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Variable degeneracy of planar graphs without chorded 6-cycles

Huihui Fang* Danjun Huang! Tao Wang? Weifan Wang®

Abstract

A cover of a graph G is a graph H with vertex set V(H) = UUGV(G) L,, where L, =
{v} x [s], and the edge set M = U, e p(q) Muv, Where My, is a matching between L, and
L,. A vertex set T C V(H) is a transversal of H if [T'N L,| = 1 for each v € V(G). Let
f be a nonnegative integer valued function on the vertex-set of H. If for any nonempty
subgraph T' of H[T], there exists a vertex € V(H) such that d(x) < f(x), then T is
called a strictly f-degenerate transversal. In this paper, we give a sufficient condition for
the existence of strictly f-degenerate transversal for planar graphs without chorded 6-cycles.
As a consequence, every planar graph without subgraphs isomorphic to the configurations
in Fig. 4 is DP-4-colorable.
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1 Introduction

All graphs in this paper are finite, simple and undirected. A graph G is planar if it has a drawing
in the Euclidean plane without crossings. Such a drawing is a planar embedding of G. A plane
graph is a particular planar embedding of a planar graph. A k-cycle is a cycle of length k, and
a 3-cycle is usually called as a triangle. Two cycles are adjacent (or intersecting) if they share
at least one edge (or vertex). Two adjacent cycles are called to be normally adjacent if the
intersection is a single edge and exactly two vertices.

List coloring is a well-known generalization of proper k-coloring, introduced by Vizing [21]
and independently by Erd&s, Rubin, and Taylor [3]. Let L assign a list L(v) of possible colors
to each vertex v of G with |L(v)| > k. Then we say that L is a k-list assignment for the graph
G. If G has a proper coloring ¢ such that ¢(v) € L(v) for each vertex v, then we say that
G is L-colorable. If G is L-colorable for any k-list assignment L, then G is k-choosable. The
list chromatic number of G, denoted by x¢(G), is the smallest positive integer k such that G is
k-choosable. By the definition, it holds trivially that x,(G) > x(G) for any graph G, where x(G)
is the chromatic number of G.

Thomassen [20] showed that every planar graph is 5-choosable, and Voigt [22| found an
example that is not a 4-choosable planar graph. It is interesting in graph coloring to find
sufficient conditions for planar graphs to be 4-choosable. Note that every triangle-free planar
graph is 4-choosable since it is 3-degenerate. Moreover, Wang and Lih [25] improved this result
by proving that planar graphs without intersecting 3-cycles are 4-choosable. A planar graph is
4-choosable if it does not have k-cycles for k = 4 [10], for k =5 [24], for k = 6 [9], for £k =7 [4].
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In 2018, Dvordk and Postle [2| introduced the concept of DP-coloring (under the name
correspondence coloring), and showed that DP-coloring is a generalization of list coloring.

Let G be a graph and L, = {v} x [s] for v € V(G), where [s] = {1,2,...,s}. For each edge
uv in G, let My, be a matching between the sets L, and L,. Let M = UMGE(G)MW, which is
called a matching assignment. Then a graph H is said to be the M-cover of G if it satisfies all
the following conditions:

(i) the vertex set of H is U,ev(q) Lus

(ii) the edge set of H is M.

A transversal of an M-cover H is a vertex subset T of V(H) with |T'N L,| = 1 for each
v € V(G). Let f be a function from V(H) to {0,1,2,...}. A transversal T is strictly f-
degenerate if every nonempty subgraph of H[T] has a vertex x of degree less than f(z) in this
subgraph. When f is restricted to be a function from V(H) to {0,1}, a strictly f-degenerate
transversal of H is called a DP-coloring of H. If there is no confusion, then a DP-coloring of H
is also called a DP-coloring of G.

The DP-chromatic number, denoted by xpp(G), is the minimum integer k such that H
admits a DP-coloring whenever H is a cover of G and f is a function from V(H) to {0,1} with
> wer, f(x) > k for each v € V(G). We say that a graph G is DP-k-colorable if xpp(G) < k.

As in proper coloring, we call the elements of [s] as colors, and call the element ¢ as the color
of v if (v,4) is chosen in a transversal of H. And a vertex v colored with 7 is also stated that
i is the color of v. Note that DP-coloring is a generalization of list coloring. This implies that
x¢(G) < xpp(G). It is obvious that DP-coloring and list coloring can be quite different. For
example, x/(C) < xpp(C) for every even cycle C.

Dvorék and Postle 2] followed Thomassen’s proof [20] to show that every planar graph G has
xpp(G) < 5. Kim and Ozeki 7] proved that for each k € {3,4,5,6}, every planar graph without
k-cycles is DP-4-colorable. Recently, it is proved that every planar graph is DP-4-colorable if it
does not contain i-cycles adjacent to j-cycles for distinct ¢ and j from {3, 4, 5,6}, see [1, 8, 13, 15].
More sufficient conditions for a planar graph to be DP-4-colorable see [5, 11, 14, 18].

For strictly f-degenerate transversals, we are interested in the value

n(G) = min { > f(w)}

TE Ly

which guarantees the existence of strictly f-degenerate transversals whenever H is a cover of G
and f is a function on V(H).

It is interesting to find sufficient conditions for small value of n(G). Sittitrai and Nakprasit [19]
proved that every planar graph without 3-cycles adjacent to 4-cycles has a strictly f-degenerate
transversal whenever f is a mapping to {0,1,2} and n(G) > 4. Nakprasit and Nakprasit [17]
proved that every planar graph has a strictly f-degenerate transversal whenever f is a mapping
to {0,1,2} and n(G) > 5. They also proved that every planar graph without pairwise adjacent
3-, 4- and 5-cycles has a strictly f-degenerate transversal whenever f is a mapping to {0,1,2}
and 1(G) > 4. The third result they obtained is that every planar graph without cycles of lengths
4,a,b,9, where a and b are distinct values from {6,7,8}, has a strictly f-degenerate transversal
whenever f is a mapping to {0,1,2} and n(G) > 3.

Theorem 1.1 (Li and Wang [12]). Let G be a planar graph without subgraphs isomorphic to
the configurations in Fig. 1. Let H be a cover of G and f be a function from V(H) to {0,1,2}.
If f(v,1) + f(v,2) + -+ f(v,s) > 4 for each v € V(G), then H has a strictly f-degenerate
transversal.
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Fig. 1: Forbidden configurations in Theorem 1.1.
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Fig. 2: Forbidden configurations in Theorem 1.2.

A 47 -cycle is good if there is no vertex having four neighbors on the cycle, otherwise it is a
bad cycle. It is observed that every 3-cycle is good. Wang et al. [23] gave the following result
on planar graphs with some restrictions on 6~ -cycles.

Theorem 1.2 (Wang et al. [23]). Let G be a planar graph without any configuration in Fig. 2
and let x1x2 ... 2721 be a good 47 -cycle in G. Let H be a cover of G and f be a function from
V(H) to {0,1,2}. If f(v,1) + f(v,2) +--- + f(v,s) > 4 for each v € V(G), then each strictly
f-degenerate transversal Ry of Hy = H [Uie[l] L,,] can be extended to a strictly f-degenerate
transversal of H.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 3: Forbidden subgraphs in Theorem 1.3.

Huang and Qi [6] considered a subclass of planar graphs without chorded 6-cycles, and proved
the following result. Note that they did not prove the result for all the planar graphs without
chorded 6-cycles.

Theorem 1.3 (Huang and Qi [6]). Every planar graph without subgraphs isomorphic to the
configurations in Fig. 3 is DP-4-colorable.

In this paper, we mainly prove the following result.
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Fig. 4: Forbidden subgraphs in Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a planar graph without any subgraph isomorphic to the configurations
in Fig. 4, and let abca be a 3-cycle in G. Let H be a cover of G and f be a function from V (H) to
{0,1,2}. If f(v,1)+ f(v,2)+---+ f(v,s) > 4 for each v € V(G), then each strictly f-degenerate
transversal of H[L, U Ly U L] can be extended to a strictly f-degenerate transversal of H.

Note that a triangle is required in Theorem 1.4, but the triangle is not necessary in the
following corollary. If G is a triangle-free graph, then we can attach a triangle at a vertex b
such that b is a cut vertex, and then by Theorem 1.4 we obtain a desired strictly f-degenerate
transversal.

Corollary 1.5. Let GG be a planar graph without any subgraph isomorphic to the configurations
in Fig. 4, and let H be a cover of G and f be a function from V(H) to {0,1,2}. If f(v,1) +
f(v,2)+---+ f(v,s) > 4 for each v € V(G), then H has a strictly f-degenerate transversal.

Corollary 1.6. Every planar graph without any subgraph isomorphic to the configurations in
Fig. 4 is DP-4-colorable.

Although it is not proved that every planar graph without chorded 6-cycles is DP-4-colorable,
but we believe that it is true, so we make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.7. Every planar graph without chorded 6-cycles is DP-4-colorable.

In all the figures, every solid quadrilateral represents a 4-vertex, pentagon represents a 5-
vertex, and hexagon represents a 6-vertex. In addition, a vertex is represented by a red solid
point if it is a vertex of outer face.

To finished this section, we introduce some notations. Let G be a plane graph. We use
V(G),E(G), and F(G) for the vertex set, the edge set, and the face set respectively. A k-
vertex (kT-vertex, k™-vertex, respectively) represents a vertex of degree k (at least k, at most
k, respectively). A wheel graph on n-vertices is a graph formed by connecting a single vertex to
all vertices of an (n — 1)-cycle.

We use d(f) to denote the degree of a face f. Let b(f) be the boundary of a face f and write
f = [viva...vg] when vy,ve,...,v4 are the boundary vertices of f in a cyclic order. A k-face
(kT-face, k™ -face, respectively) represents a face of degree k (at least k, at most k, respectively).
An internal face is a bounded face that does not share any vertex with the unbounded face. We
use int(C') and ext(C') to denote the vertices inside and outside a cycle C, respectively. If neither
int(C) nor ext(C') is empty, then the cycle C is called a separating cycle.



2 Preliminaries

Let 4 be a class of graphs which is closed under deleting vertices, i.e., every induced subgraph
is also in 4.

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 5.3 in Wang et al. [23]). Let £ > 3, and G be a graph in ¢4, and let K
be an induced subgraph of G with V(K) = {v,va,..., vy} such that the following hold.

(i) k= (dg(v1) — dx(v1)) >k = (da(vm) — di (vm));
(il) dg(vm) < k and viv, € E(G);
(iii) For 2 <i <m —1, v; has at most k — 1 neighbors in G — {viy1,...,vm}.

Let H be a cover of G and f be a function from V(H) to {0,1,2}. If f(v,1)+---+ f(v,s) > k
for each vertex v € V(G), then any strictly f-degenerate transversal of H — Uvev( K) L, can be
extended to that of H.

In the proof of Theorem 2.1, a certain color is chosen for v; to “save” a color for v,,. We call
v1 and vy, are paired. Wang et al. [23] generalized Theorem 2.1 to the following result with at

most three nested pairs.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 5.5 and 5.6 in Wang et al. [23]). Let G be a graph in ¢, and let K be a
subgraph isomorphic to a configuration in Fig. 8-Fig. 12 (with the requirements in the captions).
Let H be a cover of G and f be a function from V(H) to {0,1,2}. If f(v,1)+ -+ f(v,s) > 4
for each vertex v € V(G), then any strictly f-degenerate transversal of H — UveV(K) L, can be
extended to that of H.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Assume that (G, H, f) is a counterexample to Theorem 1.4 with |V (G)| as small as possible, and
Ry is a strictly f-degenerate transversal of H[L, U Ly U L.]. Without loss of generality, assume
that G has been embedded in the plane.

Lemma 3.1. There are no separating 3-cycles. We may assume that abca bounds the outer face
D.

Proof. Suppose that there is a separating 3-cycle C' = zyzz. By symmetry, we may assume that
{a,b,c}N int(C) = (. By the minimality, Ry can be extended to a strictly f-degenerate transver-
sal Ry of H[U,¢ing(c)Lo]. We revise the function f to obtain a function f* on H[U, ¢ ext(c)Lo]
by f*(z,iz) = f*(y,iy) = f*(2,i.) = 1, where (z,13), (y,1y), (2,i.) € Ri. Delete all the edges
in H[L, U Ly U L] and obtain a new cover H*. By the minimality, {(z,1i.), (y,1y), (2,i,)} can
be extended to a strictly f*-degenerate transversal R* of H*[U, ¢ ext(c)Lw]- Thus, Ry U R* is a
strictly f-degenerate transversal of H, a contradiction.

Since there is no separating 3-cycle, the cycle abca must bound a 3-face. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that abca bounds the outer face D. O

A vertex v in G is internal if v is not incident with the outer face D. A subgraph in G is
internal if all its vertices are internal.

Lemma 3.2 (Theorem 4.4 in Lu et al. [16]). Every internal vertex in G has degree at least four.
Then there are at most three 3~ -vertices.
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Fig. 6: Certain adjacent faces.

Let G* be an auxiliary graph with vertex-set {f : f is a 3-face other than D}, two vertices
fu and f, in G* being adjacent if and only if the two 3-faces are adjacent in G. A cluster in G
consists of some 3-faces which corresponds to a connected component of G*. By the definition
of clusters, every 3-face other than D belongs to a unique cluster.

By Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 and the hypothesis that G has no chorded 6-cycles, we can obtain
the following result on clusters.

Lemma 3.3. There are four types of clusters as depicted in Fig. 5.

When we refer to the clusters, we always use the labels as in Fig. 5. The followings are some
structural results on the graph.
Lemma 3.4. The following statements are true.
(i) If a 4-cycle ujusuguguy bounds a 4-face, then the 4-cycle has no chord.
(ii) If a 3-face is adjacent to a 4~ -face, then they are normally adjacent.
i) There is no subgraph isomorphic to Kj.

(iii

Every internal 57 -vertex v is incident with at most Lgdiv)J triangular faces.

(v

(vi

)
)
)

(iv) There are no adjacent 4-faces.
)
) If a 5-face is adjacent to a 3-face, then it can only be as depicted in Fig. 6(a).
)

(vii) If a 4-face is adjacent to two 3-faces, then it can only be as depicted in Fig. 6(b). Hence,

a 4-face is adjacent to at most two 3-faces.
(viii) Each face adjacent to Cy4 is a 61-face.

(ix) Each face adjacent to C3 is a 6T-face or D. Moreover, if a C3 is adjacent to D, then
ugus € F(G) and ujugusuy bounds D.

(x) Each face adjacent to Cy is a 6*-face or D.
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Fig. 7: A cluster C4 is incident with some clusters Cs.

For a cluster Cy, if P is a path linking ug and us with P N {uy,uq,us} = 0, then |E(P)| ¢
{2,3,4}.

For a cluster Cy, if P is a path linking ug and w4 with P N {uy,us, us} = 0, then |E(P)| ¢
{1,2,3}.

If a cluster C4 and a cluster C3 have a common 5-vertex, then there is only one case, as
shown in Fig. 7(a).

If a cluster C4 is incident with two clusters Cs3 and the two common vertices are adjacent

5-vertices in Cy, then there is only one case, as shown in Fig. 7(b).

Proof. (i) Suppose that u; and ug are adjacent. Since ujususu; is a 3-cycle, it must bound a

(vi)

3-face. Thus, us is a 2-vertex and ujuougu; bounds the outer face. Note that wjuguguq is
also a 3-cycle, it bounds a 3-face, thus u4 is a 2-vertex, but w4 should be an internal vertex
and has degree at least four, a contradiction.

Observe that two adjacent 3-faces must be normally adjacent. If a 3-face is adjacent to a
4-face, then they are normally adjacent because 4-face has no chord.

Assume that there is a subgraph isomorphic to K4. One can observe that there are four
3-cycles in Ky, and every 3-cycle bounds a 3-face. Thus, G = K, which contradicts
Lemma 3.2.

Assume that a 4-face [v1v9v3v4] is adjacent to another 4-face [vjvouw]. By Lemma 3.4(i),
we have that u # vg. If u = vs, then vy is a 2-vertex which is incident with two 4-faces,
contradicts Lemma 3.2. Then u ¢ {vs,v4}. By symmetry, we have that w ¢ {vs,v4}. In
this case, the two normally adjacent 4-cycles form a chorded 6-cycle, a contradiction.

Since there is no chorded 6-cycle, there is no four consecutive 3-faces incident with a 5-

vertex. Then four consecutive faces contain at most three 3-faces. It follows that every
3d(v)

1| triangular faces.

internal 5*-vertex v is incident with at most |

Assume that a 5-face [v1vov3v4v5] is adjacent to a 3-face [vyvou]. Since there is no chorded
6-cycle, u € {v3,v4,v5}. By symmetry, we need to consider two cases: u = v3 or u = vy.
Suppose that u = v4. Then v9vzvave bounds a 3-face, and wvg is a 2-vertex. It follows
that vov3v4v9 bounds the outer face D, and vs is an internal 4T-vertex. But vivsvsvy is
a separating 3-cycle, contradicts Lemma 3.1. Hence, u = v3 and vy is a 2-vertex which is
incident with the outer 3-face D, see Fig. 6(a).



(vii) Let f = [vivausvs] be a 4-face. Suppose that f is adjacent to two 3-faces [vjvau| and
[vsvqw]. Since [vivov3zvy] has no chord, we have that w,w ¢ {v1,vs2,vs,v4}. Note that
u = w, for otherwise viuvovswuvavy is a chorded 6-cycle. By Lemma 3.1, every 3-cycle
bounds a 3-face, thus wu is incident with four 3-faces. Observe that G is a wheel on five
vertices, and it has four 3-vertices, contradicts Lemma 3.2.

Suppose that f is adjacent to two 3-faces [vivou] and [vavsz]. Similarly, we can obtain
that u, z ¢ {v1,v2,v3,v4} and u = z. By Lemma 3.1, each of [vjvou] and [vavsu] bounds a
3-face. Then vy is a 3-vertex which is incident with the outer 3-face D, see Fig. 6(b).

By the above discussion, only two consecutive edges can be incident with 3-faces. Then a
4-face is adjacent to at most two 3-faces.

Follows from Lemma 2(4) in [6].

Follows from Lemma 2(5) in [6].

)
)
(x) Follows from Lemma 2(5) in [6].
) Suppose that |E(P)| € {2,3,4}. Then there is a chorded 6-cycle, a contradiction.
)

Suppose that |E(P)| = 1. Then usus € E(G) and there is a subgraph isomorphic to
K, contradicting Lemma 3.4(iii). When |E(P)| € {2,3}, there is a chorded 6-cycle, a
contradiction.

(xiii) By Lemma 3.4(viii) and (iii), neither = nor y is on the cluster C4. By Lemma 3.4(xi) and
(xii), C4 and C3 can share exactly one vertex, see Fig. 7(a).

(xiv) One can observe that C4 and each cluster C3 share exactly one vertex by Lemma 3.4(xiii).
It suffices to show that the two clusters C3 do not share any vertex. This immediately
follows from Lemma 3.4(xi). O

The diamond graph is the simple graph on four vertices and five edges. A subgraph is 4-reqular
if all its vertices have degree four in G.

Lemma 3.5 (Theorem 4.5 in Lu et al. [16]). There are no internal 4-regular diamonds in G.

Lemma 3.6. For the internal configurations in Fig. 11(b) and Fig. 12(a), we may always assume
that |N(w11) N {wl,wg, ce ,w10}| = 2.

Proof. Consider the configuration Fig. 11(b). Since wip has degree 4 in G, we have that either
wowig ¢ E(G) or wiywig ¢ E(G). By symmetry, we may assume that wio and wj; are nonadja-
cent. Since G has no chorded 6-cycle and has no subgraph isomorphic to Ky, it is easy to check
that N(’U)n) N {’U)l, wa, . .. ,wlo} = {wl, w6}.

Similar arguments can be applied to configuration Fig. 12(a). O

We give the following reducible configurations.
Lemma 3.7. Every internal configuration in Fig. 8-Fig. 12 is reducible.

Proof. Since G has no chorded 6-cycle and has no subgraph isomorphic to Ky, it is easy to
check that all the conditions in the captions of Fig. 8, Fig. 9, Fig. 10, and Fig. 11(a) are satisfied.
By Theorem 2.2, they are reducible.
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Fig. 8: wows, wsws ¢ E(G)

w1 w2 w1 w3

wry Ws, w7 w2
We Wy We Ws
(a) wzws ¢ E(G) (b) waws ¢ E(G)

Fig. 9: Note that |N(w7) N {w1,...,ws}| = 2.

By Lemma 3.6, for the internal configurations in Fig. 11(b) and Fig. 12(a), we may always
assume that |N(wi1) N{wy,we, ..., wip}| = 2. All the other conditions in the captions are also
satisfied. By Theorem 2.2, we have Fig. 11(b) and Fig. 12(a) are reducible.

Consider internal configuration Fig. 12(b). If [N (w;1) N {wi,we, ..., wio}| = 2, then

w1, W2, ..., W11

satisfies the condition of Theorem 2.2 with pairs (w1, w11), (we, wy), (w3, wr). If wiywe € E(G),
then

wa, W9, Wy, Wr, W3, W4, We, W5, W10, W1, W11

satisfies the condition of Theorem 2.2 with pair (wg,w11). If wi3wg € E(G), then
We, Wy, W5, W11, W2, W7, W, Wy, W10, W1, W3
satisfies the condition of Theorem 2.2 with pairs (wg, ws), (w11, w1 ), (W, wy). O

Firstly, we give each element x € V(G) U F(G) \ {D} an initial charge p(x) = d(z) — 4, and
w(D) =d(D) + 4. By Euler’s formula, the sum of the initial charges is zero, i.e.,

D)+ )+ > @)=+ Y (df-4=0. (1)

veV(G) feF(G)\D

Next, we design some discharging rules to redistribute the charges, preserving the sum, such
that each vertex and each 4*-face have nonnegative final charges, and each cluster has nonneg-
ative final charge, while the outer face D has positive final charge, thus the sum of all the final
charges is positive, which leads to a contradiction. Let y’ be the final charge function. For a
cluster C, we define the final charge of C as

pEe)=> W) =0+ > uf)

fec fec

where ¢(C) is the sum of the charges obtained by all the members in C.
An edge is a middle edge if it is incident with a vertex on the outer cycle but it is not incident
with the outer face. Let v be an internal vertex, t(v) be the number of incident 3-faces. Let p*
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(a) wawr, wswr ¢ E(G)
w1 w9
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Fig. 10: Note that
We Ws Wi
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(a) wewg, wrwy ¢ E(G)

Fig. 11: Note that |N(wi1) N {wy,..

W4 w3 W
Ws
w1
s 6 W9 wq
w11
=2
(a) |N(w1o) N{ws, ..., we}|

Fig. 12: Note that |N(wi1) N {wy,..

w3 w9

w1

W4 Ws we Wy

(b) wawg, waws ¢ E(G)

w1 wy wa
ws wr Wy Ws
(d) waws ¢ E(G)
|N(w8) N {wla L ,’U)7}| = 2.

ws

We

(b) wsws, wews ¢ E(G)

Nqws,..
.,wlo}’ =2 and ‘N(wlo) { 3

-7?1}9}’ = 2.

Lwi}] = 2.
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be the charge function after applying the rules from R1 to R9. An internal cluster Cy4 is special if
it is incident with at least three 5" -vertices, while an internal cluster Cs is special if u*(C3) < 0.
A vertex is called a special vertex if it is a 5-vertex which is incident with a special C3 and a
special Cy. Let 7(v — f) denote the amount of charges transferred from the vertex v to the face

1.

Discharging rules:

R1 Let v be an internal 4-vertex and f1, fo, f3, f4 be four consecutive faces incident with v. If
d(f1),d(fs) # 3 and d(f2) = d(f3) = 3, then v sends % to each of f, and fs.

R2 Let v be an internal 5-vertex, and f be an incident 3-face. Then

%, if f is in an internal cluster Cg;
T(v = f) =<0, ifvisin an internal cluster C4 but f is not in the cluster Cy;
%, otherwise.

R3 Every internal 6*-vertex sends % to each incident internal 3-face.

R4 If f is an internal 3-face and g is an adjacent 4-face, then g sends % to f.

R5 If f is a bounded 3-face and g is an adjacent m-face, where m > 6, then g sends %‘4 to f.
R6 If g is a 4-face and h is an adjacent m-face, where m > 5, then h sends mTfél to g.

R7 Let v be an internal 4-vertex. If an edge uv is incident with two 6*-faces f and g, then f

sends dz(i;();;l to v and g sends dz(flz;;l to v.

R8 Every vertex on the outer cycle sends its initial charge p(v) to the outer face D.

R9 The outer face D sends 1 to each middle edge, and every middle edge sends % to each
incident face.

R10 Let v be a 5-vertex incident with a special C4. If v is incident with a special C3 with
w*(C3) < —%, then the C4 sends % to the Cs; if v is incident with a special C3 with
w*(Cs) > —%, then the C4 sends —p*(Cs) to the Cs.

Remark 1. Note that each middle edge receives 1 from D, and immediately sends % to each
incident face. Thus, each middle edge plays a role of agency in the discharging procedure. If f
is a face having at least one common vertex with D, then it is incident with at least two middle

edges, and it receives at least 1 from D.

Claim 1. Every vertex in G has nonnegative final charge.

It is observed that each vertex on the outer cycle has final charge p/(v) = p(v) — u(v) = 0 by
R8. By Lemma 3.2, every internal vertex is a 47-vertex. Let v be an internal 4-vertex. If v is
incident with at most one 3-face, then p/(v) = p(v) = 0. If v is incident with exactly two 3-faces
and these two 3-faces are nonadjacent, then p/(v) = pu(v) = 0. If v is incident with at least three
3-faces, then p/(v) = p(v) = 0. Assume v is incident with exactly two 3-faces and these two
3-faces are adjacent. It is observed that the other two faces incident with v are 6*-faces. By
R7, v receives at least % from each of the incident 6*-face. By R1, v sends % to each of incident
3-face. Thus, p/(v) > pu(v) +2x + —2x £ =0.
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If v is an internal 67 -vertex, then v is incident with at least two 4*-faces, and then u/(v) >
p(v) = (d(v) —2) x 1 = 4L > ¢ 1y R3,

Let v be an internal 5-vertex incident with five faces fi, fo,..., f5. By Lemma 3.4(v), v is
incident with at most three 3-faces. If v is incident with at most two 3-faces, then u'(v) >
u(v) — 2 x % = 0 by R2. If v is incident with exactly three 3-faces and it is incident with an
internal cluster Cy, then p/(v) = p(v) — 2 x & = 0 by R2. Otherwise, v sends 3 to each incident
3-face, then 1/ (v) = p(v) — 3 x & =0 by R2.

Therefore, every vertex in G has nonnegative final charge.

Claim 2. Every face has nonnegative final charge.

If fis a 4-face with V(f) N V(D) # 0, then p/(f) > pu(f) +1 — 2 > 0 by Remark 1, R4
and Lemma 3.4(vii). If f is a 4-face with V(f) NV (D) = 0, then f is incident with at most one
3-face and at least three 5+-faces, and then u/(f) > u(f) + 3 x % — % > 0 by R4 and R6.

If f is a 5-face, then f is not adjacent to any internal 3-face, and then p/(f) > pu(f)—5x % =0
by R6. If f is an m-face, where m > 6, then f sends out at most mﬂf via each incident edge to
adjacent 4~ -faces or incident 4-vertices by R5, R6 and R7, and then p/(f) > p(f)—m x mTfél = 0.

e C is a cluster C;. If V(C)N V(D) # 0, then p/(C) > u(C) +1 =0 by Remark 1. Suppose
that C is an internal cluster. Let ¢ be the number of adjacent 4-faces. By Lemma 3.4(vi), C is
not adjacent to any 5-face. Then 1/(C) > pu(C) +t x 2 + (3 —t) x 3 = 1=t > 0 by R4 and R5.

e C is a cluster Co. By Lemma 3.4(x), each face adjacent to Cy is a 67-face or D. If uy or

ug is incident with D, then each face in C receives 1 from the outer face D by Remark 1, and
then p/(C) > p(C) +2 x 1 =0. If uy and ug are internal vertices, then C receives at least % from
each adjacent face by R5, and each face in C receives at least % from each of u; and ug by R1,
R2 and R3, thus /(C) > u(C) +4 x § +4x £ =0.

e C is a cluster Cs. If u; € {a,b,c}, then all the faces in C have common vertices with D,
and then p/(C) > p(C) +3 x 1 = 0 by Remark 1. Next, assume that u; is an internal vertex.
By Lemma 3.4(ix), each face adjacent to C3 is a 6*-face, and |[V(C) N V(D)| < 1. In particular,
at least one of ug and wuy is an internal vertex. By R1, R2 and R3, each internal vertex in
{us,us} sends at least % to each incident face in C. By RS, C receives at least % from each
adjacent face. If u; is a 5T-vertex, then u; sends at least % to each face in C by R2 and R3, thus
1(C)>pu(C)+5%x 2 +3x2+2x2=0.If u is an internal 4-vertex and [V (C) N V(D)| = 1,
then C receives at least 1 from D by Remark 1, and then 1/(C) > u(C) +5x 1 +1+2x 1 =0.

So we may assume that C is an internal cluster Cs3 with d(u;) = 4. By symmetry, it suffices
to consider the following four cases according to the degrees of ug and uy.

(a) If d(uz) > 5 and d(us) > 5, then each of uz and uy sends at least £ to each incident face
inC, and (/(C) > pu(C) +5x £ +4 x 3 =0.

(b) Assume d(us) = d(usg) = 4. By Lemma 3.5, d(u2) > 5 and d(us) > 5. Consider the
internal vertex up. By R2 and R3, 7(up — C) < % only if d(uz) = 5 and us is incident with an
internal cluster C4. Since the configurations in Fig. 9 are forbidden, the internal cluster C4 at wuo
is a special cluster, thus it sends % to the special cluster C by R10. Thus, either C receives at
least % from wuy or receives % from a special cluster C4 incident with uo. This is also true for us.
Hence, (//(C) > p(C) +5 x 2 +4x t +2x £ =0.

(c) Assume d(u3) > 6 and d(us) = 4. By R3, u3 sends % to each incident face in C. It follows
that p/(C) > u(C) +5x ++2x § +2x 3 =0.

(d) Assume d(us) = 5 and d(us) = 4. By R2, u3 sends 3 to each incident face in C. It follows
that 1*(C) > pu(C)+5x 3 4+2x +2x 3 = —%. Thus, C needs at most  from others. If us and us
are adjacent, then ujuousu; bounds a 3-face by Lemma 3.1, but this contradicts Lemma 3.4(ix).
It follows that ug and us are nonadjacent. By Lemma 3.4(iii), ug and us are also nonadjacent.
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Fig. 13: A special cluster Cy is incident with three special vertices.

Since the configuration in Fig. 8 is reducible, we have that d(ug) > 5 or d(us) > 5. If d(ug) > 6
or d(us) > 6, then C receives % from incident 6*-vertex, we are done. So we may assume that
d(u2) <5 and d(us) < 5. There are three subcases to consider.

(d1) Assume d(up) = 4 and d(us) = 5. By R2, 7(us — C) < % only if us is incident with
an internal cluster C4. Since the configurations in Fig. 10(a) and Fig. 10(b) are reducible, the
cluster C4 at ujs is special, thus it sends —p*(C) to the special cluster C by R10.

(d2) Assume d(up) = 5 and d(us) = 4. Similar to the above case (d1), either C receives
from wug or receives —p*(C) from a special cluster C4 at ug, we are done (here the configurations
in Fig. 10(c) and Fig. 10(d) are reducible).

(d3) Assume d(uz) = d(us) = 5. Assume that 7(ug — C) = 7(us — C) = 0, i.e., each of uy
and ws is incident with an internal cluster C4. Since the configurations in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12
are reducible, either the cluster C4 at ug or us is a special cluster. By R10, C receives —u*(C)
from incident special cluster Cs. So we may assume that 7(us — C) + 7(us — C) > 3, then
() >pC)+5x3+2x%+2x 3+ 1 =0, we are done.

By the above discussion, if C3 is special, then d(u;1) = d(us) = d(u4) = 4 or d(u1) =
d(U3) —1= d(U4) =4.

e C is a cluster C4. Note that u; is a 4-vertex and it is incident with four faces in C, so
up is an internal vertex. By Lemma 3.4(iii) and (viii), |[V/(C) N V(D)| < 1. By Lemma 3.4(viii),
C is adjacent to four 6"-faces. By R5, C receives at least four % from adjacent faces. Assume
|[V(C)NV(D)| = 1. Then D sends two 1 to the faces in C by Remark 1. It follows that u/(C) >
w(C)+4 x %4— 2x146x % > (0. So we may assume that C is an internal cluster. By Lemma 3.5,
at least two vertices in {ug,us,us,us} are 5T -vertices. If exactly two of {us,us,us,us} are 4-
vertices, then 4/(C) > p(C)+4x $+4x 3+4x ¢ = 0. If C is incident with four 5*-vertices, then
1'(C) > p(C)+4x 3 +8x 5 —4x 1 =0. Assume C is incident with exactly three 5" -vertices. If C
is incident with at most two special vertices, then p/(C) > u(C)+4 x %—}—6 X :4+2x %— 2% % =0.

Next, we prove the statement: if C is incident with exactly three special vertices, then
W(C) = 0.

Assume that C is incident with exactly three special vertices v, v3 and v4 in Fig. 13. Note
that each of v1,vg, v12 and vig is a 4-vertex. By Lemma 3.4(viii), the special cluster C is adjacent
to four 6T-faces. By R5, C receives at least four % from adjacent faces. Since C is a special
cluster, it receives six % from the three incident 5T-vertices, and two % from the other incident
4-vertex due to R1, R2 and R3. Thus, p*(C) > —4+4 X +6x 1 +2 x ¢ = 2.

By the assumption of Theorem 1.4, the three special clusters Cs at wvo,v3 and v4 must
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have some common vertices. By Lemma 3.4(xii), (xiii) and (xiv), v;7 has no neighbor in
{va, v4, vs,v6, v7, V8, V13, V14, V15, V16 }, and {ve,v7} N {vig, v15} # 0. Moreover, there is no edge
between {vg,vi2} and {v14, v15}. By Lemma 3.4(ix), it is observed that |{vg, v7} N {v14,v15}] = 1.
Since v9 and vy are special vertices, we have that vs, vg, v13 and v14 are 5~ -vertices. Then vg and
v14 can not be identical. By symmetry, we only need to consider two cases.

Case 1: vy5 and v; are identical. Assume that vy is a 5-vertex. Then vy sends % to
each incident 3-face. Since the configuration in Fig. 9(a) is reducible, we have that one vertex in
{vs, vg,v13,v14} has degree 5. For this special cluster C3, we have p*(C3) > u(C3) + 5 X % +3 x
% + 2 x % = 0, but it contradicts the definition of special Cs.

Assume that v7 is a 6T-vertex. Then v7 sends % to each incident 3-face. The special clusters
Cs at vg and vg have p*(C3) > —3 45 X % +4 x % + % = —%. Therefore, C sends at most % via
each of vy and vy, and sends at most 1 via v3, so p/(C) > p*(C) —2 x £ — 1 =0.

Assume that vy is a 4-vertex, i.e., it has only four neighbors vg, vs, v14 and v1g. By Lemma 3.5,
either vs or vg is a 5-vertex, and either vi3 or vi4 is a 5-vertex. If the path vrvgvovivi7 is on
the boundary of a face, then the face has degree at least 7 because v17v14, v17v16 ¢ E(G). If the
path v7vgvovg is on the boundary of a face, then the face has degree at least 7 because neither vg
nor vyo is adjacent to {vi4,v16}. Hence, in the two situations, vyvg, vgve, one of vov; and wvyvs,
one of v15v14 and v15v;16 are incident with 77 -faces. Note that a 7t-face sends more % — % to the
special C than a 6-face. Therefore, 4/(C) > 2 -3 x 2+ +4 x (2 -1) > 0.

Case 2: v14 and vy are identical. Then vy4 is a 5-vertex. Similar to the above case when
v7 and vy5 are identical as a 4-vertex, v7vg, vgvse, one of vovy and vous, one of vi14v15 and v14v13
are incident with 7*-faces. Therefore, /(C) > 2 —3 x 1 +4 x (2 — ) > 0. This completes the
proof of the statement.

Finally, we consider the final charge of the outer face D. Note that each vertex v on D is
incident with d(v) — 2 middle edges.

p(D)=d(D)+4+ > (dw)—4)— Y  (dv)-2)=4-d(D)=1.
)

veV (D veV (D)
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