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Abstract

Let G(V, E) be a finite simple graph and % be some positive integer. A vertex k-labeling of graph
GV,E),¢:V —{1,2,...,k},is called edge irregular k-labeling if the edge weights of any two
different edges in G are distinct, where the edge weight of e = zy € E(G), wy(e), is defined as
we(e) = ¢(x) + ¢(y). The edge irregularity strength for graph G is the minimum value of & such
that ¢ is irregular edge k-labeling for GG. In this note we derive the edge irregularity strength of
chain graphs m K3 — path for m # 3(mod 4) and C [Cflm)] for all positive integers n = 0(mod 4)
and m. We also propose bounds for the edge irregularity strength of join graph P,, + K, for all
integers m,n > 3.
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1. Introduction

Let G(V, E) be a finite simple graph and k& be some positive integer. A vertex k-labeling of
graph G(V, E), ¢ - V — {1,2,...,k}, is called edge irregular k-labeling if the edge weights of
any two different edges in G are distinct, where the edge weight of e = zy € E(G), wy(e), is
defined as wy(e) = ¢(z) + ¢(y). The edge irregularity strength for graph G is the minimum value
of k such that ¢ is irregular edge k-labeling for G.
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Let G(V, E) be a finite simple graph with vertex set V' (G) and edge set £(G). We denote by zy
the edge having end vertices = and y, with x,y € V(G). Let k be some positive integer. A vertex
k-labeling of graph G(V, E), ¢ : V — {1,2, ..., k}, is called edge irregular k-labeling if the edge
weights of any two different edges in G are distinct, where the edge weight of e = zy € E(G),
we(e), is defined as wy(e) = ¢(z) + ¢(y). The edge irregularity strength for graph G, es(G), is
the minimum value of & such that ¢ is irregular edge k-labeling for G.

Following [3], we mean a block of a graph is a maximal subgraph with no cut vertex. A graph
H is called a block-cut-vertex graph of graph G if the vertices of H are blocks and cut-vertices of
G, and two vertices in H are adjacent whenever one vertex is a block in G and the other one is a
cut-vertex in G belonging to the block. A chain graph is a graph with blocks By, Bs, . .., B, such
that for every ¢, B; and B, ; have a common vertex in such a way that the block-cut-vertex graph
isapath. If B, = B; = Bforalli,j € {1,2,...,m}, then the chain graph is denoted by C[B™)].
Furthermore, if B is identical to the complete graph of n vertices, C[K5, )] is frequently denoted
by mK,, — path.

Edge irregularity strength for some graphs have been established. (See eg. [1], [4], [S]). In
this note we derive the edge irregularity strength of chain graphs m K3 — path for m # 3(mod 4)
and C [C ] for all positive integers n = O(mod 4) and m. We also propose bounds for the edge
irregularity strength of join graph P, + K, for all integers m, n > 3.

2. Main Results

Through out this paper, we restrict our discussion only for finite simple graph. Let G be a
graph. For some vertex v € (G, d(v) stands for the degree of the vertex v. The maximum degree of
G, A(G), is defined as the maximum value of d(v), v € G. The label of vertex v will be frequently
denoted by [(v). Moreover, if x is a real number and s is the smallest integer such that s > x, then
we write s = [z].

The following lemma is for facilitating the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.1. For any positive integer r, we have

a. fww =5+ 3r

b [BH0) — 9 4 6.

Proof. We will only prove the a part of the lemma. The b part is omitted.

The proof is carried out using mathematical induction principles for 7.

For r = 1, by inspection we can see that the relation is true. Now assume the lemma is true for any
positive integer = s. Thus we have [@1 =5 + 3s. Consider r = s + 1. We have

3(2(s+1)+3) 3((2s+3)+2) 3(2s + 3) 3(2s + 3)
( =T =T +3] =22 g
2 2 2 2
Based on the induction assumption, [ == (Q‘HS | = 5+ 3s, we obtain [MW =5+3(s+1).
Therefore, we may conclude that [ 2T+3 W = 5 + 3r for all positive integer 7. [

11



A note on edge irregularity strength of some graphs | I N. Suparta and I G. P. Suharta

We will start the main discussion with a fundamental theorem on edge irregularity strength of
simple graphs.

Theorem 2.1 (Ahmad, Al-Mushayt, Baca [2]). If G(V, E) is a simple graph with maximum degree
A(Q), then es(G) > maz{[E*] A(G)}.

Regarding the irregularity strength of m K3 — path, we present the following theorem which is
due to Ahmad, Gupta, and Simanjuntak [1].

Theorem 2.2. For any positive integer m,, [M1 < es(mK3-path) < 2m + 1.
Following this theorem, they then propose an open problem below.
Open Problem 1. For any positive integer m, determine the irregularity strength of m Ks-path.

With respect to this problem, in this discussion we derive a partial solution for it, that is for
m % 3(mod 4). The following Subsection 2.1 will give explanation on how we derive the partial
answer.

2.1. Irregularity Strength of mKs — path

As a motivation we will show some examples of some labeling of ng — path with their
irregularity strengths: chain graph 4K3 — path with es(4K3-path) = 8 = ( m“ }(see Figure 1);
chain graph 5K3 — path with es(5K3 — path) = 9 = [‘“mﬂ |(see Figure 2).

7 4 7 2

8 14 6 11 5 6 1 4 3

Figure 1. es(4 K3-path) =

Figure 2. es(5K3 — path) =9

In the following, we will show how we define an irregular labeling for m K5 — path, m # 3(mod
4), and show that es(mK3 — path) = [ (mﬂ)}.

First, we denote the vertices of chain graph m K3 — path as we see in Figure 3. Thus, the chain
graph m K3 — path has the following elements:

o V(mKs-path) ={z;: 1 <i<m+1}U{y; : 1 <j<m}, and
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X1 X X3 x4. ' 'ﬁm

&uﬁl

Figure 3. Vertex names for mKs-path

o E(mKs-path) = {x;x;i1, vyi, Tivayi - 1 < i < m}.

We will proceed using mathematical induction principles for m. We consider two cases on m:
m even and m = 1(mod 4).
Case m even.
First we introduce two 2K3 — paths having different irregular labeling. The one in Figure 4 we
call as adder A and the other in Figure 5 we call as adder B.

Figure 5. Adder B

Remark From these two adders we have the following important observations with respect to
inductive process: If we add by 3 all vertex labels of adder A (resp. adder B), then from the
resulting labeling we get that [(x3) of adder A(resp. adder B) is the same as () of adder B(resp.
adder A). Then we identify these two vertices x5 of adder A(adder B) and z; of adder B(adder A),
to have 4K35 — path with an irregular labeling. This remark is indeed needed for concluding the
labeling irregularity of the resulting graph through mathematical induction process. We will call
a derivation graph for the resulting graph which is obtained by adding all vertex labels of graph
with the same constant (in this instance the constant is 3).

Furthermore, we create a seed graph 23 —path as is shown in Figure 6, for the commencement
of inductive process. Here m = 2, and we can immediately see that this graph has edge irregular
labeling with es(2K3 — path) = 5 = (W] The next process of induction is conducted as
follows. All labels of this seed graph 2K3 — path are added up by constant 3. The resulting graph
2K3—path will have [(x3) = 243 = 5. It is easy to see that the irregularity of induced edge labels
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Figure 6. 2K3-path with es(2K3 — path) =5

are maintained for the derivation graph, since all vertex labels increase to the same constant 3. This
irregularity property always holds any time we produce derivation graphs. Then we identify vertex
T from the derivation of m K3 — path with vertex z; of adder A if [(x,,,1) = 6 or of adder B
if [(x;,41) = 5. For example, on the derivation of 2K3 — path we have that [(x941) = I(z3) =
2+ 3 = 5. This label is the same as [(x;) of adder B. Thus, we identify vertex x5 of the derivation
of 2K 35 —path with z; of adder B. The resulting chain graph 4 K3 —path has edge irregular labeling
with es(4K3 — path) = 8 = [%1 This chain graph is shown in Figure 1.

Now observe the derivation of the resulting 4K3 — path. Since the rightmost two blocks of
the resulting chain graph 4K3 — path are adder B, as described in the remark, we can identify
vertex x5 from the derivation of 4 K5 — path with vertex x; of adder A. The resulting chain graph
6 K3 — path is shown in Figure 7.

Let m = 2l for some positive integer [. Continue this identifying process to produce (m +
2) K3 — path from the derivation of m K3 — path and adder A or from the derivation of m K3 — path
and adder B as follows: If [ is even, we identify vertex x,, ; from the derivation of m K3—path with
vertex z; of adder A, and if [ is odd, we identify vertex z,, 1 from the derivation of mK3 — path
with vertex z; of adder B.

10 7 10 5 7 3

5 4 1 4,

11 20 9 17 8 12 4 10 6 7 1 3 2
Figure 7. 6 K3 — path with es(6 K3-path) = 11

Let » be the number of times we repeat identification process for producing chain graph
(2 + 2r)K3 — path. We see that each identification process results in the increase of irregu-
larity strength by 3. Since the seed chain graph 2K3 — path has es(2K3 — path) = 5, then
we get that es((2 + 2r)K3 — path) = 5 + 3r which is by Lemma 2.1, equal to (@1 =
|'3((2r—;2)+1)-| _ |'3(m+1)-|‘

5 Therefore, we can conclude that for case m even, we obtain that
es(mK3 — path) = [W}

Now we discuss for case m = 1(mod 4).
It is clear that es(K3 — path) = 3. So, for m = 1 we have es(mK3 — path) = 3 = [M} For
m = b, an irregular labeled chain graph 5 K3 — path is shown in Figure 2. Observe that all induced

edge labels of this chain graph take all integers from 3 up until 17. This indicates that the largest
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vertex label is the irregularity strength of the graph. Thus, es(5K3 — path) = 9.
We will use this chain graph as the seed graph to construct an irregular labeling for chain graph
mKs3 — path with m > 5. Note that [(z4) = 5.

Figure 8. es(5K3-path) =9

Furthermore, we construct a chain graph 4K3 — path, with irregular labeling as is shown in
Figure 9. Observe that the induced edge labels of this adder C also run from 3 up to 14, and that
l([L‘l) =11 and l($5) = 5.

14 11 9 [
11 3 8 1 5

Figure 9. Adder C

The technique we use to produce bigger m K3 — path is the same as the technique we applied
for m even. First add by 6 to all vertex labels of mK5 — path, m > 5. The resulting derivation
graph will also have irregular labeling with the smallest edge label equals 34+-6+6 = 15. This edge
label is the successor of the largest edge label of adder C which is equal to [(z25) = 14. Moreover,
we have [(z,,11) = 5+ 6 = 11 in the derivation graph which is the same as /(1) in adder C. We
identify these two vertices to produce (m + 4) K3 — path having irregular labeling. For m = 5, we
have es((m +4) K3 — path) = 94 6 = 15 as is shown in Figure 10. Continuing this identification
process, we see that the resulting chain graph (m + 4) K5 — path has {(2,41) = [(z10) = 5
because this comes from [(x5) of adder C. Continuing this process we will have irregular labeling
for mK3 — path, with m > 5.

Figure 10. Chain graph 9 K3-path with es(9K3-path) = 15.

The irregularity strength of the chain graph m K3 —path is derived as follows. We know already that
es(5K3—path) = 9. Let r stand for the number of times we do identification processes. Thus, after
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conducting r times identification processes, we have m = 5 + 47 and es(mKs — path) = 9 + 6r.

Using Lemma 2.1 we can conclude that es(mK3 — path) = 9 + 6r = [3(4;?6)1 = (3(7”2“)1.
3(m+1 ‘I
.

Therefore, for case m = 1(mod 4) we also have that es(m K3 — path) = |
Based on this above observation we proved already the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. For all positive integers m % 3 (mod 4), es(mKz-path) = [S(mTH)}

Based on this result, with respect to irregularity strength of m K5 — path, we have the following
reduced open problem instead of the one proposed by Ahmad, Gupta, and Simanjuntak in [1].

Open Problem 2. For any positive ingeter m = 3(mod 4), determine the es(mKsz — path).

2.2. Irregularity strength of C [Cﬁm)] Sforn = 0(mod 4)
In [1] it is shown that for cycle graph of 4 vertices, Cy, the irregularity strength of chain graph
C[Cim)] is 2m + 1. Then, from this fact they proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. For m > 2, n > b5, the edge irregularity strength ofC[CfLm)] is [t

Here we also address this formulated conjecture, and introduce a solution for n = 0(mod 4) as
we describe below. First we name vertices of C [C’,sm)] as shown in Figure 11. Therefore, the graph
C[C{™] has elements:

V(CICS™]) = {mo,yo} U {ai,ab, ... .2l _,:1<i<m}
U{ec1,e2, ... Cm1}, and

E(C’[C’Y(Lm)]) = {cixl 5 crt o et eattt 1 <i<m -1}
U{x§x§+2:1§i§m;1§j§n—4}
U{@ox;, 203, Yoy 3, YoTpo}-

x3 2 m A5
1 - 1 x2 = 2 X3 ~. xm
&g ~Xn3X1 S X g -~ Xn3
% Cy [4) BECEREINTI (N Yo
=7 2 e 1
Xy x3 xy

Figure 11. Chain graph C[C{™] with its vertex labels

Furthermore, we will show that for all n = 0(mod 4) and all positive integer m, es(C [Cﬁm)}) =
[m2tL7 . Since n is even, we have that [Z2H] = 2= 4 [1] — 22 4 ] This is formulated as the
following theorem.

Theorem 2.4. For all n = 0(mod 4) and all positive integer m, we have es(C[CS™]) = 4L
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Proof. To this, we label graph C' [C’ ] using the following function

f(zo) =
fyp) =" +1,
fle) = +1for1gz'§m—1,
and for 1 < < m,
%(l 1)+jT j:1757"'?N17
flag) =q560-)+57 j=24...n-2
SE—1)+52 j=37,..., N

where N! := maz{s € ZT : s <n—3,s = 1(mod
3(mod 4)}.
Note that the largest vertex label is equal to f (v ) = %% + 1. So, we need only to show that the

labeling function f gives irregular labeling for C' [C’ ]- This will be completed as the following.

H}yand N? :=mar{s € Z":s<n—-3,s=

—~

Let us see the case m = 1.
Using the above labeling function f, we can see that:

D {f(wo) =1},

2) {f(al):j=2,4,....n—2} ={2,3,..., 2},

3) {f(al):j=1,5...,N'} ={1,3,5,..., 2H}

4 {f(z}):j=3,7,....N*} ={3,5,7,..., 52}, and
5) f(yo) =35+ 1.

Recall that
ECICI™]) = {ax_s, axt_y, cai™ ettt i1 <i<m—1}
U{xéméﬁ 1<i<m;1<j<n-—4}
U{xol’}: {1301’%, yOxZL—Sa yofﬂ?_g}-

So, the edge labels of C’[C’T(Ll)], L(C’[C’S)]), is equal to

LC[CP) = DU{4,5,6,....,n—2,n—1}U{2,3,n,n+ 1}
= {2,3,...,n—=2,n—1,n,n+1}.

From this last equation, we conclude that the function f is irregular labeling for the case m = 1.

Now let us see for case m > 2.

If we rename z and yo as ¢y and c,,, respectively, then we see that f(c;) = f(c;—1) + 5, with
1 < i < m;and f(q:z) = f(xé»’l) + %, with 2 < 4 < m. Since the function f for C’[C’T(Ll)] is
irregular, we may conclude that f is irregular labeling for all positive integer m and all positive
integer n = O(mod 4). Thus we may conclude that the theorem is proved. U
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We mention again that this result confirms a partial portion of above Conjecture 1. Therefore,
the remaining problem now is as the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2. For potive integers m > 2,n > 5,n % O(mod 4), the edge irregularity strength of
ClOi™) is [matl),

2.3. Irregularity strength for P,, + K,

Figure 12. Vertex names for P, + K,

Now we will proceed to address irregularity strength of join graph P,, + K,, which is also
discussed in [1] for certain cases. Some bounds for the irregularity strength of this graph for all
integers n > 3 and 3 < m < 6 were proposed in [1].

In this paper, we derive bounds for the irregularity strength of the graph for all integers m > 3
and n > 3. We will see later that for 3 < m < 6 and n > 3, our bounds are the same as in [1].
Therefore, our bounds can be considered as some extension of those in [1].

Before we formulate the bounds, we will start the process by firstly naming vertices of graph
P,, + K, as in Figure 12. So, the graph has elements as follows.

V(Pm—i—E) ={r1,29,..., T} U{y1,y2,...,yn}, and
E(Pm—l—Kn) :{xixiﬂ:Z'G{I,Q,...,m—l}}
U{xly] NS {1,...,m},j S {1,,n}}

Theorem 2.5. For positive integers m,n > 3, we have

Critlmtl ) for m odd

2
(M) < es(P,, + K,) <

(2n+1)m+2

5 —n, for m even.

Proof. For the lower bound follows the result which is formulated in Theorem 2.1. Here we only
discuss the upper bound in the theorem. Consider again the diagram of graph P, 4+ K, as is shown
in Figure 12. Now we introduce the following labeling function for P, + K.
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fly)=7i+17=12,...n,

and fori =1,2,...,m,

% — n, for odd
fai) =

W — n, for ¢ even.

Observe that, by a simple calculation, for 1 < i < m — 1, we have f(z;41) — f(x;)) = n+1
if 7 is odd, and f(z;y1) — f(x;) = nif i is even. Thus, for every i,1 < i < m — 2, we have
f(ziy2) = f(x;) + 2n + 1. This implies that

f,(xi+2yj) = f’(l'ly]) + 2n + 1, with ¢ = 1, 2, e, — 2,] = 1, 2, e,y
(1
f’(xl-ﬂx,-) = f’(:c,;xl-,l) +2n + 1 with ¢ = 1, 2, e, — 1,

where f'(zy) = f() + f(y). 2y € E(Py + K,).

Furthermore, we see also that f'(z1y;) = f(z1) + f(y;) =1+ (G +1) = j+ 2, f'(z2y;) =
flx2)+f(y;) = (n4+1)+(+1) = n+2+j, and f'(z122) = f(21)+ f(22) = 14+(n+2) = n+3.
So, here we have

{f'(@ry;), f(x1ma), fl(way;) : j=1,2,...,n} ={3,4,...,n+2,n+3,n+4,...,2n + 2},

which are all distinct. L
Moreover, since we have Eqn (1), then we may conclude that all induced edge labels of P,,,+ K,

are distinct, and therefore f is irregular labeling. The largest vertex label is f(z,,) = % -n

if mis odd, or f(z,,) = w — n if m is even. Hence, the theorem is proved. O

We inform here that for all n > 3 and 3 < m < 6, our bound meets the bound proposed in [1].
Therefore, our result can be considered as an extension result of the formulated result in [1].

3. Conclusion

We derived partial solutions for open problems and conjectures proposed in [1]. The remaining
problems are still worth to be observed. Especially for the irregularity strength of P,, + K,,, we
see that the gap between the lower and the upper bounds is big enough. It seems to be possible to
narrow the gap.
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