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A r-role assignment of a simple graph G is an assignment of r distinct roles to the vertices of G, such that two vertices
with the same role have the same set of roles assigned to related vertices. Furthermore, a specific r-role assignment
defines a role graph, in which the vertices are the distinct 7 roles, and there is an edge between two roles whenever
there are two related vertices in the graph G that correspond to these roles. We consider complementary prisms,
which are graphs formed from the disjoint union of the graph with its respective complement, adding the edges of a
perfect matching between their corresponding vertices. In this work, we characterize the complementary prisms that
do not admit a 3-role assignment. We highlight that all of them are complementary prisms of disconnected bipartite
graphs. Moreover, using our findings, we show that the problem of deciding whether a complementary prism has a
3-role assignment can be solved in polynomial time.
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1 Introduction

In 1980, Angluin introduced the concept of covering, from which role assignment arises, as a tool for
networks of processors (Angluin, 1980). A decade later, based on graph models for social networks,
formalized the notion of role assignment under the name of role coloring (Everett and Borgatti, 1991).
Indeed, a r-role assignment of a simple graph G is an assignment of 7 distinct roles to the vertices of G,
such that if two vertices have the same role, then the sets of roles of their neighbors coincide. Moreover,
for such an assignment, we obtain a role graph, where the vertices are the r distinct roles and there is an
edge between two roles whenever there are two neighbors in the graph G that correspond to these roles.
Note that, the role graph has not multiple edges, but allows loops since two related vertices in G can have
the same role. Observe that, while a social network usually give rise to a large graph, a role assignment
allows to represent the same network through a smaller graph.

We defined the r-ROLE ASSIGNMENT problem as follows:
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r-ROLE ASSIGNMENT
Instance: A simple graph G.
Question: Does G admit a r-role assignment?

Applications of role assignment are highlighted in several contexts such as social networks, see Everett
and Borgatti (1991); Roberts and Sheng (2001) and distributed computing, see Chalopin et al. (2006).

In 2001, Roberts and Sheng proved the NP-completeness of 2-ROLE ASSIGNMENT. Such a result
was expanded in 2005, by Fiala and Paulusma, who showed that »-ROLE ASSIGNMENT is NP-complete
for any fixed » > 3. In this context, Purcell and Rombach (2015) showed that r-ROLE ASSIGNMENT,
with » > 2, complexity decision remains NP-complete for planar graphs, while cographs always have
r-role assignment, which makes the problem constant for this class. Considering chordal and split graphs,
a dichotomy for the complexity of »-ROLE ASSIGNMENT arises. For chordal graphs, van ’t Hof et al.
(2010) checked that the problem is solvable in polynomial time for » = 2 and NP-complete for r > 3.
On the other hand, for split graphs, Dourado (2016) concluded that problem is trivial, with true answer,
for r = 2, solvable in polynomial time for » = 3 and NP-complete for any fixed r > 4.

The complementary prism is linked to the notion of complementary product, introduced in the literature
in 2009, by Haynes et al. as a generalization of the Cartesian product. The authors give a special
attention to the particular case of the operation, called complementary prism of a graph, which can be
seen as a variant of prism, which is the Cartesian product of a graph with Ky. The complementary
prism of G, denoted by GG, is the graph formed from the disjoint union of G’ and its complement G,
adding the edges of a perfect matching between the corresponding vertices of G and G. Castonguay
et al. (2018), characterized complementary prisms that admit a 2-role assignment, showing that only the
complementary prisms of a path with three vertices does not. In this sense, Castonguay et al. (2023),
considered the role graph K {,T which is the bipartite graph K ,. with a loop at the vertex of degree r and
showed that the problem of deciding whether a prism complement has a (r + 1)-role assignment, when
the role graph is K{yr, is NP-complete and set the conjecture that, for » > 3, (r+1)-ROLE ASSIGNMENT
for complementary prisms is NP-complete.

In this paper, we characterize complementary prisms that admit a 3-role assignment. We point out that
the complementary prisms without a 3-role assignment, arise from disconnected bipartite graphs. Finally,
we exhibit a solution in polynomial time for 3-ROLE ASSIGNMENT for complementary prisms.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we set notations and terminology. Complementary
prisms without a 3-role assignment are characterized in Section 3. Ours general results for complementary
prisms with 3-role assignment are presented in Section 4. Then, specific results for bipartite graphs in
Section 5 with 3-role assignment and of non-bipartite graphs in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7 have
conditions to have a 3-role assignment in complementary prisms.

2 Preliminaries

A graph G is a pair (V(G), E(G)), where V (G) is the set of vertices and E(G) is the set of edges. The
vertices u and v are adjacent or neighbors if they are joined by an edge e, also denoted by uv. A loop
is an edge incident to only one vertex. The neighborhood of a vertex v, denoted by N¢(v), is the set of
all neighbors of v in G. A simple graph is a graph without loops. In a simple graph G, the degree of a
vertex v is the cardinality of Ng(v). The neighborhood of a subset U of V(G), denoted as N (U), is the
union of the neighborhoods of the vertices of U. A vertex of degree zero is isolated and a leaf is a vertex
of degree 1. We denote by G the set of vertices of G with degree ¢. With that notation, Gy is the set of
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isolated vertices of G and (1 the set of leaves of G. A universal vertex is a vertex adjacent to all other
vertices of the graph.

A path is a sequence of distinct vertices with an edge between each pair of consecutive vertices. For
n > 2, we denote a path on n vertices by P,, or by the sequence of vertices v; ... v,.

A graph G is a bipartite graph if one can partition V (G) = AU B so that if there is an edge uv € E(G),
then u € A and v € B, or vice versa. In this case, we say that (A, B) is a bipartite partition of G. A
clique is a subset of vertices that are pairwise adjacent. A complete graph, denoted by K, is a graph of
n vertices which is V (K,,) a clique.

Given a simple graph GG and a graph R, possibly with loops. A R-role assignment of G is a surjective
vertex mapping p : V(G) — V(R) such that p(N¢g(v)) = Ng(p(v)) for all v € V(G). A graph G
has a r-role assignment if it admits a R-role assignment for some graph R, called the role graph, with
|[V(R)| = r. Weset 1,...,r the vertices of R, also called roles. From now on, all graphs (except maybe
the role graph) are simple. Observe that, if the graph G is connected, then the role graph R of any role
assignment of G is also connected. Also, if role graph R is bipartite, then so is G.

In Figure 1, we list the possible role graphs with three vertices (up to isomorphism). We note that all
role graphs have 1,3 € N (2) and if 1 € Ng(1), then 3 € Ng(3). In all figures, we standardize that the
black vertices receive role 1, white vertices, role 2, and, finally, gray vertices, role 3.

R;, R;, R;;
® O O ® O @ ® O
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
R;, Rs;s Ri6

-

1 2

R3,7 R3,8 R3.9 R3,10
t—o—9 05 00 @64
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3

—6 b

Fig. 1: Possible role graphs arising from a 3-role assignment.

The complementary prism of G, denoted by GG, is the graph formed from the disjoint union of the
graph G and its complement G, adding the edges of a perfect match between the corresponding vertices
of G and G. Furthermore, for a vertex v of G, we denote by ¥ the corresponding vertex in G and, for a
set X C V(G), X denote the corresponding set of vertices in V(G). Thus, V(GG) = V(G)UV(G) and
E(GG)=E(G)UEG)U{vw |v e V(G)}.

Figure 2 presents the complementary prism of Cs, which is the Petersen graph, together with a R3 o-
role assignment. For the sake of clarity, we omit to draw some edges. In this sense, three spaced lines
between the highlighted subgraphs C5 and C designate the perfect matching between these subgraphs.

For t > 2, denote by K2, the union of ¢ copies of K». Following the same draw pattern, Figure 3 shows
the complementary prism of Kj (with a R3 7-role assignment). Again, we omit to draw some edges and
represent by a double line between highlighted subgraphs all possible edges between them.
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Fig. 3: A R3 7-role assignment for the complementary prism of K3.

3 Complementary prisms without a 3-role assignment

We present the complementary prism graphs with no possible 3-role assignment. First, we present the
case of the complementary prism of a complete graph.

Lemma 3.1 The complementary prism of K,,, n > 2 does not have a 3-role assignment.

Proof: By contradiction, we assume that p : V(K,K,) — V(R) is a 3-role assignment. For all x €
V(K,), we have that |N(Z)| = 1 and R € {R3.1, R3 2, R3 3, R3.4}. In all four possible role graphs R,
we have that Np(1) = {2} and 1,3 € Ng(2). So, forall x € V(K,,), p(Z) € {1,3} and p(z) = 2.
Since p is a 3-role assignment, there are u, v € V(K,,), such that p(@) = 1 and p(v) = 3. This leads to
a contradiction, since 1 & p(N(v)) = Ng(p(v)) = Ng(2). Thus, the complementary prism of K, does
not have a 3-role assignment. O

In the following lemma, we approach the case of complementary prisms of graphs with isolated vertices.
We consider the union of complete bipartite graphs with at least one isolated vertex, except K1 U K1 p,.
In the next section (Lemma 4.1), we show that the complementary prism of K1 U K ,,,, with m > 1, has
a 3-role assignment. Recall that G is the set of isolated vertices of a graph G.

Lemma 3.2 Let G be a bipartite graph with isolated vertices, such that G % K1 U K; , with m > 1.
If every non-trivial connected component of G is isomorphic to K, », for some n,m > 1, then the
complementary prism of G does not have a 3-role assignment.
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Proof: By contradiction, we assume that p : V(GG) — V(R) is a 3-role assignment. We consider
a € Go. We can assume, without loss of generality, that p(a) = 1. We know that 1,3 € Ng(2), p(a) = 2
and Ng(1) = {2}. Since |[Ng(2)| > 2,2 & p(Go) and p(Go) = {2}. On the other hand, there is
u € V(G) — G, such that, p(u) = 3. We have two cases to check: p(u) = 2 and p(u) = 3.

If p(u) = 2, then there is v € N¢(u), such that p(v) = 1. Therefore, p(N¢(v)) = {2} and p(v) = 2.
Given that av ¢ E(G), we have 2 € Ng(2). Therefore, there is w € Ng(u), such that p(w) = 2. By
hypothesis, N(w) = {w} U Ng(v) and p(N (w)) = {p(w), 2}, a contradiction, since |[Nr(2)| = 3.

If p(u) = 3, then there is v € Ng(u), such that p(v) = 2. By the previous case, p(v) # 3. We will
analyze the possible roles for p(v) € {1,2}. In the case that p(v) = 1, we have that p(N (7)) = {2}.
As G # K; U Ky, with m > 1, we have that N(v) — ({@,v}) # 0, so 2 € Ng(2). So there
is w € Ng(v), such that p(w) = 2. Observe that N(w) = {w} U Ng(u). Since p(u) = 3 and
Ngr(1) = {2}, we get that 1 & p(Ng(u)). However, because p(u) = 3 and wu ¢ E(G), we have
that p(z) # 1. This leads to a contradiction, as 1 ¢ p(N(w)) and p(w) = 2. Thus, p(¥) = 2 and
Nr(2) ={1,2,3}. So there exists w € V(G) — N¢[v], such that p(w) = 1. Therefore, p(N (w)) = {2}.
We note that w € N¢(u), since 1 ¢ Ng(3) and p(u) = 3. By the hypothesis, Ng(v) = Ng(w). We
have that N (v) = {v} U (V(G) — Ng[v]) = {v} U (V(G) — (Ng(w) U{v})) C {v,w} U N(w), hence
p(N(@)) = {1, 2}, a contradiction. O

We present below the case of complementary prisms of graphs without isolated vertices. Note that the
graph K is included in Lemma 3.1. In the case of the graph composed of two or three copies of K, the
complementary prism has a 3-role assignment, as we will see in Lemmas 4.1 and Figure 3. So, the first
case is the union of at least four copies of K. Recall that G* denotes ¢ copies of the graph G.

Lemma 3.3 The complementary prisms of K5, with t > 4, does not have a 3-role assignment.

Proof: Let G ~ K}, with t > 4. By contradiction, we assume that p : V(GG) — V(R) is a 3-role
assignment. As all vertices of GG are leaves, if we have a loop on the role 2, then we have that for all
x € V(Q), p(x) € {1,3} and p(ZT) = 2. So p(N(Z)) = {p(zx),2}, is a contradiction. Therefore,
Ng(2) = {1, 3}. Since GG is non-bipartite, R # R3 1. As K; C G, we observe that R # R3 7 since at
least one role would be repeated in K4. Therefore, R = R3 2 or R35. So 1 ¢ Nr(3) and there is a loop
on the role 3.

We denote by w;v;, fori = 1,...,¢, the edges of G. Suppose initially that 1 € p(V(G)). We can
assume, without loss of generality, that p(u;) = 1. Next, we will analyze the possible roles for uy.
Remember that p(u;) # 3.

If p(u1) = 1, then p(v1) = 2 and p(v7) = 3. Therefore, Ng(1) = {1,2}. As 1 € Ng(3), we have
p(uz) = 2 and p(uz) = 2. So, there is a loop on the role 2, a contradiction.

If p(ur) = 2, then we can assume that p(uz) = 3. So, p(u3),p(v3) € Nr(2) N Nr(3) = {3}. Since
1 ¢ Ng(3) and 2 ¢ Ng(2), we can assume that p(uz) = 3 and p(vs) € {2.3}. If p(v3) = 2 (respectively
3), then v3 has not neighbors with role 1 (respectively 2). In the same way, we have that 3 & p(V(G)).
Therefore, p(V(G)) = {2} leads to a contradiction, since role 2 has no loop. O

Finally, the last case is the graph obtained by joining two or more copies of K ,,, at least one of which
is not isomorphic to K>, except for Ko U K ,,,, whose complementary prisms has a 3-role assignment,
see Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 3.4 Let G =~ |J_, Ky, witht > 2,m1 > 2andm; > 1,i =2,...,t. If G % Ky UKy,
with m > 2, then the complementary prism of G does not have a 3-role assignment.
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Proof: Before the proof we present son more notation. We consider G ~ U§:1 G, with G ~ K 1,mgs
with my > 2,m; > 1,fori =2,...,tand t > 2. We denote by V() = V(G®)), u;, the vertex of degree
m; of G and by v; one of the leaves of G(i), for7 = 1,...,t. Furthermore, as m; > 2, we denote by
wy aleaf of GV other than v;. We highlight that in the case of m; = 1, we have V) = {u;, v;}.

By contradiction, we assume that p : V(GG) — V(R) is a 3-role assignment. If 2 ¢ p(V(G)), then
p(V(G)) = {2}, a contradiction, since p(N (u1)) = {p(u1), 2}.

First, suppose there is a loop on the role 2. As no leaf of G has role 2, we can assume that p(u;) = 2
and consequently p(u1) = 2. Suppose, without loss of generality, that p(v;) = 1 and p(w;) = 3. If
1 € Ng(3), then p(v;) = 3 and p(w;) = 1. Given this, R = Rsg. On the other hand, p(V () C
Nr(1) N Ng(2) N Nr(3) = {2}, fori = 2,...,t. Therefore, p(N(u7)) = {2} leads to a contradiction.
Otherwise, 1 ¢ Npg(3). Looking at the neighbor of @;, we can assume that p({uz,72}) = {1,3}.
Remembering that p(vy) # 2 and 1 ¢ Ng(3), we have that p(v2) = p(vz). Therefore, p(uz) = 2, a
contradiction, since 2 & p(N (uz)).

From now on, we can assume that there is no loop on the role 2. Clearly, GG is non-bipartite and thus
R # R3. Observe that there a clique of order 4 in G’ (made up of {v7, Wy, 3, w3} or {v1,Wr, V3, 03},
where wy is a leaf of G(?) other than vy in G), thus R # R3 7. So, R = R3 or Rz 5. In both cases
3 € Ng(3). We will analyze possible roles for v;.

Case1l: p(vy) = 1.

If 1 ¢ Ng(1), then p(u1) = 2 and p(v7) = 2. If p(wy) = 1, then p(wy) = 2 and 2 € Ng(2),
which leads to a contradiction. So, p(w;) = 3 and p(wy) = 3. Therefore, for i = 2, ..., ¢, we have that
p(V®) C Ng(2) N Ng(3) = {3}. As p(v3) = 3, we have that p(vs) € {2,3}. If p(ve) = 2, then we
have p(uz) = 1, which leads to a contradiction, since p(uz) = 3 and 1 ¢ Ngr(3). Otherwise, p(v2) = 3
and in this case we have p(uq2) = 2. As p(uz) = 3, there is a leaf wo € V@, such that p(wq) = 3, which
leads to a contradiction, since p(ws) = 3.

If 1 € Ng(1), then p(uy) € {1,2}, since 1 ¢ Ng(3). Observe that in this case, we can exchange, by
symmetry, role 3 for role 1 and vice versa. We analyze the possible roles for p(u1) € {1, 2}.

If p(ur) = 1, then p(v7) = 2. If p(u7) = 1, thenfori = 2,...,t wehave p(V(#®)) C Nr(1)UNRg(2) =
{1}. I p(v2) = 1, then p(uz) = 2 and, since p(@z) = 1, we conclude that there is a leaf wo € V(?), such
that p(w2) = 1, which leads to a contradiction. Otherwise, p(v2) = 2, and we have p(us) = 3, that brings
a contradiction. So, p(u7) # 1 and thus p(@7) = 2. On the other hand, p(v7) = 2 and like viw; & E(G),
p(wy) # 2. This implies that p(wy) # 1, and therefore p(w;) = 2. So, p(w1) = 3, and fori = 2, ... t,
we have that p(V(®) C Ng(2) N Nr(3) = {3}. Again, if p(vy) = 2, then p(uz) = 1 and we have a
contradiction. Otherwise, p(ve) = 3, p(uz2) = 2 and there is a leaf wy € V() such that p(ws) = 1, which
gives the desired contradiction.

If p(u1) = 2, then p(v7) = 1. If p(uy) = 1, then we can assume that p(w;) = 3 and we have
p(wr) = 3, a contradiction, since 1 ¢ Ng(3). Otherwise, p(u7) = 3, then for i = 2, ... ¢, we have that
p(V(®) C Nr(1) N Ng(3) = {2}. So 3 & p(N (u1)), which leads to a contradiction.

Case2: p(vy) = 2.

If p(u1) = 1, then p(v7) = 3. If p(uy) = 1, thenfori = 2,...,¢, p(V(®D) C Nr(1) N Nr(3) = {2}.
Since t > 3 or V(2) has an edge, we get a contradiction, with the fact that 2 ¢ Ng(2). Otherwise,
p(ur) = 2 and fori = 2, ..., t, we have that p(V (1)) C Ng(2) N Ng(3) = {3}. By the same reasoning
used before, we obtain x € V(Q), such that p(z) = 1, a contradiction. In the same way, we get a
contradiction if p(u1) = 3.
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Case 3: p(v1) = 3.

In this case, we can assume that Nz(1) = {2} and all leaves of V(!) have role 3. As 2 ¢ Ny(2),
{p(@1),p(w1)} # {2}. So we can assume that p(v1) = 3. Therefore, p(u1) = 2 and p(u;) = 1. We
conclude that p(V(®) C Ng(1) N Ngr(3) = {2}, fori = 2,...,t, a contradiction, since G — V(1) has at
least one edge. O

4 General results

The first lemma deals with the union of a complete graph K,, with a complete bipartite graph K ,,, for
m > 1. We note that this case includes K1 U K7 ,y, K22 and Ky U K ,,,, excluded in the previous section.

Lemma 4.1 The complementary prisms of K, U K1 m, with m,n > 1, have a R3 o>-role assignment.
Proof: Let G ~ K,, U K1 ,,, with m,n > 1. Observe that if n = 1, then G consists of only one vertex,

otherwise it is empty. We denote by u the vertex of degree m of the isomorphic component to Ky ;,,. We
define p : V(GG) — {1,2,3} as follows.

Forz € V(G) :
1, if z € Go; 1, if # = ug;
p(x) =3 2, if 2 = up; and p(@) = 2, ifx & Neuo);
3, otherwise. 3, if 2 € Ng(up).

We consider u1 € Ng(up). Observe that p(u1) = 3 and p(u7) = 3. We show that p is a R3 2-role
assignment.

The vertices with role 1 are those belonging to Gy or the vertex ug. Let x € Gy, then p(N(x)) =
{p(ZT)} = {2}. For the vertex g, we have that p(N (uy)) = p({uo} UV (G) — Ng[ug]) = {2}.

The vertices with role 2 are the vertex ug or those belonging to V(G) — Ng[ug]. Observe that V(G) —
N¢|uop] is composed of vertices of the clique isomorphic to K,,. Clearly, {ug} U V(G) — Ng[uo] is an
independent set. In this case, for each vertex of role 2, we have to point neighbors of role 1 and 3. For
the vertex ug, we have p(ug) = 1 and p(u1) = 3. Let T, with ¢ Nglug], we have p(ug) = 1 and
p(ur) =3.

The vertices with role 3 are those belonging to V(G) — ({uo} U Go) or to N (ug). Letz € V(G) —
({uo} U Go). If x € Ng(up), then p(ug) = 2 and p(ZT) = 3, this implies that p(N(z)) = {2,3}.
Otherwise, p(T) = 2 and V(G) # Go U N¢[uo], then n > 2, which guarantees that 3 € p(N(z)). Let T,
with © € Ng(up). We know that there is y ¢ N¢[uo]. By the nature of G, zy ¢ E(G). Since p(x) = 3
and p(y) = 2, we have that p(N (T)) = {2, 3}. O

Next, we show some conditions on maximal cliques that assure a 3-role assignment to the complemen-
tary prisms. We present a general result, despite using it only for the case where the clique has order 2.

Lemma 4.2 Let C be a maximal clique of the graph G. We consider the following conditions:
1. forevery x € C, thereisy & C, such that vy € E(G);
2. foreveryx & C, thereisy & C, such that xy ¢ E(G);
3. foreveryx & C, thereis y & C, such that vy € E(Q).
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The complementary prism of G has a R3 4-role assignment.

Proo& We note that Condition 1 implies that |C| > 2, since C' is a maximal clique. We define p :
V(GG) — {1,2,3}, as follows.

Forz € V(G) :
2, ifx € C, and () = 1, ifx € C;
ple) = 3, otherwise 2, otherwise.
We easily see that p is a 3 4-role assignment. O

The next lemma presents conditions on a leaf and its neighborhood. Although we use this lemma only
in the case of non-bipartite graphs, we prefer to present it now for consistency with the next two lemmas.
In fact, the assignment defined in the three proofs is the same, but we split it in different cases for the sake
of simplicity. Remember that (71 is the set of leaves of G, that is, of the vertices of degree 1.

Lemma 4.3 Let f be a leaf of the graph G with Ng(f) = {d} such that N (d) is an independent set. If
thereis a € Ng(d), such thata ¢ G1 and V(G) # Ngla]U{f}, then the complementary prism of G has
a Rz 4-role assignment.

Proof: Remember that f € G; N Ng(d). We consider I = G; N Ng(d). We define p : V(GG) —
{1, 2,3}, as follows.

Forz € V(G) :
1, ifx € Gyorx € I 1, ifx = a;
px)=1{ 2 ifz=aorz=d; and p(@) ={ 2, ifz & Nglal;
3, otherwise. 3, ifx € Ng(a).

By hypothesis, a ¢ G, so there is u € Ng(a), u # d. As Ng(d) is an independent set, we have that
ud ¢ E(G). We consider w € V(G) — (Ngla] U {f}). We have that p(u) = p(w) = 3, p(w) € {1,3}
and p(w) = 2. We show that p is a R 4-role assignment.

The vertices with role 1 are those belonging to Gy U I or the vertex a. Let z € Gy, we have that
p(N(z)) = {p(T)} = {2}. Let & € I, we have that p(N(x)) = p({T,d}) = {2}. For the vertex a, we
have that p(N (@) = p({a} UV(G) — Ngla]) = {2}.

The vertices with role 2 are a, d and those belonging to V(G) — N¢[a]. For the vertex a, we have

p(@) =1, p(d) = 2 and p(u) = 3. For the vertex d, we have p(d) = 3, p(a) = 2 and p(f) = 1. Let 7,
with z € Go U I, so p(z) = 1 and p(w) = 3. For the vertex f, we have p(w) = 2. If x # f, we have
p(f) = 2. Let T, with x & Ngla] and x & Go U I, we have p(z) = 3, p(@) = 1 and p(f) = 2.

The vertices with role 3 are those belonging to V(G) — ({a,d} UGoUI) orto Ng(a). Letz € V(G)
be such that x # a,d and x € Go U I. If z € Ng(a), then we have p(Z) = 3 and p(a) = 2. Otherwise,
x ¢ Ngla] and we have p(T) = 2. Asz ¢ Go U I, there is y € Ng(z) such that y # a,d, that is
p(y) = 3. Let T, with © € Ng(a). For the vertex d, we have p(d) = 2 and p(%) = 3. If = # d, we have

p(f) = 2and p(d) = 3. 0

In the next lemma, the graph does not necessarily have a leaf, however it has a vertex that behaves like
a leaf.
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Lemma 4.4 Let a and b be two non-isolated vertices of G, such that ab ¢ E(G), N¢(a) is an independent
set, Ng(b) C Ng(a), Ng(b) # Ng(a) and V(G) # Ngla] U {b}. The complementary prism of G has a

R3 4-role assignment.

Proof: It follows from the hypothesis that | Ng(a)| > 2. We consider b a vertex, with the smallest degree,
that satisfies the lemma hypotheses for some a € V(G) and I = {x € V(G) | Ng(z) = Ng(b)}.
Observe that b € I, I is an independent set and I N Ng(b) = 0. Clearly, a ¢ I and for all € I,
ar ¢ E(G). We define p : V(GG) — {1,2, 3}, as follows.

Forz € V(G) :
1,ifr e Goorzx € I; 1, ifx = a;
p(x)={ 2, ifzr =aorz € Na(b): and p(@) ={ 2, ifz & Ngla];
3, otherwise. 3, if x € Ng(a).

We consider u € Ng(a) — Ng(b) and v € Ng(b) C Ng(a) andw € V(G) — (Ng[a] U{b}). We have
that p(u) = 3, p(w) = 3, p(v) = 2, p(T) = 3, p(w) € {1,3} and p(w) = 2. We show that p is a R3 4-role
assignment.

The vertices with role 1 are those belonging to Gy U I or the vertex a. Let z € Gy, we have that
p(N(z)) = {p(T)} = {2}. Letx € I, we have that p(N(z)) = {p(T)} U p(Ng(b)) = {2}. For the
vertex @, we have that p(N (@)) = {p(a)} Up(V(G) — N¢la]) = {2}.

The vertices with role 2 are a or those belonging to N¢(b) or to V(G) — Ng|a]. For the vertex a, we
have p(@) = 1, p(v) = 2 and p(u) = 3. Let x € Ng(b), we have p(T) = 3, p(a) = 2 and p(b) = 1. Let
7, with © ¢ Ngla], we have p(@) = 1. For the vertex b, we have p(w) = 2 and p() = 3. Otherwise,
T # b,so p(b) = 2. If x € G U I, then p(u) = 3. Otherwise, we have p(z) = 3.

The vertices with role 3 are those belonging to V(G) — (Go U T U {a} U Ng(b)) or to Ng(a). Let
z € V(G) besuchthat ¢ # a and z & Go U I U Ng(b). If x € Ng(a), then p(a) = 2 and p(T) = 3.
Otherwise, we have p(T) = 2. Observe that if Ng(2) C N¢(b), then the vertices of = and b satisfy the
lemma conditions, this leads to a contradiction with the minimality of b. In fact, by assumptions, x,b ¢
Go, bx € E(G), Ng(b) is an independent set, Ng(z) # Ng(b) since x ¢ I and as a ¢ Ng[b] U {z},
we have V(G) # Ng[b] U {z}. So Ng(z) € N¢(b) and there is y € Ng(z) — Ng(b). Knowing that
y#ay & Goandy & I, then p(y) = 3 and 3 € p(N(x)). Let T, with x € Ng(a). If z € Ng(b),
then p(z) = 2. If + & Ng[b], then p(b) = 2. Since Ng(a) is an independent set, |[Ng(a)| > 2 and
p(Ng(a)) = 3, we have than 3 € p(N(T)). O

To obtain the last lemma of the section, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5 Let G be a graph of order n > 6, with no clique greater than or equal to 3. If there are
a,b € V(G), ab ¢ E(G), Na(a) N Na(b) # 0, Ng(a) — Ng(b) # 0, Na(b) — Ng(a) # 0 and
V(G) = Ngla] U Ng[b], then the complementary prisms of G has a Rs 4-role assignment.

Proof: We note that a and b are not leaves in G. Since G has no clique of order 3, we have that Ng(a)
is an independent set. By hypothesis, there is u € Ng(a) N Ng(b). If there is a leaf f of G, then by
symmetry we can assume that f € Ng(a). Clearly, u ¢ G7 and V(G) # Ng[u] U {f} since any vertex
in Ng(b) — Ng(a) is not a neighbor of v and Ng(b) — Ng(a) # 0. Therefore, the result follows from
the Lemma 4.3. Suppose G has no leaf. Therefore, we can assume that | N (b)| > 3. In fact, otherwise
|Ng(b)] = 2 and |Ng(a)| = 2, implies that n = 5, a contradiction. We show that C' = {a, u} satisfies
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\W

Fig. 4: Example of the complementary prism of a graph with R3 4-role assignment.

the conditions of Lemma 4.2. By hypothesis, C' is a maximal clique. Conditions 1 and 3 follow from
the fact that G has no leaves and has no clique order 3. Condition 2 remains to be checked. We consider
v € Ng(a) — Ng(b). Clearly, v ¢ C. For vertex b, bv ¢ E(G). If © € Ng(a) N Ng(b), then zv & E(G).
If x € Ng(a) — Ng(b), then b & E(G). If 2 € Ng(b) — Ng(a), then as |[Ng (b)| > 3, and Ng(b) is an
independent set, there is y € Ng(b), y # z,u and 2y ¢ E(G). Therefore, {a, u} satisfies the conditions
of Lemma 4.3 and the result follows. O

The last lemma of the section deals with a generalization of the Lemma 4.4 but in the context of the
Lemma 4.5. Observe that in this case, the neighborhood of any vertex is an independent set.

Lemma 4.6 Let G be a graph of order n > 6, with no clique of order greater than or equal to 3.
If there are a,b € V(Q), such that ab ¢ E(G), Ng(a) N Ng(b) # 0, Ng(a) — Ng(b) # 0 and
V(G) # Ngla] U {b}, then the complementary prisms of G has a R 4-role assignment.

Proof: Observe that if Ng(b) — Ng(a) = 0, then the result follows from Lemma 4.4. Therefore, we can
assume that Ng(b) — Ng(a) # 0 and that no pair of vertices satisfies the conditions of Lemma 4.4. By
Lemma 4.5, we can assume that V(G) # N¢[a] U Ngb].
We denote by I = {z € V(G),| Ng(z) = Ng(b)} and define p : V(GG) — {1, 2,3} as follows.
Forz € V(G):

1, ifx € Gyorx € I 1, ifzx=q;
p(xz) = ¢ 2, ifz =aorz € Ng(b); and p(T) =< 2, ifx & Ngla;
3, otherwise. 3, if x € Ng(a).
We note that [ is an independent set, « ¢ I and b € I. We consider u € Ng(a) N Ng(b), v €
Ng(a) — Ng(b) and w € V(G) — (Ng[a] U Ng[b]). Observe that p(u) = 2, p(u) = 3, p(v) = 3,

p(@) = 3, p(w) € {1,3} and p(w) = 2. We show that p is a R3 4-role assignment.

The vertices with role 1 are those belonging to Gy U I or the vertex a. Let z € Gy. Clearly, p(N(z)) =
{p(@)} = {2}. Letx € I, we have that p(N (x)) = p({T} UN¢ (b)) = {2}, since x # a and za & E(G).
For the vertex @, we have N (@) = {a} UV (G) — Nglal, so p(N(a)) = {2}.

The vertices with role 2 are the vertex a or those belonging to N (b) U V(G) — NgJa]. For the vertex
a, we have p(@) = 1, p(u) = 2 and p(v) = 3. Let x € Ng(b), we have p(b) = 1. If x € N¢(a), then we
have p(a) = 2 and p(T) = 3. Otherwise, © ¢ Ngla] and p(T) = 2. If Ng(z) C Ng(u), then we show a
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contradiction with the fact that no pair of vertices satisfies Lemma4.4. In fact, as x € N¢(b) — N¢(a), we
have that z # u, v. By hypothesis, the neighborhood of any vertex forms an independent set. So, uv, uz ¢
E(G), Ng(x) is an independent set, Ng(x) C Ng(u), a € Ng(u) — Ng(x) and v € Nglu] U {z}.
Therefore, u and x satisfy the conditions of Lemma 4.4. Otherwise, Ng(z) € Ng(u), that is, there is
y € Ng(z) — Ng(u). Remember that p(T) = 2. We show that p(y) = 3. As zy € E(G), we have that
y & Go,y # aandy &€ N¢(b), since G has no clique of order 3. As uy ¢ E(G) and bu € E(G), we have
y & I. Therefore, p(y) = 3 and 3 € p(N(z)). Let T, with x ¢ NgJa], we have p(a) = 1. For the vertex
b, we have p(w) = 2 and p(v) = 3. If € Go U I, x # b, we have p(z) = 1,p(b) = 2 and p(v) = 3. If
x € Ng(b), as x € Ngla], then z # u and zu ¢ E(G). Thus, p(z) = 2 and p(u) = 3, we can conclude
that p(N (7)) = {1,2,3}. If z € Ng(b) and v & Go U I, we have p(x) = 3 and p(b) = 2, which gives
us the desired conclusion.

The vertices with role 3 are those belonging to V(G) — ({a} U Go U I U Ng(b)) or to Ng(a). Let
x € V(G),z #a,z ¢ GoUIUNg(b). If ¢ € Ng(a), then p(a) = 2 and p(T) = 3. Otherwise,
x € Ng(a) and p(T) = 2. We show that if Ng(x) C Ng(b), then the vertices of b and « satisfy the
Lemma 4.4, a contradiction. In fact, bx ¢ F(G), Ng(b) is an independent set, N (b) # Ng(z) and
a & Ng[b] U {z}. Therefore, Ng(x) € Ng(b), that is, there is y € Ng(z) — Ng(b). Clearly, y ¢ Go,
y&I,y#aandy & Ng(b), sop(y) = 3. Let T, with x € Ng(a). We note that, z ¢ {a} UGy U I.
If x € Ng(b), then p(x) = 2 and p(T) = 3 provide the necessary roles for the neighborhood of =. If

x & Ng(b), then p(b) = 2 and p(z) = 3. We conclude that p(N (7)) = {2, 3}. O

5 Results for complementary prisms of bipartite graphs

In this section, we highlight the complementary prisms of bipartite graphs with a 3-role assignment.
The first case is the connected bipartite graph whose smallest set of the bipartition has two vertices and
we obtain the graph R3 o that is the path graph of size 3 with a loop at role 3.

Lemma 5.1 Let G be a connected bipartite graph, such that the smallest partition has two vertices. The
complementary prisms of G has a R3 >-role assignment.

Proof: We consider a bipartite partition (A4, B), with |A| > |B| = 2. Let B = {a,b}. Since G is
a connected bipartite graph, there is u € Ng(a) N Ng(b) and V(G) = Ngla] U Ng[b]. We define
p: V(GG) = {1,2,3}, as follows.

Forz € V(G) :
1, if x = u; 9 if
, ifx = w;
p(z) =1 2, ifz € B; and p(T) = .
. 3, otherwise.
3, otherwise.
One can easily see that p is a [23 o-role assignment. O

We will see in the following theorem that the complementary prism of a bipartite graph with a non-
trivial connected component that is not isomorphic to a complete bipartite graph has a 3-role assignment.

Theorem 5.2 Let G be a bipartite graph. If there is a non-trivial connected component of G that is not
isomorphic to K, y,, with n, m > 1, then the complementary prism of G has a 3-role assignment.
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Proof: Let G’ be a non-trivial connected component of G, not isomorphic to K, m withn,m > 1. We
consider (A, B) a bipartite partition of G'. There exist a,b € V(G’'), a € A and b € B, such that
ab € E(G). Since G’ is connected, there is a shortest path ugus . ..us, with a = ug and b = us, such
that u; € A, for every even i, and u; € B for every odd i. We note that s is odd and s > 3. We obtain
that aus € E(G), with u; € Ng(a) N Ng(uz) and us € Ng(uz2) — Ng(a). By the Lemma 4.6, we can
suppose V(G) = Ng[uz]U{a} or s < 5. If G is connected, then in both cases G satisfies the Lemma 5.1.
If GG is not connected, then s = 5 and G ~ K7 U Py satisfies the Lemma 4.3. O

With these two previous results, it is possible to characterize the complementary prisms with a 3-role
assignment for bipartite graphs with isolated vertices, as we will see in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3 Let G be a bipartite graph with isolated vertices. The complementary prism of G has a
3-role assignment if and only if there exists a non-trivial connected component, not isomorphic to Ky, m,
withn,m >1orG ~ Ki UK, m > 1.

Proof: (=) By contradiction, we assume that every non-trivial connected component is isomorphic to
K, m, with n,m > 1. It follows from the Lemma 3.2 that G ~ K; U K ,,, for some m > 1.

(<) It follows from Lemma 4.1 that the complementary prisms of K7 UK 1,m, Withm > 1, has a 3-role
assignment. So we can assume that G %2 Ky U K ,,. Thus, there is a non-trivial connected component
of G that is not isomorphic to K, ,, with n, m > 1 and the result follows from Theorem 5.2. O

We need a few more results to get the characterization of complementary prisms of bipartite graphs
without isolated vertices with 3-role assignment. By Theorem 5.2, we can assume that GG is the union of
complete bipartite graphs. The next lemma solves the case when the graph has a connected component
isomorphic to K, ,,, with n,m > 2.

Lemma 5.4 Let G be a bipartite graph with no isolated vertices. If there is G' a connected component
of G that is isomorphic to K, ,, with some n,m > 2, then the complementary prism of G has a 3-role
assignment.

Proof: Let G’ be a connected component of G isomorphic to K, ,,, for some n,m > 2. If G is connected
and n = 2 or m = 2, then it follows from Lemma 5.1. Let uv € E(G’). We show that {u, v} satisfies
the Lemma 4.2. Since G is bipartite, {u, v} is a maximal clique. Since n, m > 2, Condition 1 is satisfied.
Let x # u,v. Since x is not an isolated vertex, there exists y € V(G), such that zy € E(G). Since G’
has no leaves, we can assume that yy # u, v. Thus, Condition 3 is satisfied, and since G is not connected
or n,m > 3, Condition 2 is satisfied. O

From this lemma, it remains the case where G is the union of copies of K ,,, including graph K.
Recall that the Figure 3 and the Lemmas 3.1, 3.3, 4.1 resolve all the cases when the graph G is the union
of copies of K. Therefore, we can assume that G has at least one connected component isomorphic to
Ky m, withm > 2. In view of Lemmas 3.4 and 4.1, the only remaining case is the complementary prisms
of K1, that we will see in the next lemma.

Lemma 5.5 The complementary prisms of K1 y,, with m > 2, has a R3 2-role assignment.

Proof: We denote by uj the single vertex of K ,, of degree m and Ng(uo) = {u1, ..., un}. We define
p: V(GG) — {1,2,3}, as follows.
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Forz € V(G) :
1, if x = uq; 1, if x = ug;
p(x) = 2, if = up; and p(@) =1 2, if & =w;
3, ifx € {ua,...,um}. 3, ifx € {ug,...,um}.
One can easily see that p is a R3 »-role assignment. O

The characterization ends with Theorem 5.6, by covering the complementary prisms of bipartite graphs.

Theorem 5.6 Let G be a bipartite graph. The complementary prism of G has a 3-role assignment if and
only if G is not isomorphic to one of the following graphs:

1. Ko, nor K,,, withn > 2;

2. G has isolated vertices and every non-trivial connected component of G is isomorphic to K, y,, for
some n,m > 1, with the exception of K1 U K1 n,, withm > 1;

3. K& witht > 4;
4 U Kimpwitht >3, m1>2,m; >1,i=2,...,t

5. Kl,m1 U K17m2, with my, mg > 2.

Proof: (=) Follows from Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4.

(<) If G has isolated vertices, then the result follows from Theorem 5.3. So suppose G has no isolated
vertices. We can assume, by contradiction, that the complementary prisms of G do not admit a 3-role
assignment. By Theorem 5.2, every connected component of G is isomorphic to K, ,,,, for some n, m >
1. It follows from the Lemma 5.4 that every connected component is isomorphic to K ,,, for some
m>1. If G ~ Kﬁ, for some ¢ > 1, then, by hypothesis (items 1 and 3), ¢ = 2 or ¢ = 3. The
contradiction follows from the Lemmas 4.1 and Figure 3. So, G =~ U§:1 Ky, witht > 1, m > 2,
m; > 1,7 =2,...,t. By hypothesis (items 4 and 5), G ~ Ky U K ,,, or G ~ K ,,, for some m > 2.
The contradiction follows from the Lemmas 4.1 and 5.5. O

6 Results for complementary prisms of non-bipartite graphs

In this section, we show that the complementary prism of any graph that is neither bipartite nor its
complementary graph always has a 3-role assignment. The following theorem considers the case of a
non-bipartite graph with no clique of order 3. we obtain the graph R3 » that is the path graph of size 3
with a loop at role 3.

Remember that the graph 23 » is the path graph of size 3 with a loop at role 2 and role 3.

Theorem 6.1 Let G be a non-bipartite graph. If G does not have a clique of order 3, then the comple-

mentary prism of G has a 3-role assignment.

Proof: As (G is non-bipartite and does not have a clique of order 3, then there is a cycle ugu; .. . us,
with ug = us and s > 5. Suppose that s is the smallest possible. We consider a = ugp and b = us, so
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ab & E(G), u1 € Ng(a) NNg(b), us—1 € Ng(a) — Ng(b) and us & Ngla] U{b}. From the Lemma 4.6,
we can assume that s = 5. We emphasize that C'5 is the only graph of order 5 non-bipartite and does not
have a clique of order 3. Therefore, GG is isomorphic to C5 and the result follows from Figure 2. a

From the previous theorem, we can assume that G has a clique of order 3. The next lemma proposes a
condition for such a clique. This lemma will be used frequently throughout the following results.

Lemma 6.2 Let {a,b, c} be a clique of a graph G such that a and b have no leaf neighbors. If, for every
x # a,b, there isy € V(G) — (Ngla] N Ng[b]), y # x such that, xy ¢ E(QG), then the complementary
prisms of G has a R3 4-role assignment.

Proof: We define p : V(GG) — {1,2,3}, as follows. For z € V(G) :

1, ifz € Gy; 1, ifx =aorz =10
p(I) =<2 ifr=aorz=Db; and p(f) =4 2,ifz e Ng[a] n Ng[b];
3, otherwise. 3, if x € Ng(a) N Ng(b).

We show that p is a R3 4-role assignment.
The vertices with role 1 are those belonging to G or the vertices @ and b. Let 2 € G, we have that
p(N(x)) = {p(@)} = {2}. LetT, withz € {a, b}, we have that N(T) C {z}U(V(G)—(Ng[a]Ng[b])),
so p(N (7)) = {2}

The vertices with role 2 are a, b or those belonging to V(G) — (Ng[a] N Ng[b])). For the vertex a,
we have p(a@) = 1, p(b) = 2 and p(c) = 3. We proceed in the same way for the vertex b. Let Z, with
x & Ngla] N Ng[b]. By hypothesis, there is y € V(G) — (Ng[a] N Ng[b]), such that zy ¢ E(G). So,
2 € p(N(7)), since p(y) = 2. Since @ or b belongs to N (Z), we have 1 € p(N(T)). For T, with = € G,
we get p(¢) = 3and p(N(T)) = {1, 2, 3}. Otherwise, p(x) = 3 and p(N(Z)) = {1, 2, 3}.

The vertices with role 3 are those belonging to V(G) — ({a,b} U Gg) or to Ng(a) N Ng(b). Let
z € V(G) — ({a,b} U Gy). If z € Ng(a) N Ng(b), then p(a) = 2 and p(T) = 3. Otherwise,
p(T) = 2. Since x is not an isolated vertex, there is y € V(G), such that zy € E(G). By the assumptions,
the vertices of a and b have no leaf neighbors, so we can choose y # a,b. Therefore, p(y) = 3 and
p(N(z)) = {2,3}. Let T, with z € Ng(a) N Ng(b). By hypothesis, we have that 2 € p(N(T)). As
p(z) = 3, we have that p(N(T)) = {2, 3}. O

The following lemma deals with the case when a clique has at least two leaf neighbors.

Lemma 6.3 If the graph G has a clique of order 3, with at least two leaf neighbors, then the complemen-
tary prisms of G has a R3 4-role assignment.

Proof: For € V(G), we denote by F, = Ng(x) N G the set of leaves neighboring the vertex x. Let
{a, b, c} be a clique of G, such that |F,, U F,| > 2. We define p : V(GG) — {1,2,3}, as follows.
Forz € V(G) :
1, ifz € GoU F, U Fy; . Lifr=aorz =b;
an p(T) =1 2, ifz € (Ngla] N Ng|b]);

p(z) =< 2, ifz =aorz=b;
3,ifzx e Ng(a) n Ng(b).

3, otherwise.
We show that p is a R3 4-role assignment.
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The vertices with role 1 are those belonging to (G U F,, U F},) or the vertices @ and b. Letz € Gy, we
have that p(N (z)) = {p(%)} = {2}. Letx € F,, then N(x) = {%,a} and p(N(z)) = {2}. We proceed
similarly for the vertices of F},. Let T, with « € {a, b}, we have that N(T) C {2} UV (G) — (V(G)[a] N
Nglb]), so p(N (7)) = {2}-

The vertices with role 2 are a, b or those belonging to V(G) — (Ng[a] N N¢g[b]). For the vertex a, we
have p(a) = 1, p(b) = 2 and p(c) = 3. Similarly, it goes to the vertex b. Let Z, with x € Gy UF, U F}, we
have p(z) = 1. By the hypothesis |F, U F| > 2,50 2 € p(N(T)), since p(F, U F) = {2}. Finally, since
p(¢) = 3, we have that p(N (Z)) = {1, 2,3}. Let T, with © € Ng[a] N Ng[b], & Go U F, U F,. We can
assume that © ¢ Ng(a). Thus, it follows from the fact that p(z) = 3, p(@) = 1 and p(F, U F},) = {2},
that p(N (%)) = {1, 2, 3}.

The vertices with role 3 are those belonging to V(G) — ({a, b} UGy U F, U F}) or Ng(a) N Ng(b). Let
z e V(GQ) — ({a,b} UGy U F, UF,). Ifz € Ng(a) N Ng(b), then p(Z) = 3 and p(a) = 2. Otherwise,
z & Ng(a) N Ng(b), so p(T) = 2. Since x is not an isolated vertex, there is y € V(G), such that
xy € E(G). Clearly, y &€ Gy U F, U Fp. As z & F, U Fy, we can choose y # a, b. Therefore, p(y) = 3.
Let 7, with z € Ng(a) N Ng(b), we have p(z) = 3 and p(F, U F},) = {2}, so p( (@) =1{2,3}. O

In the following lemma, we conclude that a sufficient condition for the complementary prisms of G to
have a 3-role assignment is the existence of an isolated vertex and a clique of order 3. Observe that the
graph K U K,,, with n > 3, is the complementary graph of K , that has a Rs3 »-role assignment by
Lemma5.5.

Lemma 6.4 Let G be a graph with isolated vertices, such that G # Ky U K,, with n > 3. If G has a
clique of order 3, then the complementary prism of G has a Rs 4-role assignment.

Proof: We consider {a, b, ¢} a clique of G and d € G. By Lemma 6.3, this clique has at most one leaf
neighbor. If so, we can assume that the leaf is a neighbor of ¢, and thus a and b have no leaf neighbors.
Since d € N¢la] N Ng[b] for all 2 # a,b, d, we have that d ¢ E(G). By Lemma 6.2, we can assume
that V(G) = (Ngla] N Ng[b]) U {d} and therefore G has no leaf. It follows from the fact that G is not
isomorphic to K7 UK, and d € G| that there are u, v € Ng[a] N N¢[b], such that uv ¢ E(G). Clearly, u
and v are different from a and b. On the other hand, {a, b, u} is a clique, so u and a have no leaf neighbors,
for all z # u, a,d we have xd € E(G) and we have v € Ng[u] N Ng|a] with dv € E(G). Therefore, the
result follows from the Lemma 6.2. )

From the previous lemma, in addition to assuming that G has a clique of order 3, we can also assume
that G has no isolated vertices. Next, we display lemmas contemplating the cases of graphs that have
leaves and do not satisfy the condition of Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 6.5 Let G be a graph with a single leaf f and no isolated vertices. Let {a,b,c} be a clique of
G, such that, Ng(f) = {c}. If V(G) # N¢la] U {f} and for all y ¢ Ngla] N Ng[b], we have that
cy € E(G), then the complementary prisms of G has a Rg 4-role assignment.

Proof: We denote by C' = {x € V(G) | Ng[z] = V(G) — {f}}. Observe that, for all z € C, T is a leaf
in G. Also, C is a possibly empty clique and a, f ¢ C. We define p : V(GG) — {1,2, 3}, as follows.
Forz € V(G) :
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1,ifx=ao0rz=f; 1, ifx € C
p(z) ={ 2, if z € Ng(a); and p(T) =1 2,ifz=aorx=f;
3, otherwise. 3, otherwise.

We consider v € V(G) — (Ng[a] U {f}). We note that u ¢ C, p(u) = 3 and p(u) = 3. In view of
Lemma 6.4, we emphasize that, as there is a clique in G, we have G % K ,, and thus G+ K UK,.On
the other hand, {@, %, f} is a clique in G. If c is a universal vertex, then € is an isolated vertex in G and
the result follows from Lemma 6.4. Therefore, suppose that c is not a universal vertex and we show that
pis a R3 4-Tole assignment.

The vertices with role 1 are a, f or those belonging to C'. For the vertex a, we have that p(N (a)) = {2}.
For the vertex f, we have that N(f) = {f,c} and p(N(f)) = {2}. Let T, with x € C, we have that
N (@) = {x, f} and C C Ng(a), so p(N (%)) = {2}.

The vertices with role 2 are those belonging to N (a) or the vertices @ and f. Let x € Ng(a), we have
p(a) = 1. If z € C, then we have p(b) = 2 and p(u) = 3. Otherwise, p(T) = 3 and it remains to show
a neighbor of = with role 2. If z € Ng(b), then p(b) = 2. Otherwise, by the hypotheses, cx € E(G)
and 2 € p(N(x)), therefore, p(N(x)) = {1,2,3}. For the vertex @, we have p(a) = 1, p(f) = 2 and
p() = 3. For the vertex f, we have p(f) = 1, p(a) = 2 and p(7) = 3.

The vertices with role 3 are those belonging to V(G) — (Ng[a]U{f}) orto V(G) — ({a, f} U C). Let
z € V(G) — (Ngla] U{f}). So, x & C and p(T) = 3. By the hypothesis, cx € E(G) and 2 € p(N(z)).
Let 7, with z € V(G) — ({a, f} UC). If z € Ng(a), then p(z) = 2. We note that the vertex c is not
universal. As z & C, thereisy € V(G),y # f, 2y € E(G). Clearly, y # aand y ¢ C. So, p(g) = 3
and 3 € p(N(T)). If x € Ng(a), then p(z) = 3 and p(a) = 2. O

The next lemma contemplates similar conditions to the previous lemma.
Lemma 6.6 Let G be a graph with a single leaf f and no isolated vertices. Let {a,b,d} be a clique of
G, such that V(G) = (Ngla] N Ng[b]) U{f} and Nc(f) = {d}. If d is not a universal vertex, then the

complementary prism of G has a Rs3 4-role assignment.

Proof: We define p : V(GG) — {1,2,3}, as follows. Forz € V(G) :

1, ifx = f; 1, ifx =aorx=d;
p(z) =1 2, ifr =aorz = d; and p(T) =4 2, ifz = forz & Ng[d];
3, otherwise. 3, ifx € Ng(d) —{a, f}.
One can easily see p is a [23 4-role assignment. O

The next lemma deals with the remaining cases for the desired result when G has leaves.
Lemma 6.7 Let G be a graph. Let a,b, c,d, f be vertices of G such that {a,b, c} is a clique, | is a leaf
with No(f) = {d}, Ng(d) = {a, f} and V(G) = Ngla]| U {f}. The complementary prism of G has a

R3 4-role assignment.

Proof: We define p : V(GG) — {1,2,3}, as follows. For z € V(G) :
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1, ifx=¢ 1, ifx = aq;
p(z) =< 2, ifz € Ng(c); and p(T) =14 2,ifx=corz = f;
3, otherwise. 3, otherwise.

Observe that p(d) = 3, p(d) = 3. With this in mind, we can easily verify that p is a R3 4-role
assignment. O

The following theorem shows that the complementary prisms of a non-bipartite graph with leaves, such
that the complementary graph is non-bipartite, have a 3-role assignment.

Theorem 6.8 Let G be a non-bipartite graph with at least one leaf and such that G is non-bipartite. The
complementary prism of G has a 3-role assignment.

Proof: By Theorem 6.1, we can assume that G’ and G have a clique of order 3. As G and G are non-
bipartite, neither is isomorphic to K ,, nor to K1 , ~ K; U K,,. So, by Lemma 6.4, we can assume that
neither G nor G has isolated vertices, that is, G has neither isolated vertices nor universal vertices.

We consider {a, b, ¢} a clique of G. By Lemma 6.3, we can assume that a, b have no leaf neighbors.
By Lemma 6.2, we can assume that there is z # a, b, such that for all y € V(G) — (Ng[a] N Ng[b]),
y # x, vy € E(G). Let f € G1 be such that Ng(f) = {d}. As f € Ngla] N Ng[b], we have z = f
or z = d. Observe that if x = f, then V(G) — (Ngla] N Ng[b]) C {d, f} and the condition is also
satisfied for ©+ = d. Therefore, dy € E(G) for all y € V(G) — (Ngla] N Ng[b]), y # d, that is,
V(G) = (Ng[a] n Ng[b]) U Ng[d].

First, suppose that ¢ = d. Observe that Ng(G1) = {d} and by Lemma 6.3, we can assume that
G1 = {f}. Remember that G does not have a universal vertex. By the Lemma 6.5, we can assume that
V(G) = Ngla) U{f} = Nglb]U {f}, thatis, V(G) = (Ng[a] N Ng[b]) U {f}. The result follows
from the Lemma 6.6. Therefore, d is not part of any clique of order 3, this is Ng(d) is an independent set.
Remember that V(G) = (Ngla] N Ng[b]) U Na(d).

Let u € Ng(d). If u ¢ Gy, then, by Lemma 4.3, we can assume that V(G) = Ng[u] U {f}. In
particular, we can assume that v = @ and b, ¢ € Ng(u). On the other hand, as N¢(d) is an independent
set, No(d) = {u, f} and the result follows from the Lemma 6.7 .

Therefore, Ni(d) = Gy — {d} and the connected component containing f is isomorphic to K7 ,, for
some m > 1. By the above, G ~ G’ U K1 ,,, where G’ = Ng[a] N Ng[b] and m = |Ng(d)|. If G’ ~ K,
for some n > 3, then the conclusion follows from Lemma 4.1. Otherwise, there are u,v € V(G’), such
that uv € F(G). On the other hand, {a, b, u} forms a clique. Again, by Lemma 6.2, we can assume that
dy € E(G) forally ¢ Ngla] N Ng[u] , with y # d. However, v € N¢a] U Ng[u] and dv ¢ E(G), a
contradiction. O

To prove the final theorem, we need a last lemma, which deals with a graph G with no universal vertex,
no isolated vertices, and no leaves.

Lemma 6.9 Let G be a graph with no universal vertex and no isolated vertices such that neither G nor G
has leaves. If {a, b, c} is a cliqgue of G and f,d € V(G)—{a, b}, f # d, satisfies the following conditions:

1. forally ¢ Ngla] N Ng[b], with y # d we have dy € E(G);

2. af € E(G);
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3. (Na(a) U Na(f)) N Na(d) # 0,

then the complementary prisms of G has a R3 4-role assignment.

Proof: We define p : V(GG) — {1,2,3}, as follows. For z € V(G) :

1, ifx=aorz=f; 9 if f
,ifr=aorx=f;
p(z) =< 2, ifz € Ng(a) U Ng(f); and p(T) = )
. 3, otherwise.
3, otherwise.

As f & Ngla] we have, by Condition 1, that df € E(G). So, p(d) = 2 and p(d) = 3. We consider

u € (Ng(a) U Ng(f)) N Ng(d) and observe that, p(u) = 2 and p(u) = 3. In light of this information,
we can easily conclude that p is a R3 4-role assignment. O

We end with Theorem 6.10, by showing that the complementary prisms of a non-bipartite graph, whose
complementary graph is non-bipartite, has a 3-role assignment.

Theorem 6.10 Let G be a graph, such that neither G nor G are bipartite graphs. The complementary
prism of G has a 3-role assignment.

Proof: We can assume from Theorems 6.1, 6.8 and from Lemma 6.4 that G and G have a clique of
order 3, they have no leaves and no isolated vertex.

Let {a, b, c} be a clique of G. By Lemma 6.2, we can assume that there exists d # a, b, such that, for
all y € Ngla] N Ng[b], y # d, we have that dy € E(G), thisis V(G) = (Ng[a] N Ng[b]) U Ng[d].
As @ is neither a leaf nor an isolated vertex, there exists a vertex f # d, such that af ¢ FE(G). By
Lemma 6.9, we can assume that (Ng(a) U Ng(f)) N Ng(d) = 0, that is, a and d have not neighbors in
common. If ad € E(G), then {a, d} is a maximal clique. We show that this clique satisfies the conditions
of Lemma 4.2. Condition 1 follows from the fact that G has no leaves. Condition 2 follows from the
fact that G has no isolated vertex or leaf and from the property of d. Condition 3 follows from the fact
that G has no isolated vertices, no leaf, and that a and d have no neighbors in common. We note that, in
fact, we use that V(G) = Ngla] U Ng[d] and Ng(a) N Ng(d) = (. We note that @ and d also satisfy
these conditions in G. Therefore, if ad ¢ E(G), then the maximal clique {@, d} satisfies the conditions
of Lemma 4.2 in G. Thus, the complementary prism of G has a 3-role assignment. O

7 Conditions to have a 3-role assignment in complementary prisms

We have, as a final result, the characterization of complementary prisms with a 3-role assignment, in
which we conclude that there are only some exceptions of graphs that do not have such an assignment.

Theorem 7.1 Let G be a graph. The complementary prisms of G has a 3-role assignment if and only if
G and G are not isomorphic to one of the following graphs:

1. K,, withn > 2;

2. the graph G has isolated vertices and every non-trivial connected component is isomorphic to
Ky, m, for some n, m > 1, with the exception of the graph K1 U K1 pn,;
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3. K& witht > 4;
4 U Kimpwitht >3, m1>2,m; >1,i=2,...,L

5. Kl,ml U K17m2, with mi, ma Z 2.

Proof: Follows from Theorems 5.6 and 6.10 O

Observe that all complementary prisms that do not have a 3-role assignments arise from disconnected
bipartite graphs.

We conclude with Theorem 7.2 that the computational complexity of deciding whether a complemen-
tary prism has a 3-role assignment is polynomial. To be more specific, we have shown in (Mesquita, 2022)
that such a problem can be solved in linear time.

Theorem 7.2 The 3-ROLE ASSIGNMENT problem for complementary prisms can be decided in polyno-
mial time.

Proof: Let G = (V(G), E(G)) be a graph with |V (G)| = n and | E(G)| = m. An algorithm that solves
the problem by using Theorem 7.1 returns that GG does not have a 3-role assignment when G or G are not
isomorphic to graphs of Conditions 1 to 5. In this way, we show how to check each of the five conditions
in polynomial time.

First, Condition 1 specifies to check whether G ~ K,,. Thus, we identify if the degree of every vertex of
G is exactly n — 1, which can be done in time O(n+m). Observe that, in Conditions 2 to 5, it is necessary
to check whether G is the disjoint union of complete bipartite graphs. To this end, detecting the connected
components of G, as well as the bipartite partitions, can be done in O(n + m) time (Kleinberg and
Tardos, 2006). After obtaining the bipartitions of each component, Conditions 2 to 5 can be checked only
by examining the degree of each vertex, which runs in O(n 4+ m) time. As the degree of each vertex is an

integer between 0 and n — 1, obtaining the degree sequence d = (d1, . .., d,,), with dq <dy <., < dy,
can also be performed in O(n+m) time (Cormen et al., 2009). The complement graph G of be computed
in O(n?).

If G and G do not satisfy any of the Conditions 1 to 5 we simply return that GG has a 3-role assign-
ment. This whole procedure, therefore, requires running time of order O(n?). We conclude that 3-ROLE
ASSIGNMENT for complementary prisms can be decided in polynomial time. |
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