arXiv:2403.00497v1 [cs.CC] 1 Mar 2024

Graph Homomorphism, Monotone Classes and Bounded Pathwidth

Tala Eagling-Vose^1, Barnaby Martin^1, Daniël Paulusma^{1[0000−0001−5945−9287]}, Mark Siggers^2, and Siani Smith^3

1 Durham University, Durham, United Kingdom {tala.j.eagling-vose,barnaby.d.martin,daniel.paulusma}@durham.ac.uk 2 Kyungpook National University, South Korea mhsiggers@knu.ac.kr 3 University of Bristol and Heilbronn Institute for Mathematical Research, Bristol, United Kingdom siani.smith@bristol.ac.uk

Abstract. A recent paper describes a framework for studying the computational complexity of graph problems on monotone classes, that is those omitting a set of graphs as a subgraph. If the problems lie in the framework, and many do, then the computational complexity can be described for all monotone classes defined by a finite set of omitted subgraphs. Typically, for some of these classes, some of the problems will be hard and the others will be easy, thus a dichotomy is specified. It is known that certain homomorphism problems, e.g. C5-Colouring, do not sit in the framework. By contrast, we show that the more general problem of Graph Homomorphism does sit in the framework. The original framework had examples where hard versus easy were NPcomplete versus P, or at least quadratic versus almost linear. We give the first example of a problem in the framework such that hardness is in the polynomial hierarchy above NP. Considering a variant of the colouring game as studied by Bodlaender, Sequential 3-Colouring Construction, we show that with the restriction of bounded alternation, the list version of this problem is contained in the framework. The hard cases are Π^P_{2k}-complete and the easy cases are in P.

The cases in P comprise those classes for which the pathwidth is bounded. Bodlaender explains that Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game is in P on classes with bounded vertex separation number, which coincides with bounded pathwidth on unordered graphs. However, these graphs are ordered with a playing order for the two players, which corresponds to a prefix pattern in a quantified formula. We prove that Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game is Pspace-complete on some class of bounded pathwidth, using a celebrated result of Atserias and Oliva.

We consider several locally constrained variants of the homomorphism problem, namely the locally bijective, surjective and injective variants. Like C5-Colouring, none of these is in the framework. However, when we consider the bounded-degree restrictions, we prove that each of these problems is in our framework.

Keywords: Monotone Classes · Sequential Colouring Construction Game · QCSP · Vertex Separation Number · Pathwidth · Treedepth.

1 Introduction

Let G and H be two graphs. If H can be obtained from G by a sequence of vertex deletions only, then H is an induced subgraph of G; else G is H-free. The induced subgraph relation has been well studied in the literature for many classical graph problems, such as Colouring [23], Feedback Vertex Set [27], Independent Set [18], and so on.

Here we focus on the subgraph relation. A graph G is said to contain a graph H as a subgraph if H can be obtained from G by a sequence of vertex deletions and edge deletions; else G is said to be H-subgraph-free. For a set of graphs H, a graph G is H-subgraph-free if G is H-subgraph-free for every H ∈ H; we also write that G is (H_1, . . . , H_p)-subgraph-free, if H = {H_1, . . . , H_p}. Graph classes closed under edge deletion are also called monotone [1,6]. Monotone classes that are specified by a finite set of omitted subgraphs may be called finitely-bounded.

There were relatively few complexity classifications for H-subgraph-free graphs. Despite this; see [2] for complexity classifications of Independent Set, Dominating Set and Longest Path; and [15,21] for classifications of List Colouring and Max Cut, respectively. All of these classifications hold even for Hsubgraph-free graphs, where H is any finite set of graphs. In general, such classifications might be hard to obtain; see, for example, [16] for a partial classification of Colouring for H-subgraph-free graphs.

Therefore, in [20] a more systematic approach was followed, namely by introducing a new framework for H-subgraph-free graph classes (finite H) adapting the approach of [21]. To explain the framework of [20] we need to introduce some additional terminology. Firstly, a class of graphs has bounded treewidth or pathwdith if there exists a constant c such that every graph in it has treewidth or pathwidh, respectively, at most c. Now let G = (V, E) be a graph. Then G is subcubic if every vertex of G has degree at most 3. The subdivision of an edge e = uv of G replaces e by a new vertex w with edges uw and wv. For an integer k ≥ 1, the k-subdivision of G is the graph G^k obtained from G by subdividing each edge of G exactly k times. Let G be a class of graphs. For an integer k, we let G^k consist of the k-subdivisions of the graphs in G.

The framework of [20] makes a distinction between “efficiently solvable” and “computationally hard”, which could for example mean a distinction between P and NP-complete. We say that a graph problem Π is computationally hard under edge subdivision of subcubic graphs if for every integer j ≥ 1 there is an integer ℓ ≥ j such that: if Π is computationally hard for the class G of subcubic graphs, then Π is computationally hard for G^ℓ. Commonly, we can prove the condition holds by showing that computational hardness is maintained under k-subdivision for a small integer k (e.g. k = 1, 2, 3, 4) and then repeatedly apply the k-subdivision operation. We can therefore say a graph problem Π is a C123- problem (belongs to the framework) if it satisfies the three conditions:

C1. Π is efficiently solvable for every graph class of bounded pathwidth^4;

4 In the original framework paper [20], pathwidth and treewidth are interchangeable in this position.

C2. Π is computationally hard for the class of subcubic graphs; and C3. Π is computationally hard under edge subdivision of subcubic graphs.

To describe the impact of these conditions, we need some notation. The claw is the 4-vertex star. A subdivided claw is a graph obtained from a claw after subdividing each of its edges zero or more times. The disjoint union of two vertex-disjoint graphs G_1 and G_2 has vertex set V (G_1) ∪ V (G_2) and edge set E(G_1)∪E(G_2). The set S consists of the graphs that are disjoint unions of subdivided claws and paths. As shown in [20], C123-problems allow for full complexity classifications for H-subgraph-free graphs (as long as H has finite size).

Theorem 1 ([20]). Let Π be a C123-problem. For a finite set H, the problem Π on H-subgraph-free graphs is efficiently solvable if H contains a graph from S and computationally hard otherwise.

Examples of C123-problems include Independent Set, Dominating Set, List Colouring, Odd Cycle Transversal, Max Cut, Steiner Tree and Vertex Cover; see [20]. However, there are still many graph problems that are not C123-problems, such as Colouring (whose classification is still open even for H-subgraph-free graphs). Hence, it is a natural question if those problems can still be classified for graph classes defined by some set of forbidden subgraphs.

This paper considers the Graph Homomorphism problem alongside two variants: a graph colouring game, and locally constrained homomorphism problems. Here, we will define the first of these, while details of the latter two will be addressed in greater detail in their respective sections.

The problem H-Colouring takes an input graph G and asks whether there is a homomorphism from G to H (if there is, we write G → H). The more general problem Graph Homomorphism takes both G and H as input, with the same question, whether G → H. In general, H-Colouring is not a C123- problem, for example, C_5-Colouring does not satisfy C3 (as it satisfies C1 and C2, we label it a C12-problem). The topic of such C12-problems is elaborated in [25]. By contrast, we show that Graph Homomorphism is a C123-problem (where C3 is applied uniformly to both G and H). Grohe has argued in [17] that, assuming FPT ≠ W[1] (an assumption widely believed in Parameterized Complexity), Graph Homomorphism is in P on a restricted class of graphs if, and only if that class has bounded treewidth. Bearing in mind the interchangeability of treewidth and pathwidth in our framework, we are improving “not in P” to “NP-complete” for finitely-bounded monotone classes.

We continue by considering locally constrained variants of the Graph Homomorphism problem. These problems, Locally Bijective Homomorphism, Locally Surjective Homomorphism and Locally Injective Homomorphism, have all three been intensively studied in the literature [12]. When either G or H has bounded (vertex) degree, we prove that each of these three problems is a C123-problem, just like Graph Homomorphism, with a dichotomy between P and NP-complete on finitely-bounded monotone classes. Whereas without such a degree bound they are C23-problems.

The graph colouring game we consider is a variant of that proposed by Bodlaender in [4], Sequential Colouring Construction Game. Here two players alternate in colouring vertices of a graph with one of k colours, with the first player winning when a proper colouring is obtained. In particular, fixing k = 3, this problem closely relates to the quantified constraint satisfaction problem QCSP(K_3). Both of these problems are Pspace-complete [4,7].

Bodlaender proves that Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game is in P on any class of bounded vertex separation number. It is well-known that classes of bounded vertex separation number and classes of bounded pathwidth coincide [22]. However here the vertex separation number is with respect to the order in which the vertices are played. A naïve reading of [4] risks a fundamental misinterpretation, as we prove that Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game is Pspace-complete on some class of bounded pathwidth. We do this by mediating through the closely related problem QCSP(K_3) using a celebrated result of Atserias and Oliva [3]. In that paper, they prove that Quantified Boolean Formulas (QBF) is Pspace-complete on some class of bounded pathwidth, even when the input is restricted to conjunctive normal form (CNF).

Within the framework, just as List Colouring was considered, we can extend our attention to a list colouring game. Adjoining some unary relations to QCSP(K_3), is analogous to moving from 3-Colouring to List 3-Colouring. Using only two of these lists we arrive at the problem QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}). Owing to the aforementioned hardness for bounded pathwidth, and unlike List Colouring, QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is not a C123-problem, but is a C23-problem. However, considering the bounded alternation restriction of this, we prove that Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is a C123-problem, for which the hard cases are Π^P_{2k}-complete while the easy cases are in P.

Finally, we consider our framework in relation to bounded pathwidth, which coincides (on finitely-bounded monotone classes) with essentially omitting some subdivided claw as a subgraph [28]. If we instead omit some path, we essentially get the graphs of bounded treedepth [26]. For LBHom, LSHom and LIHom, there exists some bounded treedepth class on which they are NP-complete [8]. We will describe a C23-problem, namely Long Edge Disjoint Paths that is easy on graphs of bounded treedepth but hard on certain classes of bounded pathwidth. Within previous work on C23-problems an example with this behaviour has not yet been discussed. The complexity of QBF on bounded treedepth is a famous open problem (see e.g. [13], where it is proved to be in P under some further restrictions). The complexity of QCSP(K_3) on bounded treedepth may be similarly elusive to classify, and it is on this note that we conclude.

Owing to reasons of space, some proofs are deferred to the appendix. Synoptic theorems, which sum up what has preceded them, may be given without proof.

2 Preliminaries

A tree decomposition for a graph G = (V, E) is a pair (T, X) where T is a tree and X consists of subsets of vertices from V which we call bags. Each node of T corresponds to a single bag of X. For each vertex v ∈ V the nodes of T containing v must induce a non-empty connected subgraph of T and for each edge uv ∈ E, there must be at least one bag containing both u and v. Similarly, we can define a path decomposition where T must instead be a path. We can then define the width of (T, X) to be one less than the size of the largest bag. From this, the treewidth of a graph, tw(G), is the minimum width of any tree decomposition and the pathwidth pw (G), is the minimum width of any path decomposition. As every path decomposition is also a tree decomposition tw(G) ≤ pw (G).

In the following, G and H are graphs, and f is a homomorphism from G to H, that is, f(u)f(v) is an edge in H whenever uv is an edge in G. We denote the (open) neighbours of a vertex u in G by N_G(u) = {v | uv ∈ E(G)}. We say that f is locally injective, locally bijective or locally surjective for a vertex u ∈ V (G) if the restriction f_u : N_G(u) → N_H (f(u)) of f is injective, bijective or surjective, respectively. Now, f is said to be locally injective, locally bijective or locally surjective if f is locally injective, locally bijective or locally surjective for every u ∈ V (G).

For a relational structure, B (which will always be a graph possibly with some additional unary relations), let QCSP(B) be the problem with input a sentence ϕ in prenex form with quantifier-free part positive conjunctive. Let Π_{2k}-QCSP(B) be the restriction of this problem to sentences in Π_{2k}-form, i.e. with quantifier prefix leading with universal quantifiers, alternating 2k − 1 times, concluding with existential quantifiers.

C23-problems satisfy C2 and C3 (usually not C1) and are elaborated further in [5].

3 Graph Homomorphism

In this section we will prove that Graph Homomorphism is a C123-problem.

Graph Homomorphism Instance: A graph G and a graph H Question: Is there a homomorphism from G to H?

Let us recall that we apply C1, C2 and C3 to both graphs. In particular, the subdivision of C3 uniformly applies to both inputs G and H. For a graph G, recall that G^r is G with each edge replaced by a path of length r + 1 (an r-subdivision). For example, K_3^5 = C_{15}.

Lemma 1 ([11]). Graph Homomorphism satisfies C1.

Lemma 2 ([14]). Graph Homomorphism satisfies C2.

Let us recall that we apply the subdivision of C3 uniformly to both inputs G and H.

Lemma 3. Graph Homomorphism satisfies the variant of C3 that does not restrict to subcubic.

Proof. Let r ≥ 1 be fixed. Let G be connected and have the additional property that every edge is in a triangle. It is clear that this subset remains NP-complete (one can add a new triangle to each edge if necessary). We claim that:

G → K_3 if and only if G^{5r −1} → C_{3·5}r .

The forward direction is trivial. Let us address the backward direction and let h be a homomorphism from G^{5r −1} to C_{3·5}r . Let X be the set of vertices of G^{5r} that appear already in G. We claim that h(X) ⊆ {i, i + 5^r, i + 2 · 5^r} for some i ∈ [3 · 5^r] where addition is mod 3 · 5^r. Suppose otherwise, then there is an edge xy in G, so that the distance between h(x) and h(y) in C_{3·5}r is 0 < i < 5^r (this is why we assumed G to be connected). But this is impossible since we may consider there exists z so that xyz is a triangle in G and this triangle must have been mapped to line in C_{3·5}r . Now, once we calculate i and subtract it, we can divide by 5^r to use h restricted to X to give a homomorphism from G to K_3. ⊓⊔

Note that Lemmas 1 and 3 are enough to guarantee a dichotomy for H-subgraph-free graphs where H is a single graph and not a finite set of graphs [20]. However, as C_3-Colouring (or equivalently, 3-Colouring) does not satisfy C2 due to Brooks’ Theorem, we need to do more work to accomplish the following.

Lemma 4. Graph Homomorphism satisfies C3.

Theorem 2. Graph Homomorphism is a C123-problem.

4 Locally Constrained Homomorphisms

In this section we consider three locally constrained homomorphism problems and show that all three of them are C23-problems, which become C123-problems after imposing a degree bound.

Locally Bijective Homomorphism Instance: A graph G and a graph H Question: Is there a locally bijective homomorphism from G to H?

Locally Injective Homomorphism Instance: A graph G and a graph H Question: Is there a locally injective homomorphism from G to H?

Locally Surjective Homomorphism Instance: A graph G and a graph H Question: Is there a locally surjective homomorphism from G to H?

We will often use the abbreviations LBHom, LSHom and LIHom for the three problems. We would also like to consider the bounded-degree versions of these problems, which we refer to as Degree-d-LBHom, Degree-d-LSHom and Degree-d-LIHom, here we restrict the maximum degree of either G or H to be d; note that we require only one of these two graphs to have bounded degree.

Lemma 5 ([9]). For each d, the three problems Degree-d-LBHom, Degreed-LSHom and Degree-d-LIHom satisfy C1.

Lemma 6 ([9]). The three problems Degree-3-LBHom, Degree-3-LSHom, Degree-3-LIHom satisfy C2.

Lemma 7. Locally Bijective Homomorphism, Locally Surjective Homomorphism and Locally Injective Homomorphism satisfy C3.

Theorem 3. Locally Bijective Homomorphism, Locally Surjective Homomorphism and Locally Injective Homomorphism are C23-problems.

Theorem 4. Degree-3-LBHom, Degree-3-LSHom and Degree-3-LIHom are C123-problems.

5 Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game, QCSP(K_3)

We prove that QCSP(K_3) remains Pspace-complete for graphs of bounded pathwidth. Afterwards, we do the same for the Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game. We first formally define the former problem.

QCSP(K_3) Instance: A sentence ϕ of the form Q_1x_1Q_2x_2 . . . Q_nx_n Φ, where Q_i ∈ {∀, ∃} and Φ is a conjunction of atoms involving the edge relation E.

Question: Is ϕ true on K_3?

QCSP(K_3) is sometimes known as Quantified 3-Colouring and as highlighted previously closely relates to the Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game proposed by Bodlaender in [4]. The two key differences between the problems lie in the requirement of strict alternation in players and each player must assign a colour not previously assigned to a neighbour, in particular, we will show the hardness on bounded pathwidth is preserved between problems.

Theorem 5. QCSP(K_3) is Pspace-complete for graphs of bounded pathwidth.

We remind the reader that the path-width of a formula is equal to the pathwidth of the primal graph of its quantifier-free part.

Lemma 8. The path-width of Φ^{′′} is at most 9w + 2.

Proof. Given the path-width of Φ is w we claim the path-width of Φ^{′′} is w^′ where w^′ ≤ 9w + 2. Let B be a path decomposition for Φ such that the size of the largest bag is w + 1. As each clause C_i of Φ appears as a clique in the primal graph all variables in C_i must be contained in at least one bag together. We say a clause is associated with a given bag if it is the first bag such that all variables in the clause appear together. Where a bag is associated with multiple clauses it can be replaced with a path of duplicates, thus a bag is associated with at most one clause. Notice this increases the number of bags by at most the number of clauses.

We now define a path decomposition B^′ for Φ^{′′} with a bag b^′_i ∈ B^′ for each b_i ∈ B. Where b_i contains a variable v_j ∈ Φ, then b^′_j contains x, y, z ∈ Φ^{′′}. In addition, W and F are contained in each bag of B^′ meaning |b^′_i| = 3|B_i| + 2. For a clause c_i ∈ ϕ of size k we have k − 2 new variables in Φ^′ q_{i,j} for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2 thus 3(k − 2) new vertices in Φ^{′′}. As c_i was replaced by k − 1 clauses in Φ^′, we also have 3(k − 1) new vertices for the K_3 dedicated to each clause. This leads to a total of 3(k − 2) + 3(k − 1) = 6k − 9 new vertices for clause C_i. If we call these new vertices S_{Ci} , as N[S_{Ci} ] = S_{ci} ∪ C_i, S_i can also be contained in the bag associated with C_i with this remaining a path decomposition. Thus if bag B_j is associated with clause C_i, |B^′_j | = 3|B_i| + 6k − 7 and as |B_p|, k ≤ w + 1 for all B_p ∈ B, |B^′_p| ≤ 9w + 2 for all B^′_p ∈ B. ⊓⊔

Theorem 6. Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game is Pspace-complete for graphs of bounded pathwidth.

Proof. We now consider the two additional restrictions of the Sequential 3- Colouring Construction Game. Where Universal is unable to colour a vertex the same as a previously coloured neighbour the problem is identical to that of QCSP(K_3) and strict alternation can be overcome using dummy variables while preserving yes and no instances.

We will therefore use this to show the reduction used to prove Theorem 5 also holds for both problems. In ϕ^{′′} all universally quantified variables are in the form z_i with a single neighbour y_i, as z_i comes before y_i in the linear ordering of vertices. This means the problems of Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game and QCSP(K_3) are equivalent on ϕ^{′′} thus both problems remain hard for graphs of bounded path-width. ⊓⊔

6 Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3})

In this section, we prove that QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is a C23-problem, but the main result in this section is that its restriction Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is a C123-problem. We obtain QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) by augmenting QCSP(K_3) with some unary relations that allow us to restrict existential variables to some subset of the domain.

QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3})

Instance: A sentence ϕ of the form Q_1x_1Q_2x_2 . . . Q_nx_n Φ, where Q_i ∈ {∀, ∃} and Φ is a conjunction of atoms involving the edge relation E and the unary relations {1, 2}, {1, 3}.

Question: Is ϕ true on K_3?

Another variant, QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}, {2, 3}, {1}, {2}, {3}) is also known as Quantified List 3-Colouring. We consider a slight simplification of this problem as we show not all lists are necessary to ensure hardness, however, the hardness extends to the more general case.

In order to occupy our framework, we will consider bounded alternation versions of our problems. The problem Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is the restriction of QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) to inputs in Π_{2k}-form. While it may lead to a less natural variant of Sequential List 3-Colouring Construction Game as the original game insists on a strict alternation between the two players. In this case, bounding the number of alternations between the two players would make the game trivial, we instead allow each player to colour multiple vertices in their turn.

Lemma 9. Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is Π^P_{2k}-complete for 2r-subdivisions of subcubic graphs.

The proof of Lemma 9 also furnishes the following, which we note in passing.

Lemma 10. QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is Pspace-complete for 2r-subdivisions of subcubic graphs.

Lemma 11 ([10]). Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) satisfies C1.

Theorem 7. Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is a C123-problem.

Unlike the bounded alternation case, QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) does not satisfy C1 with the hardness under bounded path-width following directly from QCSP(K_3).

Theorem 8. QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is a C23-problem.

7 Long Edge Disjoint Paths

The treedepth of a graph G as the minimum height of a forest F such that for any pair of adjacent vertices in G one must be an ancestor of the other in F . In this section, we prove that Long Edge Disjoint Paths is a C23-problem that is polynomial-time solvable for graphs of bounded treedepth but NP-complete for certain classes of bounded path-width.

The Edge Disjoint Paths problem takes as input a graph and k terminal pairs (s_i, t_i). The problem asks if there exists k edge-disjoint (but not necessarily vertex-disjoint) paths connecting each of (s_1, t_1), . . . , (s_k, t_k). The Edge Disjoint Paths problem is known to be a C23-problem [5]. Consider its variant Long Edge Disjoint Paths whose input is as Edge Disjoint Paths but we require the yes-instances to be paths of length at least k.

Theorem 9. Long Edge Disjoint Paths is a C23-problem which is in P on all classes of bounded treedepth.

Proof. To prove that it satisfies C2 we reduce from Edge Disjoint Paths where we first k-subdivide each edge (noting k is part of the input of this problem). This ensures that any edge-disjoint paths that connect the terminal pairs are of sufficient length.

The proof that it satisfies C3 is then exactly the same as that for Edge Disjoint Paths, except that we should start with instances in the form of the previous paragraph, built from Edge Disjoint Paths by performing a ksubdivision at the start. These obtained instances are yes-instances of Long Edge Disjoint Paths if, and only if their subdivisions are yes-instances. Note that if we started from arbitrary instances of Long Edge Disjoint Paths, we might map no-instances to yes-instances after subdivision.

Finally, on classes of bounded treedepth, which do not contain the m-vertex path P_m as a subgraph for some integer m, we may assume that k ≤ m. Now a brute force approach to exploring for the paths may be undertaken. ⊓⊔

Lemma 12. Let G be a class of graphs of pathwidth at most p. For each k, G^k has pathwidth at most p + 2.

Proof. Let G be an arbitrary graph in G and B be a path decomposition for G such that the largest bag has size at most p+1. From this, a path decomposition B^′ can be constructed for G^k such that the largest bag has size at most p + 3. Every edge (u, v) ∈ G is replaced by a path u, p_1, p_2, · · · , p_k, v in G^k. Consider the first bag b ∈ B such that u and v appear together, b can be replaced by a path of k − 1 bags, b_1, b_2, · · · , b_{k−1} in B^′. Each bag contains all the vertices of b, and for each pair of adjacent vertices in the path p_1, p_2, · · · , p_k there will be a bag containing both. In particular b_i = b ∪ {p_i, p_{i+1}} where 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 as p_i will only be adjacent to u, v, p_{i−1}, p_{i+1} thus making this a valid path decomposition. In addition, where multiple edges first appear in b we can apply this procedure for each path in series. ⊓⊔

Theorem 10. Long Edge Disjoint Paths is NP-complete for graphs of bounded pathwidth and so does not satisfy C1.

Proof. We use the same trick that we used in the proof of Lemma 9 where we reduce from Edge Disjoint Paths by first k-subdividing each edge (recall k is part of the input of this problem). This is now a correct reduction from Edge Disjoint Paths to Long Edge Disjoint Paths. Finally, we need that the pathwidth remains bounded and this follows from the previous lemma. ⊓⊔

8 Conclusions

In this paper we identified for the first time C123-problems that distinguish between being polynomial-time solvable and hard in the polynomial hierarchy. We also identified several C23-problems, which are hard on bounded pathwidth, including LBHom, LSHom and LIHom. Moreover, we proved hardness for bounded path-width for QCSP(K_3) and Sequential 3-Colouring Construction Game. We do not know if the latter two problems satisfy C2 and C3. We leave this for future work.

We also gave an example of a problem (Long Edge Disjoint Paths) that is a C23-problem that is NP-complete for some class of graphs of bounded pathwidth but becomes polynomial-time solvable on all classes of bounded treedepth. Whether QCSP(K_3) is another such example is an open question. That is, we do not know if QCSP(K_3) is polynomial-time for graph classes of bounded treedepth. This is the major open problem arising from our work.

References

1. Vladimir E. Alekseev, Rodica Boliac, Dmitry V. Korobitsyn, and Vadim V. Lozin.

NP-hard graph problems and boundary classes of graphs. Theoretical Computer Science, 389:219–236, 2007.

2. Vladimir E. Alekseev and Dmitry V. Korobitsyn. Complexity of some problems on hereditary graph classes. Diskretnaya Matematika, 2:90–96, 1990.

3. Albert Atserias and Sergi Oliva. Bounded-width QBF is pspace-complete. J. Comput. Syst. Sci., 80(7):1415–1429, 2014.

4. Hans L. Bodlaender. On the complexity of some coloring games. International Journal of Foundations of Computer Science, 2:133–147, 1991.

5. Hans L. Bodlaender, Matthew Johnson, Barnaby Martin, Jelle J. Oostveen, Sukanya Pandey, Daniël Paulusma, Siani Smith, and Erik Jan van Leeuwen. Complexity framework for forbidden subgraphs IV: The Steiner Forest problem. CoRR, abs/2305.01613, 2023.

6. Rodica Boliac and Vadim V. Lozin. On the clique-width of graphs in hereditary classes. Proc. ISAAC 2022, LNCS, 2518:44–54, 2002.

7. Ferdinand Börner, Andrei A. Bulatov, Hubie Chen, Peter Jeavons, and Andrei A.

Krokhin. The complexity of constraint satisfaction games and QCSP. Information and Computation, 207(9):923–944, 2009.

8. Laurent Bulteau, Konrad K. Dabrowski, Noleen Köhler, Sebastian Ordyniak, and Daniël Paulusma. An algorithmic framework for locally constrained homomorphisms. In Michael A. Bekos and Michael Kaufmann, editors, Graph-Theoretic Concepts in Computer Science, pages 114–128, Cham, 2022. Springer International Publishing.

9. Steven Chaplick, Jirí Fiala, Pim van ’t Hof, Daniël Paulusma, and Marek Tesar.

Locally constrained homomorphisms on graphs of bounded treewidth and bounded degree. Theor. Comput. Sci., 590:86–95, 2015.

10. Hubie Chen. Quantified constraint satisfaction and bounded treewidth. In Ramón López de Mántaras and Lorenza Saitta, editors, Proceedings of the 16th Eureopean Conference on Artificial Intelligence, ECAI’2004, including Prestigious Applicants of Intelligent Systems, PAIS 2004, Valencia, Spain, August 22-27, 2004, pages 161–165. IOS Press, 2004.

11. Rina Dechter and Judea Pearl. Tree clustering for constraint networks. Artificial Intelligence, 38(3):353–366, 1989.

12. Jirí Fiala and Jan Kratochvíl. Locally constrained graph homomorphisms - structure, complexity, and applications. Comput. Sci. Rev., 2(2):97–111, 2008.

13. Johannes Klaus Fichte, Robert Ganian, Markus Hecher, Friedrich Slivovsky, and Sebastian Ordyniak. Structure-aware lower bounds and broadening the horizon of tractability for QBF. In LICS, pages 1–14, 2023.

14. Anna Galluccio, Pavol Hell, and Jaroslav Nešetřil. The complexity of H-colouring of bounded degree graphs. Discrete Mathematics, 222:101–109, 2000.

15. Petr A. Golovach and Daniël Paulusma. List coloring in the absence of two subgraphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 166:123–130, 2014.

16. Petr A. Golovach, Daniël Paulusma, and Bernard Ries. Coloring graphs characterized by a forbidden subgraph. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 180:101–110, 2015.

17. Martin Grohe. The complexity of homomorphism and constraint satisfaction problems seen from the other side. Journal of the ACM, 54:1:1–1:24, 2007.

18. Andrzej Grzesik, Tereza Klimosová, Marcin Pilipczuk, and Michal Pilipczuk.

Polynomial-time algorithm for Maximum Weight Independent set on P6-free graphs. ACM Transaction on Algorithms, 18:4:1–4:57, 2022.

19. Edith Hemaspaandra. Dichotomy theorems for alternation-bounded quantified boolean formulas. CoRR, cs.CC/0406006, 2004.

20. Matthew Johnson, Barnaby Martin, Jelle J. Oostveen, Sukanya Pandey, Daniël Paulusma, Siani Smith, and Erik Jan van Leeuwen. Complexity framework for forbidden subgraphs I: The framework. CoRR, 2211.12887, 2022.

21. Marcin Kamiński. Max-cut and containment relations in graphs. Theor. Comput.

Sci., 438:89–95, 2012.

22. Nancy G. Kinnersley. The vertex separation number of a graph equals its path-width. Inf. Process. Lett., 42(6):345–350, 1992. doi:10.1016/0020-0190(92)90234-M.

23. Daniel Král’, Jan Kratochvíl, Zsolt Tuza, and Gerhard J. Woeginger. Complexity of coloring graphs without forbidden induced subgraphs. In Andreas Brandstädt and Van Bang Le, editors, Graph-Theoretic Concepts in Computer Science, pages 254–262, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2001. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

24. Barnaby Martin. Logic, computation and constraint satisfaction. PhD thesis, University of Leicester, UK, 2005.

25. Barnaby Martin, Sukanya Pandey, Daniel Paulusma, Mark Siggers, Siani Smith, and Erik Jan van Leeuwen. Complexity framework for forbidden subgraphs II: When hardness is not preserved under edge subdivision, 2023. arXiv:2211.14214.

26. Jaroslav Nesetril and Patrice Ossona de Mendez. Sparsity - Graphs, Structures, and Algorithms, volume 28 of Algorithms and combinatorics. Springer, 2012.

27. Giacomo Paesani, Daniël Paulusma, and Pawel Rzazewski. Feedback Vertex Set and Even Cycle Transversal for H-free graphs: Finding large block graphs. SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 36:2453–2472, 2022.

28. Neil Robertson and Paul D. Seymour. Graph minors. III. Planar tree-width. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 36:49–64, 1984.

Appendix

Lemma 4. Graph Homomorphism satisfies C3.

Proof. Let us recall the self-reduction from C_5-Colouring to (subcubic) C_5- Colouring in Theorem 3.1 from [14]. Each vertex with degree d becomes a chain of d C_5s, the i + 1th connected to the ith by identifying edge 1 on the former with edge 4 on the latter (one may take any cyclic ordering of the edges).

Then the ith occurrence of the vertex is taken to be the top vertex of the ith C_5 in the chain (where edge 2 meets edge 3). Now, one can simply join the ith occurrence of vertex x to the jth occurrence of vertex y if the edge xy is the ith edge of x and the jth edge of y. This is exactly the reduction of Theorem 3.1 from [14]. We amend if by pretending each edge xy is in fact three edges and must be joined from the chain of C_5s representing x to the chain of C_5s representing y three times (this can at most result in a tripling of the degree). We assume that these joins are consecutive on each chain.

Let Y be the set of instances of C_5-Colouring that can be obtained by this self-reduction. For G ∈ Y , all edges are in a C_5 except perhaps the edges that came from the edges in the original graph, which are now represented in G in triplicate. Let r ≥ 1 be fixed. Let G ∈ Y . We claim that:

G → C_5 if and only if G^{5r −1} → C_5r+1 .

The forward direction is trivial. Let us address the backward direction and let h be a homomorphism from G^{5r} to C_5r+1 . Let X be the set of vertices of G^{5r} that appear already in G. We claim that h(X) ⊆ {i, i+5^r, i+2·5^r, i+3·5^r, i+4·5^r} for some i ∈ [5^{r+1}] where addition is mod 5^{r+1}. Suppose otherwise, then there is an edge xy in G so that the distance between h(x) and h(y) in C_5r+1 is 0 < i < 5^r. But this is impossible for the edges in G that were in a C_5 since we may consider there exists z_1, z_2, z_3 so that xyz_1z_2z_3 is a C_5 in G and this C_5 must have been mapped to line in C_5r+1 . Suppose now it happens for an edge that is not in a C_5 and remember these edges come in triplicate. If xy were the edge in the original graph, then consider that they became edges x^′y^′, x^{′′}y^{′′}, x^{′′′}y^{′′′} in G. Now, w.l.o.g., if h(x^′) and h(y^′) are mapped at distance 0 < c < 5^r in C_5r+1 , then both h(x^{′′}) and h(y^{′′}), and h(x^{′′′}) and h(y^{′′′}) must be mapped to distance 5^r − c mod 5^r since there are even cycles involving x^′y^′ and x^{′′}y^{′′}, and x^′y^′ and x^{′′′}y^{′′′}, where all other edges were in a C_5. But now we consider that there is an even cycle involving x^{′′}y^{′′} and x^{′′′}y^{′′′}, where all other edges were in a C_5, and derive a contradiction.

Now, once we calculate i and subtract it, we can divide by 5^r to use h restricted to X to give a homomorphism from G to C_5. ⊓⊔

Lemma 7. Locally Bijective Homomorphism, Locally Surjective Homomorphism and Locally Injective Homomorphism satisfy C3.

Proof. We claim LBHom, LSHom and LIHom are NP-complete for r-subdivisions of subcubic graphs for any integer r. We will use that all three problems remain NP-complete where G is subcubic and H is K_4 [9]. In addition let X be the set of vertices of G^r that also appear in G and let Z be the vertices of K^r_4 that also appear in K_4.

For the bijective case, we claim: G^B−→ K_4 if and only if G^{r B}−→ K^r_4 .

The forward direction is trivial. Let us consider the backward direction, let h_b be a locally bijective homomorphism from G^r to K^r_4 , we claim h_b(v) ∈ Z if, and only if v ∈ X. As h_b is locally bijective, degree must be preserved, meaning h_b(v) ∈ Z if, and only if v has degree 3 therefore by showing all vertices in X must have degree 3 our claim is proven.

We may assume there exists at least one degree 3 vertex v ∈ G^r, let P = (v, p_1, p_2, . . . , p_{r−1}, p_r) be an arbitrary path of length r from v. Both v and p_r must be in X with all intermediate vertices having degree 2. Similarly for any path of length r from h_b(v) as h_b(v) ∈ Z all intermediate vertices must have degree 2 with that at distance r in Z. As p_1 must be mapped to some neighbour of h_b(v), both p_1 and h_b(p_1) have degree 2. Now as p_2 cannot map to h_b(v) it must map to the next vertex on a path away from h_b(v). As both p_{i−1} and h_b(p_{i−1}) have degree 2 it follows that h_b(p_i) must have distance i from h_b(v). Inductively it follows that h_b(p_r) must have distance r from h_b(v) implying h_b(p_r) ∈ Z and therefore p_r has degree 3. As this holds for all vertices distance r from a degree 3 vertex it follows that all vertices in X must have degree 3 meaning h_b can be used restricted to X to give a homomorphism from G to K_4.

For the surjective case, we claim: G^S−→ K_4 if and only if G^{r S}−→ K^r_4 .

Again the forward direction is trivial and let us consider the backward direction, let h_s be a locally surjective homomorphism from G^r to K^r_4 , we claim h_s(v) ∈ Z if and only if v ∈ X. In the surjective case, the degree of a vertex of v ∈ G^r can be greater than that of h_s(v), although the inverse cannot be true thus implying that only vertices in X, specifically those with degree 3, can be mapped to a vertex in Z.

Now consider the other direction showing if v ∈ X then h_b(v) ∈ Z, assume for contradiction, v were mapped to some vertex not in Z. As all vertices in G^r with degree 3 must be in X, the length of the shortest path from v to the closest degree 3 vertex must be ≥ r. Let x be this degree 3 vertex and P = (v, p_1, p_2, . . . , x) be the path from v to x. In addition, as h_s(v) /∈ Z there must be exactly two vertices, z, z^′ ∈ Z, with distance < r from h_s(v) with every path of length r from h_s(v) containing one of these. We claim the shortest path from v to x must map to a path from h_s(v) via z or z^′, note this leads to a contradiction as a degree 2 vertex cannot be mapped to a vertex with degree 3.

First consider the vertex p_2, necessarily h_s(p_2) is some neighbour of h_s(v). If p_2 maps to either z or z^′ our claim is proven, else, h_b(p_2) must have degree 2. Each neighbour of h_s(p_2) must be mapped to at least one neighbour of p_2, as p_2 has degree 2, p_3 must map to a vertex distance 2 from v given it cannot map to h_b(v). It then follows inductively that while i < r and h_s(p_i) /∈ {z, z^′}, both p_i and h_b(p_i) have degree 2, meaning h_s(p_{i+1}) must have distance i from h_s(v). As every path of length r from h_s(v) must go via either v or v^′ we once again have a contradiction. As h_s(v) ∈ Z if and only if v ∈ X we can again use h_s restricted to X to give a homomorphism from G to K_4.

Finally, for the injective case, we claim: G^I−→ K_4 if and only if G^{r I}−→ K^r_4 .

Again, the forward direction is trivial. For the backward direction, let h_i be a locally injective homomorphism from G^r to K^r_4 , this means the degree of v can be less than that of h_i(v) but the inverse cannot be true. We will again show that h_i(v) ∈ Z if and only if v ∈ X. To aid in this we make a second claim, given two vertices distance r from each other, call these v and v^r, then v^r maps to some vertex in Z if and only if v maps to a vertex in Z.

Let P = (v, p_1, p_2, . . . , p_{r−1}, v^r) be the shortest path between v and v^r. First consider where h_i(v) ∈ Z, given any path of length r from h_i(v), all intermediate vertices must have degree 2 and the vertex at distance r must also be in Z. Showing P must map to a path of length r from h_i(v) therefore implies h_i(v^r) ∈ Z. p_2 must map to some neighbour of h_i(v), as all neighbours of h_i(v) have degree 2, p_2 must have degree ≤ 2 and as it lies on a path it must have degree 2. Then as no two neighbours of p_2 can map to the same neighbour of h_i(p_2), the vertex p_3 must map to a vertex distance 2 from v. Inductively it follows, where i < r, if h_i(p_i) has distance i − 1 from h_i(v), given h_i(p_i) and therefore also p_i must have degree 2, h_i(p_{i+1}) has distance i from h_i(v). Thus P maps to a path of length r from h_i(v), implying h_i(v^r) ∈ Z.

Similarly, if h_i(v) /∈ Z a path of length r from h_i(v), is made up of two paths with length < r. One from h_i(v) to some vertex z_j ∈ Z and one away from z_j , thus any vertex at distance r cannot be in Z. Given that both paths contain only degree 2 vertices, the reasoning from the previous case holds. Say z_j has distance l from h_i(v), the first l vertices of our path must map a path of length l from h_i(v) with the remaining path of length r − l mapping to a path of length r − l from v_j . This therefore proves our claim.

Given this holds for any two vertices in G^r distance r from one another, this must also hold for any multiple of r. If two vertices v, w have distance k · r from each other, for some integer k, then h_i(v) ∈ Z if, and only if h_i(w) ∈ Z. We can now prove our main claim, h_i(v) ∈ Z if and only if v ∈ Z.

Say some vertex v ∈ X were mapped to some h_i(v) /∈ Z, we may assume v has degree ≤ 2 as it is mapped to a vertex with degree 2. As we assume there exists at least one degree 3 vertex in G^r, let x be that closest to v. As both v and x are in X they must have distance some multiple of r. This implies h_i(x) /∈ Z, however, this leads to a contradiction as a degree 3 vertex cannot be mapped to a vertex with degree 2.

In the other direction, assume some vertex v /∈ X were mapped to some vertex in Z, again let x be the closest degree 3 vertex to v. In addition, on the shortest path from v to x, let v^′ be the vertex closest to x such that its distance from v is some multiple of r. As h_i(v^′) ∈ Z and the distance from v^′ to x is less than r, h_i(x) must lay on the path between two vertices in Z. As previously this path from v^′ to x must map to a path of the same length from h_i(v^′) to h_i(x). This means x cannot map to a vertex in Z which again leads to a contradiction as x has degree 3 and h_i(x) has degree 2. ⊓⊔

Theorem 5. QCSP(K_3) is Pspace-complete for graphs of bounded pathwidth.

Proof. We will reduce from the PSpace-complete problem Quantified Boolean Formulas (QBF) which was shown by Atserias et al. [3] to remain hard where the input is in CNF and the path-width of the primal constraint graph is constant.

Let ϕ = Q_1x_1Q_2x_2 . . . Q_nx_nΦ be an instance of QBF where Φ is a CNF formula. The primal graph of Φ, G(Φ), contains a vertex for each variable of Φ and an edge where two variables appear in a clause together. Let the pathwidth of G(Φ) be a constant w. Each clause may then have length at most w + 1, as every clause must be contained as a clique in some bag.

To reduce from QBF to QCSP(K_3) we will construct an intermediate instance of Quantified Not-All-Equal 3-Satisfiability (QNAE3SAT), ϕ^′. Each clause C_i of Φ is replaced by a set of NAE relations C^′ in Φ. Introducing a constant False it is clear that NAE (C_i, F ) is satisfied if, and only if C_i is satisfied. Now it remains to ensure that there are three variables in each clause. Given C_i of Φ contains literals l_1, . . . , l_k, k ≤ w we create k − 2 new existentially quantified variables q_{i,j} , 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2. We can now define C^′ as follows, if k = 1 let C^′ = NAE(l_1, F, F ), where k = 2 let C^′ = NAE (l_1, l_2, F ), otherwise where k ≥ 3, C^′ = NAE(l_1, l_2, q_1), NAE (q_1, l_3, q_2), . . . , NAE (q_{k−3}, l_{k−1}, q_{k−2}), NAE(q_{k−2}, l_k, F ).

We now claim C^′_i is satisfied by an assignment of variables if, and only if C_i is satisfied by this same assignment, thus given a winning strategy for Existential in ϕ which satisfies C_i, this also gives a winning strategy for Existential in ϕ^′ satisfying all clauses in C^′_i . Take some winning strategy for Existential in ϕ, at least one literal in C_i must be evaluated as True. If l_j is the first such literal, l_q∀1 ≤ q < j are evaluated as False. If j ∈ {1, 2}, variables q_1 . . . q_{k−2} can be assigned False which satisfies all later clauses as each clause contains a positive and negative appearance of a variable. If j ≥ 3 we can assign q_1,. . . , q_{j−2} True and q_{j−1},. . . , q_{k−2} False, C^′_{i,1} is satisfied as neither l_1 nor l_2 are assigned True and all other clauses contain either F or a q variable and a negated q variable. If j < k then C^′_{i,j−1} is satisfied as l_j is assigned True with q_{j−2} and q_{j−1} evaluated to 0. C^′_{i,k−1} is satisfied as q_{k−2} is assigned True and F must be evaluated to False.

Now assuming all variables clauses in C^′ are satisfied we claim at least one literal must be assigned True. Assume otherwise, q_1 must be assigned True to satisfy C^′_{i,1}, now q_2 must be assigned True to satisfy C^′_{i,2}, it follows that all q variables must be assigned True. However, this means C^′_{i,k−1} cannot be satisfied, thus leading to a contradiction.

From ϕ^′ we construct an instance of QCSP(K_3), ϕ^{′′}. We refer to the variable of ϕ^{′′} as vertices and the vertices of K_3 as {1, 2, 3}. With the exception of F every variable x_i in ϕ^′ is replaced by a path of vertices x_i, y_i, z_i in ϕ^{′′}. We introduce a new vertex W which is made adjacent to F alongside all x and y variables. For each clause C^′_p ∈ Φ^′ we also introduce a K_3 with each vertex corresponding to a literal of the clause. Consider where the first literal of C^′_p is a positive appearance of v_i ∈ ϕ^′ then the first vertex of K_3 will be adjacent to x_i ∈ ϕ^{′′}. If this literal were x_i then the same vertex in K_3 would be adjacent to y_i.

All variables in ϕ^{′′} are existentially quantified except for z_i which follows the quantification of v_iϕ^′ and the linear ordering of the vertices begins with W and F , followed by z vertices which follow the ordering of x_i ∈ ϕ, the ordering of the remaining variables does not matter as they share the same quantification. The quantifier prefix is therefore ∃∃Q_1Q_2 . . . Q_n∃^∗.

(ϕ^′ → ϕ^{′′}). Suppose ϕ^′ is a positive instance, that is we can define a winning strategy for Existential that wins over any strategy of Universal, we can map this to a winning strategy for Existential in ϕ^{′′}. Without loss of generality, W can be coloured 3 and F coloured 1, x and y variables must therefore be coloured either 1 or 2. We can now map assignments in ϕ^′ to a colouring ϕ^{′′}. If a universal variable z_i of ϕ^{′′} is coloured 3, y_i can be coloured 1 and x_i coloured 2; otherwise, x_i can be coloured the same as z_i with y_i assigned the single remaining colour available to it. This allows us to map a colouring of the variables x_i, y_j , z_i associated with a universal vertex z_i to a strategy played by Universal in ϕ^′.

If Universal assigns x_i the colour 1 in ϕ^{′′} we map this to a strategy such that x_i is assigned False in ϕ by Universal, similarly if x_i coloured 2 in ϕ^{′′} we map to a strategy where x_i is assigned True. Given this assignment of universal variables, we colour the remaining existential variables according to the winning existential strategy in ϕ^′ mapping the strategy to colours as done with the universal variables. Finally, we need to show we can colour each of the K_3s. As the colouring of variables maps to a winning strategy of QNAE3SAT, at most two literals in a clause can have the same assignment meaning at most two vertices in the triangle have a neighbour with the same colour. Thus using all three colours we can colour the triangle.

(ϕ^{′′} → ϕ^′.) Now suppose we have a winning strategy for Existential in ϕ^{′′}, we will again translate this into a winning strategy for Existential in ϕ^′. We can assume W and F are coloured 3 and 1, respectively, meaning variables x and y variables must be coloured 1 or 2. For any assignment of universal variables in ϕ^′ we can map this to a strategy in ϕ^{′′}. We can now as before read off the existential variables, in particular our values of x. For each clause, all vertices of the K_3 must be coloured differently, meaning at most two of the vertices adjacent to the K_3 may have the same colour. This means each clause in ϕ^′ must be satisfied giving us a winning strategy. ⊓⊔

Lemma 9. Π_{2k}-QCSP(K_3, {1, 2}, {1, 3}) is Π^P_{2k}-complete for 2r-subdivisions of subcubic graphs.

Proof. We will reduce from the Π^P_k -complete problem Π_k-Quantified-Not- All-Equal-3-SAT (Π_k-QNAE-3-SAT) [19,24]. Let ϕ = Q_1x_1Q_2x_2 . . . Q_nx_nΦ be an instance of Π_k-QNAE-3-SAT where x_i ∈ {0, 1}, Φ = NAE_3(C_1)∨NAE_3(C_2)∨ . . . ∨ NAE_3(C_m) where C_i = (x_h, x_i, x_j ) and x_h, x_i, x_j ∈ {x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n}.

For each variable x_i in ϕ there are three variables ∃x_i, Q_iz_i in ϕ^′ with L(x_i) = {1, 2} and L(z_i) = {1, 2, 3}. Paths of length 2p+1 are introduced between z_i and x_i with each inner vertex having the list {1, 2}. In addition for each clause C_p we use the three literal clause gadget from [15] introducing variables C_p, C^′_p, C^{′′}_p where L(C_p) = {1, 2} and L(C^′_p) = L(C^{′′}_p ){1, 2, 3}. We add the paths of length 2p + 1 between the vertices x_h C_p, x_i C^′_p, x_j C^{′′}_p , C_p C^′_p, C_p C^{′′}_p with all inner vertices assigned the list {1, 2}. Notice this forces the path to alternate between colours and enforces that given a single endpoint is coloured 1 or 2 the other endpoint cannot be coloured the same. There is also a path between C^′_p and C^{′′}_p with inner vertices assigned the list {1, 3}, which has the same impact where a vertex is coloured 1 or 3.

The ordering of ϕ^′ follows that of ϕ for variables z_i. It is then followed by all remaining vertices, as these are all existentially quantified their ordering does not matter. This leads to a prefix Q_1z_1Q_2z_2 . . . Q_nz_n∃^∗.

Cp{1, 2} x_h{1, 2} z_h{1, 2, 3} C^′_p{1, 2, 3} xi{1, 2} zi{1, 2, 3} C^{′′}_p {1, 2, 3} xj {1, 2} zj {1, 2, 3} {1, 2} {1, 2}{1, 3} {1, 2} {1, 2} {1, 2} {1, 2} {1, 2}{1, 2}

Fig. 1. Construction for clause Cp. Dashed lines denote paths of length 2p + 1 with the label corresponding to the list of internal vertices.

Suppose ϕ is a positive instance, that is we can define a winning strategy for the existential player, we can then also define a winning strategy for Existential in ϕ^′. Given the colouring of universal variables in ϕ^′ we can map this to a strategy for the universal player in ϕ. Where z_i is coloured 1 or 2, x_i must take the other available colour not used by z_i, whereas if z_i is coloured 3 without loss of generality we can assign x_i 1. Given x_i is coloured 1 in ϕ^′ we can map this to a strategy where universal assigns 0 to x_i in ϕ similarly given a colouring of 2 in ϕ we can map this to an assignment of 1 in ϕ. We can now evaluate the existential vertices x_i in ϕ^′ according to the strategy of existential for variables x_i in ϕ, again mapping 0, 1 to 1, 2 respectively.

Given this strategy for colouring variables x_i in ϕ^′ we claim we can colour the remaining existential variables therefore showing there is a winning strategy for existential. First note all existential variables z_i can be coloured 3, next as the colouring of variables x_i equates to a winning strategy for existential in ϕ for all clauses C_i = (x_h, x_i, x_j ) in ϕ at most 2 of the variables can be assigned the same value meaning of C_p, C^′_p, C^{′′}_p at most 2 of their respective x’s can be given the same colour. The colour of x_h fixes that of C_p such that they are different which also forces both C^′_p and C^{′′}_p to be coloured differently to C_p. At least one variable of x_i, x_j must be coloured differently to x_h, say x_i, this means C_p must be coloured the same as x_i. We can then colour C^′_p 1 or 2 whichever is not used by x_i leaving C^{′′}_p to be coloured 3.

Now given Existential has a winning strategy in ϕ^′ we will construct a winning strategy for her in ϕ. Now given an assignment of universal variables in ϕ we can map this to a colouring of the universal vertices in ϕ^′, given a variable x_i is assigned 0 in ϕ we can map this to a strategy of Universal such that z_i is coloured 2, similarly if x_i is assigned 1 we map to z_i coloured 1. Notice as x_i cannot be coloured the same as z_i, this is the same strategy such that an assignment of x_i to 0 in ϕ maps to one where x_i is coloured 1 ϕ^′. We can now, as previously, evaluate the existential variables of ϕ according to the strategy of Existential for variables x_i in ϕ^′, again mapping 1, 2 to 0, 1 respectively.

We now claim every clause of ϕ must be satisfied by this assignment. Assume otherwise, let c_p be the first clause such that NAE_3(C_p) is not satisfied, note as this is a winning strategy for Existential in ϕ^′ we must have some valid colouring for C_p, C^′_p, C^{′′}_p such that x_h, x_i, x_j are all equal. Say these were all coloured 1, C_p must be coloured 2, meaning neither C^′_p nor C^{′′}_p can be coloured 2. These vertices also cannot be coloured 1 due to x_i, x_j leaving only colour 3 for both, however, at most one can be coloured 3 as there is an odd path between them. The same reasoning also holds where x_h, x_i, x_j are coloured 2, thus a contradiction.

In this construction the only vertices with degree > 3 are vertices x_i where x_i ∈ ϕ appears in > 2 clauses in this case for each appearance of x_i in C_j we create a new vertex x_{i,j} with an even path to the previous appearance of this variable and an even path to the next. Inner vertices can be coloured {1, 2} and as this is an even path x_{i,j} = x_i for all j. ⊓⊔