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Abstract

A subset Q = {q1, g2, ..., q;} of vertices of a connected graph G is a doubly resolving set of G if for any various vertices
x,y € V(G) we have r(x|Q) — r(y|Q) # Al, where A is an integer, and [ indicates the unit /- vector (1, ..., 1). A doubly
resolving set of vertices of graph G with the minimum size, is denoted by ¥(G). In this work, we will consider the
computational study of some resolving sets with the minimum size for (C,0P;)0P,,.
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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

All graphs considered in this work are assumed to be finite and connected. We use dg(p, q) to indicate the distance
between two vertices p and g in graph G as the length of a shortest path between p and g in G, see [11]. The cartesian
product of two graphs G and H, denoted by GOH, is the graph with vertex set V(G)x V(H) and with edge set E(GX H)
so that (g1, h1)(g2, h2) € E(GOH), whenever h; = h; and g182 € E(G), or g1 = g and h1h, € E(H). A graphical
representation of a vertex p of a connected graph G relative to an arranged subset Q = {qy, ..., gx} of vertices of G is
defined as the k-tuple (d(p, q1), ..., d(p, qx)), and this k-tuple is denoted by r(p|Q), where d(p, g;) is considered as the
minimum length of a shortest path from p to g; in graph G. If any vertices p and ¢q that belong to V(G) — Q have
various representations with respect to the set Q, then Q is called a resolving set for G [6]. Slater [25] considered
the concept and notation of the metric dimension problem under the term locating set. Also, Harary and Melter [12]
considered these problems under the term metric dimension as follows. A resolving set of vertices of graph G with the
minimum size or cardinality is called the metric dimension of G and this minimum size denoted by S(G). Resolving
parameters in graphs have been studied in [1, 4, 5, 14, 18, 19, 20, 21, 26].

In 2007 Céceres et al. [7] considered the concept and notation of a doubly resolving set of graph G. Two vertices
u, v in a graph G are doubly resolved by x,y € V(G) if d(u, x) — d(u, y) # d(v, x) — d(v,y), and we can see that a subset
0 = {q1, q2, ..., qi} of vertices of a graph G is a doubly resolving set of G if for any various vertices x,y € V(G) we
have r(x|Q) —r(y|Q) # Al, where A is an integer, and I indicates the unit /- vector (1, ..., 1), see [2]. A doubly resolving
set of vertices of graph G with the minimum size, is denoted by y/(G). In 2000 Chartrand et al. showed that for every
connected graph G and the path P,, S5(GOP;) < B(G) + 1, see Theorem 7 in [9]. In 2007 Ciceres et al. obtained
an upper bound for the metric dimension of cartesian product of graphs G and H. They showed that for all graphs G
and H # K;, S(GOH) < B(G) + y(H) — 1. In particular, Céaceres et al. [7] showed that for every connected graph
G and the path P,, S(GOP,) < B(G) + 1. Doubly resolving sets have played a special role in the study of resolving
sets. Applications of above concepts and related parameters in graph theory and other sciences have a long history,
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in particular, if we consider a graph as a chemical compound then the determination of a doubly resolving set with
the minimum size is very useful to analysis of chemical compound, and note that these problems are NP hard, see
[3, 8, 10, 15, 16, 17].

The notion of a strong metric dimension problem set of vertices of graph G introduced by A. Sebd and E. Tannier
[24], indeed introduced a more restricted invariant than the metric dimension and this was further investigated by O.
R. Oellermann and Peters-Fransen [23]. A set Q € V(G) is called strong resolving set of G, if for any various vertices
p and q of G there is a vertex of Q, say r so that p belongs to a shortest g — r path or g belongs to a shortest p — r path.
A strong metric basis of G is indicated by sdim(G) defined as the minimum size of a strong resolving set of G.

Now, we use C,, and Py to denote the cycle on n > 3 and the path on k > 3 vertices, respectively. In this article,
we will consider the computational study of some resolving sets with the minimum size for (C,,0P;)OP,,. Indeed, in
Section 3, we define a graph isomorphic to the cartesian product C,0P;, and we will consider the determination of
a doubly resolving set of vertices with the minimum size for the cartesian product C,0P;. In particular, in Section
3, we construct a graph so that this graph is isomorphic to (C,0P;)dP,,, and we compute some resolving parameters
with the minimum size for (C,0P;)0P,,.

2. Some Facts

Definition 2.1. Consider two graphs G and H. If there is a bijection, 6 : V(G) — V(H) so that u is adjacent to v in G
if and only if O(u) is adjacent to 6(v) in H, then we say that G and H are isomorphic.

Definition 2.2. A vertex u of a graph G is called maximally distant from a vertex v of G, if for every w € Ng(u), we
have d(v,w) < d(v, u), where Ng(u) to denote the set of neighbors that u has in G. If u is maximally distant from v and
v is maximally distant from u, then u and v are said to be mutually maximally distant.

Remark 2.1. Suppose that n is an even natural number greater than or equal to 4 and G is the cycle graph C,, . Then
B(G) =2, ¥(G) = 3 and sdim(G) = [5].

Remark 2.2. Suppose that n is an odd natural number greater than or equal to 3 and G is the cycle graph C,. Then
B(G) =2, y(G) = 2 and sdim(G) = [5].

Remark 2.3. Consider the path P, for eachn > 2. Then B(P,) = 1, y(P,) = 2.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that n is an odd integer greater than or equal to 3. Then the minimum size of a resolving set
in the cartesian product C,0Py is 2.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that n is an even integer greater than or equal to 4. Then the minimum size of a resolving set
in the cartesian product C,,0P; is 3.

Theorem 2.3. [fn is an even or odd integer is greater than or equal to 3, then the minimum size of a strong resolving
set in the cartesian product C,0OPy is n.

3. Main Results

Some resolving parameters such as the minimum size of resolving sets and strong resolving sets calculated
for the cartesian product C,0P;, see [7, 22], but in this section we will determine some resolving sets of ver-
tices with the minimum size for (C,0P;)dP,,. Suppose n and k are natural numbers greater than or equal to 3,
and [#] = {1,...,n}. Now, suppose that G is a graph with vertex set {xi,..., x,x} on layers Vi, V,,..., Vi, where
Vo = {X(p-1yns15 X(p=1)n+25 --» X(p-1)n+n} for 1 < p < k, and the edge set of graph G is E(G) = {xixj|x;,x; € V),,1 <
i<j<nkj—i=1lorj—i=n-1}U{xx;|lxi€ Vy,x; € Vy,1 i< j<nkl <qg<k-1,j-i=n}
We can see that this graph is isomorphic to the cartesian product C,0P;. So, we can assume throughout this article
V(C,OPy) = {xy, ..., xxx}. Now, in this section we give a more elaborate description of the cartesian product C,, 0P,
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that are required to prove of Theorems. We use V,,, 1 < p < k, to indicate a layer of the cartesian product C,0Py,
where V), is defined already. Also, for 1 < e < d < nk, we say that two vertices x, and x; in C,,0 P are compatible,
if n|ld — e. We can see that the degree of a vertex in the layers V| and V; is 3, also the degree of a vertex in the layer
V., 1 < p < kis 4, and hence C,0Py is not regular. We say that two layers of C,0P are congruous, if the degree
of compatible vertices in two layers are identical. Note that, if n is an even natural number, then C, 0P contains no
cycles of odd length, and hence in this case C,0P is bipartite. For more result of families of graphs with constant
metric, see [3, 13]. The cartesian product C4C0P3 is depicted in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. C4,0P3

Now, let m > 2 be an integer. Suppose 1 < i < m and consider i’ copy of the cartesian product C,0P; with the vertex

set {x(li), ey xsz} on the layers V}i), Vg), - V,g), where it can be defined Vg) as similar V, on the vertex set {x(li), ey x;’z}.

Also, suppose that K is a graph with vertex set {x(ll), .y x’glk)} U {x(lz), oy xizk)} U..uU {x(l’"), .y x’(;Z)} so that for 1 < ¢ < nk,
the vertex xﬁr) is adjacent to the vertex xﬁ’”) in K, for 1 <r < m — 1, then we can see that the graph K is isomorphic
to (C,O0Px)OP,,. For 1 < e < d < nk, we say that two vertices xg) and xf;) in i copy of the cartesian product C,,0P;

are compatible, if n|d — e. The graph (C40P3)0P; is depicted in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. (C4,O0P5)0P;

Theorem 3.1. Consider the cartesian product C,OPy. If n > 3 is an odd integer, then the minimum size of a doubly
resolving set of vertices for the cartesian product C,,0Py is 3.

Proof. In the following cases we show that the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices for the cartesian
product C,0Py is 3.

Case 1. First, we show that the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in C,,0P; must be greater
than 2. Consider the cartesian product C,0P; with the vertex set {xi, ..., X} on the layers Vi, Va, ..., Vi, is defined
already. Based on Theorem 2.1, we know that S(C,0P;) = 2. We can show that if n is an odd integer then all the
elements of every minimum resolving set of vertices in C,,0P; must be lie in exactly one of the congruous layers V;
or V. Without lack of theory if we consider the layer V; of the cartesian product C,,0P; then we can show that all the
minimum resolving sets of vertices in the layer V| of C,, 0Py are the sets as to form M; = {x;, X[214i-1 L1 <i<[3]
and N; = {x;, xr%_qﬂ-}, 1<j< L%J. On the other hand, we can see that the arranged subsets M; of vertices in C,0P
cannot be doubly resolving sets for C,,0P; because for 1 <i < (%] and two compatible vertices x;., and Xx;;p, with
respect to x;, we have r(x;,|M;) — r(x;10,/M;) = —I, where I indicates the unit 2-vector (1, 1). By applying the same
argument we can show that the arranged subsets N; of vertices in C,0 Py cannot be doubly resolving sets for C,0P;.
Hence, the minimum size of a doubly resolving set in C,,0P; must be greater than 2.

Case 2. Now, we show that the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in the cartesian product C,0Py
is3.For1 <i< [%1, let x; be a vertex in the layer V; of C,,0P; and x. be a compatible vertex with respect to x;, where
x. lie in the layer V; of C,,0Py, then we can show that the arranged subsets A; = M; U x. = {x;, X[21+i-15 x.} of vertices
in the cartesian product C,, 0Py are doubly resolving sets with the minimum size for the cartesian product C,0P. It
will be enough to show that for any compatible vertices x, and x; in C,0OP, r(x.|A;) — r(xqlA;) # AI. Suppose x, € V,
and x4 € V, are compatible vertices in the cartesian product C,0Py, 1 < p < g < k. Hence, r(x.|M;) — r(xq4|M;) = —Al,
where A is a positive integer, and [ indicates the unit 2-vector (1, 1). Also, for the compatible vertex x. with respect
to x;, r(Xe|x.) — r(xglx.) = A. So, r(x.|A;) — r(x4|A;) # Al, where [ indicates the unit 3-vector (1, 1, 1). Especially, for
1 < j < [3]if we consider the arranged subsets B; = N; U x. = {x;, X114, Xc} of vertices in the cartesian product
C,0OPy, where x. lie in the layer V; of the cartesian product C,00P; and x. is a compatible vertex with respect to x;,
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then by applying the same argument we can show that the arranged subsets B; = N; U x. = {x}, X711+, X} of vertices
in the cartesian product C,0P; are doubly resolving sets with the minimum size for the cartesian product C,0P;.
O

Theorem 3.2. Consider the cartesian product C,OPy. Ifn > 3 is an odd integer, then the minimum size of a resolving
set of vertices in (C,0P;)0OP; is 3.

Proof. Suppose V((C,8P)0P;) = {x, (D ...,x(nlk)} U { (2), s (2)} Based on Theorem 2.1, we know that if n > 3 is an
odd integer, then the minimum size of a resolving set of vertices in C,0Py is 2. Also, by definition of (C,0P)0P,
we can verify that for 1 < ¢ < nk, the vertex xil) is adjacent to the vertex xgz) in (C,0P;)8P,, and hence none of
the minimal resolving sets of C,C0P; cannot be a resolving set for (C,0P;)0P,. Therefore, the minimum size of a
resolving set of vertices in (C,,0P;)0P, must be greater than 2. Now, we show that the minimum size of a resolving
set of vertices in (C,0P,)0P; is 3. For 1 < i < [3], let x(]) be a vertex in the layer Vm of (C,0P;)OP, and

(1) be a compatible vertex with respect to x Where x(l) lie in the layer V(l) of (C,0P;)0P,. Based on Theorem

3 1, we know that for 1 < i < [ 1, 17 copy of the arranged subsets A; {x,,x( 1+i-1, Xc}, denoted by the sets

1 1 1 1
Al():{() (1) ()}

; ,xmﬂ 1 of vertices of (C,0P;)0OP, are doubly resolving sets for the arranged set {x(ll), vy X (')} of

1 1 1
{() (1) ()}

iMoo

sets for (C,0P,)0P,, because for each vertex in the set {x; (2) - (2)} of vertices of (C,0P;)0P,, we have

vertices of (C,0P;), and hence the arranged sets A(.l) of vertices of (C,0P)0P, are resolving

ry?IA) = @ o) + 1 dOgY g )+ Ld(g D) + 1),
so all the vertices of (C,0P;)0P, have various representations with respect to the sets AEI), and hence the minimum
size of a resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)0P; is 3. In the same way for 1 < j < 7], if we consider 1" copy the

arranged subsets B; = {x_,',x(%p,j,xc}, denoted by the sets BS.') = {xi.') xF])]“ (')} of vertices of (C,,0P;)0OP,, where

xg.l) lie in the layer V,El) of (C,0P;)0P, and xf.l) is a compatible vertex with respect to x(. ), then by applying the same

1 M (1)}

argument we can show that the arranged sets BS.') = {xj s Xpapy o X of vertices of (C, DPk)DPz are resolving sets for
2

(C,OP)OP;. o

Lemma 3.1. Consider the cartesian product C,0OPy. If n > 3 is an odd integer, then the minimum size of a doubly
resolving set of vertices in (C,0P)0P, is greater than 3.

Proof. Suppose V((C,0P;)0P;) = {x(ll), ...,x(')} U {x(lz), v X (2)} and 1 <t <nk Forl <i<[3], let x( ) be a vertex

nk
in the layer V(l) of (C,0P;)0OP; and x( ) be a compatible vertex with respect to xm where xg.l) lie in the layer V(]) of

(C,OP;)0P,. Based on proof of Theorem 3.2, we know that the arranged sets Af.l) ={ f]), xF])]H 1 (1)} of vertices of
(C,O0P;)OP; cannot be doubly resolving sets for (C,0P;)0P,, because

r(dP1AY) = @D, ) + 1,0, 1))+ L a2 + 1.

t Ao toXe

In the same way for 1 < j < |7, if we consider the arranged sets B(].l) = {x(].l), xFlﬂ)]ﬂ., xﬁ.l)} of vertices of (C,0P;)0P;,
. . 51+,

where x, (D Jie in the layer V,El) of (C,0P,)0OP;, and xﬁl) is a compatible vertex with respect to xil), then we can show
that the arranged sets B(].l) cannot be doubly resolving sets for (C,0P;)0P,. Hence the minimum size of a doubly
resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)0P; is greater than 3. O

Theorem 3.3. Consider the cartesian product C,OPy. If n > 3 is an odd integer, then the minimum size of a doubly
resolving set of vertices in (C,0P)0OP; is 4.

Proof. Suppose V((C,BP)OPy) = {x, ) ...,x(nlk)} U {x(lz), ey (2)} and 1 < t < nk. Based on Theorem 3.2, we know
that if n > 3 is an odd integer, then ﬂ((CnDPk)DPz) =3 and by Lemma 3.1, we know that the minimum size of a
doubly resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)0P; is greater than 3. In particular, it is well known that 8((C,0P;)0P;) <
Y((C,O0P)OP,). Now, we show that if n > 3 is an odd integer, then the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of
vertices in (C,0P;)0P, is 4. For 1 < |' 1, let x( ) be a vertex in the layer V(]) of (C,0P;)OP, and x(]) be a
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compatible vertex with respect to xﬁl), where xﬁ.l) lie in the layer V,El) of (C,0P,)OP,. Based on Lemma 3.1, we

know that the arranged sets Agl) = {x}l), x}lﬂ)] viel? xE.l)} of vertices of (C,0P;)0P,, defined already, cannot be doubly
2
resolving sets for (C,0P;)0P;. Let, C; = Af,l) U x§2> = {xf.]),xm xﬁ'),xgz)} be an arranged subset of vertices of

[41+i-1°
(C,0P,)OP,, where xi.z ) lie in the layer V,Ez) of (C,0P;)0P; and the vertex xE.Z) is adjacent to the vertex xi.l). We show
that the arranged subset C; is a doubly resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)OP,. It will be enough to show that for
any adjacent vertices xﬁl) and xﬁz), r(xﬁl)lci) - r(xﬁz)IC;) # —I, where [ indicates the unit 4-vector (1, ..., 1). We can
verify that, r(xgl)lAgl)) - r(xgz)lAgl)) = —I, where [ indicates the unit 3-vector, and r(x§])|x§2 )) - r(x§2)|x£.2 )) = 1. Thus

the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in (C,0P)0P; is 4. O

Conclusion 3.1. Consider the cartesian product C,,0Py. If n > 3 is an odd integer, then the minimum size of a doubly
resolving set of vertices in (C,0P)0P,, is 4.

Proof. Suppose (C,0P,)3P,, is a graph with vertex set {x(ll), s x’glk)} U {x(lz), s xizk)} U..u {x(lm), - x’(;Z)} so that for
1 <t < nk, the vertex xﬁr) is adjacent to xﬁ’”) in (C,0P,)0OP,,, for 1 < r < m — 1. On the other hand we know
that for every connected graph G and the path P,, B(GOP,) < B(G) + 1. So, by considering G = (C,0P;) we have
B(GOP,) < B(G)+1 = 3. Moreoveritis not hard to see that for 1 < i < [7], the arranged sets Af,l) = {xﬁ'),x%)w_l,xgl)}
of vertices of (C,0P)0P,,, defined already, are resolving sets with the minimum size for (C,0P)0P,,, also by
applying the same argument in Theorem 3.3, we can see that the arranged sets AEI) = {xgl), x%)] inl? xﬁ.l)} of vertices of
(C,0P)OP,,, cannot be doubly resolving sets for (C,,0P;)0P,,, and hence the minimum size of a doubly resolving

set of vertices in (C,0P;)OP,, is greater than 3. Now, let D; = Agl) U™ = (D) 5D (D ™1 pe an arranged

i I e
subset of vertices of (C,,0P;)0P,,, where xf.m) lie in the layer V]Em) of (C,0P;)0P,,. We show that the arranged subset
D; is a doubly resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)0P,,. It will be enough to show that for every two vertices xgr) and
xﬁ”, l1<t<nk,1<r<s<m, r(xgr)lDi) - r(xﬁS)IDi) # —AI, where I indicates the unit 4-vector (1,...,1) and A is a
positive integer. For this purpose, let the distance between two the vertices xﬁ’) and xﬁx) in (C,0P,)OP,, is A, then we
can verify that, r(xﬁr)lAgl)) - r(xgx) |A§1)) = —AI, where I indicates the unit 3-vector, and r(x\"|x") — r(xV|x) = A.

Thus the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)0P,, is 4. O
Example 3.1. Consider graph (CsOP4)0P4 with vertex set {x(ll), oy x(zg} U {x(lz), - x(zzo)} U {x(13), s xg))} V) {x(14), s xgg },

we can see that the set D = {x(ll), xgl), x(llé), x(146)} of vertices of (Cs0P4)0Py is one of the minimum doubly resolving

sets for (Cs0OP4)0Py, and hence the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in (Cs0OP4)0Py is 4.

r(x\"IDy) = (0,2,3,6),
r"IDy) = (1,1,4,7),
r(x"IDy) = (2,0,5,8),
r(x"IDy) = (2,1,5,8),
r("IDy) = (1,2,4,7),

r("IDy) = (1,3,2,5),
r(&IDy) = (2,2,3,6),
r("IDy) = (3,1,4,7),
r(x"IDy) = (3,2,4,7),
r(x\{ID) = (2,3,3,6),

r(d)IDy) = (2,4, 1,4),
r(xIDy) = (3,3,2,5),
r(X0IDy) = (4,2,3,6),
r(x)ID)) = 4,3,3,6),
r(XVID)) = (3,4,2,5),

rxP1Dy) = (1,3,4,5),
rxPID)) = (2,2,5,6),
DY) = (3,1,6,7),
rxPIDy) = (3,2,6,7),
r(x|Dy) = (2,3,5,6),

r(xP|Dy) = (2,4,3,4),
r(PIDy) = (3,3,4,5),
r(x{ DY) = (4,2,5,6),
r(xP|Dy) = (4,3,5,6),
r(xX3IDy) = (3,4,4,5),

r(x71Dy) = (3,5.2,3),
r(xXJIDy) = (4,4,3,4),

r(xJIDy) = (5,3,4,5),

r(x2ID)) = (5,4,4,5),

r(x\Y1D1) = (4,5,3,4),

rxIDy) = (2,4,5,4),
r$IDy) = (3,3,6,5),
r(IDy) = (4,2,7,6),
r(0IDy) = (4,3,7,6),
rIDy) = (3,4,6,5),

rIDy) = (3,5,4,3),
r(IDy) = (4,4,5,4),
r$IDy) = (5,3,6,5),
r($IDy) = (5,4,6,5),
r(x)IDy) = (4,5,5,4),

r(VIDy) = (4,6,3,4),
r(xIDy) = (5,5,4,3),
r(XIDy) = (6,4,5,4),
rx$IDy) = (6,5,5,4),
r(XJID)) = (5,6,4,3),

6

V1D = (3,5,6,3)
r(PID)) = (4,4,7,4)
D)) = (5,3,8,5)
r(x’IDy) = (5,4,8,5)
r(PIDy) = 4,5,7,4)

r(xP|Dy) = (4,6,5,2)
r(4PIDy) = (5,5,6,3)
r(xPIDy) = (6,4,7,4)
r(xIDy) = (6,5,7,4)
r(X0IDy) = (5,6,6,3)

r(XYIDy) = (5,7,4,3)
r(xYIDy) = (6,6,5,2)
r(X%IDy) = (7,5,6,3)
r(xVID)) = (7,6,6,3)
r(x\21Dy) = (6,7,5,2)



r(x\IDy) = (3,5,0,3),
r(xVIDy) = (4,4,1,4),
r(AQ9IDy) = (5,3,2,5),
r(AQIDy) = (5,4,2,5),
r(XQIDy) = (4,5, 1,4),

r(X2IDy) = (4,6, 1,2),
r(X2IDy) = (5,5,2,3),
r(XPIDy) = (6,4,3,4),
r(X2IDy) = (6,5,3,4),

r(XPIDy) = (5,6,2,3),

r(x21D1) = (5.7.2, 1),

r(x2IDy) = (6,6,3,2),
r(X$0IDy) = (7,5,4,3),
r(X$IDy) = (7,6,4,3),
r(SIDy) = (6,7,3,2),

r(XP1Dy) = (6,8,3,0)
r(X9IDy) = (7,7,4,1)
r(X3ID) = (8,6,5,2)
r(X9IDy) = (8,7,5,2)

r(xsg1D1) = (7.8,4,1)

Remark 3.1. Consider the cartesian product C,0OPy. If n > 4 is an even integer, then every pair of various vertices
in C,0Py cannot be a resolving set for C,0Py.

Lemma 3.2. Consider the cartesian product C,0OPy. If n > 4 is an even integer, then the minimum size of a doubly
resolving set of vertices for the cartesian product C,0Py is 4.

Proof. In the following cases we show that the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices for the cartesian
product C, 0Py is 4.

Case 1. Contrary to Theorem 3.1, if n > 4 is an even integer then every minimum resolving set of vertices in
C,0P; may be lie in congruous layers Vi, Vi, or Vi U V. Also, based on Theorem 2.2, we know that the mini-
mum size of a resolving set in the cartesian product C,0P; is 3. If E; is an arranged subset of vertices of C,,00P;
so that E; is a minimal resolving set for C,0P; and two elements of E; lie in the layer V| and one element of E;
lie in the layer Vj, then without loss of generality we can consider E; = {x, x2, x.}, where x, is a compatible vertex
with respect to x; and x, lie in the layer V; of C,0P;. Besides, the arranged subset E; = {xj, X2, x.} of vertices of
C,0P; cannot be a doubly resolving set for C,,0P;, because n is an even integer and each layer V,,, 1 < p < k of
C,0P; is isomorphic to the cycle C,, and hence there are two adjacent vertices in each layer V), of C,0P; say x;
and x;, i < j, so that r(x;|Ey) — r(x;|E1) = —I, where I indicates the unit 3-vector (1, 1, 1). Thus the arranged subset
Ey = {x1, x2, x.} cannot be a doubly resolving set for C,,0Py. If E; is an arranged subset of vertices of C,0P; so that
E; is a minimal resolving set for C,,0P; and all the elements of E; lie in exactly one of the congruous layers V; or Vy,
then without loss of generality we can consider E; = {x, Xz, x’-;+1}- Besides, the arranged subset E; = {xi, xz, X%H}
of vertices in the layer V; of the cartesian product C,,0P; cannot be a doubly resolving set for C, 0Py, because if
we consider two compatible vertices x, € V), and x4 € V, in C,0P, 1 < p < g < k, then there is a positive inte-
ger A so that r(x,|E>) — r(x4|E2) = —Al, where [ indicates the unit 3-vector (1, 1, 1), and hence the arranged subset
E, ={x1,x ,x%+1} cannot be a doubly resolving set for C,0P;. Thus the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of

n
2

vertices for the cartesian product C,0P;, is greater than 3.

Case 2. Now, we show that the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in the cartesian product C,0Py
is 4. Let x. be a compatible vertex with respect to x;, where x. lie in the layer V; of C,0P; then we can show
that the arranged subset E3 = E, U x, = {xl,x%,xgﬂ,xc} of vertices in the cartesian product C,0Py is one of the
minimum doubly resolving sets for the cartesian product C,00P;. It will be enough to show that for any compatible
vertices x, and x4 in C,0P, r(x.|E3) — r(x4|E3) # Al. Suppose x. € V, and x4 € V, are compatible vertices in the
cartesian product C,0P;, 1 < p < g < k. Hence, r(x,|E>) — r(x4|E;) = —Al, where A is a positive integer, and /
indicates the unit 3-vector (1, 1, 1). Also, for the compatible vertex x, with respect to xy, r(x.|x.) — r(x4|x.) = 4. So,
r(x.|E3) — r(x4|E3) # AI, where I indicates the unit 4-vector (1, ..., 1).

O

Theorem 3.4. Consider the cartesian product C,OPy. If n > 4 is an even integer, then the minimum size of a resolving
set of vertices in (C,0OP;)0P,, is 4.

Proof. Suppose (C,0P,)OP,, is a graph with vertex set {x(ll), .y x’(llk)} U {x(lz), vy xizk)} U..u {x(lm), ey x’(;Z)} so that for
1 <t < nk, the vertex xﬁr) is adjacent to xYH) in (C,0P,)0P,,, for 1 < r < m — 1. Hence, none of the minimal
resolving sets of C,,0P; cannot be a resolving set for (C,,0P;)0P,,. Therefore, the minimum size of a resolving set of
vertices in (C,0P;)0OP,, must be greater than 3. Now, we show that the minimum size of a resolving set of vertices in
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(C,0P,)OP, is 4. Let x(ll) be a vertex in the layer V}l) of (C,0P)OP,, and xﬁ.l) be a compatible vertex with respect

to x(] ). where X " Jie in the layer V,g') of (C,0P;)OP,,. Based on Lemma 3.2, we know that 1?* copy of the arranged

1 _ {(1) 1 M (l)}

subset E3 = {xl,xa X1, X}, denoted by the set E X ,x,, ,xn+], is one of the minimum doubly resolving

sets for the cartesian product C,0Py. Besides, the vertex x( 7 is adJacent to the vertex x(”l) in (C,,0P;)0OP,,, and hence

the arranged set Em {xﬁ”, x(,,'), x(,,'i], (')} of vertices of (C,0P;)0OP,, is one of the resolving sets for (C,0P;)OP,,

because for each vertex xﬁ’) of (C OP,)OP,,, we have

r(x1EY) = (@) i = LdOgP, 2y +i = 1,dog, 2y )+ i Ld( e i - 1,

so all the vertices {x(ll), ey (1)} U..u {x(l'"), s (’")} of (C,0P;)OP,, have various representations with respect to the

set E;l). Thus the minimum size of a resolving set of vertices in C,0P;0OP,, is 4. O

Theorem 3.5. Consider the cartesian product C,OPy. If n > 4 is an even integer, then the minimum size of a doubly
resolving set of vertices in (C,0P)0P,, is 5.

Proof. Suppose (C,0P)0P,, is a graph with vertex set {x, ) ...,x(nlk)} U { (2), e (2)} U...U{x (m) s (m)} so that for
1 <t < nk, the vertex xg 7 is adjacent to x(”]) in (C, DPk)DPm, for1 <r <m-1. Based on the previous Theorem,

D~ {x (1) D D (1)} of vertices of (C,0P;)0P,, is one of the resolving sets

we know that the arranged set E X ,xn ,an,

for (C,0P;)0P,,, so that the arranged set Egl) ={ (1)’ x(n]), x(]l] R (])} of vertices of (C,,0P;)0P,, cannot be a doubly
resolving set for (C,0P;)0P,,, and hence the mlnlmum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)0OP,, is
greater than 4. Now, let E4 = E;l) uxim = (11), x(,,l), x(,,l) T x X be an arranged subset of vertices of (C, DPk)DPm,
where X lie in the layer V,Em) of (C,OP,)OP,,. It will be enough to show that for every two vertices x\ and x'*,
l<t<nk,1<r<s<m, r(xgr)|E4) - r(xgs)|E4) # —Al, where I mdlcates the unit 5-vector (1,...,1) and 1 is a
positive integer. For this purpose, let the distance between two the vertices x ) and xm in (C,0P,)OP,, is A, then we
can verify that, r(xﬁr)lEgl)) r(x 9|E§1)) —AI, where I indicates the unit 4-vector, and r(x\”|x") — r(x(s)|x(m))
Therefore, the arranged subset E4 is one of the minimum doubly resolving sets of vertices in (C,0P;)OP,,. Thus the
minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in (C,0P;)0OP,, is 5. O

Example 3.2. Consider graph (C40P3)0P, with vertex set {x(] ),.. x(llz)} {x(]z),.. x(]zz)} {x(]3),.. x(]32)} {x(]4),.. x(]42)}

we can see that the set E = {x(ll), x(zl)xgl), xf)l), xff) } of vertices of (C40P3)0Py is one of the minimum doubly resolving

sets for (C40P3)0Py, and hence the minimum size of a doubly resolving set of vertices in (C4OP3)0Py is 4.

r(x\"IE) = (0,1,2,2,5),
r(x"|E) = (1,0, 1,3,6),
rIE) = (2,1,0,4,7),
r(x"|E) = (1,2,1,3,6),

r(|E) = (1,2,3,1,4),
r(|E) = (2,1,2,2,5),
r(VIE) = (3,2, 1,3,6),
r("|E) = (2,3,2,2,5),

r(x"|E) = (2,3,4,0,3),
r(JIE) = (3,2,3,1,4),
r(xVIE) = (4,3,2,2,5),
r(ADIE) = (3,4,3,1,4),

rxPIE) = (1,2,3,3,4),
rPIE) = (2,1,2,4,5),
rGPIE) = (3,2, 1,5,6),
r(xPIE) = (2,3,2,4,5),

rGPIE) = (2,3,4,2,3),
r(P|E) = (3,2,3,3,4),
rGPIE) = (4,3,2,4,5),
r{|E) = (3,4,3,3,4),

r(PIE) = (3,4,5,1,2),
r(XDIE) = (4,3,4,2,3),
r(XP|E) = (5,4,3,3,4),
r(XJIE) = (4,5,4,2,3),

rVIE) = (2,3,4,4,3),
rIE) = (3,2,3,5,4),
(4,3,2,6,5),
mﬁm:@Aaiﬁ

m@m:

rGYE) = (3,4,5,3,2),
rOIE) = (4,3,4,4,3),
(5,4,3,5,4),
S E) = (4,5,4,4,3),

r(V|E) =

r(x)|E) = (4,5,6,2, 1),
rQIE) = (5,4,5,3,2),
r(XVIE) = (6,5,4,4,3),
rIE) = (5,6,5,3,2),

r(\VIE) = (3,4,5,5,2)
r(PIE) = (4,3,4,6,3)
rPIE) = (5,4,3,7,4)
r(xV|E) = (4,5,4,6,3)

rVE) = (4,5,6,4,1)
r(P|E) = (5,4,5,5,2)
r($PIE) = (6,5,4,6,3)
r($VE) = (5,6,5,5,2)

r($PIE) = (5,6,7,3,0)
r(SUIE) = (6,5,6,4,1)
r(AYIE) = (7,6,5,5,2)
r(AV|E) = (6,7,6,4,1)

Theorem 3.6. [fn is an even or odd integer is greater than or equal to 3, then the minimum size of a strong resolving
set of vertices for the cartesian product (C,,0P)OP,, is 2n.
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Proof. Suppose that (C,00P;)0P,, is a graph with vertex set {x(ll), vy xillk)} U {x(lz), ey (2)} U..U{ (’"), s (’")} so that
for 1 < t < nk, the vertex x(r) is adjacent to x(”l) in (C,0P)0P,,, for 1 < r < m— 1. We know that each vertex

of the layer Vf]) ™ and each vertex of the layer V(m) is maximally
(m) s

distant from a vertex of the layer Vf ). In particular, each vertex of the layer V|

is maximally distant from a vertex of the layer V,
is maximally distant from a vertex

of the layer V,El) and each vertex of the layer V,EI) is maximally distant from a vertex of the layer ng), and hence the
minimum size of a strong resolving set of vertices for the cartesian product (C,0P;)OP,, is equal or greater than 2n,
because it is well known that for every pair of mutually maximally distant vertices u and v of a connected graph G and

for every strong metric basis S of G, it follows thatu € S or v € S. Suppose the set {x; W (1)} is an arranged subset

of vertices in the layer V( ) of the cartesian product (C,0P;)0OP,, and suppose that the set { (m), . (m)} is an arranged

subset of vertices in the layer V}m) of the cartesian product (C,0P)0P,,. Now, let T = { (11), s xﬁ,l)} U{ (lm), - (nm)} be
an arranged subset of vertices of the cartesian product (C,0P;)0P,,. In the following cases we show that the arranged
set T, defined already, is one of the minimum strong resolving sets of vertices for the cartesian product (C,0P;)0P,,.

For this purpose let x(l) and xﬁj) be two various vertices of (C,0Py)0P,,, 1 <i,j<m,1 <e,d<nkand1 <r<n.

Case 1. If i = j then x ) and x() lie in i copy of (C,0P;) with vertex set {x(l), ey (i)} so that i copy of (C,00Py)

() (@)

is a subgraph of (C,0P;)0P,,. Since i = j then we can assume that ¢ < d, because x,” and x ;" are various vertices.

Case 1.1. If both vertices x(’) and x(i) are compatible in i copy of (C,0P;) relative to x\” € V(’) then there is the

vertex x( ) e V(l) c T so that x belongs to shortest path x(l) xg), say as x§ ), s xﬁ'), s x(’) . xg)

Case 1.2. Suppose both vertices x(’) and x(i) are not compatible in i copy of (C,0P;), and lie in various layers or

lie in the same layer in i copy of (C,OP}), also let x e V(’) be a compatible vertex relative to x) Hence there is

the vertex x'™ € V(m) C T so that xV belongs to shortest path K (’) , say as A AD L AD fll)

Case 2. If i # j then x\” lie in i’ copy of (C,0P;) with vertex set {x] 0 (’)}

with vertex set {x(lj), i X (’)}

and x(’) lie in j copy of (C,OPy)
In this case we can assume that i < j.

Case 2.1. If e = d and xﬁj) € V(j) is a compatible vertex relative to xY. then there is the vertex xﬁm) € me) cTso

that x(’) belongs to shortest path x(m) — X9 say as D xfl’), ey XD,

Case 2.2. If e < d, also x(i) and x(") lie in various layers of (C,0P;)0OP,, or x(’) and x(j) lie in the same layer of

(C,OP)OP,, and x\V € V(’) is a compatible vertex relative to x\, then there is the vertex x(]) € V(]) c T so that x

belongs to shortest path xm xflj), say as BB RN O xf/).

Case 2.3. If e > d, also x(’) and x(’) lie in various layers of (C,0P;)0OP,, or x(’) and xflj) lie in the same layer of

(C,0P;)0P,, and X € V(’) is a compatible vertex relative to x%”, then there is the vertex x"™ € me) c T so that xy )

belongs to shortest path x(m) — ¥ say as x" ) x xif), oy %0,

O
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