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Abstract

Motivated by the famous Hadwiger’s Conjecture, we study the properties of 8-contraction-
critical graphs with no K7 minor; we prove that every 8-contraction-critical graph with no K7

minor has at most one vertex of degree 8, where a graph G is 8-contraction-critical if G is not
7-colorable but every proper minor of G is 7-colorable. This is one step in our effort to prove
that every graph with no K7 minor is 7-colorable, which remains open.

1 Introduction

All graphs in this paper are finite and simple. For a graph G we use |G|, e(G), δ(G), α(G), χ(G)
to denote the number of vertices, number of edges, minimum degree, independence number, and
chromatic number of G, respectively. A graph H is a minor of a graph G if H can be obtained
from a subgraph of G by contracting edges. We write G < H if H is a minor of G. In those
circumstances we also say that G has an H minor. A graph G is k-contraction-critical if χ(G) = k

but χ(H) ≤ k−1 for every proper minor H of G. Let G be a graph. For a vertex x ∈ V (G), we will
use N(x) to denote the set of vertices in G which are adjacent to x. We define N [x] = N(x)∪ {x}.
The degree of x is denoted by dG(x) or simply d(x). The subgraph of G induced by A ⊆ V (G),
denoted by G[A], is the graph with vertex set A and edge set {xy ∈ E(G) | x, y ∈ A}. For an
integer k, a k-vertex in G is a vertex of degree k, and a k-clique of G is a set of k pairwise adjacent
vertices in G. We define [k] = {1, . . . , k} for all k ≥ 1. We use Kn, Cn, Pn to denote the complete
graph, cycle, and path on n vertices, respectively.

Our work is motivated by the famous Hadwiger’s Conjecture [8].

Conjecture 1.1 (Hadwiger’s Conjecture [8]). Every graph with no Kt minor is (t− 1)-colorable.

Conjecture 1.1 is trivially true for t ≤ 3, and reasonably easy for t = 4, as shown independently
by Hadwiger [8] and Dirac [4]. However, for t ≥ 5, Hadwiger’s conjecture implies the Four Color
Theorem [1, 2]. Wagner [24] proved that the case t = 5 of Hadwiger’s conjecture is, in fact,
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equivalent to the Four Color Theorem, and the same was shown for t = 6 by Robertson, Seymour and
Thomas [21]. Despite receiving considerable attention over the years, Hadwiger’s Conjecture remains
wide open for all t ≥ 7, and is considered among the most important problems in graph theory
and has motivated numerous developments in graph coloring and graph minor theory. Proving
that graphs with no K7 minor are 6-colorable is thus the first case of Hadwiger’s Conjecture that
is still open. It is not even known yet whether every graph with no K7 minor is 7-colorable.
Until very recently the best known upper bound on the chromatic number of graphs with no Kt

minor is O(t(log t)1/2), obtained independently by Kostochka [12, 13] and Thomason [23], while
Norin, Postle and the second author [19] showed that every graph with no Kt minor is O(t(log t)β)-
colorable for every β > 1

4 . The current record is O(t log log t) due to Delcourt and Postle [6]. Kühn
and Osthus [15] proved that Hadwiger’s Conjecture is true for C4-free graphs of sufficiently large
chromatic number, and for all graphs of girth at least 19. Kostochka [14] proved that graphs with
no Ks,t minor are (s+ t− 1)-colorable for t > C(s log s)3. We refer the reader to a recent paper of
Lafferty and the second author [16] on partial results towards Hadwiger’s Conjecture for t ≤ 9; and
recent surveys [3, 9, 22] for further background on Hadwiger’s Conjecture.

The purpose of this paper is to study the properties of 8-contraction-critical graphs with no K7

minor. This is one step in our effort to prove that every graph with no K7 minor is 7-colorable,
which remains open as mentioned above. We prove the following main result.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph with no K7 minor. Let ni denote the number
of i-vertices in G for each i ∈ {8, 9}. Then

(i) 8 ≤ δ(G) ≤ 9,

(ii) n8 ≤ 1 and n9 ≥ 30− 2n8 ≥ 28, and

(iii) for each 9-vertex v ∈ V (G), either G[N [v]] has a 5-clique, or α(G[N(v)]) = 3 and 1 ≤
δ(G[N(v)]) ≤ 4.

Our proof of Theorem 1.2 utilizes the extremal function for K7 minors (see Theorem 1.3), the
method for finding K7 minors from three different 5-cliques (see Theorem 1.5), and generalized
Kempe chains of contraction-critical graphs (see Lemma 1.7).

Theorem 1.3 (Mader [17]). For each p ∈ [7], every graph on n ≥ p vertices and at least (p− 2)n−(
p−1
2

)
+ 1 edges has a Kp minor.

A graph G is said to be apex if there exists a vertex v ∈ V (G) such that G\v is planar. The
next theorem was proved by Robertson, Seymour and Thomas [21] to prove Hadwiger’s Conjecture
for t = 6. It is worth noting that there exists 6-connected apex graphs with no K6 minor.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a 6-connected non-apex graph. If G has three 4-cliques, say L1, L2, L3,
such that |Li ∩ Lj | ≤ 2, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3, then G < K6.

Theorem 1.4 was then extended to 5-cliques by Kawarabayashi and Toft [10] and later generalized
by Kawarabayashi, Luo, Niu and Zhang [11].
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Theorem 1.5 (Kawarabayashi and Toft [10]). Let G be a 7-connected graph with |G| ≥ 19. If G
contains three 5-cliques, say L1, L2, L3, such that |L1 ∪ L2 ∪ L3| ≥ 12, then G < K7.

We next list some known results on contraction-critical graphs that we shall use later on.
Lemma 1.6 below is a result of Dirac [5] who initiated the study of contraction-critical graphs.

Lemma 1.6 (Dirac [5]). Let G be a k-contraction-critical graph. Then for each v ∈ V (G),

α(G[N(v)]) ≤ d(v)− k + 2.

A proof of Lemma 1.6 can be easily obtained by contracting v and a maximum independent set of
G[N(v)] to a single vertex and then applying the fact that the resulting graph is (k − 1)-colorable.
Lemma 1.7 is a result of the first and second authors [20], which turns out to be very powerful
because the existence of pairwise vertex-disjoint paths is guaranteed without using the connectivity
of such graphs. If two vertices u, v in a graph G are not adjacent, then uv is a missing edge of G.

Lemma 1.7 (Rolek and Song [20]). Let G be any k-contraction-critical graph. Let x ∈ V (G) be a
vertex of degree k+s with α(G[N(x)]) = s+2 and let S ⊂ N(x) with |S| = s+2 be any independent
set, where k ≥ 4 and s ≥ 0 are integers. Let M be a set of missing edges of G[N(x) \ S]. Then
there exists a collection {Puv : uv ∈ M} of paths in G such that for each uv ∈ M , Puv has ends
{u, v} and all its internal vertices in G \N [x]. Moreover, if vertices u, v, w, z with uv,wz ∈M are
distinct, then the paths Puv and Pwz are vertex-disjoint.

We also need a deep result of Mader [18] on the connectivity of 8-contraction-critical graphs.

Theorem 1.8 (Mader [18]). For all k ≥ 7, every k-contraction-critical graph is 7-connected.

Finally, we shall make use of a result on rooted K4 minors. Let v1, v2, v3, v4 be four distinct
vertices in a graph G. We say that G contains a K4 minor rooted at v1, v2, v3, v4 if there exist
V1, V2, V3, V4 ⊆ V (G) such that vi ∈ Vi and G[Vi] is connected for each i ∈ [4], and for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 4,
Vi and Vj are disjoint and there is an edge between Vi and Vj in G. A partial answer to the next
theorem was first given by Robertson, Seymour and Thomas [21], and later Fabila-Monroy and
Wood [7] gave a complete characterization on graphs containing a rooted K4-minor.

Theorem 1.9 ([7, 21]). Let G be a 4-connected graph and let v1, v2, v3, v4 ∈ V (G) be any four
distinct vertices. Then either G contains a K4 minor rooted at v1, v2, v3, v4, or G is planar and
v1, v2, v3, v4 are on a common face.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we prove Theorem 1.2(i, ii). In Section 3,
we prove Theorem 1.2(iii).

We need to introduce more notation. Let G be a graph. The complement of G is denoted by G.
If x, y are adjacent vertices of a graph G, then we denote by G/xy (or simply G/e if e = xy) the
graph obtained from G by contracting the edge xy and deleting all resulting parallel edges. If u, v
are distinct nonadjacent vertices of a graph G, then by G+ uv we denote the graph obtained from
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G by adding an edge with ends u and v. If u, v are adjacent or equal, then we define G+ uv to be
G. Similarly, if M ⊆ E(G)∪E(G), then by G+M we denote the graph obtained from G by adding
all the edges of M to G. If A,B ⊆ V (G) are disjoint, we say that A is complete to B if each vertex
in A is adjacent to all vertices in B, and A is anti-complete to B if no vertex in A is adjacent to any
vertex in B. If A = {a}, we simply say a is complete to B or a is anti-complete to B. We denote by
B \A the set B −A, and G \A the subgraph of G induced on V (G) \A, respectively. If A = {a},
we simply write B \ a and G \ a, respectively. An (A,B)-path in G is a path P with one end in A
and the other in B such that no internal vertex of P belongs to A ∪ B; we simply say (a,B)-path
if A = {a}. We use e(A,B) to denote the number of edges in G with one end in A and the other
in B. We say that G is H-free for some graph H if it has no subgraph isomorphic to H. The join
G +H (resp. union G ∪H) of two vertex-disjoint graphs G and H is the graph having vertex set
V (G) ∪ V (H) and edge set E(G) ∪ E(H) ∪ {xy |x ∈ V (G), y ∈ V (H)} (resp. E(G) ∪ E(H)). We
use the convention “A :=" to mean that A is defined to be the right-hand side of the relation.

2 Number of 8-vertices

We begin this section with a lemma.

Figure 1: The graph H8.

Lemma 2.1. Let H be a graph with |H| = 8 and α(H) = 2. Then H contains K4 or H8 as a
subgraph, where H8 is depicted in Figure 1.

Proof. Suppose H is K4-free. We show that H contains H8 as a subgraph. We may assume that
H is edge-minimal subject to being K4-free and α(H) = 2. Let u ∈ V (H). Since α(H) = 2, we
see that V (H) \ N [u] is a clique. Thus |H\N [u]| ≤ 3 because H is K4-free. Hence d(u) ≥ 4. On
the other hand, since α(H) = 2 and G[N(u)] is K3-free, we see that d(u) ≤ 5 because the Ramsey
number R(3, 3) = 6. Thus

(∗) for each u ∈ V (H), 4 ≤ d(u) ≤ 5 and G[N(u)] is K3-free and K3-free.

We next prove that H is 4-regular. Suppose not. By (∗), let x ∈ V (H) be a 5-vertex in H; so
G[N(x)] is isomorphic to C5. Let {y1, y2} := V (H) \N [x]. Then y1y2 ∈ E(H); in addition, y1 and
y2 have a common neighbor, say w, in N(x). Then d(w) = 5. It follows that H \ xw is K4-free and
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α(H \ xw) = 2, contrary to the minimality of e(H). Thus H is 4-regular. Then H is 3-regular on
8 vertices. Note that H is K3-free and α(H) = 3. Let w ∈ V (H) and NH(w) := {w1, w2, w3}. Let
X := {x1, x2, x3, x4} be the remaining vertices of H. Since H is K3-free, we see that NH(w) is an
independent set. This implies that e({w1, w2, w3}, X) = 6 and so e(H[X]) = 3 and α(H[X]) = 2. It
follows that H[X] = P4. We may assume that x1, x2, x3, x4 are the vertices of H[X] in order. Then
each of x1 and x4 has two neighbors in NH(w). We may assume that w2 is a common neighbor of
x1 and x4. Since H is triangle-free, by symmetry, we may assume that w1 is adjacent to x1 and x3.
Then w3 must be adjacent to x2 and x4. One can easily check that H is isomorphic to H8, and so
H is isomorphic to H8, as desired.

Lemma 2.2. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph with no K7 minor. Then the following hold.

(a) 8 ≤ δ(G) ≤ 9.

(b) 2n8 + n9 ≥ 30.

(c) For every subgraph H of G with |H| ≤ 7, H has no K6 minor.

(d) For every 8-vertex v ∈ V (G), G[N(v)] has two disjoint 4-cliques.

Proof. Since G has no K7 minor, by Theorem 1.3, e(G) ≤ 5|G| − 15 and so δ(G) ≤ 9. On the other
hand, since G is 8-contraction-critical, we have δ(G) ≥ 7. Thus 7 ≤ δ(G) ≤ 9. Suppose δ(G) = 7.
Let x ∈ V (G) be a 7-vertex in G. By Lemma 1.6, G[N(x)] = K7, a contradiction. This proves (a). It
is simple to check that 2n8+n9 ≥ 30 because 8n8+9n9+10(|G|−n8−n9) ≤ 2e(G) ≤ 10|G|−30. To
prove (c), suppose G contains a subgraph H such that |H| ≤ 7 and H < K6. Let x ∈ V (G)\V (H).
By Theorem 1.8, G is 7-connected and so by Menger’s theorem, there exist |H| internally disjoint
(x, V (H))-paths, say Q1, . . . , Q|H|. By contracting all the edges of Q1 \ x, . . . , Q|H| \ x, we obtain a
K7 minor of G, a contradiction.

Figure 2: H8 with P27, P36 and P58 shown as dotted lines, edges w1w3, w2w4 in bold lines.

It remains to prove (d). Let v ∈ V (G) be an 8-vertex. By Lemma 1.6, α(G[N(v)]) ≤ 2. Since
G has no K7 minor, we see that α(G[N(v)]) = 2. We claim that
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(∗) G[N(v)] has a 4-clique.

Suppose G[N(v)] is K4-free. By Lemma 2.1, G[N(v)] contains H8 as a subgraph. Let w1, . . . , w8

be the vertices of H8, as depicted in Figure 2. Then w1w4 /∈ E(G) because G[N(v)] is K4-free. We
may assume that M = {w2w7, w3w6, w5w8} is a set of missing edges of G[N(v)]. By Lemma 1.7
applied to N(v) with S = {w1, w4} and M = {w2w7, w3w6, w5w8}, there exist pairwise vertex-
disjoint paths P27 with ends w2, w7, P36 with ends w3, w6, P58 with ends w5, w8, and all their
internal vertices in G \N [v]. Now by contracting each of the edges w1w3, w2w4 to a single vertex,
and then all the edges of P27 \w2, P36 \w3 and P58 \w5, we see that G < K7, a contradiction. This
proves (∗).

By (∗), let W := {w1, w2, w3, w4} ⊆ N(v) be a 4-clique in G. Let w5, w6, w7, w8 be the vertices
of N(v)\W . Let J := G[{w5, w6, w7, w8}]. Suppose J 6= K4. By Lemma 2.2(c), G[N(v)] is K5-free.
Thus for each j ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}, wj has at least one non-neighbor in W ; by Lemma 2.2(a), wj is
adjacent to at least one vertex in G\N [v]. We next prove that J is isomorphic to K3 ∪K1.

Suppose J contains P3 as an induced subgraph. We may assume that w5, w6, w7 are the vertices
of P3 in order. Since α(G[N(v)]) = 2, we see that wj is adjacent to w5 or w7 for all j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 8}.
We may assume that w8 is anti-complete to {w1, . . . , wt} for some t ∈ [4]. By Lemma 1.7 applied
to N(v) with S = {w5, w7} and M = {w8w1, . . . , w8wt}, there exist t pairwise internally vertex-
disjoint paths Q81, . . . , Q8t, where each Q8j has ends w8, wj and all its internal vertices in G \N [v]

for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , t}. Now by contracting P3 to a single vertex, and then all the edges of
Q81 \ w1, . . . , Q8t \ wt onto w8, we see that G < K7, a contradiction. This proves that J does
not contain P3 as an induced subgraph. Suppose next that J is isomorphic to K2 ∪K2. We may
assume that w5w6 and w7w8 are the two edges of J . By Theorem 1.8, G\{v, w1, w2, w3, w4} is
2-connected. Thus G\{v, w1, . . . , w4} contains two vertex-disjoint paths, say Q1 and Q2, between
{w5, w6} and {w7, w8}. We may assume that Q1 has ends w5, w7 and Q2 has ends w6, w8. Since
{w5, w7} and {w6, w8} are independent sets of size 2, every vertex in {w1, . . . , w4} must be adjacent
to at least one vertex in {w5, w7} and {w6, w8}, respectively. By contracting Q1 and Q2 to two
distinct vertices, together with x,w1, . . . , w4, we see that G < K7, a contradiction. This proves that
J is not isomorphic to K2 ∪K2. It follows that J is isomorphic to K3 ∪K1, because α(J) = 2 and
J does not contain P3 as an induced subgraph.

We may assume that dJ(w8) = 0. Then J [{w5, w6, w7}] = K3. Since G[N(v)] is K5-free and
α(G[N(v)]) = 2, we see that w8 has exactly one non-neighbor, say w1, in W . Then w1 is complete
to {w5, w6, w7} and w8 is complete to {w2, w3, w4}. Therefore G[N(v)] has two disjoint 4-cliques
{w8, w2, w3, w4} and {w1, w5, w6, w7}, as desired.

Lemma 2.2(d) implies the following:

Corollary 2.3. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph with no K7 minor. Then every 8-vertex v
in G belongs to two 5-cliques having only v in common.

Lemma 2.4. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph. If G has two different 5-cliques with exactly
three vertices in common or three different 5-cliques as depicted in Figure 3, then G < K7.
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(a) (b)

Figure 3: Two different cases of three 5-cliques.

Proof. Assume first that G has two different 5-cliques L1 and L2 such that L1 ∩L2 = {w1, w2, w3}.
Let v1, v2 be the remaining vertices of L1 and v3, v4 the remaining vertices of L2. By Theorem 1.8,
H := G \ {w1, w2, w3} is 4-connected. Then H must be non-planar, otherwise χ(G) ≤ 7, a contra-
diction. By Theorem 1.9, H contains a K4 minor rooted at v1, . . . , v4 and so G < K7.

Assume next that G has three different 5-cliques L1, L2 and L3 as given in Figure 3. We first
consider the case that L1, L2 and L3 are as depicted in Figure 3(a). Let L1 = {v1, v2, w1, x1, x2},
L2 = {v1, v2, w2, x3, x4} and L3 = {w1, w2, y1, y2, y3}. By Theorem 1.8, G \ {v1, v2, w1, w2} is 3-
connected. By Menger’s theorem, there exist three pairwise vertex-disjoint pathsQ1, Q2, Q3 between
{y1, y2, y3} and {x1, x2, x3, x4} in G \ {v1, v2, w1, w2}. By contracting each of Q1, Q2 and Q3 to a
single vertex, together with v1, v2, w1, w2, we see that G < K7. Finally we consider the case that L1,
L2 and L3 are as depicted in Figure 3(b). Let L1 = {v1, v2, w1, w2, u}, L2 = {v1, v2, x1, x2, y} and
L3 = {w1, w2, z1, z2, y}. By Theorem 1.8, G\{v1, v2, w1, w2, y} is 2-connected. By Menger’s theorem,
there exist two vertex-disjoint paths R1, R2 between {x1, x2} and {z1, z2} in G \ {v1, v2, w1, w2, y}.
Now contracting each of R1 and R2 to a single vertex, together with v1, v2, w1, w2, y, yields a K7

minor in G.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.5. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph with no K7 minor. Then n8 ≤ 1.

Proof. Suppose n8 ≥ 2. Let u, v ∈ V (G) be two distinct vertices of degree 8 in G. By Corollary 2.3,
let L1 and L2 be two 5-cliques of G[N [u]] with L1 ∩ L2 = {u}, and L3 and L4 be two 5-cliques of
G[N [v]] with L3∩L4 = {v}. For each i ∈ {1, 2} and each j ∈ {3, 4}, by Theorem 1.5, |L1∪L2∪Lj | ≤
11 and |L3 ∪ L4 ∪ Li| ≤ 11. It follows that 3 ≤ |Lj ∩ (L1 ∪ L2)| ≤ 5 and 3 ≤ |Li ∩ (L3 ∪ L4)| ≤ 5.
By Lemma 2.4, |Li ∩ Lj | 6= 3 for each i ∈ {1, 2} and each j ∈ {3, 4}.

We claim that uv ∈ E(G). Suppose uv /∈ E(G). Then u /∈ L3 and so 3 ≤ |L3 ∩ (L1 ∪ L2)| ≤ 4.
Suppose that |L3 ∩ (L1 ∪ L2)| = 4. Let w ∈ L4 ∩ (L1 ∪ L2). Note that w 6= u, v and w /∈ L3. Then
G[L3∪{u,w}]/uw = K6, contradicting Lemma 2.2(c). Thus |L3∩(L1∪L2)| = 3. Since |L3∩L1| 6= 3

and |L3∩L2| 6= 3, we may assume that |L3∩L1| = 2 and |L3∩L2| = 1. But then L1, L2 and L3 are
as depicted in Figure 3(a), by Lemma 2.4, G < K7, a contradiction. Thus uv ∈ E(G), as claimed.
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We may assume that v ∈ L1 and u ∈ L3. Then u, v ∈ L1 ∩ L3, and so v /∈ L2 and u /∈ L4. By
Lemma 2.2(c), G[L2 ∪ {v}] is K6-free. Thus there exists w ∈ L2 such that vw /∈ E(G). Similarly,
there exists z ∈ L4 such that uz /∈ E(G). Then u,w /∈ L4 and v, z /∈ L2. Thus |L2 ∩ L4| ≤ 3. Since
|L2 ∩L4| 6= 3, we have |L2 ∩L4| ≤ 2. Suppose 1 ≤ |L2 ∩L4| ≤ 2. Let z∗ ∈ L2 ∩L4. Then z, z∗ /∈ L1

and so |L1 ∩L4| ≤ 3. Recall that |L4 ∩ (L1 ∪L2)| ≥ 3. Thus |L1 ∩L4| ≥ 1. Since |L1 ∩L4| 6= 3, we
see that 1 ≤ |L1 ∩ L4| ≤ 2. Now it is straightforward to check that L1, L2 and L4 are as depicted
in Figure 3(a) if |L1 ∩ L4| = 1 and |L2 ∩ L4| = 2, or |L1 ∩ L4| = 2 and |L2 ∩ L4| = 1; and in
Figure 3(b) if |L1∩L4| = 2 and |L2∩L4| = 2. By Lemma 2.4, G < K7, a contradiction. This proves
that L2 ∩ L4 = ∅. Since |L1 ∩ L4| 6= 3 and |L1 ∪ L2 ∪ L4| ≤ 11, we must have L4 \ L1 = {z} (i.e.,
|L1 ∩ L4| = 4). Similarly, L2 \ L3 = {w} (i.e., |L2 ∩ L3| = 4). Now L1, L2, L3, L4 are as depicted in
Figure 4.

Figure 4: Two 8-vertices u, v.

Let L1 \ {u, v} := {y1, y2, y3} and L3 \ {u, v} := {x1, x2, x3}. Since G is 7-connected, there exist
four pairwise vertex-disjoint paths, say Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4, between {w, x1, x2, x3} and {z, y1, y2, y3} in
G \ {u, v}. We may assume that Q4 has ends x3 and yj for some j ∈ [3]. By contracting each of
Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4 \ x3 to a single vertex, together with u, v, x3, we see that G < K7, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Theorem 2.5.

3 9-vertices

By Lemma 2.2(b) and Theorem 2.5, we see that every 8-contraction-critical graph with no K7 minor
has at least 28 9-vertices. In this section, we study the properties of G[N(x)] for such 9-vertices x.

Lemma 3.1. Let H be a graph with |H| = 9 and δ(H) ≥ 5. If H is K4-free, then either H < K6,
or H is isomorphic to K3 + C6.

Proof. Lemma 3.1 can be checked by computers, see Appendix. We have a computer-free proof for
Lemma 3.1 but is long, we omit it here.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph with no K7 minor and let v be a 9-vertex in
G. Then
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(i) G[N [v]] has a 4-clique, and

(ii) either G[N [v]] has a 5-clique, or 1 ≤ δ(G[N(v)]) ≤ 4 and α(G[N(v)]) = 3.

Proof. By Lemma 1.6, α(G[N(v)]) ≤ 3. To prove (i), suppose G[N(v)] is K3-free. Let u ∈ N(v).
Since α(G[N(v)]) ≤ 3, we see thatG[N(v)∩N [u]] has a 3-clique if |N(v)∩N(u)| ≥ 4, a contradiction.
Thus |N(v) ∩N(u)| ≤ 3. If |N(v) ∩N(u)| ≤ 2, then |N(v) \N [u]| ≥ 6 and α(G[N(v) \N [u]]) ≤ 2;
thus G[N(v) \ N [u] has a 3-clique because the Ramsey number R(3, 3) = 6, a contradition. Thus
|N(v) ∩ N(u)| = 3 and so dG[N(v)](u) = 3. By the arbitrary choice of u, we see that G[N(v)] is
3-regular, which is impossible because |N(v)| = 9. This proves (i).

To prove (ii), suppose G[N(v)] is K4-free. We next show that 1 ≤ δ(G[N(v)]) ≤ 4 and
α(G[N(v)]) = 3. Suppose δ(G[N(v)]) ≥ 5. Since G has no K7 minor, by Lemma 3.1, G[N(v)] is iso-
morphic to K3+C6. Let x, y be any two non-adjacent vertices of C6. Since G is 7-connected, there
must exist x, y ∈ N(v) such that x, y are non-adjacent vertices of C6 and there exists an (x, y)-path
P with internal vertices in G\N [x]. By contracting P \x onto y, we see that G < G[N [v]]+xy < K7,
a contradiction. This proves that δ(G[N(v)]) ≤ 4. Next suppose δ(G[N(v)]) = 0. Let u ∈ N(v)

be an isolated vertex in G[N(v)]. Since α(G[N(v)]) ≤ 3 and G has no K7 minor, we see that
α(G[N(v)] \ u) = 2. Then G[N(v)] \ u is a graph on 8 vertices with α(G[N(v)] \ u) = 2. By
Lemma 2.1, G[N(v)] \ u contains H8 as a subgraph. Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2(d), let
w1, . . . , w8 be the vertices of H8, as depicted in Figure 2. Then w1w4 /∈ E(G) because G[N(v)]

is K4-free. By Lemma 1.7 applied to N(v) with S = {w1, w4, u} and M = {w2w7, w3w6, w5w8},
there exist pairwise vertex-disjoint paths P27 with ends w2, w7, P36 with ends w3, w6, P58 with ends
w5, w8, and all their internal vertices in G\N [v]. Now by contracting each of the edges w1w3, w2w4

to a single vertex, and then all the edges of P27 \ w2, P36 \ w3 and P58 \ w5 onto N [v], we see that
G < G[N [v]] +M < K7, a contradiction. This proves that 1 ≤ δ(G[N(v)]) ≤ 4.

It remains to show that α(G[N(v)]) = 3. Suppose α(G[N(v)]) = 2. Let x ∈ N(v) such that
d(x) = δ(G[N(v)]). Let A := N [x] ∩ N(v). Then |A| ≤ 5 because δ(G[N(v)]) ≤ 4. But then
N(v) \A is a clique of order 9− |A| ≥ 4 because α(G[N(v)]) = 2, a contradiction.
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Appendix

The codes we use for Lemma 3.1 are provided on the next three pages (we follow the small program
available on the third author’s website https://thomas.math.gatech.edu/PAP/K9/). Our small
program found five graphs H with |H| = 9, δ(H) ≥ 5 and no K6 minor, and subject to these, e(H)

is minimal, that is, every edge in H is incident with a 5-vertex: K1 + H8 (where H8 is given in
Figure 1), K3 + C6, and three more given in Figure 5; each of these five graphs, except K3 + C6,
has a 4-clique.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5: Three graphs with no K6 minor.
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