arXiv:2007.13095v1 [math.CO] 26 Jul 2020

Domination related parameters in the generalized lexicographic product of graphs

Vladimir Samodivkin Department of Mathematics University of Architecture Civil Engineering and Geodesy Hristo Smirnenski 1 Blv., 1046 Sofia, Bulgaria,

vl.samodivkin@gmail.com

Abstract

In this paper we begin an exploration of several domination-related parameters (among which are the total, restrained, total restrained, paired, outer connected and total outer connected domination numbers) in the generalized lexicographic product (GLP for short) of graphs. We prove that for each GLP of graphs there exist several equality chains containing these parameters. Some known results on standard lexicographic product of two graphs are generalized or/and extended. We also obtain results on well μ-dominated GLP of graphs, where μ stands for any of the above mentioned domination parameters. In particular, we present a characterization of well μ-dominated GLP of graphs in the cases when μ is the domination number or the total domination number.

Keywords: total/restrained/acyclic/paired/outer-connected domination; generalized lexicographic product; equality chains.

AMS subject classification: 05C69

1 Introduction

One of the fastest growing areas within graph theory is the study of domination. Many variants of the basic concepts of domination have appeared in the literature. We refer to [11] for a survey of the area. As many other graph invariants, domination has been studied on different graph products. Several papers have been published in the last fifteen years concerning various types domination in the lexicographic product of two graphs, including domination (Nowakowski and Rall [14], S̆umenjak et al. [16] and Gözüpek et al. [10]), total and restrained domination (Zhang et al. [20]), Roman domination (S̆umenjak et al. [16]), rainbow domination (S̆umenjak et al. [17]), super domination (Dettlaff et al. [7]) and double domination (Cabrera Martínez et al.[1]). However, to the best knowledge of the author, there are no studies related to domination in graphs representable as generalized lexicographic products. This fact motivates us to begin an exploration of several domination-related parameters (among which are the total, restrained, total restrained, outer connected and total outer connected domination numbers) in the generalized lexicographic product of graphs.

We give basic terminologies and notations in the rest of this section. All graphs in this paper will be finite, simple, and undirected. We use [11] as a reference for terminology and notation which are not explicitly defined here.

In a graph G, for a subset S ⊆ V (G) the subgraph induced by S is the graph ⟨S⟩ with vertex set S and edge set {xy ∈ E(G) | x, 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_n for the complete graph of order n and P_n for the path on n vertrices. Let C_m denote the cycle of length m. For any vertex x of a graph G, N_G(x) denotes the set of all neighbors of x in G, N_G[x] = N_G(x) ∪ {x} and the degree of x is deg_G(x) = |N_G(x)|. The minimum and maximum degrees of a graph G are denoted by δ(G) and Δ(G), respectively. For a subset S ⊆ V (G), let N_G[S] = ∪_{v∈S} N_G[v]. The distance between vertices x and y of a graph G is denoted by dist_G(x, y). An isomorphism of graphs G and H is a bijection f : V (G) → V (H) such that any two vertices u and v of G are adjacent in G if and only if f(u) and f(v) are adjacent in H. If an isomorphism exists between two graphs, then the graphs are called isomorphic and denoted as G ≃ H. We use the notation [k] for {1, 2, .., k}.

Let G be a graph with vertex set V (G) = {1, 2, .., n} and let Φ = (F_1, F_2, .., F_n) be an ordered n-tuple of paired disjoint graphs. Denote by

G[Φ] the graph with vertex set ∪^n_{i=1}V (F_i) and edge set defined as follows: (a) F_1, F_2, .., F_n are induced subgraphs of G[Φ], and (b) if x ∈ V (F_i), y ∈ V (F_j ), i, j ∈ [n] and i ≠ j, then xy ∈ E(G[Φ]) if and only if ij ∈ E(G). A graph G[Φ] is called the generalized lexicographic product of G and Φ. If F_i ≃ F for every i = 1, 2, .., n, then G[Φ] becomes the standard lexicographic product G[F ]. Each subset U = {u_1, u_2, .., u_n} ⊆ V (G[Φ]) such that u_i ∈ V (F_i), for every i ∈ [n], is called a G-layer. From the definition of G[Φ] it immediately follow:

(A) (folklore) G[Φ] ≃ G if and only if G[Φ] = G[K_1]. G[F ] ≃ F if and only if G ≃ K_1. If G has at least two vertices, then G[Φ] is connected if and only if G is connected. If G is edgeless, then G[Φ] = ∪^n_{i=1}F_i. For any G-layer U = {u_1, u_2, .., u_n} the bijection f : V (G) → U defined by f(i) = u_i ∈ V (F_i) is an isomorphism between G and ⟨U⟩. For any x ∈ V (F_i) and y ∈ V (F_j ), i ≠ j, is fulfilled dist_{G[Φ]}(x, y) = dist_G(i, j).

The equality dist_{G[Φ]}(x, y) = dist_G(i, j) will be used in the sequel without specific references.

Since for any domination-related parameter μ, which we consider in this work, and for any two disjoint graphs G_1 and G_2 is fulfilled μ(G_1 ∪ G_2) = μ(G_1) + μ(G_2) (when it is known that at least one of the left or right sides of this equality exists), we restrict our attention only on connected generalized lexicographic products. Therefore, in what follows when a graph G[Φ] is under consideration we assume that G is a connected graph of order n ≥ 2. Unless otherwise stated, we also assume that always Φ = (F_1, F_2, .., F_n).

Let I denote the set of all mutually nonisomorphic graphs. A graph property is any non-empty subset of I. We say that a graph G has property P whenever there exists a graph H ∈ P which is isomorphic to G. For example we list some graph properties: • T = {H ∈ I : δ(H) ≥ 1}; • F = {H ∈ I : H is a forest};

• M = {H ∈ I : H has a perfect matching }; • S_k = {H ∈ I : Δ(G) ≤ k}, k ≥ 0. • C = {H ∈ I : H is connected}.

Any set S ⊆ V (G) such that ⟨S⟩ possesses the property A ⊆ I and ⟨V (G) − S⟩ possesses the property B ⊆ I is called an (A, B)-set. A dominating set for a graph G is a set of vertices D ⊆ V (G) such that every vertex of G is either in D or is adjacent to an element of D. A dominating (A, B)- set S of a graph G is a minimal dominating (A, B)-set if no set S^′ ⊊ S is a dominating (A, B)-set. The set of all minimal dominating (A, B)-sets of a graph G is denoted by MD_{(A,B)}(G). The domination number with respect to the pair (A, B), denoted by γ_{(A,B)}(G), is the smallest cardinality of a dominating (A, B)-set of G. The upper domination number with respect to the pair (A, B), denoted by Γ_{(A,B)}(G), is the maximum cardinality of a minimal dominating (A, B)-set of G. A γ_{(A,B)}(resp., Γ_{(A,B)})-set of a graph G is every set in MD_{(A,B)}(G) having cardinality γ_{(A,B)}(G) (resp., Γ_{(A,B)}(G)). Note that:

(a) γ_{(I,I)}(G) and Γ_{(I,I)}(G) are known as the domination and upper domination numbers γ(G) and Γ(G) of G, respectively,

(b) γ_{(S0,I)}(G) and Γ_{(S0,I)}(G) are known as the independent domination number i(G) and the independence number β_0(G),

(c) γ_{(T ,I)}(G) and Γ_{(T ,I)}(G) are known as the total domination and upper total domination numbers γ_t(G) and Γ_t(G) ([3]),

(d) γ_{(I,T )}(G) and Γ_{(I,T )}(G) are known as the restrained domination and upper restrained domination numbers γ_r(G) and Γ_r(G) ([18]),

(e) γ_{(T ,T )}(G) and Γ_{(T ,T )}(G) are known as the total restrained domination and upper total restrained domination numbers γ_{tr}(G) and Γ_{tr}(G) ([2]).

(f) γ_{(I,C)}(G) and Γ_{(I,C)}(G) are known as the outer-connected domination and upper outer-connected domination numbers γ^{oc}(G) and Γ^{oc}(G) ([4]),

(g) γ_{(T ,C)}(G) and Γ_{(T ,C)}(G) are known as the total outer-connected domination and upper total outer-connected domination numbers γ^{oc}_t (G) and Γ^{oc}_t (G) ([5]),

(h) γ_{(M,I)}(G) and Γ_{(M,I)}(G) are known as the paired domination and upper paired domination numbers γ_p(G) and Γ_p(G) ([12]).

The following inequalities are folklore: γ(G) ≤ γ_t(G) ≤ min{γ_p(G), γ_{tr}(G), γ^{oc}_t (G)}, γ_r(G) ≤ γ_{tr}(G), γ^{oc}(G) ≤ γ^{oc}_t (G) and γ(G) ≤ min{γ_r(G), γ^{oc}(G)}. Not much work has been done on finding relationships between (a) the value of a given domination parameter in the standard lexicographic product and that of its factors, and (b) the values of two given domination parameters in the standard lexicographic product. We list those results that relate to the domination parameters above defined.

Theorem A. Let G_1 and G_2 be graphs with at least two vertices.

(i) (Zhang et al. [20]) If γ(G_2) = 1, then γ(G_1[G_2]) = γ(G_1).

(ii) (Zhang et al. [20]) γ_t(G_1[G_2]) = γ_t(G_1).

(iii) (Zhang et al. [20]) If δ(G_1) ≥ 1, then γ_r(G_1[G_2]) = γ_r(G_1).

(iv) (S̆umenjak et al. [16]) If G_1 and G_2 are connected and γ(G_2) ≥ 2, then γ(G_1[G_2]) = γ_t(G_1[G_2]) = γ_t(G_1).

In Section 2 we obtain results on the parameters γ, γ_t, γ_r, γ_{tr}, γ_p, γ^{oc} and γ^{oc}_t in a generalized lexicographic product. Some of them generalize or/and extend those stated in the above theorem.

To continue we need the following definition.

Definition 1. Let A, B ⊆ I. A graph G is said to be well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated if γ_{(A,B)}(G) = Γ_{(A,B)}(G).

In a 1970 paper, Plummer [15] introduced the notion of considering graphs in which all maximal independent sets have the same size; he called a graph having this property a well-covered graph. Equivalently, a well-covered graph is one in which the greedy algorithm for constructing independent sets yields always maximum independent sets. Clearly well-covered graphs form the class of all well i-dominated graphs. Topp and Volkmann [19] gave a characterization of well covered generalized lexicographic product of graphs.

Well γ-dominated graphs were introduced by Finbow et al. [9]. Obviously each well γ-dominated graph is well covered. Recall the characterization of the well-dominated nontrivial lexicographic product of two graphs, which was recently obtained by Gözüpek, Hujdurović and Milanič in [10].

Theorem B. [10] A nontrivial lexicographic product, G[F ], of a connected graph G and a graph H is well-dominated if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

(i) G is well-dominated and F is complete, or

(ii) G is complete and F is well-dominated with γ(F ) = 2.

In Section 3 we present results on well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated graphs; in particular we characterize well γ-dominated and well γ_t-dominated generalized lexicographic product of graphs.

We conclude in Section 4 with some open problems.

2 Seven domination parameters

Recall that the equality γ_t(G) = γ_t(G[F ]) was proven by X. Zhang et al. [20]. The next theorem shows that the equality remains valid if we remove F by Φ.

Theorem 2. If I is a γ_t-set of some G-layer of G[Φ], then I is a γ_t-set of G[Φ]. In particular, γ_t(G) = γ_t(G[Φ]).

Proof. Let U be a G-layer of G[Φ] and I a γ_t-set of ⟨U⟩. By the definition of a graph G[Φ] we immediately obtain that I is a total dominating set of G[Φ]. Since ⟨U⟩ ≃ G, γ_t(G) ≥ γ_t(G[Φ]). Now if the equality holds, then clearly I is a γ_t-set of G[Φ].

For each γ_t-set T of G[Φ] denote by s_T the number of all i for which T and V (F_i) have at least two elements in common. Choose now a γ_t-set R of G[Φ] so that s_R is minimum. Suppose s_R ≠ 0 and x, y ∈ V (F_m) ∩ R for some m ∈ [n]. Then |R ∩ V (F_l)| = 0 for all F_l’s such that lm ∈ E(G). Consider now the set R_1 = (R − {y}) ∪ {z}, where z ∈ V (F_l). Obviously R_1 is a γ_t-set G[Φ] with s_R > s_{R1} , which contradicts the choice of R. Thus s_R = 0 and then there is a G-layer of G[Φ], say H, which contains R. Since clearly R is a total dominating set of ⟨H⟩ and ⟨H⟩ ≃ G, we obtain γ_t(G) ≤ γ_t(G[Φ]).

Theorem 3. γ(G) ≤ γ(G[Φ]). The equality holds if and only if there is a γ-set I of G such that if i_j ∈ I is an isolated vertex of ⟨I⟩, then γ(F_j ) = 1. If γ(G) = γ(G[Φ]), then |D ∩ V (F_i)| ≤ 1, i = 1, 2, .., n, for each γ-set D of G[Φ].

Proof. Let D be a γ-set of G[Φ] and let F_{i1} , F_{i2} , .., F_{ik} be all F_j’s each of which has a common vertex with D. Choose a G-layer U = {u_1, u_2, .., u_n} so that u_{is} ∈ V (F_{is} ) ∩ D for s = 1, 2, .., k. Clearly D_1 = {u_{i1} , u_{i2} , .., u_{ik} } is a dominating set of U. Since ⟨U⟩ ≃ G, we have γ(G) = γ(U) ≤ |D_1| ≤ |D| = γ(G[Φ]).

Assume now that γ(G) = γ(G[Φ]) = k. Then D_1 is a γ-set of U and D_1 = D. This immediately implies |D ∩ V (F_i)| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [n]. Since

⟨U⟩ ≃ G, I = {i_1, i_2, .., i_k} is a γ-set of G. If i_r is an isolated vertex of ⟨I⟩, then u_{ir} is an isolated vertex of ⟨D_1⟩. Since D = D_1, u_{ir} is an isolated vertex of ⟨D⟩ and therefore u_{ir} must dominate all vertices in F_{ir} .

Let there be a γ-set I = {i_1, i_2, .., i_k} of G such that for each isolated vertex i_s in ⟨I⟩, γ(F_{is} ) = 1. But then the set R = {x_{i1} , x_{i2} , .., x_{ik} }, where x_{is} ∈ V (F_{is} ) has maximum degree in F_{is} , s = 1, 2, .., k, is a dominating set of G[Φ]. Hence γ(G) ≥ γ(G[Φ]) and the required follows.

Corollary 4. If γ(F_1) = γ(F_2) = ... = γ(F_n) = 1, then γ(G) = γ(G[Φ]).

By Theorem 2, Theorem 3 and the well known inequalities γ(G) ≤ γ_t(G) ≤ 2γ(G), we obtain the next inequality chain.

Corollary 5. γ(G) ≤ γ(G[Φ]) ≤ γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ_t(G) ≤ 2γ(G) ≤ 2γ(G[Φ]).

An immediate consequence of this corollary is the following.

Corollary 6. If γ(G) = γ_t(G), then γ(G[Φ]) = γ_t(G[Φ]). If γ_t(G[Φ]) = 2γ(G[Φ]), then γ_t(G) = 2γ(G).

Now we concentrate on the case when all F_i’s have at least two vertices. We need the following key lemma for our purpose in this work.

Lemma 7. Let μ ∈ {γ, γ_t}, D be a μ-set of G[Φ] and |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n]. Then the following assertions hold.

(i) |D ∩ V (F_i)| ≤ 2 for all i = 1, 2, .., n. If |D ∩ V (F_s)| = 2 for some s ∈ [n], then no vertex of F_s is adjacent to a vertex of D − V (F_s) and D ∩ V (F_s) is a μ-set of F_s. If |D ∩ V (F_i)| = |D ∩ V (F_j )| = 2, i ≠ j, then the distance between any vertex of F_i to any vertex of F_j is at least three.

(ii) Let R = {i | 2 = |D ∩ V (F_i)|} ≠ ∅. For all i ∈ R let D ∩ V (F_i) = {z_{i1}, z_{i2}} and x_i ∈ N(z_{i2})−V (F_i). Then the set D^∗ = (D−∪_{i∈R}{z_{i2}})∪ ∪_{i∈R}{x_i} is a μ-set of G[Φ] and |D^∗ ∩ V (F_r)| ≤ 1 for all r ∈ [n].

(iii) G[Φ] has a μ-set U such that (a) |U ∩ V (F_i)| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [n], (b) if μ = γ, then U is both a γ_r-set and a γ^{oc}-set of G[Φ], and (c) if μ = γ_t, then U is both a γ_{tr}-set and a γ^{oc}_t -set of G[Φ].

(iv) Let μ = γ and γ(F_i) ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n]. Then a γ-set U (see (iii)) is a ν-set for all ν = γ_r, γ_t, γ_{tr}, γ^{oc}, γ^{oc}_t .

Proof. (i) Let for some j ∈ [n] is fulfilled D ∩ V (F_j ) = {u_1, u_2, .., u_r}, where r ≥ 2. Then N[{u_1, w}] ⊇ N[{u_2, .., u_r}] for any neighbor w of u_1 which is outside V (F_j ). As D is a μ-set of G[Φ], we have w ∉ D and r = 2. Since w was chosen arbitrarily, N[{u_1, u_2}] ∩ D = {u_1, u_2}. But then {u_1, u_2} is a μset of F_j . Let |D∩V (F_i)| = |D∩V (F_s)| = 2 for some i, s ∈ [n], i ≠ s. Suppose z_1, z_2, z_3 is a shortest path in G[Φ], where z_1 ∈ V (F_i) and z_3 ∈ V (F_s) ∩ D. Clearly z_2 ∉ V (F_i) ∪ V (F_j ) ∪ D. Then D^′ = (D − {z_3}) ∪ {z_2} is a μ-set and z_2 is a common neighbor of the vertices in V (F_i) ∩ D, a contradiction.

(ii) By (i) all x_i’s are paired distinct and outside D, and no two of them belong to the same F_j, j ∈ [n]. Hence |D^∗| = |D|, |D^∗ ∩ V (F_r)| ≤ 1 for all r ∈ [n] and since N[{z_{i1}, z_{i2}}] ⊂ N[{z_{i1}, u_i}] and z_{i1} and u_i are adjacent, D^∗ is a μ-set of G[Φ].

(iii) Define a μ-set U such that U = D when |D ∩ V (F_i)| ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [n], and U = D^∗ otherwise (see (ii)). Hence |U ∩ V (F_i)| ≤ 1 and since G is connected of order n ≥ 2 and |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n], a graph ⟨V (G[Φ]) − D⟩ is connected of order at least two.

(iv) Since γ(F_i) ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n], U is a total dominating set of G[Φ] and since γ(G[Φ]) ≤ γ_t(G[Φ]), U is a γ_t-set of G[Φ]. The required now immediately follows by (iii).

Theorem 8. Let |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n]. Then

(i) γ(G[Φ]) = γ_r(G[Φ]) = γ^{oc}(G[Φ]), and

(ii) γ_t(G) = γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ_{tr}(G[Φ]) = γ^{oc}_t (G[Φ]).

Proof. Immediately by Lemma 7(iii) and Theorem 2.

Let μ, ν ∈ {γ, γ_r, γ^{oc}, γ_t, γ_{tr}, γ^{oc}_t }. If the sets of all μ-sets and all ν-sets of a graph H coincide, then we say μ(H) strongly equal to ν(H), written μ(H) ≡ ν(H). Theorem 9. Let |V (F_i)| ≥ 3 for all i ∈ [n]. Then

(i) γ(G[Φ]) ≡ γ_r(G[Φ]) ≡ γ^{oc}(G[Φ]), and

(ii) γ_t(G[Φ]) ≡ γ_{tr}(G[Φ]) ≡ γ^{oc}_t (G[Φ]).

Proof. By Lemma 7(i) we know that for any μ-set D, μ ∈ {γ, γ_t}, of G[Φ] is fulfilled |D ∩ V (F_i)| ≤ 2 for all i = 1, 2, .., n. Since n ≥ 2 and |V (F_i)| ≥ 3 for all i ∈ [n], D is both restrained and outer-connected. The rest immediately follows by the previous theorem.

Theorem 10. If γ(F_i) ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n], then

γ(G[Φ]) = γ_r(G[Φ]) = γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ_{tr}(G[Φ]) = γ^{oc}(G[Φ]) = γ^{oc}_t (G[Φ]).

If γ(F_i) ≥ 3 for all i ∈ [n], then

γ(G[Φ]) ≡ γ_r(G[Φ]) ≡ γ_t(G[Φ]) ≡ γ_{tr}(G[Φ]) ≡ γ^{oc}(G[Φ]) ≡ γ^{oc}_t (G[Φ]).

Proof. The first equality chain immediately follows by Lemma 7(iv). Assume now γ(F_i) ≥ 3 for all i ∈ [n] and let D be any γ-set of G[Φ]. Lemma 7(i) implies that D must be total dominating. The required now follows by Theorem 9.

A dominating set D of a graph G is efficient dominating if every vertex in V (G) is dominated by exactly one vertex of D. Note that each efficient dominating set is a γ-set.

Theorem 11. Let D be a γ-set of G[Φ], |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 and |D ∩ V (F_i)| ≠ 1 for all i ∈ [n]. Let all F_i’s for which |D ∩ V (F_i)| ≠ 0 be F_{i1} , F_{i2} , .., F_{is} . Then |D ∩ V (F_{ir} )| = 2 for all r ∈ [s], {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} is an efficient dominating set of G and

2γ(G) = γ_t(G) = γ(G[Φ]) = γ_r(G[Φ]) = γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ_{tr}(G[Φ]) = γ^{oc}(G[Φ]) = γ^{oc}_t (G[Φ]) = γ_p(G[Φ]).

Proof. By Lemma 7(i) the following hold: (a) |D ∩ V (F_i)| ∈ {0, 2} for all i ∈ [n], (b) |D ∩ V (F_i)| = 2 if and only if i ∈ {i_1, i_2, .., i_s}, (c) {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} is an efficient dominating set of G and (d) D ∩ V (F_{ir} ) is a γ-set of F_{ir} for all r ∈ [s]. Therefore 2γ(G) = γ(G[Φ]) and by γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ_t(G) ≤ 2γ(G) = γ(G[Φ]) ≤ γ_t(G[Φ]), we have γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ(G[Φ]). In view of Theorem 8, it remains to prove that γ(G[Φ]) = γ_p(G[Φ]).

Let D ∩ V (F_{ir} ) = {z_{r1}, z_{r2}} and x_r ∈ N(z_{r2}) − V (F_{ir} ), r ∈ [s]. Since {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} is an efficient dominating set of G, the set D^∗ = (D−∪_{r∈[s]}{z_{r2}})∪ ∪_{r∈[s]}{x_r} is a dominating (M, C)-set of G[Φ] of cardinality |D^∗| = |D| = γ(G[Φ]). Since each dominating (M, C)-set is a dominating (M, I)-set, γ_p(G[Φ]) = γ(G[Φ]).

Remark 12. In the end of the proof of the above theorem we obtain that a set D^∗ is a dominating (M, C)-set of G[Φ]. Hence under the assumptions of Theorem 11, 2γ(G) = γ_{(M,C)}(G[Φ]). It is quite natural to call the numbers γ_{(M,C)}(G) and Γ_{(M,C)}(G) the paired outer connected and upper paired outer connected domination numbers of a graph G.

3 Well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated graphs

We begin with an obvious but very useful observation.

Observation 13. Given a graph G[Φ] and properties A, B ⊆ I. Assume that F_l has a dominating (A, B)-set for all l ∈ [n], and denote by D_{G[Φ]}(A, B) the family of all subsets U of V (G[Φ]) such that U = ∪^s_{r=1}D_{lr} , where {l_1, l_2, .., l_s} is a maximal independent set of G and D_{li} is a minimal dominating (A, B)- set of F_{li} , i = 1, 2, .., s. Let all elements of D_{G[Φ]} be minimal dominating (A, B)-sets of G[Φ]. Then γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) ≤ min{|U| | U ∈ D_{G[Φ]}(A, B)} = min{Σ^s_{r=1}γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) | {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} ∈ In(G)} ≤ min{Σ^k_{r=1}γ_{(A,B)}(F_{jr} ) | {j_1, j_2, .., j_k} is an i-set of G} (1) ≤ i(G) max{γ_{(A,B)}(F_j ) | j ∈ [n]} and Γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) ≥ max{|U| | U ∈ D_{G[Φ]}(A, B)} = max{Σ^s_{r=1}Γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) | {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} ∈ In(G)} ≥ max{Σ^s_{r=1}Γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) | {j_1, j_2, .., j_k} is a β_0-set of G} (2) ≥ β_0(G) min{Γ_{(A,B)}(F_j ) | j ∈ [n]},

where In(G) is the set of all maximal independent sets of G.

As a first consequence of this observation a necessary condition for a generalized lexicographic product of graphs to be well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated follows.

Corollary 14. Under the conditions and notation of Observation 13, if G[Φ] is well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated, then all F_i’s are well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated and γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) = Σ^s_{r=1}γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) for each {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} ∈ In(G).

Proof. By (1) and (2) we have γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) ≤ min{Σ^s_{r=1}γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) | {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} ∈ In(G)} and max{Σ^s_{r=1}Γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) | {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} ∈ In(G)} ≤ Γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]), respectively. Since G[Φ] is well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated, γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) = min{Σ^s_{r=1}γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) | {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} ∈ In(G)} = max{Σ^s_{r=1}Γ_{(A,B)}(F_{ir} ) | {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} ∈ In(G)} = Γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]). This equality chain immediately implies the required.

Corollary 15. Under the conditions and notation of Observation 13, assume that γ_{(A,B)}(F_1) = γ_{(A,B)}(F_2) = .. = γ_{(A,B)}(F_n) and Γ_{(A,B)}(F_1) = Γ_{(A,B)}(F_2) = .. = Γ_{(A,B)}(F_n). Then

γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) ≤ i(G)γ_{(A,B)}(F_1) ≤ β_0(G)Γ_{(A,B)}(F_1) ≤ Γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]). (3)

If G[Φ] is well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated, then G is well covered.

Proof. The middle inequality is a consequence of i(G) ≤ β_0(G) and γ_{(A,B)}(G) ≤ Γ_{(A,B)}(G). The left and right inequalities follow immediately by (1) and (2), respectively. If G[Φ] is well γ_{(A,B)}-dominated, then the inequality chain (3) becomes equality chain implying i(G) = β_0(G).

To formulate our next result, we need the following domination parameters.

(h) γ_{(F,I)}(G) and Γ_{(F,I)}(G) are the acyclic domination and upper acyclic domination numbers γ_a(G) and Γ_a(G) ([13]),

(i) γ_{(Sk,I)}(G) and Γ_{(Sk ,I)}(G) are the k-dependent domination and upper k-dependent domination numbers γ^k(G) and Γ^k(G) ([8]).

Remark 16. Let the pair (A, B) be one of (I, I), (F, I), (S_k, I), (I, T ), (T , I), (T , T ) and (M, I). In addition if (A, B) is one of the last four pairs, let δ(F_i) ≥ 1 for all i ∈ [n]. Then the assumptions of Observation 13 are fulfilled. Therefore the inequality chains (1) and (2) as well as Corollary 14 and Corollary 15 are valid for such a pair (A, B).

The next result shows that the left and right inequalities in the chain (3) become equalities in the case when (A, B) = (S_0, I) or equivalently, when γ_{(A,B)} = i and Γ_{(A,B)} = β_0.

Theorem 17. ([14] when G[Φ] = G[F ]) If i(F_1) = i(F_2) = .. = i(F_n), then i(G[Φ]) = i(G)i(F_1). If β_0(F_1) = β_0(F_2) = .. = β_0(F_n), then β_0(G[Φ]) = β_0(G)β_0(F_1).

Proof. By Remark 16 and Corollary 15 we know that i(G[Φ]) ≤ i(G)i(F_1) and β_0(G[Φ]) ≥ β_0(G)β_0(F_1). Let now I be any maximal independent set of G[Φ] and let F_{i1} , F_{i2} , .., F_{is} be all F_i’s each of which has a vertex in I. Choose u_{ir} ∈ V (F_{ir} ) arbitrarily, r = 1, 2, .., s, and consider any G-layer H containing all vertices of U = {u_{i1} , u_{i2} , .., u_{is} }. Clearly U is a maximal independent set of H ≃ G; hence β_0(G) ≥ |U| ≥ i(G). It remains to note that obviously I∩V (F_{ir} ) is maximal independent set of F_{ir} , r ∈ [s]. Therefore i(G[Φ]) ≥ i(G)i(F_1) and β_0(G[Φ]) ≤ β_0(G)β_0(F_1).

The following characterization of well covered generalized lexicographic product of graphs is due to Topp and Volkmann [19].

Theorem C. [19] The generalized lexicographic product G[Φ] is a well covered graph if and only if all F_i’s are well covered and Σ^s_{r=1}β_0(F_{ir} ) = Σ^l_{p=1}β_0(F_{jp} ) for every two maximal independent sets {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} and {j_1, j_2, .., j_l} of G.

Next we present a characterization of well γ-dominated generalized lexicographic product of graphs. For a graph G[Φ] and any minimal dominating set R of G let I_R = {i | deg_{⟨R⟩}(i) = 0 and γ(F_i) ≥ 2}.

Theorem 18. Let G[Φ] be such that |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n]. Then G[Φ] is a well γ-dominated graph if and only if the following assertions hold.

(i) F_i is well γ-dominated with γ(F_i) ≤ 2 for all i ∈ [n].

(ii) there is a number k such that for each minimal dominating set R of G, |R| + |I_R| = k. Proof. ⇒ Let D_j be a Γ-set of F_j and D^′_j a γ-set of G − N[V (F_j )] for some j ∈ [n]. Then D_j ∪ D^′_j is a minimal dominating set of G[Φ]. Since G[Φ] is well dominated, D_j ∪D^′_j is a γ-set of G[Φ]. Now using Lemma 7(i), we obtain that |D_j| ≤ 2 and D_j is a γ-set of F_j . Thus, (i) is satisfied.

Let R = {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} be an arbitrary minimal dominating set of G and let U = {u_1, u_2, .., u_s} be a G-layer of G[Φ] such that u_i belongs to some minimal dominating set of F_i, i = 1, 2, .., n. Since ⟨U⟩ ≃ G, R_1 = {u_{i1} , u_{i2} , .., u_{is} } is a minimal dominating set of U. If R_1 is a dominating set of G[Φ], then clearly R_1 is a minimal dominating set of G[Φ]; hence I_R = ∅ and |R| + |I_R| = |R_1|. Since G[Φ] is well γ-dominated, |R| + |I_R| = γ(G[Φ]) = Γ(G([Φ]). Now let I_R = {j_1, j_2, .., j_l}. Since γ(F_{jr} ) = Γ(F_{jr} ) = 2, for all r ∈ [l] (by (i)), there is v_{jr} ∈ V (F_{jr} ) such that {u_{jr} , v_{jr} } is a Γ-set of F_{jr} , r = 1, 2, .., l. But then R_1 ∪{v_{j1} , v_{j2} , .., v_{jl} } is a minimal dominating set of G[Φ] and as G[Φ] is γ-well dominated, γ(G([Φ]) = Γ(G([Φ]) = |R_1| + l = |R| + |I_R|.

⇐ Let D be an arbitrary minimal dominating set of G[Φ] and F_{i1} , F_{i2} , .., F_{is} be all F_i’s each of which has an element in common with D. Clearly R = {i_1, i_2, .., i_s} is a minimal dominating set of G. Assume D and F_{ir} have more than one element in common. By (i), there are exactly two vertices belonging to both D and F_{ir} . But then for each j ∈ N(i_r), D ∩ F_j is empty. Therefore i_r ∈ I_R, which implies |D| = |R| + |I_R|. Now by (ii), |D| = k and since D was chossen arbitrarily, G[Φ] is well γ-dominated.

By the proof of the above theorem we obtain the next result.

Corollary 19. If G[Φ] is well dominated and |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n], then for each minimal dominating set R of G, |R| + |I_R| = γ(G[Φ]).

Theorem 20. ([10] when G[Φ] = G[F ]) Let G[Φ] be such that |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n], γ(F_1) = γ(F_2) = .. = γ(F_n) and Γ(F_1) = Γ(F_2) = .. = Γ(F_n). Then G[Φ] is well γ-dominated if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

(i) G is well-dominated and all F_i’s are complete, or

(ii) G is complete and F_i is well γ-dominated with γ(F_i) = 2 for all i ∈ [n].

Proof. ⇒ Assume first that G[Φ] is well γ-dominated. Using Remark 16 by Corollary 14 and Corollary 15 we have i(G) = β_0(G) and Γ(F_1) = γ(F_1). Let I = {l_1, l_2, .., l_s} be an arbitrary i-set of G and D_j an arbitrary γ-set of F_j , j = 1, 2, .., n. Then clearly D = ∪^s_{r=1}D_{lr} is a γ-set of G[Φ]. Now by Lemma 7(i) it follows that γ(F_1) ≤ 2. If γ(F_1) = 2, then by Lemma 7(i) it follows that each i-set of G is efficient dominating. This fact allow us to conclude that a graph G is complete.

So, let γ(F_1) = 1. We already know that Γ(F_1) = γ(F_1). Hence all ⟨F_i⟩’s are complete. Let U be a G-layer of G[Φ], R_1 a γ-set of U and R_2 a Γ-set of U. Since all ⟨F_i⟩’s are complete, both R_1 and R_2 are minimal dominating sets of G[Φ] and since G[Φ] is well dominated, R_1 and R_2 have the same cardinality. Thus, U is well γ-dominated. It remains to note that G ≃ U.

⇐ If (ii) is valid, then obviously γ(G[Φ]) = Γ(G[Φ]) = 2. So, suppose (i) is true and let T_1 and T_2 be different minimal dominating sets of G[Φ]. Since all ⟨F_i⟩’s are complete, there are two G-layers, say U_1 and U_2, which contain T_1 and T_2, respectively. Clearly T_i is a minimal dominating set of ⟨U_i⟩ ≃ G, i = 1, 2. Since G is well covered, |T_1| = |T_2| and we are done.

A characterization of well γ_t-dominated generalized lexicographic product of graphs follows.

Theorem 21. Given a graph G[Φ] with δ(F_i) ≥ 1 for all i ∈ [n]. Then G[Φ] is a well γ_t-dominated graph if and only if G is complete and for all i ∈ [n], F_i is well γ_t-dominated with γ_t(F_i) = 2. Moreover, if G[Φ] is a well γ_t-dominated, then γ_t(G[Φ]) = 2.

Proof. ⇒ Let I = {l_1, l_2, .., l_s} be an arbitrary maximal independent set of G and D_j an arbitrary Γ_t-set of F_j , j = 1, 2, .., n. Then clearly D = ∪^s_{r=1}D_{lr} is a γ_t-set of G[Φ]. Lemma 7(i) now implies that I is an efficient dominating set of G and D_{lr} is a γ_t-set of F_{lr} with γ_t(F_{lr} ) = 2 for all r ∈ [s]. Since I was chosen arbitrarily and each vertex of G belongs to some maximal independent set of G, we can conclude that (a) all F_i’s are well γ_t-dominated graphs with γ_t(F_i) = 2, and (b) all maximal independent sets of G are efficient dominating. The latter means that a graph G is complete. Finally, by Theorem 2, γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ_t(G) = 2.

⇐ Obviously each minimal total dominating set of G[Φ] has cardinality 2. Now we need the following obvious but useful observation.

Observation 22. Given a graph G[Φ] with δ(F_i) = 0 and |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n]. Then a set T is a minimal total dominating set of G[Φ] if and only if T is a minimal total dominating set of some G-layer of G[Φ]. In particular, Γ_t(G) = Γ_t(G[Φ]).

Theorem 23. Given a graph G[Φ] with δ(F_i) = 0 and |V (F_i)| ≥ 2 for all i ∈ [n]. Then G[Φ] is a well γ_t-dominated graph if and only if G is well γ_t-total dominated.

Proof. By Theorem 2 we have γ_t(G[Φ]) = γ_t(G), and by Observation 22 - Γ_t(G) = Γ_t(G[Φ]). Therefore γ_t(G[Φ]) = Γ_t(G[Φ]) if and only if γ_t(G) = Γ_t(G).

In [10] Gözüpek, Hujdurović and Milanič posed the following problem.

Problem D. [10] Characterize the nontrivial lexicographic product graphs that are well γ_t-dominated.

The previous two theorems together give us the following characterization result.

Theorem 24. Let G[F ] be such that |V (G)|, |V (F )| ≥ 2 and G connected. Then G[F ] is well-γ_t-dominated if and only if one of the following conditions holds:

(i) G is complete and F is well γ_t-dominated with γ_t(F ) = 2.

(ii) G is well γ_t-dominated and δ(F ) = 0.

4 Open problems

We conclude the paper by listing some interesting problems and directions for further research.

• Find results on well μ-dominated graphs, where μ is at least one of γ_r, γ^{oc}, γ_{tr}, γ^{oc}_t , γ_a, γ_p, γ^k, k ≥ 1. In particular, characterize the generalized lexicographic product graphs that are well μ-dominated.

• Characterize/describe those graphs G having an efficient dominating set of cardinality γ_t(G)/2 (see Theorem 11). Such graphs are all circu- lants C(4k + 2; {1, 2, .., k} ∪ {n − 1, n − 2, .., n − k}, k ≥ 1. • Find results on dominating (M, C)-sets (see Remark 12).

• Characterize/describe those generalized lexicographic product of graphs G[Φ] for which at least one of the following holds: γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) = i(G)γ_{(A,B)}(F_1) and β_0(G)Γ_{(A,B)}(F_1) = Γ_{(A,B)}(G[Φ]) (see Corollary 15).

References

[1] A. Cabrera Martínez, S. Cabrera García, J.A. Rodríguez-Velázquez, Double domination in lexicographic product graphs, Discrete Applied Mathematics, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dam.2020.03.045, In Press

[2] X. Chen, J. Liu, J. Meng, Total restrained domination in graphs, Computers and Mathematics with Applications 62 (2011) 2892–2898

[3] E.J. Cockayne, R.M. Dawes, S.T. Hedetniemi, Total domination in graphs. Networks 10, 211–219 (1980)

[4] J. Cyman The outer-connected domination number of a graph. Australas J Comb 38, 3546(2007)

[5] J. Cyman, Total outer-connected domination numbers in trees, Discuss.

Math. Graph Theory 30 (2010) 377–383.

[6] N. Dean, J. Zito, Well-covered graphs and extendability, Discrete Math.

126 (1994) 67-80

[7] M. Dettlaff, M.Lemańska, J.A.Rodríguez-Velázquez, R.Zuazua, On the super domination number of lexicographic product graphs, Discrete Applied Mathematics, Volume 263, 30 June 2019, Pages 118-129

[8] O. Favaron, S.M. Hedetniemi, S.T. Hedetniemi, D.F. Rall, On kdependent domination, Discrete Mathematics 249 (2002) 83–94

[9] A. Finbow, B. Hartnell, R. Nowakowski. Well-dominated graphs: a collection of well-covered ones. Ars Combin, 25(1988), 5–10.

[10] D. Gözüpek, A. Hujdurović, M. Milanič, Characterizations of minimal dominating sets and the well-dominated property in lexicographic product graphs, Discrete Math. Theor. Comput. Sci. 19(1), 2017, #25

[11] T.W. Haynes, S.T. Hedetniemi, P.J. Slater, Fundamentals of Domination in Graphs, Marcel Dekker, New York, 1998.

[12] T.W. Haynes, P.J. Slater, Paired-domination in graphs, Networks 32 (1998), 199–209.

[13] S.M. Hedetniemi, S.T. Hedetniemi, D.F. Rall, Acyclic domination, Discrete Mathematics, 222 (2000) 151–165

[14] R.J. Nowakowski, D.F. Rall, Associative graph products and their independence, domination and coloring numbers, Discussiones Mathematics Graph Theory 16 (1996) 53–79.

[15] M.D. Plummer, Some covering concepts in graphs, J. Combin. Theory 8 (1970) 91–98.

[16] T.K. S̆umenjak, P. Pavlic̆, A. Tepeh, On the Roman domination in the lexicographic product of graphs, Discrete Applied Mathematics 160 (2012) 2030–2036

[17] T.K. S̆umenjak, D.F. Rall, A. Tepeh, Rainbow domination in the lexicographic product of graphs, Discrete Applied Mathematics 161 (2013) 2133–2141

[18] J.A. Telle, Vertex partitioning problems: characterization, complexity and algorithms on partial k-trees, Ph.D. Thesis, University of Oregon, CIS-TR-94–18.

[19] J. Topp, L. Volkmann, On the well coveredness of products of graphs, Ars Comb. 33(1992), 199–215

[20] X. Zhang, J. Liu, J. Meng, Domination in lexicographic product graphs, Ars Combinatoria, Volume CI, July, 2011, pp. 251–256