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Abstract

Let G = (V, E) be a graph. For an edge e = zy € E, the closed neighbourhood of e, denoted
by Ng¢le] or Ng[zy], is the set Ng[z] U Ng[y]. A vertex set L C V is liar’s vertex-edge dominating
set of a graph G = (V,E) if for every e; € E, |Ng[e;] N L| > 2 and for every pair of distinct
edges e; and ej, |(Nglei] U Ngle;]) N L| > 3. This paper introduces the notion of liar’s vertex-edge
domination which arises naturally from some applications in communication networks. Given a graph
G, the MINIMUM LIAR’S VERTEX-EDGE DOMINATION PROBLEM (MINLVEDP) asks to find a liar’s
vertex-edge dominating set of G of minimum cardinality. In this paper, we study this problem from
algorithmic point of view. We show that MINLVEDP can be solved in linear time for trees, whereas
the decision version of this problem is NP-complete for chordal graphs, bipartite graphs, and p-claw
free graphs for p > 4. We further study approximation algorithms for this problem. We propose two
approximation algorithms for MINLVEDP in general graphs and p-claw free graphs. On the negative
side, we show that the MINLVEDP cannot be approximated within % (& — ¢)In|V| for any € > 0,
unless NP C DTIME(|V|CUeeoe VD) Finally, we prove that the MINLVEDP is APX-complete for
bounded degree graphs and p-claw free graphs for p > 6.
keywords: Liar’s vertex-edge dominating set, NP-completeness, Approximation algorithms, Chordal
graphs, Bipartite graphs

1 Introduction

Let G = (V, E) be a graph with vertex set V' and edge set E. For a vertex v € V, the sets Ng(v) =
{v € V]uv € E} and Ng[v] = Ng(v)U{v} are called open neighbourhood and closed neighbourhood of v,
respectively. We denote the degree of a vertex v € V' by degg(v), which is defined as degg(v) = |Ng(v)|.
For an edge e = zy € FE, the closed neighbourhood of e, denoted by Ngle] or Ng|xy], is the set
N¢g[z]UNgly]. An edge e is said to be vertex-edge dominated (or ve-dominated) by a vertex v if v € Ngle].
A subset D C V is called a vertez-edge dominating set (or a ve-dominating set) of G if for every edge e € E,
[Ngle] M D] > 1. The cardinality of a minimum ve-dominating set is called the ve-domination number of
G and it is denoted by v, (G). Peters introduced ve-domination in his Ph.D. thesis in 1986 [Pet86]. But it
did not get much attention until Lewis proved some interesting results [Lew07]. Since then, ve-domination
has been extensively studied in literature Zy119]. For some integer k, a subset
Dy, CV is called a k-ve dominating set of G if [Ng(e) N Dy| > k for every edge e € E. The cardinality of
a minimum k-ve dominating set is called the k-ve domination number of G and it is denoted by Vg (G).
This variation is also well studied in literature [KCVI7, W23, NKPV21]. Different variations of ve-
domination, namely independent ve-domination [Lew(7, [PR22], total ve-domination [ACS¥21, BCISg],
global ve-domination [CS12al [CS12D] etc. We recall one more variation of the classical domination
problem, namely liar’s domination problem. A subset of D C V is called liar’s dominating set if | Ng[v;] N
D| > 2, for every v; € V and |(Ng[vi] U Ng[v,]) N D| > 3 for every pair of distinct vertices v;,v; € V.
The liar’s domination problem is also well studied in literature [JJD20, [PP13] [PPP15, [RS09, [SIa09]. In
this article, we introduce a variation of ve-domination problem, namely liar’s vertex-edge domination
problem, which arises naturally from the following application.

Let us consider a communication network, represented by the graph G = (V| E), where an edge
e = xy € F represents a communication link between its endpoints  and y. For the smooth functioning
of this communication network, we need to monitor every link constantly so that every broken or damaged
link can be identified immediately. This monitoring can be done by installing sentinels at the vertices.
The job of a sentinel placed at a vertex v is in two steps; (i) to detect the presence of a broken or damaged
link which is incident to any vertex of Ng[v] and then (i¢) to report that broken or damaged link. In
other words, every link e = zy € E is monitored by the sentinels that are present at Ng[z] U Ngly].
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We need to keep in mind that to make this monitoring cost-effective, we need to install sentinels at the
minimum number of vertices as each sentinel can be of high cost. Therefore, the optimization problem
in this scenario is to find the minimum set of vertices at which the sentinels are to be placed. Note that
a minimum ve-dominating set of G is a solution to that optimization problem. In some cases, we want
to make the network fault-tolerant, that is, any broken or damaged link in the network must be detected
even if a few sentinels have failed to detect the broken or damaged edge. In that case, each link needs to
be monitored by more than one sentinel. If we assume that in Ng[e], at most k — 1 (k > 2) sentinels are
faulty, then by placing the sentinels at a minimum k-ve dominating set of G, we can secure the network.

In some undesired situation, it might happen that a sentinel placed at v correctly detects the broken
or damaged link incident to a vertex of Ng[v] but misreports an undamaged link incident to a vertex
of Ng[v] as a damaged channel. Let us assume that every sentinel in the neighbourhood of a broken
or damaged edge e detects e as a damaged edge but at most one sentinel at v in Ng[e] is misreporting
an undamaged link incident to a vertex of Ng[v] as a damaged channel. In this case, clearly, a 2-ve
dominating set is not sufficient. Under this assumption, to secure the network we need to install the
sentinels at a set of vertices that has some special property. We define this set of vertices as a liar’s
vertex-edge dominating set (or liar’s ve-dominating set) of G.

First, let us discuss a few properties of such a liar’s ve-dominating set of a graph. If L C V is a liar’s
ve-dominating set of G, then clearly Ng[e] N L must contain at least 2 vertices. Otherwise, if the edge e
is damaged and there is one sentinel in Ng[e] and above all, that sentinel misreports some other edge as
damaged edge, then it is impossible to detect the actual damaged edge e. On the other hand, if D C V'
is a 3-ve dominating set of GG, then D is also a liar’s ve-dominating set. Because in that case, each edge
e has at least 3 sentinels in Ng[e] and by our assumption at most one sentinel can misreport. Therefore,
two other sentinels correctly identify the edge e if it is broken. Hence, every liar’s ve-dominating set is
a 2-ve dominating set and every 3-ve dominating set is a liar’s ve-dominating set. The following lemma
characterizes a liar’s dominating set of a graph.

Lemma 1. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. A vertex set L CV is liar’s ve-dominating set if and only if it
satisfies the following conditions:

(i) for everye; € E, |Ngle;| N L| > 2 and
(i1) for every pair of distinct edges e; and e;, |(Ngle;] U Ngle;]) N L| > 3.

Proof. Let L be a liar’s ve-dominating set of G. From the previous discussion, it is clear that [ Ng[e;JNL| >
2, for every e; € E. Also, for some damaged edge e; if one out of two sentinels at Ng[e;] reports some
other edge e; and the other one reports e;, then to correctly identify the damaged edge e;, there must be
another sentinel either at Nge;] or at Ng(e;]. This extra sentinel correctly reports the damaged edge.
Thus, |(Nge;] U Ngle;]) N L| > 3, for every pair of distinct edges e; and e;.

Conversely, let L be a subset of V satisfying the conditions (i) and (i7). We place the sentinels
at the vertices of L. Since L satisfies condition (i), if ¢; is a damaged edge, then there are at least two
sentinels at Ng[e;]. This implies that there is always one sentinel that identifies a damaged edge correctly.
Also, if a sentinel at Nge;] misreports some other edge e; as damaged edge, then the third sentinel at
Ng¢lei] U Nglej] correctly report the damaged edge. Therefore, the damaged edge is reported by at least
two sentinels. By our assumption, it is clear that if any edge is reported by two sentinels as a damaged
edge, it must be an actual damaged edge. Therefore, any damaged edge in E can be correctly recognized
by L. Hence, L is a liar’s ve-dominating set. O O

The above Lemmal[I] gives a definition of a liar’s ve-dominating set in a graph G. We are going to use
this characterization as our definition.

Definition 2. A vertex set L CV is liar’s ve-dominating set of a graph G = (V, E) if
(i) for everye; € E, |Ngle;| N L| > 2 and
(i1) for every pair of distinct edges e; and e;, |(Ngle;) U Ngle;]) N L| > 3.

The minimum cardinality of a liar’s ve-dominating set of G is called the liar’s ve-domination number and
it is denoted by Vipe(G).

In this paper, we have studied the algorithmic status of liar’s ve-domination problem. The minimum
liar’s ve-domination problem and its corresponding decision version are described as follows:
MINIMUM LIAR’S VE-DOMINATION PROBLEM (MINLVEDP)




Instance: A graph G = (V, E).

Output: A minimum liar’s ve-dominating set L, of G.

L1AR’S VE-DOMINATION DECISION PROBLEM (DECIDELVEDP)

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

Question: Does there exist a liar’s ve-dominating set of size at most k7
The results presented in this paper are summarized as follows:

(i) We design a linear time algorithm for MINLVEDP in trees.

(ii) We prove that DECIDELVEDP is NP-complete for general graphs, chordal graphs, bipartite graphs
and p-claw free graphs for p > 4.

(iii) We also design an O(ln A(G))-approximation algorithm for MINLVEDP, where A(G) is the max-
imum degree of the input graphs.

(iv) We propose a 3(p — 1)-approximation algorithm for MINLVEDP in p-claw free graphs.

(v) We prove that the MINLVEDP cannot be approximated within %(é —¢€)In|V] for any € > 0, unless
NP C DTIME(‘V‘OUOg(IOgIV\)).

(vi) We show that the MINLVEDP is APX-complete for bounded degree graphs and p-claw free graphs
for P > 6.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we propose a linear time algorithm
for MINLVEDP in trees. In Section 3, we prove the NP-completeness result for DECIDELVEDP in
general graphs, chordal graphs, bipartite graphs, and p-claw free graphs for p > 4. In section 4, we first
design approximation algorithms for MINLVEDP for general graphs and p-claw free graphs. We then
show a hardness of approximation result for MINLVEDP for general graphs. After that, we prove that
MINLVEDP is APX-complete for bounded degree graphs and p-claw free graphs for p > 6. Finally,
Section 5 concludes the paper with some directions for further study.

2 Algorithm in Tree

In this section, we propose a linear time algorithm to find the minimum liar’s ve-dominating set of a
given tree. Our proposed algorithm is a labelling based greedy algorithm. First, we define a generalization
of liar’s ve-dominating set, namely [(k,t)-dominating set of an I-labelled graph. A graph G = (V, E) is
called an I-labelled graph if every edge e is labelled as k(e) where k(e) € {0,1,2} and every vertex v is
labelled as t(v), where ¢t(v) € {B, R}. A subset D of V is called I(k, t)-dominating set of G if and only if
it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) if t(v) = R, then v € D,
(i) for every edge e, |[Ng[e] N D| > k(e) and
(iii) for every pair of distinct edges e and €', |(Ng[e] U Ngle']) N D| > k(e) + k(e') — 1.

Note that if t(v) = B for every vertex v € V and k(e) = 2 for every edge e € F, then a minimum
l(k,t)-dominating set is a minimum liar’s ve-dominating set. Next, we describe an algorithm to compute
an [(k,t)-dominating set of a given tree T where the labels are initialized as k(e) = 2 for all e € E and
tlv)=BforallveV.

Next, we give a brief description of our proposed algorithm. For this, first, we state a few notations
that are used in the algorithm. For a vertex u, let ¢(u), r(u) and d(u) denote the set of children of u,
the set of required vertices in Nr[u] and the number of edges incident to u with k(e) = 2, respectively.
A vertex is called a support vertex if it is adjacent to a pendant vertex. Also, p(u) denotes the parent of
u. A vertex w is the maximum neighbour of u if w € Np[u] is the neighbour of v with maximum index
with respect to o.

To compute an [(k,t)-dominating set of T', we process the vertices according to an ordering o =
{v1,v2,...,v,} such that {v,,v,_1,...,0v1} is a BFS ordering with v,, being the root. We start with an
empty [(k,t)-dominating set L. We process the vertices according to the decreasing order of the levels
induced by o. At level i, we process only the support vertices in two rounds. Note that every vertex in
that level is either a support vertex or a leaf as o is a reverse of BFS ordering. In the first round (lines
4-11), while processing a support vertex u, based on the value of d(u) and existence of a pendant edge e



Algorithm 1 [(k,¢)-DS_Tree(T, I(k,t))
Input: A labelled tree T = (V, E) with k(e) =2 for all e € E and t(v) = B for allv € V
Output: A minimum I(k,t)-dominating set L of T

1: Find a ordering o = {v1,va,...,v,} such that {v,,vn_1,...,v1} is a BFS ordering;
2: L =10, d(v) = degr(v) and r(v) =0 for all v € V;
3: for (i=(h—1)to1) do [h be the height of T" induced by o]

4 for (every support vertexr u € o at i) do

5 if (d(u) > 3) then

6: Mark (3 — |r(u)|) many maximum neighbours of u in Nr[u] \ r(u) as R;
7 else if (d(u) = 2) then

8: Mark (2 — |r(u)|) many maximum neighbours of v in Nr[u] \ r(u) as R;
9 else if (there is an edge e incident to u with k(e) = 1) then

10: Mark (1 — |r(u)|) many maximum neighbours of v in Nr[u] \ r(u) as R;
11: Update r(v) of all v € Np[v,], where v, is the newly marked vertex;

12: for (every support vertex u € o at i) do

13: if (d(u) =2 & |r(u) Ur(p(u))| < 3) then

14: Mark the maximum neighbour of p(u) in Nr[p(u)] \ 7(p(u)) as R;
15: Update r(v) of all v € Np[v,], where v, is the newly marked vertex;
16: L=LU/(c(u)Nr(u));

17: T =T\ c(u);

18: Update r(u);

19: Update k(up(u)) as k(up(u)) = max{k(up(u)) — |c(u) Nr(u)|,0};

20: Update d(p(u));

21: L =L U Star(T,l(k,t));
22: return L;

incident on u with k(e) = 1, we mark few vertices as R. As a result, every edge incident to vertices of c(u)
and every pair of edges incident to vertices of ¢(u) satisfy the second and third condition of the definition
of I(k,t)-dominating set. In the second round (lines 12-20), we again process the support vertices at
level 4. Under certain condition, we mark the maximum neighbour of p(u) in the ordering o as R. This
ensures that every pendant edge incident to u satisfies the third condition of I(k, t)-dominating set. Then
we select all the vertices from c¢(u) that are marked as R into L and delete c(u) from T'. After processing
all support vertices at level i, we process all the support vertices of the level (i — 1) in a similar way till
we have a tree with 2 levels which is a star. We then compute [(k, t)-dominating set of a star directly by
calling the function Star()(see Algorithm [2]) and include those vertices in L. The algorithm is described
in Algorithm

Algorithm 2 Star(T,I(k,t))
Input: An Il-labelled Star T'= (V, E)
Output: A minimum I(k, t)-dominating set D of T

1. D= @;

2: if (d(u) > 2) then

3: Include (3 — |r(u)|) many vertices of Nr[u] \ r(u) in D;
4: else if (d(u) = 1) then

5: Include (2 — |r(u)|) many vertices of Np[u] \ r(u) in

6: else if (3 an edge e incident to u with k(e) = 1) then

7 Include (1 — |r(u)|) many vertices of Np[u] \ r(u) in D;
8: D= DUr(u);

9: return D;

2.1 Correctness of Algorithm

In this subsection, we prove that our proposed algorithm correctly finds a minimum [(k, t)-dominating
set of a given tree T. While processing a support vertex u at level ¢ in the first round, we mark few
vertices as R. In the following lemma, we show that the [(k,t)-domination number remains the same
after relabelling.

Lemma 3. Let u be the support vertex at level i processed in the first round.



(a) If d(u) > 3, then v)(T) = M v)(T"), where T' is obtained by relabelling 3 — |r(u)| many
mazimum neighbours of u in Nplu] \ r(u) as R and all the other labels remain the same.

(b) If d(u) = 2, then vy, (T) = Vg w)(T"), where T' is obtained by relabelling 2 — |r(u)| many
mazimum neighbours of u in Nr[u] \ 7(u) as R and all the other labels remain the same.

(c) If d(u) = 1 and there exists an edge e incident to u with k(e) = 1, then v (T) = Y o) (T'),
where T is obtained by relabelling 1 — |r(u)| many mazimum neighbours of u in Nrlu] \ r(u) as R
and all the other labels remain the same.

Proof. (a) Let L be a minimum [(k,t)-dominating set of T. Note that at any stage of the algorithm
k(up(u)) = 2. Since d(u) > 3, there are two pendant edges e; and e; incident to u such that k(e;) =
k(ej) = 2. Therefore, |(Nrle;] U Nrle;]) N L| > k(e;) + k(e;) — 1 which implies that |[Np[u] N L| > 3.
Hence, (Np[u] N L) contains a set Y of size 3 — |r(u)| such that every vertex of Y is labelled as B. Let
X be the set of 3 — |r(u)| many maximum neighbours of Nr[u] \ r(u) that has been relabelled as R
in 7'. Let I’ = (L\Y)UX. It can be shown that L’ is a I(k,t')-dominating set of T7’. Therefore,
%(k/,t')(T/) < Vi(k,t) (T).

Conversely, let L' be a minimum I(k’, ¢')-dominating set of T”. Since k(e) = k'(e) for every edge e in T
and the set of required vertices in 7' is a subset of the set of required vertices in 7”. Therefore, a I(k’,t')-
dominating set of 7" is also a I(k,t)-dominating set of T. Hence, v;(.+)(T) < Vi v)(1"). Therefore,
'Vl(k,t)(T) = '7l(k’,t/)(T/)'

(b) Let L be a minimum I(k,t)-dominating set of T. Since d(u) = 2, there is a pendant edges e;
incident to w such that k(e;) = 2. Therefore, |Nr[e;] N L| > k(e;) which implies that |[Np[u] N L| > 2.
Hence, (Np[u] N L) contains a set Y of size 2 — |r(u)| such that every vertex of Y is labelled as B. Let
X be the set of 2 — |r(u)| many maximum neighbours of Np[u] \ 7(u) that has been relabelled as R
in 7. Let L' = (L\Y)UX. It can be shown that L’ is a [(k’,t')-dominating set of T”. Therefore,
Vi) (1) < Yigre,e) (1)

Conversely, let L' be a minimum I(k’, ¢')-dominating set of T”. Since k(e) = k'(e) for every edge e in T
and the set of required vertices in 7T is a subset of the set of required vertices in 7”. Therefore, a I(k’,t')-
dominating set of 7" is also a I(k,?)-dominating set of 7. Hence, i+ (T) < Yk v)(1"). Therefore,
Yickt) (1) = g 4y (T7).

(c) Let L be a minimum [(k,t)-dominating set of T. Since d(u) = 1 and there is a pendant edges
e; incident to w such that k(e;) = 1, we have |Np[e;] N L| > k(e;) which implies that |[Np[u] N L| > 1.
Hence, (N7[u] N L) contains a set Y of size 1 — |r(u)| such that every vertex of Y is labelled as B. Let
X be the set of 1 — |r(u)| many maximum neighbours of Np[u] \ r(u) that has been relabelled as R
in 7. Let L' = (L\Y)UX. It can be shown that L’ is a I{(k’,t')-dominating set of T”. Therefore,
Vi) (1) < Y,y (1)

Conversely, let L’ be a minimum (%', ¢')-dominating set of T”. Since k(e) = k’(e) for every edge e in T'
and the set of required vertices in 7T is a subset of the set of required vertices in T”. Therefore, a I(k’,t')-
dominating set of 7" is also a I(k,?)-dominating set of 7. Hence, v+ (T) < Vi v)(1"). Therefore,
Vi) (T) = g 4y (T7). O O

The next two lemmas show the correctness of the algorithm for the second round.

Lemma 4. Let u be the support vertex at level i processed in the second round. Also, assume that
the labels of T are such that k(e) < |r(u)| for every edge e incident to a vertex of c(u) and k(e) +
k() — 1 < |r(u)| for every pair of distinct edges e and €' incident to vertices of c(u). If d(u) = 2
and [r(u) Ur(p(u))| < 3, then Yt (T) = v o) (T") + |e(u) N r(u)|, where T is obtained from T by
deleting the vertex set c(u), relabelling the maximum neighbour of p(u) in Nr[p(u)]\r(p(u)) as R, setting
k' (up(u)) = max{(k(up(u)) — |c(u) Nr(u)|),0} and every other labels remain the same.

Proof. Let L be a minimum [(k, t)-dominating set of T. Note that at any stage of the algorithm k(up(u)) =
2. Since d(u) = 2, there exist a pendant edge e incident to u with k(e) = 2. Therefore, |(Np[up(u)] U
Nrle])NL| > k(up(u))+k(e) —1 which implies that |(Np[u]UNr[p(w)])NL| > 3. Since k(e) < |r(w)]|, r(u)
contains at least two vertices from Np[u]. This implies that |r(u)Ur(p(w))| > 2. Since |r(u)Ur(p(u))| < 3,
(Nr[u] U Np[p(u)]) N L contains a set of vertices Y of size at least one such that every vertex of Y is
of label B. Let z be the maximum indexed vertex in YV and w be the maximum neighbour of p(u) in
Nrp(u)] \ r(p(w)). Consider the set L' = (L \ {z}) U{w}. Clearly, L' is a minimum [(k, ¢)-dominating
set of T. Let L” = L'\ (c(u) Nr(u)). Since |Nr[up(uw)] N L'| > k(up(u)), we have |Np[up(u)] N L"| >
K (up(u)) = max{(k(up(u)) — |e(u) Nr(u)]),0}. Since every other label remains same, for every other



edge e; in T', we have |[Np[e;] N L"| > k'(e;) and for every pair of edges e; and e’ in T”, we have
|(N1/[ej] U Np/[eh]) 0 L"| > K'(e;) + k'(€}) — 1. Therefore, L" is a [(k,t')-dominating set of 7. Hence,
Yk 1) (T7) < Wi,y (T) — le(u) Nr(w)].

Conversely, let L' be a minimum [(’,t')-dominating set of 7. Let w be the maximum neighbour
of p(u) in Np[u] \ r(u). Since ¢'(w) = R, we have w € L’. Consider the set L = L' U (c(u) N r(u)).
Since L’ is a I(k’,t")-dominating set of T”, we have |Np/[up(u)] N L'| > k'(up(u)). This implies that
|Nplup(u)] N L] > k' (up(u)) + |e(uw) Nr(u)| > k(up(u)). Since every other label remains the same, for
every edge e which is not incident to u in 7', we have |[Ny[e] N L| > k(e) and for every pair of edges e; and
e’; which are not incident to u in T', we have |(Nr[e;]UN7[ei])NL| > k(e;)+k(e}) — 1. Since k(e) < [r(u)]
for every edge e incident to c(u), we have |[Ny[e] N L| > k(e) and |r(u)| > 2 because there is an edge €’
incident to a vertex of c(u) with k(e’) = 2. Hence, we have |Np[up(u)] N L| > 3. Therefore, the edge
up(u) satisfies condition three of I(k,t)-dominating set. Since k(e) + k(e’) — 1 < |r(u)], for every pair of
distinct edges e and e’ incident to the vertices of ¢(u), we have |(Nr[e] U Nrle']) N L| > k(e) + k(e') — 1.
Therefore, L is a I(k,t)-dominating set of T'. Hence, ¥i(.¢)(T) < vy ,ey(T") + |c(u) Nr(u)|. Therefore,

Nty (T) = Y,y (T7) + le(u) N (w)]. . -

Lemma 5. Let u be the support vertex at level i processed in the second round. Also, assume that the labels
of T are such that k(e) < |r(u)| for every edge e incident to a vertex of c(u) and k(e)+k(e’) —1 < |r(u)]
for every pair of distinct edges e and €' incident to vertices of c(u). If d(u) # 2 or |r(u) Ur(p(u))| > 3,
then Yie,e) (T) = Yier 4y (T7) + |e(w) N r(u)|, where T' is obtained from T by deleting the vertex set c(u),
setting k' (up(u)) = max{(k(up(u)) — |c(u) Nr(u)|),0} and every other labels remain the same.

Proof. Let L be a minimum [(k, t)-dominating set of T.. Let L' = L\ (c(u) Nr(u)). We show that L is a
I(K',t")-dominating set of T”. Since |Np[up(u)] N L| > k(up(u)), we have |Np:[up(u)] N L'| > k' (up(u)) =
max{(k(up(u)) —|c(u) Nr(u)|),0}. Since every other label remains same, for every other edge e;, we have
|N7/[e;] N L'| > K'(e;) and for every other pair of edges e; and e}, we have |(N[e;] U Ngv[e}]) N L[ >
k'(ej) + k'(e}) — 1. Therefore, L is a I(k',t')-dominating set of T". Hence, v,y (T") < Yi(r,0)(T) —
le(uw) Nr(u)].

Conversely, let L’ be a minimum [(k’, ¢')-dominating set of 7. Consider the set L = L' U (c(u)Nr(w)).
Since L' is a I(k,t')-dominating set of 7", we have |Np[up(u)] N L'| > k'(up(u)). This implies that
|Nrlup(u)] N L] > k' (up(u)) + |c(uw) Nr(u)| > k(up(u)). Since every other label remains the same, for
every edge e; which is not incident to u in T', we have |[Nrp[e;] N L| > k(e;) and for every pair of edges e;
and e} which are not incident to u, we have |(Nr[e;]UNr[ei])N L[ > k(e;) +k(e;) — 1. Since k(e) < [r(u)
for every edge e incident to c(u), we have |[Nrle] N L| > k(e). Since |k(e;) + k(e}) — 1| < r(u) for
every pair of distinct edges e; and e’ incident to the vertices of ¢(u), we have |(Nr[e;] U Nrlef]) N L] >
k(e;) + k(e;) — 1. Also, we have |(Nr[up(u)] U Nz[e]) N L| > k(up(u)) + k(e) — 1 for every edge e in T
Therefore, L is a I(k, t)-dominating set of T'. Hence, ¥;(.¢)(T) < v,y (T") + |c(u) Nr(u)|. Therefore,
ko (T) = gy (T7) + o) O 7). . 0

Finally, the following lemma shows how to compute a minimum [(k,t)-dominating set of a star T'
rooted at u.

Lemma 6. Let u be the root of a star T. Then the following are true:

(a) If d(u) > 2, then vy (T) = max{|r(u)|,3}.

(b) If d(u) =1, then yy(e,)(T) = max{|r(u)], 2}.

(c) If d(u) = 0 and there is an edge e incident to u with k(e) = 1, then vy,+)(T) = max{|r(u)|,1}.
(d) If d(u) = 0 and there is no edge e incident to u with k(e) = 1, then vy (T) = |r(u)].

The proofs are straightforward and hence omitted. The above lemma shows how to compute minimum
I(k,t)-dominating set of a given star.

2.2 Running time of Algorithm

In this subsection, we analyze the running time of Algorithm [I} Let o(¢) denote the vertices at level
i. The ordering ¢ in line 1 can be found in O(n) time. While processing a support vertex u at level i in
the for loop (line 4-11), the algorithm marks some maximum neighbours of « in Np[u] \ r(u) as R and
update the necessary r()-values. The conditions and the marking is done in constant time. Note that, a
vertex can be marked as R at most once. The update in line 11 takes O(degr(v,)) time. Therefore, the



for loop in line 4-11 takes > (O(1) + O(degr(v,))). With similar argument, the for loop in line 12-20
u€o (i)
takes > (O(degr(u)) + O(degr(v,))) as line 16-18 takes O(degr(u)) time. After summing for all the
u€o (i)
levels, we conclude that Algorithm [I] runs in linear time. Therefore, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 7. The MINLVEDP can be solved in linear time for trees.

3 NP-completeness

In this section, we show that the decision version of liar’s ve-domination problem is NP-complete
for general graphs. To prove the NP-completeness, we show a polynomial time reduction from liar’s
domination decision problem in general graphs, which is known to be NP-complete [SIa09]. The decision
version of liar’s domination problem is stated as follows:

L1AR’S DOMINATION DECISION PROBLEM (DECIDELVDP)
Instance: A graph G = (V, E) and an integer k.
Question: Does there exist a liar’s dominating set of G of size at most k7

Theorem 8. The DECIDELVEDP is NP-complete for general graphs.

Proof. Given a subset of the vertex set, we can check in polynomial time whether the given subset is a
liar’s ve-dominating set or not. Therefore, the DECIDELVEDP is in NP. Let G = (V, E) be an instance
of DECIDELVDP with V' = {vj,ve,...,v,} and E = {e1,ea,...,e,}. We construct an instance of
DECIDELVEDP, say G = (V', E’), by adding a vertex, say u;, to every vertex v; € V. Therefore,
V=V U{w|l <i<n}and E' = EU {u;v;]1 <i<n}. Next, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 9. The graph G has a liar’s dominating set of size at most k if and only if G’ has a liar’s
ve-dominating set of size at most k.

Proof. Let L be a liar’'s dominating set of G of size at most k. Thus, for every v; € V, we have
|Ng[v] M L| > 2 and for any pair of vertices v;,v; € V with ¢ # j, we have |(Ng[v;) U Ng[v;]) N L| > 3.
This implies that for every edge v;v; and w;v; in G', we have |Ngr[v;v;] N L| > 3 and |Ng/[uv;| N L| > 2,
respectively. Also, for any pair of distinct edges u;v; and ujv;, we have |(Ng[u;v;] U Ngr [u;v;]) VL] > 3.
Similarly, we have |(Ngr[u;v;] U Ngr[vev;]) N L| > 3 for any pair of edges w;v; and v.v;. Therefore, L is a
liar’s ve-dominating set of G’ of size at most k.

Conversely, let L, be a liar’s ve-dominating set of G’ of size at most k. Note that to ve-dominate
u;v; twice, there must be at least two vertices from Ng/[v;] in Lye. Let us assume that u; € L, for
some i € {1,2,...,n}. This implies that, L,. contains at least one vertex of Ng[v;]. If L, contains at
least two vertices from N¢[v;] and at least three vertices from (Ng([v;] U Ng[v;]) for every v; € V' \ {v;},
then by removing u; from L,. we have another liar’s ve-dominating set of G’ of size at most k. If L,
contains two vertices of Ng[v;] where |Ng[v;]| > 3 and two vertices from (Ng[v;] U Ng[v;]) for some
v; € V'\ {v;}, then replacing u; by a vertex vg € Ng[v;]\ Lye we have another liar’s ve-dominating set of
G’ of size at most k. Also, if L, contains two vertices from Ng[v;] where |Ng[v;]| = 2 and two vertices
from (Ng[v;] U Nglv;]) for some v; € V'\ {v;}, then replacing u; by a vertex vqg € Ng[v;] \ Lye we have a
liar’s ve-dominating set of G’ of size at most k. Finally, if L,. contains exactly one vertex from Ng[v,],
then replacing u; by a vertex vq € Ng[v;] \ Lye we have another liar’s ve-dominating set of G’ of size
at most k. Thus, without loss of generality, let us assume that L,. C V. We claim that L,. is a liar’s
dominating set of G. If not, then there is a vertex v; € V such that either |Ng[v;] N Lye| < 2 or there is a
vertex vj € V'\ {v;} such that |(Ng[v;])U Ng[v;]) N Lye| < 3. Since Ly, is a liar’s ve-dominating set of G’,
to ve-dominate w;v; twice, there must be at least two vertices of Ng[v;] in L. and for any pair of edges
w;v; and u;v; there must be at least three vertices of Ng[v;] U Ng[v;] in Ly, a contradiction. Therefore,
L, is a liar’s dominating set of G of size at most k. O O

From the above lemma, it follows that DECIDELVEDP is NP-complete for general graphs. [0 [J

The DECIDELVDP is NP-complete for chordal graph [PP13] and bipartite graph [RS09]. Observe
that if the instance G = (V,E) of DECIDELVDP is a chordal graph or bipartite graph, the graph
G' = (V',E’) in Theorem [§] is also chordal graph or bipartite graph, respectively. Thus, we have the
following corollaries.

Corollary 10. The DECIDELVEDP is NP-complete for chordal graphs.



Corollary 11. The DECIDELVEDP is NP-complete for bipartite graphs.
The DECIDELVDP is NP-complete in claw free graphs [PPP15].

Corollary 12. The DECIDELVEDP is NP-complete for p-claw free graphs where p > 4.

4 Approximation Algorithm and Hardness

In this section, we study approximation algorithms and hardness of approximation for MINLVEDP.

4.1 Approximation algorithms

In this subsection, we design two approximation algorithms for MINLVEDP problem in general graphs
and in p-claw free graphs.

4.1.1 General graph

Our proposed approximation algorithm uses the greedy approximation algorithm for the minimum

set cover problem. The minimum set cover problem is stated as follows:

MiINIMUM SET COVER PROBLEM (MINSCP)

Instance: A set system (X,S), where X is a nonempty set and S is a family of subsets of X.

Output: A minimum set cover C, that is, a subfamily C C S such that every element x of X is contained
in at least one of the sets in C.

The approximation algorithm works in two phases. In the first phase, we compute a 2-ve dominating
set, say D, of the given graph G = (V, E). For this we use the (2In A(G) 4 1)-approximation algorithm
by Kumar et al. [NKPV21], where A(G) is the maximum degree of G. Now if for every pair of edges
ei,e; € E, |(Ngle;]JUNgle;])ND| > 3, then D is also liar’s ve-dominating set of G. Otherwise, we construct
an instance of the set cover problem as follows: let X = {(e;, e;) such that |(Ng[e;] U N¢le;]) N D| = 2}
and S be the family of subsets of X. For every vertex vy € V' \ D, we have a set Sy in S, where Sy, is
defined as S, = {(e;, e;) € X such that vy € (Ngle;] U Ngle;])}. We find the approximate set cover, say
C, for the instance (X,S) using the approximation algorithm in [CLRS01]. Let C be the set of vertices
of G defined by C' = {vy|Sk € C}. Note that D and C are disjoint subsets of V and L = D U C forms a
liar’s ve-dominating set of G. The process is described in Algorithm

Algorithm 3 Approx LVEDS(G)
Input: A graph G = (V, E)
Output: An approximate liar’s ve-dominating set L.

1: Compute an approximate 2-ve dominating set D;

2: Let X = {(e;,e;) such that |(Ngle;) U Ngle;]) N D| = 2}
3: Let S, = {(ei,ej) € X such that v, € (Ngle;] U Nglei])}
4: § = {Sk|vk S V\D},

5. Compute an approximate set cover C of (X,S);

6: C ={vp: S, eCl

7. L=DUC,

8: return L;

Next, we calculate the approximation ratio of the above algorithm. From [NKPV21], we know that
|D| < (2In A(G)+1)|D*|, where D* is a minimum 2-ve dominating set of G. As every liar’s ve-dominating
set is also a 2-ve dominating set, we have |D*| < |L*|, where L* is a minimum liar’s ve-dominating set of
G. Also from [CLRS0I], we have |C| < (In(|Smaz|) + 1)|C*|, where C* is a minimum set cover of (X,S)
and Sy,q. is the set in S having maximum cardinality. Clearly, |C*| < |L*| because corresponding sets of
the vertices of (L* \ D) forms is a cover for X. Next, we argue about the cardinality of Sy,q.. Let Spax
be the set corresponding to the vertex v. The number of edges that are exactly 2-ve dominated by D and
also incident to a vertex of Ng[v] is at most A(G)?. Let e; be such an edge and Ng[e;]ND = {x,y}. Now,
if (e;,e;) € X, then Ngle;]ND = {z,y}. Note that e; must be an edge that is incident to N¢[z] U N¢[y]
and there are at most A(G)? many edges possible. Hence, each e; contributes at most A(G)? many pairs



in X. As a result S,,,, can contain at most A(G)* many pairs from X. Therefore, |Synaz| < A(G)* and
hence, |C| < (4In A(G) + 1)|C*|. Combining all the above arguments, we have

L] = |D| +|C| = D] + ]
< (2InA(G) +1)|D*| + (4In A(G) + 1)[C”]
< (2ImA(G) +1)|L*| + (AIn A(G) + 1)|L*]
<2(3InA(G) + 1)|L7|

Note that the algorithm can be computed in polynomial time. Hence, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 13. The MINLVEDP problem can be approximated within a factor of O(Iln A(G)), where
A(G) is the mazimum degree of G.

4.1.2 p-claw free graph

In this subsection, we present a constant factor approximation algorithm for the MINLVEDP in p-
claw free graphs. A graph G = (V, E) is called a p-claw free if it does not have K; , as an induced
subgraph. A 3-claw free graph is simply called a claw free graph. To this end, we first define a new
parameter, namely distance 2-matching in a graph G = (V, E). For a graph G = (V, E), a distance
2-matching is a subset of edges, say M, such that the distance between any two edges in M is at least 2.
Here, the distance between a pair of edges e; = x1y; and ey = xoys9 is defined as the length of a shortest
path from a to b where a € {z1,y1} and b € {x2,y2}. A distance 2-matching M is called maximal if
M is not contained in any other distance 2-matching. Note that, a maximal distance 2-matching can be
computed greedily in linear time. In the following lemma, we relate the sizes of any maximal distance
2-matching and any minimum k-ve dominating set for a p-claw free graph.

Lemma 14. Let G = (V, E) be a p-claw free graph. Also let D}, and M be a minimum k-ve dominating

set and a mazimal distance 2-matching of G, respectively. Then % < |Dj].

Proof. For every e € M, let ¢. = |[Ng[e] N Dj|. Since Dj is a k-ve dominating set of G, we have c. > k.
Therefore, we have

> ce = kM| (1)

ecM
For every vertex v € Dy, let d,, be the number of edges in M which are ve-dominated by v. Since G is
a p-claw free graph, there are at most p — 1 independent vertices in Ng[v]. Now, the distance between
any two vertices in V(M) must be at least 2. Thus, for every vertex v € D} we have d, < (p —1). This
implies that,

> du< (- 1D (2)

veD;

Let us consider a matrix A such that each row of A corresponds to an edge e; in M and each column
of A corresponds to a vertex v; in Df. An entry a;; of A is 1 if the edge corresponding to i-th row is
ve-dominated by the vertex corresponding to the j-th column and 0 otherwise. Observe that, ¢, is the

sum of the entries in a row of A corresponding to the edge e. Thus, Y. ¢ is the sum of the entries of
eeM
the matrix A. Also, d, is the sum of the entries in a column A corresponding to the vertex v. Hence,

> d, is the sum of the entries of the matrix A. Therefore, we have

veD;
Y-y
€M veD;,
kEIM| < (p—1)|Dj| [Using inequality |1} and
k| M| .
— < Dkl
(p—1)
Hence, we have (’;\i\/fll) < |Djl. O O

Since every liar’s ve-dominating set is also a 2-ve dominating set, therefore we have the following
corollary.



Corollary 15. Let G = (V, E) be any p-claw free graph. Also let L* and M be a minimum liar’s

ve-dominating set and a maximal distance 2-matching of G, respectively. Then (Qﬂl‘) < |L*|.

Based on Corollary we propose the following approximation algorithm for MINLVEDP in p-claw
free graphs. The outline of the algorithm is as follows: first, we compute a maximal distance 2-matching
M in G. Then, we remove the edges M7 from G and compute another maximal distance 2-matching Mo
in the remaining graph. Let R be the set of edges that has an endpoint in V(M) or in V(Ms), where
V(M) is the set of endpoints of the edges in M;. Next, we again remove the set of edges R and compute
another maximal distance 2-matching say M3 in the remaining graph. Finally, we return L as a liar’s
ve-dominating set, where L = LU (V (M) UV (M3) UV (Mj3)). Since we can compute a maximal distance
2-matching in linear time, clearly the algorithm runs in polynomial time. The process is described in
Algorithm [4]

Algorithm 4 Approx LVEDS p-ClawFree(G)
Input: A p-claw free graph G = (V, E).
Output: A liar’s vertex-edge dominating set L.

1. L= @;

2: Compute a maximal distance 2-matching M; in G;
3: G=G \ My;

4: Compute a maximal distance 2-matching M in G|
5: R = set of edges incident to V(M) UV (My).

6: G=G \ R;

7: Compute a maximal distance 2-matching M3 in G|
8: L = V(Ml) U V(Mg) U V(Mg);

9: return L;

Next, we prove that the set of vertices L, returned by Algorithm [4] is a lair’s ve-dominating set of
G. Observe that, every edge e € E has at least one neighbour in V(M;). If possible, suppose that e’
be an edge that has no neighbour in V(Mj). This implies that the distance between e’ and every edge
in M; is at least 2 which contradicts the fact that M; is a maximal distance 2-matching. Therefore,
Ngle] N V(My) # @ for every edge e € E. Also, every edge incident to V(M) is 2-ve dominated by
V(My). Now, by the similar argument as above every edge in G\ M; has a neighbour in V(My). Clearly,
L 2-ve dominates every edge in E. Also, for any pair of distinct edges in My and Ms, the condition 2
of liar’s ve-domination holds. Now, suppose there is a pair of edges in E \ (M; U M3) which are exactly
2-ve dominated by the same pair of vertices in V(M;) U V(Ms). Every edge that is incident only to
either My or M satisfies the condition (2) of liar’s ve-domination for V(M7) U V(Mz). So, the only
edges which are exactly 2-ve dominated by V(M;) U V(M;) and do not satisfy condition (2) of liar’s
ve-domination are the edges which have exactly one neighbour in V(M;) and exactly one neighbour in
V(Mz) but having no endpoint in V(M;) UV (Mz). Let E” be the set of edges which are exactly 2-ve
dominated by V(M;) UV (Ms). Clearly, E” is a subset of the set of edges of G\ R. Now, each edge
in E” has a neighbour in V(Ms) otherwise there must be an edge in E” which is at distance 2 from
every edge in M3 but is not in M3 contradicting the maximality of M3. Thus, every edge e; in G is 2-ve
dominated by L and for every pair of edges e;, e; in G, we have |(Ngle;] U Ngle;]) N L| > 3. Therefore,
L =V(M;)UV(My) UV (M) is a liar’s ve-dominating set of G.

Finally, we calculate the approximation ratio of the algorithm described above. From Corollary
we have 2|M;| < (p — 1)|L*| for every 1 <4 < 3. Thus, we have

L] < V(M) + [V (Mz)] + [V (Ms3)]
< 2|Mq| + 2| Ms| + 2| M3| [Since |V(M;)| = 2|M;], for every 1 < i < 3]
<3(p-DIL7
Therefore, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 16. The MINLVEDP can be approzimated within a factor of 3(p — 1) in p-claw free graphs.

4.2 Lower bound on approximation ratio

In this subsection, we show a lower bound on the approximation ratio of MINLVEDP by reducing
instances of minimum liar’s domination problem into instances of this problem. The minimum liar’s
domination problem is defined as follows:

10



Minimum liar’s domination Problem(MINLDP)
Instance: A graph G = (V, F).
Output: A minimum liar’s dominating set L of G.

Panda et al. [PPP15] showed that given a graph G = (V, E), the MINLDP cannot be approximated
within (% — €)In|V| for any € > 0, unless NP C DTIM E(|V|9Ueelos VD) Using this result, we prove a
lower bound on the approximation ratio by showing an approximation preserving reduction from MINLDP
to MINLVEDP. We use the same construction as described in Theorem |8| In the next theorem, we show
the lower bound on the approximation ratio for general graphs.

Theorem 17. For a graph G = (V,E), the MINLVEDP cannot be approzimated within a factor of
3(x —€)In|V| for any e > 0, unless
NP C DTIME(|V|OUeglog VD)),

Proof. We prove this by contradiction. If possible, let A be an a-approximation algorithm to compute
minimum liar’s ve-dominating set of G’ = (V', E’), where a = (3 — €)In|V’|. We can compute the
minimum liar’s dominating set of a given graph G = (V, E) as follows: given a graph G = (V, E) we
first construct the graph G’ from G as described in Theorem Then compute an approximate liar’s
ve-dominating set L,. of G’ using algorithm A. By Lemma @ we have a liar’'s dominating set, say L,
of G such that |L| < |Ly.|. Clearly, this can be computed in polynomial time. Let L* and L, be the
minimum liar’s dominating set of G and minimum liar’s ve-dominating set of G’, respectively. Therefore,

we have

1.1 *
‘L| S |Lue‘ S 5 g - 6) 1n|V/||Lve‘
1 . .
< (g — & m[VI]Ly] [Since [V'| = 2|V] < [V]?]
1
= (5~ |VIL’| (Since |L*| = |L,| by Lemma[]

Therefore, the above process actually outputs an approximate liar’s dominating set of G = (V, E') with ap-
proximation ratio (§ —e) In|V|. This is a contradiction. Hence, the MINLVEDP cannot be approximated

within 2(% — €)In|V| for any e > 0, unless NP C DTIME(|V|0Ueslle VD), O O

4.3 APX-completenss

In [PPP15], we have that the MINLVDP is APX-complete for graphs with maximum degree 4 and
p-claw free graphs for p > 5. Observe that the reduction in Theorem [§is a L-reduction. Algorithm [3]
and Algorithm [4] are constant factor approximation algorithms for bounded degree graphs and p-claw
free graphs for p > 4 respectively. Therefore, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 18. The MINLVEDP is APX-complete for graphs with mazimum degree 5.
Theorem 19. The MINLVEDP is APX-complete for p-claw free graph for p > 6.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have introduced the notion of liar’s ve-domination motivated by an application.
Our study mainly focuses on algorithmic aspects of this problem. We have shown that MINLVEDP is
solvable in linear time for trees but it is NP-complete for chordal graphs, bipartite graphs, and p-claw
free graphs for p > 4. We have also shown that MINLVEDP can be approximated with approximation
ratio O(ln A(G)), where A(G) is the maximum degree of the input graph. But MINLVEDP cannot be
approximated within (% —€)In |V| for any € > 0, unless NP C DTIME(|V|©(ceee VD) Also, we have
presented a 3(p — 1)-approximation algorithm for p-claw free graphs. Further, we have shown that the
MINLVEDP is APX-complete for bounded degree graphs and p-claw free graphs for p > 6. It would
be interesting to study the status of this problem in subclasses of chordal and bipartite graphs. Also,
designing better approximation algorithms for other graph classes can be studied.
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