arXiv:1503.03283v1 [cs.DM] 11 Mar 2015

On Acyclic Edge-Coloring of Complete Bipartite Graphs

Ayineedi Venkateswarlu^{∗1}, Santanu Sarkar^{†2}, and A. Sai Mali^{‡1}

1Computer Science Unit, Indian Statistical Institute - Chennai Centre, MGR Knowledge City Road, Taramani, Chennai – 600113, INDIA. 2Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Madras, Chennai – 600036, INDIA.

Abstract

An acyclic edge-coloring of a graph is a proper edge-coloring without bichromatic (2- colored) cycles. The acyclic chromatic index of a graph G, denoted by a^′(G), is the least integer k such that G admits an acyclic edge-coloring using k colors. Let Δ = Δ(G) denote the maximum degree of a vertex in a graph G. A complete bipartite graph with n vertices on each side is denoted by K_{n,n}. Basavaraju, Chandran and Kummini proved that a^′(K_{n,n}) ≥ n + 2 = Δ + 2 when n is odd. Basavaraju and Chandran provided an acyclic edge-coloring of K_{p,p} using p + 2 colors and thus establishing a^′(K_{p,p}) = p + 2 = Δ + 2 when p is an odd prime. The main tool in their approach is perfect 1-factorization of K_{p,p}. Recently, following their approach, Venkateswarlu and Sarkar have shown that K_{2p−1,2p−1} admits an acyclic edge-coloring using 2p+1 colors which implies that a^′(K_{2p−1,2p−1}) = 2p+1 = Δ+2, where p is an odd prime. In this paper, we generalize this approach and present a general framework to possibly get an acyclic edge-coloring of K_{n,n} which possess a perfect 1-factorization using n + 2 = Δ + 2 colors. In this general framework, we show that K_p2_{,p}2 admits an acyclic edge-coloring using p^2 + 2 colors and thus establishing a^′(K_p2_{,p}2 ) = p^2 + 2 = Δ + 2 when p ≥ 5 is an odd prime.

Keywords: Acyclic edge-coloring, Acyclic chromatic index, Perfect 1-factorization, Complete bipartite graphs

1 Introduction

Let G = (V, E) be a finite and simple graph. A proper edge-coloring of G is an assignment of colors to the edges so that no two adjacent edges have same color. So it is a map θ : E → C with θ(e) ≠ θ(f) for any adjacent edges e, f ∈ E, where C is the set of colors. The chromatic index, denoted by χ^′(G), is the least integer k such that G admits a proper edge-coloring using k colors. A proper coloring of G is acyclic if there is no two colored cycle in G. The acyclic edge chromatic number (also called acyclic chromatic index ), denoted by a^′(G), is the least integer k such that G admits an acyclic edge-coloring using k colors. The notion of acyclic coloring was first introduced by Grünbaum [11] in 1973, and the concept of acyclic edge-coloring was first studied by Fiamc̆ík [10]. Let Δ = Δ(G) be the maximum degree of a vertex in G. It is obvious that any proper edge-coloring requires at least Δ colors. Vizing [22] proved that there always exists a proper edge-coloring with Δ + 1 colors. Since any acyclic edge coloring is proper, we must have a^′(G) ≥ χ^′(G) ≥ Δ. On the other hand, in 1978, Fiamc̆ík [10] (also independently by Alon, Sudakov and Zaks [2]) posed the following conjecture.

∗e-mail: venku@isichennai.res.in; Corresponding author †e-mail: santanu@iitm.ac.in ‡e-mail: sai.mali.mail@gmail.com 1

Conjecture 1.1 for any graph G, a^′(G) ≤ Δ + 2.

In [2] it was proved that there exists a constant c such that a^′(G) ≤ Δ+2 for any graph with girth is at least cΔ log Δ. It was also proved in [2] that a^′(G) ≤ Δ + 2 for almost all Δ-regular graphs. Later Něsetřil and Wormald [18] improved this bound and showed that a^′(G) ≤ Δ + 1 for a random regular graph G. In another direction, there have been many results giving upper bounds on a^′(G) for an arbitrary graph G. For example, Alon, McDiarmid and Reed [1] proved that a^′(G) ≤ 64Δ. Molloy and Reed [13] improved this bound and showed that a^′(G) ≤ 16Δ. Recently, Ndreca et. al. obtained a^′(G) ≤ 9.62Δ [19] which is currently the best upper bound for an arbitrary graph G. Muthu, Narayanan and Subramanian [14, 17] obtained better bounds: a^′(G) ≤ 4.52Δ for graphs with girth at least 220; a^′(G) ≤ 6Δ for graphs with girth at least 9. The acyclic edge-coloring of planar graphs has been deeply studied in recent years. See [23, Section 3.3] for a nice account of recent results.

The Conjecture 1.1 was shown to be true for some special classes of graphs. Burnstein [8] showed that a^′(G) ≤ 5 when Δ = 3. Hence the conjecture is true when Δ ≤ 3. Muthu, Narayanan and Subramanian proved that the conjecture holds true for grid-like graphs [15] and outerplanner graphs [16]. It has been observed that determining a^′(G) is a hard problem from both theoretical and algorithmic points of view [23, p. 2119]. In fact, we do not yet know the values of a^′(G) for some simple and highly structured graphs like complete graphs and complete bipartite graphs in general. Fortunately, we can get the exact value of a^′(G) for some cases of complete bipartite graphs, thanks to the perfect 1-factorization.

Let K_{n,n} be the complete bipartite graph with n vertices on each side. The complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} is said to have a perfect 1-factorization if the edges of K_{n,n} can be decomposed into n disjoint perfect matchings such that the union of any two perfect matchings gives a Hamiltonian cycle and it is of length 2n (see Section 2 for more details). It is known that when n + 2 ∈ {p, 2p − 1, p^2}, where p is an odd prime, or n + 2 < 50 and odd, then K_{n+2,n+2} has a perfect 1-factorization (see [7]). One can easily see that if K_{n+2,n+2} has a perfect 1-factorization then a^′(K_{n,n}) ≤ a^′(K_{n+1,n+1}) ≤ n+2. And also we have the following result due to Basavaraju, Chandran and Kummini [4].

Theorem 1.1 a^′(K_{n,n}) ≥ n + 2 = Δ + 2, when n is odd.

Hence a^′(K_{n,n}) = n + 2 = Δ + 2 when n + 2 ∈ {p, 2p − 1, p^2}. By a result of Guldan [12, Corollary 1], we can also get a^′(K_{n+1,n+1}) = n + 2 = Δ + 1 when n + 2 ∈ {p, 2p − 1, p^2}.

The main idea here is to give different colors to the edges in different 1-factors in K_{n+2,n+2}, and removal of (one) two vertices on each side and their associated edges gives the required edge-coloring of (K_{n+1,n+1}) K_{n,n} with n + 2 colors. But a different approach is needed to deal with K_{n+2,n+2} when n + 2 ∈ {p, 2p − 1, p^2}. In 2009, Basavaraju and Chandran [5] proved that a^′(K_{p,p}) = p + 2 = Δ + 2 for any odd prime p. We can view their approach as follows: suitably pick one edge from each 1-factor and partition these edges into two groups and each group can possibly be assigned a different color to get the required result. Following this approach, Venkateswarlu and Sarkar have recently shown that a^′(K_{2p−1,2p−1}) = 2p+1 = Δ+2 for any odd prime p [21]. In this paper we view this approach in a more general setting and propose a general framework for the proof. The only remaining infinite class of complete bipartite graphs that are known to have perfect 1-factorization is K_p2_{,p}2 , where p is odd prime. In this general framework we provide an acyclic edge-coloring of K_p2_{,p}2 using p^2 + 2 colors when p ≥ 5. Therefore we state our main result as follows.

Theorem 1.2 a^′(K_p2_{,p}2 ) = p^2 + 2 = Δ + 2, where p ≥ 5 is an odd prime.

Therefore the acyclic chromatic index is equal to Δ+2 for all the three known infinite classes of complete bipartite graphs having a perfect 1-factorization, and the Conjecture 1.1 holds true for such graphs.

In the next section we discuss some preliminaries and in Section 3 we present a general framework to possibly get an acyclic edge-coloring of K_{n,n} which possess a perfect 1-factorization using n + 2 colors. Then we present the proof of Theorem 1.2 in this framework in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

Let n (≥ 2) be an integer. We treat elements of the ring Z_n as integers in the range {0, 1, . . . , n− 1}. We denote the complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} as G = (V ∪ V^′, E) with |V | = |V^′| = n and E = {(v → v^′) : v ∈ V and v^′ ∈ V^′}. We use → to define edges though our graph K_{n,n} is undirected. This is only for ease of presentation in associating a perfect matching in K_{n,n} with a permutation of the label set I(= {0, 1, . . . , n − 1}), which we discuss below. Accordingly, the use of arrows in the Figures 1 and 2 below is to explicitly emphasize the correspondence between a perfect matching and its associated permutation map. We use the terms ‘composition’ and ‘product’ of permutations interchangeably. Note also that a permutation can be decomposed as a product of disjoint cycles uniquely (upto reorder of the cycles and cyclic rotation of the elements within a cycle) and it is called disjoint cycle decomposition. We use ⊔ (instead of the usual union notation ∪) to signify union of ‘disjoint’ sets.

2.1 Perfect matching and Perfect 1-factorization

A matching in a graph is a set of edges without common vertices, and a perfect matching is a matching which matches all vertices of the graph. In the case of complete bipartite graph K_{n,n}, a perfect matching M ⊂ E is a set of n edges satisfying:

- for each vertex v^′ ∈ V^′ there exists a vertex v ∈ V such that (v → v^′) ∈ M.

- if (v_1 → v^′) and (v_2 → v^′) are in M then v_1 = v_2.

So by labelling the vertices in both V and V^′ with elements of I = {0, 1, . . . , n − 1} (or an appropriate label set I of size n), we can interpret a perfect matching M in K_{n,n} as a permutation of the label set I, say π_M . For convenience, let us illustrate this through an example. Let n = 5 and consider the graph K_{5,5} with the same labels from 0 to 4 for the vertices on the top (V ) and the bottom (V^′), as depicted in the figure below. Let M = {(0 → 1), (1 → 2), (2 → 0), (3 → 4), (4 → 3)} then π_M = (012)(34). 0 1 2 3 4

0 1 2 3 4

Figure 1: π_M = (012)(34)

Note that the union of any two perfect matchings of K_{n,n} forms a collection of disjoint cycles. These cycles can also be seen from the disjoint cycle decomposition of the composition of their corresponding permutations. Let M be as mentioned above and M^′ = {(0 → 1), (1 → 0), (2 → 2), (3 → 3), (4 → 4)}. Then π_M ′ = (01)(2)(3)(4). 0 1 2 3 4

0 1 2 3 4

Figure 2: Induced subgraph of M ∪ M^′ (in K_{5,5})

We have π^{−1}_M ∘ π_M ′ = (0)(12)(34) and the arrows are placed accordingly in the figure above. The fixed element (0) corresponds to the common edge (0 → 1) ∈ M ∩ M^′ represented by the normal line in Figure 2, and the two cycles C_1 = (12) and C_2 = (34) correspond to the cycles C^g_1 = {(1 → 0), (2 → 0), (2 → 2), (1 → 2)} and C^g_2 = {(3 → 3), (4 → 3), (4 → 4), (3 → 4)} respectively in K_{5,5}. By a careful observation of the example, we can see the following general result.

Lemma 2.1 Let M and M^′ be two perfect matchings of K_{n,n} and let C = (i_0 i_1 · · · i_{ℓ−1}), ℓ ≥ 2, be a cycle of length ℓ in the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1}_M ∘ π_M ′ , i.e., π_M ′ (i_j ) = π_M (i_{j+1}), where the subscripts are taken modulo ℓ. Then the corresponding cycle C^g in K_{n,n} is of length 2ℓ and the participating edges are given by {(i_j → π_M (i_j )) : 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ − 1} ⊂ M and {(i_j → π_M ′ (i_j )) : 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ − 1} ⊂ M^′ which appear alternatively in C^g as depicted in Figure 3 : the edges of M^′ and M are represented by lines (without arrows) with colors red and green respectively.

i_0 i_1

i_{ℓ−1} i_j

i_{j+1} π_M ′ (i_0) = π_M (i_1)

π_M ′ (i_{ℓ−1}) = π_M (i_0) π_M ′ (i_j ) = π_M (i_{j+1})

Figure 3: Cycle C^g in the induced subgraph of M ∪ M^′ (in K_{n,n})

A perfect matching is also called a 1-factor, and a partitioning of the edges of a graph into 1-factors is a 1-factorization. A 1-factorization is perfect if the union of any two of its 1-factors (perfect matchings) is a Hamiltonian cycle. As pointed out in the introduction, there are three infinite classes of complete bipartite graphs known to have perfect 1-factorization, namely, n ∈ {p, 2p − 1, p^2} with p an odd prime. Let us illustrate it by considering the complete bipartite graph K_{5,5}. As discussed above the 1-factors can be described by permutations of I = {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}. Consider the 1-factors M_i given by the permutations π_i(j) = (i + j) mod 5 for i, j ∈ Z_5. In Figure 4 the edges of M_1 are the green colored lines and the edges of M_2 are the red colored lines and they correspond to the permutations π_1 = (01234) and π_2 = (02413) respectively. The induced subgraph formed by the edges M_1 ⊔ M_2 is depicted below (without arrows), and the corresponding permutation is equal to σ = π^{−1}_1 ∘ π_2 = (01234). 0 1 2 3 4

0 1 2 3 4

Figure 4: Induced subgraph of M_1 ⊔ M_2 (in K_{5,5})

Now we can see from the above lemma that M_0, M_1, . . . , M_{n−1} is a perfect 1-factorization of the complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} if and only if the permutation (π^{−1}_i ∘ π_j ) is a full cycle (of length n) for any 0 ≤ i, j ≤ (n − 1) with i ≠ j, where π_i is the permutation corresponding to M_i. Next we present a general framework to possibly get an acyclic edge-coloring of K_{n,n} which possess a perfect 1-factorization using n + 2 colors, where n is odd.

3 A general framework

Let n (≥ 3) be an odd integer. Suppose that the complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} has a perfect 1- factorization. Then there exist n disjoint perfect matchings covering all the n^2 edges of K_{n,n}, say M_0, . . . , M_{n−1}, such that the union of any two perfect matchings M_i ⊔ M_j gives a Hamiltonian 4 cycle (which is of length 2n). Let M^∗_i ⫋ M_i be a proper subset of M_i and consider the following partial coloring:

assign color c_i to the edges in M^∗_i . (1)

The remaining edges to be colored is given by M = n−1⨆ i=0 (M_i \ M^∗_i ),

and these edges will be assigned some other colors different from the colors in {c_0, . . . , c_{n−1}}.

Lemma 3.1 There can not be a cycle in the induced subgraph formed by the edges from the union M^∗_i ⊔ M^∗_j of two color classes c_i and c_j for any 0 ≤ i, j ≤ (n − 1) with i ≠ j.

Ideally, to get an acyclic edge-coloring of K_{n,n}, our aim should be to use only two more colors for coloring the (uncolored) edges in M, and thus attaining the lower bound on a^′(K_{n,n}). In other words, partition M into M^{(1)} and M^{(2)}, if possible, in such a way that the induced subgraph of M^{(ρ)} ⊔ M^∗_i does not contain a cycle for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and ρ ∈ {1, 2}. If such a partition of M exists, then the edges of M^{(1)} and M^{(2)} can be assigned distinct colors, and one can easily see that the proposed edge-coloring is proper and acyclic. These observations and our intuition suggest that to minimize the number of edges (size of M) that are yet to be assigned colors. This can be done by taking M^∗_i to be a (proper) maximal subset of M_i, i.e., take M^∗_i = M_i \ {e_i} for some e_i ∈ M_i. Thus the size of the set M will be (near)^1 minimal. Additionally, we have to make sure that a suitable partition of M exists satisfying the other requirements mentioned above. Below we present a strategy to choose M (to be a perfect matching), so that the other requirements on M can possibly be worked out using permutations of the label set I.

As discussed in the previous section, we can interpret each perfect matching M_i in K_{n,n} as a permutation of the label set I and let us denote it by π_i. Now, if possible, select one edge e_i : (s_i → t_i) from each M_i, 0 ≤ i ≤ (n − 1), such that the set of edges M = {e_0, e_1, . . . , e_{n−1}} gives a perfect matching in K_{n,n}. Let π be its corresponding permutation of I. Then we have M ∩ M_i = {e_i} for 1 ≤ i ≤ (n − 1).

Remark 3.1 A perfect 1-factorization of complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} is equivalent to a Hamiltonian latin square of order n. Our choice of perfect matching M with M ∩ M_i = {e_i} for 1 ≤ i ≤ (n − 1) is equivalent to a transversal (of length n). These concepts are well studied in literature (see [9, p. 135–151]). It was conjectured by Ryser that every latin square of odd order has a transversal [6]. Such a transversal is also said to be rainbow matching (see [3] for details). In fact, it is enough to take a transversal of length n − 1 as pointed out in the footnote below. It was conjectured by Brualdi and Stein independently that every latin square of odd order n has a transversal of length n − 1 [6, 20]. As far as we know it is not known that in general a Hamiltonian latin square of order n has a transversal (of length n or n − 1). In fact, we need a transversal which satisfies an additional property as discussed below.

Now set M^∗_i = M_i \ {e_i} and assign colors as in (1). As discussed our aim is to use two additional colors for coloring the remaining edges (given by M) and obtain an acyclic edgecoloring of K_{n,n}. For this purpose, we need to partition M into M^{(1)} and M^{(2)}, in such a way that the induced subgraph of M^{(ρ)} ∪ M^∗_i does not contain a cycle for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and ρ ∈ {1, 2}. In other words, we must have edges from both M^{(1)} and M^{(2)} in any cycle in the induced subgraph of M ⊔ M^∗_i = M ∪ M_i. Note that by Lemma 2.1 the cycles of the induced subgraph of M ∪ M_i can be obtained from the cycles of the permutation π^{−1} ∘ π_i in its disjoint

1One can take M^∗_i = Mi for exactly one i ∈ I and other M^∗_i ’s as mentioned, and observe that Lemma 3.1 holds true in such a case as well. 5 cycle decomposition. So in order to see such a partition of M exists or not, we analyse cycle structure of the permutations (π^{−1} ∘ π_i) for 0 ≤ i ≤ (n − 1). We now see that such a partition of M, if exists, can be obtained from a partition of the label set I, and it is due to the one-to-one correspondence between the label set and a perfect matching.

Suppose (π^{−1} ∘ π_i) = C_{i0}C_{i1} · · · C_{iki} as a product of disjoint cycles. Observe that there is exactly one common edge M ∩ M_i = {e_i : (s_i → t_i)}, and so s_i ∈ I is the only fixed element in the permutation π^{−1} ∘ π_i, i.e., (π^{−1} ∘ π_i)(s_i) = s_i and (π^{−1} ∘ π_i)(s) ≠ s for any s (≠ s_i) ∈ I. Let us take C_{i0} = (s_i) and let ℓ_{ij} be the length of the cycle C_{ij} , 1 ≤ j ≤ k_i. Then we must have ℓ_{ij} ≥ 2 for 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ k_i. Note that for a cycle C_{ij} in the disjoint cycle decomposition of these permutations, its corresponding cycle C^g_{ij} in K_{n,n,} is of length 2ℓ_{ij} ; half of the edges are from M and the other half are from M^∗_i (see Lemma 2.1). We now try to partition I into I^{(1)} and I^{(2)} by analysing all the cycles C_{ij} , 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ k_i, such that at least one element from both I^{(1)} and I^{(2)} appear in the representations of all those cycles C_{ij}. If such a partition of I exists, then the corresponding partition of M is given by M^{(1)} = {(m → π(m)) : m ∈ I^{(1)}} and M^{(2)} = {(m → π(m)) : m ∈ I^{(2)}}, and by Lemma 2.1 we can see that the partition of M into M^{(1)} and M^{(2)} gives the required result. In general, if K_{n,n} possesses a perfect 1-factorization, the difficulty is to identify a suitable perfect matching that can help to get an acyclic edge-coloring of K_{n,n} using only n + 2 colors. Let us illustrate the technique by considering the case K_{p,p}, where p is an odd prime.

3.1 The case of K_{p,p} for an odd prime p

This case was studied in [5] and we present here a slight variant of it. Take M_i to be the perfect matching corresponding to the permutation π_i : a → a + i (mod p) for 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1. We can see that the decomposition {M_i, 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1} gives a perfect 1-factorization of K_{p,p}. Now consider M to be the perfect matching given by the permutation π : a → ax (mod p), where x is a generator of Z^∗_p. Let y be the multiplicative inverse of x in Z^∗_p. Note that order(x) = order(y) = p − 1 in Z^∗_p. We can easily check that M ∩ M_i = {e_i : (^i_{x−1} →^{ix}_{x−1} )}. We also have the following.

i) π^{−1} ∘ π_0 = π^{−1} = C_{00}C_{01}, where C_{i0} = (0) represents the common edge e_0 : (0 → 0) and C_{01} = (1 y y^2 · · · y^{p−2}) is a cycle of length (p − 1) containing 1.

ii) π^{−1} ∘ π_i = C_{i0}C_{i1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, where C_{i0} = (^i_{x−1} ) represents the common edge e_i : (^i_{x−1} →^{ix}_{x−1} ) and C_{i1} = (0 iy i(y^2 + y) · · · i(y^{p−3} + · · · + y) − i) is a cycle of length (p − 1) containing 0.

Therefore we can get the required result with a partition of I into I^{(2)} = {0, 1} and I^{(1)} = I \I^{(2)}. Then the corresponding partition of M is given by M^{(1)} = M \ {(0 → 0), (1 → x)} and M^{(2)} = {(0 → 0), (1 → x)}. Observe that the cycle C^g_{i1} of K_{n,n} corresponding to C_{i1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ (p − 1), contains exactly one edge (0 → 0) which belong to M^{(2)} and C^g_{01} contains the edge (1 → x) ∈ M^{(2)}. The other (p − 2) edges of the cycle C^g_{i1}, 0 ≤ i ≤ p − 1, belong to M^{(1)}. Now the final assignment of the colors is as follows:

– the edges in M^∗_i are colored with c_i for i ∈ I;

– the edges in M^{(1)} are colored with c_p;

– the edges in M^{(2)} are colored with c_{p+1}.

From the above discussion and by Lemma 3.1, it is clear that the proposed edge-coloring (with p + 2 colors) of K_{p,p} is proper and acyclic.

Note that the proposal in [5] is M^∗_0 = M_0 and M^{(2)} = {(1 → x)} and one can easily see that the result is still valid with such a choice as well. 6

4 The case of K_p2_{, p}2 for an odd prime p ≥ 5

In this section we provide an acyclic edge-coloring of K_p2_{,p}2 with p^2 +2 colors, where p is an odd prime ≥ 5. We follow the general framework described in the previous section. Accordingly we now summarize the set-up in this case. We use elements of I = {(a, b) : a, b ∈ Z_p} for labelling the vertices of K_p2_{,p}2 on both sides. Let x be a generator of Z^∗_p and let y be its inverse. Observe that order(x) = order(y) = p − 1 in Z^∗_p. We consider the following.

– Let M_{(a,b)} be the perfect matching corresponding to the permutation π_{(a,b)} of the label set I defined by

π_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) ) = (a, a + b + d) if c = 0 and a + b + d ≠ 0 (a + xb, 0) if c = 0 and a + b + d = 0 (a + c + xb, 0) if c ≠ 0 and b + d = 0 (a + c, b + d) if c ≠ 0 and b + d ≠ 0

Then from [7] (with α = 1 and β = x), we can see that the perfect matchings {M_{(a,b)}, (a, b) ∈ I} form a perfect 1-factorization of K_p2_{, p}2 .

– We choose the perfect matching M corresponding to the permutation defined by π ( (c, d) ) = (yc, xd); – We choose the following partition of the label set I:

I^{(2)} = {(0, 1), (1, 0), (z, z), (z, zx) for z ∈ Z^∗_p} and I^{(1)} = I \ I^{(2)}

Then the corresponding partition of M = M^{(1)} ⊔ M^{(2)} is given by M^{(1)} = {(c, d) → (yc, xd) : (c, d) ∈ I^{(1)}}, M^{(2)} = {(c, d) → (yc, xd) : (c, d) ∈ I^{(2)}}. We have |I^{(2)}| = |M^{(2)}| = 2p and |I^{(1)}| = |M^{(1)}| = p^2 − 2p.

Let M^∗_{(a,b)} = M_{(a,b)} \ M for (a, b) ∈ I. The edge-coloring of K_p2_{,p}2 that we consider is as follows:

– the edges in M^∗_{(a,b)} are colored with c_{ap+b} for (a, b) ∈ I;

– the edges in M^{(1)} are colored with c_p2 ;

– the edges in M^{(2)} are colored with c_p2_{+1}.

According to the general framework discussed in the previous section, the two requirements that need to be satisfied to establish the above edge-coloring of K_p2_{,p}2 is proper and acyclic are as follows:

– for (a, b) ∈ I, there is exactly one fixed element in the permutation π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)}. That is there is exactly one edge common to both M and M_{(a,b)};

– for (a, b) ∈ I, elements from both I^{(1)} and I^{(2)} must appear in the representation of the cycles of length ≥ 2 in the disjoint cycle decomposition of the permutation π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)}.

Let us now prove that the above two requirements are satisfied in our set-up. For brevity of expression, we sometimes use the following notation.

x^′ = 1 x − 1 = y 1 − y and x_i = x + x^2 + · · · + x^i for i = 1, 2, . . . , p − 2,

y^′ = 1 y − 1 = x 1 − x and y_i = y + y^2 + · · · + y^i for i = 1, 2, . . . , p − 2.

Proposition 4.1 For (a, b) ∈ I, we have |M ∩ M_{(a,b)}| = 1.

Proof : An edge (c, d) → (c^′, d^′) is common to both M and M_{(a,b)} if and only if (c^′, d^′) = π_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) ) = π ( (c, d) ) . Therefore by checking the four cases

(a, a + b + d) = (0, xd) if c = 0 and a + b + d ≠ 0 (a + xb, 0) = (0, xd) if c = 0 and a + b + d = 0 (a + c + xb, 0) = (yc, xd) if c ≠ 0 and b + d = 0 (a + c, b + d) = (yc, xd) if c ≠ 0 and b + d ≠ 0

for (a, b) ∈ I, we get M ∩ M_{(a,b)} = {(ay^′, bx^′) → (−ax^′, −by^′)} and hence the proof. □

The above proposition shows that the first requirement is satisfied in our set-up. In what follows we prove that the other requirement is also satisfied. For this purpose, we now analyse cycle structure of the permutations π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)} for (a, b) ∈ I. The inverse permutation of π is given by π^{−1} ( (c, d) ) = (xc, yd). So we get

π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) ) = (xa, y(a + b + d)) if c = 0 and a + b + d ≠ 0 (xa + x^2b, 0) if c = 0 and a + b + d = 0 (x(a + c) + x^2b, 0) if c ≠ 0 and b + d = 0 (x(a + c), y(b + d)) if c ≠ 0 and b + d ≠ 0

The above permutation can be decomposed into the following three permutations.

π^{(0)}_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) ) = (x(a + c), y(b + d))

π^{(1)}_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) ) = { (c, ya + d) if c = xa (c, d) otherwise

π^{(2)}_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) ) = { (c + x^2b, d) if d = 0 (c, d) otherwise

Proposition 4.2 For (a, b) ∈ I, we have

π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)} = π^{(2)}_{(a,b)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(a,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(a,b)}

Proof : Note that

π^{(1)}_{(a,b)} ( π^{(0)}_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) )) = { (x(a + c), ya + y(b + d)) if x(a + c) = xa (⇔ c = 0) (x(a + c), y(b + d)) otherwise and π^{(2)}_{(a,b)} splits each of above two cases into two subcases depending on whether the second component is zero or not. Thus we get

π^{(2)}_{(a,b)} ( π^{(1)}_{(a,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(a,b)} ( (c, d) )) = (xa, ya + y(b + d)) if c = 0 and a + b + d ≠ 0 (xa + x^2b, 0) if c = 0 and a + b + d = 0 (x(a + c) + x^2b, 0) if c ≠ 0 and b + d = 0 (x(a + c), y(b + d)) if c ≠ 0 and b + d ≠ 0

and hence the proof. □

With the above decomposition and the following result, analysis of the cycle structures can be simplified which we will see later.

Proposition 4.3 Let σ ( (c, d) ) = (yc, yd), then we have π^{−1} ∘ π_{(xa,xb)} = σ^{−1} ∘ (π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)}) ∘ σ. Proof : We have

π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)} ( σ ( (c, d) )) = (xa, y(a + b + yd)) if c = 0 and a + b + yd ≠ 0 (xa + x^2b, 0) if c = 0 and a + b + yd = 0 (x(a + yc) + x^2b, 0) if c ≠ 0 and b + yd = 0 (x(a + yc), y(b + yd)) if c ≠ 0 and b + yd ≠ 0

and so we get

σ^{−1} ( π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)} ∘ σ ( (c, d) )) = (x^2a, y(xa + xb + d) if c = 0 and xa + xb + d ≠ 0 (x^2a + x^3b, 0) if c = 0 and xa + xb + d = 0 (x^2a + c + x^3b, 0) if c ≠ 0 and xb + d = 0 (x^2a + c, y(xb + d)) if c ≠ 0 and xb + d ≠ 0

Now one can check that this is equal to π^{−1} ∘ π_{(xa,xb)}. □

Thus for (a, b) ∈ I, the permutations π^{−1} ∘ π_{(x}i_{a,x}i_{b)}, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p − 2}, are all conjugates of each other, and so they all have same cycle structure. In fact we get the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(x}i_{a,x}i_{b)} by the symbol transformation σ^i, i.e., replacing the symbols (c, d) by (y^ic, y^id) in the disjoint cycle decomposition of π_{(a,b)}. Therefore it is enough to study the cycle structure of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a}′_{,b}′_) for (a^′, b^′) ∈ I^′ = {(0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), (1, b) for b ∈ Z^∗_p}.

We now analyse the cycle structure of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)} for (a, b) ∈ I by dividing into four cases: (0, 0), (∗, 0), (0, ∗), (∗, ∗), where ∗ represents nonzero elements of Z_p. We discuss these cases one by one and we show that elements from both I^{(1)} and I^{(2)} appear in the representation of the cycles (of length ≥ 2) in the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,b)} for elements (a, b) in each of these four cases.

In Section 3 we have mentioned cycles with single element explicitly to emphasize that there is exactly one fixed element. As we have already proved it in Proposition 4.1, for convenience we follow the convention and in the discussion below we do not explicitly mention cycles with single element in the disjoint cycle decomposition of permutations. Accordingly we count only the cycles of length ≥ 2 in the disjoint cycle decomposition. For simplicity, we also use some common notation in presenting the disjoint cycle decomposition in each of these cases.

Case: a = 0 and b = 0

The permutation π_{(0,0)} is the identity map, and so π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,0)} = π^{−1}. We can see from the definition that the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} can be given by

π^{−1} = C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p, 9 where the p + 1 cycles are given by

C_j = ( (j, 1) (jx, y) (jx^2 , y^2) · · · (jx^{p−2}, y^{p−2}) ) for j ∈ Z_p C_p = ( (1, 0) (x, 0) (x^2 , 0) · · · (x^{p−2}, 0) ) and it is evident that they are of length p − 1. The missing element (0, 0) is fixed by π^{−1}.

Note that the cycle C_0 contains exactly one element (0, 1) ∈ I^{(2)} and other elements belong to I^{(1)}, and also the cycle C_p contains exactly one element (1, 0) ∈ I^{(2)} and other elements belong to I^{(1)}.

For j ∈ Z^∗_p, the elements of the cycle C_j are of the form (jx^i, y^i) for i = 0, 1, . . . , p − 2. Since y is also a generator of Z^∗_p we have either j = y^{2s} or j = y^{2s+1} for some s ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,^{p−1}_2 − 1}. Note that x^{p−1}2 = y^{p−1}2 = −1.

– If j = y^{2s} (is a square), then we have jx^s = y^s and jx^{s+ p−1}2 = y^{s+ p−1}2 , and observe that (jx^s, y^s) and (jx^{s+ p−1}2 , y^{s+ p−1}2 ) are the only elements of C_j which belong to I^{(2)} and they are of the form (z, z). The remaining (p − 3) elements of C_j belong to I^{(1)}.

– If j = y^{2s+1} (is a non-square), then we have jx^s = y · y^s and jx^{s+ p−1}2 = y · y^{s+ p−1}2 , and observe that (jx^s, y^s) and (jx^{s+ p−1}2 , y^{s+ p−1}2 ) are the only elements of C_j which belong to I^{(2)} and they are of the form (z, zx). The remaining (p − 3) elements of C_j belong to I^{(1)}.

Case: a = 0 and b ∈ Z^∗_p

By Proposition 4.3 it is enough to study the cycle structure of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,1)}. For b ∈ Z^∗_p, the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,b)} can be obtained by the symbol transformation: replacing (c, d) by (bc, bd) in the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,1)}.

We have π^{(0)}_{(0,1)} ( (c, d) ) = (xc, y(1 + d)). Then we can see that π^{(0)}_{(0,1)} = C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p,

where the p + 1 cycles are given by

C_j = ( (jx^2, 0) (jx^3, y) (jx^4, y + y^2) · · · (jx, y + · · · + y^{p−2}) ) for j ∈ Z_p C_p = ( (1, x^′) (x, x^′) (x^2, x^′) · · · (x^{p−2}, x^′) ) , (2)

and it is evident that they are of length p − 1. The missing element (0, x^′) is fixed by π^{(0)}_{(0,1)}.

We get π^{(1)}_{(0,1)} ( (c, d) ) = (c, d) since a = 0, and so π^{(1)}_{(0,1)} is the identity map. We have

π^{(2)}_{(0,1)} ( (c, d) ) = { (c + x^2, 0) if d = 0 (c, d) otherwise

So it has only one cycle given by

π^{(2)}_{(0,1)} = C^{(2)} = ( (0, 0) (x^2, 0) (2x^2, 0) · · · ((p − 1)x^2, 0)) ) , it is of length p and all other elements are fixed.

Therefore we have

π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,1)} = π^{(2)}_{(0,1)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(0,1)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(0,1)} = C^{(2)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p.

Observe that an element (kx^2, 0) of the cycle C^{(2)} appears exactly in one cycle C_j (when j = k). So the product C^{(2)}C_0C_1 . . . C_{p−1} will form a single cycle of length p(p − 1), and Figure 5 shows how the cycles are joined together to form a single cycle. 10

C_0C_1C_2

C_{p−1}(0, 0)(x^2, 0)

(2x^2, 0)

((p − 1)x^2, 0) →→→→ . .(0, y_1)

(x^3, y_1)

(2x^3, y_1)

((p − 1)x^3, y_1) . .(0, y_2)

(x^4, y_2)

(2x^4, y_2)

((p − 1)x^4, y_2) . .→→→→· · ·· · ·· · ·· · · (0, y_{p−2}) (x, y_{p−2}) (2x, y_{p−2}) ((p − 1)x, y_{p−2}) Figure 5: The cycle formed by the product C_{(2)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}

Let F_1 denote the cycle formed by the product C^{(2)}C_0C_1 . . . C_{p−1} and let F_2 = C_p. Thus we have π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,1)} = F_1F_2

is a product of two disjoint cycles. Therefore for b ∈ Z^∗_p, the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,b)} can be given by π^{−1} ∘ π_{(0,b)} = F̄_1F̄_2,

where the cycles F̄_1 and F̄_2 are obtained by the symbol transformation: replacing (c, d) by (bc, bd) in F_1 and F_2 respectively. From (2) we can see that the cycle F̄_2 can be given by F̄_2 = ((b, bx^′) (bx, bx^′) (bx^2, bx^′) · · · (bx^{p−2}, bx^′)) = ((1, bx^′) (x, bx^′) (x^2, bx^′) · · · (x^{p−2}, bx^′)) Let bx^′ = x^s for some s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p − 2} and observe that the cycle F̄_2 contains exactly two elements of I^{(2)}, namely, (x^s, bx^′) of the form (z, z) and (x^{s−1}, bx^′) of the form (z, zx). The other (p − 3) elements of F̄_2 belong to I^{(1)}. Evidently, elements from both I^{(1)} and I^{(2)} appear in the cycle F̄_1.

Case: a ∈ Z^∗_p and b = 0

By Proposition 4.3 it is enough to study the cycle structure of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,0)}. For a ∈ Z^∗_p, the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,0)} can be obtained by the symbol transformation: replacing (c, d) by (ac, ad) in the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,0)}.

We have π^{(0)}_{(1,0)} ( (c, d) ) = (x(1 + c), yd). Then we can see that π^{(0)}_{(1,0)} = C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p.

where the p + 1 cycles are given by

C_j = ( (x, jy) (x + x^2, jy^2) · · · (x + · · · + x^{p−2}, jy^{p−2}) (0, j) ) for j ∈ Z_p C_p = ( (y^′, 1) (y^′, y) (y^′, y^2) · · · (y^′, y^{p−2}) ) , (3)

and it is evident that they all are of length p − 1. The missing element (y^′, 0) is fixed by π^{(0)}_{(1,0)}.

We have π^{(1)}_{(1,0)} ( (c, d) ) = { (c, y + d) if c = x (c, d) otherwise

So it has only one cycle given by

π^{(1)}_{(1,0)} = C^{(1)} = ( (x, 0) (x, y) (x, 2y) · · · (x, (p − 1)y)) ) , it is of length p and all other elements are fixed. We get π^{(2)}_{(1,0)} ( (c, d) ) = (c, d) since b = 0, and

so π^{(2)}_{(1,0)} is the identity map. Therefore we have

π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,0)} = π^{(2)}_{(1,0)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(1,0)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,0)} = C^{(1)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p.

Observe that an element (x, ky) of the cycle C^{(1)} appears exactly in one cycle C_j (when j = k). So the product C^{(1)}C_0C_1 . . . C_{p−1} will form a single cycle of length p(p − 1), and Figure 6 shows how the cycles are joined together to form a single cycle.

C_0C_1C_2 C_{p−1}(x, 0) (x, y) (x, 2y) (x, (p − 1)y) →→→→ . .(x_2, 0)

(x_2, y^2)

(x_2, 2y^2)

(x_2, (p − 1)y^2) . .· · ·· · ·· · ·· · ·→→→→(x_{p−2}, 0) (x_{p−2}, y^{p−2}) (x_{p−2}, 2y^{p−2}) (x_{p−2}, (p − 1)y^{p−2}) . . (0, 0)

(0, 1)

(0, 2)

(0, p − 1) Figure 6: The cycle formed by the product C_{(1)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}

Let F_1 denote the cycle formed by the product C^{(1)}C_0C_1 . . . C_{p−1} and let F_2 = C_p. Thus we have π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,0)} = F_1F_2

is a product of two disjoint cycles. Therefore for a ∈ Z^∗_p, the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,0)} can be given by π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,0)} = F̄_1F̄_2,

where the cycles F̄_1 and F̄_2 are obtained by the symbol transformation: replacing (c, d) by (ac, ad) in F_1 and F_2 respectively. From (3) we can see that the cycle F̄_2 can be given by F̄_2 = ((ay^′, a) (ay^′, ay) (ay^′, ay^2) · · · (ay^′, ay^{p−2})) = ((ay^′, 1) (ay^′, y) (ay^′, y^2) · · · (ay^′, y^{p−2})) Let ay^′ = y^s for some s ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p − 2} and observe that the cycle F̄_2 contains exactly two elements of I^{(2)}, namely, (ay^′, y^s) of the form (z, z) and (ay^′, y^{s−1}) of the form (z, zx). The other (p − 3) elements of F̄_2 belong to I^{(1)}. Evidently, elements from both I^{(1)} and I^{(2)} appear in the cycle F̄_1.

Case: a ∈ Z^∗_p and b ∈ Z^∗_p

By Proposition 4.3 it is enough to study the cycle structure of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,b)} for b ∈ Z^∗_p. For a ∈ Z^∗_p, the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,ab)} (observe that all the elements of this case are covered) can be obtained by the symbol transformation: replacing (c, d) by (ac, ad) in the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,b)}.

We have π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} ( (c, d) ) = (x(1 + c), y(b + d)).

Then we can see that π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p.

where the p + 1 cycles are given by

C_j = ( (x, (b + j)y) (x + x^2, (y + y^2)b + jy^2) · · · (x_{p−2}, y_{p−2}b + jy^{p−2}) (0, j) ) for j ∈ Z_p C_p = ( (y^′, 0) (y^′, yb) (y^′, (y + y^2)b) · · · (y^′, y_{p−2}b ) , (4)

and it is evident that they all are of length p − 1. The missing element (y^′, bx^′) is fixed by π^{(0)}_{(1,b)}.

Note that the cycle C_j for j = bx^′ is given by C_{bx}′ = ( (x_1, bx^′) (x_2, bx^′) · · · (x_{p−2}, bx^′) (0, bx^′) ) (5) and all the elements of C_{bx}′ are of the form (c, bx^′), where c (≠ y^′) ∈ Z_p, and also all the elements of C_p are of the form (y^′, d), where d (≠ bx^′) ∈ Z_p. As in the previous two cases, we will show that the permutation π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,b)} = π^{(2)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = F_1F_2

can be written as a product of two disjoint cycles. Moreover, we will show that all the elements of the cycle C_{bx}′ appear in F_1 and all the elements of the cycle C_p appear in F_2, which is the crucial point in our proof.

We have π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ( (c, d) ) = { (x, y + d) if c = x (c, d) otherwise

So it has only one cycle given by

C^{(1)} = ( (x, 0) (x, y) (x, 2y) · · · (x, (p − 1)y)) ) , it is of length p and all other elements are fixed.

Observe that an element (x, ky) of the cycle C^{(1)} appears exactly in one cycle C_j (when b + j = k). So the product C^{(1)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1} will form a single cycle of length p(p − 1) as shown in Figure 7, and let us denote it by Ĉ. Then we get

π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = C^{(1)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p = ĈC_p.

We have π^{(2)}_{(1,b)} ( (c, d) ) = { (c + x^2b, 0) if d = 0 (c, d) otherwise

So it has only one cycle given by

C^{(2)} = ( (0, 0) (bx^2, 0) (2bx^2, 0) · · · ((p − 1)bx^2, 0)) ) , it is of length p and all other elements are fixed. Therefore we have

π^{−1} ∘ π_{(1,b)} = π^{(2)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = C^{(2)}C^{(1)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}C_p = C^{(2)}ĈC_p. 13

(x, by) → (x_2, by_2) → · · · → (x_{p−2}, by_{p−2}) → (0, 0) (x, by + y) → (x_2, by_2 + y^2) → · · · → (x_{p−2}, by_{p−2} + y^{p−2}) → (0, 1) (x, (b + bx^′ − 1)y) → (x_2, by_2 + (bx^′ − 1)y^2) → · · · → (x_{p−2}, by_{p−2} + (bx^′ − 1)y^{p−2}) → (0, bx^′ − 1) (x, (b + bx^′)y) = (x, bx^′) → (x_2, bx^′) → · · · → (x_{p−2}, bx^′) → (0, bx^′) (x, (b + bx^′ + 1)y) → (x_2, by_2 + (bx^′ + 1)y^2) → · · · → (x_{p−2}, by_{p−2} + (bx^′ + 1)y^{p−2}) → (0, bx^′ + 1) (x, (b + p − 1)y) → (x_2, by_2 + (p − 1)y^2) → · · · → (x_{p−2}, by_{p−2} + (p − 1)y^{p−2}) → (0, p − 1) C_{p−1} C_{bx}′_{+1}C_{bx}′ C_{bx}′_{−1}C_1C_0 . . . . Figure 7: The cycle formed by the product C^{(1)}C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}

Observe that the cycle C^{(2)} contains all the elements of the form (c, 0), where c ∈ Z_p. Note also that the cycle C_j for j(≠ bx^′) ∈ Z_p contains exactly one element of the form (c, 0) given by (−^{jx}_b , 0) (see that for some i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p − 2}, if the second component satisfies (by_i + jy^i) = 0 then the first component x_i = −^{jx}_b ), and the other element (−x^′x, 0) = (y^′, 0) appears in the cycle C_p. So all the elements of C^{(2)} except (y^′, 0) appear in the cycle Ĉ = C_0C_1 · · · C_{p−1}, and the order in which they appear can also be seen from the figure below.

(0, 0) → · · · → (−^x_b , 0) → · · · → (−^{2x}_b , 0) → · · · → (−^{(bx′−1)x}_b , 0) = (y^′ +^x_b , 0) → · · · → (−^{(p−1)x}_b , 0) ←� · · · ←� (−^{(bx′+2)x}_b , 0) ←� · · · ←� (−^{(bx′+1)x}_b , 0) = (y^′ −^x_b , 0)→ · · · →

Figure 8: Order of the elements of the form (z, 0) in Ĉ

Looking at only the elements of the form (c, 0) in the representation of Ĉ, observe that the element (−^{jx}_b , 0) for j(≠ bx^′) ∈ Z_p is followed by (−^{(j+1)x}_b , 0) when j ≠ bx^′ − 1, and in the case when j = bx^′ − 1, i.e., (−^{(bx′−1)x}_b , 0) is followed by (−^{(bx′+1)x}_b , 0), a jump of −^{2x}_b in the first component. Keeping in view how the composition is worked out, we can see the following: suppose that an element (c^′, d^′) is mapped to (c, 0) in π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = ĈC_p, then the element (c^′, d^′) will be mapped to (c + x^2b, 0) in π^{(2)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = C^{(2)}ĈC_p; the product by C^{(2)} on the left with ĈC_p does not effect the mapping of other elements that are not mapped to elements of the form (c, 0) in ĈC_p. Intuitively, the product by C^{(2)} on the left with ĈC_p permutes the expressions: from an element of the form (c, 0) to the next first element (c^′, d^′) that is mapped to an element of the form (c, 0) in the representation of Ĉ and C_p. Having this in mind, let us now look at the cycles in the disjoint cycle decomposition of π^{(2)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = C^{(2)}ĈC_p. 14

The following summations in (6) are useful to check the cycles of the product C^{(2)}ĈC_p.

Note that x^2b ≠^x_b for any b ∈ Z^∗_p since otherwise xb^2 = 1, a contradiction to the fact that x is a generator of Z^∗_p and it can not be a square. Let t, 1 ≤ t ≤ p − 1, be the inverse of (xb^2 − 1) in Z^∗_p. Then we can see that t is the smallest positive integer satisfying

tx^2b − (t + 1) x b = 0 and (p − t)x^2b − (p − t − 1) x b = 0. (6)

Let F_1 be the cycle containing the element (−^{(bx′−1)x}_b , 0) = (y^′ +^x_b , 0) in the product C^{(2)}ĈC_p and it can be seen from the figure below. Clearly, the cycle F_1 contains t elements of the form (c, 0).

(y^′ +^x_b , 0) → · · · → elements of C_{bx}′ (x, bx^′)→ · · · →(x_{p−2}, bx^′) → (0, bx^′) → · · · →(y^′ +^x_b −^{2x}_b + x^2b, 0) → · · · → (y^′ +^x_b −^{tx}_b + (t − 1)x^2b, 0) ←� · · · ←� (y^′ +^x_b −^{4x}_b + 3x^2b, 0) ←� · · · ←� (y^′ +^x_b −^{3x}_b + 2x^2b, 0)→ · · · →

Figure 9: The cycle F_1 containing the element (y^′ +^x_b , 0) in the product C^{(2)}ĈC_p

Let F_2 be the cycle containing the element (y^′, 0) in the product C^{(2)}ĈC_p and it can be seen from the figure below. Clearly, the cycle F_2 contains the other (p − t) elements of the form (c, 0).

elements of Cp (y^′, 0) → · · · →(y^′, y_{p−2}b) → (y^′ + x^2b, 0) → · · · → (y^′ −^x_b + 2x^2b, 0) → · · · → (y^′ −^{(p−t−1)x}_b + (p − t)x^2b, 0) ←� · · · ←� (y^′ −^{3x}_b + 4x^2b, 0) ←� · · · ←� (y^′ −^{2x}_b + 3x^2b, 0)→ · · · →

Figure 10: The cycle F_2 containing the element (y^′, 0) in the product C^{(2)}ĈC_p

Note that all the elements of the form (c, 0) appear in the two cycles F_1 and F_2, and so these cycles must contain all the elements of I except (y^′, bx^′) which is the fixed element in π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = ĈC_p. The element (y^′, bx^′) is also fixed by π^{(2)}_{(1,b)}. Therefore we get

π^{(2)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(1,b)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(1,b)} = C^{(2)}ĈC_p = F_1F_2.

Note also that F_1 contains all the elements of C_{bx}′ and F_2 contains all the elements of C_p. Finally, for a ∈ Z^∗_p, we get that

π^{−1} ∘ π_{(a,ab)} = π^{(2)}_{(a,ab)} ∘ π^{(1)}_{(a,ab)} ∘ π^{(0)}_{(a,ab)} = F̄_1F̄_2,

where the cycles F̄_1 and F̄_2 are obtained by the symbol transformation: replacing (c, d) by (ac, ad) in the cycles F_1 and F_2 respectively.

From (4) we can see that the cycle F̄_2 contains elements of the form (ay^′, d) for all d ∈ Z_p except may be d = abx^′. So it must contain at least one element of the form (z, z) or (z, zx) which belong to I^{(2)}. Since F_2 contains all the elements of C_p in the order as mentioned in (4), in the corresponding part of the cycle F̄_2, at most three elements of I^{(2)} can appear; the other elements (at least p − 3) belong to I^{(1)}. Evidently, the cycle F̄_1 contains elements from both

I^{(1)} and I^{(2)}. Hence the proof is completed.

Acknowledgement: The first author would like to thank Dr. T. Karthick, ISI-Chennai Centre for suggesting the topic and helpful discussions.

References

[1] N. Alon, C. J. H. McDiarmid and B. A. Reed. Acyclic coloring of graphs. Random Structure Algorithms 2(1991), 277–288.

[2] N. Alon, B. Sudakov and A. Zaks. Acyclic edge coloring of graphs. Journal of Graph Theory 37(2001), 157–167.

[3] R. Aharoni, P. Charbit and D. Howard. On a generalization of Ryser-Brualdi-Stein conjecture. Journal of Graph Theory 78(2014), 143–156.

[4] M. Basavaraju, L. S. Chandran and M. Kummini. d-regular graphs of acyclic chromatic index at least d + 2. Journal of Graph Theory 63(2010), 226–230.

[5] M. Basavaraju, L. S. Chandran. A note on acyclic edge coloring of complete bipartite graphs.

Discrete Mathematics 309(2009), 4646–4648.

[6] R. A. Brualdi and H. J. Ryser. Combinatorial Matrix Theory. Cambridge University Press, 1991.

[7] D. Bryant, B. M. Maenhaut and I. M. Wanless. A family of perfect factorizations of complete bipartite graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory A98(2002), 328–342.

[8] M. I. Burnstein. Every 4-valent graph has an acyclic 5-coloring (in Russian). Soobšč Akad Nauk Gruzin SSR 93 (1979), 21-24.

[9] C. J. Colbourn and J. H. Dinitz. Handbook of Combinatorial Designs. Second Ed., Chapman and Hall/CRC, 2006.

[10] J. Fiamc̆ík. The acyclic chromatic class of a graph. (in Russian). Math. Slovaca 28(1978), 139145.

[11] B. Grünbaum. Acyclic coloring of planar graphs. Israel Journal of Mathematics. 14(1973), 390-408.

[12] F. Guldan. Acyclic chromatic index and linear arboricity of graphs. Math. Slovaca 41(1991), 2127.

[13] M. Molloy and B. Reed. Further Algorithmic Aspects of the Local Lemma. In STOC 1998, 524–529.

[14] R. Muthu, N. Narayanan and C. R. Subramanian. Improved bounds on acyclic edge coloring. Electronic Notes in Discrete Mathematics 19(2005), 171–177.

[15] R. Muthu, N. Narayanan and C. R. Subramanian. Optimal acyclic edge coloring of grid like graphs. In COCOON 2006, 360–367.

[16] R. Muthu, N. Narayanan and C. R. Subramanian. Acyclic edge coloring of outerplanner graphs. In Algorithm Aspects in Information and Management 2007, 144-152.

[17] R. Muthu, N. Narayanan and C. R. Subramanian. Improved bounds on acyclic edge coloring. Discrete Mathematics 307(2007), 3063–3069. 16

[18] J. Něsetřil and W. C. Wormald. The acyclic edge chromatic number of a random d-regular graph is d + 1. Journal of Graph Theory 49(2005), 69-74.

[19] S. Ndreca, A. Procacci, and B. Scoppola. Improved bounds on coloring of graphs. Eur. J.

Comb. 33(4):592-609 (2012).

[20] S. K. Stein. Transversals of Latin squares and their generalizations. Pacific J. Math.

59(1975), 567–575.

[21] A. Venkateswarlu and S. Sarkar. On acyclic edge-coloring of the complete bipartite graphs K_{2p−1,2p−1} for odd prime p. Submitted to Discrete Mathematics.

[22] V. G. Vizing. On an estimate of the chromatic class of a p-graph (in Russian). Metody Diskret Anal 3(1964), 25-30.

[23] W. Wang and Y. Bu. On Coloring Problems. In Handbook of Combinatorial Optimization.

2nd ed.(2013), 2095–2190.