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Every connected graph admits a local antimagic

orientation and almost every graph admits an

antimagic orientation
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Abstract

An undirected graph G is said to admit an antimagic orientation if there exist
an orientation D and a bijection between E(G) and {1, 2, . . . , |E(G)|} such that any
two vertices have distinct vertex sums, where the vertex sum of a vertex is the sum
of the labels of the in-edges minus that of the out-edges incident to the vertex. It
is conjectured by Hefetz, Mütze, and Schwartz that every connected graph admits
an antimagic orientation. A weak version of this problem is to require the distinct
vertex sums only for the adjacent vertices. In that case, we say the graph admits
a local antimagic orientation. Chang, Jing, and Wang [6] conjectured that every
connected graph admits a local antimagic orientation. In this paper, we give an
affirmative answer to the conjecture of Chang et al., and show that almost every
graph satisfies the conjecture of Hefetz et al.

Keywords: Antimagic orientation, local antimagic orientation, breadth-first search,
radius of a graph, random graphs.

1 Introduction

Given an undirected simple graph on m edges, can one label its edges with 1, 2, . . . , m one
on one so that when every vertex receives the sum of the labels of all edges incident to
the vertex, all sums are pairwise distinct? This graph labeling problem was proposed by
by Hartsfield and Ringel [10] in the 1990s. They conjectured that such kind of labelings
exist for all connected graphs on at least two edges. Nowadays, many graphs have been
verified to satisfy the conjecture and many analogous problems are posed. Let G be a
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graph, and let V (G) and E(G) be the vertex and edge sets of G, respectively. Whenever
there is a mapping from E(G) to a set L of real numbers, we define the vertex sum of a
vertex, induced by the mapping, to be the sum of the labels of the edges incident to the
vertex. The original problem of Hartsfield and Ringel is looking for a mapping τ such
that

(1) τ is an injection.

(2) L = {1, 2 . . . , |E(G)|}.

(3) the vertex sums are pairwise distinct.

A graph equipped with a mapping τ satisfying all the conditions is called antimagic. The
statement of the conjecture of Hartsfield and Ringel in [10] is the following:

Conjecture 1.1 [10] Every connected graph other than K2 is antimagic.

The most pioneering results on Conjecture 1.1 are the result of Alon, Kaplan, Lev, Roditty,
and Yuster for dense graphs [1], and the results of Cranston, Liang, and Zhu [7] for odd
regular graphs, and Chang, Liang, Pan, and Zhu for even regular graphs [5]. In the
following, we introduce some variations of the ordinary antimagic labeling. For the set
L in condition (2), if it is replaced by a set of |E(G)| consecutive integers starting with
k+1, then the graph with such a mapping is called k-shifted antimagic, see [4]; If for each
set L of |E(G)| positive real numbers there is a corresponding mapping, then the graph
is universal antimagic, named by Matamala and Zamora [18]; For the up-to-date results
on these different types of antimagic problems, we recommend the readers the survey [8].

Some graph labeling problems are aiming to find distinct vertex sums for adjacent
vertices using L as small as possible. Let k be a positive integer. A k-edge-weighting
is a mapping from E(G) to {1, 2, . . . , k} and is neighbor-sum-distinguishing (nsd) if the
vertex sums of any two adjacent vertices are distinct. This concept was introduced with
the 1-2-3 Conjecture in 2004 by Karoński,  Luczak, and Thomason in [15].

Conjecture 1.2 [15] Every graph with no isolated edge admits an nsd 3-edge-weighting.

The above conjecture is generally known as the 1-2-3 Conjecture. The most significant
progress toward the 1-2-3 Conjecture thus far is attributed to Kalkowski, Karoński, and
Pfender [14], who established that every graph lacking isolated edges can be equipped with
an nsd 5-edge-weighting. Inspired by the 1-2-3 Conjecture, Bensmail, Senhaji, and Lyn-
gsie [2] introduced the concept of local antimagic labelings for graphs. A local antimagic la-
beling of a graph G is an nsd bijective mapping denoted as φ : E(G) → {1, 2, . . . , |E(G)|}.
Bensmail et al. in [2] proposed a conjecture asserting that every graph without isolated
edges can be assigned a local antimagic labeling. Subsequently, Haslegrave [11] validated
this conjecture through the utilization of the probabilistic method.

The exploration of antimagic labeling in directed graphs began considerably later, with
its initiation by Hefetz, Mütze, and Schwartz in 2010 [12]. For a directed graph ~G, the
vertex sum of a vertex v is defined as the sum of the labels of all edges entering v minus
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the sum of the labels of all edges leaving v. An antimagic orientation for an undirected
graph G is characterized by the existence of an orientation D on its edge set E(G) and a
bijective mapping from E(G) to the set {1, 2, . . . , |E(G)|} such that the orientation and the
bijective mapping must fulfill the requirement that the vertex sums, as previously defined
in this paragraph are distinct for all vertices in the graph. In their work [12], Hefetz et
al. posed two thought-provoking questions. The first question delves into whether every
orientation of a connected graph, except for the directed cycle and path on tree vertices,
demonstrates antimagic properties, while the second question scrutinizes the possibility of
affording an antimagic orientation to each connected graph. Furthermore, they provided
partial results for these inquiries and introduced the conjecture “Every connected graph
admits an antimagic orientation” in connection with the latter question.

Conjecture 1.3 [12] Every connected graph admits an antimagic orientation.

Over the past decade, the above conjecture has garnered significant attention and gar-
nered substantial support in various studies. Despite this, it still stands as an unsolved
question. Diverse research communities have independently demonstrated that several
graph families, as cited in works such as [9, 17, 16, 22, 23, 20, 24, 21, 26, 25, 27], are
consistent with Conjecture 1.3.

The efforts to extend the 1-2-3 Conjecture to directed graphs have indeed met with
success. Borowiecki, Grytczuk, and Piĺsniak [3] established that every simple directed
graph can be equipped with an nsd 2-edge-weighting. Chang, Jing, and Wang [6] drew
motivation from the directed version of the 1-2-3 Conjecture to introduce the concept of
local antimagic orientation in a similar manner as follows: An undirected graph G is said
to admit a local antimagic orientation, if there exist an orientation D on E(G) and a
bijective mapping τ from the set of arcs in GD to the set L = {1, . . . , |E(G)|} such that τ
is nsd. Moreover, they proved that every connected graph with maximum degree at most
4 admits a local antimagic orientation by combinatorial nullstellensatz and proposed the
following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.4 [6] Every connected graph admits a local antimagic orientation.

By relaxing the size of L, Hu, Ouyang, and Wang [13] proved that every d-degenerate
graph G admits a local {1, 2, . . . , |E(G)| + d + 2}-antimagic orientation. In other words,
one can find an orientation D of G and an injective mapping from the set of the arcs
A(GD) to L = {1, 2, . . . , |E(G)| + d + 2} such that the adjacent vertices receive distinct
vertex sums.

In this paper, we completely resolve Conjecture 1.4 by showing a more general result.
Imitating the terminologies in the literature, we say that a graph G is universal antimagic
orientable (resp. universal local antimagic orientable) provided that for every set L of
|E(G)| positive numbers, there exist an orientation D and a bijection from the set of
directed edges A(GD) to L that lead to pairwise distinct vertex sums for all vertices (resp.
any pair of adjacent vertices). We mange to show the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1 Every graph without isolated vertices is universal local antimagic orientable.
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Given a positive integer n and a function 0 ≤ p(n) ≤ 1. We denote the random
variable G(n, p(n)) a graph on n vertices and two vertices are adjacent with probability
p. Particularly, when p(n) = 1/2, G(n, 1/2) is the random graph which means all graphs
on n vertices have the same probability in the sample space. We say that almost every
graph has a given property means that if P (n) is the probability that a random graph on
n vertices has the property, then P (n) → 1 as n → ∞. The second result presented in
this paper is the following theorem on the random graph for Conjecture 1.3.

Theorem 1.2 Almost every graph admits an antimagic orientation.

In the next section, we will present the proof of Theorem 1.1 by introducing first
a modification of a frequently used lemma for the study of the antimagic orientation
problems. The result on the random graphs is given in Section 3.

2 Local antimagic orientations for graphs

Let G be an undirected graph. Then dG(v) denote the degree of the vertex v in G. When
G endowed with an orientation D, we use d+D(v) and d−D(v) to denote the out-degree and
in-degree of a vertex v, respectively. If an edge labeling τ is also given, then we denote the
vertex sum of v with s(D,τ)(v). By utilizing Euler circuits, it is possible to approximate
the vertex sums that are generated by the circuit. This method has been used in in
several recent publications, such as Lemma 2.2 in [24], Lemma 2.1 in[26], and Lemma 7
in [20], to show different classes of graphs satisfying Conjecture 1.3. We apply the idea
in these lemmas to obtain Lemma 2.1, which is of significant importance in proving our
main theorem.

Lemma 2.1 Let G be a graph on m edges and L be a set of m positive real numbers.
There exist an orientation D of G and a bijection τ : E(G) → L such that for any
v ∈ V (G), either s(D,τ)(v) < 0 or s(D,τ)(v) ≤ maxL.

Proof. If G comprises more than one connected component, we can partition L into disjoint
subsets. This allows us to handle each component separately with labels falling within
their respective subset. Consequently, it suffices demonstrate the lemma for connected
graphs. Let V1 = {v ∈ V (G) | dG(v) is odd}. According to the handshaking lemma,
|V1| = 2t is an even number. If V1 = ∅, we define G∗ = G, otherwise, we define G∗ by
incorporating t new edges into G in such a way that each new edge connects a pair of
vertices in V1, and denote this set of new edges as E∗. Note that G∗ may be a multiple
graph and the degree of every vertex in G∗ is an even number.

Now, we construct an Euler circuit, denoted as C in G∗ according to the following
rules: If G∗ = G, then we have the flexibility to select any vertex as the starting point
and construct C. However, if G∗ 6= G, we opt for a vertex in V1 as our initial vertex.
Since this chosen vertex is incident to exactly one edge in E∗, we designate this edge as
the first edge of C. Suppose that

C = u1, e1, u2, e2, . . . , um+t, em+t, u1,
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where ui’s are the vertices in V (G), allowing for possible repetitions , and e1, e2, . . . , em+t

are exactly the edges in E(G∗).
Let ei1 , ei2 , . . . , eim, i1 < i2 < · · · < im, be the edges in E(G). By orienting each edge

a direction the same as it is in C, we obtain an orientation D of G such that every vertex
v in the directed graph D satisfies

∣

∣d+D(v) − d−D(v)
∣

∣ ≤ 1. Suppose L = {a1, a2, . . . , am}
and aj is increasing in j. Define τ : E(G) → L with τ(eij ) = aj for 1 ≤ j ≤ m. The
orientation D and labeling τ induce the vertex sums as follows: When G∗ = G, the a
vertex sum of a vertex is the sum of an alternating series

s(D,τ)(v) = −aj1 + aj2 − aj3 + · · · + ajdG(v)
, (1)

for v = u1, the initial vertex of C, or

s(D,τ)(v) = aj1 − aj2 + aj3 − · · · − ajdG(v)
, (2)

where 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < · · · ≤ jdG(v). It is straightforward to verify that the vertex sum in (1)
is less than am and the vertex sum in (2) is negative. For G∗ 6= G, if

∣

∣d+D(v) − d−D(v)
∣

∣ = 0,
then the vertex sum s(D,τ)(v) has a form the same as (2), which is negative. Consider
|d+D(v) − d−D(v)| = 1. If v = u1, by the choice of e1, we have

s(D,τ)(v) = aj1 − aj2 + aj3 − · · · + ajdG(v)
,

where 1 ≤ j1 < j2 < · · · < jdG(v). So s(D,τ)(v) < am. If v 6= u1, then s(D,τ)(v) can be
viewed as the sum of a series similar to (2) but one term ajk is missing. Once the missing
term is associated with a plus sign, then s(D,τ)(v) is negative. Otherwise, the s(D,τ)(v) is
the missing term plus a negative number, which is less than am. �

Remark. By reversing the direction of every edge in the above orientation D, we can
obtain another orientation D′ of G that gives either s(D′,τ)(v) > 0 or s(D′,τ)(v) ≥ −maxL
for any v ∈ V (G).

To establish the proof of Theorem 1.1, we employ the technique originally utilized by
Cranston, Liang, and Zhu [7] to establish the antimagic labeling for odd regular graphs.
Their approach can be summarized as follows: Begin by selecting a vertex u from the
graph G. Then, partition the vertex set V (G) into levels V0, V1, . . . , Vd, where Vi = {v |
d(v, u) = i}, d(v, u) is the distance of v and u, and d represents the maximum distance
of a vertex from v. Define G[Vi] as the subgraph induced by Vi and G[Vi, Vi−1] as the
bipartite subgraph induced by the two sets Vi and Vi−1. For every positive i and every
vertex v in Vi, reserve an edge ev that is incident to vertices in Vi and Vi−1. Next, create a
labeling f by sequentially labeling the edges in G[Vd], G[Vd, Vd−1] and {ev : v ∈ Vd}, and
so on, up to G[V1] and G[V1, V0], while ensuring that the smallest unused labels are used
and adhering to specific additional rules. It is worth mentioning that we can accomplish
the partition of the set V (G) and the selection of the edges ev by using the breadth-first
search (BFS) to construct a rooted tree for G.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Since vertices in two components of a graph are not adjacent, it
suffices to show the theorem for connected graphs.
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Let G be a connected graph, and let L be a set of |E(G)| positive real numbers. First
pick a vertex u and construct a rooted tree T using the BFS with root u. Suppose that
the set V (G) is partitioned into sets V0, V1, . . . , Vd, where Vi is the set of vertices in the
ith level of T . Then partition the set L into subsets L0, L1, . . . , Ld satisfying

(1) |E(G[Vi])| = |Li| for 1 ≤ i ≤ d and L0 = L− (L1 ∪ L2 ∪ · · · ∪ Ld);

(2) For 1 ≤ i ≤ d, minL0 > maxLi.

Next, we apply Lemma 2.1 to construct the orientations Di of G[Vi] and define the
corresponding labeling τi : E(G[Vi]) → Li for 1 ≤ i ≤ d such that for any v ∈ V (Gi)
either s(Di,τi)(v) < 0 or s(Di,τi)(v) ≤ maxLi when i is odd, and for any v ∈ V (Gi) either
s(Di,τi)(v) > 0 or s(Di,τi)(v) ≥ −maxLi when i is even. We complete the orientation of
G by directing the edges in G[Vi, Vi−1] from Vi to Vi−1 if i is odd and from Vi−1 to Vi if i
is even. For each vertex v 6= u, we choose the edge incident to v on the path connecting
u and v in T as ev. For each unlabeled edge not in T , we arbitrary label it with an
unused label in L0. Finally, we label the edges ev. In the following, we assume that d is
odd, the case of even d is analogous. For each vertex v in Vd, ev is the only unlabeled
edge incident to v. Recall that we have either s(Dd,τd)(v) < 0 or s(Dd,τd)(v) ≤ maxLd.
Moreover, all edges in G[Vd, Vd−1] are directed from Vd to Vd−1. So the partial vertex
sum of a vertex v, s(v), induced by the labeled edges is either a negative number or at
most maxLd. We label each ev with an unused label τ(ev) in L0 with the condition that
τ(ev) < τ(ev′) implies s(v) ≥ s(v′). Since minL0 > maxLd, not only the vertex sums
are all distinct but also all of them are negative. The next step is to label ev for each
vertex v in Vd−1, which is only unlabeled edge incident to v now. The partial vertex sum
s(v), induced by the labeled edges is either a positive number or at least −maxLd−1.
This time we label each ev with an unused label τ(ev) in L0 with the condition that
τ(ev) < τ(ev′) implies s(v) ≤ s(v′). Thus, the vertex sums of all vertices in Vd−1 are
distinct and positive. We use the above strategies to label the unlabeled edges ev in
G[Vd, Vd−1], G[Vd−1, Vd−2], . . . , G[V1, V0], accordingly.

Based on the BFS construction, two vertices can only be adjacent to each other in
the same level or in two consecutive levels. We have demonstrated that for any two
consecutive levels, the vertex sums of their vertices exhibit distinct signs. Also, we have
established that for any pair of vertices belonging to the same Vi, the vertex sums are
distinct. As a conclusion, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

3 The random graphs

We begin with a deterministic result on Conjecture 1.3. The eccentricity of a vertex v
in a graph G is the maximum distance of a vertex in G to v, and the radius of a graph
G is the minimum eccentricity of a vertex in G. Let G be a graph of radius two. We
can construct a rooted tree of G, which has three levels by designating the vertex of the
minimum eccentricity as the root. Thereby, when applying the labeling method in the
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proof of Theorem 1.1 to G, it turns out that either all vertex sums are pairwise distinct or
at most one pair of vertices have the same vertex sum. When the latter case happens, one
of the two vertices is the root and the other is a vertex which is not adjacent to the root.
Indeed, we can make all the vertex sums different by modifying the labeling strategies.

Theorem 3.1 Every graph of radius of two is universal antimagic orientable.

Proof. Let G be a graph of radius two, and u be a vertex with the minimum eccentricity.
First use BFS to construct a rooted tree T with root u. The terms Vi, Li, and ev are
defined analogously as in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

We orient the edges, label the edges in G[V1] and G[V2] with the labels in L1 and L2,
and arbitrary label all the unlabeled edges not in T with the labels in L0 as previous.
Next, for the edges in T we label all except for one edges incident to u with the unused
labels in L0. Thus, for each vertex in V0∪V2, there is exactly one unlabeled edge incident
to it. Now, we label these edges with the remaining labels according to the partial vertex
sums of the vertices incident to them. More precisely, let s(v) be the sum of the labels
of the labeled edges incident to v. We label each ev (here we abuse the notation eu to
denote the only unlabeled edge incident to u) with an unused label τ(ev) in L0 subject
to the condition that τ(ev) < τ(ev′) implies s(v) ≤ s(v′). This guarantees that the vertex
sums of the vertices in V0 ∪ V2 are all distinct and positive. However, we might encounter
the problem that two vertices in V1 have the same vertex sum. Once this happens, the
solution is to rearrange the labels of ev for v in V1. Namely, we compare the partial
vertex sums of the vertices in V1 contributed by the edges in G[V1] and in G[V2, V1], then
reassign the labels to the edges ev accordingly to make the vertex sums distinct. Since
this rearrangement does not change the vertex sum of the root u, the vertex sums of the
vertices in V0 ∪ V2 are all positive and distinct, while the vertex sums for vertices in V1

now are all negative and distinct. So the theorem is proved. �
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Figure 1: Label the red edges according to the partial vertex sums of vertices in V2∪{u}.
If two vertices in V1 have the same vertex sum, then rerrange the labels of the edges
incident to u.

In particular, we have the following result for Conjecture 1.3

Corollary 3.2 Every graph of radius two admits an antimagic orientation.
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A well known theorem in random graph theory is that almost every graph has diameter
two [19]. For the sake of completeness, we present its proof here. Recall that the Markov’s
inequality says that if X is a random variable with nonnegative values, then P (X ≥ t) ≤
E(X)/t for any t > 0.

Theorem 3.3 [19] Almost every graph has diameter two.

Proof. Let X(G(n, 1
2
)) denote the number of pairs of vertices in G(n, 1

2
) which has no

common neighbor. Thus, X = 0 implies that G(n, 1
2
) has diameter two. Set t = 1 in

the Markov’s inequality, and we show E(X) → 0. For any two unordered vertices vi and
vj , define the random variable Xij to be 1 if vi and vj have no common neighbor and 0
otherwise. Then P (Xij = 1) = [1− (1

2
)2](n−2) and E(X) =

∑

1≤i<j≤nE(Xij) =
(

n

2

)

(3
4
)n−2.

Therefore, E(X) → 0 as n → ∞. �

Since every graph of diameter two has a radius at most two, combining Corollary 3.2
and Theorem 3.3, we obtain Theorem 1.2.
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