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Abstract

An independent signed double Roman dominating function (ISDRDF) on a graph G = (V,E ) isa
function f: V(G) - {—1,1,2,3} such that: 1) every vertex v with f (v) =-1 is adjacent to either
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at least two vertices assigned 2 or at least one vertex assigned 3; 2) every vertex y with f (v) =1

is adjacent to atleast one vertex » with f (u) >2; 3) for every vertex v, the closed neighborhood
weight satisfies f (N [v]) = Zue NV f (u) 2>1; and 4) the set of vertices with positive weights is inde-
pendent. The weight of an ISDRDF [ is w( f ) = Zvev © f (v) , and the independent signed double

Roman domination number i, (G) is the minimum weight of an ISDRDF on G'. In this paper, we
first determined the i, (G ) forpaths P, andcycles C,.Moreover, we characterize upper bound

for i, (G) in complete graphs. Finally, we show that determining NP-completeness of the ISDRD
problem for bipartite graphs.
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1. 51§

2004 4, Cockayne 5 \[113€ X T G =(V,E) L% 4% 6] R E(RDF) N EREL £V —{0,1,2} , i 2 :
1 (1) =0 BT u #5550 —A £ (v) = 2 BT v ARAE. W5t fu eV ()| f (u) 2 1} S giusrte,
DO EHIRE £V (G)— {0,1,2) FROISLE T i B(IRDEF), Mz 2 D54 i, (G) 2 IRDF 76 G L1
/ML

2016 4, Beeler % A\ [2]52tH T I E Dbl S . 19 G B D] e B (DRDF) 2 —
RE SV —{0,1,2,3), BRAWMTER: E £(v)=0, W& f FESAPHAMREN 2 K48k
—MRE 3 HIARSE s W f(v) =1, MRy A —AEEE w, o f(w) 22 . 8 G RIS D
Yar(G) 2H G Lf¥)—A> DRDF /Mo WP Dl — AR N RUIR ST H% . a4, ZERpies
SR B T2 K SE BRI 3]

2020 4, Maimani 55 A [4]17E X0 % B4z B HEAil 3R 1 Mo 008 B . aiRES
{u € V(G)|f(u)21} FASIEE, W DRDF f = (V,,V,,V,,Vy ) BROISLIE T ] e B (IDRDF) . AW 2 T
il % i, (G) & G I IDRDF [/ ML, HAK i, (G) 1 G If) IDRDF %4 G (11, -k 55k i, (G) B %L

2018 4F, Ahangar 25 A\[5]5€ L T B G =(V,E) L[5 X% D45 il ok 5 (SDRDF) /& — ™ i 4
FV(G)=> {1123}, i3 1) f(v)=—1 AT v GEDFABES 2 (T4 2 — A
WRAE N 3 ITREARSE: 2) f(v)=1IEA TRy HED—A f(w)2 2 TR w AHAS: 3)

NP =2, /()21 MRS v BOL. 55 0 D14 7, (G) 7 G I SDRDF 15 /ML,
I EA it/ NBUKT SDRDF B A 7, (G) -BR 51 -

PEIRATHET TR, AR B, 28, IXEEL B B, /o Eml. 2 Diss. X5
Sl MSLXE G, /T S e R IR 1 PR (EAESERGE, fFe i, M
XU T s ) I RER AT 5 0 2 Ty 4 76 IX (A PR L BRI oh PR U AR R o I BB B ] 45 45 PR P 45
FREPERR 2R B A IR B3 16 SRS, FLAR DU TR Ao 42 ) I 0 38V FEARE, A 5 2 B 2 1 IO B ki«
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Table 1. Algorithmic complexity of domination variants in special graphs

= 1. ERHRE TR ERRNEEE T

(GBS et GiRcEEtl % Ty il W ] M S RS
“yE  NP-C [6] NP-C [10] NP-C [l1] NP—C [14] NP-C [18]  NP-C [19]
AL NP-C [7]  NP-C [10] open NP—C [14] NP-C [18]  NP-C [19]
X[AE  O(n+m) [8] open o(n) 1121 O(n+m) [15] open open
i O(n+m) [9] open O(n+m) [13]  O(n+m) [16] open open

B O(n+m) [9] open O(n+m) (1] O(n+m) [17] open open

B V(G)> (x| R—AEEL 2V, ={veV(G):f(v)=x}, iaf:(Vrl,sz,...%k)(gg
S=(L VL)

FE LR TARRR AR BATBETC 1 — B AP B Br—— OS2 A5 5 X0 S 2 bR 45, 465 2 ISDRDF .

—AE G =(V,E) L rBSL A S 0 T ] b6 £ (ISDRDF) il /2 LA 2% A 1 42 ] 2R
£V(G)>{-11,2,3}, Hrh: 1) f(v)=—1 AT 52BN 2 (TS 2 —A4
WA 3 TTUAAESE: 2) f(v) =18 TRy 52D —AREANT 2 9T RAHSE 3)
S=F (NP =2,/ () 21 MERTU BT 4) %6 ueV (G)} f (u)21] M4 ISDRDF /
B RAE /£ (V(G)) =2/ (v)» AL XS D ¥ I%L i 4 (G) /& G H' ISDRDF [/MEL, BRIt
WE N i, (G) 1 ISDRDF #R N iy, (G) -HRi%L

2. EAEIHR

et RSO AE A SCER201 R R S R RARE . 4 G=(V.E)R—MIENE, TAENY B
BN n . T v NP ABIRIE A N (v) = {ueV|uv e B}, HIABEIEHA N[v]=N(v)u{v} . H B, FRn b
Mkte, HC, Fomn i, HK, R oM. &V cV(G), LG hmisi si#eE v’ IS,
Ay s I I A A R A R BT AL R F B BN G TR v ST, ROV G I S T,
WH G[V'] . iR D BT TUR BILERE, WES D v RS . EHIE y (G) 5 T E 2
BONERL W T A, BAKRT » MEBEREHS R x|, BN x MR ERS K x], -
|x|<x<[x]|. ATHEREBEMECERS, #2048 TACHINEELCERFS, DMEER.

Table 2. Overview table of important mathematical symbols

#2. EERFMFSERE

iae) fEREUL
SDRDF P45 XU ] bR 4
V. (G) B G 5 X D5
ISDRDF BT 5 XU 7 | R 4
i (G) G IS5 XU T 5
ISDRDF f SEAF 5T s R f
ISDRD MSLAF 5 X Ty
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3. FELER
3.1. —RELER
Zig 1. MERE G, Hik(G)2ru(G)-
WEA: BT G F4FE— ISDRDF i £ SDRDF [#5E X, bl G FAF&E—/ ISDRDF #2—4
SDRDF. X HT/E&E—/> ISDRDF H AT I{E M IE AU (T 5 4R A =R o i, W —2
ist (G)Zyst (G) ° u
Gk 2 MTEEEG, WA Ni,(G)-B¥f=(V. 0 0h0), TR =0.
UERA: B b= (V. Wy, Vs ) e AMEAR V| RATRE AN iy (G) - RV, = D, MEDAFE— AN vel,,
Hvtev, oV, pE =AM Ew o SR f(v)=—1, f(u)=3H1f(x)=h(x) & LH %L
f=r b L Mu vy Ofu) R — A i, (G) -8, 575 V]f|<|Vlh , X5 HEFRETER.
Wy, =a. 0
3.2. BRSBEER
TERRVT T — M B A 37 455 5 XU T sl o B PR S A T i, AT TS 4% P, 5508 €, (R BRST 45 X0
PO HIE, X T IRN B 1% o AR R B S PR e
n i
=, #n=0(mod3),

SIE321]: WGAP, MTn=22, y.(R)= f

?‘H, #in=1,2(mod3).
Hit4: WGAP, WFn22, iu(P)=rx(P)-
VE: JAE i (P)<yun(B) o BEP, =vvyeov, o SEXL L1V (P) > {=1,1,2,3} WLt T etk 2

n = 0(mod3) mu/—;,\f(vyﬂ):s(osl‘g”jj, B0 7 (x) =10 MR w(/)="25 0 =1(mod3), L

n—4
3

j’ I £ (x)=—1, Jﬂgaq‘w(f):n;zﬂ; # n=2(mod3), N4

f(vn)zz’ f(v3i+2)=3 (OSZS

f(v3i+2)=3(0sl‘3”;2], I (x)=-1, LH:HHLW(f)=n3+1+1O W DA IR 2 PR e 24

n=0,2(mod3) I, P, LRIFTA MIH-1 A1 3 B WA, W2 ISDRDF DY 64F; 20 =1(mod3)
I, P, ERIBTA R T T, IR 2, R T EI -1 A 3 S BIRME . XA f[v,]=1, I &2 ISDRDF

(RIPYA 26, BHIE £/ P i) ISDRDF, £ EAI&12% n = 0(mod3) B, ist(Pn)ﬁg; 4 n % 0(mod3) K,

ide (Pn)Slrg—‘-i_l °

HZE 1 44 (G)2 ye (G)» WOZHER L .

5IHE5(22]: WGAHC,, WTn23, y,(C)=
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i 6: WGHNC,, HFn23, isdk(Cn)=4x[ﬂ—n=ym(cn)o
WEM: J61E i (C,) < 70r (C,) o B C, = vy, vy, L fV(C,) > {-1,1,2,3} WI'F, #5 n = 0(mod3) ,

W4 £ (vys) = 3(OSiSnT_3j S E S (x)=-1, ji[:BﬂLw(f):4x§—n: ; #5n=1(mod3), M f(v,)=3,

n
3
n—4
3

n—2 n+l

éj(%n):%§3ig 3j,%ﬂwfoj:4,¢m¢wuj=4x3 _n=44§}qh$wﬁu¢mma%ﬁﬁf
AI: 0= 0.1,2(mod3) i, C, -HIFFA AFH-1 A3 S BRE, Wi A2 ISDRDF M4 fF. BRI

n+2

[ ()=t ()=

f(v3i+2)=3(03i§ —n =4x g—‘—n; %nzz(modi%), il

J& C, If] ISDRDF, )rlUide(Cn)S4x{§—‘—n, B i (C) <7 (C,) 5

KHEE 1, Hig(G)2 7 (G) o HE2n = 0(mod3) i, i, (C,)> £=4x§—n; 4 5 =1(mod3)

3
i, QM(QJZ{§1+2=4x(n;l+lj—n; 54 = 2(mod 3) B gﬂ(qu[gw+1=4xﬂn;2+4j_no o
Al I, i.\-dR(Cn):“X{%—l—”:?’de (C,)- a]

33. E2E4ER

FEMIR T i (P) 5iw(C,) )5, BATHAE LI EEE. HK, #ma MR B, KT
TR BB ARSR REBRME IR S P, 55 €, ZE R R, WIREI i, (G) FEAER . B2 TR, ERATRAIRT
i (K,) MBS

ik 7 WGNK,, T n23, i,(K,)HLFHREAL:

1) Mn=2(mod3), i,(K,)=1;

2) Mn=1(mod3), i, (K,)<2;

3, #n=0,1(mod4),
£

3) Xin=0(mod3), i, (K,)<{2, #n=2(mod4),

1, #n=3(mod4).
W B G=(V,E) Ne B, & f =i (K,)-RE SHER TS veV (G) , A w(K,)=f[v]21,

Wi e (K, )=w(f)=1.
==V ) =(V,.0.0,,9), WHER A TRER 2, w(f)=3t-n: #

[ =V 0V =V, 8.8, ) BRS¢ — a DN TAIRME A 3, w(f")=4(t—a)-n & w(f)2w(f"),

ﬁﬁ

i

a_i,m?aﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ma%j}

n+1

1) 21 n=2(mod3) i, U'\M%T/I\Tﬁﬁﬁ!ﬁﬁ?'ﬂ 2, HARTWAMEA-1. H: w(K,)<1, Hit, %
n=2(mod3), i,(K,)=1,

D) n=1(mod3) I, B 2 AT 2, JARTUAMIN-1, #w(f)=2: Bl
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n+2
n+2
3

—Amémmaﬁs,ﬁﬁﬁuﬂﬁﬁ%—L%%Wf):m{”gzﬁfgéﬁ_n,%ﬁuqumﬁ
w(f’):2+4><(n+2)

! 4\f;ﬁ i T s s 3 o< U2 V*z
(

a lstummmmsWUqc
Pt n=1(mod3) B, i, (K,)-BRE f =(V. . V.V ,)=(V..@.V,,D) Hin(K,)<2 .

3) M n=0(mod3) i, ¥ /\Iﬁﬁwuajj 2, HATUAREA-1, Hw(f)=0<1, RiFLER

B BEHs 3 +1ANTIRRE Y 2, HARTIARE -1, H w(f) ¥

:3; E‘__
3

NGNS

AT IRAE A 3, EL A IO A5
j—n, gﬁ%@w _I{:fw(f'):4><%—4x_1’12J
A R it — 20 4R

-1, A w(f) = (

B, SFEBHEn= 0(mod4

- 7En=0(mod3) ff] %

B 1: B n=0(mod4), %%[ﬂ ANTRIREA 3, HARTARE -1, Ww(f)=0, Ak
g |

3K 75{ }1/\1%@&4@3 3, HARWAREAN-1, Ww(f)=4>3, I —+1 D TSBE D 2 FIRCE
Y

‘%Rz:ﬁ&nsumﬁﬁ,%ﬂ{ﬁw

~

ATEBERN 3, SARTIREA-1, 1 w(f)
W 3. [ n=2(mod4) . {ﬂAﬁﬁﬁ@%s,E%mﬁMﬁﬁa,mwg)
W 4: B n=3(mod4), #¥ P

4} TR 3, HARTUSIRE A1, W w(f)

3, %n EO,I(mod4),
Zil, Mn=0(mod3) W, Hi,(K,)<{2,#n=2(mod4), o
1, #7n=3(mod4).
3.4. WA FFENT SizHEBEATE MY

E%*ﬁ‘j—h‘a ist (])n)‘ st(

L) G (K, ) SEAF 5 X0 Gt M5, AT @ E S IDSRD [
X A NP-5E 4, AT #E 7 e AR B R PR AR
IDSRD [al &

2hl: EG=(V.E), E¥Hk<|.
HW: GriH —MEEZL N IDSRDF?

Hickey [23]% ANIEBI T X3C3 /& NP-524x1, KbIRATAT LA
IDSRD [f] @l /& NP-5E 41

¥ X3C3 1HZ14 IDSRD, M fijiik B
X3C3

el PBRAFTE— N R/N I3 AA XA X A ER TARISES C= (G,
x € X EUHE C =4 T,

c,} EEE
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HE8: CRBEE XMW IMHEHESR, WCRGHFE - NMTESGCcC, B/ X THENTE
x, € X #EUFALE C' ) — AN TeE 1 ?

K X3C3 V925745 IDSRD e, U4 A4 56 AN LA Ry, 55— AN SEA fig .

SERE 8: MALFT 5 E E XU [n] BT B 2 NP-58 21

UERH: PR AT AYE 22 T3 A) P36 — A e 8L £V — {-1,1,2,3} &£ 75 & IDSRDF JF HHMEZE LK
k» BTLLIDSRD ISR NP (). B X ={x..x, ), C={C..C, | R X3C3 H—Askbil, Ws
W={wwy,eowy, | FIZ ={c 0y om0, | o REFHEA X RIS x, QU260 P, = xw, o MG — AT
%V:{vi/,v{,---,v-sj} ) iﬂ’;ﬁ?ﬂE:{v{v{,v-zjvg,v{vj,v;{v-sj,V'S/vg,vgv-{,v{vg",vgvij,viivj,vag,vgvg} T, . 0
MNe,eC, AEMAEETT, MM EAIMPIZIL )y, ey KIWIE T —ANEH, . Wk x, eC,, FATATLLE
iRl e x,, /BE—ANEG. BRXANGRATEE, Wk=25¢, E1q=20—1THEG.

Figure 1. A graph G with ¢g=2
E 1. qZZE,‘]_'/]\G

e X3C3 BSLBIAFAE— M C' o NIHFE G ERE—DMBON k BSLRE 5 XU Dk s, #iE 77
RTR: 1) SHE-1 A2 S BIREL A x s 2) TG e, e, W 2 WMEL e, v v 5 1530
% v, v K1 BMES H HRTING 3) T8 e eC BHE3IEY, v, v, v, IPH-1
W4 H IR TS . BOVEA X3C3 SEFRAFAE—MARE C 1), H C I IcR AR X i
=AEER, X TS TCRWMIEE C M =AFEd. FTUERMESNIIR T, X hidg Mok
IRISRL g A C'HIITEER, WIC|=q, BULES Z H e, B ¢ WRME N 2 BAE—AS w, #RME A 2. 1fi ¢’
K& X3C3 1, Frih X RN TS AT S P ANIRED 2 BT AT . AR DL B IRAE 26 A T 0. AN TR
x, WA A1 HAR S NRE Y 2 MITIRARAR; H R IED 2 A 3 (T 2 RIS AT 2R T H ;R E
-1 HART S AT IG 455 R EEoR, %k £ 9 /& ISDRDF HIPY 4205, [RULeR %L £ & —4 ISDRDF, AL
=R f(V)=Tx(3g—q)+8q+(-1+2)x3q=25¢ =k .

R, B GH—MUE R AN k 1) IDSRDF. &K H EHE G H@Tﬁ,'ﬁ?é%{v{,vg,---,vg} T A B
G T, B R A G TR T (3w, ) FTAE B A S T 5 iy, (G) -85 g = (V. VW73 »
15V, =0, HifeuF 5

D |X v, | Bk

2) ZEMOARK: |Z V| M

3) HHEAH)RIQ): |7 V| e ME.

PRI G A G T 5K
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a) HF C P A TERMSIR X I = AT %, B2 g(c,)=—1 Fg(c, )= -1, TEH, L
7’g(cj):_1’
8,g(cj);t—lo:

-1 -1 2
3 -1 3 3 2 -1
-1 3 -1 —1 -1 3
3 3 2 2 3 -1
-1 2 3
a b

Figure 2. The optimal assignment scheme related to g(c 1.) on the subgraph H

B2 FEH L5 g(c,) BEMBRMESR

B R LB 7R e 2 B, g (M) =

b) Hi(a), (R e MAFEWIUA x R, AFEH, b g(N[c])=

o) TR A x, #APIRMA N 2 5 3. FX b, ARG X FIFE—TS x , 7 g(x)=2, W x KR
BB w s H: g(w) =2, iRAE(b), LI BCE w(xw ) =445 g'(x) =3, W x, S RLAIAE T wy H: g'(w)=—1,
MHE(b), SEETBCE w'(xw ) =2<w(xw ) T N(x)NZ B—ADTARER T%T 2, W@ S5 E
)‘(g":(V_]u{xl}\{w,},Vl,Vzu{w,},IQ\{x,})o ARREL g" BIRCE LU R B g FIRREY g’ FIRLE /)N, P&
M X H A 5 22 TR A 11

d) RS e, MABMEA 3. FLlb, Ak z hi Tk, Hg(q)=3, Wi@nH

g(V(H,))=8-
THEEG FE LN i, (G)-H%k g =V, V.V, V) it i {E g ()= ( H=g(v})=2"
g(h)=g(")=3. g(w)=g("))=g(v)=g(x)=-1. FHHMEETve(G\H,}, ():g()

Bl w(g')=w(g), MCatkEa Z HAEBMEN 3 ITURR, AU —ABUE AT R AL 75 5 0 2 i
R H g X HLHEAT E e, WTTAER A o, #AFE N 35

e) AR w, ARy 3. F9L b, H(b) UM SLAF5 X0 T bl b B i 3, AR — /N
xeX 5Z P =ATRRE, HAWATERE -1, —ATUSBRER 2 BT Hm AL
SA(N[e]) 21, B f(w)22 . EMEARAREZ BN, B f(w)=2. B2 C e, ik
18, TJE-

K, IR AT, TR XV, ZnV, =@, WV, =@ W, ZcV, BRZnV, 2T,
o T C RN TR W IR = AR, W b>g o s, T
g(V(H))+g(V(R))=7x(3q-b)+8b+(-1+2)x3g<25¢, Hb<q, Hitb=q. XHTHAc 7 X PIE
B AL, WO ={C, g(e;)=2} R C MRk - D

IL:‘—F| EEE

ATIICE LT G L1 ISDRDF, BRI £ 1V (G) - {~1,1,2,3) 5 L4552 Ak 4 P FLIE LR I
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ML, H NN iy (G) -

AT A i e (G) Ay (G) IR FR, R T i (P) iy (C, ) EZEAR RIS I F Iy Bk ik
Ko BEHEBAHRIT T iy (K, ) BIE 5, R4 =R R 004 B4 Hh 45 5 UGB @I Hs X3C3 il A4,
WEW] T —#BE_E ISDRD #& NP-58 4 (1.

XA S 45 O VR P BB B T Hi0A, KOk ISDRDF (W 8 AT itk — 54 4 2 HoAt P 2 b i1
i (G) BARFSEEARAL . T A5 5 0 P4 7 IDRD f#7 Y205 5 SDRD AL R i,
KA LATE R T “ARAARTT A7 B “BhaAPRrvaRmas” msm S RIFMER . i, eI A3t
HA R R, ST TR AR B BT S MG A A 7E F AT A X IR AR T R 45 R, R PR i
VS ER A, TEATEAR M IR 25 78 3 RIS, 2T T SR /A R TR P A PR AR
£, BEBEGAURIR SR PEATAD X IR, SCSCHLI 25 T8 o 5 A FE B A T i

EHEWHE

AW REE T EEARBERE SRS 11701059) M E KT HAREHARE S A K BIRE B &M HE)
(45 : CSTB2022NSCQ-LZX0003)H) %5 8.
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