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On k-vertex-edge domination of graph

Debojyoti Bhattacharya* Subhabrata Paul

Abstract

Let G = (V, E) be a simple undirected graph. The open neighbourhood of a vertex v in G is defined
as Ng(v) = {u € V | uv € E}; whereas the closed neighbourhood is defined as Ng[v] = Ng(v) U {v}.
For an integer k, a subset D C V is called a k-vertex-edge dominating set of G if for every edge
wv € E, |(Nglu] U Ng[v]) N D| > k. In k-vertex-edge domination problem, our goal is to find a k-
vertex-edge dominating set of minimum cardinality of an input graph G. In this paper, we first prove
that the decision version of k-vertex-edge domination problem is NP-complete for chordal graphs. On
the positive side, we design a linear time algorithm for finding a minimum k-vertex-edge dominating
set of tree. We also prove that there is a O(log(A(G)))-approximation algorithm for this problem in
general graph G, where A(G) is the maximum degree of G. Then we show that for a graph G with
n vertices, this problem cannot be approximated within a factor of (1 — ¢)Inn for any € > 0 unless
NP C DTIME(|V|°Ue1eIVD)  Finally, we prove that it is APX-complete for graphs with bounded
degree k + 3.
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1 Introduction

Domination and its variations are considered to be one of the classical problems in graph theory due to
its application in different areas. Let G = (V, E') be a simple undirected graph. The open neighbourhood
of a vertex v in G is defined as Ng(v) = {u € V | uv € E}; whereas the closed neighbourhood is
defined as N¢[v] = Ng(v) U {v}. A subset D C V is called a dominating set of G if for every v € V,
|[Ng[v] N D| > 1. In general, a vertex dominates its neighbouring vertices and also itself. Depending on
the nature of dominating power of a vertex, different variations of this classical domination problem have
been studied in literature [HHS98al [HHSISD].

In one of the variations, a vertex v is considered to dominate all the edges that are incident to any
vertex in Ng[v]. In literature, it is referred to as vertez-edge domination or ve-domination in short. An
edge e = uv € E is said to be vertex-edge dominated(ve-dominated) by a vertex z if © € Ng[u] U Ng[v].
A subset D,. C V is called a vertez-edge dominating set or ve-dominating set of G if for every edge
wv € E, |(Ng[u] U Ng[v]) N Dye| > 1, that is, every edge of the graph is ve-dominated by D,.. The
minimum cardinality of a ve-dominating set of a graph G is called ve-domination number of G and it
is denoted as 7,¢(G). In this problem, the goal is to find a ve-dominating set of minimum cardinality
in a given input graph. The notion of a ve-dominating set was introduced by Peters in his Ph.D. thesis
[Pet86]. This problem has been well studied both from algorithmic as well as theoretical point of view
[BCHHIG, [CS12, [TD22, KVK14, Lew07, [PPV21L [PR21] Pet86, NKPV21L [Zyl19} [CS22].

A generalization of vertex-edge domination, namely k-vertex-edge domination was studied by Li and
Wang in 2023 [LW23]. Given an integer k, a subset Dy, C V is called a k-vertez-edge dominating set
or k-ve dominating set of G if for every edge uv € E, |(Ng[u] U Ng[v]) N Diye| > k. The minimum
cardinality of a k-ve dominating set of a graph G is called k-ve domination number of G and it is denoted
as Ykve(G). The minimum k-ve domination problem and its corresponding decision version are defined
as follows:

Minimum k-Vertex-Edge Domination Problem(MINAVEDP)

Instance: A graph G = (V, E) and an integer k.

Output: Minimum k-vertex-edge dominating set D of G.

Decision version of k-Vertex-Edge Domination Problem(DECIDEXVEDP)
Instance: A graph G = (V, E) and an integer k and an integer t.

Question: Does there exists a k-vertex-edge dominating set D of G of size at most ¢?
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In [LW23], authors proposed a O(km) time algorithm for MINkVEDP in interval graph and a linear
time algorithm to find a minimum independent vertex-edge dominating set in unit interval graph. A set
S C V is an independent vertex-edge dominating set if it is independent and vertex-edge dominating set.
The results presented in this paper are as follows:

e We show that DECIDEEKVEDP is NP-complete for chordal graphs.

e The MINKVEDP can be solved in linear time for trees.

e A lower bound on approximation ratio of MINKVEDP.

e An O(log A(G))-approximation algorithm for MINkVEDP.

e The MINEVEDP is APX-hard for graphs with maximum degree k + 3.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we present the NP-completeness result for
DECIDEEVEDP in chordal graphs. Section [3| deals with the linear time algorithm for MINKVEDP in
tree. After that, in Section [d] we discuss approximation algorithms and hardness of approximation results
for MINkVEDP. Finally, Section [f] concludes this paper with some interesting open problems.

2 NP-complete for chordal graphs

A graph G = (V, E) is chordal graph if every cycle of length greater or equal to 4 has a chord. A chord
is an edge between two non-consecutive vertices of a cycle. In this section, we show that DECIDEEVEDP is
NP-complete for chordal graphs. We prove this result by reducing Exact 3 CoviER PROBLEM (ExX3CP)
to our problem. The Ex3CP is known to be NP-complete [GJ79] and the problem is as follows:

Exact 3 CovER PROBLEM (Ex3CP)

Instance: A set X of 3¢g elements and a collection of 3 element subsets of X, say C.

Question: Does there exist a sub-collection C’ C C such that every element of X belong to exactly one
member of C'?

Theorem 1. The DECIDEEVEDP is NP-complete for chordal graphs.

Proof. Given a subset of V of size ¢, we can verify whether it is a k-ve dominating set of G or not in
polynomial time. Therefore, the DECIDEEVEDP is in NP. Next, we show a polynomial time reduction
from an instance of EX3CP to an instance of DECIDEEKVEDP. Let (X, C) be an instance of Ex3CP
where X = {x1,29,...,23,} and C = {c1,¢a, ..., ¢ }. We construct the graph G as follows:

e For every z; € X, consider a vertex a; and for every ¢; € C, consider a vertex b; in G. Let
A ={a1,aq,...,a3,} and B = {b1,ba,...,by}. We make B a clique by adding all possible edges in
B. Also, if z; € ¢;, then we add an edge between a; and b;.

e Consider a clique P = {p1,pa,...pr—2} of size k — 2 and make every vertex of P adjacent to every
vertex of B. Note that, B U P is also a clique.

e Consider a path of length 2, that is, P, = uv and add edge between v and every vertex of P.

e For every vertex of A, consider a vertex y; and add the edge between a; and y; for every i €
{1,2,...,3q¢}. Let Y = {y1,92,. .., ysq}-

e For every i € {1,2,...,3q}, consider a clique Q; of size (k — 1) and add edge between y; and every
vertex of @Q;.

e For every i € {1,2,...,3q}, consider a path of length 2, that is, Pi = z;l; and add edge between z;
and every vertex of ();.

Note that, in G, both A and Y form independent sets. Moreover, since each of P, B and @Q; for all
i €{1,2,...,3q} forms clique in G, there is no induced cycle of length more than 3 in G. Hence, G is a
chordal graph. The construction of G from the instance of EX3CP is illustrated in Figure[2] To show the
NP-completeness of the decision version of MIN-k-VEDP for chordal graphs, next we prove the following
claim.

Claim 2. The instance (X,C) of EX3CP has an exact cover of size q if and only if G has a k-ve
dominating set of size at most k + q + 3qk.
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Figure 1: Construction of G from an instance of EX3CP

Proof of Claim[4 Let C" be an exact cover of X of size ¢ and B = {b; | ¢; € C'}. Consider D =
’ 3q ’

{u,v}UPUB |J(Q;U{z}). Clearly |D| = k + ¢+ 3gk. Note that the vertex set ({u,v} UPUB') k-ve
i=1

dominates uwv, y@- for every p; € P, every edge inside the clique P U B and every edge of the form a;b;,
7 3q
since B’ has size at least 2. Also, the vertex set B U |J @; k-ve dominates every edge of the form a;y;.
i=1
3q '
Furthermore, the vertex set |J (Q; U{z;}) k-ve dominates z;l;, every edge between z; and Q;, every edge
i=1

inside @; and every edge between y; and Q; for every i € {1,2,...,3¢}. Hence D is a k-ve dominating
set of size k + g + 3qk.

Conversely, let D be a k-ve dominating set of G of size at most k+ ¢+ 3¢k. Note that to k-ve dominate
the edge uv , {u,v} U P must be in D. On the other hand, for each i € {1,2,...,3q}, to dominate z;l;
at least k vertices from (Q; U {z;,1;}) must be in D. In case where D contains all k 4+ 1 vertices of
(Qi U {z,1;}) for some i, we can remove I; from D to obtain another k-ve dominating set of G of size
at most k 4+ g + 3gk. Therefore, without loss of generality, let us assume that D contains (Q; U {z;})
for every i € {1,2,...,3q}. Also, note that D must contain vertices from B. Because every edge of the

3
form a;y; is (k — 1)-ve dominated by ({u,v} U P L(j (Qi: U{#})) and to k-ve dominate a;y;, we need at
i=1
least one vertex from {a;,y;} U B. If D does not contain any vertex from B, then the size of D would be
more than k + g 4+ 3¢k because we require at least 3¢ vertices from AUY . Therefore, D contains vertices
from B. Also, observe that if D contains both a; and y; for some i € {1,2,...,3q}, then we can remove
y; from D to get another k-ve dominating set of G of size at most k 4+ ¢ + 3gk. Moreover, if for some
i€{1,2,...,3q}, a; ¢ D but y; € D, then we can replace y; by a; to get another k-ve dominating set
of G of size at most k 4+ g + 3gk. Therefore, without loss of generality, let us assume that D does not

3q
contain any vertex from Y. Let D’ = D\ ({u,v}UP J (Q;U{z})). Clearly |D’| < q. Also, note that D’
i=1

contains only vertices from AU B. Let us assume that D' contains ¢ 4 and tp many vertices from A and B,



respectively. Now, note that t4 many vertices from A can dominate at most ¢4 many edges of the form
a;y; and tp many vertices from B can ve-dominate at most 3tp many edges of the form a;y;. Therefore,
ta+3tg > 3q. Also, we know that t4 +tp < ¢q. This implies that ¢4 = 0 and tg = q. Therefore D’ C B.
Let C" = {¢; | b; € D’} be a sub-collection of C. Clearly, |C’| = ¢. Since, D’ ve-dominates every edge of
the form a;y; and |C’| = ¢, every element of X belongs to exactly one member of C’. Therefore, C’ is a
solution of Ex3CP. O

From the above claim, it follows that the DECIDEEVEDP is NP-complete for chordal graphs. O

3 Algorithm for trees

In this section, we give a linear time algorithm for the MINkVEDP in tree. Our algorithm is a greedy
algorithm and based on the tree ordering and labeling method described in [Cha98].

3.1 Algorithm

Let T = (V,E) be a tree. For every v € V, we define the following label- ¢(v) = {B, R}. Thus,
we partition the vertex set into two sets B and R. Also, we assign some nonnegative integers s(e) to
every edge e € E. Instead of determining the minimum k-ve dominating set, our algorithm determines a
minimum (s, t)-dominating set.

The (s,t)-dominating set D is defined as follows-

(1) If t(v) = R, then v € D.
(2) For every edge e = uv, |(Nr[u] U Nr[v]) N D| > s(e).

If t(v) = B for every v € V and s(e) = k for every e € E, then the (s,t)-ve dominating set is the
k-ve dominating set. Let v be a leaf of T, u be the parent of v, w be the parent of u, r(u) be the set of
vertices in Np[u] labeled as R and c(u) is the set of leaves of w.

Algorithm 1 VEDS-TREE(T, s, t)

Input: T = (V, E) and integers s(e) for every e € E and t(v) = {B, R} for everyv € V.
Output: A minimum (s, t)-dominating set D.

1: Find an ordering o = {v1,va, ..., vp } such that {v,,vp—1,..., v1} is the BFS ordering;
2: D = ¢;

3: for (every support vertex u € o) do

4 Find a vertex v € c¢(u) such s(uv) = max{s(uz)|z € Npr(u) \ {w}};
5 Compute r(u);

6: if (s(uv) > |Nr[u]| or s(uw) > |Nr[u] U Np[w]|) then

7 STOP.

8: else if (s(uv) = |Np[u]| or s(uw) = |[Np[u] U Np[w]|) then

9 Relabel t(w) = R and t(u) = R;

10.: s(uw) = max{s(uw) — [c(u)|, Oi»;

11: D = D U c(u);

12: else

13: if (s(uv) < |r(u)|) then

14: s(uw) = max{s(uw) — |c(u) N r(u)|,0};

15: D = D U (c(u) Nr(u));

16: else

17: if ((s(uv) — |e(u) Nr(u)]) = 1) then

18: Relabel t(w) = R;

19: s(uw) = max{(s(uw) — |c(u) Nr(u)|),0};

20: D = DU (c(u) Nr(u));

21: else if (t(u) = B) then

22: Relabel t(w) = R and t(u) = R;

23: s(uw) = max{(s(uw) — s(uv) + 2),0};

24: D =D U (c(u) Nr(u));

gg . Include (s(uv) — |e(u) N r(u)| — 2) many vertices of c(u) \ r(u) in D;
27 Relabel ¢(w) = R;

28: s(uw) = max{(s(uw) — s(uv) + 2),0};

29: D = DU (¢(u) Nr(u));

30: Include (s(uv) — |c(u) N r(u)| — 2) many vertices of c¢(u) \ r(u) in D;

31: T =T\ c(u);
32: return D;

We first apply BFS to the tree T to find an ordering o = {v1,va,...,v,} where v, is the root of the
tree. Starting with a support vertex u of T in o, we proceed by checking the s-values of the incident edges
of u and find the pendent edge with maximum s(e) value and corresponding leaf v € ¢(u). Depending on
s(uv) and the label of the vertices in Np[u], we either include ¢(u) in D and then delete ¢(u) from T or
include some vertices of ¢(u) in D, relabel the vertices (w,u) and delete ¢(u) from T. Also, we update
the s-value of the edge uw. Details are in the above algorithm.



3.2 Proof of correctness

Now, we show the correctness of our algorithm. Let v be a leaf of T', u be the parent of v and w
be the parent of u. Let (54 (T") denote the (s,t)-ve domination number of 7. Let v € c(u) such that
s(uv) = max{s(uz)|z € Np(u) \ {w}}.

Lemma 3. If s(uv) > |Np[u]| or s(uw) > |Np[u] U Np[w]| then there is no dominating set.
Proof. Follows directly from the definition. O

Lemma 4. If s(uv) = |Nr[u]| or s(uw) = |[Nz[u] U Nr[w]|, then v(5.4)(T) = s,y (T") 4 |c(u)], where
T’ is obtained from T by deleting c(u) and by relabelling t'(u) = t'(w) = R and s’ (uw) = max{(s(uw) —
|e(u)]), 0} and every other label remains the same.

Proof. Let D be a minimum (s, t)-dominating set of T. If s(uv) = |Nr[u]| or s(uw) = |Np[u] U Np[w]|,
then D contains every vertex of Nr[u]. Let D' = D \ ¢(u). We show that D’ is an (s',t')-dominating
set of T'. Since D contains every vertex of Np[u], the vertices v and w is in D’. For the edge uw,
we know that |(Nr[u] U Np[w]) N D| > s(uw) in T. This implies that |(Ngr[u] U Ny [w]) N D'| >
max{(s(vw) — |e(u)|),0} = §¢'(uw) in T'. Since every other label remains the same, for every other
edge zy, |(Np/[z] U Np/[y]) N D’| > s'(xy). Hence, D’ is an (s, t')-dominating set of T’. Therefore,
'V(S’,t/)(T/) < ’y(s,t)(T) - |C(u)‘

On the other hand, let D’ be a minimum (s',¢')-dominating set of 7’. Since t'(u) = t'(w) = R,
u,w € D'. Let D = D' Uc(u). For the edge uw, we know that |( N7 [u] U Ny [w]) N D’| > &' (uw). This
implies that |(Nr[u] U Np[w]) N D| > §'(uw) + |c(u)| > s(uw). Also, for the other edge uz incident on
w in T, we have |(Np[u] U Nr[z]) N D| > |Nr[u]| > s(uz). Since every other label remains the same,
for every other edge xy, |(Nr[z] U Nr[y]) N D| > s(zy). Hence, D is an (s,t)-dominating set of T' and
V(s,t) (T) < A/(s’,t’)(T/) + |C(’U,)‘ Therefore we have, V(s,t) (T) = 7(5’,25’)(T/) + ‘C(’LL)| 0

Lemma 5. Let s(uv) < |[Np[u]|. If s(uv) < |r(u)|, then v(s.4)(T) = Yo 0y (T") + |c(w) Nr(u)|, where T
is obtained from T by deleting c(u) and by relabelling s'(uw) = max{(s(vw) — |c(u) Nr(w)|),0} and every
other label remains the same.

Proof. Let D be a minimum (s, t)-dominating set of 7. Therefore, r(u) C D. Let D' = D\ (c(u) Nr(u)).
Now, we show that D’ is an (s, t')-dominating set of T”. For the edge uw, we have |(Nr[u]UNr[w])ND| >
s(uw). This implies that |( N [u] U N [w]) N D’| > max{(s(vw) — |e(u) Nr(u)|,0)} = ' (uw). Since every
other label remains the same, for every other edge zy, |(Nr:[z] U Np/[y]) N D’| > s'(zy). Hence, D’ is an
(s',t')-dominating set of T". Therefore, vy 1) (T") < Vs,6)(T) — |e(u) N r(u)l.

Also, let D’ be a minimum (s,t')-dominating set of 77. Let D = D’ U (¢(u) N r(u)). For the
edge uw, we know that |(Ny/[u] U N+ [w]) N D’| > s'(uw). This implies that |(Nr[u] U Np[w]) N D| >
§'(uw) + |e(u) Nr(u)| > s(uw). Observe that, D’ contains every vertex of Np[u] with label R. Since
s(uv) < |r(u)l, for every other edge uz incident on w in T, we have |(Nr[u]UNr[z]) N D| > |r(u)| > s(uz).
Since every other label remains the same, for every other edge zy, |(Nr[z] U Nr[y]) N D| > s(xy). Thus,
D is an (s,t)-dominating set in 7. Hence, vs,)(T) < (s, (T") + |e(u) N r(u)|. Therefore, we have
Yoy (T) = w0y (T") + [ew) N 7(w). O

Lemma 6. Let s(uv) < |Nr[u]| and s(uv) > |r(u)|. If (s(uv) — |e(u) Nr(u)]) = 1, then vysn(T) =
Vs (T7) + |e(w) N r(u)|, where T' is obtained from T by deleting c(u) and relabelling t'(w) = R and
§'(uw) = max{(s(uw) — |e(u) Nr(u)]),0} and every other label remains the same.

Proof. Let D be a minimum (s, t)-dominating set of T'. Therefore, r(u) C D. Since (s(uv)—|c(u)Nr(u)|) =
1 and s(uv) > |r(u)|, we have t(w) = B. Moreover, since D is an (s,t)-dominating set of T', there must
be a vertex z € D such that z € Nrp[u] with ¢(z) = B. Let D’ = (D \ {z}) U {w}. Clearly, D’ is also
a minimum (s,t)-dominating set of T. Let D” = D'\ (c(u) N r(u)). We show that D" is an (s',t')-
dominating set of T”. Clearly, w € D". For the edge uw, we know that |(Nr[u] U Np[w]) N D'| > s(uw).
This implies that |(Np:[u] U Np/[w]) N D”| > max{(s(uw) — |e(u) Nr(u)|),0} = '(uw). Since every other
label remains the same, for every other edge zy, |(Np [x] U Np/[y]) N D”| > s'(zy). Hence, D" is an
(s',t')-dominating set of T'. Therefore, v(s 1) (T") < Y(5,0)(T) — |e(u) N r(w)|.

On the other hand, let D’ be a minimum (s’,t')-dominating set of 7. Since t/(w) = R, we have
w e D'. Let D =D"U (c(u) Nr(u)). For the edge uw, we know that |(Ng[u] U Ny [w]) N D'| > §'(uw).
This implies that |(Np[u] U Np[w]) N D] > §'(uw) + |c(u) Nr(u)| > s(uw). As w € D, for every other
edge uz incident on u in T', we have |(Np[u] U Np[z]) N D] > |e(u) Nr(u)| +1 = s(uv) > s(uz). Since
every other label remains the same, for every other edge zy, |(Nr[z] U Nr[y]) N D| > s(zy). Thus,



D is an (s,t)-dominating set in T. Hence, v(s,)(T) < v,y (T") + |c(u) N 7(u)|. Therefore, we have
Vs.)(T) = Vst (T7) + le(u) N (w). -

Lemma 7. Let s(uv) < |Nr[u]l, s(uw) > |r(uw)] and (s(uv) — |c(u) Nr(u)]) > 2. If t(u) = B, then
Y, (T) = Vo) (T") + s(uv) — 2, where T' is obtained from T by deleting c(u) and by relabelling
t'(u) = t'(w) = R and s’ (vw) = max{(s(uw) — s(uv) + 2),0} and every other label remains the same.

Proof. Let D be a minimum (s, t)-dominating set of T'. Since s(uv)—|c(u)Nr(u)| > 2, at least 2 vertices of
Nr[u]\(c(u)Nr(u)), say x and y, are in D. Suppose that {u,w} € D. Let D’ = D\c(u). We show that D’ is
an (s',t')-dominating set of 7. Clearly, u,w € D’. For the edge uw, we know that |( Ny [u]UNp[w])ND| >
s(uw). This implies that |(Ng[u] U Np/[w]) N D'| > max{(s(uw) — s(uv) + 2),0} = s'(uw). Since every
other label remains the same, for every other edge zy, we have |( N/ [z] U Np[y]) N D’| > s'(zy). Hence,
D' is an (s',t')-dominating set of 7". Therefore, v(s 1)(T") < Y(s,)(T) — |c(u) N7 (u)|. Now, let us assume
that {u,w} ¢ D. Let D' = (D \ {x,y}) U{u,w}. Clearly, D' is also an (s,t)-dominating set of 7. Let
D" = D"\ ¢(u). We show that D" is an (s',t')-dominating set of 7. Clearly, u,w € D”. For the
edge uw, we know that |(Np[u] U Nr[w]) N D’| > s(uw). This implies that |(Ng+[u] U Ngv[w]) N D"| >
max{(s(uw) — s(uv) + 2),0} = s'(uw). Since every other label remains the same, for every other edge
xy, we have |(Np/[z] U Np[y]) N D”| > s'(xy). Hence, D" is an (s',¢')-dominating set of 7. Therefore,
Vo) (T) < Yy (T) — [ew) N 7(w).

Let D' be a minimum (s, ¢)-dominating set of T”. Since ¢'(u) = t'(w) = R in T’, we have u,w € D’.
Let D = (D' U (c(u)Nr(w))) Ul(u), where [(u) is a subset of (c(u) \ r(u)) of size s(uv) — |c(u) Nr(u)| — 2.
Clearly, u,w € D. For the edge uw, we know that |(Np:[u] U Np/[w]) N D’'| > s'(uw). This implies that
|(Nr[u] U Np[w]) N D] > §'(uw) + s(uv) — 2 > s(uw). Also, for every other edge uz incident on u, we
have |(N7 U Nr[z]) N D| > s(uv) > s(uz). Since every other label remains the same, for every other
edge xy, we have |(Np[z] U Nr[y]) N D| > s(xy). Therefore, D is an (s,t)-dominating set of T'. Hence,
Vs, (T) < V(o) (T7) + s(wv) — 2. Thus, (5,4 (T) = (s, (T7) + s(uv) — 2. O

Lemma 8. Let s(uv) < |Nr[u]| and s(uv) > |r(u)|. If t(u) = R and (s(uv) — |c(u) Nr(u)|) > 2, then
Yis,0) (T) = Yo ) (T") +5(uv) —2 where T" is obtained from T by deleting c(u) and by relabelling t'(w) = R
and s'(uw) = maz{(s(uw) — s(uwv) +2),0} .

Proof. Let D be a minimum (s, ¢)-dominating set of T'. Since s(uv) — |c(u) Nr(u)| > 2 and ¢(u) = R,
at least 2 vertices of Nr[u] \ (c(u) N r(w)), say x and y, is contained in D and v € D. Without loss
of generality let us assume that = € c(u) \ r(u). Let D' = (D \ {z}) U {w}. Clearly, D’ is a minimum
(s,t)-dominating set of T. Let D" = D’ \ c¢(u). We show that D" is an (s',t')-dominating set of T".
Clearly, u,w € D". For the edge uw, we know that |(Np[u] U Np[w]) N D’| > s(uw). This implies that
|( N [u]UNg [w]))ND"| > max{(s(uvw)—s(uv)+2),0} = s'(uw). Since every other label remains the same,
for every other edge xy, we have |(Np/[x] U Nr/[y]) N D”| > s'(xzy). Hence, D" is an (s, t')-dominating
set of T". Therefore, (s ¢y (T") < (5,0 (T) — |c(u) Nr(w)].

Let D’ be a minimum (s, ¢')-dominating set of 7”. Since t'(w) = R and t(u) = t'(u) = R in T’, we
have u,w € D'. Let D = (D' U (¢(u) Nr(w))) Ul(u) where I(u) is a subset of c(u) \ r(u) and |l(u)| =
s(uv)—|c(u)Nr(u)|—2. Clearly, u,w € D. For the edge uw, we know that |( N/ [u]UNp: [w])ND’| > &' (uw).
This implies that |(N7[u] U Ny[w]) N D| > ' (uw) + s(uv) — 2 > s(uw). Also, for every other edge uz
incident on u, we have |(Nr[u] U Nr[z]) N D| > s(uv) > s(uz). Since every other label remains the same,
for every other edge zy, we have |(Nr[z] U Nr[y]) N D| > s(zy). Therefore, D is an (s, t)-dominating set
of T. Hence, v(s,1)(T) < (s ) (T") + s(uv) — 2. Thus, v, (T) = v ,e) (T") + s(uv) — 2. O

All the above lemmas show that Algorithm |1/ returns a minimum (s, t)-dominating set of a given tree
T. Now we analyze the running time of Algorithm [I] The vertex ordering in line 1 can be computed in
O(n) time. For a support vertex u, we can find the child of u, say v, such that uv has maximum s-label in
O(deg(u)) time. The set of neighbours of « having ¢-label as R can also be computed in O(deg(u)) time.
In each cases within the for loop in line 3 — 35, we update the so far constructed (s,t)-dominating set D
and update the s-label and t-labels of constant number of edges and vertices from the neighbourhood of
u. This also takes O(deg(u)) time. Therefore, Algorithm [I] takes linear time to execute as sum of degrees
is linear. As mentioned earlier, if t(v) = B for every v € V and s(e) = k for every e € E, then Algorithm
output a minimum k-vertex edge dominating set. Therefore, we have the following main theorem of
this section:

Theorem 9. The MINEVEDP can be solved in linear time for trees.



4 Approximation algorithm and hardness

4.1 Upper bound on approximation ratio

In this subsection, we describe an approximation algorithm for MINkKVEDP. This approximation
algorithm follows from the existing approximation algorithm of a generalization of the classical set cover
problem. The general set cover problem is defined as follows:

General Set Cover (GENSETCOVER)

Instance: A set X, a family F of subsets of X and an integer k.

Solution: A k-cover of X, that is, a subfamily C of F such that for every x € X, there are at least k sets
in C' containing z.

Measure: Cardinality of the k-cover |C].

In [KLO04], the authors proposed an approximation algorithm for solving GENSETCOVER problem
whose approximation ratio is In(|Fy,|) + 1, where Fy, is a set in F of maximum cardinality. Our goal is
to reduce an instance of MINKVEDP into an instance of GENSETCOVER and apply the approximation
algorithm for this new instance. The reduction is as follows: given a graph G = (V| E), we take X = E.
For every v € V, we define the set F,, = {e € E : e is incident to a vertex in Ng[v]}. Weset F = {F,|v €
V}. Let the approximation algorithm proposed in [KLO04] returns a k-cover C and D = {v € V|F, € C}.
It is easy to observe that D is a k-ve dominating set of G as C is a k-cover of X. Also, the maximum
cardinality of a set in F is at most A?(G), where A(G) is the maximum degree in G. Therefore, we have
the following theorem:

Theorem 10. Given a graph G = (V,E), the MINkVEDP can be approzimated within a factor of
O(log(A(G))), where A(G) is the mazimum degree in G.

4.2 Lower bound on approximation ratio

In this subsection, we prove a lower bound on the approximation ratio for MINkVEDP by reducing
an instance of minimum vertex-edge domination problem into an instance of MINkVEDP. The minimum
vertex-edge domination problem is defined as follows:

Minimum Vertex-Edge Domination Problem(MINVEDP)
Instance: A graph G = (V, E).

Solution: A vertex-edge dominating set D of G.

Measure: Cardinality of the vertex-edge dominating set.

Lewis [Lew(7] proved that for a graph G = (V,E), MINVEDP cannot be approximated within
a factor of (1 — €)In|V| for any € > 0, unless NP C DTIME(|V|©UogloglVD)  Next, we show an
approximation preserving reduction from MINVEDP to MINKVEDP. Let G = (V, E) be an instance
of MINVEDP. The construction of G’ = (V', E’), an instance of MINkVEDP is as follows: consider a
clique C = {¢1, ¢, ..., cp—1} on k— 1 vertices. For every v; € V, add an edge between v; and ¢; for every
¢; € C. Consider a vertex v and make v adjacent to every c; € C. Finally, add another vertex u which
is adjacent to v. Therefore, V' =V UC U {v,u} and E' = E U {cicj|ci,¢; € C} U {cv|e; € C} U {wu}.
The construction of G’ is illustrated in Figure

Claim 11. The graph G has a ve-dominating set of size at most t if and only if G’ has a k-ve dominating
set of size at most t + k.

Proof. Let D be a ve-dominating set of G of size at most ¢. Consider the set D’ = D U C U {v}. Note
that, every edge incident to C' U {v} is k-ve dominated by C U {v} and hence by D’. Every other
edge is of the form v;v;. For such an edge v;v;, we have C' C Ng/[v;] U Ng[v;] by construction and
|(Nglvi] U Nglv;]) N D] > 1 as D is a ve-dominating set of G. Hence, |(Ng[v;] U Ngr[v;]) N Dy > k.
Therefore, D’ is a k-ve dominating set of G’ of size at most t + k.

On the other hand, let D’ be a k-ve dominating set of G of size at most t+k. Since (Ng:[u]UNg[v]) =
CU{v,u}, to k-ve dominate vu at least k vertices from CU{v, u} must be present in D’. If CU{v,u} C D',
then we can remove u from D’ to construct another k-ve dominating set of G’ of size at most t+k. Further,
ifu e D' but CU{v} ¢ D', then we can replace u by the missing vertex from C'U{v} to construct another
k-ve dominating set of G’ of size at most t+k. Therefore, without loss of generality, we can assume that D’
is a k-ve dominating set of G’ of size at most ¢4k not containing u but CU{v} C D’. Let D = D'\(CU{v}).
Clearly, |D| is at most ¢t. For any edge v;v; € E, we know that |(Ng/[v;] U Ng/[v;]) N D’'| > k. Since
C C (Ng/[vi] U Ngr[vj]) N D', we have |(Ng[v;] U Ng[v;]) N D] > 1. Therefore, D is a ve-dominating set
of G of size at most t. O



Figure 2: Construction of G’ from G

Next, by using the above construction, we show the lower bound on the approximation ratio.

Theorem 12. For a graph G = (V,E), MINkVEDP cannot be approzimated within a factor of (1 —
€)In|V| for any € > 0, unless NP C DTIM E(|V|CUoglogVD)),

Proof. Let A be an approximation algorithm to find a k-ve dominating set whose approximation ratio
is p. First note that if k£ is a constant, then, given a graph G whose minimum ve-dominating set size
is at most k, we can solve MINVEDP in polynomial time. Let us consider a graph G whose minimum
ve-dominating set size is more than k. We find an approximate ve-dominating set of G as follows: first,
we construct G’ using the construction in Claim Then using the algorithm A, we find an approximate
k-ve dominating set, say D', of G’. And finally, we get an approximate ve-dominating set, say D, of G
using Claim Let D* and D’* be the minimum ve-dominating set of G and minimum k-ve dominating
set of G', respectively. Therefore, we have

D] < [D|
< p|D"| [Since |D'| < p| D™]
< p(|D*| + k) [Since |D™*| < |D*|+ k by Claim [1]]
k
< p(1+ =)D
| D]

If possible, let MINkVEDP can be approximated within a factor of (1 — €)In|V’| for any € > 0, that is,
p=(1—¢)ln|V’|. Since, G is a graph such that |D*| > k, we set e such that ‘Dk—;‘ <e<1lande> %
Therefore, we have

D] < (1—e)In|V'[(1+ €)D"
< (2—-26%)In|V||D*| [Since |V'| < |V

Since € > %, we have € = 2¢2 — 1 is a non-zero quantity which is also less than 1. Hence we have,

|D| < (1—€¢)1In|V||D*|, which is a contradiction. Therefore, MINkVEDP cannot be approximated within
a factor of (1 —¢)In|V| for any € > 0 unless NP C DTIM E(|V|OUoglog V), O

4.3 APX-complete for bounded degree graphs

In this subsection, we show that MINAVEDP is APX-complete for graphs with maximum degree k+3.
We denote the MINKVEDP restricted to graphs with maximum degree k + 3 by MINkVEDP (k + 3).
First, we define the notion of L-reduction [PY8§|. Given two NP-complete optimization problem 7; and
o and a polynomial time transformation f from the instances of m; to the instances of mo, we say f is
an L-reduction if there are positive constants o and 3 such that for every instance x of mq,

L. optr, (f(2)) < aoptx, (z);



2. for every feasible solution y of f(x) with objective value m,(f(z),y) = c2, we can find a solution
y’ of z in polynomial time with m,, (x,y’) = ¢; such that |opt,, (z) — c1| < Blopta, (f(2)) — cal.

To prove APX-completeness, we show an L-reduction from minimum k-tuple domination problem for
graphs with maximum degree bounded by k + 2, which is known to be APX-complete [KL04], to our
problem MINkVEDP (k + 3). The problem is defined as follows:

Minimum k-tuple Domination Problem (MINtDOM(k + 2))
Instance: A graph G = (V, E) of degree bounded by (k 4 2) and k > 2.
Solution: A k-tuple dominating set of G.

Measure: Cardinality of the k-tuple dominating set.

Theorem 13. MINkVEDP (k + 3) is APX-complete for k > 2.

Proof. By Theorem [10] we have if the maximum degree is bounded by a constant, then the approximation
ratio is also constant. Therefore, the problem is in APX. From a graph G = (V, E) with maximum degree
bounded by (k + 2), we construct a graph G' = (V',E'), where V' = V U {u1 < i < |V|} and
E' = EU{vu;|1 <i<|V|}. Clearly, the maximum degree of G is bounded by (k + 3).

Let D* be a minimum k-tuple dominating set of G. For every v; € V, we have |Ng[v;] N D*| > k.
Therefore, for every v,v; € E, we have |(Ng[v;] U Ng[v;]) N D*| > k. Also, for every edge u;v;, we have
|(Ng [us] U N [05]) N D*| > k. Hence, D* is a k-ve dominating set of G'. Hence, |D"*| < |D*|, where D’*
is a minimum k-ve dominating set of G'. On the other hand, let D’* be a minimum k-ve dominating set of
G'. Therefore, for every edge viu;, we have |( Ny [u] U Ney [v3]) 0 D’*| > k. Tf |Ng[v;] N D™*| > k for every
vertex v; € V, then D'* is a k-tuple dominating set. Otherwise, if u; € D™, then D = (D" \ {u;}) U{v.}
is a k-tuple dominating set where v, € Ng[v;] \ D"*. Therefore, |D*| < |D’*|, where D* is a minimum
k-tuple dominating set of G. Hence, we have |D*| = |D*|.

Similarly, we can show that D is k-tuple dominating set of G if and only if D is k-ve dominating set of
G'. Therefore, the above reduction is an L-reduction with o =1 and 3 = 1. Hence, MINk\VEDP (k + 3)
is APX-complete. O

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown that the DECIDEEVEDP is NP-complete for chordal graphs. In algo-
rithmic point of view MINkVEDP, we have designed a linear time algorithm in tree. Also, we introduce
an approximation algorithm for MiNkVEDP, establish the lower bound of approximation ratio for the
same and showed that MINkVEDP is APX-complete in bounded degree graphs. It would be interesting
to study the complexity status of this problem in different subclasses of chordal graphs.
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