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Abstract—For an undirected graph G = (V,E) and a k-non-
negative integer vector p = (p1, . . . , pk), a mapping l : V →
N ∪ {0} is called an L(p)-labeling of G if |l(u)− l(v)| ≥ pd
for any two distinct vertices u, v ∈ V with distance d, and
the maximum value of {l(v) | v ∈ V } is called the span of
l. Originally, L(p)-labeling of G for p = (2, 1) is introduced in
the context of frequency assignment in radio networks, where
‘close’ transmitters must receive different frequencies and ‘very
close’ transmitters must receive frequencies that are at least two
frequencies apart so that they can avoid interference. L(p)-
LABELING is the problem of finding the minimum span λp

among L(p)-labelings of G, which is NP-hard for every non-zero
p. L(p)-LABELING is well studied for specific p’s; in particular,
many (exact or approximation) algorithms for general graphs or
restricted classes of graphs are proposed for p = (2, 1) or more
generally p = (p, q). Unfortunately, most algorithms strongly
depend on the values of p, and it is not apparent to extend
algorithms for p to ones for another p′ in general. In this paper,
we give a simple polynomial-time reduction of L(p)-LABELING
on graphs with a small diameter to METRIC (PATH) TSP, which
enables us to use numerous results on (METRIC) TSP. On the
practical side, we can utilize various high-performance heuristics
for TSP, such as Concordo and LKH, to solve our problem. On
the theoretical side, we can see that the problem for any p under
this framework is 1.5-approximable, and it can be solved by the
Held-Karp algorithm in O(2nn2) time, where n is the number
of vertices, and so on.

Index Terms—Frequency Assignment, Distance-constrained
Labeling, L(p1, . . . , pk)-Labeling, TSP, Graph Diameter, Param-
eterized Complexity

I. INTRODUCTION

For an undirected graph G with n vertices and m edges, and
a k-nonnegative integer vector p = (p1, . . . , pk), a mapping
l : V → N∪{0} is an L(p)-labeling of G if |l(u)− l(v)| ≥ pd
for any two distinct vertices u, v ∈ V with distance d, the
maximum value of {l(v) | v ∈ V } is called the span of l. The
notion of L(p)-labeling for p = (2, 1) can be seen in Hale [18]
and Roberts [30] in the context of frequency assignment
in radio networks, where ‘close’ transmitters must receive
different frequencies and ‘very close’ transmitters must receive
frequencies that are at least two frequencies apart so that
they can avoid interference. L(p)-LABELING is the problem
of finding the minimum span λp among L(p)-labelings of
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G, which is NP-hard for every non-zero p. Since L(p)-
LABELING for k = 1 is the ordinary coloring problem, the
cases of k ≥ 2 are essential to study L(p)-LABELING under
its name. In particular, the problem for p = (p1, p2) = (p, q)
is called the L(p, q)-LABELING problem and intensively and
extensively studied.

Among infinite settings of (p, q), probably L(2, 1)-
LABELING is most studied. It is shown that L(2, 1)-
LABELING is NP-hard even for restricted classes of graphs,
such as planar graphs, bipartite graphs, chordal graphs [6],
graphs with diameter 2 [17], and graphs of tree-width 2 [13].
In contrast, only a few graph classes are known to be solvable
in polynomial time. For example, L(2, 1)-LABELING can be
solved in polynomial time for paths, cycles, wheels [17], co-
graphs, and trees [8], [21]. These algorithms are straightfor-
ward (paths, cycles, wheels) or strongly depend on the proper-
ties of graphs (co-graphs and trees). In fact, the NP-hardness
for graphs of tree-width 2 implies that the polynomial-time
solvability for trees (graphs of tree-width 1) depends on not
a tree-like structure but the tree structure itself; it might
be difficult to extend or generalize algorithms for trees to
superclasses of trees. Note that the algorithm of [21] for trees
is quite involved though its running time is linear. Furthermore,
L(p, q)-LABELING is NP-hard even for trees, if p and q do
not have a common divisor.

Another direction of research for intractable problems is
to design exact exponential-time algorithms whose bases or
exponents are small. For example, Junosza-Szaniawski et
al. [25] present an algorithm for L(2, 1)-LABELING whose
running time is O(2.6488n), which is currently the fastest.
This algorithm uses the exponential size of memories. The cur-
rent fastest exact algorithm with polynomial space for L(2, 1)-
LABELING is proposed by Junosza-Szaniawski et al. [26], and
it runs in O(7.4922n) time. These algorithms are specialized
in L(2, 1)-LABELING. As more generalized algorithms, Cy-
gan and Kowalik presented an exact algorithm for a more
general labeling problem, called channel assignment problem.
It is based on the fast zeta transform in combination with
the inclusion-exclusion principle [11]. The algorithm solves
L(p, q)-LABELING in O∗((max{p, q}+1)n) time and L(2, 1)-
LABELING in O∗(3n) time, where polynomial factors are
omitted in O∗ notation.
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In summary, L(p)-LABELING is well studied in the fields
of algorithm design, but most of the developed algorithms are
tailored to p and graph classes, and it is hard to generalize
them.

A. Our contribution

In this paper, we address the L(p)-LABELING problem on
graphs with a small diameter, which is known to be NP-
hard. Our approach is simple; we just solve the problem
via TSP. Namely, our main contribution is an O(nm)-time
reduction from L(p)-LABELING for graph G with diameter
at most the dimension of p, say k, to METRIC PATH TRAV-
ELING SALESMAN PROBLEM (TSP) under the assumption
that pmax ≤ 2pmin, where pmin = min{p1, . . . , pk} and
pmax = max{p1, . . . , pk}. Note that the most well-studied
setting p = (2, 1) satisfies this condition. Although this
reduction is available only for graphs with a small diameter
and p satisfying the above condition, it enables us to use
numerous results of (METRIC) TSP.

On the practical side, since many practical algorithms for
(Metric) TSP have been developed, they can be applied to
solve L(p)-LABELING for graphs with a small diameter
with a minor modification. For example, the Lin-Kernighan
heuristic for symmetric TSP [29] and its variants are known to
have outstanding performance, and there are several excellent
implementations [1], [24]. Such implementations can be used
to solve our problems as engines practically.

On the theoretical side, the reduction leads to several
algorithms with performance guarantees, such as an O(2nn2)-
time algorithm and a 1.5-approximation algorithm for L(p)-
LABELING if the diameter of an input graph is at most
k and if pmax ≤ 2pmin. Both of the results imply that a
small diameter and the setting p may make the problem
easier; it is only known that L(p, q)-LABELING for general
graphs can be solved in O∗((max{p, q} + 1)n) time and
be O(min{∆,

√
n+ p/q})-approximable in polynomial time,

where ∆ is maximum degree. Particularly, in case of k = 2,
our reduction reduces the problem (i.e, L(p, q)-LABELING)
to Path TSP with 2-valued edge weights, which can be solved
via PARTITION INTO PATHS. Since PARTITION INTO PATH is
known to be fixed-parameter tractable for modular-width [16],
so is our problem. On the other hand, we point out that L(p, q)-
LABELING for graphs with diameter 2 is W[1]-hard for clique-
width, which could show a frontier between fixed parameter
(in)tractability.

In passing, we can show that L(1, . . . , 1)-LABELING on
general graphs is fixed-parameter tractable for modular-width.
Although the parameterized complexity of L(p, q)-LABELING
for modular-width remains open in general, L(p)-LABELING
becomes pmax-approximable in FPT time for modular-width
by the FPT result for L(1, . . . , 1)-LABELING.

B. Related work

1) Distance-Constrained labeling: The original notion of
distance-constrained labeling can be seen in Hale [18] and
Roberts [30] in the context of frequency assignment. In

frequency assignment, ‘close’ transmitters must receive dif-
ferent frequencies, and ‘very close’ transmitters must receive
frequencies that are at least two frequencies apart to avoid
interference. Then, Griggs and Yeh formally introduced the
notion of L(p, q)-labeling in [17]. Since p and q could be any
natural numbers, there are infinite settings of L(p, q)-labeling,
but L(2, 1)-labeling is most studied. One of the reasons is
the context of more general frequency assignment because the
setting explained above is interpreted as L(2, 1)-labeling. In
the context of frequency assignment, it is natural to consider
the setting of p ≥ q. Also, q = 1 might be natural because it
decides the unit. Another reason why L(2, 1) is most popular
is that the setting of p = 2 and q = 1 seems the most natural
and fundamental among the settings represented by L(p, q)-
labeling. Indeed, L(1, 1)-labeling of G is equivalent to the
ordinary coloring on the square of G; we do not need to study
L(1, 1)-labeling itself in this name.

As introduced in the previous sections, the L(p, q)-
LABELING problem or specifically the L(2, 1)-LABELING
problem is NP-hard even for restricted classes of graphs.
Thus polynomial-time algorithms for particular classes of
graphs and exact exponential-time algorithms are developed.
We list here other results than those mentioned before. As for
approximation, L(p, q)-LABELING is NP-hard to approximate
within factor better than n

1
2−ε. On the other hand, there is

an asymptotically tight O(min{∆,
√
n+p/q})-approximation

algorithm where ∆ is the maximum degree of G [19].
For the parameterized complexity, the L(2, 1)-LABELING

problem is fixed-parameter tractable for vertex cover num-
ber [14], clique-width plus maximum degree, or twin cover
number plus maximum clique size [20]. Although it is less
critical to study L(1, . . . , 1)-LABELING (we write L(1)-
LABELING hereafter) in this name, L(1)-Labeling can be used
for approximating L(p)-LABELING; L(1)-Labeling yields
pmax-approximation of L(p)-Labeling, pmax = maxd∈[k] pd.
For this reason, we are interested in the complexity of L(1)-
LABELING or Coloring of powers of graphs. It is known that
L(1, 1)-LABELING is W[1]-hard for the tree-width [14], even
though the ordinary Coloring is FPT, but L(1)-LABELING is
in XP for clique-width [31], which implies that it is in XP for
tree-width. Hanaka et al. also show that L(1, 1)-LABELING is
fixed-parameter tractable when parameterized by twin cover
number [20].

The generalized setting, L(p), is also studied but is less
popular. Bertossi and Pinotti present approximation algorithms
of L(p)-LABELING for trees and interval graphs [5]. L(p)-
LABELING is fixed-parameter tractable for the neighborhood
diversity, pmax, plus k [12]. Further related work for L(p)-
LABELING can be found in the following surveys [7], [22].

2) (METRIC PATH) TSP: TRAVELING SALESMAN PROB-
LEM (TSP) might be the most studied combinatorial optimiza-
tion problem from both practical and theoretical points of view.
Thus, we here list only a few of the results.

On the practical side, an enormous number of works have
been devoted to developing efficient algorithms for TSP for a
long time. For example, as mentioned before, implementations



of the Lin-Kernighan type algorithms [29] have outstanding
performance, and it was reported even in 2003 [3] that an
implementation of the chained Lin-Kernighan can constantly
find near-optimal solutions for instances with 100,000 cities
or more. Moreover, some implementations, such as Concorde
and LKH [1], [2], are available on the Web. Developments are
continuing, and improvements are still reported [33], [37].

On the theoretical side, TSP has been studied from various
aspects. For example, the Held-Karp algorithm with time
complexity O∗(2n) was proposed in 1962 [4], [23], and the
existence of an exact algorithm with time complexity O∗(cn)
for some c < 2 is still open [35]. For approximation, the
general symmetric TSP has no approximation algorithm unless
P=NP, whereas the METRIC TSP, which is a restricted version
of TSP whose edge-weights satisfy the triangle inequality,
is known to be 1.5-approximable by the Christofides algo-
rithm [9]. Recently, this bound has been slightly improved
by a randomized algorithm whose approximation ratio is at
most 1.5 − 10−36 [27]. Note that our reduction is not to
METRIC TSP but to METRIC PATH TSP. Naive applications
of algorithms for METRIC TSP to METRIC PATH TSP do not
preserve approximation guarantees, though it is shown that α-
approximation algorithm for TSP can be used to obtain an
(α + ε)-approximation solution of PATH TSP for arbitrary
ε > 0 [34]. For METRIC PATH TSP, Zenklusen recently gives
a deterministic 1.5-approximation algorithm [36]. By combin-
ing the results on [27] and [34], a randomized algorithm can
obtain an approximate solution whose ratio is slightly better
than 1.5.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Notations

Let G = (V,E) be an undirected and connected graph
where n = |V | and m = |E|. The distance between two
vertices u, v in G is denoted by distG(u, v). The diameter
of G is defined by diam (G) = maxu,v∈V distG(u, v). For a
vertex v ∈ V , we denote by NG(v) = {u ∈ V | {u, v} ∈ E}
the set of adjacent vertices of v in G. For a vertex subset
S ⊆ V , G[S] is defined as the subgraph induced by S.
The complement graph of G is denoted by G. Also, the k-
th power of graph G is denoted by Gk. Given a positive
integer k, we define [k] = {1, 2, . . . , k}. For an integer vector
p = (p1, . . . , pk), we define pmin = min{p1, . . . , pk} and
pmax = max{p1, . . . , pk}. Let 1 = (1, . . . , 1) be a vector
such that each element is 1.

B. Graph parameters

A vertex subset M ⊆ V is a module of a graph G if any
pair of u, v in M satisfies that NG(u) \M = NG(v) \M .

Definition 1 (Modular-width). A graph G = (V,E) has
modular-width at most ` (≥ 2) if it satisfies (i) |V | ≤ `, or
(ii) there is a partition (V1, . . . , V`) of V such that for each
i ∈ [`], Vi is a module and G[Vi] has modular-width at most
`. The minimum ` such that G has modular-width at most `
is denoted by mw(G).

There is a polynomial-time algorithm that computes mw(G)
and its decomposition [32].

Definition 2 (Neighborhood diversity). A graph G = (V,E)
has neighborhood diversity at most ` if there is a partition
(V1, . . . , V`) of V such that every pair of vertices u, v in Vi
satisfies NG(u) \ {v} = NG(v) \ {u} for each i ∈ [`]. The
minimum ` is denoted by nd(G).

Note that each of Vi’s in Definition 2 is a module of G and it
forms either an independent set or a clique. As with modular-
width, there is a polynomial-time algorithm for computing
nd(G) and its partition [28].

Proposition 1. For any graph G = (V,E), mw(G) = mw(G)
holds.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that if G has modular-width at
most `, then G has modular-width at most `. We show this
claim by induction on the number of vertices n. First, if n ≤ `,
then both G and G clearly satisfy condition (i), so the claim
holds.

Next, assume that n > ` and that the claim holds for any
graph whose number of vertices is less than n. Let (V1, . . . , Vt)
be a partition of V such that each Vi is a module and G[Vi]
has modular-width at most `. Note that t ≤ `. Then, for each
pair of u, v ∈ Vi, it holds that:

NG(u) \ Vi = (V \NG(u)) \ Vi
= (V \NG(v)) \ Vi
= NG(v) \ Vi.

Therefore, Vi is module of G. Furthermore, since G[Vi] =
G[Vi], G[Vi] has modular-width at most ` by the assumption
of induction. Therefore, G satisfies condition (ii) of Def.1.

Proposition 2. For any connected graph G = (V,E),
nd(G2) ≤ mw(G) holds, where G2 is the second power of
G.

Proof. If |V | ≤ mw(G), we are done as nd(G2) ≤ |V |.
Otherwise, consider a partition (V1, . . . , V`) of V such that
Vi is a module for each i ∈ [`] where ` ≤ mw(G). Since G is
connected, any module is adjacent to at least one module, and
vertices between two modules are completely joined; that is,
for the two modules Vi and Vj , there is an edge {u, v} between
any pair of u ∈ Vi and v ∈ Vj . Thus, the distance of each pair
of vertices in a module is at most 2, and hence each module
forms a clique in G2. Furthermore, for each pair of u, v ∈ Vi,
NG2(u) \ Vi = NG2(v) \ Vi follows from NG(u) \ Vi =
NG(v) \ Vi. Therefore, NG2(u) \ {v} = NG2(v) \ {u} holds,
which implies nd(G2) ≤ mw(G).

Finally, we introduce the clique-width cw(G) of G, which
is a more general graph parameter than tree-width, modular-
width, and neighborhood diversity. Namely, if some problem
is not in FPT for tree-width, modular-width or neighborhood
diversity, it is also not in FPT for clique-width. It is defined by
some tree structures like tree-width, but we omit the detailed
definition in this paper. Clique-width is a well-studied graph



𝜆𝒑 𝐺, 𝜋

𝐺

𝑏

𝑎𝑐

𝑒

𝑑

𝐻

𝑏

𝑎𝑐

𝑒

𝑑

𝒑𝟏𝒑𝟏

𝒑𝟐

𝒑𝟑

𝒑𝟐

𝒑𝟑

𝒑𝟏

𝒑𝟏

𝒑𝟏

𝒑𝟐

𝑣2

𝑣1𝑣4

𝑣3

𝑣5

𝜆𝒑 𝐺, 𝜋

𝑤4,5

𝑤3,4
𝑤2,3

𝑤1,2

Fig. 1. The construction of H for L(p1, p2, p3)-LABELING on G with
diameter 3.

parameter, and many results are known. For example, cographs
are the graph class of clique-width at most 2. We refer readers
to [10]. In order to show the W[1]-hardness of L(2, 1)-
LABELING on graphs with diameter 2 when parameterized
by clique-width in Section IV, we prove that HAMILTONIAN
PATH is W[1]-hard.

Theorem 1. HAMILTONIAN PATH is W[1]-hard for clique-
width.

Proof. We reduce HAMILTONIAN CYCLE, which is W[1]-hard
for clique-width [15]. Given a graph G = (V,E) of clique-
width cw(G), pick arbitrary vertex v and add a new vertex
v′ that is adjacent to vertices in N(v). That is, v and v′ are
false twins. Then we further add two vertices w,w′ that are
adjacent to v and v′, respectively. It is easily seen that G has a
hamiltonian cycle if and only if the constructed graph G′ has
a hamiltonian path from w to w′. Since adding a vertex that is
a false twin for some vertex to G does not change the clique-
width and adding a leaf vertex increases the clique-width by
at most 2, cw(G′) ≤ cw(G) + 4 holds. This completes the
proof.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we show a polynomial-time reduction from
L(p)-LABELING to METRIC PATH TSP. PATH TSP is the
problem to finding a hamiltonian path of minimum weight
on an edge-weighted complete graph. Furthermore, METRIC
PATH TSP is the restricted version of PATH TSP such that
the edge-weights of the input graph satisfy the triangular
inequality.

Theorem 2. If pmax ≤ 2pmin, L(p)-LABELING on graphs of
diameter at most k can be reduced to METRIC PATH TSP in
O(nm) time.

Proof. First, we define an edge-weighted complete graph H =
(V,
(
V
2

)
, w) from an input graph G (see Figure 1). For a pair

of vertices u, v ∈ V with distG(u, v) = d, the edge weight
of {u, v} in H is defined by w(u, v) = pd. Note that since
diam(G) ≤ k, w(u, v) is well-defined. Furthermore, pmin ≤
w(u, v) ≤ 2pmin holds by pd ≤ 2pmin for each d ∈ [k], and
thus w satisfies the triangle inequality.

For a permutation π : V → [n], we say that an L(p)-
labeling l is an L(p)-labeling for π if it satisfies l

(
π−1(1)

)
≤

l
(
π−1(2)

)
≤ · · · ≤ l

(
π−1(n)

)
. We denote by λp(G, π)

the minimum span among all of L(p)-labelings for π. Here,
we observe that any minimum L(p)-labelings for π satisfies
l
(
π−1(1)

)
= 0. If not, we obtain another labeling l′ such that

l′((π−1(i)) = l((π−1(i))−1, which contradicts the minimality
of l.

Given a permutation π, let l be an L(p)-labeling for π with
minimum span λp(G, π) on G. In the following, we denote
vi = π−1(i) and wi,j = w(vi, vj) for simplicity. Then we
show the following key claim, which implies that l (vi) is the
length (sum of weights) of path (v1, v2, · · · , vi) on H .

Claim 1. For the edge-weighted complete graph H , the
labeling l satisfies that l (vi) =

∑i−1
t=1 wt,t+1 for any i ∈ [n].

Proof. We prove the claim by induction on i. As the base
case, we have that l(v1) = 0. Furthermore, we consider the
case of i = 2. Since l is a minimum L(p)-labeling for π, it
satisfies that 0 = l (v1) ≤ l (v2) ≤ · · · ≤ l (vn). Since 0 =
l (v1) ≤ l (v2), we have l (v2) ≥ l (v1) + pdistG(v1,v2) = w1,2.
Moreover, l(v2) ≤ w1,2 follows from l (v2) ≤ · · · ≤ l (vn)
and the minimality of l. Thus, the claim holds when i = 2.

In the induction step, assume that the claim holds for each
j ∈ [i− 1]. By the minimality of l and l (v1) ≤ · · · ≤ l (vn),
the label of vi can be expressed as:

l (vi) = min
{
x | x ≥ l (vj) + pdistG(vj ,vi),∀j ∈ [i− 1]

}
= min {x | x ≥ l (vj) + wj,i,∀j ∈ [i− 1]}
= max
j∈[i−1]

{l (vj) + wj,i} .

For each j ∈ [i− 2], it holds that

l (vi−1)− l (vj) =

i−2∑
t=1

wt,t+1 −
j−1∑
t=1

wt,t+1

=

i−2∑
t=j

wt,t+1

≥ wi−2,i−1 ≥ pmin.

Furthermore, wi−1,i − wj,i ≥ pmin − 2pmin = −pmin holds.
Thus, for any j ∈ [i− 2], we have:

(l (vi−1) + wi−1,i)− (l (vj) + wj,i)

= (l (vi−1)− l (vj)) + (wi−1,i − wj,i)
≥ pmin − pmin = 0.

Consequently, we obtain

l (vi) = max
j∈[i−1]

{l (vj) + wj,i+1}

= l (vi−1) + wi−1,i

=

i−1∑
t=1

wt,t+1.

Claim 1 means that λp(G, π) = l(vn) is equivalent to
the length of the hamiltonian path π on H . Since λp(G) =



minπ {λp(G, π)}, PATH TSP on H is equivalent to L(p)-
LABELING on G.

Finally, we discuss the running time of the reduction. For
the construction of H , we create the distance matrix of G.
This can be done in O(nm) time by the breadth-first search
for each vertex. We then construct the weighted adjacency
matrix of H from the distance matrix of G. Clearly, it can
be constructed in O(n2) time. Thus, the total running time is
O(nm) +O(n2) = O(nm).
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Fig. 2. Paths P1, . . . , P5 consisting of only edges of weight p along π
correspond to paths in G.

As a corollary, we can obtain an optimal solution in
O(2nn2) time and a 1.5-approximate solution in polynomial
time by applying algorithms for METRIC PATH TSP proposed
in [23] and [36], respectively, after the above reduction.

Corollary 1. If pmax ≤ 2pmin, L(p)-LABELING on graphs
of diameter at most k can be solved in O(2nn2) time.
Furthermore, it is approximable within 1.5 in polynomial time.

Further observation shows that our problem is fixed-
parameter tractable for modular-width.

Corollary 2. The L(p, q)-LABELING problem on graphs of
diameter at most 2 is fixed-parameter tractable for modular-
width.

Proof. Let G be a graph of diameter at most 2 and H be the
weighted complete graph obtained from G as in Theorem 2.
Notice that the weight of an edge in H is either p or q.

First, we consider the case that p ≤ q. For a permutation π
of V , we define:

Aπ = {i ∈ [n− 1] | wi,i+1 = p}
Bπ = {i ∈ [n− 1] | wi,i+1 = q} .

Note that {π−1(i), π−1(i+ 1)} for i ∈ Aπ corresponds to an
edge in E.

Since the weight of an edge in H is either p or q, the
following equation holds:

λp(G, π) =

n−1∑
i=1

wi,i+1 =
∑
i∈Aπ

p+
∑
i∈Bπ

q

= (n− 1)p+ (q − p) |Bπ| .

Therefore, we have λp(G) = (n − 1)p + (q − p) minπ |Bπ|.
Since n, p, q are constant, solving L(p)-LABELING for G is
equivalent to finding π that minimizes |Bπ| on H .

Here, let P1, . . . , Ps be paths along π such that each Pi
contains only edges with weight p (see Figure 2). Note that
some Pi could be one vertex. By the definition of such paths,
s = |Bπ| + 1. We observe that edges in Pi corresponds to
edges in G. Thus, minimizing |Bπ| on H is equivalent to the
PARTITION INTO PATHS problem, which is the problem to
minimize the number of paths that partition V in G. This can
be computed in f(mw(G))nO(1) time [16].

For the case that p > q, we can similarly solve L(p, q)-
LABELING by computing PARTITION INTO PATHS on the
complementary graph G of G. Since mw(G) = mw(G) by
Proposition 1, it can also be computed in f(mw(G))nO(1)

time.

IV. RELATED RESULTS

In the previous section, we showed that L(p, q)-LABELING
is fixed-parameter tractable for modular-width on graphs of
diameter 2. In this section, we first point out that L(2, 1)-
LABELING is W[1]-hard for clique-width even on graphs of
diameter 2.

Theorem 3. L(2, 1)-LABELING on graphs with diameter 2 is
W[1]-hard for clique-width.

Proof. In [17], Griggs and Yeh give a reduction from HAMIL-
TONIAN PATH to L(2, 1)-LABELING on graphs with diameter
2. Given a graph G = (V,E) as an instance of HAMILTONIAN
PATH, the reduced graph of L(2, 1)-LABELING is constructed
by taking the complementary graph G of G and adding a
universal vertex x that is adjacent to all the vertices in V . Since
cw(G) ≤ 2cw(G) holds for any graph G [10] and adding a
universal vertex x increases the clique-width of G by at most
1, the clique-width of the reduced graph in [17] is at most
2cw(G) + 1. This completes the proof.

Note that L(1, 1)-LABELING on graphs with diameter 2 is
trivially solvable because the graph power G2 of a graph of
diameter 2 is a complete graph.

The fixed-parameter tractability of L(p, q)-LABELING for
modular-width remains open in general. On the other hand,
we show that L(1, 1)-LABELING and even L(1)-LABELING
on general graphs are fixed-parameter tractable by modular-
width in contrast to L(p, q)-LABELING.

Theorem 4. L(1)-LABELING on general graphs is fixed-
parameter tractable for modular-width.

Proof. As mentioned in [12], nd(G) ≥ nd(Gk) holds for any
graph G and any positive integer k ≥ 1. By Proposition 2, we
have mw(G) ≥ nd(G2) ≥ nd(Gk) for any positive integer k ≥
2. Also, L(1)-LABELING on G is equivalent to COLORING on
Gk. We know that COLORING is fixed-parameter tractable for
neighborhood diversity [28]. Solving COLORING on Gk, one
can compute L(1)-LABELING in f(mw(G))nO(1) time.

As the corollary of Theorem 4, we obtain an FPT-
approximation algorithm for L(p)-LABELING with respect to
modular-width.



Corollary 3. There is a pmax-approximation fixed-parameter
algorithm for L(p)-LABELING on general graphs with respect
to modular-width.

Proof. For any constant c, λcp = cλp holds. Thus, we have
λp ≤ λpmax1 ≤ pmaxλ1. By Theorem 4, we obtain a pmax-
approximation fixed-parameter algorithm by modular-width.

REFERENCES

[1] “Concorde TSP solver,” http://www.math.uwaterloo.ca/tsp/concorde.
html, accessed: 2023-02-11.

[2] “LKH,” http://webhotel4.ruc.dk/∼keld/research/LKH/, accessed: 2023-
02-11.

[3] D. Applegate, W. Cook, and A. Rohe, “Chained lin-kernighan for large
traveling salesman problems,” INFORMS Journal on Computing, vol. 15,
no. 1, pp. 82–92, 2003.

[4] R. Bellman, “Dynamic programming treatment of the travelling
salesman problem,” J. ACM, vol. 9, no. 1, p. 61–63, jan 1962. [Online].
Available: https://doi.org/10.1145/321105.321111

[5] A. A. Bertossi and C. M. Pinotti, “Approximate l (δ1, δ2,. . . , δt)-coloring
of trees and interval graphs,” Networks: An International Journal,
vol. 49, no. 3, pp. 204–216, 2007.

[6] H. L. Bodlaender, T. Kloks, R. B. Tan, and J. Van Leeuwen, “Approx-
imations for λ-colorings of graphs,” The Computer Journal, vol. 47,
no. 2, pp. 193–204, 2004.

[7] T. Calamoneri, “The L(h, k)-labelling problem: An updated survey
and annotated bibliography,” Comput. J., vol. 54, no. 8, pp. 1344–1371,
2011. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1093/comjnl/bxr037

[8] G. J. Chang and D. Kuo, “The L(2, 1)-labeling problem on graphs,”
SIAM Journal on Discrete Mathematics, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 309–316,
1996.

[9] N. Christofides, “Worst-case analysis of a new heuristic for the travelling
salesman problem,” Carnegie-Mellon Univ Pittsburgh Pa Management
Sciences Research Group, Tech. Rep., 1976.

[10] B. Courcelle and S. Olariu, “Upper bounds to the clique width of
graphs,” Discrete Applied Mathematics, vol. 101, no. 1, pp. 77–114,
2000.

[11] M. Cygan and Ł. Kowalik, “Channel assignment via fast zeta transform,”
Information Processing Letters, vol. 111, no. 15, pp. 727–730, 2011.

[12] J. Fiala, T. Gavenčiak, D. Knop, M. Kouteckỳ, and J. Kratochvı́l,
“Parameterized complexity of distance labeling and uniform channel
assignment problems,” Discrete Applied Mathematics, vol. 248, pp. 46–
55, 2018.

[13] J. Fiala, P. A. Golovach, and J. Kratochvı́l, “Distance constrained
labelings of graphs of bounded treewidth,” in International Colloquium
on Automata, Languages, and Programming. Springer, 2005, pp. 360–
372.

[14] J. Fiala, P. A. Golovach, and J. Kratochvı́l, “Parameterized complexity
of coloring problems: Treewidth versus vertex cover,” Theor. Comput.
Sci., vol. 412, no. 23, pp. 2513–2523, 2011. [Online]. Available:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcs.2010.10.043

[15] F. V. Fomin, P. A. Golovach, D. Lokshtanov, and S. Saurabh, “In-
tractability of clique-width parameterizations,” SIAM Journal on Com-
puting, vol. 39, no. 5, pp. 1941–1956, 2010.
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