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Abstract

In this paper, we aim to introduce the group version of edderitm
and list edge coloring, and prove that all 2-degeneratehgraong with
some planar graphs without adjacent short cycles is gra(®)(+ 1)-edge-
choosable while some planar graphs with large girth and maxi degree
is groupA(G)-edge-choosable.
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1 Introduction

All graphs considered in this paper are finite, simple andreoted. We us¥(G),

E(G), 6(G) andA(G) to denote the vertex set, the edge set, the minimum degree
and the maximum degree of a graBh By ds(v), we denotes the degree ofn

G. For a plane grapks, F(G) denotes its face set amld(f) denotes the degree

of a facef in G. The girthg(G) of a graphG is the length of its smallest cycle or
+oo if G is a forest. Throughout this paperka k*- andk -vertex (resp. face) is a
vertex (resp. face) of degré&eat leask and at mosk. Ani-alternating cyclesin a
graphG is a cycle of even length in which alternate vertices haveakigWe say
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a graphG is k-degenerate i6(H) < k for every subgrapii € G. Any undefined
notation follows that of Bondy and Murtyi].

In 1992, Jaegeet al. [5] introduced a concept of group connectivity as an
generalization of nowhere zero flows and its dual concepifamloring. They
proposed the definition of group colorability of graphs asehfuivalence of group
connectivity ofM, whereM is a cographic matroid. L&b be a graph and be
an Abelian group. DenotE(G, A) to be the set of all function$ : E(G) — A
andD to be an arbitrary orientation &(G). We sayG is A-colorable under the
orientationD if for any functionf € F(G, A), G has an 4, f)-coloring, namely,

a vertex coloringc : V(G) — A such thatc(u) — c(v) # f(uv) for every directed
edgeur from u tov. In [8], Lai and Zhang presented that for any Abelian group
A, a graphG is A-colorable under the orientatidnif and only if G is A-colorable
under every orientation @&(G). That is to say, the group colorability of a graph is
independent of the orientation &(G). The group chromatic number of a graph
G, denoted by, (G), is defined to be the minimum for which G is A-colorable
for any Abelian groupA of order at leasi. Clearly,x(G) < x,(G), wherey(G)

is the chromatic number @. Lai and Zhang9] proved thafy,(G) < 5 for every
planar graphG and Kral’ et al. [6] constructed a planar graph with the group
chromatic number five. This implies the well-known Four-@sl Theorem for
ordinary colorings can not be extended to group coloringsvextheless, some
theorems for ordinary vertex colorings, such as Brooks’orém, still can be
extended. The following theorem is due to leaal. [10].

Theorem 1.1. For any connected simple gragh x,(G) < A(G) + 1, where
equality holds if and only if5 is either a cycle or a complete graph.

Here notice that for an even cydl,, we havey,(Cz,) = 3 by Theorenl.1 but
X(CZn) = 2.

In 2004, Kral’ and NejedlyT] considered list group coloring as an extension
of list coloring and group coloring. L& be a graphA be an Abelian group of
order at leaskandL : V(G) — 2* be ak-uniform list assignment 6f (G). Denote
F(G, A) to be the set of all function$ : E(G) — A andD to be an arbitrary
orientation ofE(G). We sayG is groupk-choosable under the orientatidnif for
any functionf € F(G, A), G has an A, L, f)-coloring, that is anA, f)-coloringc
such that(v) € L(v) for everyv € V(G). Note that the choice of an orientation of
edges ofG is either not essential in this definition. The group choiamber of a
graphG, denoted by, (G), is defined to be the minimukfor which G is group
k-choosable. In7], the authors showed thgy(G) = 2 if and only ifG is a forest.
Omidi [11] proved the group choice number of a graph withigstminor orKs 3-
minor and with girth at least 4 (resp. 6) is at most 4 (resp. I18)[2], Chuang
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et al. also established the group choosability version of Brodk&orem, which
extends Theorerh.1

Theorem 1.2. For any connected simple grah y,(G) < A(G) + 1, where
equality holds if and only it is either a cycle or a complete graph.

In this paper, we aim to introduce a group version of edgerocuicand list
edge coloring. Recall that the line graph of a graphdenoted byL(G), is a
graph such that each vertex g{G) represents an edge & and two vertices
of L(G) are adjacent if and only if their corresponding edges shatemmon
endpoint inG. For an edgew € E(G), we useg,, to denote the vertex if(G) that
representsw in G. Clearly, the edge chromatic numhe(G) of a graphG is equal
to the vertex chromatic numbgf £(G)) of its line graphZ(G). In view of this,
the group version of edge coloring and list edge coloringmadefined naturally.
For an Abelian group of order at leask, we sayG is groupA-edge-colorable if
L(G) is groupA-colorable and sa is groupk-edge-choosable if(G) is group
k-choosable. By (G) = x,(L(G)) and)(;]I (G) = x4(L(G)), we denotes the group
edge chromatic number and the group edge choice number apa@r First of
all, we have the following basic theorem.

Theorem 1.3. For any connected simple grafh

=x,(G) =2 if Gis a path;
AG) < x,(G)1 =x,(G) =3, if Gis acycle;
<x,(G) < 2A@) -2, if AG) > 3.

Proof. Sincey’,(G) > x,(G) > x'(G) > A(G), the left inequality in above theo-
rem holds. IfG is a path (resp. cycle), thefi(G) is also a path (resp. cycle). So
by Theoremsl.1and1.2, we havey,(G) = )(;,|(G) = 2 (resp 3). If A(G) > 3,
thenG is neither a cycle nor a star, which impliggG) is neither a cycle nor a
complete graph. Sg;(G) < x,,(G) = x,(L(G)) < A(L(G)) < 2A(G) - 2 by
Theoremsl.1and1.2 ]

From Theorent.3 we can find that[(G) < x/,(G) < A(G) + 1 for every graph
with maximum degree 3 ang (G) = Xy (G) for every graph with maximum de-
gree 2. These evidences motivate us to conjecture the areatdg/izing’s Theo-
rem on edge chromatic number and list edge coloring Conectn edge choice
number.

Conjecture 1.4. For any simple grap®, A(G) < x(G) < A(G) + 1.

Conjecture 1.5. For any simple grapl, x; (G) = X, G).

3



In the next section, we will confirm Conjectuted for all 2-degenerate graphs
and some planar graphs without adjacent short cycles arfatroddonjecturel.5
for some planar graphs with large girth and maximum degree.

For a nonnegative integerwe call a grapl is group A(G) +i)-edge-critical
if )(;,|(G) > AG) +1 but)(;l(H) < A(H) + i for every proper subgrapH c G.
The (A(G) + i)-edge-critical graph in terms of list edge coloring can leérced
similarly. In most of the articles concerning ligk ¢ 1)-edge coloring of planar
graphs in the literature such & pnd (], it was proved and essential that a 3-
alternating cycleC can not appear in a\(+ 1)-edge-critical grapi because if
such a cycleC do exist, therG — E(C) is (A + 1)-edge choosable and every edge
of C has at least two available colors since it is incident wi{f®) + 1 edges, of
which A(G) — 1 are colored, which implies that one can extend the Ast (1)-
edge coloring of — E(C) to G by the fact that even cycles are 2-edge-choosable.
However, this technique is invalid for group edge choodgisince any cycle is
not group 2-edge-choosable by Theorgrd

2 Mainresultsand their proofs

We begin with this section by proving an useful Lemma, whichlve frequently
used in the next proofs and implies Conjecturd holds for all 2-degenerate
graphs.

Lemma 2.1. Leti be a nonnegative integer a&ibe a group A(G) + i)-edge-
critical graph. Ther® is connected andg(u) + dg(v) > A(G) + i + 2 for any edge
w € E(G).

Proof. The connectivity ofs directly follows from its definition. Suppose there is
an edgew € E(G) such thatlg(u)+ds(v) < A(G)+i+1. Then for an Abelian group
A of order at leasA(G) +i, a (A(G) +i)-uniform list assignmerit : V(£(G)) — 24
and a functiorf € F(L(G), A), L(G)isnot (A, L, f)-colorable butL(G—uv) is. Let
cbean@, L, f)-coloring of £L(G—uv). Notice that now in£(G) the only uncolored
vertex undec is gy, which is adjacent ton = dg(u) + ds(v) -2 < A(G) +i -1
colored vertices, sag, e, - - - , €y Without any loss of generality we assugg
is the head of each edg®,, in £(G) under a given orientatio® of E(L(G)),
where 1< i < m. Now assigne, a color inS = L(e,) — UL,{c(e) — f(eew)}
Notice thatS| > A(G) +i—m > 1. So we have extendedo an (A, L, f)-coloring
of £(G). This impliesG is group A(G) + i)-edge-choosable, a contradictiono

Corollary 2.2. Leti be a nonnegative integer atbe a group 4A(G) + i)-edge-
critical graph. Thed(G) > i + 2.



Corollary 2.3. Every 2-degenerate graph is grof{G) + 1)-edge-choosable.

Theorem 2.4. Let G be a planar graph such th@tdoes not contain anrcycle
adjacent to g-cyclewhere X i <sand3< j<t. If

(1) s=3,t =3 andA(G) > 8, or

(2)s=3,t =4 andA(G) > 6, or

(3)s=4,t=5andA(G) > 5, or

4)s=4,t=17,
thenG is group A(G) + 1)-edge-choosable.

Proof. The proof is carried out by contradiction and dischargingpf®seG is
a minimum counterexample to the theorem. Then by Lerrfhaone can easily
find thatG is a connected and group(G) + 1)-edge-critical planar graph with
6(G) > 3.

By Euler’s Formula, for any > 2m > 0, we have

Z [(g — m)ds(v) - n] + Z (mds(f) = n) = —2n < 0. (2.1)

veV(G) feF(G)

Assign each vertex € V(G) an initial chargec(v) = (53 — m)dg(v) — n and each
face f € F(G) an initial chargec(f) = mds(f) — n. Then by @.1), we have
2xeve)ure) S(X) < 0. To prove the theorem, we are ready to construct a new
charge functiorc’ on V(G) U F(G) according some defined discharging rules,
which only move charge around but do ndfeat the total charges, so that after
discharging the final charg®(x) of each element € V(G)UF(G) is nonnegative.
This contradiction completes the proof of the theorem inlfih@the following,

we call afacef € F(G) is simple if the boundary of is a cycle and denot®,(f)

to be the number of times througtby a facef in clockwise order. Obviously, if

v IS a non-cut vertex of is a simple face, them,(f) = 1.

(1) Let S be the set of 3-vertices, 4-vertices and 5-verticeS.irBy Lemma
2.1, we can claim tha® forms an independent set@sinceA(G) > 8. Now we
choosem = 2 andn = 6 in (2.1) and define the discharging rules as follows:

R1.1. From each #-facef to its incident vertex € S, transfemm,(f).

R1.2. From each 8-vertexu to its adjacent 3-vertex, transfer% if uvis
incident with a 3-cycle.

Without any loss of generality, we always assumis a non-cut vertex and

is simple in the following arguments (because during thewtational part of
discharging, the case whenis a cut vertex that is incident with a non-simple
face f is equivalent to the case whens incident withm,(f) simple faces with
the same degree df, and the case whehis a non-simple face that is incident
with a cut vertex is equivalent to the case whens incident withm,(f) non-cut
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vertices with the same degreew)f Supposeals(v) = 3. Then by Lemm&.1, v is
adjacent to three*8vertices. Ifv is incident with a 3-face, themis also incident
with two 4*-faces since there are no two adjacent 3-cycle&.inThis implies
c'(v) > c(v)+2x3+2x1 = 0by R1.1and R1.2. ifis notincident with any 3-faces,
thenc’(v) > c(v) + 3x 1 =0byR1.1. Suppose 4 ds(v) < 5. One can easy show
thatv is incident with at least two4faces, which impliegs’'(v) > c(v) +2x 1 = 0.
Suppose 6< dg(v) < 7. Then it is easy to see’'(v) = w(v) > 0. Suppose
ds(v) > 8. Notice that any two 3-cycles are not adjacenGinso G is incident
with at mosﬂ_@] 3-faces, which implies may transfer charges to at mQ&‘g(i)J
3-vertices by R1.2 since any 3-vertices are not adjace@t éther. So we have
C'(v) > ds(v) -6 — %L@J > 0 for dg(v) > 8. Supposeals(f) = 3. Then itis
trivial thatc’(f) = c(f) = 0. Supposéls(f) > 4. Thenf may transfer charges to
at mostL@J vertices by R1.1 sinc8 is an independent set . This implies

¢/(f) > 2dg(f) - 6 %0 | > 0 for dg(f) > 4in final.

(2) We choosen = 3 andn = 10 in (2.1) and define the discharging rules as
follows:

R2.1. From each 6-vertex to its adjacent 3-vertex, trans%r

R2.2. From each 4-facé to its incident vertex, transfemm,(f) if dg(v) = 3,
sm,(f) if ds(v) = 4.

R2.3. From each 5-facef to its incident vertex, transfer%m,,(f) if dg(v) = 3,
m,(f) if dg(v) = 4.

R2.4. From each 5-face to its adjacent 3-face, trans%r
Supposeals(v) = 3. Then by Lemma&.1, v is adjacent to three*évertices since
A(G) > 6. If vis incident with a 3-face, thenis also incident with two 5face
by the condition in the theorem. This impliegv) > c(v) + 3 x % + 2 X % =0
by R2.1 and R2.3. b is incident with no 3-faces, thenis incident with three
4*-face, which implies’(v) > c(v) + 3% 3 + 3x 1 = 0 by R2.1, R2.2 and R2.3.
Supposeals(v) = 4. If vis incident with a 3-face, thenis incident with at least two
5*-faces, which implieg’(v) > c(v) + 2x 1 = 0 by R2.3. Ifv is incident with no
3-faces, them is incident with four 4-faces, which implies’(v) > C(v)+4><% =0
by R2.2 and R2.3. Supposk(v) = 5. Then it is easy to se&(v) = c(v) = 0.
Supposeds(v) > 6. Then by R2.1, we have(v) > 2dg(v) — 10— 2dg(v) > O.
Supposeals(f) = 3. Then by the condition of the theorefmis adjacent to three
5*-faces, implyinge'(f) > c(f) + 3x § = 0 by R2.4. Supposég(f) > 4. Then
f is incident with at mosl_t@] 4--vertices since there is no adjacentvkertices
in G by Lemma2.1 This impliesc’(f) > ¢(f) —2x 1= 0fords(f) = 4 by R2.2,
andc’(v) > 3ds(f) — 10— %dG(f) - %L@J > 0 fordg(f) > 5by R2.3and R2.4.

(3) We choosan = 2 andn = 6 in (2.1) and define the discharging rules as
follows:



R3.1. From each 5-facé to its incident vertex, transferm,(f) if dg(v) = 3,
smy(f) if ds(v) = 4, tmy(f) if dg(v) = 5.

R3.2. From each 6-facef toits incident vertex, transfer%m,,(f) if dg(v) = 3,
my(f) if ds(v) = 4, 2my(f) if d(v) = 5.
Supposeds(v) = 3. If v is incident with a 4-face, therv is also incident with
two 6"-faces by the condition of the theorem, which implies by RB&c’(v) >
c(v) + 2x % = 0. If v is incident with no 4-faces, then by R3.1 and R3.2 we have
C'(v) = c(v) + 3x 1 = 0. Supposels(v) = 4. If vis incident with a 4-face, then
v is incident with at least two *6faces, which implieg’(v) > c(v) +2x1 =0
by R3.2. Ifv is incident with no 4-faces, then by R3.1 and R3.2 we also have
C'(v) > c(v) +4x % = 0. Supposéals(v) = 5. If vis incident with at least one 4
face, therv is incident with either three*sfaces implyinge’(v) > c(v) +3x £ =0
by R3.2, or two 5-faces and two &faces implyinge’ (v) > c(v) + 2% ;13 +2x g >0
by R3.1 and R3.2. I§ is incident with no 4-faces, then by R3.1 and R3.2 we still
havec'(v) > c(v) +5><% = 0. Supposels(v) > 6 or 3< ds(f) < 4. Then itis clear
thatc’'(v) = c(v) > 0 andc'(f) = c(f) > 0. Supposels(f) = 5. If f is incident
with no 3-vertices, then by R3.1 we hav/éf) > c(f) — 5x % > 0. If f isincident
with at leat one 3-vertex, note that any 3-vertex can not gcadt to a 4-vertex
in G by Lemma2.1, sof is also incident with at least two vertices. This implies
c(f) > c(f)-2x 1 -3x 1> 0byR3.1. Supposes(f) > 6. Then we shall have
ds(f) — n3 — ng > Nz by Lemma2.1sinceA(G) > 5, wheren; denotes the number
of i-vertices that are incident witli in G. This implies by R3.2 that'(f) >
2d<f;_(f)|—6—gns—n4—%,(de(f)—n3—n4) = do(f) 6~ 2(2n+ns—do(f)) +2n5 2 0
in final.

(4) We shall assuma(G) > 4 in this part because the cases wir@) < 3
have been proved in TheorelrB Now we also choosme = 2 andn = 6 in (2.2)
and define the discharging rules as follows:

R4.1. From each facd of degree between 5 and 7 to its incident verigx
transferm,(f) if ds(v) = 3, 2m,(f) if ds(v) > 4.

R4.2. From each 8facef toits incident vertex, transfer%m,,(f) if dg(v) = 3,
my(f) if dg(v) > 4.

Note that the above discharging rules are highly similah® dnes in part (3).
So by a same analysis as in the previous part, one can alsk ttfe&c’'(v) > 0
for all v € V(G) andc’(f) > 0 for 3 < ds(f) < 4. Now we shall only consider
5*-faces. Note that any 3-vertices can not be adjace@thy Lemma2.1because
we have already assumags) > 4. Thusng < L@J forany f € F(G), wherens

is defined similarly as in part (3). Suppos&5is(f) < 7. Then by R4.1, we can
deduce that'(f) > 2ds(f) — 6 — n3 — 3(ds(f) — ng) > 2dg(f) - 6 - %L@J > 0.
Supposeds(f) > 8. We still havec'(f) > 2ds(f) — 6 — %ng, -1 x (ds(f) —
ng) > dg(f) —6— %L@J > 0 by R4.2 in final. This completes the proof of the



theorem. O

As an immediately corollary of Theoregh4, we have the following two re-
sults.

Corollary 2.5. Every planar graph with girth(G) > 5 is group A(G) + 1)-edge-
choosable.

Corollary 2.6. Every planar graph with girtlg(G) > 4 and maximum degree
A(G) > 6 is group A(G) + 1)-edge-choosable.

Another interesting topic concerting group edge coloriagg list group edge
colorings is to determine which class of graphs satigfi¢6) = Xy (G). In view
of this, we end this paper by proving the following theorerhjak confirms Con-
jecturel.5for some planar graphs with large girth and maximum degree.

Theorem 2.7. Let G be a planar graph with maximum deg#¢s) > A > 3. If
9(G) = 4+ 351, theny,(G) = x,,(G) = A(G).

Proof. We just need to prove,, (G) = A(G) here. Suppose, to the contrary, that
G is a groupA(G)-edge-critical graph. Let(v) = 2ds(v) — 6 if v € V(G) and
c(f) =ds(f) - 6if f € V(G). Then by @.1), we have},cyc)ur) C(X) < 0. Now
we redistribute the charge of the vertices and faceS atcording the following
discharging rules:

R1. From each vertex of maximum degree to its adjacent 2-vettarsfer
2- 8

I$2. From each facé to its incident 2-vertex, transfer § — 1)m,(f).
We shall get a contradiction by proviet{x) > O for everyx € V(G)UF(G), where
c'(x) is the final charge of the elemenrtafter discharging. Supposk(v) = 2.
Then by Lemma&2.1, the two neighbors of shall be bothA(G)-vertices, which
impliesc’(v) > c(v) +2%x (2-2) +2x (2 - 1) = 0 by R1 and R2. Suppose
3 < dg(v) < A(G) — 1 (if exists). Then it is clear that'(v) = c(v) > 0. Suppose
ds(v) = A(G). Then by R1, one can easily deduce tti&t) > 2A(G)-6-A(G)(2—
%) > 0 sinceA(G) > A. Supposef is a face inG. Similarly as in the proof of
Theorem2.4, without loss of generality, we can assurhas simple. Then by
Lemma2.1, f is incident with at mos[@J 2-vertices. This implies by R2 that

c(f) > ds(f)-6-(2-1) %0 | > BLy(G) - 6> L. 4 _6=0infinal. O
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