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Abstract

Given a graph G and a function f : V(G) — N such that f(v;) > d(v;) for every
v; € V(G), where d(v;) is the degree of v;, the expanded-clique graph H of (G, f) exists
and is defined as follows: for every v; € V(G), there is a set V; C V(H) with f(v;) vertices
forming a clique, and dg(v;) vertices of V; have a neighbor outside V;, one in each V; such
that v; € N(v;). In this work, we present two characterizations of the expanded-clique
graphs. One of them leads to a linear-time algorithm of recognition. We show that given
an expanded-graph H, the domination number of H plus the 2-independence number of the
root G of H is equal to |V(G)|. We also show that the domination problem is NP-complete

for some subclasses of the expanded-clique graphs.

1 Introduction

We consider finite, simple and undirected graphs. The degree, the open and the closed neigh-
borhoods of a vertex v are denoted by d(v), N(v) and N[v], respectively. In this text, whenever
we refer a graph by G, we will denote its vertex by {v1,...,v,}. Given a function f : V(G) - N
such that f(v;) > d(v;) for every v; € V(QG), the expanded-clique graph H of (G, f) exists and
is defined as follows: for every v; € V(G), there is a set V; C V(H) with f(v;) vertices forming
a clique. For every v; € N(v;), there is a vertex v;; € V; and the edge v; jv;; in E(H). If

/
)

f(v;) —d(v;) = k; > 0, then V; has k; simplicial vertices, which are denoted by v/ ,...,v., . In
i,1 N
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this case, G is the root of H under the f-clique-expansion operation. The set V; will be refered
to as the expanded clique (associated with v;). Note that for every v € V;, d(v) € {|Vi| — 1, |Vi|}.
We say that H is a expanded-clique graph when H is the expanded-clique graph for some graph
G and function f. If f(v;) = k for some k € N, we can say that H is a k-expanded-clique graph.

In this work, we are interested in the complexity aspects of the recognition problem of the
expanded-clique graphs and of the domination problem on this class. We remark that the well-
studied inflated graphs [1, &, 10] form a subclass of the clique-expanded graphs, since a graph
H is inflated if it is the expanded-graph of a pair (G, f) satisfying f(v;) = d(v;).

Recall that D C V(G) is a dominating set of a graph G if every vertex of V(G) \ D

has a neighbor in D. The domination problem is a classic problem in graphs having many

relevant applications, such as in communication and computer networks [20] (especially playing
an important role as the backbone of the wireless design [3, 16]), influence analysis in social
medias [1], and topics regarding Internet of Robotic Things [17]. It can be stated as:

DOMINATING SET
Input: A graph G and a positive integer /.

Question: Is there a dominating set S C V(G) so that [S| < ¢7

Since this problem and some variations are NP-complete [2, 18], techniques based on heuristic
methods [14], approximation algorithms [15], and FPT-algorithms [9] have been used to deal
somehow with it.

The text is organized as follows. In Section 2, we show that the subdivided-line graph [7]
and the Sierpiniski graphs [12] are proper subclasses of expanded-clique graphs. We also show
that the expanded-clique graphs form a proper subclass of the line graph of bipartite graphs [(].
we present two characterizations of the expanded-clique graphs. One of them leads to a linear-
time algorithm of recognition. Section 3 deals with the domination problem. We show that this
problem is NP-complete for expanded-clique graphs restricted to planar line graphs of bipartite
graphs with a maximum degree 3 and for cubic line graphs of bipartite graphs. For A(G) < k,
we show that this problem is NP-complete for any fixed £ > 3. We also show that given an
expanded-graph H, the domination number of H plus the 2-independence number of the root
G of H is equal to |[V(G)|. As a consequence of this result, we derive lower and upper bounds
for the dominating number of expanded-clique graphs, which lead to the fact that a dominating
set of H can be easily found within the ratio (1 + 4(G)) of the minimum.

We conclude this section by presenting useful notation. Let G be a graph. The minimum
and maximum degrees of G are denoted by 6(G) and A(G), respectively. We say that G
is a cubic graph if G is 3-regular. We write K, for the complete graph with n vertices. A
graph having at least one plane representation without crossing edges is called planar graph.
A subgraph of G induced by V' is denoted by G[V']. A vertex v € V is a simplicial vertex
if Ng(v) induces a clique. For the case of V! C V., denote the closed neighborhood of V'
in G as Ng[V'] = {v € Ng[v'] : forallv' € V'}, and open neighborhood of V' in G as
Ng(V') = Ng[V']\ V. We write K,, for the complete bipartite graph, where stable sets



have respectivelt the size p and ¢, and all possible edges among them is in the graph. A claw is
a K13 graph. A diamond is an induced cycle Cy with one diagonal. An odd-hole is any induced
cycle C; where ¢ is an odd number greater than 4. A butterfly graph, also called hourglass
graph, is a graph with 5 vertices and 6 edges. It can be constructed by joining 2 copies of the

C3 with a common vertex.

2 Characterization and recognition

The subdivision of a graph F, S(F), is the replacement of every edge uv € E(F') for a new
vertex xy, and edges xy,u and z,v. The line graph of F, written L(F'), is the graph whose
vertex set is E(F") and in which two distinct vertices uv and xy are adjacent if and only if they
are adjacent in F', i.e., {u,v} N{x,y} # @. We say that L(S(F)) is a subdivided-line graph [7].
See an example in Figure 1. The subdivided-line graphs are also known in the literature as

inflated graphs [3].
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Figure 1: An example of a line graph of subdivision.

The Sierpinski graphs were introduced by Klavzar and Milutinovi¢ as a generalization of the
graph of the Tower of Hanoi problem [11]. Given integers p > 1 and g > 1, the Sierpiriski graph
S(p, q) has a vertex for each p-tuple that can be formed from {1,...,¢} and, for two distinct
vertices u = (u1,ug,...,upy) and w = (w1, ws,...,wp), uw € E(S(p,q)) if and only if there
exists an h € {1,...,p} such that

I ug=wg fort € {1,...,h — 1},
2. up # wp;
3. uy = wy, and wy = uy, for t € {h+ 1,p}.

In Figure 2, we show examples of S(1,3), S(2,3), and S(3,3).
Observe that a subdivided-line graph has no simplicial vertices, whereas the number of
simplicial vertices of a Sierpinski graph is ¢, which means that they are disjoint graph classes.

In the next result, we show that both are proper subclasses of the expanded-clique graphs.

Proposition 2.1. If H is a subdivided-line graph or a Sierpinski graph, then H is expanded-

clique.

Proof. For both cases, we need to find a root G and its corresponding f. Let H be a subdivided-
line graph. Since H = L(S(G)), we can take G as the root and f(v;) = d(v;) for every v; € V(G).
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Figure 2: Examples of Sierpinski graphs.

Now, let H be a Sierpinski graph S(p,q). For p = 1, we have V(G) = {v1} and f(v1) = gq.
Forp>1,let G=S(p—1,q) and f(v;) = q for every v; € V(G). The expanded-clique graph of
(G, f) has ¢|V(G)| vertices and this is the number of vertices of S(p, q¢) because for any (p — 1)-
tuple that can be formed with ¢ elements, we can form ¢ tuples by adding one coordinate. The
definition of Sierpiniski graph and the definition of expanded-clique graphs imply that these
q vertices form a clique. Denote such clique by V;. Let v; € V(S(p — 1,¢q)). We can write
v; = (u1,...,up—1). Note that d(v;) € {g —1,¢q}. We know that every vertex of S(p,q) and
every vertex of a g-expanded-clique graph has also degree ¢ — 1 or ¢. If d(v;) = ¢, then since
p > 2, the definition implies that there are two coordinates of v; that are different. Then, for
every v; € N(v;), there is a vertex in V; and a vertex in Vj that are adjacent in S(p,q). If
d(v;) = ¢ — 1, then all coordinates of v; are equal. Then for every v; € N(v;), there is a vertex
in V; and a vertex in V; that are adjacent in S(p, q). Since these edges coincide with the edges
of the definition of expanded-clique graphs, we conclude that H = S(p, q) is an expanded-clique
graph. O

Before showing that the line graphs of bipartite graphs form a superclass of the expanded-

clique graphs, we recall an useful result.

Proposition 2.2. [6] A graph is a line graph of bipartite graph if and only if it is (claw, dia-
mond, odd-hole)-free.

Theorem 2.3. If H is expanded-clique, then H is a line graph of bipartite graph.

proof. Let H be an expanded-clique graph. By Proposition 2.2, it suffices to show that H is
(claw, diamond, odd-hole)-free. By the definition of expanded-clique graph, for every v € V(H),
either Ny (v) is a clique or there is u € Ny (v) such that Ny (v) \ {u} is a clique and u has
no neighbors in Ny (v). Since a claw and a diamond have vertices not satisfying this property,
we conclude that H is (claw, diamond)-free. Now, let Cy = uguy ... uq be a cycle of H where
ug = uq and g > 3, and let G be a root of H. The definition of expanded-clique graph implies
that for every i € {1,...,q — 1}, either w;—1,u; € Vj or w;,ujt1 € Vj, but there are no three
vertices of C; contained in a same V. Therefore, ¢ is even, which means that H is odd-hole-
free. O

For k > 3, a sequence of vertices uy,...,u; of a graph F' is a chain if uyu;41 € E(F) for
ie{l,....,k—1}, d(u;) = 2 fori € {2,...,k — 1} and is maximal with these properties. We



say that a chain is bad if k is odd, d(u1) > 3 and d(u) > 3. If a chain is not bad, then it is
good. We say that a vertex v € V(F) is 1-simplicial if there is v € N(v) such that N(v) \ {u}

is a clique and u has no neighbors in N(v).

Theorem 2.4. A connected graph H that is not a cycle is expanded-clique if and only if every

chain of H is good and every vertex of V(H) is either simplicial or 1-simplicial.

Proof. We begin by considering the case where H is a path. Since, in this case, every vertex of
H is simplicial or 1-simplicial and H does not have bad chains, we have to show a pair (G, f)
such that G is the root of H under ther f-expanded-clique operation. It is easy to see that for
k> 2, P% is a root for P if k is even, while P(%] is a root for P if k is odd. From now on, we
can assume that H is neither a cycle nor a path.

For the necessity, consider that H is the expanded-clique of a pair (G, f). First, suppose by
contradiction that uy,...,u is a bad chain of H. Since H is neither a cycle nor a path, we can
assume that the neighbor w of u; has degree at least 3. Therefore, w and u; belong to different
expanded cliques of H. Furthermore, the expanded clique containing u; also contains us and
no more vertices. Then, {v;,v;11} is an expanded clique for every i < k such that ¢ is odd. If
k is odd, then d(vg) = 2 and vi does not belong to any expanded clique, which is not possible.
Therefore, any chain of H is good.

Now, suppose by contradiction that there is v € V(H) such that N(v) is not simplicial
neither 1-simplicial. Note that d(v) > 3. Then, there are u,w € N(v) such that uw ¢ E(H)
and let z € Ng(v) \ {u,w}. If u,w € Ng(z), then H has a diamond, which is not possible
by Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 2.3. Then, without loss of generality, we can assume that
ur ¢ E(H). If xw ¢ E(H), then H has a claw, which is also not possible. Then, the subgraph
of H induced by N(v) has exactly two connected components C; and Cy each one being a
complete graph such that |V(C;)| > 2 for ¢ € {1,2}. Without loss of generality, we can assume
that the expanded clique containing v is contained in V' (C7). Now, we reach a contradiction
because v has at least 2 neighbors outside C; while the definition of expanded-clique graph
guarantees that each vertex has at most one neighbor outside the expanded clique containing
it.

For the sufficiency, consider that every chain of H is good and for every v € V(H), either
v is a simplicial or an 1-simplicial vertex. We will construct a graph G and a function f such
that H is the expanded-clique graph of (G, f). In order to do this, we define S(v) for every
v e V(H) as follows.

First, consider the vertices v with degree at least 3 in any order. If v is a simplicial vertex,
then set S(v) = N(v); otherwise, let u € N(v) such that N(v) \ {u} is a clique and u has
no neighbors in N(v) and set S(v) = Nw) \ {u}. For the vertices v with degree 2, we choose
first the ones having a neighbor w such that S(w) has already been defined. Denote by u the
neighbor of v different of w. Then, define S(v) = {v,u} and S(u) = {v,u}. Finally, for the
pendant vertices v, define S(v) = {v}. The assumptions on H guarantees that S(v) will be
defined for every vertex v € V(H).

Now, consider any ordering v1,...,v, of V(H). Then, for i from 1 to p, add to G a vertex



vi if S(vi) # S(vy) for every j € [i — 1] and set f(v;) = [S(v;)|. Finally, add to G the edge vjv’
if there is an edge joining some vertex of S(v;) to some vertex of S(v;). Noting that S(v;) is
a clique for every v; € V(H) and that every vertex of S(v;) has at most one neighbor outside
S(v;), we conclude that H is the expanded-clique graph of (G, f). O

Proposition 2.5. If H is an expanded-clique graph, then H is Cy-free.

Proof. Let H be the expanded-clique graph of a pair (G, f). Suppose by contradiction that H
contains an induced C}y formed by the vertices u1, us, us and uy and the edges ujus, usus, usuy
and uqu;. By the definition, the expanded cliques of H form a partition of V(H). Consider the
expanded clique K containing u;. We also know that u; has at most one neighbor outside K.
Without loss of generality, we can assume that us € K7 and that uy belongs to an expanded
clique K> different of K7. The same reasoning implies that ug € K. With these facts, we
conclude that there are two edges in G joining the vertices v;,v; € V(G) associated with K

and Ko, which contradicts the assumption that G is a simple graph. O

The proof of Theorem 2.4 implies that one can recognize whether a graph is expanded-clique

in linear time, since the cycles are covered by Propositions 2.5 and 2.2 and Theorem 2.3.
Corollary 2.6. One can recognize an expanded-clique graph in O(n + m) steps.
Next, we present another characterization of expanded-clique graphs.

Corollary 2.7. A graph is expanded-clique if and only if it is (bad chain, butterfly, claw, Cy,
diamond, odd-hole)-free.

Proof. Let H be an expanded-clique graph. Due to Theorem 2.3, we know that H is a line graph
of a bipartite graph. Then, Proposition 2.2 implies that H is (claw, diamond, odd-hole)-free.
By Theorem 2.4, H is bad chain free. Since a butterfly has a vertex that is neither simplicial nor
1-simplicial, Theorem 2.4 also implies that H is butterfly free. Since Proposition 2.5 guarantees
that H is Cy free, H is (bad chain, butterfly, claw, Cy, diamond, odd-hole)-free.

Conversely, let H be a graph that is (bad chain, butterfly, claw, Cy, diamond, odd-hole)-
free. If H is a cycle Cf, then k is even greater then 4. It is clear that Coy for k' > 3 is an
expanded-clique graph. Then, consider that H is not a cycle. Assume by contradiction that
H is not an expanded-clique graph. As H does not contain no bad chains, by Theorem 2.4, H
contains some vertex v that is neither simplicial nor 1-simplicial. Thus, we can choose vertices
u1,uz,us in N(v) such that wjug & E(H). If {u1, ug,us} is an independent set, we have a claw
and it is a contradiction. If there is only one edge among the vertices of {u1, ua, us}, then v has
a forth neighbor that may create a claw, a diamond or a butterfly, which is also not possible.

If there edges ujusg and uousg exist, we have a contradiction since they yield a diamond. ]

3 The domination problem

In this section, we consider the DOMINATING SET problem on expanded-clique graphs. Given a
graph G, denote by v(G) the size of a minimum dominating set of G. The edge version of the



domination problem can be stated as follows.

EDGE DOMINATING SET
Input: A graph G and a positive integer /.

Question: Is there a set E/ C E(G) so that |E’| < £ and every edge of E(G)\ E’ is adjacent to
some edge of E'?

It is known that the EDGE DOMINATING SET problem is NP-complete for bipartite graphs
with maximum degree 3 [19], which means that DOMINATING SET is NP-complete for graphs
with maximum degree 4 that are line graphs of bipartite graphs. It is also known that the
DOMINATING SET problem is NP-complete for planar graphs with maximum degree 3 [5]. Up to
our best knowledge, for no proper subclass of these two classes, the DOMINATING SET problem
is known to be NP-complete. Due to Theorem 2.3, the next result presents a proper subclass of

the intersection of these two classes for which the DOMINATING SET problem is NP-complete.

Theorem 3.1. DOMINATING SET is NP-complete for 3-expanded-clique graphs even for planar

graphs with maximum degree 3.

proof. Since DOMINATING SET belongs to NP for general graphs, that condition holds for our
particular case. For the reduction, we use the DOMINATING SET problem restricted to planar
graphs with maximum degree 3 since it is NP-complete [5]. Let (G, ¥¢) be an instance of DoMI-
NATING SET where G is planar with maximum degree 3 and let G’ be the 3-expanded-clique of
G. We construct an instance (H, ¢') of DOMINATING SET where H is a 3-expanded-clique graph
of G. Set ¢/ =2(|[V(G)| — £) + 3¢ = 2|V (G)| + £. See Figure 3 for an example.

Note that H is also planar with a maximum degree 3. For u € V(G), denote the expanded-
clique of G’ associated with u by {u1,us,us}, and for i € [3] and uw; € V(G’), denote the
expanded-clique of H associated with u; by {u;1,ui2,u;3}. For v € V(G), denote by H,, the
subgraph of H induced by {u;; : i € [3] and j € [3]}. Figure 4.

Claim 1. For every u € V(G), it holds v(H,) = 3.

Proof of Claim 1. We know that v(H,) > 3 because A(H,) = 3 and |V(H,)| = 9. On the
other hand, note that one vertex of each K3 is enough for a dominating set, and, therefore,
v(Hy,) = 3. See Figure 4-(i7). [ |

Claim 2. If Dy is a dominating set of H, then |V (H,) N Dg| > 2. Furthermore, if |V (H,) N
Dy| =2, then V(Hy) \ Nu[Dg] has only one vertex which is dominated by some vertex in H,
whose |V (H,) N Dg| = 3.

Proof of Claim 2. Note that the vertices of H, with degree 3 do not have neighbors in H
which are outside H,. Since there is no vertices adjcent to all such vertices, we conclude that
|V(Hy) N Dg| > 2. Now, consider that V(H,) N Dy = {z,y}. Observe that if 2 would be a
vertex of H, with degree 2, then Dy would not be a dominating set of H. Therefore, we can

assume that x,y are the vertices depicted in Figure 4-(i7i) and V(H,) \ Ng[Dg| has only one



Figure 3: Graph resulting from polynomial transformation.
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Figure 4: Vertex domination in H,,.

vertex which is dominated by some vertex in H,. It remains to show that |V (H,) N Dg| = 3.
But this is consequence of the fact that the 3 vertices of H, having neighbors in H outside H,

form a dominating set of H,. |

Now, we shall prove that G has a dominating set with at most ¢ vertices if and only if H
has a dominating set with at most 2|V (G)| + ¢ vertices.
(=) Consider that D is a dominating set of G with |D| < ¢. Starting with Dy empty, for
each v € D, add to Dy the vertices of H, with degree 2. Now, for each u € V(G) \ D, let
v € D such that uv € E(G). Denote by x the vertex of H, having a neighbor in H,. Then,
at to Dy the two vertices of degree 3 in H, having a common neighbor with x. Observe that
|Dp| = 2(|V(G)| — |D|) + 3|D| = 2|V(G)| + |D| < 2|V(G)| + ¢ and, furthermore, Dy is a



dominating set of H.

(<) Now, let Dy be a dominating set of H such that |Dy| < 2|V(G)|+¢. By Claim 2, we know
that |V (H,) N Dg| > 2 for every u € V(G). Therefore, the number of vertices v € V(G) such
that |V (H,) N Dyg| < 3 is at most £. Claim 2 also says that if |V (H,) N Dg| = 2 for u € V(G),
then H,, has a simplicial dominated by some vertex in H, where |V (H,) N Dg| > 3. Therefore,
should we assume D C V(G) composed by vertices v such that |V (H,) N Dyg| > 3 we have a

dominating set D with size at most /. O

In [19], we have that the EDGE DOMINATING SET is NP-complete for bipartite graphs with
the maximum degree 3, thereby implying the NP-completeness for line graphs of bipartite graphs

with the degree at most 3. Despite that result, we combine Theorems 2.3 and 3.1 for obtaining:

Corollary 3.2. DOMINATING SET is NP-complete for planar line graphs of bipartite graphs

with a mazimum degree 3.

Furthermore, the domination problem is NP-complete even for cubic graphs [13], and the
reduction used in Theorem 3.1 can be used to show the NP-completeness for cubic expanded-

clique graphs. Thus, we can conclude:
Corollary 3.3. DOMINATING SET is NP-complete even for cubic line graphs of bipartite graphs.

Proposition 3.4. Let H be the expanded-clique graph of a graph G and function f. If S is a
dominating set of H, then there is a dominating set S" of H such that |S'| < |S| and |S'NV;| <1
for every v; € V(Q).

Proof. Let S be a dominating set of H. Apply the following process. If |S N V;| <1 for every
v; € V(G), then set 8" = S and stop. Otherwise, there is v; € V(G) such that |SNV;| > 2.
Let v;; € SNV, If |ISN V| > 1, then S\ {v;;} is also a dominating set of H. Then, redefine
S as S\ {v;;} and repeat. If [SNV;| =0, then (S\ {v;;}) U {v;;} is also a dominating set of
H. Then, redefine S as (S \ {v;;}) U{v;:} and repeat. Observe that this process eventually
finishes with a set S’ such that [S"NV;| <1 for every v; € V(G). O

A 2-independent set in a graph G is a subset I of the vertices such that the distance between
any two vertices of I in G is at least three. We denote by as(G, f) the maximum cardinatity of
a set S such that S is a 2-independent set of G and every v € S satisfies f(v) = dg(v).

Theorem 3.5. Let H be the expanded-clique graph of a pair (G, f). Then, v(H) + as(G, f) =
V(G)|.

Proof. Let S be a dominating set of H. By Proposition 3.4, there is a dominating set S’ of
H such that |S'| < |S| and |S" NV;| < 1 for every v; € V(G). It is clear that |S’| < n. Note
that for any v; € V(G), if f(v;) > dg(v;i), then |S" N V;| = 1. Therefore, if |S’ N V;| = 0, then
f(vi) = dg(v;). Observe that if f(v;) = dg(vi), S'NV; = @ and v;v; € E(G), then vertex
vj;,; belongs to S. Hence, the vertices v; with IS’ NV;| = 0 form a 2-independent set T in G



with cardinality |T'| = |[V(G)| — |S’| containing only vertices v; such that f(v;) = dg(v;). Since
|S’| < |S], we conclude that as(G, f) > |V(G)| — v(H).

Now, let T" be a 2-independent set of G containing only vertices v; such that f(v;) = dg(v;)
and set S = @. If v; € T, then for every v; € Ng(v;), add vj; to S. If v; is not in T neither
has a neighbor in T, then choose a vertex of V; and add it to S. Since no vertex of G has more
than one neighbor in 7', we have that S is a dominating set of H with |V(G)| — |T| vertices.
Therefore, v(H) < |[V(G)| — a2(G, f). O

Corollary 3.6. If H is the expanded-clique graph of a pair (G, f) where f(v) > dg(v) for every
v e V(G), then y(H) = |V(G)|.

Corollary 3.6 implies that DOMINATING SET is easy for expanded-clique graphs if f(v;) =k
for every v; € V(G) for any k > A(G). Hence, it is interesting to think about k = A = A(G).

Another consequence of Theorem 3.5 restricted to A-expanded-clique graphs is that v(H) >
|VA(G)1|A
AR

. . V(G)|A
Corollary 3.7. If H is the A-expanded-clique graph of G, then v(H) > %.

Proof. Let S be a minimum dominating set of H. By Proposition 3.4, we know that |SNV}| <1
for every v; € V(G), which means that |S| < |V(G)|.

Consider that all vertices of G are initially unmarked and repeat the following process untill
that all vertices be marked. If there is an unmarked v; € V(G) with dg(v;)) = A(G). If
|S N Vi| =1, then mark v; and repeat. If SNV, = & and every vertex of N[v;| is unmarked,
then for every v; € Ng(v;), we know that v;; belongs to S. Then, mark the vertices of Nv;]
and repeat. If SNV; = @ and there is some v; € N(v;) that is marked. Observe v;; ¢ S, which
means that some vertex of V; belongs to S. Then, mark v; and repeat. If there is an unmarked
vertex v; such that dg(v;) < A(G). Observe that there is a vertex of V; in S. Then, mark v;
and repeat.

Since V(@) is finite, the above process eventually ends. Observe that in each step i, if the
number of vertices that are marked is denoted by z; and, among these vertices, the number of
vertices that belong to S is , it holds that % > AAH. Since each vertex is marked exactly
once, we have that v(H) > %. O

A consequence of Corollaries 3.6 and 3.7 is that an approximation of dominating set of
k-expanded-clique graphs within (1 + %)—approximation by simply selecting one vertex of each
expanded-clique.

We conclude by showing that DOMINATING SET can be solved in linear time for & = 2 since.
Proposition 3.8. The following hold for a 2-expanded-clique graph H with a connected root G.
e If G is a path with two or three vertices, then v(H) = k;

o If G is a path with q > 4 vertices or G is a cycle with q vertices, then v(H) = [4].
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Proof. For G being a path with two or three vertices, we have v(H) = 1 for k = 1 because H
is a Py as well, or y(H) = 2 since H is a Py or P when k = 2, and so v(H) = k. The next
ones handled together, taking G a path (cycle) with ¢ > 4, it implies H is path (cycle) with 2¢
vertices. Since one vertex dominates two others, we can remove a P3 from G and obtain a new
graph GG so that G’ is a connected subgraph of G1. Applying repeatedly the previous process,
q

let it be r times, until the resulting graph G, has no more than 2 vertices, then y(H) = r = [{]

if G, is empty or y(H) =7+ 1 = [4] otherwise. Thus, it finishes the proof. O
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