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Infinite families of planar graphs of a given injective
chromatic number

MaTiAS DANEELS*, JAN GOEDGEBEUR*" AND JARNE RENDERS* *

Abstract. An injective colouring of a graph is a colouring in which every two vertices
sharing a common neighbour receive a different colour. Chen, Hahn, Raspaud and Wang
conjectured that every planar graph of maximum degree A > 3 admits an injective colour-
ing with at most |3A/2] colours. This was later disproved by Luzar and Skrekovski for
certain small and even values of A and they proposed a new refined conjecture. Using
an algorithm for determining the injective chromatic number of a graph, i.e. the smallest
number of colours for which the graph admits an injective colouring, we give computa-
tional evidence for LuZar and Skrekovski’s conjecture and extend their results by present-
ing an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs for each A (except for 4) attaining
their bound, whereas they only gave a finite amount of examples for each A. Hence,
together with another infinite family of maximum degree 4, we provide infinitely many
counterexamples to the conjecture by Chen et al. for each A if 4 < A < 7 and every
even A > 8. We provide similar evidence for analogous conjectures by La and étorgel
and Luzar, Skrekovski and Tancer when the girth is restricted as well. Also in these cases
we provide infinite families of 3-connected planar graphs attaining the bounds of these
conjectures for certain maximum degrees A > 3.
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1 Introduction

In this paper all graphs will be simple and undirected. For £ > 0, an injective k-colouring of a graph
G is a function ¢ : V(G) — {1,...,k} such that for all pairs of distinct vertices v,w € V(G) sharing
a common neighbour, ¢(v) # c¢(w). The injective chromatic number of a graph G, denoted by x;(G),
is the smallest k& for which G has an injective k-colouring. These notions were first introduced by Hahn,
Kratochvil, Sir4f and Sotteau [10] in 2002. In 2012, Chen, Hahn, Raspaud, and Wang [4] investigated K 4-
minor-free graphs, a subclass of planar graphs, and showed that if GG is such a graph of maximum degree
A, then x;(G) < [%AW . They conjectured that the same bound holds for all planar graphs.

Conjecture 1.1 (Chen, Hahn, Raspaud, and Wang [4]). For every planar graph G with maximum degree
A it holds that

ul(@) < EA-‘ .

However, in 2015, Luzar and Skrekovski [13] disproved Conjecture 1.1 by providing a (finite) number
of counterexamples for each A with 4 < A < 7 and each even A > 8, leaving the original conjecture open
in particular for A = 3. Using their counterexamples as an upper bound, LuZar and Skrekovski proposed
a new conjecture, similar to the famous conjecture by Wegner [17] for the related 2-distance colourings,
where no two vertices at distance at most 2 can receive the same colour.
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Conjecture 1.2 (LuZar and Skrekovski [13]). For every planar graph G with maximum degree A it holds
that
5, if A <3;
xi(G) < S A+5, fA<ALT,
[3A]+1, ifA>8.

When restricting oneself to graphs of higher girths, Conjecture 1.1 may still be true and even stronger
conjectures have been posed in this case. (The girth of a graph is the length of its shortest cycle.) La and
Storgel [12] conjectured that for planar graphs G with girth at least 4 and maximum degree A > 3 it holds
that x;(G) < |3A]. For girth at least 5, LuZar, Skrekovski and Tancer [14] asked if there is an integer M
such that every planar graph G of girth at least 5 with maximum degree A > M is injectively (A + 1)-
colourable. This mirrors a similar conjecture by Molloy and Salavatipour [16] in the 2-distance colouring
case, where certain upper bounds can be shown if the maximum degree is sufficiently large.

The counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1 which were found by Luzar and Skrekovski [13] are all of
diameter 2, i.e. the maximum length of a shortest path between two vertices is at least 2, and they use this
fact to show that the injective chromatic number of these graphs is equal to their order. One can easily see
that for each maximum degree A only a finite number of diameter 2 counterexamples can exist. Hence, this
begs the question of whether the conjecture can be saved by excluding graphs of diameter 2 or by requiring
some other properties and of whether we can find infinitely many counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1 for
each maximum degree.

The connectivity of a graph is the minimum number of vertices needed to remove before the graph
becomes disconnected. If a graph cannot be disconnected by removing k vertices, we say it is k-connected.
As we will see later, for any A > 3 (except A = 4) infinitely many examples of connectivity 1 or 2 attaining
the bound of Conjecture 1.2, can easily be obtained, but we will show that requiring the connectivity to be
3 is also not sufficient to save Conjecture 1.1.

It has been shown that planar graphs G of girth at least 7 and sufficiently high maximum degree A have
Xi(G) = A [1]. When the girth is at least 6, x;(G) < A + 1 for sufficiently high maximum degree A [8]
and for any A > 3 there exist examples of planar graphs of girth 6 with x;(G) = A + 1 [14]. When the
girth is at least 5, x;(G) < A + 3 for sufficiently large A [3, 9], but to the best of our knowledge no planar
girth 5 examples with x;(G) > A + 1 are known. For a more detailed overview, see [12, Table 1].

In this paper we study Conjecture 1.2 and similar questions for girth at least 4 and 5 using computational
means and verify them for small orders. We do this by designing and implementing an exact backtracking
algorithm, which can be found on GitHub [7], to calculate the injective chromatic number of a graph and
use it to determine the injective chromatic number of all small planar graphs. For each A > 3, except for
4, we present infinite families of planar graphs in which every graph has maximum degree A and which
attain the bound for the injective chromatic number proposed by LuZar and Skrekovski in Conjecture 1.2.
For A = 4, we present an infinite family of planar graphs which are counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1 by
Chen et al., but which are one less than the bound proposed by LuZar and Skrekovski in Conjecture 1.2.
Moreover, every graph in each of our families is 3-connected. Hence, we also give for each maximum
degree A with 4 < A < 7 and every even A > 8 an infinite family of 3-connected graphs which are
counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we briefly describe the algorithm we used
to compute the injective chromatic number of a graph and provide computational results showing that
Conjecture 1.2 holds up to order at least 13 and show that a cubic counterexample to Conjecture 1.1 must
have at least 36 vertices. Furthermore, we also correct a slight error from [13] concerning a graph in Figure
3 of their paper.

In Section 3, we provide infinitely many counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1 when A = 4 and infinite
families of graphs which are sharp for Conjecture 1.2 in the case of A = 3 or A > 5.

In Section 4, we provide two infinite families of 3-connected planar graphs of girth 4 with maximum
degree A = 3 and maximum degree A = 4, for which the injective chromatic number is sharp for a
conjecture by La and Storgel [12]. We also provide an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs of
girth 5 with maximum degree A = 3.



1.1 Notation

For a vertex v € V(G), we denote by N¢(v) the set of its neighbours and Ng[v] := Ng(v) U {v}. Let
V C V(G), then Ng[V] = J,cy Na[v]. We sometimes drop the subscript G, when it is clear from the
context which graph is meant. We denote the maximum degree of a graph by A(G).

A plane graph is a planar graph embedded in the Euclidean plane. A triangle uvw in a plane graph is
a facial triangle if it is the boundary of a face. A famous theorem by Whitney [18] states that 3-connected
planar graphs have a unique embedding. Therefore, it makes sense to call a triangle of a planar graph facial
if the graph is 3-connected.

2 Computational Results

In order to verify Conjecture 1.2 for small graphs, we implemented a backtracking algorithm for determin-
ing the injective chromatic number of a given graph. Starting by choosing a vertex of maximum degree
and giving all of its neighbours a different colour, we recursively add all possible colours to an uncoloured
vertex. This vertex v is chosen such that the number of colours used by the vertices at distance 2 of v is
maximum. (This is an injective variant of the well-known saturation degree used for the classical chromatic
number.) We prune the search whenever we use at least as many colours as are used in a previously found
injective colouring of the graph.

We performed various tests to verify the correctness of our implementation, see Appendix A. Our im-
plementation of this algorithm is open source and can be found on GitHub [7].

For every order n, we generated all connected graphs of minimum degree 2 with at most 3n — 6 edges
using the generator geng and filtered the planar ones using planarg, two utilities part of McKay’s nauty
package [15]. This is one of the best existing methods for generating planar graphs of general connectivity.
For each of these graphs, we then determined their injective chromatic number using our algorithm.

It is not necessary to consider vertices of degree 1, since if a graph G with a pendant edge e incident to
vertex w of degree 1 would be a counterexample to Conjecture 1.2, then G — w is a counterexample since
Xi(G—w) > xi(G) —1and A(G —w) > A(G) — 1 and x;(G — w) = x;(G) — 1 can only happen if one
of the endpoints of e has degree A(G) = x;(G) in G, hence A(G — w) = A(G) — 1.

We obtain the following results.

Proposition 2.1. Conjecture 1.2 holds up to order 13.

For the computation of order 13, the generation took approximately 1.61 CPU years, while our injective
chromatic number computation took only 15 CPU hours.

In Table 1, we give counts of planar graphs with minimum degree 2 attaining the upper bound of
Conjecture 1.2 for each order n and maximum degree A. The smallest most symmetric examples for each
A in Table 1 can among others be inspected on the House of Graphs [5] by searching for the keywords
“injective chromatic number”. See Appendix B for their specific URLs.

n A 3 4 5 6 7 &8 9 10 11 12
3-8 0 0 O 0 0 o o0 0 0 O
9 1 1 O 0 0 o o0 0 0 O
10 30 1 0 0 o o0 o0 0 O
11 2 0 2 36 0 o o0 0o 0 O
12 1 0 8 326 131 0o o0 o0 0 O
13 11 0 30 3371 2600 887 0 O 0 O

Table 1: The amount of connected planar graphs with minimum degree 2 attaining the upper bound of Conjecture 1.2
for each order n and maximum degree A.

While analysing the results from Table 1 we noticed that the single graph of order 10 with maximum
degree 5 and injective chromatic number 10 we found is different from the one provided by LuZar and
Skrekovski in Figure 3 of [13] as a counterexample to Conjecture 1.1 for A = 5. Theirs was not a graph
of diameter 2 and injective chromatic number 10, as they claimed. Moreover, it is also not a subgraph of
a planar graph of diameter 2, maximum degree 5 and order 10. However, it is still a counterexample as its
injective chromatic number is 9. Using our algorithm, we correct their claim by giving a planar graph of



Figure 1: Planar graph of order 10 with maximum degree 5, diameter 2 and injective chromatic number 10.

order 10 with diameter 2 and maximum degree 5 in which every edge is part of a triangle. This graph can
be found in Figure 1. Hence, the results by Luzar and Skrekovski [13] still hold.

Interestingly enough, it seems that for A = 4, we only found exactly one planar graph! G of minimum
degree 2 for which x,;(G) = 9. See Figure 2. This raises the question whether other such graphs exist. As
the graph is quartic it will be unsuitable for the operations we describe in Section 3.

Figure 2: Planar graph with maximum degree 4 and injective chromatic number 9.

We can also generate planar graphs using plantri [2], which significantly outperforms geng and
planarg when generating k-connected graphs for k € {3,4}. We therefore used plantri to generate
3-connected and 4-connected planar graphs and obtained the following results.

Proposition 2.2. A 3-connected counterexample to Conjecture 1.2 has order at least 17. A 4-connected
counterexample to Conjecture 1.2 has order at least 21.

The computation for 3-connected planar graphs of order 16 took approximately 131 CPU hours for the
generation and 2109 CPU hours for computing the injective chromatic number of the generated graphs. For
4-connected planar graphs of order 20, the generation took approximately 70 CPU hours while determining
the injective chromatic number took 2817 hours.

In the hope of finding examples similar to that of Figure 2, we can also use plantri [2] to efficiently
generate 3-connected quartic planar graphs. We find the following.

Proposition 2.3. The only 3-connected quartic planar graph with injective chromatic number 9 and order
n < 28 is the one from Figure 2.

I'This graph can be inspected on the House of Graphs [5] at https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/33503.
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The computation for order 28 took approximately 2 CPU hours for the generation and 3024 hours for
determining the injective chromatic number.

Recently, Jin and Xu [11] showed that a cubic counterexample of minimum order to Conjecture 1.1
and 1.2 — if it exists — will be 3-connected. We therefore also generated 3-connected planar cubic graphs
using the generator plantri [2], determined their injective chromatic number using our algorithm and
obtained the following result. Note that in this case we use plantri as it is a lot faster than geng and
planarg at generating 3-connected (cubic) planar graphs.

Proposition 2.4. A cubic counterexample to Conjecture 1.2 has order at least 38.

The computation on order 36 took approximately 50 hours for the generation and 2275 hours for deter-
mining the injective chromatic number of the generated graphs.

3 Infinite families of 3-connected planar graphs for each maximum
degree

Luzar and Skrekovski [13] provided only a finite amount of counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1 for every
maximum degree A. Their counterexamples were all graphs with diameter 2 and one can show that for a
fixed maximum degree A, the order of these graphs is bounded by 1 + AZ. Hence, it is natural to wonder
whether these are the only counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1 or if we can save the conjecture by restricting
the conjecture to graphs with diameter at least 3, only ruling out a finite number of graphs for each maximum
degree A.

It turns out that even when considering only graphs of diameter at least 3, Conjecture 1.1 is false. In this
section we present several infinite families of 3-connected planar graphs for each maximum degree A with
a certain injective chromatic number. Hence, these families contain graphs of diameter at least 3. Note that
such families of connectivity 1 and connectivity 2 are often easily obtainable by attaching pendant edges or
subdividing paths in the correct way.

We first present an infinite family of counterexamples to Conjecture 1.1 when A = 4.

e
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Figure 3: Graph G with A = 4 and x;(Go) = 8.
We inductively define the following family G. Let G be the graph? shown in Figure 3 and let v§v{v9
be the vertices of a triangle adjacent with the outer face. Given G} _; with i > 0, we define G to be the
graph with vertex set V(G )U{v§, v}, v} and edge set EUE(GE )\ {vi it vl toi=t vl tyi~1},
where

-1 4,41 1 ,4,4—1 4, 1—1

o fodod dod i i i i—1 i i i i—1
E = {vyvi, vivy, vaug } U {vgvy , vpvs y V1V 5 U103 5, Va0

i
» Vol

Then G := {G? | i > 0}. Itis straightforward to see that every graph in G is planar, has maximum degree 4
and one can show using Menger’s theorem that they are all 3-connected.

Theorem 3.1. For every graph G € G, x;(G) = 8.

Proof. Ttis straightforward to verify that y;(G§) < 8 and that any injective 8-colouring uses three different
colours for v, and v9. Let i > 2 even and suppose that G? , has an injective 8-colouring c;_» in

2This graph can be inspected on the House of Graphs [5] at https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/50484.
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which véfz, vifQ, v;z respectively have colours 0, 1, 2. We define the following 8-colouring ¢; on G#. If
v € V(G?) is a vertex of G}, let ¢;(v) := ¢;—o(v ) Let ¢;(v") := i o(v}?) for j € {0,1,2} and let
vj, vi, v have three different colours pairwise disjoint from {0 1,2}.

We show that c; is an injective colouring. Indeed, ”0 only has vl, v4 and vertices with colours 0, 1 or 2
at distance 2. A 51m11ar reasoning holds for v and v}. Vertex vy ! only has v}, v}, v} and the nelghbours
of vi~? and v4~? at distance at most 2. By definition v}~ and v2 ~* have different colours than Uo 1. So
without loss of generality assume thata v € Nga (vi™ ) \ {v§~, v~} has the same colour as v) . Then
ci—a(v) = ci(v) = ¢i(vi ) = Ci_g(’l}é_z) This isa contradlctlon since v and v§~ 2 have a path of length
2in G} _,. A similar reasoning holds for v~ and v~ 2. If ¢; were not injective for another pair of vertices,
then the same holds for ¢;_5, which shows that c; is an injective 8-colouring.

Again, one can verify that x;(G7) < 8 and that any injective 8-colouring will use six different colours

for v3,v?, US ,vg,v] and v}. Leti > 3 odd and suppose that G} _, has an injective 8-colouring ¢;_o in

which v{™3 vi™3 vi™? vi2 0173 vi™? have different colours. We define an 8-colouring ¢; of G%. If

v € V(GY) is a vertex of G} _, let ¢;(v) := ¢;—2(v). Let ci(v;-*l) = ci,g(v;-*z) and ¢;(v}) = ¢i_a(0] =3
forj € {0,1,2}.

We show that ¢; is an injective colouring. By definition, v, v¢, v do not share a colour with any
vertex at distance at most 2. Vertex vé_l only has paths of length 2 to vk with j € {0,1,2} and k €
{i —3,i—2,i—1,i} except when v} = vy and vk = ”0 2. We have that ¢;(v}) = ci(vy™') when

vf = v and v = vg 2. A similar reasoning holds for vi~! and vi™!. If ¢; were not injective for another

pair of vertices, then the same holds for ¢;_o, which shows that ¢; is an injective 8-colouring.

Via computer verification it is easy to see that x;(G¢) > 7 and x; (G} — vgvi — vivd —vivd) > 7. A

direct proof of this fact can be found in Appendix C. Since G} — v{v} — vivd — vivi is a subgraph of any

G € G except for G, we conclude that y;(G) = 8 forall G € G. O
vit vé_l yé_l
|
3
vl
vi—t pi—l il , piml i1 i1
1 GLA_ 2 1 GiA 2 1 G,LA 2

Figure 4: Visualisation of how to construct G 2 and G2 from G2 ; for a given triangle vl 11); 11)% Yandi>1,A >
5.

For A > 5, we use the following procedure for constructing 3-connected infinite families.

Let G5 be a graph and let v§v{v9 be a triangle of G&. Fori > 0 we inductively define G} from
G2 | by subd1v1d1ng vg  wi™! with vertex v} and adding edge v~ 1v2' and we define G# from G;A by
subdividing viv] ! with Vertex v}, adding edge vl ! v} and we define v := 02 ~!. See Figure 4. We define
the infinite family H(G5*; viv?;09) == {G8} U {G, N ,G2 | i > 0}. It is easy to see that if G3' is a plane
graph such that vvw is a facial triangle, every G5 and GiA are planar.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a 3-connected planar graph of order at least 8, maximum degree A > 5 and diameter
2 such that every edge is part of a triangle. Let uv be an edge lying on a facial triangle uvw such that the
degree of w is at most A — 2 and at most |V (G)| — 4 and |N[{u,v,w}]| < |V(G)| — 2. If (u, w) is the only
pair of vertices in G in which there is a unique path of length 2 containing uv between them or if there are
no such pairs, then H := H(G;uv;w) is an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs with maximum
degree A and x;(G) = x:(G) forall G € H.

Proof. Let G&* := G, v3 := u, v := v and v := w. We will use the same notation as in the definition of
the procedure.

We first show that all graphs in the family have maximum degree A. We have that the maximum degree
of GOA is A and that the degree of v§ is at most A — 2. Suppose that i > 0 and that v}, ~! has degree at
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Figure 5: Base graphs for the infinite families constructed in Theorem 3.3, satisfying the requirements of Lemma 3.2
for the triangle uvw. Their maximum degree is 5, 6 and 7, respectively. Note that the left graph is the same graph as
Figure 1.

most A — 2 in G;_1, then in G;A, we have incremented the degree of véfl by one, vé has degree 3 and
the degrees of the remaining vertices remains unchanged. In G2, we have again incremented the degree
of vg_l by one, v} has degree 3 and the degrees of the remaining vertices remains unchanged. Hence,
A(G2) = A(G2) = A and the degree of v}, is 3 which is at most A — 2.

Now we show that every graph in the family has the same chromatic injective number as G3'. Tt is easy
to see that x;(G5') = |V (G£)|, since its diameter is 2 and every edge is part of a triangle. By definition of
u, v and w, we see that any distinct pair x,y € V(GOA) has a path of distance 2 between them in GllA and
G9 — vYvi. Therefore, we need at least |V (G4*)| colours to obtain an injective colouring of these graphs.
Since G — v3v] is a subgraph of G2 and G;2 for i > 1,j > 2, we have that the injective chromatic
number is at least |V (G5")| for any graph in .

Now let i > 0 and ¢; be an injective |V (G&*)|-colouring of G# and let N; := Nga[{vh, vi,v5}]. By
our assumptions, if i = 0, we have that | Ny| < |V (G§')| — 2. Since the degree of v§ is at most |V (G5)| — 4
we also have that |[N;| < |V(G5')| — 2. Arguing in the same way as in the start of this proof, we see that
fori > 2,|N| =6 < |G§| — 2. Now define ¢}, ; and c;1 to be colourings of G;$, and G4, ,, respectively,
such that ¢} ; (v) = ci11(v) = ¢;(v) if v € V(GD), ¢i; (vs™") gets a colour not assigned to any vertex of
N and ¢;4 1 (v4™h) and ¢; 41 (vi!) get distinct colours not assigned to any vertex of N. Then these are both
injective |V (G§')|-colourings of G;ﬁl and G2, |, respectively. Hence, the injective chromatic number is at
most |V (G§')| for any graph in H.

Finally, we show that the graphs are 3-connected by induction using Menger’s theorem. For a graph H
which is 3-connected there are three internally disjoint paths between any pair of vertices. For any triangle
wvw and a vertex x, we also have three internally disjoint paths from x to u, v and w. This follows from
Menger’s theorem applied to H with an added vertex adjacent to u, v and w. If we subdivide uv by w’ and
add an edge wuw’, all these paths still exist in the new graph H’, but are subdivided point if they contain
the edge uv. There exist three paths from w’ to u, to v and to w, which are internally disjoint, so for any
x € V(G) such that z # wu, v, w there exist three internally disjoint paths between = and w’. It is easy to
see three such paths also exists between w and w’. Finally, let x = u or x = v, then we have the paths
w'x and w'wz. Let z € V(G) with z # u, v, w, then there exists a path P; between x and z and a path P»
between z and y, where y € {u,v} \ {z}, such that they are internally disjoint. Then P; Poyw’ is a path
internally disjoint from w’x and w’wz. Hence, this new graph is also 3-connected by Menger’s theorem.
Since all graphs are inductively obtained by applying a subdivision to the edge of a triangle and adding an
edge, by induction it follows that all graphs in H are 3-connected. O

Theorem 3.3. For every A > 4, there is an infinite family of planar graphs with maximum degree A and
injective chromatic number A + 5, if 4 < A <7, or {%AJ +1,ifA>8

Proof. We prove this by finding a suitable starting graph for each A and applying Lemma 3.2.

For A = 5, let G° be the left graph® of Figure 5 and let u, v, w be the vertices indicated in the picture.
It is straightforward to check that the graph has diameter 2, that (u, w) is the only pair of vertices which
has a unique path of length 2 between them containing uv and that the other requirements of the lemma are

3This graph can be inspected on the House of Graphs [5] at https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52994 .
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Figure 6: Constructions of diameter 2 planar graphs with maximum degree A > 8 (even on the left and odd on the
right) and injective chromatic number equal to [3A] + 1.

fulfilled, hence H(G®; uv; w) is an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs with maximum degree 5
and injective chromatic number 10.

For A = 6, let G® be the middle graph* of Figure 5 and let u, v, w be the vertices indicated in the
picture. Again one can check that the graph has diameter 2. No pairs have a unique path of length 2
between them containing uv, since G® — uw is also of diameter 2. The other requirements of the lemma are
also easily verified, hence H(GY; uv; w) is an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs with maximum
degree 6 and injective chromatic number 11.

For A = 7, let G be the right graph® of Figure 5 and let u, v, w be the vertices indicated in the picture.
Again one can check that the graph has diameter 2. No pairs have a unique path of length 2 between them
containing uv, since G® — ww is also of diameter 2. The other requirements of the lemma are also easily
verified, hence H(G”; uv;w) is an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs with maximum degree 7
and injective chromatic number 12.

For A > 8, we use the diameter 2 graphs given by LuZar and Skrekovski in [13], but add three edges
apbi, apcry1 and brcky1 for even A and apby, axcgyo and bicpio for odd A to make them 3-connected.
Their construction is shown in Figure 6. Using the labellings of the figure, if A is even, let u = cx11,v =
be,w = ay. If Ais odd, let u = cj42,v = by, w = ay. Denote these graphs by G*. By construction, the
G have diameter 2. No pairs of vertices have a unique path of length 2 between them containing uwv, since
removing uv also gives a graph of diameter 2. The other requirements of the lemma are also easily verified.
Therefore, H(G*; uv; w) is an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs with maximum degree A and
injective chromatic number [3A | + 1. O

We end this section with an infinite family of planar graphs with maximum degree 3 and injective
chromatic number 5. While not a counterexample to Conjecture 1.1 by Chen et al., the graphs are sharp for
this conjecture as well as for Conjecture 1.2.

Let
Vi = {00, 09} U {vh, vi, v, vi}
EY = {vdv0} U {viv, vivh, vivh vivi} ™|
B, = {vouy™ vivg o,
where we take indices modulo n + 1, vJ := v? and v§ = v9. We define the infinite family G’ :=

{(Vo, ESU EL) | n > 3 0dd}. Itis easy to see that every G € G’ is planar and cubic. Carefully applying
Menger’s theorem shows that these graphs are 3-connected.

Theorem 3.4. For every graph G € G', x;(G) = 5.

Proof. We show that x;(G) > 4 for any G € G’. Let ¢ be an injective 4-colouring of G. Then c uses
either 3 or 4 colours for v, vi, v, vi. Suppose the former, then c(v) = c(vi). Since v3,v?,v3,v3 all
have a path of length 2 to either v or v{, they must be coloured using three colours and c(v3) = c(v?)

is different from the three colours used before. Inductively and since n is odd, it follows that c(vf)) =

4This graph can be inspected on the House of Graphs [5] at https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52998.
SThis graph can be inspected on the House of Graphs [5] at https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52997 .
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c(v?) = c(v}) = c(vi), which is a contradiction since v} and v} have a path of length 2 between them.
Therefore, v}, vi,v3, vi all have a distinct colour, but then it is easy to see that ¢(v)) = c(v]) and for the
same reasoning, ¢(v]) = c¢(v}), which is a contradiction, since v3 and v} share a path of length 2.

Finally, it is straightforward to construct an injective 5-colouring for GG, which finishes the proof. [

We note that A = 4, is the only maximum degree for which we did not find an infinite family which
is sharp for Conjecture 1.2. The counterexample with A = 4 and x;(H) = 9 presented by LuZar and
Skrekovski is the only example with these properties found by our computer search. The question arises if
there are other graphs with these characteristics.

4 Higher girth

We note that all of our constructions so far made use of triangles. For the injective chromatic number of
planar graphs with girth greater than or equal to four, La and Storgel proposed a conjecture closely related
to Conjecture 1.2. We denote the girth of a graph G by g(G).

Conjecture 4.1. (La, Storgel [12]). Let G be a planar graph with maximum degree A > 3 and 9(G) > 4.
Then,
4, ifA=3;
Xi(G)<SA+2 ifa<ALE
[3A], ifA>6.

We note that this is equivalent to saying that for a planar graph G with maximum degree at least 3 and
girth at least 4, we have x;(G) < [3A].

Using our algorithm from Section 2, we verified the conjecture for small orders using nauty’s geng and
planarg[15] to generate planar graphs with girth at least 4. For order 16 the generation took approximately
1000 CPU-hours, while our program for computing the injective chromatic number took approximately 4

hours. We obtain the following results.
Proposition 4.2. Conjecture 4.1 holds up to order 16.

The conjecture is based on a construction mentioned by Luzar, Skrekovski and Tancer [14] in which
they take Shannon’s triangles and subdivide their edges. Given a starting triangle with maximum degree
A > 3, this gives a 2-connected planar graph G of girth 4 with x;(G) = L%AJ

It is relatively easy to obtain infinitely many 2-connected examples for each A which are sharp for this
bound. Start with the construction given by Luzar et al., connect two vertices of degree 2 with an edge and
subdivide this edge twice. Repeat the procedure by now adding an edge between the new vertices of degree
2. We state without proof that one can apply this construction such that these graphs still have girth 4,
maximum degree A, are planar and have injective chromatic number equal to the base graph. See Figure 7.

[ILALY

Figure 7: Example for A = 6 of a construction for obtaining infinitely many 2-connected planar graphs of girth 4,
maximum degree A and injective chromatic number L%AJ

By filtering the sharp examples obtained from the computation of Proposition 4.2 for 3-connectivity,
using countg from the nauty library [15], we obtain the following.

Proposition 4.3. For A > 5 there are no 3-connected graphs of maximum degree A\ and girth at least 4 up
to order 16 for which the injective chromatic number is sharp for Conjecture 4.1.



Contrary to the previous result, we will now show that for A = 3 and A = 4 relatively small 3-
connected examples exist with maximum degree A, girth at least 4 and injective chromatic number sharp
for Conjecture 4.1. In particular, we even show there are infinitely many 3-connected examples with A = 3
and A = 4 which are sharp for the conjecture by La and Storgel.

Let the k-prism, with k& > 3, be the graph consisting of two k-cycles ugu; ... ug—1 and vovy ... vg—1
and edges u;v; for 0 < ¢ < k — 1. These graphs are clearly 3-connected, planar and when k > 4, their girth
is 4.

Theorem 4.4. The k-prism with k > 3 has injective chromatic number 4 if and only if k = 0 mod 3.

Proof. Let GG be a k-prism and ¢ be an injective 3-colouring of G. We take indices modulo k. We see that
the neighbours of any u; or v; need three different colours in c¢. Without loss of generality, let ug, w2 and v;
have colours 1, 2 and 3, respectively.

Suppose k is odd. Then all colours in the graph are determined, since vs must have colour 1, which
means u4 must have colour 3, etc. If ¥ = 1 mod 6, then ¢(ug—1) = 1. If K = 5 mod 6, then c(ux—2) = 1.
Both of which share a common neighbour with wg, which gives us a contradiction.

Suppose k is even, then only half of the vertices’ colours are determined, but if £ = 2 mod 6, then
c(vk—1) = 3, which gives a contradiction with the colour of vy and if £ = 4 mod 6, then c(vg_1) = 1,
which gives a contradiction with the colour of .

Finally, suppose k = 0 mod 3, then ¢ given by c(u;) = ¢(v;) = j+1 wheni = 3a+j forj € {0,1,2}
andi € {0,...,k — 1} is a injective 3-colouring of G. O

u3

Figure 8: Graph with maximum degree 4, girth 4 and injective chromatic number 6 used as a base graph for the infinite
family of Theorem 4.5.

Let G be a graph with a vertex u of degree 3 and neighbours uy, us and us. Let V = V(G)U{v1, va, v3}
and E = {vjvs, vau3, 01Uy, V1U3, Vols, Vaus, vsu} U E(G) \ {uus}. We obtain a new graph G' =
(V, E). Note that vs is now a vertex of degree 3 in G'. We can relabel the graph so that u, v, v, v3
become ws, ue, u1, u, respectively. In this way we can iterate the procedure to obtain an infinite family
K(G;u;u1,u2,usz). It is easy to see that if G is planar then all members of the infinite family are planar,
that if G has girth 4 then all members of the family have girth 4, and that if A(G) = 4 and uy, u2 and us
are all of degree 3 then every member of the family has maximum degree 4. If G is 3-connected, one can
show using Menger’s theorem that all members of the family are also 3-connected.

Theorem 4.5. There is an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs with maximum degree 4, girth 4 and
injective chromatic number 6.

Proof. Let G be the graph® of Figure 8 and let u, uy,u2, u3 be the vertices labelled in the figure. Then
K := K(G; u;u1,us2,us) is an infinite family of 3-connected planar graphs of maximum degree 4.

It is easy to verify by computer that x; (G — uus) > 5, since this is a subgraph of all H € K it follows
that x;(H) > 5. It is straightforward to check that G has an injective 6-colouring. Let H be any member
of IC with an injective 6-colouring ¢ and let H' be its successor by applying the procedure to vertices
uf ul ull uf of H. Let vy, vz, v3 be the new vertices of H' as described by the procedure. We construct

an injective 6-colouring ¢’ on H'. Let ¢/(v) = ¢(v) for all v € V(H). We see that ¢/(v;) cannot have the

OThis graph can be inspected on the House of Graphs [5] at https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/1158.
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colour of u, of vy and of the neighbours of w1 and u3. Since u; and u3 are of degree 3 and share a common
neighbour which is not vy, vy or u, this restricts at most 5 colours. Similarly, we have a free colour for vg
and three free colours for v3. Hence, we can find an injective 6-colouring for H’. By induction it follows
that every member of /C has injective chromatic number 6. O

A related question for girth at least five was asked by LuZar, Skrekovski, and Tancer [14].

Problem 4.6. (LuZar, Skrekovski and Tancer). Does an integer M exist such that every planar graph G
with maximum degree A > M and girth at least 5 is injectively (A + 1)-colourable?

Using our algorithm for computing the injective chromatic number and geng and planarg [15] for
generating planar graphs of girth at least 5, we find the following.

Proposition 4.7. Up o order 21 every planar graph with girth at least 5 is injectively (A + 1)-colourable.

The computation for order 21 took approximately 16 000 hours for the generation and 48 hours for
determining the injective chromatic number of the graphs.

In [1] Borodin and Ivanova gave in their Figure 1, for every A > 3, an example of a 2-connected planar
graph with girth 6 and maximum degree A which is injectively (A + 1)-colourable. Smoothing one of
the degree 2 vertices in their example gives a family with the same properties but of girth 5. A similar
idea to the one used in the girth at least 4 case gives infinite families of planar 2-connected injectively
(A + 1)-colourable graphs with girth 6 for every A > 3.

Also in this case it is difficult to find 3-connected examples. By filtering the sharp examples obtained
from the computation of Proposition 4.7 for 3-connectivity, using countg from the nauty library [15], we
obtain the following.

Proposition 4.8. For A > 4 there are no 3-connected planar graphs of maximum degree A\ for which the
injective chromatic number equals A + 1 up to order 21. When A = 3, the smallest 3-connected graph
whose injective chromatic number is 4 is the dodecahedron graph on 20 vertices.

Let r > 2. The generalised dodecahedron D, has vertex set
i ! / /
{U0y o ey U 1,00, oy Up 1y Uy e vy U1y UGy e ey U1}

and edge set
/ / / r—1

! ! !
{uitig1, viviq1, uiug, v;v;, Viu,, UiVit155=0

where indices are taken modulo r. A visualisation of this class of graphs was given in Figure 3 in [6] (using
a different labeling).

It is easy to see that the generalised dodecahedra are 3-connected cubic planar graphs with two r-gonal
faces and 2r pentagonal faces and hence are of girth 5 when r > 5.

Denote the vertices of one of the r-gonal faces by wug, uq,...,u,—1 and the vertices of the other by
V0, V1, - .., Ur—1. For each u;, v; denote the remaining vertex by u}, v}, respectively. We do this in such a
way that u; is adjacent to v; and v ;, taking indices modulo 7.

Theorem 4.9. The generalised dodecahedra D, with r > 5 have x;(D,.) = 4 if and only if r £ 0 mod 3.

Proof. Let D' be the graph obtained from D,. by removing one of the r-gonal cycles, say ujus . . . u,. Sup-
pose D' is injectively 3-colourable. We take indices modulo 7. If in one of the pentagons v;vju;v; Vi1,
the same colour is given to u} and v} 41 and to v; and v;41, then u 11 and v; o have the same colour which
is a contradiction. Similarly, if the same colour is given to w} and vj_; but not to v; and v;1, then the
same colour is given to u;; and v;, , and to v;11 and v; o, again leading to a contradiction as before. By
symmetry, v} and v} need to have different colours.

Without loss of generality, D’ must be coloured such that v; and v} get colour j € {1,2,3} when
t =3a+j. If r =1 mod 3, then vy and v]._; have the same colour. If » = 2 mod 3, then vy and v,
have the same colour, leading to a contradiction.

Finally, suppose r = 0 mod 3, then the previous idea leads to an injective 3-colouring if we give u/ the
colour different from that of v; and v ;. O
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A Correctness Tests

While it is relatively easy to prove the correctness of our algorithm to compute the chromatic number of a
graph presented in Section 2, we also performed various tests for verifying the correctness of its implemen-
tation. Our implementation of the algorithm is open source software and can be found on GitHub [7] where
it can be verified and used by other researchers.

Let G be a graph and let G(?) be the neighbouring graph with vertex set V(G) and with edge set
{uv; Ng(u) N Ng(v) # 0}. It follows that y;(G) corresponds to the chromatic number of G?). We wrote
a program that, given G, computes G(?). Together with a program for computing the chromatic number
— we use one which is part of the nauty library [15] — we can reproduce the experiments performed in
the paper up to certain orders. However, this approach is not as fast as the one described in Section 2. In
particular, we checked the counts of graphs attaining a specific injective chromatic number for connected
planar graphs of minimum degree 2 up to order 11, of girth at least 4 up to order 14 and of girth at least 5
up to order 5, of 3-connected planar graphs up to order 12, of 4-connected planar graphs up to order 15 and
of 3-connected cubic planar graphs up to order 28. All results were in complete agreement with those of
the algorithm from Section 2.

Our backtracking algorithm can also be adapted to compute the chromatic number of graphs and we
verified this for a selection of graphs this indeed yields the correct chromatic number.

B The smallest most symmetric graphs of Table 1

The smallest most symmetric graphs of Table 1 for each maximum degree 3 < A < 8 can among others be
inspected on the House of Graphs [5] by searching for the keywords “injective chromatic number”. Here
we list their specific URLs.

* A = 3: https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52993
¢ A = 4: https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/33503
* A = 5: https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52994

¢ A = 6: https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52995,
https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52996

e A = T7: https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/52999
* A = 8: https://houseofgraphs.org/graphs/53043

C A direct proof of injective chromatic number of two graphs used
in the proof of Theorem 3.1

Here we give a direct (but involved) argument of a fact used in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Let GG be the graph
of Figure 9. We will use the labels in the figure for the following proof. In the proof of Theorem 3.1, G is
isomorphic to Gy — vjv] — vjvl —vivd and G’ := G U {v1ds, dsvs, v1v5} — w1 — wa — ws is isomorphic

to Gig.
Lemma C.1. The injective chromatic number of G depicted in Figure 9 is at least 8.

Proof. Suppose G has an injective 7-colouring c. We use the same labels as in Figure 9.

Note that vy, vs,dy, d2, p1, p2 have pairwise distinct colours in ¢. Since c uses at most 7 colours we
have three options, either c(v3) = ¢(p1) and ps get a seventh colour, ¢(p3) = ¢(v1) and v3 get a seventh
colour, or both ¢(v3) = ¢(p1) and ¢(p3) = ¢(v1).

Suppose ¢(vs) = ¢(p1) and ¢(p3) = ¢(v1). Due to the same arguments, but for vs, vy, vs, ds, d4, ps,
Pa, P5, we see that ¢(vs) = ¢(ps) and/or ¢(p3) = ¢(vs), which leads to a contradiction as ps and p; share a
common neighbour and v5 and v; share a common neighbour.

Hence, we are in one of the previous cases. Assume c(v1) = c¢(p3). If ¢(ps) = c(vs), we get a
contradiction, so we have that c(v3) = ¢(ps). It must hold in ¢ that py, ps, p3, ps and ps get pairwise
distinct colours. Since d5 shares a common neighbour with p1, p2, p4, ps and vy, ¢ uses a sixth colour for
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Figure 9: The graph G isomorphic to G; — vdvi — vivs — vivs.

ds. We see that one of d;, va, d2 needs to use a seventh colour as dy, va, do, p1, p2, p3 are pairwise injective
neighbours, so need six different colours and they cannot use ¢(v3) = ¢(ps). If d; has the seventh colour,
then ¢(ds) = ¢(ds) and c(v2) = c(ps). However, ds, dy, v4,vs need four different colours, but only have
three possibilities left. If v, or do have the seventh colour, then a similar reasoning show that ds, dy, vy, vs
can only use three colours in c.

Finally, assume that ¢(p1) = ¢(v3). Then ¢(p3) = ¢(vs). By symmetry, we also get a contradiction in
this case. Hence, non injective 7-colouring can exist for G. O

Lemma C.2. The injective chromatic number of G' is at least 8.

Proof. One can see that the exact same proof method also works for G’ as ds, v1 and vs still pairwise share
a common neighbourin G'. O
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