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UPPER BOUNDS FOR THE LIST-DISTINGUISHING CHROMATIC NUMBER

AMITAYU BANERJEE, ZALÁN MOLNÁR, AND ALEXA GOPAULSINGH

Abstract. Let G be a simple connected finite graph with n vertices and maximum degree ∆(G).
We prove that the list-distinguishing chromatic number χDL

(G) of G is at most 2∆(G)− 1, and it
is 2∆(G)− 1 if G is a complete bipartite graph K∆(G),∆(G) or a cycle with six vertices. We apply a
result of Lovász to reduce the above-mentioned upper bound of χDL

(G) for certain graphs. We also
show that if H is a connected unicyclic graph of girth at least seven and ∆(H) ≥ 3, then χDL

(H) is
at most ∆(H). Moreover, we give new examples to determine two sharp upper bounds for χDL

(G)
in terms of the coloring number of G and the list chromatic number of G. We also determine the
list-distinguishing chromatic number for some special graphs.

1. Introduction

In [1], Albertson and Collins studied the distinguishing number of a graph, and the distinguishing
chromatic number of a graph was introduced by Collins and Trenk [8]. A coloring h : VG → {1, ..., r}
of the vertices of a graphG = (VG, EG) is r-distinguishing provided no nontrivial automorphism of G
preserves all of the vertex colors. The distinguishing number ofG, denoted byD(G), is the minimum
integer r such that G has an r-distinguishing coloring. The coloring h is r-proper distinguishing
provided h is r-distinguishing and a proper coloring. The distinguishing chromatic number of G,
denoted by χD(G), is the minimum integer r such that G has an r-proper distinguishing coloring.
Collins and Trenk [8] obtained a Brooks’ Theorem type upper bound for χD(G).

Theorem 1.1. (Collins and Trenk [8, Theorem 4.5]) Let G be a connected graph. Then χD(G) ≤
2∆(G) − 1 unless G is either the complete bipartite graph K∆(G),∆(G), or the cycle graph C6. In
these cases, χD(G) = 2∆(G).

Recently, Ferrara et al. [11] extended the notion of distinguishing proper coloring to a list dis-
tinguishing proper coloring. Given an assignment L = L(v)v∈VG

of lists of available colors to the
vertices of G, we say that G is (properly) L-distinguishable if there is a (proper) distinguishing
coloring f of G such that f(v) ∈ L(v) for all v ∈ VG. The list-distinguishing number of G, denoted
by DL(G), is the minimum integer k such that G is L-distinguishable for any list assignment L
with |L(v)| = k for all v ∈ VG. Similarly, the list-distinguishing chromatic number of G, denoted by
χDL

(G), is the minimum integer k such that G is properly L-distinguishable for any list assignment
L with |L(v)| = k for all v ∈ VG. If χ(G) is the chromatic number of G, then the following holds:

χ(G) ≤ max{χ(G), D(G)} ≤ χD(G) ≤ χDL
(G).

The second inequality was stated in [8]. Since all lists can be identical, the third inequality holds.

1.1. Motivation. Our next example shows that χDL
(G) 6= χD(G) in general. This motivates the

study of list-distinguishing chromatic numbers. Consider the graph G given in Figure 1. Since G
is bipartite and asymmetric, we have that χD(G) = 2. Consider the following assignment of lists:
L(v0) = {1, 2}, L(v1) = {1, 3}, L(v2) = {2, 3}, L(v3) = {1, 4}, L(v4) = {2, 4}, L(v5) = {3, 4},
and for 0 ≤ i ≤ 6, L(si) can be an arbitrary two element set. Then there is no proper coloring
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of G from {L(v)}v∈VG
, since {v0, . . . , v5} do not have a proper coloring from the given lists. Thus,

χDL
(G) 6= 2. Moreover, χDL

(G) = 3.

v0

v1s2s1s0 v2s3 v3 v4 s4 s5

v5

s6

Figure 1. Graph G where χDL
(G) 6= χD(G)

1.2. Structure of the paper. In Section 3, inspired by Theorem 1.1, the first two authors prove
that if G is connected, then χDL

(G) ≤ 2∆(G)− 1, and the equality holds if G is K∆(G),∆(G) or C6.
In view of the graph in Figure 1, this strengthens Theorem 1.1. We remark that χDL

(G) ≤ ∆(G) if
G is a connected unicyclic graph of girth at least 7 and ∆(G) ≥ 3 (see Theorem 3.1, Remark 3.2).

Borodin and Kostochka [5], Catlin [6], and Lawrence [15] independently improved the
Brooks-upper bounds for χ(G) for graphs omitting small cliques by applying a result of Lovász from
[16]. In particular, they proved that ifKr 6⊆ G, where 4 ≤ r ≤ ∆(G)+1, then χ(G) ≤ r−1

r
(∆(G)+2).

In Section 4, the first two authors work in a similar fashion to reduce the upper bound of χDL
(G)

from Theorem 3.1 for certain graphs by applying the same result of Lovász. In particular, we show
that if G is (n− r + 1)-connected and does not contain a complete bipartite graph Kr−1,r−1 where

7 ≤ r ≤ ∆(G) + 1, then χDL
(G) ≤ 2∆(G)− (3⌊ (∆(G)+1)

r
⌋ − 2) (see Theorem 4.3).

In Section 5, we prove two upper bounds for χDL
(G) in terms of the coloring number

Col(G) and the list chromatic number χL(G) and give new examples to show that each result is
sharp (see Theorem 5.1):

(1) χDL
(G) ≤ Col(G)DL(G).

(2) If Aut(G) ∼= Σ where Σ is a finite abelian group so that Aut(G) ∼=
∏

1≤i≤k Zp
ni
i

for some k,

where p1, ..., pk are primes not necessarily distinct, then χDL
(G) ≤ χL(G) + k.

We also determine the list-distinguishing chromatic number of the book graphs.

2. Connected graphs with maximum degree two

Let Pn be a path of n vertices, Cn be a cycle of n vertices, Kn be a complete graph of n vertices,
and Kn,m be a complete bipartite graph with bipartitions of size n and m.

Fact 2.1. The following holds:

(1) If T is a tree, then χD(T ) = χDL
(T ) (see [11, Theorem 7]).

(2) If T is a tree, then χD(T ) ≤ ∆(T ) + 1 (see [8, Theorem 3.4]).
(3) If G is a graph, then χD(G) ≤ χDL

(G).
(4) χD(P2t) = 2, χD(P2t+1) = 3, χD(C4) = 4, χD(C5) = 3, χD(C6) = 4, χD(C2n) = 3,

χD(C2m+1) = 3 for any t ≥ 1, n ≥ 4, and m ≥ 3 (see [8, Theorem 2.2]).

Proposition 2.2. χDL
(P2t) = 2, χDL

(P2t+1) = 3, and χDL
(C4) = 4 for any t ≥ 1.

Proof. By Fact 2.1(1,4), we have χDL
(P2t) = χD(P2t) = 2 and χDL

(P2t+1) = χD(P2t+1) = 3. Since
4 = χD(C4) ≤ χDL

(C4) ≤ 4, we have χDL
(C4) = 4. �



LIST-DISTINGUISHING CHROMATIC NUMBERS 3

Proposition 2.3. The following holds:

(1) If L = {L(v)}v∈VC5
is an assignment of lists of size 3 to VC5, and |⋃v∈VC5

L(v)| 6= 3, then

C5 is properly L-distinguishable.
(2) If L = {L(v)}v∈VC6

is an assignment of lists of size 4 to VC6, and |⋃v∈VC6
L(v)| 6= 4, then

C6 is properly L-distinguishable.

Proof. Fix k ∈ {5, 6}. Let v0, ..., vk−1 be an enumeration of VCk
in a clockwise order. We define a

proper distinguishing coloring f of Ck in each case so that f(vi) ∈ L(vi) for all 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1.

(1). For each 0 ≤ i ≤ 2, pick ci ∈ L(vi) such that c0, c1, and c2 are pairwise distinct. Let, f(vi) = ci,
f(v3) ∈ L(v3) \ {c1, c2}, and f(v4) ∈ L(v4) \ {c0, f(v3)}.
(2). For each 0 ≤ i ≤ 3, pick ci ∈ L(vi) such that c0, c1, c2, and c3 are pairwise distinct. Let,
f(vi) = ci, f(v4) ∈ L(v4) \ {c1, c2, c3}, and f(v5) ∈ L(v5) \ {c0, f(v4), c3}. �

Proposition 2.4. Fix n ≥ 3. Let L = {L(v)}v∈VC2n+1
be an assignment of lists of size 3 to VC2n+1 ,

and |⋃v∈VC2n+1
L(v)| 6= 3, then C2n+1 is properly L-distinguishable.

Proof. Since C2n+1 is connected, there exist two vertices x and y1 in C2n+1 such that L(x) 6= L(y1)
and {x, y1} ∈ EC2n+1 . We color C2n+1 as follows:

(a) Pick any cx ∈ L(x)\L(y1). Color x with cx. Let N(x) be the set of vertices adjacent to x.
(b) Let w1 ∈ N(x)\{y1}. Color w1 with any color cw1 from L(w1)\{cx}.
(c) Color y1 with any color cy1 from L(y1)\{cw1}. We note that cx 6∈ L(y1). Moreover, we can

see that cx, cy1 , and cw1 are pairwise distinct.
(d) Let {y2, ..., yn, wn, ..., w2} be the vertices in the path of length 2n− 1 joining y1 and w1 in

a clockwise order (see Figure 2).
(e) For any 2 ≤ k ≤ n, we color yk inductively with any color cyk from L(yk)\{cx, cyk−1

} and
color wk inductively with any color cwk

from L(wk)\{cx, cwk−1
}.

•x
•y1
•y2...
•yn•wn

...
•w2

•w1

Figure 2. The cycle graph C2n+1.

Case 1: If cwn
6= cyn , then x is the only vertex to get color cx. Since any nontrivial color-preserving

automorphism fixes x, w1 must map to y1, but cy1 6= cw1 . Thus, C2n+1 is properly L-distinguishable.

Case 2: If cwn
= cyn , then we recolor wn with any color dwn

from L(wn)\{cyn , cwn−1}. If dwn
6= cx,

then by the arguments of Case 1, we are done. If dwn
= cx, then wn is the only vertex, other than

x, to get the color cx. Fix any nontrivial color-preserving automorphism φ. Then φ should either fix
both x and wn, or map x to wn and wn to x. Similar to Case 1, φ cannot fix x. If φ maps x to wn,
then for some 1 ≤ m ≤ n, we have either {cwm

, cym} = {cwm
, cym+1} or {cwm

, cym} = {cwm−1, cym},
which is a contradiction as {ym, ym+1} and {wm, wm−1} are edges of C2n+1. �

Proposition 2.5. Fix n ≥ 4. Let L = {L(v)}v∈VC2n
be an assignment of lists of size 3 to VC2n ,

and |⋃v∈VC2n
L(v)| 6= 3, then C2n is properly L-distinguishable.

Proof. Since C2n is connected, assume x, y1, w1, cx, cy1 , and cw1 as in the proof of Proposition 2.4.
The following facts will be useful for our proof:
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(a) cx 6∈ L(y1),
(b) cx, cy1 , and cw1 are pairwise distinct.

Let {y2, ..., yn−1, z, wn−1, ..., w2} be the vertices in the path of length 2n− 2 joining y1 and w1 in a
clockwise order (see Figure 3). For 2 ≤ k ≤ n−1, assume cyk and cwk

as in the proof of Proposition
2.4. Let L′(z) = L(z) \ {cx, cyn−1 , cwn−1}.

•x
•y1
•y2...
•yn−1

•
z

•wn−1

...
•w2

•w1

Figure 3. The cycle graph C2n.

Case 1: Assume L′(z) 6= ∅. Then assigning any color from L′(z) to z will result in a proper
distinguishing coloring since the only vertex colored by cx is x and cw1 6= cy1 .

Case 2: Let L′(z) = ∅. In order to keep the coloring proper, we must assign color cx to z. Thus,
only x and z are colored with cx. Let f be the coloring of C2n obtained thus far. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that there is a nontrivial automorphism φ preserving f . Then φ should
either fix both x and z, or map x to z and z to x. Similar to Case 1, φ cannot fix x. Thus, φ
maps x to z and z to x.

Subcase 2.1: Assume φ(y1) = yn−1. Then we must have cy1 = cyn−1 . Define f ′ as follows:

f ′(v) =

{

f(v) if v 6= y1,

c where c ∈ L(y1) \ {cy1, cy2}.
(∗)

Since cx 6∈ L(y1) by (a), we have that c 6= cx. Thus, f ′ is a proper coloring. The following claim
states that f ′ is a proper distinguishing coloring.

Claim 2.6. The only automorphism preserving f ′ is the identity.

Proof. Let ψ be a nontrivial automorphism preserving f ′. Similar to Case 1, ψ cannot fix x.
Assume that ψ maps x to z and z to x. Since c 6= cy1 = cyn−1 , we have ψ(y1) = wn−1. Consequently,
ψ(w1) = yn−1. Thus, cy1 = cyn−1 = f ′(yn−1) = f ′(w1) = f(w1) = cw1, which contradicts (b). �

Subcase 2.2: If φ(y1) = wn−1, then an argument analogous to Subcase 2.1 applies. �

Theorem 2.7. The entries in the following table are correct.

Graph χDL
(G)

P2t, t ≥ 1 2
P2t+1, t ≥ 1 3
C4 4
C5 3
C6 4
C2m+1, m ≥ 3 3
C2n, n ≥ 4 3

Table 1.

Proof. In each case, we may assume that the lists are not identical; otherwise, we can color the
vertices in a manner identical to the proper distinguishing coloring and apply Fact 2.1(4). If the
lists are non-identical, then by Propositions 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, and Facts 2.1(3,4), we are done. �
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3. Brook’s type upper bounds

Imrich et al. [13, Theorem 3] proved that if H is a connected infinite graph with a finite maximum
degree ∆(H), then χD(H) ≤ 2∆(H)− 1. We apply Theorem 2.7 and modify the algorithm of [13,
Theorem 3] suitably to prove the following upper bound for χDL

(G) if G is a finite graph:

Theorem 3.1. Let G be a connected finite graph with maximum degree ∆(G). Then χDL
(G) ≤

2∆(G)− 1, unless G is K∆(G),∆(G) or C6. In these cases, χDL
(G) = 2∆(G).

Proof. If ∆(G) = 2, then by Theorem 2.7, we have χDL
(G) = 4 if and only if G is C4 or C6. It is

easy to see that χDL
(K∆(G),∆(G)) = 2∆(G), and K2,2 is C4. Hence, we may assume that ∆(G) ≥ 3

and G is not K∆(G),∆(G). We show that in this case χDL
(G) ≤ 2∆(G)− 1. Let L = {L(v)}v∈VG

be
an assignment of lists with |L(z)| = 2∆(G)− 1, for all z ∈ VG. Let v ∈ VG be a vertex with degree
∆(G) and T be a breadth-first search (BFS) spanning tree of G rooted at v. We use the notation
< to denote the BFS order. Also, for z ∈ VG, by N(z) we denote the set of its neighbors in G and
S(z) denotes the set of its siblings in T . We will define partial functions fx : VG → ⋃

z∈VG
L(z) for

x ∈ VG such that the following holds:

(i) if x < y, then fx ⊆ fy,
(ii) if f =

⋃

x∈VG
fx, then f(v) ∈ L(v) for all v ∈ VG,

(iii) the domain of fx includes all vertices till x in the BFS order.

For the base case, we assign pairwise different colors to v and to members of N(v) = {v1, . . . , v∆(G)}
from the respective lists, say cv ∈ L(v) and cvi ∈ L(vi), where 1 ≤ i ≤ ∆(G). For the rest, we
try to keep v to be the only vertex of G with the property of being colored with cv, while all its
neighbors are colored by cv1 , . . . , cv∆(G)

. We will refer to this property as (∗).
We proceed by coloring the vertices of G in their BFS order inductively, as follows: Let x ∈ VG
be the <-minimal element for which no color has been assigned and z < x be the immediate BFS
predecessor of x. We define fx. Let us write,

S<(x) = {y ∈ S(x) : y < x} and N<(x) = {y ∈ N(x) : y < x}.
Then fz has already assigned colors to each member of S<(x) ∪N<(x). Define,

Ax = L(x) \
(

{cv} ∪ fz[S<(x)] ∪ fz[N<(x)]
)

.

If Ax 6= ∅, then let fx = fz ∪ {x, c}, where c ∈ Ax. If Ax = ∅, then since |N(x)| ≤ ∆(G) and
|S(x)| ≤ ∆(G) − 2, we must have used |S<(x)| + |N<(x)| = 2∆(G) − 2 many colors from L(x) to
color the neighbors and siblings that come before x. Thus, the following holds:

(a) cv ∈ L(x),
(b) S<(x) = S(x) and N<(x) = N(x),
(c) |S(x)| = ∆(G)− 2 and |N(x)| = ∆(G),
(d) N(x) ∩ S(x) = ∅,
(e) for all y ∈ S(x) ∪N(x), we have fz(y) ∈ L(x).

In this case, let fx = fz ∪ {〈x, cv〉}. In either case, fx has (i) and (iii). Finally, set f =
⋃

x∈VG
fx.

It is clear that f satisfies (ii), and whenever f(x) = cv where x 6= v, then (a) − (e) must hold.
Moreover, if no vertex other than v has property (∗), then it is easy to see that f is a proper
distinguishing coloring. However, suppose there is a vertex other than v, say x, with property (∗)
and is the <-minimal such vertex. Then (a)− (e) are satisfied for x. We modify f in such a way
that x has no longer (∗), while it remains a proper list coloring. By a careful introspection we will
analyze the following cases: 1

1We note that Case 1 and Case A of Subcase 3.1 arise when the lists are nonidentical.
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Case 1: If there is w ∈ S(x) such that |N(w)| 6= |N(x)|, then color x with f(w), which can be
done by (e). Then there is no color-preserving automorphism of G, which fixes v and maps x to w.
Meanwhile, by (d), this keeps the coloring proper, and x has no longer the property (∗).
Case 2: For every z ∈ S(x), we have |N(z)| = |N(x)|, and there is a w ∈ S(x) such that
N(w) 6= N(x). By (c), fix y ∈ N(x) such that y 6∈ N(w). Since the neighbors of x must have
occurred before x in the BFS ordering, we have f(w), f(y) ∈ L(x) by (e). We color x with f(w).
The rest follows the arguments of Case 1.

Case 3: For every w ∈ S(x), we have N(w) = N(x).

Subcase 3.1: There is a vertex z ∈ N(x) with no sibling or parent colored with cv. We
need to consider two different cases.

Case A: If cv 6∈ L(z), then by (c) at most (∆(G)−1)+(∆(G)−2) = 2∆(G)−3 number
of colors can appear in the list L(z) that are used for coloring N(z) ∪ S(z). Hence,
there must be c ∈ L(z) such that c 6= f(z), which also differs from all of the colors
assigned to N(z)∪ S(z). We color z with c and x with f(z). Then x no longer has (∗)
(as no member of N(v) has color c), and this modification keeps the coloring proper.
Case B: If cv ∈ L(z), then color x with f(z) and z with cv, which can be done by (e).
Clearly, x does not have (∗), and z does not have (∗) either by (b)− (d).

Subcase 3.2: Each y ∈ N(x) has a sibling or parent colored with cv. By (b), each y ∈ N(x)
and its siblings must have come before x in the BFS ordering. Hence, their parent cannot
have (∗), unless it is the root v. There must exist a z ∈ N(x) such that z is not a child of v.
Otherwise, G is K∆(G),∆(G), which contradicts the assumption that G is not K∆(G),∆(G). Fix
such z. Similar to Case A, at most 2∆(G)− 3 number of colors can appear in the list L(z)
that are colors of N(z) ∪ S(z): Denoting the parent of z by w, we have N(z) = S(x)∪ {w}
with |S(z)| ≤ ∆(G)− 2 and |N(x)| = ∆(G). But the color cv was used once for x and once
among S(z) ∪ {w}. Hence, there must be some c ∈ L(z) such that c 6= f(z), which is also
different from all of the colors assigned to N(z)∪S(z). Using (e), we can color x with f(z)
and z with c. Similarly, as before, the new coloring remains a proper list coloring, and v is
the only <-predecessor of x having (∗), and all of them are fixed as long as v is fixed.

By iterating this procedure, we can recolor every node with property (∗), hence we obtain a list
distinguishing proper coloring of G. �

Remark 3.2. Alikhani–Soltani [2, Theorem 3.2] proved that χD(G) ≤ ∆(G) + 1 if ∆(G) ≥ 3,
where G is a connected unicyclic graph. Inspired by that result, we prove that if G is a connected
unicyclic graph of girth at least 7, then χDL

(G) ≤ ∆(G) if ∆(G) ≥ 3. First, we observe that,
similar to [8, Lemma 3.2] due to Collins and Trenk, one can prove the following lemma:

Lemma 3.3. Let (T, z) be a rooted tree, and let L = {L(v)}v∈VT
be an assignment of lists. A

coloring of (T, z) in which each vertex, colored from its lists, is colored differently from its siblings
and from its parent is a properly L-distinguishing coloring.

Let C be the unique cycle in G with a set {xi : 1 ≤ i ≤ t} of vertices. Then, G\EC is the union
of trees Txi

, 1 ≤ i ≤ t, where Txi
has only one common vertex xi with the cycle C. Assign a list

assignment L = {L(v)}v∈VG
such that |L(v)| = ∆(G) for all v ∈ VG.

• By Theorem 2.7, we have χDL
(C) = 3 since t ≥ 7.

• Define L1(v) := init3(L(v)) for each vertex v ∈ VG where init3(L(v)) denotes the first 3
elements of L(v), and let L1 = {L1(v)}v∈VC

. Since C is properly L1-distinguishable (say by
coloring f 1), we define f ↾ VC := f 1.

Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Working much in the same way as in Alikhani–Soltani [2, Theorem 3.2] and by
applying Lemma 3.3, we have χDL

(Txi
\{xi}) ≤ ∆(G). Since |L(v)| = ∆(G) for all v ∈ VG, color

the vertices of Txi
\{xi} uniquely from its list (say by f i). Define f ↾ VTxi

\{xi} := f i.
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If φ is a nontrivial automorphism preserving f , then all vertices of C are fixed by φ, and consequently
all vertices in Txi

’s are fixed. Thus, f is a proper distinguishing coloring, and we conclude that
χDL

(G) ≤ ∆(G).

4. An application of Lovász’s lemma

For a subset X ⊆ VG of vertices of a graph G, let G[X ] denote the subgraph of G induced by X .

Lemma 4.1. (Lovász; [16]) If
∑t

i=1 xi ≥ ∆(G) + 1 − t, then there is a partition of VG into t-sets
V1, ..., Vt such that ∆(G[Vi]) ≤ xi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t.

Definition 4.2. A graph is k-connected if it has at least k + 1 vertices, and the removal of k − 1
or fewer vertices leaves a connected graph. We denote initk(L) by the first k elements of a list L.

We apply Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 3.1 to prove the following:

Theorem 4.3. Fix 7 ≤ r ≤ ∆(G)+1. Let G be a (n−r+1)-connected graph of order n such that G

does not contain a complete bipartite graph Kr−1,r−1. Then, χDL
(G) ≤ 2∆(G)− (3⌊ (∆(G)+1)

r
⌋ − 2).

Proof. Let t = ⌊ (∆(G)+1)
r

⌋, hi = r − 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1, and ht = ∆(G)− r(t− 1). Clearly,

t ≥ 1 and
t

∑

i=1

hi = ∆(G) + 1− t.

By Lemma 4.1, there is a partition of VG into V1, ..., Vt such that ∆(G[Vi]) ≤ hi = r − 1 for all
1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1 and ∆(G[Vt]) ≤ ht = ∆(G)− r(t− 1).

Claim 4.4. χDL
(G) ≤ ∑t

i=1 χDL
(G[Vi]).

Proof. Let ki = χDL
(G[Vi]) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Assign any list L(v) to each vertex v ∈ VG such

that |L(v)| = ∑t

i=1 ki. We define a coloring f for the vertices of G as follows:

(1) Let L1(v) := initk1(L(v)) for each vertex v ∈ VG.

Let L1 = {L1(v)}v∈VG[V1]
. Since G[V1] is properly L

1-distinguishable (say by coloring f 1),

we define f ↾ VG[V1] := f 1.

(2) For any 1 < i ≤ t, let Li(v) := initki(L(v)\
∑i−1

k=1L
k(v)) for each vertex v ∈ VG.

Let Li = {Li(v)}v∈VG[Vi]
. Since G[Vi] is properly L

i-distinguishable (say by coloring f i),

we define f ↾ VG[Vi] := f i.

If φ is an automorphism of G preserving the coloring f , then the range of G[Vi] with respect to φ is
G[Vi] for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Thus, φ ↾ G[Vi] is an automorphism of G[Vi] preserving f . Since the above
defined colorings of G[Vi]’s are distinguishing, we have that φ ↾ G[Vi] is a trivial automorphism for
all 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Thus, f is a distinguishing coloring of G.

We can see that f is a proper coloring of G as well. Pick any x, y ∈ VG such that {x, y} ∈ EG. If
x, y ∈ VG[Vi] for some 1 ≤ i ≤ t, then f(x) 6= f(y) as f ↾ (VG[Vi]) is a proper coloring. If x ∈ VG[Vi]

and y ∈ VG[Vj ] such that i 6= j, then f(x) 6= f(y) as f is defined in a way such that the sets of
colors used to color G[Vi] and G[Vj] are different. �

Claim 4.5. χDL
(G[Vi]) ≤ 2r − 3 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1 and χDL

(G[Vt]) ≤ 2(∆(G)− r(t− 1))− 1.

Proof. Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1. We will analyze the following cases:
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Case 1: Suppose |VG[Vi]| < r. As coloring all the vertices with distinct colors from their respective
lists of size |VG[Vi]| yields a proper distinguishing coloring and r ≥ 7, we have,

χDL
(G[Vi]) ≤ |VG[Vi]| ≤ r − 1 ≤ 2r − 3.

Case 2: Suppose |VG[Vi]| ≥ r. Since G is (n − r + 1)-connected, we have that G[Vi] is connected.
We note that ∆(G[Vi]) ≤ r − 1.

Subcase 2.1: Let ∆(G[Vi]) < r − 1. Then, by Theorem 3.1, we have

χDL
(G[Vi]) ≤ 2(∆(G[Vi])) ≤ 2(r − 2) = 2r − 4.

Subcase 2.2: Let ∆(G[Vi]) = r−1. SinceG contains noKr−1,r−1 as subgraphs, neither does
G[Vi]. Thus, G[Vi] cannot be K∆(G[Vi]),∆(G[Vi]). Moreover, G[Vi] cannot be C6 as |VG[Vi]| ≥
r ≥ 7. Thus, by Theorem 3.1, we have

χDL
(G[Vi]) ≤ |VG[Vi]| ≤ r − 1 ≤ 2r − 3.

Similarly, we can see that χDL
(G[Vt]) ≤ 2(∆(G)− r(t− 1))− 1 since r− 1 ≤ ∆(G)− r(t− 1). �

By applying Claims 4.4 and 4.5, we get,

χDL
(G) ≤

t
∑

i=1

χDL
(G[Vi])

≤ (t− 1)(2r − 3) + 2(∆(G)− r(t− 1))− 1

≤ 2∆(G)− (3t− 2).

�

5. Two sharp upper bounds and special graphs

Erdős and Hajnal [9] introduced the coloring number of a graph G. The least integer k, such
that there exists a well-ordering of the vertices of G in which each vertex has fewer than k neigh-
bors that are earlier in the ordering, is defined as the coloring number of G, denoted by Col(G).
Erdős–Rubin–Taylor [10] and Vizing [17] independently introduced the list-chromatic number of
a graph G. Fix an integer k. We say that G is k-choosable if for any assignment L = L(v)v∈VG

of lists of available colors to the vertices of G, there is a proper vertex coloring f of G such that
f(v) ∈ L(v) and |L(v)| = k for all v ∈ VG. The list chromatic number of G, denoted by χL(G),
is the minimum integer k such that G is k-choosable. The automorphism group of G, denoted
by Aut(G), is the group consisting of automorphisms of G with composition as the operation.
The join of graphs G1, G2, ...,Gn, denoted by

⊕

1≤i≤nGi, has vertex set
⋃

1≤i≤n VGi
and edge set

⋃

1≤i≤nEGi
∪ {xy : x ∈ VGi

, y ∈ VGj
, i 6= j}.

Theorem 5.1. Fix a prime number p. The following hold:

(1) For any graph G = (VG, EG), we have χDL
(G) ≤ Col(G)DL(G).

(2) The bound χDL
(G) ≤ Col(G)DL(G) is sharp.

(3) If Aut(G) ∼= Σ where Σ is an abelian group of order pm, then χDL
(G) ≤ χL(G) + 1.

Moreover, the bound χDL
(G) ≤ χL(G) + 1 is sharp.

(4) If Aut(G) ∼= Σ where Σ is a finite abelian group so that Aut(G) ∼=
∏

1≤i≤k Zp
ni
i

for some k,

where p1, ..., pk are primes not necessarily distinct, then χDL
(G) ≤ χL(G) + k. Moreover,

the bound χDL
(G) ≤ χL(G) + k is sharp.

Proof. (1). Let c = Col(G), d = DL(G), and l = {l(v)}v∈VG
be an assignment of lists with

|l(v)| = cd for all v ∈ VG. Let {v1, ..., vn} be an enumeration of VG. We define an assignment
{l′(v)}v∈VG

of disjoint lists inductively such that |l′(v)| = d for all v ∈ VG.
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Let l′(v1) be an arbitrary d-element subset of l(v1). Fix i ≥ 2. Suppose l′(v1), ..., l
′(vi−1) were

defined. We define l′(vi). Let vk1, ..., vkr be the r-vertices from v1, ..., vi−1 that are connected to vi
by an edge. Let,

X(vi) = l(vi)\
⋃

1≤j≤r

l′(vkj).

Since c > r, we have |X(vi)| ≥ dc− dr = d(c− r) ≥ d. Let l′(vi) be a d-element subset of X(vi).

Since d = DL(G), there is a distinguishing coloring f of G such that f(v) ∈ l′(v) for all v ∈ VG.
By the definition of {l′(v)}v∈VG

, f is a proper coloring as well.

(2). Consider the graph G in Figure 1 where Col(G) = 3, DL(G) = 1, and χDL
(G) = 3.

(3). We slightly modify the methods of Collins, Hovey, and Trenk [7, Theorem 4.2]. Let l =
{l(v)}v∈VG

be an assignment of lists of size χL(G) + 1. Define l′(v) := initχL(G)(l(v)) and l′ =
{l′(v)}v∈VG

. Let f be a proper coloring of G where f(v) ∈ l′(v) for all v ∈ VG. Now Σ ∼= Zpm . If σ

is a generator of Aut(G), then τ = σpm−1
is a nontrivial automorphism of G. Let ω be a nontrivial

automorphism of G of order pt for t ≥ 2. Clearly, τ is a power of ω. Since τ is a nontrivial
automorphism, there is a vertex v not fixed by τ . Then v is not fixed by ω either. We recolor v by
the unique new color from l(v)\l′(v). This new coloring is an l-proper distinguishing coloring of G.

•
x1

•
•
x2

•P2

•

•
x3

• • •

•x4 • • • •
•x5 •

•x6 • ••
x7

•
•
•

•
x8

•
•
•
•

•x9•

•x10••
•x11•••
•
x12

••
P12

••

Figure 4. The graph C ′
12, where Aut(C

′
12) = Z3.

For the second assertion, consider the cycle graph C4n = (VC4n , EC4n) for any integer n ≥ 2. Let
x1, ..., x4n be the vertices of VC4n in a clockwise order. We construct a graph C ′

4n by adding to each
xk a path Pk of length r, where r ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and k ≡ r (mod 4) (see Figure 4). Now, Aut(C4n) is
isomorphic to the dihedral group of order 8n. The added paths in C ′

4n break all of the reflectional
symmetries of C4n since any 3 consecutive nodes in C4n have different added paths. However, the
added paths of C ′

4n do not break all of the symmetries of C4n due to its periodicity. Since any
automorphism of C ′

4n can only send a node x ∈ VC4n to a node y ∈ VC4n such that Px and Py are
of the same length, C ′

4n keeps n out of the 4n rotational symmetries of C4n. Thus, Aut(C
′
4n)

∼= Zn.

Claim 5.2. χL(C
′
4n) = 2 and χDL

(C ′
4n) = 3.

Proof. Let H = C ′
4n and l = {l(v)}v∈VH

be an assignment of lists of size 2. Let f be a proper
coloring of C4n such that f(v) ∈ l(v) for all v ∈ VC4n .

2 We extend f to a proper coloring of H
in a way such that the adjacent vertices of Pi’s get different colors from their respective lists. So,
χL(H) = 2. We show χDL

(H) = 3. Any 2-proper coloring f of H must color alternately each of the
vertices in both C4n and the added paths. So there is a nontrivial f -preserving automorphism of
H that maps a node x ∈ VC4n to a node y ∈ VC4n so that Px and Py are of the same length. Thus,

2as if C is an even cycle then the list chromatic number χL(C) of C is 2.
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χDL
(H) ≥ χD(H) > 2. We prove that χDL

(H) ≤ 3. Let l = {l(v)}v∈VH
be an assignment of lists

of size 3. By Theorem 2.7, C4n is properly l′-distinguishable if l′ = {l(v)}v∈VC4n
. We extend f to

a proper distinguishing coloring of H in a way such that the adjacent vertices of Pi’s get different
colors from their respective lists. �

(4). The bound χDL
(G) ≤ χL(G)+k follows from the arguments of [7, Theorem 4.4] and the proof

of the first assertion of (3). For the second assertion, we prove that given a finite abelian group
Γ =

∏

1≤i≤k Zp
ni
i

where n1, ..., nk are different positive integers, there exists a graph H such that

Aut(H) = Γ and χDL
(H) = χL(H) + k. Let, Hi = C ′

4p
ni
i

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k where C ′
4p

ni
i

is the

graph constructed in (3). Let H =
⊕

1≤i≤kHi. Fix any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. By Claim 5.2, χL(Hi) = 2 and
χDL

(Hi) = 3. We note that Hi is triangle free and is not a complete bipartite graph. Moreover,
Hi 6∼= Hj if i 6= j. We recall the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3. (Collins, Hovey, and Trenk [7, Lemma 5.3]) Suppose each of the graphs G1, ..., Gn,
is triangle free, and is not a complete bipartite graph, and also suppose Gi 6∼= Gj whenever i 6= j.
Then, Aut(

⊕

1≤i≤nGi) =
∏n

i=1Aut(Gi).

By applying the techniques in [7, Corollary 5.5] due to Collins, Hovey, and Trenk and the arguments
of Claim 4.4, we can prove the following lemma:

Lemma 5.4. If Aut(
⊕

1≤i≤nGi) =
∏n

i=1Aut(Gi), then χDL
(
⊕

1≤i≤nGi) =
∑n

i=1 χDL
(Gi).

By Lemma 5.3, Aut(H) =
∏k

i=1 Zp
ni
i
. We apply Lemma 5.4 to the graph H to conclude that

χDL
(H) =

k
∑

i=1

χDL
(Hi) = 3k, and χL(H) =

k
∑

i=1

χL(Hi) = 2k.

�

5.1. Book graphs and Friendship graphs.

Definition 5.5. The n-book graph Bn (n ≥ 2) (see Figure 5) is defined as the Cartesian product
of the star graph K1,n and the path graph P2. We call every C4 in the book graph Bn a page of
Bn. The n pages in Bn are denoted by v0w0viwi for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The friendship graph Fn (n ≥ 2) is
obtained by joining n copies of the cycle graph C3 with a common vertex w (see Figure 5).

Alikhani and Soltani [4, 3] proved that DL(Fn) = D(Fn) = ⌈1+
√
8n+1
2

⌉ and DL(Bn) = D(Bn) =
⌈√n ⌉ for any n ≥ 2. Define,

• A = {n : (⌈√n ⌉)2 − (⌈√n ⌉) + 2 ≤ n ≤ (⌈√n ⌉)2},
• B = {n : (⌈√n ⌉ − 1)2 < n ≤ (⌈√n ⌉)2 − (⌈√n ⌉) + 1}.

We prove that the entries in the following table are correct (see Theorem 5.11 and Remark 5.12).

Graph (G) χD(G) χDL
(G)

Book graph (Bn) if n ∈ A 2 + ⌈√n ⌉ 2 + ⌈√n ⌉
Book graph (Bn) if n ∈ B 1 + ⌈√n ⌉ 1 + ⌈√n ⌉
Friendship graph (Fn) 1 + ⌈1+

√
8n+1
2

⌉ 1 + ⌈1+
√
8n+1
2

⌉
Table 2.

Observation 5.6. For n ≥ 2, let f be a coloring of the set of vertices of Bn. Then f is a proper
distinguishing coloring of Bn if and only if the following holds:

(a) (f(vi), f(wi)) 6= (f(vj), f(wj)) for 0 < i 6= j ≤ n,
(b) f(vi) 6= f(wi) for i ≤ n,
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(c) f(vi) 6= f(v0) and f(wi) 6= f(w0) for 0 < i ≤ n.

Condition (a) makes f distinguishing, whereas (b)− (c) makes it proper.

v0

w0

v2

w2

v4

w4

v6

w6

v1

w1

v3

w3

v5

w5

Figure 5. Book graph B6.

Lemma 5.7. For all n ≥ 2, χD(Bn) ≤ ⌈√n ⌉+ 2.

Proof. Consider a ⌈√n ⌉-distinguishing coloring f of Bn. Using f , we define a (⌈√n ⌉ + 2)-proper
distinguishing coloring of Bn. Let C = {1, . . . , ⌈√n ⌉+ 2} be a color set. Since f is distinguishing,
for each pair (vi, wi) and (vj , wj) with 0 < i 6= j, we must have (f(vi), f(wi)) 6= (f(vj), f(wj)).
Define f ′ : Bn → C such that f ′(v0) = ⌈√n ⌉ + 1, f ′(w0) = ⌈√n ⌉+ 2, and

f ′(vi) =

{

⌈√n ⌉+ 2 if f(vi) = f(wi),

f(vi) otherwise.

Clearly, f ′ is a (⌈√n ⌉+ 2)-proper distinguishing coloring. �

Lemma 5.8. For all n ≥ 2, ⌈√n ⌉ < χD(Bn).

Proof. Since n ≥ 2, we may assume that ⌈√n ⌉ = m+ 1, for some 0 6= m ∈ N. Suppose we have a
proper distinguishing coloring f using only m+ 1 many colors with color set C = {1, . . . , m+ 1}.
Then conditions (a)− (c) must hold for f from Observation 5.6. The total number of possibilities
to color (vi, wi) is (m + 1)2 for any 0 < i ≤ n. But f cannot use those pairs (a, b) ∈ C × C for
which either a = b or a = f(v0) or b = f(w0). Thus, the number of color pairs (a, b) ∈ C × C

that are allowed to color (vi, wi) is (m+1)2− 3(m+1)+ 3 (i.e., identical pairs, pairs with the first
coordinate f(v0), and pairs with the second coordinate f(w0) have to be avoided). But then

(m+ 1)2 − 3(m+ 1) + 3 = m2 + 1−m ≤ m2 < n.

Consequently, (a) in Observation 5.6 cannot be satisfied, i.e., there will be pairs (vi, wi) and (vj , wj)
such that (f(vi), f(wi)) = (f(vj), f(wj)). �

Lemma 5.9. Let Bn be such that ⌈√n ⌉ = m+1, for some 0 6= m ∈ N. Then χD(Bn) < ⌈√n ⌉+2
if and only if m2 < n ≤ m2 +m+ 1.

Proof. Clearly, m2 < n ≤ (m+ 1)2. Let C = {1, . . . , m+ 2} be a color set. Fix a, b ∈ C. Color v0
with a and w0 with b. The total number of possibilities to color (vi, wi) is (m+ 2)2 for 0 < i ≤ n,
among which m2 +m+ 1 possibilities are allowed (by removing identical pairs, pairs with the first
coordinate a, and pairs with the second coordinate b). If n ≤ m2 + m + 1, then we can find a
coloring f satisfying (a)− (c) such that f(v0) = a and f(w0) = b. If n > m2+m+1, then following
the arguments of Lemma 5.8, we cannot find a proper distinguishing coloring. �

Theorem 5.10. For all n ≥ 2, we have χD(Bn) = ⌈√n ⌉ + 1 or χD(Bn) = ⌈√n ⌉ + 2. Moreover,
if ⌈√n ⌉ = m+ 1, for some 0 6= m ∈ N, then

(i) χD(Bn) = ⌈√n ⌉+ 1, whenever m2 < n ≤ m2 +m+ 1,
(ii) χD(Bn) = ⌈√n ⌉+ 2, whenever m2 +m+ 2 ≤ n ≤ (m+ 1)2.

Proof. Follows from Lemmas 5.7, 5.8, and 5.9. �
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Theorem 5.11. For all n ≥ 2, χDL
(Bn) = χD(Bn).

Proof. It is enough to show that χDL
(Bn) ≤ χD(Bn). Let ⌈

√
n ⌉ = m+1, for some 0 6= m ∈ N. Let

{L(xi)}xi∈VBn
be an assignment of lists with |L(xi)| = χD(Bn), for every xi ∈ Bn. Fix cv0 ∈ L(v0)

and cw0 ∈ L(w0) such that cv0 6= cw0. Fix a pair (vi, wi), where 0 < i ≤ n. By (L(vi), L(wi)), we
denote the number of color pairs (ai, bi) ∈ L(vi)× L(wi) such that ai 6= cv0 , bi 6= cw0, and ai 6= bi.

Case 1: Assume χD(Bn) = ⌈√n ⌉ + 2. By Theorem 5.10(ii), we have n ≤ (m + 1)2. Thus,
|(L(vi), L(wi))| ≥ m2 + 3m+ 6 ≥ (m+ 1)2 ≥ n.

Case 2: Assume χD(Bn) = ⌈√n ⌉ + 1. Since by Theorem 5.10(i), we have n ≤ m2 +m + 1, thus
|(L(vi), L(wi))| ≥ m2 +m+ 1 ≥ n.

In both cases, there is a proper distinguishing coloring f where f(v0) = cv0 and f(w0) = cw0 . �

Remark 5.12. We remark that χDL
(Fn) = χD(Fn) = 1 + ⌈1+

√
8n+1
2

⌉ for every n ≥ 2. First, we
prove that χD(Fn) ≥ 1 + D(Fn). If L is a proper distinguishing coloring for Fn, and the color of
the two vertices on the base of the i-th triangle is xi, yi (see Figure 6), then the following holds:

(1) For every i ∈ {1, ..., n}, xi 6= yi.
(2) For every i, j ∈ {1, ..., n} where i 6= j, {xi, yi} 6= {xj , yj}.
(3) The color of the central vertex w, say z, cannot be xi or yi for any i ∈ {1, ..., n}.

Thus, χDL
(Fn) ≥ χD(Fn) ≥ min{s :

(

s

2

)

≥ n} + 1 = ⌈1+
√
8n+1
2

⌉ + 1 = D(Fn) + 1.3 We show that
χDL

(Fn) ≤ D(Fn)+1. Let L = {L(v)}v∈VFn
be a list assignment to Fn such that |L(v)| = D(Fn)+1.

Pick a color for the central vertex w, say cw ∈ L(w). Then L(i) = L(vi)\{cw} has cardinality D(Fn)
or D(Fn) + 1. By the methods of [4], we can color vi’s and wi’s in a distinguishing way. Moreover,
the coloring is proper as well. Consequently, χDL

(Fn) = D(Fn) + 1.

•
•

••

•
•

w

v1
x1

v2
x2

v3 x3

v4 x4

v5
x5

v6
x6

v7x7

v8x8 z

Figure 6. Coloring (L) of the Friendship graph F4 with central vertex w.
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