arXiv:2308.01242v1 [math.CO] 2 Aug 2023

Balanced-chromatic number and Hadwiger-like conjectures

Andrea Jiménez^1, Jessica McDonald^2, Reza Naserasr^3, Kathryn Nurse^4, and Daniel A. Quiroz^1

1Instituto de Ingeniería Matemática-CIMFAV, Universidad de Valparaíso, Valparaíso, Chile. Emails: {andrea.jimenez, daniel.quiroz}@uv.cl 2Auburn University, Auburn, AL, USA 36849. Email: mcdonald@auburn.edu 3Université Paris Cité, CNRS, IRIF, F-75013, Paris, France. Email: reza@irif.fr 4Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, B.C., Canada V5A 1S6. Email: knurse@sfu.ca

Abstract

Motivated by different characterizations of planar graphs and the 4-Color Theorem, several structural results concerning graphs of high chromatic number have been obtained. Toward strengthening some of these results, we consider the balanced chromatic number, χ_b(Ĝ), of a signed graph Ĝ. This is the minimum number of parts into which the vertices of a signed graph can be partitioned so that none of the parts induces a negative cycle. This extends the notion of the chromatic number of a graph since χ(G) = χ_b(G̃), where G̃ denotes the signed graph obtained from G by replacing each edge with a pair of (parallel) positive and negative edges. We introduce a signed version of Hadwiger’s conjecture as follows.

Conjecture. If a signed graph Ĝ has no negative loop and no K̃_t-minor, then its balanced chromatic number is at most t − 1.

We prove that this conjecture is, in fact, equivalent to Hadwiger’s conjecture and show its relation to the Odd Hadwiger Conjecture.

Motivated by these results, we also consider the relation between subdivisions and balanced chromatic number. We prove that if (G, σ) has no negative loop and no K̃_tsubdivision, then it admits a balanced^{79}_2 t^2-coloring. This qualitatively generalizes a result of Kawarabayashi (2013) on totally odd subdivisions.

1 Introduction

The 4-Color Theorem (4CT) has been the driving engine behind many of the developments in graph theory. The characterization of planar graphs as the class of graphs with no K_5 or K_{3,3}-minor (Wagner [17]), or as the class of graphs with no K_5- or K_{3,3}- subdivision (Kuratowski [11]) has led to various conjectures which generalize the 4CT, mostly in the form of the following question: Given a graph of high chromatic number, what sort of structure(s) are we sure to have in G? A stronger version of the 4CT, obtained through Wagner’s characterization of K_5-minor-free graphs [17], tells us that if the chromatic number of G is at least 5, then G must contain a K_5-minor. On the other hand, the 4CT and Kuratowski’s characterization of planar graphs imply that every 5- chromatic graph contains either a K_5 or a K_{3,3}-subdivision, and it remains open whether we can always find a K_5-subdivision in such a graph. To consider similar problems for graphs with arbitrary chromatic number we use the following notation.

Definition 1. Given a positive integer t, let C_t be the class of graphs of chromatic number at least t. Then M(t) and T (t) are defined to be, respectively, the largest k and ℓ such that every member of C_t contains K_k as a minor and K_ℓ as a subdivision.

Using this terminology, the well-known Hadwiger’s conjecture is reformulated as follows.

Conjecture 2 (Hadwiger [7]). M(t) = t for every positive integer t.

Similarly, Hájos conjectured that T (t) = t. However, Hájos’ conjecture has been shown to be false for t ≥ 7, remains open for t = 5, 6, and is verified for t = 3, 4. We refer the reader to [18] and the references therein for more on the open cases of Hájos’ conjecture.

Currently the best general upper bound known on the chromatic number of K_t-minor-free graphs is that of Delcourt and Postle [5] who prove a O(t log log t) upper bound. The best known general upper bound for the chromatic number of graphs with no K_t-subdivision is O(t^2) proved independently in [1] and [10].

While these results are among the most famous results on the structure of graphs of high chromatic number, their strength (and even the strength of the conjectured values, if proved to be correct) has also been subject to challenge. To best express this let us first look at the case t = 3 of Hadwiger’s conjecture: the set of K_3-minor-free graphs is that of acyclic graphs. While it is true that they are 2-colorable, we readily have a much stronger result: a graph is 2-colorable if (and only if) it has no odd cycle. More generally, given a graph G if even just one edge is blown up to a large complete bipartite graph, then while the chromatic number of the resulting graph G^′ remains the same, the order of clique-minor or clique-subdivision one can find in G^′ increases with the order of the complete bipartite graph considered.

This issue has been dealt with in the literature by refining the containment relations in question in several different ways. The starting point is a result of Catlin [3] who proved that if G is not 3-colorable then it has a subdivision of K_4, the triangles of which correspond to odd cycles in G. From here, two extensions have been proposed. On the one hand, Gerards and Seymour, independently, introduced the Odd Hadwiger Conjecture (presented in Section 2) which, as we will see, is rooted in the idea of minors in signed graphs. On the other hand, further inspired by a result of Zang [19], various extensions of results for subdivisions in graphs of high chromatic number have been obtained.

While these extensions manage to deal with the above-mentioned issues, proving results towards the corresponding conjectures can be particularly complicated. For instance, when working towards the Odd Hadwiger Conjecture, induction cannot be easily applied because the contraction operation, which must be done in combination with a switch, takes one outside of the desired class of graphs. Working within the more general framework of signed graphs can help in this regard and in this paper we aim to identify notions of coloring in signed graphs which are most suitable to deal with such problems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we discuss signed graphs, their minors and their colorings. In Section 3 we present a conjecture on balanced colorings of signed graphs that trivially generalizes Hadwiger’s conjecture but is, in fact, equivalent to it. We also study our conjecture’s relation to the odd-Hadwiger’s conjecture. Finally, in Section 4 we study the presence of subdivisions in signed graphs with high balanced chromatic number, qualitatively generalizing a result of Kawarabayashi [9].

2 Signed graphs

Signed graphs offer a more complete model of networks (such as social ones), as compared to graphs. While a graph model for a network can only capture if two objects of the network are joined or not, in a signed graph model such a connection can be of two possible types: positive and negative.

We use (G, σ) to denote a signed graph where σ(e) determines the sign of the edge e in G. When the signature σ makes no difference, we take Ĝ as a signed graph. The signed graph on G where all edges are negative is denoted by (G, −). For the purpose of this work, the most natural interpretation of graphs as a subclass of signed graphs is to see them as the class of signed graphs with all edges being negative.

Given a graph G, the signed graph G̃ is built from G by replacing each edge with two (parallel) edges: one positive and one negative. Signed graphs are normally equipped with the following basic but key mathematical operation: given a vertex v, a switching at v consists of multiplying the signs of all edges incident to v by a −. The sign of a substructure (subgraph, minor, etc.) of (G, σ) is the product of the signs of the edges of such structure (considering multiplicity). A key observation is that signs of cycles and closed walks are invariant under the switching operation.

Signed graphs in this paper are permitted to have loops and parallel edges, unless otherwise stated. When stating results about coloring however, negative loops will never be considered.

2.1 Minors of signed graphs

The notion of minors for signed graphs mirrors natural grouping in a social network: One can be added to a group if one already has a “positive” relation with some member of the group. Formally, a signed graph (H, π) is said to be a minor of the signed graph (G, σ) if it is obtained from (G, σ) by a series of vertex or edge deletions, contraction of positive edges, and switchings. Just as with switching, the contraction operation does not change the sign of a cycle. Thus, unless a cycle is deleted, its image in (H, π) is a closed walk of the same sign. Within graphs (noting that sign takes the role of parity in unsigned graphs) this means that the parity of signs is preserved, and this allows for graphs excluding K_3 as an odd-minor to be precisely the graphs with no odd cycle.

The Odd Hadwiger Conjecture, proposed independently by Gerards and Seymour, is the following strengthening of Hadwiger’s conjecture.

Conjecture 3 (Odd-Hadwiger). If χ(G) ≥ t, then (G, −) has a (K_t, −)-minor.

As a general signature is not needed in this statement, the conjecture is normally presented in the language of 2-vertex colored graphs where the colors actually indicate whether a switching has occurred at a vertex or not. For references and some earlier work on the conjecture see [6].

We define OC_t to be the class of signed graphs (G, −) where χ(G) ≥ t. Let OM(t) be the largest k such that (K_k, −) is a minor of every element of OC_t. In this language, the Odd Hadwiger Conjecture claims that OM(t) = t.

2.2 Coloring signed graphs

A signed graph is said to be balanced if it contains no negative cycles. This is equivalent to finding an edge-cut whose edges are all negative with all other edges positive (see [8] and [21] for a generalization).

Definition 4. The balanced-chromatic number of a signed graph Ĝ, denoted χ_b(Ĝ), is defined to be the minimum number of parts into which V (Ĝ) can be partitioned so that each part induces a balanced subgraph.

It is obvious from the definition that Ĝ admits a balanced coloring for some k (k ≤ |V (Ĝ)|) if and only if it has no negative loops. If it has a negative loop then we may write χ_b(Ĝ) = ∞. The notion of balanced coloring generalizes the notion of proper coloring of graphs by the observation that χ(G) = χ_b(G̃).

One easily observes that a signed graph (G, σ) admits a balanced k-coloring if and only if the signed graph (G, −σ) admits a 0-free k-coloring in the sense of [20]. Thus some results on 0-free colorings apply to balanced colorings as well. For example it follows from the result of [12] that every 2k-degenerate signed simple graph admits a balanced k-coloring.

A refinement of balanced coloring is the notion of circular coloring of signed graphs, first given in [14]. As in the case of 0-free coloring, the definition is slightly modified here to better suit the relation with minor theory. A circular r-coloring (r ≥ 2) of a signed graph Ĝ is an assignment ϕ of the vertices of Ĝ to the points of a circle O of circumference r such that for each negative edge xy, ϕ(x) and ϕ(y) are at distance at least 1, and that for each positive edge zt, ϕ(z) and ϕ(t) are at distance at most^r_2 − 1 (equivalently, the distance of ϕ(z) from the antipodal of ϕ(t) is at least 1). Given a signed graph Ĝ with no negative loops, the smallest r for which Ĝ admits an r-coloring is called the circular chromatic number of Ĝ, denoted χ_c(Ĝ).

It follows from the above definitions and from basic results in [14] that:

χ_b(Ĝ) =

⌈χ_c(Ĝ) + 1 2 ⌉ . 3 Signed Hadwiger Conjecture

Based on the notion of balanced coloring defined above, we now propose a conjecture that, as we will prove, captures Hadwiger’s conjecture and is strongly related to the Odd Hadwiger Conjecture, playing an intermediary role between these well-known conjectures.

Conjecture 5 (Signed-Hadwiger). Every signed graph Ĝ with χ_b(Ĝ) ≥ t has a K̃_t-minor.

In this section discuss the relations between the three different versions of Hadwiger’s conjecture. For this we define SC_t to be the class of signed graphs Ĝ with no negative loop where χ_b(Ĝ) ≥ t. Let SM(t) be the largest k such that K̃_k is a minor of every element of SC_t. In this language, the Signed Hadwiger Conjecture claims that SM(t) = t.

3.1 Relating different versions of Hadwiger’s conjecture

The following theorem can be regarded as a strengthening of a recent result of Steiner [15], obtained through the notion of balanced coloring.

Theorem 6. For every t, M(t) = SM(t) and^{M(t)}_2 ≤ OM(t) ≤ M(t).

Proof. That M(t) ≥ SM(t) follows from the fact that K̃_k is a minor of G̃ if and only if K_k is a minor of G. Similarly, OM(t) ≤ M(t) follows from the fact that if G has no K_k-minor, then (G, −) has no (K_k, −)-minor.

To see that M(t) ≤ SM(t), let Ĝ be a signed graph with no K̃_k-minor. Let V_1 be a maximal set of vertices that induces a connected balanced subgraph. Since it induces a balanced subgraph, V_1 can be taken as a color class. Also, since it induces a connected subgraph, after necessary switchings we may assume that all edges induced by V_1 are positive. Then V_1 can be contracted to one vertex, say v_1, without creating a negative loop; let Ĝ_1 be the graph obtained by this contraction. On the one hand Ĝ_1 is a homomorphic image of Ĝ, preserving balanced-coloring (see [13] for definitions and more on homomorphisms). On the other hand, Ĝ_1 is minor of Ĝ. In Ĝ_1, based on the fact that V_1 was maximal, each vertex is either not adjacent to v_1 or adjacent to it with both a positive edge and a negative edge. Applying the same process on Ĝ_1 and repeating it until all maximal connected balanced sets consist of singletons, we obtain a signed graph Ĝ^∗ which is both a homomorphic image and a minor of Ĝ. But, moreover, each connection consists of both a positive and a negative edge. Thus Ĝ^∗ has a K̃_k-minor if and only if G has a K_k-minor. The claim now follows from the fact that χ_b(Ĝ^∗) is the same as the chromatic number of the underlying graph of Ĝ^∗.

Finally for^{M(t)}_2 ≤ OM(t), observe that if Ĝ has no (K_k, −)-minor, then it certainly has no K̃_t-minor. Moreover, given a balanced t-coloring of (G, −), each color class, being balanced in (G, −), induces a bipartite subgraph. The inequality then follows immediately.

3.2 Restriction to (unsigned) graphs

Here, following most of the literature on the Odd Hadwiger Conjecture, we avoid signed graphs and define an odd-K_t minor in a graph G as: a 2-coloring of vertices together with a collection T_1, T_2, ..., T_t of vertex disjoint trees in G such that: (i) each edge of any T_i is properly colored, and; (ii) between any pair T_i, T_j of trees (i ≠ j) there is a monochromatic edge.

Let f(t) be the smallest integer such that every K_t-minor-free graph is f(t)-colorable. Let f_o(t) be the smallest integer such that every odd-K_t-minor-free graph is f_o(t)-colorable. Then we can restate Hadwiger’s conjecture and the Odd-Hadwiger Conjecture equivalently as follows.

Conjecture 7 (Hadwiger’s conjecture, restated). f(t) = t − 1.

Conjecture 8 (Odd Hadwiger Conjecture, restated). f_o(t) = t − 1.

The afore-mentioned theorem of Steiner can be stated as follows.

Theorem 9 (Steiner, [15]). f_o(t) ≤ 2f(t).

We now introduce the following notion to strengthen Theorem 9.

Definition 10. An Even-Odd-K_t-minor of a given graph G is a 2-coloring of vertices together with a collection T_1, T_2, ..., T_t of vertex disjoint trees in G such that: (i) each edge of any T_i is properly colored, and; (ii) between any pair T_i, T_j of trees (i ≠ j) there is at least one monochromatic edge and at least one properly colored edge.

Let f_{eo}(t) be the smallest integer such that every even-odd-K_t-minor-free graph is f_{eo}(t)- colorable. One may observe that K_{2t−2} has no even-odd-K_t-minor, because otherwise two of the trees each have at most 1 vertex and hence the second condition cannot be satisfied between these two trees. Thus f_{eo}(t) ≥ 2t − 2. However, from Theorem 6 we get the following.

Theorem 11. For every t ≥ 2 we have f_o(t) ≤ f_{eo}(t) ≤ 2f(t).

4 Topological minors in signed graphs

In order to consider subdivisions in signed graphs, we now introduce two definitions which extend the notions of odd-K_4 and totally odd-K_4, respectively.

Definition 12. A signed graph (H, π) is said to be a topological minor of a signed graph (G, σ) if: (i) a subdivision of H is isomorphic to a subgraph G_1 of G, and; (ii) given any cycle C of (H, π) the image of it in G_1 has the same sign in (G, σ) as the sign of C in (H, π). Definition 13. A signed graph (H, π) is said to be a total topological minor of a signed graph (G, σ) if: (i) a subdivision of H is isomorphic to a subgraph G_1 of G, and; (ii) given any edge e of (H, π), the path P_e representing e in G_1 is of the sign π(e).

It follows from the definition that the notion of topological minor is independent of switching. In contrast, the notion of total topological minor is usually based on the choice of the signature. However, there are exceptions and in particular we have the following.

Observation 14. Given a graph H, the signed graph H̃ is a topological minor of a signed graph (G, σ) if and only if it is a total topological minor of (G, σ).

Proof. Note that given adjacent vertices x and y, in H, we have both a negative edge e^− = xy and a positive edge e^+ = xy in H̃. As {e^−, e^+} induces a negative 2-cycle in H̃, the paths P_{e−} and P_{e+} should be of different signs in (G, σ). For each connected pair xy we then associate e^− with the negative one of these two and e^+ with the positive one.

Recall that C_t, OC_t, and SC_t are, respectively: the class of graphs having chromatic number at least t; signed graphs of the form (G, −) with χ(G) ≥ t, and; signed graphs having balanced chromatic number at least t. Based on these notions, we have the following variations of T (t).

Definition 15. Given a positive integer t we define OT (t) to be the largest k such that (K_k, −) is a topological minor of every member of OC_t. Similarly, T T (t) is the largest k such that K̃_k is a topological minor of every member of SC_t.

Observation 16. We have T T (t) ≤ OT (t) ≤ T (t).

Proof. If K_k is not a topological minor of G, then (K_k, −) is certainly not a topological minor of (G, −). And, similarly, if (K_k, −) is not a topological minor of (G, −) then neither is K̃_k.

In light of Observation 16 the following theorem is a strengthening of the result of Kawarabayashi [9] concerning the existence of large totally odd subdivisions of cliques in graphs having large chromatic number.

Theorem 17. For any positive integer t we have T T (t) ≥ √_{2t} 79 .

4.1 Topological minors and balanced coloring

Here we show the connection between the absence of a large topological minor and balanced coloring in signed graphs by proving the following stronger version of Theorem 17.

Theorem 18. Let G = (V, E) be a signed graph with no K̃_t-subdivision. For any vertex set Z ⊆ V with |Z| ≤ 2t^2 any precoloring of the subgraph of G induced by Z can be extended to a^{79}_2 t^2-coloring of G.

The proof given below is an adaptation of the proof by Kawarabayashi for the existence of large totally odd subdivisions in graphs of high chromatic number [9]. We first state some key results from the literature that are needed for the proof. The first one is the following folklore observation.

Observation 19. Let Ĝ be a signed graph and assume Ĥ is a balanced subgraph of Ĝ with the maximum possible number of edges. Then for each vertex v of G we have d_H (v) ≥^{dG(v)}_2 . In particular δ(H) ≥^{δ(G)}_2 .

The next statement is obtained from [4] by taking signed graphs as symmetric group labeled digraphs, with the group being (additive) Z_2 where 0 plays the role of + and 1 plays the role of −.

Theorem 20. Let G be a signed graph and H be a balanced, connected subgraph so that all edges of H are positive. For any fixed k one of the following holds.

1. There are k mutually disjoint negative H paths, i.e., k mutually disjoint paths P_1, . . . , P_k such that each P_i is a negative path whose end vertices are in H, or

2. There is a set X ⊆ V (G) of at most 2k − 2 vertices, such that every negative path with both end vertices in H contains a vertex in X.

A graph is ℓ-linked if it has at least 2ℓ vertices, and for any choice of distinct vertices u_1, u_2, . . . , u_ℓ, v_1, v_2, . . . , v_ℓ there are ℓ mutually disjoint paths P_1, P_2, . . . P_ℓ so that P_i has ends u_i, v_i (1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ). The following statement is from [16].

Theorem 21. Every 2ℓ-connected graph G with at least 5ℓ|V (G)| edges is ℓ-linked.

This theorem will be used in combination with the following result from [2].

Theorem 22. Let G be a graph and k an integer such that |V (G)| ≥ 5 2 k and |E(G)| ≥ 25 4 k|V (G)| − 25 2 k^2.

Then |V (G)| ≥ 10k+2 and G contains a 2k-connected subgraph H with at least 5k|V (H)| edges.

Proof of Theorem 18. Let Ĝ be a minimum counterexample with respect to the number of vertices. That is, Ĝ does not have a K̃_t-subdivision and there exists Z ⊆ V with |Z| ≤ 2t^2 and a precoloring of Z that cannot be extended to a^{79}_2 t^2-coloring of G. Then Ĝ must have at least^{79}_2 t2 + 1 vertices. We prove several claims about Ĝ before getting to a contradiction by providing a K̃_t-subdivision. (1) We may assume Ĝ has no parallel edges of the same sign.

This is because such parallel edges do not affect any coloring, and if Ĝ already has no K̃_t-subdivision, then it certainly does not have one after deleting an edge.

(2) Every vertex v ∈ V − Z has degree at least^{79}_2 t^2 in Ĝ.

Otherwise, by minimality, for some v with degree at most^{79}_2 t^2 − 1, the signed graph Ĝ − v has a^{79}_2 t2-coloring which is an extension of the precoloring of Z. But because v has low degree, this coloring of Ĝ − v can be extended to Ĝ, a contradiction. An ℓ-separation of Ĝ is a pair (Ĝ_1, Ĝ_2) of subgraphs so that Ĝ_1 ∪ Ĝ_2 = Ĝ, and |V (Ĝ_1) ∩ V (Ĝ_2)| = ℓ. Following Kawarabayashi, we say that an ℓ-separation (Ĝ_1, Ĝ_2) is Zessential if each Ĝ_i (i = 1, 2) has at least one vertex which is not in Ĝ_j ∪ Z for j ≠ i. (3) For ℓ ≤ t^2, Ĝ admits no Z-essential ℓ-separation.

Suppose for a contradiction that such a separation (Ĝ_1, Ĝ_2) exists. Since |Z| ≤ 2t^2, the number of elements of Z in either V (Ĝ_1) \ V (Ĝ_2) or V (Ĝ_2) \ V (Ĝ_1) is at most t^2. By symmetry, we may assume that |V (Ĝ_1) \ V (Ĝ_2)| ≤ t^2.

By the minimality of Ĝ and since there is at least one vertex of Ĝ not in V (Ĝ_2) ∪ Z, the precoloring φ of Z can be extended to a coloring φ^′ of Ĝ_2 ∪ Z. Now consider the restriction φ^′ of φ on the vertices of Ĝ_1 that are colored. Observe that there are at most 2t^2 such vertices and that Ĝ_1 has at least one less vertex than Ĝ. Thus, by the assumption on the minimality of Ĝ, the coloring φ^′ can be extended to the rest of Ĝ_1, resulting a coloring of Ĝ, a contradiction.

(4) There is a spanning balanced subgraph Ĥ of Ĝ − Z whose minimum degree is at least 75 4 t^2.

It follows from (2) that δ(Ĝ − Z) ≥^{79}_2 t^2 − 2t^2 =^{75}_2 t^2. The claim then follows by Observation 19.

In the rest of the proof we will assume the signature of Ĝ is switched, if needed, so that all edges of H are positive.

(5) There is a subgraph L ⊆ H which is^3_2 t^2-linked, t^2-connected, and, in particular, has at least 3t^2 vertices.

From (1), and because it is balanced, H has no parallel edges or digons. From (4), H has minimum degree at least^{75}_4 t^2, and because these neighbors are distinct, H has at least these many vertices and at least^{75t2}_8 |V (H)| edges. We may then apply Theorem 22 with k =^{3t2}_2 to get a subgraph L of H which is 3t^2-connected and with at least 15t^2|V (L)| edges. Now, taking ℓ =^3_2 t^2, Theorem 21 ensures that L is^3_2 t^2-linked.

Recall that, being a subgraph of H, all edges of L are positive in the signature of Ĝ that we are working with.

(6) There are^1_2 t^2 ≥ (_t 2 ) disjoint negative L-paths in G.

Suppose for a contradiction that such paths do not exist. Then by Lemma 20, there is a subset X ⊆ V (G) with |X| ≤ t^2 − 2 so that G − X has no negative L-path. From (5), L − X is 2-connected, and it is, therefore, contained in some 2-connected block L^′ of G − X. We now prove two claims in order to prove (6).

(6a) L^′ is balanced. If not, then there is a negative cycle C ⊆ L^′. Then due to the 2-connectivity of L^′, there exist two disjoint paths (possibly trivial ones) in L^′, joining C and L. However, this structure contains a negative L-path, a contradiction.

If L^′ = G − X, then we can extend a precoloring of Z to a 3t^2-coloring of G as follows: the precoloring of Z uses at most 2t^2 colors, then at most a set of t^2 − 2 colors are used for coloring vertices in X − Z. Finally one new color is needed for all vertices in L^′ due to (6a). This is a contradiction as 3t^2 <^{79}_2 t^2.

Let W_1, W_2, . . . W_r be the remaining 2-connected blocks in G − X for r ≥ 1. Denote by v_i, the cut-vertex in V (L^′) ∩ V (W_i), if one exists.

(6b) W_i − v_i ⊆ Z for 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Observe that, |L^′| ≥ |L − X| ≥ |Z| + 2, where the second inequality follows from (5) because |X| ≤ t^2 −2 and |Z| ≤ 2t^2. So if there is a v ∈ W_i −v_i such that v /∈ Z, then there is a Z-essential separation of order at most |X| + 1 ≤ t^2 − 1, contradicting (3).

Now we can extend the precoloring of Z to a^{79}_2 t^2-coloring of G as before: use at most 2t^2 colors in the precoloring of Z, observe that G − Z ⊆ L^′ ∪ X by (6b), then use at most t^2 − 2 additional colors to color the remainder of X because |X| ≤ t^2 − 2, and use one additional color to color the remainder of L^′ by (6a).

This coloring uses at most 3t^2 colors, which contradicts that G is a counterexample to the theorem. This completes the proof of (6).

Now we will demonstrate that there is a K̃_t-subdivision in G. We will construct this subdivision using L and negative L-paths. From (6), there exist^1_2 t^2 ≥ (_t 2 ) disjoint negative L-paths in G. Choose (_t 2 ) such paths and let W denote their endpoints. We have |W | = t(t − 1) < t^2. By (5), L has at least 3t^2 vertices, and so we may choose t distinct vertices u_1, . . . , u_t in L − W . These will serve as the terminals of the K̃_tsubdivision.

For each pair of distinct terminals u_i, u_j , (there are exactly (_t 2 ) such pairs), we associate exactly one negative L-path, P_{ij} . Refer to the ends of P_{ij} as p_{ij} and p^′_{ij}. Furthermore, for each vertex u_i choose a set of neighbours N_i in L − W of size 2(t − 1), say N_i = {w_{i,1}, . . . , w_{i,i−1}, w_{i,i+1}, . . . w_{i,t}, v_{i,1}, . . . , v_{i,i−1}, v_{i,i+1}, . . . v_{i,t}} such that {N_i ∪ u_i} ∩ {N_j ∪ u_j} = ∅ for each j ≠ i. It is possible to do so since by (5), L is 3t^2-connected, and hence, the minimum degree of L is at least 3t^2 which is bigger than 2t(t − 1) + 2 ( t 2 ) + t.

Now, we find the following disjoint paths in L.

1. For each pair i, j in (_{[t]} 2 ) , a path with ends w_{i,j} w_{j,i}. This will serve as the positive paths in the K̃_t-subdivision.

2. For each pair i, j in (_{[t]} 2 ) , two paths, one with ends v_{i,j}, p_{ij} and one with ends v_{j,i}, p^′_{ij}, for i < j. These paths together with P_{ij} will serve as the negative paths in the K̃_t-subdivision.

This is a total of 3 (_t 2 ) disjoint paths in L. Since, by (5), L is^3_2 t^2-linked, and 3 (_t 2 ) ≤^3_2 t^2, we will be able to do so.

This means there is a K̃_t-subdivision in G, which contradicts our choice of G and completes the proof.

5 Concluding remarks

In this work we introduced a signed version of Hadwiger’s conjecture and showed that while it helps to bound the chromatic number of dense families of (signed) graphs it is still equivalent to the Hadwiger’s conjecture which only bounds the chromatic number of sparse families of graphs. Our conjecture in turn helps to better understand the connection between Hadwiger’s conjecture and the Odd Hadwiger Conjecture. A natural line of work to improve on the existing bounds would be to consider signed simple graphs, or more generally signed graphs of given girth. For signed planar simple graphs the best upper bound for the circular chromatic number is 6, while a construction for a simple planar graph of circular chromatic number^{14}_3 is given in [14]. The exact value remains open. There are no specific improvements on the corresponding bounds for other classes of signed graphs such as singed K_t-minor-free simple graphs. We also showed the existence of relatively large subdivisions in signed graphs of high balanced chromatic number. When restricted on graphs this shows the existence of a subdivision where between any pair of vertices there are disjoint odd and even paths. We expect that bounds given here can improved. It is also not known how assumptions such as high girth would affect this bound.

Acknowledgment. This work is supported by the following grants and projects: 1. ANR-France project HOSIGRA (ANR-17-CE40-0022). 2. Math-AmSud MATH210008. 3. ANID/Fondecyt Regular 1220071 (Andrea Jiménez). 4. Simons Foundation grant #845698 (Jessica McDonald) 5. ANID/Fondecyt Iniciación en Investigación 11201251 (Daniel A. Quiroz).

References

[1] Bollobás, B., and Thomason, A., Proof of a conjecture of Mader, Erdős and Hajnal on topological complete subgraphs. European J. Combin. 19 (1998), 883–887. doi: 10.1006/eujc.1997.0188

[2] Böhme, T. , Kawarabayashi, K., Maharry, J., and Mohar, B., Linear connectivity forces large complete bipartite minors. J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 99 (2009), 557–582. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jctb.2008.07.006

[3] Catlin, P. A., Hajós’ graph-coloring conjecture: variations and counterexamples.

J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 26 (1979), 268–274. doi: 10.1016/0095-8956(79)90062-5

[4] Chudnovsky, M. and Geelen, J. and Gerards, B. and Goddyn, L. and Lohman, M. and Seymour, P., Packing non-zero A-paths in group-labelled graphs. Combinatorica 26 (2006), 521–532. doi: 10.1007/s00493-006-0030-1

[5] Delcourt, M., and Postle, L. Reducing linear Hadwiger’s conjecture to coloring small graphs. arXiv:2108.01633 (2021).

[6] Geelen, J., Gerards, B., Reed, B., Seymour, P., and Vetta, A. On the odd-minor variant of Hadwiger’s conjecture. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 99 (2006) 20–29. doi:10.1016/j.jctb.2008.03.006

[7] Hadwiger, H. Über eine Klassifikation der Streckenkomplexe. Vierteljschr. Naturforsch. Ges. Zürich, 88 (1943), 133–143.

[8] Harary, F. On the notion of balance of a signed graph. Michigan Mathematical Journal, 2 (1953-1954), 143–146.

[9] Kawarabayashi, K. Totally odd subdivisions and parity subdivisions: Structures and Coloring. Proceedings of the 2013 Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), 1013-1029. doi:10.1137/1.9781611973105.73.

[10] Komlós, J., and Szemerédi, E., Topological cliques in graphs. II. Combin.

Probab. Comput. 5 (1996) 79–90. doi: 10.1017/S096354830000184X.

[11] Kuratowski, K. Sur le problème des courbes gauches en topologie. Fund. Math.

(in French), 15 (1930), 271–283. doi:10.4064/fm-15-1-271-283.

[12] Máčajová, E., Raspaud, A., and Škoviera, M. The chromatic number of a signed graph. Electron. J. Combin. 23, 1 (2016), P1.14, 10 pp.

[13] Naserasr, R., Sopena, E., and Zaslavsky, T. Homomorphisms of signed graphs: an update. European Journal of Combinatorics, 91 (2021), 103222.

[14] Naserasr, R., Wang, Z., and Zhu, X. Circular Chromatic Number of Signed Graphs. The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics 28 (2021). doi: 10.37236/9938

[15] Steiner, R. Asymptotic equivalence of Hadwiger’s conjecture and its odd minor-variant. Journal of Combinatorial Theory Series B 155 (2022) 45–51 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jctb.2022.02.002

[16] Thomas, R., and Wollan, P. An improved linear edge bound for graph linkages.

European J. Combin. 26 (2005) 309–324. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejc.2004.02.013

[17] Wagner, K. Über eine Eigenschaft der ebenen Komplexe. Mathematische Annalen (in German), 114 ((1937) 570–590 doi:10.1007/BF01594196

[18] Xie, Q., Xie, S., Yu, X., and Yuan, X. Wheels in planar graphs and Hajós graphs. Journal of Graph Theory, 98 (2021), 179–194.

[19] Zang, W. Proof of Toft’s Conjecture: Every Graph Containing No Fully Odd K_4 is 3-Colorable. J. Comb. Optim. 2(1998), 117-188.

[20] Zaslavsky, T. Signed graph coloring. Discrete Math. 39, 2 (1982), 215–228. [21] Zaslavsky, T. Signed graphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 4 (1982) 47–74.