — 26) (4 — 211) (25 — 26) (25 — 27) (25 — 211) (26 — 77)
(v6 — x8) (27 — 28) (27 — T9) (8 — T9)(T9 — 210)

A Mathematica computation shows that the coefficient of x3z3z3z3rivdx22dzizt vl is —2 #

0. Thus, by Theorem 22, ¢ extends to FZ, yielding an L-coloring of G*.

4. Case F; = Fy.
As indicated in Figure 17,

3, i=6,9,10,11,12,
4, i=1,5,7,8

L ’U > M P B B |

| Ly (vi)| = 5, i—2.4
6, i=3.

The graph polynomial for F§ is

Pra(x) = (21— 22)(21 — 23)(21 — 28) (21 — 20) (21 — 710) (22 — 23) (22 — 24)
(z2 — w9) (w2 — z10) (3 — 24) (23 — 75)(¥3 — T10)(¥3 — T11)
(4 — 25) (74 — 26) (74 — 211)(T5 — 26) (T5 — 27)(T5 — 11)
(w6 — x7) (26 — 28)(T6 — 711)(T6 — T12)(T7 — T8) (27 — T9)
(7 — 212) (28 — T9) (T8 — T12)(T9 — T10) (W9 — T12)

A Mathematica computation shows that the coefficient of x3zjzizirdzladadzdal vl zl, is

4 # 0. Thus, by Theorem 22, ¢ extends to Fg, yielding an L-coloring of G*.

V10

3 Vs ”Eﬂ

V11
The graph Fy The graph Fig The graph Fio

Figure 17: The graphs Fy, F1g and Fjo and their corresponding list sizes.
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5. Case F; = .
As indicated in Figure 17,

’LFm (UZ)‘ > 4,

The graph polynomial for F12O is

Ppra (z) = ( )
(22 — 29)(
(24 — ws5)(
(z6 — 27)(
(xS - $12)($9 - mlO)

i =5,9,10,11,12,
i=1,4,6,
i=2,3,7,8.

x1 — x2) (21 — 23) (21 — 28) (21 — T9)(T1 — T10) (T2 — 23) (22 — T4)

( (

ry — x10) (72 — 211) (23 — 24) (23 — 25) (23 — 210) (23 — 211)

x4 — 6) (x4 — x11) (25 — w6) (5 — 27) (25 — 211)(T5 — T12)
(

w6 — x8)(r6 — T12) (77 — 28) (27 — T9) (27 — 212) (W8 — T9)

3

A Mathematica computation shows that the coefficient of x3zjzszirizdadaizlal 22 21, is
2 # 0. Thus, by Theorem 22, ¢ extends to F7,, yielding an L-coloring of G*.

6. Case F; = Fis.
As indicated in in Figure 17,

3,
|Lpy, (vi)| > S 4,
9,

The graph polynomial for F3, is

Ppz () = (21— 22)
(z2 — 29)(
(x4 — 25)(
(5 — w12) (26 — 27)(
(w7 — w12) (27 — 213)

i =9,10,11,12,13,
i=1,8,
i=2,3,4,56,T.

(z1 — x3) (21 — 28) (21 — W9 ) (21 — 210) (02 — 23) (T2 — T4)

T2 — x10) (T2 — 211) (73 — 24) (73 — w5) (T3 — T10) (73 — T11)

x4 — x6) (14 — 211) (T4 — 12) (25 — T6) (25 — 27)(T5 — T11)
)6 — w8) (w6 — T12) (w6 — T13) (77 — 28)(T7 — T9)
) )

(xg — x9)(xg — x13) (9 — T10)(T9 — 213)

4,.4 4

A Mathematica computation shows that the coefficient of x3z3zixiardzdrivdzizt zt 2323,
is —1 # 0. Thus, by Theorem 22, ¢ extends to F3, yielding an L-coloring of G2. This

completes the proof of Claim 23.
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