
Czechoslovak Mathematical Journal

Xue-Gang Chen; De-xiang Ma; Hua Ming Xing; Liang Sun
A note on the independent domination number of subset graph

Czechoslovak Mathematical Journal, Vol. 55 (2005), No. 2, 511–517

Persistent URL: http://dml.cz/dmlcz/127998

Terms of use:
© Institute of Mathematics AS CR, 2005

Institute of Mathematics of the Czech Academy of Sciences provides access to digitized documents
strictly for personal use. Each copy of any part of this document must contain these Terms of use.

This document has been digitized, optimized for electronic delivery and
stamped with digital signature within the project DML-CZ: The Czech Digital
Mathematics Library http://dml.cz

http://dml.cz/dmlcz/127998
http://dml.cz


Czechoslovak Mathematical Journal, 55 (130) (2005), 511–517

A NOTE ON THE INDEPENDENT DOMINATION

NUMBER OF SUBSET GRAPH

� � � ��� � � �	� 
 � �
, Shantou, � � � ���� � � ��� , Taian,� � � � �� � � �� � �
, Lanfang, and � �� � ��� � � , Beijing

(Received September 27, 2002)

Abstract. The independent domination number i(G) (independent number β(G)) is
the minimum (maximum) cardinality among all maximal independent sets of G. Havi-
land (1995) conjectured that any connected regular graph G of order n and degree δ 6 1

2n

satisfies i(G) 6 d2n/3δe 12δ. For 1 6 k 6 l 6 m, the subset graph Sm(k, l) is the bipartite
graph whose vertices are the k- and l-subsets of an m element ground set where two vertices
are adjacent if and only if one subset is contained in the other. In this paper, we give a
sharp upper bound for i(Sm(k, l)) and prove that if k + l = m then Haviland’s conjecture
holds for the subset graph Sm(k, l). Furthermore, we give the exact value of β(Sm(k, l)).
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1. Introduction

Let G = (V,E) be a simple graph of order n. The degree, neighborhood and
closed neighborhood of a vertex v in the graph G are denoted by d(v), N(v) and
N [v] = N(v) ∪ {v} respectively. The minimum degree and maximum degree of the
graph G are denoted by δ(G) and ∆(G) respectively. The graph induced by S ⊆ V

is denoted by 〈S〉. Let ε(S, V −S) denote the number of edges between S and V −S.
For integers 1 6 k 6 l 6 m, we define the subset graph Sm(k, l) to be the bipartite

graph (χ,E, ψ) where the vertices of χ are the k-subsets of [m] = {1, 2, . . . ,m}, the
vertices of ψ are the l-subsets of [m], and for X ∈ χ and Y ∈ ψ, X is adjacent to Y
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if and only if X ⊆ Y . Notice that the subset graph Sm(k, k) is a matching with
(
m
k

)

edges, and if k + l = m then Sm(k, l) is a regular graph.
An independent set is a set of pairwise nonadjacent vertices of G. The independent

domination number i(G) is the minimum cardinality of a maximal independent set
of G, while the maximum cardinality of an independent set of vertices of G is the
independent number of G and is denoted by β(G).
A set of vertices is a dominating set if N [S] = V . The domination number of a

graph G, denoted γ(G), is the minimum cardinality of a dominating set in G, and
the upper domination number Γ(G) is the maximum cardinality of a dominating set
in G.

For x ∈ X ⊆ V , if N [x] −N [X − {x}] = ∅, then x is said to be redundant in X .
A set X containing no redundant vertex is called irredundant. The irredundant

number of G, denoted by ir(G), is the minimum cardinality taken over all maximal
irredundant sets of G. The upper irredundant number of G, denoted by IR(G),
is the maximum cardinality of an irredundant set of G. Let EPN(v,X) = {u ∈
V −X : u is only adjacent to v but to no other vertex of X}.
The parameter i(G) was introduced by Cockayne and Hedetniemi in [1] and some

results on it can be found in [1]–[7]. Favaron [2] and Haviland [3] established upper

bounds for i(G) in terms of n and δ. For regular graphs of degree different from
zero, we can prove that i(G) 6 1

2n. However, for most values of δ, this is far from

the best possible. In [2], it was shown that for any graph with 1
2n 6 δ 6 n, we have

i(G) 6 n−δ, and this bound could be attained only by complete multipartite graphs
with vertex classes all of the same order. By adapting the arguments from [3], the
following results can readily be proved (see [4]).

Proposition 1.1. Let G be a regular graph. If 1
4n 6 δ 6 1

2

(
3 −

√
5
)
n, then

i(G) 6 n−
√
nδ, and if 1

2

(
3−

√
5
)
n 6 δ 6 1

2n, then i(G) 6 δ.

If n = 2mδ, then i(mKδ,δ) = 1
2n and mKδ,δ is disconnected for m > 1. Havi-

land [3] thought that if G was connected then the upper bound for i(G) could be a
function of n and δ. She also stated the following conjecture in [4].

Conjecture 1.2. If G is a connected r-regular graph with r = δ 6 1
2n, then

i(G) 6 d2n/3δe 1
2δ.

However, Pear Che Bor Lam et al. [7] provided counterexamples to Conjecture 1.2.

In this paper, we give a sharp upper bound for i(Sm(k, l)) and prove that if k+ l =
m then Haviland’s conjecture holds for the subset graph Sm(k, l). Furthermore, we
give the exact value of β(Sm(k, l)).
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2. Main results

By the definition of the subset graph, it is easy to prove the following two lemmas.

Lemma 1. If k = l, then i(Sm(k, l)) = β(Sm(k, l)) =
(
m
k

)
.

Lemma 2. If 1 6 k < l = m, then i(Sm(k, l)) = 1 and β(Sm(k, l)) =
(
m
k

)
.

Now, we give the main results of this paper.

Theorem 1. If 1 6 k 6 l 6 m, then i(Sm(k, l)) 6
(
m−l+k

k

)
and the bound is

sharp.
���������

. Let d = l−k. By Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, if k = l or l = m, Theorem 1

holds. So, we only consider 1 6 k < l < m. Let

A = {X ∈ χ : i /∈ X for m− d 6 i 6 m}

and

B = {Y ∈ ψ : i ∈ Y for m− d 6 i 6 m}.

We have the following claims.

Claim 1. A ∪ B is an independent set of Sm(k, l).

Let t1 and t2 be arbitrary two vertices of A ∪ B. If t1, t2 ∈ A or t1, t2 ∈ B, then
it is obvious that t1 is not adjacent to t2. Without loss of generality, we assume

that t1 ∈ A and t2 ∈ B. Let t1 = {x1, x2, . . . , xk} and t2 = {y1, y2, . . . , yl} where
1 6 x1 < x2 < . . . < xk < m and 1 6 y1 < y2 < . . . < yl < m. Since i /∈ t1 and

i ∈ t2 for m− d 6 i 6 m, {y1, y2, . . . , yl} has at most l− (d+ 1) elements which are
identical to elements of {x1, x2, . . . , xk}. Since l − (d + 1) = k − 1 < k, it follows

that {x1, x2, . . . , xk} 6⊆ {y1, y2, . . . , yl}. Hence, t1 is not adjacent to t2. Since t1 and
t2 are arbitrary two vertices of A ∪B, A ∪ B is an independent set of Sm(k, l).

Claim 2. A ∪ B is a dominating set of Sm(k, l).

For an arbitrary vertex t ∈ (V (Sm(k, l))− (A∪B)), we prove that t is dominated
by at least one vertex of A ∪ B.�	 "!�#%$

: t ∈ (χ−A). Let t = {x1, x2, . . . , xk} where 1 6 x1 < x2 < . . . < xk < m.
Then there exists a xi such that xi ∈ {m − d,m − d + 1, . . . ,m}. Without loss of
generality, we assume that xs is the first number such that xs ∈ {m − d,m − d +
1, . . . ,m}. Let C = {x1, x2, . . . , xs−1, xm−d, . . . , xm}. Since k > s, |C| = s− 1 + d+
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1 = s+ d = s+ l− k = l− (k− s) 6 l. So there exists a vertex Y ∈ ψ ∩B such that
{x1, x2, . . . , xk} ⊆ {x1, x2, . . . , xs−1, xm−d, . . . , xm} ⊆ Y . Hence t is adjacent to Y .�	 "!�#'&

: t ∈ (ψ−B). Let t = {y1, y2, . . . , yl} where 1 6 y1 < y2 < . . . < yl < m.
Then there exists an i ∈ {m − d, . . . ,m} such that yj 6= i for 1 6 j 6 l. Let ys be

the first number that belongs to {m− d, . . . ,m} and let C = {y1, y2, . . . ys−1}. Since
l − (s − 1) < d + 1 = l − k + 1, it follows that k < s and |C| > k. Hence if X is a

k-subset of C, then X ⊆ A and X is adjacent to t. Since t is an arbitrary vertex, by
Case 1 and Case 2, it follows that A∪B is a dominating set of Sm(k, l). By Claim 1
and Claim 2, A ∪ B is an independent dominating set of Sm(k, l). Hence,

i(Sm(k, l)) 6 |A ∪ B| = |A| + |B| =
(
m− (d+ 1)

k

)
+

(
m− (d+ 1)
l − (d+ 1)

)

=
(
m− (d+ 1)

k

)
+

(
m− (d+ 1)

k − 1

)
=

(
m− l + k

k

)
.

Corollary 1. If 1 6 k 6 l < m and k + l = m, then i(Sm(k, l)) 6
(
2k
k

)
and the

bound is sharp.

The sharpness of Theorem 1 and Corollary 1 can be seen from the following result.

Theorem 2. If 1 < l < m and l + 1 = m, then i(Sm(1, l)) = 2 =
(
2
1

)
=

(
2k
k

)
.

���������
. Since 1 < l < m, it follows that m > 3 and Sm(1, l) is not a star.

Hence, γ(Sm(1, l)) > 2. Since 2 6 γ(Sm(1, l)) 6 i(Sm(1, l)) 6 2, it follows that
i(Sm(1, l)) = 2. �

Theorem 3. i(S5(2, 3)) = 6 =
(
4
2

)
=

(
2k
k

)
.

���������
. Since S5(2, 3) is a 3-regular graph,

i(S5(2, 3)) > γ(S5(2, 3)) > |V (S5(2, 3))|
∆(S5(2, 3)) + 1

=
2
(
5
2

)

4
= 5.

If γ(S5(2, 3)) = 5, then let I be a dominating set of S5(2, 3) with cardinality 5. We
have the following claims.

Claim 1. I is an independent set of S5(2, 3).

Otherwise, if I is not an independent set, then there exists at least one edge in 〈I〉.
Hence, ε(I, V − I) 6

∑
v∈I

d(v)− 2 = 3× 5− 2 = 13 < 15 = |V (S5(2, 3))− I |. So there
exists a vertex v ∈ V −I such that v is not dominated by I , which is a contradiction.
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Claim 2. For each vertex v ∈ I , |EPN(v, I)| = 3.

By Claim 1, I is an independent dominating set of S5(2, 3). If there exists a vertex
v ∈ I such that |EPN(v, I)| < 3, then I dominates at most

∑
v∈I

d(v)−1 = 3×5−1 =

14 < 15 = |V (S5(2, 3))− I | vertices, which is a contradiction.
Let A = χ∩ I and B = ψ ∩ I . Since |I | = 5, without loss of generality, we assume

that |A| > 3. It is obvious that |A| 6 4. So, 3 6 |A| 6 4.�	 "!�#%$
: If |A| = 4, then by Claim 1 and Claim 2 the set A dominates 12 vertices

of ψ, which is a contradiction since ψ has 10 vertices.�	 "!�#'&
: If |A| = 3, then by Claim 1 and Claim 2 the set A dominates 9 vertices

of ψ. So, there is only one vertex of ψ that belongs to I , which is a contradiction

with |B| = 2.
Hence, γ(S5(2, 3)) > 6. Since 6 6 γ(S5(2, 3)) 6 i(S5(2, 3)) 6 6, it follows that

i(S5(2, 3)) = 6.

123 124 125 134 135 145 234 235 245 345

12 13 14 15 23 24 25 34 35 45

Figure 1.

By Figure 1, it is easy to see that the black vertices form an independent domi-
nating set of S5(2, 3) with cardinality 6.
The following theorem proves that conjecture 1.2 holds for the subset graph

Sm(k, l) if 1 6 k < l < m and k + l = m.

Theorem 4. If 1 6 k < l < m and k + l = m, then Conjecture 1.2 holds for the
subset graph Sm(k, l).
���������

. Let d = l − k. If 1 6 k < l < m and k + l = m then Sm(k, l) is a
connected regular graph with n = |V (Sm(k, l))| = 2

(
m
k

)
and δ 6 1

2n. By Corollary 1,
i(Sm(k, l)) 6

(
2k
k

)
. It follows that

i(Sm(k, l))
|V (Sm(k, l))| 6

(
2k
k

)

2
(
m
k

) =

(
2k
k

)

2
(
2k+d

k

) 6
(
2k
k

)

2
(
2k+1

k

) =
(2k)!
2k!k!

k!(k + 1)!
(2k + 1)!

=
k + 1

2(2k + 1)
6 1

3
.

Hence,

i(Sm(k, l)) 6 |V (Sm(k, l))|
3

=
n

3
6 2n

3δ
δ

2
6

⌈2n
3δ

⌉δ
2
.

The exact value of β(Sm(k, l)) is given by the following result.
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Lemma 3 [5]. For every r-regular graph G = (V,E) of order n, IR(G) 6 1
2n.

Lemma 4 [6]. If G is bipartite, then β = Γ = IR.

Theorem 5. If 1 6 k < l 6 m, then β(Sm(k, l)) = Γ(Sm(k, l)) = IR(Sm(k, l)) =
max

{(
m
k

)
,
(
m
l

)}
.

���������
. Since Sm(k, l) is the bipartite graph, then by Lemma 4, β(Sm(k, l)) =

Γ(Sm(k, l)) = IR(Sm(k, l)).�	 "!�#($
: If k + l = m, then Sm(k, l) is a regular graph. By Lemma 3, IR(G) 6

1
2 |V (Sm(k, l))| =

(
m
k

)
. Since β(Sm(k, l)) >

(
m
k

)
, it follows that β(Sm(k, l)) =

Γ(Sm(k, l)) = IR(Sm(k, l)) = max
{(

m
k

)
,
(
m
l

)}
.�	 "!�#)&

: If k + l 6= m, then β(Sm(k, l)) > max
{(

m
k

)
,
(
m
l

)}
. Without loss of

generality, assume
(
m
k

)
= max

{(
m
k

)
,
(
m
l

)}
. That is to say |χ| > |ψ| and β(Sm(k, l)) >(

m
k

)
. For arbitrary vertices X ∈ χ and Y ∈ ψ, d(X) < d(Y ). If β(Sm(k, l)) >

(
m
k

)
=

|χ|, then let I be a maximal independent set with cardinality β(Sm(k, l)). Hence,
I must contain some vertices of χ and some vertices of ψ. Let X1 = I ∩ χ and

Y1 = I ∩ ψ. Let X2 = χ−X1 and Y2 = ψ − Y1. So Xi 6= ∅ and Yi 6= ∅ for i = 1, 2.
Since

ε(Y1, V − I) = ε(Y1, X2) =
∑

Y ∈Y1

d(Y ) = d(Y )|Y1| 6
∑

X∈X2

d(X) = d(X)|X2|

and d(X) < d(Y ), it follows that |Y1| < |X2|. Hence |I | = |X1| + |Y1| < |X1| +
|X2| = |X |, which is a contradiction. Hence, β(Sm(k, l)) =

(
m
k

)
. So, β(Sm(k, l)) =

Γ(Sm(k, l)) = IR(Sm(k, l)) = max
{(

m
k

)
,
(
m
l

)}
.
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