arXiv:2108.05492v1 [math.CO] 12 Aug 2021

Some Results on k-Critical P_5-Free Graphs

Qingqiong Cai^* Jan Goedgebeur^{†‡} Shenwei Huang^§

August 12, 2021

Abstract

A graph G is k-vertex-critical if G has chromatic number k but every proper induced subgraph of G has chromatic number less than k. The study of k-vertex-critical graphs for graph classes is an important topic in algorithmic graph theory because if the number of such graphs that are in a given hereditary graph class is finite, then there is a polynomial-time algorithm to decide if a graph in the class is (k − 1)-colorable.

In this paper, we prove that for every fixed integer k ≥ 1, there are only finitely many k-vertex-critical (P5,gem)-free graphs and (P5, P3 + P2)-free graphs. To prove the results we use a known structure theorem for (P5,gem)-free graphs combined with properties of k-vertex-critical graphs. Moreover, we characterize all kvertex-critical (P5,gem)-free graphs and (P5, P3 + P2)-free graphs for k ∈ {4, 5} using a computer generation algorithm.

Keywords. Graph coloring; k-critical graphs; forbidden induced subgraphs; computer generation algorithm.

1 Introduction

All graphs in this paper are finite and simple. We say that a graph G contains a graph H if H is isomorphic to an induced subgraph of G. A graph G is H-free if it does not contain H. For a family of graphs H, G is H-free if G is H-free for every H ∈ H. When H consists of two graphs, we write (H_1, H_2)-free instead of {H_1, H_2}-free.

A q-coloring of a graph G is a function ϕ : V (G) −→ {1, . . . , q} such that ϕ(u) ≠ ϕ(v) whenever u and v are adjacent in G. Equivalently, a q-coloring of G is a partition of V (G) into q independent sets. A graph is q-colorable if it admits a q-coloring. The chromatic number of a graph G, denoted by χ(G), is the minimum number q for which G is q-colorable. The clique number of G, denoted by ω(G), is the size of a largest clique in G.

A graph G is k-chromatic if χ(G) = k. We say that G is k-critical if it is kchromatic and χ(G − e) < χ(G) for any edge e ∈ E(G). For instance, K_2 is the only

*College of Computer Science, Nankai University, Tianjin 300350, China.Supported by Natural Science Foundation of Tianjin (19JCQNJC14400).

†Department of Applied Mathematics, Computer Science and Statistics, Ghent University, 9000 Ghent, Belgium.

‡Department of Computer Science, KU Leuven Campus Kulak, 8500 Kortrijk, Belgium. §The corresponding author. College of Computer Science, Nankai University, Tianjin 300350, China.

Supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (11801284) and Natural Science Foundation of Tianjin (20JCYBJC01190).

2-critical graph and odd cycles are the only 3-critical graphs. A graph is critical if it is k-critical for some integer k ≥ 1. Critical graphs were first defined and studied by Dirac [11, 12, 13] in the early 1950s, and then by Gallai and Ore [14, 15, 24] among many others, and more recently by Kostochka and Yancey [22].

A weaker notion of criticality is the so-called vertex-criticality. A graph G is kvertex-critical if χ(G) = k and χ(G − v) < k for any v ∈ V (G). For a set H of graphs and a graph G, we say that G is k-vertex-critical H-free if it is k-vertex-critical and H-free. We are mainly interested in the following question.

The meta question. Given a set H of graphs and an integer k ≥ 1, are there only finitely many k-vertex-critical H-free graphs?

This question is important in the study of algorithmic graph theory because of the following theorem, whose proof can be found in [4].

Theorem 1 (Folklore). Given a set H of graphs and an integer k ≥ 1, if the set of all k-vertex-critical H-free graphs is finite, then there is a polynomial-time algorithm to determine whether an H-free graph is (k − 1)-colorable.

As usual, P_t and C_s denote the path on t vertices and the cycle on s vertices, respectively. The complete graph on n vertices is denoted by K_n. For two graphs G and H, we use G + H to denote the disjoint union of G and H. For a positive integer r, we use rG to denote the disjoint union of r copies of G. The complement of G is denoted by G. A clique (resp. independent set) in a graph is a set of pairwise adjacent (resp. nonadjacent) vertices. If a graph G can be partitioned into k independent sets S_1, . . . , S_k such that there is an edge between every vertex in S_i and every vertex in S_j for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k, G is called a complete k-partite graph; each S_i is called a part of G. If we do not specify the number of parts in G, we simply say that G is a complete multipartite graph. We denote by K_{n1,...,nk} the complete k-partite graph such that the ith part S_i has size n_i, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

In this paper, we continue to study k-vertex-critical graphs in the class of P_5-free graphs. Our research is mainly motivated by the following dichotomy result.

Theorem 2 ([5]). Let H be a graph of order 4 and k ≥ 5 be a fixed integer. Then there are infinitely many k-vertex-critical (P_5, H)-free graphs if and only if H is 2P_2 or P_1 + K_3.

This Theorem completely settles the finiteness question of k-vertex-critical (P_5, H)- free graphs for graphs of order 4. In [5], the authors also posed the natural question of which five-vertex graphs H lead to finitely many k-vertex-critical (P_5, H)-free graphs. It is known that there are exactly 13 5-vertex-critical (P_5, C_5)-free graphs [19], and that there are finitely many 5-vertex-critical (P_5,banner)-free graphs [4, 20], and finitely many k-vertex-critical (P_5, P_5)-free graphs for every fixed k [10]. Hell and Huang proved that there are finitely many k-vertex-critical (P_6, C_4)-free graphs [18]. This was later generalized to (P_t, K_{r,s})-free graphs in the context of H-coloring [21]. This gives an affirmative answer for H = K_{2,3}. Apart from these, there seem to be very few results on the finiteness of k-vertex-critical graphs for k ≥ 5. In this paper, we prove two new finiteness results beyond 5-vertex-criticality.

1.1 Our Contributions

We continue to study the subclasses of P_5-free graphs. In particular, we focus on (P_5, H)-free graphs when H has order 5. The gem graph is the graph consisting of an

Figure 1: The graphs gem (left) and P3 + P2 (right).

induced P_4 with an additional vertex that is adjacent to every vertex on the P_4. In this paper, we prove that there are only finitely many k-vertex-critical (P_5, H)-free graphs for every fixed k ≥ 1 when H is gem or P_3 + P_2 (see Figure 1 for drawings of gem and P_3 + P_2). Moreover, we characterize all 4- and 5-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs and (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graphs by extending the computer generation algorithm from [17].

To prove the result on gem-free graphs, we used a known structure theorem for (P_5,gem)-free graphs that is used to give an optimal χ-binding function for the class combined with an inductive argument based on a careful analysis of the structure. For the P_3 + P_2-free case, we performed a careful structural analysis combined with the repeated use of the pigeonhole principle based on the properties of k-vertex-critical graphs.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We present some preliminaries in Section 2 and prove our new results in Section 3. Finally, we give some concluding remarks in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

For general graph theory notation we follow [1]. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. If uv ∈ E, we say that u and v are neighbors or adjacent; otherwise u and v are nonneighbors or nonadjacent. The neighborhood of a vertex v, denoted by N_G(v), is the set of neighbors of v. For a set X ⊆ V (G), let N_G(X) = ⋃ v∈X N_G(v) \ X. We shall omit the subscript whenever the context is clear. For X, Y ⊆ V , we say that X is complete (resp. anticomplete) to Y if every vertex in X is adjacent (resp. nonadjacent) to every vertex in Y . If X = {x}, we write “x is complete (resp. anticomplete) to Y ” instead of “{x} is complete (resp. anticomplete) to Y ”. If a vertex v is neither complete nor anticomplete to a set S, we say that v is mixed on S. We say that H is a homogeneous set if no vertex in V − H is mixed on H. More generally, we say that H is homogeneous with respect to a subset S ⊆ V if no vertex in S can be mixed on H. A vertex is universal in G if it is adjacent to all other vertices. Two nonadjacent vertices u and v are said to be comparable if N(v) ⊆ N(u) or N(u) ⊆ N(v). A vertex subset K ⊆ V is a clique cutset if G − K has more components than G and K induces a clique. For S ⊆ V , the subgraph induced by S, is denoted by G[S]. A k-hole in a graph is an induced cycle H of length k ≥ 4. If k is odd, we say that H is an odd hole. A k-antihole in G is a k-hole in G. Odd antiholes are defined analogously.

We proceed with a few useful results that will be needed later. The first one is a folklore property of k-vertex-critical graphs.

Lemma 1 (Folklore). A k-vertex-critical graph cannot contain clique cutsets.

Another folklore property of vertex-critical graphs is that such graphs contain no comparable vertices. A generalization of this property was presented in [5].

Lemma 2 ([5]). Let G be a k-vertex-critical graph. Then G has no two nonempty disjoint subsets X and Y of V (G) that satisfy all the following conditions.

• X and Y are anticomplete to each other. • χ(G[X]) ≤ χ(G[Y ]). • Y is complete to N(X).

A graph G is perfect if χ(H) = ω(H) for each induced subgraph H of G. An imperfect graph is a graph that is not perfect. We conclude this section with the celebrated Strong Perfect Graph Theorem [9].

Theorem 3 (Strong Perfect Graph Theorem [9]). A graph is perfect if and only if it contains no odd holes or odd antiholes.

3 New Results

3.1 Gem-Free Graphs

Theorem 4. For every fixed integer k ≥ 1, there are finitely many k-vertex-critical (P_5, gem)-free graphs.

To prove Theorem 4, we need a structure theorem for the class of (P_5, gem)-free graphs that was obtained in [8]. Let H be the class of connected (P_5, gem)-free graphs G such that V (G) can be partitioned into seven nonempty sets A_1, A_2, . . . , A_7 such that:

• Each A_i induces a P_4-free graph.

• A_1 is complete to A_2 ∪ A_5 ∪ A_6 and anticomplete to A_3 ∪ A_4 ∪ A_7. • A_3 is complete to A_2 ∪ A_4 ∪ A_6 and anticomplete to A_5 ∪ A_7. • A_4 is complete to A_5 ∪ A_6 and anticomplete to A_2 ∪ A_7. • A_2 is anticomplete to A_5 ∪ A_6 ∪ A_7. • A_5 is anticomplete to A_6 ∪ A_7.

• The vertex set of each component of G[A_7] is a homogeneous set of G. • The adjacency between A_6 and A_7 is not specified but it is restricted by the fact that G is (P_5, gem)-free.

See Figure 2 for an illustration.

For two graphs G and H, we say that G is an substitution of H if V (G) can be partitioned into |V (H)| nonempty subsets Q_v, v ∈ V (H) so that Q_u and Q_v are complete if uv ∈ E(H) and anticomplete if uv /∈ E(H) for every different vertices u, v ∈ V (H). If each Q_v is P_4-free, then it is called an P_4-free substitution; if each Q_v is a clique, then it is called a clique substitution. To state the structural theorem, we also need 10 special graphs G_1, G_2, . . . , G_{10} each of which has order at most 9. We omit the drawing of these 10 graphs and refer the readers to [8]. Now we are ready to state the structure theorem obtained in [8].

Lemma 3 ([8]). Let G be a connected (P_5, gem)-free graph that contains an induced C_5. Then either G ∈ H or G is a P_4-free substitution of G_1, G_2, . . . , G_{10}.

We also need a lemma from [6].

A_1A^2

A_5

A_3

A_4A_6A_7

Figure 2: A diagram for graphs G ∈ H. A thick line between two sets means that the two sets are complete. A normal line between two sets means that the edges are arbitrary (subject to the (P5,gem)-freeness). No line between two sets means that the two sets are anticomplete. Moreover, each Ai is P4-free, and the vertex set of each component of G[A7] is a homogeneous set of G.

Lemma 4 ([6]). Let G be a connected (P_5, gem)-free graph and H a homogeneous set of G that is not a clique. Then there exists a connected induced subgraph G^′ of G with |G^′| < |G| such that ω(G^′) = ω(G) and χ(G^′) = χ(G).

We are now ready to prove the main result in this subsection.

Proof of Theorem 4. Let G be a k-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graph. Then G is connected. We show that |G| is bounded by a function of k. If G contains a K_k, then G = K_k. So we may assume that G is K_k-free. Since G is not perfect, it follows from Theorem 3 that G contains an induced C_5. By Lemma 3, G ∈ H or G is a P_4- expansion of G_1, G_2, . . . , G_{10}. If G is a P_4-free substitution of G_1, G_2, . . . , G_{10}, then it must be a clique expansion of G_1, G_2, . . . , G_{10} by Lemma 4. Since |G_i| ≤ 9 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 10 (see [8]), it follows that |G| ≤ 9k.

Therefore, we assume that G ∈ H in the following and can be partitioned into seven nonempty subsets A_1, A_2, . . . , A_7 as described in the definition. Note that each A_i (1 ≤ i ≤ 5) is a homogeneous set of G. Thus, A_i (for 1 ≤ i ≤ 5) is a clique by Lemma 4 and so |A_i| ≤ k. So it remains to bound A_6 and A_7. For the same reason, every component of G[A_7] is a clique and has size at most k.

Claim 1. Let X ⊆ A_6 be a subset such that X is homogeneous with respect to V (G)− A_7. Then |X| ≤ 2^{2ω2(X)}.

Proof. We prove this by induction on ω(X). Since A_3 ≠ ∅, it contains a vertex, say t. The base case is ω(X) = 1, i.e., X is an independent set. If X contains two vertices x_1, x_2, then by Lemma 2 and our assumption there exist vertices y_1, y_2 ∈ A_7 such that x_1y_1, x_2y_2 ∈ E but x_1y_2, x_2y_1 /∈ E. Since every component of G[A_7] is a homogeneous set of G, y_1y_2 /∈ E. Then y_1, x_1, t, x_2, y_2 induces a P_5. This proves that |X| ≤ 1. Suppose now that ω := ω(X) ≥ 2 and the claim is true for any subset Y such that Y is homogeneous with respect to V (G) − A_7 with ω(Y ) < ω. We first prove two useful facts about components of X.

All but at most one component of X are homogeneous sets of G. (1)

Proof of (1). Suppose not. Then there exist two components C and C^′ of X such that C and C^′ are not homogeneous sets of G. By our assumption on X, there are vertices v, v^′ ∈ A_7 such that v is mixed on an edge ab ∈ C with va /∈ E and vb ∈ E, and v^′ is mixed on an edge a^′b^′ ∈ C^′ with v^′a^′ /∈ E and v^′b^′ ∈ E.

If v, v^′ are in the same component of A_7, then vv^′ ∈ E. Since every component of A_7 is a homogeneous set of G, vb^′, v^′b ∈ E and va^′, v^′a /∈ E. Then a, b, v, b^′, a^′ induces a P_5.

So v, v^′ lie in different components of A_7. If vb^′, v^′b /∈ E, then v, b, t, b^′, v^′ induces a P_5. So by symmetry we assume that vb^′ ∈ E. Then va^′ ∈ E since otherwise a, b, v, b^′, a^′ induces a P_5. Note that a, b, v, b^′, v^′ induces a P_5 unless v^′ is adjacent to a or b. If v^′b ∈ E, then v^′a ∈ E since otherwise a, b, v^′, b^′, a^′ induces a P_5. This shows that v^′a ∈ E. But now va^′ and v^′a induce a 2P_2 and this together with t ∈ A_3 gives an induced P_5. This completes the proof of (1).

There is at most one homogeneous component of X of size i for 1 ≤ i ≤ ω. (2)

Proof of (2). Suppose not. Then there are two homogeneous components C and C^′ of X of size i for some 1 ≤ i ≤ k. By Lemma 4, we know that C and C^′ are two cliques of size i, and thus χ(G[C]) = χ(G[C^′]) = i. By Lemma 2, there exist a, a^′ ∈ A_7 such that a ∈ N(C) \ N(C^′) and a^′ ∈ N(C^′) \ N(C). Then a, c, t, c^′, a^′ induces a P_5, where c ∈ C, c^′ ∈ C^′. This completes the proof of (2).

Let H be the possible non-homogeneous component of X. Then |X| ≤ ω^2 + |H|. We now bound H. Let K = {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_s} be a maximum clique of H. Clearly, s ≤ ω(X). For every I ⊆ K, define T_I = {v ∈ V (H) \ V (K) : N_K (v) = I}. We show that T_I is homogeneous with respect to V (G) − A_7. First note that T_K = ∅ by the choice of K. Suppose that T_∅ ≠ ∅. Then by the connectivity of H, there is a vertex z ∈ T_∅ that has a neighbor y ∈ T_I for some I ≠ ∅. Since y cannot be complete to K, there exist i, j such that y is adjacent to v_i but not to v_j . Then z, y, v_i, v_j induces a P_4, which contradicts the fact that A_6 is P_4-free. So T_∅ = ∅.

Let I, J ⊆ K with I ≠ J. If there exist i, j such that v_i ∈ I \ J and v_j ∈ J \ I, then T_I and T_J are complete: if t_i ∈ T_I and t_j ∈ T_j are not adjacent, then t_i, v_i, v_j , t_j induces a P_4. Now suppose that I ⊆ J. Since |I| < |J|, there exists an index j such that v_j ∈ J \I. Since J ≠ K, there is an index k such that v_k /∈ J. Then if t_i ∈ T_I and t_j ∈ T_J are adjacent, then t_i, t_j , v_j , v_k induces a P_4. So T_I and T_J are anticomplete.

This proves that for each I ⊆ K, T_I is homogeneous with respect to V (G) − A_7. Moreover, ω(T_I ) < ω. By the inductive hypothesis, it follows that |T_I | ≤ 2^{2(ω−1)2} . So |H| = ∑ I⊆K |T_I | + |K| ≤ 2^{2(ω−1)2} 2^ω + ω.

Thus, |X| ≤ 2^{2(ω−1)2} 2^ω +ω+ω^2 = 2^{2ω2−3ω+2} +(ω+ω^2). Since ω+ω^2 ≤ 2^{3ω−2}, it follows that |X| ≤ 2^{2ω2} . This proves the claim.

Applying Claim 1 to A_6, we have that |A_6| ≤ 2^{2ω2(A6)} ≤ 2^{2k2} . Finally, we bound A_7.

Claim 2. |A_7| ≤ k2^{|A6|}.

Proof. Recall that each component of A_7 is a clique and so has size at most k. We now group the components by size and show that each group has at most 2^{|A6|} components. Suppose not. Then there are two components C and C^′ of A_7 having the same size i with N(C) = N(C^′), which contradicts Lemma 2. This proves the claim.

Therefore, |G| =

∑_7 i=1 |A_i| ≤ 5k + |A_6| + |A_7|, which is a function of k.

3.2 P_3 + P_2-Free Graphs

Theorem 5. For every fixed integer k ≥ 1, there are finitely many k-vertex-critical (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graphs.

Proof. Let G be a k-vertex-critical (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graph. We show that |G| is bounded by a function of k. If G contains a K_k, then G is isomorphic to K_k and thus |G| = k. So assume that G is K_k-free. Since G is imperfect, G contains an induced C_5 by Theorem 3. Let Q = v_1, v_2, v_3, v_4, v_5 be an induced C_5. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, we define Z = {v ∈ V \ Q : N_Q(v) = ∅}, C_i = {v ∈ V \ Q : N_Q(v) = {v_{i−1}, v_{i+1}}}, Y_i = {v ∈ V \ Q : N_Q(v) = {v_{i−2}, v_i, v_{i+2}}}, T_i = {v ∈ V \ Q : N_Q(v) = {v_{i−1}, v_i, v_{i+1}}}, F_i = {v ∈ V \ Q : N_Q(v) = V (Q) \ {v_i}}, U = {v ∈ V \ Q : N_Q(v) = V (Q)}. Let C = ∪_{1≤i≤5}C_i, Y = ∪_{1≤i≤5}Y_i, T = ∪_{1≤i≤5}T_i and F = ∪_{1≤i≤5}F_i. We choose Q so that |Y | is maximum. Claim 3. V (G) = V (Q) ∪ Z ∪ C ∪ Y ∪ T ∪ F ∪ U. Proof. Suppose that the claim is false. Then there is a vertex u such that {v_i} ⊆ N(u) ⊆ {v_i, v_{i+1}} for some 1 ≤ i ≤ 5. Then u, v_i, v_{i+4}, v_{i+3}, v_{i+2} induces a P_5.

We first bound U.

Claim 4. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, Y_i ∪ U and F_i ∪ U are cliques.

Proof. Suppose that Y_i∪U contains two nonadjacent vertices x and y, then {x, y, v_{i−2}, v_i, v_{i+2}} induces a P_3 + P_2. The proof for F_i ∪ U is completely analogous.

By Claim 4, it follows that |U| < k.

Claim 5. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, C_i, Y_i and F_i are independent sets. Proof. Note that for each vertex x ∈ C ∪ Y ∪ F , there is an index i such that x is not adjacent to v_i but adjacent to both v_{i+1} and v_{i−1}. If C_i contains two adjacent vertices x and y, then let j be such that x, y are not adjacent to v_j but adjacent to both v_{j−1} and v_{j+1}. Then {x, y, v_{j−1}, v_j , v_{j+1}} induces a P_3 + P_2. The proof for Y_i and F_i is completely analogous.

By Claim 4 and Claim 5, |Y_i| ≤ 1 and |F_i| ≤ 1. So |Y | ≤ 5 and |F | ≤ 5. Next we bound Z.

Claim 6. Z is anticomplete to C ∪ T .

Proof. Let z ∈ Z. If z has a neighbor x ∈ C_i ∪ T_i, then z, x, v_{i+1}, v_{i+2}, v_{i+3} induces a P_5.

Claim 7. Each vertex in Y ∪ F is either complete or anticomplete to each component of Z.

Proof. Let v ∈ Y ∪ F be that v is adjacent to a but not adjacent to b with ab ∈ E(Z). Note that there is an index i such that v, v_i, v_{i+1} is an induced P_3. Then b, a, v, v_i, v_{i+1} induces a P_5.

Claim 8. Z is an independent set.

Proof. Suppose not. Let K be a component of Z containing an edge ab. By Claim 6, N(K) ⊆ Y ∪ F ∪ U. Since G has no clique cutset, it follows from Claim 7 and Claim 4 that there are two nonadjacent vertices x and y in Y ∪ F that are complete to K. Let v_i ∈ V (Q) be a common neighbor of x and y. Then {a, b, x, y, v_i} induces a P_3 + P_2.

By Claim 6, N(z) ⊆ Y ∪ F ∪ U for each z ∈ Z. Note that |Y ∪ F ∪ U| ≤ k + 10 and so there are 2^{10+k} possible neighborhoods for vertices in Z. By Lemma 2 and the pigeonhole principle, |Z| ≤ 2^{10+k}.

Next we bound C.

Claim 9. C_i and C_{i+1} are complete to each other.

Proof. Let c_3 ∈ C_3 and c_4 ∈ C_4. If c_3c_4 /∈ E, then c_4, v_5, v_1, v_2, c_3 induces a P_5.

Claim 10. C_i is complete to T_i.

Proof. By symmetry, we prove for i = 1. If c_1 ∈ C_1 and t_1 ∈ T_1 are not adjacent, then {c_1, t_1, v_5, v_1, v_2} induces a P_3 + P_2.

Claim 11. C_i is anticomplete to T_{i+1} and T_{i−1}.

Proof. If c_1 ∈ C_1 is adjacent to t_2 ∈ T_2, then {v_5, c_1, v_1, v_2, t_2} induces a P_3 + P_2. The case for T_5 is similar.

Claim 12. No vertex in T_{i+2} or T_{i−2} can be mixed on C_i.

Proof. Suppose that t_3 ∈ T_3 is mixed on C_1. Then there are vertices c_1, c^′_1 ∈ C_1 with t_3c_1 ∈ E and t_3c^′_1 /∈ E. Then c^′_1, v_5, c_1, t_3, v_3 induces a P_5. The case for T_4 is similar.

Claim 13. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, |C_i| ≤ 2^{|Y ∪F ∪U|}.

Proof. Suppose not. Then by the pigeonhole principle, there are two vertices c_1, c_2 ∈ C_1 such that c_1 and c_2 have the same neighbors in Y ∪F ∪U. By Claim 6 and Claim 9- Claim 12, it follows that c_1 and c_2 have the same neighbors in Z ∪ T ∪ C_1 ∪ C_2 ∪ C_5. Since c_1 and c_2 are not comparable, there exist d_1 ∈ N(c_1) \ N(c_2) and d_2 ∈ N(c_2) \ N(c_1). So d_1, d_2 ∈ C_3 ∪ C_4. If d_1, d_2 ∈ C_3, then d_1, c_1, v_5, c_2, d_2 induces a P_5. So we may assume that d_1 ∈ C_4 and d_2 ∈ C_3.

Consider the induced five-cycle Q^′ = Q−{v_1}∪{c_1}. Let Y^′ be the set of vertices in V (G)\V (Q^′) whose neighborhood on Q^′ induces a P_2 +P_1. Note that d_1 ∈ Y^′ \Y . By the choice of Q, there exists a vertex y ∈ Y \Y^′. Clearly, y ∈ Y_1 ∪Y_3 ∪Y_4 and yc_1 /∈

E. If y ∈ Y_1, then c_1, v_5, v_1, y, v_3 induces a P_5. So y ∈ Y_3 ∪ Y_4. By symmetry, we may assume that y ∈ Y_4. Note that yc_2 /∈ E since otherwise {y, c_2, v_1, v_2, v_5} induces a P_3 + P_2, yd_1 ∈ E since otherwise y, v_1, v_5, d_1, v_3 induces a P_5, and that yd_2 /∈ E since otherwise {y, d_1, d_2, v_2, v_3} induces a P_3 + P_2. But now c_2, d_2, d_1, y, v_1 induces a P_5, a contradiction.

By Claim 13, |C| ≤ 5 × 2^{k+10}. Finally, we bound T .

Claim 14. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, T_i is P_2 + P_1-free and thus induces a complete multipartite graph.

Proof. If T_i contains three vertices x, y, z such that xy and z induce a disjoint union of an edge and a vertex, then {x, y, z, v_{i−1}, v_{i+1}} induces a P_3 + P_2. It is well-known that a graph is a complete multipartite graph if and only if it is P_2 + P_1-free.

Claim 15. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, T_i and T_{i+1} are complete.

Proof. If t_1 ∈ T_1 and t_2 ∈ T_2 are not adjacent, then t_2, v_3, v_4, v_5, t_1 induces a P_5. Claim 16. |T_i| ≤ k2^{|Z∪C∪Y ∪F ∪U|}. Proof. By Claim 14, T_1 is a complete r-partite graph (X_1, . . . , X_r) for some r ≤ k where X_i and X_j are complete for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ r. If |X_i| > 2^{|Z∪C∪Y ∪F ∪U|}, then by the pigeonhole principle there are two nonadjacent vertices x_1 and x_2 that have the same neighbors in Z ∪ C ∪ Y ∪ F ∪ U. Since x_1 and x_2 are not comparable, there are vertices y_1 ∈ N(x_1)\N(x_2) and y_2 ∈ N(x_2)\N(x_1). By Claim 15, y_1, y_2 ∈ T_3 ∪T_4. Then v_4, y_1, x_1, v_1, x_2 induces a P_5.

By Claim 16, |T | is bounded by a function of k and so is |G|. This completes the proof.

3.3 Complete Characterization for k = 4 and k = 5

We remark that the upper bound on the order of the k-vertex-critical graphs in Theorem 5 and Theorem 4 is far from being tight: the objective was to show the existence of such a bound and so we did not try to optimize the bound. This indicates that it may be possible to characterize all k-vertex-critical graphs for small values of k. In this subsection, we prove that this is indeed possible for k = 4 and k = 5. In particular, we prove the following theorems.

Theorem 6. There are exactly 3 4-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs and there are exactly 6 4-vertex-critical (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graphs.

Theorem 7. There are exactly 7 5-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs and there are exactly 20 5-vertex-critical (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graphs.

Proof of Theorem 6 and Theorem 7. The proof uses the computer program for generating k-vertex-critical H-free graphs developed in [17]. The program takes a positive integer k and a set H of forbidden induced subgraphs as input and if it terminates, it outputs a complete list of k-vertex-critical H-free graphs. The source code of this algorithm can be downloaded from [16]. We refer to [17] for more details about the generation algorithm. The correctness of this algorithm has extensively been tested in the literature, see [5, 7, 17] for example.

We extended the algorithm from [17] so it can also generate H-free graphs where H = gem or H = P_3 + P_2 and executed the algorithm in with the following inputs:

Figure 3: All 3 4-vertex-critical (P5,gem)-free graphs.

• k = 4 or k = 5;

• H = {P_5,gem} or H = {P_5, P_3 + P_2}.

In each of these 4 cases the algorithm terminates within a few seconds and yields the graphs reported in Theorem 6, Theorem 7, and in Table 1.

The counts of the vertex-critical graphs from Theorem 6 and Theorem 7 are listed in Table 1. The 3 4-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs from Theorem 6 are shown in Figure 3 and the 7 5-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs from Theorem 7 are shown in Figure 4.

The adjacency lists of all vertex-critical graphs from Theorem 6 and Theorem 7 can be found in the Appendix and these graphs also be inspected in the database of interesting graphs at the House of Graphs [2] by searching for the keywords “4-critical P5Gem-free”, “5-critical P5Gem-free”, “4-critical P5co(P2+P3)-free”, or “5-critical P5co(P2+P3)-free”.

Note that it follows from [3, 23] that there are exactly 12 4-vertex-critical P_5-free graphs. As an independent test for the correctness of our implementation, we took these 12 graphs and tested which of these graphs is also gem-free or P_3 + P_2-free. This yielded exactly the same graphs as in Theorem 6. As another correctness test, we modified our program to generate all gem-free graphs and compared it with the known counts of gem-free graphs at the On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences^1. Also here the results were in complete agreement.

Vertices 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 13 Total 4-vertex-critical (P5,gem)-free graphs 1 1 1 3 5-vertex-critical (P5,gem)-free graphs 1 3 3 7 4-vertex-critical (P5, P3 + P2)-free graphs 1 1 4 6 5-vertex-critical (P5, P3 + P2)-free graphs 1 1 4 14 20

Table 1: Counts of all k-vertex-critical (P5, H)-free graphs for k ∈ {4, 5} and H ∈ {gem,P3 + P2}.

1https://oeis.org/A079576

Figure 4: All 7 5-vertex-critical (P5,gem)-free graphs.

4 Conclusion

In this paper we gave an affirmative answer to the problem posed in [5] for H ∈ {gem, P_3 + P_2}. Moreover, we characterized all 4- and 5-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs and (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graphs by extending the computer generation algorithm from [17]. As future research it is natural to investigate the finiteness of k-vertex-critical graphs in the class of (P_5, H)-free graphs for other graphs H of order 5.

References

[1] J. A. Bondy and U. S. R. Murty. Graph Theory. Springer, 2008.

[2] G. Brinkmann, K. Coolsaet, J. Goedgebeur, and H. Mélot. House of graphs:

a database of interesting graphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 161:311–314, 2013. Available at https://hog.grinvin.org/.

[3] D. Bruce, C. T. Hoàng, and J. Sawada. A certifying algorithm for 3-colorability of P_5-free graphs. In Proceedings of the 20th International Symposium on Algorithms and Computation, Lecture Notes in Computer Science 5878, pages 594– 604, 2009.

[4] Q. Cai, S. Huang, T. Li, and Y. Shi. Vertex-critical (P_5, banner)-free graphs.

In Yijia Chen, Xiaotie Deng, and Mei Lu, editors, Frontiers in Algorithmics - 13th International Workshop, FAW 2019, Sanya, China, April 29–May 3, 2019, Proceedings, volume 11458 of Lecture Notes in Computer Science, pages 111– 120, 2019.

[5] K. Cameron, J. Goedgebeur, S. Huang, and Y. Shi. k-critical graphs in P_5-free graphs. Theoretical Computer Science, 864:80–91, 2021.

[6] K. Cameron, S. Huang, and O. Merkel. A bound for the chromatic number of (P_5,gem)-free graphs. Bulletin of the Australian Mathematical Society, 100:182– 188, 2019.

[7] M. Chudnovsky, J. Goedgebeur, O. Schaudt, and M. Zhong. Obstructions for three-coloring graphs without induced paths on six vertices. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 140:45-83, 2020.

[8] M. Chudnovsky, T. Karthick, P. Maceli, and F. Maffray. Coloring graphs with no induced five-vertex path or gem. Journal of Graph Theory, 95:527–542, 2020.

[9] M. Chudnovsky, N. Robertson, P. Seymour, and R. Thomas. The strong perfect graph theorem. Annals of Mathematics, 164:51–229, 2006.

[10] H. S. Dhaliwal, A. M. Hamel, C. T. Hoàng, F. Maffray, T. J. D. McConnell, and S. A. Panait. On color-critical (P_5, co-P_5)-free graphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 216:142–148, 2017.

[11] G. A. Dirac. Note on the colouring of graphs. Mathematische Zeitschrift, 54:347– 353, 1951.

[12] G. A. Dirac. A property of 4-chromatic graphs and some remarks on critical graphs. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, 27:85–92, 1952.

[13] G. A. Dirac. Some theorems on abstract graphs. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 2:69–81, 1952.

[14] T. Gallai. Kritische graphen I. Publications of the Mathematical Institute of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, 8:165–92, 1963.

[15] T. Gallai. Kritische graphen II. Publications of the Mathematical Institute of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences, 8:373–395, 1963.

[16] J. Goedgebeur. Homepage of generator for k-critical H-free graphs:

https://caagt.ugent.be/criticalpfree/.

[17] J. Goedgebeur and O. Schaudt. Exhaustive generation of k-critical H-free graphs.

Journal of Graph Theory, 87:188–207, 2018.

[18] P. Hell and S. Huang. Complexity of coloring graphs without paths and cycles.

Discrete Applied Mathematics, 216:211–232, 2017.

[19] C. T. Hoàng, B. Moore, D. Recoskiez, J. Sawada, and M. Vatshelle. Constructions of k-critical P_5-free graphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 182:91–98, 2015.

[20] S. Huang, T. Li, and Y. Shi. Critical (P_6, banner)-free graphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 258:143–151, 2019.

[21] M. Kamiński and A. Pstrucha. Certifying coloring algorithms for graphs without long induced paths. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 261:258–267, 2019.

[22] A. V. Kostochka and M. Yancey. Ore’s conjecture on color-critical graphs is almost true. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 109:73–101, 2014.

[23] F. Maffray and G. Morel. On 3-colorable P_5-free graphs. SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 26:1682–1708, 2012.

[24] O. Ore. The Four Color Problem. Academic Press, 1967.

Appendix

Below we list the adjacency lists of all vertex-critical graphs from Theorem 6 and Theorem 7. These graphs can also be inspected in the database of interesting graphs at the House of Graphs [2] by searching for the keywords “4-critical P5Gem-free”, “5-critical P5Gem-free”, “4-critical P5co(P2+P3)-free”, and “5-critical P5co(P2+P3)- free”.

Adjacency lists of 4-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs

1. {0: 1 2 3; 1: 0 2 3; 2: 0 1 3; 3: 0 1 2}

2. {0: 1 4 5; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 6; 3: 2 4 6; 4: 0 3 5; 5: 0 1 4; 6: 1 2 3}

3. {0: 1 4 5; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 7; 3: 2 4 6; 4: 0 3 5 6 7; 5: 0 1 4; 6: 1 3 4 8 9; 7: 1 2 4 8 9; 8: 6 7 9; 9: 6 7 8}

Adjacency lists of 5-vertex-critical (P_5,gem)-free graphs

1. {0: 1 2 3 4; 1: 0 2 3 4; 2: 0 1 3 4; 3: 0 1 2 4; 4: 0 1 2 3}

2. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 4 5;

7: 1 2 3 8; 8: 1 2 3 7}

3. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7 8; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 5;

7: 2 3 4 8; 8: 2 3 4 7}

4. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 8; 2: 1 3 6 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7; 5: 0 1 4 6 7; 6: 0 1 2 5 8; 7: 0 3 4 5; 8: 1 2 3 6}

5. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8 12; 2: 1 3 7 12; 3: 2 4 6 7 8 12; 4: 0 3 5 8; 5: 0 1 4 6;

6: 0 1 3 5 9 10 11; 7: 1 2 3 12; 8: 1 3 4 9 10 11; 9: 6 8 10 11; 10: 6 8 9 11; 11: 6 8 9 10; 12: 1 2 3 7}

6. {0: 1 4 5 6 7 8; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 6 7 8 12; 3: 2 4 8 12; 4: 0 3 5 7 12; 5: 0 1 4 6 7 8; 6: 0 1 2 5; 7: 0 2 4 5 9 10 11; 8: 0 2 3 5 9 10 11 12; 9: 7 8 10 11; 10: 7 8 9 11; 11: 7 8 9 10; 12: 2 3 4 8}

7. {0: 1 4 5 6 7 8; 1: 0 2 5 6 12; 2: 1 3 6 7 8 12; 3: 2 4 8 12; 4: 0 3 5 7; 5: 0 1 4 6 7 8; 6: 0 1 2 5 12; 7: 0 2 4 5 9 10 11 12; 8: 0 2 3 5 9 10 11 12; 9: 7 8 10 11; 10: 7 8 9 11; 11: 7 8 9 10; 12: 1 2 3 6 7 8}

Adjacency lists of 4-vertex-critical (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graphs

1. {0: 1 2 3; 1: 0 2 3; 2: 0 1 3; 3: 0 1 2} 2. {0: 1 4 5; 1: 0 2 5; 2: 1 3 5; 3: 2 4 5; 4: 0 3 5; 5: 0 1 2 3 4} 3. {0: 1 4 5; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 6; 3: 2 4 6; 4: 0 3 5; 5: 0 1 4; 6: 1 2 3} 4. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 5; 3: 2 4 6; 4: 0 3 5; 5: 0 1 2 4; 6: 0 1 3} 5. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 5 6; 3: 2 4 6; 4: 0 3 5; 5: 0 1 2 4; 6: 0 1 2 3} 6. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 6; 3: 2 4 6; 4: 0 3 5; 5: 0 1 4; 6: 0 1 2 3}

Adjacency lists of 5-vertex-critical (P_5, P_3 + P_2)-free graphs

1. {0: 1 2 3 4; 1: 0 2 3 4; 2: 0 1 3 4; 3: 0 1 2 4; 4: 0 1 2 3} 2. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 5 6; 3: 2 4 5 6; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 2 3 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 3 4 5} 3. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 5 7; 3: 2 4 6 7; 4: 0 3 5 7; 5: 0 1 2 4 7; 6: 0 1 3 7; 7: 0 1 2 3 4 5 6} 4. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 6 7; 3: 2 4 6 7; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 3 4 5 7; 7: 0 1 2 3 6} 5. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 5 6 7; 3: 2 4 6 7; 4: 0 3 5 7; 5: 0 1 2 4 7; 6: 0 1 2 3 7; 7: 0 1 2 3 4 5 6} 6. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 6 7; 3: 2 4 6 7; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 3 4 5 7; 7: 1 2 3 6} 7. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 4 5;

7: 1 2 3 8; 8: 1 2 3 7} 8. {0: 1 4 5 6 7 8; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 6 7; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 6 8; 5: 0 1 4 6 8; 6:

0 1 2 4 5; 7: 0 1 2 3 8; 8: 0 1 3 4 5 7} 9. {0: 1 4 5 6 7 8; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 5 6 8; 3: 2 4 6 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7 8; 5: 0 1 2 4 8;

6: 0 1 2 3 7 8; 7: 0 1 3 4 6; 8: 0 2 3 4 5 6} 10. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7 8; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 5;

7: 2 3 4 8; 8: 2 3 4 7} 11. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 8; 2: 1 3 6 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7; 5: 0 1 4 6 7; 6: 0 1 2 5 8; 7: 0 3 4 5; 8: 1 2 3 6} 12. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7 8; 5: 0 1 4 6 8; 6: 0 1 2 5 8; 7: 0 1 2 3 4; 8: 2 3 4 5 6} 13. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7 8; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 5; 7: 0 1 2 3 4 8; 8: 2 3 4 7} 14. {0: 1 4 5 6 7 8; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 6 7; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7 8; 5: 0 1 4 6 8; 6: 0 1 2 5 8; 7: 0 1 2 3 4; 8: 0 3 4 5 6}

15. {0: 1 4 5 6 7 8; 1: 0 2 5 6 7; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7 8; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 5 8; 7: 0 1 2 3 4 8; 8: 0 2 3 4 6 7}

16. {0: 1 4 5 6 7 8; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 7; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 5 8; 7: 0 1 2 3 4 8; 8: 0 1 2 3 6 7}

17. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 4 5; 7: 0 1 2 3 8; 8: 1 2 3 7}

18. {0: 1 4 5 6 7; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 4 6 8; 6: 0 1 2 4 5; 7: 0 1 2 3 8; 8: 1 2 3 5 7}

19. {0: 1 4 5 6 8; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 6 7; 3: 2 4 6 7; 4: 0 3 5 6 8; 5: 0 1 4 6 8; 6: 0 1 2 3 4 5; 7: 1 2 3 8; 8: 0 1 4 5 7}

20. {0: 1 4 5 6; 1: 0 2 5 6 7 8; 2: 1 3 6 7 8; 3: 2 4 7 8; 4: 0 3 5 6; 5: 0 1 4 6; 6: 0 1 2 4 5; 7: 1 2 3 8; 8: 1 2 3 7}