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Abstract

Given a graph G, we say that an orientationD of G is a KT orientation if, for all u, v ∈ V (D),
there is at most one directed path (in any direction) between u and v. Graphs that admit such
orientations have been used by Kierstead and Trotter (1992), Carbonero, Hompe, Moore, and
Spirkl (2023), Briański, Davies, and Walczak (2024), and Girão, Illingworth, Powierski, Savery,
Scott, Tamitegami, and Tan (2024) to construct graphs with large chromatic number and small
clique number that served as counterexamples to various conjectures.

Motivated by this, we consider which graphs admit KT orientations (named after Kierstead
and Trotter). In particular, we construct a graph family with small independence number (sub-
linear in the number of vertices) which admits a KT orientation. We show that the problem of
determining whether a given graph admits a KT orientation is NP-complete, even if we restrict
ourselves to planar graphs. Finally, we provide an algorithm to decide if a graph with maximum
degree at most 3 admits a KT orientation, whereas, for graphs with maximum degree 4, the
problem remains NP-complete.

1 Introduction

All graphs in this paper are simple and finite. Let G be a graph and k ∈ N. A k-colouring of G is a
function f : V (G) → {1, . . . , k} such that f(u) ̸= f(v) for all uv ∈ E(G). If a k-colouring ofG exists,
we say that G is k-colourable. For a graph G, let χ(G) denote its chromatic number, the minimum
number of colors required so that G is χ(G)-colorable, and let ω(G) denote its clique number. A
family G of graphs is χ-bounded (see [10]) if there exists a function f such that χ(H) ≤ f(ω(H))
for all G ∈ G and each induced subgraph H of G. We refer the reader to [17] for a survey of
χ-boundedness.

Several counterexamples related to χ-boundedness are based on a similar idea: We start with a
directed graph D with the property that for all u, v ∈ V (D), there is at most one directed path
with u and v as its ends (we call such a digraph a KT orientation). Then, we fix k ∈ N and
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S ⊆ {1, . . . , k − 1}; we construct D(k, S) by adding an edge from u to v if there is a directed path
from u to v in D, and its length is congruent, modulo k, to a number in S. The first example of this,
due to Kierstead and Trotter [11], shows that graphs that admit an orientation with no induced
monotone four-vertex path (that is, a P4 with the orientation →→→) are not χ-bounded. Similar
ideas were subsequently used [4, 6, 9] to construct counterexamples to long-standing questions on
χ-boundedness.

This motivates the following definition: We say that a graph G admits a KT orientation if there is
an orientation D of G which is a KT orientation. We formally define this in Section 2 along with
some preliminary observations and results.

What can we say about graphs that admit KT orientations? Admitting a KT orientation suggests
that the underlying graph is “sparse” in some sense; however, in Section 3, we show that there
are graphs without linear-sized independent sets that admit a KT orientation using a variation of
twincut graphs from [3]. Next, we turn our attention to graphs that do not admit a KT orientation.
Prior to this work, all known examples of such graphs contained cycles of length at most five
[15]. Sadhukhan [15] conjectured that there are graphs with large girth that do not admit KT
orientations. In Section 4, we settle this conjecture by constructing graphs of arbitrarily large girth
with no KT orientation.

One of the applications of directed graphs that admit KT orientations relates to the Routing and
Wavelength Assignment (RWA) problem in optical networks (see [14]). It aims to find routes
and their associated wavelengths to satisfy a set of traffic requests while minimizing the number
of wavelengths used. This problem is NP-hard in general, so it is usually split into two distinct
problems: first step is to find routes for the requests and then for the second step, take these routes
as input to solve the wavelength assignment problem. In [2], Bermond, Cosnard, and Pérennes
study the RWA problem for digraphs that are KT orientations; in this case, the routing is forced
and thus the only problem to solve is the wavelength assignment one.

In [2], Bermond, Cosnard, and Pérennes introduced the notion of good edge-labeling of a graph.
A labeling of a graph G = (V,E) is a function ϕ : E → R. The labeling is good if the labels
are distinct and for any ordered pair of vertices (x, y), there is at most one path from x to y with
increasing labels. In [1], Araujo, Cohen, Giroire, and Havet show that deciding whether a graph has
a good edge-labeling is NP-hard. Since a admitting good edge-labeling is similar admitting a KT
orientation, [2] conjectured that deciding whether a given graph has a KT orientation is NP-hard.
In Section 5, we prove this result. Furthermore, we also show that this problem is NP-complete,
even when restricted to the following graph families: planar graphs, graphs with maximum degree
at most four, and graphs of large girth. On the other hand, Section 6 contains a polynomial-
time algorithm for determining whether a graph with maximum degree at most 3 admits a KT
orientation.

2 Preliminaries

We begin with some definitions.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a graph and let K be an orientation on G. We say that K is a KT
orientation on G if for all vertices u, v of G, there is at most one directed path (in any direction)
between u and v. We say that G admits a KT orientation if there is at least one orientation of G
which is a KT orientation.
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In particular, we note that a KT orientation is necessarily acyclic.

Figure 1: Left: A KT orientation of C4. Right: Not a KT orientation of C4 as there are two
directed paths (in red and blue, respectively) between a pair of vertices.

Observation 2.2. Every k-colourable graph of girth at least 2k − 1 admits a KT orientation. In
particular, every bipartite graph admits a KT orientation.

Proof. Let G be a graph with a k-colouring f : V (G) → {1, . . . , k}. For every edge uv ∈ E(G), we
direct uv as u → v if and only if f(u) < f(v). Let D be the resulting directed graph.

Suppose for a contradiction that D is not a KT orientation. Since f is strictly increasing along
every directed path, it follows that D is acyclic and every directed path in D contains at most
k−1 edges. Therefore, if there are vertices u and v in D such that D contains two distinct directed
paths from u to v, say P1 and P2, then G contains an undirected cycle (using edges of P1 and P2)
of length at most 2k − 2, a contradiction.

Figure 2: A bipartite graph with a KT orientation.

For an orientation K, we denote by KR the orientation obtained by reversing the direction of each
edge of K. Next, we observe that the property of admitting a KT orientation is closed under this
operation of reversing the orientation.

Observation 2.3. Let G be a graph that admits a KT orientation K. Then KR is also a KT
orientation of G.

It is easy to see that triangles do not admit a KT orientation; therefore, graphs which do admit a
KT orientation are triangle-free.

Finally, we prove the following, which simplifies later proofs:

Lemma 2.4. If D is a directed graph that is not a KT orientation, then there exist distinct u, v ∈
V (D) such that there is an induced subgraph of D which is the union of two internally-disjoint
directed paths between u and v.

Proof. Since D is not a KT orientation, it follows that there exist distinct vertices u, v ∈ V (D)
such that D contains two distinct directed paths P and Q between u and v. Let us choose P,Q, u, v
with this property, and subject to that, with the sum of lengths of P and Q as small as possible.
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Now, if there is a vertex z which occurs both in the interior of P and the interior of Q, then D
contains two distinct paths either between z and u or between z and v by taking the subpaths of
P and Q from z to one of u or v. But this contradicts the choice of P and Q. It follows that P
and Q are internally disjoint, as desired.

If one of P and Q is not induced, then there is an edge xy such that x, y ∈ V (P ) but xy ̸∈ E(P )
and xy ̸= Q. Now P, xy, x, y is a better choice than P,Q, u, v. Likewise, supposing that x′y′ is an
edge between V (P ) \ {u, v} and V (Q) \ {u, v}, we can find a better choice of paths within either
the union of the subpaths of P and Q from u to x′ and u to y′, respectively, or the union of the
subpaths of P and Q from v to x′ and v to y′, respectively. This concludes the proof.

Lemma 2.4 has the following easy consequence:

Observation 2.5. Let D,D′ be KT orientations of graphs G,G′ with disjoint vertex sets. Let
x → y be an edge of D, and let x′ → y′ be an edge of D′. Then, taking the union of D and D′ and
identifying x with x′ as well as y with y′ results in a KT orientation.

3 Graphs that admit KT orientations with no linear-size indepen-
dent set

It was shown in [11] that Zykov graphs admit KT orientations. These graphs have linear-size
independent sets and unbounded fractional chromatic number [7]. So a natural question to ask is
if there are graphs with small independence number that admit KT orientations.

A natural first attempt towards proving this would be the following: It is well-known that by
replacing each vertex v by a number of non-adjacent copies of v (that is, vertices with the same
neighborhood as v) proportional to the dual solution for the fractional chromatic number linear
program, we obtain a graph G whose stability number equals |V (G)|/f , where f is the fractional
chromatic number of G.

However, admitting a KT orientation is not closed under taking non-adjacent copies of a vertex
(for example, take two non-adjacent copies of every vertex in a five-cycle), and therefore, we cannot
leverage fractional chromatic number directly.

In this section, we create a sequence of graphs G1, G2, . . ., each of which admits a KT orienta-
tion, but their largest independent set is sub-linear and thus their fractional chromatic number is
unbounded.

Definition 3.1. Let us define a sequence F1, F2, . . . as follows.

F1 = 1

Fk+1 = Fk +
1

Fk
for all k ≤ 1.

Writing α(G) for the size of a largest independent set in G, we will show that α(Gk) = |V (Gk)|/Fk

for all k ∈ N.

We note that the same recursive expression was used in [7, 12], where it was shown to be the
fractional chromatic number of Zykov graphs and Mycielski graphs, respectively. In particular, as
noted in [12], it is well known that Fk/

√
2k → 1 as k → ∞.
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3.1 Construction

Since our construction is based on the construction of twincut graphs [3], we begin by describing
the construction of twincut graphs. Let us denote the i-th twincut graph as G′

i and its number of
vertices by n′

k. In each twincut graph, some of its vertices are called branch vertices, and we refer
to the remaining vertices as inner vertices. The set of branch vertices forms an independent set.

Let G′
1 be a one-vertex graph (a branch vertex). We will construct G′

k+1 from G′
k (for k ≥ 1), as

follows (see Figure 3). Fix an enumeration of V (G′
k) as x1, . . . , xn′

k
. First, we take the original G′

k

and add to it a new copy of G′
k for each branch vertex v of G′

k, making sure that the original G′
k

and all its copies are pairwise disjoint. Denote this graph by G′
k(v). Then we replace each branch

vertex v of G′
k by n′

k copies v1, . . . , vn′
k
of v. Finally, for each branch vertex v of G′

k and every i ∈
{1, . . . , n′

k}, we add an edge between vi and the vertex corresponding to xi in the copy G′
k(v) of G

′
k.

The resulting graph is the graph G′
k+1. The set {vi : v is a branch vertex of G′

k, i ∈ {1, . . . , nk′}}
is the set of branch vertices of G′

k+1, while the remaining vertices are inner vertices.

inner
vert.





branch
vert.

{

G′
k

→

G′
k G′

k G′
k

→

G′
kG′

kG′
k

→

G′
k+1





inner
vert.

} branch
vert.

Figure 3: Construction of twincut graphs.

Let d = (d1, . . . ) be a sequence of non-negative integers. Let us now describe the construction
of d-copycut graphs G1, G2, . . . . Again, the vertices of each graph Gk are partitioned into branch
vertices and inner vertices. Furthermore, Gk only depends on d1, . . . , dk−1.

As before, G1 is a one-vertex graph (a branch vertex). For k ≥ 1, we construct Gk+1 as follows
(see Figure 4). We denote the number of vertices of Gk by nk. Let b1, . . . , bl be an enumeration of
the branch vertices of Gk. We start by taking dk pairwise disjoint copies of Gk, say G1

k, . . . , G
dk
k .

Then, for each r ∈ {1, . . . , l}, we identify the dk copies of the vertex br in G1
k, . . . , G

dk
k ; denote the

new vertex obtained by this identification as cr. Let G
∗
k denote the resulting graph, and let us call

c1, . . . , cl its branch vertices. All the remaining vertices are inner vertices.

Now, we proceed as in the definition of twincut graphs. Fix an enumeration of V (Gk) as x1, . . . , xnk
.

First, we take the original Gk and add to it a new copy of Gk for each branch vertex v of G∗
k.

Denote this graph by G′
k(v). Then we duplicate each branch vertex v of G∗

k into nk new vertices
v1, . . . , vnk

. Finally, for each branch vertex v of G∗
k and every i ∈ {1, . . . , nk}, we add an edge

between vi and the vertex xi in the copy Gk(v) of Gk. The resulting graph is Gk+1. The set
{vi : v is a branch vertex of G∗

k, i ∈ {1, . . . , nk}} is the set of branch vertices of Gk+1, while the
remaining vertices are inner vertices.

Note that the construction is similar to blowing up non-branch vertices of Gk into di copies, but
not exactly, and this small distinction ensures that the resulting graph admits a KT-orientation.
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inner
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{
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Twincut

construction
−→

Gk+1




copies
of original
inner vert.

}
copies
of Gk





inner
vert.

} branch vert.

Figure 4: Construction of copycut graphs.

Theorem 3.2. Let d = (d1, . . . ) be a sequence of non-negative integers. For all k ∈ N, the d-copycut
graph Gk admits a KT orientation.

Proof. We will prove by induction on k that every d-copycut graph Gk admits a KT orientation
such that each branch vertex is a source (see Definition 5.6). Note that G1, G2 admit such KT
orientations.

Let us now suppose that Gk admits a KT orientation, say D, such that all branch vertices are
sources. Then, we define an orientation on G∗

k by orienting G1
k, . . . , G

dk
k according to D, and

preserving the orientation when identifying vertices. Next, for each branch vertex v of G∗
k, we

orient Gk(v) according to D, and when replacing v by copies v1, . . . , vnk
, we orient their incident

edges according to the orientation of the corresponding edges of v; since by our assumption, v is
a source, it follows that v1, . . . , vnk

are sources. Finally, when adding edges between xi and vi, we
orient the edge as vi → xi, preserving that vi is a source. Let us call the resulting orientation D′.

From this construction, it is immediate that all branch vertices of Gk+1 are sources ofD
′. It remains

to show that D′ is a KT orientation.

Suppose for a contradiction that this is not the case. By Lemma 2.4, we may choose distinct
s, t ∈ V (Gk+1) such that there are at least two distinct and internally disjoint paths P, P ′ between
s and t. Since all branch vertices are sources, it follows that V (P ) ∪ V (P ′) contains at most one
branch vertex, namely s or t. If neither s nor t is a branch vertex of Gk+1, then P and P ′ are both
contained in a copy of Gk oriented according to D, a contradiction as D is a KT orientation of Gk.

So we may assume that S is a branch vertex of Gk+1. There are two possibilities for t:

• If t ∈ Gi
k for some i ∈ {1, . . . , dk}, then P and P ′ are both contained in Gi

k, which is oriented
according to D, a contradiction.

• If t ∈ Gk(v) for some branch vertex v of G∗, then all vertices of P, P ′ except for s are
contained in Gk(v). Moreover, since each branch vertex of Gk+1 has at most one neighbour
in Gk(v), it follows that s = vi for some i ∈ {1, . . . , nk}. But as vi has a unique neighbour
in Gk(v), namely xi, it follows that both P and P ′ contain xi, and so xi = t and P = P ′, a
contradiction.

This proves that D′ is a KT orientation of Gk+1, as desired.

Theorem 3.3. There exists a sequence d = (d1, . . . ) such that for all k ∈ N, we have that α(Gk) =
|V (Gk)|/Fk, where Fk is as in Definition 3.1.
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Proof. We define d1, d2, . . . iteratively, starting with d1 = 1.

Now we may assume that d1, . . . , dk−1 are defined, and therefore, G1, . . . , Gk are defined. We let
dk = |V (Gk)| − α(Gk).

We will prove by induction that the statement of the theorem holds, and moreover, that the set of
branch vertices is a maximum independent set in each Gk. This is true for k = 1 and k = 2 since
F1 = 1 and F2 = 2.

Now let us assume that k ≥ 2, and the statement holds for k; we would like to show that it holds
for k + 1. Let us write αk = α(Gk) and recall that nk = |V (Gk)|. From the induction hypothesis,
it follows that αk is the number of branch vertices of Gk.

We compute:

nk+1 = dk(nk − αk) + 2nkαk

= (nk − αk)
2 + 2nkαk

= n2
k + α2

k.

The number of branch vertices of Gk+1 is nkαk, and we have:

nkαkFk+1 = nkαk · (Fk + 1/Fk)

= nkαk · (nk/αk) + nkαk · (αk/nk)

= n2
k + α2

k.

Therefore, it suffices to prove thatH0, the set of branch vertices of Gk+1, is a maximum independent
set of Gk+1.

Consider an independent set H in Gk+1. Partition V (Gk+1) into dk + l sets: the first dk sets are
Aj consisting of the non-branch vertices of Gj

k for each j, the last l are the sets Bv consisting of
the copies vi of a branch vertex v of G∗

k together with the vertices of Gk(v).

Firstly observe that (H ∩Aj)∪H0 must be independent in the copy Gj
k of Gk, therefore |H ∩Aj | ≤

α(Gk) − |H0|. For v /∈ H0, H ∩ Bv is an independent set in Gk(v) (another copy of Gk), so its
size is at most α(Gk). Finally, for v ∈ H0 we have |H ∩ Bv| ≤ nk as Bv induces a subgraph
with 2nk vertices containing a perfect matching. Here l = α(Gk). Summing all this, we have
|H| ≤ dk(l − |H0|) + (l − |H0|)l + |H0|nk = nkl, which is exactly the number of branch vertices in
Gk+1.

4 Graphs with large girth and no KT orientation

In this section, we show that there are graphs with large girth and with no KT orientation.

We adapt a method of Duffus, Ginn, and Rödl [8]. For this, we need the following definitions.

Definition 4.1. Fix k ∈ N. An oriented k-uniform hypergraph H consists of a finite set V (H) of
vertices, and a set E(H) ⊆ V (H)k of edges, each of which is an ordered k-tuple of distinct vertices.

A cycle in a hypergraph is a sequence of pairwise distinct vertices and edges v1, e1, v2, e2, . . . , vl, el
such that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , l − 1}, the edge ei contains vi and vi+1, and el contains vl and v1.
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Given a cycle in a hypergraph, its length is its number of vertices. The girth of a hypergraph is the
length of a shortest cycle in it, or ∞ if no cycle exists.

Theorem 4.2 (Duffus, Ginn, Rödl [8], Lemma 3.3). Let l, k ≥ 2 be integers, and let δ > 0. Let
H be an oriented k-uniform hypergraph. Then there is an oriented k-uniform hypergraph H ′ with
vertex set V (H)×X (for some set X) such that:

• H ′ contains no cycle of length at most l;

• Writing Xv = {(v, x) : x ∈ X} ⊆ V (H) ×X, we have that for every edge e = (v1, . . . , vk) ∈
E(H), and for all sets X ′

vi ⊆ Xvi with |X ′
vi | ≥ δ|Xvi | for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, there exist

x1, . . . , xk with xi ∈ X ′
vi such that (x1, . . . , xk) ∈ E(H ′).

Theorem 4.3. Let k ∈ N. Then there is a graph with girth at least k which does not admit a KT
orientation.

Proof. Let H be the following oriented k-uniform hypergraph:

• V (H) = {v1, . . . , vk};

• E(H) = {(vπ(1), . . . , vπ(k)) : π ∈ Sk}, where Sk is the set of all permutations of {1, . . . , k}.

In other words, H is the complete oriented k-uniform hypergraph: every possible edge is present.

Let H ′ and X be as promised by Theorem 4.2 applied to H with l = k and δ = 1/k.

Let us define G as follows. We have V (G) = V (H ′) = V (H) ×X. For every edge (x1, . . . , xk) of
H ′, we add the following edges to G:

• xjxj+1 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}; and

• x1xk.

We claim that G has girth k. (This follows from arguments in [8], but was not stated as a theorem.)
Suppose not; and let C be a cycle in G of length less than k. Then not all edges of C were added
due to the same edge e of H ′. But now we can use C to obtain a cycle of length at most k in H ′,
a contradiction.

Now suppose for a contradiction that G admits a KT orientation D. Since every KT orientation is
acyclic, it follows that there is a topological ordering q1, . . . , qm of V (G) such that for every edge
qiqj of G with i < j, we have qi → qj in D.

For i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, we let Xi = {vi} ×X = {(vi, x) : x ∈ X}.

The following is again implicit in [8], where it is shown that in every ordering of the vertices of H ′,
there is some edge which appears in order.

We define a permutation π and sets X ′
i for i ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1} by defining π(1), π(2), . . . iteratively

as follows: We define j0 = 0. We assume that π(1), . . . , π(i) ∈ {1, . . . , k} are defined and distinct.
We also assume that ji is defined, and that for each l ∈ {1, . . . , k} \ {π(1), . . . , π(i)}, we have
|{qji+1, . . . , qm} ∩ Xl| ≥ (k − i)|X|/k. This conditions holds for i = 0 since |Xl| = |X| for all
l ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
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Now, let i ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1} and let Si = {π(1), . . . , π(i)}. Let ji+1 be minimum such that:

• ji+1 ≥ ji + 1; and

• there exists l ∈ {1, . . . , k} \ Si such that |Xl ∩ {qji+1, . . . , qji+1}| ≥ |X|/k.

Note that ji+1 is well-defined since |Si| = i, and so {1 . . . , k} \ Si ̸= ∅, and |Xl ∩ {qji+1, . . . , qm}| ≥
(k − i)|X|/k ≥ (k − (k − 1))|X|/k ≥ |X|/k.

Letting l be as in the definition of ji+1, we set π(i + 1) = l. We let X ′
l = |Xl ∩ {qji+1, . . . , qji+1}|.

Then, since π(i + 1) ̸∈ Si, it follows that π(1), . . . , π(i + 1) ∈ {1, . . . , k} are defined and distinct.
Moreover, ji+1 is defined. In addition, for each l′ ∈ {1, . . . , k} \ (Si ∪ {l}), we have that |Xl′ ∩
{qji+1, . . . , qji+1}| ≤ |X|/k, and so

|{qji+1+1, . . . , qm} ∩Xl′ | = |{qji+1, . . . , qm} ∩Xl′ | − |Xl′ ∩ {qji+1, . . . , qji+1}|
≥ (k − i)|X|/k − |X|/k = (k − i− 1)|X|/k,

as desired.

We have defined sets X ′
i for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k} with the following properties:

• For all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, X ′
i ⊆ Xi and |X ′

i| ≥ |X|/k = |Xi|/k;

• If qr ∈ X ′
π(i) and qs ∈ X ′

π(j) with i < j, then r < s.

In other words, in our topological ordering of D, the sets X ′
π(1), X

′
π(2), . . . , X

′
π(k) appear in this

order.

Now, applying Theorem 4.2, and using that (vπ(1), . . . , vπ(k)) ∈ E(H), it follows that there is an
edge (x1, . . . , xk) ∈ E(H ′) such that xi ∈ X ′

π(i) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. But then, in the topological
ordering of D, the vertices x1, . . . , xk appear in this order; and so, from our construction of G and
the definition of a topological ordering, we obtain that x1 → xk and x1 → x2 → · · · → xk are
two distinct directed paths from x1 to xk in D, a contradiction. This proves that D is not a KT
orientation, which concludes the proof.

A similar argument to the proof of Theorem 4.3 establishes the stronger statement that for every
vertex-ordered graph J , we can construct a graph G with the same girth as J such that every
vertex-ordering of G contains an ordered induced copy of J .

5 NP-Completeness Results

In this section, we show that it is NP-complete to decide if a given graph admits a KT orientation.
We first give a reduction for general graphs, and then show how to adapt this construction to
certain restricted graph classes.

Lemma 5.1. There is a polynomial-time algorithm which decides, for a given digraph D, whether
D is a KT orientation or not.

9



Proof. We first check whether D is acyclic, and output that D is not a KT orientation if D contains
a directed cycle. Now we may assume thatD is acyclic; and we may compute the number of directed
paths between every pair of vertices (for example, via dynamic programming using a topological
ordering).

In particular, it follows that the problem of deciding whether a given graph admits a KT orientation
is in NP.

5.1 NP-Hardness in Arbitrary Graphs

In this subsection, we will prove Theorem 5.4 (below) using a reduction from the monotone not-
all-equal 3-SAT problem [16] (also known as the 2-coloring of 3-uniform hypergraphs problem):

Definition 5.2. Monotone not-all-equal 3-SAT is the following problem:

• Input: Variables x1, . . . , xn and clauses C1, . . . , Cm; each clause consists of exactly three
variables (no negations).

• Output: Yes if there is a truth assignment such that each variable x1, . . . , xn is set to either
True or False, with the property that each clause contains at least one variable which is set
to True and one variable which is set to False; and No otherwise.

Theorem 5.3 ([16]). The monotone not-all-equal 3-SAT problem is NP-complete.

We will use this to show:

Theorem 5.4. Deciding whether a given graph admits a KT orientation is NP-hard.

Before proving Theorem 5.4, we start with some definitions and lemmas.

Definition 5.5. Let k ∈ N. A k-ladder is a graph with vertex set {v1, . . . , vk, w1, . . . , wk} and edge
set

{viwi : i ∈ {1, . . . , k}} ∪ {vivi+1 : i ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}} ∪ {wiwi+1 : i ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1}}.

In other words, the k-ladder graph is the 2× k grid.

Figure 5: A KT orientation of a 5-ladder.

Definition 5.6. A source in a digraph is a vertex with no in-neighbours; a sink in a digraph is a
vertex with no out-neighbours.

Lemma 5.7. There is exactly one KT orientation D of a k-ladder such that v1 → w1 in D.
Furthermore, the orientation D has the property that for i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, we have vi → wi in D if
and only if i is odd. Also, each vertex of D is a source or a sink.

10



Proof. We prove this by induction on k. The statement holds for k = 1, as v1w1 is the only edge
of a 1-ladder.

Now, we first prove that every k-ladder has an orientation as desired, by taking the bipartition with
A = {vi : i odd} ∪ {wi : i even} and B = {vi : i even} ∪ {wi : i odd}. Then, as in Observation 2.2,
we may obtain a KT orientation with the desired properties by directing every edge from A to B.

It is easy to verify that there are exactly two KT orientations of a four-cycle, shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Possible orientations of a four-cycle.

Now consider a KT orientation D of a k-ladder such that v1 → w1. Then, by induction, we may
assume that vk−1 → wk−1 if k − 1 is odd, and wk−1 → vk−1 if k − 1 is even. Since vk−1-vk-wk-
wk−1-vk−1 is a four-cycle, and since there are only two KT orientations of a four-cycle as shown in
Figure 6, it follows that vk → wk if and only if k is odd. Note that this determines the orientations
of all edges of the form vivi+1 and wiwi+1.

We use the ladder to propagate information; more precisely, if we have two edges e = vw and
f = v′w′ in a graph, we may create a k-ladder with k odd and identify v with v1; w with w1; v

′

with vk; and w′ with wk to enforce that in every KT orientation, either both v → w and v′ → w′,
or neither.

Let us now show how to create a clause gadget.

Lemma 5.8. Let H be a five-cycle with vertices v1, . . . , v5 and edges {v1v2, v2v3, v3v4, v4v5, v5v1}.
Then there is no KT orientation of H such that v1 → v2, and v2 → v3, and v5 → v4. Likewise,
there is no KT orientation such that v2 → v1, and v3 → v2, and v4 → v5. However, every other
choice of orientation of the edges v1v2, v2v3, v4v5 extends to a KT orientation of H.

Proof. Let D be an orientation of H. Firstly, observe that an orientation of a cycle is KT if and
only if it has at least 4 vertices that are sources or sinks. By Observation 2.3, we may (by versing
all edges if necessary) assume that v1 → v2 in D. Now assume that the vertex v2 is neither a source
nor a sink, that is v2 → v3. Therefore all the remaining vertices have to be either sources or sinks
in the KT orientation of H. However if v5 → v4, then one of v5 and v1 is also not a sink, and the
first claim of the lemma follows.

For the second claim, we again assume that v1 → v2; we extend the orientations as follows:

• v2 → v3 and v4 → v5: Orient the remaining edges as v4 → v3 and v1 → v5.

• v3 → v2 and v4 → v5: Orient the remaining edges as v1 → v5 and v3 → v4.

• v3 → v2 and v5 → v4: Orient the remaining edges as v1 → v5 and v3 → v4.

Each of these is a KT orientation.
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The following lemma makes it easier to show that a given orientation is a KT orientation.

Lemma 5.9. Let D be a digraph, and let u be a source or a sink in D. Suppose further that every
neighbour of u in D is a source or a sink in D. Then D is a KT orientation if and only if D \ u
is a KT orientation.

Proof. Since KT orientations are monotone under taking subgraphs, it follows that if D is a KT
orientation, then so is D \ u.

It remains to show the converse. By symmetry (using Observation 2.3), we may assume that u is
a source, and consequently, all neighbours of u are sinks. Let P be a directed path of D which
contains u. Then, since u is a source, it follows that u is the first vertex of P . Moreover, since
every neighbour of u is a sink, it follows that P contains at most two vertices.

Now suppose that D is not a KT orientation, and let Q,Q′ be two distinct directed paths between
vertices x, y ∈ V (D) which certify that D is not a KT orientation. If u is not a vertex of Q,Q′,
then D \ u is not a KT orientation as Q,Q′ are paths in D \ u. Therefore, we may assume that
x = u. By the previous paragraph, it follows that Q,Q′ each contain at most two vertices, and
therefore exactly two vertices, namely x and y. But now Q = Q′, a contradiction. This shows that
if D is not a KT orientation, then D \ u is not a KT orientation, finishing the proof.

Proof of Theorem 5.4. Let x1, . . . , xn and C1, . . . , Cm be an instance of monotone not-all-equal 3-
SAT. For each variable xi, we start by taking two distinct vertices yi, zi and add an edge yizi.
For each clause Cj , we add a copy of a five-cycle with vertex set {vj1, vj2, vj3, vj4, vj5} and edge set

{vj1vj2, vj2vj3, vj3vj4, vj4vj5, vj1vj5}. We also define ij1, i
j
2, i

j
3 such that Cj contains variables x

ij1
, x

ij2
, x

ij3
.

Then, for each clause Cj = x
ij1
∨ x

ij2
∨ x

ij3
and for each l ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we add a new 3-ladder with

vertices {v1, v2, v3, w1, w2, w3} and identify some of its vertices with the existing vertices as follows:

• v1 is identified with y
ijl
;

• w1 is identified with z
ijl

• v3 is identified with vj1 if l = 1, with vj2 if l = 2, and with vj5 if l = 3;

• w3 is identified with vj2 if l = 1, with vj3 if l = 2, and with vj4 if l = 3.

Let us call the resulting graph G. Suppose first that G admits a KT orientation D. Let us define
a truth assignment as follows: For i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, if yi → zi in D, we set xi to True; otherwise, we
set xi to False. Suppose that there is a clause Cj with variables x

ij1
, x

ij2
, x

ij3
which are all set to

True (the case in which they are all set to False is analogous). Then, using the 3-ladder gadgets
and Lemma 5.7, we conclude that in D, we have vj1 → vj2 and vj2 → vj3, and vj5 → vj4. But now, by

Lemma 5.8, the subgraph of D induced by {vj1, . . . , vj5} is not a KT orientation, a contradiction.
This proves that if G admits a KT orientation, then our instance of monotone not-all-equal 3-SAT
is satisfiable.

It remains to show the converse, that is, we assume that a truth assignment of x1, . . . , xn satisfying
the monotone not-all-equal 3-SAT instance is given, and we aim to produce a KT orientation of G.
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For i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we direct yi → zi if xi is True, and zi → yi if xi is False. For each 3-ladder
gadget whose edge v1w1 was identified with yizi, we choose the unique orientation given by Lemma
5.7 which extends the orientation of the edge yizi we chose.

For all j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, it follows that the edges vj1v
j
2, v

j
2v

j
3 and vj4v

j
5 have received an orientation

already (via the 3-ladder gadgets) and, since not all variables in Cj are assigned True, and not all

are assigned False, it follows that this orientation can be extended to vj3v
j
4 and vj1v

j
5 using Lemma

5.8 in such a way that the restriction of our orientation to {vj1, . . . , vj5} is a KT orientation.

Let us denote the resulting orientation of G as D. From the orientations of the 3-ladder gadgets as
in Lemma 5.7, we conclude that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the vertices yi, zi and all their neighbours are
sources or sinks. Therefore, by Lemma 5.9, it suffices to verify that D′ = D\{yi, zi : i ∈ {1, . . . , n}}
is a KT orientation.

Each component D′′ of D′ consists of 11 vertices, namely, for some j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, the vertices
vj1, . . . , v

j
5, as well as two vertices from each of the three 3-ladder gadgets associated with Cj ; all

six of these vertices are sources or sinks in D and hence in D′′. Now, the restriction D to the
five-cycle on vj1, . . . , v

j
5 is a KT orientation, and the restriction of D to each of its 3-ladder gadgets

is a KT orientation. But D′′ is obtained by identifying three edges of the five-cycle on vj1, . . . , v
j
5

with four-cycles contained in ladder gadgets; so by Observation 2.5, D′′ is a KT orientation.

We briefly mention the following:

Theorem 5.10. Deciding if a given graph of maximum degree at most four admits a KT orientation
is NP-complete.

The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.4, except that rather than identifying the edge yizi
with several edges in different 3-ladder gadgets, we replace the edge yizi with a k-ladder for some
sufficiently large k, and for each 3-ladder gadget that had one of its edges identified with yizi, we
instead identify the edge of the 3-ladder gadget with a different edge vjwj of this k-ladder. All

vertices in this construction have degree at most 3, except vertices vj2 in clause gadgets, which have
degree 4. We omit the details.

5.2 Planar Graphs

The main result of this subsection is the following:

Theorem 5.11. Deciding if a given planar graph admits a KT orientation is NP-complete.

We prove this by introducing a new gadget, the crossing gadget shown in Figures 7 and 8.

Lemma 5.12. Every KT orientation of the graph in Figures 7 and 8 satisfies that either both a
and a′ are oriented from bottom to top or vice versa, and likewise either both b and b′ are oriented
from right to left or vice versa. Furthermore, every orientation of the edges a, a′, b, b′ such that both
a and a′ are oriented in the same direction, and both b and b′ are oriented in the same direction,
extends to a KT orientation of the gadget.

Proof. Note that a and a′ will always have the same orientation because there is a ladder gadget
between them consisting of an even number of four-cycles. Now we will prove that b and b′ also
have the same orientation.
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x1 x2

x3

x4x5

x6

y1 y2

y3

y4y5

y6

b

b′

a a′

Figure 7: Crossing gadget.

x1 x2

x3

x4x5

x6

y1 y2

y3

y4y5

y6

b

b′

a a′

Figure 8: Another orientation of the crossing gadget.
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Figure 9: Attaching 3-ladder gadgets to variable gadgets in Theorem 5.11.

• If a is oriented from bottom to top and b is oriented from right to left (or both are reversed)
as in Figure 7, then there is a directed path y3y2y1y6 (or directed in the opposite direction).
So there is only one possible way to orient the rest of the six-cycle y1y2y3y4y5y6 as a KT
orientation, namely orienting the remaining edges as y3 → y4, y5 → y4, and y5 → y6. Since
there is a series of four-cycles sharing edges from y4y5, this determines the orientation of b′

and implies that b′ is oriented from right to left.

• If a is oriented from bottom to top and b is oriented from left to right (or both are reversed)
as in Figure 8, we use the same observation as above for the six-cycle x1x2x3x4x5x6.

The second claim of the lemma follows from Figures 7 and 8 (possibly by reversing the orientations).

Proof of Theorem 5.11. We describe how to modify the proof of Theorem 5.4 using the crossing
gadget. First, as in Theorem 5.10, we replace each edge yizi in the construction of Theorem 5.4
with a k-ladder gadget, where k is at least the number of occurrences of the variable xi in the
monotone not-all-equal 3-SAT instance. For each 3-ladder gadget such that one of its edges was
previous identified with yizi, we instead identify it with an edge vjvj+1 of the k-ladder. Note that
the resulting graph is planar; see Figure 9.

The purpose of each 3-ladder gadget tape was to “copy” the orientation of an edge to another edge,
but a longer ladder gadget would also serve this purpose. By replacing each 3-ladder gadget with
a k-ladder gadget for some sufficiently large k, we can create a graph that can be embedded in the
plane such that only ladder gadgets cross, and different crossings between ladder gadgets are at
least some constant distance (in the graph) apart. Iteratively, using the gadgets in Figures 7 and
8, we remove crossings between ladder gadgets.

Let us denote the resulting graph as G. As in Theorem 5.4, using Lemma 5.7 and our observations
about the crossing gadget mentioned above, it follows that if the given instance of monotone not-
all-equal 3-SAT is not satisfiable, then G does not admit a KT orientation.

To prove the converse, let us assume that the given instance of monotone not-all-equal 3-SAT is
satisfiable. We orient each variable gadget, as well as ladder gadgets and crossing gadgets, according
to the values of the variables (Figures 7 and 8 demonstrate the orientations of the crossing gadget).
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This gives an orientation to all edges except two edges per clause; these we orient by applying
Lemma 5.8 to each clause gadget.

Again, we notice that after deleting every vertex which is a source or sink such that all its neighbours
are also sources or sinks by Lemma 5.9, every component that remains contains at most 18 vertices
(either 11 vertices from a clause gadget and its neighbours, or 18 vertices from one of the six-cycles
x1, . . . , x6 or y1, . . . , y6 in a crossing gadget and its neighbours). As before, components containing
a clause gadget are KT orientations.

It remains to consider components contained in a crossing gadget; but by inspection (or following
the same line of reasoning as in Theorem 5.4), Figures 7 and 8 are KT orientations. This concludes
the proof.

5.3 Graphs with Large Girth

In this subsection, we will show:

Theorem 5.13. Let k ∈ N. Deciding whether a given graph has a KT orientation is NP-complete
even when restricted to graphs of girth at least k.

By Theorem 4.3 we know that there is a graph with girth k that admits no KT orientation. Let G
be such a graph with the minimal number of edges. Now, let e = uv ∈ E(G); and let G− = G \ e.
We construct a graph G+ from G by subdividing the edge e by introducing one or two new vertices,
as follows:

Case 1: If there is a KT orientation D of G− such that D contains no directed path between u and
v, then we let G+ be the graph obtained from G− by adding a vertex x, setting y = v, and
adding edges a = ux and b = vy (see Figure 10, left).

Case 2: Otherwise, we let G+ be the graph arising from G− by adding vertices x and y as well as
edges a = ux, b = xy and c = yv (see Figure 10, right).

Since G+ is obtained from G by subdividing an edge, it follows that G+ has girth at least k.

u

v

x

y

a

b

c
G−

u
v = y

x

a

b G−

Figure 10: Construction of G+.

Lemma 5.14. The graph G+ admits a KT orientation such that x is a source and a KT orientation
such that x is a sink. Furthermore, x has degree 2 in G+ and x is either a source or a sink in every
KT orientation of G+.
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Proof. We first claim that there is a KT orientation D of G+ \x such that there is no directed path
between u and y. This is immediate from the construction of G+ in the first case, by definition, so
we may assume that v ̸= y. By the minimality of G, we know that G− has a KT orientation D′.
Since D′ is acyclic, and as we can reverse D′, we may assume that D′ contains no directed path
from u to v. Now, orienting yv as v → y, we obtain a KT orientation of G+ \ x with no directed
path between u and y.

We fix a KT orientation D with no directed path between u and y. We extend D to the orientations
D1 and D2 of G+ by making x a source and a sink, respectively. Our goal is to show that either
D1 or D2 is a KT orientation. Then, by reversing all its edges, we obtain another KT orientation
of G+ and thus proving the first statement of Lemma 5.14.

Let i ∈ {1, 2}. Then x is either a source or a sink in Di, and so not in the interior of a directed
path. Therefore, if Di is not a KT orientation, then by Lemma 2.4, there is a vertex zi such that
Di contains two distinct and internally disjoint directed paths between x and zi; let us call these
paths Q1

i and Q2
i such that Q1

i contains y and Q2
i contains u. Since D contains no directed path

between u and y, it follows that Q1
i does not contain u, and likewise, Q2

i does not contain y.

Thus, D contains two directed paths between z1 and z2, namely the concatenation P 1 of Q1
2 (from

z2 to y) and Q1
1 (from y to z1) and the concatenation P 2 of Q2

2 (from z2 to u) and Q2
1 (from u

to z1). To see that these paths are distinct, note that P 1 contains y, but not u, and P 2 contains
u, but not y. This is a contradiction, as D is a KT orientation. Thus we have proved the first
statement of Lemma 5.14.

For the second statement, clearly x has degree 2 in G+. Now, suppose for a contradiction that D
is a KT orientation of G+ such that u → x and x → y in D (the reverse case is analogous). We
again consider whether v = y or not. If v = y, then we obtain a KT orientation of G by orienting
edges as in D, and letting u → y; but this contradicts the assumption that G does not admit a KT
orientation.

If v ̸= y, then we note that D \ x has no directed path between u and v: On the contrary suppose
that P is such a path. Then, if P is a path from u to v, it follows that:

• If v → y in D, then D contains two distinct directed paths from u to y, namely u, x, y and
u, P, v, y, a contradiction.

• If y → v in D, then D contains two distinct directed paths from u to v, namely u, x, y, v and
u, P, v, a contradiction.

Therefore, P is a path from v to u. Now,

• If y → v in D, then u, x, y, v, P, u is a directed cycle in D, a contradiction.

• If v → y in D, then D contains two distinct directed paths from v to y, namely v, y and
v, P, u, x, y, and thus a contradiction.

This proves the second statement of Lemma 5.14.

Lemma 5.14 allows us to create an analogue of the k-ladder, as follows (see Figure 11). We take
copies G+

1 , . . . , G
+
l of G+, denoting the copies of the vertices u, x, y in G+

i as ui, xi, yi. Then, we
identify the following sets of vertices:
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G+
1

G+
3

G+
5

G+
7

G+
2

G+
4

G+
6

G+
8

u1

y1 = x2 = u3

y3 = x4 = u5

y5 = x6 = u7

y7 = x8

x1 = u2

y2 = x3 = u4

y4 = x5 = u6

y6 = x7 = u8

y8

Figure 11: The graph G8.

• {ui, xi−1, yi−2} for i ∈ {3, . . . , l};

• {x1, u2};

• {xl, yl−1}.

We denote the resulting graph by Gl. Note that Gl has girth at least k (since gluing together
graphs along clique cutsets does not decrease girth). By Observation 2.5, it follows that Gl admits
a KT orientation, and if l is even, then (using Lemma 5.14) in every KT orientation, one of the
following is true:

• yl−1 → yl and u1 → u2; or

• yl → yl−1 and u2 → u1.

Next, we create an analogue of the clause gadgets in Theorem 5.4. We replace each five-cycle by
a longer cycle, by subdividing the edge between v1 and v2, creating a path P . Then, for every
two consecutive edges of P , we add a copy of Gl that ensures that these two edges are oriented in
the direction. It follows that P becomes a directed path in every KT orientation of the graph we
create. By choosing l sufficiently large, we ensure that the resulting graph has large girth.

Proof of Theorem 5.13. Let I be an instance of monotone not-all-equal 3-SAT. Let H be the graph
obtained by applying the construction from Theorem 5.4 to I, and then modifying it using Gl (for
some sufficiently large l) instead of each 3-ladder gadget, as well as the modified clause gadgets
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from the previous paragraph. Note that for every fixed k, we can arrange that H has girth at least
k. From our construction and the correctness of the construction in Theorem 5.4, it immediately
follows that if H admits a KT orientation, then I has a satisfying assignment. Conversely, suppose
that I has a satisfying assignment. Let K be the orientation resulting from the valid truth assign-
ment for I. We orient the input edges according to the assignment and the Gl gadgets between
them and the clause gadgets in such a way that all the copies of G+ are oriented according to a
KT orientation, which is possible by the construction of H, the fact that I is satisfying, and the
property from Lemma 5.14 of G+.

We now observe that in each KT orientation of a copy of G+, there is no directed path between its
vertex u and its vertex y; otherwise, along with its vertex x, we would have two distinct directed
paths between two vertices of G+, a contradiction.

Therefore, a directed path which contains a vertex of a Gl, and not in the first or last three copies
of G+ within the Gl, has both its ends within the same copy of G+; but each copy of G+ is a KT
orientation, a contradiction.

Supposing now that K contains two vertices x and y as well as two distinct directed paths P and
Q between them. It follows from that neither P nor Q contains a vertex which is in a copy of Gl

but not in the first or last three copies of G+ within that copy of the gadget Gl. Let K ′ be the
induced subgraph of G in which we remove all but the first and last three copies of G+ within each
Gl. Then x, y, P and Q are contained in K ′. We apply Observation 2.5 to each component of K ′,
and find that either some copy of G+ is not oriented according to a KT orientation (contrary to the
definition of K), or one of the clause gadget cycles is not oriented according to a KT orientation
(again contrary to the definition of K). This contradiction shows that K ′ is a KT orientation,
contrary to the choice of P and Q. Therefore, K is a KT orientation.

6 Graphs with Small Maximum Degree

Our main result in this section is the following:

Theorem 6.1. There is a polynomial-time algorithm with the following specifications:

• Input: A graph G of maximum degree at most 3.

• Output: A KT orientation of G, or a determination that none exists.

To prove Theorem 6.1, we need the following:

Theorem 6.2 (Brooks [5]). Let G be a connected graph of maximum degree at most 3 such that
G ̸= K4. Then G is 3-colourable.

The proof of Theorem 6.2 given by Lovász in [13] yields a polynomial-time algorithm for finding
such a colouring. Our main tool in proving Theorem 6.1 is a careful analysis of the four-cycles in
the input graph, with the goal of applying the following lemma:

Lemma 6.3. Let G be a triangle-free graph, and let f be a 3-colouring of G such that for every
four-cycle C of G, we have |f(V (C))| = 2 (in other words, every four-cycle is 2-coloured). Then
G admits a KT orientation, obtained by orienting each edge uv with f(u) < f(v) as u → v.
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Proof. We orient the edges of G as follows: for an edge uv, if f(u) < f(v), we orient uv as u → v,
and otherwise, we orient it as v → u. This orientation is acyclic, and moreover, every directed
two-edge path contains a vertex of each of the three colours, and there is no directed path with
more than three vertices. Suppose now that the resulting orientation, D, is not a KT orientation.
Let u, v ∈ V (D) with two distinct paths P and Q from u to v. Then, since G is triangle-free and
D has no directed path with more than three vertices, it follows that each of P and Q has exactly
three vertices. But then the four-cycle with vertex set V (P )∪V (Q) in G receives all three colours,
contrary to our assumption about the colouring f . This concludes the proof.

Given a graph G, an edge e ∈ E(G) is a bridge of G if G \ e has more components than G does.
The following is straightforward:

Lemma 6.4. Let G be a graph and let e be a bridge of G. Then G admits a KT orientation if and
only if every component of G \ e does.

We first analyze components of four-cycles:

Lemma 6.5. Let G be a connected triangle-free graph of maximum degree 3. We define a hypergraph
H as follows:

• V (H) = V (G);

• For every four-cycle in G, we add an edge containing its four vertices, to H.

Let C be a component of the hypergraph H containing at least one edge. Then the induced subgraph
G[V (C)] is one of the following graphs:

• A cube minus an edge, the graph on the left in Figure 13.

• A cube minus a vertex, the graph on the left and in the middle in Figure 14.

• A k-ladder, such as the graph on the left in Figure 15.

• A k-ladder with exactly one of v1wk and v1vk as an additional edge (where v1, . . . , vk, w1, . . . , wk

are as in Definition 5.5).

• K2,3.

• K3,3 − e, the graph obtained from K3,3 by removing an edge.

• A k-ladder with two additional edges, namely either {v1vk, w1wk} or {v1wk, w1vk} (where
v1, . . . , vk, w1, . . . , wk are as in Definition 5.5).

• A cube, the graph in Figure 12.

Figure 12: A cube.

20



• K3,3.

Proof. Since G has maximum degree at most 3, we observe:

Observation 6.6. Two distinct edges of H share either 0, 2 or 3 vertices. The corresponding
four-cycles in G either have no vertices in common, or an edge in common, or a 2-edge path in
common.

Since, by assumption, H contains at least one edge, it follows that G[V (C)] contains at least one
four-cycle. Moreover, since G is connected and V (C) ̸= V (G), it follows that not all vertices of
G[V (C)] have degree 3.

If C has a single edge, then G[V (C)] is a 2-ladder. If C has at least two edges, then there are two
cases by Observation 6.6:

• Two edges of C share exactly two vertices; or

• Two edges of C share exactly three vertices.

Let us first consider the second case. Then G[V (C)] contains K2,3 as a subgraph, and since G is
triangle-free, this is an induced subgraph. If C contains exactly these five vertices, then the fifth
outcome of the lemma holds, and we are done.

Let X be the vertex set of an induced K2,3 in G[V (C)], and let x1, x2 be the vertices of degree
3 in G[X], and let y1, y2, y3 be the vertices of degree 2 in G[X]. Then, since C is connected and
by Observation 6.6, C contains an edge e such that |e ∩ X| ∈ {2, 3}. Since NG(x1) = NG(x2) =
{y1, y2, y3} and the maximum degree of G is 3, it follows that G[e] contains two edges in G[X],
and so |e ∩X| = 3. We conclude that e contains a vertex x3 adjacent to at least two of y1, y2, y3.
If x3 is adjacent to all of y1, y2, y3, then G = K3,3 and G[V (C)] = K3,3, and the last outcome
holds. Therefore, and by symmetry, we may assume that y1, y2 are adjacent to x3, and y3 is non-
adjacent to x3. It follows that G[V (C)] contains K3,3 − e as an induced subgraph (see Figure 16).
If V (C) = X ∪ {x3}, then G[V (C)] is isomorphic to K3,3 − e, as desired. Otherwise, since y3 and
x3 are the only vertices in X ∪{x3} who may have a neighbour outside of X ∪{x3} in G, it follows
that there is a four-cycle in G containing y3 and x3. Since y3, x3 are non-adjacent, it follows that
they have at least two common neighbours. Since the neighbours of y3, x3 in X are not common
neighbours of y3 and x3, it follows that y3, x3 have degree at least four. This is a contradiction,
and concludes the analysis of the second case.

Now we may assume that no two edges of C share three vertices. If C has exactly two edges, then
G[V (C)] is a 3-ladder, and the lemma holds.

If follows that C has at least three edges. Since C is connected, there is an edge of C that shares
2 vertices with 2 different edges. Since G has maximum degree at most 3, there are two possible
configurations for a four-cycle sharing two vertices with two other four-cycles: a cube minus a
vertex, as depicted in Figure 14 (left) and the 4-ladder which is shown in Figure 15 (left).

Let us first consider the case that G[V (C)] contains a cube minus a vertex (and note that since G
has maximum degree 3 and is triangle-free, it follows that this is an induced subgraph). Let X be
the vertex set of a cube minus a vertex in G[V (C)]. If V (C) = X, then we are done. Otherwise,
let x1, x2, x3 be the three vertices of degree 2 in G[X]. If there is a vertex in G adjacent to all
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of x1, x2, x3, then G (and therefore G[V (C)]) is a cube, and the second-to-last outcome holds, as
desired. Now we may assume that no vertex in G is adjacent to all of x1, x2, x3. Since C contains
an edge e such that |e∩X| ∈ {2, 3}, it follows that two of x1, x2, x3, say x1 and x2, have a common
neighbour, say y, in G \ X (and so e is the four-cycle consisting of x1, y, x2 and the common
neighbour of x1 and x2 in G[X]).

Now G[X ∪{y}] is isomorphic to a cube minus an edge (see Figure 13). Moreover, the only vertices
of X ∪ {y} which may have a neighbour (in G) outside of X ∪ {y} are x3 and y. Since paths from
x3 to y with interior in X have length at least three, and x3 is non-adjacent to y, it follows that
no four-cycle in G contains both x3 and y, and so every four-cycle in G which contains a vertex
in X ∪ {y} is contained in X ∪ {y}. Therefore, V (C) = X ∪ {y}, and the statement of the lemma
holds.

Now we may assume that G[V (C)] contains a 4-ladder, and does not contain a cube minus a vertex.
Let k be maximum such that G[V (C)] contains a k-ladder, and let v1, . . . , vk, w1, . . . , wk denote the
vertex set of a k-ladder in G[V (C)], with the notation as in Definition 5.5.

Suppose first that V (C) ̸= X. Then, some four-cycle Q in G shares an edge with G[X], but such
that V (Q) ̸⊆ X. Since G has maximum degree 3, it follows that Q contains v1w1 or vkwk, and
by symmetry, we may assume the former. If Q contains no other vertex of X, then X ∪ V (Q)
contains a (k + 1)-ladder, contrary to the choice of X. Therefore, and since V (Q) ̸⊆ X, it follows
that Q contains exactly one of vk, wk; by symmetry, we may assume the former. But now vk has
degree at least four: two neighbours in Q, along with wk and vk−1. This is a contradiction, proving
X = V (C).

If G[X] is an induced k-ladder, then the statement holds. Since G has maximum degree 3, the
possible only additional edges in G[X] are v1wk, v1vk, w1vk, w1wk. If exactly one of these edges
is present, then (possibly switching the roles of vi and wi for all i) the fourth outcome holds.
Therefore, exactly two of these edges are present (using that G has maximum degree 3). But now
every vertex in G[X] has degree 3, and so V (C) = V (G), and the third-to-last outcome holds. This
concludes the proof.

Let us briefly describe our proof strategy. We start with the following:

Observation 6.7. Let G,H be as in Lemma 6.5. Let C be a component of H. If one of the last
three outcomes holds for C, then H has exactly one component C (and so V (C) = V (G)).

Proof. This follows immediately by observing that every vertex in G[V (C)] has degree 3.

Next, let’s prove that we can disregard cases in which H has only a small number of components.
For that, we need the following:

Observation 6.8. Let G,H be as in Lemma 6.5. Let C be a component of H. Then the subgraph
of G induced by the vertex set of C, G[V (C)], has at most eight KT orientations, and we can
compute all KT orientations of G[V (C)] in polynomial time (or decide that none exists).

Proof. Note that a four-cycle has exactly two KT orientations. Each of the outcomes of Lemma 6.5
therefore has at most eight KT orientations (orienting one edge in a four-cycle forces the orientations
of other edges in four-cycles, and then we have at most two additional edges for which to choose an
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orientation). By Lemma 5.1, we can decide in polynomial time which, if any, of these up to eight
orientations are KT orientations, and output them.

We point out that “eight” can be improved to “four,” since in the cases with two additional edges,
all edges are in four-cycles.

Using Observation 6.8, if H has few components, we can check for a KT orientation via brute-force.
Otherwise, we will replace each component of H by one or two vertices, 3-colour the resulting
graph, and then undo the replacement to obtain a 3-colouring of G such that every four-cycle is
two-coloured, as Lemma 6.3 requires. There is one exception to this: It does not work for additional
edges (those is the fourth and seventh bullet point of Lemma 6.5). We will show that orienting them
arbitrarily after applying the above strategy to the rest of the graph is sufficient. In particular,
our result implies that if G is connected and H has at least five components, then G admits a KT
orientation.

The following cases formalizes which “additional edges” require special treatment. Let G be a
connected triangle-free graph, and let H be as in Lemma 6.5. We say that an edge e ∈ E(G) is ex-
ceptional if there is a component C ofH such that G[V (C)] is a k-ladder with exactly one additional
edge, which is not in a four-cycle, and, denoting the vertices of the k-ladder as v1, . . . , vk, w1, . . . , wk

as in Definition 5.5, one of the following holds:

• k is odd and e = v1vk; or

• k is even and e = v1wk.

See Figure 18 for an example.

Observation 6.9. Let G,H be as in Lemma 6.5. Suppose that H has at least two components.
Let G∗ be obtained from G by removing all exceptional edges. Then, for each component C of H,
the graph G∗[V (C)] is bipartite and connected.

Proof. This is immediate from Lemma 6.5 and Observation 6.7.

Finally, from Lemma 6.5, the following is immediate:

Observation 6.10. Let G,H be as in Lemma 6.5. Let v ∈ V (G). Then at least one of the following
holds:

• v is not incident to an exceptional edge; or

• all neighbours of v in G are in the same component in H as v is.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We may assume that G is triangle-free; if not, we output that G does not
admit KT orientation. By considering each component of G separately, we may assume that G is
connected. By Lemma 6.4, we may further assume that G does not contain any bridge, and so G
is 2-edge-connected.
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Let H be as in Lemma 6.5. If H has at most four components, then G contains at most 8 edges
that do not have both ends within the same component of H (using that for each component C of
H, at most four edges of G have exactly one end in V (C) by Lemma 6.5). Using Observation 6.8,
we compute a list of all possible KT orientations for G[V (C)] for each component C of H, and for
each choice of a KT orientation of each component of H, we try all orientations of the remaining
at most 8 edges. This leads to at most 84 · 28 orientations in total; then, by Lemma 5.1, we check
if any of them are KT orientations, and return the result.

Now we may assume that H has at least five components. Let G∗ be the graph obtained from G
by removing exceptional edges. We now construct a graph H, iteratively, as follows. For every
component C of H with |V (C)| > 1, the graph G∗[V (C)] has a unique bipartition (by Observation
6.9), say (AC , BC). We replace V (C) by two vertices aC and bC such that:

• aCbC is an edge;

• aC is adjacent to all neighbours of AC outside of C;

• bC is adjacent to all neighbours of BC outside of C;

• if the only neighbour of aC is bC , delete aC ; and

• if the only neighbour of bC is aC , delete bC .

Denote the resulting graph by G′.

Next, we will examine all outcomes of Lemma 6.5, and check that all vertices of G′ have degree at
most 3. Let C be a component of H. The following, using Observation 6.7, are the possibilities for
G∗[V (C)]:

• A cube minus an edge, the graph on the left in Figure 13. Both aC and bC have degree at
most two.

Figure 13: The cube minus an edge, plus possible edges to the remainder of the graph (left), and
the replacement aC and bC (right).

• A cube minus a vertex, the graph shown both on the left and in the middle in Figure 14 (the
graph is shown twice to highlight similarities and differences with other cases). Note that one
of aC , bC has no neighbours outside C and hence will be deleted; the remaining vertex has
degree at most three, since there are at most three edges with exactly one end in V (C).
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Figure 14: The cube minus a vertex, plus possible edges to the remainder of the graph (left and
middle), and the replacement (right); note that one of aC , bC was deleted.

• A k-ladder, such as the graph on the left in Figure 15. Both aC and bC have degree at most
three.

Figure 15: A 4-ladder, plus possible edges to the remainder of the graph (left), and the replacement
aC and bC (right).

• K3,3 − e, the graph on the left in Figure 16. Both aC and bC have degree at most two.

Figure 16: K3,3 − e, plus possible edges to the remainder of the graph (left), and the replacement
aC and bC (right)

• K2,3, the graph on the left in Figure 17. Note that one of aC , bC has no neighbours outside
C and hence will be deleted; the remaining vertex has degree at most three.

Figure 17: K2,3, plus possible edges to the remainder of the graph (left), and the replacement
(right); note that one of aC , bC was deleted.

Therefore, the graph G′ has maximum degree 3, and by construction, G′ is connected. Moreover,
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the number of vertices of G′ is at least the number of components of H, and so |V (G′)| > 4. By
Theorem 6.2, we conclude that G′ has a 3-colouring, say f .

Then, G∗ has a 3-colouring f ′ arising from f , by extending the colouring as shown in Figures 13–17,
that is, for every component C, we proceed as follows:

• If aC was deleted, restore aC and assign to it a colour distinct from that of bC ;

• If bC was deleted, restore bC and assign to it a colour distinct from that of aC ;

• Assign the colour of aC to every vertex in AC , and the colour of bC to every vertex in BC .

By construction, every four-cycle in G∗ is coloured with two colours by f ′.

Let D be the KT orientation of G∗ arising from Lemma 6.3. It remains to find a suitable orientation
for the exceptional edges; we orient them arbitrarily and claim that this yields a KT orientation
D′ of G.

Suppose not; then there exist vertices u and v in G with two internally disjoint paths P and Q
between them. The union of P and Q is a cycle S in G such that the orientations of edges of
S change at most twice along S; in other words, at most two vertices of S are sources or sinks
with respect to the set of edges of S. Since D is a KT orientation of G, it follows that S contains
an exceptional edge e. Let C be the component of H containing the ends of e; then G∗[V (C)]
is a k-ladder. If V (S) ⊆ C, then, since e is not contained in a four-cycle of G, it follows that S
contains at least three vertices which are sources or sinks (in C and hence in S), and so at least
three direction changes, as desired.

It follows that S is not contained in C, and so S contains exactly two edges with one end in C
and the other in V (G) \ C, say e′ and e′′; note that there are exactly two such edges. If e′ and e′′

share an end, say v, it follows that v ̸∈ V (C). Now, either V (G) = {v} ∪ V (C) (and so H has at
most two components, a case we already covered), or v has degree 3 and is incident with an edge
j ̸= e′, e′′; but now j is a bridge in G (with one component of G \ e being G[{v} ∪ V (C)]), again a
contradiction. Therefore, e′ and e′′ are disjoint.

Let e = yz. By Observation 6.10, it follows that e′, e′′ and e are pairwise disjoint. Let x be the end
of e′ in C, and let w be the end of e′′ in V (C). See Figure 18.
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Figure 18: An exceptional edge yz for a 4-ladder. Note that 4 is the smallest k such that a k-ladder
can have an exceptional edge.

Since y, z are sources or sinks in D, it follows that one of y and z is a source or sink in D′. Therefore,
a direction change of S occurs at one of y and z.

Moreover, by Observation 6.10, it follows that none of the vertices contained in e′ and e′′ are
incident with exceptional edges. Since at least one end of e′ is not coloured 2, and at least one
end of e′′ is not coloured 2, it follows that one end of e′ and one end of e′′ is a source or a sink in
D′. Consequently, S contains at least three vertices which are sources or sinks (namely, one end of
each of the three disjoint edges e, e′, e′′). This shows that S has more than two direction changes,
contrary to our assumption. So D is a KT orientation.
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[1] Júlio Araújo, Nathann Cohen, Frédéric Giroire, and Frédéric Havet. “Good edge-labelling of
graphs”. In: Discrete Applied Mathematics 160.18 (2012), pp. 2502–2513.

[2] Jean-Claude Bermond, Michel Cosnard, and Stéphane Pérennes. “Directed acyclic graphs
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