arXiv:2406.05825v1 [math.CO] 9 Jun 2024

BROADCAST INDEPENDENCE AND PACKING IN
CERTAIN CLASSES OF TREES

RICHARD C. BREWSTER AND KIARA A. MCDONALD

ABSTRACT. Given a graph G = (V, E) of diameter d, a broadcast
is a function f : V(G) — {0,1,...,d} where f(v) is at most the
eccentricity of v. A vertex v is broadcasting if f(v) > 0 and a
vertex u hears v if d(u,v) < f(v). A broadcast is independent if
no broadcasting vertex hears another vertex and is a packing if no
vertex hears more than one vertex. The weight of fis ) . f(v).
We find the maximum weight independent and packing broadcasts
for perfect k-ary trees, spiders, and double spiders as a partial
answer to a question posed by Ahmane et al.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G = (V, E) be a finite, simple undirected graph. We let diam(G)
denote the diameter of G (the maximum distance between two vertices
in G) and eccg(v) denote the eccentricity of a vertex v € V(G) (the
maximum distance of a vertex from v). A broadcast on G is a function
f:V(G) = {0,1,... diam(G)}, where f(v) < eccg(v) for every vertex
v € V(G). The cost or weight of a broadcast f is defined as f(V) :=
> wev(a) [ (v). Avertex v is broadcasting if f(v) > 0 and V" is the set of
broadcasting vertices in f. A vertex u hears the broadcast if d(u,v) <
f(v) for some v € Vf+. (Clearly, a broadcasting vertex hears itself.) The
set of vertices which u hears is denoted by H(u) = {v € V;"|d(u,v) <
f(w)}. A vertex u is f~dominated, or simply dominated when f is clear
from context, if |[H(u)| > 1. A broadcast f is dominating if every
vertex in G is f-dominated. That is, Uvevf+ Nywylv] = V(G) where
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Ni[v] = {u|d(u,v) <k} is the ball of radius k centred at v. Note that
Nywylv] is precisely the set of vertices that hear v.

A broadcast f is independent if no broadcast vertex hears another
vertex; that is, for every v € V', |H(v)| = 1. The broadcast indepen-
dence number op(G) of G is the maximum weight of an independent
broadcast on G. We note this definition was introduced in [6] [7]. A
more refined study of broadcast independence is in [11 [12] where this
is called hearing-independence. Note the value of o, (G) for a graph G
consisting of a single vertex is 0 as the diameter of GG is 0, although one
might argue is natural to broadcast with power 1 in this special case.
To avoid this issue we will restrict our attention to connected graphs
on at least 2 vertices for the remainder of the paper.

If we require the stronger condition that each vertex (broadcasting
or not) can hear at most one vertex, then we arrive at the following
notion. A broadcast f is a packing broadcast if for every u € V(G),
|H(u)] < 1. The maximum weight of a packing broadcast on G is the
broadcast packing number, denoted by Py(G).

Certain broadcast parameters have been calculated for special classes
of graphs [I, 2, B, 4, ©]. Ahmane et al. [I] examine broadcast inde-
pendence in caterpillars and pose the question “Can we determine the
broadcast independence number of other subclasses of trees? In partic-
ular, what about k-ary trees?”. In this paper, we answer this question
for spiders and perfect k-ary trees.

In Section [2, we determine an explicit formula for the broadcast
independence number of perfect k-ary trees. In Section 3|, we determine
«ay, for spiders. Finally, in Section [d, we determine optimal broadcast
packings and their duals which we call multicovers for perfect k-ary
trees, spiders, caterpillars, and double spiders. The equality of the two
dual parameters is immediate from [8| [10], and so our contribution is
to provide a structural description of the primal and dual solutions.

In general we follow the notation of [13].

2. BROADCAST INDEPENDENCE IN PERFECT k-ARY TREES

A perfect k-ary tree is a rooted tree in which every vertex has exactly
k children and all leaves are at the same height. A perfect binary tree
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is a k-ary tree such that k = 2. In this paper, our results differ for the
cases k = 2 and k£ > 3. Therefore we adopt the convention that perfect
k-ary tree is used when k > 3 (unless explicitly stated otherwise) and
perfect binary tree is used when k = 2. A perfect k-ary tree of height
h is denoted TF, and a perfect binary tree of height h is denoted Tj,.
In this section we give exact values for the broadcast independence
number of perfect binary trees and k-ary trees.

We begin with some basic results extending ideas from [3]. Given
a broadcast f on G, we denote the restriction of f to a subgraph H
by f|g. Recall, a subgraph H is isometric in G if for all x,y € V(H),
dy(x,y) = dg(z,y). Clearly, an isometric subgraph must be induced.

Observation 2.1. Let f be an independent broadcast on a graph G,
and let H be an isometric subgraph of G. If |VfTH| > 2, then f|g is an
independent broadcast on H.

Proof. Let x and y be distinct broadcast vertices in H. Then
f(2) < dg(z,y) = du(z,y) < en()

implying y does not hear x, and f is a well-defined broadcast on H.
The result follows. U

The following result is the key tool allowing us to use recursion on
subtrees.

Lemma 2.2. Let f be an independent broadcast on a graph G. Let
Hy, Hy, ..., Hy be a collection of pairwise vertex disjoint, isometric sub-
graphs of G such that |VfJ|rH_| > 2 for each i. Then

f(V(G))SZab(Hi)Jr > J)

veV(G\V(H)

Proof. From Observation , we know f|g, is an independent broad-
cast on H; for each i giving f(V(H;)) < ap(H;). The result is immedi-
ate. U

An idea used throughout the paper is the following. If f is an ay-
broadcast on G, then f is dominating. If some vertex v does not hear
the broadcast, then we may set f(v) = 1 (and leave all other vertices
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unchanged) to obtain an independent broadcast of heavier weight. Us-
ing this we prove the following, which states in our setting “leaves hear
leaves”.

Lemma 2.3. Let T be a perfect binary or k-ary tree and let f be an
ap-broadcast. Then each leaf of T is f-dominated by a leaf.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there is a leaf [ which is f-dominated
by a non-leaf vertex v, and suppose [ and v are chosen so that d(l,v)
is minimum with respect to this property. In particular, [ is a leaf in
the subtree rooted at v (since 7' is perfect) and v dominates the entire
subtree. Let i = d(l,v). Define a broadcast g by

fwy+i z=1I
g(z) = {0 T=v
f(zx) otherwise.

Let z be any f-broadcast vertex distinct from v. Since [ is in the
subtree rooted at v and f is independent, z is not in the subtree rooted
at v. Thus, the unique [ — z path in T' passes through v. Hence,
d(l,z) = d(l,v) +d(v,z) > i+ f(v) +1 > g(l). So g is independent,
with g(V') > f(V'). This contradicts our choice of f. O

We note that the above lemma does not hold in general trees (a
perfect binary tree of height 8 with a leaf added to a grandchild of
the root provides an counterexample). This is in contrast to optimal
boundary independent broadcasts [I2] where leaves only hear leaves for
any tree.

2.1. Perfect Binary Trees. We now determine oy for perfect binary
trees.

Observation 2.4. Let T be a perfect binary tree and f be a broadcast.
Suppose 1 is a leaf such that f(l) > 0. Then | dominates 95 Jeques.

Proof. Let v the ancestor of [ at distance L@J It is easy to see [
dominates precisely the leaves in the subtree rooted at v. U

Lemma 2.5. Let T be a perfect binary tree of height at least 2 and
suppose [ is an ap-broadcast. If | is a broadcasting leaf, then f(l) = 3.
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Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there is some leaf [ such that f(l) >
4. Using Observation let Vigy = {v1,vs,... ,UQL@J} be the set of
leaves which [ dominates ordered by non-decreasing distance from [, in
particular v; = [. Define a broadcast g as

3 r=wv; € Vyq),1is odd
g(x) =<0 r =v; € Vi, is even

f(z) otherwise.

Note that v; and v; are at distance at least 4 from each other unless
j =i+ 1. This implies g is independent. As 3 - oIt 5 f() (for
f(l) > 4), we have our desired contradiction.

Now suppose some leaf [ satisfies f(I) = 1. Let I’ be the sibling of [.
By Lemma f(l') = 1. Let z be the ancestor at distance 2 from [
and let [” be a leaf at distance 4 from [ in the subtree rooted at z. If
f(z) > 0, then f(z) = 1 and I” together with its sibling have a total
power of 2. Define a broadcast g by

3 ze{l,l"}
g(x) =<0 x in the subtree rooted at z, x # [, 1"

f(z) otherwise.

It is easy to see g(V') > f(V). The set of vertices that were dominated
by z and its descendants is precisely the set now dominated by [ and
" showing ¢ is independent.

Otherwise, f(z) = 0. In this case, we set g(I) = 2,¢9(I') = 0 and
leave all other values unchanged giving f(V') = ¢g(V'). Hence, we may
assume f takes the value 2 or 3 on all leaves. We now prove that there
can be no leaf with power 2.

Suppose to the contrary f(I) = 2 for some leaf [. If T" has height 2,
then the broadcast g obtained by setting ¢g(I) = 3 and leaving other val-
ues unchanged is an independent broadcast of greater weight. Hence,
T has height at least 3 and we let z be the ancestor of [ at distance 3.
The subtree rooted at z is T as depicted in Figure[l] If f(z) = 0, then
again we can increase the power at [ to 3 and obtain an independent
broadcast of greater weight.

Consequently, 1 < f(z) < 2. By the above results and using the
fact that f is both independent and dominating (as any ay-broadcast
must be), the leaves in 7, must broadcast with power 2 or 0. Moreover,
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without loss of generality we assume f(v;) = 2 for i = 1,3,5,7 and all
other leaves are non-broadcasting (as depicted in Figure [1)).

U1 U3 Vs (%

FIGURE 1. The subtree T,

The weight of f on the subtree T, is 9 or 10. The broadcast g defined
by

3 x € {v1,vs, 05,07}

o) =40 wefe}
f(z) otherwise

is independent as Ny(,,)[v;] contained within 7, for each ¢ = 1,3,5,7.
Also, g(V') > f(V), contradicting our choice of f.

Therefore, in an aj-broadcast f of a perfect binary tree of height h,
all broadcasting leaves have power 3. U

We remark that broadcasting with power 3 from each v; and with
power 0 from the corresponding siblings is a pattern repeated through-
out this section. We will refer to such a broadcast as broadcasting from
half the leaves.

Lemma 2.6. Let f be an ay-broadcast on a perfect binary tree T'. Then
f(v) <4 forallve V(T).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there is some v such that f(v) =
p > 5. By Lemma [2.5] we know v cannot be a leaf. Let 7" be the
subtree rooted at v. At distance p— 3 from v, there are 2°~3 vertices in
T'. Let S = vy, 09, ..., 03 be these 2P~3 vertices in the natural order
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from left to right. Define a broadcast g as
3 r=uv; €95, 1is odd
g(l‘) = 0 ="
f(z) otherwise

Since f is independent, the distance from S to a broadcast vertex in
T" (other than v) is at least 4, showing ¢ is independent. Further,
g(V) > f(V)as 3-2"* > p, p > 5. This contradicts our choice of

e O

Below we give a formula for «y(7}) for h > 2. We remark the excep-
tional case h = 1 has ay(71) = 2.

Theorem 2.7. Let T}, be a perfect binary tree of height h = 4m+r > 2,
1<r<4. Then
16m+1 -1

ay(Th) =3 2“1T + b,

where by = 1,00 = b3 =0,by = 3

Proof. By Lemmas and [2.5] the result is immediate for 2 < h < 3.

For h = 4, we note Ty is composed of two T3 trees each connected
to the root vertex, which we will call v. Let f be an aj-broadcast.
As no leaf hears v, f(v) < 3. By Lemma 2.2, f(V(T4)) = ap(Ty) <
2-ap(T3) + f(v) < 2-12+ 3 = 27. This upper bound is achieved by
broadcasting with power 3 from half the leaves and power 3 from v,
which is an independent broadcast.

Similar to h = 4, let v be the root of T5 and observe the four grand-
children of v are roots of a copy of T3. Let f be an ay-broadcast
and let 7" be the copy of T; rooted at v. By Lemma , ay(Ts) <
4oap(T3) + 3 ey f(u) £4-12+4 =52, (In T", f either broadcasts
from a single vertex with power at most 4 by Lemma [2.6] or from two
vertices with power 1.) The upper bound is achieved by broadcasting
with power 3 from half the leaves and power 4 from the root v.

Thus suppose h > 6. Let f be an ap-broadcast on Tj,. There are
2"=3 vertices at level h — 3 each of which is the root of a perfect binary
tree of height 3. Call these subtrees Hy, Hy, ..., Hyn—3. Then T}, 4 =
Ty \ {H1, Hs, ..., Hyns} is a perfect binary tree of height h — 4. By
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Lemmas and 2.5 we know f(I) = 3 for exactly four leaves of each
H;.

We claim there are at least two broadcast vertices in Tj,_4. As f
must be dominating there is at least one broadcast vertex. (No vertex
in Tj,_4 is f-dominated by a leaf from some H;.) Since h —4 > 2, there
are two leaves, say [; and Iy, in Tj_4 at distance 4 from each other.
Moreover, they are at distance at least 4 from the leaves of the original
tree Tj,. Hence the broadcast defined by

3 S {ll7 l2}
g(x) =< flz) zeV(H),1<i<2"3
0 otherwise

is an independent broadcast. Thus, f(V(T,—4)) > 6. By Lemma [2.6]

f must broadcast on at least two vertices in T}_4.

The collection Hy, Hs, ..., Hyns,T)_4 is a partition of the entire tree
T}, into vertex disjoint, isometric subgraphs with f broadcasting on at
least two vertices in each subgraph. By Lemma [2.2]

ap(Th) < 2/ - oy (Ts) + c(Th—s)

Moreover, using an «p-broadcast on each subgraph produces an inde-
pendent broadcast, as we broadcast at leaves in each subgraph with
power 3 and the leaves in different subgraphs of the partition are dis-
tance at least 4 apart. That is,

Oéb(Th) = 2h_3 . Oé(T3) + a(Th_4)
16™m —1

= oh3.1243. 21— — 4,
+ TEE
16m —1
— 3.27‘—1 2]7,—7" -~ - br
( TRl )+
16mtt —1
= 3.2l — 4,

15
U

2.2. Perfect k-ary Trees. The development for perfect k-ary trees
(recall we require k& > 3), is similar to perfect binary trees. The differ-
ence is in this setting we broadcast with power 1 from every leaf. In
the recursive step we will reduce the height by 2 (versus 4 above). We
begin with a straightforward observation.
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Observation 2.8. Let T' be a perfect k-ary tree and f be a broadcast.
Suppose 1 is a leaf such that f(I) > 0. Then | dominates kL5 leques.

Lemma 2.9. Let T be a perfect k-ary tree and f be an oy(T')-broadcast.
Then f(v) <1 for allv € V(T) with f(I) =1 for each leaf of T.

Proof. We begin with the leaves. Suppose to the contrary f(I) =p > 1
for some leaf . Then f dominates kL) leaves. Create a new broadcast
g by setting g(I') = 1 for each leaf that hears [ and g(z) = f(z)
otherwise. Note, kl3) > p for k > 3,p > 2, with a strict inequality
except for the case k = 3 and p = 3. In this case we also set g(u) =1
for the grandparent u of [. As g(V') > f(V'), we obtain a contradiction.

On the other hand, an ay-broadcast must be dominating. By Lemma

each leaf can only hear itself; hence, f(I) =1 for all leaves.

Finally, let v be an internal vertex of T" and suppose to the contrary
that f(v) = p > 2. Over all such internal vertices, choose v so that no
internal vertex in the subtree rooted at v broadcast with power greater
than 1. Let 7" be the subtree rooted at v. Since f is independent,
by Lemma [2.3] 7" must have height at least p + 1. Let S be the kP!
vertices at height p — 1 in T”. Define a broadcast ¢ as

1 resS
g(z) =40 T=v
f(z) otherwise

We note g is independent and g(V') > f(V) as kP~ > p for k > 3 and
p > 2. This contradicts our choice of f. O

A direct consequence of Lemma [2.9|is if f is an a,-broadcast in
TF, then the set of broadcast vertices form an independent set giving
a(TF) = ap(T}). From this observation and the formula for a(T}) we
obtain the following.

Theorem 2.10. Let T} be a perfect k-ary tree of height h. Then
ap(TF) = a(TF). In particular,

k’2 m-i-l_1
1+k2+...+k2m:—( ]3;2_1 if h =2m
Oéb(Tf]f): (kg)m—l-l_l
E+k3+ 4k = 2~ ifh=2m+1

k? —1
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3. BROADCAST INDEPENDENCE IN SPIDERS

3.1. Preliminary Results. We now turn our attention another class
of trees. A spider is a tree obtained by subdividing K ; where k& > 3.
That is, there are k leaves, one vertex u such that d(u) = k, and the
remaining vertices have degree 2. Label the leaves {li,...,l;} in non-
decreasing order of distance to u and denoted by d; the distance from
l; to u. We can thus denote the spider by S(di,...,d;). A path from
a leaf to wu is called a branch, and w is called the branch vertex.

Our first result says in an ay-broadcast of a spider, only leaves broad-
cast.

Lemma 3.1. Let f be an ay-broadcast in a spider T'. If f(v) > 0, then
v 1s a leaf.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that f is an aj-broadcast and f(v) > 0
for some internal vertex v. Choose v such that there is a leaf [ where
(i) I and v belong to the same branch and (ii) the unique (I, v)-path
does not contain any broadcast vertices other than [ or v. Define

fw+fO)+1 ifz=1
g(:p): 0 ifI:U

f(z) otherwise.

(Note f(I) = 01is possible.) Let f(w) > 0 where w is not [ or v. By our
choice of v, the unique (I, w)-path contains v as an internal vertex. By
the independence of f, v does not hear [ and w does not hear v, giving

d(l,w) = d(l,v) + d(v,w) > f(I) + f(v) +1 = g(]).
Hence ¢ is independent and f(V) < ¢g(V'), a contradiction. O

Lemma 3.2. Let T be a spider with the branch vertex u and let L =
{li,...,l,} be the set of leaves of T, ordered by non-decreasing distance
from w. Then there is an ap-broadcast f and somet, 1 <t < k, such
that f(1;) > 0 fort <i <k and otherwise f(v) = 0 for all other vertices
v. Moreover, if two leaves have the same distance to u and both are
broadcasting, then all leaves at that distance from u are broadcasting.

Proof. Let f be an ay-broadcast. By Lemma(3.1] only leaves broadcast.
If f does not have the form described in the statement, then there are
leaves [; and [; such that i < j, f({;) >0, f({;) = 0.
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If d(l;,u) < d(lj,u), we can set f(l;) = f(l;) + 1 and f(I;) = 0,
maintaining the independence of f while increasing the total weight,
a contradiction. Thus d(l;,u) = d(l;,u). We set f(l;) = f(l;) and
f(l;) = 0. Continuing in this way, we can change f to have the desired
form.

Now, suppose there are leaves l;,l;11 and [, such that d(l;,u) =
d(liy1,u) = d(lym,w). Further, suppose l;,l;41 € fo By independence,
l; does not hear [;, 1, so [,, does not hear [, 1 or ;. As [,, must hear
some leaf, it is easy to see the only possibility is that [,, hears itself.

O

3.2. Determining «, in Spiders. Let S(dy,...,d;) be aspider. There
is an ay-broadcast of the form described by Lemma The following
proposition allows us to find such an optimal broadcast.

Proposition 3.3. Let t be a fized integer 1 < t < k and let f; be a
broadeast on S(dy, ..., dy) such that V;" = {l;,...,ly}. Then

(V) < (di+deyr — 1) + Z (di +d; —1).

j=t+1

Proof. The distance between broadcasting vertices I;,[;, t < j, is given
by d(li,l;) = di+d;. Thus, fi(l;) < di+d;—1. As the closest broadcast
leaf to lt 18 lt+17 ft(lt) S dt + dt-l—l — 1. U

By choosing f; to have each leaf broadcast at its maximum allowed
power, the computation of a,(S(dy,...,dx)) is now immediate.

Corollary 3.4. For the spider S(dy,...,dy),

k
Qp = max (dt+dt+1_1)+ Z(dt+dj—1) )

1<t<k ,
j=t+1

4. BROADCAST PACKINGS AND MULTICOVERS

As stated in the introduction, a broadcast is a collection of neigh-
bourhood balls. A dominating broadcast is a covering, and an inde-
pendent broadcast is a packing where each broadcast vertex hears only
itself. If we strengthen the constraint that no vertex hears more than
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one broadcasting vertex, we have a packing. The concepts of packing
and covering are well studied. Indeed the optimization version of these
problems can be expressed (as dual) linear programs. See [, [10] for
early work, and [5] for the specific application to broadcast domina-~
tion where the dual notion of multipacking is defined. Here we express
Py(G) using linear programming and extract its dual which we call the
multicover problem.

Given a graph G = (V) E) for each vertex v € V and for each k,
1 <k < eccg(v), we introduce a binary variable x, ;. If 2, = 1, then
the ball of radius £ about v is in the packing. The broadcast packing
number is the maximum weight broadcast subject to the constraint
that each vertex hears at most one broadcast vertex. In symbols,

1
(1) s.t. Z Ty <1 foreachu e V
xv,k € {0, 1}

To define the dual problem, multicover, we introduce a binary vari-
able vy, for each w € V. When gy, = 1 we will say we have placed a
token on vertex u. The objective in multicover is to minimize the sum
of the y, such that each ball of radius £ has at least k tokens on its
vertices. In symbols,

M.(G) = minZyu

ueV

(2) s.t. Z Yy, >k foreachv eV and 1 <k <e.(v)

d(u,w)<k

Yu € {Ov 1}

As these are dual programs, we have P,(G) < M.(G) (and equality in
the case that we consider the fractional relaxation of both programs).
As a result, if we can find a feasible broadcast packing and a feasible
multicover of the same weight, then both must be optimal. By the work
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in [8 [I0] these programs have integer optima (with equal objective
functions) for strongly chordal graphs. In particular, trees are strongly
chordal so we can compute efficiently BP,(T") = M.(T) for any tree T
Below we go further and give actual formulas for special classes of trees.

Before studying specific classes, we make the following observation
used for verifying the multicover constraints of Eq. (2).

Observation 4.1. Let T' be a rooted tree where all leaves are on the
same level. Suppose | is a leaf and v is an ancestor of l. Then for any
r >d(l,v), N.[l] C N,[v].

4.1. Perfect binary trees. We begin by describing an optimal mul-
ticover for the perfect binary tree T},.

Theorem 4.2. Let T}, be a perfect binary tree of height h = 3m+1t > 4
where 0 <t < 2. Define S C V(T}) by:

(1) all vertices at height h — 1 belong to S,

(2) all vertices at height h —2,h —5,..., 1+t belong to S,

(3) the root belongs to S when t = 0 or t = 1, whereas the two
vertices at level 1 belong to S when t = 2.

The set S is a multicover of T},.

Proof. First we will show that the multicover constraints in Eq. are
satisfied for leaves. Let [ be a leaf and consider N, [l]. Since all vertices
on levels h — 1 and h — 2 have tokens, it is clear that N,.[l] has r tokens
for 1 <7 <4. Assume r > 5. Let v be the ancestor of [ at distance ||
and let 7" be the subtree rooted at v. The tokens on levels h — 1 and
level h — 2 (of T') show T” contains at least 2/217! 4- 2512 > ¢ tokens.

As V(T") C N,[l], the multicover constraints hold for all leaves.

Now consider an internal vertex v, different from the root, at distance
d from the nearest leaf [. For any r > d, we have N,[l] C N,[v]. We
have already established N, [l] contains at least r tokens. Thus consider
1 <r<d Ifr >4, then the construction of S ensures that in the
subtree rooted at v all the vertices at one of the distances r,r — 1, or
r — 2 from v have tokens. Since 272 > r, the neighbourhood N, [v]
contains 7 tokens. For r = 1, there is never more than two consecutive
levels without tokens, so v, its parent, or its children have tokens. For
r = 2, Ny[v] has 2 vertices at the same level as v (including v), two



14 RICHARD C. BREWSTER AND KIARA A. MCDONALD

children of v, and 4 grandchildren of v (recall r < d). One of these
three levels has at least 2 tokens. For r = 3, let v be at level i. Then
in N3[v] there are at least 8 vertices at level i + 3, 4 at level i 4 2, 4 at
level 7 4+ 1. At least one of these levels has tokens.

When v is the root, a similar analysis shows N, [v] contains 7 tokens.
For r > 4, we use 2"~2 > r as above. For 1 < r < 3, a case analysis
based on h mod 3 verifies the multicover conditions are met. O

Summing the number of elements in S from above and recalling
M. (G) is the weight of a minimum multicover, we obtain the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.3. For T, h=3m+t >4, 0 <t <2, we have

m 1
M(T),) < 2”18T + 21 4 b,

where by = 1,b; = 1,by = 2.

Next we define a packing broadcast for T, with the same weight as
M.(T,). By duality of linear program this proves the optimality of
both the multicover and the packing.

Consider the vertices at height 7 and label them vy, vy, ..., v9i so that
vgj—1 and vy; have a common parent. In this section, to broadcast at
half the vertices at height ¢ means broadcast with power 1 at vertices
V1,3, ...,U9i_1 and do not broadcast at vertices vo, vy, ..., Vqi.

Theorem 4.4. For the perfect binary tree T),, h = 3m +t > 4, 0 <
t<2
8" —1
Py(Th) = M(Ty) = 2" ——— + 2" 4 by

7
where by = 1,01 = 1,by = 2.

Proof. We define a broadcast f as follows. For each vertex v at height
h — 2, let 1,15, 13,14 be the four leaves in the subtree rooted at v with
l1, 15 sharing a parent, and 3, [, sharing a parent. Set f(l;) =2, f(I3) =
Land f(l2) = f(ls) = 0.

For heights h —4,h — 7,...,¢; where cg = 5,¢;1 = 3, and ¢ = 4,
f broadcasts at half the vertices at each of these heights. Finally, f
broadcasts with power p; at the root where pg = 3,p; = 1, and p, = 2.
It is easy to verify that f is a packing broadcast.
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The weight of f is determined as follows. Let v be a vertex at height
h — 2. In the subtree rooted at v, there is a leaf of weight 2 and a leaf
of weight 1 giving a total weight for all such vertices of 2/~! 4 2/—2,
There are broadcast vertices of weight 1 at half the vertices on levels
h—4,h—17,...,¢ giving a total weight of 2"=5 4 2h=8 4 ... 4 2c—1
Finally the root broadcasts with power p;. It is straightforward to
simplify these sums to:

m—1
(5.8 - +21 1 t=0
8m —1
4 — +2M 1 =1
8m+1 _
—— 42" 1 t=2
\ 7
We have a multicover and a packing broadcast with the same total
costs. The result follows. 0

4.2. Perfect k-ary trees. The following result is the k-ary analogue
of Theorem (Recall we required & > 3.) We omit the proof as it
is similar to the proof of Theorem [4.2]

Theorem 4.5. Let T} be the perfect k-ary tree of height h = 3m+t > 3,
0 <t < 2. Define the set S C V(TF) as follows:

(1) all vertices at height h — 1 belong to S.

(2) all vertices at height h —2,h —5,..., 1+t

(3) the root belongs to S when t = 1, whereas the k vertices at level
1 belong to S when t = 2

The set S is a multicover of TF.

Computing the size of S in Theorem [£.5, we obtain the immediate
bound.
Corollary 4.6. For TF, h=3m+t>4,0 <t <2, we have
(k3)ym=1 —1
k3 —1
where by = 0,0 = 1,by = 1.

M(TF) < k! +2- k"2 4 (B —1)- k"2 4+ b,

Next we define a packing broadcast for T} with the same weight
as the upper bound for M.(TF) in Corollary m By duality of linear
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program this proves the optimality of both the multicover and the
packing.

Theorem 4.7. For T, h=3m+t >4, 0 <t <2, we have

(k31 — 1

RT) = Mo(T) = ke

+2- k"2 4 (B —1)- k"2 4+ b,

where by = 0,01 = 1,05 = 1.

Proof. We define a broadcast f as follows. First, we examine the lowest
levels. Let v be a vertex at height h — 2. Let I}, 15, ..., x> be the k2
leaves in the subtree rooted at v with [y, ls,...,[; sharing a parent,
lk+1, lgta, - - -, lox sharing a parent, ..., and l;2_p.q,...,[x2 sharing a
parent. Broadcast with power 2 at [y and power 1 at [y, 1, logi1,-- -,
lg2_g41. All other leaves in this subtree do not broadcast.

Consider the vertices at height ¢ and label them vy, vs,..., v SO
that v(—1)k+1,--.,Uk; have a common parent. To broadcast at %th of
the vertices at height i means broadcast at vertices vy, Vg1, .-, Upi_gi1

with power 1. Let f broadcast at %th of the vertices at height h —
4, h —7,...,h; where hg = 2, hy = 3, and hy, = 4. Finally broadcast
with power p; at the root where pg = 0,p; = 1, and py, = 2.

It is straightforward to verify f is a packing broadcast, and that the
weight of f matches the value given in the theorem statement.

We have given both a multicover and a packing broadcast with the
same total cost. The result follows. O

4.3. Spiders and caterpillars. In this section, we study spiders, as
defined in Section [3| Recall a spider is denoted by S(dy, ..., d), with
a branch point denoted by u. Note that if at most two of the d; are
greater than 1, then S(dy,...,d) is a caterpillar.

Theorem 4.8. Let T'= S(dy,...,dy) be a spider, that is not a cater-
pillar. Let S C V(T') consist of all internal vertices of T. Then S is a
multicover of T.

Proof. Consider v € V(T') and any ball N,[v], where r < ecc(v). Let [;
be a leaf such that d(l;,v) = ecc(v). Let w be the vertex at distance
r on the unique vl;—path. If at least one of v or w is not a leaf, there
are at least r internal vertices of 1" on the vw—path, hence at least
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r tokens within N,[v]. If both v and w are both leaves, then u is on
the vw—path. The vw—path contains r — 1 internal vertices of T.
Since d; > 2 for at least three values of i, there is a token on a vertex
adjacent to u not on the vw—path. Therefore, N,[v] has at least r
tokens. Therefore, S is a multicover. It is easy to verify

k

S| =) (dm—1)+1.

m=1

t

Corollary 4.9. Let T' = S(dy,...,dy) be a spider, that is not a cater-
pillar. Then

Py(T) = M(T) =Y (dw — 1)+ 1.

m=1

Proof. Consider the broadcast f such that f(l;) = dy, f(l;) = d; — 1
for all 2 < i < k and f(v) = 0 for all other vertices of T'. It is easy to
verify that f is a packing broadcast with cost 32 _ (d,, — 1) + 1. The
result follows. O

Theorem 4.10. Let T be a caterpillar. Then Py(T) = diam(T).

Proof. In [6], the authors state that P,(T) > diam(7). We show
Py(T) < diam(T'). Let P be a diametrical path in T, and let v be
an endpoint of P. Let S = V(P) — {v}. So |S| = diam(7'). It is easy
to verify S is a multicover of T'. Therefore, we have B,(T) < Mq(T) <
diam(7"), as required. O

4.4. Double spiders. Let S; = S(ay,...,a;) and Sy = S(by,...,b)
be spiders with branch vertices v; and wv, respectively. Let d be a
positive integer. We define a double spider DS = (S1, Sa,d) to be the
graph obtained by joining disjoint copies of S; and Sy with a path of
length d between v; and vy. (For this section we relax the definition
of spider to allow k£ = 2 or [ = 2 so that the degree v; and vy are at
least 3 in the double spider.) Figure |3| shows the double spider DS =
(S1,52,5), where S; = (1,2,2) and Sy = (3,3,3). Note that double
spiders are trees, thus internal vertices and leaves are well-defined for
double spiders. The set of leaves whose branch vertex is v; is denoted
L(v;), for i = 1,2. Define [y, respectively Iy, be the leaf at maximum
distance from its branch vertex vy, respectively v,.
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Let T be a double spider with branch vertices v; and vy. We will
show that the following algorithm creates a multicover of T'. We first
define several variables. Let m; = d(l1,v1), me = d(l3,ve), t; =
ety Lo = (LD + L and t = Yy dllv2) — [L(52)] + 1.
Assume with loss of generality, that t; — m; <ty — ms. Label the set
of vertices along the vyvo-path as vy, p1, P2, ..., Da—1, Vo

(1) Put a token on v; and vy. For each | € L(vy), put a token on
the internal vertices of the unique lv;-path. Repeat the process
for each | € L(v,).

(2) Place tokens on pg,py,...p4_2 or pg_s if d is even or odd, re-
spectively.

(3) If 2(t; —my) > d—1, we are done. If 2(t; —m;) = d—1, place a
token on po;, —m,) and then we are done. Otherwise 2(t; —m4) <
d — 1, place tokens on pa(t, —my)+1; P2(ty—my)+3» - - - y Pd—2 OF Pa—1
if d is odd or even respectively.

®
(]
()
(]

FiGUurRE 2. A packing broadcast and multicover of a
double spider where 2(t; — my) < d — 1. The multi-
packing is denoted by the squares and the broadcast is
indicated by the value next to the broadcasting leaves.
Here mqy =2,my = 3,11 =3,t, =7 and d = 5.

We now give a series of propositions which prove that the above algo-
rithm creates a multicover of T'. For the following, define vy, v, 1, lo, t1,
ty, my, my and pq, pa, ..., pq_1 as above and assume t; —my < to — mo.
We comment that t; is the number of tokens on the spider S;, a fact
we use below.

Proposition 4.11. For any leaf I, N,[l] contains at least r tokens.

Proof. We claim that we need only show that N,[l;] and N,[ls] both
contain at least r tokens. Let [ be a leaf such that v; is the branch
vertex for [, and [ # [;. By the above process, for 1 <r < d(ly,1) — 1,
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2
1
1
2 o—o o—o—eo ®3
1

2

FIGURE 3. A packing broadcast and multicover of a dou-
ble spider where 2(t; —my) > d — 1. The multipacking is
denoted by the squares and the broadcast is indicated by
the value next to the broadcasting leaves and ps. Here
my = 2,m2 :3,t1 :4,t2 =7 and d = 4.

N, [l] contains r tokens. Now consider d(l1,1) < r < ecc(l). We will
show N.[l1] € N,[l]. Let v € N,.[l1]. If v lies on the unique l;l-path,
d(l,v) < d(l,l;) < r. Otherwise, both the unique /;v-path and [v-
path pass through vy. Then d(l,v) < d(l;,v) < r. So N,[l;] C N,[l] as
required. The same argument follows for l. This establishes the claim.

We now show N, [l1] has at least r tokens. Let I] be the leaf whose
branch vertex is v; and d(l},vy) is maximum over all I{ € L(vq), I} # |4
(so, d(I},vy1) is the length of the second longest branch in Sy). Let
m/y = d(l},vy). Consider the following cases:

Case 1: 1 <r < my+m): As the [;l}-path contains a token on every
vertex excluding /; and [}, clearly N, [l;] contains r tokens.

Case 2: my+m) <r < my+ 2(t; —mq): Since r > my + m], the
ball N,[l;] contains all of S; and thus there are at least ¢; tokens within
N,[l1]. By the algorithm, there are at least |*=™ | additional tokens
along P belonging to N,[l;]. Since,

+7‘
2 2 2 2

tl‘*‘r_mlJZtlﬂLr_ml L omy +2(t —my) >

N |
N | —

and the number of tokens is an integer, there are at least r tokens with
N.[l1].

Case 3: my+2(t; —my) < r: Consider the vertex at distance r from
l1, say u. Since my < t;, the ball N.[l;] contains all of S; and thus
contains #; tokens.



20 RICHARD C. BREWSTER AND KIARA A. MCDONALD

Let @ be the [;u-path which we label as Iy, wy,...,v1, ..., Do —m1)
P2(tr—m1)+1s - --» T, u, where u = p; for some j > 2(t; —my) + 1 or
u € Sy. We now count the tokens in N,[l;] on this path that are not
in S;. There tokens on every other vertex of pi,...,paw —m,), giving
2(t; —my)/2 tokens.

There are tokens on each vertex of poy,—my)11,...,u if © & L(vy)
or each vertex of poit—my)+1,-..,2 if v € L(vy). Since T is not a
caterpillar we cannot have to — mo = t; — m; = 0. By assumption
to — mg > t; — my, S0 ty > my. Thus in the case u € L(vq), there is
a neighbour of vy not on ) but containing a token and belonging to
N, [l1]. The path from pa(, —m,)4+1 to @ has length r — 2(t; —my) —my
and has a token on each vertex. There is a final token either on u or
on a neighbour of vy (not belonging to @) as described above.

In all cases we have N, [l;] contains at least
Q(tl — ml)

t) + 5

+r—=2(t—my) —my=r
tokens as required.

So for all » < ecc(ly), N,[l1] contains at least r tokens. A similar
case analysis shows that for all r, N, [ls] contains at least r tokens. [

Proposition 4.12. Let v be an internal vertex of T. If N,.[v] contains
a path of length 2r, then N,[v] contains at least r tokens.

Proof. Let P be the path of length 2r contained in N,.[v]. By the
algorithm, there is at most one pair of adjacent vertices v and w which
both do not contain a token (this occurs when d — 1 is odd and 2(¢; —
my) >d—1, giving u = pg_e and w = pg_1). If N,[v] does not contain
both w and w, then N,[v] has a token on at least every second vertex
of P. So there are at least |25 ] = r tokens contained in N,[v]. Now
suppose w,u € N,[v]. Consider the path P’ of length 2r — 1 in N, [v]
made by contracting the edge uw. Since u,w was the only pair of
adjacent vertices which both did not contain a token, P’ must contain
at least | 2] = r tokens. Thus N,[v] contains at least r tokens. O

Proposition 4.13. Let v be an internal vertex of T. If N,.[v] does not
contain a path of length 2r, then N,.[v] contains at least r tokens.

Proof. Let w be a vertex at distance r from v and consider a longest
path starting at w which contains v. Note that the other endpoint of
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this path must be a leaf, say I. We claim N, [[] C N,[v]. Let u € N,[l].
Either v belongs to the lu-path or v belongs to the uw-path (otherwise
the tree has a [w-walk that avoids v which is impossible). In the former
case we have d(l,v) + d(v,u) = d(l,u) < r and in the latter we have
d(w,u) = d(w,v)+d(v,u) = r+d(v,u) < 2r. In both cases d(v,u) <r
giving u € N,.[v].

So N,[l] € N,[v] as required. Thus by Proposition N,.[v] con-
tains at least r tokens. U

Corollary 4.14. The above algorithm creates a multicover of a double
spider T = DS(S1, Ss,d).

Proof. The result follows from Propositions [4.11}] [4.12] and [4.13] 0

Theorem 4.15. LetT = DS(S51, 52,d) be a double spider with my, ty,ts
defined as above. Then

m1+d+t2—1, Zf2(t1—m1)§d—1,

MT) = B(T) = {t1 L d=2)/2) + s if 2t —m) > d.

Proof. If 2(t; — my) < d — 1, define a broadcast f as

d(ly,v2), if v =1,
flx) = ¢d(z,v2) =1, ifx € L(vy),
0, otherwise.

It is easy to verify f is a packing broadcast with the same size as the
mutlicover described above.

If 2(t; — mq) > d, define a broadcast f as

'd(ll,vl), if x = ll;

dl27v2)7 ifl‘:lg,

r,v) =1, ifx € L(v) —{h},
r,vp) — 1, if w € L(vy) — {la},
d—2)/2], ifa::pL%J,

L0, otherwise.

It is easy to verify f is a packing broadcast with the same size as the
mutlicover described above. The result follows. ]
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5. FURTHER QUESTIONS

This work began with a question of Ahmane, Bouchemakh, and
Sopena [I] on finding broadcast independence values for other classes
of trees, in particular k-ary trees. The most natural question is what
other classes of graphs, or even trees, can we compute the broadcast
independence number or broadcast packing number?
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