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ABSTRACT

A (p,q)-graph G is said to be edge graceful if the edges can be labeled by
1,2.....q so that the vertex sums are distinet, mod p. It is shown that if a tree T is
edge-graceful then its order must be odd. Lee conjectured that all trees of odd
orders are edge-graceful. J. Mitchem and A. Simoson [12] introduced the
concept of super edge-graceful graphs which is a stronger concept than edge-
graccful for some classes of graphs. A graph G=(V.E) of order p and size g is
said to be super edge-graceful (SEG) if there exists a bijection

f: E—10, +1.-1.42,-2....(q-1)/2, -(g-1)/2} if g 15 odd

frE—{ +1,-1,42,-2,...,q/2, -q/2} 1f q is cven
such that the induced vertex labeling £ defined by £¥(u) = Z{f(u,v): (uv)eE}
has the property:

PV 1041-1,  H(p-D2,-(p-1)2) il p 1s odd

£ Vs {+1,-1,...+tp/2,-p/2} if p1s even
is a bijection. The conjecture is still unsettled. In this paper we first characterize
spiders of even orders which are not SEG. We then exhibit some spiders of even
orders which are SEG of diameter at most four. By the concepts of irreducible
part of even tree T, we showed infinite number of spiders of even orders arc
SEG. Finally, we provide some conjectures for further rescarch.

Key words: Edge-graceful, super edge-graceful, trees, spider,
tree reduction, irreducible.

1. Introduction.

All graphs in this paper are simple graphs. A graph G is said to be edge-
graceful if the edges are labeled by 1.2.3.....q s0 that the vertex sums are distinct,
mod p.

Figure | shows a graph with 4 vertices and 5 edges which is edge-graceful.
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Figure 2 shows a grid with 12 vertices and 17 edges with two different
edge-graceful labelings.
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The concept of edge-graceful graph was introduced by S.P. Lo [I1] in
[985. A necessary condition of edge-gracefulness is (Lo {rn

q(qtl)= mp—“)z (mod p) (h

The following tantalizing conjecture is proposed in [7 ].
Conjecture 1.1.: The Lo’s condition (1) is sufficient for a connected graph to be
cdge-graceful.

A sub-conjecture of the above (Lee [6]) has also not yet been proved:
Conjecture 1.2.: All odd-order trees are cdge-graceful.

In[1,9,12,14,15] several classes of trees of odd orders are proved to be
edge-graceful. In [9] it is shown that all trees of odd order of diameter at most
four are edge-graceful.

J. Mitchem and A. Simoson [12] introduced the concept of super edge-
graceful graphs which is a stronger concept than edge-graceful for some classes
of graphs.

Definition 1.1. A graph G = (V,E) of order p and size q is said to be super
edge-graceful if there exists a bijection




f: E—={0, +1,-1,42,-2,...(q-1)/2, -(g-1)/2} if q is odd

f: E—={ +1,-1,42,-2,...,q/2, -q/2} if q is even
such that the induced vertex labeling f* defined by f*(u) = {Zf(u,v): (u,v) ¢ E}
has the property:

5 V{0 +1-1,.. ., +(p-1)/2,-(p-1)/2} if p is odd

o V—{+1,-1....+p/2,-p/2} if p is cven
is a bijection.

Let G, H be two graphs, and let G have p vertices. The corona of G with H
is the graph obtained by taking one copy of G and p copies of H and then joining the ith
vertex of G to each vertex in the ith copy of H, for cach 7 from / to p. We will use
G © H to denote the corona of G with H .

Definition 1.2, A tree T = P, @ K|, which is the corona of'a path with K| is called the
comb. We will denote it by Comb(n).

In [4], we showed that Comb(2), Comb(3) arc not SEG and Comb(4), Comb(5),
Comb(6) are SEG.

Example 1. The following tree of order 12, T = Comb(6), is SEG.
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Mitchem and A. Simoson [12] showed that

Theorem 1.1, If G is a super-cdge-graccful graph and q= -1 (mod p), if q is cven
org= 0 (mod p), ifqisodd, then G is also edge-graceful.

Thus,
Corollary 1.2. 1f G is super edge-graceful tree of odd order then it is cdge-
graceful.

A conjecture states that all odd trees are super-edge-graceful which 1s
stronger than the edge-graceful trees conjecture is proposed in [9].

Conjecture 1.3. All trees of odd orders are super-edge-graceful.
In {3,4], we consider infinite many trees of even orders which arc SEG.

In this paper we studied super-edge graceful labeling for cven trees which are
spiders.




A tree is called a spider if it has a center vertex ¢ of degree k >1 and all the
other vertex is either a leaf or with degree 2. Thus, a spider is an amalgamation
of k paths with various lengths. If it has x,’s path of length a,, x5"s path of
length a. ..., we shall denote the spider by SP(a*' | a,™, ..., a,"™) where a, <
A< ...<ay, and x; + x, + .+ X, = k. (see Figure 4).
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Figure 4.
The concept of SEG graphs is extended to Q(a)P(b)-SEG graphs by Chopra
and Lee. For general theory of Q(a)P(b)-super cdge-graceful graphs, the reader

can refer to [2].

2. Some Even order spider trees which are not super-edge graceful.

Theorem 2.1. SP(1**'! 2 is not SEG, forallk >0 and t > 1.

Proof. For even-order trees (p is even, q = p-1 is odd), edges are labelled by 0,
+1,-1,+2,-2.....(g-1)/2, -(q-1)/2 and the vertices must have induced labels +1,
-1, +p/2,-p/2. In SP(1?'!, 2", there is no way to placc the edge labelled 0.
(a) If the 0 edge label is placed on one of the edge leaves, then that leaf vertex
will have vertex sum 0, which is not allowed.

(b) It the 0 edge is placed on one of the non-leaf edges, then there are two
vertices will have the same induced vertex sum, which is also not allowed.

Corollary 2.2. All cven order spiders of diameter at most two are not SEG.

Example 2. SP(1%27) is not SEG.

Figure 5.




Remark. One may think that if we add even number of leaves incident with
the same vertex in an even order tree SP( 12"",2'), forall k=0, 721 and we
obtain a new tree T' . then T* is not SEG. However, this is not true. Consider
the non SEG spider of example 2, we append two leaves at X1, we see that the
resulting tree 1s SEG (Figure 6).
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3. Some Even order SEG spiders of small diameters.

We first show that some cven order SEG spiders ot diameter at most four.

Theorem 3.1. The spider SP(17*,2.3) is SEG forall k > 0.
Proof. The spider SP( 1% 2.3) has 2k+6 vertices. Thus we define a labeling
f: E(SP(1%,2,3))— {0.21,..., =(k+2) } as follows:

f((x1,€)) = 2, f((x2.0)) = -2, f((x3,0)) = 3, {{(xs.¢)) = -3..., f((Xo.1.€)) =
kL f((xai,6)) = -(kH 1), f((euy ) = 1, t((uy 5 up2)) = k+2, f{(cuz 1)) = 0,
f((uay, usn)) = -1, fl{usa. us3)) = -(kt2). Itis clear that fis SEG.

Example 3. Figurc 7 shows that SP( 14,2,3) and SP(I“,2,3) arc SEG.
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Remark. By Theorem 2.1, we see that SP(1,2,2) is not SEG. However, we
observe the spider SP(1.3,3)is SEG. Figure 8 exhibits a SEG labeling of
SP(1,3,3).

Theorem 3.2. The spider SP(1%*"! 3%} is SEG for all k > 0.
Proof. The spider SP(IZk”,Sz) has 2k+8 vertices. Thus we define a labeling
f: E(SP(17%! 37))= {0,=1,..., +(k+3) } as follows:
f((x1.)) = 2, f((x2.0)) =-2, f((x3.0)) = 3,...f{(x2k.1.€)) = k+2,
fl(cuy ) =0, f((uy,u0) =k3, (v, 050 =1,
fl(cup ) = - (k+3),  f{(u1, u22)) = -1, (U, us3)) = -(k+2).
We can sce that fis SEG.

Example 4. Figure 8 shows that the spiders SP(1 e I,3:) are SEG for k =0,1,2.
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Theorem 3.3, The spider SP(1%*2%.3) is SEG for all k > 0.

Proof. First we show that for k=0, SP(22,3) is SEG.(Figure 8(a)). For an cven

number 2k, we have the edge labeling set Q= {-3-k,-2-k, ....,-1,0, 1,.... , 2+k,

3+k! and the vertex labeling set P= {-4-k, -3-k, ....., -1, 1,...., 3+k, 4+k}.
Thus we define a labeling f:E(SP(1%,22.3)) > Q as follows:




f(x11,u0) = 1, (X120 X50) = 24K, f(uo, X2.) = 3+k, f(x2, X22) = -2-k, flug.uy) =0,
fuyuy) = -1, f(ur,u3) = -(k+3) and we label the remaining k pair edges incident at
node u, in SP(17%,2°.3) by 2, -2, 3, -3...., 1+k, -(1+k). Itis clear that fis a
bijection function and the labeling is SEG (see Figure 9(b) for k=3).
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By the similar argument as the proof of Theorem 3.3, we have
Theorem 3.4. The spider SP(1%*,2° 3) is SEG for all k > 0.
Proof. First we show that for k=0, SP(2*,3) is SEG.(Figure 9(a)).
For an even number 2k, we have the edge labehing set Q= {-4-k, -3-k, ..., -1, 0,
1,...., 3+k, 4+k} and the vertex labeling set P= {-5-k, -4-k, .....,-1, 1,...., 44k,
5+k}. Thus we define a labeling f:E(SP(17%,22.3)) > Q as follows:
f(x1,1,u0) = 3%k, f(x)2, x11) = -4-k, f(ug, x2.1) = -1, f{x2,1, X22) = 2, f(ug, x31) = 1,
f(x3.1, X32) = 4Kk, f(up,u;) = 0, f(u, us) = -3-k, f{u,,u3) = -2 and we label the
remaining k pair cdges incident at node u, in SP(1°*2° 3) by 3.-3...., 2k,
-(24k). ltis clear that f is a bijection function and the labeling is SEG
(sec Figure 10(b) for k=2).

Example 5. Figurc 10 shows that SP( 13k,23,3) 18 SEG for k=0 and 2.
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Theorem 3.5. The spider SP(17*"!,2,3%) is SEG for all k > 0.




Proof. First we show that for k=0, SP(1,2,3%) is SEG.(Figure 10(a)).
For an cven number 2k, we have the edge labeling set Q= {-4-k, -3-k, ...., -1, 0,
I,.....3+k, 4+k} and the vertex labeling set P= {-5-k,-4-k, ......-1, 1,...., 4+k,
S+k}.

Thus we define a labeling f:E(SP(IZk”,Z,}z)) - Q as follows:
f(x11u0) = -2, f(x 12, X11) = 3, flug,ug) = -3, flusuy) = 1, flue.us) = 4+k,
flug.uy) = 0, fuy ) = -1, flua,u3) = -(4+k) f(uy, X ) = 2 and we label the
remaining k pair edges incident at node u, in SP(1""' 2.3%) by 4, -4, ..., 3+k,
-(3+k). Itis clear that f is a bijection and the labeling is SEG  (see Figure 11(b)
for k=2).
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Theorem 3.6. The spider SP(17* 2% 3) is SEG for all k > 0.
The spider SP(17*,2*,3) is SEG for all k > 0.
Proof. For an cven number 2k, we have the edge labeling set Q= {-5-k, -4-
k,....-1,0, 1,..., 4+k, 5+k} and the vertex labeling set P= {-6-k, -5-k, ....., -1,
1,.....5+k, 6+k}.

Thus we define a labeling f:E(SP(IZk,24,3)) 2> Q as follows:
0 1u0) = 34k, £(x0 0, %, 0) = 1L (X2, ,u0) = -3-K, ((x20, Xa) = S+k, f(x3.u0) = 2,
f(x32, X3.1) = -5-k, f(xa 1,u0) = 44k, (x40, X4) = -1, f(ugu)) = 0, flu; uy) = -2,
flusuz) = -4-k and we label the remaining k pair edges incident at node u, in
SP(1%,23) by 3,-3,..., 3+k, -(3+k). It is clear that f is a bijection and the
labeling is SEG (see Figure 12 (a) for k=0, and Figure 12 (b) for k=2).
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We now show that some cven order SEG spiders of diameter six.

Theorem 3.7. The spider SP(17*'".2.4) is SEG for all k > 0.
Proof. First we show that for k=0, SP(1,2,4) is SEG. (Figurc 13(a)).
For odd number 2k+1, we have the edge labeling set Q= {-3-k,-2-k, ..... -1, 0,
..., 2+k, 3+k} and the vertex labeling set P= { -4-k, -3-k, ......-1, 1..... , 3+k.
4+k}.

Thus we define a labeling f:E(SP(17'!2.4)) > Q as follows:
f(x¢.1,u0) = -(3+K), f(x1 2, x1.0) = 2, f{ug, X1 1) = -1.fug, uy) =0, f(u;, ur) =3+k,
f(uz, u3) = 1, fluy) = -2 and we label the remaining k pair edges incident at
node u, in SP(17**'2 4) by 3,-3,...,.24k,~(2+k). It is clear that { is a bijection and
the labeling is SEG (see Figure 13(b) for k=2).

Example 6. Figure 13 illustrates the SEG labeling scheme for SP(1%*'' 2. 4)
where k=0 and 2.

(a) ib)
Figure 13.

By the similar argument as Theorem 3.7, we can show that
Theorem 3.8. The spider SP(17*"' 2 4) is SEG for all k > 0.
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Proof. First we show that for k=0, SP(I,23,4) is SEG. (Figure 13(a)).
For odd number 2k+1, we have the edge labeling set Q= {-4-k, -3-k, ...., -1, 0,
1,...., 3+k, 4+k} and the vertex labeling set P={ -5-k, -4-k, ...... -1, 1...... 44Kk,
5+k}.

Thus we define a labeling fESPOI™' 22.4)) > Q as follows:
fug, x1.9) = 34K, f(x12, x1.0) = -4-k, f(ug, X2) = -1, f(x22, X2,1) = 44k, fug, u() = 2,
f(u), uz) = 0, f(uy, us) = -3-k, flusug) = -2, f(x0.1,u9) = | and we label the
remaining k pair edges incident at node u, in SP(1°*"' 2% 4) by 3,-3,...,2+k,
-(2+k). It1s clear that f is a bijection and the labeling is SEG (see Figure 13(b)
for k=2).

Example 7. Figure 14 illustrates the labeling scheme for SP( 1,22,4) and
SP(1°,2°.4).

G thi

Figure 14.

Theorem 3.9. The spider SP(17*"' 2" 4) is SEG, for all k > 0.

Proof: For odd number 2k+1, we could label the spider tree T = SP(1 2k ',2",4)
as follows: we have the edge labeling set Q(T) = {-5-k, -4-k, .....-1,0,1,...,
4+k, 5+k} and the vertex labeling set P(T) = { -6-k, -5-k, .....,-1, 1,...., -5-k,
-6-k}. Thus we define a labeling £E(T) 2 Q(T) as follows:

f(x,ug) = -5-k, f(ug, u;) = 3+k, f(u,us) = 0, f(us,uz) = -4-k, f(uz,uy) = -2,

f(U(), X].l) = 5+k. f(X]‘], XI,Z) = -3-}(. f(U(;, Xz_]) = 2, f(X_v_'[, XZ,Z) = -],

f(ug, x31) = 1, f(x3.1,Xx3.2) = 4+k and we label the remaining s pair edges incident
at node u, in T by the following way: for two edges ¢, ¢; incident at uy, we label

12




e;, ¢; such that f(e;) = - f(¢;). It is clear that f is a bijection function and therefore
the labeling is SEG. (see Figure 15 for k=0).
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Theorem 3.10. The spider SP(1™"',3%.4) is SEG, for all k > 0.

Proof. Wec have the edge labeling sct Q(T) = {-5-k, ..., -1, 0, 1,...., 5+k} and
the vertex labeling set P(T) = { -6-k, ...... -1, 1,...., 6+k}. Thus we define

f: Q(T) = P(T) as follows:

f(x1, up) = -5-k, f(ug, uy) = 3, fluy, uy) = 0, f(us, uz) = -4-k, f(us, uy) = -2,

f(ug, x10) = S+k, f(x) 1. x12) = 1, f(xy 3, x12) = 4+k

f(ug, X21) = -1, f(x21, X22) = 2, f(X2., X2.3) = -3 and then we label the remaining k
pair edges incident at node u, in T by the following way: for two edges ¢;, €
incident at ug, we label ¢, ¢ such that f(e,) = - f(e;) from the remaining 2k
numbers. It is clear that fis a bijection and therefore the labeling is SEG.

Example 8 Figure 16 illustrates the labeling scheme for SP(1 2"”,32,4) where
k=0, and 2.
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4. Applications.

One can obtain many SEG graphs by the following construction. Let
(G,u) and (Gav) be two graphs with fixed vertices u,v respectively. The
amalgamation of (Gy,u) and (G,,v) is the graph which is the disjoint union of G,
and G, with u and v identitied. We will denote the resulting graph as Amal(G,,
G, {u,v}). It 1s obvious that u is a cut-vertex of the amalgamation.

For a trec T we delete all sets of cven number of leaves incident with the
same vertex and generate a new tree T*. Continue with the deletion process until
no such sets of even number of lcaves can be found. The final tree is said to be
irreducible part of T and will denoted by 1rr(T).

Definition 4.1. A trec T 1s irreducible if irr(T) = T.

We sce that for a tree T of odd order if irr(T) is super edge-graceful then T
1s super edge-graceful.

Theorem 4.1. If a tree T has cven order such that irr(T) = SP(2,3) then T is
SEG.
Proof. Supposc V(T) - V(ire(T)) = { ¢y, ..., ¢2y}. Then we sec that P(T) = 2y+6.
Thus we definc a labeling f: E(SP(IZR,2,3))—> {0,£1,..., =(y+2) } as follows:
flicu ) =1, f((uyy,u2)) = y+2, f{{c.uz,)) = 0,
f{(ua1, u22)) = -1, f((ua2, uz3)) = -(y+2) and
fE(T) — E(irr(T)) ))— {=2,..., =(y+1) }.

It is clear that fis a bijection function and the labeling is SEG.

Example 8. Figure 17 illustrates a tree of order 16 with a SEG labeling.
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Figure 17.

By the similar argument as Theorem 4.1, we have the following

Theorem 4.2. If a trce T has even order such that
SEG.

Theorem 4.3. If a tree T has even order such that
SEG.

Theorem 4.4. If a trce T has cven order such that
SEG.

Theorem 4.5. If a tree T has even order such that
SEG.
Theorem 4.6, If a tree T has cven order such that

SEG.

Theorem 4.7. If a trce T has even order such that
SEG.

Theorem 4.8. If a tree T has even order such that
SEG.

irr(T) = SP(1,3%) then T is

r(T) = SP(22,3) then T is

ir(T) = SP(2*,3) then T is

irr(T) = SP(1,2,3) then T is

ire(Ty = SP(2*.3) then T is

irr(T) =SP(1,2,4) then T is

irr(T) = SP(1,2° 4) then T is




Theorem 4.9. If a tree T has even order such that irr(T) = SP(I,23,4) then T 1s
SEG.

Theorem 4.10. If a tree T has even order such that irr(T) = SP(1°%"',3°.4) for all
k>0 then T is SEG.

5.Direction for further research.

We propose the following problem and conjectures for further research.
Problem. Characterize spiders of cven orders of diameter k£ which are not SEG,
where & > 2.

Conjecture 5.1. For 2 <k =4, all even order spiders of diameter & are SEG.
Another conjecture listed below is for even order tree Comb(n).
Conjecture 5.2. For any n > 7, Comb(n) is SEG.

Conjecture 5.3. Every tree of even order is an induced subtree ot a SEG tree of
even order.
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