arXiv:2106.01634v2 [math.CO] 9 Oct 2022

5-LIST-COLORING TOROIDAL 6-REGULAR TRIANGULATIONS IN LINEAR TIME

NIRANJAN BALACHANDRAN AND BRAHADEESH SANKARNARAYANAN

Abstract. We give an explicit procedure for 5-list-coloring a large class of toroidal 6-regular triangulations in linear time. We also show that these graphs are not 3-choosable.

1. Introduction

We shall denote by N the set of natural numbers {0, 1, 2, . . .}. For each n ∈ N, let [n] denote the set {1, 2, . . . , n}. For a graph G = (V, E), the notation v → w shall indicate that the edge vw ∈ E is oriented from the vertex v to the vertex w. A graph G is directed (or, is a digraph) if every edge of G is oriented.

We will be concerned with the following coloring variant known as list coloring, defined independently by Vizing [43] and by Erdős, Rubin, and Taylor [20]. A list assignment L on a graph G = (V, E) is a collection of sets of the form L = {L_v ⊂ N : v ∈ V (G)}, where one thinks of each L_v as a list of colors available for coloring the vertex v ∈ V (G). A graph G is L-choosable if there exists a function color: V (G) → N such that color(v) ∈ L_v for every v ∈ V (G) and color(v) ≠ color(w) whenever vw ∈ E(G). A graph G is called k-choosable if it is L-choosable for every k-list assignment L (i.e., an assignment of lists of size at least k, also called k-lists). The least integer k for which G is k-choosable is the choice number, or list chromatic number, of G and is denoted χ_ℓ(G). If χ_ℓ(G) = k, we also say that G is k-list chromatic. Notice that the usual notion of graph coloring is equivalent to L-coloring when all the lists assigned by L are identical. This also shows that χ(G) ≤ χ_ℓ(G) for all graphs G, and in general the inequality can be strict [20, 43].

1.1. Motivation.

1.1.1. k-choosability is computationally hard. It is well-known that computing the chromatic number is an NP-hard problem [28]. The restricted problem of finding a 4-coloring of a 3-chromatic graph is also NP-hard [26]. Even the problem of 3-colorability of 4-regular planar graphs is known to be NP-complete [16].

Naturally, list coloring is also a computationally hard problem, but much more: for instance, it is well-known [24] that the problem of deciding whether a given planar graph is 4-choosable is NP-hard—even if the 4-lists are all chosen from {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} [15]—and so is deciding whether a given planar triangle-free graph is 3-choosable [24]. But, contrast the latter with the fact that every

Date: October 9, 2022.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 05C15; Secondary 05C85, 05C10, 05C75. Key words and phrases. List coloring, toroidal graph, triangulation, regular graph, linear time algorithm. Research of Brahadeesh Sankarnarayanan is supported by the National Board for Higher Mathematics (NBHM), Department of Atomic Energy (DAE), Govt. of India. 1

planar triangle-free graph is 3-colorable by Grötzsch’s theorem [23], and that a 3-coloring can be found in linear time [18]. In other words, restrictions on graph parameters—such as the girth, as in Grötzsch’s theorem—that allow for efficient coloring algorithms need to be strengthened further in order to get list coloring algorithms of a similar flavor.

Note that even proving nontrivial bounds for the choice number is far tougher than the corresponding problem for the chromatic number. Some of the notable instances of such bounds being determined include Brooks’s theorem for choosability [43, 20], Thomassen’s remarkable proof that every planar graph is 5-choosable [41], and Galvin’s solution to the famous Dinitz problem [22]. Other interesting examples include the fact that planar bipartite graphs are 3-choosable [5] and that any 4-regular graph decomposable into a Hamiltonian circuit and vertex-disjoint triangles is 3- choosable [21]. However, there is a fundamental difference between the former and latter examples, as we elaborate below.

1.1.2. L-coloring is algorithmically hard. Consider the problem: given a list assignment L on a graph G, can one efficiently determine whether or not G is L-choosable, and in the case when G is L-choosable can one also efficiently specify a proper coloring from these lists? The theorems of Brooks, Thomassen and Galvin mentioned earlier are some of the few instances where such algorithms are known for a large class of graphs. In the other examples that we mentioned, the proof uses the combinatorial nullstellensatz [4], in particular a powerful application found by Alon and Tarsi [5]. Hence, it does not allow one to extract an efficient algorithmic solution to the problem of L-coloring when the list assignment L is specified, except in certain special cases. That there is no known efficient algorithm that produces a 3-list coloring from a given list assignment in these examples illustrates the difficulty of the problem of efficiently finding a proper L-coloring even for graphs of small maximum degree. Even just for planar bipartite graphs, an algorithmic determination of a list coloring largely remains open [15].

Hence, efficient L-coloring algorithms for large classes of graphs are interesting. We also place our work within the context of recent results on efficient list coloring algorithms for similar classes of graphs in Section 1.3 below.

1.2. Our work. As noted earlier, in order to find good bounds for the choice number it is natural to place restrictions on certain graph parameters. We shall focus on a certain class of graphs G having bounded degeneracy number d(G), defined as d(G) := max_{H≤G}{δ(H)}, where the maximum is taken over all induced subgraphs H of G, and δ(H) is the minimum degree of H. A simple inductive argument [3] shows that χ_ℓ(G) ≤ d(G) + 1 for every simple graph G. This improves the rudimentary upper bound χ_ℓ(G) ≤ Δ(G) + 1, where Δ(G) is the maximum degree of G. A natural choice for a large collection of graphs with bounded degeneracy number is the class of graphs that are embeddable in a fixed surface, where by a surface we mean a compact connected 2-manifold, and a graph is embeddable in a surface if, informally speaking, it can be drawn on the surface without any crossing edges. In this paper, we will be concerned only with toroidal graphs, that is, graphs that are embeddable on the torus S_1.

Let G = (V, E) be a toroidal graph, and let F be the set of its faces in an embedding into S_1. The graphs satisfying degree(v) = d for all v ∈ V and degree(f) = m for all f ∈ F , for some d, m ≥ 1, have been of interest [6, 7] especially in the study of vertex-transitive graphs on the torus [39]. A simple calculation using Euler’s formula shows that the only possible values of (d, m) are (3, 6), (4, 4) and (6, 3). Our focus will be on the graphs of the last kind, namely the 6-regular triangulations on the torus. Since triangulations have the maximum possible number of edges in any graph with a fixed number of vertices and embeddable on a given surface, one might additionally expect this class of graphs to present a greater obstacle to an efficient solution to the list coloring problem as compared to the others.

The main result of this paper, Theorem 1, is a linear time algorithm for 5-list coloring a large class of these toroidal 6-regular triangulations. Our result is nearly tight for this class in the sense that the list size is at most one more than the choice number for any graph in this family. In fact, in Corollary 2 we find an infinite family of 5-chromatic-choosable graphs for which a list coloring can be specified in linear time.

Here, T (r, s, t) is a triangulation obtained from an r × s toroidal grid, r, s ≥ 1 (see Definition 1 for a precise statement):

Theorem 1. Let G be a simple 6-regular toroidal triangulation. Then, G is 5-choosable under any of the following conditions:

(1) G is isomorphic to T (r, s, t) for r ≥ 4; (2) G is isomorphic to T (1, s, 2) for s ≥ 9, s ≠ 11; (3) G is isomorphic to T (2, s, t) for s and t both even; (4) G is 3-chromatic.

Moreover, the 5-list colorings can be given in linear time. Furthermore, none of these graphs are 3-choosable. Hence, χ_ℓ(G) ∈ {4, 5} if any of the cases (1) to (4) hold for G.

We are currently unable to comment on the choosability of the excluded graphs, but we note that they consist only of nine nonisomorphic 5-chromatic graphs, as well as a subcollection of triangulations of the specific form T (1, s, t) that are 4-chromatic. For any tuple (r, s, t), there is a simple formula describing each tuple (r^′, s^′, t^′) such that T (r, s, t) is isomorphic to T (r^′, s^′, t^′) (see [6, 36]), and there are at most 6 such tuples for any (r, s, t). It is also not difficult to see that the loopless multigraphs T (r, s, t) are all 5-choosable. So, in this sense, Theorem 1 covers the 5- choosability of “most” 6-regular toroidal triangulations. Furthermore, among those graphs covered in Theorem 1, the 5-chromatic ones are precisely those isomorphic to T (1, s, 2) for s ≢ 0 (mod 4). Thus, we have:

Corollary 2. If G is isomorphic to T (1, s, 2) for s ≢ 0 (mod 4), s ≥ 9, s ≠ 11, then G is 5- chromatic-choosable, i.e. χ(G) = χ_ℓ(G) = 5. Moreover, a 5-list coloring can be found in linear time.

To the best of our knowledge, the method of proof that we employ is novel, in that we develop a framework that allows us to systematically compare the lists on vertices that are not too far apart, and that allows us to compute the list coloring in an efficient manner. By using the differential information between lists on nearby vertices, we reduce the list configurations that need to be considered. This kind of “list calculus” differs from other list coloring algorithms in the literature, which instead reduce the possible graph configurations by exploiting general structure results on the family of graphs under consideration (minimum girth, edge-width, etc.), while the specific lists on the graphs remain nebulous. Our method of proof could prove fruitful in other areas where a structure theorem—such as Theorem 3 in our case—allows one to shift attention towards the configuration of the lists themselves. We also emphasize that our linear-time algorithm for 5-list coloring these graphs is nearly best possible, since any fixed vertex needs to be “scanned” very few times.

1.3. Related work.

1.3.1. Colorability vs. choosability. Note that it follows from Brooks’s theorem for choosability that any 6-regular toroidal triangulations not isomorphic to K_7 is 6-choosable. Albertson and Hutchinson [2] showed that there is a unique simple graph in this family that is 6-chromatic, which has 11 vertices, and Thomassen [40] later classified all the 5-colorable toroidal graphs. But a precise characterization of all the 5-chromatic 6-regular toroidal triangulations was completed only recently [14, 46, 36]. Our results are the first in this line to attempt to characterize the list colorability of the 6-regular triangulations on the torus.

1.3.2. Choosability of grids. The problem of determining the choice number of 4-regular toroidal m × n grids, for m, n ≥ 3, has been raised by Cai, Wang and Zhu [11]. These graphs are a special case of those satisfying (d, m) = (4, 4). It is easy to show by induction that these grids are all 3-colorable, and the above authors conjecture that they are also 3-choosable. Recent work by Li, Shao, Petrov and Gordeev [29] has nearly determined the choice number of these grids as follows: if mn is even, then the choice number is 3, else it is either 3 or 4. Contrasting this with Theorem 1, we note that both nearly determine the choice number in the sense that the true value of the choice number is either equal to, or one less than, the computed value for each member of the family. However, their result does not a priori give an efficient algorithm for L-coloring the toroidal grids since their proof uses the combinatorial nullstellensatz, whereas our result actually gives a linear time algorithm for L-coloring the toroidal triangulations.

1.3.3. Recent algorithmic advances for list colorings. Dvořák and Kawarabayashi [17] have shown that there exists a polynomial time algorithm for 5-list coloring graphs embedded on a fixed surface. Postle and Thomas [34] have proved that for any surface Σ and every k ∈ {3, 4, 5} there exists a linear time algorithm for determining whether or not an input graph G embedded in Σ and having girth at least 8 − k is k-choosable. In particular, when Σ = S_1 and k = 5, this implies that there is a linear time algorithm for determining whether or not any of the 6-regular triangulations under consideration in this paper are 5-choosable. This work was later extended by Postle in [33], wherein he showed that for each fixed surface Σ there exists a linear time algorithm to find a k-list coloring of a graph G with girth at least 8 − k for k ∈ {3, 4, 5}. Again, when Σ = S_1 and k = 5, this says that there is a linear time algorithm to find a 5-list coloring of a 6-regular triangulation on the torus.

Our results in this paper are stronger than those mentioned above for the class of 6-regular toroidal triangulations. Firstly, the high degree of the polynomial time algorithm in [17] makes it impractical to implement, though the authors suggest that it should likely be possible to reduce the bound enough to make the algorithm practical at least for planar graphs. Secondly, the linear time algorithm in [34] is contingent upon an enumeration of the 6-list critical graphs on the torus. Indeed, the authors show that there are only finitely many 6-list critical graphs on the torus, but a full list of these graphs is not explicitly known, and their bound on the maximum number of vertices any 6-list critical graph on the torus can have is far too large to be amenable to a straightforward enumerative check.^1 Also, their linear time algorithm does not specify an L-coloring in the case when the graph is L-choosable for a given list assignment L. Thirdly, the linear time algorithm in [33] first requires a brute-force computation of the list colorings for any such list assignment on graphs of “small” order. However, the bound on the sizes of these small graphs is far too large to be computationally feasible, which makes the algorithm itself of mostly theoretical interest, as noted in a recent work by Dvořák and Postle [19].

This is in contrast with the results in this paper, wherein the 5-choosable graphs identified in Theorem 1 can also be given 5-list colorings in linear time, unlike as in [34]. Furthermore, the non- 3-choosability of the 3-chromatic graphs T (r, s, t) is not covered by the results in [34] since these graphs have girth equal to 3, whereas their algorithm for 3-list coloring is applicable only for graphs having girth at least 5. Lastly, our proof of Theorem 1 supplies an implementable algorithm for 5-list coloring all the toroidal graphs under consideration without the need for running a brute-force check on any of them, in contrast with [33].

Structure of this paper. In Section 2, we setup the necessary preliminary material; in particular, Lemmas 7 and 8 will be used at several points in the rest of the paper. In Section 3, we prove a succession of technical lemmas to prepare the proof of Theorem 1 in case (1). The proof of this case is completed in Section 4. In Section 5, we prove cases (2) and (3) of Theorem 1. In Section 6, we prove case (4) of Theorem 1. In Section 7, we analyze the remaining cases not covered by Theorem 1 and conclude with some conjectures concerning their choosability.

2. Preliminaries

Altshuler [7] showed that every 6-regular toroidal triangulation G can be described as a regular triangulation obtained from an r × s toroidal grid in which the edges between the first and last column are connected by a shift of t vertices. Concretely:

Definition 1. For integers r ≥ 1, s ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ s − 1, take V = {(i, j) : 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ s} to be the vertex set of the graph T (r, s, t) equipped with the following edges.

• For each 1 < i < r, (i, j) is adjacent to (i, j ± 1), (i ± 1, j) and (i ± 1, j ∓ 1).

• If r > 1, (1, j) is adjacent to (1, j ± 1), (2, j), (2, j − 1), (r, j + t + 1) and (r, j + t).

• If r > 1, (r, j) is adjacent to (r, j ± 1), (r − 1, j + 1), (r − 1, j), (1, j − t) and (1, j − t − 1).

• If r = 1, (1, j) is adjacent to (1, j ± 1), (1, j ± t) and (1, j ± (t + 1)).

Here, addition in the first coordinate is taken modulo r and in the second coordinate is taken modulo s. Fig. 1 depicts the graph G = T (5, 6, 2); note that the edges between the top and bottom rows are not shown in this and all subsequent figures.

It is clear that each T (r, s, t) is a 6-regular triangulation of the torus. Altshuler’s theorem says that these are all the 6-regular triangulations on the torus up to isomorphism (similar constructions also appear in [31, 39]).

1It is worth contrasting this with the corresponding colorability problem: while Thomassen [42] has shown that

for every fixed surface there are only finitely many 6-critical graphs that embed on that surface, explicit lists of these 6-critical graphs are known only for the projective plane [1], the torus [40] and the Klein bottle [12, 25].

(1, 1) (1, 1)

(1, 2) (1, 2)

(1, 3) (1, 3)

(1, 4) (1, 4)

(1, 5)

(1, 5)

(1, 6)

(1, 6)

(2, 1)

(2, 6)

(3, 1)

(3, 6)

(4, 1)

(4, 6)

(5, 1)

(5, 6)

Figure 1. G = T (5, 6, 2)

Theorem 3 (Altshuler [7], 1973). Every 6-regular triangulation on the torus is isomorphic to T (r, s, t) for some integers r ≥ 1, s ≥ 1, and 0 ≤ t < s.

Altshuler also showed [6, 7] that through every vertex v of T (r, s, t) there are three normal circuits, which are the simple cycles obtained by traversing through v along each of the three directions (vertical, horizontal, and diagonal) in the natural fashion. These normal circuits have lengths s, n/ gcd(s, t), and n/ gcd(s, r + t), respectively, where n = rs is the order of T (r, s, t).

By picking a different normal circuit to be represented as the vertical cycle, one can see that there exist 0 ≤ t_1 < n/ gcd(s, t) and 0 ≤ t_2 < n/ gcd(s, r + t) such that T (r, s, t) is isomorphic to T ( gcd(s, t), n/ gcd(s, t), t_1 ) as well as to T ( gcd(s, r + t), n/ gcd(s, r + t), t_2 ) . Similarly, by swapping the horizontal and diagonal normal circuits, one can see that T (r, s, t) is isomorphic to T (r, s, t^′) for 0 ≤ t^′ < s such that t^′ ≡ −r − t (mod s).

We shall use the notation C_i, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r, to denote the induced subgraph of T (r, s, t) on the ith column of T (r, s, t), that is, on the set of vertices {(i, j) : 1 ≤ j ≤ s}. Note that each C_i is a cycle of length s when r ≥ 2, s ≥ 3.

The following lemma is useful in simplifying arguments through the use of symmetry:

Lemma 4. Let r ≥ 1, s ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ s − 1. The map (i, j) → (r − i + 1, s − j + 1) on V ( T (r, s, t) ) induces an automorphism of T (r, s, t).

In particular, this automorphism reverses the ordering of the rows (as well as of the columns).

For integers r, s ≥ 3, define the cylindrical triangulation C(r, s) to be the graph obtained from T (r + 1, s, 0) by deleting the column C_{r+1}. More formally, let V ( C(r, s) ) := {(i, j) : 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ s} and let E ( C(r, s) ) contain the following edges:

• For 1 < i < r, let (i, j) be adjacent to (i, j ± 1), (i ± 1, j) and (i ± 1, j ∓ 1).

• Let (1, j) be adjacent to (1, j ± 1), (2, j) and (2, j − 1).

• Let (r, j) be adjacent to (r, j ± 1), (r − 1, j + 1) and (r − 1, j).

Again, addition in the second coordinate is taken modulo s. Note that every interior vertex of C(r, s), that is, any vertex (i, j) with 1 < j < r, has degree 6 and every exterior vertex of C(r, s), that is, any vertex (i, j) with j = 1 or j = r, has degree 4.

By an abuse of notation, we shall use C_i to denote the induced subgraph on the ith column of C(r, s), too. Note that if we delete any column of the graph T (r + 1, s, t) for any 0 ≤ t ≤ s − 1, we still get a graph isomorphic to C(r, s).

We will need the following theorem on finding matchings in regular bipartite graphs.

Definition 2. A matching in a graph G = (V, E) is a subset M of E such that no two edges in M have a common vertex. A matching is said to be perfect if every vertex v ∈ V belongs to some edge in the matching.

Theorem 5 (Cole–Ost–Schirra [13], 2001). Let G = (V, E) be a regular bipartite graph. Then, a perfect matching M of G can be found in O(|E|) time.

We make the following definition which will simplify some of the terminology in the proofs that follow.

Definition 3. Let L be a list assignment on a graph G = (V, E). If, in a partial L-coloring of G, a vertex v ∈ V is colored with c ∈ L_v, then the color c is no longer available for use on the uncolored neighbors of v. So, the color c is removed from the lists of the neighbors of v, and we do this for each vertex colored in this partial L-coloring of G. The new lists on G are also called the residual lists on G, and we shall say that the list on an uncolored vertex u reduces by k if the residual list on u is a (|L_u| − k)-list.

The following well-known lemma, due to Bondy–Bopanna–Siegel [5, Remark 2.4], gives an algorithmic proof of the theorem of Alon and Tarsi [5] in the case when G is given an orientation containing no odd directed cycle. For the sake of completeness, we provide a proof of this lemma along the lines in [45].

Definition 4. Let G be a digraph, and v → w be an edge of G. We also call w the successor of v, and v the predecessor of w. A kernel of G is an independent set S such that every v ∉ S has a successor in S.

Lemma 6 (Bondy–Bopanna–Siegel [5, Remark 2.4], 1992). Let G = (V, E) be a simple graph that is given an orientation containing no odd directed cycle. Suppose L is a list assignment on G such that L_v is an (outdegree(v) + 1)-list for all v ∈ V . Then, G is L-choosable.

Proof. If |V | = 1, then the statement is trivial, so suppose that |V | = n > 1, and that the lemma is true for all graphs with fewer than n vertices. Let c be a color that occurs in some list assigned by L. Consider the induced subgraph H on the set U := {v ∈ V : c ∈ L_v}. Clearly, the induced orientation on H also does not have any odd directed cycle. Now, Richardson’s theorem [35] says that any digraph without odd directed cycles has a kernel, so let S be a kernel in H. Assign the color c to every vertex in S, and now consider G^′ := G − S. Notice that the residual lists have reduced in size by 1 for every list on U − S, but every vertex in U − S also has a successor in S. Thus, G^′ satisfies the induction hypothesis, and we are done. □

One can find in the literature [32, 38] proofs of Richardson’s theorem that output a kernel in polynomial time. However, the graphs that we consider have enough structure that they permit straightforward linear time algorithms for finding a kernel (cf. Lemmas 7 and 15).

We will often need to color paths and cycles in T (r, s, t) and C(r, s), so we compile well-known results (see [20], for instance) on the colorability of these graphs in the following lemma. Moreover, from Lemma 6 and the above comments, we can give linear time algorithms for L-coloring these graphs.

Lemma 7.

(1) An even cycle is 2-list chromatic.

(2) An odd cycle is not 2-colorable, and hence not 2-choosable. However, if L is a list assignment of 2-lists on an odd cycle such that not all the lists are identical, then the cycle is L-choosable.

(3) If L is a list assignment on an odd cycle having one 1-list, one 3-list, and all the rest as 2-lists, then the cycle is L-choosable.

(4) If L is a list assignment on a path graph having one 1-list, and all the rest as 2-lists, then the path is L-choosable.

Moreover, the L-colorings can all be found in linear time.

The following lemma, due to S. Sinha (during an undergraduate research internship with the first author), is in a similar spirit to Thomassen’s list coloring of a near-triangulation of the plane [41], and it will be repeatedly invoked in the proof of case (1) in Theorem 1.

Lemma 8. For r ≥ 3, s ≥ 3, let G = C(r, s) be a cylindrical triangulation. Suppose that L is a list assignment on G such that:

(1) there exists 1 ≤ j ≤ s such that the exterior vertices (1, j) and (1, j − 1) have lists of size equal to 4;

(2) every other exterior vertex has a list of size equal to 3;

(3) every interior vertex has a list of size equal to 5.

Then, G is L-choosable. Moreover, an L-coloring can be found in linear time.

Proof. By Lemma 7, there is a proper coloring of C_r since it is assigned 3-lists under L. Since every vertex of C_{r−1} is adjacent to exactly two vertices of C_r, a proper coloring of C_r reduces the 5-lists on C_{r−1} to 3-lists.

Thus, by inductively coloring the columns of C(r, s) from the right, we may assume without loss of generality that r = 3. We also assume without loss of generality that the lists of size equal to 4 are on the vertices (1, s − 1) and (1, s) in the column C_1. Now, color (2, s) with c ∈ L_{(2,s)} \ L_{(1,s)}, which exists since C_2 has 5-lists. This reduces the sizes of the lists on each of the neighbors of (2, s) by 1, except for L_{(1,s)}, which still has size equal to 4. Now, C_3 has 3-lists on every vertex, except for (3, s)

3 3 3 3 3 4 5 5 5 5 (a) 3 3 4 24 2 4 c 5 4 2 (b) 3333 4 2 2 2 (c) 23 43 13 32 (d) 334 3 21 2 (e)

43212 (f) 321 (g) Figure 2. Illustration of the sizes of the lists on the vertices at each step for G = C(3, 5)

and (3, s − 1), which have 2-lists. So, properly color C_3 using Lemma 7. Then, color the remaining vertices in a zigzag fashion from the bottom row, coloring (1, s) last, in the following order: (1, 1), (2, 1), (1, 2), (2, 2), . . . , (1, j), (2, j), . . . , (1, s − 2), (2, s − 2), (2, s − 1), (1, s − 1), (1, s).

A proper coloring can always be found by coloring the vertices in the above sequence for the following reason. After coloring C_3, the list sizes on the remaining vertices are as follows: (1, s) and (1, s − 1) have 4-lists, (1, 1), (2, 1) and (2, s − 1) have 2-lists, and all other vertices have 3-lists. So, color the vertex (1, 1) using a color from its list, and the list sizes then are as follows: (1, s − 1) has a 4-list, (1, 2) and (2, s − 1) have 2-lists, (2, 1) has a 1-list, and all other vertices have 3-lists. Next, color (2, 1) using a color from its list, and observe that the next vertex that is to be colored in the sequence always has at least one color left in its list. The last three vertices left to be colored are in a 3-cycle, with lists of sizes at least 1, 2 and 3. This cycle is properly colorable by Lemma 7, so this completes the proof.

It is clear from the proof that this algorithm produces an L-coloring in linear time. Fig. 2 illustrates the sizes of the lists at each step of the above coloring sequence for the graph G = C(3, 5). □

3. Preparation for the proof of case (1) in Theorem 1

For r ≥ 4, s ≥ 3 and 0 ≤ t ≤ s − 1, let G := T (r, s, t). Fix L to be a list assignment on G of lists of size equal to 5. We start be eliminating the trivial case: if all the lists of L are identical, then G is L-choosable because G is 5-colorable [40]. Moreover, a 5-coloring can be found in linear time: see [14, 36, 46].

For a vertex (i, j) ∈ C_i, let its left neighbors be the two adjacent vertices in C_{i−1}, its right neighbors be the two adjacent vertices in C_{i+1}, and its vertical neighbors be the two adjacent vertices in C_i. We shall repeatedly invoke Lemma 8 to cut down on the possible choices for the lists assigned by L, until it becomes simple enough to directly specify a proper coloring.

Lemma 9. Suppose that not all the lists in L are identical. If there is a vertex v ∈ V (G) such that its list is not contained in the union of the lists of its two left neighbors, then G is L-choosable in linear time.

Proof. Choose a color for v that is not in the list of either left neighbor of v, and extend the coloring to the cycle C_i containing v by Lemma 7. Then, we are left to color a graph isomorphic to C(r − 1, s) equipped with lists whose sizes satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 8. Hence, the coloring on C_i extends to a proper coloring of G in linear time by Lemma 8, and so we are done. □

Note that by Lemma 4 the above lemma is also true when “left neighbors” is replaced by “right neighbors” in the statement. Thus, it suffices to assume that the list assignment L satisfies the following criterion:

(i) Not all the lists in L are identical, and for every vertex (i, j) ∈ V (G), L_{(i,j)} ⊆ L_{(i−1,j)} ∪ L_{(i−1,j+1)} and L_{(i,j)} ⊆ L_{(i+1,j)} ∪ L_{(i+1,j−1)}.

In particular, we may assume that no column has identical lists, for if C_i has identical lists, then so do C_{i−1} and C_{i+1} by criterion (i), so all the lists in L are identical by induction, a contradiction.

Lemma 10. Suppose that L satisfies criterion (i).

(1) Let (i, j), (i, j − 1) ∈ V (G) have distinct lists. Suppose one of the following conditions holds:

(a) L_{(i,j)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j+1)} and L_{(i,j−1)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j−1)};

(b) L_{(i,j)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j+1)} and L_{(i,j−1)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j)}; (c) L_{(i,j)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j)} and L_{(i,j−1)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j−1)}. Then, G is L-choosable in linear time.

(2) Suppose u, v ∈ V (G) are adjacent vertices lying on distinct columns such that L_u = L_v. If for every vertex w ∈ V (G) that is adjacent to both u and v we have L_w ≠ L_u, then G is L-choosable in linear time.

(3) Let (i, j) ∈ V (G) be a vertex such that both its left neighbors have lists identical to L_{(i,j)}.

Suppose that L_{(i,j)} ≠ L_{(i,j+1)} and L_{(i,j)} ≠ L_{(i,j−1)}. Then, G is L-choosable in linear time.

Proof.

(1) (a) Choose a color for (i−1, j +1) from L_{(i−1,j+1)} \L_{(i,j)}, for (i−1, j −1) from L_{(i−1,j−1)} \ L_{(i,j−1)}, and extend this to a proper coloring of C_{i−1} by Lemma 7. Then, we are in the scenario of Lemma 8, and so we are done.

(b) Choose a color c for (i−1, j) from L_{(i−1,j)} \L_{(i,j−1)}. By criterion (i), c ∈ L_{(i,j)}, so there exists a color d (≠ c) ∈ L_{(i−1,j+1)} \ L_{(i,j)}. Color (i − 1, j + 1) with d and extend this to a proper coloring of C_{i−1} by Lemma 7. Then, we are in the scenario of Lemma 8, and so we are done.

(c) This is similar to the proof of Lemma 10(1)(b) above. Choose a color c for (i − 1, j) from L_{(i−1,j)} \ L_{(i,j)}. By criterion (i), c ∈ L_{(i,j−1)}, so there exists a color d (≠ c) ∈ L_{(i−1,j−1)} \ L_{(i,j−1)}. Color (i − 1, j − 1) with d and extend this to a proper coloring of C_{i−1} by Lemma 7. Then, we are in the scenario of Lemma 8, and so we are done.

(2) Suppose u = (i, j) and v = (i − 1, j), Then, neither (i − 1, j + 1) nor (i, j − 1) has a list identical to L_u. But then we are in the scenario of Lemma 10(1)(b), so G is L-choosable in linear time. Similarly, let u = (i, j − 1) and w = (i − 1, j), Then, neither (i − 1, j − 1) nor (i, j) has a list identical to L_u. But then we are in the scenario of Lemma 10(1)(c), so again G is L-choosable in linear time.

(3) Choose a color for (i, j + 1) from L_{(i,j+1)} \ L_{(i−1,j+1)}, for (i, j − 1) from L_{(i,j−1)} \ L_{(i−1,j)}, and extend this to a proper coloring of C_i by Lemma 7. Then, we are in the scenario of Lemma 8, so we are done. □ Note that, by Lemma 4, Lemma 10(1) is also true when the list assignment L instead satisfies one of three analogous conditions relating the lists on (i, j) and (i, j − 1) with their right neighbors, and Lemma 10(3) is also true when “left neighbors” is replaced by “right neighbors” in the statement.

Thus, in addition to criterion (i), we may also assume the following criteria:

(ii) Whenever (i, j) and (i, j − 1) have distinct lists assigned by L, one of the following three configurations holds:

(a) L_{(i,j)} = L_{(i−1,j+1)} and L_{(i,j−1)} = L_{(i−1,j−1)};

(b) L_{(i,j)} = L_{(i−1,j+1)} = L_{(i−1,j)} and L_{(i,j−1)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j−1)};

(c) L_{(i,j)} ≠ L_{(i−1,j+1)} and L_{(i,j−1)} = L_{(i−1,j)} = L_{(i−1,j−1)}.

(iii) whenever u and v are adjacent vertices on distinct columns with L_u = L_v, there is a vertex w adjacent to both u and v such that L_w = L_u = L_v.

(iv) whenever u, v and w are mutually adjacent vertices having identical lists, with v and w lying on the same column, at least one of the vertical neighbors of u has a list identical to L_u.

The configurations (a) to (c) in criterion (ii) are illustrated in Fig. 3. By Lemma 4, we also assume one of three analogous configurations holds for the lists on the right neighbors of (i, j) and

L_2 L_1

L_2L_1 C_{i−1}C_i (a)

L_3L_1 L_1

L_2L_1 C_{i−1}C_i (b)

L_2L_2 L_3

L_2L_1 C_{i−1}C_i (c)

Figure 3. Illustrations of configurations (a) to (c) in criterion (ii)

(i, j − 1) under the hypothesis of criterion (ii), but for the sake of brevity we avoid listing them explicitly.

We now make the following definitions. For a list L, define the list-class of L in G, denoted G[L], to be induced subgraph of G on those vertices v such that L_v = L. Let L ∈ L and let H be a (maximal connected) component of G[L]. If V (H) is a singleton, we call H an isolated component, else we call H a nonisolated component.

Lemma 11. Suppose that L satisfies criteria (i) to (iv).

(1) Let H be an isolated component of a list-class G[L], with V (H) = {(i, j)}. Then, there are distinct lists L^′, L^{′′} ∈ L such that L_{(i−1,j+1)} = L_{(i,j+1)} = L_{(i+1,j+1)} = L_{(i+1,j)} = L^′ and L_{(i−1,j)} = L_{(i−1,j−1)} = L_{(i,j−1)} = L_{(i+1,j−1)} = L^{′′}. (2) Let H be a nonisolated component of a list-class G[L], with v ∈ V (H). Then, at least one vertical neighbor of v also belongs to V (H).

Proof.

(1) Since (i, j) belongs to an isolated component of G[L], the lists on its vertical neighbors are distinct from L. Let L_{(i,j+1)} = L^′ and L_{(i,j−1)} = L^{′′}. By applying criterion (ii) on the vertices (i, j) and (i, j − 1) with respect to their left neighbors, we see that only configuration (b) can hold, else (i, j) will not belong to an isolated component. Thus, L_{(i−1,j)} = L_{(i−1,j−1)} = L^{′′} and L_{(i,j+1)} ≠ L.

Now, if L_{(i−1,j)} ≠ L^′, then we can apply criterion (ii) on the vertices (i − 1, j + 1) and (i − 1, j) with respect to their right neighbors, and we see that none of the analogues of configurations (a) to (c) hold, a contradiction. Hence, L_{(i−1,j)} = L^′.

Next, by Lemma 4, we also get L_{(i+1,j+1)} = L_{(i+1,j)} = L^′ and L_{(i,j−1)} = L^{′′}.

Lastly, if L^′ = L^{′′}, then we will also have L = L^′ by criterion (i), a contradiction.

L^{′′}L′′ L^′ L^{′′}L L^′ L^{′′}L′ L^′ C_{i−1}C_iC_{i+1} Figure 4. The configuration of an isolated component in Lemma 11(1)

(2) Since v is assumed to belong to a nonisolated component H of some list-class G[L], let u ∈ V (H) with u adjacent to v. If u lies in the same column as v, then we are done, so assume that u and v lie in distinct columns. Then, by criterion (iii), there is a vertex w adjacent to both u and v such that w ∈ V (H). If w lies in the same column as v, then we are done, so assume that v and w lie in distinct columns. Then, u and w lie on the same column, so by criterion (iv) at least one of the vertical neighbors of v also belongs to V (H). □ The configuration in Lemma 11(1) is illustrated in Fig. 4. Note that Lemma 11(2) implies that for every v ∈ V (H), where H is a nonisolated component of some list-class G[L], at least one left neighbor and one right neighbor of v also belongs to V (H), by criterion (i). Hence, Lemma 11(2) can be applied inductively on vertices across columns, starting from any v ∈ V (H). Thus, if (i, j) and (i, j − 1) are adjacent vertices in the column C_i with distinct lists, then using Lemma 11, we can pin down the possible list configurations on the nearby vertices in the columns C_{i+1} and C_{i+2} to a manageable number, as follows.

Lemma 12. Suppose that L satisfies criteria (i) to (iv). Let (i, j + 1), (i, j) ∈ V (G) have distinct lists L_1, L_2, respectively, and suppose that neither vertex belongs to an isolated component. Then, one of the following configurations holds:

(I) The vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j + 2, j + 1, and have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1.

(II) The vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k − 1) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j + 2, j + 1, and have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1.

(III) The vertices (i, k), (i+1, k −1) and (i+2, k −1) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j +2, j +1, and have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1.

(IV) The vertices (i, k), (i+1, k −1) and (i+2, k −2) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j +2, j +1, and have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1.

(V) The vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j + 2, j + 1, the vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k − 1) have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1, and the vertex (i + 2, j) belongs to an isolated component of some list-class G[L_3], where L_3 ≠ L_1 and L_3 ≠ L_2.

(VI) The vertices (i, k), (i+1, k −1) and (i+2, k −1) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j +2, j +1, the vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k − 1) and (i + 2, k − 2) have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1, and the vertex (i + 2, j − 1) belongs to an isolated component of some list-class G[L_3], where L_3 ≠ L_1 and L_3 ≠ L_2.

(VII) The vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k − 1) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j + 2, j + 1, the vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k − 1) and (i + 2, k − 1) have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1, and the vertex (i + 1, j) belongs to an isolated component of some list-class G[L_3], where L_3 ≠ L_1 and L_3 ≠ L_2.

Proof. We start with L_{(i,j+1)} = L_1 and L_{(i,j)} = L_2. By Lemma 11(2), this implies that L_{(i,j+2)} = L_1 and L_{(i,j−1)} = L_2. By criterion (i), L_{(i+1,j+1)} = L_1 and L_{(i+1,j−1)} = L_2. Now, again by Lemma 11(2), we have three cases:

(1) L_{(i+1,j+2)} = L_1 and L_{(i+1,j)} = L_2;

(2) L_{(i+1,j)} = L_1 and L_{(i+1,j−2)} = L_2;

(3) L_{(i+1,j+2)} = L_1, L_{(i+1,j−2)} = L_2 and L_{(i+1,j)} = L_3 where L_1 ≠ L_3 and L_2 ≠ L_3. In particular, by Lemma 11(2), (i+1, j) must belong to an isolated component of the list-class G[L_3].

We consider each of these cases in turn.

First, suppose case (1) holds. Then, by criterion (i), L_{(i+2,j+1)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−1)} = L_2. Then, again by Lemma 11(2), we have three cases:

• L_{(i+2,j+2)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j)} = L_2. This is configuration (I).

• L_{(i+2,j)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−2)} = L_2. This is configuration (II).

• L_{(i+2,j+2)} = L_1, L_{(i+2,j−2)} = L_2 and L_{(i+2,j)} = L_3 where L_1 ≠ L_3 and L_2 ≠ L_3. In particular, by Lemma 11(2), (i+2, j) must belong to an isolated component of the list-class G[L_3]. This is configuration (V).

Next, suppose case (2) holds. Then, by criterion (i), L_{(i+2,j)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−2)} = L_2. Again by Lemma 11(2), we have three cases:

• L_{(i+2,j+1)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−1)} = L_2. This is configuration (III).

• L_{(i+2,j−1)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−3)} = L_2. This is configuration (IV).

• L_{(i+2,j+1)} = L_1, L_{(i+2,j−3)} = L_2 and L_{(i+2,j−1)} = L_3 where L_1 ≠ L_3 and L_2 ≠ L_3. In particular, by Lemma 11(2), (i + 2, j − 1) must belong to an isolated component of the list-class G[L_3]. This is configuration (VI).

Lastly, suppose case (3) holds. Then, by Lemma 11(1), L_{(i+2,j+1)} = L_{(i+2,j)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−1)} = L_2. By Lemma 11(2), we also have L_{(i+2,j−2)} = L_2. This is configuration (VII). □

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1 C_iC_{i+1} C_{i+2} (I) L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1 C_iC_{i+1} C_{i+2} (II)

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1 C_iC_{i+1} C_{i+2} (III)

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1 C_iC_{i+1} C_{i+2} (IV)

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_3L_1 L_1 C_iC_{i+1} C_{i+2} (V)

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_3L_1 L_1 C_iC_{i+1} C_{i+2} (VI)

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_3L_1 L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1 C_iC_{i+1} C_{i+2} (VII)

Figure 5. Illustration of the configurations of Lemma 12

Lemma 13. Suppose that L satisfies criteria (i) to (iv). Let (i, j + 1), (i, j) and (i, j − 1) have

mutually distinct lists L_1, L_3 and L_2, respectively, and suppose that (i, j) corresponds to an isolated

component in G[L_3]. Then, one of the following configurations holds:

(VIII) The vertices (i, k), (i+1, k −1) and (i+2, k −1) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j +2, j +1,

the vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k) have lists identical to L_2 for k = j − 1, j − 2.

(IX) The vertices (i, k), (i+1, k −1) and (i+2, k −2) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j +2, j +1,

the vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k − 1) have lists identical to L_2 for k = j, j − 1.

(X) The vertices (i, k), (i+1, k −1) and (i+2, k −1) have lists identical to L_1 for k = j +2, j +1,

the vertices (i, k), (i + 1, k) and (i + 2, k − 1) have lists identical to L_2 for k = j − 1, j − 2,

L_2L_2 L_3L_1 L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1 C_iC_{i+1}C_{i+2}

(VIII)

L_2L_2 L_3L_1 L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

C_iC_{i+1}C_{i+2}

(IX)

L_2L_2 L_3L_1 L_1

L_2L_2 L_1L_1

L_2L_2 L_4L_1 L_1 C_iC_{i+1}C_{i+2} (X) Figure 6. Illustration of the configurations of Lemma 13

and the vertex (i + 2, j − 1) belongs to an isolated component of some list-class G[L_4], where L_1 ≠ L_4 and L_2 ≠ L_4, but L_4 may be identical to L_3.

Proof. We start with L_{(i,j+1)} = L_1, L_{(i,j)} = L_3 and L_{(i,j−1)} = L_2, with (i, j) belonging to an isolated component of the list-class G[L_3]. By Lemma 11(2), we have L_{(i,j+2)} = L_1 and L_{(i,j−2)} = L_2. By Lemma 11(1), we have L_{(i+1,j+1)} = L_{(i+1,j)} = L_1 and L_{(i+1,j−1)} = L_2. By Lemma 11(2), we also have L_{(i+1,j−2)} = L_2. By criterion (i), this implies that L_{(i+2,j)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−2)} = L_2. Now, again by Lemma 11(2), we have the following three cases:

• L_{(i+2,j)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−2)} = L_2. This is configuration (VIII).

• L_{(i+2,j−1)} = L_1 and L_{(i+2,j−3)} = L_2. This is configuration (IX).

• L_{(i+2,j+1)} = L_1, L_{(i+2,j−3)} = L_2 and L_{(i+2,j−1)} = L_4 where L_1 ≠ L_4 and L_2 ≠ L_4. In particular, by Lemma 11(2), (i + 2, j − 1) must belong to an isolated component of the list-class G[L_4]. This is configuration (X). Note that L_4 may be identical to L_3. □

These configurations are listed in Fig. 5 and 6.

We are now in a position to complete the proof of case (1) in Theorem 1.

4. Proof of case (1) in Theorem 1

By the results in Section 3, it suffices to assume that the list assignment L on G satisfies criteria (i) to (iv), and that, in particular, Lemma 13 holds. Suppose (i, j + 1), (i, j) and (i, j − 1) are three vertices in the column C_i that satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 13. Then, the vertices (i + 1, j) and (i+1, j −1) in the column C_{i+1}, as well as the vertices (i−1, j +1) and (i−1, j) in the column C_{i−1}, satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 12. Thus, there always exists a column that has a pair of adjacent vertices that satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 12, which we shall now take to be C_1 without loss of generality. Furthermore, without loss of generality, let (1, s) and (1, s − 1) satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 12.

Now, the first step of our algorithm to find an L-coloring—which we elaborate on below—is to properly color C_1. Then, the lists on C_r all reduce to 3-lists, so C_r can be properly colored by Lemma 8. This in turn causes the lists on C_{r−1} to reduce to 3-lists. Thus, we can inductively color the columns from the right using Lemma 8 until we are only left to color the columns C_2, C_3 and C_4. Thus, it suffices to assume without loss of generality that r = 4.

Fix 1 ≤ j ≤ s. We start with a few straightforward observations:

(A) If L_{(1,j)} = L_{(2,j)} = L_{(2,j−1)}, then any choice of color for (1, j) will reduce the sizes of L_{(2,j)} and L_{(2,j−1)} by 1 each. Similarly, if L_{(1,j)} = L_{(1,j−1)} = L_{(2,j−1)}, then any proper coloring of (1, j) and (1, j − 1) will reduce the size of L_{(2,j−1)} by 2.

(B) Consider the vertices (1, j), (2, j), (2, j − 1) and (3, j − 1). Suppose that a color c ∈ L_{(1,j)} has been chosen for (1, j), so the sizes of L_{(2,j)} and L_{(2,j−1)} have potentially reduced by 1 each. Now, if c ∈ L_{(3,j−1)} too, then coloring (3, j − 1) with the color c does not reduce the sizes of the residual lists on (2, j) and (2, j − 1) any further.

(C) Suppose that L_{(1,j)} ∩ L_{(3,j−1)} = ∅. If (1, j) is an isolated vertex, then (1, j + 1), (1, j), and (1, j − 1) satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 13, and moreover these vertices must be in configuration (X). If (1, j) is not an isolated vertex, then either (1, j) and (1, j − 1) satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 12, or (1, j + 1) and (1, j) satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 12, or L_{(1,j+1)} = L_{(1,j)} = L_{(1,j−1)}. If the first case holds, then (1, j) and (1, j − 1) must be in configuration (I); if the second case holds, then (1, j + 1) and (1, j) must be in configuration (IV); the third case is impossible, since by repeated application of criterion (i) we must have L_{(1,j)} = L_{(3,j−1)}.

Furthermore, in the case when (1, j) is an isolated vertex, choosing a color for (1, j) from L_{(1,j)} \ L_{(2,j)} and for (3, j − 1) from L_{(3,j−1)} \ L_{(2,j−1)} will reduce the sizes of L_{(2,j)} and L_{(2,j−1)} by 1 each. Note that such choices are possible by criterion (i) and Lemma 11(1). In the other cases, any choice of color for (1, j) and for (3, j − 1) will reduce the sizes of L_{(2,j)} and L_{(2,j−1)} only by 1 each.

These observations are crucial for step 1 of the following two-step coloring algorithm:

1. Properly color C_1 and a set J of alternate vertices in C_3 such that the reduced list sizes on C_2 are as follows: one vertex in C_2 has a 4-list and every other vertex in C_2 has a 3-list.

2. Properly color C_4, then the remaining vertices in C_3, and finally C_2.

3 3 3 3 3 3 4 5 5 5 5 3 3 3 2 2 2 4 3 3 3 3 3 34 1 1 1 2 2 23 Figure 7. Illustration of the sizes of the lists on the columns C_2, C_3 and C_4 in step 2 when s = 6 and I is colored in step 1

Assume for the moment that step 1 has been completed. Then, step 2 can be completed by repeatedly invoking Lemma 7 as follows.

As we shall see when we elaborate on step 1, we may assume that the 4-list in the column C_2 is on the vertex (2, s − 1), and that the rest of the vertices in C_2 have 3-lists. Also, the set J will turn out to be either I := {(3, s−2k+2) : k = 1, . . . , ⌊s/2⌋} or I^′ := {(3, s−2k+1) : k = 1, . . . , ⌊s/2⌋}.

Now, the sizes of the lists on the remaining vertices of C_3 after the completion of step 1 are as follows: the vertices of C_3 that remain to be colored all have 3-lists; moreover, when s is odd, the vertices (3, 1) and (3, 2) each have a 4-list when the set I is colored in step 1, and the vertices (3, 1) and (3, s) each have a 4-list when the set I^′ is colored in step 1.

Next, the sizes of the lists on the column C_4 are as follows: each vertex in C_4 has a 2-list; moreover, when s is odd, the vertex (4, 1) has 3-list when the set I is colored in step 1, and the vertex (4, s) has a 3-list when the set I^′ is colored in step 1.

Thus, regardless of the parity of s, properly color the column C_4 using Lemma 7. This reduces the sizes of each of the remaining lists on C_3 by 2. Again by Lemma 7, regardless of the parity of s, properly color the remaining vertices in the column C_3. This reduces the list sizes on C_2 as follows. When s is even, each list on C_2 is reduced in size by 1. When s is odd, each list is reduced in size by 1, but for the following exception: if I is colored in step 1, then the list on (2, 2) is reduced in size by 2, and if I^′ is colored in step 1, then the list on (2, 1) is reduced in size by 2. In either case, properly color C_2 using Lemma 7. This completes step 2.

Fig. 7 and 8 illustrate the sizes of the lists in step 2 when s is even and odd, respectively, assuming that the set I is colored in step 1. The edges between the top and bottom rows are not shown in these figures.

We now describe step 1. If (1, s) and (1, s − 1) are in any configuration other than (IV) and (VI), then take J = I, and if (1, s) and (1, s − 1) are in configuration (IV) or (VI), then take J = I^′,

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 5 5 5 5 5 3 3 3 3 2 2 2 4 344 3 3 3 3 3 34 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 3 Figure 8. Illustration of the sizes of the lists on the columns C_2, C_3 and C_4 in step 2 when s = 7 and I is colored in step 1

where the sets I and I^′ are as defined earlier in the description of step 2. From observations (A) to (C), every vertex in C_2 can have a 3-list at the end of step 1 if for every (3, j) ∈ J, either L_{(1,j+1)} ∩ L_{(3,j)} = ∅, or (1, j + 1) and (3, j) are assigned the same color. Clearly, if the lists on (1, j +1) and (3, j) are identical, then for any assignment of a color on (1, j +1) we can pick the same color for (3, j). On the other hand, if the lists on (1, j + 1) and (3, j) are distinct but not disjoint, then we need to ensure that the color assigned on (1, j + 1) belongs to L_{(1,j+1)} ∩ L_{(3,j)}.

So, call the pair of vertices (1, j + 1), (3, j) to be a good pair if either L_{(1,j+1)} = L_{(3,j)}, or L_{(1,j+1)} ∩ L_{(3,j)} = ∅ and (1, j + 2), (1, j + 1), and (1, j) are not in configuration (X). Define A to be the set of all pairs (1, j + 1), (3, j) that are not good pairs. We now carry out step 1 in three stages. In the first stage, we shall color the vertices in A. In the second stage, we color the vertices (1, s) and (1, s − 1) in such a way that the list on (2, s − 1) reduces to a 4-list. Finally, we color the remaining vertices of the column C_1, followed by the remaining vertices in J.

Now, for the first stage. Suppose (3, j) ∈ A. If the lists on (1, j + 1) and (3, j) are distinct but not disjoint, then choose a common color for (1, j + 1) and (3, j) from L_{(1,j+1)} ∩ L_{(3,j)}. Otherwise, we have that the lists on (1, j + 1) and (3, j) are disjoint and the vertices (1, j + 2), (1, j + 1) and (1, j) are in configuration (X). In this case, choose a color for (1, j + 1) from L_{(1,j+1)} \ L_{(2,j+1)} and for (3, j) from L_{(3,j)} \ L_{(2,j)}.

Note that our choice of J ensures that the vertices (1, 1), (1, s), (1, s − 1) and (1, s − 2) are not colored in the first stage above (cf. Fig. 5). So, for the second stage, pick colors for (1, s) and (1, s − 1) as follows:

• If (1, s) and (1, s − 1) are in any of the configurations (I) to (IV), then choose a color for (1, s) from L_{(1,s)} \ L_{(1,s−1)} and for (1, s − 1) from L_{(1,s−1)} \ L_{(1,s)}.

• If (1, s) and (1, s−1) are in configuration (V), choose a color for (1, s) from L_{(1,s)} ∩L_{(3,s−1)} \ L_{(1,s−1)} (this can be done because of criterion (i) and Lemma LI:iso-config), and choose a color for (1, s − 1) from L_{(1,s−1)} \ L_{(1,s)}.

• If (1, s) and (1, s−1) are in configuration (VI), choose a color for (1, s) from L_{(1,s)} \L_{(1,s−1)}, and for (1, s − 1) from L_{(1,s−1)} ∩ L_{(3,s−2)} \ L_{(1,s)} (this can be done because of criterion (i) and Lemma 11(1)).

• If (1, s) and (1, s−1) are in configuration (VII), choose a color for (1, s) from L_{(1,s)} \L_{(2,s−1)}, and for (1, s − 1) from L_{(1,s−1)} \ L_{(1,s)}.

This coloring ensures that the vertex (2, s − 1) now has a 4-list.

Finally, for the third stage. Color the remaining vertices in the column C_1 using Lemma 7. Then, color the remaining vertices in J as follows. Suppose (3, j) ∈ J was uncolored in the first stage. If the lists on (3, j) and (1, j + 1) assigned by L were identical, choose the same color on (3, j) as that assigned on (1, j + 1). If the lists on (3, j) and (1, j + 1) are disjoint, then choose any color for (3, j) from its list.

Notice that at the end of this procedure the vertex (2, s − 1) still has a 4-list, and that all the other vertices in the column C_2 have 3-lists. So, this completes step 1. Combined with step 2, this completes the proof.

It is also clear from the above description that the coloring can be found in linear time.

5. Proofs of cases (2) and (3) in Theorem 1

Proof of case (2) in Theorem 1. Let G = T (1, s, 2) for s ≥ 9, s ≠ 11. Then, every four successive vertices (1, j), (1, j + 1), (1, j + 2), (1, j + 3) induce a K_4. Suppose that L is a list assignment on G with lists of size equal to 5. Since G is 5-colorable in linear time by the results in [14, 36], it suffices to assume that not all the lists assigned by L are identical. Without loss of generality, suppose that L_{(1,1)} ≠ L_{(1,s)}. Choose a color for (1, s) from L_{(1,s)} \ L_{(1,1)}. Next, one can properly color the vertices (1, s − 1), (1, s − 2), . . . , (1, 7) in that order by successively picking a color for each vertex from its (reduced) list. Then, the lists on the remaining vertices are as follows: (1, 6) has a 2-list; (1, 1), (1, 2) and (1, 5) have 3-lists; (1, 3) and (1, 4) have 4-lists. There are two special cases that can be easily dealt with.

Case I: L_{(1,2)} ∩ L_{(1,6)} ≠ ∅.

Choose a common color for (1, 2) and (1, 6) from L_{(1,2)} ∩ L_{(1,6)}. Then, (1, 1) and (1, 5) have 2-lists, and (1, 3) and (1, 4) have 3-lists. If we can pick a color for (1, 1) that does not belong to both L_{(1,3)} and L_{(1,4)}, then we will be done by Lemma 7, so assume that L_{(1,1)} ⊂ L_{(1,3)} ∩ L_{(1,4)}. Then, for any choice of color for (1, 1), the remaining 3-cycle will have 2-lists, so it will have a proper coloring only when the 2-lists are not identical, by Lemma 7. But, if picking a ∈ L_{(1,1)} results in identical 2-lists being present on the remaining 3-cycle, then we instead pick the other color a^′ ∈ L_{(1,1)} \ {a} for (1, 1) to get non-identical 2-lists on the remaining 3-cycle.

So, it suffices to assume that L_{(1,2)} ∩ L_{(1,6)} = ∅.

Case II: L_{(1,1)} ∩ L_{(1,5)} ≠ ∅.

Choose a common color c for (1, 1) and (1, 5) from L_{(1,1)} ∩ L_{(1,5)}. If c ∉ L_{(1,2)}, then the remaining vertices form a K^−_4 with three 3-lists and one 1-list, and one can see that a proper coloring can always be found from this configuration of lists. If c ∈ L_{(1,2)}, then we have a K^−_4 with three 2-lists and one 3-list. Since L_{(1,2)} ∩ L_{(1,6)} = ∅ by assumption, we can choose a color for either (1, 2) or (1, 6) that does not belong to L_{(1,3)}. Then, we can properly color the rest of the vertices using Lemma 7.

So, we additionally assume that L_{(1,1)} ∩ L_{(1,5)} = ∅.

Now, choose a color for (1, 3) from L_{(1,3)} \ L_{(1,6)}. Then, the lists are now as follows: (1, 4) has a 3-list; (1, 2) and (1, 6) have 2-lists; lastly, either (1, 1) has a 2-list and (1, 5) has a 3-list, or vice-versa, since the color chosen for (1, 3) can belong to at most one of L_{(1,1)} and L_{(1,5)}. In either case, a color can be chosen for (1, 4) such that both (1, 1) and (1, 5) end up with 2-lists. The lists on (1, 2) and (1, 6) are now a 1-list and a 2-list, not necessarily in that order, since the color chosen for (1, 4) can belong to at most one of L_{(1,2)} and L_{(1,6)}. In any case, the remaining four vertices form a path graph with three 2-lists and one 1-list, so a proper coloring can be found using Lemma 7.

This completes the proof. It is also clear that the list coloring can be found in linear time. □

The following lemma will be repeatedly invoked in the proof of case (3) in Theorem 1.

Lemma 14. Let G = K^−_4 be the complete graph on four vertices with an edge removed, where V (G) = {a, b, x, y} and {x, y} is an independent set. Suppose that L is a list assignment on G such that |L_a| + |L_b| = |L_x| + |L_y|. Then, one can choose colors for x and y such that the sizes of the lists on a and b reduce by 1 each.

Proof. If L_x ∩ L_y ≠ ∅, then choose a common color for x and y from L_x ∩ L_y. Clearly, this reduces the sizes of the lists on a and b by 1 each.

So, suppose L_x ∩ L_y = ∅. If L_x ⊄ L_a ∪ L_b, then we can choose a color for x from L_x \ (L_a ∪ L_b), and any color for y, to reduce the sizes of the lists on a and b by 1 each. Similarly, when L_y ⊄ L_a ∪ L_b.

So, suppose that L_x, L_y ⊂ L_a ∪ L_b. But then there are k distinct available colors for x and y together, where k = |L_x| + |L_y|, as well as for a and b together. Thus, any color in L_x can belong to at most one of L_a and L_b, and similarly for any color in L_y. Moreover, it is not possible that all of the k available colors on x and y belong to a single list (say, L_a), because the other list (L_b) will then be empty, a contradiction. Therefore, it is possible to choose colors for x and y from their respective lists such that each color belongs to a different list between L_a and L_b. This reduces the sizes of the lists on a and b by 1 each. □

Proof of case (3) in Theorem 1. Let G = T (2, s, t) for even s ≥ 4 and even t ≠ 0, s − 2. By the remarks following Theorem 3, it follows that the graphs T (2, s, t) and T (2, s, s−t−2) are isomorphic, so without loss of generality we assume that 2 ≤ t ≤^s_2 − 1.

Our strategy is to properly color the column C_2 in such a way that the lists on the column C_1 are all reduced to 2-lists, so that C_1 can then be properly colored using Lemma 7. Note that, for every j, the vertices (1, j), (1, j − 1), (2, j − 1) and (2, j + t) form a K^−_4 with the vertices on the column C_2 forming an independent set. This suggests the following scheme of coloring.

Fix 1 ≤ j ≤ s. Using Lemma 14, we can color (2, j − 1) and (2, j + t) such that the lists on (1, j) and (1, j − 1) reduce in size by 1 each. Then, regardless of how the rest of the neighbors of (1, j) and of (1, j − 1) in the column C_2 are colored, the end result is that the lists on these two vertices reduce to 2-lists, as required. If we can do this for each even j, then we will have colored C_2 in such a way that the lists on C_1 all reduce to 2-lists. A little bit of care is required to ensure that this can be done for every even j, while also ensuring that the coloring on C_2 is proper. The details now follow.

Suppose that t <^s_2 − 1.

• For each j ∈ {2, 4, . . . , t}, we may use Lemma 14 to color the vertices of the form (2, j − 1) and (2, j + t).

• For j = t + 2, we need to color (2, t + 1) and (2, 2t + 2), but notice that the list on (2, t + 1) has been reduced to a 4-list, since (2, t+2) has already been colored (when j = 2). However, the list on (1, t + 2) has also been reduced to a 4-list, so Lemma 14 is still applicable.

• For each j ∈ {t + 4, t + 6, . . . , s − t − 2}, notice that the list on (2, j − 1) has been reduced to a 3-list, but the lists on (1, j) and (1, j − 1) have also been reduced to 4-lists each, so Lemma 14 is still applicable.

• For j = s − t, notice that the list on (2, s − t − 1) is reduced to a 3-list and the list on (2, s) is reduced to a 4-list, but the list on (1, s − t) is reduced to a 3-list and the list on (1, s − t − 1) is reduced to a 4-list. So, Lemma 14 is still applicable.

• Lastly, for each j ∈ {s − t + 2, s − t + 4, . . ., s}, notice that the lists on (2, j − 1) and (2, j + t) are reduced to 3-lists each, but the lists on (1, j) and (1, j − 1) have also been reduced to 3-lists each, so Lemma 14 is still applicable.

Next, consider the case when t =^s_2 − 1. Since t + 2 = s − t, some of the cases above reduce to a single degenerate case, as explained below:

• As before, for each j ∈ { 2, 4, . . . ,^s_2 − 1 } , we may use Lemma 14 to color the vertices of the form (2, j − 1) and (2, j + t).

• For j =^s_2 + 1, we need to color ( 2,^s_2 ) and (2, s), but notice that the lists on ( 2,^s_2 ) and (2, s) have been reduced to 4-lists. However, the list on ( 1,^s_2 + 1 ) has also been reduced to a 3-list, so Lemma 14 is still applicable.

• Lastly, just as before, for each j ∈ {_s 2 + 3,^s_2 + 5, . . . , s } , notice that the lists on (2, j − 1) and (2, j + t) are reduced to 3-lists each, but the lists on (1, j) and (1, j − 1) have also been reduced to 3-lists each, so Lemma 14 is still applicable.

Thus, the coloring scheme outlined in the beginning can be implemented over all even j to get a proper coloring of C_2 so that the lists on C_1 are all reduced to 2-lists. The proof is completed by using Lemma 7 to properly color C_1. Clearly, the list coloring is found in linear time. □

Fig. 9 illustrates the coloring algorithm for G = T (2, 10, 4).

(1,1)

(1,1)

(1,2)

(1,2)

(1,3)

(1,3)

(1,4)

(1,4)

(1,5)

(1,5)

(1,6)

(1,6)

(1,7)

(1,7)

(1,8)

(1,8)

(1,9)

(1,9)

(1,10)

(1,10)

(2,2) (2,3) (2,4) (2,5) (2,6) (2,7) (2,8) (2,9)

(2,1)

(2,10)

(a) 45 5 3 5 5 45 54 45 54

35 5 4 5 53 (b) 4 45 3 3 5 3 4 3 44 4 4 53 3 35 (c) 24 4 42 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 24 4 42 3 3 (d)

2 24 42 2 3 3 3 2 24 42 2 3 (e) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 (f)

Figure 9. Illustration of the proof of case (3) in Theorem 1 for G = T (2, 10, 4)

6. Proofs of case (4) in Theorem 1

Lemma 15. Let G be a 3-regular bipartite graph. Let V (G) be partitioned into two independent sets A and B. Let L be a list assignment that assigns a list of size 3 to each vertex in A and a list of size 2 to each vertex in B. Then, G is L-choosable. Moreover, such a list coloring can be found in linear time.

Proof. Find a perfect matching M in G and consider the graph G − M. Since G − M is a 2-regular bipartite graph, it breaks up into a union of disjoint even cycles. Place an orientation on the edges of G such that each of these cycles becomes a directed cycle, and such that the edges in M are oriented from A to B. Then, outdegree(v) = 2 for every v ∈ A and outdegree(w) = 1 for every w ∈ B. Note that there are no odd directed cycles in this orientation, since G is bipartite. Thus, by Lemma 6, G is L-choosable for any list assignment that assigns a list of size 3 to each vertex in A and a list of size 2 to each vertex in B.

Furthermore, Theorem 5 shows that M can be found in O(|E|) time, which is also O(|V |) time, since G is of bounded degree. Thus, the list coloring can be found in linear time. □

In an earlier paper [8], we proved the following theorem:

Theorem 16 (Balachandran–Sankarnarayanan [8], 2021). Let G be a simple 6-regular toroidal triangulation. If G is 3-chromatic, then G is 5-choosable.

The proof of this theorem is entirely algorithmic, except for one use of the theorem of Alon and Tarsi [5] to show that a toroidal 3-regular bipartite graph is L-choosable for a list assignment L as in the hypothesis of Lemma 15. Using the proof of Lemma 15 in its place, we obtain the proof of case (4) in Theorem 1 as a corollary:

Corollary 17. Every simple 3-chromatic 6-regular toroidal triangulation is 5-choosable. Moreover, a 5-list coloring can be found in linear time.

Lastly, we show that all the simple 3-chromatic graphs T (r, s, t) are not 3-choosable. Note that T (r, s, t) is 3-chromatic if and only if s ≡ 0 ≡ r − t (mod 3). Let L_1 := {1, 2, 3}, L_2 := {2, 3, 4}, L_3 := {1, 3, 4}.

6.1. The graphs T (r, s, t) for r ≥ 4, s ≥ 3. Let L be the list-assignment that assigns the above lists to the columns of T (r, s, t) as follows: L_1 : C_1, C_2; L_2 : C_3;

L_3 : C_4, . . . , C_r.

Let the vertices (1, 1) and (1, 2) be properly colored using L in any manner. This uniquely determines a proper coloring of the induced subgraph on C_1 ∪ C_2.

Now, there is a unique way to extend this coloring properly to the induced subgraph on C_2 ∪ C_3 as follows: simply extend the coloring from C_2 to C_3 using the same lists used on C_2, namely L_1 = {1, 2, 3}; then, recolor all the vertices in C_3 that have the color 1 with the color 4. The reason behind this is as follows:

• whenever there exist two adjacent vertices in C_2 that are colored using {2, 3} ⊂ L_1 ∩ L_2, the common neighbor of these two vertices in C_3 must receive the color 4;

• in any proper coloring of C_1 ∪ C_2, there will be s/3 pairs of vertices in C_2 that are colored using {2, 3}, and no two of these pairs are adjacent in C_2;

• if a vertex in C_3 has its color fixed to be 4 as above, then the colors of its two vertical neighbors are also fixed.

In this manner, one can see that the coloring is extended uniquely to the rest of C_3, with 4 occuring in those places where 1 would have occured had C_3 also been colored using L_1 = {1, 2, 3}.

Next, repeat the same process to extend the coloring on C_3 to a proper coloring on the induced subgraph on C_3 ∪ C_4 ∪ · · · ∪ C_r as follows: color the vertices in C_4 ∪ · · · ∪ C_r using the colors used on C_3, namely L_2 = {2, 3, 4}, and then recolor those vertices in C_4 ∪ · · · ∪ C_r that have the color 2 with the color 1.

Now, we note that this coloring cannot be proper on all of T (r, s, t) because this process of successive relabelling has mapped the tuple (1, 2, 3) to (2, 1, 3). Thus, for this to be a proper coloring of T (r, s, t), the original coloring on C_1 must arise as the unique extension of the coloring on C_r to the induced subgraph on C_r ∪ C_1; but, (2, 1, 3) is not a cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3), so this cannot happen for any t.

6.2. The graphs T (2, s, t) for s ≥ 6. First, consider the case s ≥ 12. Since T (2, s, t) is assumed to be simple, we ignore the case t = s−1. Next, by the remarks in Section 2, T (2, s, t) is isomorphic to T (2, s, s − t − 2). Furthermore, t ≡ 2 (mod 3) since T (2, s, t) is assumed to be 3-chromatic. Hence, it suffices to assume that either t = s − 4, or t lies in the range 5 ≤ t ≤ ⌊s/2⌋ − 1.

Now, let R_1, . . . , R_s denote the s rows of T (2, s, t). Let L be the list assignment that assigns the lists L_1, L_2, L_3 to the rows of T (2, s, t) as follows, where s = 3ℓ:

L_1 : R_1, . . . , R_ℓ; L_2 : R_{ℓ+1}, . . . , R_{2ℓ}; L_3 : R_{2ℓ+1}, . . . , R_s.

Fig. 10 illustrates this list assignment for the graph T (2, 12, 5); the vertices colored red, yellow, and blue are assigned the lists L_1, L_2, and L_3, respectively.

Let the vertices (1, 1) and (1, 2) be properly colored using L in any manner. This uniquely determines a proper coloring of the first ℓ rows. Now, we can find a vertex v in one of the remaining blocks of size ℓ such that the residual list on v has size equal to 1, as follows:

• If the colors on (1, ℓ) and (2, ℓ) are both present in L_2, then take v = (1, ℓ + 1).

• If the color on (1, ℓ) is 1, then the pairs (1, ℓ − 1), (1, ℓ − 2) and (2, ℓ), (2, ℓ − 1) are colored using {2, 3}. Additionally, if the color on (2, ℓ) is 2, then the pair (2, ℓ − 1), (2, ℓ − 2) is colored using {1, 3}, and if the color on (2, ℓ) is 3, then the pair (1, ℓ), (1, ℓ − 1) is colored using {1, 3}.

From this data, one choice for v is given by:

v = (2, ℓ − 1 + t), 5 ≤ t ≤ ℓ + 1;

(1, ℓ − 2 − t), ℓ + 2 ≤ t ≤ ⌊s/2⌋ − 1 and (2, ℓ) is colored 2; (2, ℓ + t), ℓ + 2 ≤ t ≤ ⌊s/2⌋ − 1 and (2, ℓ) is colored 3; (1, ℓ + 3), t = s − 4.

• A similar analysis can be done when (2, ℓ) is given the color 1. In that case, one choice for v is:

v = (2, ℓ − 2 + t), 5 ≤ t ≤ ℓ + 1;

(1, ℓ − 1 − t), ℓ + 2 ≤ t ≤ ⌊s/2⌋ − 1 and (1, ℓ) is colored 2; (2, ℓ + t), ℓ + 2 ≤ t ≤ ⌊s/2⌋ − 1 and (1, ℓ) is colored 3; (1, ℓ + 2), t = s − 4.

This allows one to extend the coloring to the entire block of ℓ vertices in which v belongs. Finally, we can repeat the process to color the third block of ℓ vertices. But, this is not a proper coloring of T (2, s, t) for the same reason as in the previous case.

The remaining cases when r = 2 are T (2, 6, 2), T (2, 9, 2) and T (2, 9, 5). Since the last two are isomorphic to each other, we shall only consider T (2, 9, 5). In this case, we use the same list assignment as in the case when s ≥ 12, and we note that after the first block of ℓ vertices is colored we can choose v to be either (1, 6) or (1, 5), depending on whether the color 1 is given to (1, 3) or (2, 3), respectively. The only graph left to consider is T (2, 6, 2), which we handle in an ad hoc manner in Appendix A.

6.3. The graphs T (3, s, t) for s ≥ 3. First, consider the case s ≥ 12 and t ≠ 0. By the remarks in Section 2, T (3, s, t) is isomorphic to T (3, s, s − t − 3), and t ≡ 0 (mod 3) since T (3, s, t) is assumed to be 3-chromatic. Hence, it suffices to assume that t lies in the range 3 ≤ t ≤ ⌊(s − 3)/2⌋. We use the same list assignment on these graphs as in the case T (2, s, t) for s ≥ 12. A similar analysis shows that T (3, s, t) is not 3-choosable in these cases, so we omit the details.

The only remaining cases are T (3, s, 0) for s ≥ 3, T (3, 6, 3), T (3, 9, 3) and T (3, 9, 6). It is easy to see that the same list assignment as above also works for T (3, s, 0) for s ≥ 6. Also, the graph T (3, 3, 0) is isomorphic to K_{3,3,3}, which is known to be 4-list chromatic [27]. Lastly, the graphs T (3, 6, 0) and T (3, 6, 3) are isomorphic to each other, and so are T (3, 9, 0) and T (3, 9, 6). So, the only graph left to consider is T (3, 9, 3), which we handle in an ad hoc manner in Appendix A.

6.4. The graphs T (1, s, t) for s ≥ 9. Suppose that the 3-chromatic graph T (1, s, t) is not isomorphic to T (r^′, s^′, t^′) for any r^′ > 1. This happens if and only if gcd(s, t) = 1 = gcd(s, t + 1), so we must have s ≡ 3 (mod 6). By the remarks in Section 2, T (1, s, t) is isomorphic to T (1, s, s − t − 1), so we can assume 0 ≤ t ≤ ⌊(s − 1)/2⌋. Moreover, T (1, s, t) has loops when t = 0 and has multiple edges when t = 1, ⌊(s − 1)/2⌋, so we ignore these cases. Since we assume that T (1, s, t) is 3-chromatic, we also have t ≡ 1 (mod 3). Thus, it suffices to consider only those t in the range 4 ≤ t ≤ (s − 7)/2. Note that the least value of s for which there exists some t in the above range and for which gcd(s, t) = 1 = gcd(s, t + 1) is s = 21.

For simplicity, we label the vertex (1, j) with the integer j (recall that j is taken modulo s). We shall use the following modifications of the above coloring scheme.

(2,1)

(1,1) (2,2)

(1,2) (2,3)

(1,3) (2,4)

(1,4) (2,5)

(1,5)

(2,6)

(1,6)

(2,7)

(1,7)

(2,8)

(1,8) (2,9)

(1,9) (2,10)

(1,10) (2,11)

(1,11) (2,12)

(1,12)

(1,2)(2,2) (1,3)(2,3) (1,4)(2,4) (1,5)(2,5) (1,6)(2,6) (1,7)(2,7) (1,8)(2,8) (1,9)(2,9) (1,10)

(2,10) (1,11)

(2,11)

(1,1)(2,1)

(1,12)

(2,12)

Figure 10. Illustration of non-L-colorable 3-list-assignments L on 3-chromatic graphs T (2, s, t) for s ≥ 12 through G = T (2, 12, 5). Distinct colors denote distinct lists among L_0, L_1, L_2.

First, suppose that 7 ≤ t < (s + 1)/4. Fix L_0 to be an arbitrary 3-list. Let L be the list assignment on T (1, s, t) that assigns the lists L_0, L_1, L_2, L_3 as follows: L_1 : {s − kt, s − 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, L_2 : {s − 2 − kt, s − 3 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3}, L_3 : {s − 4 − kt, . . . , s − t + 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3}, and any remaining vertices are assigned the list L_0. Fig. 11(a) illustrates this list assignment for the graph T (1, 33, 7); the vertices colored lilac, red, yellow, and blue are assigned the lists L_0, L_1, L_2, and L_3, respectively.

Essentially the same arguments as before work in this case as well, so we omit the details from here onward. Fig. 11(b) shows a selected portion of Fig. 11(a) on which a similar argument as in the previous cases can be applied to show that T (1, 33, 7) is not 3-choosable.

1

1

2

2

3

3

4

4

5

5

6 6 7 7 8 8 9 9 10 10 11 11 12 12 13 13 14 14 15 15 16 16 17 17 18 18 19 19 20 20 21 21 22 22 23 23 24 24 25 25 26 26 27 27 28 28 29 29 30 30 31 31 32 32 33 33

272013

261912

(a) T (1, 33, 7)

2627 2829 3031 3233

1920 2122 2324 25 1213 1415 1617 18 56 78 910 11 12 34 5

3132 33 261912

(b) Close-up of T (1, 33, 7)

Figure 11. Illustration of non-L-colorable 3-list-assignments L on 3-chromatic graphs T (1, s, t) for s ≥ 9 and 7 ≤ t < (s + 1)/4 through G = T (1, 33, 7). Distinct colors denote distinct lists among L_0, L_1, L_2, L_3.

Next, suppose that (s + 6)/4 ≤ t < (s − 3)/3. Define L as follows: L_1 : {s − kt, s − 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, L_2 : {s − 2 − kt, s − 3 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, L_3 : {s − 4 − kt, s − 5 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4} ∪ {s − 6 − kt, . . . , 2s − 4t + 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2} ∪ {2s − 4t − kt, . . . , 2s − 4t − 5 − kt : k = 1, 2} ∪ {2s − 4t − 6 − kt, . . . , s − t + 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2}, and any remaining vertices are assigned the list L_0. Next, suppose that (s + 3)/3 < t ≤ (s − 7)/2. Define L as follows: L_1 : {s − kt, s − 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, L_2 : {s − 2 − kt, s − 3 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, L_3 : {s − 4 − kt, s − 5 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4} ∪ {s − 6 − kt, . . . , 2s − 3t + 1 − kt : k = 0, 1} ∪ {2s − 3t − 2 − kt, . . . , s − t + 1 − kt : k = 0, 1}, and any remaining vertices are assigned the list L_0.

The remaining cases are when t = 4, (s + 1)/4, (s − 3)/3, (s + 3)/3. These are handled by modifying these list assignments appropriately, as we show in Appendix A.

The proofs of Theorem 1 and Corollary 2 are now complete from the above results in Sections 4 to 6.

7. Concluding remarks and further questions In the remarks following the statement of Theorem 1 in Section 1, we noted that Theorem 1 excludes only a small, finite set of 5-chromatic graphs, as well as an infinite subset of 4-chromatic graphs, both of the form T (1, s, t). We shall elaborate on these details now.

7.1. The simple graphs T (r, s, t) for r < 4 or s < 3. We first look at the graphs that are not covered by case (1) in Theorem 1; these are the graphs T (r, s, t) with r < 4 or s < 3. But, in particular, we need only be concerned with the choosability of the simple graphs among these, because if T (r, s, t) is a loopless multigraph, then we may remove the duplicated edges to get a simple d-regular graph for d ≤ 5, which is 5-choosable by Brooks’s theorem [10, 20, 43], except when the graph is isomorphic to K_6 (but this happens only when (r, s) ∈ {(1, 6), (2, 3), (3, 2)}). Moreover, these graphs can be 5-list colored in linear time [37].

Now, one can check that the graphs T (r, s, t) with s < 3 either contain loops or multiple edges, so it suffices to assume r < 4 and s ≥ 3.

For r = 3, s ≥ 3, there are no graphs T (3, s, t) with loops or multiple edges. For r = 2, s ≥ 3, there are no graphs with loops, and the loopless multigraphs are precisely those with t = 0, s − 2, s − 1, so we assume that 1 ≤ t ≤ s − 3. In particular, it suffices to assume that s ≥ 4 in this case.

For r = 1, s ≥ 3, the graph T (1, s, t) is isomorphic to T (1, s, s − t − 1), so it suffices to consider the values of t in the range 0 ≤ t ≤ ⌊(s − 1)/2⌋. Then, the graphs T (1, s, t) with loops are precisely those with t = 0, and the loopless multigraphs are precisely those with t = 1, ⌊(s − 1)/2⌋. So, when r = 1, we need only consider the graphs T (1, s, t) with 2 ≤ t ≤ ⌊(s − 1)/2⌋ − 1. In particular, it suffices to assume that s ≥ 7 in this case.

7.1.1. The graphs T (3, s, t) for s ≥ 3. The normal circuits for T (3, s, t) have lengths s, 3s/ gcd(s, t) and 3s/ gcd(s, t + 3). Again, if either 3s/ gcd(s, t) or 3s/ gcd(s, t + 3) is at least 4, then T (3, s, t) is isomorphic to T (r^′, s^′, t^′) for some r^′ ≥ 4, and we are done by case (1) in Theorem 1. So, assume that both are at most 3. If either one equals 3, then so does the other, and T (3, s, t) is in fact 3-chromatic in this case, so it is 5-choosable by case (4) in Theorem 1. So, assume that both are at most 2. But, it is not possible that both gcd(s, t) and gcd(s, t + 3) equal 2. Note that all the above 5-list colorings can be found in linear time as well. The only case left is when T (3, s, t) is isomorphic to T (1, 3s, t^{′′}) and it does not satisfy any of the cases (1) to (4).

7.1.2. The graphs T (2, s, t) for s ≥ 4. The normal circuits of T (2, s, t) have lengths s, 2s/ gcd(s, t) and 2s/ gcd(s, t + 2). If either 2s/ gcd(s, t) or 2s/ gcd(s, t + 2) is at least 4, then T (2, s, t) is isomorphic to T (r^′, s^′, t^′) for some r^′ ≥ 4, and so it is 5-choosable by case (1) in Theorem 1. So, suppose that both 2s/ gcd(s, t) and 2s/ gcd(s, t + 2) are at most 3. Note that both cannot be equal to 3 simultaneously. If any one equals 2, then so does the other, and this case is covered by case (3) in Theorem 1. All the above 5-list colorings can clearly be found in linear time as well. The only case left is when T (2, s, t) is isomorphic to T (1, 2s, t^{′′}) and it does not satisfy any of the cases (1) to (4).

7.1.3. The graphs T (1, s, t) for s ≥ 7. When s = 7, we have to only consider the case t = 2, and T (1, 7, 2) is isomorphic to K_7, which is both 7-chromatic and 7-list chromatic. When s = 11, we have to consider the cases t = 2, 3, 4, but in each case the graph is isomorphic to the 6-chromatic triangulation J of Albertson and Hutchinson [2] mentioned in Section 1. By Dirac’s map color theorem for choosability [9], the graph J is also 6-list chromatic. So, assume that s ≥ 8 and s ≠ 11.

As shown by Yeh and Zhu [46], other than a small, finite list of exceptions, the simple 5-chromatic 6-regular toroidal triangulations are those isomorphic to T (1, s, 2) for s ≢ 0 (mod 4), s ≥ 9, s ≠ 11. Case (2) of Theorem 1 shows that the graphs T (1, s, 2) for s ≥ 9, s ≠ 11 are all 5-choosable in linear time. Thus, we obtain an infinite class of 5-chromatic-choosable simple toroidal triangulations, proving Corollary 2.

Thus, the only graphs that are not covered by Theorem 1 are of the form T (1, s, t). Moreover, these consist only of the finitely many 5-chromatic graphs not of the form T (1, s, 2), as well as the 4-chromatic graphs not covered by cases (1) to (3). We are presently unable to comment on the choosability of these remaining graphs.

7.2. Further questions. As shown by Yeh and Zhu [46], there is a small, finite set of 5-chromatic graphs of the form T (1, s, t) that are not isomorphic to T (1, s, 2), with the largest among them having 33 vertices. This suggests the following natural question:

Question 18. Is χ_ℓ(G) = 5 for the finitely many 6-regular toroidal triangulations that are 5- chromatic and not isomorphic to T (1, s, 2) for any s?

In our earlier paper [8], we asked whether there any of the 3-chromatic 6-regular toroidal triangulations are 5-list chromatic. In light of the results in this paper, we consider a similar question for the 4-chromatic triangulations not covered in Theorem 1.

Question 19. Is χ_ℓ(G) ∈ {4, 5} for every 4-chromatic 6-regular toroidal triangulation? That is, does there exist a 4-chromatic 6-list chromatic graph T (r, s, t)?

In our earlier paper [8], we defined the jump of a graph G, jump(G), to be χ_ℓ(G) − χ(G). There we showed that every loopless 6-regular toroidal triangulation satisfies jump(G) ≤ 2. The largest jump for any toroidal graph (which we defined as jump(g) for g = 0) is at least 2 since there exist 3- chromatic planar graphs that are 5-list chromatic [30, 44]. However, we do not have any “legitimate” example of a nonplanar toroidal graph G that satisfies jump(G) = 2.

Question 20. Does there exist a nonplanar toroidal graph G with jump(G) ≥ 2 and such that any planar subgraph H of G has jump(H) < 2?

We note that such “legitimate” examples must exist as the genus g increases: we have shown [8] that for connected graphs embeddable on an orientable surface with genus g > 0, the largest jump among the r-chromatic graphs is of the order o( √ g) when r is of the order o( √ g/ log_2(g)), so graphs with small chromatic number (in particular, any planar graph) cannot be the sole examples of graphs attaining a large jump on a surface of large genus g > 0.

Appendix A. Miscellaneous cases in Theorem 1

We describe 3-list assignments on the 3-chromatic graphs not discussed in Section 6, in order to show that they are not 3-choosable. Similar arguments as described in Section 6.4 will show that these graphs are not 3-choosable for the given list assignments, so we omit the details.

First, consider T (1, s, 4) for s ≥ 21. Let L be the list assignment that assigns the lists L_0, L_1, L_2, L_3 as follows: L_1 : {s − kt, s − 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, L_2 : {s − 2 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3}, L_3 : {s − 3 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3}, and any remaining vertices are assigned the list L_0. Fig. 13 illustrates this list assignment for the graph T (1, 21, 4).

Next, consider T (1, s, t) for t = (s + 1)/4. Define L as follows: L_1 : {s − kt, s − 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3}, L_2 : {s − 2 − kt, s − 3 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3}, L_3 : {s − 4 − kt, s − 5 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3}, ∪ {s − 6 − kt, . . . , s − t + 1 : k = 0, 1, 2}, and any remaining vertices are assigned the list L_0. Fig. 14 illustrates this list assignment for the graph T (1, 27, 7).

Next, consider T (1, s, t) for t = (s + 3)/3, s > 27. Define L as follows:

L_1 : {s − kt, s − 1 − kt : k = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, L_2 : {s − 2 − kt : k = 1, 2, 3, 4}, ∪ {s − 3 − kt : k = 2, 3, 4} ∪ {s − 4 − kt, . . . , s − 6 − kt : k = 2, 3} L_3 : {1, s − 2} ∪ {s − 7 − kt, . . . , s − 9 − kt : k = 1, 2, 3} ∪ {s − 10 − kt, . . . , s − 12 − kt : k = 1, 2} ∪ {s − 13 − kt, . . . , s − t + 1 − kt : k = 0, 1},

and any remaining vertices are assigned the list L_0. Fig. 15 illustrates this list assignment for the graph T (1, 45, 16). The only remaining case for t = (s + 3)/3 is T (1, 27, 10), which is isomorphic to T (1, 27, 4), so this case is completed.

Lastly, consider T (1, s, t) for t = (s−3)/3. By the remarks in Section 2, we can choose the horizontal normal circuit of T (1, s, t) as the vertical normal circuit to get that T (1, s, t) is isomorphic to a graph T (1, s, t^′) for some 0 ≤ t^′ ≤ ⌊(s − 1)/2⌋. A simple calculation shows that either t^′ ≡ −(1 + t^{−1}) (mod s) or t^′ ≡ t^{−1} (mod s). Using s = 3t + 3 and the fact that t − 1 ≡ 0 ≡ s (mod 3), we see that t^′ ≠ t. Thus, the graph T (1, s, t) is isomorphic to one of the cases considered earlier, so it is also not 3-choosable.

This covers the 3-chromatic graphs of the form T (1, s, t). The graph T (2, 6, 2) requires an ad hoc list assignment L as follows:

L_1 : {(1, 1), (1, 3), (1, 5), (2, 1)} L_2 : {(1, 2), (1, 4), (1, 6), (2, 6)} L_3 : {(2, 2), (2, 3), (2, 4), (2, 5)}.

Fig. 12 illustrates this list assignment.

The only case left is T (3, 9, 3), which requires an ad hoc list assignment L as follows:

L_1 : {(1, 1), (1, 2), (1, 7), (1, 8), (2, 1), (2, 2), (3, 1), (3, 2)} L_2 : {(1, 3), (1, 4), (1, 9), (2, 3), (2, 4), (3, 3), (3, 4)} L_3 : {(1, 5), (1, 6), (2, 5), (2, 6), (2, 7), (2, 8), (2, 9), (3, 5), (3, 6), (3, 7), (3, 8), (3, 9)}.

Fig. 12 illustrates this list assignment.

(2,1)

(1,1) (2,2)

(1,2)

(2,3) (1,3)

(2,4) (1,4)

(2,5)

(1,5) (2,6)

(1,6) (1,2)(2,2) (1,3)(2,3) (1,4)(2,4) (1,5)(2,5)

(1,1)(2,1)

(1,6)(2,6) (3,1)

(1,1) (3,2)

(1,2) (3,3)

(1,3)

(3,4)

(1,4)

(3,5)

(1,5)

(3,6)

(1,6)

(3,7)

(1,7) (3,8)

(1,8) (3,9)

(1,9)

(1,2)(2,2)(3,2) (1,3)(2,3)(3,3) (1,4)(2,4)(3,4) (1,5)(2,5)(3,5) (1,6)(2,6)(3,6) (1,7)(2,7)(3,7) (1,8)(2,8)(3,8)

(1,1)(2,1)(3,1)

(1,9)(2,9)(3,9)

Figure 12. Non-L-colorable 3-list-assignments on T (2, 6, 2) and T (3, 9, 3)

1

1

2

2

3

3

4

4

5

5

6 6 7 7 8 8 9 9 10 10 11 11 12 12 13 13 14 14 15 15 16 16 17 17 18 18 19 19 20 20 21 21

181410

17139

1718 1920 21 1314 1516 910 1112 56 78 12 34 5 17139

Figure 13. A non-L-colorable 3-list-assignment on T (1, s, 4) for s = 21.

1 12 23 3 4 45 56 6 7 78 89 9 1010 1111 1212 1313 1414 1515 1616 1717 1818 1919 2020 2121 2222 2323 2424 2525 2626 27

27 21147

20136

2021

2223

2425

2627

1314

1516

1718 19 67 89 1011 12 12 34 5 26271920

2122

2324

2526 20136

Figure 14. A non-L-colorable 3-list-assignment on T (1, s, (s + 1)/4) for s = 27.

1

1

2

2

3

3

4

4

5

5

6

6

7

7

8

8

9

9

10

10

11

11

12

12

13

13

14

14

15

15

16

16

17

17

18

18

19

19

20

20

21

21

22

22

23

23

24

24

25

25

26

26

27

27

28

28

29

29

30

30

31

31

32

32

33

33

34

34

35

35

36

36

37

37

38

38

39

39

40

40

41

41

42

42

43

43

44

44

45

45

301443

291342

2930 3132 3334 3536 3738 3940 4142 4344 45

1314 1516 1718 1920 2122 2324 2526 2728

12 34 56 78 910 1112

4243 4445

2627 2829 3031 3233 3435 3637 3839 4041

1011 1213 1415 1617 1819 2021 2223 2425 26 291342

Figure 15. A non-L-colorable 3-list-assignment on T (1, s, (s + 3)/3) for s = 45.

References

[1] Albertson, M.O., Hutchinson, J.P.: The three excluded cases of Dirac’s map-color theorem. Ann. New York Acad. Sci. 319(1), 7–17 (1979). doi:10.1111/j.1749-6632.1979.tb32768.x. MR0556001, Zbl 0489.05023 5 [2] Albertson, M.O., Hutchinson, J.P.: On six-chromatic toroidal graphs. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc., Third Ser.

41(Part 3), 533–556 (1980). doi:10.1112/plms/s3-41.3.533. MR0591654, Zbl 0394.05018 4, 30 [3] Alon, N.: Restricted colorings of graphs. In: Walker, K. (ed.) Surveys in Combinatorics, 1993, Lond. Math.

Soc. Lect. Note Ser., vol. 187, pp. 1–34. Camb. Univ. Press, Camb. (1993). doi:10.1017/CBO9780511662089.002. MR1239230, Zbl 0791.05034 2 [4] Alon, N.: Combinatorial Nullstellensatz. Comb. Probab. Comput. 8(1–2), 7–29 (1999).

doi:10.1017/S0963548398003411. MR1684621, Zbl 0920.05026 2 [5] Alon, N., Tarsi, M.: Colorings and orientations of graphs. Combinatorica 12(2), 125–134 (1992).

doi:10.1007/BF01204715. MR1179249, Zbl 0756.05049 2, 7, 24 [6] Altshuler, A.: Hamiltonian circuits in some maps on the torus. Discrete Math. 1(4), 299–314 (1972).

doi:10.1016/0012-365X(72)90037-4. MR0297597, Zbl 0226.05109 2, 3, 6 [7] Altshuler, A.: Construction and enumeration of regular maps on the torus. Discrete Math. 4(3), 201–217 (1973). doi:10.1016/S0012-365X(73)80002-0. MR0321797, Zbl 0253.05117 2, 5, 6 [8] Balachandran, N., Sankarnarayanan, B.: The choice number versus the chromatic number for graphs embeddable on orientable surfaces. Electron. J. Comb. 28(4), #P4.50, pp. 20 (2021). doi:10.37236/10263. MR4394670, Zbl 1486.05101 24, 31 [9] Böhme, T., Mohar, B., Stiebitz, M.: Dirac’s map-color theorem for choosability. J. Graph Theory 32(4), 327–339 (1999). doi:10.1002/(SICI)1097-0118(199912)32:4<327::AID-JGT2>3.0.CO;2-B. MR1722227, Zbl 0941.05025 30 [10] Brooks, R.L.: On colouring the nodes of a network. Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc. 37(2), 194–197 (1941).

doi:10.1017/S030500410002168X. MR0012236, Zbl 0027.26403 29 [11] Cai, L., Wang, W.F., Zhu, X.: Choosability of toroidal graphs without short cycles. J. Graph Theory 65(1), 1–15 (2010). doi:10.1002/jgt.20460. MR2682511, Zbl 1205.05083 4 [12] Chenette, N., Postle, L., Streib, N., Thomas, R., Yerger, C.: Five-coloring graphs on the Klein bottle. J. Comb.

Theory, B 102(5), 1067–1098 (2012). doi:10.1016/j.jctb.2012.05.001. MR2959391, Zbl 1251.05054 5 [13] Cole, R., Ost, K., Schirra, S.: Edge-coloring bipartite multigraphs in O(E log D) time. Combinatorica 21(1), 5–12 (2001). doi:10.1007/s004930170002. MR1805711, Zbl 1107.05305 7 [14] Collins, K.L., Hutchinson, J.P.: Four-coloring six-regular graphs on the torus. In: Hansen, P., Marcotte, O.

(eds.) Graph Colouring and Applications, CRM Proc. Lect. Notes, vol. 23, pp. 21–34. Amer. Math. Soc., R. I. (1999). doi:10.1090/crmp/023/02. MR1723634, Zbl 0944.05044 4, 10, 20 [15] Dabrowski, K.K., Dross, F., Johnson, M., Paulusma, D.: Filling the complexity gaps for colouring planar and bounded degree graphs. J. Graph Theory 92(4), 377–393 (2019). doi:10.1002/jgt.22459. MR4030964, Zbl 1443.05064 1, 2 [16] Dailey, D.P.: Uniqueness of colorability and colorability of planar 4-regular graphs are NP-complete. Discrete Math. 30(3), 289–293 (1980) doi:10.1016/0012-365X(80)90236-8. MR0573644, Zbl 0448.05030 1 [17] Dvořák, Z., Kawarabayashi, K.-i.: List-coloring embedded graphs. In: Khanna, S. (ed.) Proceedings of the Twenty-Fourth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms: New Orleans, Louisiana, USA, January 6–8, 2013, Proc. Annu. ACM-SIAM SODA, pp. 1004–10012. ACM, N. Y. (2013). doi:10.1137/1.9781611973105.72. MR3202964, Zbl 1423.05063 4 [18] Dvořák, Z., Kawarabayashi, K.-i., Thomas, R.: Three-coloring triangle-free planar graphs in linear time. ACM Trans. Algorithms 7(4), Art. 41, 1–14 (2011). doi:10.1145/2000807.2000809. MR2836980, Zbl 1295.05231 2 [19] Dvořák, Z., Postle, L.: On decidability of hyperbolicity. Combinatorica (advance online publication) pp. 18 (2022). doi:10.1007/s00493-022-4891-8 5 [20] Erdös [Erdős], P., Rubin, A.L., Taylor, H.: Choosability in graphs. In: Chinn, P.Z., McCarthy, D. (eds.)

Proceedings of the West Coast Conference on Combinatorics, Graph Theory and Computing: Humboldt State University, Arcata, California, September 5–7, 1979, Congr. Numer., vol. 26, pp. 125–157. Util. Math. Publ. Inc., Manit. (1980). MR0593902, Zbl 0469.05032 1, 2, 8, 29 [21] Fleischner, H., Stiebitz, M.: A solution to a colouring problem of P. Erdős. Discrete Math. 101(1–3), 39–48 (1992). doi:10.1016/0012-365X(92)90588-7. MR1172363, Zbl 0759.05037 2 [22] Galvin, F.: The list chromatic index of a bipartite multigraph. J. Comb. Theory, B 63(1), 153–158 (1995).

doi:10.1006/jctb.1995.1011. MR1309363, Zbl 0826.05026 2

[23] Grötzsch, H.: Zur Theorie der diskreten Gebilde. 7. Mitteilung: Ein Dreifarbensatz für dreikreisfreie Netze auf der Kugel. (German). Wiss. Z. Martin-Luther-Univ. Halle-Wittenberg, Math.-Natur. Reihe 8, 109–120 (1958). MR0116320, Zbl 0089.39506 2 [24] Gutner, S.: The complexity of planar graph choosability. Discrete Math. 159(1–3), 119–130 (1996).

doi:10.1016/0012-365X(95)00104-5. MR1415287, Zbl 0865.05066 1 [25] Kawarabayashi, K.-i., Kráľ, D., Kynčl, J., Lidický, B.: 6-critical graphs on the Klein bottle. SIAM J. Discrete Math. 23(1), 372–383 (2009). doi:10.1137/070706835. MR2476836, Zbl 1215.05067 5 [26] Khanna, S., Linial N., Safra, S.: On the hardness of approximating the chromatic number. Combinatorica 20(3), 393–415 (2000). doi:10.1007/s004930070013. MR1774844, Zbl 0964.68065 1 [27] Kierstead, H.A.: On the choosability of complete multipartite graphs with part size three. Discrete Math.

211(1–3), 255–259 (2000). doi:10.1016/S0012-365X(99)00157-0. MR1735336, Zbl 0944.05031 26 [28] Kleinberg, J., Tardos, É.: Algorithm design. 1st edn. Pearson Educ. Ltd., Harlow, Essex (2014) 1 [29] Li, Z., Shao, Z., Petrov, F., Gordeev, A.: The Alon–Tarsi number of a toroidal grid. Preprint, available at arXiv:1912.12466v1 [math.CO], 1–7 (2019) 4 [30] Mirzakhani, M.: A small non-4-choosable planar graph. Bull. Inst. Comb. Appl. 17, 15–18 (1996). MR1386951, Zbl 0860.05029 31 [31] Negami, S.: Uniqueness and faithfulness of embedding of toroidal graphs. Discrete Math. 44(2), 161–180 (1983). doi:10.1016/0012-365X(83)90057-2. MR0689809, Zbl 0508.05033 5 [32] Neumann-Lara, V.M.: Seminuclei of a digraph. (Spanish). An. Inst. Mat., Univ. Nac. Autón. Méx. 11, 55–62 (1971). MR0317987, Zbl 0286.05113 8 [33] Postle, L.: Linear-time and efficient distributed algorithms for list coloring graphs on surfaces. In: Zuckerman, D. (ed.) Proceedings of the 2019 IEEE 60th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science: Baltimore, MD, November 9–12, 2019, Annu. Sympos. FOCS, pp. 929–941. IEEE Comput. Soc. Press, Los Alamitos, CA (2019). doi:10.1109/FOCS.2019.00060. MR4228207 4, 5 [34] Postle, L., Thomas, R.: Hyperbolic families and coloring graphs on surfaces. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., B 5, 167–221 (2018). doi:10.1090/btran/26. MR3882883, Zbl 1401.05126 4, 5 [35] Richardson, M.: Solutions of irreflexive relations. Ann. Math., Second Ser. 58(3), 573–590 (1953).

doi:10.2307/1969755. MR0075184, Zbl 0053.02902. Errata. Ann. Math., Second Ser. 60(3), 595 (1954). doi:10.2307/1969760 7 [36] Sankarnarayanan, B.: Note on 4-coloring 6-regular triangulations on the torus. Ann. Comb. 26(3), 559–569 (2022). doi:10.1007/s00026-022-00573-8. MR4473892, Zbl 07583948 3, 4, 10, 20 [37] Skulrattanakulchai, S.: Δ-list vertex coloring in linear time. Inf. Process. Lett. 98(3), 101–106 (2006).

doi:10.1016/j.ipl.2005.12.007. MR2210076, Zbl 1178.05044 29 [38] Szwarcfiter, J.L., Chaty, G.: Enumerating the kernels of a directed graph with no odd circuits. Inf. Process.

Lett. 51(3), 149–153 (1994). doi:10.1016/0020-0190(94)00072-7 MR1290209, Zbl 0821.68068 8 [39] Thomassen, C.: Tilings of the torus and the Klein bottle and vertex-transitive graphs on a fixed surface. Trans.

Am. Math. Soc. 323(2), 605–635 (1991). doi:10.2307/2001547. MR1040045, Zbl 0722.05031 2, 5 [40] Thomassen, C.: Five-coloring graphs on the torus. J. Comb. Theory, B 62(1), 11–33 (1994).

doi:10.1006/jctb.1994.1052. MR1290628, Zbl 0805.05022 4, 5, 10 [41] Thomassen, C.: Every planar graph is 5-choosable. J. Comb. Theory, B 62(1), 180–181 (1994).

doi:10.1006/jctb.1994.1062. MR1290638, Zbl 0805.05023 2, 8 [42] Thomassen, C.: Color-critical graphs on a fixed surface. J. Comb. Theory, B 70(1), 67–100 (1997).

doi:10.1006/jctb.1996.1722. MR1441260, Zbl 0883.05051 5 [43] Vizing, V.G.: Coloring the vertices of a graph in prescribed colors. (Russian). Metody Diskretn. Anal. 29, 3–10 (1976). MR0498216, Zbl 0362.05060 1, 2, 29 [44] Voigt, M., Wirth, B.: On 3-colorable non-4-choosable planar graphs. J. Graph Theory 24(3), 233–235 (1997).

doi:10.1002/(SICI)1097-0118(199703)24:3<233::AID-JGT4>3.0.CO;2-Q. MR1431668, Zbl 0868.05025 31 [45] West, D.B.: Introduction to Graph Theory (2nd ed., first Indian reprint) Pearson Educ. (Singap.) Pte. Ltd., Indian Branch, 482 F.I.E. Patparganj, Delhi 110 092, India (2002). MR1367739, Zbl 1121.05304 7 [46] Yeh, H.-G., Zhu, X.: 4-colorable 6-regular toroidal graphs. Discrete Math. 273(1–3), 261–274 (2003).

doi:10.1016/S0012-365X(03)00242-5. MR2025955, Zbl 1034.05024 4, 10, 30

Department of Mathematics, IIT Bombay, Powai, Mumbai 400076, Maharashtra, India Email address: niranj@math.iitb.ac.in

Department of Mathematics, IIT Bombay, Powai, Mumbai 400076, Maharashtra, India Email address: bs@math.iitb.ac.in