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THE BERGE-FUREDI CONJECTURE ON THE
CHROMATIC INDEX OF HYPERGRAPHS WITH LARGE
HYPEREDGES

ALAIN BRETTO, ALAIN FAISANT, AND FRANCOIS HENNECART

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with two conjectures which are intimately re-
lated. The first is a generalization to hypergraphs of Vizing’s Theorem on the chro-
matic index of a graph and the second is the well-known conjecture of Erd6s, Faber
and Lovasz which deals with the problem of coloring a family of cliques intersecting
in at most one vertex. We are led to study a special class of uniform and linear
hypergraphs for which a number of properties are established.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we address the problem of coloring hyperedges of a hypergraph H,
in the case where #H is loopless and linear [2, 3]. Two main conjectures have been
proposed. The first one (the last chronologically) is a conjecture of several authors
which is a generalization of Vizing’s Theorem on the coloration of edges in a graph (cf.
[28]). We postpone to Section 2 all the required definitions and notations.

Theorem 1.1 (VIZING’S THEOREM, 1964). The chromatic index of any simple graph T’
satisfies
q(I') < A(T) + 1.

One can wonder if this result can be generalized to hypergraphs. Actually, this
theorem suggested the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2 (GENERALIZED VIZING’S THEOREM). Every linear hypergraph H
without loop verifies

(1) q(H) < A([H]2) + 1,
where A([H]a) is the maximum degree of the 2-section [H]s of H.

This conjecture was independently proposed, around 1985 by several authors, in-
cluding Berge (cf. [3]), Fiiredi (cf. [16] where the conjecture is proven for intersecting
hypergraphs) and Meyniel (unpublished).

The second one is closely related to the first and deals on the coloring of vertices of
a graph formed by a families of n cliques each having n vertices and intersecting in at
most one vertex.

Conjecture 1.3 (ERDOS-FABER-LOVASZ). Every graph T' formed by a family of n
cliques each having n vertices and intersecting in at most one vertex has chromatic
number verifying x(I') < n.
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This conjecture can be implemented in hypergraph’s language by considering cliques
as hyperedges. Transposing it to the dual gives the following statement.

Conjecture 1.4 (ERDOS-FABER-LOVASZ). Fvery linear hypergraph H without loop
and having n vertices verifies q(H) < n.

It is easy to see that Conjecture 1.2 implies Conjecture 1.4 since A([H]2) < n—1 when
‘H is linear. There are very few results on these conjectures, especially on Conjecture
1.2 (see [16, 3]).

In this article we solve the Berge-Fiiredi Conjecture 1.2 whenever the antirank is
bounded from below by the square root of the number of vertices. We first provide a
criterion ensuring that H satisfies the desired bound (1) and use it to show our main
result in regards to Conjecture 1.2 (cf. Theorem 1.6).

Theorem 1.5. Let H = (V, E) be a linear hypergraph such that

(2) Ve € E, 3z € e such that degy, (z) < |e].
Then
(3) q(H) < A([H]2) + 1.

Note that if A(H) < ar(H) then (2) is satisfied, whence q(H) < A([H]2) + 1 by
Theorem 1.5. Thus the validity of Conjecture 1.2 depends actually on the remaining
case A(H) > ar(H).

In [24] the author shows that q(#) < |V| whenever ar(#) > |[V|/2. In [29] it is
proven that it remains true under the weaker condition ar(#) > |V|"? We improve
this result by showing the following statement.

Theorem 1.6. Let H = (V, E) be a linear hypergraph such that ar(H) > |V|/2.
Then
q(H) < A([H]2) + 1.

The special case in Theorem 1.6 where ar(#) = |V/|'/? highlights an attractive class,
denoted 7%, of linear and k-uniform hypergraphs which will be studied separately
(see beginning of Section 4 for detailed definition). We will obtain various remarkable
properties in Theorem 3.6 and Section 4 (see Theorems 4.3 and 4.4) which will raise
up several questions. This is the core of this paper.

2. Definitions, notations and general properties

Throughout this article, we shall use the notation |S| for the cardinality of a finite
set S. In what follows H = (V, E') denotes a hypergraph where V(#H) = V is the set of
vertices and E(H) = E is the set of hyperedges.

e 7 is said to be linear if [eNe’| <1 for any pair of distinct hyperedges e, e’ € E.

e 7 is said to be k-uniform if |e| = k for any e € E.

e We denote by ar(H) the antirank of H, namely the minimum cardinality of
hyperedges of H. We have ar(H) > 2 if and only if H has no loop. If H has no
hyperedge then ar(#) is fixed to be equal to co. The rank of H is defined by
r(H) := max{|e|, e € E}.

e For x € V let H(x) ={e € E : e > x} denote the star centered at x.

e For e € E/, H ~ e denotes the partial hypergraph (V, E' \ {e}).



e The degree of a vertex x in ‘H is defined by degy () = |{e € E: z € e}|. The
minimum degree is denoted by 6(H) and the mazimum degree by A(H). We
have the following identity

(4) Y degy(z) =) _lel,

eV ecll
which implies
VIA(H)
5 Bl < +—> 2.
5 B < s
When # is linear and if §(#H) > 2 and ar(#H) > 2, we have the uniform upper
bounds
Vi-1
< -
(6) Ve eV, degy(z) < () — 1
Bl -1

E < —
Ve € E, |6|_5(H)—1

e 7 is said d-regular if degy,(x) = d for any x € V.
e The degree of a hyperedge e in H is given by

dy(e) = {a € Ex{e} :ane# T}

Note that this definition is different from that sometimes given in the literature
(see for instance [4]). We have the following bounds:

(7) dy(e) < |E| =1 and ) dule) < [E|(E| -1).

Moreover when H is linear we can develop dy(e) as

dule) =) > 1=> > 1

z€e ae E~{e} z€e acE~{e}
aNe={z} as>T
thus
(8)  dyle) =) (degy(x) —1) and > dyle) = (degy(w) — 1)degy(x).
TEe ecFE zeV

e The 2-section of H is the simple graph, denoted by [H]s, whose vertices are
those of ‘H and for which two distinct vertices form an edge if and only if they
both belong to a common hyperedge e of H. For any x € V we have

(9) degppg, (v) = D (Je] = 1),

eeE
edSx

giving the following lower bound on the maximum degree in [H],
(10) A([H]2) = (ar(H) — DA(H)

and, when H is linear, the following identity

(11) > degpy, () =) (el = [e]).

zeV ecl



e The line-graph of H denoted by L(#) is the simple graph whose vertices are
hyperedges of ‘H and such that there is an edge between e, ¢’ € E, e # €, if
eNe' # @. We have degy, 3 (e) = dy(e) for any e € E.

e Let A be the incidence matrix of the hypergraph H supposed without any
isolated vertex and A? be its transpose. The hypergraph whose incidence matrix
is A" is called the dual hypergraph of H and denoted by H* = (V*, E*). Clearly
H* is without isolated vertex and (H*)" = H. We may notice that the second
identity in (8) is relied to (11) by duality. Note also that §(H) = ar(H*).

e A k-coloring of hyperedges or hyperedge k-coloring of a hypergraph H is the
assignment of one color from the set {1,2,3,...,k} to every hyperedge of H in
such a way that no two intersecting hyperedges have the same color.

e The chromatic index of a hypergraph H, denoted by q(H), is the least integer
k such that there exists a hyperedge k-coloring of H. It is not difficult to see
that (cf. [4])

6(H) < A(H) < Ag(H) < a(H),

where Ag(H) denotes the cardinality of the largest subset S of E such that
e,el €S = ene # 0.

e A hyperedge e € E is said critical in H if q(H ~e) = q(H) — 1. H is itself said
critical if all its hyperedges are critical.

e Let I' be a simple graph. A k-coloring of the vertices of I' is an assignment of
one color from the set {1,2,3,...,k} to every vertex of the graph such that no
two adjacent vertices have the same color. The smallest k£ such that I" has a
k-coloring, denoted by x(I'), is called the chromatic number of T.

It is known (see for instance [6, Corollary 7.1.7, p. 235]) that x(I') < A(T") + 1,
thus we have the upper bound

q(H) = x(L(H)) < A(L(H)) + 1 < r(H)(AH) - 1) + 1.

Hence if H is k-uniform, that is r(#) = ar(H) = k, then by (10) the bound (3)
holds whenever ar(#) > A(#H). By Theorem 1.5 and the remark that follows,
the uniformity of H is actually not required.

e The strong chromatic number of a hypergraph H is the chromatic number of
its 2-section. We denote it by x(#H) and we have x(H) = x([#H]2). Notice that
the (weak) chromatic number of a hypergraph H (not used in this article) is
the least integer k for which there exists a vertex k-coloring of H such that any
hyperedge of ‘H is not monochromatic.

e In a graph or a hypergraph, we say that a color i is incident to a vertex z if
there is a (hyper-)edge with color ¢ which contains z.

e Two linear hypergraphs H = (V, E) and H' = (V’, E’) without loop are said to
be isomorphic if there exists a bijection f from V onto V’ such that

{z1,..., 0} € B <= {f(x1),..., f(z1)} € E".

In this case it is clear that q(H) = q(H').
e 7 is said to be a finite affine plane if there exists k > 2 such that
— |V|=k?* and Vz € V, degy(z) =k + 1;
— |E|=k*+kand Ve € E, |e| = k;
— Vx,y € V, x # y, there exists a unique hyperedge e such that {z,y} C e;



—Va € F and x € V \ a, there exists a unique hyperedge e such that = € e
and eNa = J.

Hence H is a linear k-uniform and (k + 1)-regular hypergraph. Moreover E
can be partitioned into k + 1 sets of k disjoint hyperedges. This implies that
q(H) =k+1.
When k is a prime power, let denote by Fj the Galois field with cardinality k.
By identifying lines with hyperedges the field plane F% is a finite affine plane
and denoted by Aj.
For a same prime power k, it may exist several non-isomorphic finite affine
planes (for instance when k = 9) with k? vertices. When k is not a prime power
it is conjectured that there is no finite affine plane with k? vertices (known as
the Prime Power Conjecture).

3. Proofs and remarks

3.1. When all hyperedges are large. The following result shows that the number
hyperedges in a linear hypergraph hugely depends on the antirank in a anti-proportional
way. Before we notice that (5) and (10) give together |E| < "7 A([H]2) (with the
notation of the next lemma) without any restriction on 2 < k < n.

Lemma 3.1. Let H = (V, E) be a linear hypergraph with n vertices and k = ar(H) be
its antirank. If k* > n then

kE—1
(13) o< "D,
and
(14) A(H) < k.
Proof. We may assume that
>
(15) B> o

since otherwise (13) is plainly satisfied whenever k* > n. From (8), Cauchy inequality
and (4), we infer

Thus

S (dn(e) + Jel) = 3 dey () %(Zdegﬂ(x)):%(Z\eI)Z

eckE zeV zeV eckE

> dule) = n(A\ = \)

where A = A(H) = 23, _;le|l. Since A > MEl we have A > 1/2 by (15), thus
S du(e) > K| E|(HE —1). We obtain by (7)

giving

n ?

BI051- 0 2 #E] (2 - 1)

]{72
(——1)\E\§k—1.
n



This yields (13). Bound (14) follows from (6). O

As a direct consequence of (13) we get by (10)

q(H) < |E| < k271n y AA([(%)

A(H)
also §3.3). Note also that (14) implies (2). So when k% > n, (3) will follow from
Theorem 1.5. In order to deduce Theorem 1.6 from it, we essentially need to consider
the equality case n = k? (see §3.3).

whenever k% > n. If in addition n = o(k?) then q(H) = o (A([Hb)) as n — oo (see

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. We first show a simple but useful lemma related to
critical hyperedges.

Lemma 3.2. Let H = (V, E) be a hypergraph without loop and e € E be a critical
hyperedge, that is q(H ~e) = q(H) — 1. Then q(H) — 1 < dy(e).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that q(H) —2 > dy(e). Let k = q(H) —1 and C =
{c1,...,cx} be the set of colors which are necessary to color the hyperedges of H \ e.
In order to color H is remains to fix a permitted color for e. Since e intersects dy(e) <
q(H)—2 hyperedges, there exists ¢; € C which is not used for coloring those hyperedges.
One then assigns the color ¢; to e and we get q(H) < k, a contradiction. 0J

We continue with two easy properties in regard to Condition (2).
Lemma 3.3. Let H = (V, E) be a hypergraph satisfying (2). Then
(16) Ve € E such that |e| = ar(H), Jx € e such that degy (z) < ar(H),
and for any €' € E the partial hypergraph H' = H~ ¢ = (V, Ex{¢'}) also satisfies (2).

Proof. The implication (2) = (16) is plain.
Let e € B~ {€'}. Since H satisfies (2), there exists z € V such that degy(x) < |e].
We easily conclude since deg,, (z) < degy(z). O

Remark 3.4. We stress that fact that Condition (2) is hereditary, namely
H satisfies (2) = H \ ¢’ satisfies (2),

but it is no longer the case with Condition (16). This hereditary property will play a
central role along the induction argument in the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We argue by induction on the number of hyperedges.

If |[E| =1, clearly q(H) =1 < A([H]2) + 1 and we are done.

Let m > 1 and H = (V, E) with |E| = m + 1 hyperedges.

Let ey be such that |eg| = ar(H) and xy € e such that degy (zo) < |eo| = ar(H). Let
Ho = H ~eg. Clearly H, has m hyperedges and satisfies (2) since degy, (z) < degy(z).
Therefore we may apply our induction hypothesis to Hy. We distinguish two cases.



o If q(Ho) = q(H) — 1 then by Lemma 3.2 and (10) we get
q(H) — 1 < dyleo) = Y _ (degy(x) — 1) + degyy(wo) — 1

reeo
rF#x0

< (Jeg| — 1) maxdegﬂ(x) — 1) + |eg| — 1
= (ar(#H) — 1) max degy (z)

(ar(H) — 1)A(H)
< A([H]2).

IA

e Otherwise q(Ho) = q(#H) and by induction hypothesis we get
a(H) = a(Ho) < A([Hol2) +1 < A([H]2) + 1.
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.5. 0

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.6. If H = (V, E) satisfies (2) then by Theorem 1.5 we infer
the desired result. Assume the contrary, that is there exists eg € E such that

(17) Ve €ey degy(z)>leg| +1>ar(H)+1=Fk+1
where

(18) k = ar(H).

Our assumption on the antirank of H can be rewritten as

(19) k> VY2

We shall use the notation S = {a € E : aNey = @} the set of hyperedges which are
parallel to eg and let s = |S|. Then

(20) |E| = dy(eg) +1+s.

Step 1: let x € eg. By (17), (18) and (19) we have following inequalities:

K> V] > degpg,(z) + 1= (le]=1)+1= > (le] = 1)+ e

eckE e€E~{eo}
esx esx

> (degy(x) — D) (k— 1)+ k> k(k—1)+ k= k.
This implies that the above inequalities are all equalities. This gives
. V=K
o degpy,(r) =k —1,
o degy () =k +1,

We infer

(21) dyglen) = Y (degy(z) — 1) = k2,
reeo

and

(22) |E| > dyleo) +1 =K+ 1.

Step 2: we prove that H is k-uniform and that Yy € V \ eq, degy(y) > k.



e |eg| = k by (17), since degy, (z) = k + 1 for = € e.
o Let ae EN (SU{ep}). Then aney = {z} for some vertex = € e.
As in Step 1, we may again write

K —1=degyp,(@) =) (lel=1)= > (le|=1)+la| -1

eck ecE~{a}
esx edx

thus
k* — 1> (degy(z) — 1)(k—1)+|a| — 1 = k(k — 1) + |a| — 1.

This implies |a| < k yielding |a| = k by (18).

o Let eg = {xo,21,...,2,-1}. Then for any 0 < i < k — 1, we have degy(z;) =
k+1. We let H(x;) = {eq,€i1,.-.,ex} be the star centered at x;, 0 <i < k—1.
From above |e; ;| =k, 1 < j <k, thus for any 0 <i < k — 1, we have

k
€0 U U €i,j
=1

giving

k
= (el = 1)+ leo| = k(k — 1) + k= k> = [V],

J=1

k
(23) V=eU|Jey, 0<i<k-1.

i=1

This implies that any vertex y in V'~ {eq} is adjacent to z; for any 0 <i < k—1.
Hence for such y there exist distinct hyperedges a;, 0 < ¢ < k — 1, such that
both z; and y are in ;. This gives degy(y) > k.
o Let a € S. We see by (23) that any vertex of a is in some eg ; ~{zo}, 1 <j < k.
Since H is linear, we have [aNeg;| < 1,1 < j < k. We obtain |a| < k and
finally |a| = k by (18).
We infer that H is k-uniform.

Step 3: let a,b € S, a#b. If y € anb, then y is adjacent to each x;, 0 <i < k —1
through & many hyperedges. Therefore considering in addition a and b, it follows that
y is contained in k + 2 many hyperedges, a contradiction. Hence a Nb = &. In other
words two hyperedges parallel to ey are indeed parallel.

Since H is k-uniform we have k* = |V| > |eg|+>_ 5 la| = k+kshence 0 < s < k—1.
By (20) and (21) we infer

|E| =dy(eq) +1+s=k+s+1.

Step 4: the partial hypergraph H = (V, E . S) belongs to the class 74, of all hyper-
graphs H = (V, E) satisfying
e 7 is linear and k-uniform,
o« V] =#,
o |E|=k*+1,
e and there exists eg € F such that
—Vz € ey, degy(x) =k +1,
— Vo eV ~{e}, degy(x) > k.



If we have a hyperedge coloring of H, then assigning to all hyperedges in S the same

color already assigned to ey provides a hyperedge coloring of H. Thus q(H) = q(H).
It remains to show that q(H) < A([H]z) + 1. This will follow from Theorem 3.6 iii)
below. Note that it is possible to get this bound by a shorter argument but instead we
make the choice to study more widely the class .77;.

Before stating and proving Theorem 3.6 we outline geometric properties for hyper-

graphs of J7;.

Proposition 3.5. Let k > 2, H = (V, E) € 4, eg € E satisfy (17) and e € E\{ep}.
Then

i) We have dy(eg) = k? and for any a € E, aNey # . In other words there is
no hyperedge parallel to ey.
i1) There exists xg € eq such that e Ney = {xg}.
i11) For any x € eg \ {xo} there exists a unique hyperedge a € H(x) \ {eo} such
that a Ne = &.
w) Assume k > 3. It may exist x € V \ (eg Ue) and distinct hyperedges a,a’ such
thataNe=d Ne=@ and aNad = {x}.
v) It is not true in general that aNe=ad Ne=@ = aNd = 3.

Proof. i) By (21) and since |E| = k? + 1, all hyperedges intersect eq.
ii) follows from 1i).

iii) Existence: otherwise for any hyperedge a # ey and containing x, we have a Ne =
{y,} for some vertex y, € e \ {xo}. Since H is linear the mapping a € H(zx) \ {eg} —
Yo € e~ {zo} is injective. But |H(z)| = degy(x) = k + 1, hence |e|] > k+ 1, a
contradiction.

Uniqueness: let a satisfy the desired conclusion. Then aNey = {z} and aNe = @.
By ii), each of the kK — 1 many vertices of e \ {x¢} lies in exactly one of the £ — 1 many
hyperedges of H(x) ~\ {ep, a}. This gives a mapping y € e~ {zo} — a, € H(z)~{eo, a}
which is injective by linearity of H. Since |e \ {zo}| = k — 1 = |H(x) \ {eo,a}| it is
a bijection. It follows that for any o’ € H(x) \ {eg, a}, there exists y € e \ {z(} such
that ' Ne = {y}.

iv) and v) will follow from the construction of ‘H’ in iv) of Proposition 4.2. O

Theorem 3.6. For any k > 2 and any H € 5%, we have
i) A([H]o) = k* — 1 and 6([H]2) = k* — k;
i) k+1<q(H) <1+k[%];
i) a(H) < A((H]y).
Proof. i) Let x; € eg, then ; is adjacent to any other vertex of V. Thus deg,, (i) =
k* — 1. If x € V \ ¢y then z belongs to k different hyperedges thus admits k* — k
adjacent vertices. We infer A([H]z) = k* — 1 and 6([H]2) = k* — k .

ii) We fix ¢g the color of ey, and for each even 0 < i < k — 1 and any 0 < j < k we
color e; ; with ¢; ;. We need exactly

1+ Y k=1+k[§1

0<i<k—1
1 even



many different colors. Our aim is to show that they are sufficiently numerous to
provide a hyperedge coloring of H. For this it remains to color all hyperedges e;
where 1 <¢<k—1isodd and 1 < h <k.

We fix an odd integer 1 <1 < k — 1.
e For each 1 < j < k there exists a unique 1 < h = h(j) < k such that e;_1; N
e;, = @: it suffices to apply iii) of Proposition 3.5 with e = ¢;_1 ; and = = ;.
We thus may define the map
Iy {ee Ex{ep} w1 €e} — {e€ ExA{ey} : x€e}
€i—1,5 = €i,h(5)

e f is injective. Otherwise it would exist 1 < j # j' < k such that h(j) = h(j’).

Hence
eing) {2} C |_| ei—1t N {Ti1}.
1<t<k
t#5,5

Since |e; pj)y N {zi}| = k=1 and |(e; ni) N {@i}) Neim1p~{xi—1}| < Lforany 1 <
t # j,j' < k we deduce from the pigeon hole principle that |e; p(jy N i1 > 2
for some ¢, a contradiction to the linearity of H.

e Thus f is bijective, that is for any 1 < h < k there exists 1 < j < k such that
einMNei—1,; = <. This shows that hyperedge e; ;, can be colored with ¢;_ ;.

Statement iii) follows from i) and ii). O

Remarks 3.7. i) There exist several sharp results for the chromatic index of lin-
ear k-uniform and d-regular hypergraphs H yielding in particular the asymp-
totic upper bound q(#) < (1+4o0(1))d when d — oo, where the implied function
in o(1) may depend on k (see [19, Section 2] for a rich survey on this topic).
However they do not apply when d = k.

ii) The size of the hyperedge coloring of H € ¢, given in Theorem 3.6 is certainly
not optimal. For instance when k& = 3 we shall see in Proposition 4.2 that
q(H) < 5 while the algorithm provided by Theorem 3.6 yields q(H) < 7. It
could be interesting to improve the upper bound in ii) and to give the order
of magnitude of max{q(#), H € J4.} in terms of k. See Proposition 4.2 for
additional properties.

4. Studying the class 77,

4.1. General facts. For any integer k£ > 2, we denote by 74, the set hypergraphs
H = (V, E) such that

(CO) H is linear and k-uniform,

(CL) [V|= k2,

(C2) |E| =k +1,
and there exists a hyperedge ey such that

(C3) Vx € ep, degy(x) =k +1,

(C4) Vo € V N eq, degy(x) > k.

We start with easy consequences of the definition.

Proposition 4.1. Let H = (V, E) satisfy Conditions (C0)-(C4). Then
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i) Vo € V N ey, degy(z) =k,
i) Ve € E N {eo}, dyle) = k* —k + 1.

Proof. i) By (4) and (C2), we have Y___, deg, (z) = (k*+ 1)k, hence by (C3) and (C4)
B 4+k=Fk+1Dk+ K —kk<(k+1Dk+ (k*—k) min degy ()

zeV\eg

<(k+Dk+ > degy(r) = (k*+ 1k,

zeV\eg

since there are (k* — k) vertices not belonging to ey. It follows that Vo € V \ e,
degy, (x) = k.

ii) For any e € E \ {ep}, we get from from the first equation in (8), (C3) and i)
du(e)= > k+ > (k=1 =k+ (k-1 =k —k+1

xeeNeg xreesep

since [eNeg| =1 and |e \ e| = k — 1. O

Proposition 4.2. For any prime power k there exists a hypergraph denoted by ./A\k mn
the class 743, such that

i) q(Ay) =k+1,
ii) Ay, is not mazimal (for inclusion) in the class of all linear and k-uniform hy-
pergraphs with k* vertices,
ii1) ;l; contains only one critical hyperedge, namely the unique hyperedge eq satis-

fying (C3) and (C4).

Proof. The field plane Aj, = F? over Fy, provides a (k + 1)-regular and k-uniform linear
hypergraph with k? vertices when considering the k? + k lines as its hyperedges. By
removing any k& — 1 non intersecting hyperedges (namely parallel lines) from Ay we
obtain a hypergraph :él\k of 74,

i) Lines of A can be partitioned according to their slope. For each slope, any point
appears only once on some line of Aj. This shows that all the lines having a common

slope can be colored with the same color. Since there are k + 1 distinct slopes in Ay,
including the vertical one, we can conclude.

ii) This follows from the construction of Ay

iii) The unique line without any parallel line in .Zl; is obviously critical, while removing
any other line does not decrease the chromatic index. ([l

4.2. The cases k =2, 3.

Theorem 4.3. We have:
i) S contains just the graph A, up to isomorphism. It satisfies q(@) = 3 and
Aut(;l;) ~ Gy X &y, the Klein four-group.
i1) F6 possesses exactly two non isomorphic elements .//4\3 and H% which satisfy
d(As) = 4 and q(H3) = 5.

—

iii) Aut(As) = 63 x 63 and Aut(H}) ~ Sy x &3 = Dg, the dihedral group of degree
6 and order 12.
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Proof. i) For k = 2, we see easily that any hypergraph # in /% is obtained by removing
a single edge from the complete simple graph on four vertices Ky, so that H = .//4\2 and
q(H) = 3 by Proposition 4.2. Clearly any automorphism of H is allowed to permute
both vertices of degree 2 in one side, and independently both vertices of degree 3 on
the other. Hence the result.

ii) Let (V, E) € 4. We suppose that V = F% where we identify the vertex (z,y) with
the integer 3z 4+ y whose development in base 3 is xy. We may assume that the special
hyperedge eq is {0, 1,2} simply denoted 012. The 3 other hyperedges containing 0 can
be set to 036, 048 and 057 with the same short-hand notation. Note that at this stage,
the vertices 3,6 can be permuted, likewise for 4,8 and for 5, 7. These 4 hyperedges are
lines in the field plane F2. Now the 3 hyperedges containing 1 and different from e, are

13u, 16v, lzw  where {u,v,w,x} = {4,5,7,8}.
We must have x = 4 or 8 since {w,x} # {5,7} by the facts that hyperedge 057 is
already defined and H is linear. Switching if necessary 4 and 8, we may assume that
x = 4. This implies w € {5,7}. Switching if necessary 5 and 7 we may set w = 7.
Since 3 and 6 are also permutable we may set © = 8 and v = 5. Up to isomorphism,
hyperedges
012,036,048, 057,147,138, 156

are in E. We may observe on the following figure that they are lines in F%.

FIGURE 1. A partial hypergraph of ‘H with 7 lines immersed in the field
plane Asj.

Let
2zw,23u,26v  where v € {4,5,7}, v € {4,7,8}, {w,2} = {{4,5},{5,8},{7,8}},

be the 3 remaining hyperedges. At least one of them is a line in the plane. Indeed,
otherwise we would have

ue {4,5}, ve {78}, {w,z}={{4,5},{7,8}},

a contradiction since u, v, w, x are distinct.
Applying if necessary a linear transformation with matrix (g (1)) for which the vertices

0,1,2 are fixed, we may assume that 258 is in £. We get {u,v} = {4,7}.
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e First case: if the set of hyperedges is
E ={012,036,048,057, 147,138, 156, 258, 237,246},

all the hyperedges are lines in the plane. We thus obtain the hypergraph H =
As.

F1GURE 2. The hypergraph .»/4\3

e Second case: if the set of hyperedges is
E' = {012,036, 048,057,147, 138, 156, 258, 234, 276},
we let H5 = (V, E').

FIGURE 3. The hypergraph H.

We infer that up to isomorphism the class 7% reduces to {.//4\3, 5
We have q(H%) < 5 since
0~ 012; 1~ 036,147,258; 2~ 048,156; 3 ~ 057,234; 4 ~ 138, 276;

provides a hyperedge 5-coloring of Hj;. Now suppose by contradiction that 4 colors are
sufficient. Without loss of generality, we may assume that we have made the following
partial assignment of colors:

0~ 012; 1~ 036,147, 2~ 048,156; 3 ~ 057,138.
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We see that hyperedge 234 then necessarily requires an additional color, contradiction.
Hence q(H}) = 5. Since q(A3) = 4 by 1), H} is not isomorphic to A;. We conclude
that || = 2.

Note also that #j is maximal in the class of 3-uniform linear hypergraphs: adding
a new hyperedge yields a non linear hypergraph. In contrast .»/4\3 = (V,E) can be
completed with two additional lines, namely 345,678. This shows by a different way
that #j and Aj are non isomorphic.

iii) We use notation of ii) and only sketch the proof. Since ey contains all the vertices
of degree k+1 in H, the subset ey of V' is fixed by any automorphim ¢ of 4. Denoting
by ¢)e, the restriction of ¢ to eg, we get in both case H = Asz, Hj, the homomorphism

. Aut(?-[) — 63

g
P = Pleg

e When H :.//4\3 we have
kerg = (p,t) ~ G3 where p=(435)(678) andt=(46)(57)(38)

with usual notation for permutation running on the vertices 0,1 ...,8. We check
easily that both permutations v = (0 1)(4 5)(6 8) and v = (0 1 2)(4 3 5) are
automorphisms of A3. Since g(u) = (0 1) and g(v) = (0 1 2), g is surjective
and |Aut(A;3)| = 36.

Let K = (u,v). Since u®> = v® = id and uwov = v? o u, we have K ~ &;.
Moreover K Nker g = {id} thus finally Allt(;l\g) = K -kerg. Since tov #vot,
this is a semi direct product, hence Aut(:él\g) ~ G353 x Gs.

e When H = H’ we have

kerg = (q) ~ &5 where ¢=(36)(47)(58).

)(5

Both permutations » = (0 1)(3 4)(6 7) and s = (0 1 2)(4 3 5 7) are auto-
morphisms of Hj. Since g(r) = (0 1) and g(s) = (0 1 2), g is surjective and
|Aut(HS)| = 12.

Let K' = (u/,v") where v’ = (012)(483)(567) and v" = (01)(34)(6 7) are au-
tomorphisms of HY. Since u? =v* =id and v o’ = W ov’, we have K’ ~ &3.
Moreover K’ Nker g = {id} thus finally Aut(#H}) = K’ -kerg ~ &3 x &3 = Dy
since clearly the product is direct. 0

2

4.3. The general case.

Theorem 4.4. For any prime power k > 3, there exists a hypergraph H' = H}, in 4,
such that
i) q(H') = 2k — 1 and any hyperedge (2k — 1)-coloring of H' is unique up to an
affine permutation on the vertices,
i1) H' contains exactly k many critical hyperedges,
i11) H' is maximal (for inclusion) in the class of all linear and k-uniform hyper-
graphs uﬁh k? vertices,
i) H' and Ay are non isomorphic.
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Proof. In the field plane Ay let zo be an arbitrary vertex and H(zo) = {eg, €1, ..., €x}
be the star centered at xo. Let e; = {wo,...,2x_1} and aq,...,a,_1 be the parallel
lines to eg with a; Ne; = {x;}, 1 <i <k — 1. We apply to Ay the following changes
on its set of hyperedges:

® ¢y, ...,¢, are removed,

o for any 1 <i <k —1, a; is replaced by the hyperedge a; = {zo} U (a; \ {x;}),

e ¢; and all other hyperedges, namely those intersecting ey \ {zo} including e

itself, are kept unchanged.

/
Ay, H
Tog T1  Xo Tp_1 o T1 T2 Tr—1
(&)
C.:... hd hd D& N J hd DS
° Q. Y |e e
eu—l 2
° Y2 |® €3
1 I." 1 1 1 1
R ! | | \
1 1 ey 1 1 1
1 o |' 1 1 1
1 ° 1 1 1 1 1
h h h 1 1 1 ’
. Yr-3|® €h3
. = Cutl Yk—2|® €9
/
o) g Yr-118) AR & G
€y ar Qs : ag—1 o ap a g1

FIGURE 4. From Aj, to H’'. Vertices of ey and e; are labelled so that the
lines (z;,y;) (1 <i <k —1) are parallel in A, and H'.

We get a k-uniform hypergraph H' = (V'  E') such that |[V'| = |V(Ay)| = k?,
|E'| = |E(Ag)| — (k= 1) = k* + 1 and degy, (z) = degy, () = k + 1 for any = € .
Moreover V' N\ ey = {x;;, 1 <i <k, 1 <j<k—1} where {z;;} =e;Na;. It follows
that degy, (7;;) = degy (7;;) — 1. Finally H' € 7.

i) We now estimate q(H’).

e We first fix a hyperedge coloring ¢ : H' — N of ‘H'. Hyperedges in the star
H'(zg) = {eo,ad},...,a),_q,e1} are respectively colored by k£ + 1 many distinct
colors in the set C = {cg,c1, ..., ck_1,¢r}. Now the star H'(z1) is composed by
e; and the lines (zq,y;) (1 <i < k—1) of A passing thru x; and y; respectively
where we have set e = {xo,91,...,yx_1}. Vertices of ey are labelled so that
the hyperedges passing thru z;,y; (1 <7 < k — 1) are parallel. We denote by ¢
(1 <i<k—1) the k — 1 many distinct colors that are assigned to those lines
(x1,y;) (1 <i < k—1). Forany 2 < j < k — 1, each line (xy,y;) intersects
aj in Ay, thus intersects a; in H' since the intersection vertex cannot be x;
by linearity of H'. Thus ¢, € C ~ {c1} for any 1 < ¢ < k — 1. Since there
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is at most one line (z1,y;) (1 < ¢ < k — 1) that are colored by ¢;, we infer
aqH)>k+1+k—-2=2k—-1.

Note that if none of the lines (z1,v;) (1 < ¢ < k — 1) is colored by ¢;, then
the given hyperedge coloring ¢ has at least 2k many colors. We use this fact in
order to get an optimal coloring of H’ in what follows.

We proceed as follows. We color as before H'(x) by k+ 1 many distinct colors
Co, - - -, k. We observed that k — 2 among the k£ —1 lines (x1,y;) (1 <i<k—1)
require new colors cgyi,...,Con_2. We have to show that we can color the
remaining hyperedges of H' without any additional color.

Let e be a not yet colored hyperedge of H'.

— if e is the last line (z1,y;,) passing thru x;, then we must color it with ¢;; we
denote by A € Fy, ~ {0} its slope in the field plane Ay;
—ifee{e),...,e,_,}is aparallel line to e;, then we must color it with ¢, since
it intersects ey, a, (r1,vy;) (1 <i <k —1);

— for each 2 < j <k — 1, the unique parallel e = (z;,y;,) to (z1,;) needs to
be colored with ¢; since it intersects e, e1,a; (i # j) and (z1,v;) (i # i1);
—forany 2<j<k-—1land1l<i<k-—1, i1, the line e = (z;,y;) can only
be colored with the same color than that of its unique parallel in H'(z;).

By this way only hyperedges of H’ that are parallel lines in A, may have the
same color. Indeed by construction, each color ¢;y;—1 (1 < i < k — 1) is only
assigned to disjoint hyperedges of H' which are parallel lines in Ag. Color ¢
is exclusive to eg. Finally color ¢; (1 < j < k — 1) is only assigned to both
hyperedges a} and (z;,y;,) which are non intersecting.

We thus have a hyperedge (2k — 1)-coloring of H'. Hence q(H') = 2k — 1.

We have shown in fact that hyperedge (2k — 1)-coloring of H’ are parametrized
by the slope A € Fx\{0} of the parallel lines (z;, y;,) (1 < j < k—1). Conversely
different slopes A yield distinct coloring when vertices and hyperedges of H’' are
fixed beforehand. Hence if we ignore color labels we infer that H’ admits exactly
k — 1 many hyperedge (2k — 1)-coloring ¢35, A € Fr . {0}.

Precisely each slope A € F \ {0} is associated to some admissible one to one
mapping j — i; from {1,...,k — 1} on itself. It yields a permutation o on
the y;’s and the €/’s respectively o : y; — y;,, € — e;j which extends to a
one to one mapping from the vertices of €} onto those of o(€) (1 <j <k —1)
by sending a; N e} on a; No(e;) (1 < i <k — 1), see Figure 4. Since H' is
immersed in the field plane A; = F2 we may consider that ey = {0} x Fy and
e; = F x{0}. It follows ¢ is an affine transformation of the field plane, namely
the dilation from azis e towards azis eq by a factor of X\. We have o(H') = H'.
Indeed

— o permutes the €’’s,

—o(eg) = e, o(er) =e1,0(a)) =a, (2<i<k—1),

—o((ziy5)) = (wi,o(y;)) 1< 1,7 <k—1).

It is thus an automorphim of H’. Finally

CH/)\(Q) = CH171(U_1(€)), for any e E(Hl)

This shows that for any coloring ¢ of H’ there exists an affine automorphism of
H' such that ¢(e) = ¢z 1(c7(€)) for any e € E(H').
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ii) Here we show that only eg,a], ..., a}_; are critical hyperedges in H'.

e By the coloring process implemented above, a} (2 < j < k — 1) is the unique
hyperedge of H' with color ¢;. By symmetry on the vertices z; (2 <i < k—1),
there exists a hyperedge coloring of H' such that | has an exclusive color ¢;.
Hence any a; (1 < j < k) is critical. It is clear that ey is also critical since it
intersects all other hyperedges.

e Any parallel of ey, including e; itself, intersects all the hyperdeges of H’' which
are not parallel to e;. Removing one of them does not affect the number of
required colors. Thus none of them is critical.

e In the first part of the proof of i), we notice that just coloring ey, e1, al, (z1, ;)
(1 <i<k—1) already required 2k — 1 colors. We infer that none of the lines
(xj,y;) is critical, 2 < j <k —1and 1 <1i <k — 1. By symmetry of X' with
regard to the vertices x;, this is also true for the lines (x1,v;), 1 <i <k — 1.

iii) Let H” be a k-uniform linear hypergraph with &% vertices such that F(H') C E(H").
Let e € E(H"). Set €} = e; and denote by €, ..., ¢ its parallel lines in Ay (see
Figure 4). These hyperedges are also in H' hence form a partition of V(H’). We thus
have e N e}, = {z;} for distinct vertices z;, 1 <i <k, and e = {z1,..., 2}

e If 2; = xg then z; is not in €} = e; and does belong to some a’;. Since zy € @} €
E(H') C E(H") and H" is linear, we infer e = aj € E(H').

e Assume that z; = x; for some 1 < j < k—1. Since k > 3 and \a;ﬂe| < 1, there
exists 2 < i < k such that z; ¢ a;. This implies that z; and z; lie on two distinct
proper parallels to e in Ag. We then see that the line (2, z;) containing both
z1 and z; in Ay is distinct from the a;’s, 1 < t < k — 1, and from the e;’s,
0 <t < k. Thus it is a hyperedge of H' as well of H”. By linearity of H" we
conclude that e = (z1, z;) € E(H').

iv) In view of Proposition 4.2 the result follows equivalently from i), ii) or iii). O

4.4. Remarks and questions.

i) As a generalization of iii) of Theorem 4.3 and an extension of iv) of Theo-
rem 4.4, it shouldla\e interesting to determine and to compare the groups of
automorphisms of A, and Hj,.

ii) In Proposition 4.2 we investigated the case when k is a prime power and we
proved that J%; is not empty and that || > 2. Estimating |74;| seems to be
a hard problem.

iii) When k is not a prime power it is not obvious neither known that % is non-
empty. In contrast with the prime power case we should mention that it is
conjectured (known as the prime power Conjecture) that there is no affine plane
with k2 points. For instance for k = 6 this is related to the 36 officers problem
posed by Euler and to the existence of Graeco-Latin squares of order 6: there
is no affine plane of order 6 (see [27, 26]). However one can ask the question
whether or not 75 is empty.

iv) Our construction of H) the Theorem 4.4 starts from the affine plane A;. We
may ask the question whether or not all hypergraphs of .74, can be derived
in a certain way from 4. However, as also noticed in [9], we need to avoid
hypergraphs in which parallel is an equivalence relation.
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5. Further results

5.1. Some consequences. We first derive the following result establishing Conjec-
ture 1.4 for hypergraphs with small maximum degree.

Theorem 5.1. Let H = (V, E) be a linear hypergraph with n vertices and without loop
such that A(H) < +\/n+1. Then q(H) < n.
Proof. Let H' = (V, E’) be a critical partial hypergraph of H such that q(H') = q(H).

e If ar(H') > /n we infer from [24] or from Theorem 1.6 that q(H) = q(H') < n.
o If ar(H') < y/n then we take e € E’ such that |e| = ar(H'). By Lemma 3.2
and (8) we get

a(H) —1=q(H) =1 < dwle) =Y (degy(z) — 1)

rEe
< le[(A(H') = 1) < ar(H)(A(H) — 1) < n.
Hence the result. O
Note that by (12) we have q(H) < n whenever r(H)(A(H — 1) < n. Thus by letting

u=A(H)—+/n—1with 0 <u < y/n—2 we see that Conjecture 1.4 holds under the
additional strong hypothesis on the rank r(H) < \/n — u.

The second statement extends the validity of Theorem 1.6 when H is a uniform linear
hypergraph. The extension is moderate but allows us to drop down the threshold \/|V/|
for the antirank.

Theorem 5.2. Let k > 2 and H = (V, E) be a k-uniform linear hypergraph with n
vertices satisfying n < k* +k —2. Then q(H) < A([H]2) + 1.

Proof. By Theorem 1.6 we may assume that n > k*. We set u = n — k?. Hence
(24) 0<u<k—2

Since any partial hypergraph of H satisfies theorem’s hypotheses, we may assume that
‘H is critical. We distinguish two cases

e We first assume that there exists ey € E and zy € ey such that degy, (xy) <
leo| = k. By Lemma 3.2 and (8) we get

a(H) =1 < duleo) = D (degy(x) — 1)

xreEeo

= Z degy () — |eo| + degy (7o)

x€eg~{zo}
< (leol = DA(H) = (k = 1)A(H) = A([H]2).
e We now assume that Vo € V degy (z) > k+ 1. By (6) we get

K2+ k—
Ve eV degy(x) < %13 <k+2.
hence H is (k + 1)-regular. By (4) we thus infer
1
|E| = LZ Jn = K4k +u+ o,
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implying u = 0 by (24) since |E| is an integer. Whence |V| = k? and |E| =
k% + k. Our aim is to show that H is a finite affine plane yielding q(H) = k+ 1.

For any x € V' we have degp,(v) = > cpymlel = 1) =k =1 =[V| -1
hence any pair of distinct vertices (x,y) in ‘H are adjacent. Denote by e, , the
unique hyperedge containing both x and y.

Let e € E. Then by (8) we have dy(e) = > . (degy(x) — 1) = k*. Since
|E| = k?+k and dy(e) = k?, there are k — 1 many hyperedges ay, ..., ax_; such
that a; Ne =@, 1 <i <k — 1. If there were y € a; Na; with ¢ # j, then H(y)
would contain k + 2 distinct hyperedges: a;, a;, and e, ,, * € e, a contradiction
to |[H(y)| = degy(y) = k+ 1. Hence a; Na; = @ if i # j. This gives

k—1
el U a;
i=1

thus any x € V ~ e belongs to exactly one of the hyperedges a;, 1 <i <k —1,
that is a parallel to e. We conclude that H is a finite affine plane and that
q(H) =k +1. O

k—1
=lel + ) lal =k =V,
i=1

5.2. A generalization of Theorem 1.6. Let H = (V, E) be a hypergraph with n
vertices. Then we can split £ as the disjoint union £ = E' L E” Ll E'l where
E'={e€ E:le| > vn},
E" ={e € E\ E':3xg € e such that degy,(z) < |e|},
E' ={e€ EXE :Vx e, degy(z) > |e|}.

Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 can be combined in order to obtain the following slight extension
of both results. It shows that the bound (1) is true when EY = @.

Theorem 5.3. Let H = (V, E) be a linear hypergraph with n vertices and without loop
such that E can be partitioned as E = E'UE" in such a way that the partial hypergraphs
H = (V,E'") and H" = (V, E") satisfy the following properties:

i) ar(H') > v/n,
i1) Ve € E", |e| < /n,
iii) Ye € E", 3z € e such that degy (o) < le|.

Then q(H) < A([H]s) + 1.

Proof. We argue by induction on |E”|. It runs as in the proof of Theorem 1.5.

When E” = & then H = H' and the result follows directly from Theorem 1.6.

When E” = {eg, €1, ..., e,} then the partial hypergraph
Ho:=H~eo=(V,E U(E"~{eo}))

satisfies conditions i)-iii) and the induction hypothesis applies to Hy. We even can
assume that |eg| = ar(H) since |e;] < /n < ar(H') for all 0 < i < m. We distinguish
two cases.

o If q(H) = q(Ho), then by applying induction hypothesis to Hy we infer
d(H) = q(Ho) < A([Hol2) +1 < A([H]2) + 1.
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o If q(H) = q(Ho) + 1 then we fix zy € ey such that deg, (zo) < |eo| and we get

by Lemma 3.2
q(H) < dpleo) + 1= Y (degy/(x) — 1) + degyy (o)
sab
< (Jeo] — 1) Iﬁlgg(degﬂ(:c) — leo| + 1 + degy (o)
< A([H]2) +1,
since |eg| = ar(H).
This completes the induction. 0J
Remarks 5.4. i) Before applying this theorem it should be convenient to remove

all isolated vertices and all but one vertices of degree one in each hyperedge so
that the resulting hypergraph still verifies conditions i)-iii). Indeed this will not
change the chromatic index but may improve on the upper bound.

ii) Let # = (V,E) and assume that |EY| = r > 1. The partial hypergraph
H = (V, E ~ E") satisfies Theorem 5.3. Letting H" = (V, E”) we infer

(25) a”) <a(H) +a(H])) < A(H]2) + 147 < A([H]o) + 1+

Note that r can be very large, as large as the total number of hyperedges. If
H = (V, E) is a k-uniform and (k+1)-regular linear hypergraph with k? vertices,
then |F| = k(k + 1) by (4). Adding an isolated vertex to H gives a hypergraph
H = (V,E) in which £ = E”. In this case the bound (25) is trivial.

iii) In fact the induction argument in the proof of Theorem 5.3 applies as well on
the set of hyperedges

E_:={e€ E : Jzy € e such that degy(zo) < |e|}.

Hence if the partial hypergraph (V, E \ E_) satisfies Berge-Fiiredi bound (1)
then (V, E') also does. It follows that Conjecture 1.2 is true in general if it holds
for every hypergraph (V) E') such that E_ is empty.

5.3. Consequences for the Erdds-Faber-Lovasz Conjecture. We noticed earlier
that Conjecture 1.2 implies Conjecture 1.4, since A([H]) < |V|—1 for any hypergraph
H = (V, E). Therefore we have the following corollaries.

Corollary 5.5. Let ‘H be a linear hypergraph with n vertices and satisfying (2). Then
q(H) <n.

Corollary 5.6. Let H be a linear hypergraph with n vertices and satisfying ar(H) >
n'/2. Then q(H) < n.

Corollary 5.7. Let H = (V,E' U E") be a linear hypergraph with n vertices and
satisfying hypotheses of Theorem 5.5. Then q(H) < n.
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