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Abstract

In this paper, we present a new sufficiency condition to obtain
a graceful labelling for every kCy, snake and use this condition to
label every such snake for n = 1,2,...,6. Then, we extend this result
to cyclic snakes where the cycles lengths vary. Also, we obtain new
results on the (near) graceful labelling of cyclic snakes based on cycles
of lengths n = 6,10, 14, completely solving the case n = 6.

1 Introduction

Let G = (V, E) be a graph with m edges. Let f be a labelling defined from
V(G) to {0,1,2,...,m} and let g be the induced edge labelling defined from
E(G) to {1,2,...,m} given by g(uv) = |f(u) — f(v)], for all uv € E. The
labelling f is graceful if f is an injective mapping and ¢ is a bijection. If a
graph G has a graceful labelling, then it is graceful.

Alternatively, let f be defined from V(G) to {0,1,2,...,m + 1} and
let g be the induced edge labelling defined from E(G) to A, where A is
{1,2,...,m—1,m}or {1,2,...,m—1,m+1} given by g(uv) = |f(u)— f(v)|,
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for all uv € E. Then f is near graceful if f is an injective mapping and g is a
bijection. If a graph GG has a near graceful labelling, then it is near graceful.
In this paper, every near graceful labelling we find will omit the vertex label m
and the edge label m; that is the codomain of f will be {1,2,... , m—1,m+1}
and the codomain of g will be {1,2,...,m —1,m + 1}.

A cyclic snake is a connected graph whose block-cutpoint graph is a path
and each of the blocks is isomorphic to a fixed cycle. We define kC,, to be
a cyclic snake with k& blocks each of which is C),. The string of a kC,, is a
sequence of integers (dy, ds, ds, . .., d,_2) where d; is the distance between the
ith and (i 4+ 1)th cut vertex, counting cut vertices from one end of the snake
to the other. Certainly, for fixed n and k, the string is uniquely determined
by the snake and vice versa. Note that if kK = 1 or k£ = 2 the snake kC,, has
no string. A kC,, is linear if all entries in its string are [%J, and it is even if
all entries in its string are even numbers.

In [5], Rosa showed that all cycles C,, with n = 0 or 3 (mod 4) are
graceful. Further, he introduced a necessary condition for an Eulerian graph
to be graceful, namely if G is a graceful Eulerian graph with n edges, then
n =0 or 3 (mod 4). A kC,, is an Eulerian graph, and hence graceful only if
kn =0 or 3 (mod 4).

Moulton, in [4], proved that a graceful labelling exists for every kCj.
Barrientos, in [I], proved that the cycle C,, has a near graceful labelling if
and only if n = 1 or 2 (mod 4). This paper also showed that a graceful
labelling exists for every kCy, and for particular cases of snakes for (g, Cs,
and Co. A complete survey of graph labellings is presented in A Dynamic
Survey of Graph Labelling [2].

We define a variable snake, n,C,,,n2Cy, . ..n;C,,., to be a combination
of different n;C,, ., where n;C,, is connected with n;,Cp,, , by identifying
a vertex in the last cycle of the n;C;,, with a vertex in the first cycle of the
7j41Cm,., (other than the cut vertex). The string for a variable snake is
similar to the string for a kC,,.

We will represent all the cycle labellings in this paper as n-tuples, with
the overline elements indicating the cut vertices, when necessary.

In Figure [I we have a near gracefully labelled 5Cs with string (3, 1,2).
We can represent the labelling of the 5Cf in Figure [ in five 6-tuples as
follows: (20, 16, 17, 15, 18, 13), (13, 21, 11, 22, 10, 19), (22, 6, 25, 8, 23, 9),
(6, 26, 4, 27, 3, 24), (3, 29, 2, 31, 0, 28).
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Figure 1: A near gracefully labelled 5Cs.

In [5], Rosa also introduced an a-labelling. An a-labelling of a graph G is
a graceful labelling with an extra condition which is there exists an integer w
such that for any edge uv € G, either f(u) <w < f(v) or f(v) < w < f(u).
Any graph with an a-labelling is necessarily bipartite.

We would also like to introduce an analogue of near graceful labellings. An
a-labelling of a graph G is a near graceful labelling with an extra condition
which is there exists an integer w such that for any edge uv € G, either
fu) < w < f(v) or f(v) < w < f(u). Thus the snake in Figure [ has
an a-labelling with w = 16. In fact, by the nature of our constructions,
the main results of this paper could be given in terms of a- or a-labellings.
While noting this to be true, we choose instead to state our results in the
more familiar language of graceful and near graceful labellings.

In Lemmas[LIto[[.3] we give some results about (not necessarily graceful)
labellings that will be useful later. In this paper, we adopt the convention
that 0 is a natural number. Then, when we write [x,y] with x,y € N and
x <y, we are indicating the set {z € N|z < z < y}.

If G is any graph and f is any labelling G' then we can relabel G by
adding a constant ¢, h(v) = f(v) + ¢. This technique preserves edge labels.

Lemma 1.1. If ¢ is an arbitrary integer and f is a labelling of a graph
G = (V,E), defined by f : V(G) — [0,m] then h : V — [¢,c+ m] defined by
h(v) = f(v) + ¢, is a labelling that preserves edge labels.



Proof. If vjuy € E and f is a labelling then f(vivy) = |f(v1) — f(v2)|. By
definition, h(vive) = |h(vy) — h(ve)| = |(f(v1) + ¢) — (f(v2) + ¢)|. But then
h(vivg) = | f(v1) — f(ve)| = f(vivz). Therefore, h preserves edge labels. [

Lemma 1.2. If ¢ is an arbitrary integer and f is a labelling of a graph
G = (V,E), defined by f : V(G) — [0,m] then h : V — [c —m,c| defined
by h(v) = ¢ — f(v), is a labelling that preserves edge labels. Further if f is
graceful and ¢ = m, then h(v) = m — f(v) is graceful.

Proof. This proof follows the same argument as Lemma [L.T]

If f is graceful and ¢ = m, then h(v) = m — f(v) is graceful. Let
vy, v2 € V such that h(vy) = h(va). Then m — f(vy) = m — f(ve) which
implies f(v1) = f(v2); since f is injective, then v; = wvy. Therefore, h is
injective. Since h is also edge-preserving, it is graceful. O

In Lemma [[.3] we present a similar result for near graceful labelling; we
omit 1 from the range of f and the domain of h, because if f(v) = 1 then
h(v) = m, and this would contradict the definition of a near graceful labelling.

Lemma 1.3. If [ is a near graceful labelling of a graph G = (V. E), f :
V(G) —={0,2,3,...,m—1,m+1} then h: V(G) — {0,2,3,...,m—1,m+1}
defined by h(v) = (m+ 1) — f(v) is a near graceful labelling.

Proof. This proof follows the same argument as Lemma O

We describe the technique in Lemmas and as taking the comple-
ment of a (near) graceful labelling.
In [5] Rosa introduced a graceful labelling for Cy, with n > 1.

Lemma 1.4. [J] Let Cy, be a cycle with 4n edges and vertices v;, for 1 <
1 < 4n. Then the following labelling f shows that Cy, is graceful:

s if i is odd,
f(vi) =4 4n+1—3 ifi iseven, i < L (1)
dn—2%  ifi is even, 1> L.

Barrientos in [I] obtained the following results.
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Theorem 1.5. [1] The kCy has a graceful labelling for any string.

Theorem 1.6. [1/ The linear kCg is near graceful if k is odd and graceful if
k s even.

Theorem 1.7. [i] The even kCs and kChy are graceful graphs.

Theorem 1.8. [1] The even kCy, with string (di,ds,...,dx_o), where d; €
{2,4}, has a graceful labelling.

Theorem 1.9. [1] The even kCyy, 4 < n <5, with string (dy,ds, ..., dg_2),
where d; € {2,4,2n} has a graceful labelling.

In this paper, we introduce a new sufficiency condition to get a graceful la-
belling for every kCy,. Then, we extend this result to nyC,, n2Chy, - .. i Chpy, -
Further, we extend the results in Theorem to on (near) gracefully
labelled kC,, where n = 6,8,12,16, 20,24 for all possible strings. Also, we
present new results on the (near) graceful labelling of kC,, where n = 10, 14
and k£ > 1.

2 Graceful Labelling of £C), for m =0 (mod 4)

Since the size of a kCy, is 4kn = 0 (mod 4), we have the potential to find
a graceful labelling for any kCj,. In Theorem 2.1l we give a new sufficient
condition which, when satisfied, shows there is a graceful labelling of a kC'y,
for any string.

For fixed even t and an arbitrary fixed positive integer s, an s, t-useful
cycle with even distance d is a t-cycle with vertices labelled from [0, % — 1} U
[st — L, st] and edge labels [st — ¢+ 1, st], with a vertex labelled 0 and a
vertex labelled % — 1 at distance d. Similarly, an s,t-odd useful cycle with
odd distance d is a t-cycle with vertices labelled from [0, %] U [st — % +1, st]
and edge labels [st —t + 1, st], with a vertex labelled 0 and vertex labelled
st — % + 1 at distance d.

A complete s, t-useful cycle set is a set of s,t-useful cycles of even and
odd distances, the union of whose distances is {1,2,...,2}. Let C{ be an
element of a complete s, t-useful cycle set such that the distance between the
vertices labelled 0 and % — 1is d if d is even, and the distance between the
vertices labelled 0 and st — % +1isdif dis odd.



Theorem 2.1. If there is a complete s, dn-useful cycle set with s > 1, then
there exists a graceful labelling of any kCly,.

Proof. To prove this result, we will in fact prove a slightly more complex
result: namely, that given a complete s, 4n-useful cycle set with s > 1 and
for any k > 1, then there exists a graceful labelling of any kCly, with 0 in the
last cycle in any position except the cut vertex.

If 0 is in the last cycle of a kCly,, then up to symmetry its position is
uniquely determined by the distance from the last cut vertex. These dis-
tances, d, can only be 1,2,...,2n.

We proceed by induction on k. For k = 1 use the graceful labelling for C;
in Lemma [[.4] letting ¢ = 4n. The vertex labels for this graceful 1Cy,, are a
subset of [0,4n] and the edge labels are exactly [1,4n].

For k = 2, we label 2C}, while obtaining a vertex with label 0 at even
distance d from the unique cut vertex as follows. We label one cycle with
the labelling used for 1CYy,, with 2n — 1 added to each vertex, so that the
vertex formerly labelled 0, and now labelled 2n — 1, is the cut vertex of 2Cy,,.
The vertices have been labelled from the set [2n — 1,6n — 1] and, by Lemma
[Tl the edge labels are [1,4n]. Apply the labelling C¢, to the second cycle
where d is even, with the cut vertex receiving the label 2n — 1. Then this
labelling of 2C}, has all vertex labels from [0,8n], and the edge labels are
exactly [1, 8n], with no repeated vertex or edge label. That is, it is a graceful
labelling of 2C},, with the vertex labelled 0 at even distance d from the cut
vertex.

In the same way we label 2CY4, while obtaining a vertex with label 0 at
odd distance d from the unique cut vertex. We label one cycle with the
labelling used for 1CYy,, but replace each vertex label x by 6n + 1 — x. The
vertices have been labelled from the set [2n + 1,6n + 1] and, by Lemma [[1]
the edge labels are [1,4n]. Apply the labelling C¢, to the second cycle where
d is odd, with the cut vertex receiving the label 6n+ 1. Then this labelling of
2C4, has all vertex labels from [0, 8n] , and the edge labels are exactly [1,8n],
with no repeated vertex or edge label. That is, it is a graceful labelling of
2C,,, with the vertex labelled 0 at odd distance d from the cut vertex.

Consider an arbitrary kCy, with £ > 3, with the last entry in its string
dr_s. Let G be the (k — 1)Cy, obtained by deleting a last cycle from this
kCy,. By the induction hypothesis, there is a graceful labelling of G with a
0 on the vertex distance di_o from the previous cut vertex. This labelling
has vertex labels that are a subset of [0,4nk — 4n] and the edge labels are



exactly [1,4kn — 4n].

We label kCy, obtaining a vertex with label 0 at even distance d from
the unique cut vertex as follows. For the first k — 1 cycles, use the la-
belling of G and add 2n — 1 to each vertex label, so that the final cut vertex
receives label 2n — 1. Thus, the vertices have been labelled from the set
[2n — 1,4kn — 2n — 1] and by Lemma [[T], the edge labels are [1,4kn — 4n].
Apply the labelling C{ to the final cycle, with the cut vertex receiving label
2n—1. Then this labelling of kCy, has all vertices labelled from [0, 4kn], and
the edge labels are exactly [1,4kn|, with no repeated vertex or edge label.
Thus, there is a graceful labelling of kC),, with the vertex labelled 0 at even
distance d from the cut vertex.

We label k£C'y,, obtaining a vertex with label 0 at odd distance d from the
unique cut vertex as follows. For the first £ — 1 cycles, use the labelling of
G with a 0 on the vertex distance dj_o from the previous cut vertex. Then
subtract each vertex label from 4kn — 2n + 1. Thus, the vertices have been
labelled from the set [2n + 1,4kn —2n + 1] and by Lemma [[I the edge
labels are [1,4kn — 4n]. Apply the labelling C{ to the final cycle, with the
cut vertex receiving label 4kn — 2n + 1. Then this labelling of kC},, has all
vertices labelled from [0, 4kn], and the edge labels are exactly [1, 4kn], with
no repeated vertex or edge label. Thus, there is a graceful labelling of kC'y,
with the vertex labelled 0 at odd distance d from the cut vertex. 0J

In Table .IIL we give labellings for C’ffl where 1 < j < n and n < 6.
For each C3/, we can use Lemma with ¢ = ¢ to obtain C;?~'. Then,
{CP1 < m < 2n} is a complete s, 4n-useful cycle set. Combining these sets

with Theorem 2.1l we obtain the following corollary.
Corollary 2.2. If1 <n <6 and k > 1 then every kCy, is graceful.

By adding ¢ — 4n to all even vertices in Equation () in Lemma [[4] we
obtain another labelling.

il if 7 is odd,
if 7 is even, @ < 2n, (2)
if 7 is even, 17 > 2n.

From Equation (2) we obtain C? and n > 1, since the distance between
the labels 0 and 2n—1 in Cy,, is 2. The same labelling also works as C3 | since



Labelling
C3 (0,¢,1,t—2) I, 5]
c? (0,¢,3,t—4,2,t—3,1,t — 1)
Ca (0,¢,1,t —1,3,t —4,2,t — 3) Im
%, (0,t,5,t—6,4,t—53t—4,2t—21,t—1) I
cty (0,t,4,t — 55,6 —6,2,t —4,3,t —2,1,t — 1)
cs, (0,t,1,t —1,2,t —6,5,t —5,4,t —2,3,t — 4) ]
C% (0,t,7,t —8,6,t—7,5t—6,4t—53,t-32¢t—21t—1)
Cly (0,4,1,t —1,7,t—8,6,t—7,5t—6,4,t—52¢—23,1—3)
s, (0,¢,1,6 —1,2,t—2,7,t —8,6,t—7,5,t —6,4,t —3,3,t —5)
% (0,¢,1,t —1,2,t—2,4,t—3,7,t—8,6,t—7,5,t{—6,3,t—5) ]
Cc3 (0,£,9,t —10,8,t—9,7,t —8,6,t —7,5,t —6,4,t —4,3,t—3,2,t —2,1,t — 1)
Cy (0,6,1,6 —1,9,¢t—10,8,t —9,7,t —8,6,t = 7,5t —6,3,t — 4,4t —2,2,¢t - 3)
& (0,4,1,6 —1,2,¢-10,9,t —9,8,t —8,7,t —=7,6,t —3,5,t —6,4,t —2,3,t — 4)
s, (0,6,1,t —4,3,t—6,8¢t—9,9,t—10,6,t —7,4,t—8,7,t—3,5,t - 1,2/t —2)
ca (06,1t —1,2,¢—2,3,t—3,5,t—4,9,t—10,8¢—9,7,t—8,6,t —6,4,t—7) Im
C3 | (0,t,T1,¢—12,10,¢t —11,9,t —10,8,t = 9,7,t —8,6,t —7,5,t =54, —4,3,t 3,2t —2,1,t — 1)
[ (0,¢,1,¢6 —4,11,¢ — 12,10,t — 11,9, — 10,8, — 9,7, — 7,6,t — 3,5,t — 5,2,¢ — 1,3,t — 8,4,t — 2)
cs, (0,¢,1,¢6 —1,2,¢ —12,11,¢ — 11,10,t — 10,9, — 9,8,t — 8,7,t — 5,6,t — 7,3,t — 2,4,t — 3,5,¢t — 4)
s, | (0,t,1,t—4,2,¢t—1,3,t—8 TI,t—12,10,¢t — 11,9,¢t — 7,8,t — 10,7,t — 5,5,¢t — 9,4, — 3,6, — 2)
cy (0,t,1,t —4,2,¢—1,3,t —8,4,t —511,¢t —12,10,¢ —11,9,t — 10,8, — 9,6,¢t — 7,7,t — 3,5,t — 2)
Cip [ (0,t,1,¢6—1,2,¢—23,t—3,4,t—56,¢t—4T,¢—12,10,t —11,9,¢t—10,8,¢t —9,7,t —7,5,t — 8)

Table 1: Useful labellings C3/ . where t = 4kn.

the distance between the labels 0 and ¢ — (2n — 1) is 3. Further, applying
Lemma [[.2] with ¢ = ¢ to the labelling C%, gives a new labelling with distance
4 between the labels 0 and 2n — 1, C},. Then, S = {C7}|2 <m <4} is
a s,4n-useful cycle set (though not complete). Combining the set S with
Theorem 2.1l we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3. The snake kCy, with string (dy,ds, . ..,dx_2) has a graceful
labelling if d; € {2,3,4} for all i.

From the previous discussion we can gracefully label a variable snake
made from any kCy, with n < 6. As an example of a variable snake, consider
3C%, gracefully labelled via Theorem .1 with the vertices labelled from
the set [0,24] and the edge labels [1,24]. Then form a new labelling via



Lemma [L.1l with ¢ = 5, so that a vertex in the last cycle obtains the label
5. Then add any C?J (from Table ) to 3Cs. We obtain a gracefully labelled
3Cs1C5. More generally, if we have a complete k, 4i-useful cycle set for all
1 < i < n, then, by combining these sets with Theorem 2.1l we obtain the
following corollary.

Corollary 2.4. If there is a complete s, 4i-useful cycle set with s > 1 for all
1<i<n,j>1,and 1 < my,mg,...,m; <n, with ny,ng,...,n; positive
integers then every nyCum,2Cum, - .. 1jCam; 1s graceful.

Proof. We follow the same method as in the proof of Theorem 2.1l That is,
we will proceed by induction on the number of cycles k = ni+ny+- - -+n;, and
will prove the slightly more complex result that if there is a complete s, 4i-
useful cycle set with s > 1foralll <i<n,j>1,and1 <my,mg,...,m; <
n, with positive integers ni,na,...,n; then every niCupm,n2Cum, - . - 1jCum;
is graceful with the label 0 in any position in the last cycle except the cut
vertex. For k = 1 we have a k, 4i-useful cycle set from Theorem 2.1, so there
exists a graceful labelling of any 1C),, with 0 in any position in the last cycle.

Consider an arbitrary 1iCym, n2Cim, - - . 1;Cyy; with &k > 1 and m =

inl (4my), the total number of edges. Let G be the graph obtained by
iielleting a last 4m; cycle from nyCyp,n2Cum, . .. njCym;. By the induction
hypothesis, there is a graceful labelling of G with a 0 on the vertex distance
dy_o from the previous cut vertex. This labelling has vertex labels that are
a subset of [0, m — 4m;]| and the edge labels are exactly [1,m — 4m;].

We label 11 Cypmy 12Cam, - - - 1;Cam; obtaining a vertex with label 0 at even
distance d from the last cut vertex as follows. For the first k — 1 cycles, use
the labelling of G and add 2m; — 1 to each vertex label, so that the final
cut vertex receives label 2m; — 1. Thus, the vertices have been labelled
from the set [2m; —1,m + 2m; — 1] and by Lemma [LT], the edge labels are
[1,m — 4m;].

Now the labelling of G has the label 2m; — 1 at the last cycle. So apply
the labelling of C’jfmj to the last cycle of G, with the cut vertex receiving label
2m; — 1 and 0 at position d (even distance) from the cut vertex. Then this
labelling has all vertices labelled from [0, m], and edge labels exactly [1,m],
with no repeated vertex or edge label. Thus, there is a graceful labelling of
11 Cm, M2Cmy - - - 1iCyy; With the vertex labelled 0 at even distance d from
the cut vertex.



We label 1n1Cypy n2Cuim, - - - 1jCapy; to obtain a vertex with label 0 at odd
distance d from the last cut vertex as follows. For the first £k — 1 cycles, use
the labelling of G' and subtract each vertex label from m — 2m; + 1, so that
the final cut vertex receives label m —2m; + 1. Thus, the vertices have been
labelled from the set [2m; — 1,m — 2m; + 1] and by Lemma [[T] the edge
labels are [1,m — 2m; + 1].

Now the labelling of G has the label m—2m;+-1 at the last cycle. So apply
the labelling of ijmj to the last cycle of G, with the cut vertex receiving label
m—2m;+1 and 0 at position d (odd distance) from the cut vertex. Then this
labelling has all vertices labelled from [0, m], and edge labels exactly [1,m],
with no repeated vertex or edge label. Thus, there is a graceful labelling of
11C4m,M2Cmy - - -, MiCayy, With the vertex labelled 0 at odd distance d from
the cut vertex. 0

3 Graceful Labelling of k£C,, for m =2 (mod 4)

In Section 2] we proved that if there is a complete s, 4n-useful cycle set with
s > 1, then there exists a graceful labelling of any kCy,, for £ > 1. The next
natural question is can we prove the same results for kC)y, 127

In £Cy,, we have the nice property that kCy, is always graceful regardless
of the parity of k. For kC}y,. o we will obtain graceful or near graceful la-
bellings depending on the value of k, because the size of a kCy,, o is 4kn+ 2k
which is congruent to 0 modulus 4 for k even and 4kn + 2k which is con-
gruent to 2 modulus 4 for £ odd. Thus, we would essentially need to find
two complete useful cycle sets for 4n + 2 because we are trying to change a
graceful labelling to a near graceful one, or the reverse.

For kCy, we obtained the complete cycle set by taking the complement
as in Lemmas to L3l Here for kCy,,2 we need to omit 1 from the
labelling of the the near graceful cycles, because if we use 1 and take the
complement we will obtain a labelling that is not near graceful. For example,
if we take (0,7,3,1,2,5) as a labelling of 1Cg, the complement would have
6 in the resulting vertex labelling and hence would not be near graceful.
In this section we prove that there exists a (near) graceful labelling of any
kCs (Theorem B.T]), because we found an analogue of a complete k, 6-useful
cycle set in Table 2 and did not use 1 for the near graceful useful cycles.
An exhaustive analysis shows that no labelling of Cj, exists that uses the
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labels [0,5] and [t — 5, + 1]\ {¢} that omits the label 1. Thus, despite their
effectiveness in the 4n-cycle case, complete cycle sets cannot help us label
even kChg.

In [I], Barrientos proved that the kCj has a graceful labelling with any
string, as summarized in Theorem Recall the result of Barrientos from
Theorem that the linear kCjy is near graceful if £k is odd and graceful if
k is even. In Theorem [B.I] we prove (near) graceful labellings exist for any
]{ZCG.

In Table @ we see four labellings of Cg. The labellings C¢ and C{ use
edge labels [6k — 5,6k + 1]\ {6k}. The labellings C§ and C¢ use edge labels
[6k — 6,6k \ {6k —5}.

Labelling

C¢| (0,6k+1,2,6k—1,3,6k—2)
Ce | (0,6k+1,3,6k—2,2,6k—1)
C¢ (0,6k, 3,6k —3,1,6k — 1)
Cd (0,6k, 1,6k — 1,3, 6k — 3)

Table 2: Some useful labellings of Cj.

Theorem 3.1. If k > 1 then there exists a (near) graceful labelling of any
kECs.

Proof. As in proof of Theorem 2.1, we prove a slightly more complex result.
Namely, we prove that if £ > 1, then there exists a (near) graceful labelling
of any kCg with 0 in the last cycle in any position except the cut vertex.

If 0 is in the last cycle of a kCg, then up to symmetry its position is
uniquely determined by the distance from the last cut vertex. These dis-
tances, d, can only be 1,2 or 3.

We proceed by induction on k. For k = 1, use C¢ or C¢ in Table I
with & = 1 which will make it near graceful. For k = 2, use (4, 7,2,9,5, 6)
and (9,0,12,1,11,3) to obtain a labelling with d = 1; (8,5,10,3,7,6) and
(3,12,0,11,1,9) to obtain a labelling with d = 2; and (4,7,2,9,5,6) and
(9,1,11,0, 12, 3) to obtain a labelling with d = 3.

Case 1: Consider an arbitrary kCg with £ > 4 and k even, with the
last entry in the string dy_s. Let G be the (k — 1)Cs obtained by deleting

11



a last cycle from this £Cs. By the induction hypothesis, there is a near
graceful labelling of G with a 0 on the vertex distance dj_» from the previous
cut vertex. This labelling has vertex labels that are a subset of [0,6k — 5] \
{6k — 6} and the edge labels are exactly [1,6k — 5] \ {6k — 6}.

We label kCy obtaining a vertex with label 0 at distance d from the cut
vertex as follows. For the first £ — 1 cycles, use the labelling of G and add 3
to each vertex, so that the final cut vertex receives label 3. Thus, the vertices
have been labelled from the set [3,6k — 2]\ {6k — 3} and by Lemma [T}, the
edge labels are [1,6k — 5] \ {6k — 6} .

Apply the labelling C§ or C¢ to the final cycle, with the cut vertex receiv-
ing label 3. Then this labelling of kCg has all vertices labelled from |0, 6k],
and the edge labels are exactly [1, 6k], with no repeated vertex or edge label.
Then there is a graceful labelling of £Cg with 0 in the d = 2 position.

We obtain a labelling with 0 in the d = 1 position by using the previ-
ously discussed labelling, ending with the Cg-labelling in the last cycle, then
applying Lemma We obtain d = 3 by using the C¢-labelling in the last
cycle, and applying Lemma, [1.2]

Case 2: Consider an arbitrary kCg with & > 3 and k odd, with the
last entry in the string di_o. We proceed in the same fashion as in Case
1, labelling all vertices except those in the final cycle, with vertices labelled
from the set [3,6k — 3] and edges labelled [1, 6k — 6].

Apply the labelling C¢ or C? to the final cycle, with the cut vertex re-
ceiving label 3. Then this labelling of kCg has all vertices labelled from
[0,6k + 1] \ {1,6k}, and the edge labels are exactly [1,6k + 1] \ {6k}, with
no repeated vertex or edge label. Then there is a graceful labelling of kCg
with 0 in the d = 2 position.

We obtain a labelling with 0 in the d = 1 position by using the previ-
ously discussed labelling, ending with the Cg-labelling in the last cycle, then
applying Lemma [[.3l We obtain d = 3 by using the Cg-labelling in the last
cycle, and applying Lemma [L.3] O

In Theorem we prove (near) graceful labellings exist for some kCy.
In Table Bl we see 7 labellings of Cig. The labellings of C%,, C%,, Cf,, and CJ,
use edge labels [10k — 9,10k + 1]\ {10k}. The labellings of C%,, C§,, C{,, and
O, use edge labels [10k — 10,10k] \ {10k — 9}. Since we cannot rely on the
uniformity of a complete cycle set, this theorem uses a variety of different
techniques to achieve similar effects.
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Labelling
Y (0,10k + 1,4,10k — 2,3, 10k — 4,5,10k — 3,1,10k — 1)
Chy (0,10k,1,10k — 7,3,10k — 3,4,10k — 1,2,10k — 2)
C5, (0,10k,2,10k — 4,4, 10k — 6,1,10k — 2,3,10k — 1)
ce, (0,10k + 1,3,10k — 2,1,10k — 3,4,10k — 4,5,10k — 1)
5, (0,10k,2,10k — 2,1, 10k — 7,3,10k — 3,4, 10k — 1)
ch (0,10k + 1,5,10k — 4,4, 10k — 3,3, 10k — 2,1, 10k — 1)
Cty (0,10k,4,10k — 6,2, 10k — 4,3,10k — 2,1,10k — 1)

Table 3: Some useful labellings of Cfy.

Theorem 3.2. The kCyy (k > 1) with string (dy,ds, .. .,dx_2) is graceful if
k 1s even and near graceful if k is odd and one of the following is true:

1. d; € {4,5} if i is odd and d; =5 if i is even, where 1 < i <k — 2,
2. d; € {3,4} if i is odd and d; = 4 if i is even, where 1 <1i <k — 2,
3. d; € {2,3} if i is odd and d; = 3 if i is even, where 1 <1i <k —2, or
4. d; € {1,2} if i is odd and d; = 2 if i is even, where 1 <i < k — 2.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [B.I] with some changes
to the relabelling technique we use on vertex and edge labels.

Case 1: d; € {4,5} if i is odd and d; = 5 if ¢ even.

As in the proof of Theorem B, we prove that the kCjy (kK > 1) with
string (dy,ds, ..., dx_2) satisfying the condition of part one with 0 in the
d = 4 or d = 5 position in the last cycle and near graceful if k£ is odd with
10k + 1 in the d = 5 position in the last cycle.

We proceed by induction on k. For k = 1, use the labelling of CY, in
Table Bl with & = 1 which will make it near graceful. For & = 2, use
(11,8,13,9,16,5, 14, 6,12,10) and (0,20, 2,18,1,16,3,17,7,19) to get d = 5,
and take this labelling with Lemma [[.2 to get d = 4.

Case 1la: The proof is similar to the proof of Case 1 in the proof of
Theorem B.Il Consider kCYy to be an arbitrary snake with a string as
indicated in the condition of Case 1 with k& > 4 and k even. The la-
belling of (k — 1)Cyo by the induction hypothesis has vertex labels that

13



are a subset of [0,10k — 9] \ {2,10k — 10} and the edge labels are exactly
[1,10k — 9] \ {10k — 10} with 10k — 9 in the vertex distance dj_o from the
previous cut vertex.

We label kC}y as follows. For the first £k — 1 cycles, use the labelling of
(k — 1) Cyo obtained by induction and then subtract each vertex label from
10k — 5. Thus, the vertices have been labelled from the set [4,10k — 5] \
{5,10k — 7} and by Lemmal[l.2] the edge labels are [1, 10k — 9]\ {10k — 10}.

Apply the labelling C?%, to the final cycle, with the cut vertex receiving
label 4. Then this labelling of kC} has all vertices labelled from [0, 10%] , and
the edge labels are exactly [1,10k], with no repeated vertex or edge label.
By induction, a graceful labelling of £C'y exists, with 0 in the d = 4 position.
(Note that a possible conflict occurs as (10k — 5) — 2 = 10k — 7, however, in
the labelling of the (k — 1)CYy no vertex is labelled 2, therefore we can use
C?, without any restriction).

We obtain a labelling with 0 in the d = 5 position by using the previ-
ously discussed labelling, ending with the C?-labelling in the last cycle, then
applying Lemma [L.2L

Case 1b: Consider k(g to be an arbitrary snake with a string as in-
dicated in the condition of Case 1 with & > 3 and k odd. The proof is
similar to the proof of Case la, but instead of subtracting each vertex label
from 10k — 5, add 5 to each vertex and applying the labelling CY, to the
final cycle, with the cut vertex receiving label 5. Then this labelling of £C'g
has all vertices labelled from [0, 10k] \ {2} and the edge labels are exactly
[1,10k + 1] \ {10k}, with no repeated vertex or edge label. Then we obtain
a near graceful labelling of kC'y with 10k + 1 in the d = 5 position from the
cut vertex.

Case 2: d; € {3,4} if i is odd and d; = 4 if 7 is even.

As in the proof of Case 1, we prove that kCjy (kK > 1) with string
(dy,ds, ..., dx_2) satisfying the condition of part two with 0 in the d = 3
or d = 4 position in the last cycle and near graceful if £k is odd with 0 in the
d = 4 position in the last cycle.

We proceed by induction on k. For £k = 1, use the labelling of CY, in
Table Bl with & = 1 which will make it near graceful. For & = 2, use
(10,9,11,5,13,4,15,8,12,7) and (0,20,2,16,4,14,1,18,3,19) to get d = 4,
and take this labelling with Lemma to get d = 3.

Case 2a: Consider kCy to be an arbitrary snake with a string as indi-
cated in the condition of Case 2 with £ > 4 and k even. The proof is similar
to the proof of Case 1a.

14



We label kC}, as follows. For the first £ — 1 cycles, use the labelling of
(k — 1) Cyp obtained by induction and then add 4 to each vertex label. Thus,
the vertices have been labelled from the set [4,10k — 5]\ {6, 10k — 6} and by
Lemma [IT], the edge labels are [1,10k — 9] \ {10k — 10}.

Apply the labelling Cf, to the final cycle, with the cut vertex receiving
label 4. Then there is a graceful labelling of kC'y and 0 in the d = 4 position,
from the cut vertex. (Note that a possible conflict occurs as (10k — 6) +4 =
10k — 2, however, in the labelling of the (kK — 1)C}p no vertex is labelled
10k — 2, therefore we can use Cf, without any restriction).

We obtain a labelling with 0 in the d = 3 position by using the previ-
ously discussed labelling, ending with the Cf,-labelling in the last cycle, then
applying Lemma [L.2L

Case 2b: Consider kCy to be an arbitrary snake with a string as indi-
cated in the condition of Case 2 with £ > 3 and k odd. The proof is similar
to the proof of Case 1b, using the labelling of (k — 1) Cyy and adding 5 to
each vertex. Finally, apply the labelling Cf, to the final cycle, with the cut
vertex receiving label 5. Then we obtain a near graceful labelling of £Cg
and 0 in the d = 4 position, relative to cut vertex.

Case 3: d; € {2,3} if i is odd and d; = 3 if 7 is even.

We prove that the kCyy (k > 1) with string (dy,ds, . .., d,_2) satisfying
the condition of part three with 0 in the d = 2 or d = 3 position in the last
cycle and near graceful if k£ is odd with 10k + 1 in the d = 3 position in the
last cycle.

For k = 1, use the labelling of Cf, in Table Bl with k = 1 which will make
it near graceful. For k = 2, use (12,6,13,8,16,5, 14,10, 11,9) with (0, 20, 1,
16, 3, 17, 7, 19, 2, 18) to get d = 3, and take this labelling with Lemma
to get d = 2. The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Case 1, but uses
C4, instead of C¢,, and C¢, instead of C%,.

Case 4: d; € {1,2} if i is odd and d; = 2 if 7 is even.

We prove that kCy (k > 1) with string (dy,ds, ..., dy_o) satisfying the
condition of part four with 0 in the d = 1 or d = 2 position in the last cycle
and near graceful if £ is odd with 10k 4+ 1 in the d = 1 position in the last
cycle.

For k = 1, use the labelling of CY, in Table B with k& = 1 which will make
it near graceful. For k = 2, use (8,14,7,12,4,15,6,10,9,11) with (0, 20, 2,
18, 1, 13, 3, 17, 4, 19) to get d = 2, and take this labelling with Lemma
to get d = 1. The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Case 2, but uses
¢, instead of €%, and CY, instead of C¢,. O
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In Theorem B.3] we prove (near) graceful labellings exist for a kCy4 for
particular strings. In Table dl we see two labellings of Ch4. The labelling
C%, uses edge labels [14k — 13,14k + 1]\ {14k}. The labelling C?, uses edge
labels [14k — 14, 14k] \ {14k — 13}.

Labelling
Y (O, 14k 4+ 1,4,14k — 2,5, 14k — 4,6,14k — 5,7, 14k — 6,2, 14k — 3,1, 14k — 1)
ct, (O, 14k, 4,14k — 10,2, 14k — 3,3,14k — 5,6, 14k — 4,5, 14k — 2,1, 14k — 1)

Table 4: Some useful labellings of C'4.

Theorem 3.3. If k > 1 and d; € {6,7} if i is odd and d; = 7 if i is even,
for1 <1<k —2, then kCy4 with string (dy,ds, ..., dx_s) is graceful if k is
even and near graceful if k is odd.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem [B.1l

As in the proof of Theorem B.Il we prove that if £ > 1 and d; € {6,7}
if 7 is odd and d; = 7 if ¢ is even, for 1 < i < k — 2, then the kCy4 with
string (dy,ds, ..., dg_o) is graceful if k is even with 0 in the d =6 ord =7
position in the last cycle and near graceful if k is odd, with 14k 4+ 1 in the
d = 7 position in the last cycle.

We proceed by induction on k. For k = 1, use the labelling of C{, in
Table A which will make it near graceful. For k = 2 use (21, 8, 20, 10, 19,
13, 14, 12, 15, 11, 16, 9, 17, 6) and (0, 28, 4, 18, 2, 25, 3, 23, 6, 24, 5, 26, 1,
27) to get d = 6, and take this labelling with Lemma to get d =T7.

Case 1: Consider kC'4 to be an arbitrary snake with 0 in the d = 6 or
d = 7 position in the last cycle with £ > 4 and k even. The labelling of
(k —1)C44 by the induction hypothesis has vertex labels that are a subset of
0, 14k — 15]\{3, 14k — 14} and the edge labels are exactly [1, 14k + 1]\ {14k}
with 14k — 13 in the vertex distance dy_» from the previous cut vertex.

We label £C4 as follows. Subtract each vertex label from 14k — 7 for the
first k —1 cycles of the (k—1)C1y4, so that the last cut vertex receives label 6.
Then, apply the labelling C?, to the final cycle, with the cut vertex receiving
label 6. Then this labelling of kC'4 has all vertices labelled from [0, 14k] and
the edge labels are exactly [1, 14k], with no repeated vertex or edge labels.
Hence, we obtain a graceful labelling of kC4 and 0 in the d = 6 position.
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By using the previously discussed labelling, ending with the C?,-labelling
in the last cycle, then applying Lemma we obtain a labelling with 0 in
the d = 7 position.

Case 2: Consider kC4 to be an arbitrary snake with 0 in the d = 6
position in the last cycle with £ > 3 and k£ odd. The proof is similar to the
proof of Case 1. Add 7 to each vertex label instead of subtracting each vertex
label from 14k — 7 and apply the labelling CY, to the final cycle instead of
C?,, with the cut vertex receiving label 7 instead of 6. Then this labelling of
kC14 has all vertices labelled from [0, 14k + 1]\ {3, 14k}, and the edge labels
are exactly [1, 14k + 1]\ {14k}, with no repeated vertex or edge label. Thus,
we obtain a near graceful labelling of kC'4 and 14k + 1 in the d = 7 position.
O

Recall that a kCj; is linear if all entries in its string are equal to L%J So,
based on the results of Theorems and we now state a corollary for

linear £C4y and kChy, following the style of Theorem [L.6

Corollary 3.4. If k > 1 then the linear kCiy and linear kCy4 are graceful if
k is even and nearly graceful if k is odd.

4 Discussion

In this paper we (near) gracefully labelled several type of snakes. In section 2]
we presented a new sufficient condition which when satisfied shows there is
a graceful labelling of a kCy, for any string. By using a complete s, t-useful
cycle set we proved that if there is a complete s,4n-useful cycle set with
s > 1, then there exists a graceful labelling of any £C},,. We used the results
in [5] with our results for kCy,, and proved that a graceful labelling exists for
particular kCy,, with string (dy, ds, . .., dx_2), where d; € {2,3,4}. Expanding
these results for any n and d is possible but hard to apply for large n. We
extended our main result to the case of cyclic snakes with cycles of varying
sizes. Further, we extended the results in Theorems to on (near)
gracefully labelled £C,, where n = 6,8, 12, 16, 20, 24 for all possible snakes.
As we discussed in Section 3] new approaches must be found to gracefully
label kCl4, 2 snakes, even for fixed n. Our collections of ad hoc methods work
to give classes for fixed n, but do not seem to generalize, even for “nice”
subfamilies, such as linear snakes. Thus we pose the following open question.
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Question: Can we (near) gracefully label every kC,, with £ > 1 and
m =2 (mod 4)7

In fact the technique we used is more general than indicated in our the-
orems. Suppose we have a gracefully labelled bipartite graph G = K34 as in
Figure 2l If we add 3 to each vertex label and use the cycle H = C3 from
Table [1l then we obtain a new gracefully labelled graph as in Figure Bl Thus
we can in several cases gracefully label new graphs.

Theorem 4.1. If G is graceful and H is a kCy, with 1 < n < 6, then the
graph GH* obtained by identifying any vertex in G that can be labelled 0 in
some graceful labelling with any vertex in the first cycle of H is graceful.

3
12
2
8
1
4
0 20 0 19
Figure 2: Gracefully labelled Figure 3: Gracefully labelled
K3,4. GH*.
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