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Abstract. This paper introduces the notion of an (ι, q)-critical graph. The

isolation number of a graph G, denoted by ι(G) and also known as the vertex-

edge domination number of G, is the size of a smallest subset D of the vertex
set of G such that the subgraph induced by the set of vertices that are not in

the closed neighbourhood of D has no edges. A graph G is (ι, q)-critical if every

subdivision of q edges of G gives a graph whose isolation number is greater
than ι(G), and G has q − 1 edges such that subdividing them gives a graph

whose isolation number is ι(G). We show that an (ι, q)-critical graph exists
for every integer q ≥ 1. We prove that if G is a connected m-edge non-star

graph, then G is (ι, q)-critical for some q ≤ m − 1. We show that this bound

is best possible. We provide a general characterization of (ι, 1)-critical graphs
as well as a constructive characterization of (ι, 1)-critical trees, demonstrating

that (ι, 1)-criticality can be checked in linear time for trees.
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1. Introduction

Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a connected graph of order n = |V (G)| ≥ 1 and
size m = |E(G)| ≥ 0. For S ⊆ V (G), let N [S] denote the closed neighbourhood
of S (the set of vertices in S and their neighbours). A subset D of V (G) is a
dominating set of G if V (G) = N [D] [33, 35], and γ(G) denotes the size of a smallest
dominating set of G. The concept of isolation arises by relaxing the condition
V (G) = N [D]. It was introduced by Caro and Hansberg in [19] and then extensively
studied in [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 21, 29, 32, 39], from different perspectives,
to mention just a few. Concretely, let F be a set of graphs. We say that D
is an F-isolating of G if no subgraph of G − N [D] is a copy of a graph in F .
The F-isolation number of G, denoted by ι(G,F), is the size of a smallest F -
isolating set of G. If F = {F}, then we may replace F by F in the defined
terms and notation. If F = {K2}, then the terms F-isolating set and F -isolation
number, and the notation ι(G,F), are abbreviated to isolating set, isolation number,
and ι(G), respectively. An isolating set is also called a vertex-edge dominating
set [13, 18, 37, 38, 40, 41, 42, 44, 49, 50]. An isolating set of G of size ι(G) will be
called a minimum isolating set of G or an ι(G)-set. Note that D is a dominating set
of G if and only if it is a K1-isolating set of G (that is, G−N [D] has no vertices).
Thus, γ(G) = ι(G,K1).

For a graph G, the subdivision of an edge e = uv with a new vertex w, called
the subdivision vertex, is the operation that yields the graph Ge with V (Ge) =

1
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V (G)∪{w} and E(Ge) = (E(G)\{uv})∪{uw,wv}. For A ⊆ E(G), the (subdivided)
graph obtained from G by subdividing the edges in A is denoted by GA. The
isolation subdivision number of G, denoted by sdι(G), is the size of a smallest
subset A of E(G) such that ι(GA) > ι(G). If k ≥ 0 and G is a copy of K1,k, then
G is called a k-star or simply a star. A graph that is not a star will be called a
non-star graph. Since the isolation number of a star does not increase when all
of its edges are subdivided, we therefore consider only connected non-star graphs.
To the best of our knowledge, the only paper concerning the isolation subdivision
number is [25], where the authors establish that 1 ≤ sdι(T ) ≤ 4 for any non-star
tree T , and provide a complete characterization of the class of trees whose isolation
subdivision number is 1. Herein, we continue their study and focus on (ι, q)-critical
graphs.

For q ≥ 1, a graph G is (ι, q)-critical if ι(GA) > ι(G) for each A ⊆ E(G) with
|A| = q, and ι(GA′) = ι(G) for some A′ ⊆ E(G) with |A′| = q − 1. Thus, if G is
(ι, q)-critical, then q is the smallest positive integer such that every subdivision of q
edges of G gives a graph whose isolation number is greater than ι(G). To show that
q ≤ m − 1 for a connected m-edge non-star graph, we prove a stronger statement
and establish that this bound is best possible. For this, we construct a graph Ik
for k ≥ 1 in Construction 3.6, and a graph Mk for k ≥ 3 in Construction 3.7. The
following is our first main result, proved in Section 3.

Theorem 1.1. If G is a connected m-edge non-star graph, A ⊆ E(G) and |A| ≥
m− 1, then

ι(GA) ≥ ι(G) + 1.

Moreover, for every integer k ≥ 1, ι(Ik) = k and Ik is (ι, |E(Ik)| − 1)-critical, and
if k ≥ 3, then |E(Mk)| = k and Mk is (ι, k − 1)-critical.

Theorem 1.1 has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 1.2. If G is a connected m-edge non-star graph, then G is (ι, q)-critical
for some q ≤ m− 1.

In Section 4, we provide a general characterization of (ι, 1)-critical graphs as
well as a constructive characterization of (ι, 1)-critical trees, demonstrating that
(ι, 1)-criticality can be checked in linear time for a tree.

Background. The concept of critical graphs in domination has a long history with
numerous operations that alter a graph in small ways (for standard domination,
see for example [1, 16, 17, 27, 45, 46, 47, 48]). The idea of q-criticality for the
domination number with respect to subdivision of edges was introduced recently by
Dettlaff et al. in [26] (for additional results related to the effect of edge subdivision
on the domination number of a graph, see for example [2, 4, 28, 30]). Recall that
a graph G is (γ, q)-critical if γ(GA) > γ(G) for each A ⊆ E(G) with |A| = q, and
γ(GA′) = γ(G) for some A′ ⊆ E(G) with |A′| = q − 1. The paper [26] discusses
some general properties of (γ, q)-critical graphs and characterizes the (γ, |V (T )|−1)-
critical trees T as well as some classes of (γ, k)-critical trees for k ∈ {2, 3}.
Notation. Let [k] denote {1, . . . , k}. For a set S ⊆ V (G), let NG(S) denote NG[S]\
S. An n-vertex path P with vertex set V (P ) = {v1, . . . , vn} and edge set E(P ) =
{v1v2, v2v3, . . . , vn−1vn} can be represented as P = (v1, . . . , vn). Such a path is
called a v1-vn path. A copy of C3 is called a triangle. A vertex v ∈ V (G) is
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a leaf of G if v has exactly one neighbour in G; a vertex u ∈ V (G) is called a
support vertex of G if it is adjacent to a leaf of G. For v ∈ V (G), the degree
of v, denoted by dG(v), is |NG(v)|. The distance between two vertices x and
y of G, denoted by dG(x, y), is the length of the shortest x-y path in G. The
diameter of G, denoted by diam(G), is max{dG(u, v) : u, v ∈ V (G)}. If a subgraph
of G is a path of length diam(G), then it is called a diametral path of G. The
distance between a vertex x and a set of vertices Y in G, denoted by dG(x, Y ), is
min{dG(x, y) : y ∈ Y }. Similarly, the distance between two vertex sets X and Y in
G, denoted by dG(X,Y ), is min{dG(x, y) : x ∈ X, y ∈ Y }. A subset A of V (G) is a
k-packing of G if dG(x, y) > k for every x, y ∈ A with x ̸= y. If G is a k-star and
k ≥ 1, then G is called a non-trivial star. If G is a star and NG[v] = V (G), then v
is called the central vertex of G. If G has an ι(G)-set {v} for some v ∈ V (G), then
v is called an isolating vertex of G.

2. Preliminary results

The isolation number of a graph cannot decrease with the subdivision of an edge
and can increase by at most one.

Proposition 2.1. [25] If G is a graph, then ι(G) ≤ ι(Ge) ≤ ι(G) + 1 for each
e ∈ E(G).

We immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. If G is a graph, then ι(G) ≤ ι(GA) ≤ ι(G)+|A| for each A ⊆ E(G).

Since ι(G) ≤ n/3 for any connected n-vertex graph G [19, 50], we observe that the
bound ι(GA) ≤ ι(G)+ |A| is tight up to |A| = (n− 3)/2 for some graph G. Indeed,
consider a spider St, that is, the graph obtained from the star K1,t for t ≥ 2 by
subdividing each edge of the star (thus, |V (St)| = 2t + 1). If A is a set of t − 1
edges incident to a leaf in St, then |A| = t− 1 = (|V (St)| − 3)/2 and

ι((St)A) =
|V ((St)A)|

3
= t = 1 +

|V (St)| − 3

2
= ι(St) + |A|

as required.
In the literature, when introducing new domination parameters, most prelimi-

nary results concern establishing tight bounds for well-known graph classes. This is
not our intention. However, we need to recall two basic results that will be exploited
in the proofs of the main results. Recall that from [19] we have ι(Pn) = ⌈(n−1)/4⌉
for a path Pn, n ≥ 1, while ι(Cn) = ⌈n/4⌉ for a cycle Cn, n ≥ 3. On the other
hand, Dettlaff et al. [25] proved the following observations.

Observation 2.3. [25] If G is a path of order n ≥ 4, then

sdι(G) =


1, n ≡ 1 (mod 4)

2, n ≡ 0 (mod 4)

3, n ≡ 3 (mod 4)

4, n ≡ 2 (mod 4).
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Observation 2.4. [25] If G is a cycle of order n ≥ 3, then

sdι(G) =


1, n ≡ 0 (mod 4)

2, n ≡ 3 (mod 4)

3, n ≡ 2 (mod 4)

4, n ≡ 1 (mod 4).

Consequently, since the subdivision of any k edges of the cycle Cn (the path Pn)
leads to a graph isomorphic to Cn+k (Pn+k), we immediately obtain the following
observations.

Observation 2.5. If n ≥ 4, then Pn is (ι, q)-critical with q = sdι(Pn).

Observation 2.6. If n ≥ 3, then Cn is (ι, q)-critical with q = sdι(Cn).

3. Graphs which are (ι, q)-critical

We consider two different perspectives on tackling the existence of (ι, q)-critical
graphs, the first one stated as follows. Given an integer q ≥ 1, can we find a
connected graph which is (ι, q)-critical? To answer this question, we require the
following definition.

A d-wounded spider St,t−d is the graph formed by subdividing t−d ≤ t−1 edges
of a star K1,t, t ≥ 2 (d is a number of edges that we do not subdivide; d ≥ 1).

Proposition 3.1. If T is a d-wounded spider St,t−d, then T is (ι, d+ 1)-critical.

Proof. Let S be a copy of K1,t, let x be the central vertex of S, and let v1, . . . , vt ∈
V (S) \ {x}. To obtain a copy T of the d-wounded spider St,t−d, simply subdivide
xvi with subdivision vertex ui for every i ∈ [t] \ [d]. Note that ι(T ) = 1.

Consider now the set A = {xvi : i ∈ [d]}. The set {x} is an isolating set of T and
TA. Therefore, q ≥ d. Let A′ be a set of d + 1 edges of T . Note that A′ contains
at least one edge in E(T ) \ A. Thus, diam(TA′) = 5. Hence, ι(TA′) > 1 = ι(T ).
Therefore, T is (ι, d+ 1)-critical. □

By Observation 2.5 and Proposition 3.1, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. There exists an (ι, q)-critical tree for every q ≥ 1.

Now, we consider a different perspective. That is, given a graph G which is (ι, q)-
critical, what are the possible values of the parameter q? Recall that by Corol-
lary 3.2, we ascertain that there exist (ι, q)-critical graphs with parameter q ≥ 1.
Theorem 1.1 seeks to establish an upper bound on this parameter q for connected
graphs which are not stars. Prior to proving Theorem 1.1, we state two lemmas
that are used frequently in studies on isolation of graphs. We also prove a sepa-
rate lemma concerning the isolation number of subdivided induced subgraphs, and
provide a construction of an infinite family of graphs which attain the upper bound.

Lemma 3.3 ([6]). If G is a graph, F is a set of graphs, X ⊆ V (G), and Y ⊆ N [X],
then

ι(G,F) ≤ |X|+ ι(G− Y,F).

Lemma 3.4 ([6, 9]). If G is a graph with components G1, G2, . . . , Gr and F is a
set of connected graphs, then

ι(G,F) =

r∑
i=1

ι(Gi,F).
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Lemma 3.5. If G is an m-edge graph, X ⊆ V (G), A ⊆ E(G), and |A| ≥ m − 1,
then ι(GA) ≥ ι(G[X]A).

Proof. Let D be an ι(GA)-set. Let DX = D ∩ V (G[X]A). If DX is an isolating
set of G[X]A, then ι(G[X]A) ≤ |DX | ≤ |D| = ι(GA). Suppose DX is not an
isolating set of G[X]A. Then there exists a set S ⊆ D \ V (G[X]A) such that
DX ∪ S is an isolating set of G[X]A. Let SX = NGA

(S) ∩ V (G[X]A). Note that
S ⊆ NGA

(V (G[X]A)) ⊆ NGA
(X).

Suppose S consists only of subdivision vertices in V (GA) \ V (G). Every vertex
u ∈ S has exactly one neighbour u′ ∈ SX such that NGA

(u) ∩ V (G[X]A) = {u′} ⊆
NG[X]A

[u′]. Therefore, DX ∪ SX is an isolating set of G[X]A.

Now suppose S contains a vertex v ∈ V (G) (which is not a subdivision vertex).
By definition of S, NGA

(v)∩V (G[X]A) = {v′} ⊆ SX for some v′ ∈ V (G[X]A). Note
that vv′ /∈ A, so |A| = m − 1. Thus, v′ is the only neighbour of v in G[X]A, and
NGA

(v) \ {v′} ⊆ V (GA) \ (V (G) ∪ V (G[X]A)). Therefore, DX ∪ SX is an isolating
set of G[X]A.

In both cases, ι(G[X]A) ≤ |DX ∪ SX | = |DX ∪ S| ≤ |D| = ι(GA). □

Construction 3.6. Let I1 be a 4-vertex path (v21 , v
1
1 , v

1
2 , v

1
3). Let I2 be a 6-vertex

path (v23 , v
2
2 , v

2
1 , v

1
1 , v

1
2 , v

1
3). For k ≥ 3, let B1, B2, . . . , Bk−2 be 3-vertex paths such

that B1, B2, . . . , Bk−2 and I2 are pairwise vertex-disjoint, and for i ∈ [k − 2], let
vi+2
1 , vi+2

2 , vi+2
3 ∈ V (Bi) such that Bi = (vi+2

1 , vi+2
2 , vi+2

3 ). For k ≥ 3, let Ik be

the graph with V (Ik) = V (I2) ∪
⋃k−2

i=1 V (Bi) and E(Ik) = E(I2) ∪
⋃k−2

i=1 (E(Bi) ∪
{v11vi+2

1 }). Let I = {Ik : k ∈ N}.
Construction 3.7. Let M3 be a 4-vertex path (w0, w1, w2, w3). For k ≥ 4, let
w4, . . . , wk be distinct vertices that are not in V (M3), and let Mk be the graph with
V (Mk) = V (M3) ∪ {wi : i ∈ [k] \ [3]} and E(Mk) = E(M3) ∪ {w2wi : i ∈ [k] \ [3]}.
Let M = {Mk : k ∈ N, k ≥ 3}.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. If ∆(G) ≤ 2, then either G ≃ C3 or G is a {Pn, Cn}-
graph for some n ≥ 4. By Observation 2.5 and Observation 2.6, G is (ι, q)-critical
where q ≤ E(G) − 1. Thus, ι(GA) ≥ ι(G) + 1 for every A ⊆ E(G) of size at least
m− 1. Suppose ∆(G) ≥ 3.

Suppose ι(G) = 1. If G contains a triangle T , then TA is a {C5, C6}-graph, so
ι(GA) ≥ ι(TA) = 2 = ι(G)+1 by Lemma 3.5. Suppose that G contains no triangle.
Let v be an isolating vertex of G of largest degree. Then, dG(v) ≥ 2, because if
we assume that v is a leaf of G, then we obtain that its neighbour is an isolating
vertex of G whose degree is larger than dG(v). Since G is a connected non-star
graph containing no triangle, ux ∈ E(G) for some x ∈ NG(v) and u ∈ V (G) \N [v].
Since dG(v) ≥ 2, G has a vertex y in NG(v) \ {x}. Since G contains no triangle,
xy /∈ E(G). If uy /∈ E(G), then G[{v, x, y, u}]A is a {P6, P7}-graph. If uy ∈ E(G),
then G[{v, x, y, u}]A is a {C7, C8}-graph. In any case, by Lemma 3.5, ι(GA) ≥
ι(G[{v, x, y, u}]A) = 2 = ι(G) + 1.

Now suppose ι(G) ≥ 2. We proceed by induction on n. If |A| = m − 1, then
let e be the unique member of E(G) \ A. If |A| = m, then let e ∈ E(G). Since
G is connected, dG(v) ≥ 2 for some v ∈ e. Let G′ = G − NG[v] and let S be
the set of subdivision vertices of edges xy such that x ∈ NG(v) and y ∈ V (G′).
Note that every vertex z in S has exactly one neighbour y in V (G′

A). Let D be
an ι(GA)-set such that D ∩ S is of minimum size. Let S′ = NGA

(D ∩ S) ∩ V (G′
A)

and let D′ = (D \ S) ∪ S′. Since NGA
(D ∩ S) \NG(v) = S′, we note that D′ is an
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isolating set of G′
A. Since dG(v) ≥ 2 and |A| ≥ m − 1, |D ∩ V (G[NG[v]]A)| ≥ 1.

Therefore, by Corollary 2.2,

(1) ι(GA) = |D| ≥ |D′|+ 1 ≥ ι(G′
A) + 1 ≥ ι(G′) + 1.

If some inequality in (1) is strict, then by Lemma 3.3 (with X = {v} and Y =
NG[v]), ι(GA) ≥ ι(G′) + 2 ≥ ι(G) + 1. Suppose equality in (1) holds throughout.
LetH1, . . . ,Hr be the components of G′ such that ι(H1) ≥ ι(H2) ≥ · · · ≥ ι(Hr). By
Lemma 3.4, ι(G′

A) =
∑r

i=1 ι((Hi)A). If for some j ∈ [r], Hj is not a star, then by
the induction hypothesis, ι((Hj)A) ≥ ι(Hj) + 1. Thus, ι(G′

A) ≥
∑r

i=1 ι(Hi) + 1 =
ι(G′) + 1, contradicting ι(G′

A) = ι(G′). Thus, every component of G′ is a star.
Let s = max{i ∈ [r] : ι(Hi) ̸= 0}. Recall from equality in (1) that D′ is an
ι(G′

A)-set. Since |D′| = ι(G′
A) =

∑r
i=1 ι(Hi) = s, we have D′ = {u1, . . . , us} where

ui ∈ V ((Hi)A) for each i ∈ [s].
We claim D ∩ S = ∅. Suppose for contradiction that D ∩ S ̸= ∅. Let z ∈ D ∩ S.

Since D′ consists only of vertices from components of G′ which are non-trivial
stars, z ∈ NGA

(V (Hj)) for some j ∈ [s]. By definition of D′, z is the subdivision
vertex of the edge xjuj for some xj ∈ NG(v) and some uj ∈ V (Hj). Note that
D′ ∩ V (Hj) = {uj}. Since Hj is not a trivial star, ujyj ∈ E(G) for some yj ∈
V (Hj)\{uj}. Let y′ be the subdivision vertex of ujyj . Suppose uj /∈ D. Note that
NGA

(yj) ⊆ V (GA)\V (G). Since z ∈ D, uj /∈ D, and |D′∩V ((Hj)A)| = 1, we have
D ∩ V ((Hj)A) = ∅. If a vertex of NGA

(yj) ∩ S is in D, then yj ∈ D′, contradicting
|D′ ∩ V ((Hj)A)| ≤ 1. Thus, D ∩ NGA

[yj ] = ∅. Note that NHj [yj ] ∩ NGA
[z] = ∅,

so yjy
′ ∈ E(GA −NGA

[D]), contradicting that D is an isolating set of GA. Thus,
uj ∈ D. Recall that z ∈ D and z ∈ NGA

(uj). Let D∗ = (D \ {z}) ∪ {xj}. Note
that D∗ is an ι(GA)-set such that |D∗ ∩ S| < |D ∩ S|, contradicting the choice of
D with D ∩ S being of minimum size. Therefore, D ∩ S = ∅.

Suppose uj /∈ V (Hj) for some j ∈ [s]. Thus, uj is a subdivision vertex in
V ((Hj)A). Since {uj} is an isolating set of (Hj)A, we have Hj ≃ K2. Let V (Hj) =
{y1, y2}. Observe that NGA

(uj) = {y1, y2} and (G− {y1, y2})A = (G− V (Hj))A.
Suppose G−V (Hj) is not a star. By the induction hypothesis, we have |D\{uj}| =
|D| − 1 ≥ ι((G− V (Hj))A) ≥ ι(G − V (Hj)) + 1. Therefore, by Lemma 3.3 (with
X = {y1} and Y = {y1, y2} = V (Hj)), ι(GA) = |D| ≥ ι(G−V (Hj))+2 ≥ ι(G)+1.
Now suppose G−V (Hj) is a star. Thus, V (G) = N [v]∪{y1, y2} and ι(G) = 2. Since
G is connected, x1y1 ∈ E(G) for some x1 ∈ NG(v). If NG(v)∩NG({y1, y2}) = {x1},
then ι(G) = |{x1}| = 1, a contradiction. Let x2 ∈ (NG(v) ∩ NG({y1, y2})) \ {x1}.
If NG(yi) = {x1, x2} for some i ∈ [2], then ι(G) = 1, a contradiction. Thus,
x1y1, x2y2 ∈ E(G) and x1y2, x2y1 /∈ E(G). Since G−V (Hj) is a star, x1x2 /∈ E(G).
Hence, G[{v, x1, x2, y1, y2}] ≃ C5 and G[{v, x1, x2, y1, y2}]A is a {C9, C10}-graph.
By Lemma 3.5, ι(GA) ≥ ι(G[{v, x1, x2, y1, y2}]A) = 3 ≥ ι(G) + 1.

Now suppose ui ∈ V (Hi) for every i ∈ [s], i.e. no ui is a subdivision vertex.
Since D′ is an ι(G′

A)-set and D′ ∩ V ((Hi)A) = {ui} for every i ∈ [s], we have
NHi

[ui] = V (Hi) for every i ∈ [s]. Let G∗ = G− u1 and let G∗
v be the component

of G∗ such that v ∈ V (G∗
v). Note that the components of G∗ consist of G∗

v and
possibly some isolated vertices in V (H1) \ {u1}. Since NGA

(u1) ∩ V ((G∗
v)A) = ∅,

D \ {u1} is an isolating set of (G∗
v)A. Thus, |D \ {u1}| ≥ ι((G∗

v)A). If G∗
v is not a

star, then by the induction hypothesis, ι((G∗
v)A) ≥ ι(G∗

v)+ 1. Thus, by Lemma 3.3
(with X = Y = {u1}) and Lemma 3.4, |D| ≥ ι(G∗

v) + 2 = ι(G∗) + 2 ≥ ι(G) + 1. If
G∗

v is a star, then V (G∗
v) = N [v] and G′ = H1 (so r = 1). Since G is connected,
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NG(v) ∩NG(V (H1)) = {u1}. Let x ∈ NG(v) ∩NG(u1). Note that x is an isolating
vertex of G, contradicting ι(G) ≥ 2. Thus, the first part of the theorem is proved.

We now prove the second part of the theorem. Consider the graph family I
defined in Construction 3.6 (an example is illustrated in Figure 1). Observe that
for every k ∈ N, {vi1 : i ∈ [k]} is an ι(Ik)-set, so ι(Ik) = k. For every k ∈ N, let
Aι

k = E(Ik) \ {v11v12 , v12v13}. Note that ι(Ik) = ι((Ik)Aι
k
), so Ik is (ι, q)-critical for

some q > |E(Ik)| − 2. By the first part of the theorem statement, q = |E(Ik)| − 1.
Now consider the graph family M defined in Construction 3.7. Observe that for

every k ≥ 3, |E(Mk)| = k. For every k ≥ 3, let Ak = E(Mk) \ {w0w1, w1w2}. Note
that ι(Mk) = ι((Mk)Ak

) = |{w2}|, so Mk is (ι, q)-critical for some q > k − 2. By
the first part of the theorem statement, q = k − 1. □

Figure 1. The graph I4 with the edges of Aι
4 highlighted in grey.

Note that ι(I4) = ι((I4)Aι
4
).

4. (ι, 1)-critical graphs

In this section, we focus on various characterizations of (ι, 1)-critical graphs.

4.1. The general case. The first characterization follows a similar pattern for the
characterization of (γ, 1)-critical graphs in [43], given below.

Theorem 4.1. [43] A graph G is (γ, 1)-critical if and only if every γ(G)-set is a
2-packing.

This approach for (ι, 1)-critical graphs requires another layer of intricacy to en-
capsulate a similar characterization due to the added difficulty imposed by the
isolated vertices obtained from the deletion of the closed neighbourhood of a min-
imum isolating set of an (ι, 1)-critical graph. We begin by providing a definition
which is the crux of this approach.

Definition 4.2. If G is a graph, A, B and C are non-empty sets that partition
V (G),

(i) A ∪ C and B are independent sets of G,
(ii) N(A) = B = N(C),
(iii) A is a 3-packing of G, and
(iv) no vertex in A is a leaf of G,

then we say that (A,B,C) is a critical tripartition of G.

Note that for a graph G with a critical tripartition (A,B,C), A ∪ C and B
are two independent sets such that (A ∪ C) ∪ B = V (G) and (A ∪ C) ∩ B = ∅.
Therefore, G is a bipartite graph with partite sets A ∪ C and B. We note the
following observation arising out of Definition 4.2 and the property that a graph is
bipartite if and only if it has no odd cycle [36].
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Observation 4.3. If G is a graph that has a critical tripartition (A,B,C), then

(i) no vertex in A ∪ C is a support vertex of G,
(ii) G contains no odd cycle,
(iii) the distance between any two vertices in A ∪ C is even, and
(iv) every leaf of G is in C.

Theorem 4.4. A connected graph G is (ι, 1)-critical if and only if (D,N(D), V (G)\
N [D]) is a critical tripartition of G for each ι(G)-set D.

Proof. Let G be a connected (ι, 1)-critical graph. Let D be an ι(G)-set. Let R =
V (G) \N [D]. Then, no vertex in D is adjacent to a vertex in R. By the choice of
D, R is an independent set of G.

Claim 4.1. D is a 3-packing of G.

Proof. Suppose that D is not a 3-packing of G. Then, D has two distinct vertices
x and y with d(x, y) ≤ 3. Let P be a shortest path from x to y in G. Since
d(x, y) ≤ 3, |V (P )| ≤ 4 and V (P ) = NP [{x, y}]. Let e ∈ E(P ) and consider the
graph Ge. We have dGe

(x, y) ≤ 4, |V (Pe)| ≤ 5 and |V (Pe)\NPe
[{x, y}]| ≤ 1. Thus,

D is an ι(Ge)-set. This contradicts the assumption that G is (ι, 1)-critical. □

By Claim 4.1 and the definition of R, D ∪R is an independent set of G.

Claim 4.2. NG(D) is an independent set of G.

Proof. Suppose uv ∈ E(G) for some u, v ∈ NG(D). Let x be the subdivision vertex
of uv. Note that NGuv (x) = {u, v} ⊆ NG(D). Hence, NGuv [x]\NGuv [D] = {x} and
V (Guv) \ NGuv [D] = R ∪ {x}. Thus, ι(Guv) ≤ |D| = ι(G), contradicting G being
(ι, 1)-critical. Therefore, NG(D) is an independent set of G. □

Claim 4.3. For every x ∈ NG(D), NG(x) ∩R ̸= ∅.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that there exists some x ∈ NG(D) such that
NG(x) ∩ R = ∅. Let w ∈ NG(x) ∩D. By Claim 4.2, NG(x) ⊆ D. Thus, any edges
of Gwx not in E(G) have a vertex in NGwx [D]. Hence, ι(Gwx) ≤ |D| = ι(G). This
contradicts G being (ι, 1)-critical. □

By Claim 4.3, NG(R) = NG(D).

Claim 4.4. If |D| ≥ 2, then for every x ∈ D, there exists some y ∈ D \ {x} such
that dG(x, y) = 4.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that there exists some x ∈ D such that dG(x, y) ≥
5 for every y ∈ D \ {x}. Let P be a shortest path from x to some x′ ∈ D \ {x}
in G. Let P ∗ = P − NP [{x, x′}]. Since dG(x, x

′) ≥ 5, |V (P )| ≥ 6 and P ∗ ≃ Pk

for some k ≥ 2. Let v, w ∈ V (P ∗) such that dG(x, v) = 2 and dG(x,w) = 3. Thus,
vw ∈ E(G). Since D is an ι(G)-set, NG[D] ∩ {v, w} ̸= ∅. However, by Claim 4.1,
D is a 3-packing in G, and hence D ∩NG[v] = ∅. Thus, D ∩ (NG(w) \NG[v]) ̸= ∅.
Note that dG(x, z) = 4 for each z ∈ D ∩ (NG(w) \ NG[v]), which contradicts that
dG(x, y) ≥ 5 for every y ∈ D \ {x}. □

Claim 4.5. For every x ∈ D, d(x) ≥ 2.

Proof. Suppose dG(x) = 1 for some x ∈ D. If |D| = 1, then G ≃ K1,k for some
k ∈ N, which contradicts that G is (ι, 1)-critical. Suppose |D| ≥ 2. By Claim 4.4,
there exists some y ∈ D \ {x} such that dG(x, y) = 4. Let w ∈ NG(x). Since
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NG[x] ⊆ NG[w], (D \ {x}) ∪ {w} is also an ι(G)-set with dG(w, y) = 3, which
contradicts that every ι(G)-set is a 3-packing in G (Claim 4.1). □

In conclusion, D∪NG(D)∪R = V (G), D∪R and NG(D) are independent sets of
G, NG(D) = NG(R), D is a 3-packing in G, and no vertex in D is a leaf. Therefore,
(D,NG(D), R) is a critical tripartition of G.

We now prove the converse. Let G be a connected graph such that (D,N(D),
V (G) \ N [D]) is a critical tripartition of G for each ι(G)-set D. Suppose that G
is not (ι, 1)-critical. Then, ι(Gxy) = ι(G) for some xy ∈ E(G). Let D′ be an
ι(Gxy)-set and let z ∈ V (Gxy) \ V (G) be the subdivision vertex of xy. Note that
|D′| = ι(G).

Suppose z /∈ D′. Since D′ ⊆ V (G), D′ is also an ι(G)-set. Let R = V (G) \
NG[D

′]. Thus, (D′, NG(D
′), R) is a critical tripartition ofG. SinceD′ is an isolating

set of Gxy, xz, yz /∈ E(Gxy −NGxy
[D′]), so NG[D

′] ∩ {x, y} ̸= ∅.
Suppose dG(x) = 1. By Definition 4.2 (iv) and Observation 4.3 (i), x ∈ R,

y ∈ NG(D
′), and NG(y) \ {x} ⊆ D′. This contradicts D′ being an ι(Gxy)-set since

xz ∈ E(Gxy −NGxy
[D′]). A similar argument holds for dG(y) = 1.

Therefore, dG(x) ≥ 2 and dG(y) ≥ 2. If x, y /∈ D′, then x′, y′ ∈ D′ for some
x′ ∈ NG(x) \ y and some y′ ∈ NG(y) \ {x}. Thus, x, y ∈ NG(D

′). However
xy ∈ E(G), which contradicts NG(D

′) being an independent set of G. Therefore,
D′ ∩ {x, y} ̸= ∅. By Definition 4.2 (iii), D′ is a 3-packing in G. Thus, either
x ∈ D′ or y ∈ D′. Without loss of generality, suppose x ∈ D′. Since D′ is a
3-packing in G, D′∩NG[y

′] = ∅ for every y′ ∈ NG(y)\{x}. By Observation 4.3 (ii),
E(G[NG(y)]) = ∅. Thus, (NGxy [y] \ {z}) ∩ NGxy [D

′] = ∅. But E(Gxy[NGxy [y] \
{z}]) ̸= ∅, contradicting D′ being an isolating set of Gxy.

Therefore, z ∈ D′. Let Dx = (D′ \ {z}) ∪ {x} and let Dy = (D′ \ {z}) ∪ {y}.
Since NGxy

(z) = {x, y} ⊆ NG[x] ∩ NG[y] and ι(Gxy) = ι(G), both Dx and Dy

are ι(G)-sets. If x ∈ D′, then |Dx| = |D′ \ {z}| < |D′|, contradicting ι(G) =
ι(Gxy). A similar argument holds for y ∈ D′. Therefore, x, y /∈ D′. Let Rx =
V (G) \NG[Dx]. Thus, (Dx, NG(Dx), Rx) is a critical tripartition of G. Note that
D′\{z} ⊆ Dx. By Definition 4.2 (iii), Dx is a 3-packing in G. By Definition 4.2 (iv)
and Observation 4.3 (i), neither x nor y is a leaf or a support vertex of G. Let
y′ ∈ NG(x) \ {y}. Note that y, y′ ∈ NG(Dx) and thus by Definition 4.2 (ii),
NG(y) ∩ Rx ̸= ∅ ̸= NG(y

′) ∩ Rx. By Definition 4.2 (i), NG(Dx) is independent, so
yy′ /∈ E(G). Since Dx is a 3-packing in G, Dx ∩NG[y] = Dx ∩NG[y

′] = {x}. Thus,
NG[(D

′ \{z})]∩NG[y] = ∅ = NG[(D
′ \{z})]∩NG[y

′]. Since NGxy [z] = {x, z, y} and
yy′ /∈ E(G), V (Gxy −NGxy

[D′]) = Rx ∪ {y′}. Furthermore, since NGxy
(y′) ∩Rx =

NG(y
′) ∩ Rx ̸= ∅, E(Gxy − NGxy

[D′]) = E(Gxy[Rx ∪ {y′}]) ̸= ∅. This contradicts
D being an ι(Gxy)-set. Therefore, G is (ι, 1)-critical. □

4.2. The case for trees. Now we provide a constructive characterization of (ι, 1)-
critical trees. Let Fι be the family of trees such that P5 ∈ Fι and any tree T ∈
Fι \ {P5} can be constructed from P5 by using operations O1, O2 and O3 defined
and illustrated below. For every T ∈ Fι, we define the status of a vertex v ∈ V (T ),
denoted by sta(v), to be A,B or C in the following manner. Initially, for P5, let
sta(v) = A if v is neither a leaf of P5 nor a support vertex of P5, let sta(v) = B
if v is a support vertex of P5 and let sta(v) = C if v is a leaf of P5. Once a
vertex is assigned a status, this status remains unchanged as the tree is recursively
constructed.
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• Operation O1: The tree T is obtained from some T ′ ∈ Fι \ {T} of smaller
order by adding a vertex z and an edge yz, where y is a vertex of T ′ with
status B. Let sta(z) = C.

A B

y

C

z

Figure 2. Operation O1.

• Operation O2: The tree T is obtained from some T ′ ∈ Fι \ {T} of smaller
order by adding a path P2 = (y, z) and an edge xy, where x is a vertex of
T ′ with status A. Let sta(y) = B and sta(z) = C.

A

x

B

y

C

z

Figure 3. Operation O2.

• Operation O3: The tree T is obtained from some T ′ ∈ Fι \ {T} of smaller
order by adding a path P4 = (w, x, y, z) and an edge vw, where v is a
vertex of T ′ with status C. Let sta(w) = B, sta(x) = A, sta(y) = B, and
sta(z) = C.

A B C

v

B

wA

x B

y

C

z

Figure 4. Operation O3.

The following observations follow directly from the construction of the family Fι.
Denote by AT ,BT , CT the sets of vertices of T with status A, B, and C, respectively.

Observation 4.5. If T ∈ Fι, then:

(i) every leaf is in CT ;
(ii) every support vertex is in BT ;
(iii) the set AT is a unique isolating set which is a 3-packing of T ;
(iv) AT ∪ CT and BT are independent sets;
(v) the distance between any two leaves is even.
(vi) NT (AT ) = BT = NT (CT ).
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Note that Fι is a subfamily of the family of trees which have a unique smallest
vertex-edge dominating set characterized in [44], with the first graph P5 and O1,
O2, and O3 being the same for both families of trees. Thus, Observation 4.5 (iii)
is a consequence of Theorem 9 in [44].

Given this condition, we now show that a graph belongs to Fι if and only if it
is an (ι, 1)-critical tree. This is motivated by the additional condition regarding
the uniqueness of a minimum isolating set, which is not present in the characteri-
zation provided by Theorem 4.4. The smallest example of a non-tree graph which
demonstrates this is C4, which is (ι, 1)-critical by Observation 2.6, and we note that
every vertex of C4 is an isolating vertex of C4. Prior to proving the necessary and
sufficient conditions for the equivalence, we give the following observation for use
as a base case and a proposition which is a corollary of Theorem 9 in [44].

Observation 4.6. If T is an (ι, 1)-critical tree with |V (T )| ≤ 5, then T ≃ P5.

Proposition 4.7. [44] If T ∈ Fι, then T has a unique ι(T )-set.

Theorem 4.8. Let T be a tree. If T is (ι, 1)-critical, then T ∈ Fι.

Proof. Let T be an n-vertex (ι, 1)-critical tree and let D be an ι(T )-set. By Theo-
rem 4.4, (D,NT (D), V (T )\NT [D]) is a critical tripartition of T . We show that if T
is (ι, 1)-critical, then it can be constructed from P5 using a sequence of operations
O1, O2, or O3. We prove this using induction on n.

Let diam(T ) = d. By Observation 4.6, n ≥ 5. Since P5 ∈ Fι, we assume that
n ≥ 6. Let P = (v0, v1, . . . , vd) be a diametral path of T . Observe that if d ≤ 3,
then T is not (ι, 1)-critical. Hence, d ≥ 4. Since T is a tree, dT (v0) = dT (vd) = 1.
By Observation 4.3 (i), v0, vd ∈ V (T ) \NT [D].

Suppose dT (v1) ≥ 3. Then there exists x ∈ NT (v1)\{v0, v2} such that dT (x) = 1.
Let T ′ = T − {x}. Note that D is an isolating set of T ′. Suppose for contradiction
that there exists an ι(T ′)-set D′ with |D′| < |D|. Since v1 is a support vertex of
T ′ and D′ is a minimum isolating set of T ′ whose closed neighbourhood intersects
v0v1, |NT ′ [v1] ∩D′| = 1. Thus, without loss of generality, suppose v2 ∈ D′. Hence,
D′ is an isolating set of T . This gives ι(T ) ≤ |D′| < |D|, a contradiction. Thus,
ι(T ′) = ι(T ) and (D,NT ′(D), V (T ′) \ NT ′ [D]) is a critical tripartition of T ′ for
every ι(T )-set D. By Theorem 4.4, T ′ is (ι, 1)-critical. Thus, by the induction
hypothesis, T ′ ∈ Fι. By Observation 4.5 (ii), v1 has status B, and T can be
obtained by applying O1 to T ′ on v1. Therefore, T ∈ Fι.

Now suppose dT (v1) = 2. Suppose dT (v2) ≥ 3. By Observation 4.3 (iii) and
(iv), v2 is not a support vertex of T , so there exists a leaf x ∈ NT (y) for some
y ∈ NT (v2) \ {v1, v3}. If dT (y) ≥ 3, then the case follows a similar argument to the
case for dT (v1) ≥ 3, so suppose dT (y) = 2. Let T ′ = T − {x, y}. Note that D is an
isolating set of T ′. Using similar arguments as in the previous case we can deduce
that D is an ι(T ′)-set. Hence, ι(T ) = ι(T ′) and (D,NT ′(D), V (T ′) \ NT ′ [D]) is a
critical tripartition of T ′ for every ι(T )-set D. By Theorem 4.4, T ′ is (ι, 1)-critical.
Thus, by the induction hypothesis, T ′ ∈ Fι. Since v2 is neither a leaf nor a support
vertex of T ′, then by Observation 4.5 (i) and (ii), v2 has status A, and T can be
obtained by applying O2 to T ′ on v2. Therefore, T ∈ Fι.

Hence, dT (v2) = 2. Since v2 is not a leaf or a support vertex, then by Ob-
servation 4.3 (i) and (iv), v2 ∈ D for every ι(T )-set D. Thus, v3 ∈ NT (D) and
NT (v3) \ {v2} ⊆ V (T ) \ NT [D] for every ι(T )-set D. Suppose dT (v3) ≥ 3. Thus,
for some i ∈ [3] there exists a path on vertices x1, x2, . . . , xi ∈ V (T ) \ V (P ) such
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that xjxj+1 ∈ E(T ) for j ∈ [i − 1] and v3x1 ∈ E(T ). If i = 3, then by Observa-
tion 4.3 (i) and (iv), x1 ∈ D. Thus, dT (x1, v2) = 2, contradicting Definition 4.2 (iii).
If i = 2, then dT (v0, x2) = 5, contradicting Observation 4.3 (iii). Thus, i = 1. Let
T ′ = T − {x1}. Recall that v2 ∈ D and observe that D is an isolating set of T ′.
Using similar arguments as in the case for dT (v1) ≥ 3 we can deduce that D is
an ι(T ′)-set. Hence, ι(T ) = ι(T ′) and (D,NT ′(D), V (T ′) \ NT ′ [D]) is a critical
tripartition of T ′ for every ι(T )-set D. By Theorem 4.4, T ′ is (ι, 1)-critical. Thus,
by the induction hypothesis, T ′ ∈ Fι. By Observation 4.5 (ii), v3 has status B, and
T can be obtained by applying O1 to T ′ on v3. Therefore, T ∈ Fι.

Hence, dT (v3) = 2. Since P is a diametral path with dT (vd) = 1, then by
symmetry we have d(vd−i) = 2 for every i ∈ [3]. Since n ≥ 6 and d(v0, vd) is
even by Observation 4.3 (iii), d ≥ 8. Let T ′ = T − {v0, v1, v2, v3}. We claim that
ι(T ′) = ι(T ) − 1. Observe that D \ {v2} is an isolating set of T ′. Suppose for
contradiction that there exists an ι(T ′)-set |D′| with |D′| < |D \{v2}|. In this case,
D′∪{v2} would be an isolating set of T such that |D′∪{v2}| < ι(T ), a contradiction.
Hence, ι(T ) = ι(T ′) + 1 and (D \ {v2}, NT ′(D \ {v2}), V (T ′) \ NT ′ [D \ {v2}]) is
a critical tripartition of T ′ for every ι(T )-set D. By Theorem 4.4, T ′ is (ι, 1)-
critical. Thus, by the induction hypothesis, T ′ ∈ Fι. If dT ′(v4) = 1, then v4 has
status C. Suppose dT ′(v4) ≥ 2. Thus, for some i ∈ [4] there exists a path on
vertices x1, x2, . . . , xi ∈ V (T ′) \ V (P ) such that xjxj+1 ∈ E(T ′) for j ∈ [i− 1] and
v4x1 ∈ E(T ′). If i ∈ {1, 3}, then d(v0, xi) is odd, contradicting Observation 4.3 (iii).
If i = 2, then v4 ∈ D, contradicting Definition 4.2 (iii). Thus, i = 4 and v4 has
status C. Hence, for both the case dT ′(v4) = 1 and the case dT ′(v4) ≥ 2 with i = 4,
T can be obtained by applying O3 to T ′ on v4. Therefore, T ∈ Fι. □

Corollary 4.9. If T is an (ι, 1)-critical tree, then T has exactly one ι(T )-set.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 4.8 and Proposition 4.7. □

Theorem 4.10. A tree T is (ι, 1)-critical if and only if T ∈ Fι.

Proof. The necessary condition holds by Theorem 4.8. We now prove the sufficient
condition. Let T ∈ Fι and let AT , BT , and CT be the subsets of vertices in
V (T ) with status A, B, and C, respectively. By Observation 4.5, (AT ,BT , CT )
is a critical tripartition of T . By Proposition 4.7, T has a unique ι(T )-set DT .
By Observation 4.5 (iii) and (vi) and the uniqueness of DT , we have that DT =
AT , N(DT ) = BT and V \ N [DT ] = CT . Therefore, by Theorem 4.4, T is (ι, 1)-
critical. □

4.3. Algorithmic aspects. In 2025, Chen et al. [20] gave a linear time algorithm
for determining a minimum isolating set of a tree (among other interesting algo-
rithmic results). On the other hand, a set D is a unique isolating set of a tree
T if and only if each vertex v ∈ D has at least two private edges e, f such that
dT (v, e) = dT (v, f) = 1 and dT (e, f) = 2 [44]. Therefore, once we compute any
minimum isolating set of a tree T in linear time, we can verify in linear time whether
T has a unique ι(T )-set, which is a necessary condition for T to be (ι, 1)-critical.

Suppose that D is a unique minimum isolating set of T . Since, for a given graph
G and three non-empty sets A,B and C that partition V (G), we can verify in linear
time whether (A,B,C) is a critical tripartition of G (keeping in mind Theorem 4.4)
we immediately obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary 4.11. Given an n-vertex tree T , it can be verified in linear time whether
T is (ι, 1)-critical or not.

By the same arguments, for any n-vertex graph G, if we can enumerate all
ι(G)-sets in time T (n), then we can verify in O(T (n) · n) time whether G is (ι, 1)-
critical. Recall that in 2008, Fomin et al. [31] gave an O(1.7159n) time algorithm
for enumerating all minimal dominating sets of an n-vertex graph, thereby showing
that the maximum number of minimal dominating sets of such a graph is at most
1.7159n. On the other hand, for several classes of graphs, there exist better upper
bounds, see for example [5, 22, 23]. To the best of our knowledge, there is no such
general result for enumerating all minimal isolating sets of a graph.

5. Open problem

Observe that the d-wounded spider St,t−d discussed in Section 3 has n = 2t −
d + 1 = 2(t − d) + d + 1 vertices and is (ι, q)-critical for q = d + 1 = n − 2(t − d).
In particular, q ̸= n − 3, q ̸= n − 5, etc. Following a similar phenomenon in [24,
Theorem 2.4], we make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 5.1. For some values of k, there are no (ι,m− 2k)-critical graphs.

Using a computer, we verified this hypothesis for all n-vertex trees with n ≤ 16.
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[39] M. Lemańska, M. Mora, M.J. Souto-Salorio, Graphs with isolation number equal to one third
of the order, Discrete Mathematics 347, #113903 (2024).



ISOLATION CRITICAL GRAPHS UNDER MULTIPLE EDGE SUBDIVISION 15

[40] J.R. Lewis, Vertex-Edge and Edge-Vertex Domination in Graphs, PhD Thesis, Clemson Uni-

versity, Clemson (2007).

[41] J.R. Lewis, S.T. Hedetniemi, T.W. Haynes, G.H. Fricke, Vertex-edge domination, Utilitas
Mathematica 81, 193–213 (2010).

[42] K.W. Peters, Theoretical and Algorithmic Results on Domination and Connectivity. PhD

Thesis, Clemson University, Clemson (1986).
[43] N.J. Rad, Domination critical graphs upon edge subdivision, Journal of Combinatorial Math-

ematics and Combinatorial Computing 87, 101-113 (2013).

[44] B. Senthilkumar, M. Chellali, H. Naresh Kumar, Y.B. Venkatakrishnan, Graphs with unique
minimum vertex-edge dominating sets, RAIRO – Operations Research 57 (4), 1785-1795

(2023).

[45] D.P. Sumner, Critical concepts in domination, Annals of Discrete Mathematics 48, 33-46
1991.

[46] D.P. Sumner, P. Blitch, Domination critical graphs, Journal of Combinatorial Theory Series
B 34, 65-76 (1983).

[47] H.B. Walikar, B.D. Acharya, Domination critical graphs. National Academy Science Letters

2, 70-72 (1979).
[48] S. Zhou, Z. Sun, Y. Zhang, Spectral radius and k-factor-critical graphs, Journal of Super-

computing 81, #456 (2025).
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