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Abstract

Motivated by its application in the frequency assignment problem for cellular networks,
conflict-free coloring was first studied by Even et al. in [Conflict-free colorings of simple
geometric regions with applications to frequency assignment in cellular networks, STAM
Journal on Computing, 2004]. A conflict-free coloring of a hypergraph H is an assignment
of colors to the vertex set of H such that every hyperedge in H has a vertex whose color is
distinct from every other vertex in that hyperedge. The minimum number of colors required
for such a coloring is known as the conflict-free chromatic number of H. Conflict-free coloring
has also been studied on open/closed neighborhood hypergraphs of a given graph.

In this paper, we study the list variant of conflict-free coloring where, for every vertex v,
we are given a list of admissible colors L, such that v is allowed to be colored only from L,,.
We prove upper bounds for the list conflict-free chromatic number of general hypergraphs
and graphs.

arXiv:2409.12672v1 [math.CO] 19 Sep 2024


http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.12672v1

1 Introduction

1.1 Conflict-free coloring

A partial conflict-free coloring (or CF* coloring) of a hypergraph H = (V, £) using k colors is an
assignment f : V' — {1,...,k}, where V' C V| such that every E € £ contains a point whose
color is distinct from that of every other point in E. If V/ =V, then we call f a conflict-free
coloring (or CF coloring) of H. The minimum k for which there is a (partial) CF coloring of
‘H using k colors is called the (resp., partial) conflict-free chromatic number of H. We shall use
xcr(H) (resp., x&p(H)) to denote (resp., partial) conflict-free chromatic number of H. Giving
a new unused color to all the uncolored vertices in a partial CF coloring of H gives a CF coloring
of H. The observation below captures this.

Observation 1. xcr(H) < x&Hp(H) + 1.

The notion of conflict-free coloring is well studied with respect to open/closed neighborhood
hypergraphs of graphs (the edge set of such a hypergraph is the set of open/closed neighborhoods
of each vertex of the graph under consideration). Let V(G) and E(G) denote the vertex set
and edge set of a graph G, respectively. For a vertex v € V(G), the set of neighbors of v in G
is called the open neighborhood of v. It is denoted by Ng(v). The closed neighborhood of v is
defined as {v} U N¢(v). It is denoted by Ng[v].

A partial conflict-free open neighborhood coloring (or CFON* coloring) of G is an assignment
of colors to V' C V(@) such that every vertex sees a uniquely colored vertex among its neighbors
in its open neighborhood. If V' = V(G), then we call it a CFON coloring. The minimum
number of colors required for a CFON* coloring (resp., CFON coloring) of G is called the
CFON* chromatic number (resp., CFON chromatic number) of G, denoted by x{n(G) (resp.,
xon(G)).

Analogously, a partial conflict-free closed neighborhood coloring (or CFCN* coloring) of G is
an assignment of colors to V! C V(@) such that every vertex sees a uniquely colored vertex in its
closed neighborhood. If V' = V(G), then we call it a CFCN coloring. The minimum number of
colors required for a CFCN* coloring (resp., CFCN coloring) of G is called the CFCN* chromatic
number (resp., CFCN chromatic number), denoted by x5y (G) (resp., xen(G)).

Observation [implies that for any graph G, xon(G) < xHy(G)+1and xon(G) < xEn(G)+
1. The following inequality connects the CF open and closed chromatic numbers of a graph with
each other.

Proposition 2 (Inequality 1.3 in [22]). (i) xen(G) < 2xon(G), and (ii) xin(G) < 2x5 5 (G).

From the proposition above, we can conclude that the CFCN chromatic number of a graph is
asymptotically at most its CFON chromatic number. The example given below shows that there
are graphs whose CFON chromatic number is arbitrarily large compared to its CFCN chromatic
number.

Example 3. Let K,, denote the complete graph on n vertices. Let K}/Q denote the graph obtained

by subdividing every edge of K,, exactly once. Then, it is known that (1) XON(K%H)

(ii) xen (K%)= 2.

=n, and

1.2 Applications

Conflict-free coloring was first studied by Even et al. [13] in 2004 and was further studied in
many contexts (see [8, [14], 22, [5, 10] 6l 19} 111, 24} 16| 2]). See Smorodisnky [25] for a survey on
conflict-free coloring and its applications described below. Conflict-free coloring has found appli-
cations in frequency assignment problems for cellular networks, in battery consumption-related
optimization problems in sensor networks, in vertex ranking problems that find applications in
VLSI design and operations research, in pliable index coding problem in coding theory [18] etc.



The study on conflict-free coloring was originally motivated by its application in the frequency
assignment problem for cellular networks. There are two types of nodes in a cellular network:
base stations and mobile clients. Base stations serve as the network’s backbone and have a
fixed position. Mobile clients are connected to the base station. The client and base station
are connected by a radio link. Each base station has a fixed frequency to transmit or to enable
a radio link for the clients. Clients are continuously scanning the frequencies in search of base
stations with a good range. When a client is in the range of more than one base station, then
mutual interference occurs if the same frequency is assigned to these base stations which will
make the links noisy. The primary challenge in the frequency assignment problem in cellular
networks is allocating frequencies to base stations in a way that ensures each client is served by
some base station whose frequency is distinct from that of the other base stations in its range.
The goal is to minimize the number of assigned frequencies because frequencies are expensive
and limited, it is preferable to have a scheme that reuses frequencies wherever possible.

We can formulate the frequency assignment problem as a hypergraph coloring problem. Let
H = (V, &) be a hypergraph, where vertices are the given set of base stations and each hyperedge
denotes the set of base stations in the range of each client. Thus, we try to find the minimum
number of colors required to color the vertices such that every hyperedge has a vertex with a
color distinct from the color of all the other vertices in it. Research on conflict-free coloring was
performed under the assumption that any color from a global range of colors can be used and
the goal was to minimize the number of colors used. Assume that the wireless network’s base
stations are further limited to using a subset of the available frequencies. As a result, different
base stations may have access to different subsets of frequencies. Studying the list variant of
conflict-free coloring is relevant in this context. In this variant, each vertex has a list of colors
attached to it. Each vertex receives a color from its list. In the next section, we formally define
this notion.

1.3 List conflict-free coloring

Let H = (V,€) be a hypergraph, and let k be a positive integer. Let £ = {L, : v € V}. Let
palette of L, denoted Pr, be defined as P, := UveV(G) L,.

Definition 4 (k-assignment). Let L = {L, : v € V} denote an assignment of a list of
admissible colors to each vertexr of H. We say L is a k-assignment for H if |L,| = k, for every
veV.

Definition 5 (k-CF*-choosable, k-CF-choosable). Given a list assignment L = {L, : v €V},
we say that H admits an L-CF*-coloring if there exists a coloring f : V' — (U ey Lo, where
V' C V, such that f(v) € L,, Yv € V', and every hyperedge E in H contains a point whose
color is distinct from that of every other point in E. When V' =V, we say H admits an L-CF-
coloring. We say that H is k-CF*-choosable (resp., k-CF-choosable) if for every k-assignment
L, H admits an L-CF*-coloring (resp., L-CF-coloring).

Definition 6 (CF* choice number, CF choice number). The minimum k for which H is k-CF*-
choosable (resp., k-CF-choosable) is called the CF* choice number (resp., CF choice number) of
H. This is denoted by chfp(H) (resp., chcr(H)).

The following theorem due to Cheilaris, Smorodinsky, and Sulovsky [9] gives us a relation
between the CF chromatic number and CF choice number of a hypergraph #.

Theorem 7. [J] For any hypergraph H with n vertices,

(i) xcr(®) < cher(H) < xcr(H) -Inn+1, and

(i) xgp (M) < chip(H) < xop(H)-Inng+1, where ny = min{no. of colored vertices under f :
f is a partial CF coloring of H that uses only x¢&p number of colors}



Similar to CFON and CFCN coloring, we define their list analogues below. Before we go
into their definitions, let us look at the definition of the choice number of a graph G, denoted
by ch(G). Given L ={L, : v € V(G)}, we say G admits L-coloring, if there exists a proper
coloring f : V(G) = Uyey(g) Lv such that f(v) € Ly, Vv € V(G). We say G is k-choosable if
G admits an L-coloring, for all k-assignments £. The minimum k& for which G is k-choosable is
called the choice number of G.

Definition 8 (CFON* choice number, CFON choice number). Given a list assignment L =
{L, : v e V(GQ)} for a graph G, we say G is L-CFON*-colorable if there exists a CFON*
coloring f : V' — Uycys Lo, where V! C V(G), such that f(v) € Ly, Yo € V'. When V' =V,
we say G is L-CFON-colorable. We say that G is k-CFON* (resp., k-CFON )-choosable if for
every k-assignment L, G is L-CFON* (resp., L-CFON )-colorable. The minimum k for which
G is k-CFON* (resp., k-CFON)-choosable is called the CFON* (resp., CFON ) choice number of
G. This is denoted by ch}(G) (resp., chon(G)).

Analogously, one can define the CFCN* choice number and CFCN choice number of a graph
G which will be denoted by ch y(G) and chen(G), respectively.

1.4 Some quick observations

Since in a classical list coloring of a graph G, each vertex sees its own color exactly once in its
closed neighborhood, we have the following.

Observation 9. For any graph G, chon(G) < ch(QG).

Since CFON (or CFCN) coloring of a graph G is a CF coloring of the open (or closed)
neighborhood hypergraphs of G, we can extend Theorem [7] to obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 10. Let G be a graph on n vertices. Then,

(i) xon(G) < chon(G) < xon(G) -Inn +1,

(it) xen(G) < chon(G) < xen(G) -Inn+1,

(iii) xHn(G) < chphn(G) < xHn(G) - Inng + 1, where ny is the minimum number of colored
vertices over all possible CFON* colorings of G' that use only x§5(G) colors.

(iv) xtn(G) < chin(G) < xEn(G) -Inng + 1, where ny is the minimum number of colored
vertices over all possible CFCN* colorings of G that use only x5 (G) colors.

Proposition 11. Let k > 2 be a positive integer. Then, the complete bipartite graph Ki
satisfies (i) xon (K1x) = chon (K1 k) = 2, (i) xon (K1 k) = chon (K1 k) = 2, (i) xH (K1 k) =
chon (K1) =1, and (v) xgn(Kik) = chgy (Kig) = 1.

In Proposition [[3] below, we construct a graph G for which chon(G) = Q(xon(G) - 1111?%)
We are left with the following open questions concerning Proposition [0l

Open Question 12. Are the upper bounds for chon(G), chen(G), chiy(G), and chiy(G)
given in Proposition [0 asymptotically tight?

Unlike in classical CF coloring (where xcr(H) < x&p(#H) + 1), there are hypergraphs H for
which chop(H) is arbitrarily larger than ch p(H). See the proposition below.
Proposition 13. Let K 4a denote the complete bipartite graph with bipartition {A, B} having d
vertices in Part A and d% vertices in Part B. Let Kcll/d?d denote the graph obtained by subdividing
every edge of K, 44 evactly once. Then, (i) ch*ON(Kl/z) < 2, (i) XON(Kl/z) < 3, and (iii)

d,dd d,dd
chon(Ky/m) > d+1.



Proof. Let A = {a1,...,aq} and B = {b1,...,bga}. We shall use v;; to denote the vertex
obtained by subdividing the edge a;b;.

(i). Let L ={L, : v € AU B} be a 2-assignment for K;/dzd For 1 < i < d, each vertex v;;

is arbitrarily assigned a color from its list. For d +1 < j < d?, each vertex vg,; 1s assigned a
color from its list that is not equal to the color assigned to vq 4. Finally, every vertex in Part A
is assigned an arbitrary color from its list. It is easy to see that, the above coloring is a valid
L-CFON*-coloring of Kcla/de Thus, ch*ON(K;@) < 2.

(ii). Each vertex in Part A is given Color 1, and each vertex in Part B is given Color 2. For
1 <4 < d, each vertex v;; is assigned Color 1 and each v; ;, ¢ # j, is assigned Color 2. For
d+1<j< dd, each vertex vg ; is assigned Color 3. Finally, for 1 <i <d—-1landd+1<j < dd,
assign Color 2 to v; ;. It is left to the reader to verify that this is indeed a valid CFON coloring.

(iii). Now consider a list CFON coloring of K;/dzd that colors every vertex. Such a coloring

cannot have a vertex a; € A and b; € B receive the same color as that leaves the vertex Vi j

seeing no unique color in its open neighborhood. Thus, chon (K Y 2) > ch(Kyqa). It is known

d,dd
that ch(K 4a) > d+ 1 (see [15]). O
Remark 14. Let n denote the number of vertices of Kcll/;d Then, n = d + d* + d**1. From
. 1/2 X 1/2 1/2
Proposition [13, ChON(KCL/dd) >d+1= Q(hﬁfn) and ChON(Kd,/dd) < 2. Thus, ChON(Kd,/dd) =
Q(Ch*ON(Kgll/de) + lfllr’fn) We prove in Theorem that for any hypergraph H on n wvertices,

chcr(M) = O(chp(H) + 1nn).

Open Question 15. Are there hypergraphs H on n vertices for which chcr(H) = Q(chfp(H)+
Inn)?

The following proposition connects the list CFON and list CFCN chromatic numbers of a
graph.

Proposition 16. For any graph G on n vertices,

(i) chen(G) < 2chon(G) -Inn + 1,

(it) chin (G) < 2chiyy(G) -Inng + 1, where ny is the minimum number of colored vertices over
all possible CFCN* colorings of G that use only x5y (G) colors.

Proof. We shall prove only (i) as the proof of (ii) is similar. We have, chen(G) < xon(G) -
Inn+1<2xon(G) - lnn+ 1< 2chon(G) - Inn + 1, where the first and last inequalities follow
from Proposition [0 and the second inequality follows from Proposition 21 O

A path on two vertices is the only graph G we know that has chon(G) > chon(G). We thus
have the following open questions concerning Proposition

Open Question 17. Are the upper bounds for chcn(G) and chiy(G) given in Proposition [16
asymptotically tight?

The table below summarises the set of observations we have in connection with various
conflict-free coloring parameters. Here, H denotes a hypergraph on n vertices, and G denotes a
graph on n vertices.

CF parameters Relation Reference
xcr(H) and chep(H) | xcr(H) < cherp(H) < xcrp(H) -Inn + 1 | Theorem [7]
xcn (G) and xon(G) | xen(G) < 2xon(G) Proposition
chen(G) and chon(G) | chon(G) < 2chon(G) -Inn+ 1 Proposition
xcr(H) and xGp(H) xcr(H) < xpp(H) +1 Observation [
cherp(H) and chip(H) | chorp(H) = O(chEp(H) +1nn) Theorem




1.5 Known results on CF choice number

Using the potential method, Cheilaris, Smorodinsky, and Sulovsky in [9] (see Theorem 2.5) show
that the CF choice number of a hereditarily k-colorable hypergraph on n vertices is O(klnn).
Further, they show that the geometric hypergraphs (i) induced by a set of n planar discs, and
(ii) induced by n points with respect to planar regions like discs, halfplanes, or intervals can be
hereditarily colored using a constant number of colors. Thus, all these geometric hypergraphs
have their CF choice number equal to O(Inn). As for a general hypergraph H with m edges
having a maximum degree of A, they show:

chorp(H) <1/2+/2m +1/4 (1)
chep(H) <A+1 (2)

Further in [9], the authors show that chor(Hy) = [logs n]+1, where H,, is a ‘discrete interval hy-
pergraph’ on n vertices. For a graph G on n vertices, let Hgath = (V(G),{S | S is the vertex set
of a path in G}). Theorem 4.1 in [9] says that chcp(Hgath) = O(y/n). To the best of our knowl-
edge, these are the only known results on the CF choice number.

1.6 Our methods and results

In this paper, we prove upper bounds for CF* choice numbers of general hypergraphs and
CFON*/CFCN* choice numbers of general graphs in terms of various hypergraph/graph param-
eters. One can use Theorem [26] to extend these results to Cf choice numbers and CFON/CFCN
choice numbers.

Our first result comes from observing that the proof of the general upper bound for the
conflict-free chromatic number of a hypergraph due to Pach and Tardos [22] can be easily
extended to partial list CF coloring. We thus show in Section Bl that for a hypergraph
H, chip(H) = ((TY/*InT), where every hyperedge in # is of size at least 2t — 1 and every
hyperedge overlaps with at most I" other hyperedges. Let G be a graph with maximum degree
A and minimum degree (In A). Applying the above result on the open/closed neighborhood hy-
pergraphs of G with T' = A% and ¢ = 28+L we show in Section @IIthat (i) ch}y(G) = O(In? A),
and (i) chiy (G) = O(In? A).

In Section 3.2, we consider a ‘near-uniform’ hypergraph H whose every hyperedge is of size at
least (InT") and at most 3, where every hyperedge intersects with at most I" other hyperedges.
We show that chop(#H) is O(5). This helps us in proving in Section [L.1]that for a graph G with
maximum degree A and minimum degree Q(ﬁ), where € > 0, (i) chly(G) = O(In*T€ A), (ii)
chin(G) = O(In**t€ A).

For any graph G with maximum degree A, it was shown in [5] that xcon(G) = O(In? A).
This bound is asymptotically tight as it was shown in [14] that there exist graphs G with
xen(G) = Q(In2 A). We generalize the upper bound of [5] to list CFCN* coloring by proving
chin(G) = O(In? A) in Section The proof of xon(G) = O(In? A) given in [5] uses the idea
of maximal distance-3 sets. This proof cannot be adapted to prove the list version. Our proof
begins by partitioning the vertex set into two: Part A contains vertices of high degree and Part
B contains the remaining vertices. Vertices in A are further partitioned into A; (those vertices
which have a high degree in G[A] and Ay (the remaining vertices in A). We take care of the
vertices in A; by list CF* coloring a hypergraph whose each hyperedge FE, is the set of closed
neighbors in A of each vertex v € A;. We now crucially use our extension (mentioned in a
paragraph above) of the theorem due to Pach and Tardos to show that this hypergraph has a
CF* choice number of O(In? A). Based on the coloring of the vertices in A, we remove at most
O(In* A) colors from the lists of each vertex in B. Now we construct a hypergraph whose each
hyperedge FE, is the closed neighborhood in B of a vertex v € As U B. This hypergraph has a
low maximum degree and can be list CF* colored using O(In A) colors.



As for list CFON* coloring of a graph G with maximum degree A, it follows from Theorem
that chjn(G) < A + 1. This bound is tight due to Example Bl

We have already seen that the CFON* /CFCN* choice number of a graph is smaller when its
minimum degree is large. This phenomenon is explained by the fact that in a graph with a high
minimum degree, every vertex has more choices for a uniquely colored neighbor. We now look
at another phenomenon whose occurrence can ensure that the graph under consideration has a
low CFON*/CFCN* choice number. In other words, we look at another parameter that makes
the CFON* /CFCN* choice number of a graph small even if it has a low minimum degree. The
claw number of a graph G is the smallest k for which G is K pii-free. A graph G is claw-free
if its claw number is at most 2. When the claw number of G is a constant, the neighborhood of
each vertex v is dense. Therefore, in an optimal list CFON* /CFCN* coloring of G if u serves as
the uniquely colored neighbor of v, then u is likely to serve as the uniquely colored neighbor of
many other vertices in the neighborhood of v (as the neighborhood is dense).

Debski and Przybyto in [I0] showed that the CFCN chromatic number of a line graph with
maximum degree A is O(In A). This bound is asymptotically tight as it was shown in the same
paper that the line graph of a complete graph on n vertices has its CFCN chromatic number
Q(Inn). Bhyravarapu et al. [3] generalized the above result to graphs of constant claw number.
It was shown in [3] that if the claw number of G is k, then x5 (G) = O(kInA). The same
paper gives separate families of graphs of claw number k that have (i) xon(G) = Q(k), and (ii)
Xon(G) = Q(In A). Below we briefly describe how the upper bound of O(kIn A) for the CFON*
chromatic number of a graph G is obtained in [3]. The vertex set V(G) is partitioned into 5 parts,
namely Vi,..., V5. A hypergraph H; is defined on the vertex set V;, for all 1 <4 < 5. It is then
shown that (i) CF* coloring of each of these hypergraphs will yield a valid CFON* coloring of G,
provided vertices of no two hypergraphs share a color, and (ii) each hypergraph #; has its CF*
chromatic number equal to O(kIn A) (this is achieved by showing that each hypergraph #,; has
either a maximum degree of O(kInA) or is a ‘near-uniform’ hypergraph whose every hyperedge
is sufficiently large.). In Section @3l of this paper, we show that chf)y(G) = O(kIn A 4+ Inn) and
chin(G) = O(kInA +1Inn). In our proof, we achieve (i) by partitioning the palette P of the
given list assignment into 5 parts Py, ..., Ps such that, for each vertex v, its list L(v) shares at
least 2(k1In A) colors with each P;. Such a partitioning of the palette costs us an additive Inn
factor in the bound we show compared to the one shown in [3]. We achieve (ii) with the help of
our result on the CF choice number of ‘near-uniform’ hypergraphs mentioned in the paragraph
above.

As we discussed in the above paragraph, we have separate families of graphs G for which
(i) chyn(G) > k and k = A, and (ii) chf)y(G) > InA and k = 2. Thus, any upper bound
f(k,A) on ch}n(G) should satisfy f(k,A) = Q(InA + k). This leaves us with the following
open question.

Open Question 18. How tight is the upper bound chf(G) = O(kIn A +1nn)?

We summarise our main contributions in the table below. Here, (i) H = (V,&) denotes
a hypergraph where every hyperedge overlaps with at most I' other hyperedges, and (ii) G
denotes a graph on n vertices with maximum degree A, and claw number k. Let 6(G) denote
the minimum degree of G.



Constraints Upper bound Reference

Vee &, le| >2t—1 chip = O@r/!InT) Theorem [27]
Vee &, a<lel <, where a = Q(InT") | cher = O(p) Lemma 2§
_ () chio () = OWP &), :
(G) =Q(InA) (i) chiy (G) = O(IH?JFA)~ Corollary
5(G) = (25 ), where € >0 (i) ehoy (G) = O(In" " A). Corollary 31

(i) chiy(G) = O(In'te A).
- chin (G) = O(In A) Theorem
(i) chyy(G) = O(kIn A +1nn).

- (i} chiuy(G) = O(kIn A + Inn). | Theorem B3

1.7 Preliminaries

We study simple, finite, and undirected graphs throughout this paper. When discussing open
neighborhood coloring, we assume the graph under consideration has no isolated vertices. The
degree of an element v € V' in a given hypergraph H = (V, &), denoted by dy(v), is the number
of hyperedges that v is present in. The mazimum degree of H is defined as max{dy (v) : v € V'}.

2 Auxiliary results

In this section, we state some known results and prove some others that will aid us in proving
the main results of the paper. Below we state the Local Lemma due to Erdss and Lovész [12]
that is used in the proofs of Theorem 27 and Lemmas 28 and

Lemma 19 (The Local Lemma, [12]). Let Ay, ..., Ay, be events in an arbitrary probability space.
Suppose that each event A; is mutually independent of a set of all the other events A; but at
most d, and that Pr[A;] < p for alli € [n]. If

ep(d+1) <1 or 4pd <1,
then Pr[AT_,A;] > 0.
The following variant of Chernoff Bound is used in the proofs of Lemmas 23] and B0l

Theorem 20 (Chernoff Bound, Corollary 4.6 in [20]). Let Xi,...,X,, be independent Poisson
trials such that Pr(X;] = p;. Let X =% " | X; and p = E[X]. For 0 < <1, Pr[|X —p| >
Sy < 2e710%/3,

Proof of Lemma 2§ uses the following variant of the Talagrand Inequality due to [21].

Theorem 21 (Talagrand’s Inequality, [21]). Let X be a non-negative random variable deter-
mined by the independent trials T, ..., T,. Suppose that for every set of possible outcomes of
the trials, we have:

(i) changing the outcome of any one trial can affect X by at most a; and

(ii) for each s > 0, if X > s then there is a set of at most bs trials whose outcomes certify that
X > s.

Then for any t > 0, we have

2
Pr(|X — E[X]| > t 4 20a+\/bE[X] + 64a?b] < 4e~ se2o(BIX]+1)

The theorem below due to [9] gives an upper bound for the list CF chromatic number of a
hypergraph in terms of its maximum degree. This result is used in the proofs of our Theorem

B2l and 331



Theorem 22. [9] For any hypergraph H with mazimum degree at most A, chop(H) < A+ 1.

We prove the following lemma which states that for a given hypergraph H and a list assign-
ment for H, partitions the palette into ¢ parts such that for each vertex v, the intersection of its
list L, with each part of the partition is reasonably large. This lemma is used in the proof of

Theorems [26] and B3]

Lemma 23 ( ) Let H be a hypergraph on n vertices. Let z,t be two positive integers, where
t>2. Let L=A{L, : veV(H)} be an r-assignment for H, where r = 5t(z+ [Inn]). For every
v € V(H), let iy, be an integer that can take any value from 1 tot. Then, there exist a partitioning
of Pr into t parts, namely 77[1;, 77[2:, e ,772, that satisfy the following property. Let L3 := Lvﬂpf:.
Then, Vv € V(H), 9(z + [Inn]) > |Li| > 2z + [Inn] Thus, L' = {L¥ : v € V(G)} is a
(z + [Inn])-assignment for H.

For any u,v € V(H), since i, # 4, implies L* N Liv = (), we have the following observations
regarding Lemma 23]

Observation 24. Let u,v € V(H) such that i, # i,. Then in every L'-coloring of H, u and v
recetve distinct colors.

Observation 25. Let u,v € V(M) and i,j € {1,...t} such that i # j. Then, L\, N L} = 0.

Below, we prove the theorem that gives an upper bound on the CF choice number in terms of
CF* choice number. Thus, all the bounds that we prove in this paper for CF*/CFON* /CFON*
choice number can be extended for CF/CFON/CFON choice number.

Theorem 26. For any hypergraph H = (V, &) with |V| =n, chcr(H) = O(chfp(H) +1nn).

Proof. Let z := chip(H) and let £L = {L, : v € V} be an r-assignment for #H, where
r =10(z+ [Inn]). Applying Lemma 23 with ¢t =2 and i, =1 (, Vv € V), we get a (z + [lnn])-
assignment £’ for H. Consider an L£'-CF*-coloring of H. Let U denote the set of uncolored
vertices in this coloring. For each u € U, assign any color from the list L2 (this list is non-empty
as L, = L. & L2, where |L,| = 10(z + [Inn]) and |L}| = |Lé| < 9(z + [Inn]) (by Lemma 23)
). By Observation 25] the coloring thus obtained will continue to maintain its conflict-freeness
property. ]

The bound in Theorem [26] is asymptotically tight due to the Proposition [[3]

3 List CF chromatic number of hypergraphs

3.1 List version of Pach-Tardos Theorem

The following theorem is an extension of Theorem 1.2 in [23] from CF coloring to list CF coloring
of hypergraphs. The proof below is also a straightforward extension of the proof in [23].

Theorem 27 (). For any positive integers t and T', the list conflict-free chromatic number of
any hypergraph H = (V, &) in which each edge is of size at least 2t — 1 and intersects at most T’
other hyperedges is O(t1'/*InT).

Proof. Here is a brief outline of the proof. Let £ = {L, : v € V}, where each list L, (C N) is
sorted in increasing order. We first take a subset V'’ of V such that for every hyperedge f € H,
20—1 < [fNV'| < (2t—1)('+1). We color the points in V' using the following iterative process
until all the points are colored. In Round ¢, each uncolored point then is independently assigned

the i-th color in its list with a probability ¢ := 3025—1111”. We will then show that this procedure
yields a list CF coloring of H with a non-zero probability. For details, see Section O

!The proofs of the statements marked with () have been moved to Section [f] titled ‘Omitted proofs’.



3.2 Near-uniform hypergraphs

The following lemma bounds from above the list CF chromatic number of hypergraphs H that
have near-uniform sized hyperedges. A similar lemma was proved in [6]. We note that an
alternate proof for the same result which first appeared in an arxiv paper [4] can be adapted to
obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 28 (%, Lemma 12 in [4]). Let H = (V,E) be a hypergraph satisfying the below conditions:
(i) Every hyperedge intersects with at most I' other hyperedges, and

(ii) For every hyperedge E € £, a < |E| < B, where a = max(2'2, [136In(16T')]).

Then, chcr(H) < 320.

Proof. For each vertex in V, assign a color that is chosen independently, uniformly at random
from its list of size 328. We show that this gives a list CF coloring of H with positive probability.
For details, see Section [6.3] O

4 List CFCN/CFON chromatic number of graphs

4.1 Graphs with high minimum degree
The result below is obtained using a direct application of Theorem

Corollary 29. For any graph G with mazimum degree A and minimum degree 6(G) = Q(In A).
Then, (i) chiyn(G) = O(In* A). (ii) chiy(G) = O(In? A).

Proof. Consider the open/closed neighborhood hypergraph of G. Every hyperedge in this hy-
pergraph is of size at least 2t — 1 and overlaps with I" other hyperedges, where t = Q(In A) and
I' = A% Apply Theorem 27 to obtain the desired result. U

A version of the following lemma, with different constants, was shown in [6] (see Lemma 9).

Lemma 30 (x). Let A denote the mazimum degree of a graph G. It is given that every vertex in
G has a degree at least 1rfeAA for some € > 0 and c is a constant. Then, there exists V' C V(QG)
such that for every vertex v € V(G),

4
291 In(4A) < [Na(v) V7| < 222 1iteran).
C

The Corollary below follows from Lemmas 28 and

Corollary 31. Let G be a graph with mazimum degree A and minimum degree 6(G) is at least
w85, where ¢ is a constant and € > 0. Then, (i) chiy(G) = O(In'TCA). (i) chiyn(G) =
O(In'Tc A).

Proof. We will show that both chf,y (G) and chfy(G) are at most 13258 In'*€(4A) 4 866800.
If A < 866799, then we obtain the upper bound by a straightforward application of Theorem
221 So assume A > 866799. Apply Lemma B0 to obtain a subset V' of V(G) such that
2911n(4A) < |Ng(v) NV'| < W Intt¢(4A), for all v € V(G). Let H = (V,€) be a hypergraph
where V. =V' & = {Ng(v) N V' : v € V(G)}. Each hyperedge E in H satisfies 291 In(4A) <
|E| < @ In!T¢(4A). Bach hyperedge E in H overlaps with at most A% other hyperedges. Apply
Lemma 28 with o = 272In(4A), 8 = 22 In'*¢(4A) and T' = A? (note that [1361In(16I")] =
272[In(4A)] > 212 as A > 866799). We get chep(H) < 32- 28 In!te(4A) = 13088 |pltegpn),
Note that the coloring obtained is indeed a list CFON* /CFCN* coloring of G. O
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4.2 A general upper bound for CFCN*-choice-number
Theorem 32. For any graph G with mazimum degree A, chi(G) = O(In? A).

Proof. We first partition V(G) into two parts. Let A := {v € V(G) : dg(v) > InA} and
B :=V(G)\ A. We further partition A into two components, namely A; and As. Let A; :=
{veA : da(v) >InA} and Ay := A\ Ay, where d(v) denotes the number of neighbors of v
in A. Thus every vertex in Ay has some neighbor in B, whereas a vertex in A; may or may not
have a neighbor in B.

Let £L ={L, : v € V(G)} be a r-assignment for G given by the adversary, where r =
K -[In? A] and K is a sufficiently large constant. We obtain the desired £-CFCN*-coloring of G
by CF-coloring hypergraphs H1, Ho that are defined below. A CF coloring of the hypergraph H;
will ensure that every vertex in A; sees a unique color in its closed neighborhood. In a similar
way, a CF coloring of the hypergraph Ho will ensure that every vertex in Ao U B sees a unique
color in its closed neighborhood. Before coloring Hs, we update the lists of its vertices to avoid
‘conflicts’. We explain this in detail below.

o Let Hy = (V1,&1) be a hypergraph, where V; = A and & = {Ng[v]NA : v € A}
From the definition of A, the minimum size of a hyperedge in H; is at least In A. Each
hyperedge in #H; overlaps with at most A? other hyperedges. Hence, by Theorem 27, we
have chi,p(H1) = O(In? A). Let f; denote this coloring. Under f1, every vertex in A; sees
a unique color in its closed neighborhood.

Next, by list CF* coloring a hypergraph Ho (defined below) having vertex set B, we intend to
take care of every vertex in As U B. This however can lead to problems of two types which are
described below.

(i) Let ¢, be the unique color seen by a vertex v € Ay under the coloring fi. We should ensure
that none of the neighbors of v in B receive the color ¢,. For this, we update the lists of vertices
be Bas L) =Ly \ Sp, where S, = {c, : v € Ng(b)N A;}. Note that [Sp| < InA.

(ii) Let w € A2 U B. Let ¢, be the unique color to be seen by w under the list-CF*-coloring of
Ha (to be defined) having vertex set B. We need to ensure that w does not have a neighbor in
A which received the color ¢, under the coloring fi. For this purpose, for each vertex b € B,
we define T, = {f1(a) : a € Nglw] N A,w € Ng[b] N (A2 U B)}. Since |Ng[b]] < InA and
INglw] N A] < InA, for all w € (A3 U B), we have |Ty| < In? A. Let L? = L} \ T}, for every
b € B. By taking a sufficiently large constant K (recall that, every list L, is of size K - [In? A1),
we can ensure that |[LZ| > In A + 1.

o Let £2={L? : be B}. Let Hy = (V2,&), where Vo = B and & = {Ng[v]NB : v €
Ao U B}. From the definition of B, the maximum degree of Hs is at most In A. Hence, by
Theorem 22, Ho admits an £2-CF*-coloring.

This completes the proof. O

4.3 A bound in terms of claw number

We show an upper bound for the CFON* choice number for K ;-free graphs. We will use
Theorem 22] and Lemma 28§ to prove Theorem [33]

Theorem 33. Let G be a K p-free graph with mazimum degree A. Then, (i) chiy(G) =
O(klnA +1nn), and (it) chin(G) = O(kInA +1nn).

Proof. We prove only Statement (i) here. The reader may observe that the CFON* coloring of
G obtained here is also a CFCN* coloring.

Construct a maximal independent set A of G. We now partition A into two. Let Ay, := {v €
A:dg(v) <klnA} and Ay == {v € A:dg(v) > klnA}. Here, A, are the low-degree vertices
in A, and Ay are the high-degree vertices in A. Let X :=J,c4, Na(v).
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Observation 34. Since A is a mazimal independent set in G, every vertex v € V(G) \ (AU X)
has a neighbor in Apr. Further, v cannot have any neighbor in Ay as all the neighbors of Ay, are
mn X.

We remove all the vertices that belong to A U X from G to obtain a new graph G’. We
consider a greedy, proper coloring of G’ using s colors, where 1 < s < A+1, as described below.
Vertices are colored one by one, and each vertex is given the smallest available color that is not
used by any of its colored neighbors so far. Let Sp,.59,...,S5s be the color classes given by this
coloring.

Observation 35. Let 2 < i < s. Fvery vertex in the color class S; has at least one neighbor in
each color class Sj, for every j < 1.

We prove the observation by contradiction. Suppose v € S; had no neighbor in S;, for some
j < i. Then the greedy algorithm would have given v a color of value at most j.

Observation 36. Since G is Ky -free, every vertexr in G has at most k — 1 neighbors in each
S;, where 1 <1 < s.

We partition the color classes obtained by the above proper coloring of G’ into two parts, B
and C. Let B := S1USsU---US), where b = max{2'2,272In(4A)}, and let C := Sp 1 U---US;.
Suppose there are at most b color classes, then C' = () and B = V(G’) (in this case our proof
becomes easy). We proceed with our proof by assuming C' # .

Let £L = {L, : v € V(G)} be an r-assignment for G given by the adversary, where
r =25(27kIn A + [Inn]). We obtain the desired £-CFON*-coloring of G by list CF* coloring
five hypergraphs Hi,Ha,...,Hs that are defined on vertex sets Vi := B, V5 := A, V3 :=
Ap,Vy = X, V5 := C, respectively. Note that V(G) = Vi W VoW .- V5. Apply Lemma 23 on
G with z = 2kIn At =5, and 4, = j, when v € V;, 1 < j < 5. Let £ = {Li» : v € V(G)}
be an (2!7kIn A + [Inn])-assignment for G given by Lemma By Observation 24] and from
the definitions of i,’s and hypergraphs Hi,Ho,...,Hs, we can infer that in any £’-coloring of
these hypergraphs no two vertices that belong to two distinct hypergraphs shall receive the same
color.

We now construct hypergraphs Hi, Hs,...,Hs. An L'-CF*-coloring of these hypergraphs
will give us the desired £L-CFON* coloring of G.

o Let Hy = (V4,&1), where Vi = B and & = {Ng/(v) N B : v € C}. Fix a vertex v € C.
Notice that v shares a common neighbor with at most A? other vertices in C. Thus, every
hyperedge in H; overlaps with at most I other hyperedges, where I' < AZ.

By Observations 35l and [36] any vertex v € C' has at least b and at most (k— 1)b neighbors
in B. So for each F € &, we have b < |E| < (k—1)b. By applying Lemma 28 to H;, with
a=0b, 3= (k—1)b, and I' < A% we get ch¥ (H1) < 32(k—1)b = max{2'7(k—1), 8704 (k—
1)In(4A)} < 2'7kIn A. Thus H; is £'-CF*-colorable. By coloring a subset of vertices in
B, every vertex in C is getting to see a uniquely colored vertex in its neighborhood.

e Now we construct a hypergraph Ho = (Vo,&2), where Vo = Ay and & = {Ng(v) N Ap :
v € B}. By Observation B0l the maximum degree of Hy is at most (k — 1)b. Thus, by
Theorem 22, we have chfp(H2) < (k—1)b+ 1. Thus Hs is L'-CF*-colorable. By coloring
a subset of vertices in A, every vertex in B is getting to see a uniquely colored vertex in
its neighborhood.

e Similarly, we define a hypergraph Hs = (V3,&3), where V3 = A and & = {Ng(v) N AL :
v € X}. Note that the maximum degree of Hs is at most kIn A. Thus, by Theorem 22| we
have, ch p(H3) < kIn A+1. Thus Hs is L'-CF*-colorable. By coloring a subset of vertices
in Ap, every vertex in X is getting to see a uniquely colored vertex in its neighborhood.

12



Note that the vertices in B U C U X are handled and a subset of vertices in A U B receives
colors. Only the vertices in A are left to be taken care of. We now partition A as follows: let
Ax ={ve A: Ng(v)NX #0} and Ay = A\ Ax. That is, Ax C A and Ay C Ag.

o Let Hy = (V4,&4) be a hypergraph, where Vy = X and £, = {Ng(v)NX : v € Ax}. Since
A is an independent set and since G is K j-free, the maximum degree of H4 is at most
k — 1. Thus, by Theorem 22] ch{ p(Ha) < k. Thus Hy is L£'-CF*-colorable. By coloring a
subset of vertices in X, every vertex in Ax is getting to see a uniquely colored vertex in
its neighborhood.

e Finally, we construct a hypergraph Hs = (V5,&;), where V5 = C and & = {Ng(v) N C :
v € Ax}. Since A is an independent set and since G is K j-free, the maximum degree of
M4 is at most k — 1. Thus, by Theorem 22| chf, (Hs) < k. Thus Hs is L'-CF*-colorable.
By coloring a subset of vertices in C', every vertex in A is getting to see a uniquely colored
vertex in its neighborhood.

The above coloring ensures that every vertex sees a uniquely colored vertex in its open neigh-
borhood. In addition, each vertex in the above coloring process receives a color at most once.
Some vertices might not have been colored because they weren’t part of the hypergraphs. We
have thus obtained an £-CFON* coloring of G. O

5 Discussion

It was shown in [7] that for a graph G with treewidth ¢, xon(G) < 2t + 1. A straightfor-
ward extension of this proof would yield chon(G) < 2t 4+ 1. Since G is t-degenerate, we have
chen(G) < ch(G) < t+ 1. The Hadwiger number of a graph G, denoted h(G), is the size of
a largest clique minor of G. It was shown in [I] that xon(G) < h(G). It would be interesting
to see if such a result can be obtained in the context of CFCN/CFCN* choice number. The
arguments used in proving the above bound in [I] cannot be extended to the list variant. A
graph G is minor-k-colorable if every minor of G is k-colorable. It was shown in [I7] that if G
is minor-k-colorable, then x§(G) < k. Since planar graphs are minor-4-colorable, the CFON*
chromatic number of a planar graph is at most 4. Similarly, the CFON* chromatic number of
an outerplanar graph is at most 3. It would be interesting if one can show similar results for
CFON* choice number. The proof in [I7] that uses edge contractions does not work for list
CFON* coloring as it is not clear what is the new list for the new vertex obtained after an edge
contraction.

6 Omitted proofs

6.1 Proof of Lemma

Proof. We first partition the palette of colors P, into t parts, say Pé,Pz e ,772. For each
color ¢ € P, independently and uniformly at random, choose an integer i from {1,...,t¢}
and add ¢ to Pi.. Fix a vertex v. Let ¢ € L,. Let X¢ be a 0-1 indicator random variable
which takes the value 1 if and only if color ¢ is present in L. Let X, := > ceL, Xyu- Then,
to = E[X,] = 1-5t(z+[Inn]) = 5(2+[Inn]). Applying the Chernoff bound given in Theorem 20
with & = \/3/5, Pr(|Xy — pio] > 6] < 26 #00°/3 = 9~ (=+n]) < —2_. Applying union bound
over all vertices, the probability that there exists a vertex v with | X, — u,| > i\‘%—” is strictly
less than 1. Thus, with a positive probability, Vv € V(H),9(z + [Inn]) > |L¥| > z+ [Inn]. O
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6.2 Proof of Theorem

Let £ = {L, : v € V}, where each list L, (C N) is sorted in increasing order. Consider
a hyperedge f in H. We know |f| > 2t — 1. We color the points in f using the following
iterative process until all the points in f are colored. In Round ¢, each uncolored point then is
independently assigned the i-th color in its list with a probability ¢ (to be determined later).

Lemma 37. For any hyperedge f, Pr(f is not CF colored from L] < 2(eqt)t.

Proof. We split the proof into two cases.

Case 1: |[f| =2t — 1.

We claim that, given a partition of the points in f into k parts, the probability that the coloring
of the points of V induces the same partition of f is at most ¢?*~17*. Treating the first point
in each part as a leader, it is about the probability that the leaders get distinct colors and the
rest of the points in each part get the color of its leader. The probability that the rest of the
points in each part get the color of its leader given every leader gets a distinct color is at most
¢?*~ 7% We know that the number of ways to partition a (2t — 1)-sized set into k parts is

at most % < eFk2~17k  The probability that f is colored with exactly k colors is at most
Ay, := eF(gk)?~1=*. We thus have,

t—1
Pr[f is not £-CF-colored] < Pr[f is colored with at most t-1 colors] < Y A < 2A4; 1 < (eqt).
k=1

Case 2: [f| > 2t — 1.

Let f’ denote a set of 2t points in f such that every point in f’ got a color that is greater than
or equal to the color of every point in f\ f’. If f is not £-CF-colored, then there is at most
one color that appears exactly once in f’. Given a partition of the points in f’ into k parts, the
probability that the coloring of the points of V induces the same partition of f’ is at most ¢%~*.
The number of ways to partition a 2t-sized set into k parts is at most e*k%~%. The probability

that f is colored with exactly k colors is at most By, := ef(gk)?~*. Thus,
t
Pr[f is not £-CF-colored] < Pr[f’ is colored with at most t colors] < Y By < 2B; < 2(eqt)t.

k=1
O

The main proof

Proof. We first trim the hypergraph H = (V,€) as described here. We designate some 2t — 1
points for each hyperedge in H. Let V’ be obtained from V by removing all those points in V'
that are not designated to any hyperedge. Let H' = (V’,£’) be the hypergraph thus obtained,
where & ={f NV’ . f e &} We observe that for each f € & 2t —1<|f]| < (2t —1)(T' +1).

We now color the points in V’ using the iterative process described above. In Round 4, each
uncolored point then in V’ is independently assigned the i-th color in its list with probability
q. Let ¢ = 3025—1111”. For a hyperedge f € &', let Ay denote the event that f is not CF-colored
from L after the iterative process is over. From Lemma 37, we know that Pr[As] < 5% Let
T = O{T'/*InT). Let By denote the event that some point in f is not colored after 7' rounds
of the iterative coloring. We have Pr[Bf] < (1 —¢)T < 2011“3. Let Cy be the bad event that
Ay or By occurs. Then, Pr{Cy] < ﬁ Note that Cy is independent from all events Cj for
edges ¢ that are disjoint from f. Applying Lemma [I9] (the Local Lemma) with p = m and
d =T, we conclude that there is a non-zero probability that H’ is £-CF-colored, and thereby H
is L-CF*-colored. O

6.3 Proof of Lemma

Proof. For each vertex in V, assign a color that is chosen independently, uniformly at random
from its list of size 323. For any hyperedge E € £, let X be a random variable that denotes
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the number of vertices in E whose color is not unique in E. Thus, for any vertex v in F, we
have

|E|-1
1 El-1 E
Pr[color of v is not unique in E] <1 — (1 — —) <1- <1 — 2] ) < u

328 |~ 328

Then, by linearity of expectation,

We claim that the random variable Xp satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 211 (Talagrand’s
Inequality) with n = |F|, a = 2, and b = 2. The value of X is determined by |F| independent
trials. Changing the outcome of any trial can affect Xg by at most 2. For any s > 0, if it is
given that Xg > s, then there is a set of at most 2s trials whose outcomes would ensure that
Xp is at least s, regardless of the outcomes of the remaining trials. This proves our claim. Let
A=E 4 20a\/bE[X] + 64a2b = 121 + 40, /2 E[X] + 512. Applying Theorem EIl with ¢ = | E|/2,

we get

B2/
Pr(|Xg — E[Xg]| > A] < 4e S4EXEIHIE/2)
_ Bl |E|
< 4e BOATEE2) (since E[Xp| < 32)
1B|
< 4e 136
< 4e~ 06D (gince |E| > a > [1361n(16I)])
1
AT
Since E[XEg] < %, we have
17\E 2|E 17\ E
E[XE]+A<%+40 :|))2|+512 3'2 L 10V/[E] + 512 < | B,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that |E| > a > 2'2. Thus,

Pr(Xg = |E|]

PriXp —|E| > 0]

PriXp — (E[Xg] + A) > 0]

P?‘[(XE— E[XEg]) > A]
HXE — E[Xg]| > 4]

IN

IN I

IN

4F

Let Ap denote the bad event that Xp = |E|. From the above calculations, we know that
Pr[Ag] < 7. We can apply the Local Lemma (Lemma [I9]) on the events Ag, for all hyperedges
E et Slnce each hyperedge intersects with at most I' other hyperedges, and 4 - =+ -T' < 1,
we get Pr[Nges(Ag)] > 0. That is, H is £-CF colorable for any k-assignment £ for 7—[ Where
k = 328, 0

6.4 Proof of Lemma

Proof. We first construct a random subset V' by picking each vertex v € V(G) independently
1+e

and uniformly at random with probability %2(4& into V’. For a vertex v € V(QG), let X,

be a random variable that denotes |Ng(v) N V'|. Then, u, := E[X,]| = M |INg(v)| >
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3501In(4A). We know that the size of the neighborhood of v in a graph G is at most A.

Thus, we also have, p, < w. Let A, denote the event that | X, — p,| > duy, where
0 < 0 < 1is a constant. Applying the Chernoff bound given in Theorem with 6 = 1/6,

350 In(4A)

Pr[A4,] < 2e—Hv0?/3 <2 "1 )< ﬁ. Each event A, is mutually independent of all but
2

at most AZ other events A,. Applying the local lemma (see Lemma [[9) with p = Pr[A,] < AP

and d = A?, we have 4 - —2— - A2 < 1. Thus, there is a non-zero probability that none of the

(44)
events A, occur. This implies that, with a positive probability, there exists a V' C V(G) such
that, Vv € V(G), 291In(4A) < [Ne(v) N V'] < 22 Intte(4A). O
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