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ON THE AVERAGE ORDER OF A DOMINATING SET OF A FOREST

AYSEL EREY

ABsTRACT. We show that the average order of a dominating set of a forest graph G on
n vertices with no isolated vertices is at most 2n/3. Moreover, the equality is achieved if
and only if every non-leaf vertex of GG is a support vertex with one or two leaf neighbors.
Our result answers an open question of Beaton and Brown [4].

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article all graphs are finite, simple, loopless and undirected. Given a graph G, let
V(G) and E(G) be the vertex set and the edge set of G, respectively. The order of G is
|[V(G)| and the size of G is |[E(G)|. A vertex w is a neighbor of vertex v in G if v and v are
adjacent in G. The open neighborhood of v, Ng(v), consists of all neighbors of v in G, and the
closed neighborhood of v, Ng[v], is equal to Ng(v)U{v}. A vertex v of G is called an isolated
vertez of G if v has no neighbors in G. For a subset S of vertices of G, let G \ S denote the
subgraph induced by the vertices of V(G) \ S (if S = {v} is a singleton, we simply write
G\ v). If H is a subgraph of G, we write G \ H for the subgraph induced by V(G) \ V(H)
in G. Also, let G/u be the graph obtained from G by deleting the vertex u and adding
edges between all pairs of nonadjacent neighbors of u. The complete graph, empty graph
and star graph on n vertices are denoted by K,,, K, and K 1,n—1, respectively. A vertex of
degree one is called a leaf and an edge containing a leaf vertex is called a pendant edge. Let
L (u) denote the set of all leaf neighbors of a vertex w in G and Lg[u] = Lg(u) U {u}. We
say that u is a support vertex of G if u is adjacent to a leaf vertex v of G, and u is called
the support of vin G. An acyclic graph is callled a forest and an acyclic connected graph is
called a tree.

Average values of various graph invariants have been studied in the literature. In 1971,
Doyle and Graver [12] initiated the study of mean (average) distance in a graph which
received a considerable attention. They gave a formula for computing the mean distance of
trees, and determined extremal graphs with maximum or minimum mean distance among
connected graphs of a given order [I12]. Extremal problems for the mean distance were
also examined in certain other classes of graphs [18], [13]. Chung [7] showed that the
independence number is an upper bound the mean distance and Dankelmann [9] proved
upper bounds for it in terms of the so called k-packing number. Average eccentricty (a
distance related notion), was recently studied in [9]. Average order of a subtree of a graph
was introduced by Jamison [14] in 1983 and this invariant have been investigated by a
number of researchers, see, for example, [0l [16, 19, 20]. Moreover, the average connectivity

Date: November 12, 2021.
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 05C05, 05C31, 05C69.

Key words and phrases. dominating set, average order, forest.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.00600v1

2 AYSEL EREY

of a graph was considered in [5]. Most recently, Andriantiana et al. |2, 3] studied the average
sizes of independent sets and matchings. Lastly, The average distance [8] and the average
size of independent sets [11] were also studied in the context of random graphs.

Our focus in this paper will be on the average order of a dominating set of a graph. A
subset of vertices S is called a dominating set of G if every vertex in V(G)\ S is adjacent to
some vertex in S. Let D(G) denote the family of all dominating sets of G. Recently Beaton
and Brown [4] introduced the average order of a dominating set of G, denoted avd(G), which

is given by
> |S]

SeD(G)
= T

They showed that the complete graph K, uniquely minimizes the average order of a dom-
inating set among all graphs on n vertices [4]. It is trivial that avd(K,) = n > avd(G)
for every graph G on n vertices. So, the empty graph K, has the largest average order of
a dominating set among graphs on n vertices. What if we do not allow isolated vertices?
Which graphs have the largest average order of a dominating set among all graphs of order
n without isolated vertices? While this question was examined in [4], the question remained
unanswered in general. It was shown that avd(G) < %n for every graph G of order n without
isolated vertices [4]. However the factor 3/4 in the upper bound is not best possible, and
the evidence provided in [4] suggests that the constant 3/4 can be improved to a smaller
number. Indeed, the following conjecture was proposed.

Conjecture 1.1. [4] If G is a graph of order n with no isolated vertices, then avd(G) < %

Conjecture [LI was verified for all graphs up to 9 vertices, all graphs with minimum degree
at least 4, and all quasi-regularizable graphs (which include all graphs containing a perfect
matching or a hamiltonian cycle) [4]. Beaton and Brown [4] also studied such extremal
problems within the family of trees. They showed that for every tree graph G of order n
with G % Kl,n—la
n—1+2""2(n+1)

2n—1 + 1
and hence the star graph K7 ,_1 is the unique extremal graph with minimum average order
of a dominating set. On the other hand, the problem of determining extremal graphs
maximizing this parameter among trees remained as an open problem. In this article, we
settle this problem by proving the following:

an(G) > = an(Kl,n—l)

Theorem 1.2. If G is a tree of order n > 2, then avd(G) < 2?" Moreover, the equality holds
if and only if every non-leaf vertex of G is a support vertex with one or two leaf neighbors.

We actually prove Conjecture [Tl for forests, see our Theorem B.4] which immediately
implies Theorem
2. PRELIMINARIES

The domination number v(G) of a graph G is the cardinality of a minimum dominating set
of G. Let di(G) be the number of dominating sets of G with cardinality k. The domination
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polynomial of G, denoted by Dg(z), is given by

-y w)

k=v(G)

Observe that avd(G) is equal to the logarithmic derivative of Dg(z) evaluated at x = 1,
that is,

_ D)
avd(G) = ﬁ(l)

Let Hy,..., H. be the connected components of G. It is well known that

z) = [[ Dm ()
i=1

and moreover, it was observed in [4] that

avd(G) = Zavd(H)

Let V(G) = {v1,...,v,} and let G(U1 ,1)2 - ..,vfﬁ) be the graph obtained from G by
adding k; leaves to each vertex v; for i € {1,...,n}. For ky,...,k, > 0, it was observed in
[1] and [I7] that

DG(v/If1 ,UI;Z, ,vn H DKl kg

Thus, avd(G(vf*, 082, ... k) = 3 avd(K1 k). In particular, if G’ is obtained from G

1=
by adding one leaf to each of p vertices of G and two leaves to each of ¢ vertices of GG, where
[V(G)| =p+q, then

4 2 2
avd(G') = pavd(K11) + gavd (K ) = 3P +2¢ = §( = E\V(G')\.
Thus, we see that the extremal graphs mentioned in Theorem indeed achieve the given
upper bound.
We will also make use of the following recursive formula for the domination polynomials
of graphs containing vertices with nested closed neighborhoods.

2p + 3q)

Lemma 2.1. [15] Let u and v be two vertices of G such that Ng[v] C Ng[u]. Then,
D¢ (z) = 2Dg /() + Denu () + 2Dy N ) (7)-
In particular, if v is a leaf vertex and w is its neighbor, then
Da(z) = 2 [Dgu () + D fu,oy (2) + D Ng[u) ()] -

Lastly, observe that if H is a subgraph of a graph G, then Dy (1) < Dg(1) because the
function f : D(H) — D(G) defined by f(S) =S U (V(G)\ V(H)) is clearly one-to-one.
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3. MAIN RESuLT

In the proof of the following result, let di (G, u) (respectively di (G, u) denote the number
of dominating sets of G of order k which contain the vertex u (respectively do not contain
the vertex ). Clearly, di(G) = di(G,u) + di(G, ) for every vertex u.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a graph of order n and w be a support vertex of G with Lg(w) =
{v1,..., v} for some integer t > 1. Let also H = G\ Lg[w]. Suppose that every vertex u in
Ng(w) \ Lg(w) is a support vertex in G, and 3D’ (1) < 2(n —t —1)Dg(1). Then,

3D (1) < 2nD¢(1)
with equality if and only if ¢t € {1,2} and 3D% (1) =2(n —t — 1)Dpy(1).

Proof. Let S be a dominating set of G of order k. If vy ¢ S, then w must be in S, as v,
is a leaf. Since every vertex in Ng(w) \ Lg(w) is a support vertex of G, the vertex subset
SNV(H) must be a dominating set of H. Hence, if t = 1, then di(G,7;) = di—1(H). Also,
if t > 1, then SNV (H) is a dominating set of H on k — 1 — i vertices where i is the number
of vertices in S N {vy,...,v—1}. Therefore,

(G, 77) = Z<t_zl>dk 1-i(H)

1=0

where (6) = 1 for every integer r > 0. Similarly, one can check that the number of domi-
nating sets of G of order k which contain v; but not w is di_¢(H ), and the number of the
ones which contain both v; and w is Z?;l (t_il)dk_g_i(H). Hence,

di(G,vy) = di_( tz: (t B 1>dk 2 i(H).

=0
Since di(G) = di(G, v) + di.(G, v;), we have

dk(G):dk_t(HHf(t;l)dk_z i +t - (t_1>dk 1-i(H).
=0 i=0

2

We write the latter as a polynomial equation as follows:
Dg(z) = 2' Dy (z) + Z < > 24 2" Dy (2)
and differentiating Dg(x), we get
Dl (z) = ta' Dy (z)+ ' Dy (2 Z < > < i+ 2)z 4 (i + 1)z'] DH(x)—I—[xiJr2 + :EH_l] Dh(w))

We evaluate both D(G,z) and D'(G,z) at 2 = 1 and obtain that

Da(1) Z2<t_1> (1)
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and
D (1) =tDg(1) + Dy (1 Z( > (2 +3)Dg (1) + 2D (1)] .
Now we shall consider two cases:
Case 1: 1 <t < 2. In this case we calculate that
2nDg(1) —3Dg(1) = (2t + 1) [2(n — 1 — ¢) Dy (1) — 3D (1)] > 0.

So, 2nD¢(1) > 3D((1) holds with equality if and only if 2(n —t — 1) Dy (1) = 3D (1).
Case 2: t > 3. In this case we shall prove the strict inequality 3D (1) < 2nD¢(1). By the
assumption, we have 3D% (1) < 2(n —t — 1)Dg/(1) and so, it suffices to show that

tDg(1 +6Z< > 1) < 2Dy (1 +ti< >4n—6z 9Dy (1).
=0

Note that ( G ) = (tf_ll_l) First suppose that ¢ — 1 is odd. Then,

t—1 (t—2)/2
> (t;1> [4n—6i — 9 Dy(1) = Y ('71) [8n — 6t — 12| Dy (1)
=0 =0

7

> /212<tz,1> +(t§/2< . >2t—4)DH(1)

(t-2)/2
= > (t B 1) [8(n—t—1)+ (2t — 4)|Dp(1)
=0

=0 =0
A1 Q2 -
= 62( . )D’ )+ >2t— )Dr (1)
=0 L =0
t—1 ‘—
> 6 < ; >D}{( )+tDH( )
=0
Now suppose that ¢ — 1 is even. Then,
t—1 (t=3)/2
t—1 t—1 t—1
dn — 6i — 9] = 4dn — 3t — — 6t — 12
§<Z>[n 6i — 9] <(t_1)/2>[n 3 6]+; <Z,>[8n 6 ]
and

6:2;2 <t —Z 1> = 6(@’5__1)1/2) + (t:))O/Q 12 <t ; 1).

By the assumption that 3D’ (1) < 2(n —t —1)Dg (1), it is easy to see that

(t=3)/2 =32
12( Z, )D}{(l)
=0

w

<t —Z 1) [8n — 6t — 12] Dy (1) >
=0
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and
t—1
(t—1)/2

t—1

2Dp (1) + < (t—1)/2

>[4n—3t—6]DH(1) > 6< >D’H(1)+tDH(1).

O

Given a graph G with a specified vertex u € V(G), we write G(, 1) to denote the graph
obtained by gluing G' and Ky at the vertex u. That is, G(y 1) = Kx+1UG and K11 NG =
{u}.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a graph and u € V(G). Then, for every integer k > 1,

D (@) = (@ + D | Dgy, ) (@) + Dona(@)| = Denal@).

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. The statement is clear for £ = 1. Suppose that k > 2
and let V(G(yr)) \ V(G) = {v1,..., v} where the vertices v1,...,v; induce a k-clique in
G(u,r) and u is adjacent to each v; for 1 <4 < k. Since vy and vg_1 have the same closed
neighborhoods in G, 1), we obtain

Dg, ., (x) = DG, 4 /o (z) + Da, o \or () + xDG(u,k)\NG(u,k) o] ()
- xDG(u,kfl) (x) + DG(u,kﬂ) (x) + xDG\u(x)
- (.Z' + 1)DG(u,k71) (‘T) + ng\u(.Z')

= (@+1) |(@+ 1" (Dg(, @) + Dau(@) ) = Danu(@)] +2Deru(a)

= (@+ )" [ Dy, (#) + Day(@)| = Dovu(@).
]

Lemma 3.3. Let T be a tree with |V(T')| > 3 and u be a vertex of T'. Suppose that u is not
a support vertex of 7" and u has at most one neighbor in 7" which is not a support vertex in
T. Let G1 be the graph obtained from T by attaching a new leaf vertex v at u. Then,

(i) D, (1) < Dr(1) 4+ 3Dp\, (1),

(ii) Dg, (1) <5Dp\,(1) and

(iii) Dr(1) < 3Dpy,(1).
Proof. Given a graph G containing 7'\ u as a subgraph, let us first define Ag and Bg as
follows: Ag ={S: S € D(G) and SNV(T\u) € DT\ u)} and Bg = D(G) \ Ag. It is
clear that Dg(1) = |Ag| + |Bg|- By adding v, u or both, one can extend every dominating
set of 7'\ u to a dominating set of G in three different ways. So, we have |Ag,| = 3Dp\,(1).
If all neighbors of u in T are support vertices in 7', then B, = (), and the results in (i)
and (i) are clear as D¢, (1) = 3D\, (1) in this case. So, we may assume that u is adjacent
to exactly one non-support vertex in 7', say u'. Let T” be the component of 7'\ w which
contains v’ and let 7% = (T"\ u) \ T7”. Note that if S belongs to Bg,, then SNV (T*) is a
dominating set of T™ since every neighbor of v in 7™ is a support vertex of T'. Also, u must
be in S and S contains no vertex of Np[u']. Now, the function f : Bg, — D(T) defined by

) Sifv¢g S
J5) = {(S\{u,v})u{u’} ifvesS
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is one-to-one. Hence, |Bg,| < Dr(1) and the result in (i) follows. Let A(T” \ u’) be the
number of dominating sets of 7"\ v’ which do not contain any vertex from Ny (u’). Observe
that

1Ba, | = 2D (L)A(T" \ v') < 2D7+ (1) Dy (1) < 2D+ (1) Dy (1) = 2Dy, (1)

and therefore (ii) follows. Lastly, |[A7| < 2Dqp\,(1) because adding the vertex u into a
dominating set of 7'\ v may or may not yield a dominating set for 7. Moreover, if S € Br,
then u must be in S and S contains no vertex of Ny [u']. Now the function g : By — D(T\u)
defined by g(S) = (S\ u) U{u'} is one-to-one and therefore we obtain that [Br| < Dy, (1).
Thus, Dr(1) = |Ar| + |Br| < 3Dp\,(1) and (iii) is established. O

We are now ready to prove our main result.

Theorem 3.4. Let G be a forest on n vertices with no isolated vertices. Then, avd(G) < %"
and, moreover, equality holds if and only if every non-leaf vertex of GG is a support vertex
with one or two leaf neighbors.

Proof. We proceed by strong induction on the number of vertices. If n = 2, then G = Ky
and it is clear that avd(K3y) = 4/3. We may assume that n > 3. First suppose that G
is connected, that is G is a tree. Let G be a rooted tree and let v be a support vertex of
maximum distance from the root of G. Also let Lg(v) = {v1,...,v;} for some k > 1. If
V(G) = Lg[v], then G = K, and it easy to see that avd(K ) < 2|V(G)|/3 with equality
iff 1 <k < 2. So we may assume that V(G) # Lg[v]. Let T'= G\ Lg[v] and v € V(T)
be the parent of v in G. Note that Ng(v) = Lg(v) U {u}, as the chosen support vertex v
is of maximum distance from the root of G. If u is a support vertex in G, then the result
follows from Lemma [B] and the induction hypothesis. So we may assume that u has no
leaf neighbors in G. Since u is neither a leaf nor a support vertex of G, we have |V (T)| > 3.
Now we shall show that the strict inequality 3D¢, (1) < 2nDg(1) holds.

()Dg(x) = = [Dgu(®) + Dafom (@) + Dang ) (©)]

(2) = @ | Dy (@) + " Dr(@) + Dpu(@)]
(3) = @ [(@+ )" Dy, (@) + Dpy(@)] = Dpy (@) + 2" D) + Dy, ()]
(4) = z(z+ )" [Dov Loy (@) + Dy ()] + 2" Dr(2)

where (1) follows from Lemma 2T} (2) holds as G/v == T(, k), G\ {v, v} = K} UT and
G\ Ng[v] = T\ u; (3) follows from Lemma 3.2} and (4) follows since T(,, 1y = G\ Lg(v).
Let us write G; = G\ Lg(v), then

Di(a) = [(@+1 "+ (k= Da(e + 12| [Da, (2) + Dpyu ()]
ta(z + 1)k [D’Gl (z) + D'T\u(x)} + ka* L Dp(x) + 2* Dl ()
It follows that D¢ (1) = 2871 [D¢, (1) + D\, (1)] + Dp(1) and

Dg(1) = (k+1)2°72 [Dg, (1) + Dy, (1)] + 257 [D’Gl(l) + D’T\u(1)} + kDr(1) + Dip(1).



8 AYSEL EREY

It is not difficult to calculate that 2nD¢ (1) — 3Dg(1) is equal to

24-L2(n — k) Do, (1) = 3D, (1)] + 2571 [2(n — b — 2) Dy (1) = 3D, (1)
+[2(n — k= 1)Dr(1) = 3D7(1)]+257* [(k - 3)Dg, (1) + (k + 5) Dp\o (1)] = (k—2)Dr (1)

Each of the subgraphs T', G; and T \ u is a proper subforest of G without isolated
vertices. So, by the induction hypothesis, we have 3D7:(1) < 2(n—k —1)Dr(1), 3Dg, (1) <
2(n — k)Dg, (1) and 3DT\U( ) < 2(n —k — 2)Dp\,(1). Therefore, in order to show that
3D (1) < 2nDg(1) it suffices to prove only that

() (k —2)Dr(1) <2872 [(k = 3)Dg, (1) + (k + 5)Dpu(1)] -

Observe that 7'\ u has at most one connected component which is not a star graph because
v is of maximum distance from the root of G. So, the vertex u has at most one neighbor in T’
which is not a support vertex of T' and Lemma B3] applies here. If & = 1, the inequality (&)
is Dg, (1) < Dp(1) +3Dp\,(1) and this follows from Lemma B.3(i). If all neighbors of u in
T are support vertices in 7', then by the proof of Lemma [3.3]i), we have Dg, (1) = 3D\, (1)
and therefore strict inequality holds in (5] which implies 3D (1) < 2nDg(1). If w has a
neighbor in 7" which is not a support vertex of 7', then by the induction hypothesis the strict
inequality 3D7.(1) < 2(n — k — 1)Dp(1) holds and again we get 3D (1) < 2nDg(1). For
k > 2, we shall show that (&) holds strictly.

If k = 2, the strict inequality for (&) is Dg,(1) < 7Dp\,(1) and this follows from
Lemma B.3(ii). If & = 3, it is Dp(1) < 16Dp\, and this is verified by Lemma [B.3[iii).
If k > 4, we have (k — 2) < 2¥72(k — 3) and Dr(1) < Dg, (1) since T is a subgraph of Gj.
Thus, 3D(1) < 2nD¢g(1) is established for all k.

Lastly, suppose that G is a disconnected forest with connected components Hy,..., H.
where ¢ > 2. By the induction hypothesis, for each i we have avd(H;) < M with
equality iff every non—leaf Vertex of H; is a support vertex with one or two leaf neighbors.
Since avd(G) = Z avd(H;) < Z 2|V(Hl) = 2n/3, the proof is completed.

=1
]

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Every graph G without isolated vertices contains a spanning forest F' without isolated
vertices, and F' can be obtained from G by a succession of non-pendant edge removals. So it
would be interesting to investigate how avd(G) is effected by the removal of a non-pendant
edge. In particular we ask the following:

Question 4.1. In every graph G (which is not a disjoint union of stars or empty graphs)
does there exists a non-pendant edge e of G such that avd(G) < avd(G \ e)?

Observe that an affirmative answer to Question .1l would yield a proof of Conjecture [L.]
in general because of our Theorem 3.4 and the remark above. We also note that Beaton and
Brown [4] conjectured that in every non-empty graph G, there exists an edge e such that
avd(G) < avd(G \ e) and they verified this conjecture for graphs on up to 7 vertices. On
the other hand, they did not specify a certain property of such existing edge.
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