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A NOTE ON THE MUTUAL-VISIBILITY COLORING OF HYPERCUBES

MARIA AXENOVICH AND DINGYUAN LIU

ABSTRACT. A subset M of vertices in a graph G is a mutual-visibility set if for any two vertices
u,v € M there exists a shortest u-v path in G that contains no elements of M as internal vertices.
Let x,.(G) be the least number of colors needed to color the vertices of G, so that each color class is
a mutual-visibility set. Let n € N and ), be an n-dimensional hypercube. It has been shown that
the maximum size of a mutual-visibility set in @, is at least Q(2"). Klavzar, Kuziak, Valenzuela-
Tripodoro, and Yero further asked whether it is true that x,.(Qn) = O(1). In this note we answer
their question in the negative by showing that

w(1) = xu(Qn) = O(loglogn).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a simple graph. A subset M C V(G) of vertices is called a mutual-visibility set if any
two vertices u,v € M can “see” each other, that is, there exists a shortest u-v path in G that
contains no elements of M as internal vertices. As in all other extremal problems, we are interested
in the largest size of a mutual-visibility set in a given graph G, denoted as p(G). The systematic
investigation was pioneered by Di Stefano [10] and has garnered extensive attention and subsequent
research [1,8HIT3.14, etc.] in recent years. As the mutual-visibility problem was initially motivated
by establishing efficient and confidential communication in networks, the research on u(G) mainly
focuses on sparse and highly connected graphs, such as product graphs and hypercube-like graphs.
For n € N, the n-dimensional hypercube @Q,, is a graph on the vertex set 2l such that two vertices
A, B € 2" form an edge in Q,, if and only if their symmetric difference AAB := (A\B) U (B\A)
has size 1. It is known that @), contains a large mutual-visibility set.

Theorem 1 ([Il Theorem 1.2]). For every n € N, we have p(Qy) > 0.186 - 2".

Recently, Klavzar, Kuziak, Valenzuela-Tripodoro, and Yero [12] introduced the coloring version
of the mutual-visibility problem. Given a coloring of the vertices of GG, we say that G is properly
colored if each color class is a mutual-visibility set in G. The function considered in their paper is
X (G), which is the least number of colors needed to properly color V(G). Equivalently, x,(G) is
the smallest integer such that V(G) can be partitioned into x,(G) mutual-visibility sets. It is easy
to see that x,(G) > |V(G)|/n(G). Naturally, one might ask whether x,(G) = O ([V(G)|/u(Q))
could be true in general. Given that u(Q,) = Q(Q,), Klavzar, Kuziak, Valenzuela-Tripodoro, and
Yero [12] raised the following question:

Is there an absolute constant C' > 0, such that x,(Qn) < C holds for alln € N?

We answer their question in the negative with the following result. In particular, this shows that
Xu(G) can be arbitrarily far from the trivial lower bound [V (G)[/u(G).

Theorem 2. w(1) = x,(Qn) = O(loglogn).

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [2 LOWER BOUND

Proof of the lower bound. Fix any positive integer ¢. It suffices to show that there exists ng > 0,
such that x,(Qn) > ¢ holds for all n > ny.
Let n > ng with some ng > 0 to be determined later and fix an arbitrary g-coloring of V(Qy,).
We shall argue that @,, is not properly colored, i.e., some color class is not a mutual-visibility set
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in Q. To do this, we first prove the following claim. Let n > k € N. The kth layer of a subgraph
Q C Qp, denoted by L;(Q), is defined as V(Q) N ([Z]).

Claim 3. Letn >n' > 2 and Q C Q, be a copy of Q. If M C V(Q,,) contains three layers of Q,
then M is not a mutual-visibility set in Q..

Proof of Claim[3. Let L;, L; and L}, be the three layers of () contained in M, where i < j < k.
Take two vertices A € L; and B € L with A C B. Observe that every shortest A-B path goes
through some vertex C' € V(Q,,) satisfying |C| = j and A C C C B. As @ is a copy of @Q,, all
such vertices C' are contained in £;. Namely, every shortest A-B path must go through the layer
L;, so M is not a mutual-visibility set. ([l

To show that Q,, is not properly colored, by Claim [Jit suffices to find a copy of lower dimensional
hypercube, which has three layers receiving the same color. Qur argument here is a generalization
of that in [2, Lemma 2]. Given integers s > k > 2, the g-color hypergraph Ramsey number ri(s;q)

is defined as the smallest integer r such that any g-coloring of ([]:]) contains a monochromatic copy

of ([Z]). Since ¢ is fixed in the beginning, for simplicity we write r4(s) = rx(s;q). Now let

(2.1) ng=q-(rzorgo---or(2q)).

Recall that V(Q,) = 2[" and n > ng. By the pigeonhole principle there exists X; C [n] with
(2.2) | X1| >n/qg>rgorzo---ory(2q),

such that ()il) is monochromatic. Then, due to the size of X7, there exists Xo C X7 with
(2.3) | Xa| > 730 0rg(29),

such that ()gz) is monochromatic. By repeating this argument we obtain a sequence of sets
(2.4) Xog € Xog-1 € -+~ C Xp C X C [n),

such that | Xy, = 2¢ and ()2’“) is monochromatic for each k € [2¢]. Let @ be the subgraph of @,
induced by 2X2¢, in particular, Q is a copy of Q24. We have that every layer of @) is monochromatic.
Since @ contains 2¢q + 1 layers and there are ¢ colors, by the pigeonhole principle at least three
layers of Q receive the same color. This completes the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 2 [

Remark 4. Although the proof above shows that x,(Qn) grows with n, the dependence of the lower
bound on n is quite unsatisfactory. In fact, it is even difficult to express the lower bound on x,,(Qn)
in terms of n, since for x,,(Qn) > q we require n to be at least a composition of q-color hypergraph
Ramsey numbers (see (1)) ), which is a tower function of q with height roughly ©(q?) (for references
on bounds on hypergraph Ramsey numbers, see, e.g., [15]). It would be interesting to actually obtain
an expressible lower bound.

3. ProOF oF THEOREM [2I UPPER BOUND

Our proof of the upper bound consists two steps. First, we will reduce the problem from coloring
the entire vertex set V(Q,,) to coloring a single layer of @, in a certain way. Then, we show that a
random coloring of the layer is potentially a good coloring. To achieve the first step, we need the
following lemma from [I].

Lemma 5 ([I, Lemma 2.2]). Letn,g € N, g > 3. For each k € [0,n] :={0,1,...,n}, let i, C ([Z})
be such that

(31) VA Be 2™ with |A|+g<k<|B|—g, 3T € <[Z]>\}"k: ANBCTC AUB.

Let XA € [g] and I = {k € [0,n]: k=X (mod g)}. Then M := s, Fi is a mutual-visibility set
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From Lemma [Bl we derive the key lemma of our proof.

Lemma 6. Let n,g € N, g > 3. Suppose for every k € [0,n] we can color ([Z]) with q colors so
that each color class Fi with i € [q] satisfies the following

(3.2) VAc <k[f]g> and B € <k[i]g> with A C B, 3T € <[Z]>\}"k . ACTCB.

Then we have x,(Qn) < 9q.

Proof of Lemma[B. First, we show that the property (B.2) is equivalent to the property [B.1]). It is
obvious that (3) implies (B2). It suffices to show the other direction. Fix any A, B € 2" with
|A|+ 9 < k <|B| —g. Since |[ANB| < |[A] < k—g and |[AUB| > |B| > k + g, there are some
A e (,ﬁg) and B’ € (k[i]g) with ANB C A’ C B’ C AU B. Then by (B8.2) there exists T € ([Z])\fk
such that A’ C T C B’, which in particular implies that ANB CT C AU B.

Now for each k € [0,n], we color the layer ([Z]) with ¢ colors such that every color class satisfies
the property (3.2) and thus the property (B.I). Let F}. C ([Z]) denote the ith color class in the kth
layer. It holds that

n n q
n ; .
(3.3) V(Qn=J <[k]> - (U fk) - U (UFA]|
k=0 k=0 \i=1 iclgl Aelg) \kely
where Iy = {k €[0,n] : k= (mod g)}. By Lemma [ the set ¢y, Fi is a mutual-visibility set
in @Qn. So V(Q,) can be partitioned into gd mutual-visibility sets, namely, x,(Qn) < gq. O

Now we are ready to prove the upper bound in Theorem 21

Proof of the upper bound. Assume that n is sufficiently large and all logarithms are in base 2. By
Lemma [6] to prove the stated upper bound it suffices to show that for g = |loglogn| > 3 we can

color every layer ([Z}) with at most 2 colors so that each color class satisfies (3.2]).
For k € [0,n] with k < g or k > n — g, the whole layer ([Z]) satisfies ([3.2)), because there exists
no such pair (A4, B) with A € (k[ﬁ]g) and B € (k[j-]g) Hence, the layer ([Z}) can be colored with only

one color.
For k € [0,n] with g <k < n — g, we color the layer ([Z]) with 2 colors uniformly at random. Let

(3.4) J = {(A,B) L Ac (k[ﬁ]!) and B ¢ <k[i]g> with A C B}.

For each (A, B) € J, we define the event £ 4 py that all T' € ([Z}) with A C T C B are colored with
the same color. It is not hard to see that
(3.5) P(Eap) <2 () =p.

Observe that a given event £ 4 p) is mutually independent of all the other events except for those
&, 1), where there exists T' € ([Z]) with A CT C Band A’ CT C B’. We shall count the number
of such events & 4/ pry, denoted by d. First, note that the number of T' € ([Z]) with ACT C B is
(2!]9). Moreover, for every T € ([z}), there are (';) ("_k) pairs (A’, B') € J such that A’ C T C B'.

g
So we have

= ()= GG < (5)
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Now since

2 O ogn
ep(d + 1) < 21—( gg)n2g < 2—221 glog /\/10010g10gnn210g10gn

3.7
( ) —(log n)? /+/100Tog log n+2 log n log log n
<2 <1,

by the celebrated Lovész Local Lemma [II] (see also [16, Theorem 1.5]), there is a positive prob-
ability that none of the events £ 4 gy with (A, B) € J occurs. Namely, there is a coloring of ([Z})
with 2 colors such that both color classes satisfy (8.2]), from which the upper bound follows. O
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