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Abstract

A relational structure R is ultrahomogeneous if every isomorphism

of finite induced substructures of R extends to an automorphism of R.

We classify the ultrahomogeneous finite binary relational structures with

one asymmetric binary relation and arbitrarily many unary relations. In

other words, we classify the finite vertex-colored oriented ultrahomoge-

neous graphs. The classification comprises several general methods with

which directed graphs can be combined or extended to create new ultraho-

mogeneous graphs. Together with explicitly given exceptions, we obtain

exactly all vertex-colored oriented ultrahomogeneous graphs this way. Our

main technique is a technical tool that characterizes precisely under which

conditions two binary relational structures with disjoint unary relations

can be combined to form a larger ultrahomogeneous structure.

1 Introduction

A relational structure R is ultrahomogeneous if every isomorphism between fi-
nite induced substructures of R extends to an automorphism of R. Ultrahomo-
geneity is a natural generalization of transitivity: a graph is vertex-transitive
(edge-transitive) if for each two vertices (edges) of the graph there exists an
automorphism of the graph which maps the one vertex (edge) to the other.
In some sense, ultrahomogeneous structures form the most symmetric struc-
tures possible. Indeed, we can think of ultrahomogeneity as stating the follow-
ing. If two parts of the structure locally look the same then there is a global
symmetry of the object demonstrating that the parts are indeed structurally
the same, even if the entire structure is taken into account. The emergence
and separate handling of highly symmetric structures is unavoidable in vari-
ous algorithms for symmetry detection and exploitation. For example, Babai’s
celebrated quasipolynomial time algorithm [Bab16] for the graph isomorphism
problem relies on the techniques of local certificates, which treats the case of
complete symmetry separately.

Being highly symmetric objects, ultrahomogeneous structures have been ex-
tensively studied over the years. In fact, there are numerous books, surveys,
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and major results on the matter (see for example [Che11, Che98, Fra53, LW80,
Lac97, Mac11, Mek93, She75]). Beyond the intrinsic combinatorial interest
in ultrahomogeneous structures, part of their appeal is their applicability in
model theory in the form of stability theory, ω-categoricity, and Fräıssé lim-
its [Ahl18, Fra53]. They also have natural applications in the study of permu-
tation groups and Ramsey theory [BF13].

Homogeneity is usually considered for countable structures. Having algo-
rithmic applications in mind, however, in this paper we will focus exclusively on
finite structures. In fact, even when only considering finite ultrahomogeneous
structures, there exists an extensive body of research. Finite simple graphs
have been independently classified by Gardiner [Gar76] and by Gol’fand and
Klin [GK78]. These graphs are, up to taking complements, disjoint unions of
complete graphs all of the same order, the 5-cycle, and the line graph of theK3,3

(also known as 3 × 3 rook’s graph). Subsequently Lachlan classified finite ul-
trahomogeneous digraphs [Lac82]. These include further infinite families and
some exceptional graphs. The oriented graphs among them are described in
Theorem 2.2 and Figure 2 below. Apart from graphs, finite ultrahomogeneous
groups [CF00, CF91, Li99] and finite ternary relational structures (sometimes
called 3-graphs) [LT95] have been classified.

A major research program initiated by Cherlin that aimed at classifying
ultrahomogeneous edge colored graphs (or equivalently structures with only
binary relations) recently led to the classification of their automorphism groups
(primitive binary permutation groups) [GLS22].

Crucially, none of the structures discussed so far have unary relations (in
the terminology of graphs they are without loops or vertex colors). This im-
plies in particular, that the structures are transitive. However, this limits the
applicability of the results because no structures with different types of atoms
(vertices) can be captured. Such types of vertices can be modeled with vertex
colors. For ultrahomogeneous vertex-colored graphs, research is limited. There
is a classification when the color classes form independent sets [JTS12]. More
generally, the ultrahomogeneous vertex-colored undirected finite graphs were
recently classified [HSS20].

Results. In this paper we classify ultrahomogeneous vertex-colored oriented
finite graphs. This includes vertex-colored tournaments. In the language of
relational structures this means we classify structures with a binary asymmetric
relational structure and an arbitrary number of unary relations.

The classification essentially says the following. Up to certain forms of equiv-
alence (namely color change and bichromatic symmetrization, see Definition 4.3)
the graphs are color disjoint unions (i.e., disjoint unions of graphs with disjoint
vertex-colors) of specific types of blow-ups of the following graphs:

1. the graph H0,

2. a disjoint union of finitely many isomorphic copies of a discretely colored
tournament,
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Figure 1: Example of an ultrahomogeneous oriented vertex colored graph (no
blow-ups).

3. a graph in which each color class forms a directed triangle and each pair

of color classes is joined by a directed 6-Cycle
−→
C6.

Figure 1 shows an example containing each of the three possible building
blocks but without blow-ups. See Definition 4.7 for a formal definition of the
specific blow-ups used in our classification. Also see Theorem 6.2 for the formal
theorem describing our classification. The monochromatic graphs that may
appear as subgraphs induced by the color classes are described in Theorem 2.2
and shown in Figure 2.

Techniques. We develop techniques to analyze under what conditions and
how two monochromatic ultrahomogeneous graphs with different vertex colors
can be non-trivially connected to form a new ultrahomogeneous graph. The
general extension theorem (Theorem 3.4) describes five necessary and sufficient
conditions for this. The crucial insight is that the automorphism group of the
one side must be compatible with what we call an ultrahomogeneous system of
partitions on the other side. This severely restricts pairs of ultrahomogeneous
graphs that can be connected to create new ultrahomogeneous graphs.

A second concept we introduce is a certain kind of a blow-up. Our concept
here is more general than other blow-ups that have been previously used in
the context of ultrahomogeneous structures. It allows for nontrivial connections
between the replaced blocks. It thus allows us to organically recover some of
the exceptional graphs as blow-ups of smaller graphs.

Overall these two techniques provide us with a clean and systematic way of
analyzing highly symmetric graphs, dramatically reducing the number of cases
that need to be considered. In fact the classification follows using fairly easy
counting arguments. We first classify bichromatic oriented ultrahomogeneous
graphs (Theorem 5.9). We then extend the bichromatic case to the general
case (Theorem 6.2). We highlight that our general extension theorem and the
more general blow-ups are not particular to the oriented case and apply to vertex
colored binary relational structures in general.
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2 Preliminaries

For n, n′ ∈ N we set [n] := {1, 2, . . . , n} and [n′, n] := {n′, . . . , n}. For i ∈ N≥1

we denote the projection on the i-th coordinate by πi, where the underlying set
will always be clear from context. An ordered partition A of a set V is a tuple
(P1, P2, . . . , Pk) of disjoint non-empty subsets of V such that

⋃
i∈[k] Pi = V . If

k = 1, then A is called the trivial partition of V . A partition (P1, P2, . . . , Pk) is
discrete if |Pi| = 1 for all i ∈ [k]. We use the symbol ∪̇ for the disjoint union.
For a set V we and S ⊆ 2V we set

⋃
S :=

⋃
S∈S S.

Digraphs. A directed graph (short: digraph) G is a pair (V,E) where V is a
non-empty set and E ⊆ V 2. In this paper, all considered digraphs are finite and
loopless. An element of V is a vertex of G and an element of E is an edge of G.
With V (G) and E(G) we refer to the vertices and edges of G, respectively. A
digraph G is an oriented graph if (u, v) ∈ E(D) implies (v, u) /∈ E(D) for all
vertices u and v of G. If E(G) = V 2 \ {(v, v) : v ∈ V (G)}, then G is complete.

(Di-)graph families. Fix n ∈ N≥1. The edgeless (di-)graph En has vertex

set [n] and an empty edge set. The directed cycle
−→
Cn is the oriented graph on

the vertex set [n] with E(
−→
Cn) = {(i, i+1): i ∈ [n−1]}∪{(n, 1)}. For simplicity,

we call
−→
C3 the directed triangle.

Complete colored digraphs. A complete digraph G with a vertex color-
ing χG and an edge coloring ζG is a complete colored digraph (CCD). Note
that every directed graph D with a vertex coloring χD can be regarded as a
CCD G with V (G) = V (D), χG = χD, and ζG((u, v)) = 1 if (u, v) ∈ E(D)
and ζG((u, v)) = 0 otherwise. Note that this translation from CCDs to vertex-
colored directed graphs preserves (partial) isomorphisms. Most of our tech-
niques are formulated as statements on CCDs but in this manner they can
easily be transferred to statements on directed graphs. An inclusion-wise max-
imal subset U of V (G) with |χG(U)| = 1 is a vertex color class of G. An edge
color class of G is defined analogously. If G is a CCD and U ⊆ V (G), then the
CCD G[U ] with vertex set U , vertex coloring χG|U , and edge coloring ζG|U×U

is the induced subgraph of G by U .

Connectivity types. Let R and B be two disjoint vertex subsets of a CCD G.
We say that R and B are homogeneously connected if both ζG|R×B and ζG|B×R

are constant. If R and B are not homogeneously connected and there ex-
ists a bijection α : R → B where ζG|B×R\{(α(r),r) : r∈R} , ζG|{(r,α(r)) : r∈R},
ζG|{(α(r),r) : r∈R}, and ζG|R×B\{(r,α(r)) : r∈R} are constant, then R and B are
matching-connected. If |χG(V (G))| = |V (G)|, then χG is a discrete coloring.

Isomorphisms and ultrahomogeneity. Let G and G′ be two CCDs. A
bijection ϕ : V (G) → V (G′) which satisfies for all vertices u and v in V (G) that
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χG′(ϕ(v)) = χG(v) and ζG′((ϕ(u), ϕ(v))) = ζG((u, v)) is an isomorphism. If
additionally G = G′, then ϕ is an automorphism of G. The set of all auto-
morphisms of G forms a group under composition, which we denote by Aut(G).
An isomorphism of two induced subgraphs of G is a partial isomorphism. A
partial isomorphism ϕ′ : U →W of G extends to an automorphism of G if there
exists ψ ∈ Aut(G) such that ψ|U = ϕ′. A CCD G is ultrahomogeneous if every
partial isomorphism of G extends to an automorphism of G.

The wreath product of graphs. Let D and D′ be two CCDs. The wreath
product1 D · D′ is a CCD with vertex set V (D) × V (D′), with vertex colors
χD·D′(u, u′) := (χD(u), χD′(u′)) for all (u, u′) ∈ V (D)×V (D′), and edge colors

ζD·D′((u, u′), (v, v′)) :=

{
ζD′((u′, v′)) if u = v,

ζD((u, v)) if u 6= v.

Groups. Let V be a non-empty set. We denote the symmetric group of all
permutations of V by Sym(V ). A permutation group Γ on V is a subgroup
of Sym(V ). For v ∈ V and γ ∈ Γ we set vγ := γ(v). An action of Γ on V is
a homomorphism φ from Γ to Sym(V ). The image of an action of Γ on V is a
subgroup of Sym(V ) called the permutation group induced by Γ on V , which
we denote by ΓV . The orbit of an element x in V is the set xΓ := {xγ : γ ∈ Γ}.
We say that Γ is transitive on V if xΓ = V for all x ∈ V . The stabilizer
of an element x in V is the set StabΓ(x) := {γ ∈ Γ: xγ = x}. The setwise
stabilizer of a subset X of V is the set StabΓ(X) of elements γ ∈ Γ such that
Xγ = X . The pointwise stabilizer of X is the set pw Stab(X) =

⋂
x∈X StabΓ(x).

A permutational isomorphism between two permutation groups Γ ≤ Sym(V )
and Γ′ ≤ Sym(V ′) is a bijection ρ : V → V ′ such that Γ′ = {ργρ−1 : γ ∈ Γ}.

Block systems. Let Γ ≤ Sym(V ) be transitive. A block is a subset X of V
such that Xγ = X or Xγ ∩ X = ∅ for all γ ∈ Γ. If X = {x} for some x ∈ V
or X = V , then the block X is trivial, and otherwise it is non-trivial. If X is a
block, then the set {Xγ : γ ∈ Γ} is an unordered partition of V which is invariant
under the action of Γ. In this case we call {Xγ : γ ∈ Γ} a block system of V .
A block system is trivial if its blocks are trivial. Note that every permutation
in Γ naturally induces a permutation of the blocks in a block system B of V .
We denote the subgroup of Sym(B) which contains all permutations induced by
permutations in Γ by ΓB.

The wreath product of groups. Let Γ ≤ Sym(V ) and Γ′ ≤ Sym(W ). The
wreath product of Γ with Γ′, denoted Γ ≀Γ′ is the group of all permutations δ of
V ×W for which there exist γ ∈ Γ and an element γ′v of Γ′ for each v ∈ V , such
that δ((v, w)) = (γ(v), γ′v(w)) for every (v, w) ∈ V ×W .

1Also called the lexicographic product.
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Remark 2.1. If G and G′ are two edge-color disjoint CCDs with respective
automorphism groups Γ and Γ′, then the automorphism group of G · G′ is
permutationally isomorphic to Γ′ ≀ Γ.

Families of groups. Fix n ∈ N≥1. Set Sym(n) := Sym([n]). We denote the
cyclic group of order n by Zn and the alternating group on n vertices by Alt(n).

Monochromatic graphs. Lachlan’s [Lac82] classic results classify the mono-
chromatic ultrahomogeneous graphs. The oriented graphs among them, which
are relevant to our classification, are depicted in Figure 2 and are as follows.

Theorem 2.2 ([Lac82]). An oriented graph is ultrahomogeneous if and only if

it is isomorphic to one of
−→
C4, En, En ·

−→
C3,

−→
C3 ·En, or H0 for some n ∈ N\ {0}.

−→
C4 H0 En

En ·
−→
C3

−→
C3 ·En

Figure 2: The ultrahomogeneous oriented (monochromatic) graphs. For each of

the three infinite families {En : n ∈ N≥1}, {En ·
−→
C3 : n ∈ N≥1}, and {

−→
C3 ·En : n ∈

N≥1} we show one example. An arrow from one gray circle to another indicates
all arcs from vertices in the first circle to vertices in the second are present.

3 Extension theorems

Let G be a CCD, A an ordered partition of V (G), and ϕ ∈ Aut(G). By ϕ(A) we
denote the ordered partition of V (G) with πi(ϕ(A)) = ϕ(πi(A)) for all i ∈ [|A|].
Let A1, A2, . . . , Ak be a finite sequence of partitions of V (G). We set

χG(A1, A2, . . . , Ak) : V → χG(V (G)) × N
k v 7→ (χG(v), i1, . . . , ik),
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where ∀j ∈ [k] v ∈ πij (Aj). That is, two vertices u and v of G have the same
color with respect to the coloring χG(A1, A2, . . . , Ak) precisely if they have the
same color with respect to χG and for each j ∈ [k] the two vertices u and v lie
in the same part of the partition Aj .

Definition 3.1 (Ultrahomogeneous system of partitions). Let G be a CCD. An
ordered partition A of V (G) is ultrahomogeneous if G with the vertex coloring
χG(A) is ultrahomogeneous. We set A(A) := {ϕ(A) : ϕ ∈ Aut(G)}. If A is an
ordered partition of V (G) such that for every finite sequence A1, A2, . . . , Aℓ of
partitions in A(A) the CCD G with the vertex coloring χG(A1, A2, . . . , Aℓ) is
ultrahomogeneous, then we call A(A) an ultrahomogeneous system of partitions.
If |A(A)| 6= 1, then A(A) is called non-trivial.

Definition 3.2 (Easygoing CCD with respect to a block system). Let H be a
vertex-monochromatic CCD with a block system B. We call H easygoing with
respect to B if each subset B′ ⊆ B satisfies

(
pw StabAut(H)

(⋃
B′
))B

= StabAut(H)B (B′) ,

i.e., the pointwise stabilizer of the set
⋃
B′ :=

⋃
B∈B′ B in the group Aut(H)

induces the same group on B as the pointwise stabilizer of B′ in the induced
group Aut(H)B.

Note that every block system B of a vertex-monochromatic CCD H satisfies(
pw StabAut(H) (

⋃
B′)

)B
⊆ StabAut(H)B (B′) . The property of being easygoing

will be crucial for us to be able to specify how the vertices inside
⋃
B′ are

mapped while still being able to choose how blocks outside B′ are mapped.
This is done as follows.

Lemma 3.3. Let H be a vertex-monochromatic CCD which is easygoing with
respect to a block system B. If two automorphisms ψ and ϕ in Aut(H) satisfy
ψB|B′ = ϕB|B′ , then there is τ ∈ Aut(H) such that τB = ψB and τ(x) = ϕ(x)
for all x ∈

⋃
B′.

Proof. If ψ and ϕ are as given, then (ϕ−1 ◦ ψ)B ∈ StabAut(H)B (B
′). Since H is

easygoing there is ρ ∈ Aut(H) which is the identity on
⋃
B′ and satisfies ρB =

(ϕ−1 ◦ ψ)B. The map τ := ϕ ◦ ρ is an automorphism of H with the desired
properties.

Theorem 3.4 (General extension theorem). Let G be a CCD on precisely two
vertex color classes R and B such that ζG(B × R) = [ℓ]. The graph G is
ultrahomogeneous if and only if all of the following conditions are satisfied:

1. Both graphs G[R] and G[B] are ultrahomogeneous.

2. For b ∈ B let A(b) := (P1, . . . , Pℓ) where Pi = {r ∈ R : ζG((b, r)) = i}.
The set A := {A(b) : b ∈ B} is an ultrahomogeneous system of partitions
of G[R].
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3. For A ∈ A set X(A) := {b ∈ B : A(b) = A}. The set B := {X(A) : A ∈ A}
is a block system of Aut(G[B]).

4. Aut(G[B])B = {ϕ̂ : ϕ ∈ Aut(G[R])A} where ϕ̂ : B → B, X(A) 7→ X(ϕ(A))
for all A ∈ A.

5. G[B] is easygoing with respect to B.

Proof. (⇒) Assume that G is ultrahomogeneous.

(Part 1): Let ϕ : U → W be a partial isomorphism of G[R]. Since G is
ultrahomogeneous, there exists ψ ∈ Aut(G) such that ψ extends ϕ. By defi-
nition, every automorphism of G preserves vertex color classes. In particular,
ψ(R) = R and, hence, ψ|R is an automorphism of G[R] which extends ϕ. Alto-
gether G[R] is ultrahomogeneous. Replacing the roles of R and B in this proof
yields the analogous statement for G[B].

(Part 2): Let b1, . . . , bk ∈ B and let ϕ be a partial isomorphism of G[R]
with the vertex coloring χG(A(b1), . . . , A(bk)). Since ϕ respects the coloring
χG(A(b1), . . . , A(bk)) we may extend ϕ to a partial isomorphism ϕ′ on the do-
main Dom(ϕ) ∪ {b1, b2, . . . , bk} such that ϕ′ is the identity on {b1, b2, . . . , bk}.
Since G is ultrahomogeneous there exists ψ in Aut(G) which extends ϕ′. The
map ψ|R is an automorphism of G[R] which extends ϕ and respects the col-
oring χG(A(b1), . . . , A(bk)). Altogether A is an ultrahomogeneous system of
partitions of G[R].

(Part 3): Two vertices b and b′ in B are in the same part of B precisely
if A(b) = A(b′). If they are in the same part, then for every automorphism
ϕ ∈ Aut(G) we have that A(ϕ(b)) = A(ϕ(b′)), so their images are in the same
part of B. Thus B is a block system.

(Part 4): Since automorphisms preserve edge colors every ψ ∈ Aut(G) sat-
isfies that

(ψ|B)
B = ̂(ψ|R)A.

The statement follows since every automorphism of G[R] (of G[B]) extends to
an automorphism of G since G is ultrahomogeneous.

(Part 5): Fix B′ ⊆ B. We have (pw StabΓ(
⋃
B′))B ⊆ StabΓB(B′) for ar-

bitrary groups Γ. So we need to show the other inclusion for the group Γ :=
Aut(G[B]). If ψ ∈ StabΓB(B′), then by Property 4 there is a permutation ϕ ∈
Aut(G[R])A with ϕ̂ = ψ. We extend ϕ to a partial isomorphism ϕ′ on R∪

⋃
B′

which fixes all vertices in
⋃
B′. This is possible since ϕ leaves the ordered par-

titions A(b) with b ∈
⋃
B′ invariant. Since G is ultrahomogeneous ϕ′ extends

to an automorphism of G that stabilizes the sets in B′ and induces ψ on B.

(⇐) Now assume that the Conditions (1)–(5) are satisfied. Let ϕ : U → W
be a partial isomorphism of G.

If U ∩ B 6= ∅, then by (1) there exists an automorphism ψB ∈ Aut(G[B])
which extends ϕ|B. Condition (4) implies that there is an automorphism ψR ∈
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Aut(G[R]) such that ψ̂A
R = ψB

B . Fix an ordering b1, b2, . . . , b|B| of B. Since ϕ is
a partial isomorphism of G we have for all r ∈ U ∩R that

χ(A(b1), A(b2), . . . , A(b|B|))(ϕ(r)) = χ(A(b1), A(b2), . . . , A(bk))(ψR(r)).

By Condition (2) there exists an automorphism ρ ∈ Aut(G[R]) which respects
the coloring χ(A(ϕ(b1)), . . . , A(ϕ(b|B|))) and satisfies ρ(ψR((r)) = ϕ(r) for all
r ∈ U ∩ R. Altogether the map ψ with ψ|R = ρ ◦ ψR and ψ|B = ψB is an
automorphism of G which extends ϕ on A and induces ψB

B on B. Since G[B] is
easygoing (Condition (5)) there is an automorphism τ that is the identity on R
and ψBψ

−1 on B. Then τψ is an automorphism that extends ϕ.
If U ⊆ R, then by Condition (1) there exists ρ ∈ Aut(G[R]) which extends ϕ.

According to Condition (4) there is an automorphism of G which extends ρ.

We now investigate the case when the partition A(b) is a block system of R
for some (and thus for every) b ∈ B. For this case we are interested in minimal
extensions, that is, extensions in which the sets X(A) from the theorem contain
only a single element b ∈ B.

Theorem 3.5 (Minimal extension theorem). Let G be a CCD on precisely one
vertex color class R and let A⋆ be an ordered partition such that A := A(A⋆) is
an ultrahomogeneous system of partitions. If, as an unordered partition, A⋆ is
a block system of Aut(G[R]), then the CCD Ĝ on vertex set {bA : A ∈ A} ∪ R

with Ĝ[R] = G and with

χ
Ĝ
(v) = red for all v ∈ V (G),

χ
Ĝ
(bA) = blue for all A ∈ A,

ζG((r, bA)) = i if r ∈ πi(A) for all r ∈ R and A ∈ A, and

ζG((bA, bA′)) = Iso-Type((G,χ(A,A′))),

where Iso-Type((G,χ(A,A′))) is the class of colored graphs that are isomorphic
to (G,χ(A,A′)), is ultrahomogeneous. In this case we call G the minimal ultra-
homogeneous extension of G[R] with respect to A.

Proof. Set B := {bA : A ∈ A}. We use the general extension theorem and show
that its five conditions are satisfied. Condition 2 is satisfied since A(bA) = A
by construction. Conditions 3 and 5 are satisfied since B is a discrete partition.

The interesting condition is Condition 1. Suppose ϕ : U → W is a partial
isomorphism of G[B]. Let t be the number of parts of A. Since A⋆ is a block
system for each two ordered partitions A and A′ in A there exists τA,A′ ∈
Sym([t]) with τA,A′(i) = j if πi(A) = πj(A

′).
Note that for four partitions A,A′, A,A′ ∈ A the graphs (G,χ(A,A′)) and

(G,χ(A,A′)) are isomorphic exactly if τA,A′ = τA,A′ . This is the case exactly if
the edges (bA, bA′) and (bA, bA′) have the same color. Moreover, for all triples A,
A′, and A there is exactly one A′ so that τA,A′ = τA,A′ . Choose bA ∈ U and
suppose ϕ(bA) = bA.
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We let ϕ̂ be the map that sends bA′ to the vertex bA′ with τA,A′ = τA,A′ .
This map is an isomorphism of G[B]. It is an extension of ϕ since the choice
of A′ is unique.

Regarding Condition 4 note that by our previous observations in the con-
struction G[B] is the Cayley graph of Aut(G[R])A with respect to the gener-
ating set that contains all non-trivial elements. This means in particular that
the group Aut(G[B])B is regular. Thus the order of Aut(G[B])B is no larger
than the order of Aut(G[R])A. Conversely, each permutation of the parts of A
induces a corresponding permutation of B.

Example 3.6. Let G ∼=
−→
C4 and label its vertices r1, r2, r3 and r4 in a cyclic

fashion. Let A = (P1, P2) := ({r1, r3}, {r2, r4}). Then A(A) = {A,A′} with
A′ := (P2, P1) is an ultrahomogeneous system of partitions. Note that A is

a block system for Aut(G). The CCD Ĝ with Ĝ[R] = G as in Theorem 3.5
has the following properties. First, B = {bA, bA′}. Second, for i ∈ {1, 2},
ζ((ri, bA)) = ζ((ri+2, bA)) = i since ri, ri+2 ∈ Pi. It follows that ζ((ri, bA′)) = 1
if ζ((ri, bA)) = 2 and ζ((ri, bA′)) = 2 if ζ((ri, bA)) = 1 for i ∈ [4]. Lastly,
(G,χ(A,A′)) assigns the color (red, 1, 2) to r1 and r3 and the color (red, 2, 1)

to r2 and r4. So ζ(bA, bA′) = ζ(bA′ , bA). Altogether we obtain that Ĝ is indeed

the minimal ultrahomogeneous extension of a red
−→
C4 with respect to A(A) (see

Figure 4, left).

4 Graph operations which preserve ultrahomo-

geneity

Two CCDs G and H are vertex-color disjoint if χG(V (G)) ∩ χH(V (H)) = ∅.

Definition 4.1 (Color disjoint union). Let G andH be two vertex-color disjoint
CCDs and c a new edge color, i.e., c /∈ ζG(E(G))∪ζH(E(H)). The color disjoint
union of G and H , denoted G�G, is a CCD with vertex set V (G)∪̇V (H) such
that the vertices in G�H inherit their original vertex colors, and edge colors

ζG�H((u, v)) :=





ζG((u, v)) if u, v ∈ G,

ζH((u, v)) if u, v ∈ H,

c otherwise.

Lemma 4.2. The color disjoint union of two CCDs G and H is ultrahomoge-
neous if and only if G and H are ultrahomogeneous.

Proof. Isomorphisms preserve colors and the CCDs G and H are vertex-color
disjoint. Hence, every partial isomorphism of G �H induces a partial isomor-
phism of G and a partial isomorphism of H . Conversely, two partial isomor-
phisms, one of G and one of H , can be combined to a partial isomorphism
of G � H since G and H are vertex-color disjoint and V (G) and V (H) are
homogeneously connected in G�H .

10



Figure 3: Reflecting the arcs matching a red E2 to a blue E2 via bichromatic
symmetrizations and inverse bichromatic symmetrizations.

If H is a CCD and f : ζH(E(H)) → S is a bijection, then the CCD G with
V (G) = V (H), χG = χH , and ζG = f(ζH) is an edge color change of H .
A vertex color change is defined analogously using f(χH) for some bijection
f : χH(V (H)) → S.

A CCD G is a bichromatic symmetrization of a CCD H if V (G) = V (H),
χG = χH , and there exist two distinct edge colors c and d in ζH(E(H)) and two
distinct vertex colors r and b in χH(V (H)) such that

ζG((u, v)) =





ζH((v, u)) if ζH((v, u)) = c, ζG((u, v)) = d,

χH(u) = b, and χH(v) = r,

ζH((u, v)) otherwise.

If G is a bichromatic symmetrization of H , then H is called an inverse bichro-
matic symmetrization of G.

Definition 4.3 (Equivalence up to color changes and bichromatic symmetriza-
tion). We call two CCDs G and H equivalent up to color changes and bichro-
matic symmetrization, denoted G ∼c H , if G can be obtained from H by a
sequence of vertex color changes, edge color changes, bichromatic symmetriza-
tions, or inverse bichromatic symmetrizations.

We also use terms such as equivalent up to vertex color changes, equivalent up
to edge color changes, and equivalent up to (inverse) bichromatic symmetriza-
tion.

Example 4.4 (Bichromatic symmetrization of an oriented graph). Consider the
left graph of Figure 3. In order to apply a sequence of bichromatic symmetriza-
tions and inverse bichromatic symmetrizations, we translate this graph into a
CCD by inserting all possible directed edges and labelling added edges with a
new color (orange, see second graph from the left). Now, we apply bichromatic
symmetrization to obtain the graph in the middle. An inverse bichromatic sym-
metrization yields the second graph from the right. A translation back to the
setting of oriented graphs finally results into the graph on the right.

Lemma 4.5. If G and H are equivalent up to color changes and bichromatic
symmetrization, then both graphs are ultrahomogeneous or neither of them is.

Proof. Observe that the partial isomorphisms of G correspond exactly to the
partial isomorphisms of H and, in particular, Aut(G) = Aut(H).

11



Lemma 4.6. Suppose G is an ultrahomogeneous CCD and B is a block system
of Aut(G). Then G[X ] is ultrahomogeneous for every block X ∈ B.

Proof. Let X be a block of an ultrahomogeneous CCD G and let ϕ : U → U ′

be an isomorphism of induced subgraphs of G[X ]. Since G is ultrahomogeneous
there exists ϕ′ ∈ Aut(G) which extends ϕ. Since X is a block and both sets U
and U ′ are subsets of X we obtain that ϕ′(X) = X . This implies that ϕ′|X ∈
Aut(G[X ]) extends ϕ.

Definition 4.7. Let R be a vertex color class of a CCD G, letH be a monochro-
matic CCD with a block system B, and let τ from Aut(H)B to Aut(G[R]) be a
permutational isomorphism. Set

τ̂ : (V (G) \R) ∪̇ V (H) → V (G),

v 7→

{
τ(B) if v ∈ V (H) and v ∈ B ∈ B,

v if v ∈ V (G) \R.

We define the blow-up G[H →τ R] of R in G by H via τ to be the CCD on
vertex set (V (G) \R) ∪̇ V (H) with colorings defined as follows.

1. The vertex v has color χG(τ̂ (v)).

2. The edge (v, v′) has edge color ζH((v, v′)) if v, v′ ∈ V (H) and edge color
ζG((τ̂ (v), (τ̂ (v

′)))) otherwise.

The blow-up is easygoing if H is easygoing with respect to B.

Abusing terminology, we sometimes also talk about a blow-up of R by X
rather than a blow-up of R to H in case each graph induced by a block of H is
isomorphic toX . Note, however, that our notion of blow-up is more general than
similar notions of homogeneous blow-up defined [HSS20, LT14]. In particular
the blocks of the graph H do not have to be homogeneously connected.

Lemma 4.8. Let R be a color class of a CCD G and let H1 and H2 be two
ultrahomogeneous CCDs. If Y1 := G[H1 →τ1 R] and Y2 := G[H2 →τ2 R] are
easygoing blow-ups, then Y1 is ultrahomogeneous if and only if Y2 is ultrahomo-
geneous.

In particular, if G[R] is ultrahomogeneous, then Y2 is ultrahomogeneous if
and only if G is ultrahomogeneous.

Proof. Fix i and j in {1, 2}. For M ⊆ V (Yi) set M
j
:= τ̂−1

j (τ̂i(M)).

Claim: Given a partial isomorphism ϕ : U → W of Yi, there is a partial iso-

morphism ϕj : U
j
→W

j
of Yj so that

ϕ|U∩(V (G)\R) = ϕj |U∩(V (G)\R)

and ϕ and ϕj induce the same partial isomorphism of G[R].
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p Proof of the claim. Let Bi be the block system of Hi used to form the blow-up.
Note that, because Hi is ultrahomogeneous, the map ϕ|V (Hi) respects the

blocks in Bi in the sense that elements in the same block get mapped to elements
in the same block. (Indeed there is an extension of ϕ|V (Hi) to V (Hi) which
respects the block system.) In particular, ϕ|V (Hi) induces a partial permutation

of R. Since Aut(Hi)
Bi and Aut(Hj)

Bj are permutationally isomorphic via τ−1
i ◦

τj , there is an automorphism ϕ̃j of Hj mapping U
j
to W

j
so that ϕ and ϕ̃j

induce the same permutation of R.

Consider the map ψ : U
j
→W

j
for which ψ|

U
j
∩(V (G)\R)

= ϕ and ψ|V (Hj) =

ϕ̃j . This map is a partial isomorphism by construction. It satisfies the conclu-
sion of the claim. y

It suffices now to assume that Y1 is ultrahomogeneous and prove that Y2 is
also ultrahomogeneous.

Let ϕ : U → W be a partial isomorphism of Y2. Let ϕ1 be the map given
by the claim. Since we assume that Y1 is ultrahomogeneous ϕ1 extends to an
automorphism τ of Y1. Applying the claim again, we obtain a map τ2 ∈ Aut(Y2)
so that τ2 and τ , and thus also ϕ, induces the same map permutation of R and
so that they agree on U ∩ (V (G) \R).

Since G[H2] is easygoing with respect to B2 we can by Lemma 3.3 alter τ
without altering the induced action on B2 but so that it agrees with ϕ on U ∩
V (H2) such that the alteration is an automorphism since Y2 is a blow-up.

If H is the blow-up of the vertex color class R of a monochromatic CCD G
(i.e., G = G[R]), then we also say H is a blow-up of G.

Theorem 4.9. Let G and H be vertex-monochromatic ultrahomogeneous ori-
ented graphs. If G is a blow-up of H and |G| > |H | > 1, then

(G,H) ∈
{
(
−→
C3 ·En,

−→
C3) : n ∈ N≥2

}
,
{
(En ·

−→
C3, En) : n ∈ N≥2

}
∪
{
(
−→
C4, E2)

}
.

In particular, a monochromatic ultrahomogeneous oriented graph arises in at
most one way as a blow-up.

Proof. We analyze the list of ultrahomogeneous oriented monochromatic graphs
(Theorem 2.2) and obtain the list of combinations where one such graphs is
a blow-up of another. By assumption G = H [G →τ V (H)] for some block
system B of V (G) and a permutational isomorphism τ : Aut(G)B → Aut(H).

By assumption |G| > |H | and, hence, B is a non-trivial block system of V (G).
In particular, G is not an edgeless graph.

Four possibilities forG remain according to the list of Lachlan (Theorem 2.2).

If G is a
−→
C4, then the only non-trivial block system B consists of the two

diagonals of the
−→
C4 and Aut(G)B ∼= Z2. Since τ is a permutational isomorphism

the only option for H is E2.

In a similar fashion, we find that if G is
−→
C3 ·En for some n ∈ N≥1, then

H =
−→
C3, and, if G is En ·

−→
C3 for some n ∈ N≥1, then H = En.

13



The remaining case is that G is H0. The only non-trivial block system in this
case consists of four isomophic copies of E2 with Aut(G)B ∼= SL(2, 3). However,
no graph with at most seven vertices on Lachlan’s list has this automorphism
group and, hence, no suitable permutational isomorphism τ exists.

Note that the oriented graph
−→
C4 as the blow-up of E2 is the only example

among the oriented graphs where the connections between the blocks are not
homogeneous.

5 The ultrahomogeneous oriented graphs with

two vertex colors

In this section we focus on oriented graphs G with two vertex color classes red R
and blue B.

Outline of the proof strategy. Without loss of generality we assume |R| ≥
|B|. If G is ultrahomogeneous, then G[R] is vertex-monochromatic and ultra-

homogeneous. It is thus one of the graphs
−→
C4, En, En ·

−→
C3,

−→
C3 ·En, or H0

(Theorem 2.2 and Figure 2). For each choice of G[R] we investigate how B can
be connected to R making heavy use of the general extension theorem (Theo-
rem 3.4). Specifically we set

NR
+ (b) := {r ∈ R : (b, r) ∈ E(G)},

NR
− (b) := {r ∈ R : (r, b) ∈ E(G)}, and

NR(b) := NR
+ (b) ∪NR

− (b).

For each b ∈ B it holds that NR
− (b) ∩NR

+ (b) = ∅ and, hence, we set A(b) to be
the ordered partition obtained from (NR

+ (b), NR
− (b), R \NR(b)) by deleting all

empty parts. Conversely, for a partition A of R we set X(A) := {b ∈ B : A(b) =
A} and B := {X(A) : A ∈ A}. Since G is an oriented graph, we know that
partitions A(b) have at most three parts, so |A(b)| ≤ 3 for every b ∈ B.

We investigate partitions of G[R] with at most 3 parts and rule out the ones
that are not ultrahomogeneous. For the ones that remain, B has least |A(A(b))|
elements and this will rule out most of the remaining cases (since |B| ≤ |R| by
assumption). For the cases that nevertheless remain, we determine the permu-
tation group induced by Aut(G[R]) on A(A(b)). This permutation group must
be the group Aut(G)B induced by Aut(G[B]) on one of its block systems. How-
ever, G[B] is ultrahomogeneous which limits the possible situations one final
time. Table 1 shows all the possible groups Aut(G[B])B that can arise and the
monochromatic graphs that admit them. What finally remains in the end are
connections between R and B that indeed lead to ultrahomogeneous graphs.

Lemma 5.1. Let A be a partition of V (
−→
C4) with |A| ≤ 3. The set A(A) is a

non-trivial ultrahomogeneous system of partitions with |A(A)| ≤ 4 if and only

14



Table 1: The oriented ultrahomogeneous digraphs G according to Lachlan’s
classification (Theorem 2.2). In the column blocks we list for each possible non-
trivial block system of Aut(G) the isomorphism type of the subgraph induced
by one (and thus by each) block. In the last column for each block system B
we list the induced action Aut(G)B on B.

G |V (G)| Aut(G) block induced graph Aut(G)B

En n Sym(n) E1 Sym(n)
−→
C4 4 Z4

E1

E2

Z4

Z2

H0 8 SL(2, 3)
E1

E2

SL(2, 3)
Alt(4)

En ·
−→
C3 3n Z3 ≀ Sym(n)

E1
−→
C3

Z3 ≀ Sym(n)
Sym(n)

−→
C3 ·En 3n Sym(n) ≀ Z3

E1

En

Sym(n) ≀ Z3

Z3

if A is a partition of
−→
C4 into two independent sets of order 2. The corresponding

permutation group induced by Aut(G) on A(A) is Z2.

Proof. The ultrahomogeneous induced subgraphs of
−→
C4 are isomorphic to E1,

to E2, or to
−→
C4. Let u and v be two non-adjacent vertices of

−→
C4 and let ϕ be the

transposition of u and v. Observe that there is a unique extension ψ ∈ Aut(
−→
C4)

of ϕ which also interchanges the other two vertices of
−→
C4. In particular, there

is no ultrahomogeneous partition of
−→
C4 which simultaneously contains 1-vertex

parts and 2-vertex parts. This settles the claim.

Corollary 5.2. Let G be an ultrahomogeneous oriented graph on two vertex

color classes R and B where |R| ≥ |B| and G[R] ∼=
−→
C4. If R and B are not

homogeneously connected, then G is equivalent (up to edge color changes) to one
of the graphs of Figure 4.

Figure 4: Up to color changes and bichromatic symmetrization, these are the

ultrahomogeneous bichromatic oriented graphs containing
−→
C4 as a color class.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1 we may assume that there is a vertex b ∈ B such that
A(b) = ({r1, r3)}, {r2, r4})). Observe that Z2 acts on A(A(b)). According to

Table 1 the graphs E2 and
−→
C4 are the only two oriented graphs with at most
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four vertices and a block system with suitable induced actions. By Theorem 3.4
the result follows.

Lemma 5.3. If A is an ordered partition of V (En), then A(A) is an ultra-
homogeneous system of partitions of En. Moreover, if A(A) is non-trivial,
|A(A)| ≤ n, and 2 ≤ |A| ≤ 3, then A has precisely two parts one of which is a
singleton. The corresponding permutation group induced by Aut(G) on A(A) is
Sym(n).

Proof. Observe that each two disjoint subsets of V (En) are homogeneously con-
nected and, hence, every vertex coloring of En yields an ultrahomogeneous col-
ored graph. Denote the minimal cardinality of a part of A by p. If A has
two parts and neither part is a singleton, then n ≥ p + 2 ≥ 2 and, hence,
|A(A)| ≥

(
n
2

)
≥ n. If A has three parts of cardinality p1, p2, and p3, respec-

tively, then |A(A)| =
(
n
p1

)
·
(
n−p1

p2

)
which is at least n · 2.

Corollary 5.4. Let G be an ultrahomogeneous oriented graph on two vertex
color classes R and B where |R| ≥ |B| and G[R] ∼= En for some n ∈ N≥1. If
R and B are not homogeneously connected, then G[B] ∼= En and R and B are
matching-connected.

Proof. Fix b ∈ B. Since G is oriented and R and B are not homogeneously
connected we obtain 2 ≤ |A(b)| ≤ 3. By Theorem 3.4 the set A(A(b)) is
an ultrahomogeneous system of partitions. Hence, we may apply Lemma 5.3,
which yields that without loss of generality A(b) = ({v}, V (En) \ {v}). Observe
that Aut(En)

A(A(b)) = Sym(n). By Theorem 3.4 we have that Aut(G[B])B =
Sym(n). According to Table 1 the only candidate for G[B] is En (since all other
graphs which have a block system on which Sym(n) acts have more than n
vertices).

Lemma 5.5. If A is a partition of
−→
C3 ·En, then A(A) is a non-trivial ultraho-

mogeneous system of partitions with |A(A)| ≤ 3n if and only if A = (P1, P2, P3)
such that G[Pi] ∼= En for each i ∈ [3]. The corresponding permutation group
induced by Aut(G) on A(A) is Z3.

Proof. Let A be a non-trivial ultrahomogeneous partition of G :=
−→
C3 ·En and

let P be a part of A. An induced ultrahomogeneous subgraph of
−→
C3 ·En is either

isomorphic to
−→
C3 ·En′ for some n′ ∈ [n− 1] or to En′′ for some n′′ ∈ [n].

If G[P ] ∼=
−→
C3 ·En′ for some n′ ∈ [n − 1], then there are

(
n
n′

)3
isomorphic

copies of G[P ] in G. Since G is ultrahomogeneous every isomorphic copy of P
belongs to at least one ultrahomogeneous partition of G. Hence,

|A(A)| ≥

(
n

n′

)3

> 3n = |V (G)|,

which is a contradiction.
If G[P ] ∼= En′′ for some n′′ ∈ [n], then there are 3

(
n
n′′

)
isomorphic copies

of G[P ] induced in G, which contradicts |A(A)| ≤ 3n unless n = n′′. In this
case A has three parts each of which induces an En.
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Lemma 5.6. If A is a partition of G := En ·
−→
C3 with |A| ≤ 3, then A(A) is

a non-trivial ultrahomogeneous system of partitions if and only if each part P

of A satisfies G[P ] ∼= En′ ·
−→
C3 for some n′ ∈ [n− 1].

Proof. Let A be a non-trivial partition of En ·
−→
C3 and let P be a part of A.

Observe that either G[P ] ∼= En′ ·
−→
C3 for some n′ ∈ [n − 1] or G[P ] ∼= En′′ for

some n′′ ∈ [n].
If G[P ] ∼= En′′ for some n′′ ∈ [n − 1], then there are

(
n
n′′

)
3n

′′

isomorphic

copies of G[P ] in G. Observe that
(
n
n′′

)
3n

′′

> 3n unless n = 2 and n′′ = 1.
In this case |P | = 1 and hence, A has at least four parts (the triangle which
contains the vertex of P must be partitioned into three vertices by Lemma 4.6)
and the other triangle forms at least one more part. This is a contradiction
to |A| ≤ 3.

We conclude that no part of A induces an edgeless graph, that is, every part

of A induces a wreath product of an edgeless graph with a
−→
C3. This settles the

claim.

Lemma 5.7. The only ultrahomogeneous partition of H0 into at most three
parts is the trivial partition.

Proof. Let A be a non-trivial ultrahomogeneous partition of H0 into at most

three parts. The induced ultrahomogeneous subgraphs of H0 are E1, E2,
−→
C3,

−→
C4, and H0. Since |V (H0)| = 8 and A has at most three parts we obtain that

at least one part P of A induces a
−→
C3 or a

−→
C4. Let P ′ be a part of A distinct

from P . Since A is an ultrahomogeneous partition the graph D := H0[P ∪ P ′]
with a vertex coloring such both parts P and P ′ are a color class of D is
ultrahomogeneous. In particular, D is among the graphs of Lemma 5.1 and
Lemma 5.5. Only one of these graphs appears as induced subgraph in H0,

namely the graph which contains two parts P and P ′ that both induce
−→
C3 and

H0[P ∪ P ′] with the χG(A) coloring is isomorphic to the graph on the right in
Figure 5. However, then the graph induced by P and V (H0) \ (P ∪ P ′) is not
ultrahomogeneous, which contradicts the assumption. Thus A is trivial.

Corollary 5.8. If G is an ultrahomogeneous oriented graph on two vertex color
classes R and B such that G[R] ∼= H0, then R and B are homogeneously con-
nected.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5.7 and Theorem 3.4.

Denote by ER
n ⇒ EB

n the bichromatic graph whose color classes induce a red
and a blue En and with a perfect matching directed from red to blue (Figure 5

left). Also denote by
−→
C3

R
⇄

−→
C3

B
the ultrahomogeneous oriented graph de-

picted in Figure 5 on the right non-trivially joining two directed triangles with

a directed 6-Cycle
−→
C6.

For blow-ups of bichromatic graphs ER
n ⇒ EB

n we introduce a specialized
notation. We use the notation ER

n ⇒ EB
n ↑ C for a set of CCDs C to indicate
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ER
n ⇒ EB

n
−→
C3

R
⇄

−→
C3

B

Figure 5: Up to equivalence all ultrahomogeneous oriented bichromatic graphs
can be obtained from blow-ups of graphs of the above form.

that one or possibly two of the sides can be blown up to one of the graphs in C.

Similarly we use the notation
−→
C3

R
⇄

−→
C3

B
↑ C.

Theorem 5.9. Let G be an oriented bichromatic graph. Then G is ultraho-
mogeneous if and only if it is equivalent (up to color changes and (inverse)
bichromatic symmetrizations) to one of following graphs (see Figures 4 and 5):

1. G1 �G2 with G1, G2 ∈ {
−→
C4, H0, En, En ·

−→
C3,

−→
C3 ·En} (disjoint union),

2. ER
n ⇒ EB

n ↑ {En ·
−→
C3 : n ∈ N>1} (matching, possibly blown up to En ·

−→
C3),

3. ER
2 ⇒ EB

2 ↑ {E2·
−→
C3,

−→
C4} (matching, possibly blown up to E2 ·

−→
C3 or to

−→
C4),

or

4.
−→
C3

R
⇄

−→
C3

B
↑ {

−→
C3 ·En : n ∈ N>1} (special triangle connection, possibly

blown up to
−→
C3 ·En).

Proof. Let G be an ultrahomogeneous oriented graph on precisely two vertex
color classes R and B. We may assume without loss of generality that |R| ≥ |B|.
By Theorem 2.2 each of the graphs G[R] and G[B] is isomorphic to one of the

following graphs:
−→
C4, H0, En for some n ∈ N≥1,

−→
C3 ·En for some n ∈ N≥1, or

En ·
−→
C3 for some n ∈ N≥1.

If G[R] ∼=
−→
C4, then by Corollary 5.2 either R is homogeneously connected

to B or G is among the two graphs of Figure 4. Observe that both of these
graphs are blow-ups of the graph ER

2 ⇄ EB
2 (left in Figure 5).

If G[R] ∼= H0, then R is homogeneously connected to B by Corollary 5.8.
If G[R] ∼= En for some n ∈ N≥1, then by Corollary 5.4 either R and B are

homogeneously connected or G[B] ∼= En and R and B are matching-connected.

If G[R] ∼=
−→
C3 ·En for some n ∈ N≥1, then by Lemma 5.5 either R and B are

homogeneously connected or for each vertex b ∈ B we have A(b) = (P1, P2, P3)
with Pi

∼= En for i ∈ [3]. Observe that Z3 acts on A(A(b)). From Theorem 3.4

and Table 1 we obtain G[B] ∼=
−→
C3 ·En′ for some n′ ∈ [n]. From the structure of

A(b) we obtain that G is a blow-up of the graph on the right in Figure 5.
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If G[R] ∼= En ·
−→
C3 for some n ∈ N≥1, then by Lemma 5.6 either R and B are

homogeneously connected or for each b ∈ B every part P of A(b) is isomorphic

to En′ ·
−→
C3 for some n′ ∈ [n − 1]. If A(b) has three parts P1, P2, and P3 such

that Pi
∼= Eni

·
−→
C3, then |A(A(b))| > 3n unless n = 3 and n1 = n2 = n3 = 1.

The corresponding permutation group admitted by the set A(A(b)) is Sym(3).

According to Theorem 3.4 and Table 1, G[B] ∼= E3 or G[B] ∼= E3 ·
−→
C3. In the

first case, R×B is a perfect matching of a red E3 with a blue E3, and the second
case is a blow-up (up to edge color changes) of this one. The last remaining

case is that A(b) = (P1, P2) with Pi
∼= Eni

·
−→
C3 for i ∈ [2]. Set ni = |Pi| for

i ∈ [2]. If mini∈[2] ni = 1, then |A(A(b))| = n with Sym(n) as the corresponding

permutation group. We obtain G[B] ∼= En or G[B] ∼= En ·
−→
C3. In the first case,

R×B is a perfect matching of a red En with a blue En, and the second case is
(up to edge color changes) a blow-up of this one. If mini∈[2] ni ≥ 2, then there
are partitions A1, A2, A3, and A4 in A(A(b)) such that π1(A1)∩π1(A2) = ∅ and
π1(A3)∩π1(A3) = 1. In particular ζG(bA2

, bA1
) = ζG(bA1

, bA2
) 6= ζG(bA3

bA4
)) =

ζG(bA4
, bA3

), which is a contradiction since oriented graphs only admit one
symmetric relation (the non-edges).

To check that the listed graphs are ultrahomogeneous we can apply Theo-
rems 3.5 and 4.8.

6 The ultrahomogeneous vertex-colored orien-

ted graphs

In this section we consider more than two vertex colors and finish the classifi-
cation. Let us first analyze blow-ups.

Lemma 6.1. If a color class R in an ultrahomogeneous graph G induces a graph
G[R] that is a non-trivial blow-up, then G itself is a non-trivial blow-up to R.

Proof. First observe that Theorem 5.9 shows the statement for the case of
bichromatic graphs. To conclude the proof of the lemma recall that Theorem 4.9
shows that an oriented ultrahomogeneous graph arises in at most one way as
a blow-up. (In particular the block systems of the blow-up agree regarding
connections to all color classes.)

Denote by ER1

n ⇒ ER2

n ⇒ · · · ⇒ ERt
n the graph that consists of k iso-

morphic copies of a transitive tournament on t vertices with a discrete vertex

coloring. Denote by
−→
C3

R1

⇄
−→
C3

R2

⇄ · · · ⇄
−→
C3

Rt

the CCD graph with ver-

tex colors R1, R2, . . . , Rt for which each pair Ri, Rj induces
−→
C3 ⇄

−→
C3. (Up to

color changes and (inverse) bichromatic symmetrizations this graph is unique
for each t.)

Consistent with our previous notation, by G ↑ {H1, . . ., Ht} we denote all
graphs obtained from G by blowing up an arbitrary number of color classes of G
to one of the graphs in {H1, . . . , Ht}.
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Theorem 6.2. If G is an ultrahomogeneous vertex-colored oriented graph, then
G is equivalent (up to color changes and (inverse) bichromatic symmetrization)
to the color-disjoint union of the following graphs:

1. H0 (monochromatic),

2. ER1

n ⇒ ER2

n ⇒ · · · ⇒ ERt
n ↑ {En ·

−→
C3 : n ∈ N>1}

3. ER1

2 ⇒ ER2

2 ⇒ · · · ⇒ ERt

2 ↑ {E2 ·
−→
C3,

−→
C4}

4.
−→
C3

R1

⇄
−→
C3

R2

⇄ · · · ⇄
−→
C3

Rt

↑ {
−→
C3 ·En : n ∈ N>1}

Proof. Let G be an ultrahomogeneous oriented graph. We observe that by
Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 4.8 it suffices to consider graphs whose color classes
induce ultrahomogeneous oriented graphs that are not the blow-up of another
graph.

Thus the options, by Theorem 4.9 are En, C3, and H0. By Theorem 5.9
classes inducing two different of these three graphs are homogeneously con-
nected.

The graph H0 cannot be non-homogeneously connected to any other color
class.

We argue that if R1, R2 and R3 are color classes such that G[Ri] ∼=
−→
C3, then

any two of them induce
−→
C3 ⇄

−→
C3. Assume that R1 and R2 as well as R2 and R3

and are non-homogeneously connected. It follows that, up to equivalence,G[R1∪

R2] ∼=
−→
C3 ⇄

−→
C3 and G[R2∪R3] ∼=

−→
C3 ⇄

−→
C3. It suffices to argue that R1 and R3

are not homogeneously connected. Suppose there are no edges between R1 and
R3 in G. Observe that there are vertices r1, r

′
1 ∈ R1 and r3, r

′
3 ∈ R3 such that

the distance of r1 and r3 is 2 while the distance of r′1 and r′3 is 3, which shows
the statement.

We are left with the case in which all color classes induce independent sets
and each pair of non-trivially color classes R and B is matching-connected. Such
a graph is equivalent to an undirected ultrahomogeneous graph by forgetting
the orientations (since there cannot be both a directed edge from R to B and a
directed edge from B to R at the same time). The statement thus follows form
the classification for undirected graphs [HSS20].

7 Further research

One of the most pressing questions is whether our approach can be used to
classify the ultrahomogeneous countably infinite vertex-colored oriented graphs.
While certain concepts of our proof strategy are easily transferable to the count-
able infinite context (e.g., color classes induce monochromatic ultrahomogeneous
structures, which are classified by Cherlin [Che98]) other proof concepts (e.g.,
most of our counting techniques) do not seem to transfer in a direct manner.

20



Funding acknowledgement. The research leading to these results has re-
ceived funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the Euro-
pean Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (EngageS: grant
agreement No. 820148).

References

[Ahl18] O. Ahlman. Limit Laws, Homogenizable Structures and Their Con-
nections. Dissertation, Uppsala University, Uppsala, Feb 2018.
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