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Abstract

A graph G is said to be k-7.-critical if the connected domination number ~.(G) is
equal to k and v.(G + uwv) < k for any pair of non-adjacent vertices u and v of G. Let
¢ be the number of cut vertices of G and let {y be the maximum number of cut vertices
that can be contained in one block. For an integer ¢ > 0, a graph G is {-factor critical
if G — S has a perfect matching for any subset S of vertices of size ¢. It was proved
that, for k > 3, every k-v.-critical graph has at most k — 2 cut vertices and the graphs
with maximum number of cut vertices were characterized. It was proved further that,
for k > 4, every k-vy.-critical graphs satisfies the inequality (o(G) < min { {k—gzj ,C } In
this paper, we characterize all k-v.-critical graphs having k — 3 cut vertices. Further, we
establish realizability that, for given k > 4,2 < ( <k —2and 2 < {p < min { Lk—}:QJ ,C},
there exists a k-v.-critical graph with ¢ cut vertices having a block which contains {y cut
vertices. Finally, we proved that every k-v.-critical graph of odd order with minimum
degree two is 1-factor critical if and only if 1 < k < 2. Further, we proved that every
k-7y.-critical K 3-free graph of even order with minimum degree three is 2-factor critical
ifand only if 1 <k < 2.
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1 Introduction

For a natural number n, we let [n] = {1,2,...,n}. All graphs in this paper are finite, undirected and
simple (no loops or multiple edges). For a graph G, let V(G) denote the set of vertices of G and let
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E(G) denote the set of edges of G. For S C V(G), G[S] denotes the subgraph of G induced by S.
The open neighborhood Ng(v) of a vertex v in G is {u € V(G) : wv € E(G)}. Further, the closed
neighborhood Ng(v] of a vertex v in G is Ng(v) U {v}. For subsets X and Y of V(G), Ny(X) is
the set {y € Y : yx € E(G) for some x € X}. For a subgraph H of G, we use Ny (H) instead of
Ny (V(H)) and we use Ng(X) instead of Ny () (X). If X = {x}, we use Ny (x) instead of Ny ({z}).
The degree deg(z) of a vertex z in G is |[Ng(z)|. The minimum degree of G is denoted by 6(G). When
no ambiguity occur, we write N(x), N(X) and §(G) instead of Ng(z), No(X) and 6, respectively. An
end verter is a vertex of degree one and a support vertex is the vertex which is adjacent to an end
vertex. A tree is a connected graph with no cycle. A star K ,, is a tree containing one support vertex
and n end vertices. The support vertex of a star is called the center. For a connected graph G, a
vertex subset S of G is called a cut set if G — S is not connected. We let w,(G — S) be the number
of components of G — S containing odd number of vertices. In particular, if S = {v}, then v is called
a cut vertex of G. That is, G — v is not connected. A block B of a graph G is a maximal connected
subgraph such that B has no cut vertex. An end block of G is a block containing exactly one cut
vertex of G. For graphs H and G, a graph G is said to be H-free if G does not contain H as an
induced subgraph. For a connected graph G, a bridge xy of G is an edge such that G — xy is not
connected.

For a finite sequence of graphs G1, ..., G; for | > 2, the joins G1 V ---V GG} is the graph consisting
of the disjoint union of G, ..., G; and joining edges from every vertex of G; to every vertex of G;41
for 1 <7 <[ —1. In particular, for a subgraph H of G2, the join GV gGs is the graph consisting of
the disjoint union of G; and G5 and joining edges from every vertex of G to every vertex of H. As
the join operation is run over vertices, for a vertex x and a set X of vertices, the join =V X is the
graph consisting of the disjoint union of {z} and X and joining edges from x to every vertex in X.
For a subgraph H of G, H is mazximal complete subgraph of G if for any complete subgraph H' of G
such that V(H) C V(H'), we have V(H) = V(H').

The distance d(u,v) between vertices u and v of G is the length of a shortest (u,v)-path in G. The
diameter of G diam(G) is the maximum distance of any two vertices of G. For a non-negative integer
k, a graph G is k-diameter critical if diam(G) = k and diam(G —uv) > k for any edge uv € E(G). A
matching of a graph G is a set of edges which are not incident to a common vertex. A matching M
of a graph G is perfect if V(M) = V(G). For a non-negative integer ¢, a graph G is {-factor critical
if G — S has a perfect matching where S is any set of ¢ vertices, in particular, a graph G is factor
critical if £ = 1 and is bi-critical if £ = 2. For subsets D and X of V(G), D dominates X if every
vertex in X is either in D or adjacent to a vertex in D. If D dominates X, then we write D > X and
we also write a > X when D = {a}. Moreover, if X = V(G), then D is a dominating set of G and we
write D > G instead of D > V(G). A connected dominating set of a graph G is a dominating set D
of G such that G[D] is connected. If D is a connected dominating set of G, we then write D =, G. A
smallest connected dominating set is called a ~.-set. The cardinality of a v.-set is called the connected
domination number of G and is denoted by 7.(G). A graph G is said to be k-7.-critical if v.(G) = k
and 7.(G 4 uv) < k for any pair of non-adjacent vertices u and v of G.

In the structural characterizations of k-v.-critical graphs, Chen et al.[8] showed that every 1-7.-
critical graph is a complete graph while every 2-v.-critical graph is the complement of the disjoint
union of at least two stars. However, for k& = 3, it turns out that the k-~ -critical graphs have no
complete characterization in the sense of free graphs (see [16], Chapter 5). Interestingly, it was proved
by Hanson and Wang [10] that, for a connected graph G, the graph G is 3-v.-critical if and only if
the complement of G is 2-diameter critical. For a study on k-diameter critical graphs see Almalki
1. In [2], Ananchuen proved that every 3-v.-critical graph contains at most one cut vertex and also
established characterizations of 3-v.-critical graphs having a cut vertex. For more studies related with
3-v.~critical graphs see [, 20, 2I]. For k = 4, Kaemawichanurat and Ananchuen [13] proved that



every 4-v.-critical graph contains at most two cut vertices and the characterization of the such graphs
having two cut vertices was given. Further, Kaemawichanurat and Ananchuen [14] established that
every k-~ -critical graphs contains at most k — 2 cut vertices when k£ > 5. They also characterized
that there is exactly one class of k-~ -critical graphs having & — 2 cut vertices. In the same paper,
the authors established the maximum number of cut vertices that every block of the graph can have.
That is:

Theorem 1 ([I4]) Let G be a k-vy.-critical graph containing ¢ cut vertices and let o(G) be the maz-
imum number of cut vertices of G that can be in a block of G. Then

= un{[52] )

Very recently, Henning and Kaemawichanurat [12] characterized all the eleven classes of k-~y.-critical
graphs satisfying the upper bound of Theorem [

In this paper, for k > 5, we characterize all k-v.-critical graphs having k — 3 cut vertices. Further,
we establish realizability that, for given k > 4, 2 < ( < k—2 and 2 < {y < min { L%J ,C}, there
exists a k-v.-critical graph with ¢ cut vertices having a block which contains {y cut vertices. We also
proved that every k-~.-critical graph of odd order with § > 2 is factor critical if and only if 1 < k < 2.
We prove that every k-v.-critical K; 3-free graph of even order with § > 2 is factor critical if and only
if 1 <k < 2. All the main results are shown in Section 2] while their proofs are given in Section [l
We present some useful results that are used in the proofs in Section [3

2 Main Results

First, we give constructions of two classes of such graphs which will be the characterizations of k-v.-
critical graphs with k& — 3 cut vertices. Let

T = (1,12, ..., ik—3)

be a k—3 tuples such that i1, i, ..., ix—3 € {0,1} and E?;f’ij = 1 (there is exactly one l € {1,2, ..., k—3}
such that ¢y =1 and 4 =0 for all I’ € {1,2,...,k — 3} — {I}).

The class Gy (i1, 12, ...,15—3)

For a k — 3 tuples i = (0,0,...,4;,...,0) where i = 1 and iy =0 for 1 <1 #1' <k —2, agraph G in
the class Gy4 can be constructed from paths c¢g, ¢q,...,¢;—1 and ¢, ¢j41, ..., Ck—4, a copy of a complete
graph K, and a block B € Bz 5 (the construction of the class Bz 2 will be given in Section Bl as it was
established earlier in [14]) by adding edges according the join operations :

e ci_1V Knl V ¢ and

e cr._4VcC
where we call ¢ the head of B. Examples of graphs in this case are illustrated by Figures [l and
Further, for a k — 3 tuples ¢ = (0,0, ..., 1) where ix_3 =1 and iy =0 for 1 <1’ <k — 2, a graph G in

the class G4 can be constructed from paths cg,c1, ..., ck—4, a copy of a complete graph K, and a
block B € B35 by adding edges according the join operation :

k—3



o ¢4 VK, ,Vc

where we call ¢ the head of B. Example of a graph in this case is illustrated by Figure B

Co A{ [ C1 C2 CI:T@
K, | |

B e Bso

Figure 1: A graph G in the class G1(1,0,0,...,0)
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Figure 2: A graph G in the class G1(0,0,...,4; = 1,0,...,0)
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Figure 3: A graph G in the class G1(0,0, ..., 1)

Next, we will construct another class of k-vy.-critical graphs with k& — 3 cut vertices. Before giving
the construction, we introduce the following class of end blocks.

The class B3 5
An end block B € B3 has b as the head. Let Np(b) = A and B = G[V(B) — {b}]. Moreover, B has
the following properties



(1) Every vertex v € V(B), there exists a ye-set D,, of B of size 3 such that v € D,,.
(2) For every non-adjacent vertices x and y of B, there exists a ~.-set ny of B + xy such that
DB, {,y} £ 0, [DZ,| =2 and D, A £ 0.

It is worth noting that D, in the property (1) satisfies D, N A # ) in order to dominate b. We are
ready to give the construction.

The class Go (k)

For k > 5, a graph G in this class can be constructed from a path cg, c1, ..., ck—4 and an end block
B € Bs with the head b by adding the edge cx—4b. For the sake of convenience, we may relabel b as
Ck—3.

Then, we let
Z(k, ) : the class of k-y.-critical graphs containing ¢ cut vertices.

Our first main result is:

Theorem 2 For an integer k > 4, Z(k,k — 3) = G1(i1, 42, ..., ig—3) U Ga(k).

For our next main results, we let B be a block of G. We further define the following notation. We let
C(G) be the set of all cut vertices of G. That is

C(G) ={v e V(G) : v is a cut vertex of G},

C(B)=V(B)NnC(G),
¢(B) = [C(B)| and
¢o(G) = max{¢(B) : B is a block of G}.

We prove that :

Theorem 3 Forallk >4,2<(<k—-2and2 < (s < min{L%J ,C}, there exists a k-7y.-critical
graph with ¢ cut vertices having a block that contains (o cut vertices.

Finally, we establish a constructive proofs to show that:
Theorem 4 Every k-v.-critical graph of odd order with § > 2 is factor critical if and only if k € [2].

Theorem 5 Every k-v.-critical K 3-free graph of even order with § > 3 is bi-critical if and only if
ke [2].



3 Preliminaries

In this section, we state a number of results that are used in establishing our theorems. We begin
with a result of Favaron [9] which gives matching properties of graphs according to the toughness.

Theorem 6 [9] For an integer £ > 0, let G be a graph with minimum degree 6 > ¢+ 1. Then G is
C-factor critical if and only if wo(G — S) < |S| — £ for any cut set S of G such that |S| > ¢.

In the context of k-v.-critical graphs, Ananchuen et al. [4] established some matching properties of
the such graphs when k£ = 3.

Theorem 7 []|] Every 3-y.-critical graph of even order with 6 > 2 has a perfect matching.

However, for factor criticality, they found a 3-7.-critical graph of odd order with § > 2 which is not
factor critical. The graph is constructed from a complete graph K, a star K , by joining every end
vertex of the star to every vertex of K,, and then remove all edges of a perfect matching between these
two graphs. The resulting graph is detailed in Figure [
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Figure 4: A 3-v.-critical graph which is non-factor critical

Chen et al. [8] characterized all k-v.-critical graphs when 1 < k < 2.

Theorem 8 A graph G is 1-y.-critical graph if and only if G is a complete graph. Moreover, a graph
G is 2-y.-critical graph if and only if G = Ul Ky, wheren > 2 and n; > 1 for all1 <i <mn.

We then obtain the following observations as a consequence of theorem [8l

Observation 1 For k € [2] every k-y.-critical graph of odd order with minimum degree § > 2 is
factor critical.

Observation 2 For k € [2] every k-y.-critical graph of even order with minimum degree 6 > 3 is
bi-critical.



By Theorem [, we observe further that a k-y.-critical graph does not contain a cut vertex when
1<k<2.

Observation 3 Let G be a k-v.-critical graph with 1 < k < 2. Then G has no cut vertez.
Further, Chen et al.[8] established fundamental properties of k-v.-critical graphs for k > 2.

Lemma 1 [8] Let G be a k-y.-critical graph, x and y a pair of non-adjacent vertices of G and Dy,
a Ye-set of G+ xy. Then

(1) k—2<|Dgy| <k—1,

(2) Doy N {z,y} #0,
(3) if {z} = {x,y} N Dgy, then Ng(y) N Dyy = 0.

Ananchuen[2] established structures of k-y.-critical with a cut vertex.

Lemma 2 [2] For k > 3, let G be a k-y.-critical graph with a cut verter ¢ and D a connected
dominating set. Then

(1) G — ¢ contains exactly two components,

(2) if C1 and Cy are the components of G — ¢, then G[N¢, (¢)] and G[N¢,(c)] are complete,
(3) ce D.

All the following results of this section were established in [14]. The first result is the construction
of a forbidden subgraph of k-~.-critical graphs. For a connected graph G, let XY, X; and Y; be
disjoint vertex subsets of V(G). The induced subgraph G[X U X; UY UY7] is called a bad subgraph if

(i) x1 > X U X; for any vertex z1 € Xy,
i

) x
i) Nlz] C X UX; for any vertex x € X,
(#1) y1 > Y UY) for any vertex y; € Y7 and
(i) N[y] CY UY; for any vertex y € Y.

An example of a bad subgraph is illustrated in Figure

The authors showed, in [14], that :
Lemma 3 [T For k > 3, let G be a k-y.-critical graph. Then G does not contain a bad subgraph.
They also provided characterizations of some blocks of k-v.-critical graphs. Recall that

C(Q) is the set of all cut vertices of G

and, for a block B of G,
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Figure 5: The induced subgraph G[X U X; UY U Y1]

C(B) = V(B) NC(G) and ¢(G) = |C(G)).

When no ambiguity occur, we write C rather than C(G). In the same paper, the authors showed further
that for a connected graph G and a pair of non-adjacent vertices = and y of G, C(G) = C(G + xy) if
x and y are in the same block of G.

Lemma 4 [7J)] For a connected graph G, let B be a block of G and x,y € V(B) such that vy ¢ E(G).
Then C(G) = C(G + zy).

Let D be a 7y.set of G. The followings are the characterization of four classes of end blocks of
k-vc-critical graphs that contains at most 3 vertices from D. For vertices ¢, z; and z2, let

By = {cV Ky, : for an integer t; > 1},

B ={cV Ky, V 21 : for an integer t5 > 2} and

Ba1={cV K,V K,V z: for integers t3,t4 > 2}.
The following is a part of the construction of By . For integers [ > 2,m; > 1 and r > 0, we let
S=U_ K and T =SUK,. When r =0, we let T =S. Then, for 1 <i <1, let 50515 8%, 05 S,

be the vertices of a star Ki,,, which sj is the center. Further, let S = Ul_,{si, s}, ..., s, } and
S" = Ul_,{s}, moreover, let " =V (K,) if T = SUK, and S” = () if T = S. Therefore,

leal g or
T_{ SVK,.

That is, T can be obtained by removing the edges in the stars of S from a complete graph on SUS'US".
Then the blocks in Bs » are defined as follows.

B2o = {CVT[S]T : for integers I > 2,7 > 0 and m; > 1}.
A graph in this class is illustrated by Figure[6l According to the figure, an oval denotes a complete

subgraph, double lines between subgraphs denote all possible edges between the subgraphs and a dash
line denotes a removed edge.
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Figure 6: A block B in the class Ba 2

For a block B € By U B1 U Ba1 U B2 2, the vertex c is called the head of B. The following are the
characterizations of an end block B such that |[D NV(B)| < 3.

Lemma 5 [T]] Let G be a k-vy.-critical graph with a v.-set D and let B be an end block of G. If
[(DNV(B))—C| =0, then B € By.

Lemma 6 [7]] Let G be a k-vy.-critical graph with a v.-set D and let B be an end block of G. If
(DNV(B))—C| =1, then B € B;.

Lemma 7 [T Let G be a k-v.-critical graph with a y.-set D and let B be an end block of G. Suppose
that |(D N V(B)) - Cl = 2. Then B € 82)1 @] 8272.

Lemma 8 [T]|] For k > 3, let G be a k-vy.-critical graph. Then G contains at most one end block B
such that B € By U By.

Finally, we conclude this section by the following two lemmas which are structures of blocks of k-v.-
critical graphs. Recall from Section [2] that

Z(k, () : the class of k-v.-critical graphs containing ¢ cut vertices.

Lemma 9 [T} Let G € Z(k,() where ¢ € {k—3,k—2}. Then G has only two end blocks and another
blocks contain exactly two cut vertices.

Lemma 10 [T}] Let G € Z(k,() with a vc-set D where ¢ € {k — 3,k — 2} and B be a block of G
containing two cut vertices ¢ and ¢'. If (DNV(B))—C =0. Then B =cc.



In [I1], the authors established a construction of the class P (k) which, for any graph G € P(k) and
integer [ > 1, there exists a (k + [)-7.-critical graph contains G as an induced subgraph. Recall that,

for a subgraph H of GG, H is maximal complete subgraph of G if for any complete subgraph H' of G
such that V(H) C V(H'), we have V(H) = V(H').

The class P(k)
A k-7y.-critical graph G is in this class if there exists a maximal complete subgraph H of order at
least two of G satisfies the following properties :

(i) for any vertex z of G, there exists a 7y.-set D of G such that € D and DNV (H) # () and
(#i) for any non-adjacent vertices x and y of G, D,V (H) # () where D, is a connected dominating
set of G + zy such that |D}, | < k (Dj, need not be a y.-set of G + zy).

We next give a construction of a (k+1)-v.-critical graph containing G in the class P(k) as an induced
subgraph. Let H be a maximal complete subgraph of G having properties (i) and (ii). The graph
G(n1,na,...,n;) can be constructed from a vertex zg, [ copies of completes graph K,,,, Kp,, ..., Kp,_,
which n; > 1 for 1 <+¢ <[ and the graph G by adding edges according to the join operations :

2oV Kn, VEp, V..V Ky VG

The graph is illustrated by Figure[7l

xo
Kn, K, Ko,

G € P(k)

Figure 7: The graph G(ni,na,...,n;)

Thus, they proved that

Theorem 9 [I1] For an integer k > 3, let G € P(k). Then G(ni,na,...,n;) is a (k + 1)-yc-critical
graph for all 1 > 1.

4 Proofs

4.1 Connected Dominating Set of Blocks

Let

10



B(G) be the family of all blocks of G.

When no ambiguity can occur, we use B to denote B(G). For a k-v.-critical graph G with a cut vertex,
let B be an end block of G containing non-adjacent vertices z and y. Clearly, V(B + xy) = V(B).
Let D be a ~v.-set of G.

Lemma 11 Let B be a block of G and x,y € V(B) such that xy ¢ E(G). Then DNC = Dy NC, in
particular, D NC(B') = Dy NC(B’) for all B’ € B(G + zy).

Proof. We first show that DNC C D;, NC. Let c € DNC. By Lemmal, ¢ € C(G + zy). By the
connectedness of (G + zy)[Dyy], ¢ € Dgy. Thus DNC C D,y NC. We now show that D, NC C DNC.
Let ¢ € DgyNC. That is ¢ € C. Lemma [2(3) yields that ¢ € D. So ¢ € DNC and thus, Dy, NC € DNC,
as required.

In view of Lemmal] V(B )NC(G+=zy) = V(B’')NC for all B’ € B(G+=xy). Because DNC = D, NC,
it follows that

DNC(B)=DNCNV(B')=Dy,NCNV(B') = D,, NC(B’).

This completes the proof. O

It is worth noting that, in [I4], the similar result as Lemma [IT] was proved but focused only end
blocks. So, our result in Lemma [I1] is more general. For non-adjacent vertices x and y of the block
B, the following lemma gives the number of vertices of a ~v.-set of G + xy in B.

Lemma 12 For all z,y € V(B) such that vy ¢ E(G), |Dzy NV (B)| < |DNV(B)|.

Proof. We first establish the following claim.

Claim : For all block B’ which is not B, |D NV (B’)| < |Dg, NV (B')|.

Suppose to the contrary that |D N V(B')| > |Dyy N V(B’')|. Lemma [IT] gives that D NC(B’') =
Dy, N C(B’). Because z,y ¢ V(B'), G[(D — V(B’)) U (Dgy, NV (B’))] is connected. Moreover,
(D -V (B'))U(DyyNV(B')) = G. This implies that

k=|D|=|(D-V(B)U(DNV(B))|=|D-V(B)+|DNV(B)
> |D —V(B')| + |Dgy, NV (B')]
= (D =V(B") U (Day NV(B'))],

contradicting the minimality of D. Thus establishing the claim.

We now prove Lemma Suppose to the contrary that |D,, N V(B)| > |D N V(B)|. Lemma [

yields that D NC = Dyy NC. Clearly D = Ugc(DNV(B)) and Day = Upen(Gay)(Day NV (B)).
Lemma [(1) yields, further, that each cut vertex is contained in exactly two blocks. Thus each

cut vertex is counted twice in Y pco [(D NV(B))| and Y- peo(giay) [(Day N V(B))|. Therefore,
D] = X DNV(B)| = [C| and X g oGty Doy NV (B)| = [C(G +2y)| = |Dyy|. We note by Lemma

11



Mthat |C| = |C(G + zy)|. By the claim and the assumption that |D,, NV (B)| > |D NV (B)|, we have

k=Dl =25 DNV(B)| - [C|
= DNV (B)|+Xgen_(py D NV(B)| - [C|
< Doy NV(B)| + Epeg—(pDN V(B)| —|C| (by the assumption)
< Day NV(B)| 4+ Zpem(aray) ()| Doy NV (B)| = [C| (by the claim)

= X5em(@ray) | Doy NV(B)| = |C(G + 2y)| = [Day .

This contradicts Lemma [I[1). Thus |D,, NV (B)| < |D NV (B)| and this completes the proof. O

Corollary 1 For all block B of G and z,y € V(B) such that zy ¢ E(G), |(Dyy NV(B)) —C| <
(DNV(B))—C|.

Proof. In view of Lemma[lll DNV (B)NC = D,, N V(B)NC. Lemma [I2 then implies that

|(Dwy n V(B)) - C| = |D:Ey n V(B)| - |Dwy n V(B) ﬁC|
<|DNV(B)|—|DNV(B)NC(|
—|(DNV(B)) —C]

and this completes the proof. O

4.2 The k-v.-Critical Graphs with ((G) =k —3

In this subsection, we characterize k-v.-critical graphs with k£ — 3 cut vertices. We recall the classes
Gi1(i1,12, ..., ik—3) and Go(k) from Section 2l First, we will prove that all graphs in these two classes
are k-~ -critical with k — 3 cut vertices.

Lemma 13 Let G be a graph in the class Gy (i1, 12, ..., ik—3), then G is a k-y.-critical graph with k —3
cut vertices.

Proof. Clearly G has c1,ca,...,cx—4 and c as the k — 3 cut vertices. Observe that, for any ¢ =
(41,12, ..., ,ix—3), a graph G € Gy has the path P = ¢o,c1,...,¢1-1,a, ¢y, ..., Ck—4, ¢ from ¢g to ¢ where
a € V(K,,). To prove all cases of ¢, we may relabel the path P to be x1,...,zx_1. Hence, ¢g =
T1,01 = T, ...Ck—4 = Tj_o and ¢ = x,_1. We see that {xo, T3, ..., Tk_2,Tk_1, 51, 88} = G where s1,s3
are vertices in B € By o defined in Section 21 Therefore v.(G) < k.

Let D be a 7.-set of G. If z1 ¢ D, then, to dominate x1, o € D . If z1 € D, then x5 € D since
G[D] is connected. In both cases, x5 € D.

Suppose that DNS” = (. Because B € Bs 2, to dominate B, |[DN(SUS’)| > 2. By the connectedness
of G[D], we have {x3,24, ..., Tk—2,2k—1} € D. Thus 7.(G) > k implying that v.(G) = k. Hence,
suppose that DN S” # (. Since zo € D and G[D] is connected, it follows that {z3,z4,..., Tr_2,
Zp—1,y} € D where y € DN S. Thus 7.(G) = |D| > k implying that 7.(G) = k.

Now, we will establish the criticality. Let w and v be a pair of non-adjacent vertices of G and let
S =S5US US”. We first assume that |[{u,v} N S1| = 0. Therefore {u,v} C {z1,22, ..., Tk—2, Tk—1}
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Thus v = z; and v = x; for some 4,5 € {1,2, ...,k — 1}. Without loss of generality let i < j. Clearly
i+ 2 < j. We see that

1 .2
{Zo, T3, ooy Tiy Tigo, Tit3, ooy Tjy ooy Th—1, ST, S5} = G+ w0
S0 1 (G+wv) <k —1.

Hence, we assume that [{u,v} N S1| = 1. If {u,v} = {x)_1,s} for some s € Sy, then s ¢ S
and, clearly, {zx_1,s} = S1. Thus {zo,x3,...,2k-1,81} =c G + uv. Therefore v.(G + wv) < k — 1.
Let v € S;. Since |S| > 2, there exists v' € S — {v} such that {v,v'} >, Si. Suppose that
u € {x9,x3,...,x5—2}. Thus {z2, T3, ..U, ..., Tf—2,0,0'} =. G + uv. Hence 7.(G +wv) < k—1. If
u = x1, then {x3,24,...,xp—2,v,0'} =. G + wv implying that v.(G + wv) < k — 1.

Finally, we assume that {u,v} € S1. Thus {u,v} = {s},s4} for some i € {1,2,...,[S|} and
j e {1,2,..,m;}. Clearly {xg,xg,...,:zzk,l,s;-} =« G+ uwv and 7.(G + w) < k—1. Thus G is a
k-vyc-critical graph and this completes the proof. O

Lemma 14 Let G be a graph in the class Ga(k). Then G is a k-vy.-critical graph with k — 3 cut
vertices.

Proof. Choose v € V(B). By (1) of Bs, there exists a 7.-set D, such that |D,| =3 and D, N A # 0.
Thus {c1, 2, ...y Ck—a, Ck—3} U Dy = G. Therefore v.(G) < k.

Let D be a v.-set of G. As c1,c2, ..., cx—3 are cut vertices, by Lemma[2(3), c1,¢2,...,cx—3 € D. Let

v € V(B)N D. Observe that V(B) N D is a connected dominating set of B containing v. By (1) and
the minimality of D,, |V(B)N D| > |D,| = 3. So v.(G) > k and this implies that ~.(G) = k.

We will prove the criticality. Let w and v be non-adjacent vertices of G. Suppose first that
co € {u,v}, co = usay. If v € {ca,¢3,...,ck_3}, then {ca,c3,....,ck—3} UD, = G+uv. Ifv €
V(B), then, by (1), there exists a ye-set D, of size 3 of B such that v € D, and AN D, # 0. So
{ca,¢3, ...y ck—3} U Dy = G+ uv. These imply that v.(G + wv) < v.(G).

We then suppose that ¢g ¢ {u,v}. If {u,v} C {c1,¢c,...,ck—3}, then there exists ¢ and j such that
¢; = u and ¢; = v. Without loss of generality let ¢ < j. Clearly, i + 2 < j. So {c1, c2, ..., ¢i, Cit2, Cit3,
vy Ch—3 }UD,, . G+uv. For the case when |{u,v}N{c1, ca, ..., ck—3}| = 1, we have {c1, ..., ¢, ..oy C—g }U
D, = G + wv. Finally, if {u,v} C V(B), then, by (2), there exists a v.-set DZ such that DZ N
{u,v} # 0, |IDB| =2 and DE N A # 0. Thus {c1,ca,...,ck—3} UDB . G+ uv. This implies that
Ye(G 4+ uv) < v.(G). Clearly, ¢1, ca, .., ck—3 are the k — 3 cut vertices of G. This completes the proof.
O

In the following, we let G € Z(k, k — 3) having a 7.-set D. In view of Lemma [l G has only two
end blocks and another blocks contain two cut vertices. Thus, we let B; and Bi_o be the two end
blocks and another blocks Bs, Bs, ..., Bx_3 contain two cut vertices. Without loss of generality let
1 € V(By),cip—3 € V(Br_2) and ¢;—1,¢; € V(B;) for 2 < i < k — 3. Moreover, let C; = V(B;) —C
forall 1 < i < k—2. Let D’ be a y.-set of G such that D’ # D, by the minimality of k, we have
|V(B;) N D| = |V(B;) N D'| for all i. Thus, we can let

H(b1,ba,bs,...,bp—_2) : the class of a graph G € Z(k, k — 3) such that
|V(CZ)QD| =b;for1 <i<k-—2.
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Lemma 15 For a v.-set of G, either |V(C1) N D| > 2 or |V(Ci—2) N D| > 2.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that |V(C1)ND| <1 and |[V(Ci_2)ND| < 1. Lemmas Bl and [6 imply
that By, Bx_a € BoUB;. This contradicts Lemmal8 Thus either [V(C1)ND| > 2 or |[V(Ckx—2)ND| > 2
and this completes the proof. O

By Lemma [I5 we may suppose without loss of generality that |V (Cix—2) N D| > |V(Cy) N D|.

Lemma 16 Z(k,k —3) = H(0,0,0,...,3) UH(b1, b, ..., bp—3,2) where b; =1 for some 1 <i <k—3
and b; =0 forall 1 <j#i<k—3.

Proof. By the definition, H(0, 0,0, ...,3) UH (b1, ba, ..., bx—3,2) C Z(k, k — 3).

Conversely, let G € Z(k,k — 3). Thus, by Lemma [, G has only two end blocks B; and Bj_s and
another blocks Bsy, Bs, ..., By_2 contain two cut vertices. Moreover, ¢; € V(B1), cx—3 € V(Bj-1) and
¢i—1,¢; € V(B;) for 2 <i < k—3. In view of Lemma [%(3), ¢1,¢a,...,ck—3 € D. So |D —C| = 3. Thus,
[V(C;) N D| <3 foralli € {1,k —2}. Recall that |V(Cy_2) N D| > |[V(C}1) N D|. Lemma [[H implies
that either |V (Cx—2)ND| =3 or |V (Cr—2)ND| = 2. That is G € H(0,0,0,...,3) UH (b1, ba, ..., bp—3,2).
This completes the proof. O

By Lemma [I6 to characterize a graph G in the class Z(k,k — 3), it suffices to consider when G
is either in #(0,0,0,...,3) or H(b1, b2, ...,bk—3,2). We first consider the case when G € H(by, ba, ...,
bi—3,2). Let ¢; and ¢;41 be vertices and K, a copy of a complete graph.

Lemma 17 Let G € H(b1, b, ...,bk—3,2) with a block B; containing two cut vertices ¢;—1 and ¢; and
bi =1. Then B; = ci—1 V Ky, V ¢; where n; > 2.

Proof. As G € H(by,ba,...,bk—3,2) and b; = 1 for some 1 < i < k — 3, we must have b; = 0 for all
1 <j# i< k—3. Because B; contains two cut vertices, ¢ > 1. Therefore, by = 0. Lemma [0 then
implies that

By = Kn1 V.
Let B’ = B; — ¢;_1 — ¢;. We first show that B’ is complete. Let  and y be non-adjacent vertices of
B’. Consider G + zy. Lemma [I(2) implies that |Dy, N {z,y}| > 1. As z,y € V(B’), we must have
|Dey N (V(B;) —C)| > 1=0b; =|Dn(V(B;) — C)| contradicting Corollary [l So B’ is complete.

We will show that ¢;_1¢; ¢ E(G). Hence, we may assume to the contrary that ¢;—1¢; € E(G). We
let

X1 = NBi({Ci—laci}) and
X =V(B) - X,.

Since |D N (V(B;) — {ci—1,¢i})| = 1, it follows that X # (. Because B’ is complete, G[X; U X] is
complete. In fact, X; and X satisfy (¢) and (i¢) of bad subgraphs. We then let

Y1 ={c1} and
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Y = V(Ky,).
Thus G has X, X,Y and Y7 as a bad subgraph. This contradicts Lemma[Bl Hence, ¢;_1¢; ¢ E(G).

We finally show that Np,(¢;) = Np,(ci—1) = V(B’). We may assume to the contrary that there
exists a vertex u of B’ which is not adjacent to ¢;_1. Consider G + uc;_1. Corollary [l gives that
|Dye;_, NV(B')| = 0. Lemmaldl gives further that {¢;—1,¢;} C Dy, ,. Since ¢;_1¢; ¢ E(G), it follows
that (G 4 uc;—1)[Duc,_,] is not connected, a contradiction. Hence, Np,(¢;—1) = V(B’) and, similarly,
Np,(¢;) = V(B'). Since B; is a block, n; > 2 and this completes the proof. O

We will prove the following two theorems, both of which give main contribution to the proof of our
first main theorem, Theorem [2

Theorem 10 For k >4, H(by, b, ..., bk—3,2) = G1 (i1, i2, ..., ik—3) where b; =i; for all1 < j <k—3.

Proof. Let b; =i, for all 1 < j < k — 3. In views of Lemma [I3] we have that G; (i1, 2, ...,4x—3) C
H(bl, bQ, veey bkfg, 2) Thus, it suffices to show that H(bl, b2, ceey bkfg, 2) g g1 (il,ig, veey Z.kfg).

We will show that By_o € Bao. Clearly, by is either 0 or 1. If by = 0, then Lemma [Bl implies that
By = K, V¢p. But if b = 1, then Lemma [B] implies that By = ¢g V K, V ¢1. Thus, we let

| Aea} if by=0 and
Xl—{ V(Kny) if br—1.

and
¥ — V(K,,) zf b1 =0 and
{Co} Zf b1 =1.
Since b_o = 2, by Lemmam, Br_ o € 3211 U 3212. If Bp_o € 8271, then Bip_9 = cx_3V K., VKp,V 2z
where zy is given at the definition of By ;. We then let

Y1 =V (K,,) and Y = {22}
Clearly, G has a bad subgraph, contradicting Lemma Bl Thus Bj_s € Ba 5.

We now consider the case when by = 1. Thus by = b3 = ... = by_3 = 0. By Lemma[6l B; € B;
implying that By = ¢o V K, V ¢1. Further, Lemma [I0 implies also that B; = ¢;—1¢; for 2 <i <k —3.
Thus G € G1(1,0,...,0).

We finally consider the case when b; = 0. Thus b; = 1 for some 2 < j < k — 3 and b; = 0 for
2 <j' #j <k—3. Similarly, Bj; = ¢j_1¢j for all j by Lemma[I0l Moreover, Lemma [I7 yields that
Bj =cj-1V Kpn; V. Let cg € V(B1) \ {c1}. We will show that B; = cpc1. We let a be a vertex in
V(B2) — {c1,c} if j = 2. Then, we let

x_{ a if =2 and

Co Zf 7> 2.

Consider G + coz. Since ¢y is a cut vertex of G + coz, ¢a € Dy, by Lemma 2[(3). That is ¢ € D,
when j > 2. When j = 2, by Lemma [T zc; € E(G). Since ¢2 € D¢y, by Lemma[(3), © € Deys-
In both cases, & € Doy If |Dege N (UEZ2V(By))| < k — 2, then (Dey, N (UFEZ2V(B))) U {er} = G
contradicting v.(G) = k. Therefore | D, N (U= V(B;))| = k — 1 by Lemma[I(1). Thus ¢1,¢o & Deys
implying that By = cpe1. So G € G1(0,0, ...,i; = 1,...,0). This completes the proof. O
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Theorem 11 For k > 4, H(0,0,...,0,3) = Ga(k).

Proof. By Lemmal[l4l G,(k) C H(0,0,...,3). Thus, it is sufficient to show that (0,0, ...,3) C Ga(k).

Asb; =0 for all 2 <i <k — 3, by Lemma [0, B; = ¢;_1¢;. By Lemma/[5] and similar arguments in
Theorem [I0] we have that By = cgc;.

We will show that By o satisfies (1) of the class Bs. Recall that By o = B o — cx_3. Let
D’ be a v.-set of Br_s. Suppose that |D’| < 2. To dominate c;_3, we have D' N A # (. Thus,
{1, ey ch—3}UD’ =, G. But |{c1,...,cp—3}UD’| = k—1 contradicting the minimality of k. Therefore,
|D| = 3. Thus, to prove that Bj_s satisfies (1), it suffices to give a connected dominating set of size
3 of By_o containing a chosen vertex from By_s. For a vertex v of Bj_s, consider G + ¢yv. Lemma
[[(2) implies that {co,v} N Deyy # 0. Lemmalll(1) implies also that |Dey,| < k — 1. We first show that
{co} # Deow N {co,v}. Suppose to the contrary that {co} = Dy N {co,v}. Since (G + uv)[Dyy] is
connected, there exists w € V(Bk_z) which is adjacent to v. Because D.,, >, G + cov, w is adjacent
to a vertex of Dy, NV (Br_2 —v). So

(Dyw — {co}) U{w} =c G.

This contradicts the minimality of k. Thus, {co} # Decyw N {co,v}. Therefore {cg,v} C Doy or
{v} = D¢y N{co, v}

Case 1 : {co,v} C Deyo
Let

i=max{l <j<k-3:G[{co,c1,¢c2,...,¢;} N D¢,y is connected }.

We first consider the case when ¢ = k — 3. Thus {c1,ca,...,ck—3} C Degyp- AS |Dego| < k—1 and
{c0,v} C D¢yy, we must have

DC()’U = {007 Cly ey Ck_g,’U}.

So v = V(Bg_2) — A and Na(v) = 0, otherwise {cy,...,cr_3,w,v} =, G where w € N (v), contra-
dicting the minimality of k. Let u € Np,_,(v) such that u is adjacent to a vertex a in A. Thus
{v,u,a} =, Br_2 and so Bj_o satisfies (1).

We now consider the case when i = k — 4. Let D/, , = D¢y, N V(Bi_2). Clearly, v € D

cov "
Since {co,c1,...; x4} € Degy and |Deyo| < k — 1, it follows that |D;, | < 2. If |[D; ,| = 1, then
D, , = {v} implying that v >~ By,_», in particular, v = A. Thus, {ci,...,cr_3,w,v} =. G where
w € N4(v) contradicting the minimality of D. Hence, we let Dy, , = {v,v'}. Since Dy, =c G + cov,
D!, =c Bi_2. Hence, for a vertex a in A, D, U{a} >c Br_2. Therefore, By_5 satisfies (1).

We now consider the case when i = k — 5. Thus {co,c1,...,cr—5} € Degu. So Dy, | < 3 and,

D, ,NA#{ to dominate cx_3. So, By_o satisfies (1).
We finally consider the case when ¢ < k — 6. To dominate c;y2, we have that ¢;43 € D.,,. By the

connectedness of (G+cov)[Dego], {€iy3, oy ck—3} € Dego. Thus, {co, c1, ..., ¢;}U{ciy3, ..., cr—3}UD;, , C
D.,, implying that
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k—4+|D,,|=G+1)+((k=3)—(i+3)+1)+|D,, | <k—1

Therefore, |Dy, | < 3. To dominate cx—3, D, , N A # (. Thus By_» satisfies (1) and this completes
the proof of Case 1.

Case 2 : {v} = D, N {co, v}

To dominate ¢1, we have that ¢a € D.,,. By the connectedness of (G + cov)[Deyo], {c2,c3, .,
ck—3} C Degy and Deyyy NA # 0. As |Dego| < k — 1, we must have |D.,,, — {c2,¢3,...,cx—3}| < 3. So
By, satisfies (1). This completes the proof of Case 2.

We finally show that Bj_o satisfies (2) of the class Bs. Let x and y be non-adjacent vertices of Bj_s.
Lemma[[2) implies that {z,y} N Dy, # 0. Lemmal[l(1) implies also that |Dy,| <k —1. To dominate
co, we have that ¢; € Dyy. Let DS = Dy, N V(Bj—2). By the connectedness of (G + zy)[Da,],
D5 NA#0and {c1,co,...,ck—3} C Day. As [Dyy| < k—1, we must have [DF | = |D,, NV (By_2)| =
|Dyy — {c1,¢2, ..., ck—3}| < 2. Hence, By_o satisfies (2). Therefore By_s € Bs. This completes the
proof. O

No, we are ready to prove our first main result, Theorem For completeness, we restate the
theorem

Theorem 2l For an integer k > 4, Z(k,k — 3) = G1 (41,42, ..., ik—3) U G2 (k).

Proof. In view of Lemma 6, Z(k,k — 3) = H(0,0,0,...,3) UH(b1,ba, ..., bi—3,2) where b; = 1 for
some 1 <i¢<k—3andb; =0forall 1 <j#1i<k—3. Moreover, Theorems and [l imply that
Z(k,k —3) = G1(i1, 12, ...,ix—3) U G2(k). This completes the proof. O

4.3 k-7.-Critical Graphs with Prescribed Cut Vertices

In this section, we prove Theorem [3l First, we introduce structure of some subgraphs. For any block
H of a graph G, H is call a block Hy for £ > 2 if H consists of a vertex x and Uy, Us, ..., U, as vertex
sets of order at least 2 and

° G[{:Z?} U Ul], G[Ul U UQ], G[UQ U Ug], ey G[Ug72 U Ugfl] and G[Ug] are complete.
o For each u € V(Us—1), |Ny,(u)| = U] — 1.
o For each v’ € V(Uy), there exists v € V(Up—1) such that uu' € E(G).

We say that x is the head of a block H,.

Let
D(k,(,¢p) : the class of all k-v.-critical graphs with ¢ cut vertices containing a block B such that

¢(B) = Go-
We next introduce the following class that we use to establish the existence of graphs in D(k, {, (o).

The class F(p,q,r):

Let Hy, Hs, ..., Hy, be p of Ha blocks. Further, we let H,11 be P, (a path of ¢ vertices), and let
H, .2 be an H, block. Let ¢; be the head of H; for 1 <i <p+2. A graph G € F(p,q,r) is obtained
from Hy, ..., Hypyo by joining edges between vertices in {¢; : 1 <i < p+ 2} to form a clique.
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Lemma 18 If a graph G is in the class F(p,q,r), then G is (r + q + 3p)-ve-critical with p + q cut
vertices having a block that contains p + 2 cut vertices.

Proof. For i € [p], let Uj = Ny, (¢;) and U = V(H;) — U{. We see that U{ and US are, respectively,
the same as Uy and U of the block Ha. Let a; € Uj. By the construction of the block H2, there exists
b; € U such that a;b; € E(G) and q; is not adjacent to the vertex a; € Uj. Let Hpy1 = do, d1, ..., dg—1
where ¢py1 = do. For the block Hpyo, let U, be a vertex subset of V(Hp+2) which is the same as U;
of the block H, and u; € U; for i € [r].

Lemma [2(3) implies that ¢; € D for i € [p + 2]. Consider Hpto. By the connectedness of G[D],
|UiND.| > 1for i € [r—1]. Because every vertex in U,_; does not dominate U,, |DN(U,_;UT,)| > 2.
Since ¢p12 € D, | DNV (Hpy2)| > r + 1. By the same arguments, |D NV (H;)| > 3 fori=1,2,...,p.
Finally, to dominate dg—1, {¢pt1,d1,d2,...,dg—2} € D. So |D| > (r+1)+3p+(¢—1) =7+ g+ 3p.
It is not difficult to see that (UY_, {a;,b;}) U{c1,ca, oy cpyat U{d1, ... dg—2} U{ur, ug,...;up } ¢ G. So
|ID| <2p+ (p+2)+ (¢ —2)+r=r+q+3p. Thus 7.(G) =r+q+ 3p.

Let k = r 4+ g+ 3p. For a pair of non adjacent vertices u,v € V(G). Consider G 4+ uv. To establish
the criticality, it suffices to show that there exists a dominating set D, of G+ uv containing less than
k vertices. For i € [p+ 2], let D; = DN V(H;). We distinguish 3 cases.

Case 1 : {u,v} N (U_ H;) #0.
Without loss of generality, let u € V(Hy).

Subcase 1.1 : u = ¢;. Clearly, v ¢ {ca,¢3, ..., Cpya}.
e If v € U}, then let Dy, = {u,v} U (UPZZD;).
For j > 2,
e if v € U/, then let Dy, = (Uiz; D;) U {v,w} where w € Nyi (v), and
e if v € UJ, then let Dy, = (Uiz; D) U {v, ¢;}.
We now consider the case when v € V(Hpy1). We let Dy = (Uigpr1D;) U {d1,da, ..., v,...,dq—a} if
v # dg—1 and let Dy, = D — {dg—2} if v = dg—1. When v € V(Hp12), we let Dy, = (Uitpr2D;) U

{u1,u2, ..., v, ..., up } where uq,us, ..., v, ..., u, is a path such that v = u; for some j € [r].

Subcase 1.2 : u € Ul. Without loss of generality let u = a;. So ua} ¢ E(G) and ub; € E(G).
Clearly, v # ¢1. If v = ¢; for some {2, ..., p}, then we can find D, by the same arguments as Subcase
1.1. Thus, we may consider when v # ¢; fori = 1,2, ..., p. If v = af, then let Dy, = (U;21D;)U{a1, 1}
For j > 2,

e ifve Uf, then let Dy, = (Uix1,;D;) U{c1,u, b1, v, w} where w € NUZJ- (v), and
e ifve Ug, then let Dy, = (Uiz1,;D;) U{c1,u,bi,v,¢5}.
We now consider the case when v € V(Hpy1) UV (Hpy2). If v € {cpy1,cpt2}, then Dy, = (U1 D) U

{u,b1}. Thus, we may assume that v ¢ {cpi1,cpi2t. We let D = (UP_,D;) U {ci,u,b1}. If v =
d; for some i € [q — 2], then we let D,, = DU {di,....;dg—2} U Dpyo. If v = dyg_1, then we let
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Dyp = DU {do,...,dq—3} U Dpyo. Finally, if v = u; € U, for some i € [r], then we let D,, =
DU Dpi1 U{ui,ug, ..., 0, ..., up }.

Subcase 1.3 : u € Us. Without loss of generality let u = b;. Clearly ua; € E(G). By the same
arguments as Subcases 1.1 and 1.2, we consider only when v ¢ U_,({c;} UU7). If v € U}, then let
Dyy = {v,c1} U (Ujz1 D;). If v € Ug, then let Dy, = (Uiz1,;Di) U{u,v,a1,¢e1}. If v € {cpq1, cpiats
then Dy, = (Uiz1D;) U{u,c1}. Thus, we may assume that v € V(Hpi1) UV (Hpt2) — {¢pt1, Cpya}-
We let D = Dy, = (UY_,D;) U{c1,u,a1} and we can find D, by same arguments as Subcase 1.2.

Case 2 : {u,v} N (U_,V(H;)) =0 and {u,v} NV (Hpt1) # 0.
Without loss of generality let u € V(Hpq1).

Subcase 2.1 : u = c¢pt1. Suppose first that v € V(Hp4q). Thus v = d; for some j > 2. If j = 3,
then let D,, = (Ui;éerlDi) @] {Cp+1,d3,d4,...,dq,2}. If 3 < j<q- 1, then D,, = (Ui;éerlDi) U
{ept1,da, .y vecydg—a}. If j = q— 1, then let Dy, = D — {dg—2}. If v € V(Hp12), then we let
Dy, = (Ui;ép-i-QDi) U {ul, Uy veey Uy ey ’U,T}.

Subcase 2.2 : u € V(Hpt41) — {cp+1}. Suppose that v € V(Hp11). By the same arguments as
Subcase 2.1, v € V(Hpt1) — {cpt1}. Without loss of generality let v = d; and v = d; such that
j < j/. If j/ < q— 1, then let Du'u = (Ui;ﬁerlDi) U {Cerl,dl,dQ,...,djfl,’llqderQ,...7'U7...7dq72}.
If j = g — 1, then let Dy, = (Uizpt1Di) U{cpt1,d1, ... 0, ...,dg—3}. Suppose that v € V(Hpy2).
If v = cpyo and j < ¢ — 1, then let Dyy = (Uigpr1Di) U {d1,...,u,...,dg—2}. If v = ¢pi0 and
j=q—1, then let Dy, = D — {dq—2}. We now consider the case when v € V(Hp42) — {cp+2}. Let
Dp+2 = {Cp+2, ULy oeny ur} and Dp+1 = {dl, da, ..., dq_g}. Let D, = (UleDi) U (Dp+1 U Dp+2) by the
same arguments as Subcase 2.1.

Case 3 : {u,v} C V(H,;2). Without loss of generality let u € U; and v € U; where j < j/. Let
cpt2 = Up. If u ¢ U,_q, then there exists a path ug,uq, ..., u, such that v = u; and v = u; where

w; € U; for 0 < i < 7. Let Dyy = (Uizpt2Di) U{uo, ut, ..oy tj—1,u, ujq2, ..., 0, .., un }. Ifu € U,_1, then
v is the only one vertex in U, which u is not adjacent. Thus Dy, = (Uizpt2D;) U{Uo, Un, ..., Up_a,u}.

Finally, we see that ci,...,cp12,d1,...,dq—2 are all the cut vertices of G. Thus, G has p + ¢ cut
vertices. Further, the block G[{c1, ..., ¢p+2}] has ¢1, ..., cpy2 as the cut vertices of G. Therefore, there
is a block containing p + 2 cut vertices. This completes the proof. O

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [3l For completeness, we restate the theorem.

Theorem Bl For allk > 4,2<(<k—2 and 2 < () < min { LK—?J ,C}, there exists a k-7y.-critical
graph with ¢ cut vertices having a block that contains (o cut vertices, namely, D(k,(, o) # 0.

Proof. In view of Lemma[I8 for all kK > 4,2 < (< k—-2and 2 < (5 < min{L%J ,C}, we have
F(lo—2,—C+2,k—C—2( +4) CD(k,(, (o). This completes the proof. O

4.4 Factor Criticality of k-v.-Critical Graphs

In this section, for k > 3, we will use the property of graphs in the class P(k) which is given in Section
Bl First, we may prove that the class P(k) is non-empty for k > 3.

Lemma 19 For all k > 3, P(k) # 0.
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Proof. For an integer k > 3, we let Cyyo = c1,¢2, ..., Ckt2,c1 be a cycle of length k + 2. Tt is well
known that Cjo is a k-v.-critical graph. In this proof, all subscripts are taken modulo k4 2. Observe
that Crt2[{cj,cj+1}] is a maximal complete subgraph for all 1 < j < k + 2. Thus, without loss of
generality, it suffices to show that complete subgraph Cjia[{c1, c2}] satisfies (¢) and (i7) of P(k).

For a vertex ¢; where 1 < j <k + 2, let
Sj = {Cj,Cj+1, it Ck42,C1, ...,ijg} > Ck+2.

Clearly, S; N{c1,ca} # 0 if j # 3. Thus we consider the case when j = 3. In this case cxy2 € S3. Let
S = (S5 — {crt2}) U {ca}. Hence, S" =, Crta. Moreover, S’ N {c1,ca} # 0. Therefore Cy1a[{c1,ca}]
satisfies (7).

We now let ¢; and ¢; be non-adjacent vertices of Cyi2. So |j — 1] > 2. Consider Cii2 + cjc;. We
partition V(Ci42) to

Cl = {Cj,Cj+1, ---;lel} and 02 = {Cl,cl+1, ---;ijl}-

As k+2 > 5, at least one of C! or C? must have at least three vertices. Without loss of generality
let it be C1. We further let

D_ {¢j,¢js1s e a—st U{er, ety .yci—s}, if |C?] >3 and
{¢j i1, s -2}, otherwise.

Clearly D =, Cry2 and |D| < k. We first consider the case when |C?| > 3. Note that D in this
case contains k — 2 vertices. If {c1, co} is neither {¢;—1,¢—2} nor {cj_1,¢j—2}, then DN {ec1,ca} # 0.
This implies that Ciio[{c1,c2}] satisfies (74). Thus we may assume that {c1,c2} = {¢—1,c1-2}-
As |D| = k — 2, we must have |D U {¢_1}| < k. Moreover D U {¢;—1} >c Ciy2 + c;jc because
D . +cjc;. Hence Crya[{c1, ca}] satisfies (i7). The case {c1,c2} = {cj—1,¢;j—2} can be proved by the
same arguments.

We now consider the case when |C?| < 3, in fact C? = {c;, 41} and ¢y = ¢;. If {c1,ca} is
neither {¢;_1,¢} nor {c;, c;y1}, then D N {c1,c2} and this implies that Cria[{c1,c2}] satisfies (7).
Thus we may assume that {c1, e} is {¢—1, ¢} or {c¢, ¢ci41}. We observe that ¢; = ¢;—1 and co = ¢
when {c1,c2} = {¢i—1, ¢}, moreover, ¢; = ¢; and ¢a = ¢141 when {c1,c2} = {c, ¢i41}- In both cases,
¢ € {c1,¢2}. Let D' = (D — {¢1—2}) U{ca}. We see that D" =, Cyta + cjc;. So D' N{c1,c} # 0
because ¢; € {c1,c2} and ¢; € D’. Therefore Cyyo[{c1, c2}] satisfies (i¢). Hence Cyyo € P(k) and this
completes the proof. O

In the following, we show how to apply the construction of some graphs in the class P (k) to establish
the existence of (k 4 1)-y.-critical graphs with some property. For an integer k¥ > 1 and £ > 1, we let

Q(k,£) : the class of k-7.-critical graphs G with § > ¢ + 1 such that
G is not ¢-factor critical.

Hence, we may rewrite Observation [l in term of the class Q(k, 1).
Observation 4 Q(k,1) =0 for k € [2].
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For k = 3, Figure @ shows that there exists a 3-7y.-critical graph of odd order and § > 2 which is
non-factor critical. Thus Q(3,1) # 0. In the following, for k > 4, we show further that there exists a
k-v.-critical graph which is non-factor critical.

The class X(s)

For an integer s > 3, let A = {a1,a2,...,as} and B = {by, s, ...,bs} be two disjoint sets of vertices.
We further let K be a copy of a complete graph of order s such that V(Ks) = {y1,y2,...,ys}. A
graph G in the class X(s) can be constructed from A, B and K, by adding edges according to the join
operations that, for 1 <7 <'s,

e a;V (B — {bl}) and
® q;V (Ks - yi)'

A graph in this class is illustrated by Figure Bl

()

o
4

\_YY

Figure 8: A graph G in the class X(s)

The following lemma gives that X'(s) C P(4) N Q(4,1) for integer s > 3.
Lemma 20 For an integer s > 3, X(s) C P(4) N Q(4,1).

Proof. For a given s > 3, let G be in the class X'(s). We first show that 7.(G) = 4. Suppose to the
contrary that there exists a connected dominating set D of size less than 4. We first consider the case
when DNV (K) # 0. To dominate B, |DNA| > 2. Therefore D = {y;,a;,a;}. By the connectedness
of G[D], i ¢ {j,1}. Hence D does not dominate a;, a contradiction. Thus, we consider the case when
DNV(Ky) = 0. So, to dominate K, [DNA| > 2. Since A is an independent set, by the connectedness
of G[D], |DN B| > 1. Therefore D = {a;,a;,b;}. Similarly ¢ ¢ {j,!} and this implies that D does not
dominate a;, a contradiction. Thus ~.(G) > 4.

We observe that K is a maximal complete subgraph of G. We do not only show that ~.(G) < 4
but we also show that, for a vertex a of G, there exists a connected dominating set D, of G containing
a and DNV (K,) # 0. That is we show that K, satisfies (i) of graphs in the class P(k). For
1<i#4 #£4i" <s, we have

Dy, = Do, = {vi,yir, ai,ay } and
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Dbi = {bi7 @ity Yty ai}
Hence 7.(G) < 4 and thus v.(G) = 4. Moreover, K satisfies (i).

We finally establish the criticality. Further, we show that, for non-adjacent vertices x and y of G,
D,, NV (Ks) # 0. That is we will show that K, satisfies (ii) of graphs in the class P (k). We first
consider the case when {z,y} N B # 0. If {z,y} = {b;, b;}, then D,y = {b;, aj, ui}. If {x,y} = {a;, b},
then Dy, = {ai,y;,yi}. If {z,y} = {bi,y;} (in this case y; could be y;), then Dy, = {y;,yi,a:;}. We
now consider the case when {z,y} N B = ). Thus {z,y} is either {a;,a;} or {a;,y;}. In both cases,
Dy = {ai,a;,y;}. Thus G is a 4-7y.-critical graph, in particular, G € P(4).

Finally, let s be odd number and S = A. Thus, w,(G—S5) has K, and by, ..., bs as s+1 odd components.
Thus wo(G—85)=s4+1>s—1=1S|—1. By Theorem[f] G is non-factor critical. Thus, G € Q(4,1)
and this completes the proof. O

We will use a graph in the class P(4) to show that Q(k,1) # 0 for all k > 6. For k = 5, we also
provide a graph G5(l1,l2) in the class Q(5,1) by the following construction. Let u,z,y,z and w be
five different vertices. We also let P, = 2/, 3’ be a path of length one and Kj,, K;, be two copies of
complete graphs of order I; > 2 and [ > 2 respectively, moreover, l; + I3 is even number. The graph
G5(l1,12) is constructed by adding edges according to the join operations :

e uV K, VK,VPF
e zVvVz yVvy
e wV P and

o zV{z,y,w}.

Figure [ illustrates the graph Gs(l1,l2).

z r
_ z
u _ w
Yy
K, K,
Yy

Figure 9: The graph G5(l1,13)

It is not difficult to show that G5 (11, l2) is 5-7.-critical graph. Moreover, G5(l1,1l2) has S = {2, ¢/, z}
as a cut set such that w,(Gs(l1,l2) —S) =4 = |S|+1 > |S| — 1. By Theorem[@], G5(l1,[2) is not factor
critical.

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [l For completeness, we restate the theorem.
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Theorem Ml Every k-vy.-critical graph of odd order with 6 > 2 is factor critical if and only if k € [2].
Namely, Q(k,1) =0 if and only if k € [2].

Proof. Observation ll implies that if K =1 or 2, then Q(k,1) = 0.

Conversely, Figure [ in Section Bl yields that Q(3,1) # (. Lemma 20 yields that Q(4,1) # 0.
Moreover, as Gs(l1,12) € Q(5), we must have Q(5,1) # (). We assume that k& > 6. For an odd integer
s >3, we let G € X(s) with K, = H satisfies (i) and (i7) of graphs in the class P(k). We moreover
let integers ni,ng,...,ni—1 > 2 and n; = 1 be such that ny + ne + ... + n;—1 + 1 is odd number.

G(?’Ll,’ng, N1, 1) = X9 \/‘K'n1 \/‘Krn2 V... \/‘Kvnlf1 \/Knl V gG.

In view of Theorem @l G(ny,na,...,n;—1,1) is a (4 4 I)-y-critical graph. Let V(K,,) = {y}. Thus
G(ni,ng,...,ni—1,1) has S = {y, a1, aq,...,as} as a cut set such that

wo(G(n1,na,...,ni—1,1) = S) =1|S|+2>|5] - 1.

Theorem [G] then gives that G(ny,na,...,n;—1,1) is non-factor critical. Therefore Q(k,1) # @ for all
k > 6. These imply that if Q(k,1) = @, then k =1 or 2. This completes the proof. O

In view of Theorem M it is natural to think of the bi-criticality of k-~.-critical graphs with ¢ > 3.
Although, we know that if a graph G is not factor critical, then there exists a cut set S such that

wo(G—=S5)>1S|—1>|5]—2.

By Theorem [0 regardless with the parity of the orders of graphs, it is most likely there exist k-v.-
critical graphs that are not bi-critical. However, we notice that the graphs that are obtained from the
construction in Figure 0 and Theorem @] contain a claw, K 3, as an induced subgraphs. Hence, we
may ask if every k-v.-critical K7 s-free graph with § > 3 is bi-critical. By Theorem [ for 1 < k < 2,
every k-y.-critical graph is K 3-free with § > 3 of even order is bi-critical. Therefore, we obtain the
following corollary by Observation

Corollary 2 If k € [2], then every k-v.-critical K1 3-free graph with 6 > 3 is bi-critical.

When k > 3, it turns out that there exist k--y.-critical graph with § > 3 which is not bi-critical even
they do not contain K 3 as an induced subgraph.

Let

Q(k,?) : the class of k-v.-critical K; s-free graphs G with 6 > ¢ + 1 such that
G is not (-factor critical.

The class A(t1,12)

For an odd number t; > 2 and an even number t; > 2, the graph G in this class is obtained
from vertices 1, x2, z3 and copies of complete graphs K, , K, by adding edges according to the join
operations:

o 21V K VryVas and
o 11V K, Vs,
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Lemma 21 If G € A(t1,t3), then G € P(3)N Q(3,2).

Proof. 1t is easy to see that all graphs in the class A(t1,t2) is 3-7.-critical and K s-free with
0 > 3. Further, by removing z; and 2, the resulting graph has two odd components K;, and
G[V(Ky,) U {x3}]. Thus, G is not bi-critical. Therefore, G € Q(3,2). It is easy to see that every
graph G in the class A(t1,t2) satisfies the Properties (i) and (i) of the class P(k) by selecting
G[V(K:,) U{x3}] as a maximal complete subgraph. Thus, G € P(3) N Q(3,2) and this completes the
proof. O

Finally, we will establish the existence of k-.-critical K s-free graphs with § > 3 which are not
bi-critical for k > 4 by proving Theorem Bl For completeness, we restate theorem.

Theorem [Bl Every k-.-critical K, 3-free graph of even order with § > 3 is bi-critical if and only if

k € [2]. Namely, Q(k,2) =0 if and only if k € [2].
Proof. By Observation 2] we have that if & € [2], then Q(k,2) = 0.

Conversely, we will show that if k£ > 3, then Q(k, 2) # (. By Lemma 2], we have that Q(?), 2) # (.
For k > 4, we let G € A(t1,t2) such that ¢; > 3 is an odd number and ¢ > 2 is an even number.
Further, we let xg be a vertex and, for ny,...,ng—3 > 2 such that n; 4+ - + ng_3 is an odd number,
we let Ky, ..., Kn_i be k — 3 copies of complete graphs of order ny,...,ni_3, respectively. Let H =
G|V (K:,) U{x3}] and

G = G’(nl, ...,kk_g,tl,tg) = 2o \/l(n1 VeV Knk,3 V gG.

By Theorem [0 we have that G’ is k-7 -critical graphs. Clearly, G’ is K s-free and §(G’) > 3. By
removing z; and z3 from G’, we have that G’ — x1 — 29 has Ky, and 2o V Ky, V---V Ky, _, V H as
the two odd components. Therefore,

wo(G' — {z1,22}) =2 >0 = [{x1, 22} — 2

implying that G’ is not bi-critical. This completes the proof. O
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