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Abstract—The weighted vertex coloring problem for a given weighted graph is to minimize the
number of colors so that for each vertex the number of the colors that are assigned to this vertex is
equal to its weight and the assigned sets of vertices are disjoint for any adjacent vertices. For all
but four hereditary classes that are defined by two connected 5-vertex induced prohibitions, the
computational complexity is known of the weighted vertex coloring problem with unit weights.
For four of the six pairwise intersections of these four classes, the solvability was proved earlier of
the weighted vertex coloring problem in time polynomial in the sum of the vertex weights. Here we
justify this fact for the remaining two intersections.
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INTRODUCTION

We consider only simple graphs, i.e., the undirected unlabeled graphs without loops and multiple
edges. A set of graphs closed under isomorphism and vertex removal is called a hereditary graph class.
Every hereditary graph class X can be defined by the set of forbidden induced subgraphs ), and this is
written as follows: X = Free()). The graphs of the class X are also called Y-free. i Y = {H} then the
graphs in X will be called H-free.

Let G = (V, E) be a graph and let w: V' — NU {0} be a weight function. The pair (G, w) is called
a weighted graph. A vertex coloring of some (G,w) is an arbitrary mapping c¢: V' — 2N for which
le(v)| = w(v) for every vertex v € V and ¢(u) N e(v) = @ for every edge uv € E. Elements of the set
Upey 1c(v)} are called colors. 1t is assumed that the vertices of zero weight are not colored and hence
can be removed from G. The use of zero weights is justified by the fact that we propose some reduction
of weighted graphs that consists in removing some special vertices and reducing the weights of some
other vertices with the preservation of nonnegativity of their weights. This makes it possible to control
the weighted chromatic number.

The least number of colors in the vertex colorings of (G, w) is called the weighted chromatic
number of (G,w) and denoted by x.(G). The weighted vertex coloring problem (further, briefly,
Problem WVC) for a given weighted graph (G, w) and a number k consists in determining whether
Xw(G) < kornot. The nonweighted version of Problem WVC (i.e., the version with unit vertex weights)
is called the vertex coloring problem (Problem VC). Problems VC and WVC are classical NP-
complete problems on graphs[1].

Asusual, P,, Cy,, and O,, denote a simple path, a simple cycle, and the empty graph on n vertices; and
K, 4 is a complete bipartite graph with p vertices in one part and ¢ vertices in the other. Designate as K;3
the graph obtained by adding to K5 3 an edge incident to vertices of degree 3 in K5 3. The graph Wy is
obtained from a cycle with 4 vertices by adding a new vertex and all edges incident to the added vertex
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98 RAZVENSKAYA, MALYSHEV

and the vertices of the cycle. A graph butterfly is the result of identifying some two vertices belonging
to two triangles.

Problem VC is polynomially solvable for the class Free({H}) if H is an induced subgraph in Py or
in the graph P53 + P (i.e, in the disjoint union in the graphs P3 and P ); otherwise, Problem VC is NP-
complete in this class [2]. However, no complete complexity classification of Problem VC exists even
in the case of a pair of forbidden induced subgraphs. Moreover, for all hereditary classes but three defined
by prohibitions with at most 4 vertices each the computational status of Problem VC is known [3]. Some
recent results on the complexity of Problem VC in hereditary classes defined by prohibitions of small size
are presented in [4—15].

In [9—14], the question was considered of the computational complexity of Problem VC for two
connected 5-vertex forbidden induced subgraphs. At present, the complexity status of Problem VC is
known for all sets of prohibitions of this kind but the following four:

e { K, 3, butterily},
° {P5, H}, where H € {K273, K;:?), W4}.

The complexity status of Problem VC has not been clarified for each of these four classes. In [11],
we proved that Problem VC is polynomially solvable for the class of {Ps, K 3}-free graphs. Conse-
quently, the intersection of the class Free({ K 3, butterfly}) with each of the remaining three classes
under consideration gives an example of the polynomial solvability of Problem VC. It is not hard to verify
that this remains valid for Problem WVC and polynomial solvability with respect to the sum of the vertex
weights; this fact is proved in the present article. In [15], we considered the class Free({Ps, K23, Wa})
and proved the solvability of Problem WVC in time polynomial of the sum of the vertex weights. In the
present article, we consider the classes Free({Ps, K2 3, K2+3}) and Free({Ps, K2f3, Wy4}) and prove the
polynomial-time solvability of Problem WVC for their graphs. These results imply that Problem VC is
polynomially solvable in each of the above-mentioned three classes. This makes sure that Problem VC
is polynomially solvable for each of the classes

Free({Ps, Ka3}), Free({Ps, Ky 3}), Free({Ps, W4}).

The authors hope that their result will be useful in constructing polynomial algorithms for solving
Problem VC in these classes.

1. NOTATIONS

Let v be a vertex in a graph. For every k > 0 let Ni(v) be the set of vertices in a graph situated
at distance exactly k& from v. Clearly, Nyo(v) = {v} and N;i(v) = N(v) is the neighborhood of wv.
For vertices vy, . .., v; in some graph and some subset V” of its vertex set, we adopt the notations

N (v1,v2, ..., 08) = N(v1) N N(vg) M-+~ NN (vg) NV,
Ny (v1,v9, ..., 05) = (N(v1) UN(vg) U---UN(vg)) NV,
N‘;/(’Ul,vg) = (N(Ul) \N(’Ug)) nv'.

If k = 1 then we write Ny (v;) instead of N{),(v1) = Ny, (v1), and Ny, (v1) means the set V/'\ N(vy). If
V' coincides with vertex set of the graph then we write N~ (v1, v2) instead of Ny, (vy, v2).

Let G be a graph and let A C V(G) and B C V(G). The symbol G designates the complementary
graph to G. Then G(A) is a subgraph in G induced by a set of vertices A, and G\ A is the result
of removing all elements of A from G. A subset A is completely adjacent to a subset B if each vertex
in A is adjacent to each vertex in B. A subset A is completely nonadjacent to a subset B if no vertex
in A is adjacent to no vertex in B. We assume that the empty set of vertices is both completely adjacent
and completely nonadjacent to any set of vertices.

An independent subset in a graph is a subset of its pairwise nonadjacent vertices. Each subset of
pairwise adjacent vertices in a graph is a clique.
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2. SOME ALGORITHMIC PROVISIONS FOR EFFICIENT ALGORITHMS
FOR SOLVING PROBLEM WVC

Let G = (V, E) be a graph. A subset M C V is called a module of G if each vertex in V' \ M is either
adjacent to all elements of M or to none of them. A module of the graph is called ¢rivial if it contains
only one vertex of the graph or all its vertices; otherwise, it is called nontrivial. A separating clique
of a graph is its clique whose removal increases the number of its connected components. A connected
graph is called atomic if it contains neither nontrivial modules no separating cliques. The following result
is rather well known (for example, see Lemma 1 in[15]):

Lemma 1. For every hereditary graph class, Problem WVC is reduced to the same problem
forits atomic graphs in polynomial time.

Givenv € V, refer to V'\ N(v) as the antineighborhood of v and denote it by N (v).

Lemma2. Let (G, w) be a weighted graph containing a vertex v such that N(v) = {v,v1,..., v}
is an independent set. Then

Xu(G) = xuw (G \ {v}) + w(v),

where w'(u) = w(u) for each vertex u & N(v) and w'(u) = max(w(u) — w(v),0) for each vertex
u # v belonging to N (v).

Proof. Since N(v) is independent, each color used for v can also be used for every vertex in N (v) \ {v}
with the preservation of the admissibility of the coloring and the total number of colors used therein.

Thus, it suffices to consider the colorings of (G, w) in which, for every vertex u € N(v), some of the
min(w(v),w(u)) colors for u coincide with some of the min(w(v),w(u)) colors for v. Removing v
from G and decreasing w(u) by min(w(v),w(u)) for each u € N(v) \ {v}, we obtain a weighted graph
(G \ {v},w’) that can be colored with x,,(G) — w(v) colors. Therefore,

Xuw(G) = Xur (G \ {0}) + w(v).

On the other hand, each coloring of (G \ {v},w’) can be complemented to a coloring of (G, w)
by using new w(v) colors for coloring the vertex v and adding any new w(u) — w’(u) colors for coloring

each vertex u € N(v) \ {v}. Consequently,
Xu(G) < Xuw (G\ {v}) + w(v).

Lemma 2 is proved. O

Call an atomic graph irreducible if the antineighborhood of each its vertex is not an independent set.
Lemmas I and 2 imply the following

Lemma 3. For every hereditary graph class, Problem WVC is reduced to the same problem
forits irreducible graphs in polynomial time.

Some exhaustion analog of Lemma 2 for the case when N(v) \ {v} is a clique is presented in the
following obvious assertion:

Lemma 4. Let (G, w) be a weighted graph containing a vertex v such that

N(@)\{v} = {v1,..., v}
is a clique. Let Q be the family of arrangements of weights w' to the vertices of G \ {v} such that

o w'(u) = w(u) for each vertex uw ¢ N(v),

e for some nonnegative integers wi,ws, . .., wy whose sum is equal to w(v), we have w'(v;) =
max(w(v;) — w;,0) foreach 1 < i < k.
Then

Xw(G) = gflgglz Xw’(G \ {v}) + w(v)’
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100 RAZVENSKAYA, MALYSHEV

Proof. Consider an arbitrary vertex coloring ¢ of (G, w). Given 1 <i < k, denote by w; the number
of common colors for the vertices v and v;. We may assume that wy +wy + - - - + wi = w(v); otherwise,
the colors of

k
c(0)\ |J e(w)
i=1

can be used for coloring vy, vs, . .., v without loss of optimality for ¢. Remove v from G; then, for each
1 <i <k, replace the weight of v; by max(w(v;) — w;, 0) and obtain some element w* € €. Clearly,

Xw(G) = Xu (G {v}) +w(v) 2 min xuw (G\ {0}) + w(v).

Now, consider an optimal vertex coloring of (G \ {v},w*™*), where
w* = arg min x./(G \ {v}),
w’ e

and the corresponding nonnegative integers wi, ws, . .., w; whose sum is equal to w(v). This coloring
gives a partial vertex coloring of (G, w). For each 1 <i < k, replace the vertex v; by w(v;) by using w;
new colors. We assume that for distinct v; and v; the sets of their new colors are disjoint. Use new w(v)
colors for coloring the vertex v. Thus,

Xuw(G) < Xo+ (G {0}) + w(v) = min xu (G {v}) +w(v).
Hence,
Xw(G) = min xr (G {v}) +w(v).
Lemma 4 is proved. O

The number of solutions to the equation wy + wa + - - - + wy, = w(v) in nonnegative integers is equal
to (w(v)ik_l). Therefore, Problem WVC for the pair (G, w) is reduced to (w(v)ﬁ-k—l) Problems WVC,
each on the graph G \ {v}; moreover, passage to each of these problem is carried out in polynomial time.

Given a weighted graph (G' = (V', E'),w’), where V' = {v}, ..., v}, }, define the operation of weight
unitizing. The result of this operation is a graph G, with vertex set partitions into cliques Q1, ..., @n,

where |Q;| = w]} for each 1 < i < n. For every 7 and j, the clique Q; is completely adjacent with Q;

(respectively, completely nonadjacent)if and only if viv; € E’ (respectively, viv’ ¢ E).

We say that the operation of weight unitizing preserves a graph class X if, for every graph G' € X
and weight function w’, we have G, € X. For example, it is not hard to check that the class X =
Free({Ps, K1 3}) is preserved under weight unitizing. Obviously, we have

Lemma 5. For every graph class preserved under weight unitizing, Problem WVC is reduced
to Problem VC in time polynomial in the sum of the weights.

In[14, Lemma 11], we proved

Lemma 6. For every fixed C >0, there exists C' > 0 such that Problem WVC for a graph
(G = (V,E),w) with |V| < Cis solvable in time

Cl
o(( Y ww) ).
veV
In[15](see Lemma 10 in[14]), we proved
Lemma 7. For every Os-free graph (G = (V, E),w), Problem WVC is solvable in time

of(5w0)')

veV
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A graph is called a Berge graph if it belongs to the class
Free ({C2i+1 | 1> 1} U {6214_1 ‘ 1> 1})

A graph is called perfect if its chromatic and clique numbers (i.e., the weighted chromatic number
for the unit collection of weights and the size of a greatest clique) are equal and this holds for each
of its induced subgraph. It was proved in[16] that a graph is perfect if and only if this is a Berge graph.

The following assertion is known (see[17]):

Lemma 8. Problem WVC is polynomially solvable for perfect graphs.

3. EFFICIENT SOLVABILITY OF PROBLEM WVC
FOR {Ps, K33, K5 3}-FREE GRAPHS

Describe the general scheme of our algorithm for { P5, K3 3, Kgf?,}—free graphs. By Lemma 3, we can
consider only irreducible graphs of the class Free({ Ps, K3 3, K;?,}).

In this section, we prove that each of these graphs G = (V| E) either has at most 10 vertices or has
at most four induced subgraphs each of which is isomorphic to K7 3. In the first case, we apply to (G, w)
some algorithm polynomial in the sum of the weights that exists by Lemma 6. In the case when |V| > 11
and there is a vertex v with G(N (v)) & Free({Os}), we apply the elimination from Lemma 4 to v, which
turns out to be polynomial since N(v)\ {v} is a clique on at most three vertices. Therefore, Prob-
lem WVC for {P5, K 3, Kgf?,}—free graphs is reduced to the same problem for {Ps, K 3}-free graphs
in time polynomials in the sum of the weights. Problem WVC is solvable in polynomial time in the sum
of the weights of the vertices for {Ps, K1 3}-free graphs because Problem VC is polynomially solvable
in Free({ P5, K1 3}) (see[11]) and the operation of weight unitizing preserves the class Free({Ps, K1 3}).

Let G = (V, E) be an irreducible {Ps, K3 3, Kgf?,}—free graph with a vertex v such that V' = N(v)
contains an independent set I = {a, b, c}. Redenote the set Ny(v) by V".

Lemma 9. N3(v) is empty.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that there exists z € N3(v) adjacent to a vertex y € V”. Note that
I ¢ N(y) since otherwise I, v, and y would induce Ky 3.

Then Ny, (y) is completely adjacent to Ny~ (y); otherwise, a vertex in Ny, (y) and a vertex in Ny (y)
nonadjacent to it together with v, x, and y induce Ps. Therefore, N;(y) # @; otherwise, I, v, and
an arbitrary vertex in Ny (y) induce Kgf3. It follows that I € N(y) and N;(y) # @; i.e., I cannot be
independent; a contradiction. Hence, N3(v) = @. Lemma 9 is proved. O

Lemma 10. Given adjacent vertices x,y € V", we have either Ny, (xz,y) =V’ or Ny:(x) =
Ny (y).

Proof. Suppose the contrary. Redenote V' \ N/, (z,y) by N'; while Ny, (x,y) U Ny, (y, x), by N”; and
Ny (z,y), by N".

By assumption, N’ # & and N” # @. Then N’ is completely adjacent to N” since otherwise z, v,
and v together with an element of N’ and a nonadjacent element in N” would induce Ps. Owing to this
and the fact that I is an independent set and G € Free({ K3 3, K;f?)}), we have I ¢ N(x),I ¢ N(y) and
I'¢ N', I ¢ N". Consequently, either I NN’ # & or each of the sets Ny, (z,y), Ny, (y,z), and N"”
contains one element of 1.

Suppose that I NN’ # @. We can assume that a € TN N’ and v € Ny, (x,y). Then, obviously,
ua € E, b,c € N, and w is adjacent at least to one of the vertices b or ¢. The vertex u cannot be
simultaneously adjacent to b and ¢ since otherwise a, b, ¢, v, and u would induce K;fg; therefore, we
can assume that ub € FE and uc € E. Consequently, a, u, b, y, and ¢ induce Ps. Hence, IN N' = &.
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Suppose that each of the sets Ny, (z,y), Ny, (y,x), and N contains one element from I. We may
assume that

a € Ny, (z,y), be Ny (y,z), ce N", we N'.

Clearly, wa € Eandwb € E. Since G € Free({KQJf?,}), we havewce € E. Thenb, w, a, x, and cinduce Ps;
a contradiction. Hence, the initial assumption fails.

Lemma 10 is proved. O

Lemma 11. Given adjacent vertices x,y € V", we have Ny, (z,y) = V.
Proof. Suppose the contrary. Then Ny (z) = Ny (y) and Ny (x) C V' by Lemma 10. Denote by V*
the set of the vertices z € V" such that Ny/(z) = Ny (x). Designate as V** the set of the vertices of the
connected component of the subgraph G(V*) containing  and y. Prove that V** is a nontrivial module
in G.

Assume that V** is not a module in G. Then there exist adjacent vertices v; € V** and v, € V** and
avertexvz € V”\ V* such that vjvz € E and vovg € E. Clearly, vz ¢ V*. Consequently, N/, (v2, v3) =
V' by Lemma 10. And so, there exists a vertex u € V"’ adjacent to v3 and nonadjacent to vy. Then vy,

v9, 3, u, and v induce Ps. Thus, V** is a nontrivial module of GG. Therefore, the initial assumption fails.
Lemma 11 is proved. O

Lemma 12. /[ V' = I then |V| < 10.

Proof. Since G is K3 3-free, none of the vertices of V" is adjacent to all vertices in the set V' = 1.
Suppose that 2/ € N"(a,b) \ {v} and 2" € V"' \ N"(a,b). If 2”c € E then 2’2" € E since otherwise 2",
¢, v, and a or b and 2’ would induce Ps. If 2”¢ ¢ E then 2 must be adjacent to a or b but not to both
of them. Then 2’2" € E since otherwise ¢, v, and a or b, 2/, and z” would induce P5. Consequently,
N"(a,b) \ {v} is a module in G; therefore, it contains at most one vertex. Likewise, each of the sets
N(a,c)\ {v}and N7(b,c) \ {v} contains at most one vertex.

Suppose that N(Z)NTI ={a}, 2’ € V", and N(2")N I # {a}. We showed above that if 2" €
N7(a,b) UN"(a,c) then 2’2" ¢ E. If 2" is nonadjacent to a then 2’2" € E since otherwise 2/, a, v,
and b or c and z” would induce Ps. Consequently, N (a) \ NY(b, ¢) is a module in G and contains at most
one vertex. Analogously,

INB)\N"(a,0) <1, |[N(¢)\ N7(a,b)| < L.

Hence, |V| < 10.
Lemma 12 is proved. O

Henceforth we assume that v has a neighborhood of the greatest size among all vertices of G
containing three pairwise nonadjacent vertices and |V'| > 4.

Lemma 13. The set V" is a clique with two or three vertices and the vertex of degree 3 of each
induced subgraph K 3 in G belongs to the set V" U {v}.

Proof. Let z and y be arbitrary adjacent vertices in V”. Such vertices exist since N(v) must not be
an independent set.

Put
Nl :N;/(%y% NQZN\;/(y7:E)7 N3:N\D/(xay)
By Lemma 11, N/, (z,y) = V'. So, from the independence of I and the K> 3-freeness of G it follows that
I'¢ N(z), I £ N(y) and Ny # &, Ny # &. Since G € Fl‘ee({Kzg,K;:?’}), we have [N, (2/,9/)| <1
for every nonadjacent vertices 2’ € V" and ¢y’ € V",

Show that there is no vertex in V" adjacent to only one of the vertices = and y. Suppose that some
z € V" is adjacent to x and not adjacent to y. To avoid the appearance of a subgraph P5 induced by z, z,
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y, a vertex from No, and v, it is necessary that {z} be completely adjacent to Ny. Therefore, Ny contains
exactly one element o’ and {z} is completely nonadjacent to (N{),(y,z) \ {a'}). I {z} is not completely
adjacent to Ny then N (z) contains three pairwise nonadjacent vertices (y, z, and some element from Ny );
moreover, [N (x)| > |V’|. Clearly, I £ N(z). Hence, since I ¢ N(z)and I ¢ N(y), we can assume that
a’ = a,b € N3,and ¢ € N;. Consequently, G contains the graph P5 induced by ¢, z, a, y, and b. Therefore,
our assumption of the existence of a vertex z fails. Thus, G(V") is a Ps-free graph, i.e., a disjoint sum
of complete graphs.

Suppose now that z is a vertex from V" adjacent neither to z nor to y. Consider the two cases:
N(z)N (N1 UNy) =@ and N(z) N (N7 UNy) # @.

Assume that N(z) N (N1 U Ng) = &. Then N(z) N N3 # @. Clearly, |[N(z) N N3| = 1. Since N(z) N
N3 is not a separating clique of G, there exists a vertex 2/ € V" adjacent to z. By Lemma 11, Ny, (z,2') =
V', Consequently, N(2") N (Ny U Ng) # &. The vertex 2’ is adjacent neither to  nor to y because
otherwise, x, y, z, and 2’ would form a clique, which is impossible. Replacing 2’ by z, we can consider
only the case when N(z) N (N1 U Ny) # @.

Suppose that N(z) N Ny # &; for N(2) N Ny # @ the argument is similar. Clearly, |N) (z,2)| <1
and |N{), (y, 2)| < 1; therefore, N(2) N Ny = {a’}. We can assume that N(z) N Ny = {b'} since other-
wise there must exist a vertex 2” € V" adjacent to z because {a’} is not a separating clique. Then
Ny (z,2") =V’ by Lemma 11; therefore, V' \ {a'} C N(2"). Clearly, 2"z ¢ E and 2"y ¢ E. Since
|V'| > 4, either [N{), (2", 2)| > 2 or [N{},(2",y)| > 2. Consequently, G contains either an induced K33
or an induced Kgf3. Hence, we can assume that N(z) N Ny = {b'}; therefore, N(2) N N3 = @.

Since I € N(z) and I € N(y), we can assume by symmetry considerations that N;(z) = {b,c},
a € Ny and ¢ € Ny. The set {a'} is completely adjacent to Ny (z) \ {b'} since otherwise the vertices z,
a’, v, some vertex in Ny (x) \ {b'}, and also 2 would induce Ps. Thus, a’b € Eord’c € E, and so a’ # a.
Let b € Ni. Thent' € {b, c}; otherwise, d’, z, y, b, and ¢ would induce K3 3. We can assume that b’ = c.
Hence, z, ¢, z, y, and a induce Ps. Suppose that b € N3. If ¥’ = ¢ then z, ¢, z, y, and a induce Ps.
Let b # c. Then a’b € E and d’c € E. Then bV'a € E; otherwise, z, ¥/, x, y, and a would induce Ps.
The vertices a’ and a must not be adjacent; otherwise, v, a’, a, b, and ¢ would induce K;3. The vertex v/
is adjacent at least to one of the vertices a’ and b since otherwise a, ¥/, z, d’, and b induce P5. lib'b € E
then b'c ¢ E; otherwise, v, b/, a, b, and ¢ would induce K35. Then t'a’ € E; otherwise, a, V', b, o/, and ¢
would induce P5 and @/, V', ¢, z, and y would induce Ky 3. 1f’a’ € E'and b'b ¢ E then b/csince otherwise
x, v, b, 0, and ¢ would induce Ky 3. Then ¢, V', a, y, and b induce Ps.

Thus, every vertex in V" \ {x,y} is adjacent both to = and y. Hence, since G(V") is a disjoint union
of complete graphs, V" is a clique. By Lemma 11, each of a, b, and ¢ is adjacent at least to |[V"| — 1
vertices in V”; therefore, if |[V”| > 4 then V" has a vertex adjacent to a, b, and ¢ simultaneously.
Therefore, in this case, G contains an induced subgraph Kj 3. Thus, |[V”| < 3.

Suppose that some induced subgraph K 3 in G is induced by vertices v/, v}, v}, and v§, where v’ € V’
has degree 3 in K 3. Then, obviously, {v],v},v5} € V' since otherwise v, v/, v}, vh, and v} induce
a subgraph K;f?,. Since V" is a clique, V" contains exactly one of the vertices v}, v}, and v5. We can
assume that v] = x and then v4, v§ € Na. In this case, v/, z, y, v}, and v4 induce either Ky 3 (if ' € Np)
or K33 (if o' € N3); a contradiction.

Lemma 13 is proved. O

Theorem 1. Problem WVC is solvable in time polynomial in the sum of the weights of the
vertices in the class of {Ps, K 3, Kgf3}—free graphs.

Proof. Problem VC is polynomially solvable for { P, K1 3}-free graphs (see [11, Lemma 9]).

The operation of weight unitizing preserves the class Free({ Ps, K 3}). Consequently, by Lemma 5,
Problem WVC is solvable in time polynomial in the sum of the weights in the class Free({Ps, K1 3}).
Thus, we can consider only graphs in Free({Ps, K2 3, K;?,}) that contain an induced subgraph K 3

JOURNAL OF APPLIED AND INDUSTRIAL MATHEMATICS Vol. 15 No.1 2021



104 RAZVENSKAYA, MALYSHEV

(note that the membership of a graph in Free({ K 3}) is obviously checked in polynomial time). By Lem-
mas 3 and 6, we can consider only such irreducible graphs with at least 11 vertices. Lemmas 12 and 13
guarantee that each of these graphs contains at most 4 vertices that can be vertices of degree 3
in their induced subgraphs K 3. The antineighborhhods without the vertices themselves induce cliques
on at most three vertices. To each such vertex v, we can apply the elimination of Lemma 4, and this can
be done in time polynomial in the sum of the weights.

Thus, Problem WVC in the class Free({ P, K2 3, K2+3}) is reduced to the same problem in the class
Free({Ps, K1 3}) in time polynomial in the sum of the weights. Thus, the theorem holds.

Theorem 1 is proved. O

4. EFFICIENT SOLVABILITY OF PROBLEM WVC
FOR {P5, K35, W4}-FREE GRAPHS

Describe the general scheme of our algorithm for { Ps, Kgf3, Wy }-free graphs. By Lemma 1, it suffices
to consider only the atomic graphs from Free({ Ps, K;fg, Wy4}). In this section, we prove that every such
graph is either Os-free or perfect or has at most 161 vertices. Consequently, by Lemmas 6—8, there
is an algorithm polynomial in the sum of the weights solving Problem WVC for {Ps, K2f3, Wy }-iree
graphs.

Let H be an atomic { Ps, K2f3, W, }-free graph that contains an induced subgraph C7. Since it is more

convenient to work with the complement to H, consider the graph G = H which contains an induced
subgraph C7.

Lemma 14. The graph G = (V, E) is isomorphic to a T-cycle or contains an induced 5-cycle.

Proof. Suppose that G is Cs-iree. Since G € Free({W4}), each vertex in G is adjacent to some two
vertices in a cycle C7 = (v1, ve, v3, V4, U5, Vg, v7). Below we take the vertices of this cycle modulo 7.

Letu ¢ V(C7) and let {v;, viy1 ..., v;1k} be the greatest set of neighbors of u on the 7-cycle consist-
ing of consecutive vertices of the cycle. Let 1 < k < 5. Thus wv;—1 ¢ E and uv; ;11 € F; otherwise, we
arrive to a contradiction to the choice of the set. We have uv;_o ¢ E and uv; ;10 ¢ E; otherwise, v;_o,

Vi1, Vi, Vig1, and U OF Uiy k42, Viskil, Vigks Visk—1, and u would induce Ps. Therefore, k # 5. We have
wo;—3 € E and uv, 43 € E; otherwise, v;_3, v;_2, v;—1, v, and w Or V4 13, Vit k42, Vigk+1, Vitk, and u
would induce Cs. Therefore, k # 4. Consequently, k € {1,2,3} and Ny (c,y(u) = {vi, vit1 ..., Vigr}.
Thus, G is not F;,g,—free. Hence, either £ = 7 or u cannot be adjacent to two consecutive vertices of the
7-cycle. Since G is Cs-iree, in the last case, Ny (¢,)(u) = {vs, viy2} for some .

Recall that the graph H does not contain nontrivial modules. Consequently, G' does not contain
nontrivial modules too. Since G is Pj-free, each vertex adjacent to all vertices of the 7-cycle must be
adjacent to each of the vertices having exactly two neighbors on the 7-cycle.

Suppose that u ¢ V(C7), Ny (c,)(u) = {vi, vit2}, and the set {u, v;11} is not a module. Then there
exists a vertex u' € V(C7), Ny (c,)(uv') = {vj,vj12}, for which uu’ € E and viy1u' € E oruu’ ¢ E and
viy1u’ € E. The second case is possible only for j = ¢ + 1; but then u, v;, v/, v;1 3, and v; 15 oru, v;_1, v/,
vite, and v; 14 induce a subgraph Wy. Consider the first case. Here j & {i — 1,4 + 1} U {i — 2,7 + 2};
otherwise, the vertices u, u’, v; 12, viy3, and v; ;4 oru, u’, v;_2, v;_1, and v; would induce a subgraph Ps.
But j & {i — 3,i + 3}; otherwise, v;_3, ¥/, u, vir2, and vz or v;_1, v;, u, v/, and v;15 would induce
a subgraph Cs. Moreover, j # i; otherwise, the vertices u, v/, v; 11, v;13, and v; 4 induce a subgraph Wy;
a contradiction.

Hence, there is no vertex not belonging to a 7-cycle and having exactly two neighbors on it. Thus,
V(C7) is a module. Hence, G is isomorphic to a 7-cycle.

Lemma 14 is proved. O
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Clearly, every {Ps, Wy, Cs5,C7}-Iree graph is perfect. Therefore, every {Ps, K53, Wy}-free graph

not containing induced subgraphs Cs and C7 is perfect. Thus, by Lemmas 1 and 8, Problem WVC
is solvable for these graphs in polynomial time. Recalling Lemmas 6 and 14, it remains to consider

only {Ps, K;fg, W, }-iree graphs containing an induced Cj5. This is in essence the main contents of this

section, where practically all the lemmas are aimed to finding the exact structure of the arising graphs.
There are rather many such lemmas, and they all are of technical nature.

Let G = (V,FE) be an atomic {P5,K;3,W4}—free graph that contains an induced cycle C =

(v1, v2, v3, 4, v5). Henceforth, the indices of the vertices in the cycle are understood modulo 5. Introduce
the following notations for the graph G-

o Vi={2 & V(C)| Nyi(x) = {vi,vis2}},

V! ={y € V(C) | Ny(c)(v) = {vi,vi1, viga} s
={2 ¢ V(C) | Ny(c)(2) = {vi, Vit1,Viy2,vit3}},

V" ={t ¢ V(C) | Ny)(t) = {vi, vir2, vir3}},

V" is the set of the vertices each of which is adjacent to all vertices in V(C),

5
S = V\ (V(O) U U (Vz U V;UV;”U Vim) UV””),

i=1

e Vis the set of all vertices not belonging to C' and, simultaneously, having neighbors both on C' and
in S.

Clearly, every vertex not belonging to C' and having a neighbor on C' belongs to the set

5
U (‘/7, U ‘/7:/ U ‘/i// U ‘/7:///) U V////.
=1

Recalling that G is a { P, K2f3, W, }-free graph, it is not hard to verify the next
Lemma 15. The following hold:

(i) For each i, the sets V!, V', and V""" are cliques.

5
(i) The set |J (V; U V) is completely nonadjacent to S.
=1

(iii) For each i, we have

(1) Vi is completely adjacent to V;_1 U V41 U VY| and completely nonadjacent to
V/ U Z+2 U Z+3 V// ‘/7':// U V””;

moreover, V{_ UV/ UV UV, =@ ifV; # &;

(2) V' is completely adjacent to
Vi uviguviuviuvi uviisuvi, uv™

and completely nonadjacent to V', UV;" cupV}"y; moreover, V| = @ if V] # &;
(3) V" is completely adjacent to V" | UV/L, UV"" and completely nonadjacent to

VI, UV, UV UV, moreover, VI UV, UV = @ if V" # @;
(4) V" is completely adjacent to V"', U V", and completely nonadjacent to V""",

Lemma 16. V] is independent for each i.
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Proof. Suppose that V; is not independent. Denote by H* = (V*, E*) an arbitrary connected compo-
nent of G(V;) with at least two vertices. Lemma 15 (items (ii) and (iii), (1)) implies that the elements
of V* can have neighbors only in the set

5
V*uU {UZ‘, ’L)Z'+2} U Vz/—:-2 U U VZ-///.
J=1, j#i+1
Since V* is not a nontrivial module in G, there are adjacent vertices a,b € V* and ¢ ¢ V; such that
ac ¢ E and bec € E. Clearly,
5
cevi,u ) v
J=1, j#i+1

Iic € V;/, then vy, vi19, a, b, and c induce Wy.

lfce VY, UV, thena,b, ¢, viys, and vy 4 induce Ps.

lice V" UV, thenv;, viy9, a, b, and cinduce Wy; a contradiction.

Hence, V; is an independent set. Lemma 16 is proved. O

In the following four lemmas, we consider the situation when S = @ while proving that either
G € Free({Os}) or G has few vertices:

Lemma 17. /[ J_, (V; UV/") U S = @ then G is Oz-free.

Proof. Suppose the contrary. Let {a, b, ¢} be an independent set of G. Clearly, |C N {a,b,c}| < 1.

[fv; € {a,b,c} (say, v; = a)then, by Lemma 15 (items (i), (iii), (2), and (iii), (3)), b and ¢ are adjacent.
This also implies that V""" N {a,b,c} = &; therefore, C' N {a,b,c} = & and two elements of the set
{a, b, c} belong to one of the sets | J?_, V/ and [ J7_, V. Let these be the vertices a and b.

If a,b € 2, V/ then, by Lemma 15 (items (i) and (iii),(2)), we assume that a € V/ and b € o
This and items (i), (iii),(2), and (iii), (3) of Lemma 15 imply that ¢ € V;5; therefore, a, viy1, ¢, viy3,
and b induce Ps.

If a,b e U?zl V! then, by Lemma 15 (items (i) and (iii),(3)), we may assume that a € V" and
b € V{|,. By items (i), (iii),(2) and (iii), (3) of Lemma 15, ¢ € V/,,. Then a, v;;1, ¢, v; 44, and bmduce Ps.
Hence, the initial assumption fails. Lemma 17 is proved. O

Lemma 18. /f S = @ and for some i vertices a € V/ and b €V , are adjacent then either
G € Free({Os}) or |V| < 17.

Proof. Owing to Lemma 15 (item iii,(2)) and the Wy-freeness of G, we have V""" = &. Since G €
Free({KZg}), by Lemma 15 (item iii,(2)), V" is a clique.
By Lemma 15 (itemiii, (1)),
Viei =Vigs =Vija = 0.
At the same time, if there exists a vertex ¢ € V; U V;;o then ¢ is adjacent neither to a nor to b
by Lemma 15 (item iii,(1)); but then either v;,3, b, a, v;, and ¢ or v;11, a, b, v;y4, and ¢ induce Ps.
Therefore, V; = V10 =@

By Lemma 15 (item iii, (2)), V}/; = V//s = @. Clearly, there is no vertex ¢ € V//,; otherwise, ac ¢ E
and bc ¢ F by Lemma 15(iii,(2)), and the vertices ¢, v;, a, b, and v;43 induce Ps. By Lemma 15
(items (iii),(2) and (iii), (4)) and the Wj-freeness of G, either V" = g or V!, = @.

Symmetry considerations and Lemma 17 enable us to assume that V" # @. Consequently, VY, = @
and also Vi3 =V/i, = @ by Lemma 15 (item iii,(3)). Since G € Free({K{S}) by Lemma 15 (item
iii, (2)), V" is a clique. If there exists a vertex ¢ € V" then ac € E and {c} is completely nonadjacent
to V” by Lemma 15 (item iii, (2)). The vertices b and ¢ must be adjacent; otherwise, a, b, ¢, v; 12, and vy 3
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would induce Wy. Therefore, v;43, vit4, b, ¢, and an arbitrary vertex in V/” would induce K2+3 Hence,
V" = @. Ii there exists a vertex ¢ € V;, then ac ¢ E, bc € E, and {c} is completely nonadjacent to V"
by 1tems (iii),(2) and (iii),(3) of Lemma 15. Then v;49, a, b, ¢, and an arbitrary vertex in V" mduce
some Ky 5. Consequently, Vi, = @.

Since G € Free({K, 3}) by Lemma 15 (i), no vertex in V" is adjacent to two vertices in V;’ ;. Con-
sequently, by Lemma 15 (item iii, (2)), for each vertex 2 € V| | we have [Ny (x)| <1 since otherwise
Nvm( ) is a nontrivial module. If there exist vertices z1, 2o € V| adjacent respect1vely to the vertices
y1,y2 € VJ" then x1ys, xoy1 & E and vipo, 1, 2, y1, and yo induce Wy. Hence, between V;” and V| ,,
there is at most one edge. Therefore, by Lemma 15 (item iii, (3)), |V} ;| < 2; otherwise, G would contain
a nontrivial module.

Recall that V", UV;” is completely adjacent to V', by Lemma 15(item iii,(2)). Thus, {a} is
completely adjacent to V” 't since otherwise some of its vertices and a, b, v;11, and v;12 induce Wy.
Therefore, V" ; is completely nonadjacent to V” since otherwise a, b, and v;14 together with a pair
of adjacent vertices, one of which belongs to V% ; and the other, to V;"”, induce K273. There are no such
nonadjacent vertices ¢ € Vi, and o’ € V/; otherwise, a’ # a and {c} is completely adjacent to V;”
for avoiding the induction of P5 by d/, vi11, ¢, vi_2, and a vertex in V;”; a contradiction. No vertex
a’ € V; can be adjacent to vertices ', 0" € V/,, since otherwise, by 1tems( ) and (iii), (2) of Lemma 15,
the vertices w44, o/, ¥/, and V" together with an arbitrary vertex V/” induce K273. If there exists
an edge a*b* # ab, where a* € V/ and b* € V/ ,, then b = b*. Indeed, if b # b* then a # a* and ab* ¢ E,
ba* ¢ E, and v; 19, a, b, a*, and b* induce Wy.

Owing to Lemma 15 (itemii, (2)), the set V/, , must be empty since otherwise V" = @. The set V//, 5
is completely nonadjacent to V/ since otherwise G would contain an induced subgraph Ps. By items (i)
and (iii),(2) of Lemma 15, for every vertex z € V;/,, NV/( ) is a modulus of Gj therefore, it contains
at most one vertex. Hence, V/\ {a} and V/ ,\ {b} are modules in G and max(|V}|,|V/,|) <
By analogy, max(|V,,|,|V;  5]) < 2. Lemma 15 (item ii,(2)) and the facts that there is at most one edge
between V" and V; | and G contains no nontrivial modules imply that |V;"’| < 2. Thus, [V] < 17.

Lemma 18 is proved. O

Lemma 19. /[ S = @ and for some i vertices a € V/ and b € V} | are nonadjacent then either
G € Free({Os3}) or |V] < 14.

Proof. Items (iii), (1) and (iii), (3) of Lemma 15 imply that

5
U V=2, VUV VL, uvT =2
j=1, j#i+2
Note that if there exists a vertex ¢ € V;49 then, by Lemma 15 (item iii, (1)), ca ¢ E and ¢b ¢ E. Then
¢, Vi1, b, vit1, and a induce Ps. Consequently, V1o = @. If there exist vertices ¢; € V", and ¢y € V"
then, by items (iii), (2), (iii), (3), and (iii), (4) of Lemma 15,
acy € B, aco € F, bcy € E, cico € B
Atthe same time, cob € E since otherwise ¢, v;_9, b, v;11, and a induce Ps. Then v; 11, ¢1, v;192, b, and ¢y
induce Wy. Thus, at least one of the sets V", and V" is empty. But, by Lemma 17, we can assume that
at least one of these sets is nonempty.
Further we will separately consider the two cases: V", # @ and V" ;é . Note that, by Lemma 18,
we can assume that, for every j, the set V’ is completely nonad]acent to ]+2
e Suppose that ¢ € V/”,. Then V" = &. Note that V! , = @ by Lemma 15 (item iii, (2)). Next, from
Lemma 15 (item iii,(3)) we have V", UV/, = @ and V}” | = @ since otherwise b, ¢, viy1, and v
together with an arbitrary element in V;” |, would induce K2,3.
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By Lemma 15 (item iii,(2)), the set V;' is completely adjacent to V;” UV;”; and V;_, UV},
completely nonadjacent to V;”';. By Lemma 15 (item iii,(3)), V", is completely adjacent to V” and
completely nonadjacent to V", . The set V is completely nonad]acent to V;1 | since otherwise an element
inV/, an adjacent element of Vi’jrl, the vertices ¢, v;, and v;+1 would induce K;fg. Theset V is completely
nonadjacent to V;,; otherwise, an element of V", an adjacent element of V", and also the vertices v;,
vi+1, and b would induce K2Jf3. The set V' is completely adjacent to V;”; otherwise, some its element
and a nonadjacent element in V;” and also v;, v;12, and ¢ would induce Ps. The set V" is completely
adjacent to V+2, otherwise, an element of V+2, a nonadjacent element of V", and also v;_g, v;1+1, and ¢
would induce Ps. Lemma 15 (item iii,(2)) implies that each of the sets V/_,, V//, V/'.,, VI, V[, Vi,
and V", is a module in G; therefore, it contains at most one vertex. Consequently, |V < 12.

e Let c € V. Then V', = @. By items (iii),(2) and (iii),(3) of Lemma 15, we have V/ | =V, =
V!, = @.Byitems (iii),(2) and (iii), (3) of Lemma 15, V" is completely adjacent to V/, ; and completely
nonadjacent to V;/,; therefore, V/ | is completely nonadjacent to V;, since an element of V;\, and
an element of VJrl adjacent to it, v;41, vi49, and ¢ induce K2 3

By Lemma 15 (item iii, (2)), V;’ is completely nonadjacent to V;”". If a vertex ' € V|, is nonadjacent
to all vertices in V; then {V'} is completely adjacent to V" since otherwise &', a vertex from V"
nonadjacent to b', a vertex from V/ nonadjacent to ', v;+1, and v;_g induce Ps. Consequently, {b} is
completely adjacent to V;/”". By Lemma 15 (itemiii, (3)), V" is completely adjacent to V; ; and completely
adjacent to V/”, which, in the case of V # @, means that an arbitrary element in V;” together with v;_,
vi_a, b, and c induce K;f?,. Therefore, V" = @.

By Lemma 15 (i), V/{, is a clique; therefore, no vertex of V;” is adjacent to two vertices in V;; since
otherwise G would contain an induced subgraph K+ Consequently, V" is completely nonadjacent
to V1, \ {b}. The set V| \ {b} is completely adJacent to V/ since an element of V", ; \ {b}, a nonadja-
cent element of V/ together with ¢, v;11, and v;_g induce P5. The set {b} is completely adjacent to V',
because a, vi41, b, and v;_1, and an element of V;_, nonadjacent to b induce P5. The set V/{ \ {b}
is completely adjacent to V/_, since an element of V/; \ {b}, a nonadjacent element of V/_, together
with C, Vi—1, and Vi+2 induce P5.

The arguments of the last two paragraphs and items (iii),(2) and (iii), (3) of Lemma 15 imply that
each of the sets

VZ—Q? NVi’(b)ﬂ N‘;Z_/(b), i,-l-17 z+27 VZ—l—l \ {b} z+27 VZ”

is a module in G; therefore, it contains at most one vertex. Thus, |V| < 14.
Lemma 19 is proved. O

Lemma 20. /[ S = @ then either G is Os-free or |V| < 161.

Proof. Items (iii), (1) and (iii),(2) of Lemma 15 imply that the set V/ U {v;41} for V/ # & is not
a nontrivial module if and only if either there is an edge between V/ and Vi UV/ 3 or V/ is not
completely adjacent to V/{; UV/ 5. If one of these situations is realized then we arrive to the case
of Lemmas 18 and 19, which means the validity of this assertion. Therefore, we may assume that

ViUV UVEUVjUVY =
Since G € Free({W,}), the graph G(V/") is Ps-iree for each i; i.e., G(V/") is a disjoint sum of com-
plete graphs. Since G € Free({Kj3}) G(V/") has one or two connected components. By Lemma 15(i),

V!, is a clique. Since G € Free({KJ 3}), no vertex in V;"" is adjacent to two vertices in V}; and also

no two nonadjacent vertices in V" can have a common neighbor in V", or have a vertex in V/,,
nonadjacent to them simultaneously.
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Let @ be the set of vertices of some connected component of G(V;”), where |Q| > 2. Then, by
Lemma 15 (item iii,(1)), V;—1 is empty. Items (iii), (1), (iii),(3), and (iii),(4) of Lemma 15 imply that
each vertex in the set

5
Vi1 U U V](/ U V;,”—ll U ‘/Z/—,ifl uym™m
j=1, j#i+1
is either adjacent to each vertex in Q or adjacent to none of them. If a vertex in V;_o U V; U V", U VY,
has neighbors in @ but is adjacent not to each vertex in @ then G contains an induced subgraph Wj.
Consequently, each vertex from this set is either adjacent to each vertex in @) or adjacent to none of them.

Since G € Free({K, 3}) no vertex in V;4; is adjacent to two vertices in @ and no vertex in @ is

adjacent to two vertices in V;;1 by Lemma 16. This, Lemma 16 and the Ps-freeness of G imply that
there are at most two edges between ) and V;;1. Similarly, there are at most two edges between @
and Vi;o. The Wy-freeness of G implies that only one vertex = € ;| can have neighbors in Q; therefore,
either [V/;| < 2or |V/ ;]| > 3 and V;" = Q, which stems from the arguments of the end of the second
paragraph. In the second case, by items (i), (iii), (1) and (iii),(3) of Lemma 15, the set V/, \ {z} is
a nontrivial module of G.

If |Q| > 7 then @ must have two vertices adjacent to each vertex in V11 U V;49 and either simulta-
neously adjacent to = or simultaneously nonadjacent to x. Consequently, in this case, G has a nontrivial
module; therefore, [@Q| < 6. Hence, [V/"'| <12 for each j since every such set consist of at most two

cliques with at most 6 vertices each.

Show that |V;”| < 2 {or each 4. By items (iii), (1) and (iii), (3) of Lemma 15, each vertex of the set

5 5 5
V//// U U V] U U Vj// U U Vj///
J=1, j#i—2 J=1, j#i j=1, j#i—1

is either adjacent to each vertex in V;” or adjacent to none of them. By Lemma 15 (i), V" is a clique.
In view of the Wj-freeness of G, it follows that each vertex in V;_5 is either adjacent to all vertices in V;
or adjacent to none of them. Therefore, V" is a module in G if V/”; = @ and has at most one vertex,
The arguments in the previous paragraph imply that |V"| < 2if V| # @.

Consider the set V;. By Lemma 16, it is independent. By Lemma 15(i), V; is completely adjacent
to Vi_1 U Vig1 U VY, and completely nonadjacent to

5
U v
j=1, j#i+2

Each vertex in V; is either adjacent to all vertices in V;", or adjacent to none of them. Since G €
Free({W4}); for every two adjacent elements in V", each element of V; is either simultaneously adjacent
to them or simultaneously nonadjacent to them. Since G € Free({Kj3}), no vertex in V" is adjacent
to two vertices in V. Similar assertions also hold for V;'/,. Therefore, V; contains at most four elements
each of which has a neighborin V" U VY, We proved above that there are at most four edges between V;
and V", and also between V; and V;”,.

Denote by V; the set of all vertices in V; not having neighbors in V", UV, U V" U Vi, 1H Vi > 13

then |VZ| > |V;] — 12. Recall that, by Lemma 16, the sets V;_s, V;, and V9 are independent. Hence,
since G € Free({Ps}), for every two vertices a,b € V;, one of the sets Ny, ,(a) and Ny, _,(b) is a subset
of the other. The same holds for Ny;_, (a) and Ny,_, (b). Thus, all vertices in V; having neighbors in V;_»

(respectively, in V;y2) have a common neighbor therein. Hence, since G € Free({ K 3}) V; has at most

two vertices such that the vertex has a neighbor in V;_s (respectively, in V;12). Therefore, |VZ| < 5 since
otherwise G would contain a nontrivial module. Hence, |V;| < 17 for each j.
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[tems (iii), (1)—(4) of Lemma 15 imply that |[V""| < 1. Thus,
V| <5+5-17+5-2+5-12+1 = 161.

Lemma 20 is proved. O

In the following six lemmas, we consider the situation when S # @ while proving that G has few
vertices. Since G € Free({Ps}), we have

Lemma 21. Each vertex a € S adjacent tob € V!" has no neighbor in S nonadjacent to b.

Refer to the vertices of the set N(vy) U N(v2) U N(v3) U N(vq) U N (vs) as the dominating cycle
of C. Hencelorth, we assume that the cycle C' dominates the maximal number of vertices among all
induced 5-cycles of G. By Lemma 15 (ii), we have

V/l Vl/l V/l/l

||CU|

Lemma 22. Suppose that there is a vertex x € S adjacent to y € V!". Then the Jollowing
properties are fulfilled simultaneously:

(i) The set {y} is completely adjacent to Vi1 U Vi o UV ; o] < 1

(ii) There are no adjacent vertices a and b such that a € V’ and b € VJr2 for some j.

(iii) Every vertex in V;"y U V/'!, is adjacent to exactly one of the vertices x and y.

Proof. (i) If there exists 2’ € V;11 U V; 49 then it is nonadjacent to x by Lemma 15(ii). Consequently,
x'y € E since otherwise z, y, 2/, v;, and also v;_1 or v;11 induce Ps; therefore, {y} is completely
adjacent to V41 U V;1o. By Lemma 16, each of the sets V;;; and V;, is independent. Therefore, if
at least one of them has two elements then, together with v;_s, v;12, and y, these two elements induce
a subgraph Ky ;.

If there exists a vertex z € V|| nonadjacent to y then zz € E since otherwise z, v;, viy1, y, and
would induces Ps. Then the induced 5-cycle (v;, vi+1, 2, z,y) dominates more vertices than C. Indeed,
{y} is completely adjacent to V;,9 and completely adjacent to V7, (the last holds by Lemma 15 (item
iii, (2)). We have a contradiction to the choice of C'. Consequently, {y} is completely adjacent to V7 ;.

(i) Suppose the contrary. Symmetry considerations and the fact that V/ , =@ imply that,
by Lemma 15 (item iii,(2)), it suffices to consider the case of a € V] and b € V/ ,. By items (ii)
and (iii),(2) of Lemma 15, az ¢ E, bx € E,ay ¢ F, and by € E. But then Vi+1, @, b, y, and x induce Ps.

(iii) Let z € V"', U V/Y,. We can assume without loss of generality that z € V}"”,. The vertex z must
be adjacent to at least one of the vertices x and y since otherwise z, y, v;_2, z, and v;+; would induce Ps.
At the same time, z cannot be adjacent to x and y simultaneously; otherwise, z, y, 2, v;_2, and v; would
induce K3'5.

Lemma 22 is proved. O

The proof of the following auxiliary assertion is the longest and the most technically difficult proof
of the article. Unfortunately, due to the continuity of the proof, the authors do not know how to reduce it
or partition into some independent smaller parts.

Lemma 23. Suppose that there exists a vertex x € S adjacent to vertices y € V" and y' € V/”,,.
Then |V| < 16.
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Proof. Clearly, Ny (x) is completely nonadjacent to Ny (x) since otherwise G would contain
an induced subgraph K2JT3- By items (iii)(2) and (iii)(3) of Lemma 15,

5
Vii=Vis= U Vi'=2.
=1, j#i
Hence, owing to items (ii), (iii), (1), and (iii),(2) of Lemma 15 and Lemma 22 (ii), we conclude that
the set Vj’ U {vj4+1} is a module in G for each j. Thus, Vj’ is empty for all j because G is atomic.

By Lemma 15 (item iii, (3)), either V; = @ or V""" = @. By items (iii), (3) and (iii), (4) of Lemma 15,
the set V" U V" is completely nonadjacent to V", U V/”. Consequently, {x} is completely adjacent
to V" U V", otherwise, G would contain an induced subgraph P5. Thus, |V/” U V""| <1 since oth-
erwise, by Lemma 15(i), G contains an induced subgraph K;3. The set V", is completely adjacent
to V", UV by Lemma 15 (item iii,(4)). Hence, owing to the {W4,K2Jf3}—freeness of G, we have
|ZNE3

Check that each vertex y” € V!, UV/Y, is adjacent to x. Suppose the contrary. Without loss
of generality, we can assume that y” € V/V, is nonadjacent to 2. Then y"”y’ € E by Lemma 15(item
iii, (4)). By Lemma 22 (item iii), vy € E. Then y, v/, v, v;, and v;_1 induce K;f3. Hence, {z} is
completely adjacent to V}/, U VY, which and the K3;-freeness of G imply that V//, and V/Y, are
independent sets. Consequently, by Lemma 15 (item iii, (4)), owing to the K;S—freeness of G, we have
[VI{1| < Tand [V < 1.

Check that if Ny, (z) is nonempty then it is completely nonadjacent to Ny (x) and completely
adjacent to Ny, (:1:)2; moreover,

N-

v () = 2, (z) = @.

N_/// %

VNV

Suppose that y1 € V;"" is nonadjacent to x. Consider arbitrary vertices y» € Ny (z) and y3 € Ny ()

that necessarily exist, and y4 € N;,,, (z). Then y1y2 € E since otherwise y1ys ¢ F; so that the ver-
i—2

tices v;, v;_2, Y1, Y2, and y3 should not induce Wy, and y1, 9, z, y3, and v; 1 induce Ps. The vertices 11
and y3 must be adjacent; otherwise, y1, v;12, y2, z, and y3 would induce Ps. Similarly, ysys ¢ E and
yoys € E. Then y1y4 € E since otherwise v;11, y1, Y2, ¥3, and y4 would induce Ps; but then v;, v;11, y1,
y2, and y4 induce Wy. Suppose that y; is adjacent to a vertex z* € S. Then z*y3 ¢ E since otherwise

vi_2, Vi, Y1, Y3, and x* would induce K;fg; and z*y, & E since otherwise w9, *, 41, y3, and v; 11 would

induce Ps. The vertices z and x* are nonadjacent since otherwise z*, z, y3, v;4+1, and v;32 would
induce P5. Consequently, x*, 41, v;_9, ¥2, and x induce Ps.

Since G is {Ps, K;f3}—free; therefore, the above implies that every vertex z* € S\ {z} either has
no neighbors in

5
11
U v
j=1, j#i—1
or

5 5
N@Hn ) V/"=N@xn |J V",
j=1, j#i-1 =1, j#i-1
and {z*} is completely adjacent to V" U V""",
Since G is a connected P5-free graph and V" is completely nonadjacent to V" U V5" U V5" U V" U

V2" by Lemma 15 (item iii, (4)); therefore, each vertex in S is adjacent to a vertex in V. Show that every
two adjacent vertices x1,z2 € S satisly Np;(w1) = Ny (z2). Suppose the contrary. Then the symmetric
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difference of Ny (1) and Ny (w2) must consist of a unique element y* € V"; otherwise, G would contain
an induced Ps. Thus, we can assume that Ny, (z2) D Np(21) and Ny (z2) \ Ny (z1) = {y*}; therefore,

5
N(z1)N U Vj”’ =0
=1, j#i-1
since otherwise z1y* € E. Consequently, oy € F; otherwise, x1, z2, ¥*, v;_2, and y would induce Ps.
Then z1, 9, y, v;, and v;—1 induce Ps. Thus, every two adjacent vertices in S have identical sets
of neighbors in V. Dueto the atomicity of G, it follows that S'is an independent set; otherwise, the vertex
set of some connected component of G(.5) constitutes a nontrivial module.

Check that either |V, UV, UV""| < 1or|V]| < 10. The inequality |V;” U V", U V""| < 1{ails only
if Vzﬁ—ll = {Zl} and zo € V;” uvm™ I 29 € V;” then z129 Q E; otherwise, v;, Vi+1, y’, z1, and zo would
induce Wy; and xz; € E; otherwise, x, 22, v;, v;_1, and z; would induce Ps. Therefore, by Lemma 22 (i),
the induced 5-cycle (z, 29, v;, v;_1, 21) dominates more vertices than C. Suppose that zo € V. Then
yzo & E, y'20 € E, and 2129 € E by Lemma 15(iii, (4)). The set V; is empty since otherwise each its
element is adjacent to 3/ and nonadjacent to x and zy (by items (ii) and (iii),(1) of Lemma 15 and
Lemma 22(i)); and hence this element and v;_1, 29, v;41, and 3’ induce Ps. By analogy, V;11 = @. If
VZ-”+’2 = @ then the induced 5-cycle (22, vi41, 21, y, vi—2) dominates more vertices than C, which follows
from Lemma 22 (i); therefore, we can assume that Vi/-;-/2 # @. Likewise, we can assume that V;’jr’l £ &
otherwise, the induced 5-cycle (z2,v;t2,21,y,v;) dominates more vertices than C. Lemma 15 (item
iii, (4)) and the K;fg—freeness of G imply that V;" = {y;} for each j. The results of the third paragraph
imply that (y1,vy2,y3, y4, y5) is an induced 5-cycle to whose every vertex x is adjacent. Obviously, if some
vertex ' is adjacent to at least one of the vertices y;—ys5 then 2’ is adjacent to each of these vertices.
Consequently, G contains an induced subgraph Wj. The vertex zo cannot be adjacent to a vertex
in S\ {z} since otherwise {22} would be a separating clique due to the independence of S.

Henceforth, we assume that [V| > 11. Recall that each vertex in S is adjacent to a vertex in V and S
is independent. Since S is independent and |V, U V", UV"| < 1, we have

5
{x* €S| NN U Vj’”zg} = &
=1, j#i-1
otherwise, VU V", U V" would be a separating clique.

Show that we can assume that V;_o # &. Suppose that V,_o = @. By Lemma 15 (item iii, (1)) and
Lemma 22 (item i), the set V;_ is completely adjacent to V', U V/”; therefore, we can assume that
Vi—1 = &; otherwise, by Lemma 15 (item ii), for the cycle (z, y, ¥/, vit2, vi1+1), which dominates the same
number of vertices as C, this case is equivalent to the case of V;_5 # & for C. Likewise, Vj10 = @.
By Lemma 16, each of the sets V; and V1 is independent. Thus, by Lemma 22 (i), in view of the K;f?,—
freeness of G, we have max(|V;|, |Vi+1]) < 1.

Suppose that S\ {z} is nonempty and z* € S\ {z}. Then either Ny (z) = Ny (2*) or one of the ver-
tices z and x* is adjacent to an element of V', and the other is not. In the second case, zz* ¢ E since
G € Free({Ps}); and, for the cycle (z, y, vi+2, vit1,y’) that dominates the same number of vertices as C,
this case is equivalent to the case of V;_o # @ for C. Consequently, we can assume that S = {z} since
G is atomic.

Verify that max(|V;",|, [V/”]) < 2. Consider only the case of V;”". In view of the K ;-freeness
of G and the result of the fourth paragraph, the set Ny~ (x) either consists of a single vertex and
Ny
of the Wy-freeness of G and Lemma 22 (i), the set V;4 is completely adjacent to N 0 () and completely

(z) is a clique or Ny (z) consists of two nonadjacent vertices, but then Ny, (z) = @. In view

nonadjacent to Ny, (z). The result of the third paragraph and the Ps-freeness of G imply that N, ()

is completely adjacent to V;"/,. By Lemma 22 (i), V; is completely adjacent to V;”,, whence, in view

of the result of the fourth paragraph and the Wy-freeness of G, it follows that V; U S is completely
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nonadjacent to Ny, (x). These observations and items (iii), (3) and (iii), (4) of Lemma 15 imply that

v
Ny () is a module in G therefore, it contains more than one element.

We obtain the inequality
VI< VO + Vil + Vi | + VS| + V| + [VEL | + V| + [V UV V] +]S] < 15.
Henceforth, we assume that V/_, # @.

Check that every two vertices a € V;_5 and b € V;”/ UV/”, are nonadjacent. Without loss of general-
ity, we can assume that b € V/”. If ay’ € E then a, ¢/, b, v;_2, and v; induce a subgraph Wy (if by’ ¢ E)
or by’ € E. In the second case, b # y and ay € E (otherwise, a, v;, v;_2, 3/, and y would induce Wy),
yb & E (otherwise, v;_o, v;, a, b, and y would induce Wy), ax ¢ E (by Lemma 15 (ii)), bx ¢ E (otherwise,
x, b,y , v;_s, and v; would induce a subgraph Kgf3) and x, y, vi4+2, b, and a induce a subgraph Ps. Hence,
ay' € E. Theny'b € E since otherwise a, b, v; 12, v; 11, and ¢y would induce Ps. Consequently, b # y and
br ¢ E; otherwise, =, v/, b, v;_o, and v; would induce K;3. The vertices a and y are nonadjacent since
otherwise a, y, x, y, and v;+1 would induce P5. The vertices b and y are nonadjacent since otherwise a,
b, y, v/, and v; 12 would induce K;3. By Lemma 15(ii), ax ¢ E; therefore, a, b, v;12, y, and x induce
a subgraph Ps.

Check that there are no adjacent vertices a and b the first of which belongs to V;_o and
the second, to V; U V;41. From symmetry considerations, we can consider only the case when b € V;.
By Lemma 15 (ii), we obtain ax ¢ E and bz ¢ E. The vertex a is nonadjacent to y and ¢’ simultaneously.
By Lemma 22(1), y'b € E. At the same time, by € E since otherwise a, b, v/, =, and y induce
a subgraph Ps. Consequently, a, b, y, 3/, and v; induce K2Jf3.

Recall that V;_5 is completely nonadjacent to V; U V11 UV U V" ,. Moreover, since, by the results
of the third paragraph, the set {x} is completely adjacent to V}"/; U V/Y,; by Lemma 22 (i), we infer
that V;_5 is completely adjacent to V", UV;",. By Lemma 16, V;_5 is independent. In view of these
circumstances and items (ii) and (iii), (1) of Lemma 15, we can assume that V;_, = {a'} since otherwise
G contains a nontrivial module. The same considerations imply that @’ is adjacent to some element
in V! U V"™; otherwise, {a’, v;_1} is a nontrivial module in G. We can assume that V@ and V""" # @.
Indeed, if V" # @ then V""" = &, and (d',v;, vi+1,vit2,vi—2) is an induced 5-cycle whose all vertices
are adjacent to some element in V;”. This situation is equivalent to the fact that V""" # .

By the result of the seventh paragraph, we conclude that |[V"””| =1 and V/ = V"', = @. Lemma 15
(item iii(4)), Lemma 16, Lemma 22(i), and the fact that V;_o = {a'} and G € Free({KQJfg}) imply
that |V}| <1 for each j, |[V/”,| <1, and |V/"| < 1. The results of the fifth and eighth paragraphs and
the atomicity of G imply that S = {«}. Thus,

5
Uv
j=1

Lemma 23 is proved. O

5

U Vj///

=1, j#i-1

Vi< |vV(C)|+ + + V™[4 |S] < 16.

Lemma 24. If a vertex x € S is adjacent to vertices y1,ys € V" then |V| < 21.

Proof. The K;f?,—freeness of G, items (iii), (3) and (iii),(4) of Lemma 15, and Lemma 22 (i) imply that
y1y2 € E and the sets Vi1, Viyo, V", Vi, Vo, Vi1, VY1, and V" are empty. By Lemma 15 (item
iii, (1)), V", = V", = @. By Lemma 22 (iii) and Lemma 23, we can assume that each element of the set
V", UV}, is adjacent to g and yo simultaneously. Therefore, V', U V/'Y, = @ since otherwise G would
contain an induced subgraph Wj. Items (ii), (iii), (1), and (iii), (2) of Lemma 15 and Lemma 22 (i) imply
that V/ = & otherwise, VU {v;11} is a nontrivial module in G. Items (ii) and (iii),(1) of Lemma 15

imply that V;_; = @ since otherwise V;_1 U {v;} would be a nontrivial module in G.

JOURNAL OF APPLIED AND INDUSTRIAL MATHEMATICS Vol. 15 No.1 2021



114 RAZVENSKAYA, MALYSHEV

Since G € Free({Wy}), we have V" = Q; U Q2 for the cliques @ and Q2; moreover, y; € @ and
Y2 € Q2. Since G € Free({K%}), we have Ng, () = {y1} and Ng, (z) = {y2}. Hence, since G is Ps-
free, at least one of the cliques @1 and Q2 contains exactly one vertex. Assume that Q2 = {y2}. Since
G € Free({Wy}), each of the vertices V;_o U Vj is either adjacent to all vertices in @; or adjacent to none
of them. Thus, we can speak of the adjacency of the vertices in V;_o U V; with @1 and Q2. Consequently,

|Q1\ V| < 1because Q1 \ V is a module in G. Since G € Free({Wy}), no vertex in V;_, UV is adjacent
to @1 and @2 simultaneously. Since G € Free({K2Jf3}), no vertex in V" is adjacent to two and more
vertices in V;_5 orin Vj.

By Lemma 21, each element of S is adjacent to some vertex in V. The set S is independent. Indeed,
otherwise, by Lemma 21, the vertices of every connected component of G(S) together with at least
two vertices would constitute a nontrivial module in G. Since S is independent and G is K;f?,—free and
contains no separating cliques; therefore, each vertex in S is adjacent to exactly two vertices in V", one
of which is yo. Hence, |@1 N ‘A/| < 2becauseif Q1 N V contains two vertices a1 and as different from g
then there exist vertices by, b2 € S such that

x & {b1,b2}, arby,azby € E, arby, asby € E, biy1,bayn € E, b1ya, boyo € E.

Then by, ya, b2, ag, and y; induce Ps. Since |@Q1 N XA/| < 2, Sis an independent set, and each vertex in .S

is adjacent to y9 and to exactly one more vertex in Q1 N ‘7; therefore, we have |S| < 2 since otherwise G
would contain a nontrivial module.

Thus, |V/”| < 4 and |S| < 2. Recall that no vertex in V" is adjacent to two or more vertices in V;_
or V;. Consequently, if |V;_a| > 5 then there exist at least |V;_o| — 4 vertices each of which is adjacent
to no vertex in V. Analogously, if |V;| > 5 then there exist at least |V;| — 4 vertices each of which is
adjacent to no vertex in V/”’. If @ and b are vertices each of which has no neighbor in V;” then ab ¢ E.
Indeed, otherwise, by Lemma 15 (ii), a, b, v; 12, y1, and = would induce Ps. Thus, |V;_o| < 5and |V;| <5
since otherwise GG would contain a nontrivial module consisting of two vertices from V;_ or two vertices
from V;; therefore, V| < 21.

Lemma 24 is proved. O

We will assume that at least one of the sets V* and |J2_, Vi is empty. Indeed, if v’ € V; then
C' = (vi—2,vi—1,v;,V',v;12) is an induced 5-cycle of G; moreover, it dominates the same number
of vertices as C'. By items (iii), (1) and (iii),(3) of Lemma 15, each element in V" is adjacent to four
vertices in C” and there is no vertex adjacent to all its vertices simultaneously.

Lemma 25. Suppose that there is x € S adjacent to y € V/"'; moreover, V" UV, UV"" # @.
Then |V| < 16.

Proof. i there exists a vertex 2’ € S adjacent to a vertex i/ € Vj” then for each j' there are no adjacent
vertices a € Vjr and b € Vjr49. Indeed, we can consider only the cases of j € {5, 5/ + 3}. In both cases,
ay & E and by’ ¢ E by items (iii), (1) of Lemma 15. By Lemma 15(ii), we have az’ ¢ E and bz’ ¢ F.
In the first case, ¥/, vjry3, vji44, b, and @, and, in the second case, &', 3/, vji44, b, and a induce Ps.

Suppose that there exists a vertex ¢/ € V" UV/,,. Symmetry considerations imply that it suffices
to consider only the case when 3’ € V;,. Items (iii), (3) and (iii), (4) of Lemma 15 and the K;f3—freeness
of G imply that yy’ ¢ E and V" = V""" = @. By Lemma 15 (iii, (1)), V", = V" | = @. Each vertex in S
adjacent to an element in V" must be adjacent to all elements in V; ,. Otherwise, v;_1, a vertex in V|,
and a vertex from V/” nonadjacent to it, v;12, and some vertex in S induce Ps. Consequently, v’z € E
and V/! o= = {y'} since otherwise z, two arbitrary vertices in Z+2, v, and v; 49 induce K;fg. I there exists
a vertex y” € V1, then y" must be adjacent to y and 3’ by Lemma 15 iii,(3)) and Lemma 22 (i), but
then v, v/, v, vi11, and v; o induce K;fg. Therefore, V/{ | = @. Ii there exists a vertex y” € V" and
y"" # y then, by Lemma 15¢(iii, (3)) and the K2+3 freeness of G, we have ¢y ¢ E and yy"” € E. Since
G € Free({ K, 3}) we have zy” ¢ E. Therefore, v;_1, ¥/, x, y, and y” induce P5. Hence, V" = {y}.
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Owing to items (ii), (iii), (1), (iii), (2) of Lemma 15 and Lemma 22 (ii), we have Vj’ = @ forall j. This
is obvious for j € {i —2,4,7 + 2} since otherwise the set V/ U {vj41} would be a nontrivial module in G.
Check that V] = @ for j € {i — 1,9+ 1}. From symmetry considerations, examine only j =i+ 1. If
y €V, thenyy € E and yx ¢ E by items (ii) and (iii), (2) of Lemma 15 and yy' ¢ E since otherwise
vit1, Vir2, ¥, 4y, and ¥ would induce K;f3. Then v;_1, v/, z, y, and 3y induce Ps. By Lemma 15 (iii, (1)),
Vier =Vipn = @.

If y* € V", then, by Lemma 22 (iii) and Lemma 23, we can assume that yy* € E and zy* ¢ E.
By Lemma 15(iii,(3)), ¥'y* € E. Then v;_1, ¥/, vit2, y, and y* induce Ps. If y* € V"', UV/Y, then
yy* € E by Lemma 15 (iii,(4)). If y* € V", then y*y' ¢ E by Lemma 15(iii, (3)) and either v;11, y*, v,
z,and y (ifzy* & E)orviry, y*, z, 3y, and v;_o (il zy* € F)induce Ps. Iiy* € V/Y, then y*y’ & E since
otherwise y*, v/, v, v;_2, and v;1o would induce Wy. If zy* & E then v;11, v*, vi_2, v/, and x induce Ps.
If xy* € E then (y*,viy2,vi11,y, z) is an induced 5-cycle in G that, by Lemma 22 (i), dominates more
vertices than C'. Hence, V", = V"', = V!, = @.

By Lemma 15(iii, (1)), {¢'} is completely nonadjacent to V;_o U V;4o. By Lemma 16, V; is in-
dependent. Since G € Free({W,}), we have |Ny,(y')] < 1. Recall that, by Lemma 15(ii), the set
Vi—o UV; U V;19 is completely nonadjacent to S. By Lemma 22 (i), the set {y} is completely adjacent
to Vito. At the same time, {y} is completely nonadjacent to V;_o U Ny, (') since otherwise some its
element and y, z, ¢/, and v;_; induce P5. Consequently, if VY, = @ then each of the sets V;_, Ny, (),
and V;,1 5 is a module in G; therefore, it has at most one element.

Suppose that V/'Y, # @. Then V;/, is completely adjacent to {y'} by Lemma 15 (iii, (3)). By item (iii)

of Lemma 22 and Lemma 23, we can assume that each element of V', is adjacent to 3 and nonadjacent

to x. Since the graph G is Wy-iree, i”+’2 is a clique. Since G is K2+3 free, Vo is completely adjacent
to V{5 and Vi_o U Ny;(y') is completely adjacent to V/,. The set V;}, is either completely adjacent
to Ny, (y') or completely nonadjacent to it since otherwise v; 42 and v/, an element of Ny, ('), an arbitrary
element of Ny, ('), and an arbitrary element of V/", \ Ny, (/) would induce Ps.

Suppose that a vertex 2" € S'is adjacent to a vertex 3" € V/,. Clearly, 2" is not adjacent to y since
Ge Free({Kgfg}). Then z'y/ € E; otherwise, the vertices v/, x, v, v”, and 2" induce P5. At the same
time, x2” & E; otherwise, 2", , y, v;, and v; 41 induce Ps. Note that (v/,2”,y”,y, x) is an induced 5-
cycle dominating more vertices than the cycle C'. Consequently, each of the sets V;_o, N‘Z- (z), Vita, and
V5 is a module in G and contains at most one vertex.

Due to the connectedness and Ps-ireeness of G, each vertex in S is adjacent to a vertex in V.
By Lemma 21, each element in S adjacent to y has no neighbor in S that is adjacent to y. By the Ps-
freeness of G, the same assertion also holds for 3. Since neither {y} nor {y'} is a separating clique in G,

we have Ng(y) = Ng(y'). Hence, S = {z}; otherwise, S is a nontrivial module in G. Thus, we have
the inequality

V| < V(O] + Vical + [Viga| + [Ny, ()] + [Ny, (2)] + [Via| + [V + [ViTa| + S| < 13,

Lety € V""" Then

5 5
Uv=2 Uv=2
j=1 =1

where the first holds by Lemma 15 (iii, (3)), and the second, by items (ii), (iii), (1), (iii), (2) of Lemma 15
and by Lemma 22 (ii).

By our assumptions before the statement of the lemma, we have ViUV, U VU V4 U Vg, =g
By analogy with the arguments in the second paragraph, it is not hard to show that yy’ §ZE
yx e E, V" ={y}, and V" = {y/}. Each element of the set V", UV}, is nonadjacent to 3’ by

Lemma 15(iii, (4)). Owing to Lemma 22 (iii) and Lemma 23, we can assume that each element of the set
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Vi, U VY, is adjacent to y and nonadjacent to x. Therefore, V"', U V//, = @ since otherwise every its

element together with an element of {v;_1,v;11}, y, z, and 3 would induce Ps.

Suppose that y* € V"', UV//,. Without loss of generality, we can assume that y* € V",

By Lemma 15 (iii,(4)), y*y € E.liy*z ¢ FE then, by Lemma 15 (iii, (4)), the cycle (v, vi11,y*, y, x) is
induced and dominates more vertices than C. Therefore, for each vertex 2’ € S adjacent to y, the set {z'}
is completely adjacent to V', UV, U V" This and the K7 3-freeness of G imply that |V;”;| < 1 and
Vil < 1.

Since G € Free({P5}) and x is completely adjacent to V;”, U V" U V!, UV"™ each vertex in S

that has a neighbor in V' is either adjacent to all vertices in V;”/; U V;" U VL U V" or adjacent to 3/
and not adjacent to any of the vertices in V;”; UV/” U V/Y,. Since {y'} is not a separating clique and
G € Free({Ps}), each vertex in S'is adjacent to each element of the set V}”, UV UV}, UV" . Since
G does not contain nontrivial modules, S = {x}. Therefore, we have

VI < VO + VI + VL + V7 + 18] < 9.
Lemma 25 is proved. O

Lemma 26. /[ S # @ then |V| < 21.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that |V| > 22. Show that, in this case, Visa separating clique in G.
Recall that

5
‘7 c U(Vi” U Vim) U V””.

If Vis not a separating clique then V contains two nonadjacent vertices a and b. The vertex a has
a neighbor a’ € S, and the vertex b has a neighbor & € S.

Let a € V. Then V", =V, = @ by Lemma 15iii,(3)). If V; UV, U V" # & then |V] < 16
by Lemma 25; therefore, we can assume that V" UV/, UV"" = &. By Lemma 15(iii,(4)), we have

beg V" UV, By Lemma 22(iii) and Lemma 23, we can assume that each element in vn v
is adjacent to each element in V;”, U V/{,. Therefore, b € V. If a’b € E or b'a € E then |[V| < 21
by Lemma 24. I a’b € E or b'a ¢ E then either d’, a, v;1o, b, and V' (if 'V & E)or¥', d’, a, v;, and v; 1
induce Ps.

Thus, we assume that

5
{a.,0} N V" = 2.
i=1

By Lemma 15(iii,(3)), a € V" and b ¢ V" Let a € V/". Then b ¢ V;” | UV/ | by Lemma 15 (iii, (3));
ie., be V", UV, Without loss of generality, we can assume that b € V/,. Clearly, a’b ¢ E and
ba ¢ E since otherwise a, b, v;_1, and v;,1 together with @’ or ¢/ induce Ps. Consequently, a’ # b'. If
a't ¢ E thend/, b, v;, a, and o’ induce Ps, and if a’b’ € E then b, ¥, a, a/, and v; 11 induce Ps.

Thus, V constitutes a separating clique in G; a contradiction to the fact that |V| > 22.

Lemma 26 is proved. O

The main result of this section is

Theorem 2. Problem WVC is solvable in time polynomial in the sum of the vertices
for {Ps, K5 5, Wa}-free graphs.
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Proof. Owing to Lemma 1, we can consider Problem WVC only for atomic graphs of the class
Free({P5,K2Jf3,W4}). By Lemma 14, each graph of this class either contains a induced Cs or has
7 vertices or is perfect. Reckoning with this and Lemmas 6 and 8, we can assume that we consider
the atomic graphs of class Free({Ps, K;fg, W4}) containing an induced Cs.

Consider the graph G = (V, E) of this type. I S = @& then, by Lemma 20, either G is Os-iree or

|V | <161. Consequently, to (G,w) we can apply an algorithm polynomial in the sum of the weights,
which exists by Lemmas 16 and 17. 1 S # @ then, by Lemma 26, |V| < 21. Therefore, to (G, w) we can
apply an algorithm polynomial in the sum of the weights, which exists by Lemma 16. Thus, the assertion
holds.

10.
1.
12.
13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

Theorem 2 is proved. O
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