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Abstract

Zero forcing is a combinatorial game played on a graph with the

ultimate goal of changing the colour of all the vertices at minimal

cost. Originally this game was conceived as a one player game, but

later a two-player version was devised in-conjunction with studies on

the inertia of a graph, and has become known as the q-analogue of
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zero forcing. In this paper, we study and compute the q-analogue

zero forcing number for various families of graphs. We begin with by

considering a concept of contraction associated with trees. We then

significantly generalize an equation between this q-analogue of zero

forcing and a corresponding nullity parameter for all threshold graphs.

We close by studying the q-analogue of zero forcing for certain Kneser

graphs, and a variety of cartesian products of structured graphs.

Keywords: zero forcing, variants of zero forcing, trees, threshold graphs,

Kneser graph, cartesian product, maximum nullity.

AMS Subject Classifications: 05C50, 05C76.

1 Introduction

Zero forcing, originally conceived as method for bounding the maximum nul-
lity of a graph, is a combinatorial game played on a graph. This propagation-
type game involves colouring the vertices of a graph by applying a sequence
of two possible moves or operations on the vertices. The key move is known
as the colour change rule. We note that sometimes this rule is also referred
to as the forcing rule or the filling rule. The colour change rule (or CCR for
short) is defined as: if a coloured vertex has a unique uncoloured neighbour
(and any number of coloured neighbours), then this exactly one uncoloured
neighbour becomes coloured at no cost. In the literature, and sometimes
here as well, when a coloured vertex changes the colour of unique uncoloured
vertex, this is often referred to as a coloured vertex forces an uncoloured
vertex. The game is summarized as follows.

The Zero Forcing Game (or Z-game): All the vertices of
the graph G = (V,E) are initially uncoloured and there is one
player who has tokens. The player will repeatedly apply one of
the following two operations until all vertices are coloured:

1. For one token, any vertex can be changed from uncoloured
to coloured.

2. At no cost, the player can apply the CCR on G.

The zero forcing number for the graph G, denoted by Z(G), is the minimum
number of tokens needed to guarantee that all vertices can be coloured. Zero
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forcing was originally developed in the combinatorial matrix theory com-
munity to provide a combinatorial bound for the minimum rank (or more
specifically the maximum nullity) of a symmetric matrix A associated with
a graph [6]. In fact, the CCR above describes when a collection of zero coor-
dinates in a given null vector for such a matrix A, associated to a graph G,
implies that this null vector is equal to the zero vector.
Since the work in [6] appeared, there have been many variations on the
Z-game, including positive semidefinite Z-game, along with many others
corresponding to particular subclasses of matrices that can be associated
with a graph (or perhaps a directed graph). Most relevant to this work and
the one considered here is a q-analogue of zero forcing which introduces a
third operation available to the player (see [4]). This new operation allows
the (potential) application of the CCR on an induced subgraph of the original
graph, and depends on the choice made by a second player, often referred
to as the oracle. For any graph G, if X ⊆ V (G), then we let G[X ] be the
induced subgraph of G on the vertices X .

The q-Analogue of the Zero Forcing Game (or Zq-game):
For q ≥ 0 an integer, assume all the vertices of the graph G =
(V,E) are initially uncoloured and there is one player who has
tokens, and one oracle. The player will repeatedly apply one of
the following three operations until all vertices are coloured.

1. For one token, any vertex can be changed from uncoloured
to coloured.

2. At no cost, the player can apply the CCR on G.

3. Let the vertices currently coloured be denoted by B, and
W1, . . . ,Wk be the vertex sets of the connected components
of G[V \ B] (i.e., components of uncoloured vertices). If
k ≥ q + 1, the player selects at least q + 1 of the Wi’s and
announces the selection to the oracle. The oracle selects a
nonempty subset of these components, {Wi1, . . . ,Wiℓ}, and
announces it back to the player. At no cost, the player can
apply the CCR on G[B ∪Wi1 ∪ · · · ∪Wiℓ ].

The q-analogue zero forcing number of a graph, denoted by Zq(G), is the
minimum number of tokens needed to guarantee that all vertices can be
coloured, regardless of how the oracle responds. For convenience, we may
refer to the third option above as the CCRq for a fixed q.
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Due to the “at least” part in the definition above it follows that Z0(G) ≤
Z1(G) ≤ · · · ≤ Z(G). We note here that the positive semidefinite zero forcing
number (see [13]), and is usually denoted by Z+(G), is equal to the number
Z0(G) as defined above. Further, in [4] it was shown that the parameter
Zq(G) also provides an upper-bound related to the maximum nullity over a
certain class of matrices associated with G.

Theorem 1.1 ([4]). If A is a real-symmetric matrix with nonzero off-diagonal
entries corresponding to the edges of a graph G and A has at most q negative
eigenvalues, then the nullity of A is at most Zq(G).

It is useful to note that for the Z-game it is well-known that the spending of
tokens can all happen up front before applying the CCR. Hence, in previous
works there is a focus on zero forcing sets for the Z-game. In the Zq-game
it might be disadvantageous to spend all tokens up front, i.e., the oracle’s
response(s) may change the optimal spending pattern (see an example given
in [4]). Consequently, computing Zq(G) is rather tricky, partly due to the
vast array of options at each stage of the game. For example, if we restrict
our attention to trees, the maximum nullity of all such symmetric matrices
associated to a tree with exactly q negative eigenvalues (denoted by Mq) is
known and depends on the so-called maximum disconnection number of a
tree (see [2]). However, beyond some very basic trees (paths, stars, etc.) Zq

for a tree is very complicated to compute (cf. Section 2.1) for 0 < q < n. It is
our purpose here to derive Zq for a number of families of graphs in an effort
to develop more data for both the zero forcing numbers of these graphs and
for bounding the corresponding nullities. Such computations will provide
some insights to the very important inverse eigenvalue problem for graphs.
In this paper, we begin by deriving a tool, we call a contraction intended to
better illuminate the CCRq for the case of trees. In Section 3, we consider
the class of connected threshold graphs and establish that Mq = Zq for every
q and we derive a formula for this number as well. Finally, in Section 4, we
consider a variety of specific families of graphs and compute the q-analogue
zero forcing number for such graphs. In Section 4, we also state numerous
conjectures where there are some gaps in our computations.
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2 A Contraction on Graphs

Let G be a graph with vertex set V . Assume further, that B denotes the
subset of coloured vertices and let W = V \B. We define C(G), the bipartite
contraction of G by contracting edges incident to two coloured vertices. All
edges joining two uncoloured vertices are also contracted. These contractions
are repeated until all uncoloured vertices are only connected to coloured ver-
tices and each coloured vertex is connected to at least one uncoloured vertex.
For such a graph G, we use the term coloured (or uncoloured) component of
G to mean connected induced subgraphs consisting of only coloured (or un-
coloured vertices). Given a graph G with vertices B coloured andW = V \B,
and S ⊂ W , let G{S} be the graph obtained from G that is induced by S

along with all coloured components (namely connected induced subgraphs
consisting of only coloured vertices) with an edge connected to S.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a graph with vertices B coloured and W = V \B and
let C(G) be the bipartite contraction of G. If there exists a set of uncoloured
vertices W of C(G) such that C(G){S} has a coloured vertex of degree 1 for
all ∅ 6= S ⊆ W , then in the game CCRi for G, there is a move which will
permit at least one new vertex to be forced for any i ≤ |W | − 1.

Proof. Consider the uncoloured components in G corresponding to W and
hand them to the oracle. If the oracle passes back a set S of components,
then in C(G){S} there is a coloured vertex x of degree 1. In the subgraph
of G induced on the coloured vertices and the uncoloured components corre-
sponding to S, there exists a vertex in the coloured component corresponding
to x which has exactly one uncoloured neighbour and only one edge joining
it to this neighbour. This uncoloured neighbour can be forced.

Theorem 2.2. Let G be a tree with vertices B coloured and W = V \B and
suppose C(G) be the bipartite contraction of G. If there is a matching of size
q+1 in C(G), then there is a move which will permit at least one new vertex
in G to be forced using the CCRq.

Proof. Assume G is a tree with B and W given as assumed. Then C(G) does
not have a cycle. SupposeM = {{wi, bi}, i = 1, . . . , q+1} is a matching of size
q+1 in C(G) and let S = {wij , j = 1, . . . , s} ⊂ W . Assume that the coloured
vertices of C(G){S} are given by {bij , j = 1, . . . , t} with t ≥ s because there
is a matching saturating S. Since C(G){S} is acyclic, it contains e ≤ s+t−1
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edges. Note that every vertex of B has at least one white neighbour. If all
coloured vertices have degree at least 2 in C(G), then e ≥ 2t. This implies
that t < s, which is a contradiction. Thus there exist at least one coloured
vertex of degree one for all ∅ 6= S ⊆ W . Using Lemma 2.1, a new vertex can
be forced if the oracle returns S.

For the next result we incorporate Hall’s theorem as a tool to aid the proof,
and as such if X ⊆ V , we let Nbd(X) denote the set of vertices adjacent to
at least one vertex in X .

Theorem 2.3. Let G be a connected graph with vertices B coloured and
W = V \ B, and let C(G) be the bipartite contraction of G. If there is a
move which will permit at least one new vertex in C(G) to be forced in CCRq

(and not CCR) then there exists a matching of size q + 1 in C(G).

Proof. Suppose that the set of at least q + 1 uncoloured vertices W in C(G)
represents a move in game CCRq which allows at least one new vertex to be
forced. We show that the graph C(G){W} satisfies Hall’s Theorem and thus
contains a matching of size |W | saturating the vertices of W . First, since
G is connected, every singleton of W has at least one coloured neighbour.
Suppose S ⊂ W is the minimal counter example to Hall’s theorem, namely
|Nbd(S)| < |S|. If the oracle returns any of the uncoloured components
corresponding to S, at least one uncoloured vertex can be forced so there must
exist a coloured vertex b ∈ Nbd(S) with exactly one uncoloured neighbour,
w. Let S ′ = S \ {w} in C(G){S}. Using the minimality of S we have

|S ′| ≤ |Nbd(S ′)| ≤ |Nbd(S)| − 1 < |S| − 1 = |S ′|.
Thus for all S ⊂ W , |Nbd(S)| ≥ |S| and there exists a matching saturating
S which must have size at least q + 1.

3 Zq(G) and Mq(G) of a threshold graph

Given a graph G on n vertices, we let S(G) denote the collection of all real
n×n symmetric matrices whose off-diagonal entry in position (i, j) is assigned
a nonzero number if and only if vertices i and j are adjacent. For this class of
symmetric matrices we let M(G) denote the maximum nullity over this class.
On the other hand, given q, we may restrict attention to those symmetric
matrices governed by the edges of G with exactly q negative eigenvalues
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(counting multiplicities) and label this set as Sq(G). For such matrices we
consider their largest possible nullity and denote this maximum by Mq(G).
As noted in the introduction we have Mq(G) ≤ Zq(G) for all q.
All threshold graphs are obtained through an iterative process which starts
with an isolated vertex, and where, at each step, either a new isolated vertex
is added, or a vertex adjacent to all previous vertices (or dominating vertex)
is added. A vertex in a threshold graph that is adjacent to every other vertex
in the graph is called a universal vertex.
We may represent a threshold graph on n vertices using a binary sequence
(b1, . . . , bn). Here bi is 0 if vertex vi was added as an isolated vertex, and bi
is 1 if vi was added as a dominating vertex. This representation has been
called a creation sequence (see [7]). For brevity, if G is a threshold graph
with creation sequence (b1, . . . , bn) we write G ∼= (b1, . . . , bn). We assume 0
is the first character of the string; it represents the first vertex of the graph.
This way, the number of characters equal to 1 in this string, called the trace
of the graph, indicates the number of dominating vertices in its construction
[12]. As we are interested in connected threshold graphs, we always assume
that bn = 1.
For a threshold graph G, it is well-known that

Z(G) = M(G) = n− 2T + s1 + 2s0, (1)

where s1 is the number of 01 patterns (only happens for the first two entries
of the creation sequence) or 101 and s0 is the number of 11 patterns in the
creation sequence of G (see [11]).
Also for any chordal graph G on n vertices, it is well-known that Z0(G) =
M0(G) = n−cc(G) (see [1]), where cc(G) is known as the clique cover number
of G and is equal to the fewest number of cliques needed to cover the edges of
G. We know that a threshold graph is a chordal graph and also each clique in
a minimum clique cover includes an isolated vertex. Indeed, for a threshold
graph G, cc(G) is the number of zeros in the creation sequence which equals
n− T . Hence for a threshold graph G, we have

Z0(G) = M0(G) = T. (2)

In this section, we generalize equations (1) and (2) and establish Mq(G) =
Zq(G) for all connected threshold graphs G and for all q. In addition, we
derive the following formula for this common value, which is provided below.
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Suppose G is a connected threshold graph with creation sequence given by

(0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) := (0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k1

, 1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t1

, . . . , 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ks

, 1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ts

),

with trace T =
∑s

i=1 ti and let aj = max{kj − 2, 0} for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}.
Then for any q ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , s},

Mq(G) = Zq(G) = T + max
1≤i1<...<iq≤s

q
∑

j=1

aij . (3)

We begin by verifying that the right-hand side of equality in (3) is valid as
an upper bound for Zq for any connected threshold graph.

Theorem 3.1. Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) be a connected threshold
graph with trace T =

∑s

i=1 ti and let aj = max{kj−2, 0} for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}.
Then for any q ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , s},

Zq(G) ≤ T + max
1≤i1<...<iq≤s

q
∑

j=1

aij . (4)

Proof: As stated above, we already know that Z0(G) = T , so we assume
q ≥ 1. To start the Zq-game, we initially assign a total of T =

∑s

i=1 ti
tokens as follows: to each group of dominating vertices of size ti, assign ti−1
tokens arbitrarily and to each group of isolated vertices we assign one token
arbitrarily. Now, applying the CCR we can force the remaining uncoloured
dominating vertex in each group of dominating vertices, by starting from the
right-most group (namely the sth group) in the creation sequence and move
leftwards. Suppose that G1 is the induced subgraph obtained from removing
all coloured vertices, that is, removing all dominating vertices together with
one isolated vertex located in each isolated group. It is clear that by applying
the CCRq, the oracle will try to force all isolated vertices until q largest
isolated groups, called Iki1−1, Iki2−1, . . . , Ikiq−1

remain.
Now if kij ≥ 3, then we consider spending kij −2 tokens in the corresponding
group Iij , otherwise we do not spend any tokens in groups Iij when kij < 3.
In this way, all remaining vertices can be coloured by applying the CCR from
the left-most group (or smallest indexed group) in the creation sequence and
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moving to the right. Hence we have spent an additional

p
∑

j=1

(|Ikij−1| − 1) =

p
∑

j=1

(kij − 2) =

p
∑

j=1

aij =

q
∑

j=1

aij ,

where p is the number of indices ij for which kij ≥ 3, tokens to complete
Zq-game. Hence, the total number of tokens spent in this process is given by

T + max
1≤i1<...<iq≤s

q
∑

j=1

aij .

Having established the desired upper bound, we now turn our attention to
the lower bound corresponding to equation (3). We state this lemma now
with an additional condition on a diagonal entry corresponding to a universal
vertex in the connected threshold graph G. For simplicity if B is an n × n

matrix, we let η(B) denote the nullity of B and Bi,j denotes the (i, j) entry of
B. Further, if w ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then B(w) denotes the principal submatrix
of B obtained by deleting row and column w from B.

Lemma 3.2. Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) with the trace T =
∑s

i=1 ti
and let aj = max{kj − 2, 0} for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}. Then for any 1 ≤ q ≤ s,
there exists a matrix B ∈ Sq(G) such that

Mq(G) ≥ η(B) ≥ T + max
1≤i1<...<iq≤s

q∑

j=1

aij , (5)

and for at least one universal vertex w in G, Bw,w 6= 0.

We will defer the formal inductive proof of the above lemma as its verification
will involve another result stated below (see Lemma 3.3). However, we do
note that Lemma 3.2 does hold for q = 0, since we already know that for any
threshold graph G, Z0(G) = M0(G) = T , and positive semidefinite matrices
must have positive main diagonal entries corresponding to nonzero rows.
Before we proceed, we need an auxiliary result requiring that Lemma 3.2
hold for certain values of q by induction. This result is concerned with the
nullity of matrices associated with a particular family of connected threshold
graphs
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Lemma 3.3. Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(1)) be a connected threshold
graph with n vertices and trace T . Assume that Lemma 3.2 holds for all q
such that q < q0, where q0 ≥ 1. If as is among the q0 maximum elements
from the collection {a1, a2, . . . , as}, then there exists a matrix B ∈ Sq0(G)
such that the nullity of B is at least

T + max
1≤i1<...<iq0−1≤s−1

q0−1∑

j=1

aij + as,

and if w is the universal vertex of G, then we have Bw,w 6= 0.

Proof: Let H ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks−1), 1(ts−1)). Then, by the assumption
applied to Lemma 3.2, ∃B1 ∈ Sq0−1(H) such that,

η(B1) ≥ T (H) + max
1≤i1<...<iq0−1≤s−1

q0−1
∑

j=1

aij = T − 1 + max
1≤i1<...<iq0−1≤s−1

q0−1
∑

j=1

aij ,

and with a universal vertex w satisfying B1w,w 6= 0. Now, we consider a new
matrix B as follows:

B =



















ks
︷ ︸︸ ︷

0 . . . 0 b1

B1
...

...

0 . . . 0
...

0 . . . 0 bk
0 . . . 0 0 0 bk+1
... . . .

...
...

. . .
...

0 . . . 0 0 0 bn−1

b1 . . . . . . bk bk+1 . . . bn−1 c



















,

where c, bi 6= 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. We have rank(B) = rank(B1) + 2, that
is, η(B) = η(B1) + ks − 1. This combined with Cauchy’s interlacing theorem
(see [10]) applied to B and B(w), gives B ∈ Sq0(G). Moreover, from the
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above we have

η(B) ≥ T − 1 + max
1≤i1<...<iq0−1≤s−1

q0−1
∑

j=1

aij + ks − 1

= T + max
1≤i1<...<iq0−1≤s−1

q0−1
∑

j=1

aij + ks − 2

= T + max
1≤i1<...<iq0−1≤s−1

q0−1
∑

j=1

aij + as,

and Bw,w = c 6= 0.

We now complete the proof of Lemma 3.2.
Proof of Lemma 3.2: The proof of this result will use induction on q and
has been verified for q = 0. So, consider the case in which q = 1. To establish
the desired inequality for q = 1, we use induction on the trace T (observe
that q ≤ s ≤ T ).

(Base of Induction) If T = 1 (= q), then G ∼= (0(n−1), 1(1)). Considering the
n× (n− 1) matrix M given by

M =










1 1 . . . 1
1 0 . . . 0

0 1
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . 0

0 0 . . . 1










.

Then, MT M = In−1 + Jn−1 and its eigenvalues are denoted by σ(MT M) =
{n, 1(n−2)} and consequently, σ(M MT ) = {n, 1(n−2), 0}. Set A = M MT −
In. Then we have A ∈ S1(G) with η(A) = n− 2 = T + a1 and Aw,w = n− 2.

(Induction Hypothesis) Assume that for any connected threshold graph G

with trace less than T equation (5) is true.

(Induction Step) We prove that equation (5) is true for any connected graph
G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) with trace T . We consider the following two
cases:
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Case 1) ts ≥ 2. Let H ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts−1)). Using the induction
hypothesis we have ∃B ∈ S1(H) such that

η(B) ≥ T − 1 + max
1≤i≤s

ai. (6)

and at least one universal vertex w satisfies Bw,w 6= 0. Then, matrix B has
the following form:

B =








∗ . . . ∗ b1
...

. . .
...

...
∗ . . . ∗ bn−2

b1 . . . bn−2 bn−1








,

where the last row and column correspond to the vertex w, which gives,
bi 6= 0 for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}. Now, using the matrix B, we define the
matrix B′ as follows:

B′ =










∗ . . . ∗ b1 b1
...

. . .
...

...
...

∗ . . . ∗ bn−2 bn−2

b1 . . . bn−2 bn−1 bn−1

b1 . . . bn−2 bn−1 bn−1










.

Obviously, rank(B′) = rank(B). This combined with Cauchy’s interlacing
theorem for B and B′ gives B′ ∈ S1(G) and

η(B′) = η(B) + 1 ≥ T + max
1≤i≤s

ai.

Moreover, corresponding to the last universal vertex w′ inG, we have B′
w′,w′ =

bn−1 6= 0. This completes the induction in this case.

Case 2) ts = 1. Let H ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks−1), 1(ts−1)). By the induction
hypothesis we have ∃B ∈ S1(H) such that

η(B) ≥ T − 1 + max
1≤i≤s−1

ai. (7)

and at least one universal vertex w satisfies Bw,w 6= 0. Then matrix B has
the following form:
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B =








∗ . . . ∗ b1
...

. . .
...

...
∗ . . . ∗ bk−1

b1 . . . bk−1 bk








,

where k = n− 1− ks and the last row and column correspond to the vertex
w, which gives, bi 6= 0 for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}. Now, using the matrix B, define
the matrix B′ as follows:

B′ =


















∗ . . . ∗ b1

ks
︷ ︸︸ ︷

0 . . . 0 b1
...

. . .
...

...
...

...
∗ . . . ∗ bk−1 0 . . . 0 bk−1

b1 . . . bk−1 bk 0 . . . 0 bk
0 . . . 0 0 a a
... . . .

...
...

. . .
...

0 . . . 0 0 a a

b1 . . . bk−1 bk a . . . a c


















,

where c = bk + ks a. We choose a positive value for a such that a 6= −bk
ks

.
Obviously, rank(B′) = rank(B) + ks. This combined with Cauchy’s interlac-
ing theorem for B′ and B′(n) gives B′ ∈ S1(G) and

η(B′) = η(B) + 1 ≥ T + max
1≤i≤s−1

ai.

At this stage, if as is not maximum among the ai’s, then we are done. If this
is not that case, we may use Lemma 3.3 (note that the desired lower bounds
holds for q = 0) to complete the proof in this case, so

η(B′) ≥ T + max
1≤i≤s

ai. (8)

Moreover, corresponding to the last (universal) vertex w′ in G, we have
B′

w′,w′ = c 6= 0. This completes the induction on T when q = 1 and hence
verifies the base case for the first induction on q. Now, assume that Lemma
3.2 holds for all q < q0. Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) with trace T =
∑s

i=1 ti and let aj = max{kj−2, 0} for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}, and T ≥ s ≥ q0. To
verify the desired inequality for q0, we will use induction on T with q0 fixed.
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Base case: T = q0 = s. Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(1)). Consider the
matrix M given by

M =










J1 J2 . . . Js

Ik1 O . . . O

O Ik2
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . O

O . . . O Iks










,

where Ji is an s× ki matrix obtained from all ones matrix of the same order
but with all i− 1 first rows equal to zero, and O is a rectangular zero matrix
with a proper order.
Then

MT M =








q0Jk1 + Ik1 (q0 − 1)Jk1,k2 · · · Jk1,ks

(q0 − 1)Jk2,k1 (q0 − 1)Jk2 + Ik2 · · · Jk2,ks
...

. . .
. . .

...
Jks,k1 Jks,k2 · · · Jks + Iks








,

where Jk,l is the k × l matrix of all ones.
It is not difficult to show that there exists an invertible matrix S such that
S(MT M − I)ST is equal to the positive semidefinite matrix given by

P =









q0Jk1 0 · · · 0

0 (q0−1)
q0

Jk2 · · · 0
...

. . .
. . .

...
0 0 · · · q0−s+1

q0−s+2
Jks









.

Observe that the rank of P is s. Since S is invertible (or we can apply the
classical Sylvester’s Law of inertia), it follows that the spectrum of MT M

is σ(MT M) = {1(
∑

ki−s), λ1, λ2, . . . , λs} , where λ1, λ2, . . . , λs are all more
than 1. Define the matrix A = −(M MT − I). We have A ∈ Sq0(G) with
η(A) = k1 + k2 + · · ·+ ks − s = T + a1 + a2 + · · ·+ as and Aw,w 6= 0.

Now, assume that Lemma 3.2 holds for fixed q0 and for all such connected
threshold graphs G with trace T < T0.
Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) with trace T0 ≥ q0. The remainder of the
proof relies on two cases.
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Case 1) ts ≥ 2. Let H ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts−1)). By the induction
hypothesis on T0 − 1 we know ∃B ∈ Sq0(H) such that,

η(B) ≥ T0 − 1 + max
1≤i1<...<iq0≤s

q0∑

j=1

aij , (9)

and at least one universal vertex w satisfies Bww 6= 0. Then, matrix B has
the following form:

B =








∗ . . . ∗ b1
...

. . .
...

...
∗ . . . ∗ bn−2

b1 . . . bn−2 bn−1








,

where the last row and column correspond to the vertex w, which gives, bi 6= 0
for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n− 1}. Now, using the matrix B, define B′ as follows:

B′ =










∗ . . . ∗ b1 b1
...

. . .
...

...
...

∗ . . . ∗ bn−2 bn−2

b1 . . . bn−2 bn−1 bn−1

b1 . . . bn−2 bn−1 bn−1










.

Obviously, rank(B′) = rank(B). This combined with Cauchy’s interlacing
theorem for B and B′ gives B′ ∈ Sq0(G) and

η(B′) = η(B) + 1 ≥ T0 + max
1≤i1<...<iq0≤s

q0∑

j=1

aij .

Moreover, corresponding to the last (universal) vertex w′ in G, we have
B′

w′,w′ = bn−1 6= 0. This completes the induction in this case.

Case 2) ts = 1. Let H ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks−1), 1(ts−1)). By the induction
hypothesis on T0 − 1, we know ∃B ∈ Sq0(H) such that,

η(B) ≥ T0 − 1 + max
1≤i1<...<iq0≤s−1

q0∑

j=1

aij , (10)

and at least one universal vertex w satisfies Bw,w 6= 0. Then, matrix B has
the following form:
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B =








∗ . . . ∗ b1
...

. . .
...

...
∗ . . . ∗ bk−1

b1 . . . bk−1 bk








,

where k = n− 1− ks and the last row and column correspond to the vertex
w, which gives, bi 6= 0 for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}. Now, using the matrix B, define
the matrix B′ as follows:

B′ =


















∗ . . . ∗ b1

ks
︷ ︸︸ ︷

0 . . . 0 b1
...

. . .
...

...
...

...
∗ . . . ∗ bk−1 0 . . . 0 bk−1

b1 . . . bk−1 bk 0 . . . 0 bk
0 . . . 0 0 a a
... . . .

...
...

. . .
...

0 . . . 0 0 a a

b1 . . . bk−1 bk a . . . a c


















,

where c = bk + ks a. We choose a positive value for a such that a 6= −bk
ks

.
Obviously, rank(B′) = rank(B) + ks. This combined with Cauchy’s interlac-
ing theorem for B′ and B′(n) gives B′ ∈ Sq0(G) and

η(B′) = η(B) + 1 ≥ T0 + max
1≤i1<...<iq0≤s−1

q0∑

j=1

aij

At this stage, if as is not at least the qth0 maximum among the ai’s, then we
are done. If this is not that case, we may use Lemma 3.3 (note that our
conjecture holds for all q < q0 by the inductive hypothesis) to complete the
proof in this case.
Hence, we have verified the existence of a B′ ∈ Sq0(G) such that

η(B′) ≥ T + max
1≤i1<...<iq0≤s

q0∑

j=1

aij . (11)

This completes the inductive step with respect to T = T0. Therefore, Lemma
3.2 holds for all T ≥ q0. Consequently, we have completed the inductive step
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on q for q = q0. Hence we have completed the proof of Lemma 3.2 for all
1 ≤ q ≤ s.

Theorem 3.4. Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) be a connected threshold
graph on n vertices with trace T =

∑s

i=1 ti and let aj = max{kj − 2, 0} for
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}. Then for any q ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s},

Mq(G) = Zq(G) = T + max
1≤i1<...<iq≤s

q
∑

j=1

aij . (12)

Proof: Using Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we have

T + max
1≤i1<...<iq≤s

q
∑

j=1

aij ≤ Mq(G) ≤ Zq(G) ≤ T + max
1≤i1<...<iq≤s

q
∑

j=1

aij .

Obviously, the maximum value for Zq(G) in (3) occurs when q = s. Indeed,
when q = s, we have

Z(G) = Zs(G) = T +
s∑

j=1

ai.

Assume that p = |{j : j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}, kj ≥ 2}| and let kij ≥ 2 for
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}. Then we have

Z(G) = T +

s∑

j=1

ai = T +

p
∑

j=1

(kij − 2) =T +

p
∑

j=1

kij − 2p

=T + (# of zeros)− (s− p)− 2p

=T + n− T − p− s = n− p− s,

where n is the number of vertices in G.
From the well-known formula given in (1) we have for any connected threshold
graph G

Z(G) = M(G) = n− 2T + s1 + 2s0 = n− 2T + (s− p) + 2

s∑

j=1

(tj − 1)

= n− 2T + s− p+ 2T − 2s = n− s− p.

(13)
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We summarize the above remarks with the following result.

Corollary 3.5. Let G ∼= (0(k1), 1(t1), . . . , 0(ks), 1(ts)) be a connected threshold
graph with n vertices and let p = |{j : j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s}, kj ≥ 2}|. Then

Z(G) = M(G) = n− s− p.

In particular, the minimum rank of a connected threshold graph is equal to
s+ p.

4 Computing Zq(G) for Certain Structured Fam-

ilies of Graphs

In this section, we incorporate existing work on both the zero forcing number
and the positive semidefinite zero forcing number in an effort to extend these
results to the q-analogue of zero forcing for certain families of graphs for q at
least one. Many of the results in this section will rely on computing Z0, and
we note here the well-known fact that for any graph G, Z0(G) ≥ κ(G), where
κ(G) is the vertex connectivity of the graph G, that is the fewest numbers
to be deleted to disconnect G (see, for example, [1]).

4.1 Cartesian product

For any graph G, consider the Cartesian product G � K2. If V (G) =
{1, 2, . . . , n} and V (K2) = {a, b}, then label the vertices of the layers of
G�K2 by 1a, 2a, . . . , na and 1b, 2b, . . . , nb. We begin this section by consid-
ering the following graphs: Kn �K2, the ladder graph Pn �K2, and prism
Cn �K2.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose n ∈ N.

1. Then Z0(Kn �K2) = Z1(Kn �K2) = . . . = Z(Kn �K2) = n.

2. For any n ≥ 3, Z0(Pn �K2) = Z1(Pn �K2) = . . . = Z(Pn �K2) = 2.

3. For any n ≥ 3, we have Z0(Cn � K2) = Z1(Cn � K2) = . . . =
Z(Cn �K2) = 4.
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Proof. For each of the graphs listed above we make use of previous work to
squeeze all of the numbers Zq. For the graphs in item (1), observe that
it is know from [6] that Z(Kn � K2) = n, and from [13] we also have
Z0(Kn � K2) = n, which verifies the equalities in (1). Similar arguments
apply to the remaining items using the results from [6, 13].

For any n ≥ 4, we define the book graph Bn as the graph K1,n �K2.

Theorem 4.2. For any n ≥ 3, we have

Zq(Bn) =

{

2 if q = 0

n for q ≥ 1.

Proof. Label the leaves of the layer aK1,n by 1a, 2a, . . . , na and the central
vertex by ca. Similarly, label the leaves of the layer bK1,n by 1b, 2b, . . . , nb
and the central vertex by cb. For the Z0-game, place two tokens on {ca, cb}.
We note that Bn[V (Bn)\{ca, cb}] is a disjoint union of n edges. We give one
of these edges in each round. No matter which edge is returned by the oracle,
we are able to use the CCR to force both end points of the edge using the
central vertices ca and cb. The graph induced by the uncoloured vertices is
again a disjoint union of edges and we repeat the previous strategy. Hence,
Z0(Bn) ≤ 2. It is obvious that we need to spend at least two tokens to win
the Z0-game since κ(Bn) > 1. Therefore, Z0(Bn) = 2.
Now we consider the Z-game. Place n tokens on all vertices of the layer
aK1,n except one leaf. Using the CCR, we are able to colour all vertices of
Bn. Therefore, Z1(Bn) ≤ Z(Bn) ≤ n.
On the other hand, we can also prove that Z1(Bn) ≥ n, which is not trivial.
To show this, we find a weighted adjacency matrix C ∈ S1(Bn) such that
rank(C) = n + 2. Hence, we will have Z1(Bn) ≥ M1(Bn) ≥ n.
The adjacency matrix B of Bn is the matrix

B =

[
A In
In A

]

,

where A is the adjacency matrix of K1,n. The spectrums of A and B are

σ(A) =
{√

n
(1)
,−

√
n
(1)
, 0(n−1)

}

,

σ(B) =
{√

n+ 1(1),−
√
n + 1(1), 1(n−1),

√
n− 1(1),−

√
n− 1(1),−1(n−1)

}
.
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For any 2 ≤ i ≤ n, let ui = ei − ei+1. The vectors (ui)i=2,3,...,n form a basis
of the eigenspace (the nullspace) of A. The eigenspace corresponding to the

eigenvalue
√
n is spanned by the vector v1 =

(

1,
√
n−1
n−1

,
√
n−1
n−1

, . . . ,
√
n−1
n−1

)T

.

Since K1,n is bipartite, the generator of the eigenspace of −√
n can be easily

obtained from v1. We denote this vector by v2. Let U =

[
1
1

]

and V =

[
1
−1

]

.

The eigenvectors of B are of the form

U ⊗ x and V ⊗ x,

for any x ∈ {v1, v2, u2, . . . , un}, and where ⊗ denotes the tensor product of
matrices.
Consider the matrix

D =




−

√
n

2
In

(
−
√
n

2
+ 1

)

In
(

−
√
n

2
+ 1

)

In −
√
n

2
In



 =




−

√
n

2

(

−
√
n

2
+ 1

)

(

−
√
n

2
+ 1

)

−
√
n

2



⊗ In,

and let C = B −D. We prove C ∈ S1(Bn) and has nullity equal to n.
From the structure of B, the addition of the matrix D does not annihilate
the non-zero off diagonal entries of −B. Moreover, the zero entries of B do
not change. Hence, C ∈ S(Bn).
Observe that the matrix D commutes with B. Hence D and B are simulta-
neously diagonalizable. Moreover,

D(U ⊗ v1) = (−√
n+ 1)U ⊗ v1,

D(U ⊗ v2) = (−√
n+ 1)U ⊗ v2,

D(U ⊗ ui) = (−√
n+ 1)(U ⊗ ui), for any 2 ≤ i ≤ n

D(V ⊗ v1) = −V ⊗ v1,

D(V ⊗ v2) = −V ⊗ v2,

D(V ⊗ ui) = −(V ⊗ ui), for any 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

The spectrum of D is σ(D) =
{
−1(n+1),−√

n+ 1(n+1)
}
. We conclude that

−1− (−1) = 0 is an eigenvalue of C with eigenvector V ⊗ ui, for 2 ≤ i ≤ n.
Similarly, −√

n + 1− (−√
n+ 1) = 0 is an eigenvalue of C with eigenvector

U⊗v2. Upon a careful analysis of the corresponding eigenvectors, we conclude
that the spectrum of C is

σ(C) =
{

2
√
n
(1)
, 0(n),

√
n
(n)

,−√
n
(1)
}

.
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Therefore, the nullity of C is n and C has exactly one negative eigenvalue,
which is −√

n. Hence, C ∈ S1(Bn). Therefore, M1(Bn) ≥ n. Consequently,
Z1(Bn) ≥ n. This completes the proof.

4.2 Complete bipartite graphs

The complete bipartite graph is denoted as Kn,m, for some n,m ≥ 2, and
assume the vertices of Kn,m are partitioned as Vn ∪ Vm, where |Vn| = n and
|Vm| = m. Since (n,m) 6= (1, 1), the adjacency matrix associated with Kn,m

has 3 distinct eigenvalues. In fact, if A is the adjacency matrix for Kn,m, we
have

σ(A) =
{√

nm
(1)
,−

√
nm

(1)
, 0(n+m−2)

}

.

Proposition 4.3. For any n,m ≥ 1

Zq(Kn,m) =

{

min(n,m) if q = 0

n+m− 2 for q ≥ 1.

Proof. From [13, Prop. 3.4] we have Z0(Kn,m) = n if n ≤ m. Furthermore,
we also know from [6] that Z(Kn,m) = n + m − 2. Now, we consider the
Z1-game. The nullity of the graph Kn,m is equal to the multiplicity of the
eigenvalue 0 in the adjacency matrix forKn,m, call it A. Therefore, n+m−2 ≤
M1(A) ≤ Z1(Kn,m). It suffices to prove that Z(Kn,m) ≤ n+m−2 to complete
the proof. It is not hard to see that any set S∪T , where S ⊂ Vn and T ⊂ Vm

of size n − 1 and m − 1, respectively, is a zero forcing set of Kn,m. Hence,
Z(Kn,m) ≤ n− 1 +m− 1 = n +m− 2. This completes the proof.

Consider the graph Y = Kn,m �K2, and let A be the adjacency matrix for
Y . Let (ui)i=1,...,n+m−2 be a basis of the eigenspace for A corresponding to
0. Let v1 and v2 be the generators for the eigenspaces for A of

√
nm and

−√
nm, respectively. The spectrum of A is

σ(A) =
{√

nm+ 1(1),−
√
nm+ 1(1), 1(n+m−2),

√
nm− 1(1),−

√
nm− 1(1),−1(n+m−2)

}
.

We formulate the following conjecture regarding the graph Y = Kn,m �K2.

Conjecture 4.4. For any n,m ≥ 2,

Zq(Kn,m �K2) =

{

2min(n,m) if q = 0

n+m for q ≥ 1.
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Currently, we have not completely resolved the above conjecture, but we
are able to provide some fairly compelling bounds. Consider the following
argument. Without loss of generality, assume that n < m. First, we prove
that Z0(Y ) = 2n. Place 2n tokens on the two copies of the bipartition of
Kn,m in Y . Let S be the set of these vertices. The graph Y [V (Y ) \ S] is
a disjoint union of edges. It is straightforward that we can complete the
Z0-game by returning an endpoint of each such edge, in each round. Hence,
Z0(Y ) ≤ 2n.
Consider the matrix,

C =

[ √
nm

2

√
nm

2
− 1√

nm

2
− 1

√
nm

2

]

⊗In+m =

[√
nm

2
0

0
√
nm

2

]

⊗In+m+

[

0
√
nm

2
− 1√

nm

2
− 1 0

]

⊗In+m.

The spectrum of the matrix C is

σ(C) =
{√

nm− 1(n+m), 1(n+m)
}
.

Applying a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.2 we can show that
there is a matrix A in S1(Y ) with nullity n+m−1. Hence Z1(Y ) ≥ n+m−1.
Let S be the vertices corresponding to a layer of Kn,m in Y . It is easy to
see that S is a zero-forcing set in the Cartesian product Kn,m �K2. Hence,
Z(Y ) ≤ n+m. We conclude that Zq(Y ) ∈ {n+m−1, n+m}, for any q ≥ 1.

4.3 Strongly regular graphs

Let G be a strongly regular graph with parameter (n, k, λ, µ) and assume
that σ(A) = {k(1), θ(n−1−ℓ), τ (ℓ)}, where τ < 0 and A is the adjacency matrix
of G, see [5] for more details.

Proposition 4.5. If G is a strongly regular graph with ℓ negative eigenvalues,
then Z0(G) ≥ ℓ and Z1(G) ≥ n− 1− ℓ.

Proof. Let B = A − τI. It is obvious that B belongs to S0(G). Moreover,
every eigenvalue of B is nonnegative and 0 is an eigenvalue with multiplicity
ℓ. Hence, Z0(G) ≥ M0(G) ≥ ℓ. Similarly, let C = −A+θI. Then C ∈ S1(G)
and the nullity of C is n− 1− ℓ. Thus Z1(G) ≥ M1(G) ≥ n− 1− ℓ.

The bounds in Proposition 4.5 are sharp, as shown in the following example.
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Example 4.6. Consider the Petersen graph denoted by G. Then G is strongly
regular with spectrum σ(A) = {3(1), 1(5),−2(4)}. By Proposition 4.5, we have
Z0(G) ≥ 4 and Z1(G) ≥ 5. It is not difficult to verify that Z0(G) = 4 and
since Z(G) = 5, it follows that Z1(G) = 5.

Question 4.7. What can we say about Z0 and Z1 for strongly regular graphs
in general?.

We consider a special case of the above question below.

4.3.1 Complete multipartite graphs

Let Gn,ℓ := Kn, n, . . . , n
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ℓ

. The spectrum of A is

σ(A) =
{
n(ℓ− 1)(1),−n(ℓ−1), 0(ℓ(n−1))

}
,

where A is the adjacency matrix for Gn,ℓ.
The following is straightforward.

Observation 4.8. Let n ≥ 2, ℓ ≥ 3 and S ⊂ V (Gn,ℓ). Then, Gn,ℓ[S] is
connected if and only if S is not contained in a single part of Gn,ℓ. Moreover,
if Gn,ℓ[S] is disconnected, then it is a union of isolated vertices.

Proposition 4.9. [6] For any n ≥ 1 and ℓ ≥ 3, Z(Gn,ℓ) = nℓ− 2.

For general q, we formulate the following conjecture concerning the complete
multipartite graph.

Conjecture 4.10. For any n ≥ 1 and ℓ ≥ 3,

Zq(Gn,ℓ) =

{

n(ℓ− 1) if q = 0,

nℓ− 2 if q ≥ 1.

First, observe that Z0(Gn,ℓ) = n(ℓ−1) follows from the work in [13] and from
Proposition 4.9 Z(Gn,ℓ) = nℓ − 2. A natural next step would be to verify
that Z1(Gn,ℓ) ≥ nℓ− 2. One potential argument may go as follows. Suppose
that Z1(Gn,ℓ) = t < nℓ − 2. Assume that the t tokens are placed on S and
that there is a winning strategy with these t tokens. Since t ≤ nℓ− 3, there
are nℓ− t ≥ 3 uncoloured vertices in Gn,ℓ. We distinguish the following cases
whether these vertices are in a single part or not.
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Case 1. All uncoloured vertices S are in a partite set Vi, for some i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , ℓ}.
Since all uncoloured vertices are in a single part of Gn,ℓ, the subgraph Gn,ℓ [S]
is a union of isolated vertices (see Observation 4.8). Since we must provide
at least 2 of these isolated vertices to the oracle, the oracle only needs to re-
turn 2 vertices to ensure we cannot proceed. So there is no optimal strategy
in this case.

Case 2. Two uncoloured vertices are in different parts. This case currently
remains unresolved.

4.4 Graphs in the triangular association scheme

Let Gn be the Kneser graph K(n, 2), for n ≥ 5. In this section, we prove a
result on the Z0(Gn).
First, we recall the following result by Brešar et al [3].

Theorem 4.11.

1. For r ≥ 2 and 2r + 1 ≤ n ≤ 3r, Z(K(n, k)) ≤
(
n

2

)
−

(
2r
3

)
+
(
4r−1−n

3r−n

)
.

2. For r ≥ 2 and n ≥ 3r + 1, Z(K(n, r)) =
(
n

r

)
−

(
2r
r

)
.

Corollary 4.12. For n ≥ 7, Z(K(n, 2)) =
(
n

2

)
−6. Moreover, Z(K(5, 2)) = 5

and Z(K(6, 2)) = 10.

It is well-known that the eigenvalues of the adjacency matrix A of Gn are

given by {
(
n−2
2

)(1)
, (−n − 3)(n−1), 1((

n
2
)−n)} (see, for example, [5]). Setting

B = −A +
(
n−2
2

)
I we have B ∈ S1(Gn) and the nullity of B is equal to

(
n

2

)
− n =

(
n−1
2

)
− 1. Hence Z1(Gn) ≥ M1(Gn) ≥

(
n−1
2

)
− 1. Moreover, if we

place
(
n−1
2

)
tokens on all vertices of Gn−1, then it is easy to see that we can

force all vertices in the Z1-game. Therefore,

(
n− 1

2

)

− 1 ≤ Z1(Gn) ≤
(
n− 1

2

)

.

We conjecture the following.
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Conjecture 4.13. For any n ≥ 8, Z0(Gn) =
(
n−1
2

)
. Moreover, Z0(Gn) =

(
n

2

)
− 6 for n ∈ {5, 6, 7}. Further, Z0(Gn) = Z1(Gn) for any n ≥ 7 and

Z1(Gn) = Z0(Gn) + 1 for n ∈ {5, 6}.
To attempt this, we consider the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.14. If Gn[V (Gn) \S] has k ≥ 4 components for S ⊆ V (Gn), then
each component is an isolated vertex.

Proof. Suppose that there are k ≥ 4 components in Gn[V (Gn) \ S]. Let
C1, C2, . . . , Ck be these k components. Without loss of generality, assume
that the edge a consisting of the vertices {1, 2} and {3, 4} belongs to C1. For
any vertex {x, y} ∈ Ci for i ≥ 2, we must have that {x, y} is not incident
to the edge a. Therefore, {x, y} is one of {1, 3}, {1, 4}, {2, 3} and {2, 4}.
However, the vertices {1, 3}, {1, 4}, {2, 3} and {2, 4} only produce at most
two components. With the component C1, we have at most k ≤ 3 com-
ponents, which is a contradiction. Hence, Ci cannot have an edge, for any
i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}.
Lemma 4.15. If Gn[V (Gn)\S] has at most three components, C1, C2, and C3,
and if C1 has at least three vertices, then |C2| = |C3| = 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose that the edge a = {{1, 2}, {3, 4}}.

Lemma 4.16. If Gn[V (Gn)\S] has at most three components, C1, C2, and C3,
and if C1 has at least three vertices, then the subgraph induced by C1 must be
a star.

Proof. By Lemma 4.15, Gn[V (Gn) \ S] has three components, two of which
are of size 1. Let x and y be the isolated vertices components. Without
loss of generality, assume that the edge joining {1, 2} and {3, 4} is in C1.
Since x ∩ {1, 2} 6= ∅ and x ∩ {3, 4} 6= ∅, any third vertex z ∈ C1 must be
such that z ∩ x 6= ∅ and z is adjacent to {1, 2} or {3, 4}. If z is adjacent
to both {1, 2} and {3, 4}, then z ∩ {1, 2, 3, 4} = ∅, so z ∩ x = ∅. That
is, x is adjacent to z. Thus, z is only adjacent to one of {1, 2} or {3, 4}.
Assume that z is adjacent to {1, 2}. Then, {x, y, z, {3, 4}} is a coclique (i.e.,
intersecting) which is contained in a maximum intersecting family (due to
the Hilton-Milner theorem, see [5, 9]). Without loss of generality, we can
assume that {x, y, z, {3, 4}} ⊂ {{3, x} | x ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, x 6= 3}. Then, it
is easy to see that x = {1, 3} and y = {2, 3}.
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If z′ ∈ C1 is not equal to the other three vertices, then z′∩x 6= ∅, z′∩ y 6= ∅

and z′ 6= {1, 2}, so 3 ∈ z′. This proves that C1 must be a star.

Observation 4.17. Let i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. If x ∈ V (Gn) such that i 6∈ x,
then x is adjacent to n− 3 vertices containing i.

Lemma 4.18. If Gn[V (Gn)\S] is a coclique of size at least 4, then there ex-
ists i such that S ⊂ {{x, y} | x, y ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} \ {i}, x 6= y}. Equivalently,
Gn[S] contains a subgraph which is a copy of Gn−1.

Proof. Let S be a subset of vertices whose removal make Gn be disconnected
into isolated vertices of size at least 4. Let H = Gn[V (Gn) \ S]. Since there
are at least 4 vertices in H , H cannot be a coclique from a copy of K(4, 2).
Moreover, the Hilton-Milner theorem [5, 9] asserts that a maximal cocliques
which is not maximum in Gn = K(n, 2) has size at most 3. Thus, the
vertices of H are contained in a maximum coclique. Suppose without loss of
generality that H consists of the subset of vertices containing n. Therefore,
Gn[S] contains a copy of Gn−1. This completes the proof.

Given a graph G = (V,E), we let tw(G) be the treewidth of G (see [1] for
more information).

Lemma 4.19 ([1]). Let G = (V,E) be a graph. Then, tw(G) ≤ Z0(G).

Lemma 4.20 ([8]). For any n ≥ 6, tw(Gn) =
(
n

2

)
− 1.

Theorem 4.21. Let n ≥ 5 and q ≥ 0. We have

Zq(Gn) =







(
n

2

)
− 6 for n ∈ {5, 6, 7} and q = 0

(
n

2

)
− 5 for n ∈ {5, 6} and q = 1

15 for q = 1 and n = 7
(
n−1
2

)
− 1 or

(
n−1
2

)
for q ∈ {0, 1, 2}, n ≥ 8.

Proof. For q ∈ {0, 1} and n ∈ {5, 6, 7}, we can directly compute the values
of Zq(Gn). For any n ≥ 8, we can apply Lemmas 4.20 and 4.19, to conclude
that Z0(Gn) ≥

(
n

2

)
− 1. Now, we prove that Z2(Gn) ≤

(
n−1
2

)
. Let S be

the collection of all pairs that contain n. Now, place
(
n−1
2

)
tokens on the

graph Gn−1. We claim that these tokens are enough to force all vertices
in the Z2-game. Since S is a maximum coclique of Gn, by Observation
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4.17, we know that no vertex in Gn−1 can force any uncoloured vertex (all
uncoloured vertices are in S). Hence, the Z2-game must be played. Let
H = Gn [V (Gn) \ V (Gn−1)] be the graph induced by the vertices in S. It
is trivial that H is a union of n − 1 isolated vertices. In the Z2-game, we
must provide at least 3 vertices to the oracle. We consider the following cases
depending on the response of the oracle.

1. Case 1. The oracle returns a vertex of H . Then, it is trivial that we
can force the returned vertex.

2. Case 2. The oracle returns two vertices of H . Assume that these
vertices are {a, n} and {b, n}. For any x 6∈ {a, b, n}, the vertex {a, x}
of the Kneser graph Gn−1 is adjacent to {b, n} and not adjacent to
{a, n}. Similarly, {b, x} is adjacent to {a, n} and not adjacent to {b, n}.
Therefore, we can force these two returned vertices.

3. Case 3. The oracle returns three vertices of H . Assume that the
returned vertices are {a, n}, {b, n} and {c, n}. To prove this, we
need to show that for any vertex V ∈ {{a, n}, {b, n}, {c, n}}, we
can find a vertex in Gn−1 that is adjacent to only V and not the
other returned vertices. It is not hard to see that for any vertex
V ∈ {{a, n}, {b, n}, {c, n}}, there exists a unique vertex in W ∈
{{a, b}, {a, c}, {b, c}} such that W is only adjacent to V and not
the other two returned vertices. Therefore, we can always force the
three returned vertices.

In each round of the Z2-game on Gn, we hand at most three components
(which are isolated vertices). Then, no matter how many components are
returned by the oracle, we can always force these returned vertices, according
the above cases. Consequently, Z2(Gn) ≤

(
n−1
2

)
.

Observation 4.22. For any n ≥ 6, we have Zn−1(Gn) = Z(Gn).

Proof. This is a consequence of the celebrated Erdös-Ko-Rado (EKR) the-
orem (see [5]). First, note that we need to provide n components to play
the Zn−1-game. By Lemma 4.14, such components must be a coclique of
K(n, 2). By the EKR theorem, this is however impossible. Therefore, the
optimal strategy is to use this zero-forcing set.

Corollary 4.23. For any q ≥ n− 1, we have Zq(Gn) = Z(Gn) =
(
n

2

)
− 6.
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