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Abstract

The local metric dimension diml in relation to the clique number ω is
investigated. It is proved that if ω(G) ≤ n(G) − 3, then diml(G) ≤ n(G) − 3
and the graphs attaining the bound classified. Moreover, the graphs G with
diml(G) = n(G) − 3 are listed (with no condition on the clique number). It
is proved that if ω(G) = n(G) − 2, then n(G) − 4 ≤ diml(G) ≤ n(G) − 3,
and all graphs are divided into two groups depending on which of the options
applies. The conjecture asserting that for any graph G we have diml(G) ≤
[(ω(G)− 2)/(ω(G) − 1)] · n(G) is proved for all graphs with ω(G) ∈ {n(G) −
1, n(G) − 2, n(G) − 3}. A negative answer is given for the problem whether
every planar graph fulfills the inequality diml(G) ≤ ⌈(n(G) + 1)/2⌉.
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1 Introduction

This paper focuses on studying the local metric dimension of finite, simple, and
connected graphs. First, let’s introduce this concept.

If x and y are vertices of a graph G = (V (G), E(G)), then the distance dG(x, y)
between x and y in G is the number of edges on a shortest x, y-path. Vertices
u and v of G are distinguished by w, or equivalently, w distinguishes u and v,
if dG(u, w) 6= dG(v, w). A subset W ⊆ V (G) is a resolving set for G if for any
u, v ∈ V (G) − W , there is a vertex in W that distinguishes u and v. W is a
local resolving set if for any adjacent u, v ∈ V (G) − W , there is a vertex in W
that distinguishes u and v. The metric dimension dim(G) and the local metric
dimension diml(G) of G are the cardinalities of smallest resolving sets and smallest
local resolving sets for G, respectively. Clearly, diml(G) ≤ dim(G).

The concept of the metric dimension of graphs has a rich history dating back to
its initial definition by Harary & Melter [8] and Slater [16]. Determining the metric
dimension is NP-complete in general graphs [11] as well as restricted to planar graphs
with a maximum degree 6 [4]. Research on this dimension is numerous, partly due
to the fact that it found various applications in real-world problems such as robot
navigation, image processing, privacy in social networks, and locating intruders in
networks. The 2023 overview [17] of the essential results and applications of metric
dimension contains well over 200 references.

Alongside research on the metric dimension, there have also been various rea-
sons for considering variations of this concept. The survey [13] which focuses on
variants of metric dimension also cites over 200 papers. One of the most inter-
esting variations is the local metric dimension introduced in 2010 by, Okamoto,
Phinezy, and Zhang [15]. This dimension is also computationally hard [5, 6] and
has been investigated in a series of papers, let us point to the following selection of
them [1–3, 7, 12, 14, 18], as well as to the recent paper on the fractional local metric
dimension [10].

Denote by ω(G) the clique number of G, and by n(G) the order of G. In the
seminal paper on the local metric dimension, the following results were proved.

Theorem 1.1. [15, Theorems 2.4, 2.5] If G is a connected graph with n(G) ≥ 3,
then the following hold.

(I) diml(G) = n− 1 if and only if G ∼= Kn.

(II) diml(G) = n− 2 if and only if ω(G) = n− 1.

(III) diml(G) = 1 if and only if G is bipartite.
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Theorem 1.2. [15, Theorems 3.1, 3.2] If G is a connected graph,

diml(G) ≥ max
{

⌈log2 ω(G)⌉, n(G)− 2n(G)−ω(G)
}

.

The local metric dimension and the clique number of a graph are therefore
strongly intertwined. This was the primary motivation for our present paper in
which we extend the above two theorems as follows.

ω(G) = n(G) ⇔ diml(G) = n(G)− 1 . (1)

ω(G) = n(G)− 1 ⇔ diml(G) = n(G)− 2 . (2)

ω(G) = n(G)− 2 ⇒ n(G)− 4 ≤ diml(G) ≤ n(G)− 3 . (3)

ω(G) = n(G)− 3 ⇒ n(G)− 8 ≤ diml(G) ≤ n(G)− 3 . (4)

These results are elaborated in Section 2. We prove the upper bound of (4) in
Theorem 2.2 for the more general case when ω(G) ≤ n(G) − 3 holds, and also
characterize the graphs which attain the bound. In Theorem 2.4 we then charac-
terize the graphs G for which diml(G) = n(G) − 3. Applying the above theorems
we then deduce the bounds in (3). In Section 3 we first use the results of Sec-
tion 2 to demonstrate that the conjecture asserting that for any graph G we have
diml(G) ≤ [(ω(G)− 2)/(ω(G)− 1)] · n(G) holds true for all graphs with ω(G) ∈
{n(G)−1, n(G)−2, n(G)−3}. We end the section and the paper by showing that the
answer to the problem whether for a planar graph we have diml(G) ≤ ⌈(n(G)+1)/2⌉,
is negative. In the rest of the introduction we give further definitions needed and
recall two results to be used later on.

For a positive integer t, we denote the set {1, . . . , t} by [t]. For a subset V ′ ⊆
V (G), the subgraph induced by V ′ is denoted by G[V ′]. The open and the closed
neighborhood of a vertex u in G are respectively denoted by NG(u) and NG[u]. A
clique Q of a graph G is a set of vertices that induce a complete subgraph of G.
By abuse of language we will also use the term clique for the subgraph induced by
Q. Vertices u and v of a graph G are true twins if NG[u] = NG[v]. Notice that
true twins are adjacent vertices and that the relation of being a true twin is an
equivalence relation on V (G). The following bound will be useful.

Lemma 1.3. [15, Observation 2.1] If G is a connected graph having k true twin
equivalence classes, then diml(G) ≥ n(G)− k.

In [9] the role of true twin equivalence classes was investigated for the connected
local dimension, that is, for the metric dimension where resolving sets are required
to be connected. Finally, we recall the following result needed.

Theorem 1.4. [1, Theorem 6] If G is a triangle-free graph with n(G) ≥ 3, then

diml(G) ≤
2

5
n(G) .
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2 Local dimension when ω(G) ≤ n(G)− 3

In this section we focus on the local metric dimension of graphs G with ω(G) ∈
{n(G)− 3, n(G)− 2}, as well as of ω(G) ≤ n(G)− 3.

Let n ≥ 3 and let µ and λ be positive integers with 1 ≤ µ ≤ λ and λ+µ ≤ n−1.
Then we will denote by K−

n (λ, µ) the graph obtained fromKn by removing the edges
of some Kλ,µ subgraph. The structure of the obtained graph does not depend on
the selection of the subgraph Kλ,µ, hence K−

n (λ, µ) is well-defined.

Lemma 2.1. If n ≥ 3, 1 ≤ µ ≤ λ, and λ+ µ ≤ n− 1, then

diml(K
−
n (λ, µ)) =

{

n− 2; µ = 1,

n− 3; otherwise.

Proof. If µ = 1, then ω(K−
n (λ, µ)) = n − 1, hence diml(K

−
n (λ, µ)) = n − 2 by

Theorem 1.1(II).
Assume now that µ ≥ 2 (and µ ≤ λ, λ + µ ≤ n − 1). Let L and M be the

bipartition sets of a Kλ,µ subgraph, where |L| = λ, |M | = µ, removing the edges of
which produces K−

n (λ, µ). Then |L| ≥ 2, |M | ≥ 2, and {L,M, V (Kn) \ (L ∪M)} is
a partition into twin-equivalence classes. Hence by Lemma 1.3, diml(K

−
n (λ, µ)) ≥

n − 3. On the other hand, a set consisting of |L| − 1 vertices from L, of |M | − 1
vertices from M , and of |V (Kn) \ (L ∪M)| − 1 vertices from V (Kn) \ (L ∪M) is a
local resolving set of cardinality n− 3.

Theorem 2.2. If G is a connected graph with n(G) ≥ 5 and ω(G) ≤ n(G)−3, then
diml(G) ≤ n(G) − 3. Moreover, the equality holds if and only if G is either C5 or
K−

n (λ, µ), where λ ≥ µ ≥ 2 and λ+ µ < n(G).

Proof. Set n = n(G) and k = ω(G) for the rest of the proof. Then n ≥ 5 and
k ≤ n− 3.

Let Q be a clique of G with |V (Q)| = k. Let S be a largest subset of vertices
of Q such that for any vertices s and s′ from S we have NG(s) ∩ (V (G) − Q) 6=
NG(s

′) ∩ (V (G) − Q). Since G is connected and ω(G) = k, we infer that |S| ≥ 2.
Depending on the cardinality of S, we distinguish three cases.

Case 1: |S| ≥ 4.
By the definition of S, the set V (G) − S is a local resolving set for G. Therefore,
diml(G) ≤ n− |S| ≤ n− 4.

Case 2: |S| = 3.
Let S = {s1, s2, s3}, and let A be a minimal subset of V (G)− S such that NG(si)∩
A 6= NG(sj) ∩ A for each i, j ∈ [3], i 6= j. Since G[S] ∼= K3, we infer that |A| = 2.
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Let A = {a1, a2} and let v be an arbitrary vertex from the set V (G)− (Q∪A). Such
a vertex exists since ω(G) ≤ n(G)− 3.

If for each i ∈ [3], si is not adjacent to v, or there is a vertex in Q − S that is
not adjacent to v, then V (G) − {s1, s2, s3, v} is a local resolving set for G and we
are done.

If for each i ∈ [3], the edge vsi exists, then since ω(G) = k, at least one vertex
in Q− S is not adjacent to v. This means that the set V (G)− {s1, s2, s3, v} again
forms a local resolving set for G.

By the above we may now assume that NG(v) ∩ (Q − S) = Q − S and 1 ≤
|NG(v)∩ S| ≤ 2. We consider two sub-cases, where we often employ the definitions
of S and A.

Case 2.1: |NG(v) ∩ S| = 1.
Let i ∈ [3] be the index such that vsi ∈ E(G). If NG(si) ∩ A 6= NG(v) ∩ A, then
V (G)−{s1, s2, s3, v} is a local resolving set for G. If |NG(si)∩ A| = |NG(v)∩ A| = 0,
then V (G)−{si, a1, a2, v} is a local resolving set for G. If NG(si)∩ A = NG(v)∩ A =
{a1}, then V (G) − {si, sj, a2, v} is a local resolving set for G, where j ∈ [3] and
sja1 6∈ E(G). If NG(si) ∩ A = NG(v) ∩ A = {a2}, then the proof is similar to last
case and we omit it. If NG(si) ∩ A = NG(v) ∩ A = {a1, a2} and |NG(al) ∩ S| = 2
for l ∈ [2], then V (G)− {si, a1, a2, v} is a local resolving set for G. If NG(si)∩ A =
NG(v) ∩ A = {a1, a2} and |NG(al) ∩ S| = 1 for l ∈ [2], then V (G)− {si, sj, al, v} is
a local resolving set for G, where j ∈ [3] and sjal 6∈ E(G).

Case 2.2: |NG(v) ∩ S| = 2.
If |NG(v) ∩ A| = 0, then V (G)− {sl, a1, a2, v} serves as a local resolving set for G,
where among the vertices in {s1, s2, s3}, the vertex sl has has the least number of
neighbors in {a1, a2}.

If |NG(v) ∩ A| = 1 and for each i ∈ [3], |NG(si) ∩ A| ≤ 1, then by applying the
conditions on A one can observe that there is an l ∈ [3] such that |NG(sl) ∩ A| = 0
and |NG(sh) ∩ A| = 1 for h ∈ ([3]− {l}). Therefore V (G)− {sh, a1, a2, v} is a local
resolving set for G, where h ∈ ([3]− {l}), NG(sh) ∩ A = NG(v) ∩ A.

If |NG(v) ∩ A| = 1 and {|NG(sh) ∩ A| : h ∈ [3]} = {0, 1, 2}, then by using the
assumptions on both S and A, one can verify that G[S ∪ A ∪ {v}] is one of the
graphs illustrated in Fig. 1.

If G[S ∪ A ∪ {v}] is either H1 or H7, then since NG(v) ∩ (Q− S) = Q− S and
ω(G) = k, there exists a vertex u ∈ Q − S such that uv ∈ E(G) and ua1 6∈ E(G).
Thus, V (G)− {s1, s2, a1, v} is a local resolving set for G. If it is either H2, H3, H4,
H5, H8, H9, or H11, then V (G)− {s1, s2, a2, v} is a local resolving set for G. And if
it is either H6 or H12, then V (G)− {s1, s2, a1, v} is a local resolving set for G.

If |NG(v) ∩ A| = 1 and {|NG(sh) ∩ A| : h ∈ [3]} = {1, 2}, then by applying the
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Figure 1: Graphs H1, . . . , H12.

assumptions on both S and A, one can see that G[S ∪A∪ {v}] is one of the graphs
illustrated in Fig. 2.

F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6

s2 s3

s1

v

a1

a2

s2 s3

s1

v

a1

a2

s2 s3

s1
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s1

v

a1

a2

s2 s3

s1

v

a1
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s2
s3

s1

v

a1
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Figure 2: Graphs F1, . . . , F6.

If G[S ∪ A ∪ {v}] is either F1 or F4, then since NG(v) ∩ (Q − S) = Q − S and
ω(G) = k, there is a vertex such as u in Q − S that uv ∈ E(G) and ua1 6∈ E(G).
Thus, V (G) − {s1, s2, a1, v} is a local resolving set for G. If it is either F2 or F5,
then V (G) − {s1, s2, a2, v} is a local resolving set for G. If it is F3, then V (G) −
{s1, s2, s3, a2} is a local resolving set for G. If it is F6, then V (G)− {s1, s2, a1, v} is
a local resolving set for G.

If |NG(v)∩A| = 2 and for each i ∈ [3], |NG(si)∩A| ≤ 1, then V (G)−{s1, s2, s3, v}
is a local resolving set for G.

If |NG(v) ∩ A| = 2 and {|NG(sh) ∩ A| : h ∈ [3]} = {0, 1, 2}, then by employing
the assumptions on both S and A, one can observe that G[S ∪A∪{v}] is one of the
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graphs illustrated in Fig. 3.

R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6
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s2 s3
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s1

v
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Figure 3: Graphs R1, . . . , R6.

If G[S ∪ A ∪ {v}] is either R1 or R4, then since NG(v) ∩ (Q− S) = Q − S and
ω(G) = k, there is a vertex such as u in Q − S that uv ∈ E(G) and ua1 6∈ E(G).
Thus, V (G) − {s1, s2, a1, v} is a local resolving set for G. If it is either R2, R3, or
R6, then V (G) − {s1, s2, a2, v} is a local resolving set for G. If it is R5, then since
NG(v)∩ (Q−S) = Q−S and ω(G) = k, there is a vertex such as u inQ−S that either
ua1 6∈ E(G) or ua2 6∈ E(G) holds. So, if ua1 6∈ E(G), then V (G) − {s1, s2, a1, v}
is a local resolving set for G. If ua2 6∈ E(G), then V (G) − {s1, s2, a2, v} is a local
resolving set for G.

If |NG(v) ∩ A| = 2 and {|NG(sh) ∩ A| : h ∈ [3]} = {1, 2}, then by applying the
assumptions on both S and A, one can see that G[S ∪A∪ {v}] is one of the graphs
illustrated in Fig. 4.

J1 J2 J3 J4

s2 s3

s1

v

a1

a2

s2 s3

s1

v

a1

a2
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s3

s1

v

a1

a2

s2
s3

s1

v

a1

a2

Figure 4: Graphs J1, . . . , J4.

If G[S ∪ A ∪ {v}] is either J1 or J3, then since NG(v) ∩ (Q − S) = Q − S
and ω(G) = k, there is a vertex such as u in Q − S that ua1 6∈ E(G). Thus,
V (G) − {s1, s2, a1, v} is a local resolving set for G. If it is either J2 or J4, then
V (G)− {s1, s2, s3, v} is a local resolving set for G.
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Case 3: |S| = 2.
Let S = {s1, s2} and assume without loss of generality that |NG(s1)| ≥ |NG(s2)|.
Since ω(G) = k and |S| = 2, one can see that the following statements hold,
otherwise we can increase the size of either S or Q.

I.
(

NG(s1) ∩ (V (G)−Q)
)

∩
(

NG(s2) ∩ (V (G)−Q)
)

= ∅.

II. For each w ∈ Q − S and i ∈ {1, 2},
(

NG(si) ∩ (V (G) − Q))
)

−
(

NG(w) ∩
(V (G)−Q))

)

= NG(si) ∩ (V (G)−Q)) or ∅.

III. If NG(s1) ∩ (V (G) − Q) 6= ∅ and NG(s2) ∩ (V (G) − Q) 6= ∅, then for each
w ∈ (Q − S), either

{(

NG(s1) ∩ (V (G) − Q))
)

−
(

NG(w) ∩ (V (G) − Q))
)

=
NG(s1) ∩ (V (G) − Q)) and

(

NG(s2) ∩ (V (G) − Q))
)

−
(

NG(w) ∩ (V (G) −
Q))

)

= ∅
}

, or
{(

NG(s1) ∩ (V (G) − Q))
)

−
(

NG(w) ∩ (V (G) − Q))
)

= ∅ and
(

NG(s2)∩ (V (G)−Q))
)

−
(

NG(w)∩ (V (G)−Q))
)

= NG(s2)∩ (V (G)−Q))
}

.

IV. For each w ∈ (Q− S) and x ∈
(

(V (G)− (NG(s1) ∪ NG(s2))
)

, wx 6∈ E(G).

Now, we consider four sub-cases as follows.

Case 3.1: For i ∈ [2], there exist a subset X of NG(si) ∩ (V (G) − Q) such that
|X| = 3 and |E(G[X ])| ≤ 2.
Suppose X = {x1, x2, x3}. If |E(G[X ])| = 0, then by applying (I) we infer that the
set V (G) − ({si} ∪ X) forms a local resolving set for G. If E(G[X ]) = {x1x2} or
{x1x2, x2x3}, then by employing both (II) and ω(G) = k, we get that there is a
vertex w of Q − S that is adjacent to no vertex of X . Thus, by applying (I), the
set V (G)−{w, si, x1, x3} is a local resolving set for G. The proof of other cases are
similar and hence omitted.

Case 3.2: |NG(s1) ∩ (V (G)−Q)| ≥ 2 and |NG(s2) ∩ (V (G)−Q)| ≥ 1.
Assume a1, a2 ∈ (NG(s1) ∩ (V (G) − Q)) and b1 ∈ (NG(s2) ∩ (V (G) − Q)). If
a1a2 6∈ E(G), then by using (I), the set V (G) − {s1, a1, a2, b1} is a local resolving
set for G. If a1a2 ∈ E(G), then by applying (II), (IV), and ω(G) = k, there is a
vertex w of Q− S that is adjacent to no vertex in the set ((V (G)− Q)−NG(s2)).
Now, if wb1 6∈ E(G), then V (G) − {w, s1, a1, b1} is a local resolving set for G. If
there exists x ∈ ((V (G) − Q) − NG(s2)), such that xb1 ∈ E(G), then by using (I),
the set V (G)−{w, s1, ai, b1} is a local resolving set for G, where i ∈ [2] and ai 6= x.
Otherwise, NG(b1) ∩ ((V (G) − Q) − NG(s2)) = ∅ and by employing (II) and (III),
there is no vertex w′ ∈ Q such that both w′b1 and {w′a1, w

′a2} ⊆ E(G) hold. In this
case, by using (I), both V (G) − {w, s1, a1, b1} and V (G) − {w, s1, a2, b1} are local
resolving sets for G.
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Case 3.3: |NG(s1) ∩ (V (G)−Q)| = |NG(s2) ∩ (V (G)−Q)| = 1.
Assume that NG(s1) ∩ (V (G) − Q) = {a1}, NG(s2) ∩ (V (G) − Q) = {b1}, and let
A1 = NG(a1) ∩ (V (G) − (Q ∪ {b1})), and B1 = NG(b1) ∩ (V (G) − (Q ∪ {a1})). If
Q − S 6= ∅, A1 ∪ B1 6= ∅, w ∈ Q − S, and x ∈ A1 ∪ B1, then by employing (III),
either (wa1 ∈ E(G) and wb1 6∈ E(G)) or (wa1 6∈ E(G) and wb1 ∈ E(G)) holds.
Without loss of generality, assume wa1 6∈ E(G) and wb1 ∈ E(G). In this case,
by using (I) and (IV), we get that V (G) − {s2, a1, b1, x} is a local resolving set for
G. If A1 ∪ B1 = ∅, then by using (IV) and the fact that G is connected, we have
ω(G) = n − 2, but this is a contradiction with ω(G) ≤ n − 3. If Q − S = ∅, then
ω(G) = 2, and by employing Theorem 1.4 we have diml(G) ≤ n−3 and the equality
holds if and only if G ∼= C5.

Case 3.4: |NG(s1) ∩ (V (G)−Q)| ≥ 1 and |NG(s2) ∩ (V (G)−Q)| = 0.
In this case, for i ∈ [3], let Di be the set of vertices in V (G)−Q at distance i from s1,
that is, Di = {v ∈ V (G)−Q : dG(s1, v) = i}. By applying (IV), ω(G) ≤ n(G)− 3,
and G is connected, hence |D1| + |D2| + |D3| ≥ 3. If Di 6= ∅ for i ∈ [3], then by
using (I) and (IV), V (G)−{x1, y1, z1, s2} is local resolving set for G, where x1 ∈ D1,
y1 ∈ D2, and z1 ∈ D3. If |D1| ≥ 2, |D2| ≥ 1, x1, x2 ∈ D1, y1 ∈ D2, and x1x2 6∈ E(G),
then by applying (I), V (G)−{x1, x2, y1, s2} is local resolving set for G. If |D1| ≥ 2,
|D2| ≥ 1, x1, x2 ∈ D1, y1 ∈ D2, and x1x2 ∈ E(G), then since ω(G) = k, by using (II),
there is a vertex w of Q−S that is adjacent to neither x1 nor x2. So, by applying (I)
and (IV), both V (G)− {x1, y1, s1, w} and V (G)− {x2, y1, s1, w} are local resolving
sets for G. If |D1| = 1, |D2| ≥ 2, x1 ∈ D1, y1, y2 ∈ D2, and y1y2 6∈ E(G), then
by applying (I), V (G) − {s1, s2, y1, y2} is a local resolving set for G. If |D1| = 1,
|D2| ≥ 2, x1 ∈ D1, y1, y2 ∈ D2, and y1y2 ∈ E(G), then ω(G) ≥ 3 and Q − S 6= ∅.
Thus, by applying (I) and (VI), V (G)−{s1, s2, x1, y1} is a local resolving set for G.
If |D1| ≥ 3, |D2| = 0, x1, x2 ∈ D1, and x1x2 6∈ E(G), then by employing Case 3.1,
diml(G) ≤ n − 4. Otherwise, |D1| ≥ 3, |D2| = 0, and G[D1] ∼= K|D1|. In this case,
by applying (II) and ω(G) ≤ n(G)− 3, we infer that there are two positive integers
λ and µ such that λ ≥ µ ≥ 2 and λ+ µ < n, and G ∼= K−

n (λ, µ). Thus, Lemma 2.1
gives the result.

Corollary 2.3. If G is a connected graph with ω(G) = n(G)− 3, then

n(G)− 8 ≤ diml(G) ≤ n(G)− 3 .

Furthermore, both bounds are sharp.

Proof. The bounds follows by combining Theorem 2.2 with Theorem 1.2. Theo-
rem 2.2 also yields sharpness of the upper bound. To complete the proof, we need
to demonstrate that the lower bound is also sharp. Let Λ be the graph illustrated
in Figure 5.
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Λ

v1 v2

v3

v4

v5v6

v7

v8

u1u2
u3

Figure 5: The graph Λ.

Let Υ be the set of graphs that can be obtained from Λ by adding edges between
the vertices u1, u2, and u3. Consider the sets V

′ = {vi : i ∈ [8]} and U = {u1, u2, u3}.
By examining the structure of Λ, we observe that for any i, j ∈ [8], i 6= j, and any
graph H ∈ Υ, we have NH(vi) ∩ U 6= NH(vj) ∩ U . Therefore, U = V (H) − V ′

forms a local resolving set of cardinality n(H) − 8. This implies that diml(H) =
n(H) − 8. Consequently, any connected graph G with ω(G) = n(G) − 3 that has
an induced subgraph isomorphic to one of the elements in Υ will also have a local
metric dimension of cardinality n(G)− 8, as desired.

To characterize graphs G with diml(G) = n(G) − 3, we need the following two
specific graphs. Let Γ1 be a graph with vertex set V (F ) = {vi : i ∈ [6]} and edge set
E(F ) = {vivj : i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}}∪ {v1v5, v1v6, v2v5, v3v6}. The graph Γ2 is obtained
from Γ1 by adding the edge v5v6. see Fig. 6. A graph G is called a {Γ1,Γ2}-free if
it has no induced subgraph isomorphic to either Γ1 or Γ2.

Theorem 2.4. If G is a graph with n(G) ≥ 5, then diml(G) = n(G)−3 if and only
if one of the following holds:

(i) ω(G) = n(G)− 2 and G is a {Γ1,Γ2}-free,

(ii) G ∼= C5,

(iii) G ∼= K−
n(G)(λ, µ), λ ≥ µ ≥ 2, λ+ µ < n(G).

Proof. Let G be a graph with n = n(G) ≥ 5. If ω(G) ≤ n − 3, then by employing
Theorem 2.2, we have diml(G) = n−3 if and only if one of (ii) and (iii) is fulfilled. To
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Γ1

v4

v2

v5

v1
v6

v3

v2

v4

v6

Γ2

v1

v5

v3

Figure 6: The graphs Γ1 and Γ2.

complete the proof, it is sufficient to show that if ω(G) ≥ n−2, then diml(G) = n−3
if and only if ω(G) = n− 2 and G is {Γ1,Γ2}-free. We will prove this in two parts.

Assume first that ω(G) = n− 2 and G is {Γ1,Γ2}-free. Let Q a largest clique of
G, and let its vertices be w1, . . . , wn−2. First, we show that diml(G) ≥ n − 3. It is
enough to prove that for any subset X of V (G) with |X| = 4, there exist adjacent
vertices x1 and x2 in X such that dG(x1, a) = dG(x2, a) for each a ∈ (V (G)−X). To
prove this, observe first that |X∩Q| ∈ {2, 3, 4}. If |X∩Q| = 2 and X∩Q = {wi, wj}
for some i, j ∈ [n − 2], then wi and wj satisfy the condition. If |X ∩ Q| = 3 and
X ∩ Q = {wi, wj, wk} for some i, j, k ∈ [n − 2], then G[{wi, wj, wk}] ∼= K3. In
this case we may without loss of generality assume that X ∩ {u, v} = u. Then at
least two members of {wi, wj, wk} are either adjacent or non-adjacent with v, thus
at least one pair of wi, wj , and wk satisfies the conditions. If |X ∩ Q| = 4 and
X ∩Q = {wi, wj, wk, wl} for some i, j, k, l ∈ [n− 2], then G[{wi, wj, wk, wl}] ∼= K4.
In this case, since G is {Γ1,Γ2}-free, we infer that at least one pair of wi, wj, wk,
and wl satisfies the conditions. So, diml(G) ≥ n− 3.

We next show that diml(G) ≤ n − 3. Let V (G)− Q = {u, v} and consider two
cases. Assume first that uv /∈ E(G). In this case, since ω(G) = n − 2, for any
i ∈ [n − 2], both (NG(wi) ∩ Q) − NG(u) 6= ∅ when uwi ∈ E(G) and (NG(wi) ∩
Q) − NG(v) 6= ∅ when vwi ∈ E(G) hold. Therefore, for any i ∈ [n − 2], the set
V (G)−{u, v, wi} is a local resolving set for G. So, diml(G) ≤ n−3. Assume second
that uv ∈ E(G). In this case, based on the explanations from the first case, if x is
a member of either (NG(u) ∩ Q) − NG(v) or (NG(v) ∩ Q) − NG(u), then for some
i ∈ [n− 2] with wi 6= x, the set V (G)− {u, v, wi} is a local resolving set for G. So,
suppose X = NG(u) ∩ Q = NG(v) ∩ Q. Since ω(G) = n − 2, |Q − X| ≥ 2. Thus,
if x ∈ X and w ∈ (Q − X), then one can observe that both V (G) − {x, w, u} and
V (G) − {x, w, v} are local resolving sets for G. Thus, in case (b), the inequality
diml(G) ≤ n− 3 also holds.
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We have thus proved that if ω(G) = n−2 andG is a {Γ1,Γ2}-free, then diml(G) =
n − 3. Conversely, assume that diml(G) = n − 3. Then Theorem 1.1 implies that
ω(G) ≤ n−2. If ω(G) ≤ n−3, then by Theorem 2.2 we get that diml(G) = n−3 if
and only if G is either C5 or K

−
n (λ, µ), where λ ≥ µ ≥ 2 and λ+µ < n. To complete

the argument we thus need to prove that if ω(G) = n−2 and diml(G) = n−3, then
G is {Γ1,Γ2}-free.

To demonstrate this, let’s assume, for the sake of contradiction, that ω(G) =
n − 2, diml(G) = n − 3, and that G contains an induced subgraph H that is
isomorphic to either Γ1 or Γ2. Let S be the set of vertices of H corresponding
to the vertices v1, v2, v3, and v4. In this scenario, by examining the structure of
Γ1 and Γ2, we can conclude that V (G) − S serves as a local resolving set for G.
This indicates that diml(G) ≤ n− 4, which contradicts our earlier assumption that
diml(G) = n − 3. Therefore, if ω(G) = n − 2 and diml(G) = n − 3, it follows that
G must be {Γ1,Γ2}-free, as required.

Corollary 2.5. If G is a graph with n(G) ≥ 5 and ω(G) = n(G)− 2, then

n(G)− 4 ≤ diml(G) ≤ n(G)− 3 ,

where the right equality holds if and only if G is {Γ1,Γ2}-free, and the the left equality
holds if and only if G contains an induced subgraph isomorphic to Γ1 or Γ2.

Proof. Let G is a graph with n(G) ≥ 5 and ω(G) = n(G)− 2. Theorem 1.1 implies
that diml(G) ≤ n(G)− 3, while Theorem 1.2 gives diml(G) ≥ n(G)− 4. Moreover,
Theorem 2.4 yields that diml(G) = n(G) − 3 holds if and only if G is {Γ1,Γ2}-
free. Consequently, diml(G) = n(G)− 4 holds if and only if G contains an induced
subgraph isomorphic to Γ1 or Γ2.

3 On a conjecture and a problem

In this section, we focus on a conjecture and a problem from two earlier papers
which relate the local metric dimension and the clique number. We start with the
following:

Conjecture 3.1. [7, Conjecture 2] If G is a graph with n(G) ≥ ω(G)+1 ≥ 4, then

diml(G) ≤

(

ω(G)− 2

ω(G)− 1

)

n(G) .

It is demonstrated in [7] that if Conjecture 3.1 is true, then the bound is asymp-
totically best possible. By Theorem 1.1, Conjecture 3.1 holds for graphs with clique
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number ω(G) = n(G) − 1, as
(

n(G)−3
n(G)−2

)

n(G) − (n(G) − 2) = n(G)−4
n(G)−2

≥ 0, where

n(G) ≥ 4. The following corollary greatly extends this results.

Corollary 3.2. If G is a graph with ω(G) ∈ {n(G) − 1, n(G) − 2, n(G) − 3} and
n(G) ≥ ω(G) + 1 ≥ 4, then

diml(G) ≤

(

ω(G)− 2

ω(G)− 1

)

n(G).

Proof. Set n = n(G) and k = ω(G). Since n ≥ k + 1 ≥ 4, it follows that n ≥ 4.
If n = 4, then k = n − 1, and if n = 5, then k = n − 1 or n − 2. Therefore, if
n ≥ k+1 ≥ 4, then

(

k−2
k−1

)

n− (k−1) ≥ 0 for k ∈ {n−1, n−2} and
(

k−2
k−1

)

n−k ≥ 0
for k = n − 3. Accordingly, based on Theorems 1.1, 2.2, and 2.4, we can conclude
that diml(G) ≤

(

k−2
k−1

)

n for k ∈ {n− 1, n− 2, n− 3} and n ≥ k + 1 ≥ 4.

We now turn our attention to the following:

Problem 3.3. [1, Problem 1] If G is a planar graph with n(G) ≥ 2, is it then true
that

diml(G) ≤

⌈

n(G) + 1

2

⌉

?

By Theorem 1.4, Problem 3.3 has a positive answer for triangle-free planar
graphs, that is, for planar graphs G with ω(G) = 2. In the following we present an
example which demonstrates that in general the problem has a negative answer.

If ℓ ≥ 2 is an integer, then let Gℓ be the graph obtained from the disjoint union
of ℓ complete graphs K3, by adding a new vertex and make it adjacent to all vertices
in the ℓ copies of K3. Then Gℓ is a planar graph. Since the vertices of every K3 form
a true twin equivalence class, at least two of them must lie in every local resolving
set. Consequently, dimℓ(G) ≥ 2ℓ. In addition, a set consisting of two vertices from
each of the K3 is a local resolving set, so we have dimℓ(G) = 2ℓ. We can conclude
that Problem 3.3 has a negative answer in general.

Note that ω(Gℓ) = 4. It remains open whether Problem 3.3 has a positive answer
for planar graphs G with ω(G) = 3.
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