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Abstract

Let G be a graph with vertex set V (G) and edge set E(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(x, v), d(y, v)}. For any distinct edges e1, e2 ∈ E(G),
let R{e1, e2} = {z ∈ V (G) : d(z, e1) 6= 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 ⊆ V (G) is an edge resolving set of
G if |S ∩ R{e1, e2}| ≥ 1 for any distinct edges e1, e2 ∈ 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 ⊆ V (G), let g(U) =
∑

s∈U g(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, e2 ∈ E(G). The fractional edge dimension, edimf (G), of G
is min{g(V (G)) : g is an edge resolving function of G}. Note that edimf (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 ⊂ G and both edim(H)−
edim(G) and edimf (H) − edimf (G) can be arbitrarily large. We show that a graph
G with edim(G) = 2 cannot have K5 or K3,3 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 ≤ edimf (G) ≤ |V (G)|
2 ; we characterize graphs G satisfying

edimf (G) = 1 and examine some graph classes satisfying edimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 . We also

determine the fractional edge dimension for some classes of graphs.

Keywords: metric dimension, edge dimension, fractional metric dimension, fractional edge dimen-
sion
2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 05C12

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 x, y ∈ V (G), let d(x, y) denote the minimum number of edges connecting the
vertices x and y in G. For v ∈ V (G), the open neighborhood of v is N(v) = {u ∈ V (G) : uv ∈ E(G)}.
The degree of a vertex v ∈ V (G) is |N(v)|; a leaf is a vertex of degree one, and a major vertex 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 xy ∈ E(G) if and only if xy 6∈ E(G) for any distinct x, y ∈ V (G). We denote by Pn, Cn,
Kn and Kt,n−t, 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 x and y in G if d(x, z) 6= d(y, z). For two distinct
vertices x, y ∈ V (G), let Rv{x, y} = {z ∈ V (G) : d(x, z) 6= d(y, z)}. A vertex subset S ⊆ V (G) is
a (vertex) resolving set of G if |S ∩ Rv{x, y}| ≥ 1 for every pair of distinct vertices x, 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 = {u1, . . . , uk} ⊆ V (G), the distance vector of a vertex
x ∈ V (G) with respect to U is codeU (x) = (d(x, u1), . . . , d(x, uk)). Metric dimension, introduced
by Slater [18] and by Harary and Melter [8], has applications in robot navigation [15], sonar [18]
and combinational optimization [17], 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 = xy ∈ E(G), let d(e, v) = min{d(x, v), d(y, v)}. For
any distinct edges e1, e2 ∈ E(G), let Re{e1, e2} = {v ∈ V (G) : d(v, e1) 6= d(v, e2)}. A vertex subset
S ⊆ V (G) is an edge resolving set of G if |S ∩ Re{e1, e2}| ≥ 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. [14] 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 [21] and [6]. For an ordered set of distinct vertices U = {u1, . . . , uk} ⊆ V (G), the distance vector
of an edge e ∈ E(G) with respect to U is codeU (e) = (d(e, u1), . . . , d(e, uk)).

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 [1] officially studied the fractional metric dimension of graphs. For a function g

defined on V (G) and for U ⊆ V (G), let g(U) =
∑

s∈U g(s). A real-valued function g : V (G) → [0, 1]
is a (vertex) resolving function of G if g(Rv{x, y}) ≥ 1 for every pair of distinct vertices x, y ∈ V (G),
and the fractional metric dimension dimf (G) of G is min{g(V (G)) : g is a resolving function of G}.
Notice that dimf (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(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ 1 for every pair of distinct edges e1, e2 ∈ E(G), and
the fractional edge dimension edimf (G) of G is min{g(V (G)) : g is an edge resolving function of G}.
Notice that edimf (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 ≤ edimf (G) ≤ |V (G)|
2

for any connected graph G of order at least three. We characterize connected graphs G satisfying

edimf (G) = 1, and we show that dimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 implies edimf (G) = |V (G)|

2 , but not vice versa; we

show that there exists a family of graphs H with edimf (H) = |V (H)|
2 > dimf (H) such that

edimf (H)
dimf (H)

can be arbitrarily large. We show that, for an edge resolving set S of G, {codeS(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 ⊂ G such that both edim(H)−edim(G) and edimf (H)−edimf (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 K3,3 as a subgraph, while there
exists a non-planar graph H with edim(H) = 2. In Section 3, we determine edimf (G) when G is a
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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 x

and y of G, if z ∈ N(x) ∩N(y), then Re{zx, zy} = {x, 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, R ∩ {x, y} 6= ∅.

(b) For any edge resolving set S of G, S ∩ {x, y} 6= ∅.

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

(d) For any edge resolving function h of G, h(x) + h(y) ≥ 1.

Observation 2.2. Let G be a connected graph of order at least three. Then

(a) [1] dimf (G) ≤ dim(G);

(b) edimf (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. Sebö and Tannier [17] 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 1(a)). Similarly, we show that there exist two non-isomorphic
graphs H1 and H2 with V (H1) = V (H2) and {codeS(e) : e ∈ E(H1)} = {codeS(e′) : e′ ∈ E(H2)},
where S is a common minimum edge resolving set for H1 and H2; see Figure 1(b).

(2, 3)

(1, 2)

(0, 3)

(3, 2)

(2, 1)

(3, 0)

(2, 3)

(1, 2)

(0, 3)

(3, 2)

(2, 1)

(3, 0)

G1 G2

(0, 1) (0, 2)

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

(2, 0) (2, 1)

(0, 1) (0, 2)

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

(2, 0) (2, 1)

H1 H2

(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a) [17] Two non-isomorphic graphs G1 and G2 with V (G1) = V (G2) and {codeS(v) :
v ∈ V (G1)} = {codeS(w) : w ∈ V (G2)} on the common minimum resolving set S, comprised of the
solid vertices, for G1 and G2; (b) Two non-isomorphic graphs H1 and H2 with V (H1) = V (H2) and
{codeS(e) : e ∈ E(H1)} = {codeS(e′) : e′ ∈ E(H2)} on the common minimum edge resolving set S,
comprised of the solid vertices, for H1 and H2.

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.
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Theorem 2.3. [19] A graph G is planar if and only if neither K5 nor K3,3 is a minor of G.

Theorem 2.4. [15]

(a) A graph G with dim(G) = 2 cannot have K5 or K3,3 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 K3,3

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 K3,3 as a
subgraph.

Proof. Let S = {w1, w2} ⊂ V (G) be an edge resolving set of G with |S| = 2.
First, suppose G contains a clique with 5 vertices v1, v2, v3, v4, v5. By relabeling the vertices of

G if necessary, let d(w1, v1) = min{d(w1, vi) : 1 ≤ i ≤ 5}. Then code{w1}(v1v2) = code{w1}(v1v3) =
code{w1}(v1v4) = code{w1}(v1v5). Since v1, v2, v3, v4, v5 are all adjacent, there exist two edges,
say v1vi and v1vj for distinct i, j ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5}, with codeS(v1vi) = codeS(v1vj), 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) = V1 ∪ V2 such that each vertex in
V1 = {u1, u2, u3} is adjacent to each vertex in V2 = {v1, v2, v3}. Note that, for each i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3},
code{w1}(uivj) ∈ {α, α+1} and code{w2}(uivj) ∈ {β, β+1} for some non-negative integers α and β;
thus, there are only four possible values for codeS(e) for e ∈ E(K3,3). Since |E(K3,3)| = 9, there exist
two distinct edges, say e1 and e2, with codeS(e1) = codeS(e2), 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.

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

Proof. Let G be the graph given in Figure 2. Since G contains K3,3 as a minor, G is not pla-
nar by Theorem 2.3. Next, we show that S = {x1, y4} forms an edge resolving set of G. Note
the following: codeS(u1x1) = (0, 2), codeS(x1x2) = (0, 3), codeS(x2v1) = (1, 4), codeS(u1v2) =
(1, 1), codeS(u1v3) = (1, 2), codeS(u2v1) = (2, 4), codeS(u2y1) = (3, 3), codeS(y1y2) = (4, 2),
codeS(y2y3) = (4, 1), codeS(y3y4) = (3, 0), codeS(y4v2) = (2, 0), codeS(u2v3) = (2, 3), codeS(u3z1) =
(3, 2), codeS(z1z2) = (4, 3), codeS(z2z3) = (3, 4), codeS(z3v1) = (2, 5), codeS(u3v2) = (2, 1) and
codeS(u3v3) = (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.

u1

u2

u3

v1

v2

v3

x1 x2

y1 y2 y3 y4

z1

z2

z3

Figure 2: A non-planar graph G with edim(G) = 2, where {x1, y4} is an edge resolving set of G.
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Third, we show that there exist graphs G and H with H ⊂ G such that both edim(H)−edim(G)
and edimf (H)−edimf (G) can be arbitrarily large; along the way, we show that dimf (H)−dimf (G)
can be arbitrarily large. We begin by recalling the characterization result of graphs G satisfying

dimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 that are used in proving our results.

Theorem 2.7. [1, 11] Let G be a connected graph of order n ≥ 2. Then 1 ≤ dimf (G) ≤ n
2 , and

dimf (G) = n
2 if and only if there exists a bijection φ : V (G) → V (G) such that φ(v) 6= v and

|R{v, φ(v)}| = 2 for all v ∈ V (G).

For an explicit characterization of graphs G satisfying dimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 , we recall the following

construction from [2]. Let K = {Ks : s ≥ 2} and K = {Kt : t ≥ 2}. Let H [K ∪ K] be the family
of graphs obtained from a connected graph H by replacing each vertex ui ∈ V (H) by a graph
Hi ∈ K ∪ K, and each vertex in Hi is adjacent to each vertex in Hj if and only if uiuj ∈ E(H).

Theorem 2.8. [2] Let G be a connected graph of order at least two. Then dimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 if and

only if G ∈ H [K ∪ K] 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 ⊂ G and dim(H)
dim(G) can be

arbitrarily large.

Following [7], for m ≥ 3, let Hm = Km(m+1)
2

; let V (Hm) be partitioned into V1, V2, . . . , Vm

such that Vi = {wi,1, wi,2, . . . , wi,i} with |Vi| = i, where i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}. Let Gm be the graph
obtained from Hm and m isolated vertices u1, u2, . . . , um such that, for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, ui

is joined by an edge to each vertex of Vi ∪ (∪m
j=i+1{wj,i}). See Figure 3 when m = 4. Note that

Hm ⊂ Gm, dimf (Hm) = m(m+1)
4 by Theorem 2.8, and dimf (Gm) ≤ m by Observation 2.2(a) since

{u1, u2, . . . , um} forms a resolving set of Gm (see [7]). So,
dimf (Hm)
dimf (Gm) ≥ m+1

4 → ∞ as m → ∞. Thus,

we have the following corollary.

w1,1 w2,1 w2,2 w3,1 w3,2 w3,3 w4,1 w4,2 w4,3 w4,4

u1 u2 u3 u4

V1 V2 V3 V4

H4 = K10

G4:

Figure 3: [7] Graphs Gm and Hm with Hm ⊂ Gm such that dim(Hm)
dim(Gm) can be arbitrarily large.

Corollary 2.10. There exist connected graphs G and H such that H ⊂ G and
dimf (H)
dimf (G) can be

arbitrarily large.

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 ⊂ G and edim(G) < edim(H).

Proof. Let H = K4,2 and G be the graphs in Figure 4; notice that H ⊂ G. Then edim(H) =
edim(K4,2) = 4 (see [14]) and edim(G) ≤ 3 since {a, b, c} forms an edge resolving set for G; thus,
edim(G) < edim(H).
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H = K4,2

G:

a b

c

(1, 3, 2)

(0, 3, 2)

(0, 2, 1)

(1, 2, 0)

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

(3, 0, 2)

(2, 0, 2)

(3, 2, 2)

(3, 2, 1)

(2, 2, 2)

(2, 2, 1)

(3, 1, 2)

(3, 1, 1)

(2, 1, 2)

(2, 1, 1)

Figure 4: Graphs G and H such that H ⊂ G and edim(G) < edim(H), where the 3-vector next to
each edge e ∈ E(G) is code{a,b,c}(e).

Based on the construction of graphs in Figure 4, we show the existence of graphs G and H such
that H ⊂ G and both edim(H)− edim(G) and edimf (H)− edimf (G) can be arbitrarily large.

Proposition 2.12. There exist graphs G and H such that H ⊂ G and both edim(H) − edim(G)
and edimf (H)− edimf (G) can be arbitrarily large.

Proof. Let k ≥ 2. Let Hk be a graph with vertex set V (Hk) = ∪3k
i=1{xi, yi} and edge set E(Hk) =

∪3k−1
i=1 {xixi+1, yiyi+1, xiyi+1, yixi+1}. We note that xi and yi are twins inHk, where i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 3k}.

Let Gk be the graph obtained from the disjoint union of Hk, K1, and k copies of P4 that is given by
ai, bi, ci, di for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} as follows: (i) the vertex z ∈ V (K1) is adjacent to x1 and y1 in Gk;
(ii) y3j+1 is adjacent to bj+1, y3j+2 is adjacent to aj+1, and y3j+3 is adjacent to dj+1 in Gk, where
j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k − 1}. See Figure 5 for graphs G3 and H3.

First, we show that edim(Hk) = 3k = edimf (Hk). Note that edim(Hk) ≥ 3k by Observa-
tion 2.1(b) and edimf (Hk) ≥ 3k by Observation 2.1(d). Since ∪3k

i=1{xi} forms an edge resolving set
of Hk, edimf (Hk) ≤ edim(Hk) ≤ 3k by observation 2.2(b).

Second, we show that edimf (Gk) ≤ edim(Gk) ≤ 1+2k. Since {z}∪ (∪k
i=1{ai, ci}) forms an edge

resolving set of Gk, edimf (Gk) ≤ edim(Gk) ≤ 2k + 1 by Observation 2.2(b).
Thus, edim(Hk) − edim(Gk) ≥ 3k − (1 + 2k) = k − 1 → ∞ and edimf (Hk) − edimf (Gk) ≥

k − 1 → ∞ as k → ∞.

H3

G3: z

x1 x2 x3 x4 x5 x6 x7 x8 x9

y1 y2 y3 y4 y5 y6 y7 y8 y9

a1

b1

c1

d1 a2

b2

c2

d2 a3

b3

c3

d3

Figure 5: Graphs Gk and Hk such that Hk ⊂ Gk and both edim(Hk)− edim(Gk) and edimf (Hk)−
edimf (Gk) can be arbitrarily large, where k ≥ 2.
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Question 2.13. Are there connected graphs G and H with H ⊂ G such that both edim(H)
edim(G) and

edimf (H)
edimf (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 ≤ edimf (G) ≤ |V (G)|
2 . We characterize

graphs G satisfying edimf (G) = 1. We show that dimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 implies edimf (G) = |V (G)|

2 ,

while there exist graphs G with edimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 > dimf (G); in fact, there exists a family of

graphs G with edimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 such that

edimf (G)
dimf (G) can be arbitrarily large.

Proposition 2.14. If G is a connected graph of order n ≥ 3, then 1 ≤ edimf (G) ≤ n
2 .

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) = 1

2 for each v ∈ V (G); then g(V (G)) = n
2 . It suffices to show that g is an edge

resolving function ofG. Let e1 = ab and e2 = cd be any distinct edges in G. If {a, b}∩{c, d} = ∅, then
Re{e1, e2} ⊇ {a, b, c, d}. If {a, b} ∩ {c, d} 6= ∅, say a = c, by relabeling the vertices of G if necessary,
then b 6= d and Re{e1, e2} ⊇ {b, d}. In each case, |Re{e1, e2}| ≥ 2 and g(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ 2(12 ) = 1. So,
g is an edge resolving function of G, and thus edimf (G) ≤ g(V (G)) = n

2 .

Next, we characterize graphs achieving the lower bound of Proposition 2.14. We recall the
following result.

Proposition 2.15. [13] For any connected graph G of order n ≥ 2, dimf (G) = 1 if and only if
G = Pn.

In proving Proposition 2.16, we use the same technique used for Proposition 2.15 in [13] by
adjusting to edge resolving function.

Proposition 2.16. For any connected graph G of order n ≥ 3, edimf (G) = 1 if and only if G = Pn.

Proof. (⇐) Let Pn be given by u1, u2, . . . , un, where n ≥ 3, and let g : V (Pn) → [0, 1] be a function
defined by g(u1) = 1

2 = g(un) and g(v) = 0 for each v ∈ V (Pn) − {u1, un}. For any distinct
edges e1, e2 ∈ E(Pn), Re{e1, e2} ⊇ {u1, un}; thus, g(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ g(u1) + g(un) = 1. So, g is an
edge resolving function of Pn with g(V (Pn)) = 1, and thus edimf (Pn) ≤ 1. By Proposition 2.14,
edimf (Pn) = 1.

(⇒) Let C =
⋂

e1,e2∈E(G)

Re{e1, e2}, where the intersection is taken over all pairs of distinct edges

of G; notice that C 6= ∅ if and only if G = Pn for some n. Let edimf (G) = 1. Assume, to the
contrary, that G 6= Pn for any n. Let e1, e2, e3, e4 ∈ E(G) such that e1 6= e2 and e3 6= e4. Let
A = Re{e1, e2}, B = Re{e3, e4}, A′ = A− (A ∩ B), B′ = B − (A ∩ B) and let g : V (G) → [0, 1] be
an edge resolving function of G with g(V (G)) = 1. Since g is an edge resolving function of G, we
have the following:

g(A′) + g(A ∩B) ≥ 1 and g(B′) + g(A ∩B) ≥ 1. (⋆)

By the assumption that edimf (G) = 1, we have

g(A′) + g(A ∩B) + g(B′) = 1. (†)

Now, from (⋆) and (†), g(A′) = 0 = g(B′). Since e1, e2, e3, e4 are arbitrary, g is zero except on C.
Since G 6= Pn, C = ∅ and g(V (G)) = 0; this contradicts the assumption that g(V (G)) = 1.

Next, we show that, for any connected graph G of order at least three, dimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 implies

edimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 , but not vice versa.
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Theorem 2.17. Let G be a connected graph of order n ≥ 3.

(a) If dimf (G) = n
2 , then edimf (G) = n

2 .

(b) There exists a graph G satisfying edimf (G) = n
2 > dimf (G). Moreover, there exists a family

of graphs G with edimf (G) = n
2 > dimf (G) such that

edimf (G)
dimf (G) can be arbitrarily large.

Proof. Let G be a connected graph of order n ≥ 3.

(a) Suppose dimf (G) = n
2 . By Theorem 2.8, G ∈ H [K ∪ 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)) ≥ n
2 . First, let

G = Kn with V (G) = {u1, u2, . . . , un}. By Observation 2.1(d), g(ui) + g(uj) ≥ 1 for any distinct
i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. By summing over the

(

n
2

)

inequalities, we have (n−1)
∑n

i=1 g(ui) ≥
(

n
2

)

, and thus
g(V (G)) =

∑n

i=1 g(ui) ≥ n
2 . Second, let G 6= Kn, and let C = {Q1, Q2, . . . , Qt} be the collection

of twin equivalence classes of G, where t ≥ 2; then, by Theorem 2.8, n =
∑t

i=1 |Qi| and |Qi| ≥ 2

for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , t}. Again, by Observation 2.1(d), g(Qi) ≥
|Qi|
2 for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , t}. By

summing over the t inequalities, we have g(V (G)) =
∑t

i=1 g(Qi) ≥
∑t

i=1
|Qi|
2 = n

2 . So, in each case,
g(V (G)) ≥ n

2 , and thus edimf (G) ≥ n
2 . Since edimf (G) ≤ n

2 by Proposition 2.14, edimf (G) = n
2 .

(b) If G = Ka1,a2,...,ak
is a complete k-partite graph of order n =

∑k

i=1 ai ≥ 5 such that k ≥ 3 and
ai = 1 for exactly one i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, then edimf (G) = n

2 > n−1
2 = dimf (G) (see Theorem 3.1(e)

and Proposition 3.7).

Next, we show the existence of graphs G such that edimf (G) = n
2 and

edimf (G)
dimf (G) can be arbitrarily

large. We recall the family of graphs G constructed in [21] to show that edim(G)
dim(G) can be arbitrarily

large. For each integer k ≥ 3 and the set X = {0, 1, . . . , k−1}, let Gk be a graph of order k+2k such
that V (Gk) = A∪B, where |A| = k and |B| = 2k. Let A = {a0, a1, . . . , ak−1} and B = {bS : S ⊆ X}.
The edge set is specified as follows: (i) each of the sets A and B induces a clique in Gk; (ii) indexing
the elements of B by subsets of X , let bS ∈ B be adjacent to ai ∈ A if i ∈ S for S ⊆ X ; (iii) there
are no other edges. See Figure 6 for the graph G3. Let k ≥ 3 be an integer.

First, we show that dimf (Gk) = k. Let g : V (Gk) → [0, 1] be any resolving function of Gk. Note
that, for each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k−1}, Rv{b{i}, b{i,i+1}} = {b{i}, b{i,i+1}, ai+1} and g(b{i})+g(b{i,i+1})+
g(ai+1) ≥ 1, where the subscript is taken modulo k. By summing over the k inequalities, we have

g(A) +
∑k−1

i=0 (g(b{i}) + g(b{i,i+1})) ≥ k, where the subscript is taken modulo k. So, g(V (Gk)) ≥ k,
and hence dimf (Gk) ≥ k. On the other hand, dimf (Gk) ≤ dim(Gk) = k by Observation 2.2(a) and
the fact that dim(Gk) = k as shown in [21].

Second, we show that edimf (Gk) =
k+2k

2 . Since edimf (Gk) ≤
k+2k

2 = |V (Gk)|
2 by Poposition 2.14,

it suffices to show that edimf (Gk) ≥
k+2k

2 . Let h : V (Gk) → [0, 1] be any edge resolving function
of Gk. Note that, for each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k− 1}, Re{b{i,i+1}ai, b{i,i+1}ai+1} = {ai, ai+1} and h(ai) +
h(ai+1) ≥ 1, where the subscript is taken modulo k. By summing over the k inequalities, we have
2h(A) ≥ k, i.e., h(A) ≥ k

2 (N). Since Re{a0b{0}, a0bX} = {b{0}, bX}, we have h(b{0})+h(bX) ≥ 1 (◭).
We also note that, for any distinct Y, Z ( X with Y 6= {0} and Z 6= {0}, Re{bXbY , bXbZ} = {bY , bZ}

and h(bY ) + h(bZ) ≥ 1. By summing over the
(

2k−2
2

)

inequalities, we have (2k − 3)[(
∑

S⊆X h(bS))−

(h(b{0}) + h(bX))] ≥
(

2k−2
2

)

, i.e., (
∑

S⊆X h(bS)) − (h(b{0}) + h(bX)) ≥ 2k−2
2 (◮). By summing

over the three inequalities (N), (◭) and (◮), we have h(V (Gk)) = h(A) + h(B) ≥ k
2 + 2k

2 ; thus,

edimf (Gk) ≥
k+2k

2 .

Therefore, edimf (Gk) =
|V (Gk)|

2 and
edimf (Gk)
dimf (Gk)

= k+2k

2k → ∞ as k → ∞.

Question 2.18. Is there a connected graph G such that
dimf (G)
edimf (G) can be arbitrarily large?

Question 2.19. Can we characterize connected graphs G for which edimf (G) = |V (G)|
2 hold?
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a0

a1

a2

b{0}

b{1}

b{2}

b{0,1}

b{0,2}

b{1,2}

b{0,1,2}

b∅
K8

Figure 6: The graph G3.

3 The fractional edge dimension of some graph classes

In this section, we determine edimf (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 ℓ is called a terminal vertex of a major
vertex v if d(ℓ, v) < d(ℓ, 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 M2(T ) = {w ∈ M(T ) : ter(w) ≥ 2}; then
M(T ) = M1(T )∪M2(T ). Let σ(T ) denote the number of leaves of T , ex(T ) the number of exterior
major vertices of T , and let ex1(T ) = |M1(T )|. For each v ∈ M(T ), let Tv 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 , dimf (T ) =
1
2 (σ(T )− ex1(T )).

(b) [1] For n ≥ 3, dimf (Cn) =

{

n
n−1 if n is odd,
n

n−2 if n is even.

(c) [1] For the Petersen graph P, dimf (P) = 5
3 .

(d) [1] For the wheel graph Wn = K1+Cn−1 of order n ≥ 4, dimf (Wn) =







2 if n ∈ {4, 5},
3
2 if n = 6,
n−1
4 if n ≥ 7.

(e) [20] For k ≥ 2, let G = Ka1,a2,...,ak
be a complete k-partite graph of order n =

∑k

i=1 ai, and
let s be the number of partite sets of G consisting of exactly one element. Then

dimf (G) =

{

n−1
2 if s = 1,

n
2 otherwise.

(f) [1] For s, t ≥ 2, dimf (Ps�Pt) = 2, where Ps�Pt denotes the Cartesian product of Ps and Pt.

Next, we determine edimf (T ) for a tree T ; we show that edimf (T ) = dimf (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.
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Lemma 3.2. Let T be a tree with ex(T ) ≥ 2. For w ∈ M2(T ), let e1 ∈ E(Tw) and e2 ∈ E(T ) −
E(Tw). Then either Re{e1, e2} ⊇ V (Tw) or Re{e1, e2} ⊇ V (Tw′) for some w′ ∈ M2(T )− {w}.

Proposition 3.3. For any tree T of order at least three, edimf (T ) =
1
2 (σ(T )− ex1(T )).

Proof. Let T be a tree of order at least three. If ex(T ) = 0, then T is a path and edimf (T ) = 1 =
1
2 (σ(T )− ex1(T )) by Proposition 2.16. So, suppose ex(T ) ≥ 1; then M2(T ) 6= ∅.

First, we show that edimf (T ) ≥
1
2 (σ(T )− ex1(T )). Let g : V (T ) → [0, 1] be any edge resolving

function of T . Fix v ∈ M2(T ) with ter(v) = a ≥ 2. Let N(v) = {s1, s2, . . . , sa} and L(v) =
{ℓ1, ℓ2, . . . , ℓa} such that si lies on the v− ℓi path, where i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , a}. For each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , a},
let P i denote the si − ℓi path. Note that, for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , a}, Re{vsi, vsj} =
V (P i) ∪ V (P j); thus, g(V (P i)) + g(V (P j)) ≥ 1. By summing over the

(

a
2

)

inequalities, we have

(a− 1)
∑a

i=1 g(V (P i)) ≥
(

a
2

)

, which implies g(V (Tv)) ≥
∑a

i=1 g(V (P i)) ≥ a
2 . So,

g(V (T )) ≥
∑

v∈M2(T )

g(V (Tv)) ≥
∑

v∈M2(T )

ter(v)

2
=

1

2





∑

v∈M(T )

ter(v) −
∑

w∈M1(T )

ter(w)



 =
1

2
(σ(T )− ex1(T )),

and thus edimf (T ) ≥
1
2 (σ(T )− ex1(T )).

Next, we show that edimf (T ) ≤
1
2 (σ(T ) − ex1(T )). For x ∈ V (T ), let h : V (T ) → [0, 1] be a

function defined by

h(x) =

{

1
2 if x is a terminal vertex of an exterior major vertex w ∈ M2(T ),
0 otherwise.

Notice that h(V (T )) = 1
2 (σ(T )−ex1(T )). It suffices to show that h is an edge resolving function of T .

Let e1, e2 ∈ E(T ) with e1 6= e2. We consider three cases: (1) e1, e2 ∈ E(Tw) for some w ∈ M2(T );
(2) e1 ∈ E(Tw) and e2 6∈ E(Tw) for some w ∈ M2(T ); (3) e1, e2 ∈ E(T ) − ∪w∈M2(T )E(Tw). In
case (1), there exist distinct terminal vertices, say ℓ and ℓ′, of w such that both e1 and e2 lie on
the ℓ − ℓ′ path in T ; thus, Re{e1, e2} ⊇ {ℓ, ℓ′} and h(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ h(ℓ) + h(ℓ′) = 1. In case (2),
by Lemma 3.2, either Re{e1, e2} ⊇ V (Tw) or Re{e1, e2} ⊇ V (Tw′) for some w′ ∈ M2(T ) − {w};
thus, h(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ min{h(V (Tw)), h(V (Tw′))} ≥ 1 since w,w′ ∈ M2(T ). So, we consider case (3).
Note that e1 ∈ E(Ty) for some y ∈ M1(T ) or e1 6∈ E(Tz) for any z ∈ M(T ); similarly, e2 ∈ E(Ty′)
for some y′ ∈ M1(T ) or e2 6∈ E(Tz′) for any z′ ∈ M(T ). If {e1, e2} ⊆ E(Tv) for some v ∈ M1(T ),
then d(v, e1) 6= d(v, e2), and there exist distinct v′, v′′ ∈ M2(T ) such that v lies on the v′ − v′′

path in T and Re{e1, e2} ⊇ V (Tv′) ∪ V (Tv′′); thus h(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ h(V (Tv′)) + h(V (Tv′′)) ≥ 2. If
{e1, e2} 6⊆ E(Tv) for any v ∈ M(T ), then there exist distinct w1, w2 ∈ M2(T ) such that both e1 (or
y) and e2 (or y′) lie on the w1 − w2 path in T ; then d(w1, e1) = d(w1, e2) and d(w2, e1) = d(w2, e2)
imply e1 = e2, contradicting the assumption. So, Re{e1, e2} ⊇ V (Tw1) or Re{e1, e2} ⊇ V (Tw2), and
thus h(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ min{h(V (Tw1)), h(V (Tw2))} ≥ 1.

Next, we determine edimf (Cn) for n ≥ 3; we show that edimf (Cn) = dimf (Cn).

Proposition 3.4. For n ≥ 3, edimf (Cn) =

{

n
n−1 if n is odd,
n

n−2 if n is even.

Proof. For n ≥ 3, let Cn be given by u0, u1, . . . , un−1, u0. Let g : V (Cn) → [0, 1] be any edge
resolving function of Cn. For each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n − 1}, we have the following: (i) if n is odd,
then Re{uiui+1, ui+1ui+2} = V (Cn) − {ui+1} and g(V (Cn)) − g(ui+1) ≥ 1, where the subscript
is taken modulo n; (ii) if n is even, then Re{uiui+1, ui+1ui+2} = V (Cn) − {ui+1, ui+1+n

2
} and

g(V (Cn)) − g(ui+1) − g(ui+1+n
2
) ≥ 1, where the subscript is taken modulo n. In each case, by

summing over the n inequalities, we have (n−1)g(V (Cn)) ≥ n for an odd n, and (n−2)g(V (Cn)) ≥ n

for an even n. Thus, edimf (Cn) ≥
n

n−1 if n is odd, and edimf (Cn) ≥
n

n−2 if n is even.
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Now, let h0 and h1 be functions defined on V (Cn) as follows: (i) if n is odd, let h1(v) =
1

n−1

for each v ∈ V (Cn); (ii) if n is even, let h0(v) = 1
n−2 for each v ∈ V (Cn). If n is odd, h1

is an edge resolving function of Cn since |Re{e1, e2}| ≥ n − 1 for any distinct e1, e2 ∈ E(Cn);
thus, edimf (Cn) ≤ h1(V (Cn)) = n

n−1 . If n is even, h0 is an edge resolving function of Cn since
|Re{e1, e2}| ≥ n− 2 for any distinct e1, e2 ∈ E(Cn); thus, edimf (Cn) ≤ h0(V (Cn)) =

n
n−2 .

Next, for the Petersen graph P , we show that edimf (P) = 5
2 > dimf (P).

Proposition 3.5. For the Petersen graph P, edimf (P) = 5
2 .

u0

u1

u2 u3

u4
w0

w1

w2 w3

w4

Figure 7: Labeling of the Petersen graph.

Proof. Let the vertices of the Petersen graph P be labeled as in Figure 7.
First, we show that edimf (P) ≥ 5

2 . Let g : V (P) → [0, 1] be any edge resolving function of
P . For each i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, 4}, we have Re{uiui+1, wi+2wi+4} = {ui, ui+1, wi+2, wi+4}, and thus
g(ui) + g(ui+1) + g(wi+2) + g(wi+4) ≥ 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)) ≥ 5

2 . So, edimf (P) ≥ 5
2 .

Second, we show that edimf (P) ≤ 5
2 . Let h : V (G) → [0, 1] be a function defined by h(v) = 1

4
for each v ∈ V (P); then h(V (P)) = 10

4 = 5
2 . It suffices to show that h is an edge resolving function

of P . Let e1 and e2 be distinct edges in P . If e1 and e2 are not adjacent in P , then, clearly,
|Re{e1, e2}| ≥ 4. So, suppose e1 and e2 are adjacent in P . Since P is edge-transitive (see [10]), we
may assume that e1 = u0u1; then e2 ∈ {u1u2, u1w1, u0u4, u0w0}. If e2 = u1u2, then Re{e1, e2} =
{u0, u2, u3, u4, w0, w2} with |Re{e1, e2}| = 6; similarly, for each e2 ∈ {u1w1, u0u4, u0w0}, we have
|Re{e1, e2}| = 6. So, for any distinct edges e1, e2 ∈ E(P), |Re{e1, e2}| ≥ 4 and h(Re{e1, e2}) ≥
4(14 ) = 1; thus, h is an edge resoling function of P . So, edimf (P) ≤ h(V (P)) = 5

2 .

Next, we determine edimf (Wn) for the wheel graphWn of order n ≥ 4; we show that edimf (Wn) >
dimf (Wn) for n ≥ 5.

Proposition 3.6. Let Wn = K1 + Cn−1 be the wheel graph of order n ≥ 4. Then

edimf (Wn) =

{

n
2 if n ∈ {4, 5},
n−1
2 if n ≥ 6.

Proof. Let n ≥ 4. Let Cn−1 be given by u0, u1, . . . , un−2, u0, and let Wn be the wheel graph obtained
from disjoint union of Cn−1 and K1 by joining an edge between the vertex v of K1 and each vertex
of Cn−1. Let g : V (Wn) → [0, 1] be any edge resolving function of Wn.

First, suppose n = 4. Then edimf (W4) = 2 by Theorem 3.1(d) and Theorem 2.17(a).
Second, suppose n = 5. For each i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, we have the following: (i) Re{vui, vui+1} =

{ui, ui+1} and g(ui) + g(ui+1) ≥ 1, where the subscript is taken modulo 4; (ii) Re{uiv, uiui+1} =
{v, ui+1} and g(v) + g(ui+1) ≥ 1, where the subscript is taken modulo 4. By summing over the four

inequalities of (i) and (ii), respectively, we have 2
∑3

i=0 g(ui) ≥ 4 (♠) and 4g(v) +
∑3

i=0 g(ui) ≥ 4
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(z). Now, if we multiply 3
2 to the inequality (♠) and add it to the inequality (z), then we have

4g(V (W5)) ≥ 10, i.e., g(V (W5)) ≥
5
2 ; thus, edimf (W5) ≥

5
2 . By Proposition 2.14, edimf (W5) =

5
2 .

Next, suppose n ≥ 6. Note that, for each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 2}, Re{vui, vui+1} = {ui, ui+1} and
thus g(ui)+ g(ui+1) ≥ 1, where the subscript is taken modulo (n− 1). By summing over the (n− 1)
inequalities, we have 2g(V (Wn)) ≥ n − 1; thus, g(V (Wn)) ≥ n−1

2 , which implies edimf (Wn) ≥
n−1
2 . Now, let h : V (G) → [0, 1] be a function defined by h(v) = 0 and h(ui) = 1

2 for each
i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n − 2}; then h(V (Wn)) =

n−1
2 . We show that h is an edge resolving function of Wn.

Let e1, e2 ∈ E(Wn) with e1 6= e2. If e1 and e2 are not adjacent in Wn, then |Re{e1, e2}| ≥ 4. If
e1 and e2 are adjacent in Wn, then Re{vui, vuj} ⊇ {ui, uj}, Re{uiui+1, uiui−1} ⊇ {ui+1, ui−1},
and Re{uiv, uiui+1} ⊇ {v, ui+1, ui+3}, where the subscript is taken modulo (n − 1). In each case,
|Re{e1, e2} ∩ V (Cn−1)| ≥ 2, and thus h(Re{e1, e2}) ≥ 2(12 ) = 1. So, h is an edge resolving function
of Wn; thus, edimf (Wn) ≤ h(V (Wn)) =

n−1
2 . Therefore, edimf (Wn) =

n−1
2 for n ≥ 6.

Next, we determine edimf (G) when G = Ka1,a2,...,ak
is a complete k-partite graph of order

n =
∑k

i=1 ai ≥ 3; we show that edimf (G) ≥ dimf (G), where edimf (G) > dimf (G) if and only if
k ≥ 3 and ai = 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

edimf (G) =

{

n−1
2 if G = K1,n−1,

n
2 otherwise.

(1)

Proof. For k ≥ 2, let G = Ka1,a2,...,ak
be a complete k-partite graph of order n =

∑k
i=1 ai ≥ 3, and

let s be the number of partite sets of V (G) consisting of exactly one element. Let V (G) be partitioned
into V1, V2, . . . , Vk with |Vi| = ai for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}; further, let a1 ≤ a2 ≤ . . . ≤ ak. We
consider two cases.

Case 1: s 6= 1. In this case, dimf (G) = n
2 by Theorem 3.1(e). By Theorem 2.17(a), edimf (G) =

n
2 .

Case 2: s = 1. First, suppose k = 2; then G = K1,n−1. By Proposition 3.3, edimf (K1,n−1) =
n−1
2 .

Second, suppose k ≥ 3; we show that edimf (G) = n
2 . Let g : V (G) → [0, 1] be any edge resolving

function of G. Let V1 = {v}, V2 = {x1, x2, . . . , xα} and V3 = {z1, z2, . . . , zβ}, where α = a2 ≥ 2
and β = a3 ≥ 2. We note the following: (1) for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , α}, Re{z1v, z1xi} = {v, xi} and
g(v)+g(xi) ≥ 1; (2) for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , α}, Re{z1xi, z1xj} = {xi, xj} and g(xi)+g(xj) ≥
1. So, we have α · g(v) +

∑α

i=1 g(xi) ≥ α by summing over the α inequalities from (1), and
(α−1)

∑α
i=1 g(xi) ≥

(

α
2

)

by summing over the
(

α
2

)

inequalities from (2); thus, α(g(v)+
∑α

i=1 g(xi)) ≥

α+
(

α
2

)

, i.e., g(V1) + g(V2) = g(v) +
∑α

i=1 g(xi) ≥
1+α
2 = a1+a2

2 . We also note that, for any distinct

i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , β}, g(zi) + g(zj) ≥ 1 by Observation 2.1(d). By summing over the
(

β
2

)

inequalities,

we have (β − 1)
∑β

i=1 g(zi) ≥
(

β
2

)

, i.e., g(V3) =
∑β

i=1 g(zi) ≥
β
2 = a3

2 . Similarly, if k ≥ 4, then we

have g(Vi) ≥
ai

2 for each i ∈ {4, . . . , k}. Thus, g(V (G)) =
∑k

i=1 g(Vi) ≥
∑k

i=1
ai

2 = n
2 , and hence

edimf (G) ≥ n
2 . Since edimf (G) ≤ n

2 by Proposition 2.14, we have edimf (G) = n
2 for k ≥ 3.

Next, for the Cartesian product of two paths Ps�Pt, where s, t ≥ 2, we show that edimf (Ps�Pt) =
2 = dimf (Ps�Pt).

Proposition 3.8. [14] For s, t ≥ 2, edim(Ps�Pt) = 2.

Proposition 3.9. For s, t ≥ 2, edimf (Ps�Pt) = 2.

Proof. Let s, t ≥ 2. Let the vertices of Ps�Pt be labeled as in Figure 8, and let W = {ui,j :
i ∈ {1, s} or j ∈ {1, t}} ⊆ V (Ps�Pt). We note the following: (i) Re{u1,1u2,1, u1,1u1,2} = {ui,1 :
2 ≤ i ≤ s} ∪ {u1,j : 2 ≤ j ≤ t}; (ii) Re{u1,tu2,t, u1,tu1,t−1} = {ui,t : 2 ≤ i ≤ s} ∪ {u1,j : 1 ≤
j ≤ t − 1}; (iii) Re{us,1us−1,1, us,1us,2} = {ui,1 : 1 ≤ i ≤ s − 1} ∪ {us,j : 2 ≤ j ≤ t}; (iv)
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Re{us,tus−1,t, us,tus,t−1} = {ui,t : 1 ≤ i ≤ s− 1} ∪ {us,j : 1 ≤ j ≤ t − 1}. If g : V (Ps�Pt) → [0, 1]

is any egde resolving function of Ps�Pt, then
∑s

i=2 g(ui,1) +
∑t

j=2 g(u1,j) ≥ 1,
∑s

i=2 g(ui,t) +
∑t−1

j=1 g(u1,j) ≥ 1,
∑s−1

i=1 g(ui,1) +
∑t

j=2 g(us,j) ≥ 1 and
∑s−1

i=1 g(ui,t) +
∑t−1

j=1 g(us,j) ≥ 1. By
summing over the four inequalities, we have 2g(W ) ≥ 4. So, g(V (Ps�Pt)) ≥ g(W ) = 2, and thus
edimf (Ps�Pt) ≥ 2. Since edimf (Ps�Pt) ≤ 2 by Observation 2.2(b) and Proposition 3.8, we have
edimf (Ps�Pt) = 2.

u1,1

u1,2

u1,3

u1,4

u2,1

u2,2

u2,3

u2,4

u3,1

u3,2

u3,3

u3,4

u4,1

u4,2

u4,3

u4,4

u5,1

u5,2

u5,3

u5,4

u6,1

u6,2

u6,3

u6,4

Figure 8: Labeling of P6�P4.

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

Question 3.10. Are there graphs G satisfying dim(G) = edim(G) and dimf (G) 6= edimf (G)? Are
there graphs H satisfying dim(H) 6= edim(H) and dimf (H) = edimf (H)?

Question 3.11. Does dim(G) > edim(G) imply dimf (G) ≥ edimf (G)? Similarly, does dim(G) <
edim(G) imply dimf (G) ≤ edimf (G)?

Remark 3.12. There exists a graph G such that edim(G)− edimf (G) can be arbitrarily large. For
n ≥ 3, edim(Kn) = n − 1 (see [14]) and edimf (Kn) = n

2 by Proposition 3.7; thus, edim(Kn) −
edimf (Kn) = n− 1− n

2 = n−2
2 → ∞ as n → ∞. For another example, let T be a tree with exterior

major vertices v1, v2, . . . , vk such that ter(vi) = α ≥ 3 for each i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}, where k ≥ 1. Then
edim(T ) = dim(T ) = (α− 1)k (see [14]) and edimf (T ) = dimf (T ) = (α2 )k by Proposition 3.3; thus,
edim(T )− edimf (T ) = (α−2

2 )k → ∞ when α → ∞ or k → ∞.
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