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Abstract

A path in an edge-colored graph G, where adjacent edges may be colored the
same, is a rainbow path if every two edges of it receive distinct colors. The rainbow
connection number of a connected graph G, denoted by rc(G), is the minimum
number of colors that are needed to color the edges of G such that there is a rainbow
path connecting every two vertices of G. Similarly, a tree in G is a rainbow tree
if no two edges of it receive the same color. The minimum number of colors that
are needed in an edge-coloring of G such that there is a rainbow tree connecting
S for each k-subset S of V(G) is called the k-rainbow index of G, denoted by
rxg(G), where k is an integer such that 2 < k < n. Chakraborty et al. got the
following result: For every € > 0, a connected graph with minimum degree at least
en has bounded rainbow connection number, where the bound depends only on e.
Krivelevich and Yuster proved that if G has n vertices and the minimum degree
d(G) then r¢(G) < 20n/6(G). This bound was later improved to 3n/(0(G) +1) + 3
by Chandran et al. Since rc¢(G) = rzo(G), a natural problem arises: for a general k
determining the true behavior of rzx(G) as a function of the minimum degree 6(G).
In this paper, we give upper bounds of rzx(G) in terms of the minimum degree
d(G) in different ways, namely, via Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma, connected 2-
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step dominating sets, connected (k — 1)-dominating sets and k-dominating sets of

G.
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1 Introduction

All graphs considered in this paper are simple, finite and undirected. We follow the
terminology and notation of Bondy and Murty [I]. Let G = (V. E) be a nontrivial
connected graph with an edge-coloring ¢ : E — {1,2,...,¢}, ¢ € N, where adjacent edges
may be colored the same. A path of G is a rainbow path if no two edges of the path are
colored the same. The graph G is rainbow connected if for every two vertices of GG, there
is a rainbow path connecting them. The minimum number of colors for which there is
an edge-coloring of G such that G is rainbow connected is called the rainbow connection
number, denoted by rc(G). These concepts were introduced by Chartrand et al. in [§].
Since it is almost impossible to give the precise value of the rainbow connection number
for an arbitrary graph, many bounds for the rainbow connection number have been given
in terms of other graph parameters, such as minimum degree and connectivity, etc. The
interested readers can see [4], 8, 111, 12, 13].

In [9], Chartrand et al. generalized the concept of rainbow path to rainbow tree. A
tree T in G is a rainbow tree if no two edges of T receive the same color. For S C V, a
rainbow S-tree is a rainbow tree connecting the vertices of S. Given a fixed integer k with
2 < k < n, an edge-coloring c of GG is called a k-rainbow coloring if for every set S of k
vertices in (G, there exists a rainbow S-tree. In this case, we called G k-rainbow connected.
The minimum number of colors that are needed in a k-rainbow coloring of G is called the
k-rainbow index, denoted by rxy(G). Clearly, when k = 2, rzo(G) is exactly the rainbow
connection number r¢(G). For every connected graph G of order n, it is easy to see that
re(G) < rax3(G) < -+ < rx,(G). We refer to [2, 3] [10] [14] for more details about the
k-rainbow index.

Not surprisingly, as the minimum degree increases, the graph would become more dense
and therefore the rainbow connection number and rainbow index would decrease. In [6],
[11] and [7], the authors studied the relationship between the minimum degree §(G) and
the rainbow connection number r¢(G):

Theorem 1 ([6]). For every e > 0, a connected graph with minimum degree at least en
has bounded rainbow connection number, where the bound depends only on €.

Theorem 2 ([I1]). If G has n vertices and the minimum degree 06(G) then rc(G) <
20n/4(QG).

Theorem 3 ([7]). For every connected graph G' of order n and minimum degree 0, rc(G) <
3n/(d+ 1)+ 3. Moreover, for every § > 2, there exist infinitely many graphs G such that
re(G) >3(n—2)/(6+1) — 1.

Since r¢(G) is the case of rzy(G) for k = 2, a natural problem arises: for a general k
determining the true behavior of rzy(G) as a function of the minimum degree §(G). In
this paper, we focus on this problem and obtain some upper bounds for rz;(G) in terms



of 0(G) in different ways, namely, via Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma, connected 2-step
dominating sets, connected (k—1)-dominating sets and k-dominating sets of G. The main
idea is similar to those of [0, 11l [7]. However, the proofs have their technical details and
the results are meaningful.

2 Preliminaries

For a graph G, we use V(G), E(G) and 6(G) to denote its vertex set, edge set and
minimum degree, respectively. For D C V(G), let D = V(G) \ D, |D| be the number of
vertices in D, and G[D] be the subgraph of G induced by D. For two nonempty disjoint
vertex subsets X and Y of a graph G, let E(X,Y’) denote the set of edges of G between
X and Y.

Definition 1. The distance between two vertices u and v in G, denoted by d(u,v), is the
length of a shortest path between them in G. The diameter of G, denoted by diam(G),
is the maximum distance between every pair of vertices in G. The distance between a
vertex v and a set D C V(G) is d(v, D) := min{d(v,u) : w € D}. For a positive integer
k, the k-step neighborhood of a set D C V(G) is N¥(D) := {z € V(G) : d(x, D) = k}.
The distance between two sets X, Y C V(G) is d(X,Y) := min{d(z,y) : x € X,y € Y'}.

Definition 2. The Steiner distance d(S) of a set S of vertices in G is the minimum size
of a tree in G containing S. Such a tree is called a Steiner S-tree or simply a Steiner tree.
The k-Steiner diameter sdiamg(G) of G is the maximum Steiner distance of S among
all sets S with k vertices in G.

It is easy to get a simple upper bound and lower bound for rz(G).

Observation 1 ([9]). For every connected graph G of order n > 3 and each integer k
with 3 <k <n, k —1 < sdiamy(G) < rxp(G) <n — 1.

Definition 3. Given a graph G and a positive integer k, a set D C V(G) is called a
k-step dominating set of G, if every vertex in GG is at a distance at most k from D, i.e.
V(G) = DU (UE_ N¥{D)). Further, if G[D] is connected, we call D a connected k-step
dominating set of G. The connected k-step domination number v*(G) is the number of
vertices in a minimum connected k-step dominating set of G. When k£ = 1, we may omit
the qualifier “1-step” in the above names and the superscript 1 in the notation.

Definition 4. Given a graph G and a positive integer k, a set D C V(G) is called a
k-dominating set of G, if every vertex in D is adjacent to at least k distinct vertices of
D. Furthermore, if G[D] is connected, we call D a connected k-dominating set. The con-
nected k-domination number v5(G) is the minimum cardinality among all the connected
k-dominating sets of G.



Definition 5. Given a graph G and a positive integer k, a dominating set D of G is
called a k-way dominating set if d(v) > k for every vertex v € D. In addition, if G[D] is
connected, we call D a connected k-way dominating set.

Definition 6. Let G be a graph and D C V(G). For v € N(D), its neighbors in D are
called foots of v, and the corresponding edges are called legs of v.

Definition 7. An edge-colored graph is rainbow if no two edges in the graph share the
same color.

3 Owur results

In this section, we will deduce some upper bounds of rz;(G) in terms of the minimum
degree §(G) in different ways, namely, via Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma, connected 2-
step dominating sets, connected (k — 1)-dominating sets and k-dominating sets of G.

3.1 An upper bound via Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma

In this subsection, we will investigate the k-rainbow index of a graph with the aid of
Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma, and obtain our first upper bound.

Theorem 4. For every € > 0 and every fived positive integer k, there is a constant
C = C(e,k) such that if G is a connected graph with n vertices and minimum degree at
least en, then rxg(G) < C.

The proof of Theorem M is based on a modified degree-form version of Szemerédi’s
Regularity Lemma in [6]. First of all, we need some more terminology and notation for
stating Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma.

Let G be a graph and X, Y be two subsets of V(G). The edge density of the pair
(X,Y) is defined as d(X,Y) = |E(X,Y)|/(|X]||Y]). A pair (X,Y) is called e-regular
if for every X’ C X and Y’ C Y satisfying |X’| > ¢/ X| and |Y'| > €|Y], we have
|d(X",Y") —d(X,Y)| <e. A partition Vi,---,Vj of the vertex set of a graph G is called
an equipartition if |V;| and |V;| differ by no more than 1 for all 1 < ¢ < j < k. In
particular, every V; has one of two possible sizes. The order of an equipartition denotes
the number of partition classes (k above). An equipartition Vi, - .-,V of the vertex set
") of the pairs (V;,V;) are e-regular.
Szemerédi’s Regularity Lemma can be formulated as follows. In the sequel, without

of a graph is called e-regular if all but at most e(

mentioning explicitly, we assume that € is a small enough constant.

Lemma 1 ([15]). (Regularity Lemma) For every e > 0 and positive integer K, there exists
N = Niy(¢, K), such that any graph with n > N vertices has an e-reqular equipartition of
order ¢, where K < { < N.



The modified degree-form version of the Regularity Lemma in [6] comes to use in our
proof as follows. Here [¢(] = {1,2,---,(}.

Lemma 2 ([6]). (Regularity Lemma-new version) For every € > 0 and positive integer K
there is N = Ny(e, K) such that the following holds: If G = (V, E) is a graph with n > N
vertices and minimum degree at least en then there is a subgraph G' of G, and a partition
of V into V' ,- - ,VZH with the following properties:

1. K<!{<N,

2 forallicll], (1—e2 < |V/'| <(1+6)2,

3. for alli €[], V'

. . . 1
. induces an independent set in G,

4. foralli,j €[], (V' Vj”) is an €3 -reqular pair in G, with density either 0 or at least
5

5. for all i € [(] and every v € V' there is at least one other class Vj” so that the
number of neighbors of v in G" belonging to Vj" is at least on.

Given a graph G = (V, E) and an edge coloring ¢ : F — C, let 7. denote the corre-
sponding partition of E into at most |C| components. For two edge-colorings ¢ and ¢/,
c is a refinement of ¢ if my is a refinement of 7., namely, 7 (e) = 7w (€') always implies

me(e) = m.(€).

Observation 2 ([6]). Let ¢ and ¢ be two edge-colorings of a graph G such that ¢’ is a
refinement of ¢. For any path P in G, if P is a rainbow path under ¢, then P is a rainbow
path under ¢. In particular, if ¢ makes G rainbow connected, then so does .

The following lemma bounds the number of edge-disjoint paths of length at most four
between every two vertices in the same partition of a graph with some given property.

Lemma 3. For every e > 0 and every fized integer k, there exists N = N3(e, k) such that
any graph G = (V, E) with n > N wvertices and minimum degree at least en satisfies the
following: there is a partition IT of V into Vi, Va, -+, Vy such that for every i € [{] and
every two vertices u,v € V;, the number of edge-disjoint paths of length at most four from
u to v is larger than (3k)*logn.

Proof. Given ¢ > 0 and a fixed integer k, let L = Nj(¢,1) and set N to be the smallest
number such that e*% > (3k)*log N. Now, given any graph G = (V,E) with n > N
vertices and minimum degree at least en, we apply Lemma 2] with parameters ¢ and 1.

The following proof is similar to that in [6], so we omit it here. O

For a fixed integer k, we define a set of 4k distinct colors C = {ci, 2, ¢}, ¢}, ¢, c3, ¢35, ¢5, - - -

ch, ez, 3 ci}. Given a coloring ¢: E — C, a pair of vertices is called ¢;-rainbow connected
for some i € [k], if there is a rainbow path between the vertices only using the colors ¢},

c2, ¢, c¢t. The following lemma is the key in the proof of Theorem [l



Lemma 4. For every e > 0 and every fized integer k, there is N = Ny(e, k) such that
any connected graph G = (V, E) with n > N wvertices and minimum degree at least en
satisfies the following: there is a partition I1 of V into Vi,--- |V, (¢ < N ), and a coloring
¢ : E — C such that for every i € [{] and every two vertices u,v € V;, there exist k
edge-disjoint rainbow paths between u and v under c.

Proof. First we apply Lemma [3l to get the partition II. Then we color every edge e € E
with the colors in C uniformly and independently at random. Observe that a fixed path P
of length at most four is a c¢;-rainbow path with probability at least ﬁ for each j with
1 < j < k. Thus a pair of vertices in V; is not all ¢;-rainbow connected with probability
at most k(1 — ﬁ)(?’k)%’g" = o(n™2). Tt follows from the union bound that with positive
probability, all such pairs are all ¢j-rainbow connected for each j with 1 < j < k. Hence

the desired coloring must exist. O

Proof of Theorem [4. For a given € > 0 and a fixed integer k, set N = Ny(e, k) and
C= % +4k. Since rzg(G) < n—1 by Observation[I] it follows that any connected graph
G = (V,E) with n < C vertices satisfies rzx(G) < C. So we assume that n > C' > N.
Let II be the partition of V into Vi, V5, - -V, from Lemma [ where ¢ < N.

Since the diameter of G is bounded by % in [6], there is a connected subtree T' = (Vr, E7)
of G with at most ¢ - diam(G) < 2N vertices such that for every i € [{], Vr NV, # @.
For each i € [], we choose one vertex from Vi NV respectively, and call these vertices
tree-nodes. Let ¢ : £ — C be the coloring from Lemma] and let H = {hy, ho, -, hjp,}
be a set of |Er| < %N different fresh colors. We refine ¢ by recoloring each edge e; € Er
with the color h; € H. Let ¢ : E — (CUH) be the resulting coloring of G. Next we will
show this coloring ¢ makes G k-rainbow connected.

Suppose S = {vy,v9, -+, v} is a set of k vertices in G. Without loss of generality,
assume that {vy,vq, -+ ,v,} C Vp, and {vg41,Vg10, -+ , 0} TV \ Vp for some 0 < p < k.
For each v; with ¢ + 1 < i < k, let t(v;) be the corresponding tree-node in the same
component of v;. From Lemmald], v; and ¢(v;) are connected by a rainbow path P; of length
1.c2,¢3,cl} under the original coloring c.

1) T

at most four, which receives the colors from {c
Since ¢ is a refinement of ¢, the path P; is still rainbow under . By the definition of
¢, there is a rainbow tree 7%(C T') connecting the vertices vy, - -+, vg, t(Vgs1), - -+ , t(vg)
using the colors from H. The paths Py, Py, -+ , P, together with the tree 7™ induce
a connected rainbow subgraph G* of G' connecting S. Thus there is a rainbow S-tree by
generating a spanning tree of G*. Consequently, rz(G) < |Er| + 4k < C.

3.2 An upper bound via connected 2-step dominating sets

In this subsection, we will continue the research on the k-rainbow index of a graph with
the aid of connected 2-step dominating sets, and obtain our second bound. First of all,
we state the following lemma.



Lemma 5 ([11]). A graph with minimum degree 6 has two edge-disjoint spanning sub-
graphs, each with minimum degree at least | (6 —1)/2].

Theorem 5. Let G be a connected graph with n vertices and minimum degree §. Then
rep(G) < 10nk2t/(§ — 271 +2) — k — 2, where t is the integer such that 2¢ < k < 21,

Proof. The proof can be divided into the following three steps:
Step 1: Decompose a graph into k edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs.

Claim 1: A graph with minimum degree ¢ has 2¢ edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs,
each with minimum degree at least (§ — 2t + 2)/2¢.

Proof of Claim 1. Let G be a graph with minimum degree §. We apply induction on
(. For ¢ =1, it follows from Lemma [3] that G has two edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs,
each with minimum degree at least [(0 — 1)/2] > (6 — 2)/2. Hence the assertion is
true for £ = 1. Suppose the assertion holds up till £ — 1. Now we will prove it for £.
By induction hypothesis, G has 2! edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs G, Ga, - - -, Gge-1,
each with minimum degree at least (§ — 2° + 2)/2°°!. By Lemma [ again, each G,
(1 <4 < 2°71) has two edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs, each with minimum degree at
least (0(G;) —2)/2 > (0 — 271 4+ 2) /2%, These 2° spanning subgraphs of G are our desired
edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs.

Let k be a positive integer. Then there exists an integer ¢ such that 2t < k < 21, Set
s = k — 2'. Then we have the following claim:

Claim 2: A graph with minimum degree § has k edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs, 2s
of which have minimum degree at least (§ — 2772 + 2)/2!1 others have minimum degree
at least (§ — 271 +2)/2¢.

Proof of Claim 2. Let G be a graph with minimum degree §. By Claim 1, G has 2!
edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs, each with minimum degree at least (6 — 2+1 4 2)/2¢.
We select s spanning subgraphs arbitrarily and replace each of them with its two edge-
disjoint spanning subgraphs by Lemma [B Each of these 2s spanning subgraphs has
minimum degree at least (6 — 202 + 2)/2F1 Therefore, these 2s spanning subgraphs
together with the 2! — s = k — 25 non-selected spanning subgraphs are the ones we want.

Set a = (6 — 21 +2)/2" and 8 = (§ — 2172 + 2)/2!"L. Using Claim 2, we have k
edge-disjoint spanning subgraphs of G, denoted by Gi1,Ga, -, Gk_2s, Gk_2511, - , Gk,
where 0; := 0(G;) > afor 1 <i <k —2s,and ¢; :=0(G;) > ffor k—2s+1<i<k.
Step 2: Construct connected 2-step dominating sets.

Claim 3: For each G; (1 <i < k), there exists a 2-step dominating set D; whose size
is at most n/(9; + 1).

Proof of Claim 3. Note that G; may be disconnected. Let Cj, Cia, - -+, C;, be all the
connected components of G;. We execute the following process:

D; = {vi1,vi2,- -+, Vip}, where v;; € Cj;.
While N3(D;) # 0,



pick any v € N3(D;) and D; = D; U {v}.

Since the process ends only when N3(D;) = 0, the final D; is a 2-step dominating
set of G;. Let ¢ be the number of iterations. Consider the cardinality of D;|JN'(D;).
Initially, |D; |JN*(D;)| > p(1 + &;). In every iteration, we add a new vertex to D; and
|D;|J N'(D;)| increases by at least 1 + &;. Therefore, when the process ends, (p + ¢)(1 +
8) < |ID; |UNY(D;)| < n, thus |Dij| =p+q<n/(1+5).

Claim 4: For each D; (1 < i < k), there exists a connected 2-step dominating set
Di(2 D;) whose size is at most 5n/(0; + 1) — 4.

Proof of Claim 4. Note that G;[D;] may be disconnected. Suppose that Q;1, Qi2, -+ , Qir
are the connected components of G;[D;]. Since G is connected, every two distinct com-
ponents Q;;, ;7 must be connected by a path in G. Let P;;; be the shortest path
between );; and Q;;» in G. Without loss of generality, we assume that Q;;, Q2 are
the two components at the minimum distance among all the pairs of components, i.e.
d(Qi1, Qiz) = min{d(Qi;, Qiy7) : 1 < j # 7' < r}. Then we claim d(Q;1, Qi2) < 5. Other-
wise, we can find a vertex v on Pjs such that d(v,Q;;) > 3 and d(v, Q) > 3. Since D
is a 2-step dominating set, d(v,@Q;;) < 2 for some Q;;, thus d(Qi1, Qij) < d(Qi1, Qiz), &
contradiction. So by adding at most four vertices to D;, we can reduce the number of com-
ponents at least by 1. Therefore, we can find a connected 2-step dominating set D.(2 D;)
by adding at most 4(r — 1) vertices. We have |D}| < |D;|+4(r—1) < |D;|+4(|Di| —1) =
5/D;| —4 <5n/(1+6;) —4.

Now consider D' = D{U---UDy. Note that G[D’] may be disconnected. Using the fact
that each D) (1 <i < k) is a connected 2-step dominating set of G, we can add at most
k — 1 vertices to D’ to obtain a set D(2 D’) such that G[D] is connected. Moreover, we
know |D| < Zle |IDi|+k—1<(k—2s)bn/(a+1)—4)+2s(bn/(f+1)—4)+k—-1<
10nk2t/(5 — 241 4+ 2) — 3k — 1.

Step 3: Give a k-rainbow coloring.

For each D;, let U; = DN NY(D;) and W; = D N N%(D;). Then U; N W; = § and
U;UW,; = D, since D; is a 2-step dominating set of G. For 1 < i < k, all the edges between
D; and U; belonging to G; receive the same color 7, and all the edges between U; and W;
belonging to G; receive the same color k+i. Choose T as any spanning tree of G[D], and

color each edge of T" with a distinct fresh color. All the remaining edges of G are colored
with 1. Then the total number of colors used is | D| —1+2k < 10nk2!/(§ — 2171 4+2) —k —2.

Next we will show that this edge-coloring makes G k-rainbow connected. Note that
every vertex v € D plays k different roles (i.e. for each 1 <14 < k, v is a vertex in either
U; or W;). Thus v has k edge-disjoint rainbow paths P/, Py, --- , PY, where P/ isav— D
path of length 1 (if v; € U;) or 2 (if v; € W;) in G;. Moreover, if P! is of length 1, then
the color of the edge on P! is ¢; if P is of length 2, then the colors of the two edges on
PP are i and k + 4. Let S = {vy,vq,- -+, v} be any set of k vertices in G. Without loss

of generality, we assume {vy,---,v,} € D and {v,,1, -+ ,vx} C D for some 0 < p < k.



For v; € D, we choose the path P/. Clearly, Uf:p .1 P is still rainbow. Then the paths

{P" :p+1 < i<k} together with the tree 7" in G[D] induce a rainbow S-tree. Thus
reg(G) < 10nk2t/(§ — 2071 +2) — k — 2. O

3.3 Upper bounds via connected (k — 1)-dominating sets and
k-dominating sets

In this subsection, we will turn to study the k-rainbow index of a graph by connected
k-dominating sets and (k — 1)-dominating sets of the graph.

In the search toward good upper bounds for r¢(G) and rz3(G), an idea that turned out
to be successful more than once is considering the “strengthened” connected dominating
sets. Here we list some known results:

Theorem 6 ([7]). (1) If D is a connected two-way dominating set of a connected graph
G, then re(G) < re(G[D]) + 3.

(2) If D is a connected two-way two-step dominating set in a graph G, then rc(G) <
re(G[D]) + 6.

Theorem 7 ([14]). Let G be a connected graph with minimal degree 6(G) > 3. If D is a
connected 2-dominating set of G, then rxs(G) < raxs3(G[D]) + 4 and the bound is tight.

Theorem 8 ([3]). (1) If D is a connected three-way dominating set of a connected graph
G, then rx3(G) < rzs3(G[D]) + 6. Moreover, the bound is tight.

(2) If D is a connected 3-dominating set of a connected graph G with 6(G) > 3, then
ras(G) < ras(G[D]) + 3. Moreover, the bound is tight.

Next we will generalize these results to the k-rainbow index.

Theorem 9. (1) Let D be a connected k-dominating set of a connected graph G. Then
reg(G) < rag(G[D]) + k, and thus rx,(G) < 5(G) + k — 1.

(2) Let D be a connected (k — 1)-dominating set of a connected graph G with minimum
degree at least k. Then ra,(G) < ra,(G[D]) + k+ 1, and thus rx,(G) < vi_(G) + k.

Proof. (1) Since D is a connected k-dominating set, every vertex v in D has at least k
legs, denoted by e, €h, -+, ep. For each i (1 < i < k), we color the edge e} with the color
i. Let r = rzi(G[D]). Then we can color the edges in G[D] with r different colors from
{k+1,k+2,--- k4 r} such that for every k vertices in D, there exists a rainbow tree
in G[D] connecting them. If there remain uncolored edges in G, we color them with the
color 1.

Next we will show that this edge-coloring ¢y is a k-rainbow coloring of G. Let S =
{v1,v9, -+, v} be any set of k vertices in G. Without loss of generality, we assume that
{v1,--+,v,} € Dand {vyyy, -+ ,v5} C D forsomep (0 < p < k). Foreachv; € D (p+1 <
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i < k), let f; = vu; be the leg of v; such that ¢,(f;) = ¢. Then the edges {fp+1, - fr}
together with the rainbow tree connecting the vertices {vy, -, v, Upi1, -+ ,ux} in G[D]
induces a rainbow S-tree. Thus ray(G) < rzx(G[D])+k. If we take a minimum connected
k-dominating set D* in G, then ray(G) < rap(G[D*]))+k < (|D*|—-1)+k = vi(G)+k—1.

(2) Suppose H is the subgraph of G induced by D. Let Z be the set of isolated vertices
in H. In every non-singleton connected component of H, we choose a spanning tree. This
gives a spanning forest on D\ Z. Choose X and Y as one bipartition defined by this
forest. Since G has minimum degree at least k, every vertex v in Z has at least k legs,
denoted by €Y, --- ,e}. For each i (1 < ¢ < k), color e} with the color i. Since D is a
(k —1)-dominating set, every vertex in X has at least k —1 legs, denoted by f{,---, fi;.
For each i (1 <i <k —1), color f with the color ¢ . Similarly, every vertex in Y has at
least k—1 legs, denoted by g7, ---,gp_;. Foreachi (1 <i <k—1), color g/ with the color
i + 1. Further, we give each edge between X and Y the color k + 1. Let r = ra,(G[D]).
Then we can color the edges in G| D] with r different colors from {k+2,k+3,---  k+r+1}
such that for every k vertices in D, there exists a rainbow tree in G[D] connecting them.
If there remain uncolored edges in G, we color them with 1.

Next we will show that this edge-coloring ¢y is a k-rainbow coloring of G. Let S =

{v1,v9, -+, v} be any set of k vertices in G. Without loss of generality, we assume that
{Uh T >Ud} c D, {Ud+1> T 7'Ud+z} c Z, {Ud+z+1> T ,Ud+z+a:} C X and

{Vdtotat1s , Vatetaty ) C Y, where d, z, x, y are non-negative integers such that d+ z +
r+y=k.

Case 1: d+z+x =k (ie. SNY =0). Then for each d+ 1 <i <k —1, let f; = vu;
be the leg of v; such that co(f;) = ¢. For i =k, if v, € Z, then let f; = viuy be the leg of
vk such that co(fy) = k; if v, € X, then let P, = vpwgug (wy € Y,u, € D) be the path
such that co(wiug) =k, co(vpwy) = k + 1.

Case 2: d+z+x =0 (i.e. SCY). Then for each 1 <i <k —1, let f; = v;u; be the
leg of v; such that co(f;) =i+ 1. For i = k, let P, = vywpug(wy, € X, ux € D) be the
path such that co(wiuy) = 1, ca(vpwy) = k + 1.

Case 3: 1 <d+z4+z<k—1(Ge SN(ZUXUD)#( and SNY # (). Then for
each d+ 1 < i <k, let f; = vyu; be the leg of v; such that cy(f;) = i.

Then the edges {fay1,- -, fu(or Py)} together with the rainbow tree connecting the
vertices {vy, -+, V4, Ugs1, -+ ,ug} in G[D] induce a rainbow S-tree. Thus rag(G) <
rog(G[D]) + k+ 1. If we take a minimum connected (k — 1)-dominating set D* in G, then
reg(G) <rep(GD*))+k+ 1< (ID*| - 1)+ k+1=~_,(G)+k. 0O

In [5], Caro, West and Yuster presented the following result for the connected k-
domination number:

Lemma 6 ([5]). Let k and 0 be positive integers satisfying k < \/Ind and let G be a graph
on n vertices with minimum degree at least 6. Then vg(G) < n*2(1 + 05(1)).
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Combining this lemma with Theorem [, we come to the following conclusion:

Theorem 10. Let k and § be positive integers satisfying k < vInd and let G be a graph
on n vertices with minimum degree at least 6. Then rz(G) < nZ2(1 + o5(1)).
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