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ON HERONIAN MEAN ANTI-MAGIC LABELING OF SOME GRAPHS

B. SIVARANJANI'*, R. KALA!, §

ABSTRACT. Let G = (V(G), E(G)) be a finite, simple, connected and undirected graph
with p vertices and ¢ edges. Let ® : V(G) — {1,2,3,--- ,¢+ 1} and the induced edge la-

beling ®* : E(G) — {1,2,3,--- ,g+1} is defined by ®* (e = uv) = F)(MH— Y @(1;)q>(v)+q>(u)—‘

or | 2ty MZ)@(UH@(U) for e € E(G). Then @ is said to be a Heronian mean label-

ing if induced edge labels ®*(e) are distinct. An anti-magic labeling is a bijection from
the set of edges to the set of integers {1,2,3,--- ,q} such that the weights are pairwise
distinct, where the weight at one vertex is the sum of all labels of the edges incident
to such vertex. A Heronian mean labeling ® is said to be Heronian mean anti-magic
if w(v;) # w(v;) for all distinct vertices v;,v; € V(G), where w(v) = >, &% (uv). A
u€EN (v)
graph is called Heronian mean anti-magic graph if it admits a Heronian mean anti-magic
labeling. In this paper, we investigate the behaviour of this labeling for graphs which
contains a clique of order at least 4, P, 0 2K1, kC,,,n > 4, CLyp,n >3, T U T where T
and T/ be any two trees of order at least 3. We also prove that K3, is Heronian mean
anti-magic for n < 9 and is not for n > 10.

Keywords: Mean labeling, Anti-magic labeling, Mean anti-magic labeling, Heronian
mean anti-magic labeling.

AMS Subject Classification: 05C78.

1. INTRODUCTION

In Graph Theory, graph labeling is an important branch which can be used to solve
many real life problems. It is the assignment of labels, traditionally represented by inte-
gers, to the vertices or edges of a graph. Formally, for a given graph G = (V(G), E(G)),
the vertex labeling is a function of V(G) over the set of labels. Graphs with such functions
defined are called vertex-labeled graphs. Similarly, edge labeling is a function of E(QG)
on the set of labels. In this case, the graph is called an edge-labeled graph. The term
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"labeled graph’ generally refers to a vertex-labeled graph in which all labels are different.
In many applications, edges or vertices are labeled meaningfully in the relevant domain.
For example, edges can be assigned weights that represent the ‘cost’of travelling between
incident vertices. In the definition above, the graph is understood to be a finite undirected
simple graph. However, the labeling concept is applicable to all extensions and general-
izations of graphs. For example, in automaton theory and formal language theory, it is
useful to consider labeled multigraphs. That is, a pair of vertices may be connected by
some number of labeled edges. For graph theoretic terminology, we refer Harary [4] and
for labeling concepts we refer the famous survey article written by Gallian[1].

Most graph labelings trace their origins to labelings presented by Alexander Rosa in his
1967 paper. He identified three types of labelings which he called o, 8 and p. The g—
labelings were later renamed as ’'graceful’ by Solomon Golomb, and the name has been
popular since. S. Somasundaram and R. Ponraj [9] originated the theory of mean labeling
of graphs in 2004. In the last 60 years, over 200 types of graph labeling have been studied
and almost 2500 articles have been published [2, 3, 6, 7, 8].

The concept of Heronian mean was introduced by S.S. Sandhya [10] and she has in-
vestigated the results for some graphs. In 1990, Hartsfield and Ringel [5] introduced the
concept called anti-magic labeling and anti-magic graphs. An anti-magic labeling is a
bijection from the set of edges to the set of integers {1,2,...,¢} such that the weights
are pairwise distinct, where the weight at one vertex is the sum of all the labels of the
edges incident to such vertex. A graph is called anti-magic if it admits anti-magic label-
ing. Hartsfield and Ringel showed that the paths, cycles, complete graphs K, (n > 3) are
anti-magic. They conjectured that all connected graphs besides K5 are anti-magic which
still remains unsettled.

Motivated by the above works, we introduced the concept of Heronian mean anti-magic
labeling[11] and studied the existence of Heronian mean anti-magic graphs. In this paper,
we continue to examine the existence of the labeling for some standard graphs and certain
special classes of graphs with their generalizations. Not all graphs are Heronian mean
anti-magic and we have proved the existence of Non Heronian mean anti-magic labeling
of some graphs using the inequality method.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, we mean G to be a simple, finite and undirected graph.

Definition 2.1. A set C C V(QG) is said to be a clique of a graph G if the subgraph induced
by C is complete.

Definition 2.2. The union of two graphs G1 and Go is the graph G1UG9 with V(G1UG2) =
V(Gl) U V(Gg) and E(G1 U GQ) = E(Gl) U E(GQ)

Definition 2.3. Let Gy, G respectively be (p1,q1), (p2,q2) graphs. The corona of G1 with
Go is the graph G1 ® Gy obtained by taking one copy of G1, p1 copies of Ga and joining
the ith wvertex of G1 by an edge to every vertex in the it" copy of Go where 1 < i < py.

Definition 2.4. A kC, graph is obtained by considering a path Pyy1 on the vertices
U, U2, . .., Uk+1 where each edge uuiy1 is replaced by a cycle of length | > 3. The vertex
set is given by V(G) = {w;|l <i <k +1}U{u;(l <i<k,1<j<n—2} and the edge
set is given by E(G) = {uuy |l <1 < k1 < § <2 U{ugugeoll <0< k1 <5 <
n — 4} U{ui1Ui(n—3), Uit1Uin—2)|1 <@ <k}
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Definition 2.5. The Circular ladder graph CL,, is graph obtained by the cartesian product
of C,l0K>5, where Ko is the complete graph on two vertices and C,, is the cycle graph on
n vertices.

Definition 2.6. An injective function ® : V(G) — {1,2,3,...,q + 1} is said to be a
Heronian mean labeling if the induced edge labeling ®* : E(G) — {1,2,3,...,q+1} defined

by D (e = uv) = ﬁwﬂ/@(g)@(v)%b(vq or F(u)+\/q>(1§)<b(v>+<1>(v>J

distinct edges. A Heronian mean labeling ® is said to be Heronian mean anti-magic if

w(v;) # w(v;) for all distinct vertices vi,v; € V(G), where w(v) = > ®*(uv). A graph
ueN (v)

is called Heronian mean anti-magic graph if it admits Heronian mean anti-magic labeling.

gives distinct labels for

Let us see two examples which are not Heronian mean anti-magic. The first example do
not satisfy the anti-magic condition and the second example do not satisfy the Heronian
mean condition. Thus both the graphs are not Heronian mean anti-magic.

Example 2.1. Consider the graph G given in Figure 1. The vertex set V(G) = {u1,us}
and the edge set E(G) = {ujuz}. Here |V(G)| = 2 and |E(G)| = 1. Define a function
O V(G) — {1,2}. Without loss of generality we can assume that ® is defined by ®(u1) =1

and ®(uz) = 2. Then the induced edge labels are taken as, ®*(ujugz) = {L\?H} or
LHT‘/MJ Thus the edge ®*(ujug) will receive either 1 or 2. Since the degree of both the

vertices are 1, the weights of u; and uz are equal (i.e.) w(uy) = w(ug) and so they cannot
be distinct. Hence the graph P» is not Heronian mean anti-magic.

ui o o U2
1 2

FIGURE 1. P

Example 2.2. Consider the complete bipartite graph Kie as shown in Figure 2.
Let the wvertexr set be V(Kig) = {v,v1,v2,v3,04,05,06} and the edge set be
E(Ki6) = {vv1,vv2,vv03, 004,005,006} Here |V(Ki6)| = 7 and |E(K16)| = 6. Let
the apex vertex be v. Define a function ® : V(K;6) — {1,2,3,4,5,6,7}. Sincep=q+1, 1
must be a label for some vertex in Ky 6. If ®(v) =1, then the remaining 6 vertices will re-
ceive labels 2,3,4,5,6,7 in some order. Without loss of generality, let ®(vi) = 2, P(vy) =
3,P(v3) =4,P(va) =5, P(vs) = 6,P(vg) = 7. Then the induced Heronian mean edge label
for vuy will be 1 or 2. Similarly, the edge label for vvy will be either 1 or 2, the edge label
for vus will be either 2 or 3 and the edge label for vvy will be either 2 or 3. Then there
exist two vertices v; and v; such that ®*(vv;) = ®*(vv;) and so they cannot be distinct.

If ®(v) = a, 2 < a <5, by similar arguments there exist vertices v; and vj such that
O*(vv;) = ®*(vv;) and hence the edges cannot be distinct.

If ®(v) > 5, by calculating Heronian mean edge labels, one can see that no edge shall
receive 1 or 2 as their edge labels. Since we can never label 6 distinct edges with 5 values
{3,4,...,7}, the graph does not satisfy the Heronian mean condition.

Thus, there is no Heronian mean labeling for K1 . Hence K16 is not a Heronian mean
anti-magic graph.
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U1 V2 v3 V4 Us V6

FIGURE 2. K¢

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we investigate the behaviour of certain classes of graphs like Clique,
P, 02K, kCy,, CL,, TUT and Ka,.

The following theorem shows that a graph which contains a clique of order at least 4 can
never be labeled with the consecutive vertex labels.

Theorem 3.1. Let G be any graph with q edges and C be a clique of order at least 4. If
o :V(G) = {1,2,...,q+ 1} is a Heronian mean anti-magic function, then any 4 vertices
in C can never be labeled with the consecutive vertex labels.

Proof. Let C = {uy,us,...,u} be the clique of order k > 4. Let ® : V(G) — {1,2,...,q+
1} be a Heronian mean anti-magic function.

Suppose not, then there exist 4 vertices wuy,ug,us,us € C such that ®(uy) = i, P(ug) =
Z—l—l,q)(’U,g) :1+2,‘I)(U4) =14 3.

Then the induced edge labels are,

O*(ujug) = (i,i+ 1) or [i,i + 1]

O*(uyus) = (i, + 2) or [i,i + 2]

O*(uyuq) = (i, + 3) or [i,i + 3]

O*(ugus) = (i + 1,7+ 2) or [i + 1,7 + 2] which is not distinct.

This is a contradiction to Heronian mean anti-magic function. Therefore, any 4 vertices
in C' cannot be labeled consecutively. ]

The following theorem proves the existence of Heronian mean anti-magic labeling for
the corona product of path graph with two copies of Kj.

Theorem 3.2. For every positive integer n, the graph P, ® 2K is a Heronian mean
anti-magic graph.

Proof. Let G = P, ® 2K for n > 1. Let V(G) = {wi,x;,vi|1l <1i < n} be the vertex set
where u;(1 < i < n) are the vertices of P, and v;,z;(1 <i < n) are the pendent vertices.
The edge set is E(G) = {uxs, wivi|l <i<n}U{uwuii|l <i<n-—1}.
Here |V(G)| = 3n and |E(G)| = 3n — 1.
Let us define a vertex function ® : V(G) — {1,2,...,(3n — 1) + 1} by,
D(u;)=3i—1,1<i<n
D(v;))=3i—2,1<i<n
O(x;) =30, 1 <i<n.
If the induced edge labels are taken as,
O*(ujuiy1) =3i, 1 <i<n-—1
O (uv;) =3i—2, 1<i<n
O*(uz;) =3i—1, 1 <i<n-—1
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3n—1 forn# 0(mod 4)
3n for n = 0(mod 4)
then the obtained edge labels are all distinct.
We observe that,

w(u;)) =12i—6, 1 <i<n-1
9n—6 for nZ 0(mod 4)
9n -5 forn= 0(mod 4)

w(vy) =3i—2,1<i<n

w(z;) =3i—1, 1 <i<n.
Now we show that w(u) # w(v) for u,v € V(G). It is clear that for 1 <i < n, w(v;) = 3i—2
and w(x;) = 3i—1 are distinct. Also for 1 <i <n—1, w(u;) = 12i—6 is a multiple of 6 and
w(v;) = 37 — 2 is not a multiple of 6. Therefore w(u;) # w(v;). It is also clear that when
n # 0(mod 4), w(v;) # w(uy) for 1 < i < n because w(v;) = 3i — 2 # w(u,) = In — 6.
When n = 0(mod 4), if w(v;) = w(uy,), then it implies that 3i — 2 = 9n — 5 which gives
i = 3n — 1 which is not possible because i < n. Hence w(v;) # w(u,). We know that,
w(u;) is multiple of 6 but w(x;) is not. Hence w(x;) # w(u;). Also w(uy,) # w(u;) for
1<i<n-—1. Ifw(z;) =w(u,) for 1 <i<mn,then 3i —1 = 9n —>5 which gives 3i = 9n—4
which is impossible because the right hand side is multiple of 3 but the left hand side is
not. Similarly 3¢ — 1 # 9n — 6.
Hence in all the cases we see that w(u) # w(v) for u,v € V(G). Thus P, ® 2K is a
Heronian mean anti-magic graph. O

O* (upxy) =

w(uy) =

As described in the proof of Theorem 3.2, a Heronian mean anti-magic labeling for
P; ® 2K is shown in Figure 3.

U1 V2 U3 V4 U5 Ve v7
lo 40 70 100 130 169 190
1 4 7 10 13 16 19
ul 3 u9 6 us 9 U4 12 us 15 Ug 18 uy
[, 0 . O O 0 O
2 5 8 11 14 17 20
2 5 8 11 14 17 20
30 60 90 120 150 180 210
x1 X2 €3 T4 €5 T6 X7

Ficure 3. Pr © 2K,

In the next theorem, we prove the Heronian mean anti-magic labeling for k& copies of
the cycle C,,.

Theorem 3.3. For every positive integer k and n > 4, the graph kC,, is a Heronian mean
anti-magic graph.

Proof. Let G = kC), be a graph where k is the number of cycles attached and n is the
length of the cycle. Let V(G) = {u;|1 <i < k+1}U{u;;|1 <i<k,1<j<n-—2} be the
vertex set and the edge set be E(G) = {uju]1 <i <k, 1<j<2}U {uijui(j+2)|1 <3<
k1< <n— 4} U{uit1un_3), Uit1Ujn—2)|1 <i < k}. Here |[V(G)| = k(n —1) +1 and
|E(G)| = kn.
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Let us define a vertex function @ : V(G) — {1,2,...,kn+ 1} by,
<I>(u1) =1
DO(u;))=ni—n, 2<i<k+1
Qugj) =j+1,1<j<n—-2
d(u)=ni—n+j+1,2<i<k1<j<n—2

If the induced edge labels are taken as,

. J fori=1,1<5<2
O* (ujui;) = . . . .
ni—n+j for2<i<k1<j;<2
. J+2 fori=1,1<j7<n-—4
P (uijui(jJrZ)):

ni—n+j+2 for2<i<kl1<j<n-4
(b*(ulq_lui(n,g)) =ni— ]., 1 S ) S k
<I>*(ui+1ui(n,2)) = m', 1<:< k

then the obtained edge labels are all distinct.

We observe that,
w(uy) =3

w(u;) =4ni —4n+2,2 < i<k

W(Umy1) = 2kn — 1

( 21425 fori=1,1<j<n-2

Mi—2m+2j+2 forl<i<k1<j<n-—2

Therefore, for every vertex v in V(G), w(v) are distinct. Hence, the graph kC), is Heronian

mean anti-magic. O

w(uij) =

As described in the proof of Theorem 3.3, a Heronian mean anti-magic labeling for 4Cg
is shown in Figure 4.

FIGURE 4. 4C§

Theorem 3.4. For every positive integer n > 3, the Circular ladder graph CL, is a
Heronian mean anti-magic graph.

Proof. Let G = CL,, be a graph. Let V(G) = {u;,v;|]1 <i < n} be the vertex set and the
edge set be E(G) = {ujug, v1v2, Up—1Un, Vn—10n } U {uv;]1 < i < n} U {ujuiqo, vivize]l <
i <n—2}. Here |V(G)| = 2n and |E(G)| = 3n.
Let us define a vertex function by @ : V(G) — {1,2,...,(3n) + 1} by,

<I>(u1) =1

O(u;) =3i—1,2<i<n

O(v;)=3i, 1 <i<n
If the induced edge labels are taken as,
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O (uv;) =3i, 2<i<n
then the obtained edge labels are all distinct.
We observe that,

When n = 3,
w(u;) =9 -3, 1<i<n-—1
w(uy) =19
w(v;) =8i+2, 1<i<n-1
w(vy,) = 22

When n = 4,
w(up) =6

w(vy) = 10, w(ve) = 18

ww;)=9—-2,3<i<n-1

w(vy) =9 —5
Therefore, for every vertex v in V(G), w(v) are distinct. Hence, the graph CL,,n > 3 is
Heronian mean anti-magic. g

As described in the proof of Theorem 3.4, a Heronian mean anti-magic labeling for C' L~
and is shown in Figure 5.

The following theorem shows that union of trees cannot be Heronian mean anti-magic.

Theorem 3.5. If T and T be any two trees of order at least 3, then T U T is not a
Heronian mean anti-magic graph.

Proof. Let T be a tree with n; > 3 vertices and T’ be another tree with ng > 3 vertices.
Then |E(T)| = ny —1 and |E(T")| = ny— 1. Now |V(T'UT')| = ny +ng and |E(TUT)| =
ny + ng — 2. Thus no function, ® : V(T UT') — {1,2,...,(n1 + na — 2) + 1} can be
injective, since |V(TUT')| =ny +na > [{1,2,..., (n1 +ng —2) + 1}|. O

We need the following lemma to prove the non existence of Heronian mean anti-magic
labeling for n > 10.

Lemma 3.1. The following inequality holds.

(i) Forn >10,(n—5)? > 2n+ 1.
(ii) Forn > 14,(n —6)% > 4n + 2.
(iii) Forn >18,(n —17)% > 6n + 3.
(iv) Forn >17,(n —5)? > 8n + 4.
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U1

FIGURE 5. CLy

(v) Formn >21,(n—6)?> 10n +5.

Proof. We prove all the inequalities using mathematical induction.

1. When n = 10, (n —5)? =25 > 2(10) + 1

Hence (1) holds for n = 10.

Assume that the result is true for n = m > 10 so that (m — 5)2 > 2m + 1

To Prove : (m+1—15)2>2(m+1)+1

(m—5)+1)2=(m—5)2+2(m—5)+1

>2m+1+4+2m—-10+1

=4m — 8.

Now, to prove : 4m — 8 > 2m + 3.

i.e., to prove, 2m > 11

i.e., to prove, m > %, which is true.

Hence the result. Similarly, we can prove the remaining inequalities by using mathematical
induction. g

The following theorem proves that the complete bipartite graph K5, is Heronian mean
anti-magic for n < 9 and is not for n > 10.

Theorem 3.6. (i) For every positive integer n <9, Ky, is a Heronian mean anti-magic
graph.
(i7) For every positive integer n > 10, Ko, is not a Heronian mean anti-magic graph.

Proof. (i) Let G = Ka,n < 9. Let V(G) = {u,v,u;|1 <i <n} be the vertex set and the

edge set be F(G) = {uu;, vu;|1 <i < n}. Here |V(G)| =n+ 2 and |E(G)| = 2n.

Define a vertex function ®: V(G) — {1,2,...,2n + 1} as follows:

Forn=1, ®(u)=1, ®(v) =2, &(u1) =3

For 2 <n <5,
O(u) =1, ®(v) =2n, P(u,) =2n+ 1.
O(u;) =24, 1 <4
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For 6 <n <9,
O(u) =1, ®(v) =2n, ®(uy) =3.
21 for2<¢<4
P(u;) = P

2i+1 for5<i<n
If the induced edge labels are taken as,
For n =1, ®*(uuy) = 1, ®*(vuy) = 2
For n > 2,
O (uu;) =14, 1 <i<n.
O*(vuy)) =n+i, 1<i<n
then the obtained edge labels are all distinct and so the labeling ® satisfies the Heronian
mean condition. Now, we have to show that w(a) = >  ®*(za) are distinct for all the
€N (a)
vertices in G. We have
For n =1, w(u) =1, w(v) =2, w(u;) =3
For n > 2,
w(u) =
w(v) = 3”2% and
w(u;) =n+2i,1 <i<n.
Thus w(a) is distinct for every a € V(G). So ® is a Heronian mean anti-magic labeling.
Hence, K5 ,,n <9 is Heronian mean anti-magic graph.
As described in the proof of Theorem 3.6, Heronian mean anti-magic labeling for K 7
and is shown in Figure 6.

n(n+1)
2

FIGURE 6. Kj7

(i) Let n > 10. Let @ : V(Ka2,) — {1,2,...,2n + 1} be any mapping such that
the induced edge mapping ®* : E(K3,) — {1,2,...,2n + 1} is given by ®*(zy) =

d(x)+P P(x)® % d(x)+ P(x)d
{(H )+ /76 (y)} or &*(zy) = | LW H/ERIE)

w(x) # w(y) for any x,y € V(Ksy,) where w(z) = >, ®*(ux). We have to show that
u€N (z)

if such a mapping ® exists, then the induced edge mapping coincide for some edges. Let
X ={u,v} and Y = {uy,us,...,uy} be the partition of V(K3,). Let e be any edge of
K2,n
Case 1. &*(e) = 1.

Since ®*(e) = 1, one of the end points of e must receive the label 1.
We claim that ®(u) # 1 and ®(v) # 1.

If ®(u) = 1, then there are n edges incident with the vertex u whose label can be one
of the values in the set {1,2,...,2n+ 1}. The largest possible value for a vertex is 2n + 1.
Even when that label is assigned for a vertex, by part (1) of Lemma 3.1 the corresponding

, both @, ®* are injective and
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edge label is <n—1 for all n > 10. Hence it is impossible to
get n distinct labels for the edges incident with u and so ®(u) > 1. Analogously, ®(v) > 1.

Therefore there exists a vertex w; € Y such that e = wu; and ®(u;) = 1. As ®*(e) =1,
®(u) should have the label 2 or 3.

If ®(u) = 2, the largest possible value is 2n + 1. But by part (2) of Lemma 3.1 the
corresponding edge label is, 2+2”+1§r Vint2 o 2””*3””76 <n—1for all n > 14. Thus we
cannot distinctly label all the n edges incident with .

If 10 < n < 13, there are n distinct labels for n edges incident with u. Since ®(u;) =1,
by part (1) of Lemma 3.1 we have ®*(vu;) < n. But there exist a vertex u; such that
®*(vu;) = ®*(uw;). Thus the edges cannot be labeled distinctly.

If ®(u) = 3, by part (3) of Lemma 3.1 and by a similar argument as above the edge
values of all the n edges cannot be distinct if n > 18. For 10 < n < 12, we cannot label the
edges distinctly even if we have n + 1 labels for n edges incident with w. Since ®(u;) =1,
by part (1) of Lemma 3.1 we have ®*(vu;) < n. Suppose ®*(vu;) # ®*(uu;) for any u;.
Then there exist a vertex u, € Y such that ®*(uuy) = 2, otherwise ®*(vu;) = ®*(uu;) for
some u; € Y. Since ®*(uuy) = 2 and ®(u) = 3, we have ®(uy) = 2. Now by applying part
(2) of Lemma 3.1 ®*(vuy) < n. Therefore ®*(vuy) = ®*(uu;) and so the edges cannot
be distinctly labeled. For 13 < n < 17, the maximum edge value is n. But there exist a
vertex ug such that ®*(uuy) = ®*(vu;), which is not possible.

Hence we arrive at a contradiction if ®*(e) = 1.

Case 2. ®*(e) # 1.

Since ®*(e) # 1, it follows that each edge must receive one of the value from the set
(2,3,....2n +1}.

Let e, e’ be two edges such that ®*(e) = 2 and ®*(¢’) = 2n+ 1 where ¢’ = uu;. In order
to get an edge labeled 2n+ 1, one of the end points must receive 2n+ 1 and the other must
receive 2n. Then either ®(u;) = 2n+ 1 and ®(u) = 2n or ®(u) = 2n + 1 and P(u;) = 2n.
Without loss of generality, let ®(u) = 2n + 1 and ®(u;) = 2n. Since ®*(e) = 2, e is never
incident with the vertex u. Let e = vu; and ®(v) can be one of {2,3,4,5} and ®(u;)
can be one of {1,2,3,4}. But by Case 1, we get a contradiction if ®(v) = 2 or 3 and

If ®(v) = 4, then ®(u;) must be either 1 or 2. By applying part (4) of Lemma 3.1, any
edge incident with v have the edge value ®*(vu;) <n —1 for all n > 17.

For n = 10,11, the maximum edge label is n + 2 and the minimum edge label is 2 and
so we have n + 1 labels for n edges incident with v. Since ®(u;) = 1 or 2, by part (1)
or (2) of Lemma 3.1 we have ®*(uu;) < n + 1. Since ®*(e) # 1, there exist an edge e;
such that ®*(e;) = 3 and e; must be incident with the vertex v, otherwise ®*(e;) = 3 is
not possible. Let e; = vu,. Then the possible vertex labels for u, can be one of {1,2,3}.
Now by part (1),(2) or (3) of Lemma 3.1, ®*(uu,) < n + 1. Then there exist a vertex
u; € Y such that either ®*(vu;) = ®*(uu;) or ®*(vu;) = ®*(uu,) and so the edges cannot
be distinctly labeled. For 12 < n < 16, the minimum edge label is 2 and maximum edge
value is n 4+ 1 and so we have n labels for n edges incident with v. Since ®(u;) =1 or 2,
by part (1) or (2) of Lemma 3.1 we have ®*(uu;) < n+ 1. Then there exist a vertex u;
such that ®*(vu;) = ®*(uu;). Hence we cannot label the edges distinctly.

If ®(v) = 5, by applying part (5) of Lemma 3.1, we get a similar contradiction as in
the above discussion. So, if ®*(e) # 1, two edges receive the same edge label. Thus no
such function exists. Hence for n > 10, the graph K» , is not a Heronian mean anti-magic
graph. ([l

14+2n414++/2n+1 < 14+2n+14n—5
3 3
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4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proved that P, ® 2K;, kC,,, CL,, are all Heronian mean anti-
magic and we have proved that the union of two trees of order at least 3 does not satisfy
the Heronian mean anti-magic labeling. Added to this, using the inequality method we
have also proved for n > 10, K3, is not a Heronian mean anti-magic graph. In this paper,
we propose the following open problem:

(1) Characterize for all positive integer m,n for which K,,, is not Heronian mean
anti-magic labeling
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