arXiv:2005.05989v1 [math.CO] 12 May 2020

Hadwiger meets Cayley

Jacob W. Cooper^∗ Adam Kabela^∗ Daniel Král’^{∗†} Théo Pierron^∗

Abstract

We show that every connected k-chromatic graph contains at least k^{k−2} spanning trees.

The present note is motivated by a corollary of the well-known conjecture of Hadwiger on k-chromatic graphs. Recall that a graph is k-chromatic if it admits a proper vertex coloring using k colors but not k −1 colors. In 1943, Hadwiger [7] conjectured that every k-chromatic graph contains K_k as a minor. The conjecture remains wide open despite the effort of many researchers, and is considered to be one of the deepest unsolved problems in graph theory, see e.g. [1, 2, 5, 6, 8–11, 15] and the surveys [12,14]. The conjecture has been confirmed for k ≤ 6 [11]. If true, the conjecture would imply that every connected k-chromatic graph contains at least k^{k−2} spanning trees (by Cayley’s formula [3, 4] on the number of spanning trees of complete graphs). We give a direct and short proof of this statement. This answers a problem recently posted by Sivaraman [13, Problem 8].

Theorem 1. Every connected k-chromatic graph contains at least k^{k−2} spanning trees.

Before proving the result, we fix some notation. Given a graph G, we denote by G − v the graph obtained from G by removing vertex v, and by G/v_1 . . . v_ℓ the graph obtained from G by identifying vertices v_1, . . . , v_ℓ and removing all newly created loops and parallel edges so as to yield a simple graph.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the number of vertices. Clearly, the statement is satisfied if k = 1 or k = 2, which covers the base of the induction. We assume that k ≥ 3 and fix a connected k-chromatic graph G. We first show that G can

∗Faculty of Informatics, Masaryk University, Botanická 68A, 602 00 Brno, Czech Republic. E-mails: jcooper@mail.muni.cz, kabela@fi.muni.cz, dkral@fi.muni.cz and

pierron@fi.muni.cz. All authors were supported by the MUNI Award in Science and Hu-

manities of the Grant Agency of Masaryk university.

†Mathematics Institute, DIMAP and Department of Computer Science, University of Warwick, Coventry CV4 7AL, UK.

be assumed to be 2-connected, have minimum degree at least k − 1, and contain no K_k as a subgraph.

The graph G is 2-connected. Indeed, suppose that G contains a vertex v for which G−v is disconnected. For every connected component of G−v, consider the subgraph of G induced by v and the vertices of the component. Note that at least one of the considered subgraphs has the same chromatic number as G, and hence this subgraph contains at least k^{k−2} spanning trees by the induction hypothesis. The statement follows by observing that the number of spanning trees of G is equal to the product of the numbers of spanning trees of the considered subgraphs.

The minimum degree of G is at least k − 1. Suppose that G contains a vertex v of degree at most k − 2. Note that the graph G − v is connected (since G is 2-connected) and its chromatic number is at least k (since G cannot be colored using k − 1 colors). By the induction hypothesis, G − v contains at least k^{k−2} spanning trees. Each of these trees can be extended to a spanning tree of G by adding an arbitrary edge incident with v, and the obtained spanning trees are all distinct.

The graph G does not contain K_k. Suppose that G contains K_k as a subgraph (possibly G is K_k). By Cayley’s formula, this subgraph contains k^{k−2} spanning trees. The statement follows by noting that each of these trees can be trivially extended to a spanning tree of G and the resulting spanning trees are all distinct.

We next choose an arbitrary vertex of G, say v. Let d be the degree of v and F be the set of all edges incident with v; in particular, |F | = d and d ≥ k − 1. By assumption, the graph G − v is connected, and its chromatic number is at least k − 1. Hence, G − v contains at least (k − 1)^{k−3} spanning trees by the induction hypothesis, and each of these trees can be extended to a spanning tree of G by adding an arbitrary edge of F . In this way, we obtain at least d(k − 1)^{k−3} distinct spanning trees of G. We proceed by finding additional spanning trees of G (each containing at least two edges of F , and therefore distinct from those derived above). We distinguish two cases based on the value of d.

We first consider the case d = k − 1. Since G does not contain K_k as a subgraph, the vertex v has two non-adjacent neighbors, say a and b. Note that the chromatic number of the graph (G − v)/ab is at least k; otherwise, G could be colored using k − 1 colors by taking a coloring of (G − v)/ab with k − 1 colors and modifying it as follows. Assign the vertices a and b the color of the vertex obtained by their identification, and assign v a color not appearing among its neighbors’ colors (there are at most k − 2 such colors). Moreover, (G − v)/ab is connected (as G − v is connected), and thus contains at least k^{k−2} spanning trees by the induction hypothesis. Every such tree of (G − v)/ab corresponds to a spanning forest of G − v with two components, one containing a and the other containing b. Each of these forests can each be extended to a spanning tree of G either by adding both edges av and bv, or by adding an arbitrary edge from the set F \ {av, bv} and adding either the edge av or the edge bv (the choice between av and bv is determined so that the resulting graph is a tree). This gives at least (d − 1)k^{k−2} distinct additional spanning trees. We conclude that G contains at least d(k − 1)^{k−3} + (d − 1)k^{k−2} spanning trees in total, which is at least k^{k−2} as d = k − 1.

We next discuss the case d ≥ k. We show that the neighborhood of v can be assumed to contain two disjoint pairs of non-adjacent vertices. Suppose otherwise. Since G does not contain K_k as a subgraph, the neighborhood of v does not contain a complete graph on k − 1 vertices. Hence, d = k and there is a triple of pairwise non-adjacent neighbors of v, say a, b and c. Following the same line of arguments as presented in the previous case, we derive that the graph (G−v)/abc is connected and its chromatic number is at least k. By the induction hypothesis, (G − v)/abc has at least k^{k−2} spanning trees. Each of these trees can be extended to a spanning tree of G either by adding the three edges av, bv and cv, or by adding any edge from the set F \ {av, bv, cv} and two edges among av, bv and cv so that the resulting graph is a tree. This yields at least (d − 2)k^{k−2} distinct additional spanning trees of G, and thus G contains at least k(k − 1)^{k−3} + (k − 2)k^{k−2} spanning trees in total, which is at least k^{k−2} as desired.

Hence, we can assume that v has two disjoint pairs of non-adjacent neighbors, say a, b, and c, d. Since the chromatic number of G − v is at least k − 1, the chromatic number of each of the connected graphs (G − v)/ab and (G − v)/cd is also at least k − 1. By the induction hypothesis, each of these two graphs contains at least (k − 1)^{k−3} spanning trees. Every spanning tree of (G − v)/ab can be extended to a spanning tree of G either by adding both edges av and bv, or by adding any edge from the set F \{av, bv} and adding either av or bv. Similarly, each spanning tree of (G − v)/cd can be extended either by adding cv and dv, or by adding any edge from the set F \{av, bv, cv, dv} and adding either cv or dv. In this way, we obtain at least (d − 1)(k − 1)^{k−3} + (d − 3)(k − 1)^{k−3} distinct spanning trees of G (those obtained from the spanning trees of (G − v)/ab contain the edge av or bv but the latter do not). This together with the d(k − 1)^{k−3} initially constructed spanning trees implies that G contains at least

(3d − 4)(k − 1)^{k−3} ≥ (3k − 4)(k − 1)^{k−3} ≥ k^{k−2}

spanning trees, where the last inequality holds as k ≥ 3.

We remark that a careful inspection of the proof yields that the only kchromatic graphs with exactly k^{k−2} spanning trees are those obtained from K_k by iteratively adding pendant edges.

References

[1] T. Böhme, A. Kostochka and A. Thomason: Minors in graphs with high chromatic number, Combinatorics, Probability and Computing 20 (2011),

513–518.

[2] B. Bollobás, P. A. Catlin and P. Erdős: Hadwiger’s conjecture is true for almost every graph, European Journal of Combinatorics 1 (1980), 195–199.

[3] C. W. Borchardt: Über eine Interpolationsformel für eine Art symmetrischer Functionen und über deren Anwendung, Mathematische Abhandlungen der Akademie der Wissenschaften zu Berlin (1860), 1–20.

[4] A. Cayley: A theorem on trees, Quarterly Journal of Mathematics 23 (1889), 376–378.

[5] G. A. Dirac: A property of 4-chromatic graphs and some remarks on critical graphs, Journal of the London Mathematical Society 1 (1952), 85–92.

[6] J. Fox: Complete minors and independence number, SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics 24 (2010), 1313–1321.

[7] H. Hadwiger: Über eine Klassifikation der Streckenkomplexe, Vierteljahrsschrift der Naturforschenden Gesellschaft in Zürich 88 (1943), 133–142.

[8] K. Kawarabayashi: On the connectivity of minimum and minimal counterexamples to Hadwiger’s conjecture, Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B 97 (2007), 144–150.

[9] K. Kawarabayashi and B. Toft: Any 7-chromatic graphs has K_7 or K_{4,4} as a minor, Combinatorica 25 (2005), 327–353.

[10] A. V. Kostochka: Lower bound of the Hadwiger number of graphs by their average degree, Combinatorica 4 (1984), 307–316.

[11] N. Robertson, P. Seymour and R. Thomas: Hadwiger’s conjecture for K_6- free graphs, Combinatorica 13 (1993), 279–361.

[12] P. Seymour: Hadwiger’s conjecture, in: Open problems in mathematics (2016), 417–437.

[13] V. Sivaraman: 25 interesting problems on χ (2020), Banff Workshop: New Perspectives in Colouring and Structure.

[14] B. Toft: A survey of Hadwiger’s conjecture, Congressus Numerantium (1996), 249–283.

[15] K. Wagner: Über eine Eigenschaft der ebenen Komplexe, Mathematische Annalen 114 (1937), 570–590.