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ABSTRACT

Identifying and mitigating the spread of fake information is a challenging issue that has become
dominant with the rise of social media. We consider a generalization of the Domination problem that
can be used to detect a set of individuals who, once immunized, can prevent the spreading of fake
narratives. The considered problem, named Distance Vector Domination generalizes both distance
and multiple domination, at individual (i.e., vertex) level. We study the parameterized complexity of
the problem according to several standard and structural parameters. We prove the W[1]-hardness of
the problem with respect to neighborhood diversity, even when all the distances are 1. We also give
fixed-parameter algorithms for some variants of the problem and parameter combinations.

1 Introduction

Domination is a fundamental concept in graph theory, which deals with the idea of dominating sets within a graph. In
this problem, you seek to find the smallest set of vertices in a graph in such a way that every vertex in the graph is either
in the dominating set or adjacent to a vertex in the dominating set. Dominating sets are critical in various real-world
applications across fields that involve networks, connections, and coverage [3} 15, 9, [18] 24]].

In social network analysis, it can be used to identify key influencers or individuals who can drive information diffusion,
trends, or behaviors within a network [18]]. It helps businesses and researchers target their efforts efficiently [3].

In wireless sensor networks, where sensors are placed to monitor an environment or collect data [24} 9| 5], the

Domination Problem helps minimize the number of sensors while ensuring full coverage and connectivity.

In facility location and placement, it helps determine the optimal locations for services, facilities, or resources to ensure

that they are accessible to a maximum number of people while minimizing the number of locations needed.

The Domination Problem in graph theory has several important variants that focus on different aspects of the problem.

We focus on generalizations to distance domination and multiple domination. Multiple Domination: Every vertex in
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the graph must either be part of a dominating set or adjacent to a prescribed number of vertices in a dominating set.
The goal is to minimize the size of the dominating set. Distance Domination: For any vertex v not in the dominating
set, there must be at least one vertex within a specified distance from v that is part of the dominating set; the goal is to
minimize the size of the dominating set. Distance and multiple domination provide ways to address practical concerns
related to the physical or operational limitations of networks. Application areas can include wireless sensor networks,
facility location, communication networks, and transportation network design. We refer to 33} 134] for a survey of

domination in graphs and its several variations.

This paper is motivated by an application aimed at combating the spread of misinformation using epidemiological
principles. Graph-based information diffusion algorithms offer a means to analyze the dissemination of both genuine and
fake information within a network. Sociologists widely employ threshold models to characterize collective behaviors
[31]], and their application to studying the propagation of innovations through networks was initially proposed in [40].
The linear threshold model has then been extensively employed in the literature to study influence maximization, a
critical problem in network analysis, which aims at identifying a small subset of vertices capable of maximizing the
diffusion of content throughout the network [4} [11} (144 [12} [15L 131116} [17,119]. While these algorithms are not designed
for intercepting fakes, they can be used as a component in a broader strategy for identifying and mitigating the spread

of fake information.

Controlling the spread of misinformation/disinformation is an ongoing challenge. Strategies for reducing the spread size
by either blocking some links, so that they cannot contribute to the diffusion process [41]], or by immunizing/removing
vertices were considered in several papers [1,47]]. In this paper, we focus on the second strategy: limit the spread by
immunizing a bounded number of vertices in the network. We consider a population of interconnected individuals that
can potentially be misinformed by a word-of-mouth diffusion strategy. We assume that when an individual is reached
by a sufficient amount of debunking information, he/she becomes immunized. With more details, an individual gets
immunized if he/she receives the debunking information from a number of neighbors at least equal to its threshold.
Moreover, each individual has a certain level of trust in the others (circle of trust) described by a radius around it.
Only debunking information coming from within the circle of trust is considered reliable. In particular, we consider
the use of generalized dominating sets to detect a group of individuals who, by setting a debunking (or prebunking)
campaign, can prevent the spreading of negative narratives. In the presence of a debunking (or prebunking) campaign,
the immunization operation on a vertex inhibits the contamination of the vertex itself. Thus, to avoid the diffusion of
malicious items, we are looking for a small subset 7" of vertices (immunizing set) that, by spreading the debunking
information, enables us to stop the misinformation diffusion. The immunizing set should be able to cover each vertex

multiple times (based on the vertex threshold) within a maximum distance (depending on the radius that specifies the
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circle of trust of the vertex). We propose the Distance Vector Domination problem, which includes both multiplicity

and distance.

The Problem. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. We denote by n = |V| the number of vertices in G. For a set of vertices
X C V, we denote by G[X] the induced subgraph of G generated by X. Given two vertices u,v € V, we denote
by d¢(u,v) the distance between u and v in G. Moreover, for a vertex v € V, we denote by Ng(v) = {u € V|
(u,v) € E} the neighborhood of v and by N 4(v) = {u € V | u # v A dg(u,v) < d} the neighborhood of radius
d around v. Clearly, NG 1(v) = Ng(v). We also define the distance between a vertex v € V andaset U C V as

dc(v,U) = minyey dg (v, u). We omit the subscript G whenever the graph is clear from the context.

Definition 1. Given a graph G = (V, E) and vectorst = (t, | t, e Nyv € V)andd = (d, | d, € N, v € V), where

t, < |Na, (v)|, a Distance Vector Dominating set S is a set S C V such that [Ny, (v) N S| > t,, forallv € V' \ S.

We will consider the following problem.

DISTANCE VECTOR DOMINATION (DVD):
Input: A graph G = (V, E), vectors t = (¢, | t, € N, v € V) and
d=(d, |d, EN,veV).

Output: A Distance Vector Dominating set of minimum size.

For each vertex v € V, we will refer to ¢,, and d,, as the demand of v and the radius around v, respectively. Furthermore,
given aset S C V, we say that a vertex v € V' \ S is dominated by S if |[Ng, (v) N S| > t,. Since the problem can be
solved independently in each connected component of the input graph, from now on, we assume that the input graphs

are connected.

DVD generalizes several well-known and widely studied problems. Consider an input graph G = (V, E) together with

vectorst = (¢, | t, e Nyv e V)andd = (d, |d, e N, v € V):

e Whent=d=1=(1,...,1), DVD becomes the classical DOMINATING SET (DS) problem [33].

eIfd=1andt = (¢, | t, € N, v € V), then DVD becomes the VECTOR DOMINATION (VD) problem,
which asks for a minimum size set S C V such that |[N(v) N S| > t,, for each v € V \ S. Vector
Domination, introduced in [32], has been extensively studied [10} 35} 44, 46] and was recently studied from
the parameterized complexity point of view in [38] 48]]. The special case t = (r,...,r) for some positive

integer 7 has been studied under the name of 7-DOMINATION [27]].

¢ The problem corresponding to the case t = 1 and d = (d, | d, € N, v € V') was introduced by Slater in [50]
under the name of R-DOMINATION (RD). The special case d = (d, . . ., d), for some positive integer d, has

been studied under the name of DISTANCE DOMINATION (DD) [36].
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Knowing that DVD generalizes the VD problem [[10], we immediately have

Theorem 1. DVD cannot be approximated in polynomial time to within a factor of 0.2267 log n, unless P=NP.

Moreover, following the lines of the proof of Theorem 1 in [[10], one can easily get a logarithmic approximation

algorithm.

Theorem 2. DVD can be approximated in polynomial time by a factor logn + 2.

1.1 Parameterized Algorithms

Parameterized complexity is a refinement to classical complexity in which one takes into account, not only the input
size but also other aspects of the problem given by a parameter p. We recall that a problem with input size m and
parameter p is called fixed parameter tractable (FPT) if it can be solved in time f(p) - m¢, where f is a computable
function only depending on p and c is a constant. A problem is in XP parameterized by p if it can be solved in time

m/ ) where f is a computable function only depending on p.

Known results. The DVD problem, as well as each of the special cases described in Section [T} is W[2]-hard with

respect to the size k of the solution since they all generalise the W[2]-complete DOMINATING SET problem [25]].

It is shown in [7]] that VD is W[1]-hard with respect to treewidth, thus implying that DVD is W[1]-hard with respect
to treewidth. Recently, Lafond and Luo [43] presented an FPT algorithm for r-DOMINATION parameterized by
neighborhood diversity and proved that this problem is W[1]-hard with respect to modular-width. In [8] the authors
consider the DD problem parameterized by the radius (d) and the treewidth (tw). They show an FPT (O((2d + 1)*"n))
algorithm. Moreover, they also show that the running time dependence on d and tw is the best possible under Strong
Exponential Time Hypothesis (SETH) [37]. This lower bound applies also to the RD problem which generalizes DD.
In [39] the authors study the (k, r)-center problem, which, given a graph G, asks if there exists a set K of at most k
vertices of G, so that min, e i 6(v,u) < r for each u ¢ K. The (k, r)-Center problem represents the decision version
of the DD problem and is W[1]-hard when parameterized by fvs + k, where fvs represents the feedback vertex set
parameter [39]. Since the treewidth of a graph G is upper bounded by the feedback vertex set number of G plus one,

this result implies that RD is W[1]-hard when parameterized by the treewidth.

A XP algorithm, with running time O(n + 1)°(¢%), for a generalization of VD on graphs of bounded clique-width
(cw) has been provided in [11]. Since cw < 2t"+! 4 1 [22], this result implies the XP solvability of the VD problem
for graphs of bounded treewidth. Assuming to have a branch decomposition of the input graph of width bw, a FPT
algorithm with running time O((7 + 2)®[(7 + 1)? + 1]**/2n2) for VD is given in [38], where 7 is the largest
demand of the vertices, i.e., 7 = max,ey t,. Since max{bw, 2} < tw+ 1 < max{3bw/2,2}, this result implies an

O((T 4 2)¥ (1 + 1)? + 1)®+1/2 n2) time algorithm for VD.

4
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| Parameters\Problem | DVD | VD | RD
nd WI[1]-hard [Cor|1] | W[1]-hard [Th3]| FPT [Thi5]
mv W(i]-hard [Cor|i] | W[1]-hard [Th[3] FPT [Th[3|
mw and & FPT [Th[7] FPT [Th[6] FPT [Th[3)
tw WI[1]-hard[7] WI[1]-hard[7] WI[1]-hard[39]]
twand 0 open Not applicable (6 = 1) [ FPT [Th|9[]
twand 7 open FPT [38] [Th[g] Not applicable (7 = 1)

Table 1: Parameterized complexity results with respect to neighborhood diversity (nd), modular-width (mw) and
treewidth (tw).

An algorithm for DOMINATING SET problem parameterized by modular-width (mw) was given by Romanek [49]]; it
requires O (2™ n?) time. However, little work has been done to design FPT algorithms for DD, VD and RD problems

with respect to the neighborhood diversity and/or modular-width parameters.

Our results. We give some positive and negative results with respect to some structural parameters of the input graph:
modular-width, neighborhood diversity, and treewidth. The definitions of the parameters are given in Sections 2] 3]
and ] respectively. It is worth mentioning that modular decomposition parameters, which comprise modular-width,
neighborhood diversity, and tree-like parameters, such as treewidth and pathwidth, are two incomparable classes that

can be viewed as representing dense and sparse graphs, respectively.

* We prove the W[1]-hardness of DVD with respect to neighborhood diversity even when all the radii are equal
to 1; namely, we show that VD is W[1]-hard with respect to neighborhood diversity. This negative result also

applies to any generalization of neighborhood diversity and, in particular to modular-width and clique-width.

* On the positive side, we present FPT algorithms parameterized by:
(i) Modular-width for RD, with running time O (mw 2™ n);
(ii) Modular-width plus the size & of the solution for VD, with running time O(mw k(k + 1)™ n?);
(iii) Modular-width plus the size k of the solution for DVD, with running time O (mw? k(k + 1)2™ n?);
(iv) Treewidth plus the maximum radius § = max,¢cy d, for RD, with running time
O(tw(20+1)* (tw?+n) n? logn);
(v) Treewidth plus 7=max, ¢y t, for VD, with running time O(tw?2% (7+1)%* n).

This last result improves the above-described result achieved in [38]].
2 Hardness

In this section, we prove that VD, and as a consequence its generalization DVD, is W[1]-hard on graphs of bounded

neighborhood diversity.

Neighborhood diversity. Given a graph G = (V, E), two vertices u,v € V are said to have the same same type if

Ne(v) \{u} = Na(u) \ {v}.
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The neighborhood diversity of a graph G, introduced by Lampis [45] and denoted by nd(G), is the smallest integer nd
such that there exists a partition V7, ..., V4, of the vertex set V', where all the vertices in V; have the same type, for

1€ [nd]ﬂ The unique family {V7, ..., Vyoq4} is called the rype partition of G.

Theorem 3. VD is W[1]-hard with respect to neighborhood diversity.

Proof. We use a reduction from MULTI-COLORED CLIQUE (MQ): Given a graph G = (V, E) and a proper vertex-

coloring ¢ : V. — [q] for G, does G contain a clique of size q?

It is worth noticing that a multi-colored clique of size ¢ has one vertex of each color. Hence, a vertex v can belong to a
multi-colored clique only if N (v) U {v} contains at least one vertex from each color class. Hence, in the following,
we will assume that all the vertices that do not satisfy such a property are removed from G since they are irrelevant to

the problem.

Given an instance (G, ¢, ¢) of MQ, we construct (G’ = (V', E’), t, 1, k), an instance of the decision version of VD.
Our goal is to guarantee that any solution of VD in G’ of size k encodes a multi-colored clique in G of size q and

vice-versa.

For a color ¢ € [¢], we denote by V. the class of vertices in G of color ¢ and for a pair of distinct colors ¢, d € [¢], we
let F.4 represent the edges in G connecting a vertex in V. and one in V;. We use the fact that MQ remains W[1]-hard
even if each color class has the same size, and between every pair of color classes we have the same number of edges
[23]]. We then denote by r + 1 the size of each color class V. and by s + 1 the size of each set E.q (notice that r, s > 1

since otherwise G is a clique). We use the following notation
Ve = {vg, 01, ..., v5}, Eoq={e, ... e e, d€lql,c#d (1
and refer to v{ and ejd as the i-th vertex in V. and j-th edge in E.4, respectively.

Let (G, c, ¢) be an instance of MQ. We describe a reduction from (G, ¢, ¢) to an instance (G’, t, 1, k) of VD such that
nd(G") is O(q?). To this aim, we introduce some gadgets for the construction of G’, inspired by those used in [26]].
The rationale behind the construction is the following. First, we create two sets of gadgets (Selection and Multiple),
which encode in G’ the selection of vertices and edges as part of a potential multi-colored clique in G. Then we create
another set of gadgets (Incidence gadgets) that is used to check whether the selected sets of vertices and edges form a
multi-colored clique. Our goal is to guarantee that any solution of VD in G’ encodes a multi-colored clique in G and

vice-versa.

In the following we call bag an independent set of vertices sharing all neighbors. Hence, a connection between two

bags implies that the vertices in the bags induce a complete bipartite graph. We will also use cligues; the connection

?For a positive integer a, we use [a] to denote the set of integers [a] = {1,2,...,a}.
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Figure 1: An overview of the reduction. Each circle represents a bag. Each square represents a clique. The number inside a bag
(resp. clique) is the number of vertices of the bag (resp. clique). The value ¢, for a vertex v is displayed in red.

between two cliques is a complete bipartite graph among the vertices in the cliques. Fig. [T|shows the gadgets we are

going to introduce and how they are connected.

Selection Gadget. For each ¢ € [g], the selection gadget L. consists of two cliques, L.-neg and L.-pos of 7 vertices
each, and one bag L.-guard of r + 1 vertices. The cliques L.-neg and L.-pos are connected, and the bag L.-guard
is connected to both L.-neg and L.-pos. The selection gadget L. is connected to the rest of the graph G’ using only

vertices from L.-neg U L.-pos. We set now the value ¢,, = r for each vertex v € L.-pos U L.-neg U L.-guard.

Multiple Gadget. For each ¢, d € [g] with ¢ # d, we create a multiple gadget M4 consisting of four bags, L.4-guard
of 2rs+ 1 vertices, M_.4-pos and M 4-neg of s vertices each, and M 4-guard of s+ 1 vertices, and two cliques L.4-pos
and L.4-neg of 2rs vertices each. M 4-guard is connected to M .4-pos and M .4-neg. M_4-pos is connected to L.4-pos,
and M 4-neg is connected to L.4-neg. The two cliques L.4-pos and L.4-neg are connected. Finally, the bag L.4-guard
is connected to both L.q-pos and L.4-neg. The rest of graph G’ is connected only to the cliques L.q-pos and L.4-neg.

We set now the value ¢,, of each v in M, as:

2rs ifv € L.g-negU L 4-pos U L.4-guard

. 2rj  if v = x; where M q-pos = {x1,..., 25} @
Y )2rj ifv=y; where Mcg-neg = {y1,...,ys}

s if v € M 4-guard
Incidence Gadget. For each pair of distinct ¢, d € [q], we construct two incidence gadgets: I...q (connected with the
gadgets L. and M_.4) and I;4..q (connected with the gadgets L, and M.4). In the following, we present the gadget
I...q, which has the same structure as the gadget I;..q. The incidence gadget I...4 has three bags I...q-pos, I...q-neg
and I...4-guard of s 4 1 vertices each. We connect I...4-guard to I...4-pos and I...q-neg. Furthermore, we connect

Ic.cq-pos to L.-pos and L.4-pos. Similarly, we connect I...4-neg to L.-neg and L.4-neg.
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Recalling that there are s + 1 edges in the set E.4, and that there are s + 1 vertices in I....4-pos and I...4-neg, we create
one-to-one correspondences between E.; and I....q-pos and between F.; and I...q-neg. Namely, for each j = 0,... s,
we associate the j-th edge egd in E.q (cfr. ) to a vertex u; € I..c4-pos and to a vertex w; € Ic..q-neg (with u; # u;/
and w; # wjr, for j # j'). Moreover, if the endpoint of e?d of color c is the ith vertex v§ of V; (cfr. ) then we set the

value t,, of each vertex v in I...4 as:

2rj +1 if v = u; where I...q-pos = {ug, ..., us}
ty=1492r(s—j)+r—1i ifv=w; where I...q-neg = {wo, ..., ws} 3)
s ifv € I...q-guard

It is worth observing that the vertices in I....4-pos (respectively, I...q-neg) have different demands. Indeed, the numbers

2rj + i (respectively, 2r(s — j) + r — ¢) are all different, for 0 < i <rand0 < j < s.

The budget k is set to k = gr + () (2r + 3)s.

Lemma 1. (G, c,q) is a YES instance of MQ iff (G’ t, 1, k) is a YES instance.

We complete the proof by showing that G’ has neighborhood diversity O(q?). Since each bag in G is a type set in the
type partition of G’ and, since for each ¢ € [g], there are two cliques and one bag in L. and, for each ¢, d € [¢] with

¢ # d there are four bags and two cliques in M4, and three bags in both I...q4 and I;..4, we have that the neighborhood

diversity of G" is 3¢ + 12(%). O
Corollary 1. DVD is W[1]-hard with respect to neighborhood diversity.

3 FPT algorithms for graphs of bounded Modular-width

The notion of modular decomposition of graphs was introduced by Gallai in [29], as a tool to define hierarchical
decompositions of graphs. A module of a graph G = (V, E) is a subgraph G[M] induced by a set M C V such that all

the vertices of M share the same neighbors in V' \ M. The modular-width parameter has been proposed in [28].

Definition 2. Consider graphs obtainable by using (in any order or number) the following operations.

e (01) The creation of an isolated vertex.

* (02) Gy ® Gy, called disjoint union of two graphs: Gy @ Gs is the graph with vertex set V(G1) U V(G2)
and edge set E(G1) U E(Gs).

* (03) G1 ® Gs, called complete join: G1 ® Go is the graph with vertex set V(G1) U V(G2) and edges
E(G1) UE(G2) U{(u,w) |u e V(Gy), w € V(G2)}.

* (04) H(G1,...,G)p), the substitution of the vertices v1,...,v, of a graph H by the graphs (modules)
Gi,...,Gp: H(Gh, ..., Gp) is the graph with vertices | J, <y, V(Gy) and edges U, <<, E(G¢) U{(u,w) |
u e V(Gy), we V(G)), (vi,v;) € E(H)}.
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The modular-width of a graph G, denoted mw((), is the least integer p such that G can be obtained by using only the
operations (O1)—(04) (in any number and order) and where each operation (O4) has at most p modules. A hierarchical
decomposition of G that is an expression using only the operations (O1)—(04) of width mw(G) can be constructed in
linear time [20].

Notice that any module G; of G = H(Gh, ..., Gp) is such that all the vertices in V(G ) have the same neighborhood in
V(G) \ V(G;); that is, for each vertex u € V(G) \ V(G;) either V(G;) C Ng(u) or V(G;) N Ng(u) = 0. Moreover,
operations (O2) and (O3) are special cases of (O4) for H being K or its complement. Hence, any graph G can be
written as G = H(Gh, . .., G,) with p < max{2,mw(G)}. Consider then the parse-tree of an expression describing G,
according to the operations (O1)—(0O4). The leaves of the parse-tree are the isolated vertex modules, created by (O1)
and representing the vertices in G. Any internal vertex in the parse-tree is obtained through (02)-(04): Each such an

operation corresponds to a vertex H(G1, ..., G,) with p > 2 children Gy, ..., G,.

Observation 4. If G = H(G4,. .., G,) is a connected undirected graph, then éc(u,v) < 2, for each u,v € V(G;)
foranyi € [p).

3.1 RD with parameter mw
This section is devoted to proving the following result.
Theorem 5. RD can be solved in time O(mw 2™ n).

Lemma 2. Let G = H(G1,...,G,). There exists a solution S for the instance (G, 1, d) of the RD problem such that
ISNV(G;)| <1, for each i € [p).

By exploiting Lemma our algorithm proceeds by considering all the subsets Sg C [p], ordered by size, and checking
whether it is possible to find a vertex u; € V(G;) for each i € Sy such that S = {u; | i € Sy} is a solution for the

instance (G, 1,d) of the RD problem. Algorithmimplements this check.

Algorithm 1: RD(G = H(G4,...,G,),d, SH)
S=0
for each : [p] do ¢; = minjeSH\{i} 5H(Z,j)
for each i € [p] \ Sy do
| if4; > minyey(g,) d, then return (R=false, S=()
for each i € Sy do
if A; = () then S =S U {u;}, where u; is any vertex in V(G;)
else
if N,c4, NG, (v) = () then return (R=false, S=0)
else S= S U {u;}, where u; is any vertex in (., Ng, (v)

return (R = true, S)
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Lemma 3. Given any set S C [p|, let (R, S) be the pair returned by Algorithm RD(G = H(G1,...,G,),d, Su). If
R = true then S is a solution for the instance (G, 1,d) of the RD problem, otherwise the problem has no solution

with exactly one vertex selected from each V (G;) with i € Sp.

Now we evaluate the running time of our algorithm. First of all, we can obtain min, ey (¢,) d» for i € [p] in time O(n).
Then, for at most each Sy C [p], we use algorithm RD(G, d, Sg) to verify if a solution S with exactly one vertex
selected from each V(G;) with ¢ € Sy exists. Considering that Algorithm RD(G, d, Sgr) requires time O(p n) and

that the number of modules of G is p < mw, overall we have time complexity O (mw 2™ n). O

3.2 VD with parameters mw and the solution size k£
This section is devoted to proving the following result.

Theorem 6. VD can be solved in time O(mw k(k + 1)™ n?).

Consider the parse-tree of an expression describing the input graph G, according to the operations (O1)-(04) in
Deﬁnition We design a recursive algorithm that computes a Vector Dominating set for the instance (G, t, 1) based on

the parse-tree of G.

Except for the leaves of the parse-tree (representing (O1)) and thus graphs consisting of exactly one vertex, i.e.,

H(G1) = ({v},0)), for all the other vertices of the parse-tree we just need to focus on the operation (O4), that is

G = H(Gy,...,Gp) such that p < max{2,mw(G)}.

For the instance (G, t, 1) of the VD problem, our algorithm checks if there exists a solution for the decision version of
the problem, with instance (G, t, 1, b), that asks for a Vector Dominating set of size b of G with respect to the demand

vector t. The minimum positive integer b for which the instance (G, t, 1, b) has a solution is the size k of the solution

Algorithm 2: VD-MW (G = H(G4,...,Gp),t,b)
if G = I{I(él) = ({v}, () then // H is a single vertex graph

if b=0At, > 1 then return (R = false, S = ())
if b= 0 At, = 0 then return (R = true, S = )
B if b = 1 then return (R = true, S = {v})
else
for each (s1,...,sp) | Z’;l si=band 0 < s; < min{b,|V(G;)|} do
fori=1,...,pdo
for each v € V(G;) do i, = max{0, £, — > i) eB() Sit
(R;,S;) =VD-MW (G, ', s;)
if /\f:1 R; = true then return (R = true, S = Ule S;)
| return (R = false, S = ))

10
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of the instance (G, t, 1) of the VD problem. The algorithm uses a recursive approach along the parse-tree of G and for
each vertex G = H(G, ..., G}) of the parse-tree and the relative instance (G, t,1,b) with b < |[V/(G)|, constructs an
equivalent instance of the problem on each G, obtained by partitioning the budget b among the p modules Gl, ceey éﬁ
and appropriately reducing the values in the demand vector. The solution set S for <G’ 1, IS) is reconstructed by using

the solutions recursively obtained for each G’i (cf. Algorithm .

3.3 DVD with parameters mw and the solution size &

In this section we present an algorithm to solve the DVD problem by using the algorithm VD-MW given in the previous

section. We prove the following result.

Theorem 7. DVD can be solved in time O(mw? k(k + 1)%™ n?).

Let G = H(G1,...,G)p) be the input graph and let (G, t,d, k) be an instance of the decision version of the DVD
problem, asking for a Distance Vector Dominating set of size k of G with respect to the demand vector t and the radius
vector d. Our algorithm DVD-MW, which checks for a solution for the decision version of the problem with instance
(G, t,d,b), is based on the following easy considerations, for any vertex v € V(G;) and i € [p]:

—If d,, > 2 then any vertex in V(G;) that is selected in the solution dominates v (recall Observation together with
any vertex in V' (G,) that is selected in the solution, for j such that j # ¢ and 6 (¢, 7) < d,.

—If d, = 1 then any vertex in V(G;) with (¢, j) € E(H), that is selected in the solution, dominates v.

Consider a partition (sq,. .., s,) of b and select s; vertices in G;, for each i € [p]. If there exists v € V(G;) with
d, > 2 and demand ¢, > s; + > 1 G A 6w (i) <dy Si then the partition has to be discarded (since there are not enough
selected vertices to dominate v). Otherwise, all the vertices with d,, > 2 are dominated by any choice of vertices
satisfying the partition and we only have to worry about each vertex v with d,, = 1. In particular, the selection in each

V (G;) has to be accurate in order to have a vector dominating set for (G;, t', 1, s;), where ¢/, is defined in Algorithm 3]

Algorithm 3: DVD-MW (G = H(Gy,...,Gp), t,d,b)
1 for each (s1,...,sp) | Z’;l si =band 0 < s; < min{b, |V(G;)|} do

2 fori=1,...,pdo
3 if 3veV(G;): (dy >2)and(t, — s; — ZJ’I i A Su (i) <dy i 0) then return (R = false, S = ()
4 for each v € V(G;) do
. oo ifd, > 2
U\ max{0, ty = 30 yery Sit ifde =1
6 (R“ Sz) :VD-MW(G“ t’, Sl)
7 | if A’_, R; = true then return (R = true, S =J\_, S;)

8 return (R = false, S = ())

11
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4 FPT algorithms for graphs of bounded treewidth

Definition 3. A tree decomposition of a graph G = (V, E) is a pair (T, {W;},cv (1)), where T'is a tree and each i in

T is assigned a W; C 'V such that:

L. UieV(T) Wi=V.
2. Foreach e = (v,u) € E, there exists i in T s.t. W, contains both v and u.

3. Foreachv €V, the tree induced by T, = {i € V(T') | v € W,} is connected.

The width of a tree decomposition (7', {W; };cv (7)) of a graph G, is defined as max;cy (7) |W;| — 1. The treewidth of
G, denoted by tw(G), is the minimum width over all tree decompositions of G. Deciding whether a graph has tree

decomposition of treewidth at most k is NP-complete [2]] and proved fpt in [6]].

Definition 4. [42]] A tree decomposition (T, {W;},cv (1)) is called nice if it satisfies conditions 1. and 2.:

1. W, =0, for r the root of T and W; = 0, for every leaf i of T.

2. Every non-leaf vertex of T' is of one of the following three types:
Introduce: a vertex i with one child j s.t. W; = W;U{v} for a vertex v ¢ Wj.
Forget: a vertex i with one child j s.t. W; = W; U {v} for a vertex v ¢ W;.

Join: a vertex i with two children i1,19 s.t. W; = W;, = W,,.

Consider a graph G = (V, E). Given a tree decomposition of G of width tw, one can compute in polynomial time a
nice tree decomposition (7', {W;},;cv (1)) of G of treewidth at most tw having O(tw|V (G)]) vertices [42]. Let T be
rooted in . For any 7 in T', denote by T'(i) the subtree of T rooted at i, by W (i) = |J;cp(;) W; the union of the bags
in T'(4), and by s; = |W;| the size of W.

A FPT algorithm parameterized by tw plus 7 for VD. We give a dynamic programming algorithm which, exploiting
a nice tree decomposition, recursively solves the Vector Domination (VD) problem. Fix i € V(T), to recursively
reconstruct the solution, we calculate optimal solutions under different hypotheses based on the following considerations:
For each vertex v € W, we have two cases: v € S, v ¢ S. We are going to consider all the 2°¢ combinations of
such states with respect to some solution .S of the problem. We denote each combination with a binary vector L; of
size s; indexed by the elements of W, where for each v € W, L;(v) = 1,if v € S and L;(v) = 0, otherwise. The
configuration L; = () denotes the vector of length 0 corresponding to an empty bag. We denote by £; the family of all
the 2% possible state vectors of the s; vertices in .

We consider all the possible contributions to the VD problem, of vertices in V' \ W (i); that is, for each v € W;, we

12
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consider all the possible demands among t,,,t,—1,...,0. As a consequence, we will have up to (7+1)% demand
combinations, where 7= max,cy t,. We denote each possible demand combination with a vector K;, indexed by the
s; elements in ;. The configuration K; = () denotes the demand vector of length 0 corresponding to an empty bag.

Moreover, KC; represents the family of all the possible demand combinations of vertices in W.

The following definition introduces the values that will be computed by the algorithm in order to keep track of all the

above cases.

Definition 5. For each vertex i € V(T), each L; € L; and each K; € K;, we define B;(L;, K;) as the minimum
number of vertices to be selected in GIW (i)] in order to dominate all the remaining vertices in G[|W (i)], where the

states and the demands of vertices in W; are given by L; and K.

By noticing that the root r of a nice tree decomposition has W,. = (), we have that the solution of the VD problem

(G, t,1) can be obtained by computing B,.(0, 0).

Lemma 4. For each i € T, the computation of B;(L;, K;), for each L; € L; and K; € K;, comprises O(2% (1 +1)%)

values, each of which can be computed recursively in time O(s;).

Theorem 8. If a tree decomposition of G with width tw is given then VD is solvable in time O(tw?2% (7 + 1)* n).

Proof. The decomposition tree has at most O(tw n) vertices [42]. Hence, the desired value B,.(0, ), which corresponds
to the solution of the VD instance (G, t, 1), can be computed in time O(tw?2%"(7 + 1) n). The optimal set S can be

computed in the same time by standard backtracking technique. O O

A FPT algorithm parameterized by tw plus ¢ for RD. Exploiting a nice tree decomposition of the input graph G and

a strategy similar to the one adopted in [[§]] we obtain the following result.

Theorem 9. If a tree decomposition of G with width tw is given then RD is solvable in time O(tw(2§ + 1)**(n +

tw?) n?logn).
S Concluding remarks

We introduced the Distance Vector Domination problem which generalizes both distance and multiple domination, at
individual (i.e., vertex) level. The problem is motivated by the development of strategies to mitigate the spread of fake
information. Indeed the set identified by the problem can be used to detect a set of individuals who, disseminating
debunking information, can prevent the spreading, of misinformation. We analyzed the parameterized complexities of
the problem according to several standard and structural parameters. It eluded us the design of an FPT algorithm for

the DVD problem parameterized by the combination of treewidth and one of the other problem parameters, such as the

13
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size k of the solution, the largest demand 7 or the largest radius d, which we leave as an open problem. Additionally, it

would be interesting to investigate the complexity of the RD problem with respect to the clique-width parameter.
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