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The 3-restricted edge-connectivity of the direct product graphs*
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Abstract An edge subset S C E(G) is called a 3-restricted edge-cut if G— S is disconnected and
each component of G — S contains at least three vertices. The 3-restricted edge-connectivity of a
graph G, denoted by A3(G), is defined as the minimum cardinality among all 3-restricted edge-
cuts if there are at least one; otherwise, A\3(G) = +o0. It is proved that A\3(G) < &3(G) if G has a
3-restricted edge-cut, where £3(G) = min {|[X,V(G) \ X]¢| : | X| = 3 and G[X] is connected} .
If \3(G) = &3(G), then G is said to be maximally 3-restricted edge-connected. The direct
product of two graphs G and H, denoted by G x H, is defined as the graph with vertex set
V(G x H) = V(G) x V(H), where two vertices (uj,v1) and (ug,v2) are adjacent in G x H if
and only if ujus € E(G) and vive € E(H). In this paper, we determine, for a regular connected
graph G, the 3-restricted edge-connectivity of G x C},, G x K,, and G x T;,, where C,, K,
and T, are the cycle, the complete graph and the total graph with n vertices, respectively. As
corollaries, we establish sufficient conditions for the direct product graphs G x Cj,, G x K, and
G x T, to be maximally 3-restricted edge-connected.

Keywords: Edge-connectivity; 3-restricted edge-connectivity; Maximally 3-restricted edge-
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1 Introduction

The topological structure of an interconnection network is often modeled by a graph G =
(V(G), E(G)), where the vertex set V(G) represents the nodes of the network and the edge set
E(G) represents the communication links between nodes. The order of G is the number of its
vertices. For a vertex u € V(G), the neighborhood Ng(u) of w in G is defined as {v € V(G) |
v is adjacent to u}; the degree dg(u) of w in G is the number of edges incident with u, where
a loop counts twice. The minimum degree §(G) and the maximum degree A(G) of G are
defined as min{dg(u) | v € V(G)} and max{dg(u) | v € V(G)}, respectively. If each vertex
of G has the same degree k, then G is said to be k-regular. For a vertex subset U C V(G),
the induced subgraph of U in G, denoted by G[U], is the graph with vertex set U, where two
vertices w and v in U are adjacent in G[U] if and only if they are adjacent in G. For an edge
e = w € E(G), the edge-degree of e is defined as {g(e) = dg(u) + dg(v) — 2. The minimum
edge-degree of G, denoted by £(G), is defined as min {{g(e) | e € E(G)}. A graph is simple if it
has no parallel edges and loops. Unless specified, all graphs in this paper refer to simple graphs.
For terminology and notation not defined here, we follow those provided in [2].
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If there exists a path between every pair of distinct vertices in G, then G is said to be
connected; otherwise, G is disconnected. Fach maximal connected subgraph of G is called its
component. An edge subset S C E(G) is called an edge-cut if G — S is disconnected. The
edge-connectivity \(G) of G is the minimum cardinality among all edge-cuts. It is well-known
that A(G) < §(G). So the graph G is called maximally edge-connected if A(G) = §(G); and the
graph G is called super edge-connected if every minimum edge-cut isolates one vertex.

The edge-connectivity is one of the most fundamental parameters used to measure the re-
liability of networks. However, one deficiency of the edge-connectivity is that it only considers
whether the remaining graph is disconnected, without taking into account the properties of the
components. To address this limitation, Esfahanian and Hakimi [5] introduced the notion of
restricted edge-connectivity, which is a kind of conditional edge-connectivity initially proposed
by Harary [8]. If an edge subset S C E(G) satisfies that G — S is disconnected and each com-
ponent of G — S has at least two vertices, then S is called a restricted edge-cut. The restricted
edge-connectivity of G, denoted by Aa(G), is defined as the cardinality of a minimum restricted
edge-cut in G if it has at least one; otherwise, A\o(G) = +oo. In 1988, Esfahanian and Hakimi [5]
proved that if G is not a star graph K ,—1 and G has at least four vertices, then A\y(G) < &(G).
So G is called maximally restricted edge-connected if \o(G) = £(G); and G is called super
restricted edge-connected if every minimum restricted edge-cut isolates an edge.

Later on, the concept of k-restricted edge-connectivity was proposed by Fabrega and Fiol
[6]. If an edge subset S C FE(G) satisfies that G — S is disconnected and each component
of G — S has at least k vertices, then S is called a k-restricted edge-cut. The k-restricted
edge-connectivity A\p(G) is defined as the minimum cardinality among all k-restricted edge-
cuts in G if there exists one; otherwise, \p(G) = +oo. From this definition, it follows that if
A (G) is finite, then \;(G) is finite for all integers [ satisfying 1 < I < k, and the inequalities
AM(G) <o < N(G) < -+ < A(G) hold. Clearly, A\1(G) is the edge-connectivity and \o(G) is
the restricted edge-connectivity of G.

For two nonempty subsets X,Y C V(G), [X,Y]s denotes the set of edges with one end
in X and the other in Y. When Y = V(G) \ X, the edge set [X,Y]q is simply written as
Oa(X). Let &(G) = min{|dq(X)|: X C V(G),|X]| = 3 and G[X] is connected}. Wang and
Li [11] provided necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of 3-restricted edge-cut in
graphs and showed that A\3(G) < &3(G) holds when there is at least one 3-restricted edge-cut
in G. So G is said to be mazimally 3-restricted edge-connected if \3(G) = &3(G), and G is
said to be super 3-restricted edge-connected if every minimum 3-restricted edge-cut isolates a
component of order three.

Let G and H be two graphs. The direct product (also known as the Kronecker product,
tensor product, or cross product) G x H has the vertex set V(G x H) = V(G) x V(H), where two
vertices (u1,v1) and (ug,v2) are adjacent in G x H if and only if ujug € E(G) and vivy € E(H).
Weichsel [12] proved that the direct product of two nontrivial graphs is connected if and only if
both graphs are connected and at least one of them is non-bipartite.

Bresar and Spacapan [3] gave some bounds on the edge-connectivity of the direct product
of graphs. Later, Cao, Brglez, Spacapan and Vumar [4] obtained the edge-connectivity of the
direct product of a nontrivial graph and a complete graph. Spacapan [10] not only obtained the
edge-connectivity of the direct product of two graphs but also characterized the structure of the
minimum edge-cut for the direct product of two graphs.



The path, the cycle, and the complete graph on n vertices are denoted by P,, C,, and K,,
respectively. The total graph T, is constructed from K, by attaching a loop to every vertex of
K,. We use K, to denote the complete bipartite graph with one part has s vertices and the
other part has t vertices. Ma, Wang and Zhang [9] studied the restricted edge-connectivity of
the direct product of a nontrivial graph with a complete graph or a total graph.

Theorem 1.1. (/9]) For any nontrivial connected graph G and any integer n > 3,
A2 (G x Kp) =min{(n —1)§(G) +2(n —2),n(n — 1)X2(G)}.
Theorem 1.2. (/9]) For any nontrivial connected graph G and any integer n > 3,
Ao (G x Ty) = min{n&(G) + 2(n — 1), n*Xa(G)}.

Bai, Tian and Yin [1] further gave sufficient conditions for the direct product of a nontrivial
graph with a complete graph or a total graph to be super restricted edge-connected.

Theorem 1.3. ([1]) For any nontrivial connected graph G and any integer n > 5. If n(n —
DA2(G) > (n— 1)E(G) 4+ 2(n — 2), then G x Ky, is super restricted edge-connected.

Theorem 1.4. ([1]) For any nontrivial graph G and any integer n > 3. If n?X2(G) > né(G) +
2(n — 1), then G x T, is super restricted edge-connected.

Guo, Hu, Yang and Zhao [7] obtained the restricted edge-connectivity of the direct product
of a connected graph G satisfying |V (G)| < n or A(G) < n — 1 with an odd cycle C,,.

Theorem 1.5. ([7]) For any connected graph G with |V (G)| <n or A(G) <n—1,

22(G % ) = min {200a(G),_min 2(d(o) +dalu) -2},

where n > 3 and n is odd.

Inspired by the aforementioned results, this paper investigates the 3-restricted edge-
connectivity of the direct product of a k-regular connected graph with a cycle, a complete
graph and a total graph. As corollaries, we establish sufficient conditions for these direct prod-
uct graphs to be maximally 3-restricted edge-connected. The subsequent section will introduce
relevant definitions and lemmas. The main results will be presented in Section 3. The conclusion
remarks are given in the last section.

2 Preliminary

Let G = G x H. For any vertex u € V(G), define H* = {(u,v) € V(G) : v € V(H)}, referred to
as the H-layer of v in G. By the definition of the direct product, H" is an independent set in
G, and [H"', H"?|g # () if and only if ujus € E(G). For any vertex subset S C V(G), we define
HS =J,eqs H"

In the following two lemmas, Wang and Li [11] established a necessary and sufficient condition
for the existence of 3-restricted edge-cut and provided an upper bound for the 3-restricted edge-
connectivity of G.



Lemma 2.1. ([11]) The graph G has a 3-restricted edge-cut if and only if G has two vertez-
disjoint paths of order 3.

Lemma 2.2. ([11]) Let G be a simple connected graph of order at least 6. If G has a 3-restricted
edge-cut , then A\3(G) < &(G).

Lemma 2.3. Let G = G x H, where G and H are two connected graphs. Let S be the minimum
S-restricted edge-cut of G, and let D1 and Do be the two components of G — S. If there exist two
non-adjacent edges ujug and uguy in G such that H** UH"2 C V(D;) and H*3 UH" C V(Ds),
then |S| > 2e(H)A\2(G).

Proof. Since there exist two non-adjacent edges ujuo and ugug in G, we obtain that G has a
restricted edge-cut and Ao(G) is finite. There are at least \o(G) edge-disjoint paths from {uq, us}
to {us,us} in G. Thus, there are at least 2e(H)A2(G) edge-disjoint paths from H"* U H*2 to
H" U H" in G. Therefore, we have |S| > 2e(H)\2(G). O

The following five lemmas are essential for establishing the main results in the subsequent
section.

Lemma 2.4. ([1]) Let A be a vertex subset of the graph G = Ky x K, (n > 5). Assume
2 <|A| <2n—2. Then |[A,V(G) \ A]lg| > 2(n — 2), and the equality holds if and only if (i)
|A| = 2 and G[A] is isomorphic to Ko, or (i) |A| = 2n—2 and G[V(G) \ 4] is isomorphic to Ks.

Lemma 2.5. ([1]) Let A be a vertexr subset of the graph G = Ko X T,, (n > 3). Assume
2 < |A| <2n—2. Then |[[A,V(G) \ Alg| > 2(n — 1), and the equality holds if and only if (i)
|A| = 2 and G[A] is isomorphic to Ko , or (ii) |A| = 2n — 2 and G[V(G) \ 4] is isomorphic to
K .

Lemma 2.6. Let B be a vertex subset of the graph G = Ko X K,, (n >5). Assume 3 < |B| <
2n — 3. Then |[B,V(G) \ Blg| > 3n — 7, and the equality holds if and only if (i) |B| = 3 and
G[B] is isomorphic to Ps, or (ii) |B| = 2n — 3 and G[V(G) \ B] is isomorphic to Py, or (iii)
n=>5, G[B] and G[V(G) \ B] are both isomorphic to K 3.

Proof. Let Uy = {u1} x V(K,) and Uy = {us} x V(K,) be the bipartition of G, where
{ui,u2} = V(Ks). Assume B; = BNU; and b; = |B;| for i = 1,2. Without loss of generality,
assume |B| < |V(G) \ B|, that is |B| < n. Then 3 < |B| = b1 + b2 < n.

If by =0 or by =0, then |[B,V(G) \ Blg| = |B|(n —1) > 3n — 3.

If by > 0 and by > 0, then

[B,V(9)\ Blg| 2 bi(n =1 —ba) +ba(n —1—b1)
= (n — 1)(1)1 + bg) — 2b1by
= (n — 1)|B| — 2b1b2.

Since by + by = |B| and by, by are positive integers, we have (n—1)|B| —2b1be > (n—1)|B| —

2 {@—‘ L@J When |B| is an odd integer, (n—1)|B|—2 {@—‘ L@J = (71—1)\3]—2”3'2+1 |B|271 =

—@—i—m—l)]BH—%. When |B| is an even integer, (n—1)|B|—2 P—gq {@J = —@4—@—1)\3].



If | B| is an odd integer, then |[B, V() \ Blg| > —ZC + (n — 1)|B| + 1 > min{—% + 3(n —
—I—%,—”;—i—n(n— )+1} = min{3n—7,%2 —n+ 3} by 3 <|B| <n. Forn > 6, we have
%2 n+% > 3n — 7. For n = 5, we have %Q—n—k% = 8 = 3n — 7. Thus we conclude that
I[B,V(G) \ Blg| > 3n — 7, equality holds if |B| = 3 and G[B] = P53, or n =5, |B| =5, G[B] and
G[V(G) \ B] are both isomorphic to Ks 3.

—_

If |B| is an even integer, then |[B,V(G) \ Blg| > —@ + (n—1)|B] > min{—% + 4(n —
1), —%2 +n(n—1)} = min{4n —12, %2 —n} by 4 < |B| < n. Since min{4n —12, %2 —n}>3n-7,
we have |[B,V(G) \ Blg| > 3n — 7 in this case. O

By a similar argument as Lemma 2.5, we have the following lemma.
Lemma 2.7. Let B be a vertex subset of the graph G = Ko x T,, (n > 3). Assume 3 < |B| <
2n — 3. Then |[B,V(G) \ Blg| > 3n — 4, and the equality holds if and only if (i) |B| = 3 and
G[B] is isomorphic to P3, or (ii) |B| = 2n — 3 and G[V(G) \ B] is isomorphic to Ps.
Lemma 2.8. (i) If n is an odd integer and n > 3, then A\(Ka x Cy) = X2(K2 x Cy) = A3(K2 X
Cp) =2.

(ii) If n > 5, then A(Ka x K,) =n—1, M\(K2 x K,,) =2n—4 and A\3(K2 x K,,) =3n —T.

(iii) If n > 5, then AN(Ka X T),) =n, Ao(Ko x T,,) = 2n — 2 and A\3(K2 x T,,) = 3n — 4.

Proof. (i) Since K3 x C), is isomorphic to Cy,, for an odd integer n, it follows that A(Ks x C,) =
/\Q(KQ X Cn) = /\3(K2 X Cn) = 2.

(i) Let S be a minimum edge-cut of Ky x K,. If Ky x K,, — S contains an isolated vertex,
then |S| > n — 1. Otherwise, by Lemma 2.4, we have |S| > 2n—4 >n—1. Thus \(K2 x K,,) =
|S| > n— 1. On the other hand, A(K2 x K,) < (K2 x K,) =n — 1. Therefore, it follows that
AEs x Kp) =n — 1.

Since K3 x K, is not isomorphic to the star graph K ,,—1 and contains at least four vertices,
we have \o(Ko x Kp,) < &(Ko x Kp,) = 2n — 4. Lemma 2.4 implies Ao(Ky x K;,) > 2n — 4.
Therefore, \o(Ko X K,) = 2n — 4.

By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we know that Ks x K, has a 3-restricted edge-cut and A\3(K2x K,,) <
&3(Ko x Ky) = 3n — 7. Furthermore, by Lemma 2.5, it follows that A\3(K2 x K,) > 3n — 7.
Thus, )\3(K2 X Kn) =3n—"7.

(737) The proof is similar to (iz). O

3 Main Results

The girth g(G) of G is the length of its shortest cycle if G contains cycles; otherwise, define
9(G) = 400. The only 1-regular connected graph is Ks. By Lemma 2.7 (i), we have A3(Ky x
Cp) = 2 for an odd integer n. So we consider k£ > 2 in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let G be a k (> 2)-regular connected graph with at least four vertices. Then

min{2n2(G), 6k — 6}, if g(G) = 3;

A3(G x Cn) = {min{2n)\2(G),6k‘ —4}, if9(G) = 4,



where n > 3 and n is odd.

Proof. Let G = G x (). By Lemma 2.1, G has a 3-restricted edge-cut. When ¢(G) = 3, the
definition of the direct product graph implies that g(G) = 3. According to Lemma 2.2, we have
A3(G) < &(G) = 6k — 6. When ¢g(G) > 4, the definition of the direct product graph implies
that g(G) > 4. By Lemma 2.2, we obtain A\3(G) < &3(G) = 6k — 4. Since G is not a star graph
and has at least four vertices, it follows G has a restricted edge-cut. Let R be the minimum
restricted edge-cut of the graph G. Then G — R has exactly two nontrivial components X; and
Xo. Define V; = X; x V(C,,) for i = 1,2. Since both G[Y7] and G[Y3] contain at least three
vertices, it follows that A\3(G) < |[Y1, Y2|g| = 2nA2(G). Therefore,

min{2nX2(G), 6k — 6}, if g(G) =
min{2n2(G), 6k — 4}, if g(G)

)

3
/\3(G X Cn) < { 4

v

Now, it suffices to prove that

2s(G % Cy) > min{2nA2(G), 6k — 6}, if g(G) = 3;
’ "=\ min{2nXa(G), 6k — 4}, if ¢(G) > 4.

Let S be the minimum 3-restricted edge-cut of G. Then G — S has exactly two components,
say Dy and Ds, where |V (D1)| > 3 and |V(D2)| > 3.

If for any vertex u € V(G), we have C C V(Dy) or C} C V(D3). Considering that Dy is
connected and C} is an independent set, it follows that there exist at least two layers C}* and
CY? adjacent in D;. Similarly, there are at least two layers C}? and C* adjacent in Dy. By
Lemma 2.3, we have |S| > 2nA2(G). So we assume that there exists a vertex u; € V(G) such
that C¥ N V(Dy) # 0 and C¥ NV (D2) # 0 in the following proof. By Lemma 2.7, we have
A(K2 x Cyp) = 2. Thus, for any vertex u € Ng(uq), it follows that |[CFt, Ctlg N S| > 2.

Case 1. Every vertex u € Ng(uq) satisfies Cl C V(D1) or C¥ C V(Da).

Let My = {x1,...,xk, } be the neighbors of u; in G such that C¥* C V(Dy) fori € {1,...,k1},
and let Ma = {y1,...,Yr, } be the neighbors of u; in G such that C,’ C V(Ds) for j € {1,...,ka},
where k1 + k2 = k. Since C' is an independent set, there exists at least one vertex z; €
M such that C¥* C V(D;) and one vertex y; € My such that C3' C V(D3). Therefore,
[Chr, Catlg N S|+ ([, Citlg N S| = 2n.

Subcase 1.1. There exists a vertex 2’ € Ng(M;) and a vertex 3 € Ng(My) such that C%' C
V(Dy) and CY C V(D).

Without loss of generality, assume z' € Ng(z1) and v/ € Ng(y1). Then C¥ U C* C V(Dy)
and C¥ UCY' C V(D). By Lemma 2.3, we have |S| > 2n)(G).

Subcase 1.2. Each vertex x € Ng(M;) satisfies CF NV (Dg) # 0, or each vertex y € Ng(Mo)
satisfies Cjy NV (Dy) # 0.

Without loss of generality, assume that each vertex x € Ng(M) satisfies CZ NV (Dsg) # 0.
Consequently, for any vertex z € Ng(x1), we have CF NV (D3) # (. By MKz x Cy,) = 2, it
follows that |[CEt, C2]; N S| > 2 for any vertex € Ng(21).



If for every vertex € Ng(z1) \ {u1}, it holds that CZ C V(Ds), then |[C#1,C*gN S| = 2n.
Therefore,

S| > [[Cpt,Ctlg N S|+ |[Cr, C¥' g N S| + > [C,Cllgn S|
uENg (u1)\{z1,91}

+ ) e cEgn S|

z€Ng(w1)\{u1}
>2n+2(k—2)+2n(k —1)
=2nk + 2k — 4
> 6k — 4.

If there exists a vertex 2/ € Ng(x1) \ {u1} such that C¥' N'V(Dy) # 0 and C* NV (Dy) # 0,
then 2/ ¢ Ng(u1). By MK> x Cy) = 2, it follows that [[C*',C%]g N S| > 2 for any vertex
x € Ng(2'). Therefore,

S| > |[C1, C2Y g N S|+ |[CE, C¥g N S| + > [C, g N S|
uENg(u1)\{z1,y1}

+ ) jemcsgnSl+ > ey cElgn S|

2€NG(@1)\{u1} €NG(@')\ {21}
=242k —2)+2(k—1)+2(k—1)
—6k—4+2n—4

> 6k — 4.

Case 2. There is a vertex uz € Ng(u1) such that C¥2 NV (Dy) # 0 and C¥2 NV (D2) # 0.

Let A1 = cHn V(Dl),Bl =Chn V(DQ),AQ =C»nN V(Dl),BQ =C»n V(DQ) Then
|A1| + |Bl| = |A2| + |BQ| =n and ’Az| > 1, |B,L| >1fori=1,2. By )\(KQ X Cn) = 2, we have
|[[Cl2,Cp]g N S| > 2 for any vertex u € Ng(us).

Subcase 2.1. There is a vertex ug € Ng(u1)\{uz} such that C*3NV(Dy) # () and C¥3NV (Dy) #
0.

By MKz x Cy) = 2, it follows |[C3,C4]; N S| > 2 for any vertex u € N (us).

If us ¢ NG(UQ), then

1S|> > JlewCrlgnSl+ Y |G Cllgn S|
u€NG (u1) u€Ng (u2)\{u1}
+ ), lGe.Cgns|
u€NG (us)\{u1}
> 2k +2(k—1)+2(k—1)
= 6k — 4.



If ug € NG(UQ), then

1S|> > lewCrlgnSl+ Y |G Cllgn S|
u€NG(u1) u€Ng (u2)\{u1}
+ > [CR?, Crlg N S|
w€NG (uz)\{u1,u2}
>2k+2(k—1)+2(k—2)
= 6k — 6.

Subcase 2.2. For every vertex u € Ng(u1) \ {ua}, either C¥ C V(Dy) or C} C V(D).

If there exists a vertex us € Ng(uz2) \ {u1} such that C’;fé NV (D;) # 0 and C;fé NV (Dz) # 0,
then, analogously to Subcase 2.1, we obtain either |S| > 6k — 4 or |S| > 6k — 6. So we assume
that for any vertex u € (Ng(u1) U Ng(uz2)) \ {u1,uz}, either C% C V(Dy) or C¥ C V(Da).
Subcase 2.2.1. Any vertex u € (Ng(u1) U Ng(uz)) \ {u1,us} satisfies C C V(D;), or any
vertex u € (Ng(u1) U Ng(uz2)) \ {u1, ua} satisfies C C V(Ds).

Without loss of generality, assume that each vertex u € (Ng(u1)UNg(u2)) \ {u1, ua} satisfies
CY* CV(Dq). Then V(D) C C¥ UCY2 and |By|+ |Bz| > 3. Thus ZueNG(ul)\{W}HCﬁl,C}j]g N
S|+ X ueNguanfun} 102 Crilg 0S| = 2(k = 1) Bi| + 2(k = 1)| Ba| > 3 x 2(k — 1) = 6(k — 1).

Therefore,

Sz ficr.Clgns|+ Y G, CRlgn S|
uENG(u1)\{ua}

+ >, loecrgns|

UGNg(ug)\{ul}
> 24 6(k—1)
= 6k — 4.

Subcase 2.2.2. There exists a vertex us € (Ng(u1)UNg(u2))\{u1,u2} such that C4 C V(Dy),
and there exists a vertex us € (Ng(u1) U Ng(uz2)) \ {u1,u2} such that C*s C V(Da).

If there exists a vertex v’ € Ng(uy) such that C¥ C V(Dj), and there exists a vertex
u” € Ng(us) such that C*" C V(Dy), then by Lemma 2.3, we have |S| > 2nXy(G). So we
assume that every vertex u € Ng(uyq) satisfies C NV (Dy) # 0, or every vertex u € Ng(us)
satisfies C' N V(D) # (. Without loss of generality, assume that every vertex u € Ng(uyq)
satisfies Ct NV (Dg) # 0. By A(K2 x C) = 2 we have |[CM4, Cl]gN S| > 2 for any vertex
u € Ng(ug).

If us € Ng(up) and ug € Ng(uz), then



s1= S e etens|+ Y |6, cign S|
uENg(u1) u€NG (u2)\{u1}

+ Y, |G crlgn s
uENG (ua)\{u1,u2}
> 2k +2(k—1)+2(k —2)
= 6k — 6.

If ug € Ng(ur) but ug ¢ Ng(uz), or ug € Ng(ug) but us ¢ Ng(up), then, without loss of
generality, we assume uq € Ng(u1) and uyg ¢ Ng(ug). Thus,

S| 3 Jlemctgns|+ Y (e, clgns]

wENG (u1) u€NG (u2)\{u1}
+ Y lescrgns
wENg (ua)\{u1}
> 2k +2(k—1)+2(k—1)
= 6k — 4.

The proof is thus complete. [

By Lemma 2.7, we have A\3(Ky x K,,) = 3n — 7. So we consider k& > 2 in the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a k (> 2)-reqular connected graph with at least four vertices. Then

min{n(n — 1)\2(G),3k(n — 1) — 6}, if g(G) = 3;
min{n(n — 1)\2(G),3k(n — 1) — 4}, if g(G) > 4,

A3(G % Ky) =

where n > 5.

Proof. Let G = G x K,,. By Lemma 2.1, G has a 3-restricted edge-cut. When ¢(G) = 3, the
definition of the direct product graph implies that g(G) = 3. According to Lemma 2.2, we have
A3(G) < &3(G) = 3k(n — 1) — 6. When ¢g(G) > 4, the definition of the direct product graph
implies that ¢(G) > 4. By Lemma 2.2, we obtain A\3(G) < £3(G) = 3k(n — 1) — 4. Since G is not
a star graph and has at least four vertices, it follows G has a restricted edge-cut. Let R be the
minimum restricted edge-cut of the graph G. Then G — R has exactly two nontrivial components
X1 and Xa. Define YV; = X; x V(K,,) for i = 1,2. Since both G[Y1] and G[Y>] contain at least
three vertices, it follows that \3(G) < |[Y1, Y2]g| = n(n — 1)A2(G). Therefore,

min{n(n — 1)A2(G),3k(n — 1) — 6}, if g(G)

min{n(n — 1)A2(G),3k(n — 1) — 4}, if g(G) > 4.

Now, it suffices to prove that

min{n(n — 1)A2(G),3k(n — 1) — 6}, if g(G) =

)\3(G X Kn) Z { . . 3
min{n(n — 1)A2(G),3k(n — 1) — 4}, if g(G) > 4.



Let S be a minimum 3-restricted edge-cut of G. Then G — S has exactly two components,
say Dy and Dg, where |V (D1)| > 3 and |V(D2)| > 3.

If for any vertex u € V(G), we have K} C V(D;) or K C V(D3). Considering that D;
is connected and K is an independent set, it follows that there exist at least two layers K3!
and K2 in D; that are adjacent. Similarly, there are at least two layers K3 and K4 adjacent
in Dy. By Lemma 2.3, we have |S| > n(n — 1)A\2(G). So we assume that there exists a vertex
up € V(G) such that K NV(Dy) # 0 and K NV (D3) # 0 in the following proof. By
Lemma 2.7, we have \(Ky x K,) = n — 1. Thus, for any vertex u € Ng(u1), it follows that
KR KRlgn S| = n—1.

Case 1. Every vertex u € Ng(uy) satisfies K} C V(Dy) or K* C V(D3).

Let My = {z1,...,x,} be the neighbors of u; in G such that K} C V(D;) for i €
{1,...,k}, and let My = {y1,...,yx,} be the neighbors of u; in G such that K’ C V(D3)
for j € {1,...,ko}, where k1 + ko = k. Since K! is an independent set, there exists at least
one vertex ¥y € Mj such that K2 C V(D;) and one vertex y; € My such that Kj' C V(D,).
Therefore, |[K¥, K*' e N S|+ |[KM, Kitla N S| =n(n —1).

Subcase 1.1. There is a vertex 2/ € Ng(M;) such that K* C V(D;), and there is a vertex
y' € Ng(Ms) such that K} C V(D).

Without loss of generality, assume 2’ € Ng(z1) and ¢’ € Ng(y1). Then KF U KX C V(D)
and K3 U Kp' C V(D). By Lemma 2.3, we have |S| > n(n — 1)\2(G).

Subcase 1.2. Each vertex © € Ng(M;) satisfies KX NV (D) # (), or each vertex y € Ng(Ma)
satisfies KX NV (Dy) # 0.

Without loss of generality, assume that KF N V(Dy) # 0 for each vertex x € Ng(My).
Consequently, for any vertex x € Ng(z1), we have KX NV (D) # 0. By A(Ke x K,,) =n—1, it
follows that |[K}, K}Y|g 0S| > n — 1 for any vertex x € Ng(z1).

If for every vertex x € Ng(z1) \ {u1}, it holds that K} C V(Ds), then |[K}', KFlg N S| =
n(n —1). Thus,

IS| > [[K5 Kptlg NS+ KRt Kitlg N S|+ > I[Kn", Kylg N S|
uENg (u1)\{z1,91}
+ > (K5 Kylg N S|
z€NG(z1)\{u1}

=nn—-1)+k-2)(n—1)4+nn—-1)(k—-1)
=n-1)(nk+k—-2)
> 3k(n—1) — 4.

If there exists a vertex 2/ € Ng(z1)\{u1} such that K¥' N V(D;) # 0 and K* NV (Dy) # 0,
then 2/ ¢ Ng(u1). By AM(Ka x K,,) = n — 1, it follows that |[K*, K¥]g N S| > n — 1 for any
vertex © € Ng(z'). Therefore,

IS| > [[K5 Kptlg S|+ |[Kpt, Kitlg N S|+ > I[Kn", Kylg N S|
u€Ng (u)\{z1,91}
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+ Y K KgnS| + Y K Klgn S|
z€Ng(z1)\{u1} zeNg(z')\{z1}

=nn—-1)+k-2)n—-1)+k-1)n-1)+(k-1)(n—-1)

=(n-1)3k+n—4)

> 3k(n—1) — 4.

Case 2. There is a vertex ug € Ng(u1) such that K2 N V(D;) # 0 and K*2 NV (Dg) # 0.

Let A; = K#l N V(Dl), By = K;{l N V(DQ), Ay = K#Q N V(Dl) and By = K:LL? N V(DQ)
Then, |Ai| + |B1| = |A2| + |B2| = n and |A4;| > 1 and |B;| > 1 for i = 1,2. Thus, we obtain
2 < |Bi| + |B2| < 2n—2. By A(K2 x K,,) = n — 1, we have |[K}2,K!'|g N S| > n —1 for any
vertex u € Ng(ug) \ {u1}. By Aao(K2 x K,) = 2(n — 2), we have |[K}, K"2|gN S| > 2(n—2).

Subcase 2.1. There is a vertex uz € Ng(u1)\{uz} such that K**NV(D;) # 0 and K*3NV (D3) #
0.

By M K2 x K,,) =n—1, we have |[K}!3, K|g NS| > n—1 for any vertex u € Ng(ug) \ {u1}.
We obtain |[K1, K*3|g N S| > 2(n —2) by Xa(K2 x K,) =2(n — 2).

If us ¢ NG(UQ), then

S| = |[Knt KiPlg 0S|+ [[K KPlg 0S|+ > K5 Kyl N S|
’LLGNG(U,1)\{U2,U3}
+ Y KE KNS+ Y KR Kgn S|
u€NgG (uz)\{u1} u€Ng (us)\{u1}

>2n—-2)+2n—-2)+(k—-2)(n—-1)+(k—-1Dn—-1)+(k—1)(n—-1)
—n—-1)2+2+k-2+k—1+k—1)—4
=3k(n—1)—4.

If us € Ng(ug), then |[K}2, K¥]g N S| > 2(n —2) by M\a(K2 x K,,) =2(n —2). Thus

S| = [[K5", Kp®lg 0S|+ [[KGH, KpPlg 0S|+ (K52, KPlg N S|

+ > Kt Kylg NS|+ > K2, Kylg N S|
UENg(ul)\{ug,ug} uEN(;(ug)\{ul,'ug}
+ > K2 Kplg N S|

u€Ng (uz)\{u1,u2}
>2n—2)4+2n—-2)+2n—-2)+(k—2)(n—1)+(k—2)(n—1)+ (k—2)(n—1)
—(n—1)(2+242+4+k-2+k—2+k—2)—6
=3k(n—1) —6.

Subcase 2.2. For each vertex u € Ng(u1) \ {uz}, either K* C V(D;) or KY¥ C V(Ds).

If there exists a vertex uf € Ng(ug) \ {u1} such that C’:@Lg NV (Dy) # B and C;fé NV (Dz) # 0,
then, analogously to Subcase 2.1, we obtain either |S| > 3n(k — 1) — 4 or |S| > 3n(k — 1) — 6.
So we assume that, for each u € Ng(uz)\{u1}, either K* C V(D) or K C V(D3).
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Subcase 2.2.1. Any vertex u € (Ng(ui) U Ng(u2))\{u1,us} satisfies K* C V(Dy), or any
vertex u € (Ng(u1) U Ng(u2))\{ui,us} satisfies K C V(D).

Without loss of generality, assume that for any vertex u € (Ng(u1)U Ng(u2))\{u1,u2} such
that K;f - V(Dl) Then V(Dg) - Kgl U K#Q and thus |Bﬂ + |BQ’ > 3. By |A1‘ + ‘AQ’ > 2, it
follows that 3 < |B1| + |B2| < 2n — 2.

If 3 < |Bi|+ |B2| < 2n — 3, then |[Kp,KY?|gNS| > 3n — 7 by Lemma 2.5. And we

have 37 e v (un)\fus} HEn" Kle 0S|+ 2 ueng o)\ fuy En? Knlg N S| = |Bi|(k —1)(n — 1) +
|Ba|(k —1)(n — 1) > 3(k — 1)(n — 1). Thus,

S| >[4, KRlgn S|+ ) K Klgn S+ > K52 Kylg N S|
u€NgG(ur)\{uz} u€NG (uz)\{u1}
>3n—-7+3k—-1)(n—-1)
=(Mn—-1)(3+3k—-3)—14
=3k(n—1)—4.

When ‘Bl‘ +u |BQU| = 2n — 2, we have EuENG(m)\{uz} HK’%I’K}:]Q n S‘ T
2 ueNg )\ fur} IR Kilg 0 S| = [Bi|(k—1)(n—1)+|Bz|(k—1)(n—1) = (2n—2)(k—1)(n—1).
Since n > 5, we have

> [Ky' Kylg N S|+ > I[Kn?, Kplg NS| > 4(k —1)(n —1).
wE€Ng(u1)\{uz} u€Ng(u2)\{u1}
Thus,
S| > [KR" Kp?lg N S|+ > (KL Kylg NS+ > I[Kp?, Kplg N S|
wENg (u1)\{uz} u€Ng (u2)\{u1}

>2(n—2)+4(k—1)(n—1)
=(n—-1)4k—-2) -2
> 3k(n—1) — 4.

Subcase 2.2.2. For every vertex u € Ng(up)\{uz}, it holds that K} C V(D;), and for every
vertex u € Ng(uz)\{u1}, it holds that K C V(D3). Or, for every vertex u € Ng(u1)\{u2}, it
holds that K C V(Ds), and for every vertex u € Ng(ug2)\{u1}, it holds that K} C V(D).

Without loss of generality, assume that for every vertex u € Ng(ui)\{u2}, it holds that
K} CV(Dy), and for every vertex u € Ng(u2)\{u1}, it holds that K C V(D).

Let M3 = {z1,...,2z5—1} be the set of neighbors of u; in G except for uy and let My =
{wy, ..., wi_1} be the set of neighbors of uy in G except for u;. Since k > 2, there exists at least
one vertex z; € M3 such that K?' C V(D;), and one vertex w; € My such that K*1 C V(Da).

If there exists a vertex z/ € Ng(z1) such that K? C V(D;), and there exists a vertex
w' € Ng(w;) such that K" C V(Ds). By Lemma 2.3, we have |S| > n(n — 1)X2(G). So we
suppose that K2 NV (Dg) # () for every vertex z € Ng(z1), or K} NV (D1) # 0 for every vertex
w € Ng(wy). Without loss of generality, assume that for every vertex z € Ng(z1), it holds that
K:NV(Dy) # 0.
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If every vertex z € Ng(z1)\{u1} satisfies Kz C V(Da), then |[KZ, KZ'|g N S| = n(n — 1).
Thus,

S| > [ K2lgn S|+ ) (K Klgn S|
u€Ng (u1)\{uz}
+ Y KR KNS+ Y (KL K gN S|
uENG(uz)\{u1} 2€Ng(z1)\{u1}

>2n-2)+(k—-1Dn—-1)+(k—-1)n—-1)+nn—-1)(k—1)
=n-1)2k+nk—n)—2

> (n—1)(2k + 5k — 5) — 2

> 3k(n—1) —4.

)

If there exists a vertex z’ € Ng(z1)\{u1} such that K2 NV (D;) # 0 and K2 NV (Dy) #
then 2z’ ¢ Ng(up) and 2’ ¢ Ng(ug). By MKy x K,,) =n — 1, it follows that |[K7, KZ]g N S|
n — 1 for any vertex z € Ng(z1)\{u1}. Thus,

v =

S| = [ Kitlg n S|+ Y |[K L Klgn S|
u€Ng (u1)\{uz}

+ Y KR KNS+ Y KK g N S|

ueNG (uz2)\{u1} 2ENG(21)\{u1}
+ > IKLEgNS|

2ENG(2")\{z1}
>2n—-2)+(k—-1)(n—-1)+k—-1Dn-1)+k-1)n-1)+(k—-1)(n-1)
=(n—-1)(4k—-2) -2
> 3k(n—1) —4.

Subcase 2.2.3. There exist two vertices w4, us € Ng(up) such that K C V(D) and K" C
V(Ds), or there exist two vertices u}, us € Ng(uz) such that K,* C V(D1) and K,,*> C V(Ds).

Without loss of generality, assume that there exist two vertices ug,us € Ng(up) such that
K CV(D;)and K" C V(D). Thus, we have |[K}, K}4|gNS|+|[K2, K¥5|gNS| =n(n—1).

If there exists a vertex u/ € Ng(ug) such that K C V(Dj), and there exists a vertex
u” € Ng(us) such that K" C V(Ds), then by Lemma 2.3, we have |S| > n(n — 1)X2(G). So we
suppose that KNV (Dz) # () for every vertex u € Ng(u4), or KX NV(D1) # 0 for every vertex
u € Ng(us). Without loss of generality, assume that for every vertex u € Ng(uy), it holds that
K'NV(D3y) # 0. By M(K2 x K,,) =n—1, it follows that |[K%, K"]g N S| > n—1 for any vertex
u € Ng(uyg).

When uy ¢ Ng(usz), we have
S| = [[KGH Kp2lg 0S|+ (K5 Kytlg N S|
+ K3 KGlg 01 S| + > K Klg N S|

uw€Ng (u1)\{u2,uq,us}
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+ Y KR KNS+ Y K Klgn S|
ueNG(u2)\{u1} ueNG (ua)\{ur}

>2n—=2)+nn—-1)+k-3)(n—-1)+k—-1n-1)+(k—1)(n—-1)

=n-1)Bk+n-3)—-2

> 3k(n—1) —6.

When uy € Ng(usz), we have

S| > [5G Ky?lg 0S|+ (K Kptlg N S|

+ Ky KyPlg N S|+ > KL Kplg NoS|
u€ENg (u1)\{u2,uq,us}
+ Y Ke Kgn S|+ > KR, Kylg N S|
uweNg (uz)\{u1} uENg (ua)\{u1,uz2}

>2n—=2)+nn—-1)+k-3)(n—1)+k—-1)n-1)+(k—2)(n—1)
=n-1)Bk+n—-4)—-2
>3k(n—1) —4.

The proof is thus complete. [

If we replace K,, with T,, in Theorem 3.2 and adopt a similar argument, we can obtain the
3-restricted edge-connectivity of G x T},. Since A\3(K2 x T,) = 3n —4 by Lemma 2.7, we assume
k > 2 in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a k (> 2)-reqular connected graph with at least four vertices. Then

min{n?\o(G),3nk — 6}, if g(G) = 3;

X3 (G x Ty) = {min{TLQ)\Z(G)? 3nk — 4}, if g(G) > 4,

where n > 3.

If G is maximally restricted edge-connected in Theorem 3.1, then \o(G) = £(G) = 2(k —1).
This implies 2n\y(G) = 4n(k—1). Since n is odd and n > 3, we further derive 2nAa(G) > 6k —4.
Thus A\3(G x C,) = &(G x Cy). Similarly, if G is maximally restricted edge-connected in
Theorems 3.2 and 3.3, we also have A\3(G x K,) = &(G x K,,) and A\3(G x T,) = &(G x Ty,).
The following three corollaries are thus obtained.

Corollary 3.4. Let G be a k (> 2)-regular graph G and n be an odd integer with n > 3. If G
is mazximally restricted edge-connected with |V (G)| > 4, then G x C,, is mazimally 3-restricted
edge-connected.

Corollary 3.5. Let G be a k (> 2)-regular graph G and n > 5. If G is mazximally restricted
edge-connected with |V (G)| > 4, then G x K, is mazimally 3-restricted edge-connected.

Corollary 3.6. Let G be a k (> 2)-regular graph G and n > 3. If G is mazximally restricted
edge-connected with |V (G)| > 4, then G x T,, is mazimally 3-restricted edge-connected.
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4

Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we determine the 3-restricted edge-connectivity for the direct product graphs of a
connected regular graph with the cycle, the complete graph and the total graph. Furthermore, we
prove that if this regular graph is maximally restricted edge-connected, then the corresponding
direct product graphs are maximally 3-restricted edge-connected. Future research may focus on
the 3-restricted edge-connectivity for the direct product graphs of a connected general graph
with the cycle, the complete graph and the total graph.
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