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Abstract

The irreqularity of a simple undirected graph G was defined by Albertson
[l asirr(G) = 3-,,cp(q) lde(v) — dg(v)|, where de(u) denotes the degree of
avertex u € V(G). In this paper we consider the irregularity of graphs under
several graph operations including join, Cartesian product, direct product,
strong product, corona product, lexicographic product, disjunction and sym-
metric difference. We give exact expressions or (sharp) upper bounds on the
irregularity of graphs under the above mentioned operations.
Keywords: irregularity of graphs, total irregularity of graphs, graph oper-
ations, Zagreb indices.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 05C30, 05C76, 05C90.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a simple undirected graph with |V(G)| = n vertices and |E(G)| = m
edges. The degree of a vertex v in G is the number of edges incident with v and it
is denoted by dg(v). A graph G is regular if all its vertices have the same degree,
otherwise it is irregular. However, in many applications and problems it is of big
importance to know how irregular a given graph is. Several graph topological
indices have been proposed for that purpose. Among the most investigated ones
are: the irregularity of a graph introduced by Albertson [5], the variance of vertex
degrees [7], and Collatz-Sinogowitz index [12].

The imbalance of an edge e = uwv € F, defined as imb(e) = |dg(u) — dg(v)],
appeares implicitly in the context of Ramsey problems with repeat degrees [6],
and later in the work of Chen, Erdés, Rousseau, and Schlep [11], where 2-colorings
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of edges of a complete graph were considered. In [5], Albertson defined the
irreqularity of G as

(1) irr(G) = ZQEE(G) imb(e).

It is shown in [5] that for a graph G, irr(G) < 4n3/27 and that this bound
can be approached arbitrary closely. Albertson also presented upper bounds on
irregularity for bipartite graphs, triangle-free graphs and a sharp upper bound
for trees. Some claims about bipartite graphs given in [5] have been formally
proved in [21]. Related to Albertson is the work of Hansen and Mélot [20], who
characterized the graphs with n vertices and m edges with maximal irregularity.
The irregularity measure irr also is related to the first Zagreb index M;(G) and the
second Zagreb index My(G), one of the oldest and most investigated topological
graph indices, defined as follows:

M (G) :ZUGV(G) d(v) and My(G) =) de(w)da(v).

weE(G)

Alternatively the first Zagreb index can be expressed as

(2) Mi(G) =) piey (6 (@) + da(v)).

Fath-Tabar [16] established new bounds on the first and the second Zagreb indices
that depend on the irregularity of graphs as defined in (1). In line with the
standard terminology of chemical graph theory, and the obvious connection with
the first and the second Zagreb indices, Fath-Tabar named the sum in (1) the
third Zagreb index and denoted it by Ms3(G). However, in the rest of the paper,
we will use its older name and call it the irregularity of a graph. Two other most
frequently used graph topological indices, that measure how irregular a graph
is, are the variance of degrees and the Collatz-Sinogowitz index [12]. Let G be
a graph with n vertices and m edges, and A; be the index or largest eigenvalue
of the adjacency matrix A = (a;;) (with a;; = 1 if vertices ¢ and j are joined
by an edge and 0 otherwise). Let n; denotes the number of vertices of degree i
for i =1,2,...,n — 1. Then, the variance of degrees and the Collatz-Sinogowitz
index are respectively defined as

1t (0 2m)? 2m
(3) Var(G)=— Zizl n; <z - n) and  CS(G) =M\ — —.
Results of comparing irr, CS and Var are presented in [7, 13, 18]. There have
been other attempts to determine how irregular graph is [2, 3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 22],
but heretofore this has not been captured by a single parameter as it was done
by the irregularity measure by Albertson. The graph operation, especially graph
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products, plays significant role not only in pure and applied mathematics, but also
in computer science. For example, the Cartesian product provide an important
model for linking computers. In order to synchronize the work of the whole system
it is necessary to search for Hamiltonian paths and cycles in the network. Thus,
some results on Hamiltonian paths and cycles in Cartesian product of graphs can
be applied in computer network design [27]. Many of the problems can be easily
handled if the related graphs are regular or close to regular.

The aim of this paper is to investigate the irregularity measure by Albertson
under several graph operations including join, Cartesian product, direct product,
strong product, corona product, lexicographic product, disjunction and symmet-
ric difference. Detailed exposition on some graph operations one can find in [19].

In the sequel we will introduce additional necessary notation and results that
will be used in the rest of the paper. For details of the mathematical theory and
chemical applications of the Zagreb indices see surveys [14, 17, 24, 25] and papers
[15, 28, 29].

A vertex is isolated if its degree is zero. An independent set is a set of vertices
in a graph, no two of which are adjacent. The vertices from an independent set
are independent vertices. For two graphs GG and G, with disjoint vertex sets
V(G1) and V(G2) and disjoint edge sets E(G1) and E(G2), the disjoint union of
G1 and Gy is the graph G = G1 U G, with the vertex set V(G1) UV (G2) and
the edge set E(G1) U E(G2). Obviously, irr(G U H) = irr(G) + irr(H).

To obtain some of the bounds in the next section, we will use a recently
introduced irregularity measure of a graph, so-called the total irregularity of a
graph [1], defined as

() 1(G) = 5 3, e 1) — dofo)].

Theorem 1 [1]. For a simple undirected graph G with n vertices, it holds that

% (2n3 —3n? — Zn) n even,
irr(G) <
% (2n3 —3n2—2n+ 3) n odd.

Moreover, the bounds are sharp.

2. REsuLTS

2.1. Join

The join G+ H of simple undirected graphs G and H is the graph with the vertex
set V(G+ H) = V(G) UV (H) and the edge set E(G+ H) = E(G)U E(H) U
{uwv:uw e V(G), ve V(H)}.
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Theorem 2. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs with |V (G)| = n1 and
|V (H)| = ng such that ny > ny. Then

irr(G+ H) < irr(G) + irr(H) + n2(ny — 1)(ng — 2).
Moreover, the bound is sharp.

Proof. By the definition, |V(G + H)|=|V(G)|+|V(H)|=n1+ng and |E(G + H)|
= |E(G)| + |E(H)| 4+ ning2. The irregularity of G + H is

iI‘I‘(G + H) = ZUUEE(G+H) |dG+H(U) - dG+H(U)|
= ayen(@) lda+n (%) — datrn(y)|
+ 2 ienm) lde+a(2) — dan(t)]

+ 2 uev(c) 2vev(m) lde+a(u) — data (V)]

For a vertex u € V(G), it holds that dg+m(u) = dg(u) + ng, and for a vertex
v € V(H), it holds that dgyg(v) = dg(v) + ny. Thus, further we have

(G + H) = 3 pyen) 1da (@) = daW)| + Xoienmn) |du (2) — du ()]
+ 2 uev(@) 2vev(m) lda(u) — du (v) + ng — ny|
= irr(G)+irr(H)+ 3 ev(q) 2ovevim) M —n2 +du(v) — de(u)].

Under the constrains ny > ng, dg(u) < ny; — 1, and dg(v) < ng — 1, the double
SUM Y, cv(q) 2ovev (i) 71 — N2 + di(v) — de(u)] is maximal when H is a graph
with maximal sum of vertex degrees, i.e., H is the complete graph K,,, and G is
a graph with minimal sum of vertex degrees, i.e., G is a tree on ny vertices T}, .
Thus,

Yuev(@) I —n2+du(v)—de(w)| < Yuevr,,) [m—na+dk,, (v)—dr, (u)|
veV (H) vEV (Kny)

= D oueV (T, doveV(Kny) |1~ 10T, (u)]
=12 uevr,,) (Mm—1—dr,, (u))
= ngnl(nl — 1) — 2n2(n1 — 1)
=mna(ny — 1)(n1 — 2),
and

(5) irr(G+ H) <irr(G) 4+ irr(H) + na(np — 1)(n1 — 2).
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When n; < 2, irr(G) = irr(H) = irr(G + H) = 0, and the claim of the theorem is
fulfilled. From the derivation, it follows that (5) is equality when H is complete
graph on ns vertices and G is any tree on ny vertices. [

Example 3. Let denote by H; a graph with |V (H;)| = i isolated vertices. Then,
the bipartite graph K ; is a join of H; and H;. Analogously, the complete k-partite
graph G = Kp, . p, is join of Hy,,..., and H,,. We have that irr(K,, ;) =

n;nj |nj — n;| . For the irregularity of K, _,, we obtain

irr (K, ,..ny) = ZuUGE(Knl ,,,,, g lda(u) — da(v)|

= = Z?:i—&-l ZuveE(Kni,nj) |da(u) — dg(v)]

k—1 —k k—1 <k .
=D i1 Zj:i—H ning [ng —mni| =35 Zj:i—H 11"1”(Km,nj)~

2.2. Cartesian product

The Cartesian product GU H of two simple undirected graphs G and H is the
graph with the vertex set V(GO H) = V(G)xV (H) and the edge set E(GOH) =
{ (i, o) (g, v) « [(wing € E(G))A (v = w)] V [(vpvr € E(H)) A (ui = uy)]} -

Theorem 4. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs with |V (G)| = n1 and
|V(H)| =ng. Then

irr(GOH) = nyirr(G) + ny irr(H).

Proof. From the definiton of the Cartesian product, it follows |[V(GOH)| =
V(GIIV(H)|, [E(GOH)| = n2 | E(G)|+n1 |E(H)|, and d o (ui; vk) = do(ui)+
dp(vg). Hence,

irr(GOH) = 3, 00wy eBcom [dana(ui, ve) — daow(uj, vr))|
= 2 vy eB(G) 2vev(m) ldaoH (i v) — daom (uj, v)]
+ 2 vpneB(H) 2ouev(c) ldaoa (s vk) — deom(u, v)]
= 2w, eB(G) 2vev(a) [(da(wi) + dr(v) — (da(uj) + dr(v))]
+ 2 merH) 2ouev(c) [([da(w) + di(vg)) — (da(u) + di(v))]
= ngirr(G) + ny irr(H).

2.3. Direct product

The direct product G x H (also known as tensor product, Kronecker product [26],
categorical product [23] and conjunctive product) of simple undirected graphs G
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Figure 1. (a) Path graph on [ vertices P;, and cycle graph on k vertices Cf,
(b) direct product graph P, x Cj, and
(c) strong product graph P, X Cy.

and H is the graph with the vertex set V(G x H) = V(G) x V(H), and the edge
set B(G x H) = {(u;,vi)(uj,v) : (uj,uj) € E(G) A (vg,v) € E(H)}.

Theorem 5. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs. Then
irr(G x H) <irr(G) My (H) +irr(H) M1 (G).
Moreover, the bound is sharp for infinitely many graphs.

Proof. From the definition of the direct product, it follows |V (G x H)| = |V (G)|
\V(H)|, |[E(G x H)| =2|E(G)||E(H)|, and dgxm(ui,vi) = dg(u;)dg(vg). The
irregularity of the direct product G x H is
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iI'I‘(G X H) = Z(ui,vk)(uj,vl)EE(GXH) ‘deH(uia Uk‘) - dGXH(“ja ’U[)|
=23 v, e B(G) 2avpmer () A6 (ui)du (vp) — da(u;)dm ()]
=2 v, e B(G) 2ovpuer) |(da(ui) — da(ug))(de (vi) + dp(vr))

+ (do(ui) + da(ug))(da (vi) — dr(v))] -
Applying the triangle inequality in the above expression and by equation (2), we
obtain

irr(G X H) < 32,0.e5(6) 2oumerin| [da(w) — da(u))] (du(ve) + du(vr))
+ldu (ve) — du(v)] (da(ui) + da(uj)) |
= irr(G) My (H) + irr(H) M1(G).
To prove that the presented bound is the best possible, consider the direct product
P, x Cy, 1 > 1,k > 3 (an illustration is given in Figure 1(b)). Straightforward
calculations gives that M;(F,) = 4l — 6, M1(Cy) = 4k, irr(P;) = 2,irr(C) = 0.
The graph P; x Cj is comprised of 2k vertices of degree 2, and k(I — 2) vertices
of degree 4. Each vertex of degree 2 is adjacent with exactly two vertices with

degree 4. Hence, irr(P; x C);) = 8k. On the other hand, the bound obtain here is
irr(P; x Cy) < irr(FP) My (Cy) + irr(Cy) M1 (P;) = 8k. |

2.4. Strong product

The strong product GX H of two simple undirected graphs G and H is the graph
with the vertex set V(GX H = V(G) x V(H) and the edge set E(GX H) =
{(us, vi) (ug, v1) + [(uiny € E(G)A (v = o)) V [(vkvr € E(H)) A (ui = uy)] V
[(uiu; € E(G)) A (vevr € E(H))]}.

Theorem 6. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs with |V (G)| = ni,
|E(G)| =m1, |V(H)| =n2 and |E(H)| = ma. Then

irr(GX H) < (ng+4me+ Mi(H)) irr(G) 4+ (n1 +4my + Mi(G)) irr(H).
Moreover, the bound is sharp for infinitely many graphs.
Proof. For the strong product V(G X H), it holds that |[V(GX H)| = |V(G)|

V(H)|, |[E(GRH)| = [V(H)||EG)| + [V(G)||[E(H)| + 2|E(G)| |E(H)|, and

desm (wi, vi) = da(u;) + di(vg) + da(u;)di (vg). The irregularity of G X H is

rr(GRH) = Z
= kazmev(m ZuiujeE(G) ldamm (i, vi) — darm (uj, vi)|
+ Zui:quV(G) kavleE(H) ldawmm (ui, vi) — darm (uj, vi)]

2 Zuiu]‘GE(G) kavleE(H) |dG®H(ui’ vk) - dG&H(uﬁ’ vl)| .

() 1 00) € E(GRE) |demm (i, vi) — demp (uj, vr)|
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By an algebraic transformation and applying the triangle inequality, we obtain

|demm (ui, vi) — dewma (uj, v1)| = |dg(ui) + du(v) + dg(us)dm (vy)
— dg(uj) — dy(v) — da(uj)du (vi)|
<lde(uwi) — da(uj)| + |du (vi) — der ()]

(7) + %(dg(ui) + dg(uj)) |[da(v) — di(vi)|
+ %(dH(vl) +du(vr)) |dg (ui) — dg (uj)]
= fi(i, 5, k,1).

Substituting (7) in (6), we obtain

iI‘I‘(G X H) < ka:vleV(H) fl(iajv ka l) + Zui:quV(G) fl (iajv ka l)

(8) u;u; €E(G) vpv EE(H)
+2 Zuiu_jGE(G) fl(imj) k7 l)
vy €EE(H)
We have

ka =v €V (H) fl 7/ ]ak l :Z veV (H) Z w; €B(G) |dG U‘l) dG(uJ)|

uju; €E(G)
veV (H) Zu FEE(G) |dH ) dH(U)|

+
M

© + % ZUEV ZuquEE(G (de(ui) + da(uy)) |[da (v) —da(v)|
+% veE Zuu EE(G )+dH( ))|dG(uz)_dG(u])|
(n2 + 2m2)1rr(G)
Similarly,

Zui:quV(G) fl (ivja k? l)

[~]

uweV(G) Z k'ULEE(H) ) N dG(U)|

vy EE(H)
+2 v kaleE(H) s (o) — it (v1)]

1o F 3D e o o) + dow) i (1) —da (ur)
T % wev(G) vaeE(H) dp(vi) + dr(v)) |da(u)— dg(u)]

—~

ny + 2mq)irr(H).
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Finally,

ZuiujGE(G) fl(i7ja k7l) = ZUi'U.jeE(G) |dG(uz) - dG(u])|

UkleE(H) ’L)k’ULEE(H)

+ ZuiquE(G) |da (v) — du(vr)|
’Uk’UlEE(H)

1
(11) +3 > wwene(da(ui) + da(uy)) |d (v) — du (v)]
vv €EE(H)

1
+3 > wuyere(di(vr) + du(v) [de(us) — da(u))]
v €EE(H)

= (mg + %Ml(H))irr(G) + (mq + %Ml(G))irr(H)

From (8), (9), (10) and (11), we have
ir(GRH) < (ng+4mo+ Mi(H))irr(G) + (n1 +4mq + My (G)) irr(H).

To prove that the presented bound is the best possible, consider the strong
product P, X C, | > 1,k > 3 illustrated in Figure 1(c). Simple calculations
gives that My(P) = 41 — 6, M1(Cy) = 4k,irr(P;) = 2,irr(Cy) = 0. The graph
P, X Cy is comprised of 2k vertices of degree 5, and k(I — 2) vertices of degree
8. Each vertex of degree 5 is adjacent with exactly three vertices with degree
8. Hence, irr(P, X C;) = 18k. On the other hand, the bound obtain here is
irr(P X Cy) < (k+ 4k + My (Cy))irr(P) + (1 +4(1 — 1) + My (P)) irr(Cy) = 18k.

|

2.5. Corona product

The corona product GO H of simple undirected graphs G and H with |V (G)| = n;
and |V (H)| = no, is defined as the graph who is obtained by taking the disjoint
union of G and n; copies of H and for each i, 1 < i < ny, inserting edges between
the ith vertex of G and each vertex of the ¢th copy of H. Thus, the corona graph
G © H is the graph with the vertex set V(G © H) = V(G)U;=; _,, V(H;) and
the edge set E(GOH) = E(G) U1, E(H:)U{uw; 1 u; € V(G),v; € V(H;)},
where H; is the ith copy of the graph H.

Theorem 7. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs with |V (G)| = n1 and
|V(H)| =ng. Then

irr(Go H) <irr(G) + nyirr(H) + ng (n% + ning — 4ny + 2) .

Moreover, the bound is sharp.



272 H. ABDO AND D. DIMITROV

Proof. By the definition of GOH, |V(G ® H)| = |V(G)|4+n1 |V (H)| = n1+nine,
and |[E(G© H)| = |E(G)| +n1 |E(H)| + ning. The irregularity of G ©® H is
(GO H) =) epcon ldeon(t) — daon(v)]

= Za:yEE(G) ldcon(z) — daon ()]

+ 2000 Y pmy) ldaon(2) — deon(t)|
+ Zuex/(c) ZvéV(H) ldeon(u) — deon (v)].

For a vertex v € V(G), it holds that dgog(u) = dg(u) + ne and for a vertex
v e V(H;), 1<i<mny, wehave dgoy(v) = dg(v) + 1. Thus,

irr(G® H) = ZweE(G) ldg(z) + ne — da(y) — na|

+ Z ZztGE du(2) +1—du(t) — 1]

" Zuewc) ZUEV(H) lda(u) +n2 = du(v) 1|
* ZUGV(G Zuev lda(u) — dm(v) +ng — 1]

= irr(G) + nqirr(H) + ZuEV(G) ZueV(H) c(u) —dg(v)+na—1|.

Since n1 = ng, the double sum in (12) is maximal when }, oy da(u) is maxi-
mal, i.e., G is the complete graph K,,,, and )
a tree on ng vertices 7),,. Thus,

E uGV((G) f] l j, k I E GV(G E ‘dG (U) T ] |
veV(H GV
= Z’ILGVU(n] ) Z’UEL (Tn ) | n1 ( ) jnz (U) UP) 1|

(13) N ZueV(Knl) ZUEV(Tng) [ =1~ dr,, (v) +nz — 1]

=MD v,y (M =2 dn, ()

nan(nl + Nng — 2) — 2%1(712 — 1)

vev(m) dH(v) is minimal, ie., H is

= nl(ng + ning — 4ns + 2).
Substituting (13) into (12), we obtain
(14) irr(Go H) < irr(G) 4+ nyirr(H) +nq (n% + ning — 4ng +2) .

From the derivation of the bound (14), it follows that the sharp bound is obtained
when G is compete graph on ny vertices and H is any tree on ngy vertices. [
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2.6. Lexicographic product

The lezicographic product G o H (also known as the graph composition) of simple
undirected graphs G and H is the graph with the vertex set V(Go H) = V(G) x
V(H) and the edge set E(G o H) = {(uj, v)(uj,v) : [wiu; € E(G)]V [(vgv; €
E(H)) A (ui = uj)]}-

Theorem 8. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs with |V (G)| = ny,
|E(G)| =mq, [V(H)| =ne and |E(H)| = ma. Then

1
irr(G o H) < n3 irr(G) + ny irr(H) + ! (2n§ — 3n3 — 2ny + 3).

Proof. By the definition of Go H, it follows that |V (G o H)| = nina, |E(G o H)|
= nyma +n3m; and dGor (Ui, vj) = nadg(u;) +di(v;) forall 1 <i<mny,1 <j <
ns. Applying those relations, we obtain

irr(G o H)= 3y, 0, (uy o) e B(Got) |AGom (i Vi) — daom (ug, vr)]
=D uiev(G) Lovemer ) | (M2dc(ui) + di (vg)) — (n2de (wi) + du (v))|
DV (H) 2w eB(@) In2da (i) + di (ve) — neda(uj) — du ()]
= 2wev(@) vpwer) |4 (vr) — dr(v)]
T2 vp eV e 2(da(ui) — da(u;)) + (du (ve) — du (v)))|
= nqirr(H)
T2 vpmeVH) 2wy ep(a) M2(da(ui) = da(uy)) + di (ve) — dm (v)] -
By applying the triangle inequality in the last expression, we have
irr(G o H) < nyirr(H) + n3 irr(G) + | E(G)| vemev () A (vr) = da(vr)| -
Finally, by Theorem 1, we obtain
irr(Go H) < nj irr(G) + ny irr(H) + %ml (2n3 — 3n3 — 2ny + 3). |

2.7. Disjunction

The disjunction G V H of simple undirected graphs G and H with |V (G)| = ny
and |V (H)| = ng is the graph with the vertex set V(GV H) = V(G) x V(H) and
the edge set E(G V H) = {(us, vi)(uj,v) : uiuj € E(G) Vg € E(H)}.

Theorem 9. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs with |V (G)| = ni,
|E(G)| =mq, |V(H)|=n2 and |E(H)| = my. Then
irr(GV H) < (n3— M(H))irr(G) + (2nama + Mi(H)) irr(G)
+(n$ — M1(Q)) irr(H) + (2n1mq + M1 (G)) irry(H).
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Proof. By definition of GV H, it holds that |[V(G V H)| = nine, |[E(GV H)| =
n3mi +nims —2myms and d(GvH) (ui, vg) = nadg(u;) +ni1dg (o) —de(us)dg (vg,)
for all 1 <i¢ < nj,1<j<ns. Applying those relations, we obtain

irr(GV H) = Z(ui,vk)(uj,vl)eE(GvH) ldavm (ui, vk) — dav (ug,vi)

- ka v €V (H) Zu u; €EE(G) |dGVH(Ui, Uk) N dG\/H(uj’le
) iU
+ Zu " ev(@) ZUW&E(H) |dav m (us, vi) — davi (ug, i)
isUj

- QZuiujeE(G) kavleE(H) |[dav e (Ui, vi) — dave (u;, vi)| .

After an algebraic transformation and the triangle inequality, we have

ldav i (ui, vi) — davi (uj, v)| = [nedg(u;) + nidy (vi) — da(us)de (ve)
—nadg(uj) — nidp(v) + da(uj)dm(vr)|
< ng |da(wi) — da(uy)| + na |du (i) — du (vr)]

16) + 5 (do(u) + da () |du(0r) — (o)
45 g (o) + dig(o0) () — ()
= fQ(ia.ja k, l)

Substituting (16) in (15), we obtain

(G Vv H) < ka ey Zu — fali, 4, k1)
(17) +Zu v ZWEE(  Jali .k, D)
_ ZZuiujGE(G) Z’UkUZGE(H) f2(l7.]a k; l)

Applying (1), (2) and (4), we have

> oewevan fali 3, k1) =Y o wevin 2 lde(ui) — do(uy))|
u;u; €EE(G) u;u; EE(G)

+ ka,quEV(H) ni |dH(U]€) - dH(Ul)|
u;u; EE(QG)

(18) + va,ev dGuz)+dc(ug))|dH(Uk)—dH(Ul)\

uiu; EE(G

+ ka wEev H)(dH(”Uk) +du(v)) lde(ui) — da(uj)|
u; uJEE(G)

= ng(n3 + 2mo)irr(G) + (M1 (G) + 2nymy )irr, (H).
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Similarly,
Zu,i,quV(G) f2(i7j7 k, l) = Zui,quV(G) n2 |dG(ul) - dG(uj)‘ r
Uk’UlEE(H) kazEE(H)
+ Zui,uJ'EV(G) n1 |dp(vg) — dm(vr)]
v €E(H)
1
(19) +5 > wiwevie(da(ui) + da(uy)) |de (vi) — da(vr)]
’UkUZEE(H)
1
+5 > wwyevie) (da(r) + du(v) |de(u;) — da(u;)]
v EE(H)
=n1(n? 4 2my)irr(H) + (M, (H) + 2nomy)irr, (G).
Finally,
ZuiquE(G) fQ(i7j7 k, l) - Zuiuj' €E(G) N2 |dG(ul) - dG(uj)‘
’UkUZEE(H) ’U)C’UI,GE(H)
+ ZuiujeE(G) n1 |dp (vi) — dg(vr)]
vpv EE(H)
1
(20) +3 > wwsene (do(ui) + da(uy)) |de (vi) — di (v)]
v EE(H)
1
+3 > wiwene)(du(vr) + du(w)) [da(ui) — da(u;)]
’Uk’ULEE(H)

— (nama + %Ml(H))irr(G) + (s + %Ml(G))irr(H).

Combining (17), (18), (19) and (20), we finally obtain
irr(G Vv H) < (n3 — My (H))irr(G) + (2namsg + M (H))irry(G)

2D M1 (G))irr(H) + (2nymy + M (G))irr (H).

2.8. Symmetric difference
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The symmetric difference G & H of simple undirected graphs G and H with
|[V(G)| =ny and |V (H)| = ng is the graph with the vertex set V(G®H) = V(G) x
V(H) and the edge set E(G & H) = {(u;, vg)(uj,v;) : either uju; € E(G)or vgy,
€ E(H)}. It holds that |V(G @ H)| = ning, |E(G® H)| = nima + n3my —
dmimg and d(gg ) (wi,vj) = nadg(u;) + nidp(v;) — 2dg(u;)dp(v;) for all 1 <
1 <ni1,1 <j < ng. Much as in the previous case, we present only the bound on

the irregularity of symmetric difference of two graphs.

Theorem 10. Let G and H be simple undirected graphs with |V(G)| = na,

|E(G)| =mq, |V(H)| =n2 and |E(H)| = ma. Then
irr(G® H) < (n3—4Mi(H)) irt(G) + 2 (name + My (H)) irry(G)
+(n$ —4M1(Q)) irr(H) + 2 (nymq + M1 (G)) irr,(H).
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3. CONCLUSION

In this paper we consider the irregularity of simple undirected graphs, as defined
by Albertson [5], under several graph operations. We presented the exact ex-
pression for Cartesian product, and sharp upper bounds for join, corona product,
direct product and strong product. It is an open problem if the presented upper
bounds on the irregularity of lexicographic product, disjunction and symmetric
difference are the best possible.
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