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TOWARDS NASH-WILLIAMS ORIENTATION CONJECTURE FOR

INFINITE GRAPHS

AMENA ASSEM

Abstract. In 1960 Nash-Williams proved that an edge-connectivity of 2k is sufficient for a

finite graph to have a k-arc-connected orientation. He then conjectured that the same is true for

infinite graphs. In 2016, Thomassen, using his own results on the auxiliary lifting graph, proved

that 8k-edge-connected infinite graphs admit a k-arc connected orientation. Here we improve

this result for the class of 1-ended locally-finite graphs and show that an edge-connectivity of 4k

is enough in that case. Crucial to this improvement are results presented in a separate paper,

by the same author of this paper, on the key concept of the lifting graph, extending results by

Ok, Richter, and Thomassen.

1. Introduction

An orientation of a graph G is k-arc-connected if for any two vertices x and y in G there

are k arc-disjoint directed paths from x to y in the oriented graph. It is clear that an edge-

connectivity of 2k is necessary for the existence of such an orientation. Nash-Williams proved in

1960 that the condition of being 2k-edge-connected is also sufficient for finite graphs to admit

a k-arc-connected orientation [7]. He claimed that the same is true for infinite graphs, but still,

after more than 60 years, the question remains open. Until 2016, it was not even known whether

a function f(k) of positive integers exists such that every f(k)-edge-connected infinite graph

has a k-arc-connected orientation. Then Thomassen proved his breakthrough result that an

edge-connectivity of 8k is enough [9].

Conjecture 1.1. (Nash-Williams [7]) Let k be a positive integer. Every 2k-edge-connected

infinite graph admits a k-arc-connected orientation.

Theorem 1.2. (Thomassen [9]) Let k be a positive integer, and let G be an 8k-edge-connected

infinite graph. Then G admits a k-arc-connected orientation.

To prove his theorem, Thomassen first, in the same paper, proved some results on the lifting

graph, which is an auxiliary graph used in edge-connectivity proofs. Lifting, also sometimes

called splitting, was studied first by Lovász and Mader, and later by Frank ([5], [6], [3]). More

results on lifting were proved in 2016 by Ok, Richter, and Thomassen [8] and they used it in

their proof of a theorem on edge-disjoint linkage in infinite graphs.

Key words and phrases. Nash-Williams, infinite graph, orientation, edge-connectivity, lifting.
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Lifting at a vertex s is the operation of deleting two edges incident with s and adding an edge

between their non-s end-vertices. Careful lifting, done such that the local edge-connectivity

is somewhat preserved, is what is needed. Lifting is important to proving the existence of a

k-arc-connected orientation both in finite and infinite graphs. This can be seen in Mader’s

paper [6] where he used his result on lifting to give a simpler proof of the orientation theorem

of Nash-Williams for finite graphs.

In 2022, the author of this paper made a comprehensive study of the lifting graph in [1]. She

will use her results to prove in this paper that an edge-connectivity of 4k is enough to have

a k-arc-connected orientation in 1-ended locally-finite graphs. The author is thankful for the

several discussions and meetings with Bruce Richter trying to extend the result for graphs with

multiple ends.

In our proof, we follow the same general lines of Thomassen’s proof. Thomassen first proved

that for a finite set of vertices A in a 4k-edge-connected locally-finite graph G, there is an

immersion in G of a finite Eulerian 2k-edge-connected graph with vertex set A (Theorem 4 in

[9]). We will prove a similar result in Section 3 on immersions. The property of being Eulerian

(every vertex has even degree) with the even connectivity was needed to be able to use the

fact that the lifting graph has a disconnected complement in that case ([9],[8]). Now we know

from [1] more about the lifting graph when the degree of the vertex at which the lifting takes

place is odd, so Eulerian graphs will not show up in our work, and we will only need a smaller

edge-connectivity. However, we will need the condition of being 1-ended.

Thomassen then generalized the result from locally-finite graphs to countable graphs. He

proved Theorem 9 in [9] about an operation called the splitting (of vertices) of an infinite

countable graph such that one gets a graph of the same edge-connectivity with locally-finite

blocks. After that he generalized, using Zorn’s Lemma, to uncountable graphs. The method

of generalization is explained in Section 8 of Thomassen’s paper [9]. One difficulty with this

generalization in our case is that our result here is for 1-ended graphs, and it is not guaranteed

that the property of being 1-ended is preserved after splitting vertices.

The result of this paper is further improved in [2] in collaboration with Koloschin and Pitz,

as we showed that the conjecture is true for locally-finite graphs with countably many ends.

2. Lifting

In this section we include the definitions and theorems we need on lifting. As mentioned in

the introduction, the lifting graph is crucial in our proofs. Graphs in this paper are loopless

multigraphs. If s is a vertex in a finite graph G and sv and sw are two edges incident with s,

then to lift the pair of edges sv and sw is to delete them and add the edge vw if v 6= w (but

nothing is added if the two edges are parallel).
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The edges sv and sw are k-liftable, or they form a k-liftable pair, if after lifting them there are,

in the resulting graph, k pairwise edge-disjoint paths between any two vertices different from

s. We simply say liftable when connectivity is understood from the context. We also say that

the edge sv lifts with sw. We say that G is (s, k)-edge-connected if between any two vertices

different from s in G there are k edge-disjoint paths (that may possibly go through s).

Definition 2.1. ([9], [8], [1]) Let k be a positive integer and s a vertex in a finite graph G such

that G is (s, k)-edge-connected. The k-lifting graph L(G, s, k) is the finite graph whose vertex

set is the set of the edges of G incident with s and in which two vertices are adjacent if they

form a k-liftable pair of edges in G.

Notation 2.2. For a set X of vertices in a graph G = (V,E), we write δ(X) to denote the set

of edges with one end in X and one end in V \X .

As mentioned earlier, our proof of the main theorem relies on results concerning the lifting

graph from [1]. In particular, combining point (ii) in [1, Theorem 1.5] (for deg(s) > 4) and

[8, Proposition 3.4] (for deg(s) = 4) directly gives us the following theorem, which is also a

special case of [2, Theorem 3.3] (when A = V \ {s}).

Theorem 2.3. Let G be an (s, k)-edge-connected graph such that k ≥ 2 and deg(s) ≥ 4. If k is

even, then

• either the complement of L(G, s, k) is disconnected, or

• L(G, s, k) is the union of an isolated vertex and a balanced complete bipartite graph.

In 2016 it was already known by Thomassen [9, Theorem 2] that the complement of L(G, s, k)

is disconnected if G is Eulerian. In the same year, Ok, Richter, and Thomassen [8, Theorem 1.2]

showed that if both deg(s) and k are even, then L(G, s, k) is complete multipartite (so its

complement is disconnected). The latter result was previously proved by Jordán in 1999 and

published in 2003 [4, Theorem 3.2] for applications in connectivity augmentation before being

proved independently by Ok, Richter, and Thomassen for infinite graph applications.

Although Ok, Richter, and Thomassen recognized a possible structure of an isolated ver-

tex plus a complete multipartite graph when deg(s) is odd, they knew it was bipartite only

when deg(s) = 5, and could not deal with the general case when deg(s) is odd nor when the

complement of L(G, s, k) is connected in applications. This required them to assume a higher

edge-connectivity in their theorems. If k is even and deg(s) is odd, then it is possible that the

complement of L(G, s, k) is connected as well as disconnected. If it is connected, then it is two

cliques of the same size intersecting in one vertex, in other words, L(G, s, k) is an isolated vertex

plus a balanced complete bipartite graph.

To give the reader a better sense of how lifting works, we discuss briefly some of the cases in

which deg(s) is small. Note that when deg(s) = 2 then the two edges incident with s are liftable
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Figure 1. Here k may be even as well as odd. This is a graph with deg(s) = 5

whose lifting graph L(G, s, k) is the union of an isolated vertex (the middle edge

incident with s in the drawing) and K2,2 (the two edges on the right and two edges

on the left). If the dashed pair of edges is lifted, then any pair of the remaining

three edges is not liftable since such an additional lift would result in the reduction

of the size of one of the cuts δ(L ∪ C ∪N) or δ(R ∪ C ∪N) from k + 1 to k − 1.

because if any path between two vertices different from s goes through one of these two edges

then it has to go through the other. The case when deg(s) = 3 is problematic and Section 7 of

[1] is dedicated for studying it.

For an example, Figure 1 depicts a graph G with deg(s) = 5 whose lifting graph is the union of

an isolated vertex and a K2,2, as will be explained, and also illustrates the graph resulting from

lifting a pair of edges incident with s. We assume that each of the sets R and L are internally

well-connected. Note first that the set of edges incident with s whose other end-vertices are in

R∪C are pairwise non-liftable, i.e. they form an independent set in L(G, s, k). This is the case
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because the cut δ(R ∪ C ∪N) has size k + 1 and so any lift of a pair of edges with end-vertices

in R ∪ C results in the reduction of the size of this cut to k − 1. As can be seen in the figure,

the number of edges between s and R∪C is (deg(s) + 1)/2 which is the maximum possible size

of an independent set in L(G, s, k) by Frank’s theorem [3, Theorem B]. The same can be said

about the set of edges between s and L ∪ C. Thus, the middle edge in the figure (between s

and C) is the isolated vertex in L(G, s, k). Any edge of the two on the right side is liftable with

any edge of the two on the left side if we assume that each of R and L has connectivity at least

k/2 to avoid the emergence of small cuts after lifting. However, lifting any such liftable pair of

edges results in a graph in which deg(s) = 3, and in this new graph any pair of edges incident

with s is not liftable because lifting will result in a cut of size k− 1, and this is an example of a

difficult situation with deg(s) = 3 as remarked earlier.

3. Sequence of lifts in an infinite graph

Here we present a technical lemma which is a cornerstone for the proof of the main theorem.

In this lemma lifting is used to find edge-disjoint paths between certain pairs of edges in an

infinite graph. These paths will be used in connecting the branch vertices of an immersion (to

be defined in Section 4). The general argument is similar to the arguments in the proofs of

Theorem 4 in [9] by Thomassen and Theorem 1.3 in [8] by Ok, Richter, and Thomassen. We

inductively pair as many as possible of the edges of a cut with one finite side such that certain

properties are satisfied that reconcile the connectivity on the finite side with the topology on

the infinite side. Recall that a ray is a one-way infinite path, and an end is an equivalence class

of rays where two rays are in the same end (class) if there are infinitely many vertex disjoint

paths between them. An infinite graph is locally-finite if the degree of every vertex is finite. For

locally-finite graphs, being 1-ended (having only one end) is equivalent to the property that the

deletion of any finite set of vertices results in only one infinite component.

Lemma 3.1. Let k be a positive even integer and G a k-edge-connected locally-finite graph.

Suppose that there exists a finite set S of vertices such that every edge of δ(S) is the first

edge of a ray in an edge-disjoint finite collection of rays R in one end of G. Let s be the

contraction vertex in G/(G− S). If deg(s) is even, let I := {0, . . . , deg(s)/2}, and if it is odd,

let I := {0, . . . , (deg(s) − 3)/2}. Then there is a sequence {Gi}i∈I of finite graphs such that

G0 = G/(G− S), and for every i ∈ I, i > 0, Gi is obtained from Gi−1 by lifting a pair of edges

ei and e′i incident with s such that (see Figure 2):

(1) the pair {ei, e
′

i} is k-liftable in Gi−1, and

(2) there is a path Pi in G − S joining the end-vertices of ei and e′i in G − S such that

Pi is edge-disjoint from
⋃

j<i Pj and from all the rays in R that begin with edges in

δ(S) \ {ej, e
′

j : j ≤ i}.
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S
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S

G/(G− S)

and adjacent in E
and non-adjacent since every

path between them goes through

Red pair and blue pair lifted, and linked by two edge-disjoint paths

in G− S that avoid all the rays of R that are not yet used in linkage.

P2 P1

e1 e′
1

e2 e′
2

Figure 2. Pairing the edges of δ(S) and linking them by edge-disjoint paths on

the infinite side of the cut.

Moreover, in case deg(s) is odd, if for some i ∈ I the lifting graph L(Gi, s, k) is the union of

an isolated vertex and a balanced complete bipartite graph, then the lifting sequence and the paths

{Pj}j∈I can be chosen so that for the three edges e, e∗, e′ of δ(S) that remain at the end of the

sequence, there is a vertex w ∈ G− S and edge-disjoint paths W,W ∗,W ′ from w to respectively

e, e∗, e′ that are also edge-disjoint from {Pj}j∈I .
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Proof. The proof follows almost the same general lines as in the proofs of Theorem 4 in [9] by

Thomassen and Theorem 1.3 in [8] by Ok, Richter, and Thomassen. The significantly new part

here is dealing with the case when the lifting graph is the union of an isolated vertex and a

balanced complete bipartite graph, and finding the vertex w and the paths W,W ∗,W ′.

Note first that deg(s) ≥ k ≥ 2. If deg(s) = 2, then the unique pair of edges is liftable and we

can take any path to connect them in G− S. If deg(s) = 3, we do not lift anything but we will

show later how to find the paths W,W ∗,W ′ as part of the general case for odd degree. So from

here on, we may assume that deg(s) ≥ 4.

We inductively define the pairs of edges as follows. Let i be at least 1 and assume that {ej , e
′

j},

Gj, and Pj are defined for all j < i. Let δi(S) denote the set δ(S)\{ej, e
′

j : j < i} and Ri denote

the set of rays in R that begin with edges in δi(S).

We consider two graphs on the same vertex set δi(S). The first graph is the lifting graph

Li = L(Gi−1, s, k), which encodes information about the edge-connectivity on the finite side of

the cut δ(S). The second graph, to be defined below, encodes information about the topology

on the infinite side of the cut.

The second graph on δi(S) is the end graph Ei. Distinct edges e and e′ from δi(S) are adjacent

in Ei if there are infinitely many vertex-disjoint paths in G− S that:

• join the two rays in Ri beginning with e and e′, and

• are edge-disjoint from all the other rays in Ri.

Note that the end graph Ei is connected because the rays of R are in one end and are only

finitely many.

If the complement of Li is disconnected, then since Ei is connected, there is a pair of elements

ei and e′i from δi(S) that are adjacent in Ei but not adjacent in the complement of Li, and

so adjacent in Li. This means that ei and e′i are liftable in Gi−1 and also there are infinitely

many vertex disjoint paths between the two rays in Ri beginning with them and these paths are

edge-disjoint from all the other rays in Ri.

Now assume that the complement of Li is connected. Then by Theorem 2.3, since k is even

and deg(s) ≥ 4, it follows that Li is the union of an isolated vertex and a balanced complete

bipartite graph. Let e∗ denote the unique edge in δi(S) that is isolated in Li, and R∗ the unique

ray in R that begins with it. We have the following two cases.

Case 1. There are two edges ei and e′i from δi(S) that are on different sides of the complete

balanced bipartite graph Li − e∗ and are adjacent in Ei.

In this case, ei and e′i is the pair of edges we lift. Having determined, in every case considered

so far, how to choose ei and e′i satisfying (1) and (2), now choose Qi to be one of the infinitely

many vertex-disjoint paths between the two rays Ri and R′

i in Ri containing ei and e′i such that

Qi is edge-disjoint from the finitely many edges of
⋃

j<i Pj and from the rays in Ri \ {Ri, R
′

i}.
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The desired path Pi is the path that begins with the end-vertex of ei in G − S, goes along Ri

until it meets Qi, then along Qi, then along R′

i down to e′i. The remaining case needs a special

treatment in finding these linking paths.

Case 2. e∗ is a cut-vertex in Ei between the two sides of Li − e∗.

Let e and e′ be neighbours of e∗ on different sides of Li − e∗ and let R and R′ be the rays

of Ri that begin with them. Such neighbours of e∗ exist because Ei is connected. By definition

of adjacency in Ei there are infinitely many vertex-disjoint paths between R and R∗ that are

edge-disjoint from the other rays in Ri and infinitely many vertex-disjoint paths between R∗

and R′ that are edge-disjoint from the other rays in Ri. Pick a path P between R and R∗ that

is edge-disjoint from the other rays in Ri and a path P ′ between R∗ and R′ that is edge-disjoint

from the other rays in Ri such that these two paths are also edge-disjoint from
⋃

j<i Pj . Let

the end-vertices of P and P ′ on R∗ respectively be w and w′. Assume without loss of generality

that w is closer to S on R∗ than w′, and let Q be the path contained in R∗ between w′ and w.

Let W ∗ be the path contained in the ray R∗ from w to e∗, let W be the path from w along P

and then down on R to e, and let W ′ be the path from w up along Q to w′ then along P ′ then

down on R′ to e′. Then W , W ∗, and W ′ are edge-disjoint from the rays in Ri \ {R,R∗, R′} and

from
⋃

j<i Pj.

The pair of edges, e and e′ will not be lifted. The edges e, e∗, and e′ will remain to the end

of the sequence of lifts. However, the pair of edges to be lifted at this step will be chosen as

follows. Assuming degGi−1
(s) > 3, let E ′

i be the end graph on δi(S) \ {e, e
∗, e′}, where two edges

are adjacent if between the two rays beginning with them in Ri \ {R,R∗, R′} there are infinitely

many vertex disjoint paths that are edge-disjoint from the other rays in Ri \ {R,R∗, R′}. Note

that this means that we no longer care if the connections between two rays go through the rays

R,R∗, R′, and they have to go through some of them since e∗ is a cut-vertex in Ei and e and e′

are direct neighbours of it.

The graph E ′

i is a connected graph, and so there is a pair of edges ei and e′i in δi(S)\{e, e
∗, e′}

from two different sides of the bipartite graph Li −{e, e∗, e′}, that is adjacent in E ′

i. This means

that this pair is separated in Ei only possibly by e, e∗, e′. This is the pair of edges to lift in this

case. It is liftable since it is from two different sides of the complete bipartite part of the lifting

graph.

Note that if a pair of edges is not liftable, then it remains so after lifting a liftable pair, so

the isolated vertex remains isolated and the complement of the lifting graph remains connected

through it. That is, the structure of an isolated vertex plus a balanced complete bipartite

graph will be preserved, and e∗ remains the isolated vertex throughout the following inductive

construction.

Inductively, for the m-th time after i, we lift a pair of edges ejm and e′jm on two different

sides of the bipartite part of the lifting graph that are the first edges of the rays Rm and R′

m
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in R. The infinitely many disjoint paths between Rm and R′

m may go through the edges of

the rays Rm−1, . . . , R1, R, R∗, R′, R′

1, . . . , R
′

m−1. These are the rays of R beginning with the

edges ejm−1
, . . . , ej1, e, e

∗, e′, e′j1, . . . , e
′

jm−1
respectively. We continue the lifting process until only

e, e∗, e′ remain. We join Rm and R′

m by a path Qm that is edge-disjoint from the rays of R

not yet used, and also is edge-disjoint from all the paths already used in connecting lifted pairs

of edges, and from {W,W ∗,W ′}. However, this path may go through the edges of the rays

Rm−1, . . . , R1, R, R∗, R, R′

1, . . . , R
′

m−1 at a higher level from S than any one of the previously

constructed paths. This finishes the proof of Case 2. �

4. Immersion

Here we find an immersion, in a 2k-edge-connected locally-finite graph, of a (2k − 1)-edge-

connected finite graph. We only do this for 1-ended graphs, unlike Theorem 4 of Thomassen

in [9], which holds for graphs with multiple ends. We begin by setting out the definition of

immersion we are going to use.

Definition 4.1. For a graph G (finite or infinite), let P(G) denote the set of paths in G. An

immersion of a finite graph H in G consists of an injection φ : V (H) → V (G) and a function

θ : E(H) → P(G) such that, for uv ∈ E(H),

(1) θ(uv) is a φ(u)φ(v)-path in G,

(2) for every v ∈ V (H), the vertex φ(v) is not an interior vertex of a path in θ(E(H)), and

(3) the paths in θ(E(H)) are pairwise edge-disjoint.

The graph H is immersed in G and the subgraph (φ(V (H)), X) is an immersion of H in G,

where X is the set of all the edges in the paths in θ(E(H)). The vertices of the set φ(V (H)) are

called the branch vertices of the immersion.

Theorem 4.2. Let k be a positive integer, G a 2k-edge-connected locally-finite 1-ended graph,

and let A be a finite set of vertices in G. Then G contains an immersion H of a finite (2k− 1)-

edge-connected graph G′ with vertex set S ⊇ A such that any edge of G with both end-vertices in

A is also an edge in G′ and in H.

Proof. By a standard fact of infinite graphs, which is also a special case of Theorem 1 in [9] by

Thomassen for multiple ends, there is a finite set S containing A such that each edge of δ(S)

is the first edge of a ray in an edge-disjoint collection of rays R (all in one, the unique, end

of G). Let s be the vertex that results from identifying all the vertices of G − S. Note that

deg(s) = |δ(S)|.

Since 2k is even, Lemma 3.1 applied with connectivity 2k implies there is a sequence of lifts

of pairs of edges from δ(S) such that there is an edge-disjoint linkage of these pairs of edges

in G − S. The sequence ends by having all the edges of δ(S) lifted if |δ(S)| is even or having

three of them remaining if it is odd. Since the pairs of edges in the sequence were chosen to be
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2k-liftable, the last graph in the sequence satisfies that for any two vertices x and y in it different

from s there are 2k edge-disjoint paths between them. Denote this graph by G∗. Note that in

any case, regardless of whether |δG(S)| is even or odd, degG∗(s) ≤ 3. Thus for any two vertices

x and y in G∗ − s at most one of the edge-disjoint paths between them in G∗ goes through s.

Thus G′ := G∗ − s is a (2k − 1)-edge-connected graph with vertex set S.

Any edge in G′ is either an edge of G or an edge that resulted from lifting, that is an edge

corresponding to a path in G, and this collection of paths is edge-disjoint by construction and

the paths have their internal vertices in G− S. This gives the desired immersion H . Moreover,

any edge of G with both end-vertices in A remains in G∗, and subsequently G′, as the only lifted

edges are edges with one end in S ⊇ A and one end in G− S. Any edge with both end-vertices

in A is also an edge of H as the only edges of G′ that are replaced with paths to obtain H are

those that resulted from lifting.

�

Recall the example in Figure 1, the lifting graph on 5 edges incident with s is an isolated

vertex plus a K2,2. There are only 4 liftable pairs and they are all symmetric. Lifting any one

of these liftable pairs gives a lifting graph on 3 edges incident with s such that no pair of edges

is liftable. This means that in this case we cannot continue lifting until we have only one edge

incident with s. If we could do so, then we would have the immersion of a 2k-edge-connected

graph instead of 2k − 1.

In other words, connectivity of (2k − 1) is the best connectivity one can get for an immersed

graph out of the proof approach of successive lifting in the case when the structure of an isolated

vertex plus a K2,2 shows up. This is also an obstacle to the multiple ends case, since among

other issues, one may need to subtract 1 for different ends which will result in a big reduction

in connectivity.

The good news is, we do not need the immersed graph to be 2k-edge-connected to be able to

use it in proving the existence of a 2k-arc-connected orientation for the infinite graph containing

it as an immersion. In [2], Theorem 3.2, we included the vertex of degree 3 in the set of branch

vertices of the immersion. Having multiple ends meant having more than one such vertex of

degree 3. However, the immersion was constructed carefully such that there is at most only one

such vertex in each component of a finite number of components. Still, the immersed graph had

the property that between any two vertices in the set A (as in the statement of the theorem

above) there are 2k edge-disjoint paths.

5. orientation of finite graphs

In [9] Thomassen presented the following algorithmic way for finding a k-arc-connected ori-

entation of a (4k − 2)-edge-connected finite graph. A path P is mixed if each edge in it has a
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direction, and directed if all its edges are directed the same way, so being directed is a special

case of being mixed. Similarly, a cycle is directed if all its edges are directed the same way.

Theorem 5.1. [9] Let k be a positive integer, and let G be a finite (4k−2)-edge-connected graph.

Successively perform either of the following operations:

O1: Select a cycle in which no edge has a direction and make it into a directed cycle.

O2: Select two vertices u, v joined by 2k − 1 pairwise edge-disjoint mixed paths, and identify

u, v into one vertex.

When neither of these operations can be performed the resulting oriented graph has only one

vertex. The edge-orientations of G obtained by O1 result in a k-arc-connected directed graph.

For a detailed proof, we refer the reader to the proofs of Lemma 1 and Theorem 5 in

Thomassen’s paper [9]. However, we give an idea below on how the proof goes so that the

subsequent lemma makes sense.

If we cannot perform operation O1, then the set of edges without direction forms a forest, and

so there are at most (n− 1) of them if n ≥ 2 is the number of vertices in G.

If we cannot perform operation O2, then it can easily be shown that there are at most

(2k − 2)(n − 1) directed edges. Thus if we cannot perform any of the two operations, then

G has at most (2k − 1)(n − 1) edges, contradicting the assumption that it is (4k − 2)-edge-

connected. Therefore, the only case in which none of the two operations can be performed is

when the graph consists of one vertex.

The directed graph obtained at the end of the algorithm can be shown to be k-arc-connected

inductively as follows. First note that O1 gives directions to the edges of any cut in a balanced

way. So if a graph can be completely oriented using only operation O1, then its resulting

arc-connectivity is (2k − 4)/2 = 2k − 1. This covers the base case.

If we look at the first application of O2, if any, then if u and v are the two vertices to which the

operation is applied, there should be k arc-disjoint directed paths from u to v and k arc-disjoint

directed paths from v to u as explained below.

To see why this is the case, note that, since each cut is balanced, then if a cut has at most

(k − 1) edges in one direction, then it has at most (k − 1) edges in the other direction. By

Menger’s theorem, this means that there are at most (2k − 2) mixed paths between u and v,

and so O2 cannot be applied to u and v. Now the graph obtained from identifying u and v is a

smaller graph and the oriented part of it can be thought of as oriented using only O1. Thus by

the induction hypothesis the orientation it gets at the end from applying the algorithm to it is

k-arc-connected.

The following lemma is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 5.1. If a subgraph H of

G is oriented using the algorithm in Theorem 5.1, then when the orientation of H is complete,
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we have a graph G′ obtained from G by applying operations O1 and O2 to H , in which H is

represented by a vertex.

Any edge in G not in H whose end-vertices are in H is a loop in G′. If G′ has only one vertex,

then O1 can be applied to those loops. If G′ has more than one vertex, we continue applying

the algorithm until we have only one vertex.

Lemma 5.2. Let k be a positive integer, and let G be a finite (4k − 2)-edge-connected graph.

Let H be a subgraph of G with an orientation obtained using operations O1 and O2. Then the

orientation of H can be extended, using O1 and O2, to an orientation of G which is k-arc-

connected. �

6. new orientation result

Here we present our new orientation result for 1-ended locally-finite graphs.

Theorem 6.1. Let k be a positive integer, and let G be a 4k-edge-connected locally-finite 1-ended

graph. Then G has a k-arc-connected orientation.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem 7 in [9]. It differs only in that it does not

use Eulerian subgraphs. Since G is locally-finite and connected, it is countable. Let e0, e1, · · ·

be the edges of G. We construct a nested sequence of finite directed subgraphs {Wn}n∈N using

operations O1 and O2 defined in the previous section such that each orientation is an extension

of the previous, Wn contains en, and has the following property: for any two vertices x and y in

V (Wn) there are k arc-disjoint directed paths from x to y in Wn+1.

The graph G has an edge-connectivity of 4k > 1, therefore it contains a cycle containing e0.

Using O1, give this cycle an orientation and let W0 be this directed cycle. This defines the first

subgraph in the sequence. Note that W0 is not required to be k-arc-connected.

Assume that Wn is defined. To get Wn+1, let ein be the first edge in our enumeration not

contained in Wn, and let A be the union of V (Wn) and the two end-vertices of ein . By Theorem

4.2, G contains an immersion Hn+1 of a finite (4k − 1)-edge-connected graph Gn+1 such that

A ⊆ V (Gn+1). Note that V (Gn+1) ⊆ V (Hn+1) ⊆ V (G) but Gn+1 is not necessarily a subgraph

of G (but Hn+1 is). Also, by Theorem 4.2, E(Wn) and ein are contained in E(Gn+1), and in

E(Hn+1). In particular, Wn is a subgraph of both Gn+1 and Hn+1.

The graph Wn was oriented using O1 and O2 and is a subgraph of the (4k−1)-edge-connected

graph Gn+1. Thus by Lemma 5.2, this orientation can be extended, using O1 and O2, to a k-

arc-connected orientation of Gn+1, so ein gets oriented as part of this.

An orientation of Hn+1 can be naturally obtained from an orientation of Gn+1 by giving each

path of the immersion the direction of the edge representing it in Gn+1. Note that the edge ein
has the same orientation in Hn+1 as in Gn+1. We define Wn+1 to be the directed graph Hn+1.
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Now it only remains to show that for any two vertices x and y in V (Wn) there are k arc-

disjoint directed paths from x to y in Wn+1. There are such paths from x to y in the oriented

Gn+1. Replacing each edge of these paths with its image under θ (cf. Definition 4.1) gives k

arc-disjoint directed paths from x to y in Hn+1, i.e. in Wn+1 because the paths of θ(E(Gn+1))

are edge-disjoint by the definition of immersion 4.1.

The union of the directed graphs Wn, n ∈ N, defines an orientation of G. For any two vertices

x and y of G, there exists n ≥ 1 such that x and y are in Wn. To see this consider any path

between x and y in G. For some sufficiently large n, Wn contains all the edges of this path, and

so also contains x and y. Then there are k arc-disjoint directed paths from x to y in Wn+1, and

so in G. Since this is true for every x and y in G, the orientation of G is k-arc-connected.

�
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