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Abstract

Two new graph characteristics, the total vertex irregularity strength and the total edge irregularity strength, are introduced.
Estimations on these parameters are obtained. For some families of graphs the precise values of these parameters are proved.
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1. Introduction

A labelling of a graph is a map that carries graph elements to the numbers (usually to the positive or non-negative
integers). The most common choices of domain are the set of all vertices (vertex labellings), the edge set alone (edge
labellings), or the set of all vertices and edges (total labellings). Other domains are possible. The most complete recent
survey of graph labellings is [6].

In many cases it is interesting to consider the sum of all labels associated with a graph element. This will be called
the weight of the element. As in the study of magic total labellings, see e.g., a recent book of Wallis [13], the weight
of a vertex x under a total labelling 0 of elements of a graph G = (V, E) is

wi(x) =0(x) + ) oy, M
xyeE

and the weight of the edge xy is
wi(xy) =0(x) + 0(xy) +0(y). 2

In [2], the following problem was proposed by Chartrand, Jacobson, Lehel, Oellermann, Ruiz and Saba. Assign
positive integer labels to the edges of a simple connected graph of order at least 3 in such a way that the graph becomes
irregular, i.e., the weights (label sums) at each vertex are distinct. What is the minimum value of the largest label over
all such irregular assignments?
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This parameter of a graph G is well known as the irregularity strength of the graph G, s(G). Finding the irregularity
strength of a graph seems to be rather hard even for simple graphs, see [3,4,5,7,9,10]. An excellent survey on the subject
is Lehel [11]. For recent results see papers by Amar and Togni [1], Jacobson and Lehel [8] and Nierhoff [12].

Motivated by this problem, a recent excellent book by Wallis [13] and other papers on total labellings, see e.g. [14],
we study in this paper irregular total labellings.

For a graph G = (V, E) with vertex set V and edge set E we define a labellingd : VU E — {1,2,...,k}tobea
total k-labelling. A total k-labelling is defined to be an edge irregular total k-labelling of the graph G if for every two
different edges e and f of G there is

wt(e) # wt(f),

and to be a vertex irregular total k-labelling of G if for every two distinct vertices x and y of G there is

wi(x) # wt(y).

The minimum k for which the graph G has an edge irregular total k-labelling is called the fotal edge irregularity
strength of the graph G, tes(G). Analogously, we define the toral vertex irregularity strength of G, tvs(G), as the
minimum k for which there exists a vertex irregular total k-labelling of G.

Let G = (V, E) be a (p, g)-graph, that is, the graph with vertex set V = {v1, v2,...,v,} and edge set E, |E|=gq.
Let O be a total labelling of G. We associate with G and its total labelling the following p x p matrix L = [/;;] defined
by

a(v,’vj) ifv,-vjeEandi#j,
lij= 0 ifvl-ngéEandi;éj,
0(v;) ifi =j.
Let us call this matrix the O-matrix of the total labelling 0 of the graph G. This matrix is symmetric with respect to
the main diagonal and all its elements are non-negative integers.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we investigate properties of edge irregular total labellings.
Section 3 is devoted to vertex irregular total labellings.

2. Edge irregular total labellings
Our first result shows that the total edge irregularity strength is defined for all graphs. Namely, we have

Theorem 1. Let G = (V, E) be a graph with vertex set V and a non-empty edge set E. Then

E|+2
P = W <tes(G) < E.
Proof. To get the upper bound we label each vertex of G with label 1 and the edges of G consecutively with labels
1,2,...,|E|. Itis easy to see that wt(e) # wt(f) for any two distinct edges e and f of G.

Let ¢ be an optimal labelling with respect to the tes(G). Then the heaviest edge e of G has weight wt(e) > |E| 4 2.
This weight is the sum of three labels. So at least one label is at least (|E| +2)/3. O

The lower bound in Theorem 1 is tight as can be seen from the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Let P, and C,, be a path and a cycle, respectively, with n > 1 edges. Then

tes(P,) =tes(Cy) = ’7#—‘ .

Proof. By Theorem 1 we have tes(G)>[(n + 2)/3],n>1 where G € {P,, C,}. First we prove the bound for
paths. We proceed by induction on n. The path P is labelled with label 1 on all three elements. Let P, be a path
V1€e1v2e2V3 - - - UnenUy41; 12> 1. Suppose we have labelled the path P, forn =3(k—1)+1, k> 1, in such a way that the
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Fig. 1.

edge e, = v, v, of P, is labelled with 0(v,) = 0(v,,+-1) = O(e,) = k. For the inductive step the edges ey, ..., ¢, and
the vertices vy, ..., v,+1 are labelled as in P, and we put 0(e,+1) =0(ep+2) =0(ep+3) =k + 1, 0(vy42) =k, O(vp43) =
0(vy44) =k + 1. Because P11 C P,12 C P,43, we are done.

Let C,, be a cycle vy, ey, v2, €2, V3, ..., Uy, €y, V1. In Fig. 1 we have optimal irregular labellings of C3, C4 and Cs
with labels from the set {1, 2, 3}.

Suppose we have an irregular labelling of C,, for n = 3(k — 1) + 2, k >2 with the edge ¢, labelled as follows,
0(ep—1) =k + 1, 0(v,—1) = 0(v,) = k. To obtain an optimal labelling of Cj,+| (C,42 and C, 43, respectively) we split
the edge e, into two (three, or four, respectively) edges by adding one new vertex xj (two new vertices x1 and x», or
three new vertices x1, x» and x3, respectively) and label the “new” vertices and edges of the cycle C,4+1 (Cp42, Cpy3,
respectively) in the following way, 0(v,—1x1) =k+1, 0(x;) =k +1, 0(x1v,) =k (O(x1) =0(x2)=k+1, O(vy—1x1) =
O(x1x2)=k+1, 0(xpv,)=k,and0(x;)=0(x2)=0(x3)=k+1, 0(v,_1x1)=0(x2x3)=k+1, O(x1x2)=k+2, 0(x3v,) =k,
respectively). For C, 13 we reorder the vertices and edges so that the edge xx> will play the role of ¢, of the above
construction. [

The upper bound in Theorem 1 is not sharp. If we introduce into the play the maximum degree 4 = A(G) of the
graph G, we obtain the following:

Theorem 3. Let G = (V, E) be a graph with maximum degree A = A(G). Then

()
A+1
tes(G) > ’7%—‘ and
(ii)
. |E]—1
tes(G)SIE|—4 ifA< :
Proof. (i) Suppose 0 is an optimal total labelling of G. Let eq, e2, ..., e4 be the edges incident with a vertex x of
maximum degree 4 in G. Let y; be the other end of the edge ¢;, i.e., ¢; = xy;. Since w(e;) = d(x) + 0(e;) + O(y;) for
alli, 1<i<4,andas w(ey), w(ez), ..., w(ey) are all distinct, O(e;) + O(y;) are all distinct for 1 <i < 4. So the largest
among these values must be at least 4 4 1. Thus, either 0(e;) or 0(y;) must be at least (4 + 1)/2 for some i, 1 <i < 4.
(i1) Let x and eyq, e2, ..., e4 be defined as above. Let ¢ be the following labelling of the elements from V U E.

@) =1foreveryv € V,v # x and ¢(x) = 4 + 1. The edges from E — {e1, e2, ..., e4} are labelled consecutively
with labels 1,2, ..., |E| — A and ¢(e;) = |E| — 24 +i,i =1,2,..., 4. Itis easy to see that ¢ is an edge irregular
total labelling having the required property. [

The lower bound in Theorem 3 is tight as can be seen from the next theorem.

Theorem 4. Let S, = K1, be a star on n + 1 vertices,n > 1. Then
n—+1
tes(S,) = ’7 > —‘ .

Proof. The inequality tes(S,) > [(n 4+ 1)/27 holds by Theorem 3. What follows is an edge irregular total labelling
showing the converse inequality. Let e; = xv1, e2 = xv2, ..., e, = xv, be edges of the star S,. The following total




labelling ¢ is optimal:
i+ 1 i+ 1
px)=1, @)= L%J ENAES [%_‘ fori=1,2,...,n. O
The upper bound in Theorem 3 seems to be far from the best possible.
The idea of the proof of Theorem 3(ii) is used in the proof of:

Theorem S. Let G = (V, E) be a graph with |V| = p and |E|=q. Let I = {uy, ua, ..., u,} be an independent set of
vertices in G such that degg (u;) = d; foranyi =1,2,...,t. Ifo:l di <(q — 1)/2 then

t
tes(G)<qg — Zd,-.
i=1

Proof. Let A; ={ey, ez, ..., ey} be the set of edges incident with the vertex u;, i =1,2,...,¢.Set Ag=E — Ule A;.
The following labelling O is an edge irregular total labelling to the set {1,2, ..., r}, where r = q — Z§=1 d;. We put
O(w)=1foreveryveV —1,

Ouj)=1+d +dry+---+d; foreveryi=1,2,...,¢t.

The edges from the set Ag are labelled consecutively with labels 1,2, ..., r. The edges {ej, e, ..., ¢4} from the set
A; getlabelsr —d; +1,r —d;i +2,...,r.

It is easy to see that the largest integer used in our labelling 0is r =g — Z§=1 d;.

It is a routine matter to verify that each edge of G has a distinct weight. In fact, our labelling has been chosen in such
a way that the resulting edge weights form a consecutive sequence of integers from 3 tog + 2. [

Let O be an edge irregular total labelling of a graph G, and let H be a subgraph of G. The restriction of O to H is also
an edge irregular total labelling of H. This means that tes(H) <tes(G). As a consequence of this inequality we have
the following:

Lemma 6. Let G = (V, E) be a graph with |V| = p. Then
tes(G) <tes(Kp).

Lemma 6 points out that it is very important to know the exact value of tes(K ) for any p >2. We know that

2
— 4 —D(p—-2
popta gtes([(p)gw' 3)
6 2
The left inequality is from Theorem 1, the right side one is a consequence of Theorem 3(ii).
From Fig. 1 we know that tes(K3) = 2. The total edge irregularity strength of K4 equals 3 as can be seen from (3)
and from the following matrix L(4) expressing a suitable labelling O:

11 2 2
11 1 3
LW=1, 1 5 3
2 3 3 3

For K5 the inequality (3) gives tes(Ks5) >4. However, we have:
Theorem 7. tes(Ks) = 5.

Proof. The upper bound 5 is given by the labelling 0 expressed by O-matrix of K5 below
4 4 4

L) =

O NG NN
— e e e
W N W =

I 1
2 5
5 4
55



To prove that tes(K5) > 5, let us proceed by contradiction. Suppose tes(K5) =4. Then the edges of Ks must have weights
3,4,5,..., 11, 12. The existence of an edge ¢ = ab with wt(e) = 12 forces 0(e) = 0(a) = 0(b) = 4. Also, in K3, there
must be an edge f = xy with wr(f) =3 and O(f) = 0(x) = 0(y) = 1. Because the edges ax, ay, bx, and by have one
vertex labelled with label 1 and the second vertex labelled with label 4 their labels must be distinct. As tes(Ks) =4 we
have {O(ax), 0(ay), 0(bx), 0(by)}={1, 2, 3, 4} and so {wt (ax), wt(ay), wt(bx), wt(by)}={6, 7, 8, 9}. The remaining
four edges must receive the weights 4, 5, 10 and 11. The fifth vertex of K5 cannot be labelled with a label larger than
2, otherwise the weight 4 cannot be attained and it cannot be labelled with a label less than 3, otherwise the weight 11
cannot be attained. This produces a contradiction. [

We believe that the following holds

Conjecture 1. tes(K ) = [(p* — p +4)/6] for any p>6.

We have verified this conjecture for 6 < p < 20.

The next two theorems were motivated by our desire to explore labellings of graphs with a vertex of maximum
degree beyond the constraints of Theorem 3(ii).

First we present the total edge irregularity strength of W,,, the wheel with n + 1 vertices.

Theorem 8. tes(W,) = [(2n + 2)/3] for n >=3.

Proof. Let W, be the wheel with V(W,)) = {v}U{v; : 1<i<n}and E(W,) ={vv; : 1<i<n}U{vjviy; : 1<i<n —
1} U {v,v1}. That [(2n 4 2)/3] is a lower bound for tes(W,,) follows from Theorem 1. To show that [(2n + 2)/3] is
an upper bound for tes(W,,) we describe a total [(2n 4 2)/3]-labelling for W,,.

For n > 6 we construct the function ¢ as follows:

2n +2
QD(U)_’V 3 —"
M +2
1 it1<i< | 2] o,
242 242
i) = ["; —‘—2 ifi = ";L —‘—landizn,
42 242
nt if | 2 <icn—,
3 3
242
i ifl<ic |22 g,
242
1 R
3
W +2
o) =15 ifi:[n;_ —‘—1,
) 242
mp2— [ i [ i< -,
3 3
4 ifi=n-—1,
2 if i =n,

=
N
N

p(vv;) =

) m+2
i—(’” W+4 if["; —‘gign—l,




Observe that

wt(Viviy1) = @) + @it1) + @V vi41)

o +2
P42 for 1<i< | P02 _o,
o +2
{"; —‘—1-1 fori=n,
42
=42 nt +2 fori=n—1,
42 o +2
7] [l fori= |t t2]_ 1
3 3
on+2 42
2n+2+’7n;_ —‘—i for’rn;_ nggn—z

and

2n +2

) ) 2n +2
+14i forl1<i< -1,

2n +2

+1 fori =n,

42 o +2
i+["3+ W+4 for’rn;_ —‘gign—l.

wt(vv;) = @) + (Vi) + p(vv;) =

So the weights of edges of W,, under the labelling ¢ constitute the set {3, 4, ..., 2n 4 2} and the function ¢ is a map
from

. 2n +2
V(W) UEW,) into {1,2,...,’7 3 —H

To take care of W,,, 3<n < 6, we give the following special labellings:

For W3: @(v) =3, p(v1) = @(v2) =1, ¢(v3) =2 @(vv1) =2, p(vv2) = @(vv3) =3, p(v1v2) = @(v2v3) = | and
p(viv3) = 2.

For Wa: @(v) =4, ¢(v1) =@ 2) =1, ¢(v3) =2, ¢(va) =3 @(vv1) = @(v1v2) = @(viv4) = P(V203) =1, P(VV2) =
2, p(vv3) = @(vvg) = p(v3v4) = 3.

For Ws: @(v) = ¢(v4) =4, ¢p(v1) = @(v2) =1, ¢(v3) =2, ¢(v5) =3, @(vv1) = @V1v2) = @(V1v5) = P(V203) =
L, p(vv2) = @(vv3) = @(vvs) =2, @(vva) = @(v3vs) = P(v4vs) = 4.

It is easy to see that these total labellings have the required properties.

This concludes the proof. [J

Next we determine the total edge irregular strength for friendship graphs.

The friendship graph F, may be visualised as n triangles sharing a common vertex (but otherwise independent).
Alternatively, F;,, may be considered as an even wheel W5, with every alternate rim edge missing. This second concep-
tualisation justifies us referring to the edges adjacent to the vertex of maximum degree as spokes and the remainder of
the edges as rim edges. Note that |V (F;,)| =2n + 1 and |E(F,)| = 3n.

Theorem 9. tes(F,) = [(3n +2)/3].

Proof. For the friendship graph F,, our aim is to allocate edge weights from the set {3, ..., 3n + 2} so that each edge
receives a distinct weight. Ideally, we would wish to ensure that the largest label is M = [(3n + 2)/3], the minimum
largest label by Theorem 1.

Case 1: n = 1 (mod?2). Label the vertex x of degree 4 = 2n with ¢ = (n + 1)/2. Choose a vertex v; and without
loss of generality number vy, v3 etc clockwise, with vivy € E(F;,). Let s; represent the spoke xv; and r; the rim edge



v; Vi4+1. Note that the subscript of r is always odd. Define a labelling ¢ for the first (n — 1)/2 triangles as

¢(wi)+1, i=0(mod3),
P(ri) =1 P, i = 1(mod3),
o) —1, i=2(mod3),
P(si) =i — Ppvi) + 1,
where 1 <i<n — 1, so we have labelled (n — 1)/2 complete triangles and allocated weights from {3, ..., B3n + 1)/2}

such that each edge has a distinct weight.

For the second part of the labelling we now allocate the largest edge weight, 3n + 2 to a rim edge so that the
maximum label is as small as possible. Allocate ¢p(vy,) =n + 1 = ¢(va,—1) and ¢p(r2,—1) = n. If n + 1 is to be the
largest label, then the largest spoke weight can be no greater than (5n + 5)/2. Next we need to allocate weights from
the set {(5n + 7)/2, ..., 3n + 2} to rim edges. Note that the cardinality of this setis (n — 1)/2. We may then assign
labels to a further n — 1 spokes so as to allocate weights from the set {(3n +9)/2, ..., (5n + 5)/2}. For a separate set
of (n — 1)/2 triangles define the labelling ¢ as

dn +i+2

P(v) = ’7 6

—‘ , n+2<i<2n,
$(vi) +1, (n+i)=0(mod3),

¢>(ri)={¢(vi), (n +1i) =1 (mod3),
¢ —1, (n+i)=2(mod3),

P(si) =i 42— p(vp).

We have now labelled n — 1 complete triangles and allocated all weights from the given set except for the weights
(Bn+3)/2,(3n +5)/2 and (3n + 7)/2. To complete the labelling we label the remaining two vertices and rim edge
all with the value ¢ and the two remaining spokes with ¢ 4+ 1 and ¢ 4 2. This completes our labelling.

Case 2: n = 0 (mod?2). Label the vertex of maximum degree with ¢ = n/2. The rest of the labelling follows the
labelling for Case 1 except that the first part labels only (n/2) — 1 complete triangles. The second part of the labelling
and the remaining triangle are labelled as in Case 1. [

Note 1. The problem of finding the total edge irregularity strength for other classes of graphs such as complete graphs,
complete bipartite graphs, complete multipartite graphs, trees and regular graphs remains open.

3. Vertex irregular total labellings

It is easy to see that irregularity strength s(G) of a graph G is defined only for graphs containing at most one isolated
vertex and no connected component of order 2. On the other hand, the total vertex irregularity strength tvs(G) is defined
for every graph G. Our first result in this section is
Theorem 10. Let G be a graph with no component of order <2. Then

tvs(G) <s(G). 4

Proof. Let ¢ be an edge labelling providing the irregularity strength s(G), ¢ : E — {1,2,...,5(G)}. If we extend
this labelling to the vertex set V (G) of G using ¢(v) =1 forevery v € V(G), we obtain a vertex irregular total labelling

of G. OO

Nierhoff [12] recently proved that for all graphs G with no component of order at most 2 and G # K3, the irregularity
strength s(G) of G is at most p — 1. Using this result and (4) we obtain

Corollary 11. Let G be a graph with no component of order <2, G # K3. Then tvs(G)<p — 1.



Theorem 12. Let T be a tree with n pendant vertices and no vertex of degree 2. Then
n+1
’7%—‘ <tvs(T) <n.

Proof. Amar and Togni [1] established that the irregularity strength s(7") of any tree with no vertex of degree 2 is equal
to its number of pendant vertices. This provides an upper bound. To prove the lower bound consider the weights of the
pendant vertices. The smallest weight among them is at least two and the largest weight has value at least n + 1. Since
the weight of any pendant vertex is the sum of two positive integers, the proof is complete. [J

The sharpness of the lower bound in Theorem 12 is given by

Lemma 13. Let K , be a star with n pendant vertices then

tvs(K1,,) = ”n—zf— l—‘ .

Proof. It is enough to describe a suitable vertex irregular total labelling. Let x be the central vertex of the star and let
er, e, ..., e, beedgesand vy, vy, ..., v, the pendant vertices. The following total labelling 0 fulfills our requirements:

i+1

o) =1, o) = ’7 —‘ for every vertex v;, i =1,2,...,n,
and 0(e;) = (i + 1)/2] forevery edge ¢;, i =1,2,...,n. O

Let K, denote the complete graph of order p. In [2] it was shown that s (K ) = 3 for every p. Here, we have
Theorem 14. For p >2 we have

tvs(K ) = 2.

Proof. Trivially, tvs(K ) >2 for any p>2. For the converse, we define a suitable vertex irregular total labelling as
follows. Let V(K ) = {v1, v2, ..., vp}. We define

o) =1 forlgig{g—‘

and
p .

o(v;)) =2 for {E—‘<z<p
and for every 7, 1 <i < p, we define

pivj)=1 forl<j<p—i+1l, i#]
and

ejv;) =2 for p—i+2<j<p.

To see that this total labelling ¢ is irregular on the vertices of K, consider the corresponding ¢-matrix L(K ). It is
easy to see that the sum of entries of L.(K ) in the row corresponding to the vertex vy gives the weight

wt(vg)) =p+k—1 foranyk=1,...,p. O

The following simple observation is very useful. We formulate it as



Lemma 15. Let ¢ be a vertex irregular total labelling of a graph G and let wt be the corresponding weight function
on V(G), the vertex set of G. Let e = xy be an edge of G. Then the weights wt(x) and wt(y) are not changed if ¢ is
transformed into @t or ¢, respectively, where

i) @T ()=o) for x v #y,
Pt =) +1, ot =0 +1,
o (N =o(f) for f # e and
pT(e)=pe) — 1.

(i) ¢ (V) =¢W) forx #v #y,
e~ (x) =) =1, ¢~ (y) = (y) — | provided that ¢(x), p(y) =2,
o~ (f)=o(f) for [ # e and
¢~ (e) =q(e) + 1.

Note that in Lemma 15 the case when ¢ (¢) = 0 corresponds to the deletion of the edge e.

Theorem 16. Let G be a (p, q)-graph with minimum degree 6 = 6(G) and maximum degree A = A(G). Then

p+o
| <tvs(G)<p+A4—25+1.
LI+1—‘ vs(G)<p + +

Proof. Lower bound: The largest value among the weights of vertices of G is at least p + ¢ and this weight is the sum
of at most 4 + 1 integers. Hence the largest label contributing to this weight must be at least [(p + 0)/(4 + 1)7.
Upper bound: Consider K, with the optimal total labelling ¢ from the proof of Theorem 14 providing tvs(K ) = 2.
Choose a subgraph of K, isomorphic with G and delete from K, all edges not belonging to G in agreement with
Lemma 15. This means that if an edge e = xy is deleted and its label is ¢p(e) =k (k=1 or 2 because tvs(K ;) =2) then

in the new labelling ¢ (x) = @(x) +k and ¢ (y) = @(y) + k. After the deletion of all the edges of G, the complement
of G, the new label O(v) of any vertex of degree d is

p—d<ow)<2p—12d.

Hence the labels 0 of vertices of G are at least p — A and at most 2p — 20. Because of Lemma 15, the weights of
vertices of G are the same as in K, and they are mutually distinct. Now the label O(v) of every vertex is decreased by
p — A — 1. The new vertex irregular total labelling / is obtained with the property that

I<Yy<2p—20—(p—A4—-1)=p+A4—-25+1 forany v € V(G)
and
Y(e)<2 foreveryedge e € E(G).

The new weight wt(v) = wt(v) —p+A4+12p —p+ A4+ 1=4+1 and, clearly, wz(x) # wt(y) whenever
x#y. O

Corollary 17. Let G be an r-regular (p, q)-graph. Then

HTJFZ—‘ <tvs(G)<p —r + 1.

By using the labelling from Theorem 2, one can easily see that

tvs(Cp) = tes(Cp) = P%Lﬂ .

This observation can be used in the proof of:



Theorem 18. Let G be a regular hamiltonian (p, q)-graph. Then

tvs(G) < [pT”—‘ .

Proof. Label totally the hamiltonian cycle of G as in Theorem 2, using labels from the set {1,2, ..., [(p 4+ 2)/31};
the remaining edges of G are labelled with label 1. This yields tvs(G) < [(p +2)/3]. U

Theorem 19. Let G be a (p, q)-graph with maximum degree A = A(G) and no component of order <2. Then

ws(G)<p—1—|P2=2
vs(G)<p—1—| ——|.
P A+

Proof. If G satisfies the conditions of the Theorem and G # K3 then, by Nierhoff [12], G has the irregularity strength
s(G) < p — 1. This means that there is an edge labelling ¢ such that for each edge e of Gp(e) < p — 1. We extend this
labelling to a vertex irregular total labelling by setting ¢ (v) = 1 for every vertex v € V(G).

Putr = [(p —2)/(4+ 1)]. Lemma 15(i) is now applied ¢ times to each edge e = xy of G with ¢@(e) > ¢. Then the
labels of x and y increase by z. Therefore, applying Lemma 15(i) we get new vertex irregular total labelling O with the
following properties:

p—2

de)=op)—t<p—1l—t=p—1-— {A——HJ for every edge ¢ € E(G)

with
@(e)>t, 0O(e) = @(e) for all other edges,
and for every vertex v € V(G) we have
W) <o) +tdega(V) <o) +tAd=1+14<p—1—1

because (4 + 1) < p — 2. This gives

)
ow<p—1- LZ—HJ

and we are done. [

Note that for G = K3 tvs(K3) =2=p—1—[(3—-2)/(2+ 1)] by Theorem 14.

It is a natural desire to seek the exact value of any graph characteristic for every member of some family of graphs.
In the next part we investigate the total vertex irregular strength of the n-sided prism D,, n > 3.

The prism D,, n >3, is a trivalent graph which can be defined as the cartesian product P, x C, of a path on two
vertices with a cycle on n vertices. D,, consists of an outer n-cycle y;y» - - - y,, an inner n-cycle x1x2 - - - x, and a set of
nspokes x;y;, i =1,2,...,n.

Theorem 20. Forn>3 tvs(D,) = [(2n + 3)/4].
Proof. We label edges of D,,, n >3, in the following way:

(i) each edge of the inner n-cycle receives the label 1,
(ii) if n is even then each edge of the outer n-cycle receives the label [(2n + 3) /4],
(ii1) if n is odd then the edge y;y» receives the label 1 and the other edges of the outer n-cycle receive the label
[(2n +3)/4],
(iv) spokes x;y; receive the label 1, for 1 <i < [(2n + 3)/47, and the labels [(2n 4 3) /4], for [(2n+3) /41 + 1<i<n.



The weights of vertices x;, 1 <i <n, successively attain values4, 5, 6, ..., n+3ifall vertices x;, 1 <i <[(2n+3)/4],
receive distinct labels from the set {1, 2,3, ..., [(2n + 3)/47} and all vertices x;, [(2n + 3)/4] + 1 <i <n, receive
distinct labels from the set {2,3,4,...,n — [(2n + 3)/4] + 1}.

If nis even and each vertex y;, 1 <i <n, receives the same label as vertex x; then the weights of vertices y;, 1 <i <n,

constitute the set of consecutive integers {n +4,n + 5, ..., 2n + 3}. If nis odd and
F”:ﬂ—zm for 1<i <2,
o =1i-1 for 3<i< | 252,
i — (2”:3—‘ for P":s—‘ +1<i<n

then the weights of vertices y; aren + 3 + 11, 1 <i <n.
This labelling provides the upper bound on tvs(D;,). The sharpness of this bound is by Theorem 16. [

Note 2. In the previous parts we determined the total vertex irregularity strength for complete graphs, cycles, stars,
paths and prisms. It would be interesting to know the exact value of this parameter for other families of graphs e.g.
complete bipartite graphs, regular graphs, n-cubes.
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