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Abstract

Nordhaus and Gaddum proved in 1956 that the sum of the chromatic number χ of a graph G and

its complement is at most |G|+ 1. The Nordhaus-Gaddum graphs are the class of graphs satisfying this

inequality with equality, and are well-understood. In this paper we consider a hereditary generalization:

graphs G for which all induced subgraphs H of G satisfy χ(H) + χ(H) ≤ |H|. We characterize the

forbidden induced subgraphs of this class and find its intersection with a number of common classes,

including line graphs. We also discuss χ-boundedness and algorithmic results.

AMS subject classifications: 05C75 05C17
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1 Introduction

In this paper we define a new family of graph classes generalizing the Nordhaus-Gaddum graphs, and

introduce the largest hereditary subclasses of each of these classes. Throughout, all graphs are finite and

simple, with neither loops nor multiple edges. We begin by introducing four graph invariants used throughout

the paper. Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a graph. Let n denote |V (G)| and G denote the complement of G. The

clique number ω(G) is the largest positive integer k such that the complete graph on n vertices, denoted Kn,

is a subgraph of G, and the independence number α(G) is the largest positive integer l such that Kn is a

subgraph of G. The chromatic number χ(G) is the smallest positive integer k such that the vertices of G can

be properly colored with k colors (a proper coloring is one where adjacent vertices receive different colors).

The clique cover number θ(G) is the smallest positive integer l such that V (G) can be partitioned into l sets,

each inducing a clique. It follows from the definitions that ω(G) = α(G), χ(G) = θ(G), ω(G) ≤ χ(G) ≤ n,

and α(G) ≤ θ(G) ≤ n.

The relationship between the chromatic number of a graph and that of its complement was first

studied by Nordhaus and Gaddum in 1956 [25]. They proved that the sum of the two invariants is bounded

above by n+ 1:

χ(G) + θ(G) ≤ n+ 1 (1)

Since then several researchers have studied the same problem for various graph invariants. See

[1] for a survey. The class of graphs satisfying Inequality 1 with equality are called the Nordhaus-Gaddum
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graphs (we denote this class 0-NG). The class 0-NG has been widely studied, with three increasingly elegant

structural characterizations [16] [27] [12]. Cheng, Collins, and Trenk gave a degree sequence characterization

of 0-NG and an enumeration of the class [7].

Notably, 0-NG is not a hereditary class, closed under taking induced subgraphs. As an example, the

cycle graph on 5 vertices, C5, has χ = θ = 3 and n = 5, so satisfies Inequality 1 with equality. Its induced

subgraph the path graph P4 has χ = θ = 2 and n = 4, so is not in 0-NG. A natural question is to understand

the largest hereditary subclass of 0-NG, i.e. the set of graphs for which all induced subgraphs are Nordhaus-

Gaddum. It turns out that this class coincides with a class well-studied in the context of induced subgraphs,

namely, the threshold graphs. We provide a proof in Proposition 1.3, later in this section. Threshold graphs

have been relaxed and generalized in several different ways (see for instance [24] [29] [2]), and this paper will

give another.

The class 0-NG is small and contains few important subclasses, aside from the threshold graphs.

Nevertheless, a number of classes have interesting intersections. One is the C4, 2K2-free graphs (the pseudo-

split graphs), defined in [4]. Pseudo-split graphs containing an induced C5 satisfy Inequality 1 with equality,

and form one of three subclasses of 0-NG in Collins and Trenk’s characterization [12]. Blászik [4] showed

all pseudo-split graphs satisfy the relaxed bound χ(G) + θ(G) ≥ n.

We build on this generalization to introduce a parameter a to Inequality 1 and consider graphs

satisfying the following inequality for each choice of a ≥ 0:

χ(G) + θ(G) ≥ n+ 1− a. (2)

Given a ≥ 0, a graph G is a-Nordhaus-Gaddum if G satisfies Inequality 2 with equality. The

generalized classes of a-Nordhaus-Gaddum graphs are again not hereditary; as an example, C2a+5 has χ = 3

and θ = a+ 3, so is an element of a-NG, but its induced subgraph P2a+4 has χ = 2 and θ = a+ 2, so is not

an element of a-NG. We hence define G to be a-hereditary-Nordhaus-Gaddum if every induced subgraph H

of G satisfies 2 with equality. We denote the class of a-Nordhaus-Gaddum graphs by a-NG and the class of

a-hereditary-Nordhaus-Gaddum graphs by a-HNG. For all a ≥ 0, a-NG and a-HNG are both closed under

complementation, and a-HNG is hereditary.

We have the following chain of inclusions:

Proposition 1.1. 0-HNG ⊂ 0-NG ⊂ 1-HNG ⊂ 1-NG ⊂ 2-HNG ⊂ . . .

Proof. Fix a ≥ 0. By definition a-HNG ⊂ a-NG. Suppose for a contradiction that a-NG ̸⊂ (a+ 1)-HNG,

so there exists G ∈ a-NG with an induced subgraph H ̸∈ (a+1)-NG. Let K be the induced subgraph with

vertex set V (G)−V (H). Then χ(G)+θ(G) ≥ |G|+1−a and χ(H)+θ(H) < |H|+1−(a+1). By Inequality

1, χ(K) + θ(K) ≤ |K|+ 1. As a result:

χ(G) + θ(G) ≤ χ(H) + χ(K) + θ(H) + θ(K) < |H|+ |K|+ 1− a = |G|+ 1− a,

contradicting G’s inclusion in a-NG. Thus instead a-NG ⊂ (a+ 1)-HNG.

Since C2a+5 is in a-NG but not a-HNG, and P2a+4 is in (a+1)-HNGbut not a-NG, all inclusions

are strict.

We introduce more notation used throughout the paper, then discuss a number of important graph

classes and their relation to a-NG and a-HNG. Given positive integers k, l, we denote the complete bipartite

graph with k vertices in one half of the bipartition and l in the other by Kk,l. We use + to denote the disjoint

union of two graphs. Given a vertex v (resp. induced subgraph H), let G − {v} (resp., G −H) denote the

induced subgraph on vertex set V (G)− {v} (resp., V (G)− V (H)). A vertex v is complete to H ⊆ V (G) if
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v is adjacent to all vertices in H. A vertex subset A is complete to H if all v ∈ A are complete to H. The

neighborhood of a vertex v in G (resp., in induced subgraph H) is denoted N(v) (resp., NH(v)). A vertex

v is isolated in G (resp., in H) if N(v) (resp. NH(v)) is empty, and dominating if N(v) = V (G)− {v}. We

refer to two induced subgraphs as isolated from one another where there are no edges with one endpoint in

each subgraph.

A graph G is said to be threshold if there exist a function w : V (G) → R and a real number t such

that there is an edge between two distinct vertices u and v if and only if w(u) + w(v) > t [10]. The class of

threshold graphs has been studied in great detail. See Mahadev and Peled’s book for more information [24].

Threshold graphs are identifiable by forbidden induced subgraphs and with a vertex ordering ([11]), among

myriad other characterizations.

Theorem 1.2. Given a graph G, the following are equivalent:

(i) G is threshold.

(ii) G contains no induced 2K2, P4, C4.

(iii) V (G) can be given an ordering v1, . . . , vn such that for every i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, vi is adjacent to all or none

of v1, . . . , vi−1.

Together, these two characterizations show that threshold graphs are exactly 0-HNG.

Proposition 1.3. The class 0-HNG is exactly the class of threshold graphs.

Proof. Given a ≥ 0 and a graph G with an isolated or dominating vertex v, G satisfies Inequality 2 with

equality if and only if G − {v} satisfies Inequality 2 with equality. Hence Theorem 1.2 (iii) implies that

threshold graphs are contained in 0-HNG. For the converse it suffices to see from Theorem 1.2(ii), that

none of P4, 2K2, C4, the three forbidden induced subgraphs for the class of threshold graphs, is in 0-HNG.

A graph G is split if its vertices can be partitioned into a clique and a stable set [17]. A graph G

is chordal if every induced cycle in it is a triangle [14]. It is weakly chordal if every induced cycle in it or

its complement is either a triangle or a square [21]. A graph G is perfect if χ(H) = ω(H) for all induced

subgraphs H of G [5]. The Strong Perfect Graph Theorem [9] shows a graph is perfect if and only if it

contains none of {C5, C7, C7, C9, C9, . . .} as an induced subgraph.

We also define a new class generalizing perfect graphs: a graph is apex-perfect if it contains a

vertex whose deletion results in a perfect graph. Although hereditary, the forbidden induced subgraph

characterization of this class remains unknown.

By the forbidden induced subgraph characterizations, we have the following chain of inclusions on

graph classes:

Threshold ⊂ Split ⊂ Chordal ⊂ Weakly Chordal ⊂ Perfect ⊂ Apex-Perfect.

We compare the hereditary classes a-HNG to the above hereditary classes. First, 0-HNG is exactly

the class of threshold graphs. In a split graph, ω(G) + α(G) ≥ |G| [20], so since split graphs are perfect,

χ(G)+ θ(G) = ω(G)+α(G) ≥ |G|, it follows that split graphs are a subclass of 1-HNG. For a ≥ 1, a-HNG

is not a subclass of chordal, weakly chordal, or perfect graphs, since it contains C5. The converse also holds:

chordal, weakly chordal, and perfect graphs do not constitute subclasses of a-HNG, since P2a+4 is in each of

these classes but not in a-HNG. We prove later in Theorem 4.1 that all graphs in 1-HNG are apex-perfect.

Another generalization of perfect graphs is to χ-bounding functions. For a hereditary class G,
f : N → N is a χ-bounding function on G if for all G ∈ G, χ(G) ≤ f(ω(G)). For perfect graphs, the function
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f(x) = x is χ-bounding, and this is of course best possible. See [26] for a survey of hereditary classes with

known χ-bounding functions. Since all graphs in 1-HNG are apex-perfect, it follows as Theorem 4.2 that

1-HNG is χ-bounded by the function f(x) = x+ 1, which is best possible.

Given a graph G, it holds that ω(G) + α(G) ≤ n + 1. Where this bound holds with equality for

all induced subgraphs H of G, it follows that G is threshold [22]. More interesting is the generalization of

threshold graphs to the class of sum-perfect graphs. A graph is sum-perfect if for all induced subgraphs

H, ω(H) + α(H) ≥ n. One of the authors, together with Litjens and Polak, provides a forbidden induced

subgraph characterization of the class [22]. It follows from the characterization that the class of sum-perfect

graphs is a subclass of the weakly-chordal graphs, and hence perfect. Since ω(G) ≤ χ(G) and α(G) ≤ θ(G),

sum-perfect graphs are also 1-HNG. We make use of this inclusion in Theorem 3.1, our forbidden induced

subgraph characterization of 1-HNG.

The line graph of G, denoted L(G), has the edges of G as its vertices. Two vertices in L(G) are

adjacent if as edges in G they are incident to a shared vertex. Line graphs translate questions about edges

into questions about vertices, and so are an important tool for simplifying otherwise-intractable problems.

The class of line graphs is hereditary and there is a beautiful characterization of this class in terms of its

forbidden induced subgraphs [3]. We characterize the intersection of 1-HNG and line graphs in Theorem

5.1.

A claw is an induced subgraph that is isomorphic to K1,3; its trivalent vertex is called its center. A

graph is claw-free if it contains no claw. Since the claw is one of the forbidden induced subgraphs of line

graphs, claw-free graphs are an important generalization of line graphs. They also have strong algorithmic

properties (see the survey [15]). We characterize the intersection of 1-HNG and claw-free graphs in Theorem

5.3. Section 5 ends with characterizations of the intersection of 1-HNG with two simple, essential classes:

bipartite graphs and triangle-free graphs.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we study the effect of vertex deletion on χ and θ,

which is connected to forbidden induced subgraphs of a-HNG. From here, the remaining sections of the

paper pertain only to the smallest class 1-HNG. In Section 3 we extend the forbidden induced subgraph

characterization of sum-prefect graphs [22] to characterize the forbidden induced subgraphs of 1-HNG. In

Section 4 we show graphs in 1-HNG are apex-perfect, thereby giving a best possible χ-bounding function

on the class. Section 5 centers on the intersection of 1-HNG with, respectively, the classes of line graphs,

claw-free graphs, and triangle-free graphs. In Section 6 we provide a number of optimization results about

1-HNG, showing that inclusion in 1-HNG, ω(G), α(G), χ(G), and θ(G) can all be computed in polynomial

time.

2 Vertex Deletion in Minimum Colorings and Clique Coverings

In this section we present several results about vertex deletion and forbidden induced subgraphs of a-HNG.

First, since a-HNG is closed under complementation, so too is its set of forbidden induced subgraphs, which

we record as a remark.

Remark 2.1. For all a ≥ 0, the set of forbidden induced subgraphs of a-HNG is closed under complemen-

tation.

Second, each vertex in a graph can contribute at most one color to a coloring and add at most one

clique to a clique covering. Since a proper coloring of a graph G is formally a partition of V (G) into stable

sets, we call each stable set a color class, that is, the set of vertices with the same color. A vertex v is

χ-distinct in G if there exists a minimum proper coloring of G where v is the only vertex in its color class.

4



Similarly, v is θ-distinct in G if there exists a minimum proper clique covering where v is the only vertex

in its clique. Such a minimum proper coloring or clique covering is called v-distinct. Deleting a vertex v

from G will decrement χ or θ if and only if v is χ-distinct or θ-distinct, respectively, which we record in the

following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Given v ∈ G, χ(G−{v}) = χ(G)−1 if and only if v is χ-distinct. Otherwise χ(G−{v}) =
χ(G). Analogously, θ(G− {v}) = θ(G)− 1 if and only if v is θ-distinct, and otherwise θ(G− {v}) = θ(G).

Proof. Let v ∈ G. Clearly χ(G − {v}) = χ(G) or χ(G) − 1. If v is χ-distinct, then choose a v-distinct

coloring. The restriction of this coloring to G−{v} gives a proper coloring of G−{v} with χ(G)− 1 colors,

so χ(G− {v}) ≤ χ(G)− 1. Hence they are equal. For the reverse direction, if χ(G− {v}) = χ(G)− 1, then

fix a proper coloring of G− {v} using χ(G)− 1 colors. Add a new color class containing only v to produce

a proper coloring of G using χ(G) colors. Hence the coloring is minimal in G, and we conclude that v is

χ-distinct. An analogous proof holds for θ(G).

The following result is used to identify θ-distinct vertices; an analogous result holds for χ-distinct

vertices.

Proposition 2.3. For any v ∈ V (G) such that N(v) induces a stable set, v is θ-distinct in G if its neighbors

are not θ-distinct in G− {v}.

Proof. Let v ∈ V (G) with N(v) inducing a stable set. We prove the contrapositive. Suppose v is not θ-

distinct in G. Then for all minimum proper clique coverings of G, v shares a clique with one of its neighbors.

Choose a minimum proper clique covering. This clique covering restricted to G−{v} is then a proper clique

covering with some w ∈ N(v) in a distinct clique. Proposition 2.2 implies that θ(G − {v}) = θ(G), so the

clique covering restricted to G− {v} is minimum. Thus w is θ-distinct in G− {v}.

Identifying distinct vertices is critical because forbidden induced subgraphs cannot contain distinct

vertices of either type.

Proposition 2.4. If G is a forbidden induced subgraph of a-HNG, then G ∈ (a+ 1)-HNG, and no vertex

of G is χ-distinct or θ-distinct.

Proof. Let v ∈ V (G). Since G is a forbidden induced subgraph of a-HNG, it follows that G − {v} ∈ a-

HNG. Thus χ(G) + θ(G) ≤ n − a and χ(G − {v}) + θ(G − {v}) ≥ n − a. Since χ(G) ≥ χ(G − {v}) and

θ(G) ≥ θ(G− {v}), it follows that χ(G) = χ(G− {v}), θ(G) = θ(G− {v}, and χ(G) + θ(G) = n− a. Thus

G ∈ (a+ 1)-HNG, and by Proposition 2.2, v is not χ-distinct or θ-distinct.

The above two propositions combine to give the following corollary, which we use extensively in our

characterization of 1-HNG in Section 3.

Corollary 2.5. If there exists v ∈ V (G) such that N(v) induces a stable set and no vertex in N(v) is

θ-distinct in G− {v}, then G is not a forbidden induced subgraph of a-HNGfor any a ≥ 0.

3 A Forbidden Induced Subgraph Characterization of 1-HNG

Let F be the set of 52 forbidden induced subgraphs of 1-HNG found computationally on 6 to 8 vertices,

shown in Figure 1. Let FS denote those graphs in F containing no induced C5, and FC denote graphs in

F containing an induced C5. The subscript S will denote that these are forbidden induced subgraphs of

the sum-perfect graphs; see Theorem 3.2. The set FS contains 24 graphs on 6 vertices and 2 graphs on 7
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vertices. Twelve of the 24 graphs on 6 vertices are bipartite graphs with matching number ν = 3. Note that

a bipartite graph has ν = 3 if and only if it has an induced perfect matching on 6-vertices, if and only if it

contains a 3K2 subgraph. The other 12 are complements of these graphs. The two graphs on 7 vertices are

the sun graph with a pendant (degree one) vertex attached to a degree two vertex, and its complement.

Figure 1: These graphs, together with their complements, comprise the set F of forbidden induced subgraphs

of 1-HNG.

The set FC contains 22 graphs on 7 vertices and 4 graphs on 8 vertices, and is also by necessity

closed under complementation.

From here, we prove that F is exactly the set of forbidden induced subgraphs for 1-HNG.

Theorem 3.1. A graph G is in 1-HNG if and only if it contains no element of F as an induced subgraph.

This work is made much simpler for graphs in 1-HNG without C5 by the fact that these graphs

are exactly the sum-perfect graphs, and their forbidden induced subgraph characterization is known. We

present the characterization by Litjens, Polak, and Sivaraman [22].

Theorem 3.2. A graph G is sum-perfect if and only if it is FS ∪ {C5}-free.

Our proof of Theorem 3.1 will separately address graphs that do and do not contain an induced C5.

In anticipation of the former, we introduce notation and a proposition summarizing the contents of FC . If a

graph G contains no element of F as an induced subgraph, then the possible coexisting vertices outside C5

and their adjacencies are limited.

Let G be a graph containing vertices C = {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} ∈ V (G) that induce a copy of C5 along

edges v1v2, v2v3, v3v4, v4v5, and v1v5. (We will choose such a subgraph C frequently throughout this paper,

and always with the given edge set.) Let D = V (G) − C; we say that a vertex v ∈ D is of type N(v) ∩ C,
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according to its adjacencies in C5, such as {c1, c2, c4}, {c3, c5}, or even {∅}. Multiple vertices in D may be

of the same type. The automorphism group of C5 is the dihedral group on 5 elements. Throughout, we

will work up to symmetry of this automorphism group, and relabel C, up to symmetry, so that any chosen

vertex or vertices are of lowest possible type. For instance, if we assume the existence of a vertex with one

neighbor in C, we would call it of type {c1}, up to symmetry. With a vertex of type {c2, c4} or {c2, c5}, we
would apply the requisite relabeling of C to have a vertex of type {c1, c3}.

The following remark summarizes the pairs of vertices, up to symmetry, not in C5 that can occur

within D without containing an induced graph from F .

Proposition 3.3. Let G be a graph containing no element of F as an induced subgraph, and let C =

{c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} ∈ V (G) induce a copy of C5 with edges c1c2, c2c3, c3c4, c4c5, and c1c5. Let D = V (G)−C

and let v ∈ D.

If v is of type {∅}, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and of types {c1, c2, c3},{c1, c2, c3, c4}
or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, up to symmetry, or w is non-adjacent to v and of any type.

If v is of type {c1}, up to symmetry, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and of type

{c3, c4} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, or w is non-adjacent to v and of type {∅}, {c1}, {c1, c2}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c4},
{c1, c5}, {c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c5}, {c1, c3, c4}, {c1, c3, c5}, or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}.

If v is of type {c1, c2}, up to symmetry, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and of type {c4},
{c1, c2}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c4, c5} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5},
or w is non-adjacent to v and of type {∅}, {c1}, {c4}, {c1, c2},{c1, c4}, {c2, c4}, or {c1, c2, c4}.

If v is of type {c1, c3}, up to symmetry, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and of type

{c1, c3, c4, c5} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, or w is non-adjacent to v and of type {∅}, {c1}, {c3}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c4},
{c1, c5}, {c3, c4}, {c3, c5}, {c1, c3, c4}, {c1, c3, c5}, or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}.

If v is of type {c1, c2, c3}, up to symmetry, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and

of type {∅}, {c1, c2}, {c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c5}, {c2, c3, c4}, {c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4},
{c1, c2, c3, c5} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, or w is non-adjacent to v and of type {∅} or {c2}.

If v is of type {c1, c2, c4}, up to symmetry, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and of type

{c1, c2}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c4, c5} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5},
or w is non-adjacent to v and of type {∅}, {c1}, {c2}, {c4}, {c1, c2}, {c1, c4}, {c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c4}, or

{c1, c2, c3, c5}.
If v is of type {c1, c2, c3, c4}, up to symmetry, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and of type

{c1, c2}, {c1, c4}, {c2, c3}, {c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c2, c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c3, c4}, {c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4}
or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, or w is non-adjacent to v and of type {∅} or {c2, c3, c5}.

If v is of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, then for all w ∈ D, either w is adjacent to v and of any type, or

w is non-adjacent to v and of type {∅}, {c1}, {c2}, {c3}, {c4}, {c5}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, {c2, c4}, {c2, c5}, or
{c3, c5}.

Proof. It is straightforward to verify the result (by hand or computer). For v of any type out of {∅},
{c1}, {c1, c2}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c3, c4}, or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, if w is of a listed type and

adjacency to v, then the subgraph induced on vertices {v, w, c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} is neither isomorphic to nor

contains an element of F . If w is not of a listed type and adjacency to v, then the subgraph induced on

vertices {v, w, c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} is isomorphic to or contains an element of F .

We will use this result profusely throughout our proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. The reverse direction is straightforward to check: for each of the 52 graphs in F , each has χ(G) +

θ(G) = |G| − 1, but for all proper induced subgraphs H, χ(H) + θ(H) ≥ |H|.
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For the forward direction, let G be a graph containing none of the graphs in F as an induced

subgraph. We consider separately graphs that do and do not contain an induced subgraph isomorphic to C5.

Suppose, first, that G does not contain C5 as an induced subgraph. Hence by Theorem 3.2, G is sum-perfect,

so ω(G) + α(G) ≥ n. Since ω(G) ≤ χ(G) and α(G) ≤ θ(G), it follows that chi(G) + θ(G) ≥ n and therefore

G ∈ 1-HNG.

Otherwise, let G contain an induced copy of C5. Suppose that vertices {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} ∈ V (G)

induce a copy of C5 with edges v1v2, v2v3, v3v4, v4v5, and v1v5. Let C = {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} and D = V (G)−C.

In any graph, isolated vertices are θ-distinct and dominating vertices are χ-distinct. Assume by Proposition

2.4 that G has neither isolated nor dominating vertices. It is also straightforward to check that if |D| ≤ 2,

then G ∈ 1-HNG, so we assume |D| ≥ 3.

We will exploit Proposition 3.3 to identify possible vertex types in G. Then, we show either (i),

there exists a θ-distinct vertex in G, or (ii), there exists some v ∈ V (G) whose neighborhood is isolated

and no vertex in it is θ-distinct in G − {v}. If (i) holds, G cannot be a forbidden induced subgraph by

Proposition 2.4, and if (ii) holds, Corollary 2.5 implies the same. The proof consists of four cases: first,

where there exists a vertex of type {∅}. Since the forbidden induced subgraphs of 1-HNG are closed under

complementation (see Remark 2.1), we can assume for subsequent cases that no vertex is of type {∅} or

{c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}. The second case is where there exists a vertex of type {c1}, up to symmetry. Again,

for subsequent cases, we assume there are no vertices of types {c1}, {c2}, {c3}, {c4}, {c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4},
{c1, c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c4, c5}, {c1, c3, c4, c5}, or {c2, c3, c4, c5}. The third case is where there exists a vertex

of type {c1, c3}, up to symmetry. For the fourth case, we assume there are only vertices of types {c1, c2},
{c1, c5}, {c2, c3}, {c3, c4}, {c4, c5}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c3, c4}, {c1, c3, c5}, {c2, c3, c5}, or {c2, c4, c5}, and suppose

up to symmetry that there exists a vertex of type {c1, c2}.
Case 1: D contains a vertex of type {∅}.
Let E be the set of vertices of type {∅} and let N(E) be the set of vertices with a neighbor in E. By

Proposition 3.3, E induces a stable set, and by assumption, both E and N(E) are nonempty (else a vertex

in E would be isolated). By Proposition 3.3, N(E) can contain vertices of types {c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c3, c4},
and {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, up to symmetry. Any vertices of these types must be adjacent by Proposition 3.3, so

N(E) induces a clique.

We now show N(E) is complete to B = D − E − N(E). First, let w ∈ N(E) be a vertex of type

{c1, c2, c3}, up to symmetry. Proposition 3.3 implies w is complete to B except for vertices of type {c2}.
However, if there exists a vertex of type {c2}, G contains F2 as an induced subgraph. By Proposition 3.3, D

contains no vertices of types {c1}, {c3}, {c4}, {c5}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, {c2, c4}, {c2, c5}, or {c3, c5}, so any vertex

of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} in N(E) is also complete to B.

Second, let w ∈ N(E) be of type {c1, c2, c3, c4}. Proposition 3.3 implies w is complete to B except

for possibly vertices of type {c2, c3, c5}. However, given a vertex x of type {c2, c3, c5} not adjacent to w, G

contains F24 as an induced subgraph. Furthermore, by Proposition 3.3, D contains no vertices of types {c1},
{c2} {c3}, {c4}, {c5}, {c1, c3}, {c2, c4}, {c2, c5}, or {c3, c5}. More subtly, D also does not contain a vertex

of type {c1, c4} that is not adjacent to some vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, else G contains an induced F2.

Thus any vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} in N(E) is complete to B.

The third and final option is that N(E) contains only vertices of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}. By Propo-

sition 3.3, any vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} is adjacent to all other vertices in B except possibly those of

type {c1} and {c1, c3}, up to symmetry. If there exists a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} that is non-adjacent

to a vertex of type {c1} in D, up to symmetry, then G contains a vertex of type {∅} with a neighbor of

type {c1, c2, c3}. If there exists a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} that is non-adjacent to a vertex of type

{c1, c3} in D, up to symmetry, then G contains a vertex of type {∅} with a neighbor of type {c1, c2, c3, c4}.
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Since 1-HNG is closed under complementation, we can assume N(E) contains a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3}
or {c1, c2, c3, c4}, both resolved above. Hence we can proceed with the assumption that N(E) is complete

to B.

Fix a minimum proper clique covering of C ∪ B. We can extend this to a minimum proper clique

covering of C ∪ B ∪ N(E) by adding N(E) to the clique containing c2. Since N(E) is complete to B, the

clique covering is proper. This extends to a proper clique covering of G by giving each vertex in E a distinct

clique, so θ(G) ≤ θ(C∪B)+ |E|. Since E induces a stable set and is isolated to C∪B, θ(G) ≥ θ(C∪B)+ |E|.
We conclude the specified clique covering is minimum. Since it is v-distinct for any v ∈ E, Proposition 2.4

implies that G is not a forbidden induced subgraph of 1-HNG.

Case 2: D contains a vertex of type {c1}.
Suppose that D contains no vertices of type {∅} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, but does contain a vertex of

type {c1}, up to symmetry. By Proposition 3.3, D may also contain vertices of type {c1}, {c1, c2}, {c1, c3},
{c1, c4}, {c1, c5}, {c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c5}, {c1, c3, c4}, and {c1, c3, c5}. Of these, vertices of type {c1}
may only be adjacent to vertices of type {c3, c4}.

Suppose there exists v of type {c1} not adjacent to any vertex of type {c3, c4}, so N(v) = {c1} is

a stable set. Suppose for a contradiction there exists a c1-distinct clique covering of H = G − {v}. Since

N(c2) ⊆ N(c1) − {c3} with the exception of c3, it follows that c2 and c3 share a clique. By an analogous

argument, c4 and c5 share a clique, and so no vertex in H − C5 shares a clique with any vertex in C5. By

assumption, |D| ≥ 3, so |H − C5| is nonempty. Choose a clique K in H − C5; there are three possibilities:

(i) K has no vertex of type {c3, c4}. If so, c1 is complete to K and can be added to it, contradicting the

clique covering’s minimality.

(ii) K has a vertex of type {c3, c4} but no vertex of type {c1}. If so, K contains only vertices of types

{c3, c4} and {c1, c3, c4}, so we add c3 to K and combine c1 and c2 into one clique, contradicting the

assumption that the clique covering is minimum.

(iii) K has a vertex of type {c3, c4} and a vertex of type {c1}. These two vertices, together with C5 and v,

induce F25 or F26 in G, for a contradiction.

Instead, we conclude H has no c1-distinct clique covering, and Corollary 2.5 implies G is not a forbidden

induced subgraph of 1-HNG.

Otherwise, every vertex of type {c1} is adjacent to a vertex of type {c3, c4}. If there exist two

vertices of type {c1}, they cannot be adjacent by Proposition 3.3. If they are adjacent to a common vertex

of type {c3, c4}, G contains an induced F26, and if they are adjacent to different vertices of type {c3, c4},
G contains an induced F25. Thus G has exactly one vertex v of type {c1}. If there exist two vertices of

type {c3, c4} adjacent to v, then G contains either F3 or F4 as an induced subgraph. Hence v is adjacent to

exactly one vertex w of type {c3, c4}. The vertex w is adjacent to all other vertices of type {c3, c4}, else G

contains an induced F3, and to all vertices of type {c1, c3, c4}, else G contains an induced F17. Hence w is

complete to D.

Here, N(v) = {c1, w}, which induces a stable set. We claim both c1 and w are not θ-distinct in

H = G − {v}. Suppose for a contradiction there exists a w-distinct clique covering of H. Thus D − {v}
shares a clique with c1, c2 and c3 share a clique, and c4 and c5 share a clique. However, the clique covering

is not minimum: put c1 with c2 and add c3 and w to D − {v} to produce a strictly smaller clique covering

of H. The covering is proper since w is complete to D. Suppose for a contradiction there exists a c1-distinct

clique covering of H. Thus c2 and c3 share a clique in that covering, and c4 and c5 share a clique. Put

c3 in w’s clique and add c1 to c2’s clique to produce a proper, strictly smaller clique covering. Instead, we
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conclude H has no c1-distinct or w-distinct clique covering, and Corollary 2.5 implies G is not a forbidden

induced subgraph of 1-HNG.

Case 3: D contains a vertex of type {c1, c3}.
By ruling out the previous cases, D contains no vertices with zero, one, four, or five neighbors in

C, but does contain a vertex v of type {c1, c3}, up to symmetry and complementation. By Proposition 3.3,

D may also contain vertices of type {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, {c1, c5}, {c3, c4}, {c3, c5}, {c1, c3, c4}, and {c1, c3, c5}.
Any vertices of type {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, or {c3, c5} are isolated in D. However, D contains vertices of type

{c1, c4}, {c3, c4}, or {c1, c3, c4} if and only if it does not contain vertices of type {c1, c5}, {c3, c5}, or {c1, c3, c5}.
Up to symmetry, we assume the former.

Here, N(v) = {c1, c3}, which induces a stable set. We claim both c1 and c3 are not θ-distinct in

H = G − {v}. Suppose for a contradiction there exists a c1-distinct clique covering of H. Thus c2 and c3

share a clique, c4 and c5 share a clique, D contains no vertex of type {c1, c4}. and no vertex in H − C5

shares a clique with any vertex in C5. Since H −C5 is nonempty and complete to c3, join c3 to any clique in

H − C5 and combine c1 and c2 to produce a proper clique covering of H with fewer cliques. If there exists

a c3-distinct clique covering of H, then c1 and c2 share a clique. Since c3 cannot be added to any other

clique, H − C5 contains only vertices of type {c1, c4} and by assumption must have at least 2 such vertices.

However, the proper clique covering of H with c2 and c3 sharing a clique, c1 and c5 sharing a clique, and c4

in a clique with some vertex of type {c1, c4} contains fewer cliques. Instead, we conclude H has no c1-distinct

or c3-distinct clique covering, and Corollary 2.5 implies G is not a forbidden induced subgraph of 1-HNG.

Case 4: D contains a vertex of type {c1, c2}.
Here, D contains only vertices of types {c1, c2}, {c1, c5}, {c2, c3}, {c3, c4}, {c4, c5}, {c1, c2, c4},

{c1, c3, c4}, {c1, c3, c5}, {c2, c3, c5} and {c2, c4, c5}. Without loss of generality, suppose that D contains

a vertex v of type {c1, c2}. Thus D can also contain only vertices of types {c1, c2} and {c1, c2, c4}, which
may or may not be adjacent to one another. With D so limited, we move directly to a clique covering.

The set N(c3) = {c2, c4} induces a stable set, and we claim that neither c2 nor c4 is θ-distinct in

H = G − {c3}. Since c2 is complete to {v} ∪ N(v), no clique covering of H is c2-distinct, else c2 could be

joined to v’s clique. If a clique covering is c4-distinct, then c5 and c1 share a clique. Since c1 is complete to

{v}∪N(v), add c1 to v’s clique and combine c4 and c5 into one clique to produce a proper clique covering of

H with fewer cliques, for a contradiction. We conclude by Corollary 2.5 that G is not a forbidden induced

subgraph of 1-HNG.

4 Graphs in 1-HNG are Apex-Perfect

We prove that graphs in 1-HNG are apex-perfect, that is, that the deletion of some vertex yields a perfect

graph. This is sufficient to show that 1-HNG is χ-bounded by the function f(x) = x+ 1.

Theorem 4.1. If G ∈ 1-HNG, then there exists v ∈ G such that G− {v} is a perfect graph.

Proof. Let G ∈ 1-HNG. The graphs C6, C6, P6, and P6 are elements of F , so G contains none of these,

and hence G contains no cycle Cm or cycle-complement Cm for m ≥ 6. Thus G is perfect if and only if G

contains no induced C5. From here, we consider the structure of induced copies of C5 in G to show that all

induced copies of C5 must intersect at a single vertex.

Assume that G is imperfect (i.e., not a perfect graph) and let C = {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} ∈ V (G) induce

C5 with edges c1c2, c2c3, c3c4, c4c5, and c1c5. If G has exactly one induced copy of C5, then the theorem

holds, so we assume another exists. In the remainder of the proof, we consider vertex types that can be

included in another C5, and show that in each case G is apex-perfect.
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The neighbor set of a vertex of type {∅} induces a clique, as shown in the proof of Case 1 of Theorem

3.1. Hence no vertices of type {∅} or, by complement, of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} are elements of any induced

C5.

Suppose there exists a vertex v of type {c1}, up to symmetry and complementation, contained in

an induced subgraph X isomorphic to C5. The only neighbors of v in G are c1 and possibly some vertices

of type {c3, c4}. Since our work in the proof of Case 2 of Theorem 3.1 showed that a vertex of type {c1}
cannot have two (nonadjacent) neighbors of type {c3, c4}, we conclude that v’s neighbors in X are c1 and a

vertex w of type {c3, c4}. If, for a contradiction, there exists a subset Y ⊆ V (G) inducing C5 with c1 ̸∈ Y ,

then by Proposition 3.3, the elements of Y must be some of c2, c3, c4, c5 and vertices of types {c3, c4} and

{c1, c3, c4}. Let U denote the set of these possible elements. Since c2 and c5 have one neighbor in U , they

cannot be in Y , and since c3 and c4 are adjacent to all but one element of U , they also cannot be in Y .

Hence Y is comprised entirely of vertices of types {c3, c4} and {c1, c3, c4}. Suppose up to complementation

that at least three vertices of Y are of type {c3, c4}. If three consecutive vertices of Y , say v1, v2, v3 are of

type {c3, c4}, then the induced subgraph of G on vertex set {v1, v2, v3, c1, c2, c5} is forbidden by Theorem

3.1. Otherwise, up to symmetry v1, v2, and v4 are of type {c3, c4} and v3, v5 are of type {c1, c3, c4}. Here,

the induced subgraph on {v2, v3, v4, c1, c2, c5} is forbidden by Theorem 3.1. In either case, we obtain the

contradiction that G ̸∈ 1-HNG, so conclude instead that all induced copies of C5 in G contain vertex c1.

Thus its deletion renders the graph perfect. Hence if G contains a vertex of types {c1} or {c1, c2, c3, c4}, up
to symmetry, contained in an induced C5, the graph is apex-perfect. Assume for the remainder of the proof

that G contains no such vertex.

If a vertex v of type {c1, c3}, up to symmetry and complementation, is in an induced C5, then by

Proposition 3.3, its two neighbors in the C5 must be c1 and c3. If, for a contradiction, there exists a subset

Y ⊆ V (G) inducing C5 with c1 ̸∈ Y , then by Proposition 3.3, the elements of Y must be some of c2, c3, c4, c5

and vertices of types {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, {c1, c5}, {c3, c4}, {c3, c5}, {c1, c3, c4}, and {c1, c3, c5}. Let U denote

the set of these possible elements. Since c2 has one neighbor in U , it cannot be in Y . Since we’ve shown

that any vertex of type {cx, cx+2}, with subscripts mod 5 must have as its C5 neighbors cx and cx+2, it

follows that Y does not contain vertices of type {c1, c3} or {c1, c4}. If Y contains a vertex of type {c3, c5},
then Y contains c3, c5, and vertices of types Proposition 3.3 restricts Y to containing c3, c5, and vertices of

types {c1, c5} and {c1, c3, c5}. Since c5 is adjacent to all but c3, Y does not induce C5. Thus Y does not

contain a vertex of type {c3, c5}. If instead Y contains a vertex of type {c3, c4} or {c1, c3, c4}, then Y is

restricted to containing c3, c4 and vertices of types {c3, c4} or {c1, c3, c4}, which was shown above to not be

possible. Lastly, if Y contains a vertex of type {c1, c5} or {c1, c3, c5}, then in order to induce C5, Y must

contain two vertices v1, v2 of type {c1, c5}, two vertices v3, v5 of type {c1, c3, c5}, and c3. However, G then

contains the induced subgraph F22, for a contradiction. Instead, all induced copies of C5 in G contain vertex

c1, and its deletion renders the graph perfect. Hence if G contains a vertex of types {c1, c3} or {c1, c2, c3},
up to symmetry, contained in an induced C5, the graph is apex-perfect. Assume for the remainder of the

proof that G contains no such vertex.

Lastly, if there is a vertex v of type {c1, c2}, up to symmetry and complementation, in an induced

C5, then by Proposition 3.3, the other vertices in that induced C5 must be some of c1, c2, and vertices of

types {c1, c2} and {c1, c2, c4}. Since c1 and c2 are adjacent to all but c4, they do not occur in this C5. As

shown above, the C5 cannot contain only vertices of types {c1, c2} and {c1, c2, c4}, so c4 must be included.

This C5 then contains two vertices each of types {c1, c2} and {c1, c2, c4}, and G contains F22 as an induced

subgraph, for a contradiction.

It follows that graphs in 1-HNG are χ-bounded by the function f(x) = x+1, which is best possible.
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Theorem 4.2. If G ∈ 1-HNG, then χ(G) ≤ ω(G) + 1.

Proof. Let G ∈ 1-HNG. By Theorem 4.1, there exists v ∈ G such that χ(G − {v}) = ω(G − {v}). By

Remark 2.2, χ(G) ≤ χ(G−{v})+ 1. Either ω(G−{v}) = ω(G) or ω(G−{v}) = ω(G)− 1. In the first case,

χ(G) ≤ χ(G − {v}) + 1 = ω(G − {v}) + 1 = ω(G) + 1, and in the second case, χ(G) ≤ χ(G − {v}) + 1 =

ω(G− {v}) + 1 = ω(G). Both yield the desired result.

5 The Intersection of 1-HNG with Several Common Graph Classes

In this section we provide equivalent structural and forbidden (induced) subgraph characterizations of 1-

HNG intersected with line graphs, claw-free graphs, and triangle-free graphs.

Beginning with line graphs, we define two sets that will provide our structural and forbidden

subgraph characterizations. Given graphs A1 to A6 shown in Figure 2, let A = {A1, . . . , A6, 3P3, P5 +

P3, P7, C6,K4, C4 + P3, 2K3, 2K1,3,K2,3,K3 +K1,3}. Given families L1 to L11 in Figure 2, let L be the set

of all graphs in one of families L1 to L11. We characterize the set of graphs whose line graphs are in 1-HNG

as the set of graphs containing none of A as a (not necessarily induced) subgraph, and equivalently as the

set of graphs contained in an element of L.

Figure 2: The set A comprises A1 to A6 as well as ten other small graphs. The set L comprises all graphs

in families L1 to L11.

Theorem 5.1. Given a graph G, the following are equivalent:

(i) L(G) ∈ 1-HNG.

(ii) G contains none of A as a subgraph.

(iii) G is a subgraph of a graph in L.

Proof. (i) → (ii) It is straightforward to verify that for all A ∈ A, the line graph L(A) ∈ F . Thus if a graph

G contains A as a subgraph, L(G) contains the forbidden L(A) as an induced subgraph, and by Theorem

3.1, L(G) ̸∈ 1-HNG.
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(ii) → (iii) Let G be a graph containing none of A as a subgraph. Since C6, P7 ∈ A, it follows that

G’s largest cycle has 5 or fewer vertices, should one exist. It is clear that G can contain arbitrarily many

connected components isomorphic to K2, and so we restrict the subsequent analysis to edgewise nontrivial

components. We split into cases according to the number of components containing at least two edges and

the size of the largest cycle.

Case 1: The graph G has one edgewise nontrivial component, which contains a 5-cycle. Any added

vertex with two neighbors in the 5-cycle either produces C6 ∈ A as a subgraph if the neighbors are adjacent

or A4 ∈ A if the neighbors are not adjacent. Hence any vertex beyond the 5-cycle must have at most one

neighbor in the 5-cycle. If two different vertices in the 5-cycle have added neighbors, then G contains either

P7 ∈ A (if the vertices are adjacent) or A2 ∈ A (if not), so at most one vertex in the 5-cycle has an added

neighbor. If there exists an edge e not incident to the 5-cycle, then e together with its path to the 5-cycle

and the 5-cycle itself contain P7 ∈ A, so the only possible addition to the 5-cycle is a set of pendant vertices

attached to one vertex. If the 5-cycle has two chords, then whether or not they are crossing chords, G

contains A1 ∈ A as a subgraph. It follows that G has at most one chord. A chord can be added if and only

if it is incident to the vertex with pendant vertices, else G contains A2 or A4 ∈ A. It can be added freely

and we conclude that G is a subgraph of a graph in family L1.

Case 2: The graph G has one edgewise nontrivial component, which contains no 5-cycle but does

contain a 4-cycle. Any added vertex with two neighbors in the 4-cycle either produces C5 (handled in Case

1) as a subgraph if the neighbors are adjacent or K2,3 ∈ A if the neighbors are not adjacent. Hence any

added vertex has at most one neighbor in the 4-cycle. If two different vertices in the 4-cycle have added

neighbors, then those two vertices must be adjacent, else G contains A4 ∈ A. If two adjacent vertices in the

4-cycle each have two added neighbors, then G contains 2K1,3 ∈ A, so instead only one vertex in the 4-cycle

can have more than one additional neighbor. If there exists an edge e not incident to the 4-cycle and two

vertices in the 4-cycle have additional neighbors, then e together with its path to the 4-cycle, the 4-cycle

itself, and the additional neighbor contain P7 ∈ A. Hence either all additions to the 4-cycle are pendant

vertices and all but one are appended to the same vertex, creating a subgraph of a graph in family L1, or

all additions to the 4-cycle are appended to the same vertex, which we call v.

However, we are limited in the subgraphs we can append to v: the set of vertices not included in

the 4-cycle cannot contain P3, else G contains C4 + P3 ∈ A. Hence we are limited to appending isolated

copies of P3,K3, and pendant vertices to v. With two copies of P3 appended to v, G contains P5 + P3 ∈ A,

so we can append either one K3 or one P3 (and unlimited pendant vertices) to v. If the 4-cycle contains

two chords, then G contains K4 ∈ A, so it has at most one chord. This chord must be incident to v, else G

contains A1. If there is a chord, then K3 cannot be appended to v, else G contains A3 ∈ A. With a chord,

G is thus a subgraph of a graph in family L2, and without a chord, G is a subgraph of a graph in family L3.

Case 3: The graph G has one edgewise nontrivial component, which contains K3 but no larger cycle.

Let C = {v1, v2, v3} ⊆ V (G) induce K3. There is exactly one path from any other vertex to C, else G

contains 2K3 ∈ A or some larger cycle, addressed above. Hence the subgraphs appended to each vertex in

C are isolated from one another. If P4 is appended with a vertex in C as an endpoint and G contains any

other edge not incident to that vertex, then G contains either P7 or P5 + P3. Hence if P4 is appended to a

vertex in C, G is a subgraph of a graph in family L4.

A claw cannot be appended at a spoke to a vertex in C, since this would create A3 ∈ A as a

subgraph. Hence the subgraph appended to any vertex of C contains only isolated copies of P3,K3, and

pendant vertices. If K3 is appended to a vertex in C, then appending neighbors to any other vertex in (either

copy of) K3 yields A3 as a subgraph. Any number of copies of K3 can be appended at the same vertex, and

we conclude that G is a subgraph of a graph in family L5. If two copies of P3 are appended to C at the
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same vertex, then no other vertex in C has an additional neighbor, else G contains P5 + P3. If two copies

of P3 are appended to different vertices, then G contains P7. If two vertices in C each have two additional

neighbors, then G contains A2. If one vertex has a copy of P3 appended and the other two vertices in C

have additional neighbors, then G contains A6 ∈ A. Thus with a P3 appended to a vertex in C, either that

vertex can have a cluster of pendant vertices and G is a subgraph of a graph in L6 or a different vertex has

a cluster of pendant vertices and G is a subgraph of a graph in L7. With no P3 appended to a vertex in C,

G is a subgraph of a graph in L8.

Case 4: The graph G has one edgewise nontrivial component, which contains no cycles. If G contains

P6 on vertices v1, . . . , v6 in that order, then it can have a cluster of pendant vertices appended to any non-

endpoint vertex. No P3 can be appended, else G contains P7 or P5 + P3. Furthermore, two non-adjacent

vertices cannot have appended vertices, else G contains A2. If v2 has a pendant vertex, then v3 cannot, else

G contains P5 + P3. If v3 and v4 each have two or more pendant vertices, then G contains 2K1,3. Thus G

is isomorphic to a subgraph of P6 together with a collection of pendant vertices to v2, which is a subgraph

of a graph in L7; or G has a collection of pendant vertices to v3 and a pendant vertex attached to v4 (up to

symmetry), and hence is a subgraph of a graph in L9.

If G contains no induced P6 but does contain an induced P5 on vertices v1, . . . , v5 in that order, then

it can have adjoined copies of P3, but only to v3. The resulting graph, with a cluster of copies of P3 adjoined

to v3, is a subgraph of a graph in L5. Without an adjoined P3, again G can only have one cluster of pendant

vertices, and only neighboring vertices of the P5 can have pendant vertices. The result is a subgraph a graph

in L9.

Case 5: The graph G has at least two edgewise nontrivial components. Since G cannot contain

3P3 ∈ A as an induced subgraph, G has at most two components with at least two edges. Components

containing a single edge or vertex are trivial, and ignored henceforth. The nontrivial components cannot

contain C4 or P5, since C4 + P3 and P5 + P3 are in A. If one component has a triangle, there cannot be

a copy of P3 appended to one triangle vertex, additional neighbors appended to two triangle vertices, or a

vertex of degree two or more appended to the triangle, since each would create a C4 or P5 subgraph. Hence

a component with a triangle consists of, at most, a triangle with a cluster of pendant vertices adjoined to

one vertex. The other component cannot contain a triangle or a claw since 2K3,K3 +K1,3 ∈ A, so H must

be a subgraph of P4. Thus G is a subgraph of a graph in L10. Otherwise, both components are trees. If

both components are subgraphs of P4, G is a subgraph of a graph in L10. Otherwise, exactly one component

contains a claw. This component contains P4 with a pendant vertex attached to one of the center vertices.

Since both center vertices cannot have two or more pendant vertices simultaneously without producing a

2K1,3 subgraph, the component is a subgraph of P4 together with a cluster of pendant vertices at one center

vertex and a single pendant vertex attached to the other center vertex. The other nontrivial component is

again a subgraph of P4, and we conclude that G is a subgraph of a graph in L11.

(iii) → (i) Compute the line graph of each graph in L. By Theorem 3.1, each contains no forbidden

induced subgraph, so is in 1-HNG. The same is true of its subgraphs.

In preparation for characterizing claw-free and triangle-free subsets of 1-HNG, we show that three

families of graphs built from a copy of C5 are in 1-HNG. The three families, D1, D2, and D3, are shown

in Figure 3. Each consists of an induced C5 on vertices labeled {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} together with a stable set

of added vertices. In D1, the added vertices may be of types {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, and {c1, c3, c4}. In D2, the

added vertices may be of types {c4}, {c1, c4}, and {c1, c3, c4}. In D3, the added vertices may be of types

{c1}, {c1, c3}, and {c1, c4}.

Lemma 5.2. All graphs in families D1, D2, or D3 are in 1-HNG.
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Figure 3: A claw-free graph in 1-HNG containing an induced C5 is an induced subgraph of a graph in family

D1, D2, or D3, possibly with dominating vertices. A triangle-free graph in 1-HNG is a subgraph of K2,n−2

or Sm,n−m for some 3 ≤ m ≤ n, or an induced subgraph of D3, possibly with isolated vertices.

Proof. Let G be a graph in one of these families, with a fixed induced C5 on vertex set C = {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}
in that order. By Theorem 1 the addition to C of any three vertices from D does not induce an element of

FC . The choice of C5 is immaterial: all induced copies of C5 contain c1, c3, c4, either c2 or a vertex of type

{c1, c3}, and either c5 or a vertex of type {c1, c4}. With respect to any of these induced C5, the types of

vertices in D = V (G)− C remain constant. Therefore G contains no element of FC on any vertex subset.

Graphs in D1 and D2 may contain induced triangles, but all triangles share two common ver-

tices, c3 and c4. Graphs in D3 contain no induced triangles. In either case, G cannot contain an induced

F1, . . . , F12, F13, or F13. See Figure 1 for these graphs.

If G is an element of D1 or D3, then the largest stable set containing c1 has size 2. Hence if G

contains an induced F1, . . . , F11, or F12, it cannot include c1. Without c1, however, every edge in G is

incident to c3 or c4, so ν(G−{c1}) = 2. Hence G contains no induced F1, . . . , F12. If G is an element of D2,

an analogous argument holds with the exchange of c1 and c4.

Therefore G contains no induced element of F , and Theorem 1 implies that G ∈1-HNG.

Given graphs Fi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 26, shown in Figure 1, let B = {K1,3, F1, F2, F3, F5, F8, F13, F21} ∪
{F1, F2, . . . , F13}, as defined in Figure 1. We use B as well as Lemma 5.2 to characterize the claw-free graphs

in 1-HNG.

Theorem 5.3. Given a graph G, the following are equivalent:

(i) G ∈ 1-HNG and G is claw-free.

(ii) G contains no element of B as an induced subgraph.

(iii) Either G is perfect, claw-free, and in 1-HNG; or G is a graph in family D1, D2, or D3, possibly with

the addition of some dominating vertices.

Proof. (i) → (iii) Let G ∈ 1-HNG be claw-free. Assume that G contains no isolated vertices. By Theorem

4.1, G is perfect if and only if it is C5-free. If so, we are done, and if not, suppose G contains an induced

C5 on vertex set C = {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} in that order. Let D = V (G) − C. Since G is claw-free, D cannot

contain any vertex v of type {c1}, {c1, c3}, or {c1, c3, c4}, up to symmetry, else {c1, c2, c5, v} induces a claw.

Additionally, D contains no vertex v of type {∅}, since then by Proposition 3.3, its neighbor set contains a

vertex w with two non-adjacent neighbors in C, inducing a claw.

By virtue of the remaining permissible types, Proposition 3.3 implies D must induce a clique. If

D contains a vertex v of type {c1, c2}, up to symmetry, then Proposition 3.3 allows D contain vertices of

types {c1, c2}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c4, c5} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}. How-
ever, if D contains a vertex w of type {c1, c2, c3, c5} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, then {v, w, c3, c5} induces a claw.
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Since D cannot simultaneously contain vertices of types {c1, c2, c5} and {c1, c2, c3, c4} or {c1, c2, c4, c5} and

{c1, c2, c3, c4} by Proposition 3.3, it follows that D contains vertices of types from set {{c1, c2}, {c1, c2, c3},
{c1, c2, c5}} or {{c1, c2}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c3, c4}}. If the former, then G is in D1, and if the latter,

G is in D2. If D contains no vertices of type {c1, c2} up to symmetry, then the vertices of D are of

types from the set {{c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4}, {c1, c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}}, up to symme-

try. However, if D contains a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4}, it cannot contain vertices of types {c1, c2, c5}
or {c1, c2, c3, c5}. Up to symmetry, we conclude the vertices of D are from set {{c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c5},
{c1, c2, c3, c5}, {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}}, and so G is in family D3.

(iii) → (ii) Let G be a graph such that G is in family D1, D2, or D3, possibly with dominating

vertices. Since dominating and isolated vertices do not affect inclusion in 1-HNG, suppose G has none.

Lemma 5.2 implies G contains no element of B as an induced subgraph, except possibly the claw.

We now show that if G contains an induced C5, it is claw-free. Suppose G is in D1 or D2. Since D

induces a clique, the only stable set of at least three vertices is {v, c3, c5}, and no vertex is adjacent to all

three of these vertices. Thus G contains no induced claw. Otherwise, if G is in D3, then since D induces a

clique, each vertex in D has at most two non-neighbors, which are adjacent. Thus α(G) = 2 and G contains

no induced claw.

(ii) → (i) Since B is precisely the subset of graphs in F not containing an induced claw, together

with the claw, the result follows by Theorem 3.1.

In anticipation of characterizing triangle-free graphs of 1-HNG, we provide a lemma about the

structure of bipartite graphs with no 3K2 subgraph. By Theorem 3.1, this result also characterizes bipartite

graphs in 1-HNG. Let Sm,n−m denote the double star graph with center vertices of degree m and n −m;

see Figure 3.

Lemma 5.4. A graph G is bipartite and has no 3K2 subgraph if and only if G is a subgraph of K2,n−2 or

Sm,n−m.

Proof. Suppose G is a subgraph of a double star graph with non-pendant vertices v and w; hence G is

bipartite. Since all edges of G are incident to v or w, G does not contain 3K2 as a subgraph.

Alternatively, suppose G is bipartite and does not contain 3K2 as a subgraph. If one side of any

possible bipartition has two or fewer vertices, then G is a subgraph of K2,n−2. Otherwise, in any bipartition

V (G) = A ∪ B of G, both sides have three or more vertices, and suppose for a contradiction that G is not

a subgraph of a double star graph. Thus two vertices in A must have different neighbors in B; suppose

E(G) contains a1b1 and a2b2. If there exists an edge with endpoints outside a1, a2, b1, b2, G must contain

3K2; else, all edges are incident to one of these vertices. If there exists a3 adjacent to b1 and b3 adjacent to

a1, then a1b3, a2b2, a3b1 form 3K2, and analogously if there exists a4 adjacent to b2 and b4 adjacent to a2.

Otherwise, without loss of generality, all vertices in A besides a1 and a2 are adjacent at most to b1, and all

vertices in B besides b1 and b2 are adjacent at most to a2. This is a subgraph of a double star graph unless

E(G) contains a1b2. In that case, since A and B each contain a third non-isolated vertex a3 and b3, the

edges a1b2, a2b3, a3b1 form 3K2.

To end this section, we characterize the triangle-free graphs in 1-HNG. The structural characteri-

zation in (iii) is illustrated in Figure 3.

Theorem 5.5. Given a graph G, the following are equivalent:

(i) G ∈ 1-HNG and ω(G) = 2.

(ii) G contains no induced K3, F1, . . . , F12.
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(iii) G is either (1) a subgraph of K2,n−2, (2) a subgraph of Sm,n−m, or (3) a graph in family D3, possibly

with isolated vertices.

Proof. (i) → (iii) Let G ∈ 1-HNG with ω(G) = 2. By Theorem 4.1, G is perfect if and only if it is C5-free.

If so, ω = χ = 2 and so G is bipartite. By Theorem 3.1, G has no 3K2 subgraph, and so by Lemma 5.4,

G is a subgraph of K2,n−2 or a double star graph. Otherwise, G is imperfect and contains an induced C5

on some vertex subset {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}. Any other vertices must be of types {∅}, {c1}, and {c1, c3}, up to

symmetry, since other types would induce K3. The result follows from Proposition 3.3.

(iii) → (ii) If G is a subgraph of K2,n−2 or the double star graph, it clearly is bipartite and contains

no induced K3, and Lemma 5.4 implies ν(G) ≤ 2, so G contains no induced F1, . . . , F12. If G is a graph in

family D3, possibly with isolated vertices, then G contains no induced K3. By Lemma 5.2, G ∈ 1-HNG.

(ii) → (i) Clearly ω(G) = 2. All forbidden induced subgraphs of 1-HNG, as laid out in Theorem

3.1, are given in (ii) or contain K3, so we conclude that G ∈ 1-HNG.

6 Optimization

In this section we show that membership in 1-HNG , and many of its graphs’ key invariants, can be deter-

mined in polynomial time. These results largely follow from the forbidden induced subgraph characterization

and work in Section 4 on apex-perfection.

Theorem 6.1. Graphs in 1-HNG can be recognized in polynomial time, specifically O(n8).

Proof. It suffices to test whether the given graph contains one of the 52 graphs in the list, each of which has

at most 8 vertices.

Furthermore, the clique number and independence number of graphs in 1-HNG can be determined in

polynomial time. Where the graphs are perfect, the results are immediate from the result by Chudnovsky et

al. [8] that perfect graphs can be identified in polynomial time and from Grötschel, Lovász, and Schrijver’s

earlier work [19] that perfect graphs can be given a minimum proper coloring in polynomial time. For

imperfect graphs, we begin with a lemma refining the proof of Theorem 4.1 to add an additional requirement

to the deleted vertex, then continue with the full result in Theorem 6.3.

Lemma 6.2. If G ∈ 1-HNG and is imperfect, then there exists a vertex v such that G− {v} is perfect and

ω(G− {v}) = ω(G).

Proof. Let G ∈ 1-HNG and suppose G is imperfect. By Theorem 4.1, G is apex-perfect, and contains at

least one induced C5 (note again that G cannot contain any of the other forbidden induced subgraphs of

perfect graphs). Let C = {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} induce a copy of C5 in G with edge set {c1c2, c2c3, c3c4, c4c5, c1c5}
and let D = V (G) − C. If D = ∅, then G is isomorphic to C5 and ω(G) = ω(G − {v}) for all v ∈ V (G).

If ω(G) = 2, then since G contains C5, ω(G − {v}) = 2 for all v ∈ V (G). Otherwise, suppose that D is

nonempty and ω(G) ≥ 3.

If D only has vertices of types {c1, c2} and {c1, c2, c4}, up to symmetry, then by the proof of Theorem

4.1, G cannot contain an induced C5 other than C. Since c3 is contained in no triangles, its deletion verifies

the theorem. Assume thus going forward that G contains an induced C5 other than C.

Suppose next that D may also have vertices of types {c1, c3} and {c1, c2, c3}, up to symmetry. If

an induced C5 contains a vertex of type {c1, c3}, then its neighbors in the copy of C5 must be c1 and c3,

by Proposition 3.3. The deletion of either verifies apex-perfection, so delete whichever of the two is not

contained in a unique maximum clique. If an induced C5 contains a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3}, then its
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non-neighbors must analogously be c4 and c5. By Proposition 3.3, D cannot contain a vertex adjacent to

both, so each is in a clique of size at most two, which is non-maximum by assumption. Delete either to reach

the desired conclusion.

Suppose next that D may also have vertices of types {c1} and {c1, c2, c3, c4}, up to symmetry. If an

induced C5 contains neither, then the above argument holds to verify the theorem. If an induced C5 contains

a vertex of type {c1}, then its neighbors in the C5 must be c1 and a vertex of type {c3, c4}. By Proposition

3.3, c1 may neighbor vertices of types {c1}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c4} and {c1, c3, c4}. All of these are isolated to one

another, c2, and c5, with the exception of vertices of type {c1, c3, c4}, which may be adjacent to one another.

Hence if c1 is in a maximum clique, the clique must comprise c1 and at least two adjacent vertices of type

{c1, c3, c4}. Replace c1 with c3 and c4 to obtain a strictly larger clique, for a contradiction. We conclude

that c1 is in no maximum clique, so its deletion verifies apex-perfection, by the proof of Theorem 4.1, and

ω(G− {c1}) = ω(G).

If an induced C5 contains a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4}, then its non-neighbors in the C5 must be

c5 and a vertex of type {c2, c3, c5}. Since this case is the complement of the case in the proof of Theorem 4.1

where an induced C5 contains a vertex of type {c1}, it follows that G− {c5} is perfect. By Proposition 3.3,

c5 is in a clique of size at least 3 only if all other clique vertices are of type {c2, c3, c5}, but these vertices

together with c2 and c3 form a strictly larger clique. Hence ω(G− {c5}) = ω(G).

Lastly, suppose D may also contain vertices of types {∅} and {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}. Neither can be in

any induced copies of C5. Any vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} is included in all maximum cliques in G

and its induced subgraphs G − {v} for all other v ∈ V (G), since its only possible non-neighbors, vertices

of types {c1} or {c2, c5}, up to symmetry, are never included in any maximum cliques. (Any two adjacent

neighbors of a vertex of these types are adjacent to both c3 and c4, which would produce a strictly larger

clique). Hence a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} cannot impact the relative size of a maximum clique, and

we proceed assuming none exist in G.

Any vertex of type {∅} is included in no maximum cliques in G or its induced subgraphs G − {v}
for all other v ∈ V (G), since its neighbor set (if nonempty) forms a clique dominating two adjacent vertices

of C. Hence a vertex of type {∅} cannot change the clique number in G, and we can assume no such vertex

exists in G.

Note also the complementary result pertaining to α(G) holds since 1-HNG, perfect graphs, and all

processes used in the proof are invariant under complementation.

Theorem 6.3. If G ∈ 1-HNG, then ω(G) and α(G) can be determined in polynomial time.

Proof. If G is perfect, the result holds immediately, as shown in [19]. Otherwise, assume G is imperfect.

We show ω(G) can be determined in polynomial time; by complementation, the same holds for α(G). As

established in the proof of Theorem 4.1, G contains an induced copy of C5. In O(n5) time, identify a subset

of vertices {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5} inducing C5. For each vi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, determine for which G − {vi} is perfect,

which can be done in polynomial time by [8], and if so compute ωi = ω(G−{vi}), which is again possible in

polynomial time. In all cases, ωi = ω(G) or ω(G) − 1. By Lemma 6.2, this must hold with equality in the

case of at least one ωi, so we conclude that ω(G) = max{ωi}.

We now perform a similar analysis to exactly determine the chromatic number of a graph in 1-HNG,

and a complementary result allows us to calculate θ(G). These allow for χ(G) and θ(G) to be determined

in polynomial time; see Corollary 6.5.
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Theorem 6.4. If G ∈ 1-HNG, then χ(G) = ω(G) unless G comprises an induced C5 and an isolated set of

vertices of types either (i) a subset of {c1}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, and {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, or (ii) both {c1, c2, c4}
and {c1, c2, c3, c5}, up to symmetry. If either of these hold, χ(G) = ω(G) + 1.

Proof. Let G ∈ 1-HNG and suppose G is imperfect. By Theorem 4.1, G is apex-perfect, and contains at

least one induced C5 (note again that G cannot contain any of the other forbidden induced subgraphs of

perfect graphs). Let C = {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} induce a copy of C5 in G with edge set {c1c2, c2c3, c3c4, c4c5, c1c5}
and let D = V (G) − C. Suppose D matches none of the conditions given in the theorem and |D| ≥ 2 (the

result is straightforward to check if |D| = 1). If ω(D) = 1 (i.e., D induces a stable set), then by Proposition

3.3, it follows that D comprises vertices of types {c1, c2} and {c1, c2, c4}, up to symmetry. The argument in

the following paragraph holds. Note that by the proof of Theorem 4.1, D induces a perfect graph.

First, supposeD has only vertices of types {c1, c2} and {c1, c2, c4}, up to symmetry. If so, a minimum

proper coloring of D can be extended to a proper coloring of G using χ(D) + 2 colors by giving vertices c1

and c2 new colors and coloring c4 with c1’s color, c5 with c2’s color, and c3 with any color used in D. Hence

χ(G) ≤ chi(D)+2. However, sinceD is nonempty and complete to c1 and c2, it follows that ω(G) = ω(D)+2.

Since D is perfect, we have χ(G) ≥ omega(G) = ω(D) + 2 = χ(D) + 2, and conclude that χ(G) = ω(G).

Second, suppose D may also have vertices of types {c1, c3} and {c1, c2, c3}, up to symmetry. If D

contains a vertex of type {c1, c3}, then D contains only vertices of types {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, {c1, c3, c4}, and
{c3, c4}, of which there must be at least two vertices of types {c1, c3, c4}, and {c3, c4} to produce a clique

number at least two. Vertices of types {c1, c3} and {c1, c4} can be freely colored with the same color as a

vertex of type {c1, c3, c4} or {c3, c4}, so the above argument holds to show χ(G) = ω(G).

If D contains a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3}, then D comprises either (i) vertices of types {c1, c2},
{c1, c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c4}, {c1, c2, c5} or (ii) vertices of types {c2, c3}, {c1, c2, c3}, {c2, c3, c4}, {c2, c3, c5}. As-

suming the former, without loss of generality, D is complete to c1 and c2, so a minimum proper coloring of

D extends to G with two more colors: one is used for c1 and c3, one is used for c2 and c4, and c5 can be

colored with the same color as a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3}. Note the coloring is proper since D induces a

clique, so no neighbor of c5 in D shares the same color as a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3}. The above argument

holds to show that χ(G) = ω(G).

Third, suppose D may also have vertices of types {c1} and {c1, c2, c3, c4}, up to symmetry. If D

contains a vertex of type {c1} not in a maximum clique, then D without its vertices of type {c1} is as

described in one of the above three paragraphs. Since the vertices of type {c1} are not adjacent to one

another and not in a maximum clique in D, they can be added back into any proper coloring without using

new colors. If a vertex of type {c1} is in a maximum clique, then since ω(D) ≥ 2, this maximum clique

must also have one vertex of type {c3, c4}. Recall from the proof of Theorem 3.1 that this maximum clique

cannot contain two vertices of type {c3, c4}. Hence ω(D) = 2, so all vertices of types {c3, c4} and {c1, c3, c4}
are isolated from one another. Here G can be properly colored with three colors: the first is used on c2, c5,

and all vertices of types {c3, c4} and {c1, c3, c4}; the second is used on c3 and all vertices of type {c1}; and
the third is used on c1 and c4.

If D contains a vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4} and no vertex of type {c2, c3, c5}, then by Proposition

3.3 it follows that c5 has no neighbors in D. Hence any proper coloring of D can be extended to a proper

coloring of G with two new colors, one for c1 and c3 and the other for c2 and c4, with a color from D given to

c5. Furthermore, Proposition 3.3 implies that ω(G) = ω(D)+2, so it follows that χ(G) = ω(G), as reasoned

above. If D does have a vertex of type {c2, c3, c5}, then by Proposition 3.3 all vertices in D are adjacent to

c2 and c3. As a result ω(G) = ω(D) + 2. Moreover, any minimum proper coloring of D can be extended to

a proper coloring of G by giving c2 and c4 one new color and c1 and c3 a second new color. If there exists a

vertex v of type {c1, c2, c3, c4} adjacent to all vertices of type {c2, c3, c5}, then v dominates D and its color
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can be given to c5 so that the coloring on G is proper. Otherwise every vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4} has

a non-neighbor of type {c2, c3, c5}. If there are two vertices of type {c1, c2, c3, c4}, then G contains F25 or

F26 as an induced subgraph. If there are two adjacent vertices of type {c2, c3, c5}, then these two vertices

together with c1, c2, c5, and the vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4} induce an element of F . Otherwise all vertices

of type {c2, c3, c5} are non-adjacent to one another, and the vertex of type {c1, c2, c3, c4} is adjacent to at

least one of them. Here, ω(D) = 2, ω(G) = 4, χ(D) = 2, and χ(G) = 4.

Lastly, suppose D also has vertices of types {∅} and/or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}. We showed in the proof

of Theorem 6.2 that a vertex of type {∅} is never in a maximum clique in G or D, and a vertex of type

{c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} is in all maximum cliques. Let G′ be the induced subgraph with no vertices of types

{∅} or {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, so by the above arguments, χ(G′) = ω(G′). Suppose D has k vertices of type

{c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}. A minimum proper coloring of G′ can be extended to a proper coloring of G with χ(G′)+k

colors, and ω(G) = ω(G′) + k. Thus χ(G) ≥ ω(G) = ω(G′) + k = χ(G′) + k ≥ χ(G), so we conclude

χ(G) = ω(G).

For the second claim, let G comprise an induced C5 and a stable set D of vertices of types either

(i) a subset of {c1}, {c1, c3}, {c1, c4}, and {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5}, or (ii) both {c1, c2, c4} and {c1, c2, c3, c5}, up
to symmetry. In either case, if D is nonempty, then ω(G) = 3 and χ(G) = 4. If D is empty, then G is

isomorphic to C5 and χ(G) = 3.

Corollary 6.5. If G ∈ 1-HNG, then χ(G) and θ(G) can be determined in polynomial time.

Proof. By Corollary 6.3, we can determine ω(G) in polynomial time. Subsequently, in O(n5) time, identify

a subset of vertices {v1, v2, v3, v4, v5} inducing C5, and check the condition in Theorem 6.4 to determine if

χ(G) = ω(G) or χ(G) = ω(G) + 1.
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[6] A. Brandstädt, V. B. Le, and J. P. Spinrad, Graph Classes: A Survey, SIAM Monographs Discrete

Math. Appl., Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, Philadelphia (1999).

[7] C. Cheng, K. L. Collins, and A. N. Trenk, Split graphs and Nordhaus–Gaddum graphs, Discrete Math.

339 (2016), 2345–2356.

[8] M. Chudnovsky et al., Recognizing Berge graphs, Combinatorica 25 (2005), 143–186.

[9] M. Chudnovsky, N. Robertson, P. Seymour, and R. Thomas, The strong perfect graph theorem, Ann.

Math. 164 (2006) (1), 51–229.

20
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