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Abstract

Hadwiger’s Conjecture from 1943 states that every graph with no K; minor is (¢ — 1)-
colorable; it remains wide open for all ¢ > 7. For positive integers ¢ and s, let I, ® denote the
family of graphs obtained from the complete graph K; by removing s edges. We say that a
graph G has no K, * minor if it has no H minor for every H € K, ®. Jakobsen in 1971 proved
that every graph with no K7 2 minor is 6-colorable. In this paper we consider the next step and
prove that every graph with no Kg 4 minor is 7-colorable. Our result implies that H-Hadwiger’s
Conjecture, suggested by Paul Seymour in 2017, is true for every graph H on eight vertices such
that the complement of H has maximum degree at least four, a perfect matching, a triangle and
a cycle of length four. Our proof utilizes an extremal function for g 4 minors obtained in this
paper, generalized Kempe chains of contraction-critical graphs by Rolek and the second author,
and the method for finding K7 minors from three different K5 subgraphs by Kawarabayashi
and Toft; this method was first developed by Robertson, Seymour and Thomas in 1993 to prove
Hadwiger’s Conjecture for t = 6.

1 Introduction

All graphs in this paper are finite and simple. For a graph G we use |G|, e(G), 0(G), A(G),
a(@), x(G) to denote the number of vertices, number of edges, minimum degree, maximum degree,
independence number, and chromatic number of G, respectively. The complement of G is denoted
by G. For any positive integer k, we write [k] for the set {1,...,k}. 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. For positive integers
t,s, we use K; * to denote the family of graphs obtained from the complete graph K; by deleting s
edges. When s < 2, we use K, to denote the unique graph in IC;l; and K;- and K~ to denote the
graphs obtained from K; by deleting two independent edges and two adjacent edges, respectively.
Note that ;2 = {K;, K;}. We say that a graph G has no K; * minor if it has no H minor for

every H € K, %; and G has a K, * minor, otherwise. We write G = K; * if G has a K, ® minor.
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Our work is motivated by Hadwiger’s Conjecture [I1], which is perhaps the most famous con-

jecture in graph theory.
Conjecture 1.1 (Hadwiger’s Conjecture [I1]). Every graph with no K; minor is (t — 1)-colorable.

Conjecture is trivially true for ¢ < 3, and reasonably easy for ¢ = 4, as shown independently
by Hadwiger [I1] and Dirac [6]. However, for ¢ > 5, Hadwiger’s Conjecture implies the Four
Color Theorem [2 [3]. Wagner [35] proved that the case ¢ = 5 of Hadwiger’s Conjecture is, in
fact, equivalent to the Four Color Theorem, and the same was shown for ¢ = 6 by Robertson,
Seymour and Thomas [31]. Despite receiving considerable attention over the years, Hadwiger’s
Conjecture remains wide open for all ¢ > 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; Rolek, Thomas and the second author [30] proved that every 8-contraction-critical graph
with no K7 minor has at most one vertex of degree eight. Jakobsen [13] in 1971 proved that every
graph with no K7 minor is 9-colorable. Kawarabayashi and Toft [15] in 2005 proved that every
graph with no K7 or K4 4 minor is 6-colorable. Recently, Albar and Gongalves [I] proved that every
graph with no K7 minor is 8-colorable, and every graph with no Kg minor is 10-colorable. Their
proofs are computer-assisted; Rolek and the second author [29] then gave computer-free proofs of
their results, and further proved that every graph with no Kg minor is 12-colorable, and every
graph with no K} minor is (2¢ — 6)-colorable for all ¢ > 10 if Conjecture 5.1 in [29] holds.

Until very recently the best known upper bound on the chromatic number of graphs with no
K; minor is O(t(logt)'/?), obtained independently by Kostochka [17, 18] and Thomason [34], while
Norin, Postle and the second author [26] improved the frightening (logt)'/? term to (logt)'/%. The
current record is O(tloglogt) due to Delcourt and Postle [10]. Kithn and Osthus [22] proved that
Hadwiger’s Conjecture is true for Cy-free graphs of sufficiently large chromatic number, and for all
graphs of girth at least 19. We refer the reader to recent surveys [0, [16, [32] for further background

on Hadwiger’s Conjecture.

Given the difficulty of Hadwiger’s Conjecture, Paul Seymour in 2017 suggested the study of the

following H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2 (H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture). For every graph H on t vertices, every graph with

no H minor is (t — 1)-colorable.

It is worth noting that Wagner [36] in 1960 initiated the study of this type of problem and proved
that every graph with no K7 minor is 4-colorable; Dirac [9] in 1964 proved that every graph with
no K minor is 5-colorable; and Jakobsen [I3] in 1971 proved that every graph with no K7 minor
is 7-colorable. Thus proving graphs with no K; minor is 6-colorable remains open. Rolek and the
second author [29] in 2017 proved that every graph with no K minor is 9-colorable. Very recently,
Norin and Seymour [27] proved that every graph on n vertices with independence number two has
an H minor, where H is a graph with [n/2] vertices and at least 0.98688 - (‘g') — o(n?) edges.



Woodall [37] studied a special case of H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture in 2001 by excluding the com-

plete bipartite graph K,; minor and made the following conjecture.
Conjecture 1.3 (Woodall [37)). Every graph with no Ks; minor is (s +t — 1)-colorable.

In the same paper Woodall confirmed Conjecture for s € {1,2} without using the extremal
function for K; minors. The s = 2 case also follows from the extremal function for K5; minors
by Myers [25], and Chudnovsky, Reed and Seymour [4]; the s = 3 case when ¢ > 6300 follows from
the extremal function for K3 minors by Kostochka and Prince [20]. Asymptomatic bounds for the
chromatic number of graphs with no K; minor, when ¢ is sufficiently larger than s, follow from
the extremal functions for K; minors by Kiihn and Osthus [23], and Kostochka and Prince [19]; in
particular, the extremal function by Kostochka and Prince implies that every graph with no K,
minor is (3s+t— 1)-colorable when ¢ is sufficiently larger than s. Years later Kostochka [21] proved
that Conjecture [1.3|is true for t > C(slog s)3.

Dirac in 1964 began the study of a variation of H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture in [§] by excluding
more than one forbidden minor simultaneously; he proved that every graph with no K, 2 minor is
(t — 1)-colorable for each ¢ € {5,6}. Jakobsen [12] in 1971 proved that every graph with no K72
minor is 6-colorable; this implies that H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture is true for all graphs H on seven
vertices such that A(H) > 2 and H has a matching of size two. Recently, Rolek and the second
author [29] proved that every graph with no Kg? minor is 8-colorable, and Rolek [28] later proved
that every graph with no Kg 2 minor is 10-colorable. Proving that every graph with no Kg 2 minor

is 7-colorable is still open. We state the result of Jakobsen [12] below.

Theorem 1.4 (Jakobsen [12]). Every graph with no IC;2 minor is 6-colorable. In particular, H -
Hadwiger’s Conjecture is true for all graphs H on seven vertices such that A(H) > 2 and H has a

matching of size two.
The purpose of this paper is to consider the next step and prove the following main result.
Theorem 1.5. Fvery graph with no IC8_4 minor is T-colorable.

There are 11 ways to delete four edges from Kg, including four edges that form a perfect
matching and four edges that are incident with the same vertex. Let H be a graph on eight vertices
such that A(H) > 4, and H has a perfect matching, a triangle and a cycle of length four. It
is simple to check that every graph with no H minor has no Kg 4 minor. Combining this with
Theorem leads to the observation that H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture is true for all such graphs H.
In particular, H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture is true for five graphs H obtained from Kjg by deleting
eight edges, where H is given in Figure

Corollary 1.6. H-Hadwiger’s Conjecture is true for all graphs H on eight vertices such that
A(H) > 4, and H has a perfect matching, a triangle and a cycle of length four.

Our proof of Theorem utilizes an extremal function for Kg 4 minors (see Theorem , gen-

eralized Kempe chains of contraction-critical graphs obtained by Rolek and the second author [29]
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Figure 1: Five non-isomorphic H.

(see Lemma , and the method for finding K7 minors from three different K5 subgraphs by
Kawarabayashi and Toft [I5] (see Theorem [2.7)).

Theorem 1.7. Fvery graph on n > 8 vertices with at least 4.5n — 12 edges has a ICg4 minor.

Theorem is best possible in the sense that every (K322 2,4)-cockade (see the definition of
an (H, k)-cockade in [33]) on n vertices has 4.5n — 12 edges but no Kg > minor.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce the necessary definitions
and collect several tools which we will need later on. In Section [3| we prove Theorem In

Section [] we prove Theorem [I.7] using more involved arguments.

2 Notation and tools

Let G be a graph. If x,y are adjacent vertices of G, then we denote by G/zy the graph obtained
from G by contracting the edge xy and deleting all resulting parallel edges. We simply write G/e if
e = zy. If u, v are distinct nonadjacent vertices of G, then by G +uv we denote the graph obtained
from 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 C E(G) U E(G), then by G + M we denote the graph obtained from G
by adding all the edges of M to G. Every edge in G is called a missing edge of G. For a vertex
x € V(G), we will use N(z) to denote the set of vertices in G which are adjacent to z. We define
Nlz] = N(x) U{z}. The degree of x is denoted by dg(z) or simply d(z). If A,B C 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 anticomplete 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 anticomplete to B. We use e(A, B) to denote the number of edges
between A and B in G. The subgraph of G induced by A, denoted by G[A], is the graph with
vertex set A and edge set {xy € F(G) | z,y € A}. 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 \ q,
respectively. An (A, B)-path in G, when A and B are not necessarily disjoint, is a path with one
end in A and the other in B such that all its internal vertices lie in G \ (AU B). We simply say
an (a, B)-path if A = {a}. It is worth noting that each vertex in AN B is an (A, B)-path. For a
positive integer k, a k-vertex is a vertex of degree k, and a k-clique is a set of k pairwise adjacent
vertices. Let F be a family of graphs. A graph G is F-free if it has no subgraph isomorphic to H
for every H € F. We simply say G is H-free if ¥ = {H}. The join G + H (resp. union G U H)



of two vertex-disjoint graphs G and H is the graph having vertex set V(G) UV (H) and edge set
E(G)UEH)U{zy|x € V(G),y € V(H)} (resp. E(G)U E(H)). We use the convention “A :="
to mean that A is defined to be the right-hand side of the relation. Finally, if H is a connected
subgraph of a graph G and y € V(H), we simply say that we contract H \ y onto y when we

contract H to a single vertex, that is, contract all the edges of H.

To prove Theorem [I.5], we need to investigate the basic properties of contraction-critical graphs.
For a positive integer k, a graph G is k-contraction-critical if x(G) = k and every proper minor of
G is (k — 1)-colorable. Lemma [2.1|is a result of Dirac [7].

Lemma 2.1 (Dirac [7]). Let G be a k-contraction-critical graph. Then for each v € V(G),
a(G[N(v)]) <d(v) — k+ 2.

We will make use of the following results of Mader [24]. It seems very difficult to improve
Theorem it remains open whether every k-contraction-critical graph is 8-connected for all
k > 8. Let z1, 29, 23, z4 be four vertices in a graph G. We say that GG contains a K, minor rooted
at z1, 22, 23, 24 if there exist Z1, Zs, Z3, Zy C V(G) such that z; € Z; and G|[Z;] is connected for all
i € [4], and Z; and Z; are disjoint and there is an edge between Z; and Z; in G for 1 <i < j < 4.

Theorem 2.2 (Mader [24]). For all i € [4], let Z; C V(G) with z; € Z; such that Z;NZ; = for
1<i<j<4, and a(G[{z1, 22, 23, 24}] < 2. If there exists a (2;, zj)-path consisting only of vertices
from Z; U Z; for 1 <i < j <4, then G has a Ky minor rooted at {21, 22,23, 24}.

Theorem 2.3 (Mader [24]). For all k > 7, every k-contraction-critical graph is 7-connected.

Lemma on contraction-critical graphs turns out to be very powerful, as the existence of
pairwise vertex-disjoint paths is guaranteed without using the connectivity of such graphs. The
proof of Lemma uses Kempe chains. We recall the proof here as it will be needed in the proof
of Lemma Recall that every edge in H is a missing edge of a graph H.

Lemma 2.4 (Rolek and Song [29]). Let G be any k-contraction-critical graph. Let x € V(G) be a
vertex of degree k+ s with a(G[N(z)]) = s+2 and let S C 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 GIN(z) \ S|. Then
there exists a collection {Py, | uv € M} of paths in G such that for each uwv € M, Py, 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 Py, and P, are vertezx-disjoint.

Proof. Let G, x, S and M be given as in the statement. Let H be obtained from G by contracting
SU{x} to a single vertex, say w. Then H is (k — 1)-colorable. Let c¢: V(H) — {1,2,...,k—1} be
a proper (k — 1)-coloring of H. We may assume that ¢(w) = 1. Then each of the colors 2,...,k—1
must appear in G[N (z) \ ], else we could assign = the missing color and all vertices in S the color
1 to obtain a proper (k — 1)-coloring of G, a contradiction. Since |N(z)\ S| = k — 2, we have
c(u) # ¢(v) for any two distinct vertices u,v in G[N(x) \ S]. We next claim that for each uv € M

there must exist a path between u and v with its internal vertices in G\ N[x]. Suppose not. Let



H* be the subgraph of H induced by the vertices colored ¢(u) or ¢(v) under the coloring ¢. Then
V(H*) N N(z) = {u,v}. Notice that v and v must belong to different components of H* as there
is no path between u and v with its internal vertices in G \ N[z]. By switching the colors on the
component of H* containing u, we obtain a (k — 1)-coloring of H with the color ¢(u) missing on
G[N(x)\ S], a contradiction. This proves that there must exist a path P,, in H* with ends u, v and
all its internal vertices in H* \ N|xz| for each uv € M. Clearly, for any wv,wz € M with u,v,w, z
distinct, the paths Py, P, are vertex-disjoint, because no two vertices of u, v, w, z are colored the

same under the coloring c. O
We shall make frequent use of the following lemma in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 2.5. Let G be any k-contraction-critical graph. Let x € V(G) be a vertex of degree k+s with
a(G[N(z)]) = s+2 and let S C N(z) with |S| = s+2 be any independent set, where k > 4 and s > 0
are integers. If M = {x1y1,x1y2, T2y1, T2y2, a1b11, - - -, @1b1ryy -« o s b1, - - -y by, } 15 a set of
missing edges of G[N(z) \ S|, where the vertices x1,T2,y1,Y2,a1, .-, Qm, 011, ..., by, € N(x)\ S
are all distinct, and for all 1 <1 < m, a;b;1,...,a;by, are r; missing edges with a; as a common
end, and x1x2,11y2 € E(G), then G = G[N|[z]] + M.

Proof. By Lemma there exists a collection {P,, | uv € M} of paths in G such that for
each wv € M, P,, has ends w,v and all its internal vertices in G \ N[z]. In particular, for any
1 <1< j < m, the paths P, ,Pajbﬂj and
P271y1apw1y27 P272y17PﬂE

but each of P4, and P,y is not necessarily vertex-disjoint from P, ,, and FP,,,,. By contract-
ing each of P, \ by onto a; for all i € [m] and ¢ € [r;], we see that G = G[N[z]] + (M \
{Z1y1, T1Y2, T2y1, T2y2}). We next apply Theoremto show that G = G[N[z]] + M.

e Paibm are vertex-disjoint from the paths Pojbjps- -

P, y, and P,,,, are vertex-disjoint; P4, and P, are vertex-disjoint

2923 1Y2

Let z1 = 1,20 = 9,23 = y1,24 = yo. From the proof of Lemma each of Py, Priys»
P,y Proy, is a Kempe chain, and vertices of 21, 22, 23, 24 are colored differently under the coloring
¢, where c is given in the proof of Lemma For each i € [4], let Z; be the set of vertices v of
GV (Pyyyy ) UV (Pryys) UV (Pryy, ) UV (Pryy, )] such that ¢(v) = ¢(2;). Then z; € Z; and Z;NZ; =0
for 1 < i < j < 4. Note that a(G[{z1, 22, 23, 24}] < 2 because z;129, 2324 € E(G); the (z1, z9)-path
has only one edge 2122, the (23, z4)-path has only one edge 2324, and the (z;, z;)-path for each i € [2]
and j € {3,4} is Py,y;. By Theorem we see that G[V (Pyy,) UV (Pyiys) UV (Pryy, ) UV (Prgys, )]
has a K4 minor rooted at z1, 29, 23, 24. It follows that G = G[N|[z]] + M, as desired. O

Remark 2.6. Lemma can be applied when

M = {z1y1, x1y2, Toy1, T2y2, a1bi1, . . ., a1biry, - o b, - - Gy,

is a subset of edges and missing edges of GIN (x)\S], where x1,x2,Y1,Y2,01, ..., 0m,b11,.., by, €
N(x)\ S are all distinct, and x1x2,y1y2 € E(G). Under those circumstances, it suffices to apply
Lemmal[2.5 to M*, where M* = {e € M | e is a missing edge of G[N(z)\S])}. It is straightforward
to see that G = G[N[z]] + M.
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Figure 2: The nine possibilities for three 5-cliques in Theorem [2.7]

Finally we need a tool to find a desired Kg 4 minor through three different 5-cliques in 7-
connected graphs. This method was first introduced by Robertson, Seymour and Thomas [31] to
prove Hadwiger’s Conjecture for ¢t = 6: they found a desired K minor via three different 4-cliques
in 6-connected non-apex graphs. This method was later extended by Kawarabayashi and Toft [15]

to find a desired K7 minor via three different 5-cliques in 7-connected graphs.

Theorem 2.7 (Kawarabayashi and Toft [15]). Let G be a T-connected graph such that |G| > 19.
If G contains three different 5-cliques, say L1, Lo, L3, such that |L1 U Lo U Lg| > 12, that is, they fit
into one of the nine configurations depicted in Figure[d, then G = K. In particular, G has seven
pairwise vertex-disjoint “good paths”, where a “good path” is an (L;, Lj)-path in G with i # j.

It is worth noting that Theorem corresponds to [I5, Lemma 5], where the existence of such
seven “good paths” follows from the proof of [I5, Lemma 5]. Theorem implies the following:

Corollary 2.8. Let G be a T-connected graph such that |G| > 19. If G contains three different
5-cliques, say L1, Lo, L3, such that |Ly U Lo U Ls| > 12, that is, they fit into one of the nine
configurations depicted in Figure@ then G = IC§4. Moreover, if L1 " LaN Ly = (), then G = IC§3.

Proof. By Theorem[2.7] G has seven pairwise vertex-disjoint “good paths”. By choosing such seven



“good paths”, say Q1, ..., Q7, with [V (Q1)U...UV(Q7)| minimum, we may assume that no internal
vertex of each Q; lies in Ly U Lo U L3. Moreover, if v € L; N L; for some ¢ # j, then v does not
belong to any “good path” on at least two vertices. It is then straightforward to verify that each
possibility of L1, Lo, L3, given in Figure (a—g), together with @1,...,Q7, yields a ICg?’ minor; and
each possibility of L1, L, L3, given in Figure (h,i)7 together with Q1,...,Q7, yields a IC8_4 minor,
as desired. O

Figure 3: The graph Hs.

Finally we need a lemma of Rolek, Thomas and the second author.

Lemma 2.9 (Rolek, Song and Thomas [30]). Let H be a graph with |H| =8 and a(H) = 2. Then
H contains K4 or Hg as a subgraph, where Hg is depicted in Figure[3.

3 Coloring graphs with no g 4 minor

We begin this section with two lemmas. Lemma [3.1] below follows directly from Lemma We
give a proof here without using Theorem (its proof was written in German).

Figure 4: Applying Lemma to N(x) with S = {w,ws} and M = {wows, waws, wawsz, wswy}.



Lemma 3.1. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph. If there exists x € V(G) such that G[N(z)]
1s isomorphic to Hg, then G = ng?’.

Proof. Suppose G[N(x)] = Hg for some z € V(G). Let wi,...,ws be the vertices of N(x) as
depicted in Figure Note that |Hg| = 8 and a(Hg) = 2. By Lemma applied to N(x)
with S = {w1,we} and M = {wows, wyws, wywy, wswr}, there exist pairwise vertex-disjoint paths
Q1,Q2, Q3 and another path Q4 such that Q1, Q2, @3, Q4 have ends in {wa, w5}, {ws, ws}, {ws, w7}
and {ws, wr}, respectively, and all their internal vertices are in G\ N[z]. Note that Q4 and Q2 may
have more than w3 in common, and Q4 and Q3 may have more than wy in common; see Figure [4
Let u € V(Q4) NV(Q2) such that the (w7, u)-subpath @) of Q4 and Q2 have exactly w in common;
and let v € V(Q)NV(Q3) such that the (u,v)-subpath @ of @) and Q3 have exactly v in common.
Let Q) denote the (w7, v)-subpath of Q). By contracting Q1 \ ws onto ws, both Q2 \ wg and Q) \ v
onto ws, and both Q3 \ ws and QY onto wy, we see that Hg+ M has a K7 3 minor after contracting
the edge wews. Hence G 3= G[N[z]] + M = K3, as desired. O

Lemma 3.2. Let G be an 8-contraction-critical graph. If G has a 6-clique A and a 5-clique B such
that B € A, then G = Kg®.

Proof. Let A := {ay,...,a6} and B := {b1,...,b5}. Let t := |AN B|. Then 0 < t < 4 because
B ¢ A. We may further assume that b; = a; for each i € [t] when ¢ # 0. Assume first ¢t = 4.
Then G[AU BJ contains K as a subgraph. By Theorem G is T-connected. We obtain a Kg
minor by contracting a component of G \ (AU B) to a single vertex, as desired. We may assume
that 0 <t < 3. Then there exist 5 — t pairwise vertex-disjoint paths Q;1,...,Qs between A\ B
and B\ A in G\ (AN B). We may assume that @); has ends a;,b; for each i € {t +1,...,5}.
Then G \ {ai,...,a5} is connected, so there must exist a path () with one end ag and the other in
V(Qey1\ary1)U---UV(Q5\ as), say in V(Qs5 \ as). We may assume that @ is vertex-disjoint from
Qt+1,-..,Q4 by choosing @ to be a shortest such path. Now contracting both Q5 \ as and Q \ ag
onto bs, Q4 \ as onto by, and all the edges of Q; for each j € {t +1,...,3} when t < 2, we see that
G = G[AUB] + {a+1bey1, - - -, asbs, aghs } = Kg*. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem which we restate for convenience.
Theorem 1.5. Every graph with no /C8_4 minor is T-colorable.

Proof. Suppose the assertion is false. Let G be a graph with no Kg * minor such that x(G) > 8.
We may choose such a graph G so that it is 8-contraction-critical. Then 6(G) > 7, G is T-connected
by Theorem and §(G) < 8 by Theorem Let x € V(G) be of minimum degree. Since G is
8-contraction-critical and has no Kg* minor, by Lemma [2.1] applied to G[N(x)], we see that

(1) 0(G) =8 and a(G[N(z)]) = 2.

(2) G is K7 -free.

Proof. Suppose G contains an H € K- 4 as a subgraph. Since G is 7-connected, we obtain a Kg 4

minor of G by contracting a component of G\ V(H) to a single vertex, a contradiction. O



(3) G[N(x)] contains a 4-clique.

Proof. Suppose G[N(x)] is Ky-free. By Lemma G[N(z)] contains Hg as a subgraph. Let the
vertices of Hg be labeled as in Figure Then wiws ¢ E(G) because G[N(z)] is K4-free. We
consider the worst scenario that G[N(z)] = Hg. By Lemma G = Kg?, a contradiction. O

(4) ng > 25, where ng denotes the number of vertices of degree eight in G.

Proof. Suppose |ng| < 24. Then e(G) > (8ng + 9(|G| — ng))/2 > (9|G| — 24)/2. By Theorem
G =Ky 4 a contradiction. O

(5) G is Kg-free.

Proof. Suppose G has a 6-clique A. By (4)), ns > 25. Let y € V(G)\ A be an 8-vertex in G. By (3),
N{y] has a 5-clique B such that y € B. Then B ¢ A. By Lemma G = Kg?, a contradiction. [

(6) G[N(x)] has two disjoint 4-cliques.

Proof. Suppose G[N(z)] does not have two disjoint 4-cliques. By (F]), G[N(z)] is Ks-free. Then
d(G[N(z)]) > 3 because a(G[N(x)]) = 2. We claim that 6(G[N(z)]) > 4. Suppose not. Let
y € N(z) such that y has exactly three neighbors y1,y2,y3 € N(z). Let Y := {y,y1,y2,y3} and
Z :={z1,22,23,24} = N(x)\Y. Then Z is a 4-clique in G and Y is not a clique. We may assume that
y1y2 ¢ E(G). Note that e(y;, Z) > 1 for each ¢ € [2]. We may assume that y121 € F(G). Suppose
yp is anticomplete to {z2, 23, z4}. Then y1y3 € E(G) and y2 must be complete to {z2, 23, 24}. By
Lemma applied to N(z) with S = {y, 24} and M = {y122, y123, Y322, Y323, Y221}, we obtain a
Kg? minor from G[N|[z]] + M after contracting the edge yys2, a contradiction. Thus e(y1, Z) > 2.
Similarly, e(y2, Z) > 2. Note that e({y1,y2}, Z) < 5, else G[ZU{x, y1,y2}] is not IC;3—free, contrary
to . We may assume that e(y;, Z) = 2 and y122 € E(G). Then y; is anticomplete to {z3, 24}
and so y2 must be complete to {z3,24}. By Lemma applied to N(z) with S = {y,21} and
M = {y123,Y124, Y323, Y324, Y222}, we obtain a Kg*? minor from G[N[z]] + M after contracting the
edge yy1, a contradiction. This proves that §(G[N(z)]) > 4, as claimed.

By (3), G[N(x)] has a 4-clique A. Let N(z) = {a1,...,a4,b1,...,bs}, where A = {a1,..., a4} is
a 4-clique and B := {b1,...,bs} is not. We may assume that b1bs ¢ E(G). Since G[N (x)] is K5-free
and o(G[N(x)]) = 2, we may further assume that byay, baas ¢ E(G). Then bjag, beay € E(G). Note
that e(b;, A) > 2 for each i € [2] because §(G[N(x)]) > 4. On the other hand, e({b1,b2}, A) < 5,
else G[A U {x,b1,b2}] is not K >-free, contrary to . We may assume that e(b;, A) = 2 and
2 < e(be, A) < 3. We may further assume that bias, babs € E(G). Then biay ¢ E(G). It follows
that byas € E(G) and by is complete to {bs,bs}. By Lemma[2.5 applied to N(z) with S = {b, a4}
and M = {baas, baas, bsaz, bsaz, byar }, we obtain a Kg* minor from G[N(z]] + M after contracting
the edge b1b4, a contradiction. ]

To complete the proof, recall that z is an 8-vertex in G. Since ng > 25 by (), let y € V(G)\N|z]
such that y is an 8-vertex in G. By (6]), let A, B be disjoint 4-cliques of G[N(z)] and let C be a
4-clique of G[N(y)]. Let Ly := AU{z}, Ly := BU{z} and L3 := CU{y}. Then L1 N Ly = {z} and
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LiNLyNn Ls = (. By Corollary L1, Lo, Ls are not as depicted in Figure c,d,f,g) because G
has no Kg* minor. We may assume that |L; N Ls| > |La N L3|. Then |L; N L3| > 2, else Ly, Lo, L3
are as depicted in Figure (c,d,g).

Let Ly :={z,x1,...,24}, Lo :={x,y1,...,ya} and L3 := {y, 21, ... 24}. Suppose first |L;NL3| =
4. We may assume that x; = z; for each ¢ € [4]. Note that G[L; U L3] = K;. By Menger’s
Theorem, there exist four pairwise vertex-disjoint ({z1,..., 24}, {y1,...,y4})-paths, say Q1,...,Q4,
in G\ {z,y}. We may assume that ); has ends y;, z; for each j € [4]. Let @ be a shortest path
in G\ {7,y,91,92,Y3, 24} with one end y4 and the other in V/(Q1 \ y1) UV(Q2\ y2) UV (Q3 \ y3).
We may assume that @ is vertex-disjoint from @1 and Q2 but contains a vertex on @3 \ y3. Let
ueV(Q)NV(Qs) and v € V(Q) NV (Q4) such that the (u,v)-subpath of @ has no internal vertex
in V(Q3) UV (Q4). Let Qf be the (u, y3)-subpath of Q3 and Q} be the (v, z4)-subpath of Q4. Then
G = G[L1 U Ly U L3]| + {y121,Y222, Y323, Y423, Y424} = IC§4 by first contracting all the edges of
Q1,Q2, then the (y4,v)-subpath of Q4 onto y4, Q} \ v onto z4, Q5 \ v onto y3, and both @ \ v and
the (u, z3)-subpath of Q3 onto z3, a contradiction. Suppose next |L; N L3| = 3. Then G[L; U L3] is
not IC7_4—free, contrary to |i Thus |Ly N Lg| < 2. Since |L1 N L3| > 2 and |L; N Ls| > [LaN Ls|, we
see that |[L1NL3| =2 and 0 < |LyN L3| < 2. Note that |Lo N Lg| # 0, else Ly, Lo, L3 are as depicted
in Figure (f) Thus |L1 N L3| =2 and 1 < |Le N L3| < 2. We may assume that x3 = 21, 24 = 29.

We first consider the case |LoN Ls| = 2. We may assume that y3 = z3,y4 = z4. Then there exist
two vertex-disjoint ({z1, 22}, {y1,y2})-paths, say Q1,Q2, in G \ {x, 3,24, ys3,ys}. We may assume
that @; has ends x;,y; for each j € [2]. We may further assume y ¢ V(Q1). Let Q5 be the (y2,y)-
subpath of Q2 when y € V(Q2). Then G = G[L1 U Lo U L] + {x1y1, z2y2} = /ng by contracting
all the edges of @1 and Q2 when y ¢ V(Q2); and G > G[L1 U Ly U Ls] + {z1y1, 2y, Y2y} = IC§2
by first contracting all the edges of @1, then Q5 \ y onto y2, and the (y, z2)-subpath of Q2 onto x3
when y € V(Q2), a contradiction.

It remains to consider the case |Ly N L3| = 1. We may assume that z3 = y4. Then there exist

three vertex-disjoint ({z1,x2, z4,y}, {y1, y2, y3})-paths, say Q1,Q2,Qs, in G \ {x,z3,24,y4}. We
may assume that @)1 has ends {z1,y1}. Note that L3\ (L1 U Ls) = {y, 24}. By symmetry, we may
further assume that )3 has ends ys3, z4. Then )2 has ends ys, z9, or yo,y. By contracting all the
edges of @1, Q2 and @3, we see that G = G[L1 U Lo U L] + {z1y1, T2y2, Y324} = ICg?’ in the former
case, and G = G[L1 U Ly U L3| + {191, Y2y, Y324} = IC8_3 in the latter case, a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Theorem [L.5 0

4 An extremal function for Kg 4 minors

Throughout this section, if G is a graph and K is a subgraph of G, then by N(K) we denote the set
of vertices of V(G) \ V(K) that are adjacent to a vertex of K. If V(K) = {z}, then N(K) = N(x).
It can be easily checked that for each vertex € V(G), if K is a component of G\ N[z], then N(K)

is a minimal separating set of G.

We first give a brief outline of the proof of Theorem We follow the main ideas in [33].
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Suppose for a contradiction that G is a counterexample to Theorem [1.7] with as few vertices as
possible. Since deletion or contraction of edges does not produce smaller counterexamples, it
follows easily that G has minimum degree at least five, and every edge of G belongs to at least four
triangles. With some effort it can be shown that G is 5-connected, and has at most one 5-vertex
but no 6-vertex and no 7-vertex. As e(G) = 4.5|G| — 12, we see that G has an 8-vertex. Fix such a
vertex z. We then show that x is not adjacent to a 5-vertex in G. If G\ N[z] has a a component
K such that M C N(K), where M is the set of all vertices of N(x) that are not adjacent to every
other vertex of N(z), then we can find a vertex y € N(z) such that G[N(z) \ y] = Kg?, and so
G = Kg 4 by contracting the connected graph G[V(K) U {y}] to a single vertex. Thus we may
assume that for no 8-vertex x such a component exists. In particular, G \ N[z] is disconnected. In
the next step we prove that there is no component K of G\ N|[x] with |K| > 2 such that dg(v) > 9
for all vertices v € V(K), except possibly one. In the last step, we select an 8-vertex z € V(G) to
minimize the size of a component K of G'\ N[z| with |K| > 2. It follows easily that K does not

have a vertex that is an 8-vertex in G.

We next prove two lemmas that will be needed in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 4.1. Let H be a graph with |H| =8 and §(H) > 4. Then there exists v € V(H) such that
H\ z has a Kg* minor.

Proof. We may assume that 6(H) = 4 and every edge is incident with a 4-vertex in H. Suppose
H\ z has no ICg4 minor for every z in H. Suppose first that H has a 4-clique, say A := {a1,...,a4}.
Let B :=V(H)\ A. By the minimality of e(H), we may assume that a; is a 4-vertex in H for each
i € [3]. Let b; € B be the unique neighbor of a; in B for each i € [3]. Note that by, bs, bs are not
necessarily distinct. We claim that for all « € A and b € B, if ab € E(H), then a and b have at
least one common neighbor. Suppose not. We may assume that a # a;. Let H* := H \ a;. Then
e(H*/ab) = e(H*) —1 = (e(H) —4) —1> (16 —4) — 1 = 11 = e(Kg) — 4. Thus H \ a; has a K5*
minor, a contradiction. This implies that b;ay € E(H) for each ¢ € [3]. Note that e(b, A) > 1 for
each b € B. It follows that a4 is complete to B and so d(as4) = 7. By the minimality of e(H), we
see that each vertex in B is a 4-vertex in H, which is impossible. This proves that H is Ky-free.
Suppose next a(H) = 2. By Lemma H contains Hg as a subgraph. Let the vertices of H be
labeled as in Figure [3| It is simple to check that Hg \ wy has a g 4 minor after contracting the
edge wiws. Thus H is Ky-free and o(H) > 3.

It is straightforward to check that H = K44 when o(H) = 4; and Ky4 \ « has a IC6_4 minor
for every x in K44. Thus a(H) = 3. Let S := {x1, 22,23} be an independent set of H and let
V(H)\S :=={y1,...,ys}. Since d(z;) > 4 for each i € [3], we may assume that {y;,y2} is complete
to S. Suppose y3 is complete to S. Since K34 has a Ky 4 minor, we see that y, is neither complete
to S nor complete to {y1,y2,y3}. We may assume that ysx; ¢ E(H) and ysy1 ¢ E(H). Then
H \ ys has a ICy 4 minor after contracting the edge z1y1, a contradiction. This proves that no Y is
complete to S for each j € {3,4,5}. It follows that d(z;) = 4, and e(y;, S) = 2 for each ¢ € [3] and
j € {3,4,5}; in addition, we may assume that ys is complete to {z1,z2}, y4 is complete to {zg, x5}
and ys is complete to {x1, z3}. If H[{y3,y4,y5}] = K3, then H\y, has a ng4 minor after contracting

12



the edge x1y1, a contradiction. Thus we may assume that yzys ¢ E(G) and ysys € E(G). Then
either y3ys € E(G) or ysy1 € E(G). Thus H \ y5 has a IC674 minor after contracting the edge x3yy,

a contradiction. O

Lemma follows from the proof of Lemma 16 of Jgrgensen [14]. We recall the proof here for

convenience.

Lemma 4.2 (Jorgensen [14]). Let G be a 4-connected graph and let S C V(G) be a separating set
of four vertices. Let G1 and Ga be proper subgraphs of G so that G1 UGy = G and G1 N G2 = G[S].
Let dy be the maximum number of edges that can be added to Go by contracting edges of G with at
least one end in G1. If |G1| > 6, then

e(G[S]) + di > 5.

Proof. Let x € V(G1)\ S. Then there exist four pairwise internally vertex-disjoint (z, S)-paths, say
Q1,...,Qq, in Gy. For each i € [4], let s; be the vertex in V(Q;) N S. If all four of these paths have
length one, then, since |G1| > 6, we may choose a vertex y € V(G1) \ (S U {z}). Then there are
at least three internally vertex-disjoint (y, S)-paths in G \ {z}. Contracting some of these paths

results in S having at least five edges, as desired.

We may now assume that @)1 has length at least two. Since {z, s1} is not a separating set, there
is a path @ from a vertex on Q1 \ {z, s1} to a vertex on @); \ x for some j € {2,3,4}, so that only the
ends of @ belong to V(Q1)UV(Q2) UV (Q3) UV (Q4). We may assume that j = 2. Since {z, s1, s2}
does not separate the graph, there is a path R from V(Q1 \ {z,s1}) UV (Q2 \ s2) UV(Q) to Q¢ \ =
for some ¢ € {3,4}, so that only the ends of R belong to V(Q1) UV (Q2) UV (Q3) UV (Q4) UV(Q).

The result follows from the existence of these paths. ]
We are now ready to prove Theorem [I.7] which we restate for convenience.
Theorem 1.7. Every graph on n > 8 vertices with at least 4.5n — 12 edges has a IC§4 minor.

Proof. Suppose the assertion is false. Let G be a graph on n > 8 vertices with e(G) > 4.5n — 12
and, subject to this, n is minimum. We may assume that e(G) = [4.5n — 12]. It is simple to check
that G = KCg* for each n € {8,9}. Thus n > 10. We next prove several claims.

Claim 1. §(G) > 5.
Proof. Suppose §(G) < 4. Let z € V(G) with d(xz) < 4. Then
e(G\z) =¢e(G) —d(z) > [4.5n —12] —4 > [4.5|G \ z| — 12].
Thus G \ « has a g 4 minor by the minimality of G, a contradiction. O

Claim 2. Every edge in G belongs to at least 4 triangles. Moreover, if x € V(G) is a 5-vertex,
then G[N|z]] = K.
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Proof. Suppose there exists e € F(G) such that e belongs to at most three triangles. Then
e(G/e) > [4.5n — 12] — 4 > [4.5|G/e| — 12].

Thus G/e = Kg* by the minimality of G, a contradiction. This implies that G[N[z]] = K¢ for each

5-vertex x in G. O
Claim 3. No two 5-vertices in G are adjacent.

Proof. Suppose there exist two distinct 5 vertices, say z,y, in G such that xy € E(G). Then
|G\ {z,y}| =n—2>8and

e(G\{z,y}) =e(G) —9=[4.5(n—2) —12].
Thus G \ {z,y} has a Kg* by the minimality of G, a contradiction. O

Let S be a minimal separating set of vertices in G, and let G; and G4 be proper subgraphs of
G so that G = G1 UGy and G1 N Gy = G[S]. For each i € [2], let d; be the maximum number
of edges that can be added to G3_; by contracting edges of G with at least one end in G;. More

precisely, let d; be the largest integer so that G; contains pairwise disjoint sets of vertices V1,...,V,
so that G;[V}] is connected, [SNV;| =1 for 1 < j < p := |S|, and so that the graph obtained
from G; by contracting each of G;[V1],...,Gi[V,] to a single vertex and deleting V(G) \ U}, V;

has e(G[S]) + d; edges. It follows from the minimality of G that for each i € [2],
G(GZ) 4+ d3z—; < 4.5’G1’ —12 if ‘Gz’ > 8. (*)

Claim 4. If |G;| = 7 for some ¢ € [2], then |S| < 5, G; contains K7 or K7 as a spanning subgraph,
and each missing edge of G; lies in G[S].

Proof. Suppose, say, |G1| = 7. Let C be a component of G2 \ S. We first prove that Gy \ S is
connected. Suppose not. By Claims and 3] G \ S must contain two nonadjacent 5-vertices
in G with G[S] = K5. Thus G; = K, and so G = Kg® by contracting C' to a single vertex, a
contradiction. Thus G;\ S is connected, and so G \ S has least one 6-vertex, say z, in G. Suppose
next |S| = 6. Then G[S] = G[N(z)] contains Ks 29 as a spanning subgraph by Claim 2| But then
G = Kg 4 by contracting C' to a single vertex, a contradiction. This proves that |S| < 5 and so
|Gy \ S| > 2.

We next show that no vertex in G \ S is a 5-vertex in G. Suppose not. Let y € V(G1\ S) be a
5-vertex in G. Then zy € E(G) and G1 = K, by Claim [2| Note that G[S] is a complete subgraph
because G[N(y)] = K5 and G[N(z)] contains K529 as a subgraph by Claim [2l Then |S| < 3, else
G = Kg* by contracting C to a single vertex. Suppose |G| > 8. Then

e(G2) = e(G) — e(G1) + e(G[S])
= [4.5n —12] — 20 + <‘§‘>

[(45 x (n—(7—S])) —12) + 4.5 x (7—|S])] =20+ ("2')

> [4.5|Go| — 12]
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because |S| < 3. By the minimality of G, we see that Go = Kg?, a contradiction. Thus |G| < 7.
If |G| = 6, then Go = Kg and n =7+ 6 — |S| = 13 — |S|; but then

[4.5 x (13 = |S]) — 12] = e(G) = e(G1) + e(G2) — e(G[S]) =20 + 15 — <‘§‘),

which is impossible because |S| < 3. Thus |G| = 7and son =747 —|S| = 14 — |S|. Using
a similar argument for Gy, we see that Gy \ S is connected and so Go = K7 or K. Note that
G2 = K, when [S| =3, else G = IC§4 by contracting G \ S to a single vertex. But then

45 x (14— |S]) — 12] = e(G) = e(G1) + €(Ga) — e(G[S]) < 20 + (21 — max{0, |S| — 2}) — <|§|),

which is impossible because |S| < 3. This proves that no vertex in G \ S is a 5-vertex in G. It
then follows that each vertex in G \ S is a 6-vertex in G. By Claim [2[ and the fact that |S| < 5,
we see that G[S] is isomorphic to K|g, K g, or K5, and every vertex in V(G1\ S) is adjacent to
all the other vertices in 1. Thus G contains K or K7 as a spanning subgraph such that all its
missing edges lie in G[S]. O

Claim 5. Neither G1 nor GG has exactly seven vertices.

Proof. Suppose not, say |Gi| = 7. By Claim |4} |S| < 5, G1 contains K7 or K7 as a spanning
subgraph, and each missing edge of G lies in G[S]. We next prove that |G2| > 8. Suppose |Ga| < 7.
Note that |G2| > 6 by Claim [I} Suppose |G2| = 6. Then Gy = Kg and G[S] = K5. But then
n=|Gi|+ |G2| — |S| =7+ 6 — 5 < 10, a contradiction. Thus |Gg| = 7 and so n = 14 — |S|. Since
n > 10, we see that |S| < 4. By Claim G2 contains K or K7 as a spanning subgraph, and each
missing edge of Gy lies in G[S]. Suppose |S| = 4. Then G[S] = KT, else G = Kg* by contracting
G2 \ S to a single vertex. Let y € V(G2) \ S and z € S such that z is incident with a missing
edge in G[S]. Tt is simple to check that G = Kg* by contracting the edge yz and G2 \ (S U {y})
to a single vertex, a contradiction. Thus |S| < 3. As noted in the proof of Claim [4| we see that
G1 = G2 = K; when [S| = 3. But then

145 x (14— |S]) — 12] = e(G) = e(G1) + €(Ga) — e(G[S]) < 2 x (21 — max{0,|S]| — 2}) — ('g |>,

which is impossible because |S| < 3. This proves that |Ga| > 8.

Recall that G; contains K, or K- as a spanning subgraph, and each missing edge of G lies
in G[S]. Tt follows that e(G[S]) + dy = (‘gl). Suppose G1 = K7. Then 4 < |S| < 5. But then

e(Ga) + d1 = e(G) — e(G1) + e(G[S]) + di

= [4.5n —12] — 19 + (’g’)

= [(45 % (n— (7~ |S])) —12) + 4.5 x (T~ [S])] — 19 + <|§|>

> [4.5/Ga| - 12],
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contrary to (x) because 4 < |S| < 5 and |G2| > 8. Thus G; = K7 or K7. Note that |S| < 3, else
G = IC§4 by contracting a component of G \ S to a single vertex. But then

G(GQ) +di = €(G) — e(Gl) + C(G[S]) +d;

> [4.5n — 12] — 21 + (’?)

= [(45 x (n— (T—9])) = 12) + 4.5 x (7 —|S])] — 21 + (Ig\)

> [4.5|Ga| — 12],
contrary to (x) because |S| < 3 and |G2| > 8. This proves Claim [5 O

Observe that, if |G1| > 8 and |G| > 8, then by (*), we have

4.5n — 12 < e(G) = e(G1) + e(G2) — e(GY])
< (4.5|G1| — 12 — d3) + (4.5|G2| — 12 — dy) — e(G[S])
=4.5(n+1S]) — 24 — dy — dy — e(G[9)).

It follows that
9|S| > 24 + 2(d1 +dy + e(G[S])) if |G1| > 8 and |G2| > 8. (%)

Claim 6. G is 5-connected.

Proof. Suppose G is not 5-connected. Let S be a minimal separating set of G, and G1, G2, d1,ds
be defined as above. Then |G| # 6, else by Claim [2| we have G; = Kg and so G[S] = Ks, a
contradiction. Similarly, |G| # 6. By Claim [5 |G1| > 8 and |G2| > 8. By (xx), |S| > 3. If
|S| = 3, then either e(G[S]) > 2 or min{d;,ds} > 1; in either case, d; + da + e(G[S]) > 2, contrary
to (xx). Therefore, |S| = 4 and G is 4-connected. By Lemma e(G[S]) + d1 > 5. Note that
dy > 1 when S is not a 4-clique, and e(G[S]) = 6 when S is a 4-clique. In either case, we have
dy + da + e(G][S]) > 6, contrary to (xx). O

Claim 7. If there exists x € S such that S\ z is a clique, then G[S] = K.

Proof. Suppose S\ z is a clique but G[S] # K5. Let G1 and G be as above. Then |G| # 6, else
G1 = K¢ and G[S] = K5. Similarly, |Gs| # 6. By Claim [f] |G| > 8 and |G»| > 8. By Claim [f]
|S| > 5. If S contains a 6-clique, then G = Kg by contracting a component of G \ S and a
component of Gy \ S to two distinct vertices, a contradiction. Thus 5 < |S| < 6 and S is not a
clique. Then §(G[S]) = dg(s)(z) < |S| — 2. Since S\ z is a clique, we see that

dy = dy = |S| — 1 dgyg) (@) = |S] — 1 = 8(GIS)).
It follows that

e(cis) = (7, 1) +daas o = (1) +accls.
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This, together with (), implies that

9|S| > 24 + 2(dy + da) + 2¢(GS))
=24 +4|S| — 4 — 45(G[S]) + (|S| — 1)(IS| — 2) + 26(G[S])
=20 +4|S| + |S|* — 3|S| + 2 — 26(G[S])
>204 |SP2+1S|+2—-2(]S| - 2)
=[S - |S] + 26,

which is impossible because 5 < |S] < 6. O
Claim 8. No vertex in G is a 6-vertex.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that G has a 6-vertex, say z. By Claim G[N (x)] contains K 2 2 as
a spanning subgraph. Let C' be a component of G\ N(z]. By Claim[6 [N (C)| > 5. If N(C) = N(x)
or G[N(z)] contains K as a spanning subgraph, then G = KCg 4 by contracting C' to a single vertex.
Thus |[N(C) N N(z)| =5 for every component C' of G \ N[z] and G[N(z)] = K222. By Claim
no vertex in N(z) is a 5-vertex in G. Thus G \ N|z] is disconnected. Let C’ # C be another
component of G\ N[z]. By Claim[7, GIN(C)] = K5 and G[N(C")] = K5 . Let y € N(z) N N(C)
such that y is incident with a missing edge of G[N(C)]. Then G 3= Kg* by contracting C' onto y

and C' to a single vertex, a contradiction. O
Claim 9. No vertex in G is a 7-vertex.

Proof. Suppose G has a 7-vertex, say x. By Claim [2, 6(G[N(z)]) > 4, and so G[N(z)] is the
disjoint union of paths and cycles. By Claim |§|, no vertex in N(x) is a 6-vertex in G. Suppose
there exists y € N(x) such that y is a 5-vertex in G. Then N[y] C N[z|] and G[Ny]] = K.
Thus G[N[z]] = Kg* because §(G[N(z)]) > 4, a contradiction. This proves that no vertex in
N(z) is a 5-vertex or 6-vertex in G. Let F := {C7,Cs U K1,C5 U K3,Cy U K3}. Then G[N(z)]
is a spanning subgraph of some member in F because G[N(z)] is the disjoint union of paths and
cycles. We only consider the worst scenario that G[N(x)] is isomorphic to some graph in F. It is
straightforward to check that every graph in JF has a K ® minor. Let C be a component of G'\ Nz].
By Claim |§|, IN(C)| > 5. If N(C) = N(z), then G = Kg* by contracting C to a single vertex.
Thus N(C) # N(x) for every component C of G \ N[z]. We claim that G \ N[z] is disconnected.
Suppose not. Then C = G\ N[z] and G[N(x)] = K1 + Cg. Note that every vertex on Cg belongs to
N(C). Thus G = Kg* by contracting G\ N[z] onto a vertex of Cq, a contradiction. This proves that
G\ N|z] is disconnected, as claimed. Let C' and C” be two distinct components of G\ N[z] such that
N(C) contains the most number of missing edges of G[N(x)]. It is straightforward to check that
either G[N(C)] must contain two adjacent missing edges, say z1x2, r123, where x1,xa,x3 € N(z)
are distinct, or G[N(z)] € {K; U Cs, K2 UC5} and G[N(C)] = GIN(C")] = K5 . In the former
case, since |[N(C")| > 5, by Claim [7} we see that G[N(C") \ x1] must contain a missing edge, say
e. By contracting C onto x1 and C’ onto an end of the edge e, it is straightforward to check that

G[N[z]] + {z172, T123,€} = K§4, a contradiction. In the latter case, let yi1ys be a missing edge
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in G[N(C)] and y3y4 be a missing edge in G[N(C")] such that y;y2, ysys are two different missing
edges in G[N|[z]]. We may assume that y; # y3. Then G[N[z]|]+ {y1y2, ysya} = IC§4 by contracting

C onto y; and C’ onto y3, a contradiction. O
Claim 10. G is IC7_2—free.

Proof. Suppose G has a subgraph H such that H € K 2. Since G is 5-connected, we obtain a Kg 4

minor in G by contracting a component of G\ V(H) to a single vertex, a contradiction. O
Claim 11. G has at most one 5-vertex.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that G has two distinct 5-vertices, say =z and y. By Claims
and 3] zy ¢ E(G) and N[z] and Ny] are 6-cliques. Suppose N(z) # N(y). By Claim [6] and
Menger’s Theorem, there exist five pairwise internally vertex-disjoint (z,y)-paths Q1,...,Q5. We
may assume that @ has at least four vertices with V(Q1)NN(x) = {z1} and V(Q1)NN(y) = {y1}.
Let Q7 be the (x1,y1)-subpath of ;. Then G = IC§4 by contracting all the edges of Q7 \ v,
Q2 \ {z,y},...,Q5 \ {z,y}, a contradiction. Thus N(z) = N(y). Then G[N[z] UN[y]] = K,
contrary to Claim O

Claim 12. No 8-vertex is adjacent to a 5-vertex in G.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there exists xy € E(G) such that d(x) = 8 and d(y) = 5. By
Claim [2| G[N[y]] = Ks, N[y] € N[z] and 6(G[(N(z)]) > 4. Let A := N(z)\ N[y]. Then |A| =3
because xy € E(G). Let A := {a1,a2,a3}. Suppose G[A] # K3, say ajaz ¢ E(G). Then either
e({ai,as}, N(x) \ A) > 7, or e({a1,a2}, N(z) \ A) = 6 and a3 is complete to {ai,as}, because
5(G[(N(2)]) > 4. Then G[N[z] \ as] = Kg* in the former case, and G[N|z]]/ata3 = Kg* in the
latter case, a contradiction. This proves that G[A] = Kj3. Then e(a;, N(z) \ A) > 2 for each
i € [3]. If e(aj, N(z) \ A) > 3 for some j € [3], then G[N[y] U {a;}] is not K >-free, contrary to
Claim Thus e(a;, N(x) \ A) = 2 for each ¢ € [3]. Next if there exists z € N(xz) N N(y) such
that 2 has exactly one neighbor, say aj, in A, then G[Nz]]/za1 = Kg*, a contradiction. Since
e(A,N(z)\ A) =6 and |N(z) N N(y)| = 4, it follows that there exists z* € N(z) N N(y) such that
z* is anticomplete to A in G. By Claim z* is not a 5-vertex in G. Let C be a component of
G \ N|z] such that z* € N(C). Note that y ¢ N(C) and N(z) N N(y) is a 4-clique. By Claim
N(C) must contain at least two vertices, say aj, a9, in A. By contracting C onto z*, we see that
GIN[z] \ a3] + {z*a1, 2" a2} = Kg*, a contradiction. O

Claim 13. Let € V(G) be an 8-vertex in G, and let M be the set of vertices of N(x) not adjacent
to all other vertices of N(x). Then there is no component K of G\ N[z] such that M C N(K). In

particular, G \ N[z] is disconnected.

Proof. Suppose such a component K exists. Then every vertex in M has a neighbor in K because
M C N(K). By Lemma there exists y € N(z) such that G[N(z)] \ y has a Kg* minor. If
Ny] = Nlz], then G[N|z]] = Kg*, a contradiction. Thus y € M C N(K). By contracting K onto

y, we obtain a Kg 4 minor in G, a contradiction. This proves that no such component K exists. By
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Claims [8] [9] and [T2] every vertex in M has degree at least eight, and thus every vertex in M has a
neighbor in G\ N[z]. It follows that G \ N|z] is disconnected. O

Claim 14. Let € V(G) be an 8-vertex in G. Then G \ N[z| has at most one component C' with
|C| = 1. Moreover, if C' is a component of G \ N[z| such that |C| = 1, then the sole vertex in C'is

a 5-vertex in G.

Proof. Let C be a component of G\ N[z| with |C| = 1. Let y be the only vertex in C'. Suppose vy is
not a 5-vertex in G. Then d(y) > 8 by Claims[8|and [0} and so N(C) = N(z), contrary to Claim [13]
Thus y is a 5-vertex in G. By Claim G \ N|z] has at most one such component C. O

Claim 15. Let z € V(G) be an 8-vertex in G. Then there is no component C of G \ N|z| such
that |C| > 2 and for every vertex y € V(C), either dg(y) = 5 or da(y) > 9.

Proof. Suppose such a component C' exists. By Claim C' has at most one 5-vertex in GG. Let
y € V(C) such that dg(y) > 9. Then |[V(C) U N(C)| > 10. By Claim [13] N(C) # N(z). Thus
|C| > |Ny]\ N(C)| > 10 —7=3. Let G := G\ C and G2 := G[C U N(C)]. Note that |Ga| > 10
and N(C) is a minimal separating set of G. Let d; be defined as in the paragraph prior to Claim
Let z € N(C) such that dg (o) (2) = d(G[N(C)]). Let d := dgn(cy(2)- By contracting G\ N(C)
onto z, we see that d; > |[N(C)| —d — 1. By (%),

e(Ga) < 4.5(/C] + IN(O)]) — 12 — (IN(C)| — d — 1) = 4.5|C| + 35|N(C)| +d —11.  (a)

Now let t = eq(C, N(C)). Then e(G2) = e(C)+t+e(G[N(C)]). Note that 2¢(C) > 9(|C|—1)+5—t
and 2e(G[N(C)]) > d|N(C)|, so we have

2e(Ga) = 2e(C) + 2t +2¢(GIN(C)]) > 9|C| — 4+t + d|N(C)]. (b)
Combining (a) and (b) yields
9|C| + TIN(C)| +2d — 22 > 2¢(G) = 9|C| — 4+t + d|N(O)|

and so
—t > d(IN(C)| = 2) = 7IN(C)| + 18. (c)

Note that 6(G[N(z)]) > 4 by Claim [2 and N(C) is a subset of N(z), so
d=5(GIN(C)]) 24— (8- |N(O)]) = [N(C)| - 4.
This, together with (c¢), implies that
—t > (IN(C)| = 4)(IN(C)| —2) = 7|N(C)| + 18
= |N(C)|? = 13|N(C)| + 26
13\* 65
- (wen-3) - %
so —t > —16. But then
IC|(IC| —1) > 2e(C) >9(|]C| — 1) +5 —t > 9|C| — 20,

which implies that |C| > 8 because |C] > 3. Thus G = C = Kg 4 contrary to the choice of G. [
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To complete the proof, since e(G) = [4.5n — 12], we have §(G) < 8. By Claims 3} [§]and[9] let =
be an 8-vertex in G. By Claim [14} let C' be a component of G\ Ng[z] with |C| > 2 and, subject to
that, © and C are chosen so that |C| is minimized. By Claims 11| and C' contains an 8-vertex,
say vy, in G. Note that Ng(z) # Ng(y) because |C| > 2. Let K be the component of G\ Ng|y]
containing z. Then |K| > 2 because Ng(x) # Ng(y). Note that Ng(x) N Ng(y) € N(K), and
every vertex in Ng(z) \ Ng(y) belongs to K. Let M be the set of vertices of N¢(y) not adjacent
to all other vertices of Ng(y). We claim that M C N(K). Suppose not. Let z € M \ N(K).
Then z ¢ Ng(z), else z € N(K) because z € V(K). It follows that z € V(C). By Claim [12] we
have dg(z) > 8; in addition, Ng(z) has no 5-vertex in G if dg(z) = 8, and at least one vertex in
Na(z) \ Ng(y) is not a 5-vertex in G if dg(z) > 9, due to Claim In either case, let 2’ be a
neighbor of z in G\ Ng[y] such that dg(z’) > 8. Note that 2’ € (Ng(z)\ Ne(y)) UV (C). Suppose
2/ ¢ V(K). Then 2’ € V(C) because every vertex in Ng(z) \ Ng(y) belongs to K. Let C’ be the
component of G\ Ng[y] that contains z’. Then |C’| > 2 by Claim (14} and C’ is a proper subset of
C, contrary to our choice of x and C. This proves that 2/ € V(K), and so z € N(K), contrary to
the choice of z. Thus K is a component of G \ Ng[y] such that M C N(K), contrary to Claim

This completes the proof of Theorem O
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