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Abstract

For any graph G, the spanning tree packing number of σ(G), is the maximum number of edge-
disjoint spanning trees contained in G. In this study, we determined the maximum number of
edge-disjoint spanning trees of the generalized petersen graph and cocktail graph.
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1 Introduction

Connectivity is one of the most basic concepts of graph-theoritical subjects, both in a combinatorial
sense and in an algorithm sense. As we know, the classical connectivity has two equivalent
definitions, one is the cut version; the other is the path version. The generalized connectivity
of a graph G is a natural generalization of the path version definition. For a graph G = (V,E) and
a set S ⊆ V (G) of at least two vertices, an S - Steiner tree connecting S (S-tree) is a subgrpah
T = (V ′, E′) of that of G that is a tree with S ⊆ V ′. The generalized edge-connectivity is related
to two important problems. For agiven graph G and S ⊆ V (G), teh problem of finding a maximum
set of edge-disjoint Steiner trees connecting S in G is called the Steiner tree packing problem. In
this study, we determined the maximum number of edge-disjoint spanning trees of the generalized
petersen graph and cocktail graph.

2 Preliminary Notes

This section contains some of the fundamental concepts necessary for the understanding of the
study.

Definition 2.1. [4] The complement G of a graph G is the grpah with vertex set V (G) such that
two verticesare adjacent in G if and only if these vertices are not adjacent in G.

Definition 2.2. [4] An edge-connectivity λ(G) of a graph g is the minimum number of edges in
graph G whose deletion disconnects the graph.
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Theorem 2.1. [2] The edge connectivity of G satisfies λ(G) ≥ 2k if and only if for any set Ek of
k edges of G, then the subgraph H = G− Ek has an edge disjoint trees.

Corollary 2.2. [2] If λ(G) ≥ 2k then G has k edge-disjoint spanning trees. The lower bound is⌊
λ(G)

2

⌋
≤ σ(G),

where the upper bound is

σ(G) ≤
⌊

|E(G)|
|V (G)− 1|

⌋
.

Remark 2.1. [6] For any complement of generalized petersen graph G(n, k) with n ≥ 3, 1 ≤ k ≤
⌊n−1

2
⌋, |E(G(n.k))| = 2n(n− 2) and degG(n.k)(v) = 2(n− 2) for all v ∈ V (G(n.k)).

Remark 2.2. [3] For any Cocktail Party graph CPn with n ≥ 2,

|E(CPn)| = 2n(n− 1), and degCPn(v) = 2(n− 1) for all v ∈ V (CPn)

Remark 2.3. [4] For any regular graph G, δ(G) = degG(v).

Remark 2.4. [7] For any x ∈ R and n ∈ N, n = ⌊n⌋ if and only if n ≤ x ≤ n+ 1.

Theorem 2.3. [12] Let G be a graph with order p, minimum degree δ(G), and edge connectivity
λ(G). If λ(G) ≥ 1

2
p, then λ(G) = δ(G).

Remark 2.5. [5] For any connected cubic graph G for which |V (G)| ≥ 6, σ(G) = 1.

Definition 2.3. [4] A vertex-connectivity κ(G) of a graph G is the minimum number of nodes in
a graph G whose deletion disconnects G.

Definition 2.4. [4] A graph H is subgraph of a graph G if V (H) ⊆ V (G) and E(H) ⊆ E(G). If
V (H) = V (G), then H is a sapnning subgraph of G.

Definition 2.5. [5] For any graph G, the spanning tree packing number (STP) denoted by σ(G),
is the maximum number of edge-disjoint spanning trees contained in G.

Definition 2.6. [6] Generalized petersen graph is connected cubic graph consisting of an inner star
polygon (n, k) and an outer regular polygon (n) with correspoding vertices in the inner and outer
polygons connected by the edges where n ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n−1

2
⌋.

Definition 2.7. [1] Ladder rung graph is graph of order n denoted by nP2 the graph union of n
copies of path graph P2.

Definition 2.8. [3] Cocktail party graph (CPn) is a grpah consisting of two rows of paired nodes in
which all nodes except the paired ones are connected with straight lines. It is the graph complement
of the ladder rung graph nP2.

3 Main Results

This section contains the main results of the study.

Remark 3.1. For any Generalized petersen graph G(n, k) for n ≥ 3, 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n−1
2

⌋, σ(G(n, k)) = 1.
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Theorem 3.1. For a generalized petersen graph G(n, k), σG(n, k) = n− 2 for all n ≥ 3.

Proof: We consider the following cases:

Case 1: n− 2 ≤ σ(G(n, k)).

By Corollary 2.2,

⌊
λ(G)

2

⌋
≤ σ(G)

Now, by Remark 2.1, deg(n,k)(v) = 2(n−2), for all v ∈ V ((G(n, k))). Since G(n, k) is also a regular

graph, it follows that δ(G(n, k)) = ∆(G(n, k)) = degG(n,k)(v) = 2(n − 2), λ(G(n, k)) = δ(G(n, k)).
By Theorem 2.3

δ(G(n, k)) ≥ |V (G(n, k))|
2

2(n− 2) ≥ 2n

2

2n− 4 ≥ n

n ≥ 4.

This is true since |V G(n, k))| ≥ 6. Hence λG(n, k)) = 2(n− 2). Now we have

σG(n, k) ≥
⌊
λ(G(n, k))

2

⌋
=

⌊
2(n− 2)

2

⌋
= n− 2.

Case 2: σG(n, k) ≤ n− 2
On the other hand, by 2.2, and Remark 2.1, we get

σG(n, k) ≤
⌊

|E((G(n, k))|
|V (G(n, k)| − 1

⌋
=

⌊
2n(n− 2)

2n− 1

⌋

Now, to show that

⌊
2n(n−2)
2n−1

⌋
= n − 2 fro n ≥ 3 we use Remark 2.4, i.e., we need to show that

n− 2 ≤
⌊

2n(n−2)
2n−1

≤ (n− 2) + 1. Consider the following claims:

Claim 1: n− 2 ≤ 2n(n−2)
2n−1

Verifying algebraically,

(n− 2)(2n− 1) ≤ 2n(n− 2)

2n2 − 2− 4n+ 2 ≤ 2n2 − 4n

−n+ 2 ≤ 0

−n ≤ −2.

This shows that Claim 1 is true since n ≥ 3 by assumption.

Claim 2: 2n(n−2)
2n−1

≤ (n− 2) + 1
Verifying algebraically,
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2n(n− 2) ≤ n− 1(2n− 1)

2n2 − 4n ≤ 2n2 − 2n− n+ 1

−4n ≤ −3n+ 1

−n ≤ −1

This shows that claim 2 is true since n ≥ 3 by assumption. Combining by claim 1 and claim 2, we
get

σ(G(n, k)) ≤
⌊
2(n− 2)

2

⌋
= n− 2.

By case 1 and case2, this implies that

n− 2 ≤ σ(G(n, k)) ≤ n− 2.

Therefore, σ(G(n, k)) = n− 2. □

The following are consequence of Remark 3.1, and Theorem 3.1.

Remark 3.2. The absolute difference between σ(G(n, k)) and σ(G(n, k)) is increasing.

The next results shows the STP od Cocktail party graph denoted by CPn.

Theorem 3.2. For a Cocktail party graph denoted by (CPn) with n ≥ 2,

σ(CPn) = n− 1.

Proof:

We consider the following cases:

Case 1: n− 1 ≤ σ(CPn)

By Corollary 2.2,
λ(G)

2
≤ σ(G).

Now, by Remark 2.2, degCPn(v) = 2(n−1) for all v ∈ V (CPn). Since (CPn) is also a regular graph,

it follows that δ(CPn) = ∆(CPn) = degCPn = 2(n − 1). Now to show that σ(CPn) ≥ |V (CPn)|
2

so
that λ(CPn) = σ(CPn). By Theorem 2.3

2(n− 1) ≥ 2n

2

2n− 2 ≥ n

n− 2 ≥ 0

n ≥ 2.

Hence, λ(CPn) = degCPn(v) = 2(n− 1). Now, by Corollary 2.2, we have

σ(G(n, k)) ≥
⌊
2(n− 1)

2

⌋
σ(G(n, k)) = n− 1.

Case 2: σ(CPn) ≤ n− 1
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On the other hand by Corollary 2.2 and Remark 2.2

σ(CPn) ≤
⌊

|E(CPn)|
|V (CPn)| − 1

⌋
=

⌊
2n(n− 2)

2n− 1

⌋
.

To show that

⌊
2n(n−2)
2n−1

⌋
= n− 1 for n ≥ 2, we used Remark 2.5,i.e., we need to show that n− 1 ≤

2n(n−2)
2n−1

≤ (n− 1) + 1. Consider the follwing Claims below:

Claim 1: n− 1 ≤ 2n(n−2)
2n−1

.
Verifying algebraically,

(n− 1)(2n− 1) ≤ 2n(n− 1)

2n2 − n− 2n+ 1 ≤ 2n2 − 2n

−n+ 1 ≤ 0

−n ≤ −1.

Claim 2: 2n(n−2)
2n−1

≤ (n− 1) + 1.
Verifying algebraically,

2n(n− 1) ≤ n(2n− 1)

2n2 − 2n ≤ 2n2 − 2

−2n ≤ −n

−n ≤ 0

This shows that Claim 2 is true since n ≥ 2 by assumption. Thus

σ(CPn) ≤
⌊
2n(n− 1)

2n− 1

⌋
= n− 1.

By case 1 and case 2 this implies that,

n− 1 ≤ σ(CPn) ≤ n− 1.

Therefore,
σ(CPn) = n− 1

□

Remark 3.3. The spanning tree packing number of CPn is 0.

Remark 3.4. The difference between σ(CPn) and σ(CPn) is increasing.

4 Conclusion

In this article, we determined the maximum number of edge-disjoint spanning trees of the generalized
petersen graph and cocktail graph.

UNDER PEER REVIEW



References

[1] Ball, W.W.R., and Coxeter, H.S.M. (1987). Mathematical Recreation and Essays, 13th ed.
New york: Dover.

[2] Catlin P.A. (1992). Supereulerian Graphs: A Survey, J. Graph Theory 16, 177-196.

[3] Biggs, N.L.(1993). Algebraic Graph Theory, 2nd ed. Cambridge, England: Cambridge
University Press, pp. 17 and 68.

[4] Chartrand G., Lesniak L., and Zhang P. (2016). Graphs and Digraphs (6th edition), xi. survey,
J. Graph Theory 16, 177-196.

[5] Palmer E. (2001). On the Spanning Tree Packing Number of a Graph: A survey, Discrete
Math. 230, 13-21.

[6] Pemmaraju, S. and Skeina, S. (2003). Computational Discrete Mathematics: Combinatorics
and Graph Theory with Mathematica. Cambridge, England: CAnbridge University Press, 215.

[7] Useful Properties of the Floor and Ceil Functions. (2009).
https://janmr.com/blog/2009/09/useful-properties-of-the-floor-and-ceil-functions/

[8] Tan KSR, Cabahug Jr. IS. Safe Sets in Some Graph Families; 2022; 18(9): 1-7

[9] Mangubat DP, Cabahug Jr. IS. On the restrained cost eective sets of some special classes of
graphs; 2022; 18(8): 22-24.

[10] Dinorog MG. Rings Domination Number of Some Mycielski Graphs.
Asian Research Journal ofMathematics. 2022 Dec 3;18(12):16-
26.Available:https://doi.org/10.9734/arjom/2022/v18i12621

[11] Ruaya KKB, Eballe RG, & Cabahug Jr. IS. Another Look of Rings Domination in Ladder
Graph. Asian Research Journal ofMathematics. 2022;18(12):27-33

[12] Goldsmith, L., White, A., (1978). On Graphs with Equal Edge Connectivity and Minimum
Degree, Discrete MAath.

UNDER PEER REVIEW

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0

	Introduction
	Preliminary Notes
	Main Results
	Conclusion

