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DOMINATION POLYNOMIAL IS UNIMODAL FOR LARGE GRAPHS WITH A
UNIVERSAL VERTEX

SHENGTONG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. For a undirected simple graph G, let d;(G) be the number of i-element dominating vertex set
of G. The domination polynomial of the graph G is defined as

D(G,z) =Y di(G)z".
=1

Alikhani and Peng conjectured that D(G, z) is unimodal for any graph G. Answering a proposal of Beaton
and Brown, we show that D(G,z) is unimodal when G has at least 213 vertices and has a universal vertex,
which is a vertex adjacent to any other vertex of G. We further determine possible locations of the mode.

1. INTRODUCTION

All graphs considered are undirected and simple. Let G = (V| E) be a graph on n vertices. For a vertex set
S C V, we define the neighbor N(S) as the sets of vertices that are either in S or is adjacent to a vertex in
S. We say a vertex set S dominates a vertex set T if T C N(S5), and call S dominating if N(S) = V. Let
d;(G) be the number of i-element dominating vertex set of G. The domination polynomial of the graph
G is defined as

D(G,z) = Z di(G)z".
i=1

Our starting point is the following conjecture of Alikhani and Peng in [I]. Recall a polynomial f(x) =
i a;x' is unimodal if there exists a k € [0,n] such that a; < a; 41 for any i < k, and a; > a;; for any
i > k. We call the largest such k the mode of f(z).

Conjecture 1.1. For any graph G, the domination polynomial D(G,x) is unimodal.

This conjecture seems to be very difficult in general. See [2] for a survey of recent progress toward this

conjecture. The main motivation of our study is a proposal Beaton and Brown made in [4]. They considered

graphs with universal vertices, where a vertex v is called universal if N({v}) = V. Beaton and Brown

computed that all graphs with at most 10 vertices and at least one universal vertex have unimodal domination
n

polynomial, with mode either |Z] or L"T'HJ The proposal was considered by Burcroff and O’Brien in [5],

where they proved that a graph G on n vertices and m universal vertices satisfy d;(G) > d;+1(G) for any

. 1 1
1> §+2m+1 n.

In this paper we provide an affirmative answer to Beaton and Brown’s proposal, showing both unimodality

of the domination polynomial and where the mode is, provided that the number of vertices is sufficiently
large.

Theorem 1.2. For n > 23 if G is a graph on n vertices with at least one universal vertex, then D(G,x)
is unimodal. Furthermore, the mode of D(G,x) lies in the interval [n/2,n/2 4 logyn + 2.
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We also provide a construction showing the bound on the mode is tight up to a constant factor.

Theorem 1.3. Forn > 229, there exists a graph G on n vertices with at least one universal vertex such that

the mode of D(G, x) at least n/2 + 5 logy n.

The main tools we use are two novel theorems about the mode and concavity of the domination polynomial.
In [4, Lemma 3.1], Beaton and Brown defined the quantity rx(G) = di(G)/(}), and showed that if rj(G) >
(n—k)/(k+1) then the mode of D(G, ) is at most k. Our theorems strengthen this observation even when
there is no universal vertex.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be any graph on n vertices with h universal vertices. For any k € [n/2,n], if there
exists a positive integer o such that

dk(G)>2k+ﬁ'(”2'(n_Z_l>+a'(n;h»

then the sequence di(G),dk+1(G),- -+, is decreasing, so the mode of the domination polynomial of G is at
most k.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be any graph on n vertices with h universal vertices. For any k € [n/2,n/2+ /n/4],
if there exists a positive integer o such that

wier g () e ()

then we have 2dp41(G) > d¢(G) + dey2(G) for any € € [k,n/2+ \/n/4].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2l we prove our mode and concavity theorems, and in Section Bl
we establish our theorems about graphs with a universal vertex.

2. MODE AND CONCAVITY THEOREMS

Throughout this section, we fix a graph G = (V, E') on n vertices. For convenience, we abuse notation and let
N(S) denote the size of the neighbor of S, and let N(v) = N({v}) for each vertex v. For vertex set S C V,
let D(S) be the number of vertices v such that {v} dominates S, and let E} be the family of k-element
subsets of V' that dominates the vertex set V' — S but does not dominate any vertex in S. We also let E,f
denote the cardinality of this family. For example, Eg = dy(G) while EY =0 for any k > 0.

We first recall a handy lemma derived by Beaton and Brown.

Lemma 2.1 ([4], Section 3). For any k € [0,n — 1], we have
dk11(G)  di(G)

() ()

Our first new observation is the following lemma. The lemma is motivated by arguments in [3], though they
count from the “k + 1-side” while we count from the “k-side”.

Lemma 2.2. We have the identity

(k+1)(dis1(G) —de(G)) = Y EID(T) = (2k + 1 —n)di(G).
TCV, T#0
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Proof. We apply double counting to the set
H={UW):UcCW,|U|=k,|W|=k+1,W dominates V}.

On one hand, each dominating set W of size k + 1 corresponds to exactly k + 1 choices of (U, W) € H, so we
have |H| = (k + 1)dk+1(G). On the other hand, each k-element dominating U corresponds to n — k choices
of (U,W) € H by adding any vertex not in U to U. For S # () and any U € E, W = U U {v} € dj4+1(G)
if and only if v dominate S and v ¢ U. As U cannot contain any vertex that dominate S by definition, we
conclude that each U € EY corresponds to exactly D(S) pairs of (U, W) € H. Thus

(k+1)drs1(G) = [H| = (n - k)de(G) + > EI'D(T).
TCV, T#0

Rearranging gives the desired identity. 0
We now show Theorem [[.4

Proof of Theorem[I-j] First we show that di(G) > d+1(G). It suffices to upper bound
> E{D().
TCV, T#0

We split all possible T into two subsets. Let B be the set of vertices v € V with N(v) > . For v € B, let
T, be the family of nonempty vertex sets T' that contains v. Let Tg be the family of nonempty vertex sets
T that does not contain any vertex in B. Then

> E{DM<Y Y EIDT)+ > EIDT).

TCV,T#0 veEBTET, TeTo
For each v € B, we have
Y EIDT) <n > E{.
TeT, TeT,
The sum
> B
TeTy

counts the number of k-element vertex sets S that does not dominate v, so

S B = ("_,‘iv(w) < ("_Z_l).

TeT,

> Y B{D(T) <n? <”_:_1>.

veEBTET,
On the other hand, for each T' € Ty we have D(T) < «, and by definition any set not dominating 7" must
not contain any universal vertex. Therefore

ZE,{D(T)SQZE,’{ga-(";h)

TeTo TeTo

Therefore we have

We sum the two estimates to get

S EID(T) <n?- ("‘Z‘_l)m-(";h) < 2k +1—n)dp(G).

TCV, T#0
Thus Lemma 2.2 implies d(G) < di+1(G).

For any ¢ > k, we show d¢(G) > dy+1(G). Tt suffices to show that

S = )
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which is equivalent to

n—a—1 n—h
we) 1 (L) Y
(z) ~2+1-n (%) (%)

The left hand side is non-decreasing in ¢ by Lemma [21] while the right hand side is decreasing in ¢. As the

inequality holds for ¢ = k, it holds for any ¢ > k. 0

Now we turn to the concavity theorem, which is proved using another double counting argument. For vertex
sets T'C S C V,let D(S:T) be the number of vertices that dominates S — T but does not dominate any
vertex in T'.

Lemma 2.3. For any nonempty vertex set T', we have

(k+1)(Efy —EO) = > E;D(S:T)—(2k+1+N(T)-n)E[.
SCV,S2T

Proof. We apply double counting to the set H = {(U,W):U C W, |U| =k, W € E[l,,}. On one hand, each
W € Ej, | corresponds to exactly k + 1 choices of (U,W) € H, so we have |H| = (k + 1)dr41(G). On the
other hand, each U € E} corresponds to n — k — N(T') choices of (U, W) € H by adding any vertex not in
UUN(T) to U, where the union is disjoint as U € EF. For any S 2 T and any U € EY, W = UU{v} € EF
if and only if v dominates S — T and v ¢ U U N(T). As U cannot contain any vertex in the neighbor of S
by definition, we conclude that each U € E} corresponds to exactly D(S : T') pairs of (U, W) € H. Thus

(k+DEf, =|Hl=Mn-k-NT)E[+ Y  EDS:T).
SCV,S2T

Rearranging gives the desired identity. O

The lemma implies the following inequality.

Lemma 2.4. For any k € [n/2,n/2 + /n/4] we have

1
> ——di (G EZD'(S
“k+1 G k+1 SCVZS#) k

2dj11(G) — di(G) — dp+2(G)

where D'(S) is the cardinality of the set

{(u1,u2) : ur,uz € V,{u1},{us} does not dominate S but {u1,us2} does}.

Proof. By Lemma we have the identities

1
dit1(G) = di(G) = =7 > EID(T) - (2k+1-n)di(G) |,
TCV,T#0
1
di2(G) — di1(G) = T2 > ELD(T) = (2k+3—n)dii1(G)
TCV,T#D

Therefore we have

2dj1+1(G) — di12(G) — di(G)

(L > El'D(T) _ > EL,D()

k+1 TCV, T#0 k+2 TCV,T#0
2k+3—n 2k+1—n
(1) + (de—i-l(G) - ﬁdk((})) -
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By Lemma 2.7] we have
n—=k

k+1

dr+1(G) >

and since k € [n/2,n/2+ \/n/4], we also have
2k+3—n S 2k+2—-n

dk (G)7

k+2 — n—k
Therefore we conclude
2k+3—n 2k+1—-n 1
————dp11(G) — ——————di(G) > di(G).
g e () - () 2 g di(G)
It remains to estimate the first term in (IJ). We first note that
1 T L T
Z E.D(T) | - Z Ey, D(T)
k41 k+2
TCV, T#0 TCV,T#D
1
251 > (Ef - EL)D().

TCV, T#0

Now we apply Lemma 2.4] and obtain

Y (B~ EL4)D(T)

TCV,T#0
1
i > | @k+1+NT)-n)Ef - > EJD(S:T)|D(T)
TCV,T#) SCV,82T

- > | @k+1+N(S)—n)D(S)— Y. D(S:T)D(T) | E;.
SCV,S#0 TCS,T#D

Now fix any S C V. By definition of D(S : T') and D(T), the sum
> D(S:T)D(T)
TCS,T#0

is equal to the cardinality of the set

Hy ={(T,u1,u2) : T C S, T #0,{u1} dominates S — T but is not in the neighbor of T, {us} dominates T'}.

We note that T'= S\N(u1). Therefore the cardinality of H; is the same as the cardinality of

Hj = {(u1,u2) : uy is in the neighbor of S but does not dominate S, {u,u2} dominates S}.

We can partition Hy based on whether uy dominates S. If us dominates S, then u; can be any vertex in the
neighbor of S but not dominating S, so the number of such elements in Hy is (N(S) — D(S))D(S). On the
other hand, the number of elements with us not dominating S is D’(S) be definition. Therefore we get

> D(S:T)D(T) = D(S)N(S) — D(S)* + D'(S).
TCS,T#0

So we conclude that

> (Ei —Ei)D(T)

TCV, T#0
_ > s 1 s
T k41 Z ((2k +1—n)D(S) + D(S)* — D'(S)) E; Z_k—-l-l Z D'(S)E;,.
SCV,5£0 SCV 520

Combining the estimates on the two term of (Il) gives the desired result.

We are now ready to show our concavity theorem.
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Proof of Theorem[L.3 The proof is the same as the proof of Theorem [L4l We use the same definition of B,
T, and Ty as in the proof of Theorem [[L4l Then

—a-1
R LICETED - ST G
k
S€ET, SET,
For any S C 7o, recall that D’(S) is the cardinality of the set

{(u1,uz2) : ur,uz € V,{u1}, {uz} does not dominate S but {uy,uz} does}.

Fix any s; € S. Either u; or us must dominate s1. If u; dominate s1, then since N(s1) < «, there are at
most « choices of u;. Fixing up, there must be some sy € S not dominated by u1. So us must be chosen to
dominate s», so there are at most « choices of us given a choice for u;. Thus there are at most a2 choices
of (u1,us2) given that u; dominate s;. Symmetrically, there are at most a2 choices of (u1,us) given that us
dominate s1. So we conclude that D’(S) < 2a2. Therefore

—h
SDI(G) < 92 S o942, [T '
E E;D'(S) <2« E Ep <2a ( i )

SeTo SeTo

Combining the two estimates, we conclude that

Yo OED(S)<Y Y ED(S)+ Y EJD(S)<n’ (n_z_1> +202 - (n;h).

SCV,5#0 veV SCTy SCTo
By Lemma 2.4 we conclude that 2di11(G) > di(G) + dik42(G). Analogous to the proof of Theorem [I.4] for

any £ > k we have
1 3 (n—a—1 9 (n—"h
de(G) > 1 <n ( ¢ >—|—2a < ’ ))

so we have 2dy+1(G) > de(G) + des2(G) for any £ € [k,n/2 + /n/4]. O

3. GRAPHS WITH A UNIVERSAL VERTEX

We are now ready to establish our result on graphs with a universal vertex.

3.1. Proof of Theorem Let G = (V, E) be any graph on n > 2!3 vertices with a universal vertex v.
Then any vertex set containing v is a dominating set of GG, so we have

dy(G) > (Z:D

In [, Proposition 2.4], Beaton and Brown showed that d;(G) < d;+1(G) for any i < n/2, so the mode of
D(G,z) is at least n/2. In the other direction, we apply Theorem [ with k£ = [n/2 4 logyn]| + 1 and
a = |2logyn]. Then we have

3 e )< () )
a- (";h) <(2k—1—n)<n;1) <(2k—1—n)(Z:D.
mﬁ' (nQ- <”_:_1)+a-<”;h>) < (Zj) < di(G).

So Theorem [ implies d¢(G) > de+1(G) for any £ > [n/2+logyn] + 1. Thus the mode of D(G, ) is in the
interval [n/2,n/2 + log, n + 2].

and

Thus we have
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To finish the proof, we establish the unimodality of D(G,z). It suffices to show that for any ¢ € [n/2,n/2+
logy n + 2] we have 2dp11(G) > do(G) + de+2(G). We use Theorem [[H with k£ = [n/2] and o = |3log, n].

Then we have
n—a—1 n n n—1
270(71 -3 273
—h n—1 n—1 n—1
22 (" <202 < 181og2 k-1 .
“ ( k >—O‘ (k—1>—8°g2" pot1) <E=D(

So we conclude that
1 3 (n—a-1 9 (n—h n—1
. . . < i
T (n ( A >+2a ( i )><(k_1)_dk(G)

By Theorem [[F for any £ € [n/2,n/2+ +/n/4] we have 2d;11(G) > d¢(G) + dpi2(G). As /n/4 > logon+2,
we conclude that D(G, x) is unimodal.

and

3.2. Proof of Theorem We take any regular graph Gy = (Vo, Ep) on n — 1 vertices with degree
d = 2|log,(4n)/2| 42 and girth at least 5, then add a universal vertex u to form the graph G. By Lemma[2.4]
it suffices to show that for any k € [n/2,n/2 + 555 log, n] we have

> EI'D(T) - (2k+1—n)di(G) > 0.

TCVy, T#0
ae) < (7).

> EIDT) = Y B D({)).

TCV,T#0 veVy

On one hand, we have the trivial bound

On the other hand, note that

For any v € V), a k-element vertex subset of V does not dominant v if and only if it does not contain any
vertex in N (v), so the number of such sets is
n—d—1
i .

On the other hand, if a k-element vertex subset of V) does not dominate v and is not in EkT, then it must
not dominate another vertex w € Vp, so does not contain any vertex in N({v,w}). As G has girth at least
5, we have N({v,w}) > 2d. So the number of such sets is at most

> TN ()

we Vo, w#v

Thus we conclude that

. (n—Z—1) —(n—z)("_;d) 2(1_(n_2)2d+1)<n—z—1) Z%(n—zq)'

> ey = 1 (") s,

veVy

o

Therefore

Now we note that

(= 0) = () ()

We note that

n—k—d-1
—_— 2

1_4d
n—d 2 n
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n—d—1 n 1 n 1
> > R
k —\k/) 24+2 = \Lk/ 64n

Thus we obtain the desired inequality

(v} n—1 1 /n n
U;()Ek D({v}) > 5 -(d—i—l)-m—n(k)>(2k+1—n)<k>2(2k+1—n)dk(G).

We conclude that the graph G satisfies the conditions of Theorem

So we have

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The technique developed in Section [2] is useful for showing unimodality of the domination polynomial for
graphs with high degree vertices. However, it sheds no light to the case when the maximum degree of G is
small, for example when G is a cubic graph or a tree. New techniques might be needed to deal with such G.
A possible direction was suggested in [5], where the authors proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 4.1. For any tree T and a leaf v € V(T), if both D(T') and D(T\v) are unimodal, then their
modes are of distance at most 1.

It might also be interesting to get rid of the large size constraint n > 2'3 on the graph G.
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