arXiv:2501.16960v1 [math.CO] 28 Jan 2025

Partitioning a graph into Δ-convex sets of graphs and graph products

Bijo S. Anand^1, Manoj Changat^2, Mitre C. Dourado^3, Prasanth G. Narasimha-Shenoi^4, and Sabeer S. Ramla^5

1Department of Mathematics, Sree Narayana College, Punalur, Kollam, Kerala, India - 691305, bijos anand@yahoo.com 2 Department of Futures Studies, University of Kerala, Thiruvananthapuram, , 695581, India,

mchangat@keralauniversity.ac.in 3 Instituto de Computação, Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, , Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, mitre@ic.ufrj.br 4Prasanth G. Narasimha-Shenoi Department of Mathematics, Government College Chittur,, Palakkad, Kerala, India - 678104, prasanthgns@gmail.com 4Department of Collegiate Education, Government of Kerala, , Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala, India - 695033 5Department of Mathematics, TKM College of Engineering, Karicode,, Kollam, Kerala, India -691005, sabeersainr@gmail.com

Abstract

Given a graph G and a set S ⊆ V (G), we say that S is Δ-convex if the neighborhood of every vertex not in S is an independent set. A collection V = (V_1, V_2, . . . , V_p) of convex sets of G is a convex p-cover if V (G) = ⋃ 1≤i≤p V_i and V_i ⊈ ⋃ 1≤j≤p,j≠i V_j for i ∈ {1, . . . , p}. If the convex

sets of V are pairwise disjoint, V is a convex p-partition of V (G). The convex cover number ϕ_c(G) (the convex partition number Θ_c(G)) of a graph G is the least integer p ≥ 2 for which G has a convex p-cover

(convex p-partition). In this work, we prove that the Convex pcover and Convex p-Partition problems are NP-complete for any fixed p ≥ 4 in Δ-convexity. Furthermore, for the three standard graph products, namely, the Cartesian, strong and lexicographic products, we determine these parameters for some cases and present bounds for others.

Keywords: Δ-convexity, Δ-cover number, Δ-partition number, graph products.

MSC: 05C38, 05C76, 05C99, 52A01.

1 Introduction

We consider finite, simple and undirected graphs. Given a graph G and a set S ⊆ V (G), the Δ-interval of S, [S], is the set formed by the vertices of S and every w ∈ V (G) such that w forms a triangle with two vertices of S. Sometimes it will be useful to write [u, v] standing for [{u, v}]. If [S] = S, then S is Δ-convex set of G. The Δ-convex hull of S, ⟨S⟩, is the minimum Δ-convex set containing S. A collection V = (V_1, V_2, . . . , V_p) of convex sets of

G is a convex p-cover if V (G) = ⋃ 1≤i≤p V_i and V_i ⊈^{j≠i} ⋃ 1≤j≤p V_j for i ∈ {1, . . . , p}. If the convex sets of V are pairwise disjoint, V is a convex p-partition of V (G). The convex cover number of G, ϕ_c(G), is the least integer p ≥ 2 for which G has a convex p-cover [3]. The convex partition number of G, Θ_c(G), is the least integer p ≥ 2 for which G has a convex p-partition.

The Δ-interval function and the associated Δ-convexity were introduced by Mulder in [11]. In [10], the Δ-convex sets, where they were called Δclosed sets, played an essential role in the characterization of quasi-median graphs. In [1], the authors studied the Δ-hull number of a graph showing that computing this parameter is NP-complete for general graphs, presenting polynomial-time algorithms for chordal graphs, dually chordal graphs and cographs and giving tight lower and upper bounds for this parameter. In [2], the authors showed that the problem of computing the Δ-convexity number is W[1]-hard and NP-hard to approximate within a factor O(n^{1−ε}) for any constant ε > 0 even for graphs with diameter 2 and that the problem of computing the Δ-interval number is NP-complete for general graphs. For the positive side, they presented characterizations that lead to polynomialtime algorithms for computing the Δ-convexity number of chordal graphs and for computing the Δ-interval number of block graphs. The decision problems derived from these two parameters are the following.

Convex p-cover

Input: A graph G.

Question: Does G admit a convex p-cover where p ≥ 2 is a fixed integer?

Convex p-partition Input: A graph G.

Question: Does G admit a convex p-partition where p ≥ 2 is a fixed integer?

Convex partitions of powers of cycles, split and chordal graphs in the P_3 convexity have been studied in [7]. In the context of the well-known geodesic convexity, for a general graph G, it is known that the Convex p-cover problem is NP-complete for any fixed p ≥ 3 [3] and for p = 2 [6]; and that the Convex p-Partition problem is NP-complete for arbitrary graphs in [4] for any fixed p ≥ 2. On the other hand, it is solvable in polynomial time for bipartite graphs [9] and for cographs [4]. The cover number and partition number have been further investigated for disconnected graphs in [3] and a characterization for chordal graphs is given in [4]. A rich source of convex cover and partition problems in the geodesic convexity is [5].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we determine these parameters in block graphs, we relate them with the chromatic number, and show that when one of them is equal to 2, then the hull number is not 2. In Section 3, we show that the computation of any of these parameters is an NP-complete problem and present a polynomial-time algorithm for finding a convex 2-partition if one exists. Finally, Section 4 deals with the cover number and partition number of graph products. We consider the three standard graph products, namely, the Cartesian, strong and lexicographic products, by determining these parameters for some cases and presenting bounds for others.

We conclude this section by presenting some definitions. Given a graph G, for S ⊆ V (G), we denote G[S] as the induced subgraph of S in G. For u ∈ V (G), the open neighbourhood of u is defined by N(u) = {v : uv ∈ E(G)}. The chromatic number of a graph G can be defined as a minimum number of colours needed to colour G in such a way that no two adjacent vertices have the same colour, denoted as χ(G). We say that u is a Δ-extreme vertex if V (G) \ {u} is Δ-convex. By definition, ϕ_c(G) = Θ_c(G) = 2 if there is a Δ-extreme vertex in G. Note that u is Δ-extreme if and only if u does not belong to any triangle of G. The Δ - hull number h(G) of a graph G is the cardinality of a minimum set such that its Δ - convex hull is V (G).

2 Preliminaries

We begin this section by considering a block graph G of order n ≥ 2. Note that if G is a complete graph, then ϕ_c(G) = n; and that if G is not complete, then ϕ_c(G) = 2. The next result determines Θ_c(G) for block graphs.

Theorem 1. If G is a connected block graph of order n ≥ 2, then Θ_c(G) is the order of the smallest block of G.

Proof. Let p be the order of a smallest block B of G. Write V (B) = {v_1, v_2, . . . , v_p}. Now we divide V (G) into p sets V = {V_1, V_2, . . . , V_p} as following. For i ∈ {1, . . . , p}, define V_i = V (G_{vi,Bp} ) where G_{vi,Bp} is the connected component of V (G) \ (V (B_p) \ {v_i}) containing v_i whenever v_i is cut vertex of G and V_i = {v_i} otherwise. For i ∈ {1, . . . , p}, V_i is convex because there is not triangle in G with exactly two vertices in V_i. Therefore V = {V_1, V_2, . . . , V_p} is a convex partition of G.

For p = 2, it is clear that Θ_c(G) = 2. From now on, consider that p ≥ 3. Suppose by contradiction that U = {U_1, U_2, . . . , U_m} is a convex partition of G for 1 < m < p. For each U_i and each block B^′ of G, note that U_i contains either all vertices of B^′ or at most one vertex of B^′. If every block of G is contained in some U_j ∈ U, then G has at least one cut vertex because m ≥ 2. However, this implies that U is not a convex partition, because some cut vertex will be common to different sets of U. Therefore, for at least one block B^{′′} of G, every two vertices of B^{′′} belong to different sets of U, which implies that m ≥ p, a contradiction.

Now, we consider chordal and dually chordal graphs. We need of the following theorem from [1].

Theorem 2. [1] Let G be a 2-connected graph. If G is chordal or dually chordal, then every pair of adjacent vertices form a Δ-hull set of G.

For a graph G in which every pair of adjacent vertices is a hull set, the only proper convex sets of G are the independent sets. In that case the convex cover number and the convex partition number of G are equal and coincide with the chromatic number χ(G). Using Theorem 2, we have the following equalities.

Corollary 3. If G is a chordal or dually chordal graph, then ϕ_c(G) = Θ_c(G) = χ(G).

The next result presents a property of the graphs admitting a convex 2-cover.

Lemma 4. Let G be a graph of order n ≥ 3. If ϕ_c(G) = 2, then h(G) ≥ 3.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that h(G) = 2 and that G has non-comparable convex sets V_1 and V_2 such that V_1 ∪ V_2 = V (G). Let u_1, u_2 ∈ V (G) with ⟨u_1, u_2⟩ = V (G). Since |V (G)| ≥ 3, there is a vertex u_3 forming a triangle with u_1 and u_2. Since {u_1, u_2} is a hull set, we can assume without loss of generality that u_1 ∈ V_1 and u_2, u_3 ∈ V_2. Note that u_1 ∈ [V_2], which contradicts the assumption that V_2 is a convex set.

Since ϕ_c(G) ≤ Θ_c(G) = 2, Lemma 4 implies that if Θ_c(G) = 2 and n ≥ 3, then h(G) ≥ 3. We present in Figure 1 an example showing that the converse of Lemma 4 does not hold in general.

Figure 1: Graph G such that h(G) ≥ 3 and ϕ_c(G) ≥ 3. In order to make easier to understand, 10 edges are not drawn, namely, each of the 5 rectangles formed by dashed lines and 4 vertices is a K_4.

3 Complexity aspects

In this section, we show that Convex p-partition and Convex p-cover are NP-complete for any fixed p ≥ 4 and present a polynomial-time algorithm for solving the Convex 2-partition problem.

Theorem 5. Convex p-partition and Convex p-cover are NP-complete for any fixed p ≥ 4 in Δ-convexity.

Proof. Since to check whether a given set is convex in Δ-convexity can be done in polynomial time, one can test in polynomial time whether each set of a given partition or a given cover is indeed a convex set, which implies that Convex p-partition and Convex p-cover belong to NP.

For the hardness parts, we present only one reduction from k-Colorability which holds for both problems. It is known that k-Colorability is NPcomplete for any fixed integer k ≥ 3 [8]. Let G be an input for the k- Colorability problem for some fixed k ≥ 3. Clearly, we can assume that G is a non-trivial connected graph. Let G^′ be teh graph obtained from G by adding one new vertex u and the edges to make u a universal vertex of G^′. We will show that G is k-colorable if and only if G^′ has a convex (k + 1)- partition in Δ-convexity. We will also show that G is k-colorable if and only if G^′ has a convex (k + 1)-cover in Δ-convexity.

First, consider that G admits a k-coloring (V_1, . . . , V_k). Since G[V_i] is an independent set for i ∈ [k], G[V_i] is a convex set of G and of G^′. Hence, (V_1, . . . , V_k, {u}) is a convex (k + 1)-partition and a convex (k + 1)-cover of G^′.

Conversely, consider that (V^′_1 , . . . , V^′_{k+1}) is a convex (k + 1)-cover of G^′. We claim that V^′_i is an independent set for every i ∈ [k + 1]. Then, suppose by contradiction that vv^′ is an edge of V^′_j for some j ∈ [k + 1]. Therefore, u ∈ V^′_j , because either u ∈ {v, v^′} or {v, v^′, u} is a triangle. Without loss of generality, we can assume that v^′ ≠ u. Since G is connected, let w_1 . . . w_t be a path of G from v^′ = w_1 and some vertex w_t ∈ V^′_ℓ \ V_j for some ℓ ≠ j. Since {w_s, w_{s+1}, u} is a triangle of G^′ for every s ∈ [t − 1], we conclude that w_t also belongs to V^′_j , which is a contradiction. Therefore, the claim does hold, i.e., V^′_i is an independent set for every i ∈ [k + 1].

Now, since any independent set is convex, if there is a vertex w ∈ V_1 ∩ V^′_i for i ≠ 1, we have that (V^′_1 \ {w}, . . . , V^′_{k+1}) is also a convex (k + 1)-cover of G^′. From this fact, we conclude that there is a convex (k + 1)-cover (V^{′′}_1 , . . . , V^{′′}_{k+1}) of G^′ that is also a convex (k + 1)-partition of G^′. Since u is a universal vertex, by the above claim, we can write, without loss of generality, that V^{′′}_{k+1} = {u}, which means that (V^{′′}_1 , . . . , V^{′′}_k ) is a proper k-coloring of G. Next, we present a polynomial-time algorithm for finding a convex 2- partition if one there exists.

Theorem 6. Algorithm 1 is correct.

Algorithm 1: Convex 2 Partition

Input: A graph G of order n ≥ 2.

Output: A convex 2-partition of V (G) if one there exists; empty set otherwise 1 if G has no triangles then 2 S_1 = {v} where v is any vertex of V (G) 3 S_2 = V (G) \ S_1 4 return (S_1, S_2) 5 let T be a triangle of G 6 S_1 = T 7 while there is triangle T^′ of G such that 1 ≤ |T^′ ∩ S_1| ≤ 2 do 8 S_1 = S_1 ∪ T^′ 9 if S_1 ≠ V (G) then 10 S_2 = V (G) \ S_1 11 return (S_1, S_2) 12 return ∅

Proof. If G has no triangles, then any 2-partition of V (G) is a convex 2- partition. Such a partition is returned in line 4. From now on, we assume that G has at least one triangle.

The while loop beginning in line 7 starts with set S_1 containing the vertices of a triangle T of G. In each iteration, the vertices of any triangle sharing vertices with S_1 are added to S_1, and the loop ends when there is no more triangles in G sharing vertices with S_1.

We claim that S_1 ≠ V (G) in line 9 if and only if (S_1, V (G) \ S_1) is a convex 2-partition of V (G). Indeed if S_1 = V (G), then (S_1, V (G) \ S_1) is not even a 2-partition because V (G) \ S_1 = ∅. Assuming now that S_1 ≠ V (G), we have to show that both S_1 and S_2 = V (G)\S_1 are convex sets. If S_1 is not convex, then there are vertices u, v ∈ S_1 and w ∈ S_2 such that {u, v, w} is a triangle of G. But this contradicts the fact that the while loop has finished. An analogous argument shows that S_2 is also convex.

Now, to complete the proof, it remains to show that G has a convex 2-partition if and only if any triangle chosen in line 5 makes the algorithm reach line 11.

First, consider that G has a convex 2-partition (S, S^′). Let T be the triangle chosen in line 5. Note that T is contained in S or in S^′. Without loss of generality, we can assume that T ⊆ S. Note also that there is no triangle T^′ in G such that 1 ≤ |T^′ ∩ S| ≤ 2. Since S_1 is initially equals to T ⊆ S and the algorithm redefines S_1 in line 8 by adding vertices of a triangle T^′ such that 1 ≤ |T^′ ∩ S_1| ≤ 2, only vertices of S are added to S_1, which means that S_1 ⊆ S. By the above claim, line 11 is reached.

Now, consider that G has no convex 2-partition. Since the graph is finite, it is clear that the while loop beginning in line 7 eventually finishes. Therefore, using the above claim, we conclude that for any triangle chosen in line 5, the set S_1 is equal to V (G) in line 9, which means that line 11 is not reached.

Theorem 7. Algorithm 1 runs in time O(n^3).

Proof. We begin by computing all triangles of G. For a graph with order n, this can be enumerated in O(n^3) steps. After that, line 1 can be checked in constant time. The while loop beginning in line 7 has O(n^3) iteration. Each iteration costs a constant time. Since the other lines can be done in constant time, the total complexity is O(n^3).

4 Graph Products

For the three graph products considered here on graphs G and H, the vertex set is V (G) × V (H). Their edge sets are defined as follows. In the Cartesian product, G□H, two vertices are adjacent if they are adjacent in one coordinate and equal in the other. Two vertices (g_1, h_1) and (g_2, h_2) are adjacent with respect to the strong product, G ⊠ H, if (a) g_1 = g_2 and h_1h_2 ∈ E(H), or (b) h_1 = h_2 and g_1g_2 ∈ E(G), or (c) g_1g_2 ∈ E(G) and h_1h_2 ∈ E(H). Finally, two vertices (g, h) and (g^′, h^′) are adjacent in the lexicographic product, G ∘ H, either gg^′ ∈ E(G) or g = g^′ and hh^′ ∈ E(H).

Let G and H be graphs and let v ∈ V (G). Recall that v is a Δ-extreme vertex if V (G) − {v} is Δ-convex. Observe that if both G and H contain Δextreme vertices, then G□H also contains Δ-extreme vertices, which implies that ϕ_c(G□H) = Θ_c(G□H) = 2.

Theorem 8. Let G and H be two connected non-trivial graphs such that one of them has a Δ-extreme vertex. Then ϕ_c(G□H) = Θ_c(G□H) = 2.

Proof. Assume that G has a Δ-extreme vertex, say x. Then any vertex in {x}×V (H) will not form a triangle with the vertices of V (G)\({x}×V (H)). Then S_1 = {x} × V (H) and S_2 = V (G) \ ({x} × V (H)) will be two proper convex sets in G□H and S_1 ∪ S_2 = V (G□H). Therefore ϕ_c(G□H) = 2.

Theorem 9. Let G and H be two non-trivial connected graphs such that one of them contains cut vertices. Then ϕ_c(G□H) = 2.

Proof. Since the Cartesian product is commutative, we can assume that G has a cut vertex v. Let C_1 and C_2 be connected components of G − v. Take V_1 = V (C_1) ∪ {v} and V_2 = V (G) − V (C_1). Then V_1 and V_2 are convex sets in G and V_1 ∪ V_2 = V (G). No two vertices of V_1 forms a triangle with the vertices of V_2 and vice versa. By the definition of Cartesian product of graphs, no two vertices of V_1 × V (H) form a triangle with the vertices of V_2 × V (H). Similarly no two vertices of V_2 × V (H) form a triangle with the vertices of V_1 × V (H). As a result V_1 × V (H) and V_2 × V (H) are two proper convex sets in G□H and (V_1 × V (H)) ∪ (V_2 × V (H)) = V (G□H). Therefore ϕ_c(G□H) = 2.

Theorem 10. Let G and H be two connected non-trivial graphs. Then ϕ_c(G□H) ≤ min{ϕ_c(G), ϕ_c(H)} and Θ_c(G□H) ≤ min{Θ_c(G), Θ_c(H)}.

Proof. Let m and n be the convex cover numbers of G and H, respectively. We have to prove ϕ_c(G□H) ≤ min{m, n}. Since ϕ_c(G) = m, there exists m proper convex sets V_1, V_2, . . . , V_m of G with V_1 ∪ V_2 ∪ . . . ∪ V_m = V (G). Since each V_i is a proper convex sets in G for i ∈ {1, . . . , m}, no edge of V_i forms a triangle with any vertex of V_j for j ∈ {1, . . . , m} − {i}. By the definition of Cartesian product of graphs, no edge of V_i × V (H) forms a triangle with any vertices of V_j × V (H) for j ∈ {1, . . . , m} − {i}. So each V_i × V (H) is a proper convex set in G□H and ∪^m_{i=1}V_i × V (H) = V (G × H). Since the Cartesian product is commutative, it holds that ϕ_c(G□H) ≤ min{ϕ_c(G), ϕ_c(H)}.

The proof for Θ_c(G□H) ≤ min{Θ_c(G), Θ_c(H)} is similar.

Theorem 11. Let G and H be two connected non-trivial graphs and one of them has convex partition number equals to two. Then the partition number Θ_c(G□H) = 2.

Proof. Since the Cartesian product is commutative, we can assume that Θ_c(G) = 2. Then we can find two disjoint proper convex sets V_1 and V_2 of G with V_1 ∪ V_2 = V (G). By the definition of Cartesian product of graphs, V_1 × V (H) and V_2 × V (H) will be disjoint proper convex sets in G□H and (V_1 ×V (H))∪V_2(×V (H) = V (G□H)), which means that Θ_c(G□H) = 2.

Theorem 12. [2] Let G and H be two connected non-trivial graphs. Then every two adjacent vertices form a Δ-hull set of G ∗ H for ∗ ∈ {⊠, ∘}.

The following theorem holds from Theorem 12.

Theorem 13. Let G and H be two connected non-trivial graphs. Then ϕ_c(G∗ H) = Θ_c(G ∗ H) = χ(G ∗ H) for ∗ ∈ {⊠, ∘}.

5 Acknowledgements

Mitre C. Dourado is partially supported by CNPq, Brazil (grant numbers 305404/2020-2 and 403601/2023-1) and FAPERJ, Brazil (grant number SEI- 260003/015314/2021).

References

[1] Bijo S Anand, Arun Anil, Manoj Changat, Mitre C Dourado, and Sabeer S Ramla, Computing the hull number in Δ-convexity, Theoretical Computer Science 844 (2020), 217–226.

[2] Bijo S Anand, Mitre C Dourado, Prasanth G Narasimha-Shenoi, and Sabeer S Ramla, On the Δ-interval and the Δ-convexity numbers of graphs and graph products, Discrete Applied Mathematics (2021).

[3] Danilo Artigas, Simone Dantas, Mitre C Dourado, and Jayme L Szwarcfiter, Convex covers of graphs, Matemática Contemporânea 39 (2010), 31–38.

[4] Danilo Artigas, Simone Dantas, Mitre Costa Dourado, and Jayme Luiz Szwarcfiter, Partitioning a graph into convex sets, Discrete Mathematics 311 (2011), no. 17, 1968–1977.

[5] Radu Buzatu, Covering graphs by convex sets: Monograph, CEP USM, 2021.

[6] Radu Buzatu and Sergiu Cataranciuc, Convex graph covers, Computer Science Journal of Moldova 69 (2015), no. 3, 251–269.

[7] C. C. Centeno, S. Dantas, M. C. Dourado, D. Rautenbach, and J. L.

Szwarcfiter, Convex partitions of graphs induced by paths of order three, Discrete Mathematics and Theoretical Computer Science 12 (2010), 175–184.

[8] M.R. Garey, D.S. Johnson, and L. Stockmeyer, Some simplified npcomplete graph problems, Theoretical Computer Science 1 (1976), no. 3, 237–267.

[9] Luciano N Grippo, Martín Matamala, Martín D Safe, and Maya J Stein, Convex p-partitions of bipartite graphs, Theoretical Computer Science 609 (2016), 511–514.

[10] Henry Martyn Mulder, The interval function of a graph, MC Tracts (1980).

[11] , Transit functions on graphs (and posets), Proc. Int. Conf.– Convexity in Discrete Structures No, vol. 5, 2008, pp. 117–130.