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Hardness of Metric Dimension in Graphs of Constant Treewidth*

Shaohua Li | Marcin Pilipczuk *

Abstract

The METRIC DIMENSION problem asks for a minimum-sized resolving set in a given (unweighted,
undirected) graph G. Here, a set S C V(G) is resolving if no two distinct vertices of G have the same
distance vector to S. The complexity of METRIC DIMENSION in graphs of bounded treewidth remained
elusive in the past years. Recently, Bonnet and Purohit [IPEC 2019] showed that the problem is W{1]-
hard under treewidth parameterization. In this work, we strengthen their lower bound to show that
METRIC DIMENSION is NP-hard in graphs of treewidth 24.

1 Introduction

Let G be an unweighted and undirected graph and let S C V(G). For a vertex v € V(G), the distance
vector from v to S is the assignment S > w +— distg (v, w), where distg denotes the distance in the graph
G. The set S is resolving if a distance vector to S uniquely determines the source vertex; that is, no two
vertices of G have the same distance vector to S. The METRIC DIMENSION problem asks for a resolving
set of minimum possible size; such a set is sometimes called the metric basis of G. The decision version of
METRIC DIMENSION asks for a resolving set of size not exceeding a given threshold k.

METRIC DIMENSION has already been introduced in 1970s [7, [12]. Determining its computational com-
plexity turned out to be quite challenging. It is polynomial-time solvable on trees [7| 12}, [10], outerplanar
graphs [3], and chain graphs [6], but NP-hard for example on planar graphs [3] or split graphs [5]. From
the parameterized complexity point of view, the FPT status of the METRIC DIMENSION parameterized by
the solution size has been open for a while and finally resolved in negative by Hartung and Nichterlein [§].
In the search of a tractable structural parameterization, FPT algorithms has been shown for parameters:
treelength plus maximum degree [I], vertex cover number [§], max leaf number [4], and modular-width [I].

The above list misses probably the most important graph width measure, namely treewidth. Determining
the complexity of METRIC DIMENSION, parameterized by treewidth, remained elusive in the last years, and
has been asked a few times [1, 3l 4]. Bonnet and Purohit in a paper presented at IPEC 2019 [2] showed that
the problem is W[1]-hard, even with pathwidth parameterization. In this work we strengthed their result by
proving para-NP-hardness of this parameterization.

Theorem 1. METRIC DIMENSION, restricted to graphs of treewidth at most 24, is NP-hard.

Theorem (1| brings us much closer to closing (unfortunately mostly in negative) the question of the com-
plexity of METRIC DIMENSION in graphs of bounded treewidth. The remaining gap is to determine the
exact treewidth value where the problem becomes hard: note that it is open if METRIC DIMENSION is
polynomial-time solvable on graphs of treewidth 2.

The proof of Theorem [1] starts with a construction of a graph with a separation of order 9 over which
a lot of information on a partial solution to METRIC DIMENSION is transfered. More formally, similarly as
Bonnet and Purohit [2], we use the MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET problem as an auxiliary intermediate
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problem. In this problem, the input graph is additionally equipped with an integer k, a tuple of k disjoint
vertex sets X1, Xo,..., Xk, and a set P of vertex pairs. The goal is to choose a set S consisting of exactly
one vertex from each set X; so that for every {u,v} € P, the pair {u, v} is resolved by S, that is, u and v
have different distance vectors to S. In our construction, the sets X; are on one side of the said separation of
order 9, while the pairs P are on the second side. The crux of the construction is to make every distance from
a vertex of the separator to a chosen vertex of S count: despite the fact that the separation has constant
size, S is of unbounded size, giving Q(]S|) distances to work with. Overall, the above gives a relatively
clean reduction giving NP-hardness of MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET in graphs of constant treewidth,
presented in Section [3] This reduction is the main new insight and technical contribution of this paper.

Then, again similarly as in the work of Bonnet and Purohit [2], it takes a lot of effort (presented in
Section to turn the above reduction to MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET into a reduction to METRIC
DIMENSION. Here, there are two problems. First, one needs to introduce some gadgets to force the solution
to take exactly one vertex from each set X;. Second, one needs to ensure that the intended solution resolves
all vertex pairs, not only the ones from P. For both problems, we borrow the tools from Bonnet and
Purohit [2]. In particular, the first problem is resolved by forced set gadgets in a way very similar to [2]. The
second problem is resolved by adding a number of new connections to the graph and forced vertex gadgets
of [2]. Thus, while the toolbox remains the same as in [2], the application is different as the graph we are
working with is significantly different. The construction is presented in Sections

After applying all the modifications to obtain a METRIC DIMENSION instance, one needs to check three
aspects. First, one needs to ensure that the forced set gadgets work as intended, forcing the solution to
take one vertex from each X;; this check is rather simple and very similar to the analogous check of [2].
Second, one needs to check that the introduced forced vertex gadgets, that contain extra vertices from the
intended resolving set (apart from the ones in X;s), do not accidentally resolve any pair from P. This check
is not trivial, but still relatively simple. Note that the mentioned two properties already ensure one of the
implications in the proof of the correctness of the reduction: if the final METRIC DIMENSION instance is a
yes-instance, then the input instance of the source problem is a yes-instance. These two checks are presented
in Section E3

Then one needs to check that every pair of vertices is resolved by an intended solution. Due to the
complexity of the construction, this turned out to be very tedious and spans essentially the second half of
the volume of this paper (Section [4.5)).

Besides, we show that the treewidth of the constructed graph is bounded by a constant in Section [£.4}

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, all graphs are undirected. In a graph G, let V(G) be the set of vertices of G. For a vertex
v € V(G), we denote the open neighborhood and closed neighborhood of v by Ng(v) and Ng[v] respectively
(or just N(v) and N[v] if the graph is clear in the context). For two vertices u,v € V(G), let P(u,v) be a
path from u to v. Since the graph is undirected, P(u,v) and P(v,u) denote the same path. We denote the
neighbor of u on P(u,v) by N, (u,v) (also the neighbor of v on P(u,v) by N,(u,v)). Similarly, if there is
a path which is named as, for example, P" (i, ,x) such that u is one endpoint of P"(i, j, z), we denote the
neighbor of u on P"(i,,x) by N(i,j, ). For simplicity, we abuse the notation in the sense that for a path
P, we use P to denote the path or the vertex set of the path. The meaning should be clear in the context.
We define the length of a path P to be the number of edges on the path and denote it by |P|. For two
vertices u,v € V(G), we define the distance between u and v to be the length of any shortest path from u
to v, denoted by distg (u,v). Note that in this paper we use dist(u,v) to denote the distance between u and
v mostly if the graph is clear in the context. For a path P of even length with two endpoints « and v, let w
be the vertex on P such that the length of the subpath of P from u to w equals the length of the subpath of
P from w to v. Then we call w the middle vertex of P and denote it by mid(P). We say that two distinct
vertices u,u’ are false twins if N[u] = N[u']. Since a path decomposition is also a tree decomposition, the
treewidth of a graph G is at most the pathwidth of G. In this paper, for convenience of the proof, we use the
alternative characterization of pathwidth, i.e. the pathwidth of a graph G equals the node search number of



G minus one [IT].

3 Reduction from 3-Dimensional Matching to Multicolored Re-
solving Set

Bonnet and Purohit introduced k-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET as an intermediate problem in order to
show the W[1]-hardness of METRIC DIMENSION parameterized by treewidth [2].

k-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET

Input: An undirected graph G = (V, E), an integer k, a set x = {X1,..., X} where X1,..., X}, are
disjoint subsets of V(G) and a set P = {{z1,y1}, ..., {xn,yrn}} where {x1,y1},...,{xn, yn} are vertex
pairs of G.

Question: Is there a set of k vertices S such that

(i) SN X;| =1 for every i =1, ..., k, and

(ii) for every £ € {1, ..., h}, there exists a vertex v € S such that dist(v,z,)# dist(v,ye).

We show that this problem is NP-hard on graphs of constant treewidth. We make a reduction from
3-DIMENSIONAL MATCHING, which is well-known to be NP-hard [9].

3-DIMENSIONAL MATCHING
Input: the universe U = {1,2,3} x [n] and a set F = {41, ..., A} of tuples such that for every j € [m],
the tuple A; = {(1, ), (2,v), (3, 2)} where (1,2),(2,y),(3,2) € U.

n
Question: are there n tuples A;,,..., A;, such that |J A4,, =U.
h=1

Given an instance (U, F) of 3-DIMENSIONAL MATCHING with the universe U = {1,2,3} x [n] and a set F

of m tuples Ay, ..., A,, C U, we construct an instance (G,n, x, P) of n-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET as
n

follows. First, we create m vertices s}, ..., s™ as X; for each i € [n]. Let x = {X1,...,X,,} and X = | X,.

i=1

Then we create n vertex pairs {ul,vl}, ..., {u?, v} for each r € {1,2,3} and let P, = {{ul,vi}]i =1,...,n}.
We create 3 vertices a,,b;, ¢, and let W,. = {a,,b.,c,} for each r € {1,2,3}. Let P = P; U Py U P;3
and W = W; U Wy U Ws. Finally, let M = 40(n + 1). For each tuple 4; = {(1,2),(2,v),(3,2)} (j €
[m],z,y,z € [n]) of the given instance and each integer i € [n], we link s/ to aj,b;,c; with three paths
P(sg, ap), P(s{, b1), P(s{, ¢1) of lengths % + 10z, % +5x + 1 and % — 10z respectively, link sz to asg, ba, co
with three paths P(Sg,CLQ),P(Sg7b2),P($g,CQ) of lengths % + 10y, % + 5y + 1 and % — 10y respectively,
and link sf to as, b3, c3 with three paths P(sg,ag), P(sg, bs), P(sg,03) of lengths % + 10z, % +5z+1 and
A — 10z respectively. For every vertex pair {u?,v?} (p € [n],r € {1,2,3}), we link u to a,,b,,c, with
three paths P(u?, a,), P(uP,b,), P(u?, c,) of lengths & —10p, & —5p—1 and & + 10p respectively, and link
v? to ay, by, ¢, with three paths P(vP, a,), P(vP,b,), P(vF, c,) of lengths &L — 10p, & — 5p — 2 and & + 10p
respectively. This finishes the construction.

Lemma 1. For an arbitrary vertex pair {u®,v*} € P (r € {1,2,3},z € [n]),{u®, v*} is resolved by s’
(i € [n],7 € [m]) if and only if (r,x) € A;.

Proof. On one hand, suppose that (r,z) € A;. For an arbitrary ¢ € [n], the three paths from sz to uF via
ar, b, and ¢, have lengths M, M 4+ 1 and M respectively. The three paths from sf to v¥ via a,,b, and c,
have lengths M, M — 1 and M respectively. Note that there could be other paths from sg to v¥ or u¥ that
go repeatedly between vertices in X and vertices in W. However, the lengths of such paths are at least
M —20n+ M —10n > M. As a result, the shortest paths from sg to u¥ and vy are of lengths M and M —1
respectively. Thus {u?, v} is resolved by sz

r Yr



On the other hand, for an arbitrary tuple 4; = {(1,p1), (2,p2), (3,p3)}, the paths from the vertex s’
(i € [n]) to uf (r € {1,2,3}) via a,,b. and ¢, have lengths M + 10(p, — ), M + 5(p, — x) + 1 and
M — 10(p, — x) respectively. The paths from the vertex s! (i € [n]) to vZ (r € {1,2,3}) via a,,b, and ¢,
have lengths M + 10(p, — ), M + 5(p, — ) — 1 and M — 10(p, — x) respectively. Note that the paths from
s] to u¥ (or v¥) that go repeatedly between the vertices in X and the vertices in W have lengths at least
M —20n+ M — 10n > M + 10n. They are not the shortest paths from s{ to uf (or vy¥). If p, < z, the
shortest paths from sf to u¥ and v¥ both have lengths M + 10(p, — z). If p, > x, the shortest paths from

sf to u¥ and v¥ both have lengths M — 10(p, — x). If p, = z, the shortest paths from Sg to u¥ and vy have

T T

lengths M and M — 1 respectively. As a result, if {uZ,v¥} is resolved by sf , then p, = z. According to the

construction, (r,x) € A;. O

Lemma 2. The constructed instance (G,n,x,P) of n-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET is a yes-instance
if and only if the given instance (U, F) of 3-DIMENSIONAL MATCHING is a yes-instance.

Proof. (<=) For an arbitrary tuple A; = {(1,2), (2,9), (3, 2)}, according to Lemmal [1] pairs {uf,vf},{ud,v5}
and {uj,v3} are all resolved by s] for every i € [n]. Suppose that the given instance of 3-DIMENSIONAL

n
MATCHING is a yes-instance, that is, there exists A;,, ..., A, satisfying that |J A, = U. It follows that
h=1

S = {s" : h € [n]} is a solution for the constructed instance of n-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET.
(=) Let S = {s}" : h € [n]} be a solution for the constructed instance of n-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING
SET. For an arbitrary pair {u?, v}, since it is resolved by some s}’ € S, according to Lemma (r,xz) € Aj,,.

As a result, {A;, : h € [n]} is a solution for the instance of 3-DIMENSIONAL MATCHING.

It is well-known that the treewidth of a graph is bounded by the size of a minimum feedback vertex set
of the graph. We can easily observe that W is a feedback vertex set of size 9 for GG. It follows that the
treewidth of G is at most 10. Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3. k-Multicolored Resolving Set is NP-hard even on graphs of treewidth at most 10.

4 Reduction from Multicolored Resolving Set to Metric Dimen-
sion

In this section, we create in polynomial time an instance (G’, k) of METRIC DIMENSION which is equivalent to
the instance (G, n, x, P) of n-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET we created in last section. Roughly speaking,
the reduction consists in adding gadgets on base of the constructed instance (G, n, x, P) to solve the following
two issues: (1) the solution for METRIC DIMENSION could contain vertices not in any set of x or more than
one vertex from some set of x, which could spoil the desired reduction; (2) we did not make sure that every
pair of distinct vertices are resolved by the solution in an instance of n-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET.
We find that similar strategies to those in [2] can be used to solve these two issues. More specifically, we
solve the first issue by adding forced set gadgets. One such gadget contains two pairs of vertices such that
they are only resolved simultaneously by a vertex of X; (where it is attached). We solve the second issue by
adding forced vertex gadgets. One such gadget contains a pair of pendant neighboring vertices (false twins).
Obviously one vertex of the false twins has to be chosen in the solution. Thus the chosen vertices (forced
vertices) are designed to resolve the remaining unresolved vertex pairs. Besides, we need to add a number
of extra paths and set appropriate budget k& to make sure that the reduction works as described above.

4.1 Construction of the forced set gadgets

Let (G,n,x,P) be an instance of n-MULTICOLORED RESOLVING SET that we created in last section. For
every X; € x (i € [n]), we add two pairs of isolated vertices {p}, ¢!} and {p?,¢?}. Then we add two vertices

m} and 77 such that p},q} are adjacent to ), p?,q? are adjacent to m2. The vertex triples p;,q}, 7} and



p2,¢2,72 (i € [n]) form a forced set gadget. Then we create a path P(s?,p!) of length 20(n + 1) from s’
to p} and create a path P(s!,p?) of length 20(n + 1) from s! to p? for each i € [n],j € [m]. In order
to make sure that a vertex can resolve p}, ¢} and p?,q? simultaneously if and only if it belongs to X;,

we need to create 4 paths of length 20(n + 1) from 7} to N (s],a,), from 7} to N_(s],b,), from 7} to
ng (s),¢,) and from 7} to st_' (s%pf) respectively for each i € [n], j € [m] and r € {1,2,3}. For simplicity,
we name the four paths as Pl(i,j,a,), P'(i,4,b.), P'(i,7,c) and P1(i,5,p?) respectively. Symmetrically,
we need to create 4 paths of length 20(n + 1) from 72 to N_;(s!,a,), from 72 to N_;(s],b,), from 77 to

st(sg,cr) and from 77 to N (s),pl) respectively for each i € [n] and r € {1,2,3}. For simplicity, we
name the four paths as P2(4,7,a,), P%(i,j,b.), P2(i,j,c.) and P%(i,j,p}) respectively. Let I1"(i,j,r) =
{P"(i,j,a.), P"(i, 4,b.), P"(i, j, c;), P"(i, §,p2 ")} for i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2}.

This completes the construction of the first phase.

4.2 Construction of the forced vertex gadgets

A forced vertex gadget consists of a triangle, namely three vertices such that each vertex is adjacent to
the other two vertices. Two vertices of the triangle are false twins whose degrees are exactly 2 and we call
the other vertex in the triangle the connecting vertexr of the gadget. When we say that we add a forced
vertex gadget F' to a vertex v, we mean that we create a forced vertex gadget F' such that v is identified
with the connecting vertex of F. For each i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2}, we add a forced vertex
gadget F"'(i,j,a,) to N2 (i,j,a,), F"(i,j,b,) to N! (i,4,b.), F"(i,4,c,) to N2 (i,j,c,) and F"(i,j,p?™")
to NP (i, 4,.p77").

In order to make sure that f"(i,j,b,) for i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2} does not resolve any
vertex pair of P, we create a path P(n! a,.) and a path P(x!, c,.) both of length 10(n + 1) for i € [n],

h € {1,2} and r € {1, 2, 3}.

For each i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2}, we add a forced vertex gadget F(r?, a,) to N, (7 a,)
and a forced vertex gadget F (7, c.) to N, (7!, ¢,). For each i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3}, we add a forced
vertex gadget F(s?,a,) to N, (s!,a,) and a forced vertex gadget F(s!, ¢,) to Ne (s, ¢,).

Let mid(P" (i, ,p>~")) be the middle vertex of P"(i,j,p>~") for i € [n],5 € [m],h € {1,2}. In order to
make sure that " (i, j, pg’_h) does not resolve the vertex pair {pf‘h, qf’_h}7 create a path P(qg", mid(P3~"(i, j, pl)))
from ¢ to mid(P3"(i, 7, p}')) of length |P3~"(i, j, p)|/2 + | P(s),p!)| — 1. Then add a forced vertex gadget
Fmid (i, j, h) to mid(P" (i, j, p;~")).

For i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2}, add a forced vertex gadget F'¢°“(i, j, h,7) to the vertex
x € P"(i,j,a,) such that dist(7?, z) = 10(n + 1) + 1.

For each i € [n],r € {1,2,3}, create two forced vertex gadgets F''(u’,v%) and F?(ul,v!) for the vertex
pair {u},v).} € P,. Then create an edge from the connecting vertex of F*'(ul.,v}.) to u, to v}, to Ny (ar, ul.)
and to N (c,,ul) respectively for i € [n],r € {1,2,3}. Create an edge from the connecting vertex of
F2(ul,vl) to ul, to vi, to the vertex x such that z € P(a,,u) and dist(x,u’) = 2, and to the vertex y such
that y € P(c,,ul) and dist(y, u’) = 2. This completes the construction of the second phase.

Finally, let G’ be the graph constructed by above two phases and set k& = 34nm + 19n. This finishes
constructing the instance (G’, k) of METRIC DIMENSION. Figure [1| shows a part of G.

4.3 Soundness of the reduction
First, we define the vertex sets to be used in the following parts. For every ¢ € [n],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2},
let
Uz'h = U P(Sg,p?),
j€lm]

Hi, = |J P(s],a,) UP(s],b,) UP(s],c,),
JjE[M]
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cleanness of the figure.
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Figure 1: An example showing a part of G’. Triangles represent corresponding forced vertex gadgets. For
clarity, some forced vertex gadgets do not appear on the figure. Dotted or dashed lines are used in order for




st="U P@la)UP@lc),

re{1,2,3}

L= |J Plgl,mid(P* (i, j,pl")),

JE[m]

= |J P(ar,ui) U P(ar, v}) U P(by,ul) U P(by,vi) U P(cy, ul) U Pler, vl), and

i€[n]
1" (i, j,r) = P"(i, 4, a,) U P"(i, §,b,) U P"(i, §,c) U PP (i, 4, p}~").

For every i € [n], let

vi= |J ul H= |J Hy, Si= |J s

he{1,2} re{1,2,3} he{1,2}
U z I; = U " (i, j, 7).
he{1,2} j€[m],re{1,2,3},he{1,2}

Let F be the union of all forced vertex gadgets, i.e. 7 = U,cpujepm]re(1,2,3)nef1,23 (£ (5 7, a,)UF (s, ¢,)U
F(rla,) U F(xl e.) U FMui,vi) U FR (i, §,a,.) U FP(i,5,b.) U FP(i, §,¢,) U FP (i, §,p3~ ") U F™4(5, 5, h) U
F“c(w, h,7)).

Next we introduce a lemma about forced set gadgets and this lemma is important for the correctness of
the reduction.

Lemma 4. The following three statements are true for the instance (G’ k).

(a) The vertex s, fori € [n],j € [m] resolves both pairs {p},q!} and {p?,q?}. Moreover, s} does not resolve
any verter pair {ph,qli} such that i’ € [n],h € {1,2} and i’ # i.

(b) The vertices of any forced vertex gadget do not resolve any vertex pair of {{pk,qt} | i € [n],h € {1,2}}.
(c) Any vertex v € V(G')\ (X; UF) resolves at most one vertex pair of {{pl,ql'} | i € [n],h € {1,2}}.

Proof. By the construction of G’ dist(s?, ¢?) = |P(s], p})|+2 = 20(n+1)+2 > dist(s/, p?) for i € [n],j € [m]
and h € {1,2}. Thus any vertex of X; resolves both palrs {p}, ql} and {p?,¢?} for i € [n]. For a vertex pair
{pl, ,qh } such that i’ # i, there is a shortest path from s} to pf* or qz/ going through ¢ and T} ,/ with some
integer 1’ € {1, 2, 3}. Thus a vertex s € X; resolves exactly two vertex pairs of {{pl, ¢!} :i € [n ] h e {1,2}}.

First we claim that vertices of F do not resolve any vertex pair {pf,',qz@'} for i’ € [n],h € {1,2}. For
any vertex v € F"(ul, ,,) for i € [n],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2}, there is a shortest path from v to p? or ¢
going through a, and 7. Thus v does not resolve any vertex pair {p/ ¢} for i’ € [n],h’ € {1,2}. For
any vertex v E Fmid(z; J,h) U Fe“(i J.h,r) for i € [n],j € [m],h € {1, 2} r E {1,2,3}, we can see that
dlst(v ph ) = dist(v, ¢! ) with ¢’ = i. There is a shortest path from v to p \ or qz, going through 7, a, and
7l with i/ # i. Thus v does not resolve ‘any vertex pair {ph', ¢!/} for i € [n],h’ € {1,2}. For any vertex
ONS .7:\ Uie n]’je[m]’re{l 2.3}, he{l 2}( h(ui,vi) U Feee(i, j, h,7) U F™4(i, 5, h)), there is a shortest path from
v to plt or ¢! going through 77, with ¢/ = 4. There is a shortest path from v to plh,, or qz'-l,/ going through
¢ (or a,) and 7ri,/ with i’ # 7. Thus v does not resolve any pair {]o?,,7 qf%'}. As a result, vertices of F do not
resolve any vertex pair {p , ¢’} for i’ € [n], b’ € {1,2}.

Then we show that any vertex v € V(G') \ (X; U F) resolves at most one pair of {p}, qz} and {pz, 21,

For a vertex v € UM\ X, for i € [n],h € {1,2}, dist(v, p?) = dist(v,q) — 2 < dlst(v qt). dlst(v q@ Z)
dist(v, N ( s, p0) + | P31, 4, pl)| + 1 = dist(v, p>~"). For a vertex pair {p/, ¢/} such that i’ # i, there
is a shortest path from v to p?,/ or qih,/ going through 771-, . Thus v € UP\ X; for i € [n],h € {1,2} resolves
exactly one vertex pair of {{p?, ¢!} : i € [n],h € {1,2}}.



Let P(mid(P3~" (i, j,pl)), NS{ (sf,pf)) be the subpath of P3~"(i, j, p!) from mid(P3~" (4, 7, pl*)) to NSZ (sﬁp?).
Lot A = (Uj ey Pauid(P3 (1,5, p1), N, (7. p))) \ {mid (P>, j.p1) | j € [m]}. For a vertex v € A?
for i € [n],h € {1,2}, dist(v,pl) = dist(v,q}) — 2 < dist(v,q}). dist(v,¢") = dlSt(U 7T )+ 1=
dist(v,pf_h). For a vertex pair {pf,'7 qz@'} such that i’ # i, there is a shortest path from v to pz, or qi, going
through 7/, Thus v € A for i € [n],h € {1,2} resolves exactly one vertex pair of {{p/, ¢!} : i € [n],h €

1,2

t Fﬁ a vertex v € LI\ {mid(P"(i,7,p>™")) | j € [m]} for i € [n],h € {1,2}, dist(v,q}) = dist(v,p}) —
2 < dist(v,pl). There is a shortest path from v to p;~ " or g;~ " going through Wf’_h. For a vertex pair
{pz,,,qll} such that i’ # i, there is a shortest path from v to p?,, or ql@, going through ﬂ'f%,. Thus v €
L\ {mid(P" (i, j,p>~")) | j € [m]} for i € [n],h € {1,2} resolves exactly one vertex pair of {{pl',ql'} :i €
[nl. b€ {1,2}}.

For a vertex v € I, US; UH; \ (X; UA}UA?) fori € [n ] there is a shortest path from v to pl or ¢’ going
through 7711‘1// with ¢ = i’, b’ € {1,2}. For a vertex pair {pi, ,qh } such that ¢’ # 7, there is a shortest path from
v to pf/ or q{%, going through 7rzh,'. Thus v does not resolve any vertex pair of {{p?, qzh} 11 € [n],he{1,2}}.

For a vertex v € R, for r € {1,2,3}, there is a shortest path from v to pl or qZ for i € [n],h € {1,2}
going through a, and 7. Thus v does not resolve any vertex pair of {{p, ¢!} : i € [n],h € {1,2}}. This
completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 5. The forced vertices do not resolve any vertex pair {u’,v} € P forr € {1,2,3} and i € [n].

Proof. We fix arbltrary integers i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3},h € {1,2}. For the forced vertex G, j,CLT )
dlbt(fh(Z J, ar), u 1) =2+ |P(r]',ap)| + | Pag,ull)| = 2+ |P(x]', ap)| + | Pag,vi)| = dist(f" (i, j, ar ), vl)
for i’ € [n],r" € {1 ,3}. Thus f(i, ],ar) does not resolve any vertex pair of 77 Similarly, the forced
vertices f"(i,4,b.), f*(i,J,c,) and fP(i, ], pZ ") do not resolve any vertex pair of P. For the forced vertex
fmid(i7j7h)ﬂ dist(fmld(l,J7h), /) _dISt(fmld(l ],h), r) |Ph(l Js pz )|/2+|P(7rihva7")|+|P(ar’7ug’)|'
Thus ™ (4, 7, h) does not resolve any vertex pair of P. For the forced vertex f°°(i, j, h,r), dist(f¢°(i, 5, h, 1), ul,) =
dist(fe° (i, j, h,r),vl) = 10(n+1) + 1+ |P(x?, apr)| + |P(a,, ul,)|. Thus f°°(i, j, h,r) does not resolve any
vertex pair of P. _ _

We fix arbitrary integers i € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3}. For the forced vertex f(s/, a,), dist(f(s?,a,),ul ) =

24+|P(a,,ul )| = 24+|P(a,, vl )| = dist(f (s, a,), vl ) for i’ € [n]. For the forced vertex f(s?, ¢,), dist(f (s, ¢,),ul) =
2+ |P(cy,ul)| = 2 + |Pe,vl)| = dist(f(s],¢,),v%) for i’ € [n]. Thus f(s?,a,) and f(s/,¢.) do not re-
solve any vertex pair of P,. Similarly, f(7” a,) and f(7?,¢,) for i € [n],h € {1,2},7 € {1,2,3} do not
resolve any vertex pair of P,. For vertex pairs of P, with 7/ € {1,2,3} and ' # r, dist(f(s?,a,),ul,) =
2+|P(ar77ril)‘+|P(qT/, )|+|P ar, 4l)|_2+‘P<a'r, 1)|+|P(ar’7ﬂ-z‘1)|+lp(ar'7vil)‘:diSt(f<sg7ar)’Uil’)
for i’ € [n]. dist(f(s], ) up,) =2+ |P(Cr7 T+ [P(ar wh) + [Plaw, ufl )| = 2+ [P(er, 7)| + [P(ag, 7})| +
|P(ap,vl)| = dist(f(s?,a,),v%) for i’ € [n]. Thus f(s},a,) and f(s7,¢,) do not resolve any vertex pair of
Py

We fix arbitrary integers ¢ € [n],r € {1,2 3} For the forced vertex fl(ul,vl) or fz(u v ), obvi-

Ty Yr ryETr

ously it does not resolve the vertex pair {ul, v} ,, For a vertex pair {u’ vi} with i/ € [n] and ' 7& i,
dist(f* (ug, v;), u )_2+|P(a,, up)| =1+ | Par, uy |—2+|P(am l=1+P(ar, )] = dist(f* (ur, v7), 0f ).
For a vertex pair {u’,, v%,} with i’ € [n ] and ' € {1 2,3} and r # 7, dist(f1 (uT,vT) ') =2+|P(ay, T)\ -
L+|P(r}, ar)| +|P(r}, ar)| + | Play,u )| = dist(f*(ul,v%),v%). As a result, f!(u Uy, 7n) does not resolve any

vertex pair of . For a vertex pair {ur, vk } with i’ € [n] and " # i, dist(f2(ul, vi), ul ) = 2+\P(a,«, ul)|—2+
|P(ar7 ul)| = 24 |P(ay,u T)|—2—|—|P(ar, T)| = dist(f2(ul,v?), vt ) For a vertex pair {u’,, v’, } with i’ = [n],
r’ €{1,2,3} and 1’ # r, dist(f?(ul,v ) U) =24 |P(ay,ul)| — 24 |P(x}, a.)| + |P(x}, ap)| + |Play, ul,)| =
dist(f2(ul, vi),v%,). As a result, f2(ul, r) does not resolve any vertex pair of P. This completes the proof
for the lemma. O

Lemma 6. If G’ has a resolving set of size at most 34nm + 19n, then (G,n, x, P) is a yes-instance.



Proof. Suppose that S is a resolving set for G’ of size at most 34nm + 19n. Let S = SN X. We claim that S
is solution for (G, n,x,P). Note that for the false twins {u, u’} of a forced vertex gadget, no vertex resolves
the vertex pair {u,u'} except u (or u'). It follows that S contains 34nm + 18n forced vertices since there
are 34nm + 18n forced vertex gadgets in G’. Since X has no intersection with the vertex set of all forced
vertex gadgets, |S] < n. By Lemma we get that |S N X;| =1 for each i € [n]. Thus |S| = n. By Lemma
and the assumption that S is a resolving set for G', S resolves every pair {u’, v’} in G’ for r € {1,2,3} and
i € [n]. We can check that the distance between s7 and u? in G’ (and the distance between s/ and v in G)
for i € [n],j € [m],i’ € [n],r € {1,2,3} is the same as that in G. Thus S is a solution for (G,n,x,P). O

4.4 Treewidth bound of the graph

Since the completeness proof takes a large amount of space, before proceeding to that, we first show that G’
is of constant treewidth. In fact, we will prove a slightly stronger statement that G’ is of constant pathwidth
by giving a search strategy with a constant number of searchers.

Lemma 7. The pathwidth of G' is at most 24.

Proof. We give a search strategy with 25 searchers. First, we put 9 searchers on U7_E{17273}{ar, br,c.}. The 9
searchers remain there until the end of the whole search process. The search process consists of two phases.
We search the “left” part of G’ in the first phase and the “right” part of G’ in the second phase.

The first phase of the search process consists of n rounds. At the beginning of the i-th round (i € [n]),
we put 6 searchers on |J,,. (1,2} {ph, ¢ 7}, Here when we say that we clean a path, there are already two
searchers guarding at the endpoints (or the neighbor of the endpoints) of this path and we use 3 extra
searchers x,y, z such that x,y move alternately from one end of the path to the other end to clean the edges
of the path. When a searcher, say = arrives at the connecting point of a forced vertex gadget, we put y, z
on the false twins of this forced vertex gadget to clean the edges of this gadget and then after removing vy, z,
put y ahead of x to continue the alternating process if x does not reach the endpoint of this path. Then for
each j € [m], we

e put 5 vertices on N (s7).
e put 2 vertices on mid(P" (i, 7, p> ")) for h € {1,2}.

e use 3 extra searchers to clean the paths P(sf,p?) for h € {1, 2}, the paths P(sg, ar), P(sg7 b.), P(sg, cr)
for r € {1,2,3}, the paths P"(i,4,a,), P"(i,j,b.), P"(i,j,c,), P"(i,5,p"") for h € {1,2},r € {1,2,3}
successively (including all forced vertex gadgets attached to the vertices on these paths).

e remove the above 10 searchers that are still on the graph.

At the end of the i-th round, we remove the 6 searchers on Uhe{l’Q}{p?, g, whl.
The second phase of the search process consists of 3 rounds. During the r-th round (r € {1,2,3}), we

operate as follows. For each i € [n], we

e put 4 searchers on u’, v and the connecting point of F"(ul,v?) for h € {1,2}.

e use 2 extra searchers to clean the paths P(a,.,ul), P(b,,ut), P(c.,ul), P(a,,v), P(b.,v.) and P(c,,v’)
(including the forced vertex gadgets F"(ul,v%) for h € {1,2} and the edges between F"(u’,v!) and
the paths listed above).

e remove the above 6 searchers that are still on the graph.

This completes the description of the the search strategy.
As a result, the node search number of G’ is at most 25. It follows that the pathwidth of G’ is bounded
by 24. O



IS |L|H]|R

=] <

U 15 [ |117] | [16] | [18] | |19
II 120 | 220 | |121) | [20] | [23
S 11f | [25( | 127 | |28
L 13[ | [24] | [26
H 10f | |29
R 14

Table 1: Indexes of the lemmas for the completeness of the reduction.

4.5 Completeness of the reduction

For every forced vertex gadget of G’, we choose a vertex from the false twins arbitrarily as a forced vertex
and let the set of all chosen forced vertices be F. In this section, we show that if (G, n, x, P) has a solution
S, then S’ = SUF is a resolving set of size at most 34nm + 19n for G’. Formally, we will prove the following
lemma.

Lemma 8. If (G,n,x,P) is a yes-instance, then G’ has a resolving set of size at most 34nm + 19n.

To prove the above lemma, we need to show that every pair of distinct vertices of G’ is resolved by some
vertex of S’. First of all, We have the following claim.

v

Claim 1. Every vertex pair {ul v’} in G’ for r € {1,2,3},i’ € [n] is resolved by S'.

rorr

Proof. Since (G,n,x,P) is a yes-instance, distg(s!,u?) = diste(s?,u?), diste(s!,v?) = diste (s, v%) for
i,i’ € [n],j € [m],r € {1,2,3}, every vertex pair {u’, v’} in G’ for r € {1,2,3} and ' € [n] is resolved by
some vertex of S C .5’ O

Suppose that V(G') = V; UV, U ... UV;. Our general method is to show that for each i € [t], every
internal vertex pair of V; is resolved by S’ and every vertex pair of Vi x V; for each ¢/ < i is resolved by
S’. Note that when we mention the vertex pairs of V;s x V;, we ignore the vertex pairs with two identical
vertices by default as it’s meaningless in our problem. In the following parts, we give a series of lemmas to
show that Lemma |8 is true. Let U = ;¢ Ui IT = U Wi H = Ujepg Hir S = Usigpn) 9is L = Usep) Li
and R =, (1,23} R,.. Table|l|shows the indexes of the corresponding lemmas.

Lemma 9. FEvery pair of distinct vertices x,y € Uie[n],he{m} Ul is resolved by S'.

Proof. First, we show that every pair of distinct vertices x,y € Uh€{1,2} Ul for i € [n] is resolved by S’. We
fix arbitrary integers i € [n], 7,7’ € [m] and h € {1,2} such that j" # j. 4

Suppose that z,z’ € P(s},pl). For a vertex x € P(s],pl), let P(s!,z) be the subpath of P(s},pl) from
s7 to x and |P(s), )| = £,. Since dist(f"(i,5’,a1),2) = 3+ 20(n + 1) — £y, f"(i, 5, a1) resolves every pair
{z, 2’} such that £, # {,.

Suppose that = € P(sﬂp?) and y € P(sj/,pf) such that j° € [m] and j° # j. We define ¢, and ¢, in a
similar way to that of £, in the second paragraph. dist(f™(i,j,3 — h),z) = 10(n + 1) + £, if £, > 1 and
dist(f™4(i, 5,3 — h),z) = 10(n + 1) + 2 if £, = 1. dist(f™%(i,4,3 — h),y) = min (2 + |P37"(i,5,p)|/2 +
[P(s] ") 46y, | PP .0 /24 [ P(s] o) [+ P (] pl)| —€,) = min (2430(n+1) +6,,50(n+1)—0,) >
30(n+ 1) > dist(f™4(4, j, 3 — h), x) and the equalities hold if and only if x = y = pf. Thus every pair {z,y}
is resolved by (i, j,3 —h). . ‘ .

Suppose that = € P(s},pl) \ {s]} and y € P(s},p}" ")\ {s]}. We define ¢, and ¢, in a similar way
to that of £, in the second paragraph. Then dist(f"(i,j’,a1),z) = 3 +20(n + 1) — £, < 2+ 20(n + 1)
and dist(f"(i, 5", a1),y) = min (1 + |P"(i,5,p]~")| + £,,3 + [P(x}',e1)| + |[P(x} ™", ex)| + [P(s],p] )| =
¢,) =min (1+20(n+ 1)+ 4,3 +40(n+ 1) — ¢,) > 24 20(n + 1). We see from the two equations that
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dist(f"(i,4,a1),z) # dist(f"(i,j,a1),y) unless £, = £, = 1. We can check that f"(i, 7, pf’ ") resolves the
pair {x,y} with ¢, = ¢, = 1. Thus every pair {z,y} is resolved by (i, a1) or f(i,5,p>7").

Suppose that = € P(sg,pi) and y € P(s 1' ,pf’ h) We define ¢, and Z% in a similar way to that of £, in
the second paragraph. Then dist(f™(i, j, h), ) = min (2 + |P"(i,5,p27")/2 + s, 2 + |P" (i, 5,p57™)| /2 +
|P(s?,pl)| — ¢ ) = min (2 + IO(n + 1)+ 0,2+ 30(n + 1) — €;) < 2+ 20(n+ 1). dist(f™4(i,4,h),y) =
min (|P" (i, j, p2 ") /24| P(s], p} ") [+ P(s] 5" =Ly, 24P (G, 5, p3 ") /24 P(s], pl) | +4,) = min (50(n-+

1) —£,,2+30(n + 1) + £,) > 2+ 30(n + 1). Thus every pair {z,y} is resolved by f™(i, j, h).

Finally we show that every pair of distinct vertices {z,y} € Uye1 2y Ul x Uneqi2y Ul with i,i' € [n]
and i # 4’ is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers ,i’ € [n],j,j’ € [m] and h,h’ € {1,2} such that ¢ # ¢'.
Let € P(s Z',pz) and y € P(s ',/7pz/). We define £, and ¢, in a similar way to that of ¢, in the second
paragraph. Then as we show in last paragraph dist(f™(4,4,h),z) = min (2+ 10(n+1)+4£,, 2+30(n—|— 1)
0p) <24 20(n +1). dist(f™4(i, j, h), s}) = mlnre{l 2,31 (1 + [P"(i, ], Pz /2 + Pl e + |P(Cra s
dist(f™i4(i, j, h),y) = min (dist(F™(, 5, h),sh) + €y, 2 + [P"(i, 5,98 ")|/2 + [P(xl,e1)| + [Pl en)]| +
|P(sz,,,p?,,)| —£4,)>1+30(n+1) > dist(f"”d(z,j7 h),z). Thus every pair {z,y} is resolved by f™(i, j, h).
This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 10. FEvery pair of distinct vertices z,y € |J {1,2,3} H; , is resolved by S'.

i€[n],re

Proof. First we show that every vertex pair of H;, x Hy , such that ¢,7 € [n] and r € {1,2,3} is resolved
by §’. We fix arbitrary integers i € [n],j € [m] and r € {1,2,3}.

Given two distinct vertices z1, x2 € P(s], a,), we can verify that f(w}, a,) resolves the pair {z1,z2}. Sim-
ilarly, two distinct vertices 2, 25 € P(s], c,) are distinguished by f(m}, c.). Suppose that z € P(s{, ar)\{sg},
y € P(s] )\{sj} and z € P(s),¢,)\ {s}. Let P(s!,z), P(s,y) and P(s?, z) be the subpath of P(s?,a,.),
P(sg,br) and P(s,c,) respectively. Let |P(s!,z)| = s, |P(s},y)| = £, and |P(s),2)| = £,. Similarly, for
a vertex y' € P(s),b,), we define |P(s!,y')| = £,. Since dist(f"(i, 7, 1)7 y) =2+ |PY(i,4,p?)|/2 + £, and
dist(f"”d(i 4, 1),y") = 2+|PY(i, 4,p7)|/2+ Ly two distinct vertices y and y' are dlstlngulshed by f’md(z 7,1).
dlSt(f( ar) r) =2+ |P(si,ar)| - Em' dlSt(f( ar) b) = mlnj’e[m](2 + |P( S ,ar)| + |P( Si T)D =
2+20(n+1)+10+20(n+1)+5. dist(f (7}, ar), y) = min (24+|P(s], a,)|+y, dist(f (7], a.), b )+ P(s], by )| —£y).
For a vertex pair {x,y} such that dlst(f( ar),y) = 2+ |P(s],a,)| + £y, obviously the pair is resolved
by f(r},a,). For a vertex pair {z,y} such that dist(f(r},a,),y) = dist(f(x},a.),b.) + |[P(s),b.)] — £y,
dist(f (7}, ar),y) > 40(n+ 1) +17 > dist(f (7}, a,), z). Thus every pair {z,y} is resolved by f(x},a,). Simi-
larly, every pair {y, z} is resolved by f(r},c,). For a vertex pair {z, 2}, dist(f(r},¢c.),2) =2+ |P(sz7 er)| —
0, <20(n+1)if 2 # ¢, and dist(f (7}, ¢,), ¢,) = 2. dist(f(n}, ¢,),2) = min (24 |P(s], ¢,)| + L, | P(7}, )| +
|P(n},a.)| + |P(s?,a,)] — £2) > 2+ |P(s )| > dist(f(m} cr) z). Thus every pair {x,z} is resolved by
frd,er). )

Let i’ € [n],7/ € [m] be integers such that i" # i or j’ # j. Suppose that z € P(s!,a,) \ {a},
y € P(sl,b) \{b }and z € P(s],¢) \ {¢;}. Suppose that 2’ € P(sg,/,ar) \{ar}, ¢ € P(sg,/,br) \ {b+}
and 2 € P(s ,,cr) \ {cr}. We define ¢, ¢y, L., {, £, and £,/ in a similar way to that of £, in the sec-
ond paragraph. For a pair {z,2'}, since dist(f(r},a,),z) = 2 + |P(sg,aT)| — 0, and dist(f(n},a,),2") =
2+ |P(sg,,,ar)| — Ly, f(x}, a,) resolves every pair {z, 2} such that |P(s/, a,)| — £y # |P(sz,/, ar)| —£y. Since
dist(f(s?,a,),z) = |P(s?,a,)| — £, and dist(f(s?, a,),2') = 2+ |P(sz,/,ar)| — Ly, f(s],a,) resolves every pair
{x,2'} such that |P(s?,a,)| — £, = |P(sg,'7 ar)| — £yr. As a result, every pair {z, 2’} is resolved by f(7},a;)
or f(sg, a,). Similarly, every pair {z, 2’} is resolved by f(r},¢,) or f(sg, ¢r). For a pair {y,y'}, there are two
cases. Case 1: ¢ =" and j # j'. dist(fmid(i 3, 1),y) = 2+ |PYi,5,09)|/2 + £,. dist(f™(i,j,1),y') =
min (2 + [P, 4, p)|/2 + [P(s3, 00) + [P(si,br)| = Ly 1+ [P G p)I/2 + [P 55 00)| + £y — 1)
y # s, and dlst(fm’d(z 7, 1), l/) =2+430(n+1). If a pair {y,y’} satisfies that dlst(fm’d(z,j, 1),y") =
2+|PY(i, j, p?)|/2+|P(s] )H—|P(s !, br)| =Ly, obviously f™(i, j, 1) resolves this pair. Thus if a pair {y,y'}
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is not resolved by f™¥(i, j, 1), then we have dist(f™(i,4,1),y) = 2+10(n+1)+€ = dist(f™(i, 5, 1),y') =
30(n+1) + 4, ie. £, — L,y =20(n+1) —2. For thls pair, dlst(f"”d(z J51),y) =24+10(n+1) + 4, <
dist(f™(i’,5',1),y) = min (2 + 10(n + 1) + \P(s o) 4+ |P( by)| — £y,30(n + 1) + £,). Thus in this
case, every pair {y,y’} is resolved by f™(i, j, 1) or fm™id(i’ j’, 1) Case 2: i # 4. dist(f™¥(i, j,l),y) =
24 |PL(i, 5,p2)| /2 + £y dist(F™(,5,1),5%) = 1+ [P, P12+ mine a2 (1P (s )| + [ P(sy s e00)])-
dist(f™i4(i, j,1),y/) = min (2 + [P, j,p2)| /2 + | P(s], b,)| + |P(s], b,)| = £y dist(£7(i, 5, 1), 57 )+ by).
If a pair {y,y'} satisfies that dist(f™(i,5,1),y) = 3 + |PY(i, 4, p2)|/2 + |P(s],b:)| + [P(s],by)| — £y,
obviously f™(i,4,1) resolves this pair. Thus if a pair {y,y’} is not resolved by f™(3, j, 1), then we
have dist(f™(, j,l),y) =24+10n+1)+¢, = 1st(f””d(z 3, 1),y) = dist(f™(i, j,1), s, ) + 4y, ie.
by—Lly = dlSt(’]TZ,SZ ) —1. For this pair, dlst(f"”d( J1),y") =2+410(n+1) + 4, < dist(f™ 4, 5/, 1),y) =
min (2 + 10(n + 1) + |P(s] /,b ) 4 |P(s?,b,)| — £, dist(f™4(i’,5',1),s)) 4+ £,). Thus in this case, every
pair {y,y'} is resolved by f™(i,4,1) or f”“d( ;! j 1) It follows that every pair {y,y'} is resolved by
fm (i, 5, 1) or f™id(4’ 5’ 1). For a pair {z,y'}, there are two cases. Case 1: |P(s,a,)| >20(n+1)+10-1 =
ming e |P( ,a,)|. Then dist(f(r},a,),y’) = min (2—|—|P(sg,/,ar)|+€y/,2+20(n+1)+10-1+20(n—|—1)—|—5-
14+1+4|P(s! by )=y = dist(f(s?, a,), ') and dist(f(x}, a,), ) = 2+|P(s), a,)| =, = dist(f(s?, a,), ) +2.
In this case, {z,y'} is resolved by f(n},a,) or f(sg,ar). Case 2: |P(s),a,)] = 20(n +1) +10-1 =
ming,e ) [P(s},ar)|. Then dist(f(s] I ay),x) < 20(n + 1) + 10 < dist(f(s?,a,),%’). Thus in this case,
{z,y'} is resolved by f(s a.). It follows that every pair {z,y'} is resolved by f(r},a.) or f(s!,a,). For
a pair {z,2'}, dist(f(n},a,),2) = 2+ |P(s],a,)| — £, = dist(f(s},a,),z) + 2, and dist(f(x},a,),2’) =
min (2 + |P(s] ,,ar)| + 0, |P(m}, a)| + | P(m} ,cr )|+ |P(sj,/,cr)| -, ) < dist(f(s?,a,),2’) = min 2+|P(sg,/7ar)|+
U, 24 |P(n), ap) |+ |P(w}, )|+ | P(s] 7, ¢r)|—£,). It follows that every palr {x 2'} is resolved by f(n},a,) or
f(s!,a,). For apair {y, 2'}, there are two cases. Case 1: |P(s,,c,«)|+|P( s7,,bp)| > 20(n+1)—10n+20(n+1)+
Sn+1= mlnae[m (IP(s%, ¢.)| 4 |P(s%,b)]). Then dist(f(n), c,),y) = min (2+|P(s?, ¢,)|+£y, 3+40(n+1)—
5n+|P(s!,b,)| —£,) = dist(f(sj,/,cr) y) and dist(f(n},c.),2") = 2+|P(s‘,/,cr)|— Z/ = dist(f(sg,/,cr),z’)—l—z
In this case, {y, 2’} is resolved by f(7r ¢r) or f(sj,’,cr) Case 2: |P(s Z,,cr)| + |P( s}, br)] =20(n+1)—10n+
20(n +1) 4+ 5n + 1. Then dist(f(s],, ¢ ), y) > 2+ 20(n + 1) — 10n > dist(f (s}, ¢;), 2’). It follows that every
pair {y, 2’} is resolved by f(n},¢,) or f(si,/,cr). This completes the proof to show that every vertex pair of
H, , x Hy , such that i’,7 € [n] and r € {1, 2,3} is resolved by S’.

Next we show that every vertex pair of H;, x Hy , such that 4,7 € [n], r,r" € {1,2,3} and r # 7’
is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i,i’ € [n],j,7’ € [m] and r,»’ € {1,2,3} such that r # »'.
Suppose that = € P(s?,a,), y € P(s],b.), z € P(s),¢,), 2’ € P(sg,/,arz), y' € P(sg,/,brf) and 2’ € P(sz,/7crf).
We define ¢, 4y, £, £y, £y and £, in a similar way to that of £, in the second paragraph. For a vertex
pair {z,z'}, there are two cases. Case 1: i = i’ and j = j/. Then dist(f(x},a,),z) = 2 + |P(s),a,)| — La,
dist(f(n}, a,),x’) = min (2+|P(s Z,,a,)|—|—£l« 7\P(7r aT)|—|—|P(7TZ-1,a,./)|+\P(sf;,a,.)|—€x/). dist(f(s!,a,),z) =
|P(s!,a,)| — £, when = # a, and dist(f(s!,a,),a,) = 1. dist(f(s},a,),2’) = min (|P(s?,a,)| + lor,2 +
|P(x},a,)| + |P(x},a.)| + |P(s,am)| — Ez/). Thus for the vertex pair {z,z'} which is not resolved by
f(s),a), e, dist(f(s?,a,),z) = dist(f(s?, a,),2') = 2 + \P(w},arﬂ + |P(7ri1,arf)| + |P(s?, apr)| = Ly, it sat-
isfies that dist(f (7}, a,.),z) > dist(f (s, a,), ) and dist(f (7}, a,),2’) < dist(f( ), ’) Thus in this case,
every pair every pair {x,z'} is resolved by f(sg7 a.) or f(w}, a,). Case 2 i orj# . dist(f(s],a.),x) =
|P(s?,a,)] — £, when z # a, and dist(f(s),a,),a,) = 1. dist(f(s?,a,),2’) = min (2 + \P(si:,ar)| +
0o, 2 + |P(n},an)| + |P(7}, am)| + |P(sz,/,arr)| — ;). For the vertex pair {x 2’} which is not resolved
by f(s?,a,), i.e., dist(f(s),a,),z) = dist(f(s),a,),2’), it satisfies that dist(f(x},a,),z) > dist(f(s!,a,),z)
and dist(f(m} ar) ') < dist(f(s!,a,),2’). Thus in this case, every pair every pair {z,2'} is resolved by
f(s],a,) or f(wi, a,). It follows that every pair {z, '} is resolved by f(s,a,) or f(n},a,). For a vertex pair
{z,2'}, similarly it is resolved by f(s7,¢,) or f(x},c,). For a vertex pair {y,y'}, let {uir,vir} be the vertex

r oo Yr
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dist(f2(uir,vir),y) when y # s]. We observe that there is a shortest path from f"(uér, vir) (h € {1,2}) to ¢/

’I'"T‘ ’I'"T‘

pair resolved by s, ie. |P(sz,br)| = 20(n + 1) + 5i, + 1. Then dist(f*(ul,vir),y) = 40(n +1)+1—-4, =

which either goes through one vertex of {a,, ¢, }, then goes through sf,/ , finally reaches y’ or goes through one

vertex of {a,, ¢, }, then goes through some vertex sg,’,, (i € [n], 3" € [m]), then goes through b,., finally reaches

y'. Thus we get that dist(f!(ulr,vir),y’) = dist(f*(uir,vi),y’) + 1. Thus every vertex pair {y,y’} such

'l" yEr ) 4 T’ »ur
that y # s? is resolved by f!(ulr,vir) or f?(ulr,vir). For a pair {s],y’}, obviously dlst(f””d(z 3y 1), Z) <
dist(fmid(i,j,l),y'). It follows that every vertex pair {y,y’} is resolved by f!(u ﬁ,vT ), f2( ir i) or
f™d(i,5,1). For a vertex pair {x,%'}, there are two cases. Case 1: i # i’ or j # j. dist(f(n},a),x) =

24 |P(s?,a,)| - Oy dist(f(m},a.), b)) =2+ rn1na€[m](|P( ar)| + | P(s§ )|) Then dist(f ( ar),y') =
min (2 + |P(s),, a,)| + £y, dist(f(7},a ar),br) + |P (s, by)| — by). dlbt(f( , G ), ) = |P(s], ar)\ — 4ty <
dist(f (7}, a,), z) if 2 # a, and dist(f(s?,a,),a,) = 2. dist(f(s§7a ),y') = dist(f(m} ar) y'). Thus in this
case, every pair {z,y'} is resolved by f(n},a,) or f(s?,a,). Case 2: i =i’ and j = j'. dist(f(s?,a,),y') =
min (|P(s?,a,)| + £y, dist(f(x}, ar), b)) + |P(sg,/,brr)| —Ly). If dist(f(s?,a,),9) = |P(sg,ar)| + ¢,, then
{z, y} is obviously resolved by f (sz ,ar). Otherwise, for a vertex pair {z, y’ } which is not resolved by
f(s),a,), dist(f(s!,a,),z) = dist(f(s],a,),y) = dlst(f( ,ar),y') < dist(f(m},a,),z). Thus in this case,
every pair {z,y'} is resolved by f(n},a,) or f(s!,a,). It follows that every pair {z,y'} is resolved by
f(ml a.) or f(sz,ar). For a vertex pair {y,z'}, similarly we can show that every pair {y, 2’} is resolved
by f(wil,cr) or f(s{,cr). For a vertex pair {z,z'}, there are two cases. Case 1: i # i or j # j.
dist(f( Jay),x) = 2+ |P(s),a,)| — £, > dist(f(s?,a,),2) if z # a,. dist(f(x},a,),2") = min (2 +
|P( 1/7ar)| + Lo a|P(7T ar)| + ‘P(ﬂ'ilacr’” + \P(S?:,Cr’ﬂ - gz’)' diSt(f(ngar)azl) = min (2 + |P(Sgl,7ar)| +
00,2+ |P(md, an)| + | P(rd, e)| + |P($f,l7 e )| =€) > dist(f(n},a,),2"). Thus in this case, every pair {x, 2’}
is resolved by f(n},a,) or f(s},a,). Case 2: i =i and j = j'. dist(f(s,a,),2) = min (|P(s},a,)| + €., 2 +
|P(r} ap)| + [P(n} )| + [P(slh, e0)| = Lor). 1F dist(f(s],ar), 2') = | P(s?, a,)| + £ Then {2, 2} (x # a,)
is obviously resolved by f(s!,a,). Otherwise, for a vertex pair {z,z'} which is not resolved by f(s!,a,),
dist(f (7}, ap),x) > dist(f(s),a,),2) = dist(f(s),a,),2") > dist(f(x},a,),2"). Thus every pair {z,2} is
resolved by f(n},a,) or f(sz, a,). It follows that every pair {z, 2} is resolved by f(n},a,) or f(s{, a,). This
completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 11. FEvery pair of distinct vertices x,y € Uie[n] he{1,2} Sh is resolved by S'.

Proof. Let © € P(x!,a,) for arbitrary integers i € [n],h € {1,2},7 € {1,2,3}. Let 2’ € P(x},a,) for
arbitrary integers ¢’ € [n],h’ € {1,2}. We fix an arbitrary integer j € [m]. Let P(z,a,) be the subpath of
P(z!, a,) and £, = |P(z,a,)|. Let P(2',a,) be the subpath of P(z" , a,) and £,, = |P(2/,a,)|. For a vertex
pair {z,z'}, dist(f(s),a,),z) = 2 + £, and dist(f(s?, a,),2') = 2 + £,+. Then every vertex pair {x, 2’} such
that £, # £, is resolved by f(s,a,). Since dist(f(x",a,), ) = £, if x # a, and dist(f (7}, a,),2") = 2 + Lo
if i # i/ or h # R/, every vertex pair {z,z'} such that £, = {,/ is resolved by f(7? a,). It follows that
every vertex pair {x,z'} is resolved by f(xl,a,) or f(s},a,). Let y € P(nl c,) for arbitrary integers
1 € [n],h € {1,2},r € {1,2,3}. Let ¢ € P(W{%l,cr) for arbitrary integers i’ € [n],h’ € {1,2}. Similarly, we
can show that every vertex pair {y,y'} is resolved by f(7,c,) or f(sf, Cr).

Let #; € P(nl a,) for arbitrary integers i € [n],h € {1,2},7 € {1,2,3}. Let x5 € P(xl, a,) for
arbitrary integers i’ € [n],h € {1,2},7' € {1,2,3}. We fix an arbitrary integer j € [m]. We define ¢,,
and (,, in a similar way to that of ¢, in the first paragraph. For a Vertex pair {z1,z2} such that r # 7/,
dist(f(s?,a,),21) = 24L,, and dist(f(s], a,), x2) = 2+|P(xl  a,)|+|P(xl  ap)| —¢ 5 = =2420(n+1)—4y, >
dist(f(s?,a,), 1) unless x; = 7P, z9 = 7} and 7 # «l. The vertex pair {7 ) "1 is obviously resolved
by f"(i,7,a,). Thus every vertex pair {x1, x>} such that 7 # 7/ is resolved by f(s?,a,) or f"(i,j,a,). Let
y1 € P(rl, c.) for arbitrary integers i € [n],h € {1,2},r € {1,2,3}. Let y» € P(wih,/?cr/) for arbitrary
integers i’ € [n],h' € {1,2},7" € {1,2,3} such that r # r’. We define ¢,, and /,, in a similar way to
that of ¢, in last paragraph. Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair {yi1,y2} such that r # ' is

13



resolved by f(sl,e.) or fh(i j,a,). For a pair {z1,ys}, dist(f(s?, a,), 1) =2+ 4y, and dist(f( ' a,), yg)

2+ |P(rl a)| + |P(nl em)| — &,2 =2+420(n+ 1) — £y, > dist(f(s!,a,), 1) unless z1 = 7,y = 71 and
Tt #£ 7TZ, . The vertex pair {7/, 7"} is obviously resolved by f%(i,,a,). Thus every vertex pair {z1,y2} is

resolved by f(sz ,a,) or f(i,j,a,). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

(2 ’L

Lemma 12. Every pair of distinct vertices x,y € Uie[n],he{l,Q} (m]re{1,2,3} " (i, j,r) is resolved by S'.

JJ€[m],

Proof. Let 1,22 € P"(i,7,a,) be two distinct vertices for arbitrary integers i € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2},7 €
{1,2,3}. Let j' € [m] be an integer such that j # j'. Obviously the pair {z1,x2} is resolved by f"(i,5’, a).
Similarly, the vertex pair {y1,y2} for two distinct vertices y1,y2 € P"(i,7,b,), the vertex pair {21, zo} for
two distinct vertices 21,22 € P"(i,j,¢,.), and the vertex pair {w;,ws} for two distinct vertices wy,wy €
Ph(i,j,p?_h) are resolved by fh(i,j’, ar).

Let 2 € P"(i,j,a,),y € P"(i,4,b,),2 € P"(i,j,¢,) and w € P"(i,j, pZ ") for arbitrary integers i€
[]je[ ]h€{12}r€{123} Let ' € PY(i,j a.),y € PY(i',j,bs),2 € P¥(i',j, ¢) and
w' € Ph( i' 3PS ) for arbitrary integers i’ € [n],j’ € [m]|,h’ € {1,2},7" € {1,2,3}. We define ¢, =
dist(z, 7). In a similar way, we define £y, £,, Ly, Lyr, Ly, Lor, Ly For a pair {x, y}, dist(£2(i, j, ¢,), 2) = 2+ 4,
and dlSt(fh(Z jrer),y) = 2+ £,. Thus f"(i,j,c.) resolves every pair {x y} such that ¢, # ¢,. Since
dist(f"(i, j,ar),x) = £, if * # 7Th dist(f"(i,,a,),7) = 2 and dist(f"(i, j, cr),y) = 2+ Ly, f"(i,j,ar)
resolves every pair {z,y} such that £, = ¢,. Thus every pair {x,y} is resolved by f"(i,j,a,) or f"(i,j,c.).
In a similar way, we can show that two distinct vertices from Uje[m],re (1,23} 1" (i, 7,7) are distinguished
by S’. For a pair {z,y'} Wlth i =4 and h # K, dist(f"(i,5,¢), ) =2 + 0, < dist(f"(i,j,c.),y) =
min (2 + |P(7h ar)\ + |P(mh ,ar)| + 4,2 + |P(7rzh(i,j’,br/))| + |P(mh (z J', b )| — £y). Thus every pair
{z,y'} with i = ¢ and h # I/ is resolved by f* (z J,¢r). Similarly we can ShOW that every vertex pair
of Ujepm)ref1,2,3} Ik (i, j,r) x Ujepmyreqt, 23}H h(i,4,r) is resolved by S’. For a pair {x,y'} with i #
i’y dist(f(i, j,cr), @) = 2 + by dlSt(fh(z,_j,cr) 3/) = mingeq1,2,3)(2 + |P(7T1 ,ca)| + \P(sl,/,cd)|). Thus
dist(f"(i, 5 cr),y') = min 2+ |P(x,an)|+ |P(x!, a,)| + &y, dist(f2 (i, j, ), s) + 1+ |PY (i), 7, b )| = £y).
We can see that dist(f" (4, , ¢,), z) < dist(fh(i,j, ¢),y'") unless £, = 20(n+1) and by =0.Ifl, =20(n+1)
and ¢, = 0, dist(fh(i jyan),y") = 2+ 20(n + 1) > dist(f"(i,j,a,),r) = 20(n + 1). Thus every pair
{z,y } with ¢ # 4’ is resolved by f"(i,j,¢c,) or f (z ],ar) Similarly we can show that every vertex pair of
Ujepmlreqn 2 3}H (63,7) X Ujrepmymeq, 23}H "(¢/,4',7") with i # 4’ is resolved by S’. This completes the
proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 13. FEvery pair of distinct vertices x,y € Uie[n],he{l,Z} L? 1s resolved by S’.

Proof. First we show that every vertex pair of L x L! is resolved by S’ for i € [n],h € {1,2}. We fix
arbitrary integers i € [n],j € [m] and h € {1,2}. For a vertex x € P(gl, mid(P3~"(i,j,p?))), let P(qt, z)
be the subpath of P(qf*, mid(P3~"(i,j,pk))) from ¢ to = and let |P(¢}, x)| = ¢,. For two distinct ver-
tices 1,5 € P(gl, mid (P35, 1, p1))), dist(™ (5 1,3 — h), 1) = 1+ | P(gl, mid (P>, 1, p1)))] — Lo, =
30(n + 1) — £,, and dist(f™%(i,,3 — h),r2) = 30(n + 1) — £,,. Thus f™(i,j,3 — h) resolves every
pair {z1,72}. Let z € P(gl, mid(P3~"(i,4,pl))) and 2’/ € P(q¢F, mid(P3~"(i,j’,ph))) with some integer
g # 4. dist(f"(i,4,a1),x) = 3 + £, and dist(f"(i,4,a1),2") = 3 + £p. Thus f"(i,4,a1) resolves ev-
ery pair {z,z'} such that ¢, # {,. For a pair {z,2'} such that ¢, = (I/, dist(f™4(i, 5,3 — h),x) =
30(n+1)—£, and dist(f™ (i, j,3—h),z') = min (1+|P(q?, mid(P>~"(i, j, p?)))|+Lwr, 1+|P3=1(5, 5, p2)| )2+
|P3=" (i, 5", pM)]/2 + |P(ql, mid(P3~" (i, 5, p2)))| — £w) = min (30(n + 1) + £,,50(n + 1) — £,s). Thus
dist(f™(i, 5,3 — h),x) # dist(f™(i,5,3 — h),2’) and f™(i,§,3 — h) resolves this pair. It follows that
every pair {x,2'} is resolved by f™(i,5,3 — h) or f(i,j,a1).

Next we show that every vertex pair of L x L3~" is resolved by S’ for i € [n], h € {1 2} We fix arbitrary
integers i € [n],7 € [m]and h € {1,2}. Let = € P(¢l, mid(P3~"(i,4,p}))) andy € P(¢>~", mid(P" (i, 5, p>"))).
We define ¢, and ¢,, in a similar way to that of ¢, in last paragraph. For a pair {x, y}, dibt(f“”d(z, j,3=h),x) =
30(n -+ 1) = £, and dist(F(, 5,3 — h)y) = min (2 -+ [PRGpR)|/2 + 6.3 + [PPRGg,ph)|/2 +
|P (i, 4, p2~ ") /24| P (g2~ ", mid(P" (i, j,p>~")))| —¢,). For a pair {x,y} which is not resolved by f™(i, j, 3—
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h), there are two cases. Case 1: dist(f™%(i, j,3—h),y) = 2+|P3"(i, j, p})|/2+ 4, = 2+10(n+1)+£, < 2+
50(n+1)—¢, when ¢, < 20(n+1). We have dist(f™*(i, j, 3—h),z) = 30(n+1)—£, = dist(f™(i, j, 3—h),y) =
24+10(n+1)+4£,, ie. ly+£, =20(n+1)—2. Case 2: dist(f™(i,j,3—h),y) = 2+50(n+1)—£, when £, >
20(n+1). We have dist(f™(i, j,3—h),z) = 30(n+1) — €, = dist(f™*(i, j,3—h),y) = 2+50(n+1) —£,, i.e.
by —Ly = 20(n+1)+2. dist(f>"(i,5,a1),y) = 3+4£,. dist(f>~"(,4,a1),2) = 3+|P(x3™" a))|+|P(x], a1)|+
¢, when £, < 10(n + 1) and dist(f2~"(i, j,a1), x) = 2 + |P>~"(i, 4, p!)| /2 + | P(q, mid(P3~" (i, §, p!)))| — Ls
when £, > 10(n + 1). For a pair {x,y} which is not resolved by f3~"(i,,a;), there are two cases. Case
L dist(f37"(i, 4,a1),y) = dist(f37"(4,j,a1),7) when £, < 10(n + 1), i.e. €, — £, = 3+ 20(n + 1). Case 2:
dist(f37"(i, 4,a1),y) = dist(f37"(4,4,a1), ) when £, > 10(n + 1), i.e. £, + £, = 40(n + 1) — 2. Thus we see
that if a pair {z, y} is not resolved by ™ (i, j,3—h), then it is resolved by f3~"(i, j,a;). It follows that every
pair {x,y} is resolved by f™¥(i,§,3 — h) and f37"(i,j,a1). Let 2’ € P(¢l, mid(P3>~"(4,5’,pl))) with some
integer j' € [m] and j' # j. Then dist(f™(i, j',3 — h),2") = 30(n + 1) — £, and dist(f™(i,5",3 — h),y) =
2+ |P37 (i, 5", pM)|/2+ £, = 2+10(n+1) +£,. For a pair {2/, y} which is not resolved by f™(i, j',3—h), it
satisfies that 30(n+1) — £, = 2+10(n+1)+4,, i.e. £ +{, = 20(n+1)—2. Similar to vertex z, for vertex z’,
dist(f3=" (i, j,a1),2") = 3+|P(x2" a1)|+|P(nl, a1)| + £ when £, < 10(n+1) and dist(f3~" (4, j,a1),2") =
2+ |P37 (4, 5", pM)| /2 + | P(gl, mid(P3~" (i, 5", p)))| — L2 when £, > 10(n+1). Thus for a pair {z’,y} which
is not resolved by f37"(i,7,a;), there are two cases. Case 1: dist(f>~"(i,,a1),y) = dist(f3>~"(4, j,a1),2")
when £, < 10(n + 1), ie. £, — £y = 3 +20(n +1). Case 2: dist(f3~"(i,7,a1),y) = dist(f37"(4,4,a1),2")
when £, > 10(n + 1), i.e. £, + ¢ = 40(n + 1) — 2. Thus we see that if a pair {z’,y} is not resolved
by f™(i,4',3 — h), then it is resolved by f3~"(i,j,a1). It follows that every pair {z’,y} is resolved by
fmid(iaj/7 3 - h) and fgih(ivja al)'

Finally we show that every vertex pair of LI x L?/ is resolved by S’ for i,i' € [n],h,h € {1,2}
and i # i'. We fix arbitrary integers i i' € [n], 7, j € [m] h,h' € {1,2} such that ¢ # ¢'. Let = €
P(gl, mid(P3~"(i, j,ph))) and y € P(q} ,m1d(P3 W5 ,p))). We define £, and ¢, in a similar way
to that of ¢, in the first paragraph. For a pair {z,y}, dlst(fMid(i,j,3 — h),x) = 30(n 4+ 1) — £, and
dist(f™"(4, j,3—h),y) = min (2+|P*~" (i, j, pl)|/2+|P( S an) [+ | P a1)|+€y’1+|P3_h(i7j7p?)|/2+
P, @) + [P a)| + [P (1, 1, pl )|+ [Pal ,mid (P (7, 7, o )] — £,) > 1+30(n + 1) >
dist(f™(i, 4,3 — h), x). It follows that every pair {z,y} is resolved by f"”d(z j,3 —h). This completes the
proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 14. FEvery pair of distinct vertices x,y € Ure{1)2’3} R, is resolved by S’.

Proof. Let’s fix an arbitrary integer r € {1, 2, 3}.
First, we show that every pair of distinct vertices of |J;c(,;(P (ar,ul) U P(a,,vt)) is resolved by S’

Let’s fix an arbitrary integer i € [n]. Let z, € P(a,,ul). Let P(a,,z,) be the subpath of P(a,,u’) from
a, to x, and let £, = |P(a,,x,)|. Since dist(f(7i,a,),z,) = 2 + £s,, obviously two distinct vertices of
P(a,,ul) are distinguished by f(ni,a,). Let x, € P(a,,v!). Let P(a,,x,) be the subpath of P(a,,v!) from
a, to z, and let ¢, = |P(a,,x,)|. Since dist(f(r1i,a,),r,) = 2 + £,,, obviously two distinct vertices of

P(a,,vt) are distinguished by f(71,a,). For the pair {zy,x,}, if £y, # £, then it is resolved by f(n1{,a,).
Otherwise, if £,, = {,, < |P(a,,ul)|, then dist(f*(ul,vl), x,) = 1+|P(ay, ul)| —l,, < dist(f(ul,vi),x,) =
2+|P(a,,vi)|— E By Clalm L the vertex palr {ul, v} is resolved by S’. Thus every pair {z,, x, } is resolved
by S’. Let z}, € P(ar, 'y and !, € P(a,,v") for some integer i’ € [n] such that i’ # i. We define Lyr andly
in a similar way to that of 4, and ly,. For a pair {zy, z,,}, dist(f!(ul,v}), 20) = 1+ [P(ay, uj.)| = by, <
dist(f(ul,vi), 2!) = 1+ |P(a,,ul)| + Ez/ . Thus every pair {xu, 2/} is resolved by f!(ul,v!). Similarly, we
can show that every pair {z,,z,}, {2y, v} is resolved by f!(ul,v?).

Then we show that every pair of distinct vertices of U, ¢, (P(cr, ul) U P(cy,v%)) is resolved by S’. Let’s
fix arbitrary integers ,7 € [n] such that i # i’. Let z, € P(cp,ul), z, € P(cy,vb), 2, € P(cr,ul) and
zl € Plcy, vf./). We define ., £.,, £.; and £/ in a similar way to that of £, , and £, in last paragraph.
Since dist(f (71, ¢), zu) = 2+ £, , obviously two distinct vertices of P(c,,ul) are distinguished by f(71,¢;).
Since dist(f(7},¢r),20) = 2 + fz,,, two distinct vertices of P(c,,v?) are distinguished by f(n},¢,). For a

pair {zy,2y}, if £,, # L., then it is resolved by f(mi,c.). Otherwise, if £,, = ¢, < |P(c,,ut)|, then
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dist(f1(ul,vl),2) = 1+ |Plep,ul)| — L., < dist(f1(ul,vl),2,) = 2 + |P(c,v8)| — £,,. Thus every pair

{2u, 20} is resolved by S'. For a pair {zy,z,}, if £., # €./, then it is resolved by f(7{,¢c,). Otherwise if
(., = L., then dist(f1(ul,vl), 2!) = min (1 + |P(c,, ul)] +l,1+ |P(a,,ul)| + |P(a,.,uf./)| + |P(cr,u§'./)\ —
o, = 2) B [Plepul) = £y > 2. dist(F (uv),20) = 1+ [Plagud)| + [Plarsud)| + [Plerui)| — b, if
|P(cp,ul)| — O < 2. I dist(f!(ul, vl), 2,) = 1+ |P(cp,ul)| + Lz, then {z,, 2]} is resolved by f(ul,vl).
Otherwise, if dist(f!(ul,vl),2!) = 1+ |P(ar7 ul)| + |P(ar, ul)| + |P(cr, ul)| — (.., suppose that there
is a pair {zu, u} which is not resolved by f (ui,vl). We get that i = 2(n + 1), a contradiction. If
dist(f(ul,vl),2l) =1+ \P(a,, Ul)| + |Pay, ul )| +| P (¢, ull )| — (., —2, suppose that there is a pair {zy, 2;, }
which is not resolved by f (ul,vl). We get that 20i = 40(n + 1) — 2, a contradiction. Thus every pair
{#u, 23} is resolved by f(ul,vi) or f(mi,c,.). Similarly, we can show that every pair {z,,2,} and {z,, 2/} is
resolved by f!(uf,vi) or f(ni,c,).

Next we show that every pair of distinct vertices of |J;c(,, (£ (br, ul) U P(b,,vt)) is resolved by S’. Let’s
fix an arbitrary integer i,i’ € [n] such that ¢ # i Let y, € P(by,ul), yy € P(by,v), ¢, € P(b,,ul) and
Yy, € P(b.,v). We define £,,, £,,, Ly and £, in a similar way to that of £,, and £,, in the second
paragraph. Since (G,n,x,P) is a YES instance, by Claim 1] l the pair {ul,vi} is resolved by some vertex of
S, say sy. Since dist(s], yu) = |P(s],b.)| 4+ £, = 20(n + 1) + 5i + 1+ £, , every vertex pair of P(b,,ul) is
resolved by s7. Since dist(s],y,) = |P(s;7 b))+ 4y, =20(n+1)+5i+1 +£yw every vertex pair of P(b,.,v!)
is resolved by s7. Fer a pair {yu, Yo}, if £y, ;é ¢y, , then it is resolved by s7. For a pair {yu, yv} such that
by, = by, dist(f(up,v1),50) = 2+ |[P(by,u;)| — £y, = 1420(n +1) — 5i - by, > dist(f1(up, 0p), y) =
2+ |P(by,vl)| — £y, = 20(n + 1) — 5i — £,,. Thus every pair {Yu, o} is resolved by s7 or f!(uf.,v}). For a
pair {yu,yu} such that y, # b, and v/, # by, dist(f1(ul,vl),y,) =1+ 20(n—|— 1)— 52 - E <20(n+1) — 5i.
st (7 (1), ) = min (24 [P0y, o) -y 1 1P, )] a4y )~ ) > 200 1) -5
Thus every pair {yu,y, } such that y, # b, and y!, # b, is resolved by f1(ul,vl). Slmllarly, every pair {y., v, }
and {y,,y.} is resolved by f1(ul,v?).

Then we show that every pair of distinct vertices of R, is resolved by S’. Let’s fix arbitrary integers
i,i" € [n] such that i # i. Let x, € P(ar7 ul),x, € P(ar, ), Yu € P(by,up),yo € P(br,vr) 2y € P(cp,ul)
and z, € P(c,,v!). Let !, € P(a,,ul),z!, € P(ay, vl ),yl, € P(by,ul ),y € P(b.,v!), 2, € P(cy,ul) and
2 € P(ey,vl). We deﬁne Zru,ézwﬁywZywﬂzwﬁzv,ﬁz;,f% lyr Ly Lo and £, in a similar way to that of
¢, and £, in the second paragraph. For a pair {x,,y,}, dist(f(7}, a,),v,) = 2+, < dist(f(71,ar),yu) =
2 + |P(ap,ul)| + |P(by,ul)| — €,,. Thus every pair {z,,y,} is resolved by f(mi,a,). Similarly, every pair
{Zus Yo}y {Zv, Y0} and {z,y,} are resolved by f(ﬂ'%,ar) For a pair {z,, 2.}, dist(f(7}, a,),2.) = 2 + £y, -
dist(f (7, ar), 20) = min (2 | P(ar, ud)| + | P(ers )| — £r, — 2, |P(xbyar)| + [P, )| + €e,) i [P(cr )| —
0, > 2. dist(f(ri,a.),24) = 2+ |P(ap,ul)| + |P(cr, O = £y, if |P(crul)| — £, < 2. Tt follows that
dist(f (71, ar), xy) = 2+4,, < dist(f(7,a,), z,). Thus every pair {:vu, 24} is resolved by f(71,a,.). Similarly,
every pair {zy, 2y}, {Zv, 20} and {x,, 2, } are resolved by f(n1,a,). For a pair {yu, 2.}, dist(f (71, ¢;), 24) =
2+ 4,,. dist(f(ni,c.),by) = mlnje[m](\P(cr,sl)\ + |P(s1,b.)]) = 35n + 41. dist(f(71,¢.), yu) = min (2 +
|P(cr, r)|+|P(br,uT)| Oy, dist(f(m}, ), br)+4y,) > dist(f(71, ¢), 24). Thus every pair {y, 2, } is resolved
by f(m1,a,). Similarly, every pair {yu, 2, }, {¥, 20} and {y,, 2.} are resolved by f(r{, ¢,). For a pair {z.,y,},
dlSt(f (U‘r’vr) ‘Tu) =1+ |P(a’T7 r)| - Zl’u if Loy 7é u and dlSt(f (urﬂvr) ) = 2. dlSt(f ( U, 'r) yu)
min (1+ |P(ay,ul)| + |P(a,,ut Uy )| +|P(by, ul)| — by 24| P(by, v})| 4 €y ) > dist(f! (ul, v}.), x,). Thus every
pair {z,,y,} is resolved by f!(ut,v?). Slmllarly, every pair {x.,vy,}, {xu,yv} {zv, 9}, {xu, 2}, {Tu, 20},
{xih 1)} and {:CU? u} are resolved be ( Uy, r) Forapalr {yTU u} dISt(f ( Uy, r) yu) - 2+|P( ry U r)| eyu
i g # by and dist (7t 00), ) = 1+ [Plby, )] iy = by dist(7(ut,02), ) = min (14 [Play, ub)| T
|P(ar7Uf~/)\ + |P(c,,7uf«)\ -2 -4y, 1+ |P(cr, )| + l,) if |P(cr,ur)| -l > 2. dist(f! (u},vp), 2,) =
min (14 |P(ap, ul)| + |P(ap, ul )| + [P(er,ull )| = Loy, 1+ [P(cp, ul)| + o) if |P(cy, ull )| = £z, < 2. Tt follows
that dist(f1(ul,vl),2,) > 20(n+1) > dist(f(ul,v?),y,). Thus every pair {y,, 2/, } is resolved by f1(ul,vl).
Similarly, every pair {yu, 2.}, {yv, 2.} and {y,,2,} are resolved by fl(ul,v?). As a result, every pair of
distinct vertices of R, is resolved by S’.

Finally, we show that every vertex pair of R, x R, with ' € {1,2,3} and r’ # r is resolved by S’.
Let’s fix arbitrary integers 4,7 € [n] and v’ € {1,2,3} such that +" # r. Let x, € P(a,,ul),x, €
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P(a,, T) Yu € P(br,ur) Yo € P(by,vl), 2, € Plcy,ul) and z, € P(c,vt). Let 2!, € P(ay,ul,),z), €
P(ay, v,y € P(bp,ub),yl, € P(by, i), 2l € Pey,uly) and 2, € P(cp,vl,). We define £y, ., 4y, Ly,
Corlays bt s lar Zy/ Ay Ly and £, in a similar way to that of £, and ¢, in the second paragraph. For a pair
{2, 2}, dist(f(s}, a,),2.) = 2+Emu <20(n+1) < dist(f(s1,ar), 2,) = 2+ |P(ni, ar)| + | P71, ar )| + Lo .

Thus every pair {x,,z,} is resolved by f(s},a,). Similarly, every pair {z,,z}}, {2, 2, } and {x,,z)} are
resolved by f(si,a,). For a pair {z,, 2.}, dist(f(si,a.),2,) = 2+ l,, < 20(n +1). dlst(f(sl,ar) z’) =
min (2 +[P(my, ar)] +[P(m, )| + E 24 |P(at, ap)| + [P(r, ap )| + [Par, ufh)| = 24 | Py, uls)| = L)
if |P(CT’vu )| - Ez’ > 2. dlbt(f(slaar) z,) = min (2 + |P(7T%aar)| + ‘P(ﬂ-%ch )l +€z/ 2+ |P(771aa7")‘ +
|P(n}, apr)| + | Pags,uls)| + | P(er, ul)| — ) if |P(crr,ul)| — (. < 2. It follows that dist(f(s1,ar), 2}) >
20(n + 1). Thus every pair {z,, u} is resolved by f(si,a;). Slmllarly, every pair {zy,z,}, {®v,2,}
and {z,,2]} are resolved by f(si,a,). For a pair {x,,y,} such that v/, # b, dist(f(7},a.),2.) =
24+ by, < 20(n+1). dist(f(ni,a.),by) = 2+ m1nj€[m](|P(sl,ar)| + |P(s2,b0)]). dist(f(xt,an),y,) =
min (dist(f (w1, a,), brr) + Ly, [P, ap)] + [Pt am)| + [Plag,ui)] + |[P( r'vu;lf)| —4y,) > 20(n +1).
Thus every pair {z,,y,} such that y!, # b, is resolved by f(r{,a,). Similarly, every pair {z,,y.,} such
that y., # by, every pair {zy,y,} and {x,,y,} are resolved by f (ﬂ'l,ar) For a pair {y,,y,} such that
Yu 7# brs dist(f1(ur, 07),9u) = 24 [P(br,wp)| = £y, < 20(n +1). dist(f* (up, v7), brr) = min 2+ [P(br, 07)| +
min e (| P(s3,00) [+ P(s1, b)), 1+ | Plar, v3) [+mingrepn) (| P(s] , ar) |+ P(s 7 obp)))). dist(F1(ul, v), u,) =
i (A (1t o) )+ g 1+ P )]+ PGt ) 4 PO, a0+ Pl )]+ Pl )| = ) >
20(n + 1). Thus every pair {y.,y.} such that y, # b, is resolved by f! (ur,vr) Similarly, every pair
{Yu, y,,} such that y, # b, every pair {yu,y;} and {y,,y;} are resolved by fH(ul,vl). For a pair {y,, 2.},
dist(f* (uy, v}), yu) < 20(n + 1) dist(f*(uj, v7), 2,) = min (1 + |[P(ar,up)| + |P(7T17ar)| + |P(77170r)| +
Co 1+ |Plar, u up) |+ [Pl ap)| 4 | P(rt, ap)| | P(ag, ufl)| + [P(err )| = oy, = 2) 3 [P(epr,ups)| = €z > 2.
dist (1 (ut, vf), ) = min (14 [Plar, ub)| + [P(a},ar)| + [P(al, c)| + Loy, 1+ [Plar,ub)| + [Pt a,)] +
|P(n},ap)| + [P(ay, ulh)| + | Pcpul)| — L) if \P(cr/,u")| — Lz, < 2. Tt follows that dist(f*(ul,vl), 2,) >

30(n 4+ 1). Thus every pair {yu, 2!} is resolved by fl(ul,v?). Similarly, every pair {y.,z,}, {yv, 2.} and

YT

{yu, 2} are resolved by f'(uj.,v;). For a pair {z,, 2, }, dist(f' (ul,v}), zu) = 1+ |P(cr, up.)| — Lz, if 2, # uj,
and dist(f1(ul,vl), z,) = 2 if 2z, = ul. Thus dist(f1(ul,v?), z,) < 30(n+1) < dist(f1(ul,vl), z,,) and every

YT TyEr )’ u

pair {z,, 2.} is resolved by f! (ur,vr) Similarly, every pair {z,, 2.}, {2y, 2., } and {z,, 2, } are resolved by
fL(ul,vi). As a result, every vertex pair of R, x R, with r’ € {1,2,3} and r’ # r is resolved by S’. This
completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 15. Every pair {z,y} € Uie[n] U; x Uie[n] I1; is resolved by S’.

Proof. First, we show that every pair {z,y} € Ul x Uje[m},7-e{1,2,3} ", 4,r) for i € [n],h € {1,2} is
resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i € [n],j,;" € [m], h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}. Suppose_that
xr € P(sl,ph) and y € P"(i,j’,a,). For a vertex = € P(s,pl), let P(x, pl) be the subpath of P(s ,pl)
from z to p! and |P(z,p!)| = £,. For a vertex y € P"(i,j',a,), let P(y, ") be the subpath of Ph(z J' ar)
from y to w!' and |P(y,7)| = ¢,. Let j* € [m] be an integer such that j* # j and j* # j/. Then
dist(fh(ij ,a,),x) = 3+ £, and dist(f"(i,j*,a,),y) = 2+ £,. Thus every pair {x,y} is resolved by
f"(i, j*,a,) unless £, — £, = 1. For the pair {z, y} such that ¢, — ¢, = 1, there are two cases. Case 1: j = j'.
Since dist(f" (3, 7/, ar) z) =344, if x # s, dist(f"(i, 7', ar), Z) =20(n+1)+1 and dist(f"(i, ', a,),y) = £,
if y 7& mh, dlbt(fh(i,j ar), ) = 2, every pair {z,y} such that £, — ¢, = 11is rebolved by f"(, j a,). Case 2:
i#7. Smce dlst(fh(i,j’,ar),x) =344, dist(fh(i,j’,ar) y) =4, if y # 7 and dist(f"(i, j', a,), 7)) = 2,
every pair {z,y} such that £, — £, = 1 is resolved by f"(i,5', a,). It follows that every pair {z,y} is resolved
by fh(z Jj*,a.) or fh(z i’ ar) Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(sg,p?) x P"(i,§',b,),
P(s],pl") x P"(i,5',¢,) and P(s],p}) x P"(i,5',p>~") are resolved by S’.

Next we show that every pair {z,y} € Ul x Ujemmlre1,.2,3) 13" (i, §,r) for i € [n], h € {1,2} is resolved
by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i € [n],j,j' € [m], h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}. Suppose that = €
P(s!,p!)\{s!} and y € P37"(i, 5, a,). We define £, and ¢, in a similar way to that of £, in the first paragraph.
There are two cases. Case 1: j = j'. dist(f37"(i,j",a,),y) = £, if y # «l, dist(f"(i,5,a,),71) = 2.

7
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dist(f3"(i,5', ar), x) = min (|P>~"(i,4,a,)| + 1+ |P(s],p!)| = L, 3 + |P(x37" )| + | P(cr, 7)) + £y) =
min (40(n +1) +1 —4,,20(n +1) +3+4,) > 20(n+ 1) + 1 > dist(f3="(i, ', a,) y). Thus in this case,
every pair {J: y} is resolved by fS_h(ij ap). Case 2: j # j'. dlst(f3 h(z Jjar),y) = ¢, if y #
st (5, ' ), ) = 2, dist (7= 5's ) 2) = min (34 |P(s], )+ P(5T, 1) | — L3+ P )] +
|P(cr, )| 4+ £;) = min (40(n + 1) + 3 — £,,20(n + 1) + 3 + £,) > 20(n + 1) + 3 > dist(f>~"(4, 5, a,.), y).
Thus in this case, every pair {z,y} is resolved by f37"(i,j’,a,). It follows that every pair {z,y} is resolved
by 37", 5, a,). Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(s Z,pz) x P37h(i §')b.), P(s],pl) x
P37"(i 4" ¢,) and P(s i,pi) x P3="(i, j', pl) are resolved by S'.

Finally we show that every pair {z,y} € U} x Ujepmyreq, 23} " (i, 4,r) for i,7 € [n),h,h’ € {1,2}
such that ¢ # ¢ is resolved by S’. We fix arbltrary mtegers i,i' € [n], J 7’ 6 [m], h,h' € {1,2} and
r e {1,2,3} such that i # . Suppose that z € P(s?,p!) and y € P"(i/,5',a,). We define £, and
¢, in a similar way to that of ¢, in the first paragraph. Let j* € [m] be an 1r1teger such that j* # J.
Then dist(f* (', 5%, a,),y) = 2+ £,. dist(f* (7', j*, a,), l) = min e, 23}(2 + | Pl e)| 4+ | P(s), cr)|).
dist(f7' (7', j*, a,), x) = min (dlst(fh (i, j*, a.),s))+|P(s, )|—€x,3+|P(7r, ,cr)|+\P( mlen) | +4:) > 2+
20(n+1) > dist(f* (', j*, ar),y). Thus every pair {x, y} is resolved by fh (#,75*,a,). Similarly, we can show
that every vertex pair ofP( z,pl) x Ph’ (¢,5,b), P(s i,pi) x P (7,7, ¢r) and P(s i,pi) x PN (&, 4 pZ, )
are resolved by fh (7', 5*,a,). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 16. Every pair {z,y} € U, e, Ui X U;epn) Li is resolved by S'.

Proof. First, we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s?,pl) x P(q¢l', mid(P3~"(i,5,p}))) for i € [n],j € [m]
and h € {1,2} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i € [n],j € [m] and h € {1,2}. Suppose that
T € P(_sg,p?) and y € P(q!, mid(P3~"(i, j,ph))). For a vertex x € P(s!,pl'), let P(x,pl') be the subpath
of P(s!,pl) from x to pl and |P(z,pl)| = £,. For a vertex y € P(gl, mid(P3~"(i,5,p}))), let P(y,ql)
be the subpath of P(q¢, mid(P3~"(i,j,pl))) from y to ¢ and |P(y,q})| = £,. Then dist(f"(i,j,a1),x) =
3+ Ly, dist(f"(i,j,a1),y) = 3+ £,. Thus every pair {x,y} is resolved by f"(i,j,a1) unless £, = £,.
Suppose that S’ N X {sj }. For the pair {z,y} such that ¢, = ¢, there are two cases. Case 1:
j* = j. Then dlst( ,x) = |P(l,pz)|f€m = 20(n + 1) — £,. dlst(Z ,y) = min (|[P(sl,pM)| + 2 +
by, 1+ [PP7"(i, , PZ)\/2 + |P(q, mid(PP~"(i, j,p}")))| = £,) = min (20(n + 1) + 2 + €y740(n +1)—4y) #
20(n + 1) — ¢,. Thus in this case every parr {x,y} such that ¢, = ¢, is resolved by s! . Case 2: j* # j.
dist(s? ) = mlnre{l 9 3}(|P( ,er)|+|P(s), e )|) =20(n+1)—10\*+20(n+1) — 10X for some A\, \* € [n].
Then dlbt( s! ,x) = min(|P(s] si ,pl)\ + £, dist(s? i s7) + |P(s],p})| — ly ) = min(20(n 4+ 1) + £,,60(n +
1) — 10\ — 10A* — £;). d1st< y) = min (IP(s] )| + 2+ £, [P(s] p! )|+ 14 [P31G Gl /2 +
|P (g, mid(P3~"(i, §,p!)))| — £,) = min (20(n+1) +2+£,,60(n+1) —£,). Thus every pair {z,y} such that
¢, = ¢, is resolved by sz*. As a result, every pair {x,y} is resolved by f"(i,4,a1) or s

Next we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s],pl) x P(qf,mid(P?"h(i,j’,p?))) for i € [n], 7,5 € [m] and
h € {1,2} such that j # j' is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i € [n], 7,5’ € [m] and h € {1,2} such
that j # j'. Suppose that x € P(s],pl) and y € P(g!, mid(P3>~"(i, j/, p}))). We define ¢, and £, in a similar
way to that of £, and £, in the first paragraph. dist(f™(i,5',3—h),y) = 1+ |P(¢, mid(P3~"(i, ", p!)))| —
l, = 30(n +1) — ¢, dist(fmid(m’,?) — h),x) = min (1 + [P35, pl)|/2 + |P(s] ,pl)] — 1+ £,,2 +
|P3 (i, p)| /2 + |P(s] p3™™) |+ |P(s] ,p)| — £z) = min (30(n+ 1) + £y, 2+ 50(n + 1) — £,). Thus every

pair {z,y} is resolved by f™(i,j’,3 — h) unless £, = £, = 0, i.e. except the pair {p}',¢}. According to
Lemma {4 {p?,¢"} is resolved by S’. Thus every pair {z, y} is resolved by S’.

Then we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s!,p}) x P(¢> mrd(Ph(z 3, p27M)) for i € [n], 4,5 € [m]
and h € {1,2} is resolved by S’. We fix arbltrary integers i € [ 1,7, € [m] and h € {1,2}. Suppose that
z € P(s),pl) and y € P(¢7" mrd(Ph(z 7, p57™)). We define £, and £, in a similar way to that of £, and
¢, in the first paragraph. Let j* € [m] be an integer such_ that j* # j. Then dist(f37"(i, 5%, a1),y) =3 +4,.
dist(f57" (i, 5%, ar), @) = min (14 [P3"(0, j,a1)| + | P(s], )] — o, 3 + |P(m) " an)| + |P(x]', a1)| + £2) =
min (40(n+1)+1—£,,20(n+1)+3+£,) > 20(n+1)+2if  # s/ and dist(f3~ h(z Jj*,a1),s!) =3420(n+1).
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Thus any pair {z,y} such that ¢, < 20(n + 1) — 1 is resolved by f3_h(i7j ,a1). For the pair {z,y} such
that 20(n +1) — 1 < £, < 30(n + 1) — 1, dist(f™(i,5',h),y) = 1 + |P(¢>~ ~h , mid(P" (i, ' p3 "W -6, =
30(n +1) — £, <1000 +1) + 1 1 ' = j, then dist(f™(7, ', ) 2) = min 2+ |P"(i,,p} M2t e,2+
|P" (i, ,p3 )|/2—|— |P(s],pl)| — £,) = min (2+ 10(n+1)+4€,,2+30(n+1) —£;) > 10(n+ 1) + 2. If j' # j,
then dlbt(fmld(i,j/,h),l‘) =2+ |Ph(z F, 05 M) /2 + €, > 10(n + 1) + 2. As a result, every pair {z,y} is
resolved by f37"(i, 5% a1) or f™(i, 5’ h).

Finally we show that every pair {x y} € P(s],pl) x P(ql , mid(P3~" (i, 5", pl))) for i, € [n], 4,5 € [m]
and h,h’ € {1,2} such that i # ¢’ is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i, i’ € [n],j,j’ € [m] and
h,h' € {1,2} such that i # '. Suppose that x € P(s l,pz) and y € P(qz, , mid(P3~ W ( i 5, ol ))). We define
{; and £, in a similar way to that of £, and ¢, in the first paragraph. Then dist(f"(i,j,a1),x) = 3 + £, if
r # s and dist(f"(i, ],al) ) =2420(n+1). dlSt(fh(Z J,a1),y) = min (3 + |P(7Tz car)| + | P(rl aq)| +
£.2+ [Pt o)+ [P )] PP 05l )I/2 + [P mid (PP (71 )] = £,) = min (3 +
20(n + 1) + £, 1 +60(n + 1) — £,) > 3+ 20(n + 1) > dist(f"(i,j,a1),z). Thus every pair {z,y} is resolved
by f(i,7,a1). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 17. Every pair {z,y} € U, e Ui X Usepn) Si is resolved by S

Proof. We show that every pair {z,y} € P(s],pl') x (P(x!/ 7ar)UP(ﬂ' i ,cr)) for i, € [n],j € [m],h' € {1,2}
and r € {1,2, 3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i, i’ € [n],j € [m], h,h’ € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}.
Suppose that z € P(s),p}) and y € P(!  a,). For a vertex = € P(s z,pi‘) let P(x, pl) be the subpath of
P(s),pl) from z to p} and |P(z,p})| = £,. For a vertex y € P(xl a,), let P(y,w, ) be the subpath of
P(x  a,) from y to 7" and |P(y, )| = £,. Then dist(f(s?,a,),y) = 2+ |P(x} ,a,)| — £,. Suppose that
|P(s?,a,)] = 20(n + 1) + 10p for some p € [n]. dist(f(s!,a,),z) = min (3 + |P(x}, a,)| + €a, |P(s), a,)| +
|P(s7,p!)|—€,) = min (3+10(n+1)+£,,40(n+1)+10p—£,) > 3+10(n+1) > dist(f(s?,a,),y). Thus every
pair {z,y} is resolved by f(s- ~). Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(s f,pf) X P(7rh,/,cr)
for ¢,i’ € [n],j € [m],h’ € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by f(s!,¢,). This completes the proof for the
lemma. O

Lemma 18. Every pair {z,y} € U,c Ui X Usgpn) Hi is resolved by S'.

Proof. First we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s?,pl) x (P(s ar)uP(sz7cT)) fori € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2}
and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}.
Suppose that = € P( s7,pl) and y € P(s{,a,). For a vertex z € P(sf,p ), let P(s. z) be the subpath
of P(s),pl) from s} to x and |P(s},x)| = {,. For a vertex y € P(s},a,), let P(s s],y) be the subpath of
P(s),a,) from s to y and |P(s “y)\ = Ly. Let |P(s ar)| = 20(n + 1) + 10X for some A € [n]. Then
dist(f(s{,ar),z) = min (3 + |P(rh, a,)| + |P( s7, 1) = Lo, |P(s), a,)| + £,) = min (34 30(n + 1) — £,,20(n +
1) + 10X + 4,). dlst(f(sz,ar),y) |P(s],a,)] — £, = 20(n + 1) + 10\ — £,. dist(f(7!, a,),z) = min (1 +
\P(xl,a,)| + |P(s], p)| — €2,2 + |P(Sg,ar)| +/4;) = min (1 +30(n+1) — £,,2 +20(n + 1) + 10\ + £,).
dist(f (7!, a,),y) = 2+ |P(s!,a,)| — £, = 24 20(n+ 1) + 10\ — £,. For the pair {z,y} which is not resolved
by f(s),a,), it satisfies that dist(f(s?,a,),z) = dist(f(s},a,),y) = 3+ |P(xl, a,)| + |P(s), p!')| — £s. Thus
dist(f (7!, a,),z) < dist(f(s?,a,),z) = dist(f(s?,a,),y) < dist(f(7?, a,),y). It follows that every pair {x,y}
is resolved by f(s?,a,) or f(n!,a,). Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(s?,pl) x P(s,¢,) is
resolved by f(sg,cr) or f(mh, c.).

Next we show that every vertex pair of P(s?,p*) x P(s],b,) fori € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}
is resolved by S’'. We fix arbltrary 1ntegers i € [n],j € Im],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}. Suppose that
x € P(sl,pl)\ {s!} and y € P(s!,b,) \ {s!}. We define £, and ¢, in a similar way to that of £, and
¢, in the first paragraph. Then dlbt(f"”d(z 4,3 —h),z) = |P3"(i,5,pM)|/2 + £, = 10(n + 1) + ¢, and
dist(f™(i, 5,3 — h),y) = 2+ |P37"(i, j,p)|/2 + £, = 2 + 10(n + 1) + £,. For the vertex palr {x,y} which
is not resolved by f™(i,j,3 — h), i.e. €, = 2+ 4, dist(fmid(i,j, h),z) = 2+ |P"(i,5,p2")|/2 + bn =
24+10(n + 1) + £, > dist(f™4(i, j, h),y) = 2+ |P"(5, §,p> ") /2 + €, = 10(n + 1) + 2+ £, = 10(n+ 1) + £,.
Thus every pair {x,y} is resolved by f™(i,j, 3 — h) or f™4(i, 4, h).
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Then we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s,pl) x (P(sg/l,ar) U P(sz;,c,«)) for i,4’ € [n],7,5 € [m],h €
{1,2} and r € {1,2,3} such that i # ¢’ or j # j' is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i,i’ €
[n], 4,7 € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} such that i # ¢’ or j # j'. Suppose that = € P(s},pl) and
Yy € P(sg,/,aT). We define ¢, and ¢, in a similar way to that of ¢, and ¢, in the first paragraph Let
|P(s?,a,)] = 20(n+1)+10) and |P(sg,’,ar)| =20(n+1)+10X for some X\, X" € [n]. Then dist(f(s] ,,ar) x) =
dist(f(73" a,), ) = min (3 + |P(x} ,ar)| + |P(s],p)| = 0,2 + |P(s?, a,)] + £2) = min (3 +30(n + 1) —
0,2 + 20(n + 1) + 10X + £;). dist(f(s] ,,ar) y) = dist(f(r3 " a,),y) — 2 = |P(Sf,/,ar)| — ¢, if y # a, and
dist(f(s l,,ar) ay) = dist(f(73", a,),a,) = 2. Tt follows that every pair {z,y} is resolved by f(sf/l,ar) or
f(x37" a,). Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(s],pl") x P(sz,/,cT) is resolved by f(sz,/,cT)
or f(wi,fh,cr).

Finally we show that every vertex pair of P(sg,p?) X P(sg,l,br) for 4,4’ € [n], 7,7 € [m],h € {1,2} and
r € {1,2,3} such that i # ¢’ or j # j' is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers 4,4’ € [n], 4,5’ € [m],h €
{1,2} and r € {1,2,3} such that i # i’ or j # j'. Suppose that x € P(s Z,pz) and y € P(s] ,/ b.). We define
{; and /, in a similar way to that of ¢, and ¢, in the first paragraph. Let |P(s],b,)| = 20(n +1)+5A+1
and |P(s by )] = 20(n+ 1) + 5) + 1 and for some A\, X € [n]. There are two cases. Case 1: i = i’ and
§# g dist(f™4(i, 5,3 — h),x) = |[P3 (i, §,p)|/2 4+ £y = 10(n + 1) + £, if © # 57 and dibt(fmid(i,j,?) —
h),s Z) =2+ 10(n + 1) dist(fmid(i 4,3 — h),y) = min (2 + |P37"(i,5,p)|/2 + | P(s Z,,,pz "+ 4,2 +
|P3=" (i, §,p")|/2 + |P(s),b,)| + | P(s) ) by )| —4,) =min (24+30(n+ 1)+ ¢,,4+50(n+ 1)+ 5+ 5\ —¢,) >
2+30(n+1)> dist(f“”d(z 4,3 — h),x). Thus in this case, every pair {x,y} is resolved by f™(i,j, 3 — h).
Case 2: i # ¢, dist(f™%(i, 5,3 — h),s}) = 1+ |P*7(i, 5, p!)| /2 + min,e 108y ([P )| + [P(s), e)]).
dist(f™(i, j,3—h),y) = min (dist(/™ (6,4, 3~ h), 5+ by, 2+ PP (0,4, p1)| /24| P(s, b | +| P, br) | -
0,) = min (1+40(n+ 1) — 10N +£,, 4+ 50(n+ 1)+ 5A+5) — £,) > 30(n+ 1)+ 5 > dist(f™(i, j, 3 — h), ).
Thus in this case, every pair {z,y} is resolved by f™(i, j,3 —h). It follows that every pair {z,y} is resolved
by f™(i,j,3 — h). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 19. Every pair {z,y} € U,c, Ui X U, eq1,0,3 B is resolved by S'.

Proof. First we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s],p}) x (P(ul ,a,) U P(v} ,a,)) for i,i' € [n],j € [m],h €
{1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i,7 € [n],j € [m],h € {1, 2} and
r € {1,2,3}. Suppose that = € P(s/,p}), y € P(uj,a,). For a vertex z € P(s],pl), let P(s},z) be
the subpath of P(s Z',pl) from s to z and |P(s},z)| = £;. For a vertex y € P(a,,u ", let P(u T,y) be
the subpath of P(ar, u') from uf to y and |P(u T,y)| = {,. Let |P(s],a,)| = 20(n —l— 1) + 10)\ for some
A € [n] and |P(u ,a;)| = 20(n + 1) — 10#/. There are two cases. Case 1: X\ < ¢/, dist(f'(ul,vl),z) =
min (1+|P(a,, r)l+|P(sz,aT)|+ex,1+|P<ar, w )|+ |P(x, an) | +|P(s], ml)| — x) = min (40(n+1) ~10(7' -

)+1+€w,50(n+1)+1 107 —€,). dist(f1(u,v%),y) = 1+4, 1fy7éu and dist(f* (uf T) )—21fy—ui/.

ro Yr

Thus dist(f! (ur,vr ),x) >30(n+1)—10i" + 1 >d1st(f (ur,vr)7 y). Case 2: X > ', dist(f!(ul,v%),x) =
min (1+ [P(e, uf )| + |P(s],e0)| + oy 1t |Play, up)| + [P(n]',ap)| + [P(s], 7})| = €:) = min (40(n + 1) -
10(A— )+1+£I,50(n+1)+1—10z —0y). dist(f (ul 0%, y) = 144, 1fy7éu and dist (f1(ul, vl),y) = 2

o Yr

if y = u’. Thus dlst(f (ui,vi),2) > 30(n + 1) — 107 + 1 > dist(f*(u, v’ ) ) Thus every pair {z,y} is

YT YT

resolved by f!(ul v’ ). Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(s?,pl) x P(v! ,a,) is resolved by
fHug o). . y .

Next we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s],pl) x (P(ul ,b,)UP (vl b)) for i,i' € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2}
and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i, € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}.
Suppose that z € P(sg,pf), y € P(ul,b,;). We define ¢, and ¢, in a similar way to that of £, and ¢, in the
first paragraph. Let |P(s],a,)| = 20(n—|— 1) + 10 for some A € [n] and |P(ul sar)| =20(n+1) — 10i". There
are two cases. Case 1: A <7’ dist(f* (u,, ,vr '), z) = min (1 + |P(a,«7 )+ |P(s?, a)| + Loy 1+ | P(ar, uy. |+
|P(7T aT)H_'P( Sio z)l_ ) dlSt(f2( Uy 7‘)7 ) dlSt(f (UT,UT ), )_1 = min (lP/(aW r)H“P(swar)'"’_
Coy | Plar,u )] + [P(alt ap)| + | P(s], 7| = L) dist(f! (uy o)), y) = dist(f*(ul,v)),y) = 2+ £, In this
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case, for a pair {z,y} which is not resolved by il ol ) dist(f2(ul ,vl), x) = dist(f*(u?,v%),2) — 1 <
dist(f* (ui vy, y) = dlSt(fg( ul ﬁ),y) Case 2: X > i/, dist(f* (ul',vi),z) = min (1 + [P(cp,ul)| +
|P(s]e0)| + oy 1 [Plar,uid)| + | P(rf ap)| + [P(s], ml)| = o). dist(f£2(uy,0)), @) = dist(f (uy, vy ), @) —
1 = min (|P(Cmuf~/)| +|P(s]seo)| + Loy | Pag,ul )| + | P(aft, ap)| + [P(s], )| = €o). dist(f!(uy,0f),y) =
dlSt(fQ( Uy vy ),y) = 2+ {,. Similar to Case 1, in this case, for a pair {z,y} which is not resolv d by

fl(u oi), dist(f2(ul ,vf),z) < dist(f2(ul,v%),y). Thus every pair {z, y} is resolved by f!(uj.,v; ) or
f2(ul, Uy vl). Slmllarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(s,pl') x P(vl,b,) is resolved by f* ( ul b))

or f2(ul vl).

Fl(nally W)e show that every pair {z,y} € P(s?, p!")x (P(ul ,¢,)UP(v! ,¢,)) fori,i’ € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2}
and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i, € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}.
Suppose that = € P(s?,pl), y € P(ui./, ¢r). We define £, and ¢, in a similar way to that of £, and ¢, in the
first paragraph. Let |P(s?,¢,)| = 20(n + 1) — 10\ for some A € [n] and |P(u® , ¢, )| = 20(n + 1) + 107, Then
dist(f(s?,¢,),2) = min (3+|P(xl, ¢.)|+|P(s?, pl)| = Lo, |P(s), ¢)|+£) = min (3+30(n+1)—£,,20(n+1)—
10\ +4, ) dist(f (7l ¢,),2) = min (1+|P(xl, ¢.)|+|P(s), p})| = Le, 24| P (), ¢,)| +£,) = min (1430(n+1)—
ly,2420(n41) — 10)\+éx). dist(f(72" ¢,), x) = min (34| P(n], ¢,)|+|P(s ,’,p§)|—ex,2+\P(sg,cr)\w )=
min (3+30(n+1) — £y, 2420(n+1) = 10A+£,,). dist(f (s, ), y) = dist(f (7, e.), y) = dist(f (72", ¢,),y) =
2+ |P(cp,ul )| — £, = 24 20(n + 1) + 10i’ — £,. For a pair {z,y} which is not resolved by f(s/,¢,), either

f(al e.) or (737" ¢,) resolves it. Thus every pair {z,y} is resolved by f(sl,e), f(rl,en) or f(m27"¢,).
Similarly, we can show that every vertex pair of P(s,pl') x P(vi/,cr) is resolved by f(s )y (ﬂf,cr)
I (wg’*h, ¢r). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 20. Every pair {z,y} € U,epy Il X U,ep,) Hi is resolved by S'.

Proof. We show that every pair {z,y} € (P"(i, ,a,)UP" (i, j,b,)UP" (i, j,c,)UP" (i, j, p2 ")) x (P(sg/l,aw)u

P(sg,/,brf) u P(sg,/,crz)) for i,i' € [nl],j,j € [m],h € {1,2} and r,7’ € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix ar-

bitrary integers i,7’ € [n],j,j/ € [m],h € {1,2} and 7,7’ € {1,2,3}. Suppose that z; € P"(i,j, a,),

xy € PM(i,j,b.), x3 € P"(i,j,c.) and x4 € P"(i,}, pf’ "). Suppose that y; € P(sg,/,ar/), Yo € P(sg,l,br/)

and y3 € P(sg,,c,«/). For a vertex x, for p € {1,2,3,4}, let {,, = dist(a,z,). For a vertex y, for

v e {1,2,3}, let £, = dist(s},y,). Let |P(s],an)| = 20(n + 1) + 10X and |P(s,, a,)| = 20(n + 1) + 10X’
J

for some X, X € [n]. There are three cases. Case 1: s/ = sf,l and ' = r. Then dist(f(s Z,,,ar) x1)

min (2+|P(7rz o |+€w1,|P(sl,ar )|+ | P (i ],aT)\ 1=Ly,) = min (2410(n+1)+ly,, 40(n+1)+10A=1—Ly,).
dist(f(s] Z,, o )sy1) = |P(sl ar)| — 4y, = 20(n + 1) + 10\ — 4y, if y1 # a, and dist(f(s z,,LLT) a.) = 2.
dist(f () h7ar ), 1) = min (2 + |P(7l, a.)| + Loy, 1+ \P(s ar)| + |Ph(z,j,aT)| — {y,) = min (24 10(n +
1) 445, 40(n + 1) + 10X + 1 — £,,). dist(f(x> ", )yl)—2+\P(s A =Ly, =20(n+1) + 10X +2 £,
Let v € P"(i,j,a,) be the vertex such that dlst('y, 7l) = 20(n + 1) — 1. Obv1ously the pair. {sl,7} is
resolved by f"(i, j,ar) For the pair {xhyl} which is not resolved by f(s] ,,ar) and y; # sl, it satis-
fies that dist(f(s Z,,ar) x1) = dlst(f(s,,ar) y1) = dist(f(m2 " ap), 1) < dist(f(72", a),y1). Thus
in this case, every pair {z1,y1} is resolved by f(s{:,a,.) f(@2" an) or f(i,j,a,). Case 2: sf #* sf/l
and ' = r. Then dist(f(sg,/,arl),xl) = min (2 + |P(x} ) A N+ by, 1+ |P(sl,ar )+ [P (i, j,a0)| — £e,) =
min (2410(n+1)+4,,,40(n+1)+10A\+1—£,, ). dist(f(s] /,ar) 1) = |P(sl,ar)| =Ly, =20(n+1)+10X =4y,
if y1 # a, and dist(f(s] 77y ),a,) = 2. dist(f(727" ap), 1) = min (2 4 |P(xl, ap)| + Lay, |P(s?,a0)| +
[P (i g, ap)| + 1 = £p,) = min (24 10(n + 1) + £, 40(n + 1) + 103 + 1 = £5,). dist(f (", 1), 3n) =
2+ |P(sh,am)| — by, = 20(n—|— 1) + 10N +2 —¢,,. For the pair {x1,y:} which is not resolved by f(sh,am),
it satisfies that dlst(f(s,,ar) 1) = dist(f(s] ,/,ar) y1) = dist(f(x2 " ap),21) < dist(f(727 " am),y1).
Thus in this case, every pair {xi,y:1} is resolved by f(s] ,/,ar) or f(m; 5=h a,/). Case 3: s 7é s{,/ and
r’ % r. Then dist(f(s Z,,, /), x1) = min (2 + |P(7, a.)| —|—€L1,2—|— |P(s7,a,)| + 1 + |Ph (i, j,am)| — €e,) =
min (2 + 10(n + 1) + £5,,40(n + 1) + 10X + 3 — £,,). dist(f(s] I a Do) = |P(s] I a N =Ly, = 20(n +
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1) + 10X — £y, if y1 # a,v and dist(f(s] ,,CLT) ap) = 2. dist(f(x3" a,),21) = min (2 + |P(xl, )| +
e, 2 4 |P(s?,a,) + 1 + |Ph(z Jrar)| = €)= min (2 4+10(n + 1) + €, 40(n + 1) + 10X + 3 = £5,).
dist(f(727", a ) 1) =2+ |P(s),am)| — by, = 20(n +1)+ 10N +2— Eyl For the pair {x, yl} which is not
resolved by f(s] o /), it satisfies that dist(f(s] ,,a,,) 1) = dist(f(s] ,,a,) 1) = dist(f(727 " ap),21) <

dist(f(m; 5=h a,),y1). Thus in this case, every pair {z;,y;} is resolved by f(si,/,ar) or f( f_h,arl). It
follows that every pair {z1,y;} is resolved by f"(i, ], a,), f(sZ,,an) or f(727" a,). In a similar way,
we can show that every vertex pair {ze,y1}, {zs3,y1} and {z4,y1} are resolved by S’. Also in a sim-

ilar way, we can show that every vertex pair {z1,ys}, {x2,ys3}, {zs3,ys} and {x4,y3} are resolved by
f(sz,/,cr/), f@3" e) or f'(i,j,¢,). For a pair {z1,y2}, dist(f"(i,4,a,),21) = €, if 71 # 7Th and
dist(f"(i, 4, ar), 7l) = 2. dist(f"(i, 4, a,),bp) = 2+ |P(x] G D+ [P(ag, vf)| + [P (b, v} )| + |P(s by )| —
ly,. There are three cases. Case 1 i =i and j = j. dist(f"(i,J,ar),y2) = min (|P"(i, j,ar)\ +
1+ £y, dist(f"(i, §,a,),b0) + |P(sh,bp)| = £,,) = min (20(n + 1) + 1 + £,,,55n + BX + 71 — £,,) >
dist(f"(i, 4, ar), 1) Thus in this case, every pair {z1,y2} is resolved by f"(i,j,a,). Case 2' i’ = i and
j # j'. Then dist(f" (4, j, ar),y2) = min (2+|P" (4, j, br')|+€y2 =1, dist( (7, 5, ar), by ) + | P(s] by | = 8y,) =
min (20(n 4 1) + 1 + £y,,55n + BX + 71 — £,,) if yo # s and dist(f"(i, 4, a,),s%,) = 3 + 20(n + 1).
Thus dist(f"(,4,a,),y2) > 20(n 4+ 1) + 2 > dist(f"(, j,a,«) 1). In this case, every pair {z1,ya} is re-
solved by [ jvar). Case 8 i # i, dist(f(i,d,,),5L) = mingeq o5 (2 + [P(et, )l + |P(s), )l

dist(f"(i, j, ar), y2) = min (dist(F"(i, 4, ar), 53) + by, dist(f (7, 5, a,),bp0) + [P(s], bpr)| = b)) > 20(n+1) >
dist(f" (i, j, ar),r1). Thus in this case, every pair {x1,%y2} is resolved by f"(i,j,a,). In a similar way, we
can show that every vertex pair {x2,y2}, {x3,y2} and {x4,y2} are resolved by S’. This completes the proof
for the lemma. O

Lemma 21. Every pair {z,y} € Uie[”] IT; x Uie[n] L; is resolved by S'.

Proof. First we show that every pair {z,y} € (P"(i,5,a,) U P"(i,j,b,) U P"(i,j,¢,) U P"(i,5,p>~")) x
P(gh, mid(P3~"(i,5',ph))) for i € [n], 4,7’ € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbi-
trary integers i € [n], 4,7’ € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}. Suppose that 2; € P"(i,,a,), x2 € P"(i,4,b,),
r3 € Ph(i,j,c,) and x4 € Ph(i,j}pf’*h). Suppose that y € P(q¢, mid(P3~"(i, ', pl))). For a vertex z,, for
w e {1,2, 3 L4}, let £, = dist(rl, z,). For a vertex y, let ¢, = dist(q/,y). Then dist(f"(i,J,a), 1) = ls,
if z; # 7P and dlst(fh(z Jyar), T ) = 2. dist(f"(i,4,a,),y) = dist(f"(i,5,b.),y) = dist(f"(i,5,¢.),y) =
dist(f(i,5,p27"),y) = 3 + £, For the pair {x1,y} that is not resolved by f"(i,,a,), dist(f"(i,4,b,),y) =
dist(f"(i,4,a,),y) = dist(fh(i,j,ar),xl) = dist(f"(i,4,b,), 1) — 2 < dist(f"(i, 5, b.),z1). Thus every pair
{x1,y} is resolved by f"(i,j,a,) or f"(i,5,b.). In a similar way, we can show that every vertex pair {xs,y},
{z3,y} and {x4,y} are resolved by S’.

Next We show that every pair {z,y} € P(qi ,mid(P" (i, j/ pf’ ")) x (Ph(i, §, a,)UP"(i, §, b, )UP" (i, 7, ¢, )U
P(i,5,p2~™)) for i € [n],5,§" € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary inte-
gers i € [n],7,7 € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1 2 , 3} Suppose that =1 € P"(i,j,a,), zo € P"(i,j,b,),
x3 € P(i,j,c.) x4 € P, j,p> ") and y € P(g} " mld(Ph(z 3, p57™))). For a vertex z,, for p € {1,2,3,4},
let £, = dlst(7rz ,x,). For a vertex y, let ¢, = dist(¢",y). Then dist(f"(i,j,a,),21) = by, if 21 # 7
and dlst(f (z g, a.),mh) = 2. dlst(fh(z j,ar) y) = dist(f"(i,7,b.),y) = dist(f*(i, 4, ¢ ),y) = min (2 +
(PRG, 7, 5] /2 + | Pq2, mid (PR (i, 752 M) — £y,2+ [P(rh a)| + [P(r2, an) [+ 1+ £,) = min (1+
40(n+1) —£,,3420(n+1)+£,). For the pair {z1, y} that is not resolved by f"(i, j, a,), dist(f"(i, j, b,),y) =
dist(f"(i, 4, a,),y) = dist(f"(i, j, a,.), 1) = dist(f"(i, 4, b.),x1) — 2 < dist(f"(4,4,b.),21). Thus every pair
{x1,y} is resolved by f"(i,j,a,) or f*(i,5,b.). In a similar way, we can show that every vertex pair {2, y}
and {z3,y} are resolved by S’. For the pair {z4, y}, there are two cases. Case 1: j' # j. In this case, the anal-
ysis 1s similar to that of {z1,y} above and every palr {z4,y} is resolved by f(i,7,p>~") or f(i, 4, a,). Case
2: j' =7. dlSt(fh(Z 4,057, x4) =Ly, if 24 ;é 7T and dist(f" (i, §,p}~ h),ﬂf) =2. dlSt(fh(Z 4,05 M), y) =
min (|PP(5, 7/, pE)1/2 + |P(g " mid(PM (i, 7', p5 )| — £,2 + |P(al a)| + P2 an)| + 1+ £,) =
min (40(n+1)—1—4,,3+ 20(n—|— 1)+4¢,). For the pair {x4,y} which is not resolved by fh(z 4,p27™), it sat-
isfies that dist(f" (i, j, p> "), x4) = dlSt(fh(Z 5,057, y) = 40(nd-1)—1—4, = £y, i.e. dist(f™(i, 5, h),x4) =

22



dist(f™(i, j, h),y) and 10(n + 1) < £,, < 20(n +1),20(n +1) — 1 < £, < 30(n + 1) — 1. For such pairs,
dist(f°(4,75,3—h,r),x4) = 24+30(n+1) =L, < 2420(n+1) < dist(f°(4,4,3—h,r),y) = 50(n+1)+1—4,.
Thus in this case, every pair {z4,y} is resolved by f"(i,7,p> ") or f¢(i,5,3 — h,7).

Finally we show that every pair {z,y} € (P"(i,j,a,) U P"(i,j,b.) U Ph(z jycr) U PR(i, g, pf ")y x
P(ql ,mid(P3=" (¢!, j',pk'))) for 4,4’ € [n],4,5' € [m],h,h’ € {1,2} and € {1,2,3} such that i # 7' is
resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i,i’ € [n],j,7' € [m],h,h’ € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} such that
1 # 1'. Suppose that a1 € Ph (i, j7ar) ch € P"(i,j,b.), x3 € P"(i,j,c,) and x4 € P"(i,5,p>""). Sup-
pose that y € P(qf’,_ , mid(P" ( ,j N ))) For a vertex x, for p € {1,2,3,4}, let £,, = dist(7}',z,,).
For a vertex y, let ¢, = dist(q}~ " 4). For the pair {z1,y}, dist(f"(i,j,a.),21) = by, if z; # 7P and
d1st(fh(z j,a.), ) = 2. dlst(fh(z j,a.),y) = min (2 + |P(xh ,ar)\ + |P(7rzh/',ar)| +1+4£y,2+ |P(rh a.)| +
|P(m ™" ar)| + |P3 MG 1/2 + [P(gl  mid(PE( 5 pl )| = £y) = min (34 20(n + 1) + 4,1+
60(n + 1) — £,) > 3 +20(n + 1) > dist(f"(i,4,a,),z1). Thus every pair {z1,y} is resolved by f(i,j,a,).
Similarly, we can show that every pair {2, y}, {z3,y} and {z4,y} are resolved by f"(i,,b.), f*(i, j,c.) and
G, 3, pf ") respectively. This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 22. Every pair {z,y} € U, e, i X Ui Si is resolved by S'.

Proof. We show that every pair {x,y} € (P"(i,j,a,)UP" (i, ,b,)UP" (i, j, ¢, )UP" (i, 5, p2 ")) x (P(z}, a, )U
P(ﬂ'ﬁ/,c,./)) for i,i' € [n],j € [m],h,h" € {1,2} and r,v" € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary
integers 4,1’ € [n],j € [m],h,h’ € {1,2} and r,r" € {1,2,3}. Suppose that =1 € P"(i,j,a,), z2 € P"(i,4,b,),
x3 € Ph(i,j,c,) and x4 € Ph(i,j,pg’*h). Suppose that y; € P(Wlh,l,aw) and yo € P(wih,/,crl). For a vertex
x, for p € {1,2,3,4}, let £,, = dist(wfﬂm#). For a vertex yi, let ¢, = dist(a,/,y1). For a vertex ya, let
ly, = dist(cyr,y2). Let |P(s], a)| = 20(n+1)+10A for some A € [n]. For a pair {z1,y1}, dist(f (s, an), y1) =
240y, dist(f(s],am), 1) = min (24 |P(xl, ap)|+ L, | P(s], ap)| =1+ |P"(i, §, a,)| — £, ) = min (2410(n+
1) 4Ly, 40(n+1)+10A—1—4,, ) if 7 = " and dist(f (s, an), 21) = min (2+|P (7}, ap)|+Ley, |P(s], ap)|+1+
|P"(i,,a,)| = £e,) = min (24+10(n+1)+£,,,40(n+1) +10A+1—£,,) > 2+10(n+1) > dist(f(sg,ar/)7y1)
if r # 1. It follows that dist(f(s?,aw),x1) > 2 4+ 10(n + 1) > dist(f(s?, am),p1). dist(f(s?,am), xl) =
dist(f(sg,ar/)7y1) only when x; = 7" and y; = 7rh, . If " #4or W # h, 0bv10usly the pair {7l 7} 1 s
resolved by (i, j,a,). Thus every pair {z1,y;} is resolved by f(si7 a,) or f(i,j,a,). In a similar way, we
can show that every vertex pair {z2,y1}, {x3, 51} and {z4,y1} are resolved by f(s?,a,) or f(i,4,a,). Also
in a similar way, we can show that every vertex pair {z1,y2}, {®2,¥2}, {23, y2} and {z4,y2} are resolved by
f(sl,c) or f(i,j,a,). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 23. Every pair {z,y} € Uie[n] IT; x Ure{1,2,3} R, is resolved by S’.

Proof We show that every pair {z,y} € (P"(i,j,a,)UP"(i,5,b,)UP" (i, j, ¢, )UP" (i, 5, p2 ")) x (P (uls, apr ) U
P(vi, a.) U P(ul,, ¢ )UP( vl cp)) for 4,1 € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2} and r,r" € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’.
We fix arbltrary integers 4,47’ € [n],j € [m],h € {1, 2} and r, 7" € {1,2,3}. Suppose that x; € ph (z ],ar)
Ty € Ph (z 4,br), x3 € P (4, j,cr) and x4 € P"(i,5,p2~"). Suppose that y; € P(u’,a,), yo € PV, a.),
21 € P(uly,cr) and 2y € P(vih,c). For a vertex x, for p € {1,2,3,4}, let ly, = dist(7!',x,). For a
vertex y, for v € {1 2}, let ¢, = dist(a,s,y,). For a Vertex zy for n € {1,2}, let £, = dist(c,,z,). Then
|P(u?), amr)| = |P(vE), am)| = 20(n+ 1) — 10¢" and |P(u 70,,cr | = |P(vh, )| = 20(n + 1) + 104", For a pair
{x1, 1}, dist(f7(i, 4, ar), 21) = £y, and dist(f"(i, §, a,), 7)) = 2. dist(f" (4, 4, ar),y1) = dist(f" (3,7, b.),91) =
dist(f(i, 4, ¢,),y1) = dist(f" (i, 4,p5 "), 1) = 2+ |P(xl,ap)| + £y, = 2+ 10(n + 1) + £,,. For the pair
{x1,91} that is not resolved by f"(i, , a,.), dist(f(i, 7, a,), z1) = dist(f*(i, j, ar),y1) = dist(f" (i, 4,b,),y1) =
dist(f" (i, j,b.), 1) — 2. Thus every pair {z1,y;} is resolved by f"(i,7,a,) or f*(i,j,b.). In a similar way,
we can show that every vertex pair {xﬂ,yy} for p € {1,2,3,4},u € {1,2} is resolved by S’. For a pair
{21, 21}, dist(f(i, 4, ar), 21) = £y, and dist(f"(i, j, ar), ) = 2. dist(fh(z' g, a.),z1) = dist(f"(i,4,b), 21) =
min (2 + |P(xl, cp)| + £2,,2 + |P(xl, ap)| 4 |P(ay, ull)| + |[Pcp,ull)| — 2 — £,,) = min (2 4 10(n 4 1) +
o, 50(n 4+ 1) — £,,) if |P(cpr,ull)| — L2, > 2. dist(f"(i, 4, ar), z1) = dist(f (4, 4,b,), 21) = 2+ |P(xl, ar)| +

23



|P(ap,ul))| + |P(cr,ull)| — €, if |P(cyr,uly)| — £, < 2. For the pair {z1,2} that is not resolved by
G, 7,a.), dist(f"(i, 4, ar), z1) = dist(f*(i, j, ar), z1) = dist(f"(i, 4, b,), z1) = dist(f" (4, j,b,), 1) — 2. Thus
every pair {xy, 21} is resolved by f"(i,7,a,) or f"(i,4,b,). In a similar way, we can show that every vertex
pair {z,, 2, } for p € {1,2,3,4},v € {1,2} is resolved by S’.

Then we show that every pair {z,y} € (P"(i,j, a,)UP"(i, j, b, )UP" (i, §, ¢, UP" (i, 7, p2~")) x (P(uZ, , by )U
P(vl,, b)) for i, € [n),j € [m],h € {1,2} and r,r" € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers
i,i' € [n],j € [m],h € {1,2} and 77" € {1,2,3}. Suppose that x; € P"(i, j,ar), xy € Ph(i,j,b,), 3 €
P"(i,j,¢,) and x4 € P"(i,5,p>™"). Suppose that wy € P(ul,,b,) and wy € P(v’, b.). For a vertex Zy
for p € {1,2,3,4}, let £,, = dist(r},z,,). For a vertex wl, for v € {1,2}, let £, = dist(byr,w,). Then
let |P(s),a,)] = 20(n 4+ 1) + 10 for some A € [n], |P( © b)) = 20(n + 1) — 5 —1 and |P(v%,by)| =
20(n 4 1) — 5i’ — 2. For a pair {z1,w}, dist(f*(ub,v%), wl) = dist(f2(u’, v%),wy) = 2 + \P(u 2y be)| —
Lo, - For the distance between f"( T/,,vfn/) and z; for n € {1,2}, there are two cases. Case 1@ A < 7.
dist(F o). 1) = st o)1) + 1 = min (1 |Plar )] + [P(stoan)] =1+ P gar)| =

by, 14+ |Play,u )|+\P(7TZ,aT)\+€$1)1fr—r dist(f!(u T,,vr) 1) = dist(f2(ul,, vl), xl)—l—l—mrn (1+
|P(ap,ul,)| + |P(s a )|+ 14+ |P"(i, 4, a.)| — Loy, 1+ |P(ar/,u D)+ ‘P(ﬂ'l )| 4+ lyy) if r # r’. In this case,
for the pair {z1,w;} which is not resolved by f1(u?,, v%,), dist(f2(ul,,vl,),z1) = dist(f(ul), v%), 21) — 1 <

s s Vps r” !
dist(f* (ul,, v, )—dlSt(fg( uly,vlh),y). Case 2: A > ', dist(f!(u T,,v,«/,)7 1) = dist(f2(uf), v%), 1) + 1 =
min (14 |P(cq,ul))| + |P(s?, ¢pr)| +1+|P"(i, 4, a,)] — €Z1,1+|P(aw,u )|+|P(7Tl,ar)|—|—£$1) In this case,
for the pair {xl,wl} which is not resolved by FHuds ot dist(f2(ul, i), 21) = dist(f(ul, v%), 21) — 1 <

dist(f(ul,,vl),y) = dist(f2(ul,v),y). In a similar way, we can show that every vertex pair {z,,,w,} for
we{1,2,3,4},v € {1,2} is resolved by S’. This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 24. Every pair {z,y} € Uie[n] L; x Uie[n] H; is resolved by S'.

Proof. First we show that every pair {z,y} € P(¢?, mid(P3~"(i,j, p}))) x (P(sg,', ar)U P(s{,/, ¢r)) for i,i’ €
[n], 4,5 € [m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i, € [n],7,j’ €
[m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}. Suppose that z € P(qgl, mid(P3~"(i, j, ph))) and y € P( z,,a,n). For a
vertex x € P(ql, mid(P3~"(i, j,pl))), let P(q ,z) be the subpath of P(q%*, mid(P3~ h(z 4,p))) from ¢ to =
and |P(gl,z)| = £,. For a vertex y € P(s] ,,ar) let P(a,,y) be the subpath of P(s ,,ar) from a, to y and
|P(ar,y)| = £y. Then dist(f(},ar),2) = min (|P(r]',ar)| + 1+ Lo, 2+ |P(w} ™", ap)| + [PP"(i, 4, p})| /2 +
|P(q£’,mid(PS*h(i,j,p?))ﬂffm) = min (10(n+1)+1+£z,50(n+1)+1f€z). dist(f(7} ™", a,), x) = min (2+
[Pl )+ 1+ 0, PR a) PP, ) /24 Pl mid (PG, )| = ) = min (10(-+1)+3+
l:,50(n+1)—1-1¢,). dlst(f( va,),y) = dist(f(73~" a,),y) = 2+¢,. For a pair {z,y} which is not resolved
by f(7!, a,), there are two cases. Case 1: dist(f(72~ ", a,),z) = dlst(f( 7 an),y) =10(n+1) + 1+ 4, =
2+ ¢,. In this case, dist(f(w} 3 ha),z) = 10(n+1) +3+0, > 244, = dist(f(wf’_h,a,.),y). Case 2:
drst(f( 570 ay), @) = dist(f(r " an),y) = 50(n 4 1) + 1 — £, = 2+ £,. In this case, dist(f(72 ", a,),z) =

3

50(n + 1) —1-tl, <244, = dlst(f( 371 a,),y). Tt follows that every pair {x,y} is resolved by f(7/,a,)
or f(r? 5 " a,). Similarly we can show that every pair of P(gh, mid(P3~"(i, 4,pl))) x P(sg,/, ¢r) is resolved
by f(rlser) or f(mi7" cr).

Then we show that every pair {z,y} € P(¢, mid(P3~"(i, j,pl))) x (P ( sl )\{s }) for i, € [n], 4,5 €
[m],h € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i,’ < [ l,3,5" € [m],h €
{1,2} and r € {1,2,3}. Suppose that x € P(¢!, mid(P3~"(i,,p?))) and y € P(S . )\{51/} We de-
fine ¢, and ¢, in a similar way to that of ¢, and Ey in the first paragraph. Suppose that s/, resolves
the pair {ujr, v} for some i, € [n], ie. |P(ap,ur)| = 20(n + 1) — 10i,. Then dist(f" (ujr v“),m) =

roour 7‘77‘

dist(f2(ulr,vir),x) + 1 = min (1 + |P(a,,ulr)| + |P(ala.)| + 1+ le, 1 + |P(ar, ulr)| + |P( ; ar)\ +

[P0 12+ [Pl mid (PP (i ol )] — ) = it (24+30(1+1) — 104+, 700 +1) = 107 — £,).
dist(f1 (ulr,vir), y) = dist(f2(u f:,vﬁ’), y) = 2—|—|P(br,vr )|+ ¢y =20(n+1) =56, +¢,. Thus for a vertex pair
{x,y} which is not resolved by f1(uir,vir), dist(f(uir,vir),z) = dist(f!(ulr,vir),y) = dist(f?(ulr,vir),y) >
dist(f?(ulr,vir), z). It follows that every pair {x,y} is resolved by f(uir,vir) or f2(uir,vir). This completes
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the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 25. Every pair {z,y} € U,cp, Li x U S; is resolved by S’.

i€[n]
Proof. We show that every pair {x,y} € P(gl, mid(P3~"(i,5,p!)) x (P(x,a,) U P(x]: ,cr)) for i,i’ €
[n],7 € [m],h,h" € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary integers i,i’ € [n],j €
[m],h,h' € {1,2} and r € {1,2,3}. Suppose that x € P(g?, mid(P3>*~"(i,7,p))) and y € P(Wﬁl,aT). For a
vertex x € P(ql, mid(P3~"(i, j,pl))), let P(q?, z) be the subpath of P(g? mid(P3~"(i,,p?))) from ¢? to =
and |P(q!, z)| = {,. For a vertex y € P(z!  a,), let P(a,,y) be the subpath of P(z!, a,) from a, to y and
|P(ay,y)| = £,. Then dist(f(s],a,),y) =2+, <2+10(n+1). dist(f(s!,a,),r) = min (2+|P(7}, a,)|+1+
ly, 2+ |P (3™ h sap)|+ P20, 4, P /2 + | P(gf, mid (P37 (i, j, pl*)))| =€) = min (10(n+ 1) + 34 £,,50(n +
1)+1—1£,) >3+10(n+1) > dist(f(s], a,),z). Thus every pa1r {z,y} is resolved by f(s],a,). Similarly we
can show that every pair of P(¢, mid(P3~"(i, j,pl))) x P(x,¢,) is resolved by f(s?, ¢,.). This completes
the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 26. Every pair {z,y} € U,c Li X Uyeq1,0,3 B is resolved by S'.

Proof. We show that every pair {z,y} € P(¢}, mid(P3~"(i,j,p"))) x (P(u,a,) U P(v} ,a,) U P(ul ,b.) U
P b)) U P, ¢,)UP®W!,¢,)) fori,i' € [n],j € [m],h e {1,2} and r € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix
arbitrary integers i,i’ € [n],j € [m],h € {1 2} andr € {1 2,3}. Suppose that x € P(gh ,mld(P3 ", 3,0M))),
y1 € P(ul,a,), yo € P(% a,), z1 € P(ul,b,), 2o € P(vl,b,), w1 € P(ul,¢,.), wy € P( ¢r). For a vertex
r € P(¢l, mid(P3~"(i,4,pl))), let P(qz, x) be the subpath of P(g! 7mld(P3 h(i, Js D; ))) from q" to x and
|P(¢}, z)| = £,. For a vertex y; € P(ul, ) let P(y1,u’ ) be the subpath of P(u’ aT) from y; to ul and
let |P(y1,ul)| = ¢,,. For a vertex y, € P(v}. ) let P(y2,v%) be the subpath of P(v? a,«) from y, to v}

and let |P(yz, vl )| = £,,. For a vertex z;, € P(ur ,b ) let P(z1,u’) be the subpath of P(u’,b,) from 21 to
ul and let |P(z1,ul)| = £,,. For a vertex z, € P(v! b r), let P(z2, vi) be the subpath of P( ,by) from
2z to vl and let |P(22,0%)] = ¢, = For a vertex wy € P( cr), let P(wl, u') be the subpath of P( cr)
from w; to ul. and let \P(wl, ul )| = ly,. For a vertex U)g € P(v:,cp), let P(wg7 v%) be the subpath of
PW ¢ ) from wy to vl and let |P(wq, vl )| = sz For a pair {x yl} dlst(f (ul' vl ), 1) = 1+ 4, if
y1 # ul and dist(f! (ur i), ul) = 2. dlst(f (ui', vi'), z) = min (1 + |P(ar7 )| + | Pl an)| + 14 £, 1 +
Par )+ P2 )P )| 24 P mid P51, v P~ ty) = min (2+30(n+1)—107 +
Ly, 70(n + 1) —10¢' —€,) > 14+20(n+ 1) — 10¢" > dist(f (u; i . Thus every pair {x,y;} is resolved by
FHul 7vr) Similarly, every pair {z,ys} is resolved by f (u ). For a pair {z, 2 }, dist(f2(ul,vl),z) =
dist(f! (ur,vr) z)—1. dist(f1(ul, vl ), z1) = dist (f2(ul Uy, ;') = 2+, . Thus for a pair {z, 21}that is not
resolved by f1(u? , v?), dist(f* (url,vrl), ) = dist(f*! (ur,vr) z1) —dlSt(fQ( ul vl z1) > dist(f2(ul vl ), x).
It follows that every pair {z,2} is resolved by f!(ul,v%) or f2(u’,v’). Similarly, every pair {z,z2}

T rEr

is resolved by f(ul,vl) or fg(u,,,vr). For a pair {z,w;}, dist(f(7l, ¢,),w) = dist(f(72 ", ¢,),w1) =
dist(f(s?,¢,),w1) = 24 |P(cp, ul )| — Loy, = 2420(n+1) +10i" — £y, . dlst(f( ,¢r),x) =min (|P(7t a,)| +
1+ 03,2 + | P, ap)] + [PPh(0, 4, p)]/2 + | P(ql, mid(P~" (i, j,p))| — £,) = min (10(n + 1) + 1 +
o, 50(n+1)+1—€,). dist(f(x} ™", ¢;),2) = min (2+|P(nl, a,)|+ 1+ L, |P(7r§—h,ar)|+|P3*h(i,j,p;l)|/2+
|P(gl, mid(P3~" (i, §,p)))| — £z) = min (10(n+1) 4+ 3+ £,,50(n +1) =1 —£,). dist(f(s),¢,),2) = min (2 +
|P(rftar)| + 1+ Loy 2+ [P(m) ™" ap) | + [P7 (6, 4, pl)| /2 + [P (gl mid (PP (i, . pf!)))| — ) = min (10(n +
1) + 3+ £,,50(n + 1) +1 — £,). For a pair {x,w;} which is not resolved by f(s?,¢,), either f(xl, ¢,) or
f(@3=h ¢,) resolves it. Thus every pair {z,w;} is resolved by f(s,¢,), f(xl,¢,) or f(x2~", ¢,). Similarly,

we can show that every pair {z,w,} is resolved by f(s7,¢,), f(xl ¢.) or f(x37" ¢,). ThlS completes the

proof for the lemma. O

o
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Lemma 27. Every pair {z,y} € U,cy Si X Usepy Hi is resolved by S’

Proof. We show that every pair {z,y} € (P(xl, a,)UP(zl, ¢0)) x (P(s],a,)UP(s],b )UP( 3 )) fori,i' €
[n],7 € [m],h € {1,2} and r,r" € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbltrary mtegers i,i € [ ] € [m ],h €
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{1,2} and r,7’ € {1,2,3}. Suppose that z; € P(x, a,), 23 € P(xl,¢), y1 € P(s),a,), yo € P(s),a,) and
y3 € P(sg7cr). For a vertex z1 € P(wl,a,/), let P(r}, 1) be the subpath of P(r%, a,s) from 7/ to x1 and
let |P(7h, 21)| = €,,. For a vertex xy € P(rl,¢,/), let P(nl, 22) be the subpath of P(w%, ¢,/) from 7 to
zo and let |P(nl, x9)| = £y,. For a vertex y; € P(s),a,), let P(s} y1) be the subpath of P(s/, a,), from s’
to y1 and let |P(s I )| = £,,. For a vertex yo € P(s),b,) \{sj}, let P(s),y2) be the subpath of P(s!,b,),
from s to yo and let |P(s Z,y2)| = {y,. For a vertex y; € P(s],¢,), let P(s],y3) be the subpath of P(s/, ¢,),
from s/ to y3 and let |P(s), y3)| = £,,. Let |P(s!,a,)| = 20(n + 1) + 10X for some X € [n]. For a vertex pair
{xl,yl} dlst(fh( '.jyar), 1) = 2+ L,,. For the distance between f"(i’,j,a,) and y, there are two cases.
Case 1: i’ = i. Then dist(f"(i’, j,a,),y1) = min (|P"(i ,],ar)| + 0y, — 1,2+ |P(nh, ar)|+ |P(s],a.)|—£y,) =
min (20(n+1) + 4, —1,30(n+ 1)+ 10A+2—¢,,) if y1 # s! and dlbt(fh( ' jyar),s)) =20(n+1) 4 1. Thus
dist(f" (i, 4,a,),y1) > 2+ IO(nqL 1) > dist(f" (¢, j,a,), z1). f*(i',j,a,) does not resolve {1,y1} only when
71 = ap and y; = a, with 7 # r’. The pair {a,/,a,} is resolved by f(7%, a,). Thus in this case, every pair
{z1,y1} is resolved by (', j4,a,) or f(xl,a.). Case 2: i’ # 4. Then dist(f"(¢',j,a,),s)) = minge 12,33 (2 +
[P(rh, ca) |+ P(s%, ca)). dist(f"(7,J, ar), 1) = min (dist(FA(7,  a,),57)+yy, 2+ [ P(eh, )|+ [P ap)] —
ly,) > 2+ 10(n + 1) > dist(f"(i, 4,a,),z1). f*(,j,a,) does not resolve {z1,y;} only when z; = a,» and
Y1 = a, with r # 7/.. The pair {a,, a, } is resolved by f(7, a,). It follows that every pair {z1, 41} is resolved
by f(i',j,a,) or f(wfi,ar ). In a similar way, we can show that every pair {z2,y1}, {x1,y3} and {z2,y3}
are resolved by S’. For a vertex pair {z1,y2}, dlSt(fh( ,Jybr),x1) = 2 4 £,,. For the distance between
f(#,4,b.) and yo, there are two cases. Case 1: ' = i. Then dist(f(i', 4,b,),y2) = min (|Ph( i, 4,b0)| +
by, = 1,2+ [P(nl',ar)| + | P(ar,v)] + [P(br, o) + [P(s],by)] = €y,) > 20(n + 1) > dist(f"(¢', 5,br), 21).
Case 2: i # . Then dist(f" (¥, j,b.), s]) = mlnde{123}(2+|P(7T/»Cd)|+|P(S ca)l). dist(f"(@',7,br), yo) =
min (dlSt(fh( 13sbr) 1) 4 Ly, 2+ [P(h, ap)| + [Plar, o) + [P(by, )| + |P(s],b,)| = £y,) > 20(n +1) >
dist(f"(#', 4, b,),71). Thus in both cases, every pair {xl, Yo} is resolved by f(i’,j,b,). In a similar way, we
can show that every pair {2, 2} is resolved by f"(i’,j,b,). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 28. Every pair {z,y} € U,c(y Si X U, eq1,2,3) Br 15 resolved by S'.

Proof We show that every pair {z,y} € (P(7l,a,) U P(xl, ¢.)) x (P(ur,7 N U P, ap) U P(ut,, b)) U
P(vl, b)) U P(uly,cp) U P(vi), ¢00)) for 4,7 € [n],h € {1,2} and r,r’ € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We
fix arbltrary integers i,7' € [n],j € [m],h € {1 2} and 7,7 € {1,2,3}. Suppose that x; € P(7r ar),
g € P(rh e, y1 € P(ui’,,a7 ), y2 € P(v" ,,a, ), 21 € P(ui/,,b,./), z9 € P(vi,,,b,./), wy, € P( ,,c, 1,
wy € P( v’ ¢r). For a vertex x1 € P(rl a,), let P(x!,x1) be the subpath of P(r! a,) from 7 to #; and
let |P(nl, 21)| = £y,. For a vertex zo € P(nl,c,), let P(r, 22) be the subpath of P(r!, ¢,) from 7! to xs
and let |P(7Tih,$2)| = ly,. Then dist(f"(i,7,a,),21) = 2+ £y, < 2+ 10(n+ 1) and dist(f"(4, 4, a,), z2) =
24+ l,, <2+ 10(n +1). dist(f"(4,4,a.),an) = dist(f"(i, 5, a,), cr) = 2+ 10(n + 1). dist(f"(i, 5, ar), b)) =
2+ |P(rl,am)| + |P(ap, v%)| + |P(byr,v%)| > 2 +10(n + 1). We see that any shortest path from f"(i, j, a,)
to a vertex of {y1,vs, 21,22, w1, ws} goes through a,/,b,s or ¢,,. Thus the distance from f"(i, 7, a,) to any
vertex of {y1,ya, 21, 22, w1, wa} is at least 2+ 10(n + 1) and the equality holds only when y; = yo = a,» or
wy = wy = ¢ Obviously f(7!, a,) resolves the pairs {a,,a,s} and {a,,c, } and f(7!, ¢, ) resolves the pairs
{cr,ar} and {c;, ¢} with 7 # 1. As a result, every vertex pair of U;c,,) Si X U,eq1,2,3) ftr is resolved by
(i, j,a.), (=t a,) or f(xl c.). This completes the proof for the lemma. O

Lemma 29. Every pair {z,y} € U,cp Hi X U, eq1,0,3) B is resolved by S'.

Proof. First we show that every pair {z,y} € P(sg,ar) X (P(u ,,ar AU P, am)UP(u T,,b AU P(vl,, b)) U
P(ul,, ¢, )U P(vl,, ¢)) for i,i' € [n],j € [m] and r,7’ € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’ We fix arbltrary in-
tegers i,7' € [n],h € {1,2},5 € [m] and r,7" € {1,2,3}. Suppose that x € P(s!,a,), 11 € P(ul,,a,),
Y2 € P(v; Vi ap), 21 € P(ub,by), zp € Pi,by), wy € Pul,cpm), wy € P(vi,¢s). For a vertex
x € P(s r)s let P(z,a,) be the subpath of P(s/, ar) from a, to z and let |P(z,a,)| = 6 For a vertex
y1 € P(ul,a,), let P(y1,u’,) be the subpath of P(ul,,a,/) from y; to ul, and let |P(yy,u’,)| = £,,. For a
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vertex yp € P(vi,,a,), let P(yg, v%,) be the subpath of P(vi,,a.) from ya to v%, and let |P(yq,vl)| =
ly,. For a vertex z; € P(ul, by), let P(zl7 u’,) be the subpath of P(ul,,b,) from 2z to u’, and let
|P(z1,ul,)| = £.,. For a vertex z, € P(v%, by), let P(zg, v%) be the subpath of P(vi,,by) from 2y to
v%, and let |P(22,v%)| = £.,. For a vertex w; € P(ul,,c.), let P(w1, “) be the subpath of P(ul,,cpr)
from w; to u’, and let |P(wy,ul,)| = £y,. For a vertex wy € P(v! ,,cr ", let P(wy,v%) be the subpath of
P(vl,, ¢r) from wy to vl and let |P(wg,vh)| = ly,. Then dist(f(s?,a,),z) = dist(f(7l, a,),z) — 2 = £,
if z # a, and dist(f(s?,a,),a,) = dist(f(7,a,),a,) = 2. For a vertex pair {z,y1}, there are two
cases. Case 1: r/ = r. dist(f(s),a,),y1) = dist(f(xl, a.),1) = 2 + |P(u; ul,,ap)| — £,,. For a vertex
pair {x,y;} that is not resolved by f(s?,a,), dist(f(s?,a,),z) = dist(f(s),a,),yn) = dist(f(x?,a,), yl)
dist(f (7!, a,), ). Thus in this case, every pair {z,y;} is resolved by f(s/, a,) or f(7r ar). Case 2: ' £
dist(f(s?,a,),y1) = dist(f (7, a,),v1) + 2 = 2+ |P(xl, a,)| + |P(xl, ar)| + |P(uls, ay)| — £y, . For a vertex
pair {z,y;} that is not resolved by f(s/,a,), dist(f(x?, a,),z) > dist(f(s],a,),z) = dist(f(s),a.),p1) >
dist(f (7!, a,),y1). Thus in this case, every pair {z,y:} is resolved by f(s?,a,) or f(x a,). Similarly,
every pair {x,yg} is resolved by f(s/,a,) or f( a,). For a vertex pair {z,z1}, there are two cases.
Case 1: 7' = r. dibt(f( J ar),zl) = dist(f (7}, a,),z1) = min (2 + |P(ul, )| + Lz, 2 + [P(uyy, )| +
|P(uy, b )|+ [ P(uy, by )| —£,). For a vertex pair {x, 21} that is not resolved by f (s, a,), dist(f(s?, a,),x) =
dist(f ( ar),21) = dlst( (7, a,),21) < dist(f(7?, a,.),x). Thus in this case, every pair {r, zl} is resolved
by f(sl,ar) or f(nl, a,.). Case 2: r' # r. dist(f(7}, a,), b, ) Ming e (2 + | P(s3, ar)| + | P(sf, )|) Then
st (7 ), 21) = i (1Pt a0)] 4 P )|+ 1P a0)] oy st a), ) 1P, )] —
l,,) > 30(n+1) > dist(f(n!,a,),2). Thus in this case, every pair {z, 21} is resolved by f(7rz r)- Slmllarly,
every pair {x, z2} is resolved by f(sz, a,) or f(ml, a,). For a vertex pair {z,w;}, there are two cases. Case 1:
o= dist(f(sg,ar),wl) = min (2+|P(u" )| =2+ Ly, , 2+ | P(xl ar)|+|P(7rZh,cT)|+|P(uﬁ/,cr)|—&Ul) if
Cw, > 2. dist(f (s, a), wl) =24 |P(ul )| A+ sy 3y < 2. dist(f (] ar) w) = min (2 + |P(u" ap)| —
2 + Ly, , | P(l ar)\—l—\P( cr)|+|P( )| = L) i Loy, >2 dlst(f( Lar),wy) = 2+ [Pl ap)| + Lo,
if £y, < 2. It follows that dlst(f( ar),wl) > dist(f(7!, a,),w1). For a pair {z, wl} that is not re-
solved by f(s,a,), dist(f(xl a.),z) > dist(f(s?,a,),2) = dlst(f(s{,ar),wl) > dist(f(rl sar),w). Thus
in this case, every pair {a:,wl} is resolved by f(s),a,) or f(nl,a,). Case 2: 1’ # r. dlst(f( ) wy) =
min (2 + [P(xla,)| + [P(r )| + [P(us, )] = 2+ €y, 2 + [P(sl )| + P )] + [Pludco)| -
ly,) if Ewl > 2. dist(f(s),a,),w1) = 2+ |P(xl a.)| + |P(xl,am)| + |P(ur,,ar )| + by, if éwl < 2
dist(f(t 7). 1) = min (P a0)] + [P(eba)] + [P(ufar)| + £y = 2 [P(atan)] + P(rtco)| +
[Pty €0 )| = Lusy) lfé'wl > 2. dist(f(n]', ar), wl) = |P(x}, ap)| + |P(n]', ar)| + | P(u 'r"7a”‘ )+ b, 1f£w1 <2
It follows that dist(f(s],a,), wy) > dlst(f( 7l a.),w;). For a pair {x,wl} that is not resolved by f(s/,a),
dist(f (70, a,), z) > dist(f(sf, a,),x) = dist(f (s, a,), wy) > dist(f (7}, a,),w1). Thus in this case, every pair
{z, w1} is resolved by f(s!,a,) or f(xl,a,). Slmllarly, every palr {z, wg} is resolved by f(s ) Or f( hla,).
Then we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s],¢.) x (P(uls,a,) U P(vi, am) U P(ul,, by ) U P(vi, b)) U
P(u! ,,cr ) U P(vi,, ¢.)) for i,i" € [n],j € [m] and 7’ € {1,2,3} is resolved by S'. We fix arbltrary inte-
gers i,i' € [n],h € {1,2},j € [m] and r,v" € {1,2 3} Suppose that T € P(sl,c), 11 € P(uls,a), y2 €
P(vl, ap), 21 € P(ul,,by), 2o € P(viy, b)), w1 € P(uls, ¢p), wy € P(vh, cp). WedeﬁneEm,ﬁul,&m,ﬁzl,ﬁﬁ,ﬁwl
and £y, in a similar way to that of £, ¢y, in the ﬁrst paragraph. Then dist(f(s?, ¢,),z) = dist(f (], ¢,), ) —
2 =14, if v # ¢, and dist(f(s],cr),¢;) = dlst(f( ,¢r),¢r) = 2. For a pair {z,y; }, there are two cases. Case
L 7 = . dist(F(s? e0).) = min 2+ P )| =2+, 2 [P 0) [ P(r )| + P 0)| = 6,)
if £,, > 2. dist(f(s] cr) Y1) = 2+|P(ul, e )|+£y1 if £, < 2. dist(f( cr),y1) = min (2+|P(u ©en)| —24
y17|P( CT)|+|P(7T aT)|+|P(ufﬂlaa7")‘ £y1) 1f€y1 2 2. dlSt(f( CT) yl) _2+|P( r?cr )|+€y1 lféyl <2
It follows that dist(f(s?,¢,),y1) > dist(f(x? ¢.),y1). For a pair {z,y1} that is not resolved by f(s/,¢,),
dist(f (7P, ¢,), ) > dist(f(s?, ¢,), @) = dist(f(s], ), p1) > dist(f(ﬂf,c,.),yl). Thus in this case, every pair
{z,y1} is resolved by f(s!, ¢,) or f( hoen). Case 20 1 # r. dist(f(s),¢r),p1) = dist(f(7l,¢), 1) +2 =
2+ |P(rh )| + | P(rl, ap)| + | P(uls, apr)| — £y, . It follows that dlst(f(sl,cr),yl) > dlst(f( 7l c.),y1). For
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a pair {z,y1} that is not resolved by f(s?,¢,), dist(f(xl, ¢,),x) > dist(f(s?,¢,), x) = dist(f(s?,¢r),p1) >
dist(f(7?, ¢,),y1). Thus in this case, every pair {z,y;} is resolved by f(s/,¢,) or f(zl,¢,). Similarly, every
pair {x,y} is resolved by f(s?,¢,) or f(x ¢.). For a pair {z, zl}, there are two cases. Case 1: 1’ = r.
Let sj be a vertex which rebolveb the pair {uT, v}, Then |P(s! ,¢)| + |P(sz*,b,.)| =40(n+1) —5n+ 1.
dlst(f( ,Cr)sbr) = 2+ |P( s] o) + | P(s s} ,by)| = 40(n + 1) — 5n + 3. dist(f( hle),z1) = min (2 +
|P(ui, cp0)| + Lo, dist(f(xl, ¢),by) + |P(ul b)) — £2,) > 20(n + 1) > dist(f (72, ¢,), ). Thus in this case,
every palr {z,z1} is resolved by f(7l c.). Case 2: v’ # r. dist(f(x} ),brl) = mingefm) (2 + |P( > o)+
P52, by )]). Then dist(F(x, ), 1) = min (P(rh )|+ P(rt, ) | 1P (ufo ) [+ Loy, dist (£ (1), o) +
|P(u?),by)| = £.,) > 20(n + 1) > dist(f(x ¢.),2). Thus in this case, every pair {z,z} is resolved by
f(zh.c ) Similarly, every pair {z, 2} is resolved by f(7%, c ) For a pair {z,w; }, there are two cases. Case
1o = r. dist(f(s),¢.),wr) = dist(f(xl, er),wy) = 2 + [P (u, ul,, ¢r)| = Ly, For a vertex pair {x,w;} that
is not resolved by f(s?, ¢,), dist(f(sg,cr), ) = dist(f(s],¢),w ) = dist(f (7l cr) wy) < dist(f(7l,c,.), x).
Thus in this case, every pair {x, w; } is resolved by f(sl ) or f(ml ¢,). Case 2: r # 7. dist(f(7l, c.),wy) =
min (|P( ser)| + Pl CW)|+|P(U:-IHCT )| =Ly, | P(m} CT)H“‘P(W ar )|+ |P(u ,,ar )|+, =2 )iffun > 2.
dist(f (7] cr) 1) = |P(7r e+ [P ap)| + |P(uf), ap)| + Ly, if Ly, < 2. Thus dist(f (7l ¢, ), w1) >
20(n + 1) > dist(f(7, ¢,.), z). Similarly, every pair {z, wa} is resolved by f(s ) OF f(ﬂ'h cr).

Finally we show that every pair {z,y} € P(s],b,) x (P(u,,a,/) U P(v%,, am) U P(ul,, by ) U P(v, b)) U
P(ui,,,c,. YU P(v! ,,c, 1)) for i,i" € [n],j € [m] and r,r’ € {1,2,3} is resolved by S’. We fix arbitrary inte-
gers 1,1 € [n], hG{l 2},5 € m ]andrr'e{l 3} SupposethathP(sg,b) y1 € P(uly,a.), ya €
P, ap), 2 € P(ul,,by), 2o € P(vly,by), w1 € P(ul,, c), wy € P(0h, ¢p0). We define €y, £y, , ly,, Lz, £y b,
and ¢,, in a similar way to that of ly, 0y, in the first paragraph. For a pair {z,y}, there are two
cases. Case 1: r = /. dist(f(7] ar) z) = min (2 + |P(s),a,)| + |P(s),b,)| = £e,2 + |P(ar,u?)| +
|P(br,ul)| + £z) > 20(n + 1). dlst(f( man),y1) = |Plar,ul)| — £, < 20(n 4 1). Thus in this case,
every pair {z,y1} is resolved by f(7l, a,). Slrmlarly7 every pair {z,y2} is resolved by f(7F a,). Case 2:
r# o dist(fH(ull, ol ) = 1 +€y1 if g1 # up and dist(f (u, vf0),up) = 20 dist(f (uf, vf), @) =
min (dist(f*(u’,v5), s7) + |[P(s?,b,)] — Co, dist(f(u ,,vr) r) + ly) > 20(n+ 1) > dist(f*(u?),v%), y1).
Thus in this case, every pair {x y1} is resolved by f1(uf,, v ﬁ/) Similarly, every pair {z,ys} is resolved
by f1 (uT,7 T/) For a pair {z,z}, there are two cases. Suppose that P( I b ) = 20(n + ) +5X+1
for some A\ € [n]. Case 1: r = 7. dist(f™4(i,j,h),z) = \Ph(z 4,05 )\/2 + 2+ |P(s],b,)| — by =
30(n+1)+5/\+3—€x. dist(f™ (i, j, h), z1) = min (2+|P" (3, §,p>~")|/2+|P(s! )|—|—|P(br,u =L, 1+
|P" (i, 4, p2 ") /24| P(x}, a,) |+ | P(an, 7n)|+€zl) min (50(n+1)+5 +2—"5¢’ EZ1,40(n+1)+1 10i'4-2.,).
dist(fe¢(i, §, h,r),2) = |P"(i, j,ar)|/2+1+|P( L bp)| =Ly = dist(f™(q, 5, h), x)—1. dist(f(i, j, h,7), 21) =
win (1+ PG . an)|/2 4+ [P(b)] [Pyl )| — ey 21 [P (3, G ay)] /2 4 | P a,)| + 1P (g, )|+ €2,
min (50(n+1)+5A+1—5¢ —Ezl ,40(n+1)+2—10i' +¢,,). For a Vertex pair {z, z1 } that is not resolved by
F, gy, dist(f, g, h), @) = dist(F7 G ), 21) = 14+ [P o= ") /2 + |P(7Tzh,ar)| + [P, )| +
Coy > dist(£°(i, j, hyr), ). I dist(£o0(i, 4, o), 21) = 1+ [P0, ap)| /2 + |P(s],b,)| + |P(br,uy )] = £y,
then obviously f€°(i, j, h, r) resolves this pair. Otherwise, dist(f“(i, j, h,r),21) = 40(n+1)+2—10i'+¢,, >
dist(f™(i, 4, h), z1) > dist(f¢(4, 4, h,7),x). It follows that every pair {z, 2} is resolved by f™¥(i,j, h)
or feec(i, Jh, ’I") Similarly, every pair {z, 22} is resolved by f™¥(i, j, h) or fe°¢(i, j, h,7). Case 2: r #0
dist (f1(ul,, v T) 21) =244, <20(n+1). dist(f'(u Tl,7v7;/) x) = min (dist(f!(u Tl,7vr) )+ |P(s],br)| —
O, dist(f1(ul ,,vr) b ) +0,) > 20(n + 1) > dist(f'(ul,v%), 21). Thus in this case, every pair {x,z} is
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resolved by f1(ul,,vl,). Slmllarly, every pair {z, 2} is resolved by f*(u’,,v%). For a pair {z,w,}, there are
two cases. Case 1: r =7/, dist(f (7], ¢;), by) = mingepn) (2+ [P(s5, )|+ [P (s8,b,)|) = 3+40(n+1) —5n >
30(n-+1). dist(f(n, ¢,), 2) = min (2+|P(5{,cr)|+\P(s{,br)| Emdist(f( h CT),br)wm). dist(f(s),¢,),2) =
min (|[P(s], er)| + [P(s],br)| = b, dist(f(x]', ;). br) + €). dist(f(n] er)wn) = dist(f(s], ) wy) = 2 +
|P(¢ryul))| = Ly, = 2+ 20(n 4 1) 4+ 10’ — £y, < 30(n 4 1). For a pair {z,w;} that is not resolved by
f(@l, e, dist(f(xl,¢.),z) = dist(f(xl, ¢,),wi) = 2+ |P(s),¢.)| + |P(s?,b,)| — £, = dist(f(s?,¢.),wr) >
dist(f(s?,¢,),2) = |P(s, ;)| + |P(s),b.)| — £,. Thus in this case, every pair {a,w,} is resolved by f (!, ¢,)
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or f(s!,c ) Case 2: r # 7', dlst(f (u r/7vr) 1) =1 —&—ﬁwl if wy # u’, and dist(f'(u?,, %), ul,) = 2.
dlSt( 1( 7"7 7‘) ) = min (dlSt(-f ( r”v'r )’ 'L) + |P( )| €Z7dlSt(f ( T”v'r') )+Z ) > 3O(n+ )
dist(f*(ul,,v%), w1). Thus i in thls case, every pair {z, wl} is resolved by f'(ul,,v%,). Similarly, every pair

{z,ws} is resolved by f! (u 7y Uy ) This completes the proof for the lemma. O
Lemma 30. For any vertexz vy € F, every vertex pair {z,y} € {vs} x V(G') \ {vs} is resolved by S’.

Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose that vy, ve,v. € F!(ul,v?) for some r € {1,2,3},i € [n], where
v, is the connecting vertex of F!(u',v%), v1, vy are the false twins and v; € S’. Then obviously every vertex
pair of {v1} x V(G’) \ {v1} is resolved by v1. Every vertex pair of {vg} x V(G") \ {v2} is resolved v; except
the vertex pair {v2,v.}. Let wy be an arbitrary vertex of "\ F'(uf,v!). Then there is a shortest path from
wy to ve going through v.. Thus dist(wy,ve) = dist(wys,v.) + 1 and {vs,v.} is resolved by w;. For any

vertex u € V(G') \ F!(ul,v!), dist(vy,u) > dist(v1,v.) = 1. Then the correctness of the lemma follows. [

With Lemmas [9} we show that every pair of distinct vertices of G’ is resolved by some vertex of S’.
It follows that Lemma [8]is true and this proves the completeness of the reduction.
Finally, with Lemmas [2] [6] [§] and [7] in hand, we can prove the correctness of Theorem
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