arXiv:2312.00086v1 [math.CO] 30 Nov 2023

Star colouring and locally constrained graph homomorphisms^∗

Shalu M. A.^1 and Cyriac Antony^2

1Indian Institute of Information Technology, Design & Manufacturing (IIITDM) Kancheepuram, Chennai, India; Email: shalu@iiitdm.ac.in 2IIT Madras, Chennai, India; Email: ma23r004@smail.iitm.ac.in

Abstract

Dvořák, Mohar and Šámal (J. Graph Theory, 2013) proved that for every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to the cube Q3. We generalise this result as follows: for p ≥ 2, a K1,p+1-free 2p-regular graph G admits a (p + 2)-star colouring if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to a fixed 2p-regular graph named G2p. We also prove the following: (i) for p ≥ 2, a 2p-regular graph G admits a (p + 2)-star colouring if and only if G has an orientation ⃗G that admits an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism to a fixed orientation ⃗G2p of G2p; (ii) for every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and distance-two 4-colourable; and (iii) it is NP-complete to check whether a planar 4-regular 3- connected graph is 4-star colourable.

Keywords: Star coloring, Graph homomorphism, Locally constrained graph homomorphism, Regular graphs, Locally bijective homomorphism, Graph orientation.

1 Introduction

Star colouring is a well-known and extensively studied colouring variant. There is a recent survey [13] exclusively on star colouring of line graphs. Our focus in this paper is on notions related to star colouring of regular graphs. Albertson et al. [1] and independently Nešetřil and Mendez [16] found that star colourings of a graph G are associated with certain orientations of G, called in-orientations. The number of colours required to star colour a d-regular graph is at least ⌈(d + 3)/2⌉ [7], and at least ⌈(d + 4)/2⌉ for d ≥ 3 [17]. In particular, at least (p + 2) colours are required to star colour 2p-regular graphs with p ≥ 2. For each p ≥ 2, Shalu and Antony [17] constructed a fixed 2p-regular (p+2)-star colourable graph G_{2p}, and characterised 2p-regular (p+2)- star colourable graphs in terms of graph orientations. The graph G_4 is the the line graph of the cube, better known as the cuboctahedral graph. Dvořák, Mohar and Šámal [4] proved that for every 3-regular graph H, the line graph of H is 4-star colourable if and only if H admits a locally bijective homomorphism to the cube Q_3. Thanks to the properties of locally bijective homomorphisms (see

∗A preliminary version of this work appeared in the second author’s thesis [2].

Theorem 4), this result is equivalent to the following: for every 3-regular graph H, the line graph L(H) is 4-star colourable if and only if L(H) admits a locally bijective homomorphism to L(Q_3). Clearly, the following statement is stronger: a K_{1,3}-free 4-regular graph G is 4-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to L(Q_3). We prove the following generalisation of the statement (recall that G_4 ∼= L(Q_3)).

Theorem 1. Let G be a K_{1,p+1}-free 2p-regular graph, where p ≥ 2. Then, G admits a (p + 2)-star colouring if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to G_{2p}.

Our results on 2p-regular (p + 2)-star colourable graphs also include the following (see Section 2 for definitions).

Theorem 2. For p ≥ 2, the following are equivalent for every 2p-regular graph G.

I. G admits a (p + 2)-star colouring.

II. G admits a (p + 2)-colouring such that every bicoloured component is K_{1,p}. III. G admits a (p + 2)-colourful Eulerian orientation.

IV. G has an orientation ⃗G that admits an out-neighbourhood

bijective homomorphism to −−� G_{2p}.

Theorem 3. For every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and distance-two 4-colourable.

This paper is organised as follows. Section 2 provide the definitions. Section 3 presents some preliminaries on locally constrained graph homomorphisms. The main results and proofs appear in Section 4. We conclude with Section 5 devoted to open problems.

2 Definitions

All graphs considered in this paper are finite, simple and undirected. We follow West [18] for graph theory terminology and notation. For k ∈ N, a k-colouring of a graph G is a function f : V (G) � Z_k such that f(u) ≠ f(v) for every edge uv of G. A bicoloured component of a graph G under a kcolouring f of G is a component of the subgraph of G induced by some pair of colour classes (i.e., a component of G[V_i ∪ V_j ], where V_ℓ = f^{−1}(ℓ) for each ℓ ∈ Z_k). A k-colouring f of G is a k-star colouring of G if every bicoloured component of G under f is a star (K_{1,q}, where q ≥ 0). A kcolouring f of G is a distance-two k-colouring of G if every bicoloured component of G under f is K_1 or K_2. The line graph of a graph G, denoted by L(G), is the graph with vertex set E(G), and two vertices in L(G) are adjacent if the corresponding edges in G are incident on a common vertex in G. The clique graph of a graph G, denoted by K(G), is the intersection graph of the maximal cliques in G. That is, the vertex set of K(G) is the set of maximal cliques in G, and two vertices in K(G) are adjacent if the corresponding cliques in G intersect. A graph G is said to be a clique graph if there exists a graph H such that G ∼= K(H). A graph G is locally linear if every edge in G is in exactly one triangle in G [10]. A locally linear graph G is an even-degree graph, and for each vertex v of G, the neighbourhood of v in G induces a perfect matching in G (hence, a locally linear graph is also called a locally matching graph). For a fixed graph H, a graph G is said to be locally-H if the neighbourhood of each vertex of G induces H (i.e., G[N_G(v)] ∼= H for all v ∈ V (G)). For every pair of positive integers q and r, let F (q, r) denote the family of connected qr-regular graphs G such that the neighbourhood of each vertex of G induces qK_r [3]. That is, F (q, r) is the family of connected locally-qK_r graphs. The next observation follows from the definitions.

Observation 1. For p ≥ 2, a connected 2p-regular graph G is a locally linear graph (i.e., locally matching graph) if and only if G ∈ F (p, 2).

Devillers et al. proved that for every q ≥ 2, r ≥ 1 and G ∈ F (q, r), we have K(G) ∈ F (r+1, q−1) and K(K(G)) ∼= G [3, Theorem 1.4].

Let us recall the definition of the graph G_{2p}. For each p ≥ 2, the graph G_{2p} has vertex set {(i, j) ∈ Z × Z: 0 ≤ i ≤ p + 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ p + 1, i ≠ j}, and (i, j)(k, ℓ) is an edge in G_{2p} if (i) k = j and ℓ /∈ {i, j}, or (ii) k /∈ {i, j} and ℓ = i. Note that every edge of G_{2p} is of the form (i, j)(k, i) for some i, j, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1}. Observe that G_4 is the cuboctahedral graph L(Q_3) (see Figure 1;

(0, 1)

(0, 2)

(0, 3) (1, 0)

(1, 2)

(1, 3) (2, 0)

(2, 1)

(2, 3) (3, 0)

(3, 1)

(3, 2)

(a)

(0, 1) (0, 3)

(0, 2)

(1, 0)

(1, 3) (1, 2)

(3, 0) (3, 1)

(3, 2)

(2, 0)

(2, 1) (2, 3)

(b) Figure 1: (a) The graph G_4 ∼= L(Q_3), and (b) a plane drawing of G_4.

Figure 1b is an easily recognised plane drawing of the cuboctahedral graph).

An orientation ⃗G of a graph G is the directed graph obtained by assigning a direction on each edge of G; that is, if uv is an edge in G, then exactly one of (u, v) or (v, u) is an arc in ⃗G. For p ≥ 2, −−� G_{2p} is the orientation of G_{2p} obtained by orienting each edge (i, j)(k, i) as (i, j) � (k, i) (where i, j, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1}). A homomorphism from a graph G to a graph H is a function ψ : V (G) � V (H) such that ψ(u)ψ(v) is an edge in H whenever uv is an edge in G. If ψ is a homomorphism from G to H and ψ(v) = w, then we say that v is a copy of w in G (under ψ). Let G and H be two graphs with orientations ⃗G and ⃗H, respectively. A homomorphism from the orientation ⃗G to the orientation ⃗H is a function ψ : V ( ⃗G) � V ( ⃗H) such that (ψ(u), ψ(v)) is an arc in ⃗H whenever (u, v) is an arc in ⃗G. If ψ is a homomorphism from ⃗G to ⃗H and ψ(v) = w, then we say that v is a copy of w in ⃗G (under ψ).

A locally bijective homomorphism (in short, LBH ) from G to H is a function ψ : V (G) � V (H) such that for every vertex v of G, the restriction of ψ to the neighbourhood N_G(v) is a bijection from N_G(v) onto N_H (ψ(v)) [9] (see Figure 2 for an example; observe that such a function ψ is always a homomorphism from G to H). A homomorphism ψ from G to H is locally injective if for every vertex v of G, the restriction of ψ to the neighbourhood N_G(v) is an injection from N_G(v) to

N_H (ψ(v)) [9]. In other words, a homomorphism ψ from G to H is locally bijective (resp. injective) if for each vertex w of H and each neighbour x of w in H, each copy of w in G has exactly one (resp. at most one) copy of x in G as its neighbour.

1231231230 0 0GLocally bijective homomorphism

0123H

Figure 2: A locally bijective homomorphism from a graph G to a graph H. The vertices in H are labelled distinct and are drawn by distinct shapes. For each vertex w of H, each copy of w in G is drawn in the same shape as w (and labelled the same).

Observe that, in general, locally bijective homomorphism need not preserve subgraphs (or induced subgraphs for that matter). Nevertheless, they preserve subgraphs of diameter 2.

Observation 2. Let J be a graph of diameter 2, and let G be a graph that contains J as subgraph. If G admits an LBH to a graph H, then H contains J as subgraph.

Proof. Suppose that G admits an LBH to a graph H. Since ψ is a homomorphism from G to H, it suffices to show that ψ maps distinct members of V (J) to distinct vertices in H. On the contrary, assume that u, v ∈ V (J) and ψ(u) = ψ(v). Hence, uv /∈ E(G) (because ψ is a homomorphism from G to H). Since J is a graph of diameter 2, the vertices u and v of J have a common neighbour x. Since ψ is an LBH from G to H, the restriction of ψ to N_G(x) is a bijection from N_G(x) onto N_H (ψ(x)). Since u, v ∈ N_G(x), the function ψ maps u and v to distinct vertices in H. This is a contradiction to ψ(u) = ψ(v).

Similar to the notion of locally constrained homomorphisms between (undirected) graphs, one can define locally constrained homomorphisms between orientations (i.e., oriented graphs) and between directed graphs. Such notions can be defined in a variety of ways. A notion of locally injective homomorphism between directed graphs is defined and studied by MacGillivray and Swarts [14] (a stronger notion is studied by Nešetřil and Mendez [15] under the name folding). We are interested in a similar notion of locally constrained homomorphisms between orientations. Let G and H be graphs with orientations ⃗G and ⃗H, respectively. Recall that a homomorphism from ⃗G to ⃗H is a function ψ : V ( ⃗G) � V ( ⃗H) such that (ψ(u), ψ(v)) is an arc in ⃗H whenever (u, v) is an arc in ⃗G. An out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to ⃗H is a function ψ : V ( ⃗G) � V ( ⃗H) such that for every vertex v of ⃗G, the restriction of ψ to the out-neighbourhood N^+_{⃗G} (v) is a bijection from N^+_{⃗G} (v) to N^+_{⃗H} (ψ(v)). Observe that out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphisms from ⃗G to ⃗H are indeed homomorphisms from ⃗G to ⃗H. A homomorphism ψ from ⃗G to ⃗H is out-neighbourhood injective is if for every vertex v of ⃗G, the restriction of ψ to the out-neighbourhood N^+_{⃗G} (v) is an injection from N^+_{⃗G} (v) to N^+_{⃗H} (ψ(v)). In other words, a homomorphism ψ from ⃗G to ⃗H is out-neighbourhood bijective (resp. injective) if for each vertex w of ⃗H and each out-neighbour x of w in ⃗H, each copy of w in ⃗G has exactly one (resp. at most one) copy of x in ⃗G as its out-neighbour.

2.1 Star Colourings and Orientations

In [17], we defined the notion of colourful Eulerian orientations to characterise 2p-regular (p+2)-star colourable graphs. One limitation of this notion is that it applies only to even-degree graphs. Here, we define a closely related notion called MINI-orientation which applies to general graphs. Besides, we relate the new notion to the notion of in-orientation, which is widely known to be linked with star colouring in general graphs [1, 5]. Let us recall the relevant definitions. Let G be an (undirected) graph. A coloured orientation of G is an ordered pair ( ⃗G, f) such that ⃗G is an orientation of G and f is a colouring of G. A coloured orientation ( ⃗G, f) is called a coloured in-orientation if the edges in each bicoloured 3-vertex path in ( ⃗G, f) are oriented towards the middle vertex [5]. A colouring f of G is called an in-colouring of G if there exists an orientation ⃗G of G such that ( ⃗G, f) is a coloured in-orientation [1]. Albertson et al. [1] proved that a colouring f of G is a star colouring if and only if f is an in-colouring of G. We say that an orientation ⃗G of G is an in-orientation of G if there exists a colouring f of G such that ( ⃗G, f) is a coloured in-orientation. To emphasise the role of the colouring f, we shall say that ⃗G is an in-orientation with f as its underlying colouring. The above-mentioned result of Albertson et al. [1] can be rephrased follows: a colouring f of G is a star colouring if and only if there exists an in-orientation ⃗G of G with f as its underlying colouring. We include the following observation for quick reference.

Observation 3 ([1]). If ⃗G is an in-orientation of a graph G with an underlying colouring f, then f is a star colouring of G.

Observe that if f is a star colouring of G, an in-orientation of G induced by f is an orientation ⃗G of G obtained by orienting edges in each bicoloured 3-vertex path in G towards the middle vertex, and then orienting the remaining edges arbitrarily. Also, in-orientation ⃗G of G induced by f is unique if no bicoloured component of G under f is isomorphic to K_{1,1}.

By implicitly using the notion of in-orientation, Nešetřil and Mendez [16] characterised the star chromatic number of G in terms of orientations of G. We rephrase their characterisation below with the help of an alternate definition of in-orientation.

An orientation ⃗G of G is a q-in-orientation if there exists a q-colouring f of ⃗G such that the following hold for every vertex v of ⃗G:

(i) no out-neighbour of v has the same colour as an in-neighbour of v, and (ii) out-neighbours of v have pairwise distinct colours.

An in-orientation of G is a q-in-orientation of G for some q ∈ N. A graph G admits a q-star colouring if and only if G admits a q-in-orientation. Thus, the star chromatic number of G is equal to the least integer q such that G admits a q-in-orientation.

We say that an orientation ⃗G of G is a q-Monochromatic In-Neighbourhood In-orientation (in short, q-MINI-orientation) if there exists a q-colouring f of ⃗G such that the following hold for every vertex v of ⃗G:

0 0 01 1 1 3 3 32 2 2

Figure 3: A 4-MINI-orientation of the cuboctahedral graph L(Q_3) with the underlying colouring f. Since the orientation is also Eulerian, it is a 4-CEO of L(Q_3).

(i) no out-neighbour of v has the same colour as an in-neighbour of v, (ii) out-neighbours of v have pairwise distinct colours, and (iii) all in-neighbours of v have the same colour.

Observe that compared to q-in-orientation, the only new condition is Condition (iii), which says that the in-neighbourhood of v is monochromatic (hence the name monochromatic in-neighbourhood inorientation). Note that every graph G admits a q-in-orientation with q = |V (G)| (assign pairwise distinct colours on vertices). In contrast, due to the addition of Condition (iii), there exist graphs that do not admit a q-MINI-orientation for any q (see Theorem 12). To emphasise the role of the colouring f, we shall say that ⃗G is a MINI-orientation with f as its underlying colouring. A 4-MINIorientation of the cuboctahedral graph along with the underlying colouring is shown in Figure 3. For each q ∈ N, the existence of a q-MINI-orientation is a hereditary property: that is, if G admits a q-MINI-orientation, then every subgraph of G admits a q-MINI-orientation.

An orientation ⃗G of an even-degree graph G is called a q-Colourful Eulerian Orientation (in short, q-CEO) if ⃗G is an Eulerian orientation as well as a q-MINI-orientation. Note that this is equivalent to the definition of q-CEO given in [17]. An orientation ⃗G is a q-CEO with f as its underlying colouring if ⃗G is an Eulerian orientation, and it is a q-MINI-orientation with f as its underlying colouring. The orientation of the cuboctahedral graph shown in Figure 3 is a 4-CEO of the cuboctahedral graph.

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Locally Bijective Homomorphisms and the line graph operation

In this subsection, we prove that locally bijective homomorphisms between 3-regular graphs, in a sense, behave well with respect to the line graph operation.

Theorem 4. Let G be a 3-regular graph, and let H be a triangle-free 3-regular graph. Then, there exists an LBH from G to H if and only if there exists an LBH from L(G) to L(H).

The following two observations are employed in the proof of the theorem.

Observation 4. If ψ is a locally bijective homomorphism from a graph G to a graph H, then the function ψ^′ : E(G) � E(H), defined as ψ^′(uv) = ψ(u)ψ(v) for all uv ∈ E(G) (where u, v ∈ V (G)) is a locally bijective homomorphism from L(G) to L(H).

Proof. Let ψ be an LBH from G to H. Define ψ^′ : E(G) � E(H) as ψ^′(uv) = ψ(u)ψ(v) for all uv ∈ E(G), where u, v ∈ V (G). Consider ar arbitrary edge u_1v_1 of G, where u_1, v_1 ∈ V (G). To prove the observation, it suffices to establish the following claim (since u_1v_1 ∈ E(G) is arbitrary). Claim 1: the restriction of ψ^′ to the set N_{L(G)}(u_1v_1) is a bijection from N_{L(G)}(u_1v_1) onto N_{L(H)}(ψ^′(u_1v_1)) ( i.e., N_{L(H)}(ψ(u_1)ψ(v_1)) ) . Let u_1, u_2, . . . , u_k be the neighbour of v_1 in G, and let v_1, v_2, . . . , v_ℓ be the neighbours of u_1 in G, where k, ℓ ∈ N. The neighbours of u_1v_1 in L(G) are u_1v_2, . . . , u_1v_ℓ, u_2v_1, . . . , u_kv_1. Since ψ is an LBH from G to H, the restriction of ψ to N_G(u_1) is a bijection from N_G(u_1) onto N_H (ψ(u_1)). Hence, ψ(v_1), ψ(v_2), . . . , ψ(v_ℓ) are pairwise distinct. Similarly, ψ(u_1), ψ(u_2), . . . , ψ(u_k) are pairwise distinct.

Since ψ is a homomorphism from G to H, the vertices ψ(u_1), ψ(u_2), . . . , ψ(u_k) are neighbours of ψ(v_1) in H. Similarly, ψ(v_1), ψ(v_2), . . . , ψ(v_ℓ) are neighbours of ψ(u_1) in H. Hence, ψ(u_2)ψ(v_1), . . . ψ(u_k)ψ(v_1), ψ(u_1)ψ(v_2), . . . , ψ(u_1)ψ(v_ℓ) are neighbours of ψ(u_1)ψ(v_1) in L(H). Since ψ^′(u_iv_1) = ψ(u_i)ψ(v_1) for 2 ≤ i ≤ k and ψ^′(u_1v_j ) = ψ(u_1)ψ(v_j ) for 2 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, the function ψ^′ maps each member of N_{L(G)}(u_1v_1) to a member of N_{L(H)}(ψ(u_1)ψ(v_1)). Hence, to prove Claim 1, it suffices to show that no two members of N_{L(G)}(u_1v_1) are mapped to the same vertex in L(H) by ψ^′. To produce a contradiction, assume on the contrary that one of the following holds: (Case 1) ψ^′(u_iv_1) = ψ^′(u_j v_1) for some distinct i, j ∈ {2, . . . , k}; (Case 2) ψ^′(u_iv_1) = ψ^′(u_1v_j ) for some i ∈ {2, . . . , k} and j ∈ {2, . . . , ℓ}; or (Case 3) ψ^′(u_1v_i) = ψ^′(u_1v_j ) for some distinct i, j ∈ {2, . . . , ℓ}.

Case 1: ψ^′(u_iv_1) = ψ^′(u_j v_1) for some distinct i, j ∈ {2, . . . , k}, say i = 2 and j = 3. Since ψ^′(u_2v_1) = ψ^′(u_3v_1), we have ψ(u_2)ψ(v_1) = ψ(u_3)ψ(v_1) (as edges in L(H)). That is, {ψ(u_2), ψ(v_1)} = {ψ(u_3), ψ(v_1)}, or in other words, ψ(u_2) = ψ(u_3). This is a contradiction since ψ(u_2), ψ(u_3), . . . , ψ(u_k) are pairwise distinct.

Case 2: ψ^′(u_iv_1) = ψ^′(u_1v_j ) for some i ∈ {2, . . . , k} andj ∈ {2, . . . , ℓ}, say i = j = 2. Since ψ^′(u_2v_1) = ψ(u_1v_2), we have ψ(u_2)ψ(v_1) = ψ(u_1)ψ(v_2) (as edges in L(H)). That is, {ψ(u_2), ψ(v_1)} = {ψ(u_1), ψ(v_2)}. But, ψ(v_1) /∈ {ψ(u_1), ψ(v_2)} because ψ(v_1) ≠ ψ(u_1) (since ψ is a homomorphism) and ψ(v_1) ≠ ψ(v_2) (since ψ(v_1), ψ(v_2), . . . , ψ(v_ℓ) are pairwise distinct); a contradiction.

By symmetry, Case 3 leads to a contradiction like Case 1. Since all three cases lead to contradictions, Claim 1 is proved.

Observation 5. Let q ∈ N, and let G and H be two graphs such that all maximal cliques in G and H are q-cliques. If there is an LBH from G to H, then there is an LBH from K(G) to K(H).

Proof. Suppose that ψ is an LBH from G to H. Recall that for each S ⊆ V (G), the set-image ψ(S) = {ψ(x): x ∈ S}. Since ψ is a homomorphism from G to H, for each clique K of G, the set-image ψ(K) is a clique of H. Since maximal cliques of H are q-cliques, for each maximal clique K of G, the set-image ψ(K) is a maximal clique of H. Define ψ^∗ : V (K(G)) � V (K(H)) as ψ^∗(K) = ψ(K) for each maximal clique K of G (here, ψ^∗(K) is the image of ψ^∗ at K, whereas ψ(K) is a set-image). Observe that ψ^∗ is well-defined. Claim 1: ψ^∗ is a homomorphism from K(G) to K(H).

Consider an arbitrary edge c_1c_2 of K(G), where c_1 and c_2 are maximal cliques in G. We need to show that ψ^∗(c_1)ψ^∗(c_2) is an edge in K(H) ( i.e., ψ(c_1)ψ(c_2) ∈ E(K(H)) ) . Since c_1c_2 is an edge in K(G), we have c_1 ∩ c_2 ≠ ∅. Let v ∈ c_1 ∩ c_2 (where v ∈ V (G)). Clearly, ψ(v) ∈ ψ(c_1) and ψ(v) ∈ ψ(c_2). Since ψ(v) ∈ ψ(c_1) ∩ ψ(c_2), it follows that ψ(c_1) ∩ ψ(c_2) ≠ ∅. Since ψ(c_1) and ψ(c_2) are maximal cliques in H that intersect, ψ(c_1)ψ(c_2) is an edge in K(H). This proves Claim 1; that is, ψ^∗ is a homomorphism from K(G) to K(H). Claim 2: ψ^∗ is an LBH from K(G) to K(H).

Consider an arbitrary vertex K of K(G) (i.e., K is a maximal clique in G). Since K is arbitrary, to prove Claim 2, it suffices to show that the restriction of ψ^∗ to N_{K(G)}(K) is a bijection from N_{K(G)}(K) onto N_{K(H)}(ψ^∗(K)) (i.e, N_{K(H)}(ψ(K))). Neighbours of K in K(G) are maximal cliques of G that intersect with K. Each such clique K̃ of G satisfies ψ(K) ∩ ψ(K̃) ≠ ∅ since K ∩ K̃ ≠ ∅ and ψ(v) ∈ ψ(K) ∩ ψ(K̃) for all v ∈ K ∩ K̃. Hence, for each neighbour K̃ of K in K(G), its image ψ^∗(K̃) (=ψ(K̃)) is a neighbour of ψ(K) in K(H). That is, ψ^∗ maps each member of N_{K(G)}(K) to a member of N_{K(H)}(ψ(K)). Hence to prove Claim 2, it suffices to show that ψ^∗ maps distinct members of N_{K(G)}(K) to distinct members of N_{K(H)}(ψ(K)). On the contrary, assume that ψ^∗ maps distinct members c_1 and c_2 of N_{K(G)}(K) to the same member of N_{K(H)}(ψ(K)); that is, c_1, c_2 ∈ N_{K(G)}(K) and ψ^∗(c_1) = ψ^∗(c_2) (i.e., ψ(c_1) = ψ(c_2)). Let x ∈ c_1 ∩ K.

Case 1: x ∈ c_2.

Since c_1 and c_2 are distinct q-cliques in G, there exists a vertex y ∈ c_1 \ c_2. Note that ψ(u) ≠ ψ(v) for each u ∈ c_1 \ {x} and v ∈ c_2 \ {x} because ψ restricted to N_G(x) is a bijection from N_G(x) onto N_H (ψ(x)) (and u, v ∈ N_G(x)). Hence, ψ(y) /∈ ψ(c_2), a contradiction to ψ(c_1) = ψ(c_2).

Case 2: x /∈ c_2.

Since ψ(c_1) = ψ(c_2), there exists a vertex u ∈ c_2 such that ψ(x) = ψ(u). Since c_2 and K intersect, there exists a vertex y ∈ K ∩ c_2. Since ψ restricted to N_G(y) is a bijection from N_G(y) onto N_H (ψ(y)), the LBH ψ maps the distinct neighbours x and u of y to distinct neighbours of ψ(y). That is, ψ(x) ≠ ψ(u); a contradiction.

Since we have a contradiction in both cases, ψ^∗ maps distinct members of N_{K(G)}(K) to distinct members of N_{K(H)}(ψ(K)). This proves Claim 2.

We are ready to prove Theorem 4 now.

Theorem 4 (Restated). Let G be a 3-regular graph, and let H be a triangle-free 3-regular graph. Then, there exists an LBH from G to H if and only if there exists an LBH from L(G) to L(H).

Proof. If there is an LBH from G to H, then there is an LBH from L(G) to L(H) by Observation 4.

Conversely, suppose that there is an LBH from L(G) to L(H). Since H is a triangle-free 3- regular graph, L(H) is K_4-free and K(H) = L(H). Since H is a triangle-free 3-regular graph, H is a locally-3K_1 graph. Hence, K(H) (= L(H)) is a locally-2K_2 graph [3, Theorem 1.4]. Thus, L(H) is a K_4-free locally-2K_2 graph. Hence, every maximal clique in L(H) is a 3-clique. Since L(G) admits an LBH to L(H), the graph L(G) is also K_4-free. Since G is 3-regular, every edge of L(G) lies in a triangle. Also, there are no isolated vertices in G. Hence, every maximal clique in L(G) is a 3-clique. Thus, by Observation 5, there exists an LBH from K(L(G)) to K(L(H)).

Claim 1: G is triangle-free.

On the contrary, assume that G contains a triangle. Then, L(G) contains diamond (as subgraph). Hence, L(H) contains diamond by Observation 2. But, L(H) does not contain diamond since it is locally-2K_2. This contradiction proves Claim 1.

Since G and H are triangle-free 3-regular graphs, K(G) = L(G) and K(H) = L(H). Due to the same reason, G and H are locally-3K_1. Hence, K(L(G)) = K(K(G)) ∼= G and K(L(H)) = K(K(H)) ∼= H[3, Theorem 1.4]. Moreover, there is an LBH from K(L(G)) to K(L(H)). Therefore, there is an LBH from G to H.

3.2 Homomorphisms That Carry Back Star Colouring

It is well-known that homomorphisms carry k-colourability of target graphs backwards in the following sense: if there is a homomorphism ψ from a graph G to a k-colourable graph H, then G is k-colourable as well [11]. In this subsection, we show that out-neighbourhood injective homomorphisms carry k-star colourability of target graphs backwards. We prove that if ⃗H is a q-in-orientation (resp. q-MINI-orientation) of H with an underlying q-colouring h, and ψ is an out-neighbourhood injective homomorphism from ⃗G to ⃗H, then ⃗G is a q-in-orientation (resp. q-MINI-orientation) of G with h ∘ ψ as its underlying q-colouring (proofs are omitted here, and they are available in [2, Chapter 5]).

Theorem 5. Let ⃗H be a q-in-orientation of a graph H with an underlying q-colouring h, where q ∈ N. Let ⃗G be an orientation of a graph G such that ψ is an out-neighbourhood injective homomorphism from ⃗G to ⃗H. Then, ⃗G is a q-in-orientation of G with h∘ψ as its underlying q-colouring.

Theorem 6. Let ψ be a locally injective homomorphism from a graph G to a graph H, and let h be a q-star colouring of H. Then, h ∘ ψ is a q-star colouring of G.

Theorem 7. Let ⃗H be a q-MINI-orientation of a graph H with an underlying q-colouring h, where q ∈ N. Let ⃗G be an orientation of a graph G such that ψ is an out-neighbourhood injective homomorphism from ⃗G to ⃗H. Then, ⃗G is a q-MINI-orientation of G with h ∘ ψ as its underlying q-colouring.

4 2p-Regular (p + 2)-Star Colourable Graphs

We start with a simple, but important observation.

Observation 6. For p ≥ 2, the orientation −−� G_{2p} of G_{2p} is a (p + 2)-CEO of G_{2p}.

Proof. Theorem 4 in [17] showed that the vertex set of G_{2p} can be partitioned into sets V^j_i := {(i, j)} satisfying certain conditions, and as a result, the function f : V (G_{2p}) � {0, 1, . . . , p + 1} defined as f(v) = i for all v ∈ V^j_i and i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p+1} is a (p+2)-star colouring of G_{2p} by [17, Theorem 3]. Explicitly written, f((i, j)) = i for all (i, j) ∈ V (G_{2p}). Hence, each vertex (i, j) of G_{2p} has exactly p neighbours coloured j under f (namely, vertices (j, k) where k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1} \ {i, j}) and exactly one neighbour coloured k (namely, (k, i)) for each k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1} \ {i, j}.

Since f is a (p + 2)-star colouring of G_{2p}, every bicoloured component of G_{2p} under f is K_{1,p} (by [17, Theorem 2]). Hence, the in-orientation of G_{2p} induced by f orients edges in each bicoloured component H ∼= K_{1,p} of G towards the centre of the star H. By the proof of Theorem 8 in [17], the in-orientation of G_{2p} induced by f is a (p + 2)-CEO of G_{2p}. This (p + 2)-CEO of G_{2p} must orient each edge {(j, k), (i, j)} of G_{2p} as (j, k) � (i, j) because the subgraph of G_{2p} induced by {(i, j)} ∪ {(j, ℓ): 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p + 1, ℓ ≠ i, ℓ ≠ j} is a bicoloured component H of G under f, and (i, j) is the centre of the star H ∼= K_{1,p}. In other words, this (p + 2)-CEO of G_{2p} orients each edge {(i, j), (k, i)} of G_{2p} as (i, j) � (k, i), which is precisely the definition of −−� G_{2p}. Hence, −−� G_{2p} is a (p + 2)-CEO of G_{2p}.

Theorem 2 (Restated). For p ≥ 2, the following are equivalent for every 2p-regular graph G.

I. G admits a (p + 2)-star colouring.

II. G admits a (p + 2)-colouring such that every bicoloured component is K_{1,p}. III. G admits a (p + 2)-CEO.

IV. G has an orientation ⃗G that admits an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism to −−� G_{2p}.

Theorem 2 in [17] proved that I =⇒ II. Since K_{1,p} is a star, we have II =⇒ I. Theorem 8 in [17] proved that I ⇐⇒ III. To complete the proof of Theorem 2, it suffices to show that III ⇐⇒ IV . Theorem 8 (III ⇐⇒ IV ). Let p ≥ 2, and let G be a 2p-regular graph with an orientation ⃗G. Then, ⃗G is a (p+2)-CEO of G if and only if ⃗G admits an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism to −−� G_{2p}.

Proof. Suppose that ⃗G is a (p + 2)-CEO of G with an underlying (p + 2)-colouring f : V (G) � {0, 1, . . . , p + 1}. We know that f is a (p + 2)-star colouring of G. We also know that ⃗G is the inorientation of G induced by f. Let V_i = f^{−1}(i) for 0 ≤ i ≤ p + 1. For distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1}, let V^j_i denote the set of vertices x ∈ V_i such that x has exactly p neighbours in V_j . For each q ∈ N, let Z_q denote the set {0, 1, . . . , q − 1}. By (the proof of) Theorem 3 in [17], (i) {V^j_i : i, j ∈ Z_{p+2}, i ≠ j} is a partition of V (G), and (ii) for distinct i, j ∈ Z_{p+2}, each vertex in V^j_i has exactly p neighbours in ⋃ k /∈{i,j} V k j and exactly one neighbour in V^i_k for each k /∈ {i, j} (where k /∈ {i, j} is an abbreviation for k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}). Fix distinct indices i, j ∈ Z_{p+2} and a vertex v ∈ V^j_i . By point (ii) above, v has exactly p neighbours in ⋃ k /∈{i,j} V k j and exactly one neighbour in V^i_k for each k /∈ {i, j}. Since ⋃ k /∈{i,j} V k j ⊆ V_j = f^{−1}(j) and v has no neighbour in V^i_j = V_j \ ⋃ k /∈{i,j} V k j , vertex v together with its p neighbours in ⋃ k /∈{i,j} V k j induce a bicoloured component H of G. Since ⃗G is the in-orientation of G induced by f, the edges in H are oriented towards its centre v in ⃗G. That is, the p neighbours of v in ⋃ k /∈{i,j} V k j are in-neighbours of v in ⃗G. On the other hand, for each k /∈ {i, j} and each neighbour x of v in V^i_k , the bicoloured component H of G containing edge vx has x as its centre, and thus x is an out-neighbour of v in ⃗G (if v is the centre of H, then v has p neighbours in V_k = ⋃_{0≤ℓ≤p+1} ℓ≠k V^ℓ_k ,

a contradiction). Since i, j, and v are arbitrary, we have the following. Claim 1: For distinct i, j ∈ Z_{p+2}, each vertex in V^j_i has exactly p in-neighbours in ⋃ k /∈{i,j} V k j and exactly one out-neighbour in V^i_k for each k /∈ {i, j}.

Define ψ : V ( ⃗G) � V ( −−� G_{2p}) as ψ(v) = (i, j) for all v ∈ V^j_i , where i, j ∈ Z_{p+2} and i ≠ j. Note that for distinct i, j ∈ Z_{p+2}, the set of copies of (i, j) in ⃗G is precisely V^j_i (i.e., V^j_i = ψ^{−1}((i, j))). To prove that ψ is a homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}, consider an arbitrary arc (u, v) in ⃗G. Due to Claim 1, there exist pairwise distinct indices i, j, k ∈ Z_{p+2} such that u ∈ V^j_i and v ∈ V^i_k . As a result, ψ(u) = (i, j) and ψ(v) = (k, i). Hence, ( (i, j), (k, i) ) = ( ψ(u), ψ(v) ) is an arc in −−� G_{2p}. Since (u, v) is an arbitrary arc in ⃗G, the function ψ is a homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}.

To prove that ψ is an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}, it suffices to show that for every vertex (i, j) of −−� G_{2p} and every out-neighbour (k, i) of (i, j) in −−� G_{2p}, each copy of (i, j) in ⃗G has exactly one copy of (k, i) in ⃗G as its out-neighbour. Consider a vertex (i, j) in −−� G_{2p}, an out-neighbour (k, i) of (i, j) in −−� G_{2p}, and a copy v of (i, j) in ⃗G. Since v is a copy of (i, j) in ⃗G, we have ψ(v) = (i, j), and thus v ∈ V^j_i . Since V^i_k is precisely the set of copies of (k, i) in ⃗G, it follows from Claim 1 that v has exactly one copy of (k, i) in ⃗G as its out-neighbour. Since (i, j), (k, i) and v are arbitrary, ψ is an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}.

Conversely, suppose that there exists an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism ψ from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}. Since G and G_{2p} are 2p-regular, each out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−�G_{2p} is degree-preserving. Since −−�G_{2p} is an Eulerian orientation and ψ is a degree-preserving

out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}, the orientation ⃗G is Eulerian. By Observation 6, −−� G_{2p} is a (p + 2)-CEO of G_{2p}. In particular, −−� G_{2p} is a (p + 2)-MINI-orientation of G_{2p} (with an underlying (p + 2)-colouring h). We also know that ψ is an out-neighbourhood injective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}. Therefore, by Theorem 7, ⃗G is a (p + 2)-MINI-orientation of G (with h ∘ ψ as its underlying (p + 2)-colouring). Since ⃗G is an Eulerian orientation as well as a (p + 2)-MINI-orientation, ⃗G is a (p + 2)-CEO of G.

Dvořák et al. [4] proved that for every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to Q_3. In Theorem 3 below, we show that for every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and distance-two 4-colourable. In Theorem 10 below, we prove that for every integer p ≥ 2, a K_{1,p+1}-free 2p-regular graph G is (p + 2)-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to G_{2p}. In particular, a claw-free 4-regular graph G is 4-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to the line graph of Q_3 (recall that G_4 = L(Q_3)).

Theorem 3 (Restated). For every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and distance-two 4-colourable.

Proof. Let G be a 3-regular graph. By the characterisation of Dvořák et al. [4], the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to Q_3. For a fixed graph H, a graph G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to the bipartite double H × K_2 if and only if G is bipartite and G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to H [8]. We know that Q_3 is the bipartite double of K_4; that is Q_3 = K_4 × K_2. Hence, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to K_4. A 3-regular graph G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to K_4 if and only if G admits a locally injective homomorphism to K_4. Besides, a 3-regular graph G admits a locally injective homomorphism to K_4 if and only if G admits a distance-two 4-colouring [12]. Thus, G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to K_4 if and only if G admits a distance-two 4-colouring. Therefore, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and G admits a distance-two 4-colouring.

The following observation helps us to prove Theorem 9 below.

Observation 7. Let p ≥ 2, and let G be a 2p-regular graph with an orientation ⃗G. Let ψ : V ( ⃗G) � V (−−� G_{2p} ) be an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}. If (v, w, x) is a triangle in G, then there exist pairwise distinct integers i, j, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p+1} such that either (i) ψ(v) = (i, j), ψ(w) = (j, k) and ψ(x) = (k, i), or (ii) ψ(v) = (k, i), ψ(w) = (j, k) and ψ(x) = (i, j).

Proof. Let (v, w, x) be a triangle in G. We know that ψ is a homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}. As a result, ψ is a homomorphism from G to G_{2p}. Consider the edge vx of G. Since vx ∈ E(G) and ψ is a homomorphism from G to G_{2p}, we have ψ(v)ψ(x) ∈ E(G_{2p}). Since every edge in G_{2p}, and in particular ψ(v)ψ(x), is of the form {(i, j), (k, i)}, there exist distinct integers i, j, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p+1} such that either (i) ψ(v) = (i, j) and ψ(x) = (k, i), or (ii) ψ(x) = (i, j) and ψ(v) = (k, i). Since the vertex w of G is adjacent to both v and x, and ψ is a homomorphism from G to G_{2p}, the vertex ψ(w) of G_{2p} is adjacent to both ψ(v) and ψ(x). That is, ψ(w) is adjacent to (i, j) and (k, i). Since (j, k) is the only vertex adjacent to both (i, j) and (k, i) in G_{2p}, we have ψ(w) = (j, k). Therefore, there exist pairwise distinct integers i, j, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1} such that either (i) ψ(v) = (i, j), ψ(w) = (j, k) and ψ(x) = (k, i), or (ii) ψ(v) = (k, i), ψ(w) = (j, k) and ψ(x) = (i, j).

By Theorem 3, for every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and distance-two 4-colourable. Feder et al. proved that if all faces of a plane 3-regular graph G are of length divisible by 4, then G is distance-two 4-colourable [6, Corollary 2.4]. Since such graphs G are bipartite as well, L(G) is 4-star colourable by Theorem 3. As a special case, L(CL_{4r}) is 4-star colourable for each r ∈ N; as a result, L(CL_{4r}) has an orientation that admits an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism to ⃗G_4 by Theorem 2. It is easy to show that for every r ∈ N, the graph L(CL_{4r}) admits a locally bijective homomorphism to L(CL_4) (we prove a more general statement below). Since Q_3 ∼= CL_4 and G_4 ∼= L(Q_3), the above statement is equivalent to “L(CL_{4r}) admits a locally bijective homomorphism to G_4 for every r ∈ N”. We show that a K_{1,3}-free 4-regular graph G has an orientation that admits an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism ψ to ⃗G_4 if and only if ψ is a locally bijective homomorphism from G to G_4. The next theorem proves a more general statement (the above statement is the special case p = 2).

Theorem 9. Let G be a K_{1,p+1}-free 2p-regular graph with p ≥ 2, and let ψ : V (G) � V (G_{2p}). Then, ψ is an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from an orientation ⃗G of G to −−� G_{2p} if and only if ψ is a locally bijective homomorphism from G to G_{2p}.

Proof. Suppose that ψ is an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from an orientation ⃗G of G to −−� G_{2p}. As a result, ψ is a homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}. For distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1}, let V^j_i denote the set of copies of (i, j) in G; that is, V^j_i = ψ^{−1} ( (i, j) ) . Consider an arbitrary vertex (i, j) of G_{2p} and a copy v of (i, j) in ⃗G. In −−� G_{2p}, the vertex (i, j) has (k, i) as an out-neighbour for each k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}, and each in-neighbour of (i, j) is of the form (j, k) for some k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}. Since ψ is an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}, the copy v of (i, j) in ⃗G has exactly one copy of (k, i) in ⃗G as its out-neighbour in ⃗G for k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}. The remaining p neighbours of v in ⃗G are in-neighbours of v in ⃗G. Since ψ is a homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}, for each in-neighbour w of v in ⃗G, ψ(w) is an in-neighbour of ψ(v) = (i, j) in −−� G_{2p}. That is, for each in-neighbour w of v in ⃗G, ψ(w) = (j, k) for some k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}, and thus w ∈ V^k_j . Hence, v has exactly one copy of (k, i) in ⃗G as its neighbour for each k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}, and each of the remaining p neighbours of v in ⃗G is a copy of (j, k) in ⃗G for some k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}. In other words, in G, v has exactly one neighbour in V^i_k for each k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j} and the remaining p neighbours of v are in ⋃ k∈Z_{p+2}\{i,j} V k j . Since the copy v of (i, j) in ⃗G is arbitrary, each vertex v in V^j_i (i.e., a copy of (i, j) in ⃗G) has exactly one neighbour in V^i_k for each k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j} and the remaining p neighbours of v are in ⋃ k∈Z_{p+2}\{i,j} V k j . Since the vertex (i, j) of G_{2p} is arbitrary, we have the following claim.

Claim 1: For distinct i, j ∈ Z_{p+2}, each vertex in V^j_i has exactly one neighbour in V^i_k for each k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}, and exactly p neighbours in ⋃ k∈Z_{p+2}\{i,j} V k j . Since ψ is a homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}, it is obviously a homomorphism from G to G_{2p}.

To prove that ψ is a locally bijective homomorphism from G to G_{2p}, it suffices to show that for distinct i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p + 1}, each copy of (i, j) in G has exactly one copy of (j, k) in G and exactly one copy of (k, i) in G at its neighbour. Since V^j_i is the set of copies of (i, j) in G for each (i, j) ∈ V (G_{2p}), it suffices to prove the following claim.

Claim 2: For distinct i, j ∈ Z_{p+2}, each vertex in V^j_i has exactly one neighbour in V^k_j and exactly one neighbour in V^i_k for each k ∈ Z_{p+2} \ {i, j}.

We prove the claim for i = 0 and j = 1 (the proof is similar for other values of i and j). Let v ∈ V^1_0 . By Claim 1, v has exactly p neighbours in ⋃_{p+1} k=2 V^k_1 and exactly one neighbour in V^0_{r+1} for 1 ≤ r ≤ p. Let w_1, . . . , w_p, x_1, . . . , x_p be the neighbours of v in G where w_1, . . . , w_p ∈ ⋃_{p+1} k=2 V^k_1 and x_r ∈ V^0_{r+1} for 1 ≤ r ≤ p. Let W = {w_1, . . . , w_p}. Since ψ is a homomorphism from G to G_{2p}, the set ψ(W ) = {ψ(w): w ∈ W } is a subset of {(1, 2), . . . , (1, p + 1)}, and thus W is an independent set in G (because {(1, 2), . . . , (1, p + 1)} is an independent set in G_{2p}). Hence, the subgraph of G induced by {v, w_1, . . . , w_p} is isomorphic to K_{1,p}. Since x_1 is a neighbour of v, the subgraph of G induced by {v, w_1, . . . , w_p, x_1} is isomorphic to K_{1,p+1} unless x_1 has a neighbour in W . As a result, x_1 has a neighbour in W because G is K_{1,p+1}-free. Similarly, for 1 ≤ r ≤ p, the vertex x_r has a neighbour in W . Note that ψ(v) = (0, 1) and ψ(x_1) = (2, 0). Suppose that w is a neighbour of x_1 in W . Since (v, w, x_1) is a triangle in G, ψ(w) = (1, 2) by Observation 7, and thus w ∈ V^2_1 . Similarly, for 1 ≤ r ≤ p, if w is a neighbour of x_r in W , then ψ(w) = (1, r + 1), and thus w ∈ V^{r+1}_1 . Since v has exactly p neighbours in ⋃_{p+1} k=2 V^k_1 and v has a neighbour in V^{r+1}_1 for each r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, the vertex v has exactly one neighbour in V^{r+1}_1 for each r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}. Therefore, v has exactly one neighbour in V^k_1 and exactly one neighbour in V^0_k for each k ∈ {2, 3, . . . , p + 1}. This proves Claim 2. Consequently, ψ is a locally bijective homomorphism from G to G_{2p}.

Conversely, suppose that ψ is a locally bijective homomorphism from G to G_{2p}. Then, there exists a unique orientation ⃗G of G such that ψ is an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism from ⃗G to −−� G_{2p}. This proves the converse part.

By Theorem 2, for all p ≥ 2, a 2p-regular graph G is (p + 2)-star colourable if and only if G has an orientation ⃗G that admits an out-neighbourhood bijective homomorphism ψ to −−� G_{2p}. Hence, Theorem 9 implies the following.

Theorem 10. Let p ≥ 2, and let G be a K_{1,p+1}-free 2p-regular graph. Then, G is (p + 2)-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to G_{2p}.

It is worth mentioning that every K_{1,3}-free 4-regular 4-star colourable graph G is a line graph because G is diamond-free [17, Corollary 2] and (K_{1,3}, diamond)-free graphs are line graphs [18, Theorem 7.1.18].

For p ∈ N, the friendship graph F_p is the graph obtained from p C_3 by ‘gluing’ the p triangles together at a single vertex. For p ≥ 2, the friendship graph F_p has a unique universal vertex. For p ≥ 2, let F^−_p denote the graph obtained from F_p by removing an edge not incident on the universal vertex of F_p. For each vertex v of a diamond-free 2p-regular graph G with p ≥ 2, the neighbourhood N_G(v) induces one of the graphs pK_2, (p − 1)K_2 + 2K_1, (p − 2)K_2 + 4K_1, . . . , 2pK_1. Thus, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let G be a (K_{1,p+2}, F^−_p )-free 2p-regular graph with p ≥ 2. Then, G is (p + 2)-star colourable if and only if G admits a locally bijective homomorphism to G_{2p}.

For integers p, q ∈ N with 2 ≤ q ≤ p, the same result holds for 2p-regular graphs that are K_{1,p+q}-free as well as (F^{−r}_p )-free for all r ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q − 1}, where F^{−r}_p denotes the graph obtained from F_p by removing r edges not incident on the universal vertex of F_p.

Observe that in G_4, the set of neighbours of (0, 1) is N_{G4} ((0, 1)) = {(1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 0), (3, 0)}, and the subgraph of G_4 induced by N_{G4} ((0, 1)) is isomorphic to 2K_2, where the edges in the subgraph are {(1, 2), (2, 0)} and {(1, 3), (3, 0)}. Similarly, for each p ≥ 2, the set of neighbours of (0, 1) in G_{2p} is N_{G2p} ((0, 1)) = {(1, 2), . . . , (1, p + 1), (2, 0), . . . , (p + 1, 0)} and the subgraph of G_{2p} induced by N_{G2p} ((0, 1)) is isomorphic to pK_2, where the edges in the subgraph are {(1, 2), (2, 0)}, . . . , {(1, p + 1), (p + 1, 0)}. Similarly, for each p ≥ 2 and each vertex v of G_{2p}, the subgraph of G_{2p} induced by the neighbourhood of v is pK_2. Hence, for each p ≥ 2, G_{2p} ∈ F (p, 2) if G_{2p} is a connected graph. For p ≥ 2, G_{2p} is indeed a connected graph since G_{2p} is Hamiltonian by [17, Theorem 4]. Hence, for each p ≥ 2, G_{2p} ∈ F (p, 2) and thus G_{2p} is locally linear by Observation 1.

Lemma 1. Let p ≥ 2, and let G be a connected 2p-regular graph. Then, G is locally linear if and only if G is (diamond, K_4, K_{1,p+1})-free.

Proof. Suppose that G is locally linear. Since each edge in G is in exactly one triangle in G, we know that G is (diamond, K_4)-free. Since G is a connected locally linear 2p-regular graph, G ∈ F (p, 2) by Observation 1. Consider an arbitrary vertex v in G. We know that G[N_G(v)] ∼= pK_2. Hence, the independence number of G[N_G(v)] is exactly p. That is, v has at most p neighbours in G that are pairwise non-adjacent. Thus, there is no induced subgraph H of G such that (i) H ∼= K_{1,p+1} and (ii) v is the centre of H. Since v is arbitrary, there is no induced subgraph of G isomorphic to K_{1,p+1}. Hence, G is (diamond, K_4, K_{1,p+1})-free.

Conversely, suppose that G is (diamond, K_4, K_{1,p+1})-free. Consider an arbitrary vertex v of G. We know that G[N_G(v)] contains exactly 2p vertices. Since G is (diamond, K_4)-free, each component of G[N_G(v)] contains at most one edge. Suppose that G[N_G(v)] contains exactly q edges, where q ≤ p. Clearly, G[N_G(v)] contains exactly 2p − 2q isolated vertices, and thus G[N_G(v)] ∼= qK_2 + (2p − 2q)K_1. Hence, the independence number of G[N_G(v)] is exactly q + (2p − 2q) = 2p − q. Thus, v has 2p − q neighbours in G that are pairwise non-adjacent. Since G is K_{1,p+1}-free, we have 2p − q ≤ p; that is, p ≤ q. Since q ≤ p and p ≤ q, we have q = p. That is, G[N_G(v)] ∼= pK_2. Since v is arbitrary and G is connected, G ∈ F (p, 2). Hence, G is locally linear by Observation 1.

Theorem 11. Let p ≥ 2, and let G be a connected K_{1,p+1}-free 2p-regular graph. If G is (p+2)-star colourable, then G is a locally linear graph as well as a clique graph, and K(K(G)) ∼= G.

Proof. Suppose that G is (p+2)-star colourable. Then, G is (diamond, K_4)-free by [17, Corollary 2]. Since G is a (diamond, K_4, K_{1,p+1})-free graph, G is locally linear by Lemma 1. Since G is a connected graph as well, G ∈ F (p, 2) by Observation 1. Thus, K(K(G)) ∼= G by [3, Theorem 1.4], and hence G itself is a clique graph.

Theorem 3 proved that for every 3-regular graph G, the line graph of G is 4-star colourable if and only if G is bipartite and distance-two 4-colourable. Feder et al. [6] proved that given a planar 3-regular 3-connected bipartite graph G, it is NP-complete to check whether G is distance-two 4-colourable. Thus, the following is a corollary of Theorem 3.

Corollary 2. Given a planar 3-regular 3-connected bipartite graph G, it is NP-complete to check whether the line graph of G is 4-star colourable. In particular, (i) it is NP-complete to check whether a planar 4-regular 3-connected graph is 4-star colourable, and (ii) it is NP-complete to check whether a K_{1,3}-free 4-regular graph is 4-star colourable.

If a K_{1,3}-free 4-regular graph G is 4-star colourable, then G is a locally-2K_2 graph by Theorem 11. Moreover, locally-2K_2-graphs are clique graphs [3, Theorem 1.4]. Thus, we have the following.

Corollary 3. It is NP-complete to check whether a planar locally-2K_2 graph is 4-star colourable. Hence, it is NP-complete to check whether a planar 4-regular clique graph is 4-star colourable.

Corollary 2 in [17] proved that for p ≥ 2, a 2p-regular (p + 2)-star colourable graph does not contain diamond as a subgraph. The next theorem shows that for p ≥ 2, a 2p-regular (p + 2)-star colourable graph does not contain the circular ladder graph CL_{2r+1} as a subgraph for any r ∈ N. Remark: Using Lemmas 2 and 3 below, it is easy to show that the diamond graph does not admit a q-MINI-orientation for any q ∈ N.

Theorem 12. For r ∈ N, the circular ladder graph CL_{2r+1} does not admit a q-MINI-orientation for any q ∈ N. Thus, for p ≥ 2, a 2p-regular (p + 2)-star colourable graph does not contain CL_{2r+1} as a subgraph.

Theorem 12 follows from Corollary 4 below (proofs are omitted here, and they are available in [2, Chapter 5]).

Lemma 2. Let G be a graph, and let ⃗G be a q-MINI-orientation of G for some q ∈ N. Then, ⃗G orients each triangle in G as a directed cycle.

Lemma 3. Let G be a graph, and let ⃗G be a q-MINI-orientation of G for some q ∈ N. Then, for every 4-vertex cycle in G, not necessarily induced, edges in the cycle are oriented by ⃗G either as a directed cycle (as in Figure 4a) or as a direction-alternating cycle (as in Figure 4b).

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Possible orientations of a C_4 in a MINI-orientation ⃗G.

Corollary 4. Let G be a graph with a 4-vertex cycle (u, v, w, x), and let ⃗G be a q-MINI-orientation of G. If (u, v) ∈ E( ⃗G), then (w, x) ∈ E( ⃗G).

5 Conclusion and Open Problems

For d ≥ 3, at least ⌈(d+4)/2⌉ colours are required to star colour a d-regular graph [17]. In particular, at least (p + 2) colours are required to star colour 2p-regular graphs G with p ≥ 2, and graphs G for which (p + 2) colours suffice are characterised in terms of graph orientations in [17] and in terms of graph homomorphisms in the current paper. The following is a natural follow-up question since at least (p + 2) colours are required to star colour (2p − 1)-regular graphs with p ≥ 2.

Problem 1. For p ≥ 2, characterise (2p − 1)-regular (p + 2)-star colourable graphs.

For a fixed k ∈ N, the problem k-Star Colourability takes a graph G as input and asks whether G is k-star colourable. The problem 4-Star Colourability is NP-complete even when resticted to K_{1,3}-free (planar) 4-regular graphs by Corollary 2.

Problem 2. For p ≥ 3, is (p + 2)-Star Colourability restricted to 2p-regular graphs NPcomplete?

Problem 3. For p ≥ 3, is (p+2)-Star Colourability restricted to K_{1,p+1}-free 2p-regular graphs NP-complete?

If the answer to Problem 3 is ‘yes’, then (p + 2)-Star Colourability restricted to locally-pK_2 graphs is NP-complete (by the same arguments as in Corollary 3).

By Theorem 12, diamond and circular ladder graph CL_{2r+1} (r ∈ N) does not admit a q-MINI-orientation for any q ∈ N.

Problem 4. Characterise graphs that do not admit a q-MINI-orientation for any q ∈ N.

References

[1] Albertson, M.O., Chappell, G.G., Kierstead, H.A., Kündgen, A., Ramamurthi, R.: Coloring with no 2-colored P_4’s. The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics 11(1), 26 (2004). doi:10.37236/1779

[2] Antony, C.: The complexity of star colouring and its relatives. Ph.D. thesis, Indian Institute of Information Technology, Design & Manufacturing, (IIITDM) Kancheepuram, Chennai, India (2023). doi:10.13140/RG.2.2.28192.66561

[3] Devillers, A., Jin, W., Li, C.H., Praeger, C.E.: Local 2-geodesic transitivity and clique graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory. Series A 120(2), 500–508 (2013). doi:10.1016/j.jcta.2012.10.004

[4] Dvořák, Z., Mohar, B., Šámal, R.: Star chromatic index. Journal of Graph Theory 72(3-4), 313–326 (2013). doi:10.1002/jgt.21644

[5] Dvořák, Z., Esperet, L.: Distance-two coloring of sparse graphs. European Journal of Combinatorics 36, 406–415 (2014). doi:10.1016/j.ejc.2013.09.002

[6] Feder, T., Hell, P., Subi, C.: Distance-two colourings of Barnette graphs. European Journal of Combinatorics 91, 15 (2021). doi:10.1016/j.ejc.2020.103210, id/No 103210

[7] Fertin, G., Godard, E., Raspaud, A.: Acyclic and k-distance coloring of the grid. Information Processing Letters 87(1), 51–58 (2003). doi:10.1016/S0020-0190(03)00232-1 [8] Fiala, J.: Note on the computational complexity of covering regular graphs. In: 9th Annual Conference of Doctoral Students (WDS’00) (2000) [9] Fiala, J., Kratochvíl, J.: Locally constrained graph homomorphisms – structure, complexity, and applications. Computer Science Review 2(2), 97–111 (2008). doi:10.1016/j.cosrev.2008.06.001 [10] Fronček, D.: Locally linear graphs. Mathematica Slovaca 39(1), 3–6 (1989) [11] Hell, P., Nešetřil, J.: Graphs and homomorphisms, vol. 28. Oxford University Press (2004) [12] Kratochvíl, J., Siggers, M.: Locally injective k-colourings of planar graphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics 173, 53–61 (2014). doi:10.1016/j.dam.2014.03.020 [13] Lei, H., Shi, Y.: A survey on star edge-coloring of graphs. Advances in Mathematics (Adv.

Math., Beijing) 50(1), 77–93 (2021) [14] MacGillivray, G., Swarts, J.: The complexity of locally injective homomorphisms. Discrete Mathematics 310(20), 2685–2696 (2010). doi:10.1016/j.disc.2010.03.034 [15] Nešetřil, J., Ossona de Mendez, P.: Folding. Journal of Combinatorial Theory. Series B 96(5), 730–739 (2006). doi:10.1016/j.jctb.2006.02.002 [16] Nešetřil, J., de Mendez, P.O.: Colorings and homomorphisms of minor closed classes. In:

Discrete and Computational Geometry, pp. 651–664. Springer (2003) [17] Shalu, M.A., Antony, C.: Star colouring of bounded degree graphs and regular graphs. Discrete Mathematics 345(6), 112850 (2022). doi:10.1016/j.disc.2022.112850 [18] West, D.B.: Introduction to graph theory. Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle River, 2nd edn. (2001)