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ROMAN DOMINATION EXCELLENT GRAPHS: TREES

VLADIMIR SAMODIVKIN

ABSTRACT. A Roman dominating function (RDF) on a graph G = (V, E)
is a labeling f : V — {0,1,2} such that every vertex with label 0 has a
neighbor with label 2. The weight of f is the value f(V) = X,cv f(v) The
Roman domination number, vz (G), of G is the minimum weight of an RDF
on G. An RDF of minimum weight is called a yr-function. A graph G is
said to be ygr-excellent if for each vertex z € V there is a yp-function h,
on G with hy(x) # 0. We present a constructive characterization of yg-
excellent trees using labelings. A graph G is said to be in class UV R if
v(G —v) = v(G) for each v € V, where v(G) is the domination number of
G. We show that each tree in UV R is yr-excellent.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

For basic notation and graph theory terminology not explicitly defined here,
we in general follow Haynes, Hedetniemi and Slater [9]. Specifically, let G be a
graph with vertex set V' (G) and edge set E(G). A spanning subgraph for G is
a subgraph of G which contains every vertex of G. In a graph G, for a subset
S C V(G) the subgraph induced by S is the graph (S) with vertex set S and
edge set {zy € E(G) | ,y € S}. The complement G of G is the graph whose
vertex set is V(G) and whose edges are the pairs of nonadjacent vertices of
G. We write K, for the complete graph of order n and P, for the path on n
vertrices. Let (), denote the cycle of length m. For any vertex = of a graph G,
N¢(z) denotes the set of all neighbors of z in G, Ng[z] = Ng(x) U {z} and the
degree of x is degg(x) = |Ng(x)|. The minimum and mazimum degrees of a
graph G are denoted by 6(G) and A(G), respectively. For a subset S C V(G),
let Ng[S] = UpesNg[v]. The external private neighborhood epn(v, S) of v € S
is defined by epn(v,S) ={u € V(G)—S | Ng(u)NS ={v}}. A leafis a vertex
of degree one and a stem is a vertex adjacent to a leaf. If I" and H are disjoint
graphs, vp € V(F) and vy € V(H), then the coalescence (F - H)(vp, vy : v)
of I' and H via vr and vy, is the graph obtained from the union of ' and H
by identifying vr and vy in a vertex labeled v. If F' and H are graphs with
exactly one vertex in common, say x, then the coalescence (F'- H)(x) of F and
H via z is the union of F' and H.

Let Y be a finite set of integers which has positive as well as non-positive
elements. Denote by P(Y) the collection of all subsets of Y. Given a graph
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G, for a Y-valued function f : V(G) — Y and a subset S of V(G) we define
f(S) = Zesf(v). The weight of fis f(V(G)). A Y-valued Roman dominating
function on a graph G is a function f : V(G) — Y satisfying the conditions:
(a) f(Ng[v]) > 1 for each v € V(G), and (b) if v € V(G) and f(v) < 0,
then there is u, € Ng(v) with f(u,) = max{k | k € Y}. For a Y-valued
Roman dominating function f on a graph G, where Y = {ry,7o,..., 7} and
o<1y <o <1, let VI={veV(G)| f(v) =r} fori =1,. k. Since
these k sets determine f, we can equivalently write f = (V/; V1. s V) If f
is Y-valued Roman dominating function on a graph G and H is a subgraph of
G, then we denote the restriction of f on H by f|y. The Y-Roman domination
number of a graph G, denoted Yyr(G), is defined to be the minimum weight
of a Y-valued dominating function on G. As examples, let us mention: (a) the
domination number v(G) = v40,132(G), (b) the minus domination number [3],
where Y = {—1,0, 1}, (c¢) the signed domination number [6], where Y = {—1, 1},
(d) the Roman domination number yz(G) = v{0,1,23:(G) 4], and (e) the signed
Roman domination number [1], where Y = {—1,1,2}. A Y-valued Roman
dominating function f on G with weight vz (G) is called a ~yg-function on G.

Now we introduce a new partition of a vertex set of a graph, which play a key
role in the paper. In determining this partition, all 4yg-functions of a graph
are necessary. For each X € P(Y) we define the set V*(G) as consisting of all
v € V(G) with {f(v) | f is a yyg-function on G} = X. Then all members of the
family (V*(G))xep(y) clearly form a partition of V(G). We call this partition
the vyr-partition of G.

Fricke et al. [7] in 2002 began the study of graphs, which are excellent with
respect to various graph parameters. Let us concentrate here on the parameter
ywr. A vertex v € V(G) is said to be (a) yyg-good, if h(v) > 1 for some
yyr-function h on G, and (b) ~yg-bad otherwise. A graph G is said to be
Yyr-ezxcellent if all vertices of G are ~yr-good. Any vertex-transitive graph is
vyr-excellent. Note also that the set of all v-good and the set of all y-bad
vertices of a graph G form the v-partition of G. For further results on this
topic see e.g. [2] [10] 1T, 12} 13}, 15 16].

In this paper we begin an investigation of yg-excellent graphs in the case
when Y = {0,1,2}. In what follows we shall write v instead of v 1,235, and
we shall abbreviate a {0, 1,2}-valued Roman dominating function to an RD-
function. Let us describe all members of the yg-partition of any graph G (we
write Vi(G), V¥(G) and V7*(G) instead of VIH(G), VI (@) and VI (@),
respectively).

(i) VI(G) = {z € V(G) | f(z) = i for each yg-function f on G},i =
1,2,3;
(ii) VO2(G) = {x € V(G) | there are ygr-functions f,, g, h, on G with
fe(x) = 0,92(2) = 1 and hy(z) = 2};
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(iii) VY(G) = {z € V(G)—V"2(QG) | there are yg-functions f, and g, on G

with f,(x) =i and g,(x) = j},0<i<j <2

Clearly a graph G is yg-excellent if and only if V°(G) = 0.

It is often of interest to known how the value of a graph parameter is affected
when a small change is made in a graph. In this connection, Hansberg, Jafari
Rad and Volkmann studied in [§] changing and unchanging of the Roman
domination number of a graph when a vertex is deleted, or an edge is added.

Lemma A. ([8]) Let v be a vertex of a graph G. Then yr(G — v) < vr(G) if
and only if there is a yr-function [ = (Vof; Vlf; sz) on G such that v € Vlf. If
Yr(G —v) < Yr(G) then yr(G —v) = yr(G) — 1.

Lemma [Al implies that V(G), VO'Y(G), VI2(G), V''2(G) form a partition of
V(G) ={z e V(G) | (G —2) +1=7(G)}.

Lemma B. ([8]) Let = and y be non-adjacent vertices of a graph G. Then
Yr(G) > Yr(G + xy) > Yr(G) — 1. Moreover, yg(G + xy) = vr(G) — 1 if and
only if there is a yr-function f on G such that {f(z), f(y)} = {1, 2}.

The same authors defined the following two classes of graphs:

(i) Revr is the class of graphs G such that yg(G — v) < yg(G) for all
v e V(G).
(ii) Repa is the class of graphs G such that yr(G + ¢) < vg(G) for all

e € F(G).

Remark 1. By the above two lemmas it easy follows that:
(i) each graph in Reyr U Rera is yr-excellent,

(ii) if G is a yg-excellent graph, e € E(G) and vr(G) = yr(G + ¢), then
G + e is yg-excellent,

(iii) each graph (in particular each yg-excellent graph) is a spanning subgraph
of a graph in Repa with the same Roman domination number.

Denote by G,, ;, the family of all mutually non-isomorphic n-order y-excellent
connected graphs having the Roman domination number equal to k. With the
family G, , we associate the poset RE,, , = (G, <) with the order < given
by H; < Hy if and only if Hy has a spanning subgraph which is isomorphic
to Hy (see [17] for terminology on posets). Remark [Il shows that all maximal
elements of RE,, ; are in Ropa. Here we concentrate on the set of all minimal
elements of RE,, ;. Clearly a graph H € G, is a minimal element of RE,, ; if
and only if for each e € E(H) at least one of the following holds: (a) H —e is
not connected, (b) yr(H) # vr(H — €), and (¢) H — e is not yz-excellent. All
trees in G, j are obviously minimal elements of RE,, .

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we for-
mulate our main result, namely, a constructive characterization of yg-excellent
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trees. We present a proof of this result in Sections 3 and 4. Applications of
our main result are given in Sections 5 and 6. We conclude in Section 7 with
some open problems.

We end this section with the following useful result.

Lemma C. ([]) Let f = (V{; V/; Vi) be any yr-function on a graph G. Then
each component of a graph <V1f> has order at most 2 and no edge of G join
Vi and V.

In most cases Lemma [A] Lemma [Bl and Lemma [C] will be used in the sequel
without specific reference.

2. THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we present a constructive characterization of yg-excellent trees
using labelings. We define a labeling of a tree T as a function S : V(T) —
{A,B,C,D}. A labeled tree is denoted by a pair (7, 5). The label of a vertex
v is also called its status, denoted star(v : S) or star(v) if the labeling S is
clear from context. We denote the sets of vertices of status A, B,C and D by
SaA(T),Sp(T), Sc(T) and Sp(T), respectively. In all figures in this paper we
use o for a vertex of status A, v for a vertex of status B, ¢ for a vertex of status
C, and o for a vertex of status D. If H is a subgraph of T', then we denote the
restriction of S on H by S|py.

N A NV

(Hi, 1Y)  (H I?) (Hs, %)
(Hs, I") (Hg, I%) (H., I'
O O I O I
o O o I I I—O—I
(Hg, I®) (Hg, HlO,Ilo (Hyp, I

F1GURE 1. All trees with |Lp U L¢o| < 2.

To state a characterization of vg-excellent trees, we introduce four types of
operations. Let .7 be the family of labeled trees (7', .5) that can be obtained
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(Fy, JY) (F», J?) (F3,J%) (Fy, JY)
FIGURE 2.

from a sequence of labeled trees 7 : (T, S1),...,(T7,57), (j > 1), such that
(T, 8 is in {(Hy, 1Y), .., (Hs, 1)} (see Figure[)) and (7, S) = (77,87), and,
if 5 > 2, (T", S™1) can be obtained recursively from (7%, S?) by one of the
operations O1, 04, O3 and Oy listed below; in this case 7 is said to be a 7 -
sequence of T'. When the context is clear we shall write T" € .7 instead of

(T,5) e 7.

Operation O;. The labeled tree (7", S™!) is obtained from (7%, S?) and
(F,J) € {(F\,JY), (Fy, J?),(Fs,J%)} (see Figure B)) by adding the edge uz,
where u € V(T;), x € V(F) and stagi(u) = stap(x) = C.

Operation O,. The labeled tree (T, S™!) is obtained from (7%, S%) and
(Fy, JY) (see Figure @) by adding the edge uxz, where u € V(T%), z € V(F}),
stari(u) = D, and stag,(z) = C.

Operation Oz. The labeled tree (T S™1) is obtained from (7%, S%) and
(Hy, I*), k € {2,..,7} (see Figure[), in such a way that Tt = (T - H},)(u,
u), where stari(u) = stay, (v) = A, and stagi+1(u) = A.

Operation O,. The labeled tree (T S™!) is obtained from (7%, S%) and
(Hy, I*), k € {3,4,6} (see Figure[), in such a way that T"t* = (T - H},)(u,
u), where stagi(u ) D, stag, (v) = A, and stapi+1(u) = D.

Remark that if y € V/(T"%) and ¢ < k < j, then star:(y) = starx(y). Now we
are prepared to state the main result.

Theorem 2. Let T be a tree of order at least 2. Then T is yr-excellent if and
only if there is a labeling S : V(T) — {A, B,C, D} such that (T,5) is in .
Moreover, if (T,S) € T then
(P1) Sp(T) = {x € VT | deg(x) = 2 and |[N(z)NV2(T)| =1}, Su(T) =
VOUT), Sp(T) = VO'*(T), and Sc(T) = VO*(T) — Sp(T).

3. PREPARATION FOR THE PROOF OF THEOREM

3.1. Coalescence. We shall concentrate on the coalescence of two graphs via
a vertex in V°' and derive the properties which will be needed for the proof of
our main result.
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Proposition 3. Let G = (G, - Go)(x) be a connected graph and x € V(G).
Then the following holds.

(i) If f is a yg-function on G and f(x) =1, then f|q, is a yr-function on
Gi, and f|g,—z 18 a yr-function on G; —x, i =1, 2.
(ii) Yr(G) = vr(G1) + Vr(G2) — 1.
(iii) If h is a yg-function on G and h(z) = 0, then exactly one of the fol-
lowing holds:
(iii.1) h|g, is a ygr-function on G1, h|g,—. 1S a Yyr-function on Gy — x,
and h|g, is no RD-function on Gs;
(iii.2) hlg,—x is a yr-function on Gy — x, h|g, is no RD-function on Gy,
and h|g, is a yr-function on Gs.
(iv) Either {z} = VO(Gy) N V°Y(Gy) or {z} = VOYG;) N VIG;), where
{5} ={1,2}.

Proof. (i) and (ii): Since f(z) =1, f|g, is an RD-function on G;, and f|g,—»
is an RD-function on G; — x, 1 = 1,2. Assume ¢; is a yg-function on G; with
g(V(G1)) < fla,(V(Gy)). Define an RD-function f’ as follows: f'(u) = g1(u)
for all uw € V(G1) and f'(u) = f(u) when u € V(Gy — x). Then f'(V(G)) =
g (V(G1)) + flay—e(V(Gy — 2)) < f(V(Q)), a contradiction. Thus, f|g, is
a yg-function on G;, i = 1,2. Now by Lemma [A]l f|g,_, is a yg-function
on G; —x, i = 1,2. Hence 7r(G) = fla,(V(G1)) + fle.(V(G2)) — f(z) =
Yr(G1) + 7r(G2) — 1.

(iii) First note that h(x) = 0 implies h|g, is an RD-function on G; for some
i€ {1,2},say i = 1. If hlg, is an RD-function on G, then vz(G) = h(V(G)) >
Yr(G1) +7r(G2), a contradiction with (ii). Thus, h|g,—. is an RD-function on
Ga—x. Now we have Yr(G1)+vr(G2) —1 = r(G) = MV (G)) = hle, (V(G1))+
hlGy—o(V(Ge — x)) > vr(G1) + (7r(G2) — 1). Hence hlg, is a ygr-function on
G1 and hlg,_, is a yg-function on Gy — x.

(iv) Let f; be a yg-function on Gy. Assume first that fi(z) = 2. Define
an RD-function g on G as follows: g(u) = fi(u) when v € V(G1) and g(u) =
f(u) when u € V(Gy — x), where f is defined as in (i). The weight of ¢
is Yr(G1) + (yr(G2) + 1) — 2 = vr(G). But g(z) = 2 and z € VO (G), a
contradiction. Thus fi(z) # 2. Now by (i) we have x € V(G;) U VOY(G)),
i =1,2, and by (iii), € V°(G;) for some j € {1,2}. O

Proposition 4. Let G = (G - G3)(x), where Gy and Gy are connected graphs
and {z} = VO (G,) N VOHGy).
(i) If fi is a yr-function on G; with f;(x) =1, i = 1,2, then the function
f:V(G) = {0,1,2} with flg, = fi, 1 = 1,2, is a yg-function on G.
(i) 7r(G) = Yr(G1) + Yr(G2) — 1.
(iii) Let Vg = {VO, VL V2 VoL yo2 yiz yoi21 = Then for any A € Vpg,
A(Gh) U A(G,) = A(G).
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Proof. (i) and (ii): Note that f is an RD-function on G and vx(G) < f(V(G)) =
[ilV(G1)) + f2(V(G2)) — f(z) = vr(G1) + Yr(G2) — 1. Now let h be any vg-
function on G.

Case 1: h(x) > 1. Then h|g, is an RD-function on G;, i = 1,2. If h(z) = 2
then hlg, is no yg-function on G;, i = 1,2. Hence vr(G) > (yr(G1) + 1) +
(vr(G2) + 1) — h(z) = vr(G1) + 7r(G2), a contradiction. If h(z) = 1 then
Tr(G) = MV(G)) = h(V(G1)) + h(V(Gy)) — h(z) = 7r(G1) + 7r(G2) — 1.
Thus h(x) =1, vr(G) = vr(G1) + vr(G2) — 1 and f is a yg-function on G.

Case 2: h(x) = 0. Then at least one of h|g, and hlg, is an RD-function, say
the first. If h|g, is an RD-function on Gy then h(V(G)) > vr(G1) + vr(Gs),
a contradiction. Hence hlg,_, is a yg-function on Gy — z. But then v5(G) =
h(V(G)) = 1r(G1) +7r(G2 — 2) = vr(G1) + 7r(G2) — 1 = r(G).

Thus, (i) and (ii) hold.

(iii): Let g; be a yg-function on G with ¢;(z) = 0, and g, a yg-function on
G9 — x. Then the RD-function g on G for which g|g, = g1 and ¢|g,_» = go has
weight g1(V(G1)) +92(V (G2 — ) = Yr(G1) +7r(G2 — ) = Yr(G1) +7r(G2) —
1 = vr(G). Hence by (i), x € VO(G)UV"?(G). However, by Case 1 it follows
that h(x) # 2 for any yg-function h on G. Thus z € V°(G).

Let y € V(Gy — x), |1 a yg-function on G, and h a yz-function on G. We
shall prove that the following holds.

(*) There are a yg-function [ on G, and a yg-function h; on G such that
I(y) = Li(y) and ha(y) = h(y).

Define an RD-function [ on G as l|¢, = l; and l|g,—» = l2, where [y is a
yr-function on Gy — x. Since [(V(G)) = vr(G1) + 7r(G2 — z) = vr(G), L is a
vr-function on G and I(y) = l1(y).

Assume now that there is no yg-function hy on Gy with hy(y) = h(y). By
Proposition B, h|g, . is a yg-function on G; — x. But then the function A’ :
V(G1) — {0,1,2} defined as h'(u) = 1 when v = z and h'(u) = hlg, (u)
otherwise, is a yg-function on Gy with 2'(y) = hlg, (y), a contradiction.

By (*) and since x € VO(G), A(G,) = A(G) NV(G,) for any A € Vi. By
symmetry, A(G2) = A(G) NV(Gs). Therefore A(G) U A(G2) = A(G) for any
A € Vi ]

Lemma 5. Let G = (Gy - Gy)(x), where Gy and Gy are connected graphs
and {z} = V(G)) N VY Gy). Then vr(G) = vr(G1) + 7r(G2) — 1 and
r € VO2(G).

Proof. Let f; be a yg-function on G; with f;(z) = 1, i = 1,2. Then the
function f defined as f|g, = f; is an RD-function on G;, i = 1,2. Hence
vr(G) < f(V(G)) = vr(G1) + vr(G3) — 1. Let now h be any ~yg-function on
G.
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Case 1: h(x) = 2. Then h|g, is a yg-function on G; and h|g, is an RD-
function on Gg of weight more than vg(Gs). Hence vgz(G) = h(V(G)) >
’)/R(G1) + (’}/R(Gg) + 1) - h(u) Thus ’}/R(G) = ’}/R(G1) + ”}/R(Gg) — 1.

Case 2: h(z) = 1. Then obviously h|g, and h|g, are yg-functions. Hence
Yr(G) = Vr(G1) + 7r(G2) — 1.

Case 3: h(z) = 0. Hence at least one of hlg, and h|g, is a yg-function.
If both h|g, and h|g, are yg-functions, then vz(G) = Yr(G1) + Yr(Gs), a
contradiction. Hence either h|g, and h|g,_, are yg-functions, or h|g, _, and
h|a, are ygp-functions. Since {z} = V2(G1) NV (G,), in both cases we have
1r(G) = Vr(G1) + 7R(G2) — 1.

Thus, yr(G) = yr(G1) + 7r(G2) — 1 and z € VO2(G). O

3.2. Three lemmas for trees.

Lemma 6. Let T' be a yr-excellent tree of order at least 2. Then V(T) =
VOUT) U VO2(T) U VOX(T).

Proof. Let x € V(T),y € N(x) and f a yg-function on T. Suppose x € V1(T).
If f(y) =1, then the RD-function g on 7" defined as ¢g(z) = 2, g(y) = 0 and
g(u) = f(u) for all w € V(T') — {z,y} is a yp-function on 7', a contradiction.
But then N(x) C VO(T), which is impossible.

Suppose now z € V(T) U V'2(T). Hence z is not a leaf. Choose a vyg-
function h on T such that (a) h(z) = 2, and (b) k = |epn[z, VJ]| to be as
small as possible. Let epn|x, V)] = {y1, .., yx} and denote by T; the connected
component of T' — x, which contains y;. Hence h(y;) = 0 for all i < k. Since
T is ygr-excellent, there is a yg-function fr on 7" with fi(yx) # 0. Since x €
VAT)UVHT), fr(z) # 0. If fr(yx) =1 then fe(x) = 1, which easily implies
x € VO2(T), a contradiction. Hence fi(yx) = fr(z) = 2. Define a yr-function [
onT asl|r, = fi|lr, and [(u) = h(u) for allu € V(T')— V( %) But lepnlx, Vi]| <
k, a contradiction with the choice of h. Thus VI(T)UV*(T)UV'2(T) is empty,
and the required follows. O

Lemma [6 will be used without specific references.

Lemma 7. Let T be a tree and V—(T') is not empty. Then each component of
(V=(T)) is either K; or Ks.

Proof. Assume that P : 1, x9, 23 is a path in 7" and x1, 25,23 € V(T'). Then
there is a yg-function f; on T with f;(z;) = 1, i = 1 2,3. Denote by Tj the
connected component of 7" — zyx; that contams zj, 7 = 1,3. Then f2|T and
filr; are yg-functions on Tj, j = 1,3. Now define a yz- functlon h on T such
that Alr, = filz,, j = 1,3, and h(u) = fo(u) when u € V(T) — (V(T1) UV (T3)).
But h(xy) = h(xe) = h(z3) = 1, a contradiction. O

Lemma 8. Let T be a yr-excellent tree of order at least 2.
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(i) If v € VO'X(T)), then x is adjacent to exactly one vertez in V—(T), say
y1, and y; € VOI2(T).
(ii) Letx € VO(T). Ifdeg(x) > 3 then = has exactly 2 neighbors in V—(T).
If deg(x) = 2 then either Np(z) C V'2(T) or there is a path u,x,vy, z
in T such that u,z € VOY(T), y € VO*(T) and deg(y) = 2.
(iii) VOUT) is either empty or independent.

Proof. Let z € VO'*(T) U V%(T) and N(z) = {y1,..,y,}. If x is a leaf, then
clearly x,y; € VY'*(T). So, let 7 > 2. Denote by T} the connected component
of T'— x which contains y;, « > 1. Choose a yr-function h on 71" such that
(a) h(z) = 2, and (b) k = |epn[z, V]| to be as small as possible. Let without
loss of generality epn|x, V] = {y1, .., yr.}. By the definition of h it immediately
follows that (c) h|r, is a yg-function on T} for all j > k + 1, (d) for each
ie{1,., 0 (e) . is a yp-function on
Ti—vyi, i € {1,. ,k} Hence fyR(T) < Ar(T;—y;)+1 for all i € {1,..,k}. Assume
that the equality does not hold for some ¢ < k. Define an RD-function h; on
T as follows: h;(u) = h(u) when u € V(T) — V(T;) L s
some 7yg-function on 7;. But then either h; has weight less than yg(T) or h; is
a yg-function on T with epn[z, V3] = epn[z, Vi] — {y;}. In both cases we have

a contradiction. Thus 73( D) = r(T; —y;) + 1 for all i € {1,..,k}. Therefore
Yr(T) = h(V(T)) = 2+ 5, (Yr(T:) = 1) + B 1 Vr(T)) = 2—k+ X1 7r(Th) =
2 —k+~r(T — x). Thus ’YR(T) =2—k+g(T — x).

(i) Since yr(T — x) + 1 = yr(T), k = 1. We already know that h|z, is a
yr-function on T}, j > 2. Assume that y; € VO'*(T) U VOY(T) for some j > 2.
Then there is a yg-function [ on T with [(y;) = 1. Clearly |7, is a yg-function
on T;. Now define a yp-function h” on T as follows: A”(u) = h(u) when
u e V(T) - V(T;) and h"|g, = l|r;. But then h"(z) = 2,h"(y;) = 1 and zy; €
E(G), which is impossible. Thus, ¥s, ..,y, € V(T). Define now yg-functions
hy and hy on T as follows: hy(u) = ho(u) = h(u) for all w € V(T) — {z, 11},
hl(l') = hl(yl) = 1, hg(l‘) =0 and hg(yl) = 2. Thus Y1 € V012(T).

(ii) Since Yr(T — x) = Yr(T), k = 2. Recall that h|z, is a yz-function on T},
j >3, and Yr(T; — y;) = yr(T;) — 1 for i = 1,2. Hence there is a yg-function
fion T; with fi(y;) =1,i=1,2.

Suppose first that » > 3. As in the proof of (i), we obtain ys, ..,y, € VO(T).
Hence there is a yr-function g on 7" such that g(y3) = 2. By the choice of h,
g(x) = -function on T}, i = 1, 2. Define now a yg-function ¢’
onT as ¢'|r, = fi, i =1,2, and ¢'(u) = g(u) when u € V(T') — (V(T1) UV (T3)).
Since ¢'(y1) = ¢'(y2) = L, y1,492 € V7 (T).

So, let r = 2 and let f be a yg-function on T with f(z) = 0. Then there is
y,s such that f(y,) = 2, say s = 2. Hence y, € VO*(T) U V"2(T) and f|z, is a
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~vr-function on 7j. Define the vg-function [ on T" as l|7, = f1 and [(u) = f(u)
when v € V(T) — V(Ty). Since l(y;) =1, y; € VOY(T) U VO2(T).

Assume first that y; € V2(T). Then there is a yp-function f’ on T' with
f'(y1) = 2. Since z € VP(T) and deg(x) = 2, f'(z) = 0. Hence f'|r, is a
a yg-function on Tp. But then we can choose f’ so that f'|r, = fo. Thus
Yo € VOIZ(T).

So let y; € VO(T') and suppose y, € VP'2(T). Then there is a yz-function
f" on T with f”(y2) = 1. Since z € V(T), f"(z) = 0 and f"(y1) = 2, a
contradiction. Thus, if y; € V(T then y, € V(7).

Finally, let us consider a path yi,z,¥s, 2z in T, where y; € VOU(T), z,y, €
VO%(T) and deg(x) = 2. Assume to the contrary that N(y) = {z1,..,2, = x}
with s > 3. Denote by T’ the connected component of T"—y5, that contains z,,
p=1,2,..,s. By applying results proved above for x € V(T with deg(x) > 3
to y2, we obtain that (a) y, has exactly 2 neighbors in V= (T'), say, without loss
of generality, z1, 20 € V(T), and (b) yr(T%, — 2z;) = vr(T%,) — 1, where i = 1, 2.
Recall now that: h(z) = 2, h|p, is no RD-function on 7; and h|p_,, is a yx-
function on T; —y;, i = 1,2. Hence h(y1) = h(yz) = 0 and h|r,  is a yp-function
onT,, j<s~—1. Since vr(T:, — z) = vr(1%) — 1, i = 1,2, additionally we
can choose h so that h(z;) = h(z2) = 1. But then the function h; defined
as hi(u) = h(u) when v € V(T) — {y1,x, 92, 21, 22} and hi(y1) = hi(z) = 1,
hi(y2) = 2, hi(z1) = h(z) = 0 is a yg-function on 7. Now hy(z) = 1,
hi(y2) = 2 and zy, € E(G) lead to a contradiction. Thus, N(yz) = {z, z}.

Suppose z € VO (T). Then there is a yg-function hy on T with hy(z) = 2.
If hy(y2) = 2, then hy(x) = 0 and the function hs on T defined as hs(x) =
hs(y2) = 1 and hs(u) = hy(u) otherwise, is a yg-function on 7', a contradiction.
Hence hy(ys) = 0 and since y; € VOY(T), hy(x) = 2 and hy(y;) = 0. But
then the function hg on T defined as hg(x) = hg(y1) = 1 and hg(u) = hy(u)
otherwise, is a yg-function on 7', a contradiction. Therefore z € V(T), and
we are done.

(iii) Assume that uy, us € V(T are adjacent. Let T, be the component of
T —uquy that contains w;, ¢ = 1,2. Let g; be a yg-function on T with g;(u;) = 1,
i = 1,2. Hence g;(1Ty,) is a yg-function on T, i, = 1,2. Thus yg(T) =
Yr(Tu,) + vr(Ty,). Define now a yg-function gs on 1" as gs|r, = gi|r, i = 1,2.
But then a function g4 defined as g4(u) = g3(u) when u € V(T) — {uq,us},
gs(uy) = 2 and g4(uz) = 0 is a yg-function on T', contradicting u; € VOI(T).
Thus V(T is independent. O

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Proof of Theorem 2l Let T" be a yr-excellent tree. First, we shall prove the
following statement.
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(Py) There is a labeling L : V(T) — {A, B,C,D} such that (a) La(T)
is either empty or independent, (b) each component of (Lg(7T)) and
(Lp(T)) is isomorphic to K3, (c) each element of Lg(T') has degree 2
and it is adjacent to exactly one vertex in L4(T'), (d) each vertex v in
Leo(T) has exactly 2 neighbors in La(7T) U Lp(T), and if deg(v) = 2
then both neighbors of v are in Lp(T).

We know that V(T) = VOY(T) U V(T) U V%(T). Define a labeling L :
V(T) — {A,B,C,D} by La(T) = VUT), Lp(T) = VI¥(T), Lg(T) = {z €
VO2(T) | deg(z) = 2 and |N(z) N VO(T)| =1}, and Lo(T) = VOX(T) — Lp(T).
The validity of (Py) immediately follows by Lemma [

Denote by 7 the family of all labeled, as in (Py), trees 7. We shall show
that if (7, L) € 7 then (T,L) € 7.

(I) Proof of (T.L) e A = (I,L) € .
Let (T, L) € Z;. The following claim is immediate.

Claim 211

(i) Each leaf of T"is in L,(T) U Lp(T).
(ii) If v is a stem of 7', then v is adjacent to at most 2 leaves.
(iii) If uy and wuy are leaves adjacent to the same stem, then wuy, us € La(T).

Claim 211 will be used in the sequel without specific reference. We now proceed
by induction on k = |Lp U L¢|. The base case, £ < 2, is an immediate
consequence of the following easy claim, the proof of which is omitted.

Claim [212 (see FiglI)

(i) If k =0 then (T, L) = (Hy, I').

(ii) If £ = 1 then (7,L) is obtained from (Hy,I;) by operation O, i.e.
(T,1) = (Hyy, 1)

(iii) If & = 2 then either (T, L) is (H,,I") with r € {2,3,4,5}, or (T, L) is
obtained from (Hiy, I*') by operation O; or by operation Oy (see the
graphs (Hg, I°) where s € {6,7,8,9,10}.

Let k& > 3 and suppose that each tree (H, L") € 9 with |L'y(H)UL(H)| < k
isin 7. Let now (T, L) € 9 and k = |Lg(T) U Lc(T')|. To prove the required
result, it suffices to show that 7" has a subtree, say U, such that (U, L|y) € 7,
and (7', L) is obtained from (U, L|y) by one of operations Oy,..,0,. Consider
any diametral path P : xy,..,x, in T. Clearly z; is a leaf. Denote by z}, 27, ..
all neighbors of z;, which do not belong to P, 2 <7 <n —1.

Case 1: sta(r;) = A and sta(zy) = B. Then deg(zy) = 1, deg(zy) =
deg(x3) = 2, sta(xsz) = B and sta(ry) = A. Thus T is obtained from T —
{x1, 79,23} € J and a copy of Hy by operation O3 (via x4). O

Case 2: sta(xy) = A and sta(xe) = C. Hence deg(x2) > 3. By the choice
of P, deg(xs) = 3, xd is a leaf, sta(z}) = A, and sta(z3) = C. If deg(x3) > 4
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then T is obtained from T — {zi, 21,75} € 9 and a copy of F; by operation
O;. So, let deg(z3) = 3. Assume first that sta(xy) = A. Then either z} is a
leaf of status A or z} is a stem, deg(z3) = 2, and both z! and its leaf-neighbor
have status D. Thus, T is obtained from 7' — (N[zo] U N[2i]) € 71 and a copy
of Hs or Hy, respectively, by operation Oz (via x4). Finally let sta(xy) = D.
By the choice of P, either x} is a leaf of status A and then T is obtained from
T — (Nlxg] U {zl}) € 71 and a copy of Hs by operation Oy, or x} is a stem
of degree 2 and both z} and its leaf-neighbor have status D, and then T is
obtained from T — {z}, z;, 75} € Z; and a copy of Fy by operation Oj. O

In what follows, let sta(z;) = D. Hence deg(xs) = 2, sta(xy) = D and
sta(zs) = C. If deg(z3) = 2 then T is obtained from 7' — Nxs] € 7 and a
copy of Fy by operation Os.

Case 3: deg(x3) = 3 and sta(xy) € {A, D}. In this case sta(x}) = C, 2} is
a stem, deg(xi) = 3, and the leaf neighbors of z} have status A. Now (a) if
sta(zy) = A then T is obtained from T — (N[zo] U N|[z}]) € 9] and a copy of
H, by operation Oj (via x4), and (b) if sta(x,) = D then T is obtained from
T — (N[zo] U N[xd]) € 9 and a copy of Hy by operation O, (via x4). O

Case 4: deg(z3) = 3, sta(z,) = C and sta(x}) = A. Hence 23 is a leaf. If
deg(zy) = 3 and sta(xs) = sta(x}) = D, or deg(wy) > 4, then T is obtained
from T — {1, 29,73, 23} € Z; and a copy of Fy by operation O;. So, let
deg(x4) = 3 and the status of at least one of x5 and z is A. Assume first that
sta(z)) = A. Hence z} is a leaf (by the choice of P). If sta(zs) = A then T
is obtained from a copy of H, and a tree in 7] by operation Oj (via x;). If
sta(xs) = D then T is obtained from a copy of H, and a tree in .7; by operation
O, (via z5). Second, let sta(z}) = D. Hence sta(zs) = A, deg(z)) = 2 and the
status of the leaf-neighbor of x! is D. But then T is obtained from a copy of
H; and a tree in .7; by operation O3 (via z5). O

Case 5: deg(z3) = 3, sta(zy) = C and sta(xi) = D. Hence deg(xl) = 2,
7} is a stem, and the leaf-neighbor of z} has status D. If deg(zy) > 4 or
sta(zs) = sta(z)) = D, then T is obtained from T — N[{zs,21}] € 7 and a
copy of F3 by operation O;. So, let deg(z4) = 3 and at least one of x5 and
has status A. Assume sta(x}) = A. Hence x} is a leaf. If sta(xs) = A then T is
obtained from T — N[{x2, ), z1}] € 71 and a copy of Hg by operation Os (via
x5). If sta(zs) = D then T is obtained from T — N[{zy,zi, i} € Z; and a
copy of Hg by operation Oy (via z5). Now let sta(x}) = D. Hence sta(xs) = A
and then T is obtained from a copy of H; and a tree in .77 by operation Os
(via x5). O

Case 6: deg(z3) > 4.
Hence x3 has a neighbor, say y, such that y # x4 and sta(y) = C. By the
choice of P, y is a stem which is adjacent to exactly 2 leaves, say z; and z»,
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and sta(z;) = sta(zo) = A. But then T is obtained from T — {y, z1, 22} € 7
and a copy of F} by operation O. O

(IT) Proof of (T',S) e 7 = (T,5) € Z;. Obvious. 0
It remains the following.
(III) Proof of (T, S) € T =T is yr-excellent and (Py) holds.

Let (7, S) € 7. We know that (7, 5) € 7. We now proceed by induction
on k =|SpUS¢c|. First let k < 2. By Claim P12, T'e€ 5 = {H,, .., Hi1 }. 1t is
easy to see that all elements of J# are yg-excellent graphs and (7P;) holds for
each T' € J7.

Let & > 3 and suppose that if (H,S") € 7 and |S3(H) U SL(H)| < k,
then H is yg-excellent and (P;) holds with (7, 5) replaced by (H,S’). So,
let (T,S) € 7 and k = |Sp(T) U Sc(T)|. Then there is a 7 -sequence
T (TYSY), ... (T971, 8771 (T,S). By induction hypothesis, 777! is ~vg-
excellent and (P;) holds with (T,.5) replaced by (777!, S7=!). We consider
four possibilities depending on whether 7' is obtained from 777! by operation

01, 02, 03 or 04.

Case 7: T is obtained from 79~ € 7 and F, by operation Oy, a € {1,2,3}.
Hence T is obtained after adding the edge ux to the union of 77! and F,,, where
starj-1(u) = stag, (r) = C (see Fig. B)). First note that yg(F,) = a+ 1, and Fy
and Fy are yg-excellent graphs. Since vz(F, —x) = vr(F,) and u € V9(T771),
Lemma [Blimplies yz(T) = vg(T? 1) +vyr(F,). Hence for any ~yx-function g on
T, the weight of g|g, is not more than yr(F,). But then g(x) # 1 and either
g|E, is a ygp-function on F, or g|g,_, is a yg-function on F, — z. By inspection
of all yz-functions on F, and F, — x, we obtain

(1) Sa(T) NV (F,) = VOUT) NV (F,), Sp(T) NV (F,) =0, {«} = c(T) n
V(E,) =V2%(T)NV(F,), and Sp(T) NV (F,) = V(T)NV(F,
By the definition of operation O; it immediately follows

(a) Sx(T)NV(TV=Y) = §4 N (T71), for all X € {A, B,C, D}.

Let fi be a yp-function on 77~! and f, a ~yz-function on F,. Then the RD-
function f on T defined as f|pj-1 = f1 and f|gr, = fo is a yg-function on 7.
Since f; was chosen arbitrarily, we have

(ag) VOL(T7=Y) C VOUT) U VOR(T), VO2(T9=1) C VO(T) U VY(T), and
V012(Tj—1) g V012(T).
By (1) and (ag3) we conclude that T is yg-excellent.

Now we shall prove that
(aq) VOUT) N V(TP = VOUTI=Y, VOUT) N V(T = VO(T7971)) and
VO(TYNV(TI7Y) = Vo2 (Ti—1h,
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Assume there is a vertex z € V2(T7-1)NV2(T). By Lemmal§, z is adjacent
to at most 2 elements of V= (T7~1). Now by (a3) and since A((V—(T))) < 1
(by Lemma [7), z is adjacent to exactly one element of V~(77~'). But then
Lemma R implies that there is a path 21, 2, 29, z3 in 777! such that degr;—1(z) =
degri-1(z2) = 2, 2,29 € VO(T771) and 21, z3 € VOY(T771). Since (Py) is true
for 7971 stap-1(z1) = stari1(z3) = A, and star;-1(2) = stap-1(z) = B.
Clearly, at least one of z; and z3 is a cut-vertex. Denote by ) the graph
({21, 2, 22, z3}) and let the vertices of @) are labeled as in T7~!. Let U, be the
connected component of 7' — {z, 25}, which contains z,, s = 1, 3.

Assume first that T is a subtree of U € {U;, Us}. Then there is i such that
T" is obtained from 7%~ and @ by operation Os. Hence 7! is a subtree of U.
Recall that ify € V/(T7) and r < s < j—1, then stag-(y) = stars(y). Using this
fact, we can choose 7 so, that 7°~! = U. Therefore U is in .7. Suppose that
neither z; nor z3 is a leaf of 797!, Define R* = T — (V(T"" 1)U {z, 20}), s =
1,..,7—1—1i. Since clearly R!is in {H,, .., H;}, the sequence R', R?, .., RI=17¢
is a Z-sequence of U’, where {U,U’'} = {U;,Us}. Thus, both U; and Us are in
T, and stay,(z;) = A. By the induction hypothesis, 2z, € VO (U,).

Suppose now that u € V(Us). Consider the sequence of trees Us, Uy, Us,
where Uy is obtained from Uz and @) by operation O3 (via z3), and Us is obtained
from U,y and F, by operation Oy. Clearly Us is in .7, stay,(z1) = A and by
the induction hypothesis, z; € VO(Us). Since T' = (Us - Uy)(21) and {2} =
VOL(TU,) N VO(Us), by Proposition @l we have z; € VO(T). But then Lemma [
implies 2y € V%(T), a contradiction.

Now let u € V(U;). Denote by U, the graph obtained from U; and F, by
operation Oz. Then U, is in 7, stay,(z1) = A, and by induction hypothesis,
21 € VOY(U,). Define also the graph Uy as obtained from Us and @ by operation
O3, i.e. Us = (Us - Q)(2z3). Then Uy is in .7, stay,(z1) = A and by induction
hypothesis, z; € V9 (Us). Now by Proposition H], z; € V(T), which leads to
29 € V(T (by Lemma []), a contradiction.

Thus, in all cases we have a contradiction. Therefore VO?(T7~1) C VO(T)
when both z; and 23 are cut-vertices. If z; or z3 is a leaf, then, by similar
arguments, we can obtain the same result.

Let now T = @. Then T? is obtained from T and H; by operation Os.
Consider the sequence of trees 71 : T\ = Hy,T?,..., 777!, Clearly 7, is a 7-
sequence of 7971 and T}! # Q. Therefore we are in the previous case. Thus,
VO (Ti) = V(Ti~1) 0 VO(T).

Assume now that there is a vertex w € V(7771 N V2(T). By Lemma
R(i) w has a neighbor in T, say w’, such that w’ € V9*(T). Since w # u,
w' € V(T71). But all neighbors of w in 7771 are in V%(7T7~1) (by Lemma
applied to 77~ and w). Since VO(T7~1) = V(T7=1) N V°(T), we obtain a
contradiction.
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Thus (ay) is true.

Now we are prepared to prove that (P;) is valid. Using, in the chain of
equalities below, consecutively (aw), the induction hypothesis, (1) and (ay),
we obtain

SA(T) = S5HTHU(SA(TINV(F,)) = VT Hu(VOT)NV(F,)) = VOU(T),

and similarly, Sp(T) = VO2%(T). Since u € Sp(T) and Sp(T) NV (F,) =0, we
have

Sp(T) = Sp(T) NV (T?~ 1) SJ Y1 Y
= {t c VTV ) | degri—1(t) = 2 and |Np—1 (t) N V(T = 1}

W e VT N V(TIY) | degr(t) = 2 and [Np(t) N VO(T)| = 1)
— [t € VUT) | degr(t) = 2 and | Np(t) N V(T = 1},

The last equality follows from degr(z) > 2 and {x} = VO*(T) NV (F,) (see
(a1)). Now the equality Sc(T) = V*(T) — Sg(T) is obvious. Thus, (P;) holds

and we are done.

Case 8: T is obtained from 777! € .7 by operation O,. Clearly vr(F}) =
Yr(Fy —x) = 2. By Lemma Bl vg(T) = vr(T7"") + yr(Hs). Let fi be a
vr-function on T9-% and f, a yz-function on Fy. Then the function f defined
as flps-1 = f1 and f|g, = f2 is a yg-function on T. Therefore VO'2(T7~1) C
VOIR(T), VOL(T9-1) C VOUT) U VO2(T), and VOX(T9-1) C VOX(T) U VO(T)).

Assume that there is y € VO(T7=1) N VO(T), s € {1,2}, and let f’ be
a yr-function on T with f'(y) = r & {0,s}. If f'|rs-1 is an RD-function on
7971 then f/|7i—1(V(T97Y)) > Ag(T77) and f'|p,(V(Fy)) > 2. This leads to
f'(V(T)) > vr(T), a contradiction. Hence f’|p;-1 is no RD-function on 771
and f'|pi-1_, is a yr-function on T79~! — u. Define now an RD-function f” on
Ti7Vas f"pii_y = f'lri1_y and f”(u) = 1. Since u € V= (T971), f" is a vg-
function on 777! Wlth f"(y) =r & {0, s}, a contradiction with y € V(T71),
Thus

(az) VOR(TI7Y) = VOR(T)y N V(TI7Y), VOYTI=Y) = VOUT) N V(T1), and

VOHTI=Y = V(TN V(TI7).

Let @, 21,22 be a path in Fy, hy a yz-function on 7771 with hy(u) = 2, and

hy a yg-function on 79=' — u. Define yp-functions g, .., g4 on T' as follows:

® gilrir = hi, gi(x) = gi(22) = 0 and g1 (z1) = 2;
[ gg‘Tj—l = hl, gg(l’) = 0 and gg(l’l) = gg(l’g) = 1
® g3lri-1 = hy, g3(x) = g3(x1) = 0 and g3(z2) = 2;
® Gulri-1_y = ha, ga(u) = ga(z1) =0, g(z) =2 and ga(x2) = 1.

This, (a5) and Lemma [ allows us to conclude that T is yg-excellent, 1, xy €
VO2(T) and z € VO(T).
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By induction hypothesis, (P;) holds with (T, S) replaced by (77!, S7-1).
Then Since u € Sg(T) and Sg(T) NV (Fy) = 0, we have

Sp(T) = S (T771)
={t e V(T ") | degri—1(t) = 2 and |Np—1 () N VXTI = 1}
= {t € VO(T) | degr(t) = 2 and |[Np(t) N VO(T)| = 1}.

The last equality follows from degr(x) > 2 and {z} = V9(T) NV (F};). Now
the equality Sc(T') = VY(T) — Sp(T) is obvious. Thus, (P) is true.

Case 9: T is obtained from 777! € .7 by operation O3. Say T' = (177! -
Hp)(u,v : u), where stapj-1(u) = stag, (v) = stap(u) = A and k € {2,..,7}.
Hence Sx(T) = S% '(T9-1) U I%(Hy), for any X € {A, B,C,D}. We know
that (P;) holds with (7', S) replaced by any of (79, S9=1) and (Hy, I*). Hence
SA(T) = S4HT7=YY U IK(Hy) = VOU(T7~1) U V°'(H,,). Now, by Proposition
M, applied to 77! and Hj, S4(T) = V°YT). Similarly we obtain Sp(T) =
V012(T). We also have

Sp(T) = S5 (T771) U T (Hy,)
= {t e VO(T9Y) | degri-1(t) = 2 and |Npj1 (t) N V(T 1| = 1}
U{t € VO(H,) | degp, (t) = 2 and | Ny, (t) NV (H,)| = 1}
= {t e VT YU V(H}) | degr(t) = 2 and |Np(t) N V(T)| = 1},

as required, because V(T7~1) U V(H,,) = V°*(T) (by Proposition H)). Now
the equality So(T) = V(T) — Sp(T) is obvious.

Case 10: T is obtained from 7"! € .7 and H, € 7, k € {3,4,6}, by opera-
tion O4. By Lemma[land induction hypothesis, yg(T) = yr(T? ™) +yr(Hy)—1
and u € VO2(T). Let f; be a yg-function on 797! and f, a yz-function on Hy —
v. Then the function f defined as f|7-1 = fi and f|g,—, = f2 is a yp-function
on T. Therefore VO2(T9=1) C VO2(T), VO (T~ C VOUT) U VO'2(T), and
V(i) CVOR(T)UVY2(T). Assume that there is y € VO (T7=1) N VO(T),
s € {1,2}, and let f’ be a yg-function on T with f'(y) = r ¢ {0,s}. But
then f’|75-1 is no RD-function on 7771, f'(u) = 0, f'|75-1_, is a yg-function on
T~ —wand f'|g, is a yg-function on Hy. Define now an RD-function g; on
777" as gilri-1—y = f'lrs-1-, and gi(u) = 1. Since gl(V(Tj_l)) = WR(Tj_l -
u) + 1 = yg(T"71), g1 is a yp-function on 7771, But ¢;(y) = r € {0,s}, a
contradiction. Thus

(ag) VOX(TI=1) = VOIX(T) 0 V(T9=Y), VOTI=1) = VOUT) A V(TV~Y), and
VO(Ti=1) = VO(T) 0 V(1971

The next claim is obvious.
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Claim 213 Let x be the neighbor of v in Hy, k € {3,4,6}.Then yr(Hs3) = 4,
Yr(Ha) =5, vr(He) = 6, Yyr(Hr—v) = yr(Hr —{v, }) = yr(H), and {(z) = 0
for any vg-function on Hy — v.

Let h be a yg-function on 7. We know that u € VO%(T), u € VO2(T771),
v € VO(Hy), and vr(T) = vr(T"7') + ygr(Hy) — 1. Then by Claim 213 we
clearly have:

(al) If h(u) = 2 then at least one of the following holds:

(al.l) hlg,—y is a yg-function on Hy — v, and

(al.2) h|m,— {2y is a yg-function on Hy, — {v, z}.

(a2) If h(u) =1 then h|g,—, is a yg-function on Hy — v.
(a3) If h(u) = 0 then either hly, is a yg-function on Hy, or hly, _, is a
~vr-function on Hy — v.

Let Iy, Iy, I3, Iy and I5 be yg-functions on Hy, Hy, — v, Hy — {v,z}, Tt —u
and T7~1 respectively, and let [5(u) = 2. Define the functions hy, ho, and hz on
T as follows: (1) hl‘ijl = l5, hl(l’) =0 and h1|Hk—{v,m} = l3, (11) hg‘ijl = l5
and hy|pg,—p = lo, and (iii) hs|7i-1_,, = Iy and hs|g, = [1. Clearly hy, ho, and hs
are yg-functions on T'. After inspection of all yg-functions of Hy, Hy — v and
Hy, — {v,z}, we conclude that VO'(Hy) — {v} C VOYT), VO2(H,) C V(T),
and VO'2(H,) C V92(T). This and (ag) imply

(a7) VOR(T) = VORH(TI=H)Y U VO (H), VO(T) = V(T 1) UV (Hy), and

VOLT) = VOU(TI) U (VO (Hy) — {o}).
Since (P;) holds with T replaced by Hj or by 77~ (by induction hypothesis),
using (a7) we obtain that (Py) is satisfied. O

5. COROLLARIES

The next three results immediately follow by Theorem
Corollary 9. If (T,5:),(T,5,) € T then S; = Ss.
If (7, S) € 7 then we call S the 7 -labeling of T

Corollary 10. Let T' be a vyg-excellent tree of order n > 5, and S the 7 -
labeling of T. Then 2 < [VP(T)| < 2(n—1) and 3n > [V (T)| > 3(n +2).
Moreover,

(i) £ =|V®(D)| if and only if (T, S) has a T -sequencet : (T*,SY),...,(17,57),
such that (T*, SY) = (Fs, J*) and if j > 2, (T"T, S™) can be obtained
recursively from (T%,S") and (F3, J?) by operation O;.

(i) [VO(T)| < 2(n—1) if and only if (T, S) has a T -sequence T : (T*, S*), .,
(T7,S7), such that (T, SY) = (Hy, I?) and if j > 2, (T"", S™1) can be
obtained recursively from (T%, S?) and (Ha, I?) by operation Os.

Corollary 11. Let G' be an n-order yg-excellent connected graph of minimum
size. Then either G = K3 orn # 3 and G is a tree.
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6. SPECIAL CASES

Let G be a graph and {ay,..,ax} € {0,1,2,01,02,12,012}. We say that
G is a R, a-graph if V(G) = UK,V (G) and all V@ (G),..,V%*(G) are
nonempty. Now let T" be a vyg-excellent tree of order at least 2. By Theorem [2]
we immediately conclude that T’ € Rom UROLOQ UR027012 UR017027012. Moreover,

(i) T € Rz if and only if T'= K5, and
(11) T e 7—\),017027012 if and only if none of SA(T), Sc(T) and SD(T) is empty,
where S is the 7 -labeling of T'.
In this section, we turn our attention to the classes Ro1 02 and Roz012-

6.1. Ro1,02-graphs. Here we give necessary and sufficient conditions for a
tree to be in Rgi 2. We define a subfamily ;02 of 7 as follows. A la-
beled tree (7,S5) € Jh10e if and only if (7,5) can be obtained from a se-
quence of labeled trees 7 : (T',SY),..., (77,57), (j > 1), such that (7", S")
is in {(Hy, I?), (Hs, I*)} (see Figure ) and (T, S) = (77, 57), and, if j > 2,
(T, S™1) can be obtained recursively from (7%, S) by one of the operations
O; and Og listed below; in this case 7 is said to be a J g2-sequence of T'.

Operation O;. The labeled tree (7%, S™!) is obtained from (7%, S) and
(Fy, JY) (see Figure2)) by adding the edge ux, where u € V(T;), x € V(F}) and
stapi(u) = stap, (x) = C.

Operation Og. The labeled tree (T S™1) is obtained from (7%, S%) and
(Hy, I*), k € {2,3} (see Figure[d)), in such a way that Tt = (T Hy)(u,v : u),
where stari(u) = stapy, (v) = A, and stapiri(u) = A.

Remark that once a vertex is assigned a status, this status remains unchanged
as the labeled tree (T, .S) is recursively constructed. By the above definitions we
see that Sp(T') is empty when (7', S) € 1 02. So, in this case, it is naturally
to consider a labeling S as S : V(T) — {A,B,C}. From Theorem 2 we
immediately obtain the following result.

Corollary 12. Let T be a tree of order at least 2. Then T € Roi02 if and
only if there is a labeling S : V(T') — {A, B,C} such that (T,S) is in T o2
Moreover, if (T, S) € To102 then
(P3) Sp(T) = {x € V)T | deg(z) = 2 and |[N(z) NV 3(T)| = 1}, SA(T) =
VOYT), and Sc(T) = VO*(T) — Sg(T).

As un immediate consequence of Corollary [9 we obtain:
Corollary 13. If (T,51), (T, S2) € Jp1.02 then S1 = Ss.

A graph G is called a K,-corona if each vertex of G is either a stem or a leaf,
and each stem of G is adjacent to exactly 2 leaves. In a labeled Ko-corona all
leaves have status A and all stems have status C.
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Proposition 14. Every connected n-order graph H, n > 2, is an induced
subgraph of a Ro1,02-graph with the domination number equals to 2|V (H)].

Proof. Let a graph G be a K,-corona such that the induced subgraph by the
set of all stems of GG is isomorphic to H. Let x be a stem of G and y, z the leaf
neighbors of = in G. Then clearly for any yg-function f on G, f(x) + f(y) +
f(z) > 2, fly) # 2 # f(2) and f(z) # 1. Define RD-functions h and g on G
as follows: (a) h(u) = 2 when u is a stem of G and h(u) = 0, otherwise, and
(b) g(v) = h(v) when v & {z,y, 2z}, and g(z) = 0, g(y) = g(z) = 1. Therefore
vr(G) =2|V(H)| and G is in Ry o2. O

Corollary 15. There does not exist a forbidden subgraph characterization of
the class of Ro1,02-graphs. There does not exist a forbidden subgraph charac-
terization of the class of yr-excellent graphs.

Let 4 oo be the family of all labeled trees (7, L) that can be obtained
from a sequence of labeled trees A : (T, LY),...,(T7,L7), ( > 1), such that
(T,L) = (T7,L7), (T*, L") is either (Hy, I?) (see Figure ) or a labeled K-
corona tree, and, if j > 2, (T, L**1) can be obtained recursively from (7%, L?)
by one of the operations O; and Oy listed below; in this case \ is said to be a
Tor.0-sequence of T,

Operation O;. The labeled tree (T, L'™!) is obtained from (7%, L) and
(Hy, I?), in such a way that T""' = (T - Hy)(u,v : u), where stap:(u) =
stag,(v) = A, and stapi+i(u) = A.
Operation Og. The labeled tree (T, L") is obtained from (77, L') and a
labeled Ky-corona tree, say U;, in such a way that Tt = (T% - U;)(u, v : u),
where stagi(u) = stay,(v) = A, and stagi+i(u) = A.

Again, once a vertex is assigned a status, this status remains unchanged as
the 2-labeled tree T is recursively constructed.

Theorem 16. For any tree T' the following are equivalent.
(Al) T is in ROLOQ.
(As) There is a labeling S : V(T') — {A, B, C} such that (T, S) is in Fp1,02-
(A3) There is a labeling L : V(T) — {A, B,C} such that (T, L) is in Ty gy

Proof. (A;) & (As): By Corollary 12

(Ag) = (AQ)Z

Let a tree (T, L) € J) oo It is clear that all T go-sequences of (T, L) have
the same number of elements. Denote this number by r(7"). We shall prove
that (1,L) € F 0o = (T, L) € Fy102. We proceed by induction on r(7T'). If
r(T) = 1 then either (T, L) is a labeled K,-corona tree, or (T, L) = (Ha, I?).
In both cases (T, L) € J1,02. We need the following obvius claim.
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Claim @611 If (77, L') is a labeled K,-corona tree, w € V(T") and sta(w) =
A, then either (1", L') is (Hs, I*) or there is a 7 -sequence 7 : (T, SY), ..., (T, S,
(I > 2), such that (T%,SY) = (Hs, I?), w € V(TY), (T',S") = (T",L'), and
(T S 1) can be obtained recursively from (7% S%) and (Fy,J') by opera-
tion Os.

Suppose now that each tree (H,Ly) € T g, With 7(H) < k is in Jpy 0,
where k > 2. Let A : (T",L'),... (T* L*), be a Jj gy-sequence of a la-
beled tree (T,L) € Jj;p,- By the induction hypothesis, (T%7', L*7!) is in
Toroz- Let 7y (UL, SY), ..., (U™, S™) be a T -sequence of (T*~!, L*=1). Hence
U™ = TF1 and S™ = LF-1 If (T*, L) is obtained from (7%, L*~1) and
(Ha, I?) by operation O, then (U, S1),... (U™, S™),(T* L*) = (T,L) is
a J-sequence of (T, L). So, let (T* L*) is obtained from (7%~ Lk~1) and
a labeled Ky-corona tree, say (Q,L,) by operation Og. Hence TF~! and Q
have exactly one vertex in comman, say w, and stapi-—1(w) = stag(w) =
stape(w) = A. By Claim 001, (@, L,) € Jo1.02 and it has a 1 g2-sequence,
say (Q', L;),...,(Q% L) such that Q° = Q, L, = L}, and w € V(Q"). Denote
WmH = (V(U™) UV (Q")) and let a labeling S™** be such that S™+|ym = S™
and S™%|g: = L. Then the sequence of labeled trees (U',S"),..., (U™, S™),
(WmHL gmaty oL (Wms Sy = (T, L) is a oy pa-sequence of (T, L).

(Ag) = (Ag):

Let a labeled tree (7,S) € Toi02. Then (7,5) has a J-sequence 7 :
(T1> Sl)a ) (Tj’ S]) = (T> 5)7 where (Tlﬁ Sl) < {(H2> I2)> (H?n [3)} - <76/1,02'
We proceed by induction on p(T") = X.ccrydegr(z), where C(T') is the set of all
cut-vertices of 7" that belong to Sa(T"). Assume first p(T") = 0. If j = 1 then
we are done. If j > 2 then (T, S') = (Hj, I?) and (T*T!, S*"!) is obtained
from (Fy, J') and (T%, S?) by operation Os. Thus, (T, S) is a labeled Kj-corona
tree, which allow us to conclude that (7',.5) is in T gy

Suppose now that p(7') = k > 1 and for each labeled tree (H,Sy) € Jo1.02
with p(H) < k is fulfilled (H,Sy) € ) go- Then there is a cut-vertex, say z,
such that (a) z € Sa(T), (b) (T,S) is a coalescence of 2 graphs, say (1”7, S|r)
and (T, S|r»), via z, and (c) no vertex in S (7)NV(T") is a cut-vertex of T”.
Hence (1", S|7/) € 4 02 (by induction hypothesis) and (17", S|zw) is either a
labeled K,-corona tree or Hy. Thus (T',5) is in 7 g,. O

6.2. Roz,012-trees. Our aim in this section is to present a characterization of
Ro2,012-trees. For this purpose, we need the following definitions. Let J3 0120 C
T be such that (T,5) € Jpa02 if and only if (T, 5) can be obtained from a
sequence of labeled trees 7 : (T, S'), ..., (T7,57), (j > 1), such that (T, S') =
(F3,J%)} (see Figure2) and (T, S) = (77, 57), and, if j > 2, (T*"!, S*"1) can be
obtained recursively from (7%, S*) by one of the operations Og and Oy listed
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below.

Operation Oy. The labeled tree (T S is obtained from (7%, S%) and
(F3,J?) by adding the edge ux, where v € V(T%), x € V(F3) and stap:(u) =
stap,(z) = C.

Operation O;y. The labeled tree (T°"!, S™1) is obtained from (7%, S%) and
(Fy, JY) (see Figure ) by adding the edge ux, where u € V(T%), x € V(F}),
stari(u) = D, and stag,(z) = C.

Note that once a vertex is assigned a status, this status remains unchanged
as the labeled tree (T, S) is recursively constructed. By the above definitions we
see that if (T),5) € Ro102, then Sa(T) = Sp(T) = (). Therefore it is naturally
to consider a labeling S as S : V(T') — {C, D}.

From Theorem [2l we immediately obtain the following result.

Corollary 17. A tree T is in Rozi2 if and only if there is a labeling S :
V(T) — {C,D} such that (T,S) is in Fyo012. Moreover, if (T,S) € Fy2012
then Sc(T) = VO(T) and Sp(T) = VO2(T).

As un immediate consequence of Corollary [0 we obtain:
Corollary 18. If (T, Sl), (T, 52) S %27012 then S = Ss.

Theorem D. [3] If G is a connected graph of order n > 3, then yr(G) < 4n/5.
The equality holds if and only if G is Cs or is obtained from £ Ps by adding a
connected subgraph on the set of centers of the components of ¢ Ps.

As a consequence of Theorem [Dl and Corollary [I7] we have:

Corollary 19. Let G be a connected n-vertex graph with n > 6 and yr(G) =
4n/5. Then G is in Rozo12 and VO'2(G) consists of all leaves and all stems.
Moreover, if G is a tree, then G has a T -sequence T : (G*,SY), ... (G7,S7),
(j > 1), such that (G',S") = (F3,J3) (see Figure @) and if j > 2, then
(G, ST can be obtained recursively from (G, S%) by operation Oy.

A graph G is said to be in class UV R if y(G —v) = v(G) for each v € V(G).
Constructive characterizations of trees belonging to UV R are given in [15] by
the present author, and independently in [10] by Haynes and Henning. We
need the following result in [15] (reformulated in our present terminology).

Theorem E. [I5] A tree T' of order at least 5 is in UV R if and only if there
is a labeling S : V(T') — {C, D} such that (T,S) is in Fpo02. Moreover, if
(T,5) € Tp2.012 then Sc(T') and Sp(T') are the sets of all y-bad and all y-good
vertices of T', respectively.

We end with our main result in this subsection.
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Theorem 20. For any tree T the following are equivalent:
(A4) T is R027012, (A5) T is in %27012, (A(;) T is in UV R.
Proof. Corollary [[7 and Theorem [El together imply the required result. U

7. OPEN PROBLEMS AND QUESTIONS

We conclude the paper by listing some interesting problems and directions
for further research. Let first note that if n > 3 and G, is not empty, then
k < 4n/5 (Theorem D).

An element of RE,, ; is said to be isolated, whenever it is both maximal and
minimal. In other words, a graph H € G, is isolated in RE, j if and only if
H € Repa and for each e € E(H) at least one of the following holds: (a) H —e
is not connected, (b) vg(H) # vr(H — €), (c) H — e is not yg-excellent.

Example 21. (i) All~yg-excellent graphs with the Roman domination num-
ber equals to 2 are Ky and K,,, n > 2. If a graph G € Rega and
vr(G) =2, then G is complete. K, is isolated in RE, 5, n > 2.
(ii) [8] Ks, H; and Hg (see Fig. [1) are the only trees in Repa.
(iii) If RE, x has a tree T as an isolated element, then either (n,k) = (2,2)
and T = Ky, or (n,k) = (9,7) and T' = Hy, or (n,k) = (10,8) and
T - Hg.

e Find results on the isolated elements of RE,, ;.

e What is the maximum number of edges m(G,, x) of a graph in G,, 7 Note
that (a) m(G,2) =n(n —1)/2, (b) m(G,3) =n(n—1)/2 —[n/2].
e Find results on those minimal elements of RIE,, ; that are not trees.

Example 22. (a) A cycle C,, is a minimal element of RE, ;, if and only if
n = 0 (mod 3) and k = 2n/3. (b) A graph G obtained from the complete
bipartite graph K, ,, p > q > 3, by deleting an edge is a minimal element of
REp—i—qA'

The height of a poset is the maximal number of elements of a chain.
e Iind the height of RE, j.

Example 23. (a) It is easy to check that any longest chain in REg, has
as the first element Hs (see Fig[l) and as the last element one of the
two 3-regular 6-vertex graphs. Therefore the height of REg 4 is 5.

(b) Let us consider the poset REs, 4., v > 2. All its minimal elements are
~vr-excellent trees (by Theorem [D and Corollary [I9), which are char-
acterized in Corollary [I9 Moreover, the graph obtained from rPs by
adding a complete graph on the set of centers of the components of
rPs is the largest element of REs, 4. Therefore the height of REs, 4, is
(r—1)(r—2)/2+1.
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e Find results on qyg-excellent graphs at least when Y is one of {—1,0, 1},
{—1,1} and {—1,1,2}.
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