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Abstract

In 1966, Hedetniemi conjectured that for any positive integer n and graphs G
and H, if neither G nor H is n-colourable, then G ×H is not n-colourable. This
conjecture has received significant attention over the past half century, and was
disproved by Shitov in 2019. Shitov’s proof shows that Hedetniemi’s conjecture
fails for sufficiently large n. Shortly after Shitov’s result, smaller counterexamples
were found in a series of papers, and it is now known that Hedetniemi’s conjecture
fails for all n ≥ 4, and holds for n ≤ 3. Hedetniemi’s conjecture has inspired
extensive research, and many related problems remain open. This paper surveys
the results and problems associated with the conjecture, and explains the ideas
used in finding counterexamples.

1 Introduction

Products of graphs are basic and fundamental constructions in graph theory, giving rise
to important graph classes and deep structural problems. It is natural that properties
and parameters of the product graph are closely related to or determined by those of
the factor graphs. Various graph products and graph invariants have been extensively
studied in the literature, among which Hedetniemi’s conjecture specifically concerns the
categorical product and the chromatic number of graphs.
The categorical product G ×H of graphs G and H has vertex set V (G) × V (H), in

which (x, y)(x′, y′) ∈ E(G ×H) if and only if xx′ ∈ E(G) and yy′ ∈ E(H). (We write
uv ∈ E(G) or u ∼G v to mean that u and v are adjacent in G. When the graph G is clear
from the context, we may simply write u ∼ v for u ∼G v). This product is also known by
other names in the literature, such as the tensor product and the direct product.
A proper n-colouring of a graph G is a mapping f ∶ V (G) → {1,2, . . . , n} such that

f(x) ≠ f(y) for any edge xy of G. The chromatic number of G is the minimum n
such that G admits a proper n-colouring. Given a proper n-colouring ϕ of G, one can
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define a proper n-colouring Φ of G × H by setting Φ(x, y) = ϕ(x). This implies that
χ(G×H) ≤ χ(G). Similarly, χ(G×H) ≤ χ(H), and thus χ(G×H) ≤min{χ(G), χ(H)}.
In 1966, Hedetniemi conjectured that equality always holds [23].

Conjecture 1.1 For all graphs G and H, χ(G ×H) =min{χ(G), χ(H)}.

Reference [23] is a Ph.D.thesis that is not easily accessible. The conjecture first
appeared in a journal article of Burr, P. Erdős and Lovász [4] in 1976. Nešetřil and
Pultr [35] attributed the conjecture to Lovász. Duffus, Sands and Woodrow [8] called
it “Hedetniemi’s conjecture”. With many partial results being proved and the general
case seemingly intractable, the conjecture has received significant attention since the
1980’s [29, 40,50,72], and was finally refuted by Shitov [42] in 2019.
In this paper, we survey the concepts, methods, results, and problems related to this

conjecture.

2 Homomorphism-monotone graph invariants

Definition 2.1 Assume G and H are graphs. A homomorphism from G to H is a
mapping f ∶ V (G)→ V (H) such that for every edge xy of G, f(x)f(y) is an edge of H.
We say G is homomorphic to H, written as G → H, if there is a homomorphism from
G to H.

Two graphs G and H are homomorphically equivalent, written as G ↔ H, if G → H
and H → G. We denote by G the set of finite graphs. Then ↔ is an equivalence relation
on G. We denote by G/ ↔ the equivalence classes of finite graphs with respect to the
equivalence relation ↔. For G ∈ G, let [G] denote the equivalence class containing G.
Then the homomorphism relation → is a partial order on G/↔.
A homomorphism from a graph G to Kn is equivalent to a proper n-colouring of G.

Thus, graph homomorphism is a generalization of graph colouring, and a homomorphism
from G to H is also called an H-colouring of G [26].
Note that for any graphs G and H, G ×H → G and G ×H →H, with the projections

be the homomorphisms.

Definition 2.2 A graph invariant ρ is homomorphism-monotone if G→H implies that
ρ(G) ≤ ρ(H).

The chromatic number of graphs is an example of homomorphism-monotone invari-
ants.
Assume ρ is a homomorphism-monotone graph invariant. As G ×H → G, we have

ρ(G ×H) ≤ ρ(G). Similarly, ρ(G ×H) ≤ ρ(H), and hence

ρ(G ×H) ≤min{ρ(G), ρ(H)}.
For each homomorphism-monotone graph invariant ρ, it is natural to ask if the fol-

lowing ρ-version Hedetniemi’s type equality holds:

2



Question 2.3 Is it true that for all graphs G and H, ρ(G ×H) =min{ρ(G), ρ(H)}?
Motivated by Hedetniemi’s conjecture, for many homomorphism-monotone graph in-

variants, the questions have been studied. For a few homomorphism-monotone graph
invariants, the Hedetniemi-type equalities were proved and some of the equalities have
important consequences. These include the fractional chromatic number, the strict vec-
tor chromatic number, the vector chromatic number and the coindex of the box complex
of graphs. For some other homomorphism-monotone graph invariants, the questions
have been studied and the problems remain open. These include the Shannon OR-
capacity, and the index of the box complex of graphs, quantum chromatic number and
local chromatic number. The most important result is that the equality does not hold
in general for the chromatic number, as well as for the circular chromatic number.

2.1 Fractional chromatic number

There are a few equivalent definitions of the fractional chromatic number χf(G) of a
graph G. One definition is through a linear program. We denote by I(G) the set of
independent sets of G. A fractional colouring of G is a mapping ϕ ∶ I(G) → [0,1] such
that for each vertex v of G, ∑v∈I,I∈I(G) ϕ(I) ≥ 1. The weight of ϕ is w(ϕ) = ∑I∈I(G) ϕ(I).
The fractional chromatic number χf(G) of G is defined as

χf(G) = inf{w(ϕ) ∶ ϕ is a fractional colouring of G}.
The fractional chromatic number of categorical product of graphs was first studied by

this authro in 2002 [74], where the focus is whether the fractional version Hedetniemi’s
conjecture is true, and some special cases were verified.
In 2005, Tardif [48] proved that for any graphsG andH, χf(G×H) ≥ 1

4 min{χf(G), χf(H)}.
In 2012, Zhang [66] studied the independent set of the product of vertex-transitive
graphs, and the result implies that for vertex transitive graphs G and H, χf(G ×H) =
min{χf(G), χf(H)}. The fractional version of Hedetniemi’s conjecture was fully proved
by this author in [75].

Theorem 2.4 For any graphs G and H,

χf(G ×H) =min{χf(G), χf(H)}.
A feature of fractional chromatic number that plays a crucial role in the proof in [75] is

the duality of linear programming. To prove that χf(G ×H) ≥min{χf(G), χf(H)}, we
study the dual of the above linear program, which defines the fractional clique number
of G. A fractional clique of G is a map f ∶ V (G)→ [0,1] such that for any independent
set I of G, ∑x∈I f(x) ≤ 1. The total weight of f is w(f) = f(V (G)) = ∑v∈V (G) f(v). The
fractional clique number ωf(G) of G is the maximum total weight of a fractional clique
f of G. By the duality of linear programming, we know that for any graph G,

χf(G) = ωf(G).
So Theorem 2.4 is equivalent to the following theorem.
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Theorem 2.5 For any graphs G and H,

ωf(G ×H) =min{ωf(G), ωf(H)}.

The advantage of using the dual form is that one can guess a weight distribution to
be a fractional clique of G ×H that is of the correct total weight. Given a maximum
fractional clique of G and a maximum fractional clique of H, there is a natural weight
distribution as a candidate for a maximum fractional clique of G ×H. Such a weight
distribution was already given in [74].
Assume g is a maximum fractional clique of G and h is a maximum fractional clique

of H. Let ϕ ∶ V (G ×H)→ [0,1] be defined as follows:

ϕ(x, y) = g(x)h(y)
max{ωf(G), ωf(H)}

.

Obviously,

w(ϕ) = ωf(G)ωf(H)
max{ωf(G), ωf(H)}

=min{ωf(G), ωf(H)}.

So w(ϕ) ≥ ωf(G ×H) ≥min{ωf(G), ωf(H)}.
It was conjectured in [74] that ϕ is a fractional clique ofG×H. To prove this conjecture,

it amounts to showing that for any independent set U of G ×H,

∑
(x,y)∈U

g(x)h(y) ≤max{ωf(G), ωf(H)}.

This was proved 10 years later in [75].

2.2 Vector chromatic number, strict vector chromatic number
and Shannon OR-capacity

The vector chromatic number and strict vector chromatic number of a graph G were
first introduced by Karger, Motwani and Sudan in [28].

Definition 2.6 Assume t ≥ 1 is a real number. A vector t-colouring (respectively, a
strict vector t-colouring) of G is a mapping ϕ that assigns to each vertex v a real vector
ϕ(v) of length t − 1 such that for each edge uv of G, ϕ(u)Tϕ(v) ≤ −1 (respectively,
ϕ(u)Tϕ(v) = −1). The vector chromatic number χv(G) (respectively, the strict vector
chromatic number χsv(G)) of G is the infimum t such that G admits a vector t-colouring
(respectively, a strict vector t-colouring).

It was observed in [28] that the strict vector chromatic number of a graph G is equal to
the Lovász θ-function of the complement Ḡ of G, i.e., χsv(G) = θ(Ḡ). As noted in [14],
the vector chromatic number of G is equal to the θ′-function of the complement of G
introduced in [41].
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It follows from the definition that χv(G) ≤ χsv(G). For the complete graph Kn,
mapping the vertices of Kn to the vertices of a regular (n − 1)-dimensional simplex is a
strict vector n-colouring. This is an optimal vector colouring of Kn. Hence χv(Kn) =
χsv(Kn) = n. As G is n-colourable if and only if G→Kn, this implies that χsv(G) ≤ χ(G)
for any graph G. It is also known that for any graph G, χsv(G) ≤ χf(G). Therefore for
any graph G,

ω(G) ≤ χv(G) ≤ χsv(G) ≤ χf(G) ≤ χ(G).
It is easy to see that both χv and χsv are homomorphism-monotone. The vector

chromatic number and strict vector chromatic number of the categorical product of
graphs were first studied by Godsil, Roberson, Šámal, and Severini in [15], and they
proved that the Hedetniemi-type equality holds for the strict vector chromatic number.

Theorem 2.7 For any graphs G and H,

χsv(G ×H) =min{χsv(G), χsv(H)}.

It was conjectured in [15] that the Hedetniemi-type equality holds for the vector
chromatic number as well. This conjecture was confirmed by Godsil, Roberson, Rooney,
Šámal and Varvitsiotis in [14].

Theorem 2.8 For any graphs G and H,

χv(G ×H) =min{χv(G), χv(H)}.

The vector chromatic number and the strict vector chromatic number of a graph can
be formulated as semidefinite programs, and the proofs of Theorems 2.7 and 2.8 rely on
the duality property of the corresponding semidefinite programs.
The Hedetniemi-type equality for another homomorphism-monotone graph invariant,

the quantum chromatic number χq(G) of a graph G, was also studied in [15]. The
quantum chromatic number of a graph G is defined through a graph homomorphism
game. We refer the reader to [15] for the definition. It was proved in [15] that the
Hedetniemi-type equality χq(G×H) =min{χq(G), χq(H)} holds for some special graphs
G and H, and it remains an open question whether it holds for all graphs G and H.
Let the OR-product of two graphs G andH, denoted by G⋅H, be the graph with vertex

set V (G) × V (H), in which (x, y)(x′, y′) is an edge if either xx′ ∈ E(G) or yy′ ∈ E(H).
Denote by Gt the t-fold OR-product of G and by ω(G) the clique number of G. The
Shannon OR-capacity COR(G) is defined as

COR(G) = lim
t→∞

t
√
ω(Gt).

The Shannon OR-capacity COR is a homomophism-monotone graph invariant. Si-
monyi [44] asked whether the Hedetniemi-type equality COR(G×H) =min{COR(G),COR(H)}
holds for all graphs G and H.
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There is not much support for a positive answer to this question. On the other hand,
it was proved in [44] that if this equality does not hold for COR, then it also does not
hold for some other ‘nicer’ graph invariant. We denote by G⊕H the join of G and H,
which is the graph obtained from the disjoint union of G and H by adding all edges
between V (G) and V (H). Given a collection S of graphs that is closed under the join
and the OR-product and that contains K1, the asymptotic spectrum Y (S) of S is the
set of all maps ϕ ∶ S → R≥0 for which the following hold:

1. ϕ(K1) = 1.

2. ϕ(G⊕H) = ϕ(G) + ϕ(H).

3. ϕ(G ⋅H) = ϕ(G)ϕ(H).

4. If G→H, then ϕ(G) ≤ ϕ(H).
A list of known elements in Y (S) was given in [79]. These include the fractional chro-
matic number χf(G) and the strict vector chromatic number χsv(G). On the other
hand, χ(G) is not an element of Y (S) as (3) is not satisfied by χ. One may wonder if a
graph invariant is more likely to satisfy the Hedetniemi’s equality if it is an element of
Y (S).
The Shannon OR-capacity COR is not an element in Y (S). It was proved in [18]

that (3) does not hold for COR, and proved in [1] that (2) does not hold for COR.
However, it was proved in [79] that for any G ∈ S, COR(G) = minϕ∈Y (S) ϕ(G). Us-
ing this result in [79], Simonyi [44] proved that if G and H are graphs for which
COR(G×) < min{COR(G),COR(H)}, then there exists ϕ ∈ Y (S) such that ϕ(G ×H) <
min{ϕ(G), ϕ(H)}.

2.3 Index and coindex

The topological method, which originated from Lovász’s celebrated proof of the Kneser
conjecture [30], is a widely used tool in the study of graph colouring problems. The
method involves associating a topological space to a graph, where certain topological
invariants of the associated space provide lower bounds for the chromatic number of the
graph. The box complex Box(G) of a graph G is a simplicial complex with vertex set
V (Box(G)) = V (G)×{+,−}. A set (A×{+})∪(B×{−}) forms a simplex if A,B ⊆ V (G)
and ab ∈ E(G) for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B. The space Box(G) is a Z2-space, equipped with a Z2-
action ν ∶ V (Box(G))→ V (Box(G)) defined as ν((v,+)) = (v,−) and ν((v,−)) = (v,+).
For two Z2-spaces X,Y , with Z2-actions νX , νY , respectively, a Z2-map from X to Y

is a continuous map ϕ ∶ X → Y satisfying ϕ(νX(x)) = νY (ϕ(x)) for all x ∈ X. We write
X →Z2 Y if such a map exists, and write X /→Z2 Y otherwise.
Denote by Sd the d-dimensional sphere, with Z2-action ν defined as ν(x) = −x for

each point x ∈ Sd. It is known and easy to verify that for any positive integer n,
Box(Kn) ≃Z2 S

n−2. The famous Borsuk-Ulam theorem states that for any positive integer
d, Sd /→Z2 S

d−1. This motivates the following definitions.
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Definition 2.9 For a Z2-space X, the index of X, denoted by ind(X), is the smallest
integer n such that X →Z2 S

n. The coindex of X, denoted by coind(X), is the largest
integer n such that Sn →Z2 X.

The index ind(Box(G)) and the coindex coind(Box(G)) of the box complex Box(G)
of a graph G provide lower bounds for the chromatic number χ(G). We refer to [33]
for detailed introduction of ind(Box(G)) and the coindex coind(Box(G)), and other
topological spaces associated with graphs and related topological invariants. For our
purpose, both parameters ind(Box(G)) and coind(Box(G)) can also be defined via
graph homomorphisms.
Given a positive integer k and 0 < ϵ < 2, the Borsuk graph Bk,ϵ is the graph whose

vertices are the points of the k-dimensional unit sphere Sk, in which xy is an edge if the
distance between x and y (in Rk+1) is at least 2 − ϵ.
It was shown in [45] that for any graph G,

coind(G) =max{k ∶ ∃ϵ > 0,Bk,ϵ → G}.

Alternately, coind(G) can also be defined by using homomorphisms from generalized
Mycielski graphs. For a positive integer n, let Pn be the path with vertices 0,1, . . . , n.
For a graph G, the nth generalized mycielskian of G, denoted by Mn(G), if the graph
obtained from G × Pn by adding edges {(x,0)(y,0) ∶ xy ∈ E(G)} and identifying all
vertices {(x,n) ∶ x ∈ V (G)} into a single vertex. For k ≥ 2, the family Kk of generalized
Mycielski graphs is defined recursively as follows: K2 = {K2}. For k ≥ 3, Kk = {Mn(G) ∶
G ∈ Kk−1, n ∈ {1,2, . . .}}. It was shown in [43] that for any graph G,

coind(G) =max{k ∶ ∃G′ ∈ Kk,G
′ → G}.

The two formulas can be used as alternate definitions of coind(Box(G)). It follows
from these definitions that coind(Box(G)) is a homomorphism monotone invariant.
Borsuk-Ulam Theorem states that if sphere Sk is covered by k +1 open sets, then one

of the open sets contains a pair of anti-podal points, i.e., two points in Sk of distance
2. It follows from this theorem that χ(Bk,ϵ) ≥ k + 2. As remarked by Lovász [32],
Borsuk-Ulam Theorem is indeed equivalent to the statement that χ(Bk,ϵ) ≥ k+2 for any
0 < ϵ < 2. This lower bound is sharp if ϵ is small enough [33,45]. Thus for any graph G,
we have

χ(G) ≥ coind(Box(G)) + 2.
To define ind(Box(G)) via graph homomorphisms, we need to introduce an important

graph operation.
For a graph K and a positive integer d, let Ω2d+1(K) be the graph whose vertices are
(d + 1)-tuples (A0,A1, . . . ,Ad) such that

1. Ai ⊆ V (K) for i = 0,1, . . . , d.

2. ∣A0∣ = 1 and A1 ≠ ∅.
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3. Ai ⊆ Ai+2 for i = 0,1, . . . , d − 2.

4. Ad and Ad−1 are fully adjacent.

Two tuples (A0,A1, . . . ,Ad) and (B0,B1, . . . ,Bd) are adjacent if Ai ⊂ Bi+1 and Bi ⊆ Ai+1

for i = 0,1, . . . , d − 1, and Ad and Bd are fully adjacent.
The operator Ω2d+1 is an important graph functor, which plays an important role

in the construction of counterexamples to Hedetniemi’s conjecture. It is difficult to
draw or visualize the graph Ω2d+1(G) even for small graphs G. One simple example is
that Ω2d+1(C2k+1) = C(2d+1)(2k+1). So Ω2d+1 acts on cycles as a subdivision of the edges.
For an arbitrary graph G, Ω2d+1 behaves much like a subdivision in the topological
sense on the box complex. They preserve the homotopy type and refine the geometric
structure. Continuous maps between box complexes can be approximated with graph
homomorphisms from the refinement Ω2d+1(G) of G.
The graph Ω2d+1(Kn) is also denoted by W (d + 1, n) in the literature, and can be

constructed as follows (see [65]):
The vertices of Ω2d+1(Kn) are tuples (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ {0,1, . . . , d+1}n such that There

exists exactly one i ∈ [n] for which xi = 0, there exists some i ∈ [n] for which xi = 1, and
(x1, x2, . . . , xn) is adjacent to (y1, y2, . . . , yn) if and only if for all i ∈ [n], either ∣xi−yi∣ = 1
or xi = yi = d + 1.
The following two theorems were proved by Wrochna [64].

Theorem 2.10 There exists a Z2-map from Box(G) to Box(H) if and only if for some
positive integer k, there is a homomorphism from Ω2k+1(G) to H.

Theorem 2.11 ∣Box(G)∣ and ∣Box(Ω2d+1(G))∣ are Z2-homotopy equivalent for any graph
G with no loops and for any positive integer d.

The following property ofBox(G) can be used as an alternate definition of ind(Box(G)):

ind(Box(G)) =min{n ∶ there exists a positive integer k such that Ω2k+1(G)→Kn+2}.

It follows from the definitions that ind(Box(G)) is a homomorphism monotone graph
invariant, and for any graph G,

ω(G) ≤ coind(Box(G)) + 2 ≤ ind(Box(G)) + 2 ≤ χ(G).

The lower bounds coind(Box(G)) + 2 and/or ind(Box(G)) + 2 for χ(G) are referred
to as topological lower bounds. For some families of graphs whose fractional chromatic
number and chromatic number are far apart, these bounds can be significantly better
than the other (non-topological) bounds. In particular, these bounds are sharp for
Kneser graphs. It is easy to see that Bk,ϵ → Bk,ϵ′ if ϵ ≤ ϵ′. Using this observation, the
following result was proved by Simonyi and Zsbán [46].
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Theorem 2.12 For any graphs G and H,

coind(Box(G ×H)) =min{coind(Box(G)), coind(Box(H)).
The following result is a consequence of Theorem 2.12, and was proved earlier by

Hell [24].

Theorem 2.13 If χ(G) = coind(Box(G)) + 2 and χ(H) = coind(Box(H)) + 2, then
χ(G ×H) =min{χ(G), χ(H)}.
Wrochna [64] studied the question whether the Hedetniemi-type equality holds for

the index of graphs. It was proved in [62] and [5] that any Z2-space is Z2-equivalent to
the Box(G) for some graph G, and it was proved in [6] that ∣Box(G)∣ × ∣Box(H)∣ ≃Z2

∣Box(G ×H)∣ for any graphs G and H, where for two Z2-spaces (X,νX) and (Y, νY ),
X × Y is a Z2-space with Z2 action ν defined as ν(x, y) = (νX(x), νY (y)). It follows
from these results that the Hedetniemi-type equality for the indices of box complex of
graphs is equivalent to the same equality for the indices of all Z2-spaces. The following
conjecture was proposed by Wrochna [64]:

Conjecture 2.14 For all Z2-spaces X and Y , ind(X × Y ) =min{ind(X), ind(Y )}.
By the results mentioned above, we may restrict the Z2 spaces X and Y in Conjecture

2.14 to box complexes of graphs, and hence this conjecture is equivalent to the following
conjecture [64]:

Conjecture 2.15 For any graph G and H, if χ(G ×H) ≤ n, then for some integer d,
Ω2d+1(G) or Ω2d+1(H) is n-colourable.
We may compare Conjecture 2.15 with Hedetniemi’s conjecture. Under the same

condition that χ(G×H) ≤ n, Hedetniemi’s conjecture asserts that G orH is n-colourable,
which is significantly stronger.
More generally, a Z2-space Z is called multiplicative if X × Y →Z2 Z implies that

X →Z2 Z or Y →Z2 Z. Conjecture 2.14 says that Sd is multiplicative for any non-
negative integer d. We say a graph K is multiplicative if for any graphs G and H,
G × H → K implies that G → K or H → K. Hedetniemi conjecture says that Kn is
multiplicative for all positive integer n. The following result was proved independently
by Matsushita [34] and Wrochna [64].

Theorem 2.16 If K is a multiplicative graph, then ∣Box(K)∣ is a multiplicative Z2-
space.

It follows from Theorem 2.16 that Hedetniemi’s conjecture is stronger than Conjecture
2.14. As K2 and K3 are multiplicative, it follows from Theorem 2.16 that S0 and S1 are
multiplicative. For n ≥ 4, we know that Kn is not multiplicative. On the other hand, it
remains open whether Sd is multiplicative for all d ≥ 2.
Conjecture 2.14 was studied by Daneshpajouh, Karasev, and Volovikov in [7], where

it was proved that the conjecture holds if one of the factor spaces is a sphere. Moreover,
the conjectured equality holds with index replaced by the homological index.
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2.4 Circular chromatic number

Given positive integers p ≥ 2q, a (p, q)-colouring of a graph G is a mapping f ∶ V (G) →
{0,1, . . . , p − 1} such that for every edge xy of G,

q ≤ ∣f(x) − f(y)∣ ≤ p − q.

The circular chromatic number of G is defined as

χc(G) = inf {
p

q
∶ G admits a (p, q)-colouring} .

The circular chromatic number of a graph G is a refinement of its chromatic number
introduced by Vince in [61]. The term “circular chromatic number” was coined in [73].
Observe that a (p,1)-colouring is the same as a proper p-colouring. Hence χc(G) ≤ χ(G)
for every graph G. On the other hand, it was shown in [61] that χc(G) > χ(G)−1. Hence
χ(G) = ⌈χc(G)⌉. It is also known and easy to see that χc(G) ≥ χf(G) for every graph
G.
As a strengthening of Hedetniemi’s conjecture, this author conjectured in [71] that for

any graphs G and H, χc(G ×H) = min{χc(G), χc(H)}. As Hedetniemi’s conjecture is
false, so is this one. Nevertheless, the result that Hedetniemi’s conjecture holds for n ≤ 3,
i.e., χ(G ×H) ≤ 3 → χ(G) ≤ 3 or χ(H) ≤ 3 is extended to r < 4, i.e., χc(G ×H) ≤ r < 4
implies that χc(G) ≤ r or χc(H) ≤ r. This is related to the concept of multiplicative
graphs, which we shall discuss more in Section 4.

2.5 Chromatic Ramsey number

Hedetniemi’s conjecture was independently proposed in [4], where the conjecture was
inspired by a problem on the chromatic Ramsey number of graphs.
Suppose G,H,F are graphs. We write F Ð→ (G,H) if for any colouring of the edges

of F with colours red and blue, there is either a red copy of G (i.e., G is a subgraph
(not necessarily induced subgraph) of the red graph) or a blue copy of H. The Ramsey
number of G,H can be defined as

R(G,H) =min{∣V (F )∣ ∶ F Ð→ (G,H)}.

By replacing the parameter ∣V (F )∣ with other graph parameters, one defines a variety
of Ramsey parameters. For example,

RE(G,H) =min{∣E(F )∣ ∶ F Ð→ (G,H)}

is the size Ramsey number of G,H. The chromatic Ramsey number Rχ(G,H) is defined
as

Rχ(G,H) =min{χ(F ) ∶ F Ð→ (G,H)}.
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We write Rχ(G) for Rχ(G,G). It was proved in [4] that

Rχ(G) =min{n ∶ ∀c ∶ E(Kn)→ [2],∃i ∈ [2],G→Kn[c−1(i)]}.

Here Kn[c−1(i)] denotes the subgraph of Kn induced by edges coloured by colour i. In
other words, Rχ(G) is the minimum n such that every 2-edge colouring of Kn contains
a monochromatic subgraph which is a homomorphic image of G.
If χ(F ) ≤ (n−1)2, and c is an (n−1)2-colouring of F with colours {(i, j) ∶ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n−1},

then we can colour the edges of F as follows: If e = xy, c(x) = (i, j) and c(y) = (i′, j′)
then we colour e red if i = i′ and colour e blue otherwise. It is easy to see that both the
red graph and the blue graph are (n − 1)-chromatic. This shows that if χ(G) = n then
Rχ(G) ≥ (n − 1)2 + 1. Burr, Erdős and Lovász [4] conjectured that this lower bound is
sharp. Let M(n) =min{Rχ(G) ∶ χ(G) = n}.

Conjecture 2.17 For any positive integer n, M(n) = (n − 1)2 + 1.

A tentative proof of this conjecture was sketched in [4]:
Let m = (n − 1)2 + 1. Let c1, c2, . . . , cp be the set of all 2-edge colourings of Km. For

i ∈ [p], let Gi,1,Gi,2 be the two monochromatic subgraphs of Km under colouring ci. The
following claim is easily verified:

Claim 2.1 For 2-edge colouring of Km, one of the monochromatic subgraphs G has
χ(G) > n − 1.

Therefore for each i ∈ [p], there exists ji ∈ [2] such that χ(Gi,ji) > n − 1. Let

G = G1,j1 ×G2,j2 × . . . ×Gp,jp .

If χ(G) ≥ n, then for any 2-edge colouring ci ofKm, Gi,ji is a monochromatic subgraph,
which is a homomorphic image of G (the ith projection map is a homomorphism from
G to Gi,ji). Therefore Rχ(G) ≤m = (n − 1)2 + 1, and hence Rχ(G) = (n − 1)2 + 1.
The problem is why should χ(G1,j1×G2,j2× . . .×Gp,jp) ≥ n. As each Gi,ji has chromatic

number at least n, this inequality would follow from the seemingly natural general
identity χ(G ×H) =min{χ(G), χ(H)}, which they proposed as a conjecture [4].
Now this conjecture is refuted. However, this conjecture is stronger than the required

inequality χ(G1,j1 × G2,j2 × . . . × Gp,jp) ≥ n, as each Gi,ji are “special” graphs, which
satisfies not only the inequality χ(Gi,ji) ≥ n, but also some other inequalities.
Tardif [55] noted that for the proof to work, it suffices to have a graph invariant

ρ(G) which is a lower bound for χ(G) for which (i) Claim 2.1 holds, i.e., for any 2-edge
colouring of Km, one of the monochromatic subgraphs G has ρ(G) > n − 1, and (ii) the
Hedetniemi-type equality holds.
If Km is 2-edge coloured by red and blue and the red subgraph GR has fractional

chromatic number at most n−1, then GR has clique number at most n−1. This implies
that the blue subgraph GB has independence number α(GB) ≤ n − 1, and hence has
fractional chromatic number at least m

α(GB)
> n−1. Using this observation and Theorem

2.4, the following theorem was proved in [75].
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Theorem 2.18 For any positive integer n, M(n) = (n − 1)2 + 1.

It was proved by Lovász in [31] that for any graph G, θ(G)θ(Ḡ) ≥ ∣V (G)∣, where
θ(Ḡ) = χsv(G) is the Lovász theta number of Ḡ and the strict vector chromatic number
of G. Therefore if Km is 2-edge coloured, then one of the monochromatic subgraphs G
has χsv(G) > n−1. Using this fact and Theorem 2.7, an alternate proof of Theorem 2.18
was given by Tardif in [55].

3 Counterexamples to Hedetniemi’s conjecture

One of the key tools used in the study of Hedetniemi’s conjecture is the concept of
exponential graphs.

Definition 3.1 Assume K and G are graphs. The exponential graph KG has vertex set

V (KG) = {f ∶ V (G)→ V (K)}

and edge set
E(KG) = {fg ∶ ∀xy ∈ E(G), f(x)g(y) ∈ E(K)}.

In particular, KG has a loop if and only if G→K.
The following is a fundamental property of the exponential graph KG:

Proposition 3.2 For any graphs G,H,K, G ×H →K if and only if H →KG.

The mapping ϕ ∶ V (KG × G) → V (K) defined as ϕ(f, x) = f(x) is a homomorphism
from KG ×G→K. On the other hand, if ϕ is a homomorphism from G ×H to K, then
ψ ∶ V (H)→ V (KG) defined as ψ(u)(x) = ϕ(x,u) is a homomorphism from H to KG.
In other words, in the homomorphism order, KG is a maximum graph among all

graphs H for which G ×H →K.
For the study of Hedetniemi’s conjecture, we are particularly interested in the expo-

nential graph KG
n . We use [n] = {1,2, . . . , n} as the vertex set of Kn. The vertices of

KG
n are all the n-colourings (not necessarily proper) of G, in which two n-colourings f

and g are adjacent if for every edge xy of G, f(x) ≠ g(y).
As a particular case of Proposition 3.2, we know that for any graphs G and H, G×H

is n-colourable if and only if H →KG
n .

For a positive integer n, let H(n) be the following statement:

H(n): If neither G nor H is n-colourable, then G ×H is not n-colourable.

Hedetniemi’s conjecture says that H(n) holds for all positive integer n. If χ(G) > n
and χ(KG

n ) > n, then H(n) fails because G × KG
n is n-colourable. If χ(G) > n and

χ(KG
n ) ≤ n, then for any graph H with χ(H) > n, H is not homomorphic to KG

n

12



and hence χ(G ×H) > n. Thus Hedetniemi’s conjecture is equivalent to the following
statement:

H ′(n): For any graph G, if χ(G) > n then χ(KG
n ) ≤ n.

Shitov [42] proved that H ′(n) fails if n is sufficiently large. No explicit bound for n
was given in [42], and a careful analysis of the proof shows that n ≥ 2 ⋅ 832 ⋅ 382 suffices.
Shortly after Shitov’s work, smaller counterexamples were found in a series of papers,
and H ′(n) was shown to be false for n ≥ 125 in [76], for n ≥ 13 in [52], for n ≥ 5 in [65],
and finally for n ≥ 4 in [54].
The results in these paper got not only progressively stronger, but also the proofs got

progressively simpler (at least to read), culminating in the really surprisingly short proof
by Tardif.
It was proved by El-Zahar and Sauer [10] thatH ′(n) holds for n ≤ 3. Thus the problem

of whether H ′(n) holds for a given positive integer n is completely solved.
To find a counterexample for H ′(n), it amounts to finding a graph G for which χ(G) >

n and χ(KG
n ) > n.

The counterexample constructed by Shitov uses the lexicographic product of graphs.
The lexicographic product of two graphs F and H, denoted by F [H], is obtained from F
by replacing each vertex of F with a copy of H. In particular, F [Kq] is obtained from
F by blowing up each vertex of F into a clique of size q. Thus the vertex set of F [Kq]
is {(x, i) ∶ x ∈ V (F ), i ∈ [q]}, in which (x, i) and (y, j) are adjacent if and only if either
xy ∈ E(F ) or x = y and i ≠ j.
The girth of F is the length of a shortest cycle in F , and the odd girth of F is the

length of a shortest odd cycle in F . Shitov proved the following theorem in [42]:

Theorem 3.3 Assume q is sufficiently large, F is a graph of odd girth 7 with χf(F ) >
3 + 2/q. Let G = F [Kq] and n = 3q + 2. Then χ(G) > n and χ(KG

n ) > n.

The existence of graphs with arbitrary large girth and arbitrary large fractional chro-
matic number was proved in [11]. A computer search done by Exoo (see [77]) shows that
the circulant graph Cay(Z83,{±2,±22,±25,±34}) has odd girth 7 and has fractional
chromatic number χf(F ) = 83

27 > 3.07 (and hence χf(F ) > 3 + 2/q for q ≥ 29).
We call a vertex ϕ of KG

n a mapping, as ϕ is just a mapping from V (G) to [n]. Given
a mapping ϕ, let Im(ϕ) = {ϕ(x) ∶ x ∈ V (G)} be the range of ϕ. Note that if ϕ and ϕ′ are
mappings with Im(ϕ) ∩ Im(ϕ′) = ∅, then ϕ is adjacent to ϕ′ in KG

n . When G = F [Kq],
we say a mapping ϕ is simple if ϕ(x, i) = ϕ(x, j) for any x ∈ V (F ) and i, j ∈ [q]. For a
simple mapping, we may write ϕ(x) for ϕ(x, i).
It is well-known that for any graph F ,

χf(F ) = inf {
χ(F [Kq])

q
∶ q ∈ N} .
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Therefore χ(G) ≥ χf(F )q > 3q + 2 = n. To prove Theorem 3.3, the difficult part is to
prove that χ(KG

n ) > n.
Shitov’s proof and the proofs in the subsequent papers have a common feature: A

small subgraph H of KG
n is shown to be not n-colourable.

This is rather natural. The graph KG
n is huge, but a large part of the graph is very

sparse. In particular, there are many isolated vertices: Assume ϕ is a vertex of KG
n .

If there is a vertex x of G for which ϕ(NG(x)) = [n], then ϕ is an isolated vertex of
KG

n . On the other hand, KG
n contains an n-clique induced by the constant mappings

{consti ∶ i ∈ [n]}, where const(x) = i for all vertices x of G. The subgraph H of KG
n used

in the proofs is induced by some vertices in the neighbourhood of this n-clique. Indeed,
the important vertices of H are those vertices ϕ that are similar to constant mappings:
ϕ(x) = c is constant c for most vertices x of G. Usually the image Im(ϕ) is small.
In the following, we describe some main ideas in these proofs. First consider Theorem

3.3.
Assume to the contrary that KG

n has a proper n-colouring Ψ. Since {consti ∶ i ∈ [n]}
induces a clique in KG

n , we may assume Ψ(consti) = i for all i ∈ [n]. Then for any
ϕ ∈ V (KG

n ), Ψ(ϕ) ∈ Im(ϕ), because if i ∉ Im(ψ), then ψ is adjacent to consti, and hence
Ψ(ψ) ≠ Ψ(consti) = i.
For each vertex v of F , for any two distinct colours b, t ∈ [n], let θv,b,t ∈ V (KG

n ) be a
simple mapping defined as

θv,b,t(x) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

b, if dF (x, v) ≥ 2,
t, if dF (x, v) ≤ 1.

As Im(θv,b,t) = {b, t}, we know that Ψ(θv,b,t) ∈ {b, t}. The colour t is used in a small
portion of G, i.e., vertices (x, i), where x is in the closed neighbourhood of v. Intuitively,
θv,b,t is “close” to the constant mapping constb. So Ψ(θv,b,t) is more likely to be b. This
intuition is justified in the following claim.

Claim 3.1 For each vertex v, there exists a colour t = t(v) ∈ {q+1, q+2, . . . ,3q+2} such
that for each b ∈ {2q + 1,2q + 2, . . . ,3q + 2} − {t}, Ψ(θv,b,t) = b.

For v ∈ V (F ) and b ∈ {2q + 1,2q + 2, . . . ,3q + 2} − {t}, let

I(v, b) = {ϕ ∈ V (KG
n ) ∶ ϕ is a simple mapping andΨ(ϕ) = b = ϕ(v)}.

The mapping θv,b,t is used to bound the size of I(v, b).
Assume t = t(v) and b ∈ {2q + 1,2q + 2, . . . ,3q + 2} − {t}. As Ψ(θv,b,t) = b = Ψ(ϕ), any

ϕ ∈ I(v, b) is not adjacent to θv,b,t. This means that there exists x ∈ V (F ) and y ∈ NF [x]
(NF [x] denotes the closed neighbourhood of x in F ), ϕ(x) = θv,b,t(y).
Observe that x ≠ v, because ϕ(v) = b, and for any y ∈ NG[v], θv,b,t(y) = t ≠ b. So

there are p − 1 choices for x. Once x is chosen, ϕ(x) has only two choices: ϕ(x) ∈
Im(θv,b,t) = {b, t}. To determine a mapping ϕ ∈ I(v, b), there is one choice for ϕ(v) (i.e.,
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ϕ(v) = b), there are p − 1 choices for x and two choices for ϕ(x), and for each vertex
u ∈ V (F ) − {v, x}, there are n choices for ϕ(u). This implies that

∣I(v, b)∣ ≤ 2(p − 1)np−2.

Now we can bound ∣⋃v∈V (F ),b∈{2q+1,2q+2,...,3q+2}−{t(v)} I(v, b)∣ as follows: there are p
choices for v and n/3 choices for b, hence

RRRRRRRRRRR
⋃

v∈V (F ),b∈{2q+1,2q+2,...,3q+2}−{t(v)}

I(v, b)
RRRRRRRRRRR
≤ ∑

v∈V (F ),b∈{2q+1,2q+2,...,3q+2}−{t(v)}

∣I(v, b)∣ ≤ 2(p−1)np−2⋅pn/3.

Let

I = {ϕ ∶ ϕ is a simple mapping and ϕ(v) ∈ [n] − {1,2, . . . ,2q, t(v)} for each vertex v ∈ V (F )}.

Then for each ϕ ∈ I, Ψ(ϕ) = ϕ(v) for some v ∈ V (F ) and b = ϕ(v) ∈ {2q+1,2q+2, . . . ,3q+
2} − {t(v)}. Therefore ϕ ∈ I(v, b) for some v and b. Hence

I ⊆ ⋃
v∈V (F ),b∈{2q+1,2q+2,...,3q+2}−{t(v)}

I(v, b).

As there are at least n/3 choices for ϕ(v) for each vertex v ∈ V (F ), we conclude that

∣I ∣ ≥ (n
3
)
p

.

This implies that
2

3
p(p − 1)np−1 ≥ (n

3
)
p

.

However, this is not true when n = 3q+2 > 2p23p−1 (i.e., q ≥ 2p23p−2), and hence Theorem
3.3 is proved.
A crucial point in the proof above is that I(v, b) is relatively small. This is due to

the fact that each ϕ ∈ I(v, b) is coloured the same colour as θv,b,t, and hence is not
adjacent to θv,b,t. The final counting argument shows that when n is sufficiently large, it
is impossible all these I(v, b) be small. In other words, the following proposition holds:

Proposition 3.4 If q is large enough, then for some v and b, there exists a simple
mapping ϕ ∈ I(v, b) which is adjacent to θv,b,t.

In [42], the existence of the simple mapping ϕ was proved by a counting argument.
In [77], a simple mapping ϕ is explicitly constructed, which is adjacent to all relevant
vertices θv,b,t. Indeed, the mappings θv,b,t in [42] are replaced by mappings θv,t, defined
as

θv,t(x) =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

v, if dF (x, v) ≥ 2,
t, if dF (x, v) ≤ 1,

where the vertex v also plays the role of the colour b. Let ϕ be the simple mapping defined
by ϕ(v) = v. Then ϕ is adjacent to θv,t for all v and all relevant t. This dramatically
reduces the quantity q (and hence n). The following result was proved in [77].
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Theorem 3.5 Let F be a graph of odd girth at least 7, with p vertices. Then for q ≥
(p − 1)/2 and n = 3q + 2, χ (KF [Kq]

n ) > n.

Figure 1: A non-n-colourable subgraph H of KG
n for Theorem 3.5

In the proof of Theorem 3.5, a non-n-colourable subgraph H of KG
n is constructed

explicitly, and is illustrated in Figure 1. Its structure is quite simple. We omitted the
definition of µi,t. To have a full proof of Theorem 3.5, we do need all the definitions and
need to check adjacency between these vertices. These checking are not difficult, but a
little tedious. For the proof that H is not n-colourable, all we need are the following:

• Each shaded rectangle is a clique. The top rectangle is the clique induced by the
n constant maps.

• Im(ϕ) = [p] and ϕ is adjacent to θi,t for all i and t.

• Im(θi,t) = {i, t}, and θi,t is adjacent to µi,t.

• Im(µi,t) ⊆ [p] ∪ {t}.

Assume to the contrary that Ψ is an n-colouring of H with Φ(f) ∈ Im(f) for each
mapping f . The mapping ϕ has image Im(ϕ) = [p], and hence Ψ(ϕ) = i for some i ∈ [p].
The clique induced by {µi,t ∶ t = q+2, q+3, . . . , n}∪{consti} has size n− q = 2q+2 = p+1.
Hence one of the mappings µi,t is coloured by t for some t ≥ p+1. Now θi,t is adjacent to
both ϕ and µi,t, but the two colours i, t in Im(θi,t) are used by ϕ and µi,t, respectively.
Therefore we obtain a contradiction.
Let F be the 83-vertex graph of odd girth 7 with χf(F ) > 3.07 (hence p = 83), and let

q = 41 and n = 3q + 2 = 125, we conclude that H ′(n) fails for n = 125.
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It is possible that there exists a p-vertex graph F of odd girth 7 with χf(F ) > 3+4/(p−
1) for a smaller p. If this is the case, then H ′(n) would fail for a smaller n. However, it
is unlikely that p can be significantly reduced.
Tardif realized that the number p in Theorem 3.5 need not be the number of vertices

of F . Instead one can let p be the number of colour classes of F in a proper colouring
of F , provided that for each colour class X, N=i(X) is an independent set for i = 1,2.
Here

N=i(X) = {y ∶ ∃x ∈X, and F has an x-y-walk of length i}.
Indeed such a colouring is used in [77], where all vertices of F are coloured with distinct
colours, and each colour class is a single vertex. The condition that N=i({x}) is an
independent set for i = 1,2 is equivalent to say that F has no triangle and no 5-cycle,
i.e., F has odd girth 7.
A p-colouring γ of a graph F is called a k-wide p-colouring of F if for each colour i,

N=k
′(γ−1(i)) is an independent set of F for all k′ < k.

Tardif proved the following result in [52]:

Theorem 3.6 Let q, c,m be positive integers such that n ≥max{m + q + 1,3q + 2}. If F
is a graph which has a 3-wide m-colouring, then χ(KF [Kq]

n ) > n.

The proof of Theorem 3.6 is essentially the same as the proof of Theorem 3.5, except
that in the definition of the mappings, the distance to a single vertex is replaced by the
distance to a colour class.
To show that H ′(n) fails for n using Theorem 3.6, one needs to find a graph F that

has a 3-wide m-colouring and χ(F [Kq]) > n =max{m + q + 1,3q + 2}.
Indeed, in the proof of Theorem 3.5, such a graph F , a 3-wide colouring of F , and

the integers q and n satisfy this relation are used, where m = ∣V (F )∣ and the 3-wide
m-colouring assigns each vertex a distinct colour.
To apply Theorem 3.6 to show that H ′(n) fails for a smaller n, one needs to find

such a graph F that has a 3-wide m-colouring for some small integer m, while ensuring
that F [Kq] has a sufficiently large chromatic number. The number of vertices of F is
irrelevant.
For a graph G and a positive integer k, let Γ2k+1(G) be the graph obtained from G

by adding edges xy for each pair of vertices x, y that are connected by a walk of length
exactly 2k+1. The graph Γ2k+1(G) is called the (2k+1)th power of G and it is sometimes
denoted by G2k+1 (this is different from the graph obtained from G by connecting every
pair of vertices of distance at most 2k + 1, which is also usually denoted by G2k+1). A
(k + 1)-wide p-colouring of G is the same as a p-colouring of Γ2k+1(G).
The problem whether there is an n-chromatic graph G which has a 3-wide n-colouring

was first studied by Gyárfás, Jensen and Stiebitz [17]. The problem of existence of n-
chromatic graph G admitting a d-wide n-colouring for arbitrary d was studied by Baum
and Stiebitz [2], Hajiabolhassan [20], and Wrochna [64].
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Topological methods were used in answering these questions. It follows from Theorem
2.11 that for any positive integer d, χ(Ω2d−1(Kn)) = n, and it was proved in [20,64] that
for any graph G, G admits a d-wide n-colouring if and only if G is homomorphic to
Ω2d−1(Kn).
Let q = 4, n = 14,m = 9 and F = Ω5(Km). By Theorem 3.6, χ(KF [Kq]

n ) > n. Lovász [30]
proved that for any positive integersm ≥ 2q, χ(K(m,q)) =m−2q+2. Thus χ(K(14,4)) =
8 < 9 = χ(F ), and hence F is not homomorphic to K(14,4). Note that an n-colouring of
F [Kq] is equivalent to a homomorphism from F to K(n, q). Therefore χ(F [K4]) > n,
and H ′(n) fails for n = 14.
Tardif [52] further proved that H ′(n) fails for n = 13, by adding another idea.
However, if one attempts to apply Theorem 3.6 to prove H ′(n) fails for n = 13, one

needs to choose q = 3. The problem with this choice is that the chromatic number of
(Ω2d+1(Km))[Kq] is not large enough.
Gujgiczer and Simonyi [16] proved that (Ω2d+1(Km))[Kq] has chromatic number m +

2q − 2 for d + 1 ≥ q ≥ 2. This implies that for q = 3, n = m + q + 1, and F = Ω5(Km) the
required inequality χ(F [Kq]) > n is not satisfied.
Wrochna [65] addressed this problem by swapping the operations Ω2d+1 and the lex-

icographic product. Instead of considering the graph (Ω2d+1(Km))[Kq], he considered
the graph Ω2d+1(Km[Kq]) = Ω2d+1(Kmq), and proved the following theorem in [65].

Theorem 3.7 Assume m,q,n are positive integers such that m ≥ q+1 and n ≥m+q+1.
If G admits a 3-wide mq-colouring, then χ(KG

n ) > n.

Let q = 2, n = 7,m = 4 and G = Ω5(Kn+1). Then the conditions of Theorem 3.7 are
satisfied. As χ(G) > n, we conclude that H ′(n) fails for n ≥ 7.
By considering Ω2d+1(Km) for large d, Wrochna [65] improved the result above and

showed that H ′(n) fails for n ≥ 5. Tardif further proved in [53] that for any n ≥ 5, there
exists an infinite family {Gm ∶ m ∈ N} of graphs such that χ(Gm) > n for all m ∈ N and
χ(Gm ×Gm′) ≤ n for all m ≠m′.
Finally, by also considering Ω2d+1(Km) for large d, Tardif [54] showed that H ′(n) fails

for n ≥ 4. Indeed, Tardif proved the following stronger result in [54].

Theorem 3.8 For any integers n ≥ 4 and m = 2k, χ(KΩ4k+1(Km)
n ) > n.

To prove thatH(n) fails for n, one needs to find graphsG andH such that χ(G), χ(H) >
n and χ(G ×H) ≤ n. Theorem 3.8 implies that there are graphs G and H such that
χ(G) >m,χ(H) > n and χ(G ×H) ≤ n, where m can be arbitrarily large. In this sense,
Theorem 3.8 is stronger than just saying H(n) fails for n ≥ 4.
To prove Theorem 3.8, a small subgraph H of K

Ω4k+1(Km)
n (as illustrated in Figure 2)

is shown to be not n-colourable.
We present the vertices in the subgraph H. It requires deep insight to find this

subgraph. However, it is not difficult to check the adjacency among these vertices and
to show that the subgraph is not n-colourable.
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Figure 2: A non-4-colourable subgraph H of K
Ω13(K8)

4 , where a vertex labeled {a} indi-
cates the constant mapping consta, a vertex labeled {ab} indicates a mapping σℓ,S

a,b for
some ℓ ∈ {0,1, . . . ,6} and S ⊆ {1,2,3,4}, and a vertex labeled {abc} indicates a mapping
τ ℓ,S,Ta,b, for some ℓ ∈ {0,1, . . . ,6} and S,T ⊆ {1,2,3,4}. The labels of vertices also indicate
allowed colors, as in list coloring of the graph.

For a subset S of [m], colours a, b ∈ [n] and ℓ ∈ {0,1, . . . ,2k}, let σℓ,S
a,b ∈ V (K

Ω4k+1(Km)
n )

defined as

σℓ,S
a,b (X0,X1, . . . ,X2k) =

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

a, if S ∩Xℓ ≠ ∅
b, otherwise.

For disjoint subsets R,T of [m], colours a, b, c ∈ [n], and ℓ ∈ {0,1, . . . ,2k}, let τ ℓ,R,T
a,b,c ∈

V (KΩ4k+1(Km)
n ) be defined as

τ ℓ,R,T
a,b,c (X0,X1, . . . ,X2k) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

a, if R ∩Xℓ ≠ ∅
b, if R ∩Xℓ = ∅ and T ∩Xℓ ≠ ∅
c, otherwise.

Recall that σℓ,S
a,b and τ ℓ,R,T

a,b,c are vertices of K
Ω4k+1(Km)
n , and hence are functions from

V (Ω4k+1(Km)) to [n].
It is proved in [54] that for ℓ ∈ {0,1, . . . ,2k − 1}, distinct colours a, b, c, d, disjoint
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subsets R,T of [m], and for S = R ∪ T , the following adjacency hold:

σℓ,S
a,b ∼ σℓ,S

c,a and σℓ,S
a,b ∼ τ

ℓ+1,R,T
c,d,a and τ ℓ,R,T

a,b,c ∼ σ
ℓ+1,R
d,a , σℓ+1,T

d,b .

Additionally, for x ∈ [m], distinct colours a, b, c ∈ [n], ℓ ∈ {0,1, . . . ,2k}, we have

σ
ℓ,{x}
a,b ∼ σℓ,{x}

a,c .

To prove that χ(KΩ4k+1(Km)
n ) > n, assume that Ψ is an n-colouring of K

Ω4k+1(Km)
n , with

Ψ(ϕ) ∈ Im(ϕ). It is proved (Lemma 8 of [54]) by induction on i = 0,1, . . . , k − 1, that
there exists a set S of size 2k−i−1 and distinct colours a, b such that Ψ(σ2i,S

a,b ) = a. Thus

there exists x ∈ V (Km) and colours a, b ∈ [n] such that Ψ(σ2k−2,{x}
a,b ) = a. Using the

adjacency relations listed above, we conclude that

[σ2k,{x}
b,c , σ

2k−1,{x}
c,a , σ

2k−2,{x}
a,b , σ

2k−1,{x}
d,a , σ

2k,{x}
b,d ]

forms a 5-cycle. Since Ψ(σ2k−2,{x}
a,b ) = a and Ψ(σ2k−1,{x}

c,a ) ∈ {c, a}, we conclude that

Ψ(σ2k−1,{x}
c,a ) = c. Similarly, we deduce that Ψ(σ2k,{x}

b,c ) = Ψ(σ2k,{x}
b,d ) = b. But σ

2k,{x}
b,c ∼

σ
2k,{x}
b,d , a contradiction.
Note that the vertices ϕ of KG

n that are used in the above argument have ∣Im(ϕ)∣ ≤ 3.
In particular, all these vertices are in the closed neighbourhood of the n-clique induced
by the constant maps.
For the graphs G and H for which χ(G × H) = n < min{χ(G), χ(H)} constructed

above, one of G and H has clique number n. It is well-known [36] that for any graph G
and any positive integer g, there is a graph G′ of girth at least g such that G′ → G and
χ(G′) = χ(G). As observed by Tardif, using this result, one can obtain graphs G′ and
H ′ of arbitrarily large girth such that χ(G′ ×H ′) = n <min{χ(G′), χ(H ′)}.
Based on Theorem 2.4, a weakening of Hedetniemi’s conjecture was proposed in [75]:

if χf(G) > n and χ(H) > n, then χ(G ×H) > n. The counterexamples in Theorem 3.3,
Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.6 are all counterexamples to this weaker conjecture.
Based Theorem 2.13, one may ask whether coind(G) + 2 > n and χ(H) > n imply

χ(G × H) > n. The counterexamples in Theorem 3.7 and Theorem 3.8 give negative
answer to this question.

4 Multiplicative graphs and digraphs

Recall that a graph K is multiplicative if for any two graphs G and H, G /→ K and
H /→K implies that G ×H /→K.
It is easy to see that K1 and K2 are multiplicative. The celebrated result of El-Zahar

and Sauer [10] states that K3 is multiplicative.

Theorem 4.1 K3 is multiplicative.
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Now we know that Kn is not multiplicative for all n ≥ 4. The problem of the mul-
tiplicativity of complete graphs is completely solved. However, the question of which
other graphs are multiplicative remains widely open.
The concept of homomorphism and multiplicative graphs are naturally generalized to

digraphs. For a digraph G, its vertex set and arc set are denoted by V (G) and E(G),
respectively. An arc (or a directed edge) of G is denoted by an ordered pair (x, y).
Digraphs in this paper have no parallel arcs, but may have pairs of opposite arcs.
A homomorphism from a digraph G to a digraph H is a mapping f ∶ V (G) → V (H)

such that for any arc (x, y) of G, (f(x), f(y)) is an arc of H. The categorical product
G × H of digraphs G and H has vertex set {(x, y) ∶ x ∈ V (G), y ∈ V (H)}, in which
((x, y), (x′, y′)) is an arc if and only if (x,x′) is an arc of G and (y, y′) is an arc of H. A
digraph K is multiplicative if G /→ K and H /→ K implies that G ×H /→ K. We denote
by D the family of digraphs. Similarly, two digraphs G and H are homomorphically
equivalent, written as G↔H, if G→H andH → G. We denote by D/↔ the equivalence
classes of digraphs with respect to the equivalence relation ↔, and denote by [G] the
equivalence class in D/ ↔ that contains G. Homomoprhism relation is a partial order
on D/↔.
A digraph K is symmetric if (x, y) ∈ E(K) implies that (y, x) ∈ E(K). A symmetric

digraph is equivalent to an undirected graph, where each pair of opposite arcs is equiva-
lent to an undirected edge. Note that the product G×H of two symmetric digraphs is a
symmetric digraph. In this sense, the family G of graphs is a subfamily of the family D
of digraphs. The homomorphism and categorical product of undirected graphs are sim-
ply the restriction of homomorphism and categorical product of digraphs to symmetric
digraphs.
Note that multiplicativity is sensitive to the family of digraphs under consideration.

When we say K3 is multiplicative in Theorem 4.1, it means K3 is multiplicative in the
family of symmetric digraphs, or equivalently in the family of undirected graphs. The
precise statement is that “K3 is multiplicative in G”. Indeed, there are digraphs G and
H such that G×H →K3 and G /→K3 and H /→K3. Thus K3 is not multiplicative in D.
If G /→ H and H /→ G, then G ×H is a non-multiplicative graph. These are trivial

non-multiplicative graphs. It seems more difficult to construct examples of multiplicative
graphs, and also difficult to construct non-trivial non-multiplicative graphs. Theorem
4.1 was generalized by Häggkvist et al. [19] to odd cycles.

Theorem 4.2 Every odd cycle is multiplicative in G.

The proof of Theorem 4.2 is an adaptation of the proof of Theorem 4.1. For a long
time, these were the only known multiplicative graphs. In [49], Tardif proved that
the operation Ω2d+1 can be used to construct new multiplicative graphs from known
multiplicative graphs.
It is more convenient to put the graph constructions in the setting of category theory.

A digraph functor (respectively, a graph functor) is a construction Γ that constructs a
digraph Γ(G) from a digraph G (respectively, a graph Γ(G) from a graph G) such that
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if there is a homomorphism from G to H, then there is a homomorphism from Γ(G) to
Γ(H). The operation Ω2d+1 and Γ2d+1 defined in Section 2 are graph functors.
In the context of multiplicativity of graphs, the existence or non-existence of ho-

momorphisms between two graphs (or digraphs) is more relevant than the structure of
homomorphisms between them. Thus we consider the so called “thin category” in which
there is at most one morphism from one object to another.
Given two digraph or graph functors L and R, we say L is a left adjoint of R and R

is a right adjoint of L if
L(G)→H⇔ G→ R(H).

Assume L and R form a pair of left and right adjoints. Then it is easy to verify that
for any graphs (or digraphs) G and H, R(G ×H)↔ R(G) ×R(H). However, it is not
necessarily true that L(G ×H)↔ L(G) ×L(H) for all graphs G and H. If this is true,
then the right adjoint applied to a multiplicative graph results in a multiplicative graph.

Theorem 4.3 If L(G×H)↔ L(G)×L(H) for all graphs (or digraphs) G and H, then
K being multiplicative implies that R(K) is multiplicative. Moreover, if L(R(G)) ↔
G for every graph (or digraph) G, then R(K) being multiplicative implies that K is
multiplicative.

For a positive integer d, let Λ2d+1(G) be the graph obtained from G by replacing each
edge e with a path of 2d + 1 edges. It follows from results in [13,21,39,49] that

1. Γ2d+1(G ×H)↔ Γ2d+1(G) × Γ2d+1(H) and Ω2d+1(G ×H)↔ Ω2d+1(G) ×Ω2d+1(H),

2. Γ2d+1(G)→H⇔ G→ Ω2d+1(H) and Ω2d+1(G)→ Ω2d+1(H)⇔ G→H,

3. Γ2d+1(Ω2d+1(G))↔ G↔ Γ2d+1(Λ2d+1(G)).

It follows from Theorem 4.3 that for any positive integer d, a graph K is multiplicative
if and only if Ω2d+1(K) is multiplicative.
Note that Ω2d+1(K3) = Ω3(C2d+1) = C3(2d+1). Hence it follows from the multiplicativity

of K3 that for any positive integer d, C3(2d+1) is multiplicative, and from this it follows
that C2d+1 is multiplicative. Hence all odd cycles are multiplicative. This gives an
alternate proof of Theorem 4.2. Further applications of this graph functor lead to the
proof of the multiplicativity of a family of circular cliques, which is related to the concept
of circular chromatic number.
Recall that for positive integers p ≥ 2q, a (p, q)-colouring of a graph G is a mapping

f ∶ V (G) → {0,1, . . . , p − 1} such that for every edge xy of G, q ≤ ∣f(x) − f(y)∣ ≤ p − q.
The circular chromatic number of G is χc(G) = inf {pq ∶ G admits a (p, q)-colouring} .
Given positive integers p ≥ 2q, the circular clique Kp/q is the graph with vertex set
{0,1, . . . , p − 1} and edge set {ij ∶ q ≤ ∣i − j∣ ≤ p − q}.
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A (p, q)-colouring of a graph G is equivalent to a homomorphism from G to Kp/q.
The circular clique K2k+1/k is the odd cycle C2k+1. Thus the multiplicativity of C2k+1 is
equivalent to the statement that if χc(G), χc(H) > 2 + 1/k, then χc(G ×H) > 2 + 1/k.
As a strengthening of Hedetniemi’s conjecture, this author conjectured in [71] that

for any graphs G and H, χc(G×H) =min{χc(G), χc(H)}. This conjecture is equivalent
to saying that the circular cliques Kp/q are multiplicative. This conjecture is stronger
than Hedetniemi’s conjecture, and is hence false. Nevertheless, Tardif [49] proved the
following result.

1. If p/q < 3, then Γ3(Kp/q)↔Kp/(3q−p).

2. If p/q < 12/5, then Ω3(Γ3(Kp/q))↔Kp/q.

It follows that for p/q < 12/5, Kp/q is multiplicative if and only if Kp/(3q−p) is multi-
plicative. Starting from the multiplicativity of C2d+1 =K(2d+1)/d, one can infer that for a
dense subset S of rationals in [2,4), Kp/q is multiplicative for any p/q ∈ S. This implies
that for any p/q ∈ [2,4), if χc(G), χc(H) > p/q, then χc(G ×H) > p/q. Thus Tardif [49]
proved the multiplicativity of all Kp/q with p/q < 4.

Theorem 4.4 If p/q < 4, then Kp/q is multiplicative.

Theorem 4.4 is equivalent to the statement that if min{χc(G), χc(H)} < 4, then χc(G×
H) =min{χc(G), χc(H)}.
All the multiplicative graphs listed above have chromatic number at most 4. A natural

question is whether there are multiplicative graphs of large chromatic number. This
question was answered by Wrochna [63], who proved the following result that greatly
enlarged the family of multiplicative graphs.

Theorem 4.5 Any graph G containing no 4-cycle is multiplicative.

In particular graphs of girth at least 5 are multiplicative. Hence there are multiplica-
tive graphs of arbitrarily large chromatic number. Theorem 4.5 was further improved
by Tardif and Wrochna in [57].

Theorem 4.6 If every edge of G is contained in at most one copy of C4, then G is
multiplicative. If G has girth at least 13, then Γ3(G) is multiplicative.

The proofs of the multiplicativity of all the known multiplicative graphs K have a
feature in common and a seemingly much stronger result is proved: Assume G and H
are connected graphs. Let C and D be odd cycles in G and H respectively. Then

(G ×D) ∪ (H ×C)→K ⇒ G→K or H →K.

We call K strongly multiplicative if the above statement is true. It was conjectured
in [10] that if C and D are n-chromatic subgraphs in G and H respectively, then (G ×
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D) ∪ (C ×H)→Kn implies that G→Kn or H →Kn. This was proved for n = 3 in [10],
and disproved for n > 3 in [59].
Multiplicativity of digraphs was first studied by Nešetřil and Pultr in [35], where the

term “productive” was used. A family C of digraphs is defined to be productive if it is
closed under categorical product. For a given digraph K, denote by /→ K the family of
digraphs G such that G /→K. The productivity of classes of the form /→K, which is the
same as the multiplicativity of K, was studied in [35].
It was proved in [35] that transitive tournaments, directed paths and directed cycles

of prime length are multiplicative, and an oriented path is multiplicative if and only if
it is homomorphically equivalent to a directed path.
It was also observed in [35] that a directed cycle whose length is not a prime power

is not multiplicative, and conjectured that directed cycles of prime power length are
multiplicative. This conjecture was proved by Häggkvist, Hell, Miller, and Neumann
Lara in [19] by using tools from homotopy theory.

Theorem 4.7 A directed cycle is multiplicative if and only if its length is a prime power.

A combinatorial proof of Theorem 4.7 was given by Zhou in [67], and a simple com-
binatorial proof was given by this author in [70].
Multiplicativityy of oriented cycles is more complicated and studied in a few papers

[27,67,69]. A complete characterization of multiplicative oriented cycles was given in [27].
Another type of digraph whose multiplicativity was studied is the class of acyclic local

tournaments, which are acyclic digraphsK such that for each vertex v, the in-neighbours
of v induce a tournament, and the out-neighbours of v also induces a tournament.
Transitive tournaments and directed paths are examples of acyclic local tournaments. A
complete characterization of multiplicative acyclic local tournaments was given in [68].
To prove that a digraph K is multiplicative, one usually needs a characterization of

digraphs that admit a homomorphism to K, in the form of homomorphism duality:

→K = O /→ .

This means that a digraph G admits a homomorphism to K if and only if there is no
homomorphism of any digraph in O to G. For this duality to be useful, digraphs in O
need to have a “simple structure”, and membership can be easily checked. For example,
it was proved in [35] that if K is a directed cycle of length n, then O consists of oriented
cycles C of length ℓ(C) /≡ 0 (mod n). Here, ℓ(C) is the number of forward arcs minus
the number of backward arcs along a given transversal. This leads to a polynomial time
algorithm for the K-colouring problem, and is helpful in the proof of multiplicativity of
K when K is a directed cycle of prime power length pk. For that purpose, it suffices to
show that if C1,C2 are oriented cycles of lengths n1, n2 /≡ 0 (mod pk), then there is an
oriented cycle C of length n = lcm(n1, n2) such that C → C1 ×C2.
Homomorphism duality is closely related to the complexity of the H-colouring prob-

lem, i.e., for a fixed graph or digraph H, decide whether an instance graph or digraph
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G admits a homomorphism to H. The complexity of the H-colouring problem for undi-
rected graphs H was solved by Hell and Nešetřil [25]:

Theorem 4.8 The H-colouring problem is polynomial time solvable if H is bipartite
and NP-complete otherwise.

For digraphs H, the H-colouring problem is more complicated. It was proved by
Feder and Vardi [12] that the complexity problem for a much more general class of
problems, the constraint satisfaction problems CSP, can be reduced to the complexity
of H-colouring problems for digraphs H. They made the famous dichotomy conjecture:
every CSP is either polynomial time solvable or NP-complete. This is equivalent to
the CSP dichotomy conjecture restricted to digraphs, i.e., for any digraph H, the H-
colouring problem is either polynomial time solvable or NP-complete. The CSP has a
wide range of applications. The dichotomy conjecture had been a central problem in
many different fields of mathematics and theoretical computer science for many years.
A wide variety of tools ranging from statistical physics to universal algebra has been
employed. The dichotomy conjecture was finally proved independently by Zhuk [78] and
by Bulatov [3] using algebraic methods.
Multiplicativity of graphs and digraphs are also studied under the framework of lattice

theory. For graphs G and H, denote by G +H the disjoint union of G and H. Then
we have G,H → G +H. Let 1̃ be the graph with a single vertex and a loop, and 0̃ be
the graph with a single vertex and no edge. The homomorphism relation → defines a
Boolean lattice on G/↔, with [G×H] being the meet and [G+H] being the join of [G]
and [H], respectively [9], and with [0̃] and [1̃] as the 0 and 1 of the lattice, respectively.
Note that G→K if and only if (G+K)↔K. If K is multiplicative, then G×H →K

implies that G → K or H → K. Equivalently (G +K)↔ K or (H +K)↔ K. Thus K
is multiplicative if and only if [K] is meet irreducible in the lattice G/↔, i.e., if [K] is
the meet of [A] and [B], then [K] = [A] or [K] = [B].
Given a graph K, KG = {[KG] ∶ G ∈ G} is also a Boolean lattice, called an exponential

lattice [51]. For a digraphK, KD is defined similarly. The exponential latticeKG is not a
sub-lattice of G. The lattice KGn is closed under categorical product: KG×KH ↔KG+H .
However, it is not closed under addition: for [G], [H] ∈ KG, we usually do not have
[G + H] ∈ KG. Nevertheless, KG is a Boolean lattice, where for [G], [H] ∈ KG, the
join of [G] and [H] in KG is [KKG+H ], which is generally larger than G + H in the
homomorphism order.
For any graphK,KG contains at least two elements: IfG is obtained fromK by adding

a universal vertex, then KG↔K. If G→K, then KG↔ 1̃. If K is multiplicative, then
KG contains only these two elements. The converse is also true. Thus a graph K is
multiplicative if and only if KG is a two-element lattice. Similarly, a digraph K is
multiplicative if and only if KD is a two-element lattice.
As Kn is not multiplicative for n ≥ 4, KGn has more than two elements. Indeed,

Theorem 3.8 implies that KGn is infinite. This is stronger than just saying that Kn is
non-multiplicative. The following definition was given in [58].
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Definition 4.9 A graph K is called n-composite if there exist graphs H1,H2, . . . ,Hn

such that ∏n
i=1Hi → K and ∏i∈IHi /→ K for every proper subset I of {1,2, . . . , n}.

The level of non-multiplicativity of K is the largest integer n such that K is n-
composite, if such an integer n exists. Otherwise, K is said to have infinite level of
non-multiplicativity.

It was proved in [58] that the countably infinite complete graph Kℵ0 has an infinite
level of non-multiplicativity and that there exist Kneser graphs with arbitrarily high
levels of non-multiplicativity. Theorem 3.8 implies that for n ≥ 4, Kn has an infinite
level of non-multiplicativity.

5 The Poljak-Rödl function

The Poljak-Rödl function is defined in [38] as follows:

f(n) =min{χ(G ×H) ∶ χ(G), χ(H) ≥ n}.

The statement H(n) is equivalent to f(n + 1) = n + 1. As H(n) fails for n ≥ 4, it
follows that f(n) ≤ n− 1 for n ≥ 5. A natural question is how large can be the difference

n−f(n). Using Shitov’s result, Tardif and Zhu [60] proved that f(n) ≤ n−(logn)1/4−o(1).
So the difference n−f(n) can be arbitrarily large. Tardif and Zhu [60] asked the question
whether the ratio f(n)/n can be bounded away from 1. He and Wigderson [22] answered
this question in affirmative by showing that f(n) ≤ (1−10−9)n+o(n). Then it was proved
in [76] that f(n) ≤ n/2+o(n), and this result was further refined by Tardif in [54], where
the following result was proved.

Theorem 5.1 f(m) ≤ ⌈m/2⌉ + 3.

The proof of Theorem 5.1 is quite simple. Let m = 2n − 6, w be a sufficiently large
odd integer, and let G = Ωw(Km). We shall show that χ(KG

n ) ≥m.
Assume χ(KG

n ) = k and Ψ is a k-colouring of KG
n . We may assume the constant

mapping consti is coloured by colour i. Thus, for any mapping ϕ, Ψ(ϕ) ∈ Im(ϕ) ∪ {n +
1, n + 2, . . . , k}.
By Theorem 3.8, χ(KG

4 ) > 4. For a 4-subset A of [n], let HA be the subgraph of
KG

n induced by those mappings ϕ with Im(ϕ) ⊆ A. Then HA is isomorphic to KG
4 , and

hence is not 4-colourable. So Ψ(HA)∩{n+1, n+2, . . . , k} ≠ ∅. Let τ(A) be an arbitrary
colour in Ψ(HA) ∩ {n + 1, n + 2, . . . , k}. If A,B are 4-subsets of [n] and A ∩B = ∅, then
every vertex in HA is adjacent to every vertex in HB. Hence Ψ(HA) ∩Ψ(HB) = ∅. In
particular, τ(A) ≠ τ(B). Thus τ is a proper colouring of the Kneser graph K(n,4). By
Lovász’s Theorem, χ(K(n,4)) = n − 6. Hence k ≥m = 2n − 6.
Now G = Ωw(Km) and KG

n both have chromatic number at least m, and their product
is (⌈m/2⌉+3)-colourable. Hence f(m) ≤ ⌈m/2⌉+3. This completes the proof of Theorem
5.1.
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On the other hand, the only known lower bound for f(n) is f(n) ≥ 4 for n ≥ 4, a result
that has not been improved in three decades. Notably, it remains unknown whether f(n)
is bounded by a constant. Nevertheless, the following result was proved in [37]:

Theorem 5.2 f(n) is either unbounded or bounded by 9.

Theorem 5.2 was proved by considering the product of digraphs. The chromatic
number of a digraph G is defined as χ(G), where G is the underlying graph of G,
obtained by replacing each arc (x, y) with an edge xy. We view the complete graph Kn

as a symmetric digraph, in which (x, y) is an arc for every pair of distinct vertices x and
y. Then an n-colouring of a digraph G is a homomorphism from G to Kn.
Given a digraph G, let G−1 be the digraph obtained from G by reversing the direction

of all its arcs. It is easy to see that for any digraphs G and H,

G ×H = (G ×H) ∪ (G ×H−1).

Hence
χ(G ×H) ≤ χ(G ×H) × χ(G ×H−1).

Let

g(n) = min{χ(G ×H) ∶ G and H are digraphs with χ(G), χ(H) ≥ n},
h(n) = min{max{χ(G ×H), χ(G ×H−1)} ∶ G and H are digraphs with χ(G), χ(H) ≥ n}.

Since E(G ×H) = E(G ×H) ∪E(G ×H−1), we have

g(n) ≤ h(n) ≤ f(n) ≤ h(n)2.

Thus f(n) is bounded by a constant if and only if h(n) is bounded by a constant.
Tardif and Wehlau [56] further proved that f(n) is bounded by a constant if and only
if g(n) is bounded by a constant.
Poljak and Rödl [38] proved that if g(n) (respectively h(n)) is bounded by a constant,

then the smallest such constant is at most 4. This result was further improved inde-
pendently by Schmerl (unpublished), Poljak [37], and this author (unpublished), who
proved that if g(n) (respectively h(n)) is bounded by a constant, then the smallest such
constant is at most 3. Consequently, if f(n) is bounded by a constant, then the smallest
such constant is at most 9.
If KGn contains an atom, then there is an integer N such that χ(G), χ(H) > N implies

that χ(G ×H) > n. In particular, if KG9 has an atom, then there is an integer N such
that χ(G), χ(H) ≥ N implies that χ(G ×H) ≥ 10, i.e., for the Poljak-Rödl defined f(n)
in Section 4, f(N) ≥ 10. Hence by Theorem 5.2, f(n) is unbounded.
Similarly, ifKD3 has an atom, then the function g(n) defined in Section 4 is unbounded,

and hence f(n) is also unbounded. However, it was proved by Tardif [51] that for n ≥ 3,
KD3 does not have an atom, and Theorem 3.8 implies that for n ≥ 4, KGn is infinite. On
the other hand, this does not mean that g(n) or f(n) is bounded.
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6 Open questions

Although Hedetniemi’s conjecture has been refuted, the chromatic number of the product
of two graphs with given chromatic numbers remains an interesting and challenging
problem. One natural question is whether the Poljak-Rödl function goes to infinity.
The statement that limn→∞ f(n) = ∞ is referred as the weak Hedetniemi’s conjecture.
There is not much support for either the weak Hedetniemi’s conjecture or its negation.
If the weak Hedetniemi’s conjecture is out of reach, then one naturally considers more

restricted questions. Can the lower bound and upper bound for f(n) be improved?

Question 6.1 Is there an integer n such that f(n) ≥ 5?

By Theorem 3.6, for n ≥ 5, f(n) ≤ n − 1. As f(n) ≥ 4 for n ≥ 4, we have f(5) = 4 and
f(6) = 4 or 5. Can we determine f(6)?

Question 6.2 Can the upper bound f(m) ≤ ⌈m/2⌉ + 3 be improved? Is it true that
lim sup f(n)/n = 0?

By Theorem 5.1, f(m) ≤ ⌈m/2⌉+3. For the proof of this result, let m = 2n−6 and w be
a sufficiently large odd integer and let G = Ωw(Km). It is proved that that χ(KG

n ) ≥m.
The proof actually shows that for any m′ ≥ m, there is an odd integer w such that for
G = Ωw(Km′), χ(KG

n ) ≥ m. To improve the upper bound, it suffices to prove that for
some m′ > m, for G = Ωw(Km′), χ(KG

n ) ≥ m′. In the proof of Theorem 5.1, a subgraph
H of KG

n consisting of mappings ϕ ∈KG
n with ∣Im(ϕ)∣ ≤ 4 are shown to have χ(H) ≥m.

It is likely that the whole graph has chromatic number much larger than m, or even the
subgraph H described above already has chromatic number much larger than m. By
Theorem 3.8, for any integer m, if w is a large enough odd integer and G = Ωw(Km),
χ(KG

4 ) ≥ 5. It is unknown if χ(KG
4 ) can be much larger than 5 (if w is large enough).

Similar question for the function

g(n) =min{χ(G ×H) ∶ G and H are digraphs with χ(G) = χ(H) = n}

is equally interesting. However, this question is less studied. It was already known that
g(n) < n for n ≥ 3 when the function g(n) was defined in [38]. In 2004, Tardif [47]
proved that there are n-tournaments S and T such that χ(S × T ) ≤ 2n/3, which implies
that g(n) ≤ 2n/3. As g(n) ≤ f(n), the upper bound f(n) ≤ ⌈n/2⌉ + 3 is also an upper
bound for g(n). It is natural that one expects a better upper bound for g(n), however,
currently ⌈n/2⌉ + 3 is the best known upper bound for g(n).

Question 6.3 Is it true that lim sup g(n)/n = 0?

Although Hedetniemi’s conjecture is not true, the problem that for which graphs G
and H, χ(G × H) = min{χ(G), χ(H)} is still an interesting problem. We have some
counterexamples to Hedetniemi’s conjecture, however, it is not clear what makes a pair
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of graphs a counterexample to H(n) or what makes a graph G a counterexample to
H ′(n)? In all the known counterexamples G to H ′(n), one finds a non n-colourable
subgraph H of KG

n that are induced by vertices in the neighbourhood of the n-clique
induced by the constant mappings. Now H is also a counterexample to H ′(n), and G is a
non-n-colourable subgraph of KH

n . Then the connected component of KH
n containing G

as a subgraph does not contain an n-clique. For otherwise, we would have two connected
graphs G1,G2 with χ(Gi) > n, each containing an n-clique and χ(G1 ×G2) = n, which
contradicts a result proved in [8]. ThereforeG andH are both counterexamples toH ′(n),
but seems to have quite different structures. Does this suggest that counterexamples to
H ′(n) are abundant?

Question 6.4 What is the probability that a random graph G with χ(G) > n of large
girth being a counterexample to H ′(n)?

Tardif (personal communication) asked the following question.

Question 6.5 For an odd cycle C2d+1 for d ≥ 2, are there integers m,n such that the
lexicographic product C[Km] is a counterexample to H ′(n)?

It was proved in [8] that if χ(G) > n and each vertex of G is contained in an n-clique,
then χ(KG

n ) = n. Each vertex of C[Km] is contained in a 2m-clique. On the other hand,
χ(C2d+1[Km]) = 2m + ⌈m/d⌉. So if such integers m,n exist, then 2m < n < 2m + ⌈m/d⌉.
The chromatic number of the product of tournaments was studied by Tardif. It was

proved in [47] that min{χ(S ×T ) ∶ S and T are n-tournaments} is asymptotically equal
to λn, where 1/2 ≤ λ ≤ 2/3.

Question 6.6 What is limn→∞min{χ(S × T ) ∶ S and T are n-tournaments} ?

Question 6.7 For which homomorphism-monotone graph invariants ρ, the Hedetniemi-
type equality ρ(G ×H) =min{ρ(G), ρ(H)} holds?

Elements in the asymptotic spectrum Y (G) of the family G of all graphs have nice
properties with respect to the OR-product and the join operations. It was remarked
in [79] that this family of graph invariants has infinitely many different elements. The
Hedetniemi type equality are studied for a few elements in this family, and the cor-
responding problems are challenging and interesting. This could be the case for some
other graph invariants in this family.
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[76] X. Zhu. A note on the Poljak-Rödl function. Electron. J. Combin., 27(3):Paper No.
3.2, 4, 2020.

[77] X. Zhu. Relatively small counterexamples to Hedetniemi’s conjecture. J. Combin.
Theory Ser. B, 146:141–150, 2021.

34



[78] D. Zhuk. A proof of the CSP dichotomy conjecture. J. ACM, 67(5):Art. 30, 78,
2020.

[79] J. Zuiddam. The asymptotic spectrum of graphs and the Shannon capacity. Com-
binatorica, 39(5):1173–1184, 2019.

35


	Introduction
	Homomorphism-monotone graph invariants
	Fractional chromatic number
	Vector chromatic number, strict vector chromatic number and Shannon OR-capacity
	Index and coindex
	Circular chromatic number
	Chromatic Ramsey number

	Counterexamples to Hedetniemi's conjecture
	Multiplicative graphs and digraphs
	The Poljak-Rödl function
	Open questions

