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Abstract

Let G be a graph with vertex set V(G) and edge set F(G), and let d(u,w) denote
the length of an u — w geodesic in G. For any vertex v € V(G) and any edge e =
xy € E(G), let d(e,v) = min{d(z,v),d(y,v)}. For any distinct edges e1,es € E(G),
let R{e1,ea} = {z € V(G) : d(z,e1) # d(z,e2)}. Kelenc, Tratnik and Yero [Discrete
Appl. Math. 251 (2018) 204-220] introduced the notion of an edge resolving set and
the edge dimension of a graph: A vertex subset S C V(G) is an edge resolving set of
G if |S N R{e1,ez2}| > 1 for any distinct edges e, ea € E(G), and the edge dimension,
edim(G), of G is the minimum cardinality among all edge resolving sets of G.

For a function g defined on V(G) and for U C V/(G), let g(U) = > .y 9(s). A real-
valued function g : V(G) — [0,1] is an edge resolving function of G if g(R{e1,e2}) > 1
for any distinct edges e1,eq € E(G). The fractional edge dimension, edims(G), of G
is min{g(V(QG)) : g is an edge resolving function of G}. Note that edim;(G) reduces to
edim(G) if the codomain of edge resolving functions is restricted to {0, 1}.

In this paper, we introduce and study the fractional edge dimension of graphs, and
we obtain some general results on the edge dimension of graphs. We show that there
exist two non-isomorphic graphs on the same vertex set with the same edge metric
coordinates. We construct two graphs G and H such that H C G and both edim(H) —
edim(G@) and edim;(H) — edim;(G) can be arbitrarily large. We show that a graph
G with edim(G) = 2 cannot have K5 or K33 as a subgraph, and we construct a non-
planar graph H satisfying edim(H) = 2. It is easy to see that, for any connected graph
G of order at least three, 1 < edim;(G) < @; we characterize graphs G satisfying
edimf(G) = 1 and examine some graph classes satisfying edim;(G) = &QG)I We also
determine the fractional edge dimension for some classes of graphs.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a finite, simple, undirected, and connected graph with vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G).
For any two vertices z,y € V(G), let d(x,y) denote the minimum number of edges connecting the
vertices z and y in G. For v € V(QG), the open neighborhood of vis N(v) = {u € V(G) : uwv € E(G)}.
The degree of a vertex v € V(G) is |[N(v)|; a leaf is a vertex of degree one, and a magor vertezx is a
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vertex of degree at least three. The complement of G, denoted by G, is the graph whose vertex set is
V(G) and zy € E(G) if and only if zy ¢ E(G) for any distinct x,y € V(G). We denote by P, Cy,
K,, and K, ,_, respectively, the path, the cycle, the complete graph and the complete bi-partite
graph on n vertices.

A vertex z € V(G) resolves a pair of vertices z and y in G if d(z, z) # d(y, z). For two distinct
vertices z,y € V(G), let R,{z,y} = {z € V(G) : d(z, z) # d(y,2)}. A vertex subset S C V(G) is
a (vertex) resolving set of G if |S N Ry{x,y}| > 1 for every pair of distinct vertices z,y € V(G),
and the metric dimension dim(G) of G is the minimum cardinality among all resolving sets of G.
For an ordered set of distinct vertices U = {us,...,ux} C V(G), the distance vector of a vertex
x € V(G) with respect to U is codey(x) = (d(x,u1),...,d(z,ux)). Metric dimension, introduced
by Slater [18] and by Harary and Melter [8], has applications in robot navigation [I5], sonar [I§]
and combinational optimization [I7], to name a few. It is noted in [5] that determining the metric
dimension of a general graph is an NP-hard problem.

For any vertex v € V(G) and any edge e = zy € E(G), let d(e,v) = min{d(z,v),d(y,v)}. For
any distinct edges e1,e2 € E(G), let Re{e1,ea} = {v € V(G) : d(v,e1) # d(v,e2)}. A vertex subset
S C V(G) is an edge resolving set of G if |S N R.{e1,ea}| > 1 for every pair of distinct edges
e1,e2 € E(G), and the edge (metric) dimension edim(G) of G is the minimum cardinality among
all edge resolving sets of G. Kelenc et al. [I4] introduced and initiated the study of edge dimension,
and it is stated in [14] that determining the edge dimension of a general graph is an NP-complete
problem. It is easy to see that, for any connected graph G of order n > 3, 1 < edim(G) < n —1
(see [14]); for characterization of graphs G with edim(G) = n—1 and edim(G) = n — 2, respectively,
see [2T] and [6]. For an ordered set of distinct vertices U = {uy,...,ur} C V(G), the distance vector
of an edge e € E(G) with respect to U is codey(e) = (d(e,uy),...,d(e,ug)).

The fractionalization of various graph parameters has been extensively studied (see [16]). Currie
and Oellermann [3] defined fractional metric dimension as the optimal solution to a linear program-
ming problem by relaxing a condition of the integer programming problem for metric dimension. Aru-
mugam and Mathew [I] officially studied the fractional metric dimension of graphs. For a function g
defined on V(G) and for U C V(G), let g(U) = > 1y 9(s). A real-valued function g : V(G) — [0, 1]
is a (vertex) resolving function of G if g(R,{z,y}) > 1 for every pair of distinct vertices z,y € V(G),
and the fractional metric dimension dimy(G) of G is min{g(V(G)) : ¢ is a resolving function of G}.
Notice that dimy(G) reduces to dim(G) if the codomain of resolving functions is restricted to {0,1}.

Analogous to resolving function and fractional metric dimension, we introduce edge resolving
function and fractional edge (metric) dimension as follows. A real-valued function g : V(G) — [0, 1] is
an edge resolving function of G if g(R.{e1,e2}) > 1 for every pair of distinct edges ey, e2 € E(G), and
the fractional edge dimension edimy(G) of G is min{g(V(G)) : ¢ is an edge resolving function of G}.
Notice that edim;(G) reduces to edim(G) if the codomain of edge resolving functions is restricted
to {0,1}.

In this paper, we introduce and study the fractional edge dimension of graphs. We obtain some
general results on the edge dimension and fractional edge dimension of graphs. We also determine
the fractional edge dimension of some graph classes.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we observe that 1 < edim;(G) < M
for any connected graph G of order at least three. We characterize connected graphs G satisfying
edim¢(G) = 1, and we show that dim;(G) = @ implies edim¢(G) = @, but not vice versa; we

show that there exists a family of graphs H with edim¢(H) = L2H)I > dim;(H) such that %
can be arbitrarily large. We show that, for an edge resolving set S of G, {codeg(e) : e € E(G)} does
not uniquely determine G, i.e., there exist two non-isomorphic graphs on the same vertex set with
the same edge metric coordinates with respect to the same edge resolving set. We show that there
exist graphs G and H with H C G such that both edim(H ) —edim(G) and edim¢(H ) —edim(G) can
be arbitrarily large. We also consider the relation between planarity of a graph G and edim(G) = 2:
we show that edim(G) = 2 implies G contains neither K5 nor K33 as a subgraph, while there

exists a non-planar graph H with edim(H) = 2. In Section Bl we determine edim;(G) when G is a



tree, a cycle, the Petersen graph, a wheel graph, a complete multi-partite graph and a grid graph,
respectively.

2 General results on edge dimension and fractional edge di-
mension

In this section, we obtain some general results on edge dimension and fractional edge dimension.

We begin with some terminology and useful observations. Two vertices u, w € V(G) are called twins

if N(u) — {w} = N(w) — {u}; notice that a vertex is its own twin. Hernando et al. [9] observed

that the twin relation is an equivalence relation and that an equivalence class under it, called a twin

equivalence class, induces either a clique or an independent set. We note that, for distinct twins z
and y of G, if z € N(x) N N(y), then R.{zz,zy} = {z,y}.

Observation 2.1. Let x and y be distinct members of the same twin equivalence class of a graph

G.

(a) [9] For any resolving set R of G, RN {x,y} # 0.

(b) For any edge resolving set S of G, SN {xz,y} # 0.

(¢) [20] For any resolving function g of G, g(x) + g(y) > 1.

(d) For any edge resolving function h of G, h(z) + h(y) > 1.
Observation 2.2. Let G be a connected graph of order at least three. Then

(o) [1] dims(G) < dim(G);

(b) edim;(G) < edim(G).

First, we show that there exist two non-isomorphic graphs on the same vertex set with the same
edge metric coordinates with respect to the same edge resolving set. Sebd and Tannier [I7] observed
that, for a minimum resolving set S of a graph G, the vectors {codes(v) : v € V(G)} may not
uniquely determine G (see Figure [[l(a)). Similarly, we show that there exist two non-isomorphic

graphs Hy and Hy with V(H;) = V(Hs) and {codeg(e) : e € E(H;)} = {codeg(¢') : ¢’ € E(Hs)},
where S is a common minimum edge resolving set for H, and Ho; see Figure [I(b).

(2,3) (3,2) (2,3) (3,2)
(1,2) (2,1) (1,2 (2,1)
(0,3) (3,0) (0,3) (3,0)

G Go
(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a) [I7] Two non-isomorphic graphs G; and G2 with V(G1) = V(G2) and {codeg(v) :
v € V(G1)} = {codes(w) : w € V(G2)} on the common minimum resolving set S, comprised of the
solid vertices, for G; and Gs; (b) Two non-isomorphic graphs H; and Hy with V(H;) = V(Hz) and
{codeg(e) : e € E(Hy)} = {codeg(e’) : ¢’ € E(H3)} on the common minimum edge resolving set S,
comprised of the solid vertices, for H; and Ho.

Second, we examine the relation between edim(G) = 2 and the planarity of G. We recall some
terminology. A graph is planar if it can be drawn in a plane without edge crossing. For two graphs
G and H, H is called a minor of G if H can be obtained from G by vertex deletion, edge deletion,
or edge contraction. We recall the following results.



Theorem 2.3. [19] A graph G is planar if and only if neither K5 nor K33 is a minor of G.

Theorem 2.4. [15]
(a) A graph G with dim(G) = 2 cannot have K5 or K33 as a subgraph.
(b) There exists a non-planar graph G with dim(G) = 2.

Analogous to Theorem [2:4] we show that edim(G) = 2 implies G contains neither K5 nor Ks 3
as a subgraph, while there exists a non-planar graph H with edim(H) = 2.

Theorem 2.5. If G is a graph with edim(G) = 2, then G contains neither K5 nor K33 as a
subgraph.

Proof. Let S = {w1, w3y} C V(G) be an edge resolving set of G with |S| = 2.

First, suppose G contains a clique with 5 vertices vy, v, v3, v4,v5. By relabeling the vertices of
G if necessary, let d(wy,v1) = min{d(wy,v;) : 1 <i < 5}. Then codegy,,}(v1v2) = codeyy,y(v1v3) =
code{wl}(vlm) = code{wl}(vl%). Since w1, v2,v3,v4,v5 are all adjacent, there exist two edges,
say v1v; and viv; for distinct 4,5 € {2,3,4,5}, with codeg(v1v;) = codeg(v1v;), contradicting the
assumption that S is an edge resolving set of G. So, if edim(G) = 2, then G does not contain K5 as
a subgraph.

Second, suppose G contains K3 3 as a subgraph; let V(K3 3) = V5 UV, such that each vertex in
Vi = {u1,u2,u3} is adjacent to each vertex in Vo = {v1,vs,v3}. Note that, for each i,5 € {1,2,3},
codeqy, ) (uivj) € {a,a+1} and codey,, ) (uiv;) € {B, B4 1} for some non-negative integers o and f3;
thus, there are only four possible values for codeg(e) for e € E (K3 3). Since |[E(K3 3)| = 9, there exist
two distinct edges, say e; and ez, with codeg(e;) = codeg(ez), contradicting the assumption that S
is an edge resolving set of G. So, if edim(G) = 2, then G does not contain K3 3 as a subgraph. O

Theorem 2.6. There exists a non-planar graph G with edim(G) = 2.

Proof. Let G be the graph given in Figure Since G contains K33 as a minor, G is not pla-
nar by Theorem Next, we show that S = {z1,y4} forms an edge resolving set of G. Note
the following: codeg(uiz1) = (0,2), codeg(z122) = (0,3), codes(zovy) = (1,4), codeg(uivy) =
(1,1), codes(uivsz) = (1,2), codes(ugvy) = (2,4), codes(uzy1) = (3,3), codes(y1y2) = (4,2),
codeg(yays) = (4,1), codes(ysys) = (3,0), codeg(yav2) = (2,0), codes(ugv3) = (2,3), codeg(uzz1) =
(3,2), codes(z122) = (4,3), codes(z223) = (3,4), codes(zzv1) = (2,5), codeg(uzvy) = (2,1) and
codeg(usvs) = (2,2). So, S is an edge resolving set of G with |S| = 2, and thus edim(G) < 2. Since
a set consisting of one vertex fails to form an edge resolving set of G, edim(G) = 2. O

Figure 2: A non-planar graph G with edim(G) = 2, where {z1,y4} is an edge resolving set of G.



Third, we show that there exist graphs G and H with H C G such that both edim(H) —edim(G)
and edim(H) —edim¢(G) can be arbitrarily large; along the way, we show that dim;(H) —dim¢(G)
can be arbitrarily large. We begin by recalling the characterization result of graphs G satisfying

dims(G) = LQG)‘ that are used in proving our results.

Theorem 2.7. [I, I1] Let G be a connected graph of order n > 2. Then 1 < dimy(G) < 5, and
dimy(G) = 5 if and only if there exists a bijection ¢ : V(G) — V(G) such that ¢(v) # v and
|R{v,p(v)}| =2 for all v € V(G).

For an explicit characterization of graphs G satisfying dim;(G) = @, we recall the following
construction from [2]. Let K = {K,: s > 2} and K = {K; : t > 2}. Let H[K UK] be the family
of graphs obtained from a connected graph H by replacing each vertex u; € V(H) by a graph
H; € KUK, and each vertex in H; is adjacent to each vertex in H; if and only if u,u; € E(H).

Theorem 2.8. [2] Let G be a connected graph of order at least two. Then dimy(G) = m if and
only if G € H[K UK] for some connected graph H.

Now, we recall that metric dimension is not a monotone parameter on subgraph inclusion
(see [4]). We recall the following stronger result from [7].
Theorem 2.9. [7] There exist connected graphs G and H such that H C G and ilfri((g; can be
arbitrarily large.

Following [7], for m > 3, let Hy, = Kmm+n; let V(H,,) be partitioned into Vi, Va,..., Vi,
such that V; = {w;1,w;2,...,w;;} with |V;] = i, where ¢ € {1,2,...,m}. Let G,, be the graph
obtained from H,, and m isolated vertices ui,us, ..., u, such that, for each i € {1,2,...,m}, u;
is joined by an edge to each vertex of V; U (UL, ;{w;}). See Figure [l when m = 4. Note that
H,, C Gy, dims(Hp,) = W by Theorem 28 and dim;(G,,) < m by Observation [Z2)(a) since
{u1,ug,...,un} forms a resolving set of Gy, (see [7]). So, % > mtl s 50 as m — oo. Thus,
we have the following corollary.

G42

Figure 3: [7] Graphs G,,, and H,, with H,, C G,, such that % can be arbitrarily large.

Corollary 2.10. There exist connected graphs G and H such that H C G and iﬂ’;((gg

arbitrarily large.

can be

Next, we show that edge dimension is not a monotone parameter on subgraph inclusion.
Lemma 2.11. There exist connected graphs G and H such that H C G and edim(G) < edim(H ).

Proof. Let H = K42 and G be the graphs in Figure [4 notice that H C G. Then edim(H) =
edim(Ky2) = 4 (see [14]) and edim(G) < 3 since {a, b, c} forms an edge resolving set for G; thus,
edim(G) < edim(H). O



Figure 4: Graphs G and H such that H C G and edim(G) < edim(H ), where the 3-vector next to
each edge e € E(G) is codeg, p cy(€).

Based on the construction of graphs in Figure 4] we show the existence of graphs G and H such
that H C G and both edim(H) — edim(G) and edim;(H) — edim¢(G) can be arbitrarily large.

Proposition 2.12. There exist graphs G and H such that H C G and both edim(H) — edim(G)
and edim¢(H) — edim¢(G) can be arbitrarily large.

Proof. Let k > 2. Let Hy be a graph with vertex set V(Hy) = U, {;,y;} and edge set F(Hy) =
U?i;l{xixi_i_l s Yilit1, Tilit1, YiTit1 . We note that x; and y; are twins in Hy, wherei € {1,2,...,3k}.
Let Gi, be the graph obtained from the disjoint union of Hy, K7, and k copies of Py that is given by
ai,bi,ci,d; for i € {1,2,...,k} as follows: (i) the vertex z € V(K1) is adjacent to z1 and y; in G;
(ii) y3j4+1 is adjacent to b;y1, ysj+2 is adjacent to aji1, and ys;43 is adjacent to dj;1 in G, where
j€{0,1,...,k—1}. See Figure Bl for graphs G3 and Hs.

First, we show that edim(Hy) = 3k = edimy(Hy). Note that edim(Hjy) > 3k by Observa-
tion 2I(b) and edim ;(Hy) > 3k by Observation ZLI(d). Since U3*, {z;} forms an edge resolving set
of Hy, edimy(Hy) < edim(Hy) < 3k by observation 2:2(b).

Second, we show that edim¢(Gy,) < edim(Gy) < 1+ 2k. Since {z}U(UF_,{a;,¢;}) forms an edge
resolving set of Gy, edimy(Gy) < edim(Gy) < 2k + 1 by Observation 2.2(b).

Thus, edim(H) — edim(Gy) > 3k — (1 +2k) = k — 1 — oo and edimy(Hy) — edim;(Gy) >
k—1—o00ask— oo. (]

Figure 5: Graphs Gy, and Hj, such that Hy C Gy, and both edim(Hj) — edim(Gy) and edim (Hy) —
edim(Gj) can be arbitrarily large, where k > 2.



Question 2.13. Are there connected graphs G and H with H C G such that both Ziﬁ%g; and

edimy (H)
edimy(G)

can be arbitrarily large?

We conclude this section with some general results on fractional edge dimension. For any con-

nected graph G of order at least three, it is easy to see that 1 < edim(G) < LQG)‘ We characterize

graphs G satisfying edim;(G) = 1. We show that dim;(G) = @ implies edim(G) = @,
while there exist graphs G with edim(G) = &QG)I > dim¢(G); in fact, there exists a family of

graphs G with edim(G) = m such that ms(&)

Tm, (G) Can be arbitrarily large.

Proposition 2.14. If G is a connected graph of order n > 3, then 1 < edimy(G) < 3.

Proof. Let G be a connected graph of order n > 3. The lower bound follows from the definition of
fractional edge dimension. Next, we prove the upper bound. Let g : V(G) — [0,1] be a function
defined by g(v) = % for each v € V(G); then g(V(G)) = Z. It suffices to show that g is an edge
resolving function of G. Let e; = ab and ez = ¢d be any distinct edges in G. If {a,b}N{c,d} = 0, then
Re{e1,ea} D {a,b,c,d}. If {a,b} N{c,d} # 0, say a = ¢, by relabeling the vertices of G if necessary,
then b # d and R.{e1,e2} 2 {b,d}. In each case, |Re{e1,e2}| > 2 and g(Rc{e1,e2}) > 2(3) = 1. So,
g is an edge resolving function of G, and thus edim;(G) < g(V(G)) = 3. O

Next, we characterize graphs achieving the lower bound of Proposition 214 We recall the
following result.

Proposition 2.15. [I3] For any connected graph G of order n > 2, dim;(G) = 1 if and only if
G=P,.

In proving Proposition 216, we use the same technique used for Proposition T8 in [I3] by
adjusting to edge resolving function.

Proposition 2.16. For any connected graph G of order n > 3, edim;(G) = 1 if and only if G = P,.

Proof. (<) Let P, be given by us,us, ..., u,, where n > 3, and let g : V(P,) — [0,1] be a function
defined by g(u1) = 3 = g(un) and g(v) = 0 for each v € V(P,) — {u1,u,}. For any distinct
edges ey,e2 € E(P,), Re{e1,e2} 2 {u1,un}; thus, g(Re{e1,e2}) > g(ur) + g(un) = 1. So, g is an
edge resolving function of P, with g(V(P,)) = 1, and thus edims(P,) < 1. By Proposition 2.14]
edim(P,) = 1.

(=) LetC = ﬂ R.{e1, ez}, where the intersection is taken over all pairs of distinct edges

e1,e2€E(G)

of G; notice that C # 0 if and only if G = P, for some n. Let edims(G) = 1. Assume, to the
contrary, that G # P, for any n. Let ej,es,e3,eq € E(G) such that e; # eg and ez # eq. Let
A= Rc{ei,ea}, B= Rc{es,esa}, A=A—-(ANB), B =B —-(ANDB) and let g : V(G) — [0,1] be
an edge resolving function of G with g(V(G)) = 1. Since ¢ is an edge resolving function of G, we

have the following;:
g(A")+g(ANB) >1and g(B') +g(AN B) > 1. (%)

By the assumption that edim(G) = 1, we have
9(A) +9(ANB) +g(B') = 1. (1)

Now, from @) and (), g(4’) = 0 = g(B’). Since eq, es, €3, €4 are arbitrary, g is zero except on C.
Since G # P, C = 0 and g(V(G)) = 0; this contradicts the assumption that g(V(G)) = 1. O

Next, we show that, for any connected graph G of order at least three, dim;(G) = L;:)\ implies

edim¢(G) = @, but not vice versa.



Theorem 2.17. Let G be a connected graph of order n > 3.

(a) If dim¢(G) = 5, then edims(G) = z

(b) There exists a graph G satisfying edim;(G) = 2 > dim;(G). Moreover, there exists a family

of graphs G with edimy(G) = 5§ > dimy(G) such that Cdlmf((g)) can be arbitrarily large.

Proof. Let GG be a connected graph of order n > 3.

(a) Suppose dims(G) = Z. By Theorem I8, G € H[K U K] for some connected graph H. Let
g : V(G) — [0,1] be any edge resolving function of G; we show that g(V(G)) > 5. First, let
G = K, with V(G) = {u1,u2,...,un}. By Observation 2I(d), g(u;) + g(u;) > 1 for any distinct
i,j € {1,2,...,n}. By summing over the (}) inequalities, we have (n—1) 37" | g(u;) > (5), and thus

g(V(G)) = X1 g(ui) > 4. Second, let G # Ky, and let C = {Q1,Q2,...,Q:} be the collection

of twin equivalence classes of G, where ¢ > 2; then, by Theorem 28, n = Y'_, |Q;| and |Q;] > 2
for each ¢ € {1,2,...,t}. Again, by Observation ZId), g(Q;) > @ for each i € {1,2,...,t}. By
summing over the ¢ inequalities, we have g(V(G)) = S'_, 9(Q:) > S, % = 5. So, in each case,
g(V(G)) > %, and thus edim(G) > §. Since edim;(G) < § by Proposition 214, edimy(G) = 3.

(b) If G = Kg, as.....a, is a complete k-partite graph of order n = Zle a; > 5such that £ > 3 and
a; = 1 for exactly one i € {1,2,...,k}, then edimy(G) = 2 > 21 = dim;(G) (see Theorem BI|(e)
and Proposition B.7).

edlmf( )

m(G)
large. We recall the family of graphs G constructed in [21] to show that e;l‘;:((c)) can be arbitrarily

large. For each integer k > 3 and the set X = {0,1,...,k—1}, let G} be a graph of order k+2* such
that V(G)) = AUB, where |A| = k and |B| = 2*. Let A = {ag,a1,...,ax_1}and B = {bs: S C X}.
The edge set is specified as follows: (i) each of the sets A and B induces a clique in Gy; (ii) indexing
the elements of B by subsets of X, let bg € B be adjacent to a; € Aifi € S for S C X; (iii) there
are no other edges. See Figure [f] for the graph Gs. Let k > 3 be an integer.

First, we show that dim;(Gy) = k. Let g : V(Gi) — [0, 1] be any resolving function of Gj. Note
that, for each i € {0,1,...,k—1}, Ry{b(i}, briiv1y ) = {0(y, briyit1y» aip1} and g(bpy) +9(bgiivry) +
g(aiy1) > 1, where the subscript is taken modulo k. By summing over the k inequalities, we have
g(A) + Zf;ol (9(bgiy) + g(bgs,it1y)) = k, where the subscript is taken modulo k. So, g(V(G%)) > k
and hence dimy(Gy) > k. On the other hand, dim;(Gy) < dim(Gy) = k by Observation 2.2(a) and

the fact that dim(Gy) = k as shown in [21].
k+2*
2

Next, we show the existence of graphs G such that edim;(G) = % and

can be arbitrarily

Second, we show that edim ;(Gy) = . Since edim;(Gy) < % = LQGM by Poposition2.14]
it suffices to show that edim;(Gy) > # Let h : V(Gk) — [0,1] be any edge resolving function
of Gy. Note that, for each i € {0,1,...,k — 1}, Re{b{; i4+110i,b(i41)@iv1} = {ai, aip1} and h(a;) +
h(a;+1) > 1, where the subscript is taken modulo k. By summing over the k inequalities, we have
2h(A) > k,ie., h(A) > % (a). Since Re{aob{oy, aobx } = {b{oy,bx }, we have h(b(oy)+h(bx) > 1 («).
We also note that, for any distinct Y, Z C X with Y # {0} and Z # {0}, R.{bxby,bxbz} = {by,bz}
and h(by)+h(bz) > 1. By summing over the (2“2) inequalities, we have (2% — I scx hlbs)) —

— . k
(h(bgoy) + h(ex))]) > (*57), ie (Scx hibs)) = (hlbgoy) + hdx)) > 252 ().
over the three inequalities (A), (4) and (»), we have h(V(Gx)) = h(A) + h( ) > £+ %; thus,

By summing

Therefore, edim(G) = IV(QGk)‘ and C;i;nff((g:)) = k;rlfk — o0 as k — oo. O
Question 2.18. Is there a connected graph G such that (th((GG)) can be arbitrarily large?

. ‘ . . V(G
Question 2.19. Can we characterize connected graphs G for which edim;(G) = % hold?



Figure 6: The graph Gs.

3 The fractional edge dimension of some graph classes

In this section, we determine edim ;(G) when G is a tree, a cycle, the Petersen graph, a wheel graph,
a complete multi-partite graph and a grid graph (also known as the Cartesian product of two paths),
respectively.

We recall some terminology. Fix a tree T. A leaf ¢ is called a terminal vertex of a major
vertex v if d(¢,v) < d(¢,w) for every other major vertex w in T". The terminal degree, ter(v), of
a major vertex v is the number of terminal vertices of v in T, and an exterior major vertex is a
major vertex that has positive terminal degree. Let M (T) be the set of exterior major vertices
of T. Let M1(T) = {w € M(T) : ter(w) = 1} and My(T) = {w € M(T) : ter(w) > 2}; then
M(T) = Mi(T)U M3(T). Let o(T') denote the number of leaves of T', ex(T") the number of exterior
major vertices of T', and let ex1(T) = |M71(T)|. For each v € M(T), let T, be the subtree of T'
induced by v and all vertices belonging to the paths joining v with its terminal vertices, and let L(v)
be the set of terminal vertices of v in T'.

First, we recall the fractional metric dimension of some graph classes.

Theorem 3.1.  (a) [20] For any non-trivial tree T, dimy(T) = 3(co(T) — ex1(T)).

. [ 5 ifnis odd,
(b) [M] Forn >3, dims(C,) = { o ifnis even,

(c) [1] For the Petersen graph P, dims(P) = g

P ifn e {4,5),
(d) [1] For the wheel graph W,, = K1+Cp_1 of ordern > 4, dimp(W,) = ¢ 3 if n =6,

el ifn>T.

(e) [20] For k > 2, let G = Kg, qy,....ar be a complete k-partite graph of order n = Zle a;, and

let s be the number of partite sets of G consisting of exactly one element. Then

n—1 .
. _ 5 Zf S = 1,
dimy(G) = { 5 otherwise.

(f) M For s,t > 2, dims(P;0P;) = 2, where P;OP, denotes the Cartesian product of Ps and P;.

Next, we determine edim¢(7") for a tree T'; we show that edim(T) = dimy(T"). We begin with
the following useful lemma, which can be obtained from Lemma 18 of [12] by adjusting the statement
and its proof for two distinct edges and edge resolving sets.



Lemma 3.2. Let T be a tree with ex(T) > 2. For w € My(T), let e; € E(Ty) and ex € E(T) —
E(Ty). Then either Re{e1,e2} D V(Ty) or Re{e1,ea} D V(T ) for some w' € May(T) — {w}.

Proposition 3.3. For any tree T of order at least three, edimy(T) = 1(o(T) — ex1(T)).

Proof. Let T be a tree of order at least three. If ex(T") = 0, then T is a path and edim;(T) =1 =
L(o(T) — ex1(T)) by Proposition 216l So, suppose ex(T) > 1; then My (T) # 0.

2

First, we show that edimy(T) > £ (o(T) — ex1(T)). Let g : V(T) — [0, 1] be any edge resolving

function of T. Fix v € My(T) with ter(v) = a > 2. Let N(v) = {s1,82,...,8,} and L(v) =

{l1,0a,...,0,} such that s; lies on the v — ¢; path, where i € {1,2,...,a}. Foreachi € {1,2,...,a},

let P’ denote the s; — ¢; path. Note that, for any distinct 4,5 € {1,2,...,a}, Re{vs;,vs;} =

V(P") U V(P9); thus, g(V(P%) + g(V(P7)) > 1. By summing over the (§) inequalities, we have
g.

(a=1) i1 9(V(P) = (5), which implies (V/(T,)) > 35y g(V(P?)) > §. So,
qv@)z Y ovm) = 3 LS o) - 3 ter(w) | = Lo(T) — e (1)),
vEMo(T) vEMo(T) veEM(T) weMy(T)

and thus edimy(T) > £ (o(T) — ex1(T))

Next, we show that edimy(T) < 1 (o(T) — ex1(T)). For z € V(T), let h: V(T) — [0,1] be a
function defined by

if z is a terminal vertex of an exterior major vertex w € My(T),

1
— 2
h(z) = { 0 otherwise.

Notice that h(V(T)) = 3(o(T)—ex1(T)). It suffices to show that & is an edge resolving function of T'.
Let e1,e2 € E(T) with e; # e2. We consider three cases: (1) e1,es € E(T,,) for some w € My(T);
(2) e1 € E(Ty) and ez & E(T,,) for some w € Ma(T); (3) er,e2 € E(T) — Uyenrr,(r)E(Tw). In
case (1), there exist distinct terminal vertices, say £ and ¢, of w such that both e; and ey lie on
the £ — ¢’ path in T; thus, Re.{e1,e2} 2 {£,¢'} and h(R.{e1,e2}) > h(€) + h(¢') = 1. In case (2),
by Lemma B2 either R.{e1,e2} D V(Ty) or Re{e1,e2} D V(T ) for some w' € My(T) — {w};
thus, h(Rc{e1, e2}) > min{h(V(Ty)), h(V(Tw))} > 1 since w,w’ € M3(T'). So, we consider case (3).
Note that e; € E(T,) for some y € M1(T') or ey ¢ E(T%) for any z € M(T); similarly, e; € E(T,)
for some y' € M1(T) or ex & E(T,) for any 2z’ € M(T). If {e1,e2} C E(Ty,) for some v € M;(T),
then d(v,e1) # d(v,e2), and there exist distinct v',v” € Ma(T) such that v lies on the v — v”
path in T and R.{ei,ea} D V(Ty) UV (Tyr); thus h(Rc{e1,ea}) > h(V(Ty)) + h(V(Tyr)) > 2. If
{e1,e2} € E(T,) for any v € M(T), then there exist distinct wy,ws € M3(T') such that both e; (or
y) and eq (or y') lie on the wy — wo path in T; then d(wq,e1) = d(w1,e2) and d(wa,e1) = d(wa2, e2)
imply e; = e, contradicting the assumption. So, R.{e1,ea} 2 V(Ty,) or Re{e1,ea}t 2 V(Ty,), and
thus h(Re{e1,e2}) > min{h(V(Ty,)), h(V(Tw,))} > 1. O

Next, we determine edim;(C,,) for n > 3; we show that edim;(C),) = dim;(C),).

{ L5 ifn is odd,

= if n is even.

Proposition 3.4. Forn > 3, edim(C,) =

Proof. For n > 3, let C,, be given by ug,u1,...,un—1,us. Let g : V(C,) — [0,1] be any edge
resolving function of C,. For each ¢ € {0,1,...,n — 1}, we have the following: (i) if n is odd,
then Re{ujuit1,uit1uira}t = V(Cy) — {uip1} and g(V(Cy)) — g(uit1) > 1, where the subscript
is taken modulo n; (ii) if n is even, then Re{u;u;t1,uit1uir2} = V(Cyp) — {ui+1,ui+1+%} and
g(V(Cn)) — g(uiy1) — g(uir14n) > 1, where the subscript is taken modulo n. In each case, by
summing over the n inequalities, we have (n—1)g(V(Cy,)) > n for an odd n, and (n—2)g(V(Cy)) > n
for an even n. Thus, edimf(C,) > -5 if n is odd, and edimy(C,) > 25 if n is even.
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Now, let hg and h; be functions defined on V(C,) as follows: (i) if n is odd, let hi(v) = =5
for each v € V(Cy); (ii) if n is even, let ho(v) = -1 for each v € V(Cy). If n is odd, h
is an edge resolving function of C,, since |R.{e1,e2}| > n — 1 for any distinct e1,es € E(Ch);

thus, edimy(Cp) < hi(V(Cy)) = 2. If nis even, hg is an edge resolving function of C,, since

|Re{e1,e2}| > n — 2 for any distinct ey, e2 € E(Cy); thus, edimy(Cp) < ho(V(Cr)) = 5. O
Next, for the Petersen graph P, we show that edims(P) = 3 > dimy(P).
Proposition 3.5. For the Petersen graph P, edims(P) = 3.

Figure 7: Labeling of the Petersen graph.

Proof. Let the vertices of the Petersen graph P be labeled as in Figure [

First, we show that edimy(P) > 2. Let g : V(P) — [0,1] be any edge resolving function of
P. For each i € {O, 1,2,3,4}, we have Re{uiui+1,wi+2wi+4} = {ui,ui+1,wi+2,wi+4}, and thus
g(u;) + g(uir1) + g(wira) + g(wita) > 1, where the subscript is taken modulo 5. By summing over
the five inequalities, we have 2g(V(P)) > 5, i.e., g(V(P)) = 3. So, edimy(P) > 3.

Second, we show that edims(P) < 2. Let h: V(G) — [0,1] be a function defined by h(v) = 1
for each v € V(P); then h(V(P)) = 4 = 3. It suffices to show that h is an edge resolving function
of P. Let e; and ey be distinct edges in P. If e; and e; are not adjacent in P, then, clearly,
|Re{e1,e2}| > 4. So, suppose e; and ey are adjacent in P. Since P is edge-transitive (see [10]), we
may assume that e; = uouq; then es € {ujusg, uywy, uoug, ugwo t. If e3 = ujug, then R.{e1,ea} =

|| volen

{ug, u2, us, uq, wo, wa} with |Re{e1,ea}| = 6; similarly, for each es € {ujwn, ugug, uowp}, we have
|Re{e1,e2}| = 6. So, for any distinct edges e1,e2 € E(P), |Re{e1,e2}| > 4 and h(R.{e1,e2}) >
4(%) = 1; thus, h is an edge resoling function of P. So, edimy(P) < h(V(P)) = 2. O

Next, we determine edim (W), ) for the wheel graph W, of order n > 4; we show that edim (W,,) >
dimy(W,,) for n > 5.

Proposition 3.6. Let W,, = K1 + Cy,_1 be the wheel graph of order n > 4. Then

edim (W,,) = { % ZZZ ; {64,175}7
Proof. Let n > 4. Let C,,—1 be given by ug, u1, ..., un—2, ug, and let W, be the wheel graph obtained
from disjoint union of C},_; and K7 by joining an edge between the vertex v of K; and each vertex
of Cp—1. Let g: V(W,) — [0,1] be any edge resolving function of W,,.

First, suppose n = 4. Then edim;(W,) = 2 by Theorem [BI(d) and Theorem 2I7(a).

Second, suppose n = 5. For each i € {0,1,2,3}, we have the following: (i) Re{vu;,vu;y41} =
{us, ui+1} and g(u;) + g(u;41) > 1, where the subscript is taken modulo 4; (ii) Re{u;v, uuip1} =
{v,ui11} and g(v) + g(u;41) > 1, where the subscript is taken modulo 4. By summing over the four
inequalities of (i) and (ii), respectively, we have 2 E?:o g(u;) > 4 (M) and 4g(v) + Zfzog(ui) >4
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(X). Now, if we multiply 2 to the 1nequahty (#) and add it to the inequality ("), then we have
4g(V(W5)) > 10, i.e., g(V(W5)) > 3; thus, edimy(Ws) > 2 By Proposition 214 edimy(W5) =

Next, suppose n 2 6. Note that for each i € {0,1,...,n— 2}, Re{vu;, vuit1} = {uy, qu} and
thus g(u;) + g(ui+1) > 1, where the subscript is taken modulo (n — ) By summing over the (n —1)
inequalities, we have 2g(V(W,)) > n — 1; thus, g(V(W,)) > “5%, which implies edlmf(W ) >
2=1l. Now, let h : V(G) — [0,1] be a function defined by h(v) = 0 and h(u;) = 3 for each
i €{0,1,...,n —2}; then h(V(W,)) = %3*. We show that h is an edge resolving function of W,.
Let e1,e2 € E(W,,) with e; # ea. If e; and es are not adjacent in W,,, then |R.{e1,es}| > 4. If
e1 and e are adjacent in Wy, then R.{vu;,vu;} D {ui,u;}, Re{uwittivr,witti—1} 2 {tig1,ui—1},
and Re{u;v,u;u;r1} 2 {v,uijt1,u;+3}, where the subscript is taken modulo (n — 1). In each case,
|Re{e1,e2} NV (Cro1)| > 2, and thus h(Rc{e1,e2}) > 2(3) = 1. So, h is an edge resolving function
of Why; thus, edimp(W,) < h(V/(W,)) = 251 imy(W,) = 25+ for n > 6. O

Next, we determine edim;(G) when G = Kg, 4,,...,4, 1S @ complete k-partite graph of order
n = Zle a; > 3; we show that edim;(G) > dim;(G), where edim;(G) > dim;(G) if and only if
k >3 and a; =1 for exactly one i € {1,2,... k}.

Proposition 3.7. For k > 2, let G be a complete k-partite graph of order n > 3. Then

71 .
nl if G =Ky,

edimf(G) - { % otherwise. 1)

Proof. For k > 2, let G = Kq, q,,...,a), be a complete k-partite graph of order n = Zle a; > 3, and
let s be the number of partite sets of V(G) consisting of exactly one element. Let V(G) be partitioned
into Vi, Va,..., Vi with |V;] = a; for each ¢ € {1,2,...,k}; further, let a; < as < ... < ai. We
consider two cases.

Case 1: s # 1. In this case, dim;(G) = § by Theorem[3.1le). By Theorem2.I7(a), edimy(G) =

n

Case 2: s = 1. First, suppose k = 2; then G = K ,,_1. By Proposition B3] edim¢ (K1 n—1) =

n—1

Second, suppose k > 3; we show that edim;(G) = 5. Let g : V(G) — [0, 1] be any edge resolving
function of G. Let Vi = {v}, Vo = {21, @2,..., 2o} and Vi = {z1,22,..., 23}, where a = ay > 2
and S = az > 2. We note the following: (1) for each i € {1,2,...,a}, Re{z1v,z12;} = {v,z;} and
g(v)+g(z;) > 1; (2) for any distinct 4, j € {1,2,...,a}, Re{z12i, 212} = {x;,z;} and g(x;)+g(x;) >
1. So, we have a - g(v) + > i, g(x;) > « by summing over the a inequalities from (1), and
(a—1) 35 g(z;) > (5) by summing over the (5) inequalities from (2); thus, a(g(v)+> i g(z;)) >
a+(5), ie, g(Vi)+g(Va) = g(v) + D5y g(as) > F2 = 21592 We also note that, for any distinct
i,j€{1,2,...,8}, g(zz) + g(z;) > 1 by Observation 2.I}d). By summing over the (5) inequalities,
we have (8 — 1) EZ 19(zi) > (g), e, g(V3) = EZ 19(z) > 5 5= % Similarly, if & > 4, then we
have g(V;) > % for each i € {4,...,k}. Thus, g(V(G)) = El 1g( G > El 1% = %, and hence
edimy(G) > §. Since edimy(G) < § by Proposition 2.14] we have edim;(G) = & for k> 3. O

Next, for the Cartesian product of two paths P;O0P;, where s,t > 2, we show that edim (P;(0P;) =
2 = dim(P,0P,).

Proposition 3.8. [I4] For s,t > 2, edim(P,00P;) = 2
Proposition 3.9. For s,t > 2, edimy(P;0OF;) = 2.

Proof. Let s,t > 2. Let the vertices of P;LJP, be labeled as in Figure B and let W = {u;; :
i€ {l,storj e {1,t}} C V(P;OP,). We note the following: (i) Re{u1 1uz1,u11u1 2} = {u;1 :
2<i<stU{ur; 2 <j <th (i) Re{urpuos, v i1} = {wip : 2 < i < spU{u; 1<

j < t- 1}; (111) Re{us,lus_lll,u&lu&g} = {um 1 < < 55— 1} U {’U,SJ‘ 12 <5< t}; (IV)

12



Re{us tus—1 1 usptisi—1t ={ui: 1 <i<s—1}U{us;:1<j<t-1}. If g: V(POPR) — [0,1]
is any egde resolving function of P;0JP;, then Y ;_, g(ui1) + 2222 gury) > 1, 30 5 g(uie) +
Suig(urg) > L il gluan) + Yy g(usy) > 1 and Yo guie) + 31 g(us;) > 1. By
summing over the four inequalities, we have 2g(W) > 4. So, g(V(P;0OF;)) > g(W) = 2, and thus
edim(P;0P,) > 2. Since edim(P;0P,) < 2 by Observation 2.2(b) and Proposition B.8, we have
edimy(P;0F;) = 2. O

U4 O—O—O—O——O——OUsa
ur3 OOzt (88 (S (88 Hugy
urp O——O22 (2 (2 (P82 g,
u1,1 O O O O U6,1

=0
L
)

Figure 8: Labeling of PsL1P;.

We conclude this section with a few open problems and a remark showing that edim(G) —
edim(G) can be arbitrarily large.

Question 3.10. Are there graphs G satisfying dim(G) = edim(G) and dims(G) # edimy(G)? Are
there graphs H satisfying dim(H) # edim(H) and dim;(H) = edim;(H)?

Question 3.11. Does dim(G) > edim(G) imply dims(G) > edim¢(G)? Similarly, does dim(G) <
edim(G) imply dims(G) < edimy(G)?

Remark 3.12. There exists a graph G such that edim(G) — edim;(G) can be arbitrarily large. For
n > 3, edim(K,) = n — 1 (see [T{|]) and edimy(K,) = § by Proposition [3.7; thus, edim(K,) —
edimy(K,) =n—1— 5 = 852 — 00 as n — 0o. For another evample, let T' be a tree with exterior
major vertices vy, va, ...,k such that ter(v;) = a >3 for each i € {1,2,...,k}, where k > 1. Then
edim(T") = dim(T") = (a — 1)k (see [14]) and edimy(T) = dimy(T") = (§)k by Proposition [3.3; thus,

edim(T) — edim(T) = (252 )k — oo when o — 00 or k — o0.

References

[1] S. Arumugam and V. Mathew, The fractional metric dimension of graphs. Discrete Math. 312
(2012) 1584-1590.

[2] S. Arumugam, V. Mathew and J. Shen, On fractional metric dimension of graphs. Discrete Math.
Algorithms Appl. 5 (2013) 1350037.

[3] J. Currie and O.R. Oellermann, The metric dimension and metric independence of a graph. J.
Combin. Math. Combin. Comput. 39 (2001) 157-167.

[4] L. Eroh, C.X. Kang and E. Yi, Metric dimension and zero forcing number of two families of line
graphs. Math Bohem. 139(3) (2014) 467-483.

[6] M.R. Garey and D.S. Johnson, Computers and intractability: A guide to the theory of NP-
completeness. Freeman, New York (1979).

[6] J. Geneson, Metric dimension and pattern avoidance in graphs. Discrete Appl. Math. 284 (2020)
1-7.

13



[7] J. Geneson and E. Yi, Broadcast dimension of graphs. arXiv: 2005.07311v1.
[8] F. Harary and R.A. Melter, On the metric dimension of a graph. Ars Combin. 2 (1976) 191-195.

[9] C.Hernando, M. Mora, I.M. Pelayo, C. Seara and D.R. Wood, Extremal graph theory for metric
dimension and diameter. Electron. J. Combin. (2010) #R30.

[10] D.A. Holton and J. Sheehan, The Petersen graph. Cambridge University Press, 1993.

[11] C.X. Kang, On the fractional strong metric dimension of graphs. Discrete Appl. Math. 213
(2016) 153-161.

[12] C.X. Kang, I.G. Yero and E. Yi, The fractional k-metric dimension of graphs. Appl. Anal.
Discrete Math. 13 (2019) 203-223.

[13] C.X. Kang and E. Yi, The fractional strong metric dimension of graphs. Lecture Notes in
Comput. Sci. 8287 (2013) 84-95.

[14] A. Kelenc, N. Tratnik and I.G. Yero, Uniquely identifying the edges of a graph: the edge metric
dimension. Discrete Appl. Math. 251 (2018) 204-220.

[15] S. Khuller, B. Raghavachari and A. Rosenfeld, Landmarks in graphs. Discrete Appl. Math. 70
(1996) 217-229.

[16] E.R. Scheinerman and D.H. Ullman, Fractional graph theory: A rational approach to the theory
of graphs. John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1997.

[17] A. Sebo and E. Tannier, On metric generators of graphs. Math. Oper. Res. 29 (2004) 383-393.
[18] P.J. Slater, Leaves of trees. Congr. Numer. 14 (1975) 549-5509.

[19] K. Wagner, Uber eine Eigenschaft der ebenen Komplexe. Math. Ann. 114 (1937) 570-590.
[20]

20] E. Yi, The fractional metric dimension of permutation graphs. Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 31
(2015) 367-382.

[21] N. Zubrilina, On the edge dimension of a graph. Discrete Math. 341 (2018) 2083-2088.

14



	1 Introduction
	2 General results on edge dimension and fractional edge dimension
	3 The fractional edge dimension of some graph classes

