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Abstract

Let G = (V,E) be a simple graph. A dominating set of G is a subset D ⊆ V
such that every vertex not in D is adjacent to at least one vertex in D. The
cardinality of a smallest dominating set of G, denoted by γ(G), is the domination
number of G. A dominating set D is called co-even dominating set if the degree of
vertex v is even number for all v ∈ V −D. The cardinality of a smallest co-even
dominating set of G, denoted by γcoe(G), is the co-even domination number of G.
In this paper, we study the co-even domination number of some binary operations
on graphs.

Keywords: domination number, co-even dominating set, join, corona, Hajós sum

AMS Subj. Class.: 05C69, 05C76

1 Introduction

Let G = (V,E) be a simple graph with n vertices. Throughout this paper we consider
only simple graphs. A set D ⊆ V (G) is a dominating set if every vertex in V (G) −D
is adjacent to at least one vertex in D. The domination number γ(G) is the minimum
cardinality of a dominating set in G. There are various domination numbers in the
literature. For a detailed treatment of domination theory, the reader is referred to [4].

Recently, Shalaan et. all introduced the concept of co-even domination number
[6]. By their definition, a dominating set D is called a co-even dominating set if the
degree of vertex v is even number for all v ∈ V − D. The cardinality of a smallest
co-even dominating set of G, denoted by γcoe(G), is the co-even domination number of
G. They studied the co-even domination number of specific graphs such as path, cycle,
complete, complete bipartite, star, regular, and wheel graphs. Later, they studied the
co-even domination number of ladder, lollipop, butterfly, jellyfish, helm, corona, fan,
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and double fan graphs in [7]. Demirpolat et. all in [1], presented co-even domination
number of path related graphs as thorn graphs, thorn path, thorn rod, thorn ring, thorn
star, banana tree, coconut tree and binomial trees.

The join G = G1 +G2 of two graph G1 and G2 with disjoint vertex sets V1 and V2

and edge sets E1 and E2 is the graph union G1 ∪G2 together with all the edges joining
V1 and V2 [3].The corona G1 ◦ G2 is the graph arising from the disjoint union of G1

with |V1| copies of G2, by adding edges between the ith vertex of G1 and all vertices
of ith copy of G2 [3]. The corona G ◦K1, in particular, is the graph constructed from
a copy of G, where for each vertex v ∈ V (G), a new vertex v′ and a pendant edge vv′

are added. The neighbourhood corona G1 ⋆ G2 is the graph obtained by taking one
copy of G1 and |V1| copies of G2 and joining the neighbours of the ith vertex of G1 to
every vertex in the ith copy of G2 [2]. Let G and G′ be two undirected graphs, vw be
an edge of G, and xy be an edge of G′. Then the Hajós sum G′′ = G(vw) +H G′(xy),
forms a new graph that combines the two graphs by identifying vertices v and x into a
single vertex, removing the two edges vw and xy, and adding a new edge wy [5].

In the next Section, we study the co-even domination number of join and corona of
two graphs. In Section 3, we find some bounds for the neighbourhood corona of two
graphs. Finally, in Section 4, we find a sharp upper bound for the Hajós sum of two
graphs and propose a conjecture for the lower bound.

2 Co-even domination number of join and corona of two

graphs

In this section, we study the co-even domination number of join and corona two graphs.
First we state some known results.

Proposition 2.1 [6] Let G = (V,E) be a graph and D is a co-even dominating set.
Then,

(i) All vertices of odd or zero degrees belong to every co-even dominating set.

(ii) deg(v) ≥ 2, for all v ∈ V −D.

(iii) If G is r-regular graph, then

γcoe(G) =







n if r is odd,

γ(G) if r is even.

(iv) γ(G) ≤ γcoe(G).

Now we consider to join of two graphs:
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Theorem 2.2 Let G = (V (G), E(G)) and H = (V (H), E(H)) be two connected graphs,
EV (G) and OV (G) be the set of vertices with even degree and odd degree of G, respec-
tively. Then for G+H,

(i) If |V (G)| = 2n and |V (H)| = 2n′, for some n, n′ ∈ N, then if we have at least
one vertex with odd degree in both of graphs,

γcoe(G+H) =
∣

∣

∣
OV (G) ∪OV (H)

∣

∣

∣
,

otherwise, γcoe(G+H) ≤ 2.

(ii) If |V (G)| = 2n− 1 and |V (H)| = 2n′ − 1, for some n, n′ ∈ N, then if we have at
least one vertex with even degree in both of graphs,

γcoe(G+H) =
∣

∣

∣
EV (G) ∪ EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
,

otherwise, γcoe(G+H) ≤ 2.

(iii) If |V (G)| = 2n and |V (H)| = 2n′− 1, for some n, n′ ∈ N, then if we have at least
one vertex with even degree in G and at least one vertex with odd degree in H,

γcoe(G+H) =
∣

∣

∣
EV (G) ∪OV (H)

∣

∣

∣
,

otherwise, γcoe(G+H) ≤ 2.

Proof.

(i) Suppose that |V (G)| = 2n and |V (H)| = 2n′, for some n, n′ ∈ N and we have
at least one vertex with odd degree in both of graphs such as g ∈ V (G) and
h ∈ V (H). Then by definition of join of two graphs, the degree of g and h in
G + H is odd too. By Proposition 2.1, all vertices of odd degrees belong to
every co-even dominating set. It is easy to see that OV (G) ∪ OV (H) is a co-even
dominating set for G + H. Now suppose that G has only one vertex with odd
degree, g′ ∈ V (G), and all vertices in H have even degree. Then by letting our
dominating set as union of {g′} and one arbitrary vertex of H, we have a co-even
dominating set for G + H. In case that γcoe(G) = 1, then we can choose that
vertex for G+H too. So γcoe(G+H) ≤ 2, and therefore we have the result.

(ii) The proof is similar to part (i).

(iii) The proof is similar to part (i). �

Now we find the co-even domination number of the corona of two graphs.

Theorem 2.3 Let G = (V (G), E(G)) and H = (V (H), E(H)) be two connected graphs,
EV (G) and OV (G) be the set of vertices with even degree and odd degree of G, respec-
tively. Also H is not graph K1. Then for G ◦H,
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(i) If for every u ∈ V (H), d(u) = 2n− 1, for some n ∈ N, then

γcoe(G ◦H) =
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣
.

(ii) If there exists at least one vertex with even degree in H, then If |V (H)| = 2t, for
some t ∈ N, we have

γcoe(G ◦H) =
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
OV (G)

∣

∣

∣
,

otherwise,

γcoe(G ◦H) =
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣
.

Proof.

(i) Suppose that the degree of all vertices in H are odd. Then by the definition of
corona of two graphs, the degree of these vertices in G ◦H are even. Therefore

by considering our dominating set as V (G), we have γcoe(G ◦H) ≤
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣
. One

can easily check that we do not have a smaller size choice for our dominating set.
Therefore we have the result.

(ii) Suppose that the degree of some vertices in H are even. Then the degree of these
vertices in G ◦H are odd. By Proposition 2.1, we need all these vertices in our
dominating set. Every vertex in G is now dominated by at least one vertex in a
copy of H. Therefore the union of vertices with even degree of copies of H is a
subset of our co-even secure dominating set. Now, if |V (H)| = 2t, for some t ∈ N,
then the degree of an odd vertex in G will remain odd in G ◦ H and we need
these vertices in our dominating set too. Since we should put all vertices with
odd degree in our dominating set, then the mentioned set is a secure dominating
set with smallest size and

γcoe(G ◦H) =
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
OV (G)

∣

∣

∣
.

By the same argument, if |V (H)| = 2t′ − 1, for some t′ ∈ N, then

γcoe(G ◦H) =
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣
,

and therefore we have the result. �

In Theorem 2.3, we considered all cases except H = K1. Now we consider to this
special case.

Theorem 2.4 Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a connected graph and EV (G) be the set of
vertices with even degree of G. Then for G ◦K1,

γcoe(G ◦K1) =
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣
.
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Figure 1: Graph P4 ⋆ P3

Proof. Since every vertex in copies of K1 has odd degree in G ◦ K1, then all these
vertices should be in our dominating set. Now it is clear that this set of vertices is a
dominating set for G ◦K1. Every vertex with even degree in G is a vertex with odd
degree now, and we need these vertices in our dominating set too. So

γcoe(G ◦K1) =
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣
.

�

We end this section by an immediate result of Theorem 2.4.

Corollary 2.5 γcoe(Pn ◦K1) = 2n− 2 and γcoe(Cn ◦K1) = 2n.

3 Co-even domination number of the neighbourhood corona

of two graphs

In this section, we consider to the neighbourhood corona of two graphs. The neigh-
bourhood corona G1⋆G2 is the graph obtained by taking one copy of G1 and |V1| copies
of G2 and joining the neighbours of the ith vertex of G1 to every vertex in the ith copy
of G2. Figure 1 shows P4 ⋆ P3, where Pn is the path of order n. Now we propose an
upper and lower bound for co-even domination number of the neighbourhood corona
of two graphs. Also show that these bounds are sharp.

Theorem 3.1 Let G = (V (G), E(G)) and H = (V (H), E(H)) be two connected graphs,
EV (G) and OV (G) be the set of vertices with even degree and odd degree of G, respec-
tively. Then for G ⋆ H,

(i)

γcoe(G ⋆ H) ≥
∣

∣

∣
OV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
OV (H)

∣

∣

∣
.

(ii)

γcoe(G ⋆H) ≤
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
OV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
OV (H)

∣

∣

∣
.

Proof. Suppose that u is a vertex with odd degree and v is a vertex with even degree
in G. By the definition of G ⋆ H, the neighbours of each vertex of G are connected
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Figure 2: Graph P2 ⋆ K4

to every vertex in the corresponding copy of H. Therefore the vertices in copy of H
corresponding to u with odd degree change to a vertex with even one and the vertices
with even degree change to a vertex with odd one. Therefore, by Proposition 2.1, we
need all vertices in EV (H) corresponding to u in our co-even domination set. So for
all vertices with odd degree in G we have the same and the number of these vertices
is

∣

∣OV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣EV (H)

∣

∣. Also, the vertices in copy of H corresponding to v with odd degree
remain vertices with odd degree and the vertices with even degree remain vertices with
even degree. Therefore, we need all vertices in OV (H) corresponding to v in our co-even
domination set. Hence for all vertices with even degree in G we have the same and the
number of these vertices is

∣

∣EV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣OV (H)

∣

∣. So,

γcoe(G ⋆H) ≥
∣

∣

∣
OV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
OV (H)

∣

∣

∣
.

On the other hand, if we put all the vertices of G in the mentioned set, then one can
easily check that we have a co-even dominating set for G ⋆ H. Therefore,

γcoe(G ⋆ H) ≤
∣

∣

∣
V (G)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
OV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
EV (H)

∣

∣

∣
+

∣

∣

∣
EV (G)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
OV (H)

∣

∣

∣
,

and we have the result. �

Remark 3.2 The bounds in Theorem 3.1 are sharp. For the upper bound, it suffices
to consider G = P2 and H = K4. Then

∣

∣OV (G)

∣

∣ = 0,
∣

∣EV (G)

∣

∣ = 2,
∣

∣OV (H)

∣

∣ = 0,
∣

∣EV (H)

∣

∣ = 4 and
∣

∣V (G)
∣

∣ = 2. Therefore we have γcoe(P2 ⋆ K4) ≤ 2. As we see in
Figure 2, we have only two vertices with odd degree and those vertices are enough for
our dominating set too. So γcoe(P2 ⋆ K4) = 2 . For the lower bound, it suffices to
consider G = C3 and H = K4. Then

∣

∣OV (G)

∣

∣ = 3,
∣

∣EV (G)

∣

∣ = 0,
∣

∣OV (H)

∣

∣ = 0 and
∣

∣EV (H)

∣

∣ = 4. One can easily check that γcoe(C3 ⋆ K4) = 12.

4 Co-even domination number of the Hajós sum of two

graphs

In this section we consider to Hajós sum of two graphs. Given graphs G1 = (V1, E1)
and G2 = (V2, E2) with disjoint vertex sets, an edge x1y1 ∈ E1, and an edge x2y2 ∈ E2,
the Hajós sum G3 = G1(x1y1) +H G2(x2y2) is the graph obtained as follows: begin
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x1 x2

y1 y2 y1 y2

vH(x1x2)

b b

b b

b b

bb

b b

b b

b

bb

K4 C4 K4(x1y1) +H C4(x2y2)

Figure 3: Hajós construction of K4 and C4

with G′

3 = (V1 ∪ V2, E1 ∪ E2); then in G′

3 delete edges x1y1 and x2y2, identify vertices
x1 and x2 as vH(x1x2), and add edge y1y2. Now define G3 as the current G′

3. Figure
3 shows the Hajós sum of K4 and C4 with respect to x1y1 and x2y2. First we state a
sharp upper bound for Hajós sum of two graphs.

Theorem 4.1 Let G1 = (V1, E1) and G2 = (V2, E2) be two connected graphs with
disjoint vertex sets, x1y1 ∈ E1 and x2y2 ∈ E2. Then for Hajós sum

G3 = G1(x1y1) +H G2(x2y2),

we have:
γcoe(G3) ≤ γcoe(G1) + γcoe(G2) + 1.

Proof. Suppose that Dcoe(G1) and Dcoe(G2) be the co-even dominating sets of G1

and G2, respectively. We have 16 different cases for x1, y1, x2 and y2 regarding whether
they are in Dcoe(G1) and Dcoe(G2) or not. Note that the degree of vertices y1 and y2
will remain the same in G3 as their degree in G1 and G2, and the degree of vH(x1x2)
will be odd if only one of x1 or x2 be odd. We only consider some cases as follows and
the rest are similar:

(i) x1, y1 /∈ Dcoe(G1) and x2, y2 /∈ Dcoe(G2). Since the degree of vertices y1 and y2
is even (otherwise they should be in the co-even dominating set), and they will
remain even degree vertices in G3 by the definition of Hajós sum, and also the
vertex vH(x1x2) in G3 will remain even degree vertex in G3 too, then

Dcoe(G1) ∪Dcoe(G2)

is a co-even domination set for G3, and

γcoe(G3) ≤ γcoe(G1) + γcoe(G2).

(ii) x1, y1 ∈ Dcoe(G1) and x2, y2 ∈ Dcoe(G2). Then

(

Dcoe(G1)− {x1}
)

∪
(

Dcoe(G2)− {x2}
)

∪ {vH(x1x2)}

is a co-even dominating set for G3, and

γcoe(G3) ≤ γcoe(G1) + γcoe(G2)− 1.
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G1 G2 G3 = G1(x1y1) +H G2(x2y2)

y1 y2

vH(x1x2)

Figure 4: Graphs G1, G2 and their Hajós sum, respectively.

(iii) x1 ∈ Dcoe(G1), y1 /∈ Dcoe(G1) and x2, y2 /∈ Dcoe(G2). Now we consider to
Dcoe(G1) ∪ Dcoe(G2) and show that it might not be a co-even dominating set
for G3. By the definition of Hajós sum, y1 is adjacent to y2 and not adjacent to
vH(x1x2). If the only vertex in Dcoe(G1) be x1 and is adjacent to y1 in G1, then
there are no vertices in Dcoe(G1)∪Dcoe(G2) in G3 and adjacent to y1. Therefore
we need at least one more vertices which is adjacent to y1 in our dominating set
or y1 in our dominating set. One can easily check that

Dcoe(G1) ∪Dcoe(G2) ∪ {y2}

is a co-even dominating set for G3, and

γcoe(G3) ≤ γcoe(G1) + γcoe(G2) + 1.

(iv) x1 /∈ Dcoe(G1), y1 ∈ Dcoe(G1) and x2, y2 /∈ Dcoe(G2). Now

Dcoe(G1) ∪Dcoe(G2)

is a co-even dominating set for G3, because y2 /∈ Dcoe(G2) and whatever was
adjacent to x2 in Dcoe(G2), is now adjacent to vH(x1x2), and hence

γcoe(G3) ≤ γcoe(G1) + γcoe(G2).

As mentioned before, the other cases are similar and therefore we have the result. �

Remark 4.2 The upper bound in Theorem 4.1 is sharp. Consider to the graphs G1

and G2 in Figure 4. The set of black vertices in G1 and G2 are co-even dominating
sets for these graphs. Now for G3 = G1(x1y1) +H G2(x2y2), the set of black vertices is
a subset of co-even dominating set, because they have odd degrees. Now among white
vertices of G3, it is easy to see that we need at least three vertices to have a co-even
dominating set. Therefore, γcoe(G3) = γcoe(G1) + γcoe(G2) + 1.

In the last theorem, we have found an upper bound for Hajós sum of two graphs.
We believe that the following is a lower bound for that:
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Conjecture 4.3 Let G1 = (V1, E1) and G2 = (V2, E2) be two connected graphs with
disjoint vertex sets, x1y1 ∈ E1 and x2y2 ∈ E2. Then for Hajós sum

G3 = G1(x1y1) +H G2(x2y2),

we have:
γcoe(G3) ≥ γcoe(G1) + γcoe(G2)− 2.

Remark 4.4 If the Conjecture 4.3 be true, the lower bound for Hajós sum of two
graphs is sharp. It suffices to consider G1 and G2 as complete graph K4. Then for
every x1y1, x2y2 ∈ EK4

, we have γcoe
(

K4(x1y1) +H K4(x2y2)
)

= 6.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we obtained the co-even domination number of join and corona of two
graphs and presents some sharp lower and upper bounds for neighbourhood corona
and Hajós sum of two graphs Future topics of interest for future research include the
following suggestions:

(i) Proving Conjecture 4.3 or finding the correct lower bound for γcoe(G1(x1y1) +H

G2(x2y2)).

(ii) Finding co-even domination number of other binary operations of graphs such as
lexicographic product, strong product, tensor product, etc.

(iii) Finding co-even domination number of unary operations on graphs.
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