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Abstract. Given an undirected graph G, a conflict-free coloring CFON*
(resp. CFCN*) is an assignment of colors to a subset of the vertices of the
graph, such that for every vertex there exists a color that is assigned to
exactly one vertex in its open neighborhood (resp. closed neighborhood).
The CoNFLICT-FREE COLORING PROBLEM asks to find the minimum
number of colors required for such a CFON* (resp. CFCN*) coloring,
called the conflict-free chromatic number, denoted by xHn(G) (resp.
Xon (G)). The decision versions of the problems are NP-complete in gen-
eral.

In this paper, we show the following results on the CONFLICT-FREE COL-
ORING PROBLEM under open and closed neighborhood settings.

— Both versions of the problem are fixed-parameter tractable param-
eterized by the combined parameters clique width and the solution
size. We also show existence of graphs that have bounded clique
width and unbounded conflict-free chromatic numbers (on both ver-
sions).

— We study both versions of the problem on distance hereditary graphs
which are a subclass of graphs of bounded clique width. We show that
xon (G) < 3, for a distance hereditary graph G. On the contrary, we
show existence of a distance hereditary graph that has unbounded
CFON* chromatic number. On the positive side, we show that block
graphs and cographs (which are subclasses of distance hereditary
graphs) have bounds of three and two respectively for the CFON*
chromatic number, and show that both problems are polynomial
time solvable on block graphs and cographs.

— We show that xpn(G) < 3, for an interval graph G, improving the
bound by Reddy (2018) and also prove that the above bound is tight.
Moreover, we give upper bounds for the CFON* chromatic number
on unit square and unit disk graphs. Further we show that it is NP-
hard to decide if an unit disk graph (resp. unit square graph) can
be CFON* colored using one color. This complements the results on
CFCN™ coloring for these graphs by Fekete and Keldenich (2018),
where they show that CFCN™ coloring is NP-hard.
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— We study CFON* and CFCN™ colorings on split graphs and Kneser
graphs. For split graphs, we show that the CFON* problem is NP-
complete and the CFCN* problem is polynomial time solvable.

For Kneser graphs K(n, k), when n > 2k* + k, we show that the
CFON* chromatic number is k + 1. For the CFCN*, we give an
upper bound of k.

1 Introduction

Given an undirected graph G = (V| E), a conflict-free coloring is an assignment
of colors to a subset of the vertices of G such that every vertex in V(G) has
a uniquely colored vertex in its neighborhood. The minimum number of colors
required for such a coloring is called the conflict-free chromatic number. Given a
graph G, the CONFLICT-FREE COLORING PROBLEM asks to find the conflict-free
chromatic number of G. This problem was introduced in 2002 by Even, Lotker,
Ron and Smorodinsky [11], motivated by the frequency assignment problem in
cellular networks where base stations and clients communicate with one another.
To avoid interference, it is required that there exists a base station with a unique
frequency in the neighborhood of each client. Since the number of frequencies
is limited and expensive, it is ideal to minimize the number of frequencies used.
Conflict-free coloring has also found applications in the area of sensor networks
[14,27] and coding theory [22].

This problem has been well studied for nearly 20 years (e.g., see [1,4L[15]28,
30]). Several variants of the problem have been studied. We focus on the following
variant of the problem with respect to both closed and open neighborhoods,
which are defined as follows.

Definition 1 (Conflict-Free Coloring). A CFON* coloring of a graph G =
(V,E) using k colors is an assignment C : V. — {0} U{1,2,...,k} such that for
every v € V, there exists a colori € {1,2,...,k} such that |[N(v)NC~1(i)| = 1.
The smallest number of colors required for a CFON* coloring of G is called the
CFON* chromatic number of G, denoted by x5y (G).

The closed neighborhood variant, CFCN* coloring, is obtained by replacing
the open neighborhood N (v) by the closed neighborhood N[v] in the above. The
corresponding chromatic number is denoted by x&n (G).

In the above definition, vertices assigned the color 0 are treated as “uncol-
ored”. Hence in a CFON* coloring (or CFCN* coloring), no vertex can have a
vertex colored 0 as its uniquely colored neighbor. The CFON* problem (resp.
CFCN* problem) is to compute the minimum number of colors required for a
CFON* coloring (resp. CFCN* coloring) of a graph.

Gargano and Rescigno [15] showed that both the problems are NP-complete
for k = 2. Abel et al. in [1] later showed it for all k£ and even for planar graphs.
Given this complexity result, two natural approaches to further the investigation
of these problems are (i) to study their parameterized complexity and (ii) to
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restrict the classes of graphs for which the problems may be more efficiently
solved.

The first direction on the parameterized complexity of conflict-free coloring
has been of recent research interest for both neighborhoods. Both problems are
fixed-parameter tractable (FPT) when parameterized by tree width [2,|4], dis-
tance to cluster (distance to disjoint union of cliques) [29] and neighborhood
diversity [15]. Further, with respect to distance to threshold graphs there is an
additive approximation algorithm in FPT-time [29]E| More recently, Gonzalez
and Mann [17] showed that both the variants are polynomial time solvable when
the mim-width and solution size are constant.

We consider the parameterized complexity of CFON* and CFCN* problems
with respect to the parameter clique width, which generalizes all the above
parameters besides mim-width. Specifically, for every graph G, cw(G) < 3 -
2tw(@) =1 where tw(G) and cw(G) denote the tree width of G and the clique
width of G respectively [7]. Graphs with distance to cluster at most k& € N,
have clique width of at most O(2%) [31]. It is easy to see that graphs with
neighborhood diversity at most k£ € N has clique width at most O(2k). We show
that the CFON* and CFCN* problems are FPT with respect to the combined
parameters clique width and the number of colors used. Though mim-width is
a generalization of clique width, the results in |17] are not FPT algorithms and
hence are incomparable with our results on clique width and solution size. The
other previously mentioned FPT results [2/4,/15,/29] do not additionally need
the solution size as a parameter. However, the conflict-free chromatic numbers
are bounded by a function of tree width, distance to cluster, or neighborhood
diversity [2,[29]. A hierarchy of these parameters is illustrated in Figure

In the direction of restricted classes of graphs, there has been many results
on planar graphs, the latest of which is by Huang, Guo, and Yuan [19], who
showed that four colors are sufficient to CFON* color planar graphs. Given the
motivation from the frequency assignment problem, it is natural to consider the
intersection graphs. Several intersection graphs have been considered, such as
string graphs and circle graphs [20]. Fekete and Keldenich [12] studied CFCN*
coloring on common intersection graphs such as interval graphs, unit disk graphs
and unit square graphs. (See the reference therein for further related works on
intersection graphs.) Reddy [29] showed that interval graphs can be CFON*
colored by at most four colors. It was an open question from [12/29] that whether
the 4-color bound can be improved (or is tight) and does there exist a polynomial
time algorithm for the CFON* problem on interval graphs. Recently, the latter
problem was proved affirmatively by Gonzalez and Mann [17].

Moreover, continuing the line of investigation, we study these problems on
other restricted graph classes such as distance-hereditary graphs, Kneser graphs
and split graphs. Similar for other graph classes that were studied before, we
consider the two main questions on the the worst-case bounds on the required

5 Some of the above FPT results are shown for the “full-coloring variant” of the
problem (as defined in Definition . Our clique width result can also be adapted for
the full-coloring variant.
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Fig.1. A schematic showing the relation between various parameters. There is an
arrow from parameter ki to kg, if there exists a function f such that for all graphs G,
we have k2(G) < f(k1(Q)).

number of colors and the computational complexity to decide whether k colors
are sufficient to conflict-free color these classes of graphs.

1.1 Results and Discussion

We now discuss the results of the paper. A summary of the results for CFON*
and CFCN* colorings, are presented in Tables [1| and [2| respectively.

— In Section[3} we show FPT algorithms for both CFON* and CFCN* problems
with respect to the combined parameters clique width w and the solution
size k, that runs in 203200 time, where n is the number of vertices.
We show that unlike some other parameters, the conflict-free chromatic num-
bers are not bounded by a function of clique width. Towards this, we show
the existence of graphs G such that cw(G) = 3 and x&y(G) = O(logn).
We show a similar bound for the CFON* chromatic number. This rules out
the possibility that our algorithms are FPT when parameterized by clique
width alone. However, one could show the FPT result through a different
approach.

— In Section [d we discuss certain graphs with bounded clique width. In par-
ticular, for distance-hereditary graphs G, we show that x5 (G) < 3. Hence,
our CFCN* coloring FPT algorithm in Section [3] implies a polynomial time
algorithm for this class of graphs. Their CFON* chromatic number, how-
ever, is unbounded. However, we show that it is bounded for two subclasses,
cographs and block graphs, and hence the CFON* problem is polynomial
time solvable on them.
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— In Section we show that for interval graphs G, x§ y(G) < 3, and that this
bound is tight. Moreover, two colors are sufficient to CFON* color proper
interval graphs. We also show that the CFCN* problem is polynomial time
solvable on interval graphs.

— In Section [} we consider the unit square and unit disk intersection graphs.
We show that x§n(G) < 27 for unit square graphs G. For unit disk graphs
G, we show that x5y (G) < 54. No upper bound was known previously.

In Section [7} we show that the CFON* problem is NP-complete on unit disk
intersection graphs and unit square intersection graphs.

— In Section 8, we study both problems on Kneser graphs K(n, k). We show
that k + 1 colors are sufficient when n > 2k 4+ 1 and are also necessary when
n > 2k? + k. For CFCN* coloring of K (n, k), we prove an upper bound of k
colors for n > 2k + 1.

— In Section [0 we study both problems on split graphs. We show that the
CFON* problem is NP-complete and the CFCN* problem is polynomial
time solvable.

H Graph Class Upper Bound Lower Bound ComplexityH
(G, ew, k) - - FPT
Distance hereditary graphs - 2(logn) -
Block graphs 3 3 (Fig. P
Cographs 2 2 (K3) P
Interval graphs 3 3 (Fig. |6) P |17]
Proper interval graphs 2 2 (K3 P |17]
Unit square graphs 27 3 (Fig. |7 NP-hard
Unit disk graphs 54 3 (Fig. [7 NP-hard
Kneser graphs K (n, k) k+1 k+1 -
Split graphs - - NP-hard

Table 1. Bounds and algorithmic status on various graph classes for the CFON* prob-
lem. Here a “Lower Bound” of £ indicates existence of a graph G such that x5Hn (G) = .
If the algorithmic status (whether P or NP-hard) for a graph class is unknown, we in-
dicate it by “-”. The graphs for lower bounds are indicated in parentheses. K3 refers
to the complete graph on 3 vertices. The lower bound proof for distance hereditary
graphs is shown in Lemma The lower bound for Kneser graphs only applies for
n > 2k% + k; see Lemma

2 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we assume that the graph G is connected. Otherwise, we
apply the algorithm on each component independently. We also assume that G
does not contain any isolated vertices as the CFON* problem is not defined for an
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H Graph Class Upper Bound Lower Bound ComplexityH
(G, ew, k) - - FPT
Distance Hereditary Graphs 3 2 (Fig.ED P
Block graphs 2 2 (Fig3 P
Cographs 2 2 (K2,2) P
Interval graphs 2 (12 2 (Fig. |3 P
Proper interval graphs 2 [12 2 (Fig. |3 P
Unit square graphs 4112 2 (Fig. |3 NP-hard [12r
Unit disk graphs 6 [12] 2 (Fig. |3 NP-hard [12]]|
Kneser graphs K (n, k) k - - hl
Split graphs 2 2 (Fig. P

Table 2. Bounds and algorithmic status on various graph classes for the CFCN* prob-
lem. Here a “Lower Bound” of £ indicates existence of a graph G such that x&n (G) = .
If the algorithmic status (whether P or NP-hard) for a graph class is unknown, we in-
dicate it by “-”. For all graph classes except cographs, the bull graph in Figure [3]is the
graph that requires 2 colors. For cographs, the complete bipartite graph K> > is the
graph that requires 2 colors.

isolated vertex. We use [k] to denote the set {1,2,...,k} and C' : V(G) — {0}U[k]
to denote the color assigned to a vertex. A universal verter is a vertex that is
adjacent to all other vertices of the graph. In some of our algorithms and proofs, it
is convenient to distinguish between vertices that are intentionally left uncolored,
and the vertices that are yet to be assigned any color. The assignment of color
0 is used to denote that a vertex is left “uncolored”.

To avoid clutter and to simplify notation, we use the shorthand notation
vw to denote the edge {v,w}. The open neighborhood of a vertex v € V(G) is
the set of vertices {w : vw € E(G)} and is denoted by N(v). Given a conflict-
free coloring C, a vertex w € N(v) is called a uniquely colored neighbor of v if
C(w) # 0 and Vo € N(v) \ {w}, C(w) # C(x). The closed neighborhood of v is
the set N (v)U{v}, denoted by N[v]. The notion of a uniquely colored neighbor in
the closed neighborhood variant is analogous to the open neighborhood variant,
and is obtained by replacing N(v) by N[v]. We sometimes use the mapping
h:V — V to denote the uniquely colored neighbor of a vertex. We also extend
C for vertex sets by defining C(V’) =, ¢y C(v) for V! C V(G). To refer to the
multi-set of colors used in V', we use Cygy (V”). The difference between Cygy (V')
and C(V') is that we use multiset union in the former.

A parameterized problem is denoted as (I,k) C X* x N, where X' is fixed
alphabet and k is called the parameter. We say that the problem (I, k) is fized-
parameter tractable (FPT in short) with respect to the parameter k if there
exists an algorithm which solves the problem in time f(k)|I|°"), where f is a
computable function. For more details on parameterized complexity, we refer the
reader to the texts [8l[10].

In many of the sections, we also refer to the full coloring variant of the
conflict-free coloring problem, defined as follows.
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Definition 2 (Conflict-Free Coloring — Full Coloring Variant). A CFON
coloring of a graph G = (V,E) using k colors is an assignment C : V. —
{1,2,...,k} such that for every v € V, there exists an i € {1,2,...,k} such
that |[N(v) N C~Y(i)| = 1. The smallest number of colors required for a CFON
coloring of G is called the CFON chromatic number of G, denoted by xon(G).

The corresponding closed meighborhood variant is denoted CFCN coloring,
and the chromatic number is denoted xcon(G).

A full conflict-free coloring, where all the vertices are colored with a non-zero
color, is also a partial conflict-free coloring (as defined in Definition [1|) while the
converse is not true. It is clear that one extra color suffices to obtain a full
coloring variant from a partial coloring variant. However, it is not always clear
if the extra color is actually necessary.

Related to the conflict-free coloring problem is the classical NP-complete
graph coloring problem. In this problem, given a graph G, we would like to
minimize the number of colors required to color every vertex in G such that
adjacent vertices have different colors. The solution to this problem is called the
chromatic number of G, denoted by x(G). Observe that such a coloring gives a
CFCN coloring, but in general, the CFCN chromatic number is much lower than
the chromatic number. For example, x(K,) = n but xon(K,) = 2 where K, is
a clique on n vertices.

3 FPT with Clique Width and Number of Colors

In this section, we study the conflict-free coloring problem with respect to the
combined parameters clique width cw(G) and number of colors k. We present
FPT algorithms for both the CFON* and CFCN* problems.

Definition 3 (Clique width [7]). Let w € N. A w-expression ¢ defines a
graph Gg where each vertex receives a label from [w], using the following four
recursive operations with indices i,j € [w], i # j:

1. Introduce, ® = v(i): G is a graph consisting a single vertex v with label i.

2. Disjoint union, ® = @' & " : Gg is a disjoint union of Gg and Gg .

3. Relabel, & = p;_; (@): Gg is the graph G where each vertex labeled i in
Gg' now has label j.

4. Join, & = n; ;(P'): G is the graph Ge: with additional edges between each
pair of vertices u of label i and v of label j.

The clique width of a graph G denoted by cw(G) is the minimum number w
such that there is a w-expression ¢ that defines G.

In the following, we assume that a w-expression ¥ of G is given. There
is an FPT-algorithm that, given a graph G and integer w, either reports that
ew(G) > w or outputs a (23¥+2 —1)-expression of G [26]. Further, we can assume
WLOG that a w-expression uses at most n disjoint unions and O(nw?) other
operations [7].
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A w-expression ¥ is an irredundant w-expression of G, if no edge is introduced
twice in ¥. Given a w-expression of G, it is possible to get an irredundant w-
expression of G in polynomial time [7]. For a coloring of G, a vertex v is said
to be conflict-free dominated by the color ¢, if exactly one vertex in N(v) is
assigned the color c. In general, a vertex v is said to be conflict-free dominated
by a set of colors S, if each color in S conflict-free dominates v. Also, a vertex v
is said to miss the color c if there exists no vertex in N(v) that is assigned the
color c. In general, a vertex v is said to miss a set of colors T, if every color in
T is missed by v.

Now, we prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4. Given a graph G, a w-expression of G and an integer k, it is
possible to decide if xHn(G) < k in 20(w3")p0M) fime,

Proof. We give a dynamic program that works bottom-up over a given irredun-
dant w-expression ¥ of G. For each subexpression @ of ¥, we have a boolean
table entry d[®; N; M| with

N=(M1,0,- M0 Js--sM,05--->Nwk) €{0,1, 2}“’(}”1), and

M = (My,...,M,) where for a € [w], My = (Ma,s,.7,-- -+ Mas,.17,) € {0, 1}

where Sy, Ty are all the possible pairs of disjoint subsets of the set of colors [k].
Note that there are 3* many pairs of disjoint subsets Sy, T, € [k].

The boolean entry d[®; N; M| is then set to TRUE if and only if there exists
a vertex-coloring C : V(Gg) — {0} U [k] such that:

— For each label a € [w] and color ¢ € {0} U [k], the variable n, 4 in N is the
number of vertices of G¢ with label a that are colored ¢, capped at two. In
other words, if nj} , be the number of vertices with label a that are colored
q, then n, , = min{2,n}  }.

— For each label a € [w] and disjoint sets S, T C [k], the variable m, g7 in M
has value 1, if and only if there exists a vertex v with label a, such that v is
conflict-free dominated by exactly the colors in S and the set of colors that
misses v is exactly T

Intuitively, for this coloring, N describes the number of occurrences of a
color among the vertices of a particular label. Moreover, M gives a “profile” of
vertices in the graph by their labels and the sets of colors that they are conflict-
free dominated and are missed.

To decide if k colors are sufficient to CFON* color G, we consider the ex-
pression ¥ with Gy = G. We answer ‘yes’ if and only if there exists an entry
d[¥; N; M| set to TRUE where m, g v = 0 for each a € [w] and for each T' C [k].
This means there exists a coloring such that there is no label a € [w] with a
vertex v that is not conflict-free dominated.

Now, we show how to compute d[®; N; M] at each operation.
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1. & = v(i).
The graph Gg represents a node with one vertex v that is labeled ¢ € [w].
For each color ¢ € {0} U[k], we set the entry d[®; N; M] = TRUE if and only
if njq =1, myp ) = 1 and all other entries of N and M are 0.

2. p=d' P,
The graph Gg results from the disjoint union of graphs Gg and Gg~.
We set d[®; N; M| = TRUE if and only if there exist entries d[®'; N'; M']
and d[@"; N"'; M"] such that d[#'; N'; M'] = TRUE, d[&"; N"; M"] = TRUE
and the following conditions are satisfied:
(a) For each label a € [w] and color ¢ € {0} U[k], ng q = min{2, ng,  +ng ).
(b) For each label a € [w] and disjoint S, T C [k], mq,s7 = min{l, m;, g+

mg,S,T .

We may determine each table entry of d[®; N, M| for every N, M as follows.
We initially set d[@; N, M| to FALSE for all N, M. We iterate over all com-
binations of table entries d[®'; N'; M'] and d[®”; N"; M"']. For each combi-
nation of TRUE entries d[®'; N'; M'] and d[®"; N"; M"'], we update the cor-
responding entry d[®; N; M] to TRUE. This corresponding entry d[®; N; M|
has variables n,  which is the sum of nj, , and nj , limited by two, and vari-
ables m, s 7 which is the sum of m;, 5 7 and mj, g - limited by one. Thus, to

compute every entry for d[®; ;] we visit at most (3**+12w3")2 combinations

of table entries and for each of those compute w(k + 1) + w3* values for N

and M.

The graph G4 is obtained from the graph Gg/ by relabeling the vertices

of label ¢ in Gg with label j where i,j € [w]. Hence, n;, = 0 for each

g € {0} U [k] and m; g1 = 0 for each disjoint S,T C [k].

We set d[®; N; M| = TRUE if and only if there exists an entry d[®'; N'; M']

such that d[®@'; N'; M'] = TRUE in G4/ and satisfies the following conditions:

(a) For each color ¢ € {0} U [k], each label a € [w] \ {¢,j} and disjoint
S,T C [k], na,q =1y, and mg 57 =mj, g1

(b) For each color ¢ € {0} U [k], nj 4 = min{2, n} , +n } and n; , = 0.

(c) For each disjoint S,T" C [k], mjsr = min{l, m; g, + mjgr} and
mi,s,7 = 0.

We may determine each table entry of d[®; N; M| for every N, M as follows.

We initially set d[®; N; M] to FALSE for all N, M. We iterate over all the

TRUE table entries d[®’; N'; M'], and for each such entry we update the

corresponding entry d[®; N; M] to TRUE, if applicable. To compute every

entry for d[®;;] we visit at most 3@(+12w3" tapble entries d[@';;] and for

each of those compute w(k + 1) + w3" values for M and N.

1 &=y (@)
The graph Gg is obtained from the graph Gg by connecting each vertex
with label ¢ with each vertex with label j where i, j € [w]. Consider a vertex

v labeled i in Gg/. Suppose v contributes to the variable m; g5 ie., v is

conflict-free dominated by exactly S and the set of colors that misses v is
exactly T'. After this operation, the vertex v may contribute to the variable
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m; g7 in Gy where the choice of the sets S and T in G¢ depends on the
colors assigned to the vertices labeled j in Gg:.
More specifically, we set d[®; N; M| = TRUE if and only if there exists an
entry d[®'; N'; M'] such that d[®'; N'; M'] = TRUE in G and satisfies the
following conditions:
(a) For each label a € [w] and color ¢ € {0} U [k], na,q = ny, -
(b) For each label a € [w]\ {i,7} and disjoint S,T" C [k], ma,s,17 = my, g 7
(c) For the label ¢ and disjoint S, T C [k], m; s, = 1 if and only if there are

disjoint subsets S, 7 C [k] with mi§f =1 such that

i. For each color ¢ € SN §, variable n}’q = 0.

ii. For each color g € S\ S, variable n, =1

iii. For each color q € §\ S, variable n}; , > 1.

iv. S\§gfandTgf.

v. For each color ¢ € T\ (T'U S), ni, =2
(d) For the label j, entry mj g r is computed in a symmetric fashion by

swapping the labels ¢ and j in (c).
It can be observed that each TRUE table entry d[®'; N'; M'] sets exactly one
entry d[®; N; M] to TRUE. We can determine each table entry of d[®; N; M|
as follows. We initially set d[@; N, M| to FALSE for all N, M. We iterate over
all the TRUE table entries d[®'; N'; M’], and for each such entry we update
the corresponding entry d[®; N; M] to TRUE, if applicable. To compute
every entry for d[®;;] we visit at most 3w(k+1)w3® table entries d[®’;;] and
for each of those compute w(k + 1) + w3* values for M and N.

We described the recursive formula at each operation, that computes the
value of each entry d[;;]. The correctness of the algorithm easily follows from
the description of the algorithm. The DP table consists of 3wlk+1)ws® oppries
at each node of the w-expression. Since we assume that there are at most n
disjoint unions and nw? other operations, it is easy to see that the running time
is dominated by the operations at all the disjoint unions that requires in total
O(32w(k+1)22wskw(kz + 14 3%)n) time. The time bound then follows. O

Similarly, we obtain the following result for the CFCN* problem:

Theorem 5. Given a graph G, a w-expression and an integer k, it is possible
to decide if x&n(G) <k in 20w3") nOM) time,

Proof. The computation of the entries d[;;] at the disjoint union node, relabel
node and join node is the same as discussed in Theorem 4l However, we replace
the open neighborhood N (v) with the closed neighborhood N[v] in the definitions
of conflict-free domination by a color ¢ and missing a color c. Now we discuss
the computation of the entry d[;;] at the introduce node.
Introduce Node ¢ = v(i): The graph G¢ represents a node with one vertex v
that is labeled . For each color ¢ € [k], we set the entry d[®; N; M] = TRUE if
each variable is 0 except n;q = 1 and m; {4y, (k]\{q3 = 1

For the case when ¢ = 0, we set the entry d[®; N; M| = TRUE if each variable
is 0 except n;o =1 and m; g ) = 1. a
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By modifying the above algorithm, it is possible to obtain FPT algorithms for
the full coloring variants (CFON and CFCN) of the problem. We merely have
to restrict the entries of the dynamic program to entries without color 0.

Theorem 6. The CFON and the CFCN problems are FPT when parameterized
by the combined parameters clique width and the solution size.

3.1 Graphs of bounded clique width and unbounded xcn and xon

An open question is then whether there exists an FPT algorithm with respect
to only the clique width. One approach to this question is to bound the CFON
and the CFCN chromatic numbers by a function of the clique width. However,
this turns out to be false, even for graphs of clique width three. Specifically,
we inductively construct graphs Gs, Gs, ..., Gy such that G; requires at least 4
colors, but has clique width at most 3. This bound is tight, since graphs of clique
width at most 2, i.e. co-graphs, have bounded CFON and the CFCN numbers, as
shown in Theorems [14] and [16]in the next section. In the following, we consider
the full coloring variant. Let us first consider a CFCN-coloring.

Theorem 7. For any given integer k > 2, there exists a graph Gy of clique
width at most 3 with xcn(Gr) > k.

Fig. 2. Gs (left) and G4 (right) have clique-width 3 but cannot be CFCN-colored with
2 and 3 colors, respectively. Each G;,i > 2 stands for a copy of the graph G;. Every
vertex in an ellipse is adjacent to every vertex that is connected to that ellipse.

Proof. We construct graphs G;, i > 2 inductively. Graph Gj41 is such that it
cannot be CFCN-colored with k& colors. Thus at least k + 1 colors are required.

— Let G be the graph consisting of a single edge.

— Let G4 1, for k > 2, consist of 2F bottom vertices B = {by, .. ., byx_1 }, which
form a clique. Let T be the full binary tree with k levels and with leaves B:
That is, T consists of k + 1 levels Ly, ..., Ly, where level L; contains 2¥~*
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vertices bf), o ,bék_i_l for 0 < ¢ < k. Each vertex b;- has children bé;l and
bé;il for 1 <i < kand 0 < j < 2% Then we identify the bottom vertices

B with the leaves Ly, which is b? =bjfor0<j< 2%. For a non-leaf x of
T, let B(z) C B be the set of descendants of 2 among the leaves B. Let
B={B(x)|x€V(T)\ Lo} be the family of such sets. For every set S € B,
introduce two disjoint copies of Gy and make them adjacent to .S, i.e., all
the vertices in the two copies of Gy, are adjacent to all the vertices in S. See
Fig [2] for illustrations.

Inductively we show that G has clique width at most 3. That is, there is a
3-expression @, where G, equals G when ignoring the labels. Let us use the
labels {a, 8,~} instead of numbers, since numbers are already used for colors.

— Graph (s, a single edge, can be constructed using 2 labels.

— Consider graph Gj1. By the induction hypothesis, there is a 3-expression
Dy, that describes G,. We may assume that every vertex of Gg, has label
[ since we can add final re-label operations. Let vertex sets B and T with
levels Ly, ..., Ly be as in the construction of Gy41. We show the following
properties for every node x € L; of T by induction on the level : =0,...  k:

o There is a 3-expression @1, where Gg, +1.. €quals the induced sub-
graph of Gy that contains B(x) and the copies of G with neighbor-
hood B(z); and

e B(x) has label a and the copies of Gy, have label ~.

Then @11, where r is the root of T', is the desired 3-expression.

e For the induction basis, i = 0 and x € Lg, hence z is some leaf b;: Simply
introduce the single vertex of label a.

e For the induction step, ¢ > 1 and z € L;. Then x has some children y
and z in level L;_;. Thus by induction hypothesis there are 3-expressions
Dpy1,y and Ppy1 . with the properties described above. We construct
Py, o+ Join P11 and Ppy1 . and add all edges between B(y) and B(z).
To do so we actually join pa—g(Pr+1,y) and Pr41,., add all edges between
a and (3, and then re-label 8 to a again. Introduce two copies of Gy, by
joining twice with @, (that has label 5 only). Then add all edges between
B(x) = B(y) U B(2) (of label ) and the new copies of Gy, (of label 3).
Now we have introduced all vertices of the restricted version of G4
as described above. It remains to satisfy the labeling. Thus, as the last
step, re-label 8 to 7.

Lastly, we show by induction that Gjy1 has no CFCN-coloring with only
k colors, for every k > 1. For the induction basis, consider Gs, a single edge.
There, a 1-coloring is not possible.

For the induction step, G ~» Gj41, assume for the sake of contradiction,
that there is a CFCN-coloring ¢ : V(Ggy1) — {1,...,k}.

We first show that each set S € B contains a uniquely colored vertex f(5).
Formally, there is a mapping f : B — B such that for each set S € B there is a
vertex f(S) = v € S such that ¢(v) # ¢(v') for every other vertex v’ € S\ {v}.
Recall that Gj.1 contains two copies C1, Co of G, where each C;,i € {1,2} has
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N(C;)\ C; = S. Now assume, for the sake of contradiction, that S contains no
uniquely colored vertex. Let ¢; be the coloring ¢ restricted to vertices V(C;), for
i € {1,2}. Then ¢; is a CFCN-coloring of graph C;, for i € {1,2}. By induction
hypothesis, the restricted coloring ¢; maps to all k colors. Hence in V/(C1)UV (Cs)
every of the k colors occurs twice. However, then every vertex in u € S has every
color {1,...,k} at least twice in its neighborhood. A contradiction to that u
have a uniquely colored neighbor. Therefore, each set S € B contains a uniquely
colored vertex f(S).

Now, by symmetry we may assume that the uniquely colored element of
set B is f(B) = byk_; and bor_; is colored with color k. Then the subset
{bo,...,bar-1_1} € B may only consists of vertices of color 1,...,k—1. Again by
symmetry, we may assume that this subset {bg,...,bor—1_;} has uniquely col-
ored element f({bg,...,box-1_1)} = bar-1_; and vertex bor—1_; is colored with
k — 1. By repeating this argument, we eventually obtain that f({b1,b2}) must
be colors with color 1 only. A contradiction to that {b1,b3} € B has a uniquely
colored element. Therefore, G11 cannot be colored with just k colors. O

To show that the CFON coloring number is also unbounded even for graphs
with clique width three, we can define a sequence of graphs G5, G%, ... analo-
gously as we did for CFCN coloring. That is, each graph G}, for & > 2 has
clique width at most three and cannot be CFCN colored with only k colors. Let
G} be a triangle, which cannot be CFON-colored with only one color and which
has clique width at most 3. We construct G, using copies of G}, in the same
way as we constructed G4 using copies of G. Again, inductively it follows that
G'.41 has clique width at most 3. Also, by the same induction step as before, it
follows that G}, cannot be CFON colored with only & colors. We also provide
an alternative construction in Lemma

Theorem 8. For any given integer k > 2, there exists a graph Gy of clique
width at most 3 with xon(Gg) > k.

4 Classes of Graphs with Bounded Clique Width

One consequence of Theorem 4| (or Theorem [5)) is that if both clique width and
the CFON* (or CFCN*, respectively) chromatic numbers are bounded, then
there exists a polynomial algorithm to solve the CFON* (or CFCN* respec-
tively) problem. Theorems [7| and |8 show that even when the clique width is at
most 3, the CFON* and CFCN* chromatic numbers can be unbounded. How-
ever, in this section, we discuss some classes of graphs with clique width at most
3, where the CFON* or CFCN* chromatic number is bounded.

Firstly, if we consider the graphs with clique width at most 2, these are
exactly cographs [7].

Definition 9 (Cograph [6]). A graph G is a cograph if G consists of a single
vertex, or if it can be constructed from a single vertex graph using the disjoint
union and complement operations.
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We will show that the cographs have CFCN* and CFON* chromatic numbers
at most 2 (Lemmas [14] and [16)).

These graphs are a special case of distance hereditary graphs, whose clique
width is at most 3 [16].

Definition 10 (Distance hereditary graph [18]). A graph G is distance
hereditary if for every connected induced subgraph H of G, the distance (i.e.,
the length of a shortest path) between any pair of vertices in H is the same as
that in G.

Bandelt and Mulder [3] showed that for any connected distance hereditary

graph G, there exists a one-vertex extension sequence (v, vs, ..., v,), defined as
follows. Denote by G[i] the induced subgraph of G on {v1,...,v;}. The sequence
(v1,v2,...,0,) IS a one-vertex extension sequence if G[2] = K, and for any

i > 3, G[i] can be formed by adding v; to G[i — 1] and adding edges such that
for some j < i, one of the following holds:

— v; is only adjacent to v; (we call v; is a pendant of v;);
— v; is adjacent to all the neighbors of v; (we call v; is a false twin of v;); or
— v; is adjacent to v; and all the neighbors of v; (we call v; is a true twin of

’Uj).

Note that if the pendant operation is absent, then we have exactly cographs.
In other words, cographs are exactly the distance hereditary graphs that can be
constructed from a single vertex by the true twin and false twin operations [3].
If the true twin operation is absent, then we obtain bipartite distance hereditary
graphs. Lastly, if the false twin operation is missing, we obtain a subclass of
graphs that contain block graphs [24].

Definition 11 (Block Graph). A block graph is a graph in which every 2-
connected component (i.e., a mazimal subgraph which cannot be disconnected by
the deletion of one vertez) is a clique.

It turns out that the distance hereditary graphs in general have a bounded
CFCN* chromatic number but an unbounded CFON* chromatic number. How-
ever, for the subclasses of cographs and block graphs, the CFON* chromatic
number is bounded.

4.1 CFCN* chromatic number

In this section, we discuss the CFCN* chromatic number of distance hereditary
graphs and some subclasses.

Lemma 12. If G is a distance hereditary graph G, then x&y(G) < 3.

Proof. Suppose (v, va,...,v,) is a one-vertex extension sequence of G. We will
devise an iterative algorithm to provide a CFCN* coloring with colors 0, 1, 2, 3.
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We use N;(v) and N;[v] to respectively refer to the open and closed neigh-
borhoods of a vertex v in the graph G[i], where ¢ € [n] is the current iteration
of the algorithm.

For each vertex v, we will specify a tuple C(v) = (a,b), where a € {0,1,2,3}
is the color of v, and b € {1, 2,3} will be shown later to correspond to the color
of the uniquely colored neighbor of v. In fact, we will maintain the following two
invariants at the end of every iteration i € [n] of the coloring algorithm:

— Invariant 1: For all v € GJi], if C(v) = (a,b), then b is the color of the
uniquely colored neighbor of v in G[i].

— Invariant 2: For all v € G[i], if C(v) = (a,a), then either (*) all vertices w
in N;(v) satisfy C(w) = (0,d) where d is a fixed color with d # a, or (**)
there is a vertex with a unique (nonzero) color among the vertices in N;(v).

We are now ready to describe the coloring scheme. Recall that v; and v are
adjacent to one another. We assign C(vy) = (1,2) and C(vy) = (2,1). For i > 3,
we consider these cases, where we assume C(v;) = (a,b) for some a € {0,1,2,3}
and b € {1,2,3}:

— Case la: v; is a pendant of a vertex v; and a = b. If C(w) = (0,d) for all
w in N;_1(vj) and d # a, we assign C(v;) = (x,a), where x is the color in
{1,2,3} \ {a,d}. Otherwise, we assign C(v;) = (0, a).

— Case 1b: v; is a pendant of vj and a # b. If a # 0, we assign C(v;) = (0, a).
Otherwise, we assign C(v;) = (z, z), for an arbitrary color z in {1,2,3}\ {b}.

— Case 2a: v; is a true twin of v; and a = b. If C(w) = (0,d) for all w in
N;_1(vj) and d # a, we assign C(v;) = (x, a), where x is an arbitrary color
in {1,2,3} \ {a,d}. Otherwise, we assign C(v;) = (0, a).

— Case 2b: v; is a true twin of v; and a # b. We assign C(v;) = (0, b).

— Case 3a: v; is a false twin of v; and a = b. If C(w) = (0,d) for all w
in N;,_1(vj) and d # a, we assign C(v;) = (a,a). Otherwise, there exists a
vertex u with a unique color « # 0 among the vertices in N,;_1(v;). We assign
C(vr) = (0,2).

— Case 3b: v; is a false twin of vj, and a # b. We assign C(v;) = (0,b).

We prove the invariants by induction. Then Invariant 1 for iteration i = n
implies that the coloring above is a CFCN* coloring.

These invariants are trivially true for the base case of ¢ = 2. For the inductive
step, we observe for vertex u ¢ N;[v;], there is no change in the open neighbor-
hood of u, and hence the invariants hold for v by the inductive hypothesis. In
the cases where C(v;) = (0, 2) for z # 0, then Invariant 2 does not apply to v;.
Further, for a vertex w € N;(v;), the color 0 of v; does not interfere with the
uniquely colored neighbor of w (i.e., Invariant 1 is satisfied for w). In addition,
if C(w) = (y,y) for some y, then regardless of whether Invariant 2 (*) or (**)
applies to w in G[i — 1], the coloring of v; implies that the same invariant applies
to w in G[i]. On one hand, if Invariant 2(*) applies to w, then all neighbours
of w in G[i — 1] have color 0. Since v; is also colored 0, Invariant 2(*) then still
applies to w in G[i]. On the other hand, if Invariant 2(**) applies to w, then
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there is a unique neighbour u of w in G[i — 1] with color . Since v; is colored 0,
this neighbour u remains the unique neighbour of w with color z in G[i]. Hence,
Invariant 2(**) applies to w in G[i]. Therefore, in summary,

— If we assign the color 0 to the new vertex v;, then we only need to check
that Invariant 1 hold for v;.
— Otherwise, we need to verify the two invariants for all vertices in N;[v,].

For Case la, in the first subcase (when C(w) = (0,d) for all w in N;_q(v;)
and d # a), we need to verify the invariants for v; and v;. For v;, Invariant 2
does not apply, while Invariant 1 holds, since v; with color a is the uniquely
colored neighbor of v;. For vj, since v; has a different color than a, the uniquely
colored neighbor of v; remains unchanged (in fact, it is v; itself), i.e., Invariant 1
holds for v;. Invariant 2(**) applies to v;, because v; becomes the only vertex in
N;(vj) with color x assigned to it. In the other subcase, where v; is assigned the
color 0, we only need to check that the Invariant 1 holds for v;. This is clearly
true, as v; with the color a is the uniquely colored neighbor of v;.

For Case 1b, we first check for v;. When a # 0, the uniquely colored neighbor
of v; is v;, and Invariant 2 does not apply to v;. When a = 0, the uniquely
colored neighbor of v; is itself. Further, Invariant 2 applies for v; since (*) holds.
It remains to check for v;, and we only need to do so when v; is not colored 0,
i.e. when a = 0. Since v; has color z # b, the uniquely colored neighbor of v;
remains unchanged. Invariant 2 does not apply to v;, because 0 = a # b.

For Case 2a, we first consider the subcase where a = b and C(w) = (0,d)
for all w in N;_1(v;) and d # a. As = ¢ {a,d}, v; does not interfere with the
uniquely colored neighbors of w € N;_1[v;]. Further, v; is the uniquely colored
neighbor of itself and of v;. Hence, Invariant 1 holds for w, v;, and v;. Invariant
2 does not apply to w and v;. Further, v; is the only vertex with color x among
the vertices in N;(v;). Hence, Invariant 2(**) holds for v;. In the other subcase
of Case 2a, v; has color 0, and hence we only need to verify that Invariant 1
holds for v;. Since N;[v;] = N;[v;], v; serves as the uniquely colored neighbor for
both v; and v;.

For Case 2b, we only need to check that Invariant 1 holds for v;. Since
Ni[vi] = N;[v;], the uniquely colored neighbor of v; will serve as the uniquely
colored neighbor of v; as well.

For Case 3a, if C(w) = (0,d) for all w in N;_1(v;) and d # a, then since we
color v; with a # d, v; does not interfere with the uniquely colored neighbors
of w, and v; is the uniquely colored neighbor of itself. Hence, Invariant 1 holds
for w and v;. Invariant 2 does not apply to w, while v; satisfies Invariant 2 (*)
because v; satisfies it. In the other subcase, since Invariant 2 applied to v; in
G[i — 1], there exists a vertex u with a unique color  # 0 among the vertices
in N;_1(v;) = N;(vj). Since N;(v;) = N;(v;), w is then the uniquely colored
neighbor of v;. Since v; is colored with 0, we do not need to check the invariants
further.

Lastly, for Case 3b, we only need to verify that Invariant 1 holds for v;. Since
N;i(vi) = N;(vj), v; shares the same the uniquely colored neighbor with v;, and
this unique color is b. a
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Together with the facts that distance hereditary graphs have clique width
at most 3 and that the chromatic numbers for the full and partial conflict-free
coloring differ by at most 1, Theorems [5} [6] and Lemma [12] imply the following
corollary.

Corollary 13. For distance hereditary graphs, the CFCN* and CFCN problems
are polynomial time solvable.

In the following lemma, we show that we need fewer colors when we restrict
the operations used to construct the distance hereditary graphs.

Lemma 14. For a distance hereditary graph G, if G can be built from a vertex
without one of the pendant, true twin, and false twin operations, then x&y(G) <
2. In particular, this holds for cographs and block graphs.

Proof. We refer to the construction with the cases in the proof of Lemma

If the pendant operation is absent (i.e., G is a cograph), observe that we do
not need Cases la and 1b. Further, by an easy induction on i, we can see that
for all v;, if C(v;) = (a,b) then a # b. This means that only Cases 2b and 3b
apply, and therefore all vertices other than vy and vy are colored 0. Hence, 2
colors suffice, and this coloring is also a CFON* coloring.

If the true twin operation is absent, the graph is bipartite. We can color one
part of the bipartition with color 1 and the other part with color 2. Since all
vertices with the same color are not adjacent to each other, each vertex is its
own uniquely colored neighbor.

If the false twin operation is absent (this subclass includes the block graphs),
we modify the coloring scheme as follows. Recall that v, and vy are adjacent to
one another. We assign C(v1) = (1,2) and C(v2) = (2,1).

For ¢ > 3, we consider two cases, where we assume C(v;) = (a,b) for some
a€40,1,2} and b € {1,2}:

— Case 1: v; is a pendant of a vertex v;. If a # 0, we assign C(v;) = (0, a).
Otherwise, we assign C(v;) = (¢, ), where z € {1,2} \ {b}.
— Case 2: v; is a true twin of vj. We assign C(v;) = (0,b).

Note that the color assignments above are similar to those in Case 1b and
Case 2b in the proof of Lemma

We will prove by induction that at the end of every iteration ¢ € [n], every
vertex has a uniquely colored neighbor in G[é]. This holds for the base case i = 2.
For the inductive step, it is easy to see that if v; has color 0, then we only need
to show the claim for v;, and otherwise, we have to show the claim also for
all vertices in N;[v;] (recall that this refers to the neighborhood of v; in G[i]).
With this knowledge, we go through the two cases. In Case 1, if a # 0, v; is the
uniquely colored neighbor of v;. If a = 0, v; is its own uniquely colored neighbor.
Further, as its color z is different than b, the uniquely colored neighbor of v;
remains unchanged. In Case 2, N;[v;] = N;[v;], and hence v; and v; share the
same uniquely colored neighbor whose color is b. a

From Lemma we have that x5 (G) < 2, when G is a block graph. This
bound is tight when G is a bull graph, illustrated in Figure [3]
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Fig. 3. Bull graph G with x&n(G) = 2.
4.2 CFON* chromatic number

In contrast to the closed neighborhood setting, the class of distance heredi-
tary graphs has unbounded CFON chromatic number and consequently also
unbounded CFON* chromatic number. In this section, we consider the CFON*
chromatic number of distance hereditary graphs and some subclasses.

Lemma 15. For any k > 1, there exists a bipartite distance hereditary graph G
such that xon(G) > k.

Ls

Lo
L,

ap a1 a2 as as as as ar

Fig. 4. Illustration for the proof of Lemma[I5} G4 must be CFON colored with at least
4 colors. Edges incident to b¢ are dashed only for clarity.

Proof. Consider a family of graphs Go,Gs, .. ., see Figure [d] where the graph G4
is illustrated. Each graph Gy, for k > 2, is bipartite with the vertex sets A and
B that satisfy the following:

— Set A consists of 2F~1 vertices ag, ..., agr-1_1. _

— Set B consists of vertices in k levels L1, ..., L. Level L; contains 2% ver-
tices by, ..., bhi_; ,, for i € [k].

— There are 2¥~1 edges between each level L; and A in a binary fashion. To be
precise, the vertex b’ is connected with vertices a; for ¢ = 2i=15 2 (G +
1) —1.

We can construct G, recursively, starting from the graph of only one vertex
called the root. The construction is as follows:

— For k = 2, we add a pendant to the root, i.e., G5 is the graph of an edge.

— For k > 3, we call the root ag. We then add bg as a pendant of ag. Next, we
add a false twin of ag, called agr—2. After that, we create two copies of Gj_1
rooted at ag and agr-2.
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We will show that the CFON chromatic number of G, is at least k. This
holds trivially for k¥ = 2. We consider the case where k > 2. Observe that bf
needs to have a neighbor with a unique color. WLOG, we color aqx-1_1 with the
color ci. Next, blgfl also needs a neighbor with a unique color. Note that this
color must be different than ¢y, because all neighbors of b’g*l are neighbors of
bk, while a2" ! is not a neighbor of b1, WLOG, we color a2 ! with the
color c;_1. Repeating the above argument, we can see that we need at least k
colors. O

Although in general, a distance hereditary graph can have arbitrary large
CFON* chromatic number, we show that this number is bounded for two sub-
classes, as in the following two lemmas.

Lemma 16. If G is a cograph, then x5y (G) < 2.

Proof. As observed in the proof of Lemma the coloring scheme there gives
a CFON* coloring with {0,1,2}. Note that in that coloring, v; has color 1, vo
color 2, and all other vertices color 0. a

Lemma 17. If G is a block graph, xon(G) < 3, hence x5y (G) < 3.

Proof. We prove by induction on |V(G)|. Trivially, if |V (G)| < 3, then x5 5 (G) <
3. For the inductive step, if G is 2-connected, then by definition of a block graph,
G is a clique. We can color two vertices with two different colors and all other
vertices with the third color. It is easy to see that this is a valid CFON coloring.

Now suppose G is not 2-connected. Then there exists a vertex v whose
removal disconnects the graph, and a connected component C' satisfies that
V(C) U {v} induces a 2-connected component in G, i.e., a clique. (This com-
ponent is sometimes called a leaf block, for example, in [32].)

Consider the induced subgraph G’ of G obtained by removing V (C) from G.
It is easy to see that G’ is also a block graph. Hence, applying the inductive
hypothesis, we can obtain a CFON coloring of G’ with 3 colors. Let ¢; be the
the color of v and ¢s be the color of its uniquely colored neighbor. We apply the
same coloring of G’ to the vertices in G, where we additionally color all vertices
in C with the color other than ¢; and cy. Certainly, this does not invalidate the
uniquely colored neighbor of v. No other vertices in G’ is connected to a vertex
of C' in G. Further, all vertices in C' have v as their uniquely colored neighbor.
Hence, this is a valid CFON coloring of G with 3 colors. O

We show that the above result is tight.

Lemma 18. There is a block graph G with x{ N (G) > 2.

Proof. Let G have vertex set {¢, m,r} UUi€{1’213}{xf7ff, xl, 7T} }, see also Fig.
Let the edge set be defined by the set of maximal cliques {zf, x5, x5, s,m} and

{x%, 7} for every s € {¢,7} and i € {1,2,3}. It is easy to see that G is a block
graph. To prove that x5y (G) > 2, assume, for the sake of contradiction, that
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Fig.5. A block graph G with xon(G) > 2.

there is x§y coloring C' : V' — {0,1,2}. Then there is a mapping h on V that
assigns each vertex v € V(G) its uniquely colored neighbor w € N (v). Note that
xf, for s € {{,r} and i € {1,2,3}, has to be colored 1 or 2, since it is the only
neighbor of Z$. Further, we may assume that h(m) € {¢,z%} and C(h(m)) = 2
because of symmetry.

First consider that h(m) = ¢ and C(¢) = 2. Then C(z}) = 1 for every s €
{¢,r} and i € {1,2,3}. Tt follows that h(¢) = m and hence C(m) = 2. Then
however Cgy (N (z1)) 2 {1,1,2,2}, a contradiction.

Thus it remains to consider that h(m) = 2§ and C(x{) = 2. Then C(z$) = 1
for every zf with (s,4) € {£,7} x [3]\ (¢,1). It follows that h(r) = m and hence
C(m) = 2. Then however Cygy(N(¢)) = {1,1,2,2}, also a contradiction.

Since both cases lead to a contradiction, it must be that x{ (G) > 2. ad

Coupled with the fact that distance hereditary graphs have clique width at
most 3, Theorems [ [6] Lemma [T6] and Lemma [I7]imply the following corollary.

Corollary 19. For cographs and block graphs, the CFON* and CFON problems
are polynomial time solvable.

5 Interval Graphs

In this section, we consider interval graphs. We prove that three colors are suf-
ficient and sometimes necessary to CFON* color an interval graph. For proper
interval graphs, we show that two colors are sufficient. Note that the results for
CFCN* coloring have been shown by Fekete and Keldenich [12].

On the algorithmic side, we show that the CFCN* problem is polynomial
time solvable on interval graphs.

Definition 20 (Interval Graph). A graph G = (V, E) is an interval graph
if there exists a set T of intervals on the real line such that there is a bijection
[V = T satisfying the following: {v1,ve} € E if and only if f(v1) N f(ve) # 0.

For an interval graph G, we refer to the set of intervals Z as the interval repre-
sentation of G. An interval graph G is a proper interval graph if it has an interval
representation Z such that no interval in Z is properly contained in any other
interval of Z. An interval graph G is a wnit interval graph if it has an interval
representation Z where all the intervals are of unit length. It is known that the
class of proper interval graphs and unit interval graphs are the same [13].
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Lemma 21. If G is an interval graph, then x5y (G) < 3.

Proof. It was shown in [12] that x§& 5 (G) < 2 when G is an interval graph. We
use similar ideas. Let Z be the set of intervals. For each interval I € Z, we use
R(I) to denote its right endpoint.

We use the function C : 7 — {1,2,3,0} to assign colors. We assign the colors
1, 2 and 3 alternately, one in each iteration 1 < j < ¢. We start with an interval
I for which R(I;) is the least and assign C(I;) = 1. Choose an interval I
such that I € N(I;) and R(Iz) > R(I),YI € N(Iy). Assign C(I3) = 2. For
j > 3, we do the following. Choose an interval I; such that I; € N(I;_1) and
R(I;) > R(I),VI € N(Ij_1). Assign the color {1,2,3} \ {C(I;-1),C(I;—2)} to
the interval I;. Note that the interval I, is chosen in the last iteration ¢, such
that R(I;) maximizes R(I) amongst all I € Z. All the uncolored intervals are
assigned the color 0.

Observe that there is a path of intervals colored using the colors 1, 2 and 3.
The interval I;, for 1 < j < £ — 1, see the interval I;4 as its uniquely colored
neighbor. The interval I sees I;_1 as its uniquely colored neighbor. Each interval
colored 0 will have a neighboring interval colored from {1,2,3} as its uniquely
colored neighbor. O

The bound of x§n(G) < 3 for interval graphs is tight. In particular, there
is an interval graph G (see Figure @ that cannot be colored with three colors
when excluding the dummy color 0. That shows the stronger result yon(G) > 3,
which implies that x5 (G) > 2.

ITIT
ITIT
[1]
II1T
II1T
[1]
ITIT
IIII

Fig. 6. On the left hand side, we have the graph G’, and on the right hand side we
have an interval graph representation of G, a graph where xyon(G) > 3. The graph G
is obtained by replacing each vertex u, v, w,u*,v* of G’ with a 3-clique and replacing
each of v/, u”,v',v",w’, w” with a 4-clique.

Lemma 22. There is an interval graph G such that xon(G) > 3 (and thus
Xon(G) =2 3).

Proof. We define the graph G, an interval representation seen in Figure [ with
the help of a preliminary graph G’ = (V' E’). Let V' consists of vertices u, v, w
and v/, u”, v, v, v w*, w',w”. Let E' be the edges which form the maximal
cliques {u/, u}, {u”,u}, {u*, u, v}, {v, '}, {v,0"}, {w*, v, w}, {w, w'}, {w, w"}. By
this ordering of maximal cliques, we observe that G’ is an interval graph.

The graph G is obtained by replacing each vertex w, v, w, u*, w* of G’ with a
3-clique and replacing v/, v”.v’, v"” ,w’, w" by a 4-clique. Formally, that is V(G) =
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Ua:eV’{‘rlv L2, 373} U {uéb uﬁf.vfl, 'UZ’ wflv will} and E(G) = vaeE’, i,j€[4] ViWj (for
those where vertices v; and w; exist). Since G is an interval graph, G’ is also an
interval graph.

Now we show that G cannot be CFON colored with 3 colors. Assume there
is a CFON coloring C': V(G) — {1,2,3}. Let h map each vertex z € V(G) to a
uniquely colored neighbor y € N(x).

Claim. |C({x1,x2,23})| = 2 for every © € {u,v,w}.

Proof (Claim’s Proof). First, let us assume, for the sake of contradiction, that
|C({u1,u2,uz})| = 1, say with the coloring C'({u1,uz2,us}) = {1}. Note that
the neighborhood N ({u}, ub, us, uy}) C {u, ug, us, uf, uh, us, u}}. It follows that
the uniquely colored neighbors h({u},ub, us, u}}) C {uf,u), uf, vy}, which then
must satisfy coloring {2,3} C C({u},ub,us,u}}). Analogously it follows that
{2,3} € C({uf,uy,us,uj}). Then we have the contradiction that Cgy (N (u1)) 2
{1,1,2,2,3,3}. By symmetry the claim also follows for z € {v,w}.

It remains to show that |C({z1,22,23})| # 3. For the sake of contradic-
tion, assume WLOG that C(uy) = 1,C(uz) = 2, and C(uz) = 3. These ver-
tices are adjacent to {v1,ve,v3}, which as just observed have |C'({v1,ve,vs3})| >
2. If |C({v1,v2,v3})| = 3, then Cyy({u1,us,u3,vi,v2,v3}) = Cygyp(N(uj) \
{u,ui}) = {1,1,2,2,3,3}, and hence, u} cannot have a uniquely colored
neighbor. If |C({v1,v2,v3})| = 2, then WLOG, we assume C(v1) = 1,C(v3) =
1,C(v3) = 2. Then Cgy(N(uz)) O {1,1,2,2} and thus C(h(u3)) = 3. How-
ever, since h(uz) € N(u1), Cygy(N(u1)) D {1,1,2,2,3,3} and u; cannot have a
uniquely colored neighbor.

By symmetry, the claim also follows for z € {v,w}. O

WLOG, we may now assume that C(v1) = 1,C(v2) = 2,C(v3) = 2. If
3 ¢ C({u1,uz2,uz}), then h(uy) must be colored 3 and be either u} or uj}.
WLOG, let h(u}) = ub. This means C(u}) = 3 and C(u}) € {1,2}. By a sim-
ilar reasoning C(h(u3)) = 3. This forces h(u3) = uj and C(u}) = 3. However
now Cyy(N(uz)) O {1,1,2,2,3,3}, and leaves uj without a uniquely colored
neighbor. Hence, 3 € C({uy, ua,us}), analogously, 3 € C({wy,wa, ws}).

However, v; is now adjacent to at least two vertices of color 3 and two of
color 2. Hence, v; must be adjacent to exactly one vertex with color 1. This
implies either 1 ¢ C({uy,ug,us}) or 1 ¢ C({w1,ws,ws}). WLOG, suppose 1 ¢
C({u1,u2,us}). Hence, by the claim above, 2,3 € C'({u1,ua,us}).

However, vq is then adjacent to two vertices with color 1 (i.e., v; and h(vy)),
two vertices of color 2 (i.e., v3 and one in {uj,us,us}), two vertices of color
3 (i.e., a vertex in {u1,uz2,us} and one in {v1,v2,v3}). That means it does not
have a uniquely colored neighbor, a contradiction. Therefore, G cannot be CFON
colored with 3 colors. a

Lemma 23. If G is a proper interval graph, then x&Hn(G) < 2.

Proof. Let T be a unit interval representation of G. We denote the left endpoint
of an interval I by L(I). We iteratively assign C': Z — {1,2,0} which will be a
CFON* coloring.
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At each iteration i, we pick two intervals I}, I} € Z. The interval I} is the
interval whose L(I}) is the least among intervals for which C' has not been
assigned. The choice of I} depends on the two following cases.

— Case 1: I! has a neighbor for which C' is unassigned.
We choose I} that has the greatest left endpoint among the intervals in N (I})
without an assigned color. We assign C(I{) = 1 and C(I3) = 2. All other
intervals adjacent to I? and I% are assigned the color 0.

— Case 2: C is already assigned for all the neighbors of I%.
Note that this cannot happen for ¢ = 1; otherwise, the graph has an isolated
vertex. Choose an interval I,, € N(I3~')NN(I}). Such an I,, exists, because
otherwise 7 is disconnected. We reassign C(Ii ) = 0, C(I,,) = 1 and assign
C(Ii) =0.

It is easy to see that for any iteration i, after we assign a color for I7, all
intervals whose left endpoint is smaller than L(I{) have been assigned a color
(which may be the color 0). Therefore, Case 2 can only happen at the last
iteration ¢ = j.

We prove by induction on ¢ that that C' is a CFON* coloring for the induced
subgraph containing I?, I, their neighbors, and all intervals whose left endpoints
on the left of any of them. For the base case ¢ = 1, the subgraph only contains
I}, I}, and their neighbors. The claim then holds by construction.

For the inductive step for ¢ > 1, we first consider the situation when Case 1
applies at iteration i. Note that the vertices I} (resp. I3) and I}~ ' (resp. I371)
have the same color. However, because of the unit length of the intervals and
the choice of the two intervals in each iteration, it is easy to see that no interval
intersects both I and I~ (vesp. I3 and Ii~'). Therefore, all intervals colored in
the previous iterations still keep their uniquely colored neighbors. Further, the
intervals I} and I% act as the uniquely colored neighbors for each other. Lastly, as
every interval has unit length, all neighbors of I? that are assigned 0 in iteration
i are also neighbors of I. Therefore, I§ is the uniquely colored neighbor of all
vertices that are assigned 0 in this iteration.

Now suppose Case 2 applies to iteration ¢, i.e., we are at the last iteration
i = j. As argued above, before the reassignment in this iteration, only I§_1
depends only on If ! for its uniquely colored neighbor. Therefore, the color
reassignment of 1{71 only affects 1-571. However, this is not an issue, because
the interval I,,, is now the new uniquely colored neighbor of Ig ~!. Further, it is
also the uniquely colored neighbor of I ]1 What remains to be shown is that the
color reassignment of I,,, does not interfere with the uniquely colored neighbor
of any other vertex. Because I jl is not a neighbor of I ?—1 but I,,, and because
the intervals have unit length, we must have L(I,,) > L(I7_,). Therefore, no
neighbor of I,, is adjacent to another vertex colored 1 in an iteration before
i— 1. a

As mentioned above, 2 colors suffice to CFCN* color an interval graph [12].
We show that the CFCN* problem is polynomial time solvable on interval graphs
using a characterization.
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Theorem 24. CFCN* problem is polynomial time solvable on interval graphs.

To show this, we use the perfect independent dominating set, defined as fol-
lows.

Definition 25 (Perfect Independent Dominating Set). A perfect domi-
nating set is a set of vertices S C V' such that every verter outside S has exactly
one neighbor in S. A perfect independent dominating set is a perfect dominating
set where S is an independent set.

This problem is also called 1-perfect code in the literature and is NP-hard,
even in the case of planar 3-regular graphs [21]. However, it is solvable in poly-
nomial time for interval graphs [5].

The following lemma relates CFCN* coloring with 1 color to perfect inde-
pendent dominating set.

Lemma 26. For a graph G, xtn(G) = 1 if and only if G has a perfect inde-
pendent dominating set.

Proof. Suppose G has a perfect independent dominating set S. We assign C' :
V(G) — {1,0}, such that C(v) = 1 if and only if v € S. By the definition of S,
it is easy to see that the assignment C' is a CFCN* coloring of G.

For the reverse direction, let C' : V(G) — {1,0} be a CFCN* coloring of G.
Let V1 be the set of vertices in G that are assigned the color 1. Since C' is a
CFCN* coloring, it follows that V; is an independent set and every vertex in
V' \ W1 is adjacent to exactly one vertex in V4. Hence, V7 is a perfect independent
dominating set of G. O

Proof (Proof of Theorem [24]). For interval graphs G, it is shown in [12] that
Xen (G) < 2. Lemma 26 states that the graphs with x¢ (G) = 1 are those with
a perfect independent dominating set. Chang and Liu [5] showed that a perfect
independent dominating set for interval graphs can be computed in polynomial
time. The theorem then follows. a

6 Unit Square and Unit Disk Intersection Graphs

Unit square (or unit disk) intersection graphs are intersection graphs of unit
sized axis-aligned squares (or disks, respectively) in the Euclidean plane. It is
shown in [12] that x§&y(G) < 4 for a unit square intersection graph G. They
also showed that x§(G) < 6 for a unit disk intersection graph G. We study the
CFON* problem on these graphs and get the following constant upper bounds.
To the best of our knowledge, no upper bound was previously known on unit
square and unit disk graphs for CFON* coloring. Figure [7]is a unit square and
unit disk graph.
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Fig. 7. A unit square graph G for which x5 (G) > 3. The vertices z,y, z have to be
assigned distinct non-zero colors. Note that G is also a unit disk graph.

6.1 Unit Square Intersection Graphs

We first discuss the unit square intersection graphs. Consider a unit square
representation of such a graph. Each square is identified by its center, which is
the intersection point of its diagonals. By unit square, we mean that the distance
between its center and its sides is 1, i.e., the length of each side is 2. Sometimes
we interchangeably use the term “vertex” for unit square. A stripe is the region
between two horizontal lines, and the height of the stripe is the distance between
these two lines. We consider a unit square as belonging to a stripe if its center
is contained in the stripe. If a unit square has its center on the horizontal line
that separates two stripes then it is considered in the stripe below the line. We
say that a unit square intersection graph has height h, if the centers of all the
squares lie in a stripe of height h.

Lemma 27. Unit square intersection graphs of height 2 are CFON* 2-colorable.

Proof. Let G be a unit square intersection graph of height 2. Note that vertices
u and v are adjacent if and only if their X-coordinates differ by at most 2. Thus
we may represent G as a unit interval graph by replacing every vertex v by an
interval from v, — 1 to vy + 1. Then x§ x5 (G) < 2 as seen in Lemma a

Theorem 28. If G is a unit square intersection graph, then x5 (G) < 27.

Proof. The approach is to divide the graph into horizontal stripes of height 2
and color the vertices in two phases. Throughout, we denote the X-coordinate
and the Y-coordinate of a vertex v with v, and v, respectively.

We assign colors C'(v), for all the unit squares v of G in two phases. In phase
1, we use 6 colors C : V. — {0} U {c;0,¢1 | @ € {0,1,2}}. WLOG, we assume
that the centers of all the squares have positive Y-coordinates. We partition the
plane into horizontal stripes Sy for ¢ € N where each stripe is of height 2. We
assign vertex v with Y-coordinate v, to Sy if 2(£—1) < v, < 2¢. Let G[S,] be the
graph induced by the vertices belonging to the stripe S;. Then G[S,] has height
2. By Lemma we can color vertices in Sy accordingly using colors ¢; o and ¢; 1
where ¢ = £ mod 3. Then every vertex u € S, that is not isolated in G[S,] has
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Sey1
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Se—1

Fig. 8. The vertex v € Spy1 is adjacent to two vertices u and w in Sy, which are
representative vertices for some isolated vertices. In the worst case, |uz — wz| = 4. The
picture describes the positions of the isolated vertices whose representative vertex r is
such that u, <r; < w,.

a uniquely colored neighbor v in G[S¢]. Every w ¢ S, with color C(w) = C(v)
must be in a stripe Sp» with |¢ — ¢*] > 3. Thus w ¢ N(u) and hence v is also
a uniquely colored neighbor of u in G. It remains to identify uniquely colored
neighbors for the vertices u € Sy which are isolated in G[S;]. Let I be the set of
these vertices.

In phase 2, we reassign colors to some of the vertices of G to ensure a uniquely
colored neighbor for each vertex in I. For each vertex v € I, choose an arbitrary
representative verter r(v) € N(v). Let R = {r(v) | v € I} C V(G) be the set of
representative vertices. We assign C': R — {¢; ; | i € {0,1,2},j € {2,3,...,8}}
that replaces the color assigned in phase 1. Consider a stripe Sy for £ € N. We
order the vertices S;N R non-decreasingly by their X-coordinate and sequentially
color them with ¢; 2, ..., c; g where ¢ = ¢ mod 3.

Total number of colors used: The numbers of colors used in phase 1 and
phase 2 are 6 and 21 respectively, giving a total of 27.

Correctness: We now prove that the assigned coloring is a valid CFON* col-
oring. For this we need to prove the following,

— Each vertex in I has a uniquely colored neighbor.
— The coloring in phase 2 does not upset the uniquely colored neighbors (iden-
tified in phase 1) of the vertices in V' \ I.

We first prove the following claim.

Claim. For each vertex v € V(G), all vertices in N(v) N R are assigned distinct
colors in phase 2.

Proof (Claim’s proof). Let v € Sg1 (see Figure [8). Assume, for the sake of
contradiction, that there are two vertices u, w € N (v)NR such that C(u) = C(w).
Then u and w have to be from the same stripe that neighbors Syy;. WLOG,
we may assume that u,w € Sy, £ = 0mod 3 and u, < w,. We may further
assume that C(u) = C(w) = ¢o,2. Then there are eight vertices (including v and
w), R C RN Sy, that are assigned the colors cg2,¢o.3,---,Co8,C0,2 and have
X-coordinate between u, and w,. Note that |u, — v;| < 2 and |w, — v,| < 2.
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Vertices R’ are the representative vertices of some eight vertices I’ C I. By
deﬁnition, I g Sg+1 U Sg_l.

First, let us consider I’ N Sy 1. We claim that there is at most one vertex
u’ € I'NSp4q such that u), < v,. Indeed any such vertex u’ € I’ must be adjacent
to some representative r € R’ with |r, — v,| < 2. Thus the distance between u/,
and v, is at most 4 and hence there is at most one vertex in I’ NSy, with lower
X-coordinate than v. Analogously, there is at most one vertex w’ € I’'NS,11 such
that w!, > v,. Considering the possibility that v € I’, we have |I' N Sp41| < 3.

Now, consider the vertices in I’ N Sy_1. Again any vertex in I’ N Sy_1 must
be adjacent to some representative r € R’ with |ry — v;| < 2. Thus the X-
coordinates of the vertices in I’ N S,_; differ by at most 8. Since the vertices
in I’ N Sy_; are non-adjacent, we have that |I’ N Sy_1| < 4. This contradicts
the assumption that |I’| = 8. Thus all vertices N(v) N R are assigned distinct
colors. a

We now proceed to the correctness proof.

— Every vertex v € I has a uniquely colored neighbor.
Let v € Sp1NI. By the above claim, no two vertices in N (v)NR are assigned
the same color in phase 2. Moreover, since v is not isolated in G, we have
|N(v) N R| > 1 such that it has a uniquely colored neighbor.

— The coloring in phase 2 does not upset the uniquely colored neigh-
bors of vertices in V'\ 1.
Let v € V\I and u be its uniquely colored neighbor after the phase 1 coloring.
For v to not have a uniquely colored neighbor after phase 2 coloring, there
exists a vertex w € N(v) such that C(u) = C(w). This implies that both
u and w are representative vertices for some vertices in I and they are re-
colored in phase 2. This contradicts the above claim. a

6.2 Unit Disk Intersection Graphs

In this section, we prove a constant upper bound for CFON* coloring unit disk
intersection graphs. Consider a unit disk representation of such a graph. Each
disk is identified by its center. By unit disk, we mean that its radius is 1. Some-
times we interchangeably use the term “vertex” for unit disk. We consider a
unit disk as belonging to a stripe if its center is contained in the stripe. If a unit
disk has its center on the horizontal line that separates two stripes then it is
considered in the stripe below the line.

We say that a unit disk intersection graph has height v/3, if the centers of all
the disks lie in a horizontal stripe of width v/3. The approach is to divide the
graph into horizontal stripes of height /3 and color the vertices in two phases.
Throughout, we denote the X-coordinate and the Y-coordinate of a vertex v
with v, and v, respectively.

Theorem 29. If G is a unit disk intersection graph, then x5 (G) < 54.

Proof. The proof of this theorem will be similar to the proof of Theorem 28] but
different in the following three aspects:
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— In Theorem [28 we used the result that unit square graphs of height 2 are
CFON* 2-colorable. In this theorem, we will use the result that unit disk
intersection graphs of height /3 are CFCN* 2-colorable, and not CFON*
2-colorable.

— In Theorem 28] the set I for which we needed to identify the uniquely colored
neighbor was the set of isolated vertices in the respective stripe. In this
theorem, the set I will be the set of vertices colored in phase 1.

— In Theorem the phase 2 coloring involved considering the representative
vertices in the order of their X-coordinate. For the phase 2 coloring of this
theorem, we consider the vertices in I in the order of their X-coordinate and
then color their representative vertices.

We will use the following lemma from [12].

Lemma 30 (Theorem 5 in [12]). Unit disk intersection graphs of height /3
are CFCN* 2-colorable. Further, the horizontal distance between two colored ver-
tices is greater than 1.

Note that the above lemma pertains to CFCN* coloring and not CFON*
coloring. The second sentence in the above lemma is not stated in the statement
of Theorem 5 in [12], but rather in its proof. We will use the CFCN* coloring
used in the above stated lemma in the process of arriving at a CFON* bound
for unit disk intersection graphs. Below we reproduce the coloring process used
in the proof of the above lemma in [12].

Proof (Coloring process used in Lemma [30). Let G = (V,E) be a unit disk
intersection graph such that the centers of all the disks in G lie in a stripe of
height v/3. The vertices V(G) are processed according to their non-decreasing
X-coordinate. A vertex v is covered if and only if either it is colored or has a
colored neighbor. At each step of the algorithm, we choose a vertex v that covers
all uncovered vertices to its left, and assign the color 1 (or 2) if the previous
colored vertex was assigned the color 2 (or 1). At the end, each uncolored vertex
is assigned the color 0. It follows from the algorithm that the horizontal distance
between any two colored vertices is greater than 1. The reader is directed to [12]
for the correctness of the algorithm. ad

We assign colors C'(v), for all the unit disks v of G in two phases. In phase
1, we use 6 non-zero colors C' : V' — {0} U {c;0,¢1 | 7 € {0,1,2}}. WLOG we
assume that the centers of all the disks have positive Y-coordinates. We partition
the plane into horizontal stripes Sy for £ € N where each stripe is of height /3.
We assign vertex v with Y-coordinate v, to Sy if v3(£—1) < v, < /30 Let G[S]
be the graph induced by the vertices belonging to the stripe S;. Then G[S,] has
height v/3. We CFCN* color vertices in Sy accordingly using (nonzero) colors
¢i,0,Ci,1 where ¢ = ¢ mod 3, by Lemma Let I be the set of all colored vertices
after this phase. Our goal is to CFON* color all the vertices. Any vertex not in
I has a uniquely colored neighbor that is not itself (after phase 1), and hence
we only need to identify uniquely colored neighbors for vertices in I.
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In phase 2, we reassign colors to some vertices of G to ensure a uniquely
colored neighbor for each vertex in I. For each vertex v € I, choose an arbitrary
representative vertex r(v) € N(v). Note that two vertices in I may share the
same representative vertex. Let R = {r(v) | v € I} be the set of representative
vertices. We assign C' : R — {c; ; | i € {0,1,2,3,4,5},j € {0,1,...,7}}. Con-
sider a stripe Sy for £ € N. We order the vertices Sy N I non-decreasingly by
their X-coordinate. We consider the vertices sequentially in that order. If the
representative vertex of the current vertex has not yet been colored in phase 2,
we color the representative vertex with a color in {c},...,c}; | i = { mod 6}
in a cyclic manner (i.e., the first vertex to be colored will take color ¢}, and
the next ¢; ;, and so on). Note that we consider the vertices as per the order in
Sy N I, and not as per the order in Sy N R.

Total number of colors used: The number of colors used in phase 1 and phase
2 are 6 and 48 respectively, giving a total of 54.

Correctness: We now prove that the assigned coloring is a valid CFON* col-
oring, by showing that every vertex has a uniquely colored neighbor.

Firstly, we consider a vertex v not in I and in G[S¢] for some £. By definition
of the set I, v is adjacent to a vertex u colored by C, after phase 1. Suppose
u is not recolored in phase 2. Then since C' is a CFCN* coloring of G[Sy], v is
adjacent to a uniquely colored neighbor u # v in G[S¢]. By the coloring, the
distance between v and other vertices in another stripe with the same coloring
as u is at least 2v/3 > 2. Hence, u is the uniquely colored neighbor of v in G.

Now suppose u is recolored in phase 2 to some color cg’j. For the sake of
contradiction, suppose that v is also adjacent to another vertex w with the same
color ¢; ;. Then u and w must be the representative vertices of two vertices a
and b in I that are in stripes Sy, and Sy, respectively, such that ¢ = ¢/ mod 6.
Since (a,u, v, w,b) forms a path in G, and since two adjacent vertices in G have
Euclidean distance at most 2, we conclude that a and b are at the distance of
at most 8. If £ # £/, then |¢ — ¢'| > 6. This implies |a, — b,| > 5v3 > 8, a
contradiction. Hence, a and b are in the same stripe. Because u and w have the
same color, there must be 7 other vertices in I between a and b in terms of the
X-coordinate. By Lemma this implies |a, — b,| > 8, another contradiction.
Hence, v cannot be adjacent to two vertices of the same color.

Lastly, we consider a vertex v in I. Then the representative u of v is colored
by C’. With the same argument as above, we can conclude that v is not adjacent
to another vertex with the same color. a

Remark: We believe that the upper bound for unit disk graphs is loose and can
be improved.

7 NP-completeness of Unit Square and Unit Disk
Intersection Graphs

In this section, we show that the CFON* problem is NP-hard for unit disk and
unit square intersection graphs. The idea of the proofs is similar to the NP-
completeness proofs in [4,[12] for the CFCN* problem. We prove the following
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for unit disk intersection graphs. A similar result can be obtained for unit square
intersection graphs.

Theorem 31. [t is NP-complete to determine if a unit disk intersection graph
G can be CFON* colored using one color.

Proof. Given a unit disk intersection graph G = (V, E), and a coloring using one
color, we can verify in polynomial time whether the coloring is a valid CFON*
coloring. We now prove the NP-hardness aspect of the problem by giving a
reduction from POSITIVE PLANAR 1-IN-3-SAT. This version of 3-SAT has the
additional conditions that all literals are positive, the clause-variable incidence
graph is planar, and the satisfiability (called 1-in-3-satisfiability) requires each
clause to have exactly one variable assigned to true; see Mulzer and Rote [25].
Given a Boolean formula ¢ in an instance of the problem above, we will construct
a unit disk intersection graph G(¢). We show that G(¢) has a CFON* coloring
if and only if ¢ is 1-in-3-satisfiable.

We now explain the construction of G(¢). Let {z1,z2,...,z,} be the vari-
ables and {t1,%2,...,tx} be the clauses of the formula ¢. Each variable z;,
1 < j < n, is represented by a cycle of length 8k. We start with an arbitrary
vertex and designate the vertex as aq,;. The next three consecutive vertices (in
anti-clockwise direction) are designated as by, ¢1; and dy;. Every fourth vertex
from ay;, b1j, c1; and dy; are denoted by a;; b;j, ¢;; and d;; respectively, where
i €{2,...,2k}, see Figure [9[right).

The clause gadget is illustrated in Figure g(left). Each clause ty, 1 </ < kis
represented by a clause vertex ¢, (illustrated by the thick vertex in the figure).
¢y is connected to a tree of five vertices, as shown in Figure @(left). The purpose
of this tree is to ensure that ¢, is not colored, and at the same time, the uniquely
colored neighbor of ¢, is not in this tree. This can easily be seen, since the
two shaded vertices in the figure are forced to be colored. Additionally, there
are three paths connecting the clause vertex c, with the three corresponding
variable gadgets; for each variable x; of the clause t,, a path connects c, with
the vertex a,; of the corresponding gadget, for some suitable y € [2k] which
we will discuss at the end. The length of each path (defined as the number of
vertices excluding ¢, and the vertex as; in the variable gadget) is a multiple of
4. For illustration, we show a path of length 4 in Figure

We now show that G[¢] is CFON* colorable using one color if and only if ¢
is 1-in-3-satisfiable.

Colorability implies Satisfiabilty: We start from the clause gadgets. Let
mg,m?,m3 € N(cg) be the vertices that connects the clause vertex ¢, to each
of the variable gadgets. As mentioned before, one of these vertices has to be
the uniquely colored neighbor of ¢, in any CFON* coloring. WLOG, let m} be
the colored vertex in N(c¢). Along the path from m} to g; which connects to
the vertex a,,;, in the corresponding variable gadget, in any CFON* coloring
using one color, we have two colored vertices followed by two uncolored vertices
followed by two colored vertices and so on starting from m}. In particular, the
vertex g; is uncolored, and ay, ;, is colored (to be the uniquely colored neighbor

of g;).
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Fig. 9. The clause gadget is on the left. The thick disk indicates the clause vertex c,
and the dotted disks indicate the connection with the variable gadgets. The shaded
vertices force the clause vertex to not draw its uniquely colored neighbor from within
the clause gadget. On the right, we have the variable gadget for z;.

Fig. 10. Path connecting the clause vertex c, to the vertex ay,;, in the variable gadget
of x;,. The dotted vertices are a part of the clause gadget. The vertices mb and e} are
colored if the variable z;, is true. Else, the vertices ¢} and f{ are colored. Every fourth
vertex from the initial colored vertices are colored along the path, starting from either

{mi, e} or {ep, fi}-

Along the path from m? (resp. mj) to its corresponding variable gadget, we
have two vertices colored followed by two uncolored vertices, then followed by
two colored vertices and so on starting from N(m?) \ {c,} (resp. N(m3)\ {c¢})
in the path to the corresponding variable gadget. This ensures that the last
vertex gé in the path where ¢ € {2, 3} is uncolored and its neighbor, say a,,;,, in
the corresponding variable gadget is also uncolored.
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Further, observe that g for i € {1,2,3} is uncolored, and hence, the vertex
ay, 5, has its uniquely colored neighbor within the variable gadget of x;,. Because
of this, we also have the same coloring pattern along the cycle of any variable
gadget, i.e. an alternation between a pair of colored vertices and a pair of uncol-
ored vertices. This implies that in a valid CFON* coloring using one color, for
each variable gadget of a variable z;, all the a,; are either colored or uncolored
for 1 < y < 2k. In addition, as argued above, if a,; is connected to a clause
vertex ¢y, then ay; is colored if and only if the corresponding adjacent vertex m}
of ¢, is colored.

Therefore, in the CFON* coloring, if all the vertices a,; are colored in the
gadget z; for each 1 < y < 2k, we set x; to be true in ¢. Else, we set z; to
be false. The arguments above imply that for each clause gadget ¢;, exactly one
of the variable gadgets x; connecting to c, has all vertices a,; colored. This
translates to that exactly one variable is set to true in each clause, making ¢
1-in-3-satisfiable.

Satisfiability implies Colorability: For each variable z; in ¢ that is set to
true, color all vertices a,; and b,; for each 1 < y < 2k. Else, color all vertices
by; and cy; for each 1 < y < 2k. In either case, the remaining vertices in the
gadget are left uncolored. Such a coloring ensures that every vertex in z; has a
uniquely colored neighbor from x;. The case when all vertices a,; and b,; are
colored is illustrated in Figure

In the case when all vertices a,; are colored for 1 < y < 2k, suppose a vertex
a,; is adjacent to a vertex g} along the path to a clause gadget t,. Since a,; is
colored and already has a uniquely colored neighbor, g} is left uncolored along
with its other neighbor in N(g}) \ {a, ;} along the path. We now color the next
two vertices on the path, leave the next two vertices uncolored and so on till we
reach m}. This forces the vertices m} and N(m}) \ {c,} to be colored.

The other case when all a,; are left uncolored in x; ensures all its connecting
paths to the clause gadgets ending at mj will be uncolored and have a uniquely
colored neighbor in N(mj) \ {c.}.

Since ¢ is positive planar 1-in-3-satisfiable, each clause t; has exactly one
variable set to true which ensures exactly one colored neighbor of ¢, and that
neighbor leads the path to the variable gadget which is set to true. We have a
CFON* coloring using one color according to the above rules.

Given that ¢ is a POSITIVE PLANAR 1-IN-3-SAT, we now argue that the
graph G(¢) is a unit disk intersection graph and can be constructed in polynomial
time. Though the arguments are similar to the arguments in [12], for the sake of
completeness, we explicitly provide them here. We first transform all the curved
edges in the embedding of ¢’s clause-variable incidence graph into straight line
segments with vertices placed on an O(n + k) x O(n + k) grid. Fraysseix, Pach,
and Pollack [9] showed that such a straight line segment embedding of ¢ can
be obtained in polynomial time. This embedding is enlarged to make sure that,
when the vertices of the embedding are replaced by their respective gadgets, the
gadgets are sufficiently far apart. The clause vertex in the embedding is replaced
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by the clause vertex in the gadget while the variable vertex is replaced with the
center of the variable gadget marked by a cross (x) in Figure [9]

The edges between variables and clauses are replaced by paths of length di-
visible by 4. We can perform some local shifting modifications to ensure that the
path length is divisible by 4. In case of multiple options for a,; when connecting
a clause gadget to a variable gadget =, we choose the one which is closest, while
ensuring that each vertex a,; of each variable gadget is connected to at most one
clause gadget. Note that we may have to bend the some paths while trying to
make the connections, while ensuring that the connecting paths between clause
gadgets and variable gadgets do not intersect. a

Theorem 32. It is NP-complete to determine if a unit square intersection graph
can be CFON* colored using one color.

Proof. The reduction is from POSITIVE PLANAR 1-IN-3 SAT. The proof of this
theorem is similar to the proof of Theorem where we consider unit squares
whenever we say unit disks. a

8 Kneser Graphs

In this section, we study the CFON* and the CFCN* colorings of Kneser graphs.

Definition 33 (Kneser graph). The Kneser graph K(n, k) is the graph whose
vertices are ([Z]), the k-sized subsets of [n], and the vertices x and y are adjacent
if and only if Ny =0 (when x and y are viewed as sets).

Observe that for n < 2k, K(n, k) has no edges, and for n = 2k, K(n, k) is
a perfect matching. Since we are only interested in connected graph, we assume
n > 2k + 1. For this value range of n, we show that x§y(K(n.k)) < k + L.
Further, we prove that this is tight for n > 2k? 4+ k. We conjecture that this
bound is tight for all n > 2k + 1. In addition, we also show an upper bound for

xen (K(n, k).
Theorem 34. Forn > 2k*+k, x5 (K(n, k) =k + 1.

The above theorem is an immediate corollary of the two lemmas below. Dur-
ing the discussion, we shall use the words k-set or k-subset to refer to a set of size
k. We shall sometimes refer to the k-subsets of [n] and the vertices of K(n, k) in

an interchangeable manner. We also use the symbol (i) to denote the set of all
k-subsets of a set S.

Lemma 35. k+1 colors are sufficient to CFON* color K (n, k) forn > 2k+1.
Proof. Consider the following assignment to the vertices of K (n,k):

— For any vertex (k-set) v that is a subset of {1,2,...,2k}, we assign C'(v) =
maxye, £ — (k —1).
— All the remaining vertices are assigned the color 0.
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For example, for the Kneser graph K(n,3), we assign the color 1 to the vertex
{1,2,3}, color 2 to the vertices {1,2,4},{1,3,4},{2,3,4}, color 3 to the ver-
tices {1,2,5},{1,3,5},{1,4,5},{2,3,5},{2,4,5},{3,4,5}, color 4 to the vertices
{1,2,6},{1,3,6},{1,4,6},{1,5,6}, {2.3,6},{2,4,6}, {2.5,6}., {3,4,6}, {3,5,6},
{4,5,6}, and color 0 to all the remaining vertices.

Now, we prove that the above coloring is a CFON* coloring. Let C; be the
set of all vertices assigned the color i. Notice that C; UCy U+ U Cyyq = ([2kk]).
In other words, all the colored vertices form K (2k, k), which, as observed at the
beginning of this section, is a perfect matching. By construction, each matching
is between a vertex with color k + 1 and a vertex with a different color. Hence,
they are the uniquely colored neighbor of one another.

Now we have to show the presence of uniquely colored neighbors for vertices
that have some elements from outside [2k]. Let v be such a vertex. That is, v N
[2k] # v. Let t = t(v) be the smallest nonnegative integer such that |[k + ¢] \ v| =
k. Since v has at least one element from outside [2k], ¢ is at most k — 1.

By construction, the vertex v = [k 4 t] \ v has color ¢ + 1 and is adjacent to
v. Also by construction, [k+t] contains exactly k entries not in v and all these k
entries are in u. Hence, for another vertex with color ¢t + 1, all of its k entries are
in [k + t] and at least one of them is contained in v. This implies that no other
neighbors of v have color ¢ + 1, and w is the uniquely colored neighbor of v. O

Now we show that k4 1 colors are necessary to CFON* color K (n, k), when
n is large enough.

Lemma 36. k + 1 colors are necessary to CFON* color K(n,k) when n >
2k* + k.

Proof. We prove this by contradiction. Suppose that K(n,k) can be colored
using the k colors 1,2,3,... k, besides the color 0. For each 1 < i < k, let C;
denote the set of all vertices colored with the color i.

We will show that there exists a vertex x that does not have a uniquely
colored neighbor, i.e., |N(z)NC;| # 1, for all 1 < ¢ < k. We construct the vertex
(k-set) x, by choosing elements in it as follows. Suppose there are C;’s that are
singleton, i.e., |C;| = 1. For all the singleton C;’s we choose a hitting set. In other
words, we choose entries in z so as to ensure that x intersects with the vertices
in all the singleton C;’s. This partially constructed x may also intersect with
vertices in other color classes. Some of the other C;’s might become “effectively
singleton”, that is x may intersect with all the vertices in those C;’s except one.
We now choose further entries in x so as to hit these effectively singleton C;’s too.
Finally, we terminate this process when all the remaining C;’s are not singleton.

At this stage, if x has exactly k entries, then all the C;’s are hit, and hence
no colored vertices are adjacent to . Hence,  has no colored neighbors.

Otherwise, the number of entries in x is ¢ < k. To fill up the remaining entries
of =, we consider the set(s) C; that have not become effectively singleton. For
each of these sets C}, we choose two distinct vertices, say y;;, y;- € C;. We choose
the remaining entries of = so that zNy; = 0 and N y; = (). The number of
such sets C; is k —t. So for choosing the remaining entries of x, we have at least
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n —t — 2k(k — t) choices for the remaining k — ¢ entries. Because n > 2k? + k,
we can choose such entries. a

Next, we consider the CFCN* coloring of Kneser graphs. Observe that since
the chromatic number of K (n, k) is n—2k+2 23], we have that xon (K (n,k)) <
n — 2k 4+ 2. We show the following:

Theorem 37. When 2k+1 <n < 3k—1, we have x5t (K(n,k)) <n—2k+1.
When n > 3k, we have x&y (K(n, k)) < k.

Lemma 38. When n > 2k + 1, we have x&Hy (K (n, k) < k.
Proof. We assign the following coloring to the vertices of K(n,k):

— For any vertex (k-set) v that is a subset of {1,2,...,2k — 1}, we assign
C(v) = maxee, £ — (k — 1).
— All the remaining vertices are assigned the color 0.

For 1 <i <k, let C; be the color class of the color i. Notice that C;UC5U- - -U
Cp = ([Zk,;”). Since any two k-subsets of {1,2,...,2k — 1} intersect, it follows
that ([ngl]) is an independent set. Hence each of the color classes Cy, Cs, ..., Cy
are independent sets. So if v is colored with color ¢, where 1 < ¢ < k, it has no
neighbors of its own color. Hence, it serves as its own uniquely colored neighbor.

If v is assigned the color 0, then v ¢ [2k — 1]. That is, v has some elements
from outside [2k—1] = {1,2,...,2k—1}. Let t = t(v) be the smallest nonnegative
integer such that |{1,2,...,k + ¢} \ v| = k. Since v has at least one element from
outside {1,2,...,2k — 1}, ¢ is at most k — 1. It is easy to verify that the vertex
corresponding to the set {1,2,...,k + ¢} \ v is the lone neighbor of v that is
colored t + 1, and thus serves as the uniquely colored neighbor of v. a

Lemma 39. xon(K(2k+1,k)) =2, for all k > 1.

Proof. Consider a vertex v of K(2k + 1,k). If v N {1,2} # 0, we assign color 1
to v. Else, we assign color 2 to v.

Let (1 and C5 be the sets of vertices colored 1 and 2 respectively. Below, we
discuss the unique colors for every vertex of K(n, k).

— If v € C; and {1,2} C v, then v is the uniquely colored neighbor of itself.
This is because all the vertices in C; contain either 1 or 2 and hence v has
no neighbors in Cj.

— Let v € Cy and |[vN{1,2}| = 1. WLOG, let 1 € v and 2 ¢ v. In this
case, v has a uniquely colored neighbor w € C5. The vertex w is the k-set
w=[2k+ 1]\ (vU{2}).

— If w € Cs, w is the unique color neighbor of itself. This is because C5 is
an independent set. For two vertices w,w’ € C3 to be adjacent, we need
|w U w'| = 2k, but vertices in Cy are subsets of {3,4,5,...,2k 4+ 1}, which
has cardinality 2k — 1.

O
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Lemma 40. xon(K(2k 4+ d, k) < d+ 1, for all k > 1.

Proof. We prove this by induction on d. The base case of d = 1 is true by
Lemma Suppose K(2k + d, k) has a CFCN coloring that uses d + 1 colors.
Let us consider K (2k + d + 1,k). For all the vertices of K(2k + d + 1,k) that
appear in K (2k + d, k) we use the same assignment as in K (2k +d, k). The new
vertices (the vertices that contain 2k + d + 1) are assigned the new color d + 2.
As all the new vertices contain 2k + d + 1, they form an independent set. Hence
each of the new vertices serve as their own uniquely colored neighbor.

The vertices of K(2k + d + 1,k) already present in K(2k + d, k) get new
neighbors, but all the new neighbors are colored with the new color d+ 2. Hence
the unique colors of the existing vertices are retained. a

Lemma 40| implies that x5y (K(n, k) < xen(K(n, k) < n—2k+ 1, when
n > 2k + 1. So, from Lemma [38 and Lemma [40] we get Theorem

N n—2k+1,for2k+1<n<3k-1
XCN(K(nak>)S {k for n > 3k }

7

9 Split Graphs

In this section, we study the CFON* and the CFCN* colorings of split graphs. We
show that CFON* problem is NP-complete and CFCN* problem is polynomial
time solvable.

Definition 41 (Split Graph). A graph G = (V,E) is a split graph if there
exists a partition of V.= K UI such that the graph induced by K is a clique and
the graph induced by I is an independent set.

Theorem 42. The CFON* problem is NP-complete on split graphs.

Proof. We give a reduction from the classical graph coloring problem. Given an
instance (G, k) of graph coloring, we construct an auxiliary graph G; = (Vi, Ey)
from G(V,E) such that Vi = V U {z,y} and £y = EU {zy} UU, ey {20, yv}.
Note that N(z) = V U {y} and N(y) = V U {z}. Now we construct the graph
Gy = (Va, Es) from Gy such that

Vo=V U{ly |uv € E1}U{I, | v eV}, and
Ey ={uw | u,v € i} U{ulyy,vlyy | uv € E1} U{ul, | u € Vi}.

Note that G is a split graph (K, I) with the clique K = V; and I = V2 \ V7.
The construction of the graph G5 from G can be done in polynomial time. Let
I = I, U, where I; and I represents the set of degree one vertices and the set
of degree two vertices in I respectively.

Now, we argue that x(G) < k if and only if x{, 5 (G2) < k+2, where k > 3. We
first prove the forward direction. Given a k-coloring Cq of G, we extend Cg to
the coloring C, for G using k42 colors. For all verticesv € V, Cg, (v) = Cg(v).
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We assign Cg, (z) = k+1, Cq, (y) = k+2. All vertices in I UI; are left uncolored.
Every vertex v € K \ {z} has x as its uniquely colored neighbor whereas the
vertex y is the uniquely colored neighbor for x. For each vertex I, € I, we
have N(Iy,) = {u,v} and Cg,(u) # Cg,(v). Hence the vertices v and v act as
the uniquely colored neighbors for I,,,. Each vertex I, € I; will have the vertex
u as its uniquely colored neighbor.

Now, we prove the converse. Given a CFON* (k 4 2)-coloring Cg, of G, we
show that C'¢, when restricted to the vertices of G gives a k-coloring Cg of G.
Observe that each vertex in K is colored in any CFON* coloring of G2, because
it is adjacent to a degree-one vertex in I;. For every edge uv € FE;, we have
Ca,(u) # Cq,(v) as N(Iyy) = {u,v}. This implies  and y do not share the
same color with each other nor with other vertices in V. It also implies that for
every edge uv € E, we have Cg,(u) # Cg,(v). Hence, the coloring Cg, when
restricted to the set K \ {z,y} =V is a k-coloring of G. O

Theorem 43. The CFCN* problem is polynomial time solvable on split graphs.

The proof of Theorem [43| is through a characterization. We first show that
for split graphs G, x5 (G) < 2. Then we characterize split graphs G for which
X&n (G) =1 thereby proving Theorem

Lemma 44. If G = (V, E) is a split graph, then x&n(G) < 2.

Proof. Let V = K U I be a partition of vertices into a clique K and an inde-
pendent set I. We use C' : V' — {1,2,0} to assign colors to the vertices of V.
Choose an arbitrary vertex v € K and assign C'(u) = 2. The remaining vertices
(if any) in K \ {u} are assigned the color 0. For every vertex v € I, we assign
C(v) = 1. Each vertex in I will have itself as the uniquely colored neighbor and
every vertex in K will have the vertex u as the uniquely colored neighbor. O

We now characterize split graphs that are CFCN* colorable using one color.

Lemma 45. Let G = (V, E) be a split graph with V. = K U I, where K and
I are the clique and independent set respectively. We have x&n(G) = 1 if and
only if at least one of the following is true: (i) G has a universal vertex, or (ii)
Vv e K,|N(v)NI|=1.

Proof. We first prove the reverse direction. If there exists a universal vertex
u € V, then we assign the color 1 to u and assign the color 0 to all vertices in
V' \ {u}. This is a CFCN* coloring.

Suppose Vv € K, |N(v) NI| = 1. (Note that K cannot be empty because we
assume G to be connected.) We assign the color 1 to each vertex in I and color
0 to the vertices in K. Each vertex in I acts as the uniquely colored neighbor
for itself and for its neighbor(s) in K.

For the forward direction, let C' : V' — {1,0} be a CFCN* coloring of G.
We further assume that 3y € K, |[N(y) N I| # 1 and show that there exists a
universal vertex. We assume that |K| > 2 and |[I| > 1 (if either assumption is
violated, G has a universal vertex). We first prove the following claim.
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Claim. Exactly one vertex in K is assigned the color 1.

Proof. Suppose not. Let two vertices v,v" € K be such that C(v) = C(v') = 1.
Then none of the vertices in K have a uniquely colored neighbor.

Suppose if all vertices in K are assigned the color 0. For vertices in I to have
a uniquely colored neighbor, each vertex in I has to be assigned the color 1. By
assumption, Jy € K such that |N(y) N I| # 1. This means that y does not have
a uniquely colored neighbor. a

Now we show that there is a universal vertex in K.

By the above claim, there is a unique vertex v € K such that C(v) = 1.
We will show that v is a universal vertex. Suppose not. Let w’ ¢ N(v) N I. For
w’ to have a uniquely colored neighbor, either w’ or one of its neighbors in K
has to be assigned the color 1. The latter is not possible because v is the lone
vertex in K that is colored 1. If C(w’) = 1, then its neighbor(s) in K does not
have a uniquely colored neighbor because of the vertices w’ and v. Hence, v is a
universal vertex. a

By Lemmas and the fact that conditions in the latter lemma can be
checked in polynomial time, we obtain Theorem

10 Conclusion

We gave an FPT algorithm for conflict-free coloring for the combined parameters
clique width w and number of colors k. Since the problem is NP-hard for constant
number of colors k, it is unlikely to be FPT with respect to k& only. As we
have shown in Theorems [7] and [8] the conflict-free chromatic numbers are not
bounded by a function of the clique width. So it is unlikely that our result can be
strengthened to a FPT algorithm for parameter clique width w only. However,
it is unclear whether such a FPT algorithm exists.

Recently, Gonzalez and Mann [17] showed that both open neighborhood and
closed neighborhood variants are polynomial time solvable when mim-width and
k are constants. In particular, they design XP algorithms in terms of mim-width
and k. Since mim-width generalizes clique width, it is interesting to see if there
exists a FPT algorithm parameterized by mim-width and k.

Further, we showed a constant upper bound of conflict-free chromatic num-
bers for several graph classes. For most of them we established matching or
almost matching lower bounds for their respective conflict-free chromatic num-
bers. For unit square and square disk graphs there is still a wide gap, and it
would be interesting to improve those bounds.
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