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In this note we give two proofs of Brooks’ Theorem. The first is obtained
by modifying an earlier proof and the second by combining two earlier proofs.
We believe these proofs are easier to teach in Computer Science courses.

1 Introduction

Brooks’ Theorem states that every graph in which the maximum degree of a
vertex is ∆ can be coloured with ∆ colours, unless it is either a complete graph
or an odd cycle.

There are several proofs of Brooks’ theorem (see e.g. [5].). The most popular
proofs are due to Lovasz [6] and based on the Kempe Chain argument [7].

The proof of Melnikov and Vizing [7] and Wislon [9] uses contradiction. In
this note we modify this proof. The modified proof is constructive and implies a
linear time algorithm. This is described in Section 2. Some of these techniques
are also described in [8].

The proof of Lovasz [6] assumes properties of block-cutpoint trees, and im-
plies a linear time algorithm. Bondy [2, 3] used a result of Chartrand and
Kronk [4] in the second step of the proof of Lovasz. Chartrand and Kronk [4]
show that every connected non-separable graph has a DFS tree, in which some
node has at least two children, unless the graph is a complete graph, or a com-
plete bipartite graph or a circuit. Bondy’s proof is again non-constructive. Zajac
[10] gave a new proof, which implies a linear time algorithm. In this note we
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combine the proofs of Zajac and Bondy to get a proof that is almost as simple
as Bondy’s and also results in a linear time algorithm. This proof is described
in Section 3.

In the rest of this paper, we assume that ∆ ≥ 3 (thus, avoiding the case of
cycle graphs). We now sketch the greedy method for colouring [3]. If the graph
has a vertex v which is of degree less than ∆, then carry out DFS starting at v,
which becomes the root of the resultant DFS-tree. Pick the nodes of the DFS-
tree in post-order (children before parent) [1], and colour each node with the
minimum colour missing amongst its neighbours in the graph. As the parent is
coloured after the node, at each node (except the root) at least one neighbour is
not coloured, and hence at most ∆−1 colours are present in its neighbourhood;
thus each node, except the root can be coloured. The root can also be coloured
as it has at most ∆ − 1 neighbours (and hence at most ∆ − 1 colours in its
neighbourhood). Thus, we need to consider only the case where each vertex is
of degree exactly ∆.

2 The First Proof

In this section we modify the proof of Melnikov and Vizing[7] and Wilson[9].
Some of these techniques are also described in [8].

Delete any vertex v. As the graph is no longer ∆-regular, it can be coloured
with ∆ colours in linear time. In the original graph, all vertices except vertex v

are coloured. If a colour is absent at v, then we can easily colour v.
Thus, consider the case where v has ∆ neighbours (say) v1, v2, v3, . . ., v∆, of

colours 1, 2, 3, . . . ,∆ respectively. If a colour µ is absent at some vj , then vj can
be re-coloured with colour µ, and then v can be given colour j. Thus, we will,
in the rest of the proof, assume that each vi has exactly one neighbour of each
colour (other than colour i).

As the given graph G does not contain a clique of ∆ + 1 vertices, v has two
neighbours (say, without loss of generality, v1 and v3) that are not adjacent.
Note that v1, v2 and v3 are of colours 1, 2 and 3 respectively.

If v1 and v3 are in different 1 − 3 components, by interchanging colours 1
and 3 in one of those components, v can be made to have two neighbours of
the same colour, and hence v can be given colour 1 or 3. Thus, we need to
consider only the case when v1 and v3 are in the same 1− 3 component. If the
1 − 3 component containing v1 and v3 is not a simple path, then let y be the
first vertex (from v1) that is of degree greater than two in the 1− 3 component.
Then, as at least three neighbours of y are coloured the same (1 or 3), at least
one colour, say µ, is absent at y. Give colour µ to y and interchange colours 1
and 3 in the 1 − 3 path from v1 to (but excluding) y. As v1 is now coloured
3, v can be given colour 1. Thus, we can assume that the 1 − 3 component
containing v1 and v3 is a path.

Similarly, we may assume that v2 and v3 are in same 2 − 3 component, v1
and v2 are in the same 1−2 component, and these components are simple paths.

We next show how v can be given a valid colour from only colours 1, 2 and
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3. Let P13 be the 1−3 path between v1 and v3. If not every vertex on this path
has a neighbour coloured 2, then let x be the first vertex (from v1) that does not
have any neighbour of colour 2. We recolour x with colour 2, and interchange
colours 1 and 3 in the v1-x subpath of P13. Thus, colour 1 becomes free at v

and can be used at v. Similarly process P12, the 1− 2 path between v1 and v2,
and P23, the 2 − 3 path between v2 and v3. Hence, we may assume that each
vertex of any of paths P12, P13, P23 has neighbour(s) of the third colour.

Next consider the case where edge (v1, v3) is absent but edges (v2, v3) and
(v1, v2) are both present. As each vi has exactly one neighbour of each of the
∆−1 colours different from i, v1 and v3 are the neighbours of v2 that are coloured
1 and 3 respectively, and v2 is the only neighbour of v1 and v3 coloured 2. Thus
we simultaneously recolour vertices v1 and v3 with colour 2 and vertex v2 with
colour 3. As the result, colour 1 becomes free at v. So we can give colour 1 to
v.

We are left with the case where edge (v1, v3) is absent and at least one of
edges (v2, v3) or (v1, v2) is absent. Without loss of generality, assume that edge
(v2, v3) is absent along with edge (v1, v3). (Edge (v1, v2) may or may not be
present). Then paths P13 and P23 are nontrivial (in that they have intermediate
vertices).

If any vertex on P23 has two neighbours of colour 1, then some colour µ is
absent at it. Recolouring that vertex with µ ensures that v2 and v3 are not in
the same 2− 3 component. Interchanging colours 2 and 3 in one of them solves
the problem, as we have seen before.

So, assume that every vertex on P23 has exactly one neighbour of colour 1.
Now interchange colours 1 and 3 in P13. As a result, v1 gets coloured 3 and

v3 gets coloured 1 and they are still in the same 1-3 component. The condition
that each of v1 and v3 has all the colours in its neighbourhood continues to be
valid. Also, note that the neighbourhood of every vertex on P23 remains intact.

Let w be the neighbour of v3 of colour 2, and P ′

23 be the part of P23 from
w to v2. Let us interchange colours 2 and 3 in P ′

23. As a result, v2 will get
coloured 3 (and w gets coloured 2).

If edge (v1, v2) is not present, then the new colouring is valid. As both v1
and v2 are now coloured 3, colour 2 becomes free and can be used at v.

If edge (v1, v2) is present, then the above colouring is not valid. Give colour
2 to v1. In the previous colouring v1 was the only neighbour of colour 1 of v2.
So, v2 now has no neighbour of colour 1, and thus can be given colour 1. Colour
3 remains free and can be used at v.

Since, each edge on these three paths is examined at most twice, we can
colour v in linear time.

3 The Second Proof

We combine elements from the proofs of Zajac [10] and Bondy [2, 3] to obtain
a simpler proof.
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Pick any vertex v of G; as G is not K∆, v has a pair of non-adjacent neigh-
bours x and y. Run DFS starting at x, first choosing edge (x, v) and then edge
(v, y).

Either the DFS tree is a simple path (Hamiltonian path) or the DFS tree
has a node with two children.
Case 1: (The DFS tree is a Hamiltonian path.) As ∆ ≥ 3, v must have a
neighbour z other than x and y. Give colour 1 to both x and y. Colour the
vertices on the path starting from the child of y to the vertex just before z

(leaving z uncoloured for now) in that order. Next colour the vertices on the
path starting from the last vertex (the only leaf) back to z in that order. Vertex
v can now be coloured.
Case 2: (The DFS tree has a node with two children.) Assume that p is the
first vertex that has two children (say, s and t).

Case 2a: (At least either of s and t, w.l.g., say s, is a separation point [2, 6].)
If there is no edge from any proper ancestor of s to any proper descendent of s,
then s is a separation vertex [1].

Remove s, and the remnant graph has two components C1 and C2. Colour
each component separately. Now consider the subgraphs C1 + s and C2 + s. As
s has fewer than ∆ neighbours in each subgraph, s can be coloured in each using
one of the ∆ colours. Interchange a pair of colours in one of the subgraphs so
that s gets a common colour.

Case 2b: (Neither s nor t is a separation point.) As we are working with a
DFS tree, (s, t) can not be a cross edge [1]. Remove vertices s and t. As there
are edges from the subtree rooted at s and t to ancestors of p, removal of these
vertices will not disconnect the graph.

Give colour 1 to both the vertices s and t. Now run DFS starting at vertex
p in G−{s, t}. Colour the vertices of the DFS tree in post order. As p has two
neighbours of colour 1, one colour is available at p, when the colouring reaches
there.
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