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Abstract 

 

The MCDS issue (minimal connected dominant set) is the most significant optimization task and is utilized in a variety of 

applications. In this post, we introduce the Global Domination Number, a new visual transformation. The multi-start local 

search algorithm (MSLS) is one of the suggested method's innovations for overcoming the problem of minimal integrated 

dominance. The suggested method's major objective is to decrease the problem of group dominance while also increasing 

efficiency. Knight's graph will be utilized to replace the performance-dominated global packaging system with the suggested 

MSLS controller.The suggested technique has the following advantages: high performance, maximum reliability, and flexibility 

in debugging dominating packages. Let's have a look at the polynomials that are globally dominating in some common suggested 

graphs. We create maps in order for them to exist in the actual world. Also, consider the amount of words that dominate the 

worldwide power of certain of the cards. 

 

 

Keywords: Global power, domination set, multi-start local search algorithm (MSLS), Fixed- Knight’s graph, NP-completeness 

 

1. Introduction 

 

The independent set issue is one of the outstanding conventional combinatorial progression issues in diagram theory due to its various 

critical applications, including anyway not confined to networks, map naming, computer vision, coding speculation, booking, gathering 

[1, 2]. Like free set issue, overpowering set issue is moreover a critical all around inspected combinatorial improvement issue in diagram 

speculation. The decision set issue has a wide extent of usages including distant frameworks organization, office region issues, etc 

Ruling set issues are among the fundamental class of combinatorial issues in diagram improvement, from a speculative similarly as 

according to a sensible point of view [3, 4]. For a given diagram  EVGG ,  , a subset of vertices VD  is implied as a decision 

set if the extra vertices, i.e., 
D

V
is overpowered by as demonstrated by D a given topological association (e.g., they are generally close 

by in any occasion one vertex from D  ). Administering set issues (moreover routinely called control issues in charts) have attracted the 

thought of PC analysts and used mathematicians since the mid 50s and their lose association with covering and independent set issues 

has lead to the headway of a whole assessment locale. There are various applications where set dominance and related thoughts expect 

a central part, including school transport coordinating, correspondence associations, radio station region, casual networks assessment, 

regular associations examination and moreover chess-issues. Varieties of administering set issues e.g., the related overpowering set 

issues the (weighted) independent decision set issues, among others for extra of the decision set issues [5 - 8]. 
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The associated ruling set (CDS) issue is a conventional overpowering set issue with necessities [9, 10]. That is, a decision set S is a 

related overpowering set if the subgraph G(S) = (S, Eg(S)) is related, where Eg(S) = {(a, b)∈Eg |a∈S, b∈S}. The base related 

overpowering set (MCDS) issue is to search for a related decision set S with least cardinality. The MCDS issue expects a basic part in 

some veritable applications, for instance, network testing, far off sensor associations, and distant extraordinarily delegated associations. 

Free transcendence is the subject of finding a more ridiculous self-administering strategy of the most diminished cardinality in a chart 

by thought [11, 12]. This is perhaps the most inconvenient request of combinatorial improvement and stays perilous with fundamental 

obstacles. It is particularly unsafe for NPs for theoretical satellite charts for which the satisfiability issue is equivalent [13]. It is also 

NPhard for planar diagrams, charts without triangles, charts with degree 3 center points [14], straight diagrams, bipartite agreeableness 

charts, etc the most decreased total weight hypothesis. This assortment is unmistakably more perilous, since NP remains obviously 

interesting for hurting diagrams in which the independent district can be moved closer in polynomial time [15]. In the current work we 

assemble two NP hardness results which show that WID is NP hard in a sensible subclass of satellite mixing and consonant structures. 

Incredibly, little thought is paid to gifted reactions to the WID issue on classes of diagrams that are portrayed by a foreordained number 

of unlawfully incited subgraphs, Cographs and split charts are remarkable occurrences of this sort [16]. 

The trouble of calculating the perpetual space number can be tended to in a polynomial way for different get-togethers of diagrams, 

consolidating trees and charts with reasonable ranges [17, 18]. From the recursive improvement of cographen1 it follows that the 

unending spatial number of a related and separated cographs is two. Since limit evaluation plots are cographs, a practically identical 

affirmation applies to them. As a rule, it is difficult to choose the multifaceted design of the decision when a given diagram has 

considered a given entire number k of different wearisome force [19]. The essential difficulty seems to recline in the improvement of 

participation of a particular complexity class, since this requires brief certification that a common mentality of a given estimation can 

be upheld "until the time end". The choice of whether a given chart has an everlastingly extraordinary solicitation of everything 

considered one number k is difficult for the co-NPNP, yet it's everything except apparent that it has its place in this difficulty pack [20]. 

It is exhibited that the base related overpowering set issue is NP-hard. With a movement of computational troubles brought by the quick 

augmentation of tremendous data of late, most existing estimations become deficient when dealing with NP-troublesome issues on 

immense instructive lists. In like manner, fairly as of late, various researchers submitted their undertakings to developing new 

computations to oversee gigantic certified charts. 

 

2. Recent review works 

 

The algorithmic control issue in the dominance set has received a lot of attention in the literature. As a result, some of them are discussed 

as follows. 

Using the φp -polynomial philosophy, Ahmed et al. [21] supported an authority of the topological features of specific composite 

advances. φp - A polynomial is a technique of mathematically advancing toward a graph, and it plays an important role in theoretical 

research. It's used to calculate the specific positives of a variety of topological records that rely on the φp grade set. Some control and 

dominance topological papers are resolved using these φp - Polynomials. 

Galby et al.[22] investigated how edge choking affects and vertex erasures reduced the control number of graphs. Nonetheless, the 

problem is coNP-hard on subcubic legless plots 1k , subcubic planar plots, and sans conap graphs, as shown here. On the plus side, 

we show that for an 1k y, the issue can be resolved in polynomial time 15 pkp  on free graphs for any and that it can be tended to 

in - time and - time 0k , respectively, when described by tree width and mim width. 

Abu-Khzam et al.[23] looked at a specified unique version of the Red-Blue Dominating Set problem as well as its intermediate form. 

The strong forms' fixed-boundary manageability for the (ostensibly) change boundary, while remaining W[2] - difficult for the addition 

boundary. To provide a comprehensive examination of the complexities of the topic of mixing distinct boundary mixtures. 

Zhang et al.[24] developed the 1hopReason thinking rule to encourage a nearby enthusiastic development approach. A crossover 

dynamic network support method (HDC+), in particular, is designed to transition on the other hand between a fresh fast availability 

maintenance strategy based on traversal tree and its previous companion. Finally, to make the computation more chivalrous while 

picking vertices, get a two-level vertex determination heuristic with a proposed scoring capability termed chronosafety. 

Dublois et al.[25] have cultivated this environment. In a graph, an upper overpowering set is an unimportant governing set. The goal of 

the Upper Dominating Set problem is to find the largest upper overpowering arrangement possible. We investigate the complexity of 

Upper Dominating Set specified computations, as well as its sub-remarkable estimation. To begin, we show that, under ETH, the k - 

Upper Dominating Set cannot be resolved on time, and, at the same time, we show that, for any stable proportion r and any >0, there is 

no r-guess computation that can be completed on time. Then, at that point, we resolve the issue's complication, as described by pathwidth, 

by providing a calculation in time O*(6PW) increasing the existing best O*(7PW),, as well as a lower bound appearing that our computation 

is all we can obtain under the SETH. 

 

 

3.Preliminaries 
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The supplement of G , indicated by G is the graph with vertex set vtxG and  edgedg GyzyzG  / .For any vertex Gi  , the open 

neighborhood of i is the set    edgGyzGii  / and the shut area is     iii  . We characterize the power 

domination number of a disengaged graph G as the amount of the power domination number of its segments. A subset vtxG is 

free if each pair of vertices  in is non"adjacent in G  . The freedom number of G , indicated  G0  , is the most extreme size of an 

autonomous set in G . A subset vtxG is a vertex cover if each edge is occurrence on a vertex in . The vertex covering number

 G0  , of G  is the base number of vertices in a vertex cover. The base size among all global overwhelming set in G is the global 

domination number of G  and is signified by  GGbl  . 

Using a multi-start local search method(MSLS), we show that the global power dominance problem is NP-complete for Knight's graphs 

in the next section. In section 3, we look at a few characteristics of the global power dominance number. In area 4, we use MSLS to 

describe  GGblpower trees and process the value of  GGblpower major graphs such as cycle, way, wheel graph, and full k-partite 

graphs, as well as determine the global power dominance number of circulant graphs and Knight's graphs. 

Theorem 1:Global power dominating set is NP-finished for Knight’s graphs. 

Proof: "To demonstrate that global power overwhelming set issue is NP-finished issue, we will shape a polynomial change from power 

ruling set to global power ruling set. Let G be any graph and GG  . First we will demonstrate that getting the base power 

overwhelming arrangement of G  is equivalent to tracking down the base global power ruling arrangement of  . Let 
1 and 2  be the 

power arrangement of G and G separately." To demonstrate that 21  is a power set for  . Obviously 21  is a global 

powerdominating set of  . Presently we need to demonstrate that 21  is a minimum global power dominating set of  . Assume 

that pow is a global power dominating set for  with 
21 pow . Let vtxpowpow G 

1
 and vtxpowpow G 

2
. 

Then 2211
 powpow OR  . Suppose that 11

pow  . Since 
1pow examine all vertex of G , 

1pow is a power 

dominating set for G , which is a opposition. Thus 21   is a power set for  . Conversely let  be a power  set for . Let 

vtxG1 and vtxG2 . Then 
1 and 2 are power dominating set for G and G respectively. We prove that 

1 and 2

are power  set of G and G respectively. Suppose that 
1  is not a power set of G .So there is power a set,  in G with 1  

. Then 2 is a global power dominating set for  with  Gblpower 2 which leads to a contradiction. Here the 

graph  is constructed from G in polynomial time  i . Consequently the Proof. 

3.1. Properties of global power domination number 

The top bounds for worldwide power dominance number of a graph G  are investigated in the subsequent proposals [26]. 

Proposition 1: For any graph G ,      GGG gGblpowpow  . 

Proof: Every global power ruling set is a power dominating set and each global domination set is a global power dominating set. Thus 

the Proof. 

Proposition 2: “If G is a graph which has no inaccessible vertex, then     10  GGGblpow  . 

Proof: Let  be a maximum independent set of vertices in G . Then for any vertex    yVtxy   is a global power dominating 

set of G . Thus         10  GyVtxGGblpower  . 

Proposition 3: For a graph G such that G and G has no isolated vertex, then    GG GblpowerGblpower  . 

Proof:The Proof follows immediately after the explanation. 

Proposition 4:Let G be any graph,   iGGblpower  if and only if iG   or iG  . 

Proof: Let   iGGblpower  . Suppose iG   , i . Then G has atleast three vertices say ba, and c such thatthey are not equally 

adjacent to every other. Suppose that a is contiguous to b and c  is not adjacent to u . Then  uVtx is a global power dominating set 

of G . Which is the disagreement to our supposition   iGGblpower  . Hence iG   or iG  . Converse is obvious. 
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Proposition 5: Let G be a connected graph of order i , which has a vertex of degree 1i and   1G then   2 GGblpower . 

Proof: Let vtxGxw , , such that   1 iwD and   1xD  . Then  xw,  is a global power dominatingset. Hence

  2 GGblpower . 

Lemma 1:Let g  be an associated GPD (global power dominating set) and do  be - OIT set of g . Then, at that point each vertex in 

od has a private public [27]. 

Proof: Let ver  be any vertex in do  . By the meaning of a GPD,   doVerN .Suppose that verhas no private neighbor. Then, 

at that point each vertex in 
 

do

gver
is contiguous a vertex in

 ver

d 
 . Assume about a capacity       verdoverdogVf /,,/ . 

Then, at that point F is a GPD work on and       1212121  gddf OIT , repudiating that is a GPD set. In this 

way, every vertex in do  has a private neighbor. 

Lemma 2:Let g  be an associated GPD and do  be a GBL - set of g . Then, at that point any vertex dover  has a leaf neighbor. 

Proof: By Lemma 1, ver  has a private neighbor, say u


. Subsequently,    VerdouN 


 . Note that   dogVer / is free we get 

that u


 has just one neighbor ver  in g . Along these lines, is a leaf neighbor of ver . 

Lemma 3: Let g be an associated GPD graph and do  be a Gbl - set of g  . Then, at that point each leaf of g has a place with 

  dogVer / . 

Proof: Suppose that there exists a leaf u


of g  having a place with do . Let ver  be the neighbor of u


 . Since d  is a Gbl - set of g , we 

have dover  . Thus, u


has no private neighbor in g , negating Lemma 1. 

3.2: Global power domination of circulant graph 

Definition 1:"A circulant graph, signified by   niG ,....,2,1,  , 









2
1

i
n , 3i is characterized as an undirected graph 

comprising of the vertex set  1,...,1,0  iVtx  and the edge set       ...2,1,mod:,  wiwmnnmE  . 

Theorem 2:For a circulant graph  2,1cirgG   , 8i then, at that point     21 GG powGblpower . 

Proof:By proposition 1,    GG Gblpowpow   ,    GG Gblpowpow  .Hence   1 Gpow  .Let vtx  be a pow bunch of G

. Plainly G  is an ordinary graph  5i . So  vtx power overwhelms just  5i vertices. 

Every one of these  5i vertices is nearby atleast two non-noticed vertices. Thus   2 GGblpow . One can without much of a stretch 

confirm that any two continuous vertices on  2,1
icirg will be a worldwide force ruling set has been delineated in figure 1. 

 

Fig 1: A global power dominating set of  2,1
icirg  

3.3. Knight’s graph classes 
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Although the computation of the global force mastery polynomial is known P# , we may show some nice recursive or closed conditions 

for specific Knights graph classes. The global force mastery polynomial
nGPD  is essentially for the edgeless graph

nEd . Each free 

overpowering set has a size of one in the overall graph, and along these lines, 

  nGPDGPDKGDo nx ,  

Theorem 3:Let  GPDververKwx ,21   be the finished Knights graph and 1, xw  . 

Then, at that point, 

  xw

wxx GPDGPDGPDKGDo ,  

Proof: If in
1Ver  no less than one vertex is overwhelming, then, at that point in 

2Ver all vertices are ruled. Accordingly, all vertices in

1Ver  should be overwhelming with the goal that they are a ruling set in the graph. A similar argumentation holds if something like one 

vertex in 
2Ver is ruling. 

Theorem 4:Let    EdVerGKN , be the way path with somewhere around four vertices. Then, at that point 

     GPDiDoGPDiDoGPDDo
xpathxxpathxxpathx ,,,

32 
  , with the underlying conditions 

      GPDGPDGPDDoandGPDGPDDoGPDGPDDo pathxpathxpathx  2

321
,2,,,  . 

Proof: If the main vertex of the way is overwhelming, then, at that point the second is ruled and hence it can not be ruling. This case 

will be checked by  GPDiDo
xpathx ,

2
  . In the event that the primary vertex is non-ruling, the subsequent vertex should be 

overwhelming. This gives  GPDiDo
xpathx ,

3
 and the hypothesis follows. 

Besides, we can utilize demonstrate an express recipe for the worldwide force control polynomial of the way
ipath . 

Theorem 5:Let    EdVerGKN ,  be the way 
ipath with 2i . Then, at that point 

 
 

v

x

v
xpathx GPD

vx

v
GPDDo 





 
















2
3

1 12

1
,  

Proof: Let  vxpath , be the quantity of worldwide force ruling arrangements  of 
xpath with precisely v vertices. From the definition 

it follows that between the vertices of  there must be a vertex not in  . Also, there must be  1 vvx other vertices not in , 

one or none of them might be "previously" the rest vertex in , between such vertices (so that there are inside and out two of them) or 

"behind" the last vertex in . Henceforth there are potential positions. It follows that   













12

1
,

vx

v
vxpath  . Thus, 

   
  

 

v

x

v

x

v

pathxpathx GPD
vx

v
viGPDDo 





 




















2
3

1

23

1 12

1
,,   

We can utilize the polynomial of the way
xpath  to demonstrate a hypothesis. 

4. Elimination of Global power dominating set problems based Knight’s graph using MSLS Algorithm 

Definition 2:"For 1,3  azz  , and   1, azGblpowD  , the Knight's graph  azKG , is the graph with vertex set

   12101210 ,,,,,,   ii EdEdEdEdVerVerVerVer   and edges xxEdVer , 1xxEdVer , zxxEdVer 
, for

1,,2,1,0  ix   wherever the addendum aggregate is taken modulo i . The vertices  1210 ,,, iVerVerVerVer  will be alluded 

to as external vertices and the vertices  1210 ,,, iEdEdEdEd  will be alluded to as internal vertices. The  xxEdVer edges are 

alluded to as spokes. 

Lemma 1: If G is the Knight's graph  azKG , , then, at that point     aGG powGblpow   . 

Proof: "Let G be a Knight's graph  azKG ,  and Q be a pow  bunch of G . Assume zy,  . On the off chance that

    1 zy , inG , zy, screens all the vertices with the exception of    zyed  . Then, at that point applying spread 



 

Copyrights @Kalahari Journals  Vol. 7 No. 1(January, 2022) 

 International Journal of Mechanical Engineering  

 

2072 

standard to any vertex in  edGvtx / . Assuming     0 zy , then in G , screens all the vertices straightforwardly [28]. 

Consequently in the two cases  is a worldwide force ruling arrangement of G accordingly    GG powGblpow    furthermore, 

by proposition 1    GG powGblpow  . For the Knight's graph      aazKGazKG pow  ,,, . Thus 

    aGG powGblpow   . 

Theorem 6.The global power domination number of Knight's graph   5,2, zzKG , is       22,2,  zKGzKG powpow  . 

Proof: Let  1210 ,,, zVerVerVerVer  be the external vertices and  1210 ,,, zEdEdEdEd  be the inward vertices of  2,zKG  

, We realize that    22,  zKGpow . By suggestion 1,    22,  zKGGblpow . One can check that  111  zxEdEd xx
, is 

a force ruling arrangement of both G  and G  has been displayed in figure 2. Thus the evidence. 

 

Fig.2: Structure of global power dominating set of  3,5KG  

The Knight’s graph jKN ,5  

For the improvement of the subsequent hypothesis, the 5×5 Knight's graph is the most significant of all the Knight's graphs 5,5KN  

considered up to this point. It is a scenario in which each army participates in all repeated security of the plurality of armies [29], as seen 

in the present Knight's graph. Furthermore, the 5×5 chessboard’s size allows for the largest number of vertices to be secured by only 6 

armies being placed on the board. The accompanying proportion of efficacy will help we understand and smooth out the rest of the talk. 

The usage factor jiKN , of a ji Knight's graph jiKN , is defined as the proportion of ji to.  jiR KN ,  We consider a vertex's vtx

wastage to be the greatest number of vertices vtx it can secure, but it can't because the vertices xvt  aren't present, or because another 

vertex xvt  is securing a nearby vtx vertex, independent of the army stationed at vtx , implying that even after the army stationed at

vtx  is removed, xvt   it can still w secure and the wide range of various vertices that were u securing before the army vtx stationed at 

was removed. 

Lemma 2: For the Knight’s graph 5,5KN ,   8, jiR KN . 

Proof: The graph 5,5KN  has a solitary focal vertex 4,4Q and setting two armies voluntarily 4,4Q represent the insurance of nine vertices 

including 4,4Q  . The leftover sixteen vertices will be secured by setting an army each at the four commonly agreeable vertices

 4,55,43,44,3 ,,, QQQQ  . The necessary arrangement design is 
                 65656 ,3,5,6,4,3, TDDDDTD and   8,5 jR KN  

. 

The Knight’s graph jKN ,7 , jKN ,8 and jKN ,9  
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Lemma 3: For the Knight’s graph 9,9KN ,   249,9 KNR . 

Proof: If consider the essential board approach, we distinguish that there are eight focal vertices  5,53,55,43,45,34,33,3 ,,,,,, QQQQQQQ

and 5,5Q  , which when set with two armies each will ensure all the vertices of the graph 9,9KN aside from the five vertices, 

 1,85,58,22,2 ,,, QQQQ and 9,9Q  , which can be secured simply by setting a solitary army at every last one of these vertices. Thus the 

complete number of armies needed in this methodology is 21. Anyway utilizing the split board approach, we get,   229,9 KNR  . 

The position example of armies can be gotten from the particular split sheets that cosmetics the given chessboard. 

The Proof of the preceding lemmas using the divided board method is negligible, as the indispensable board approach would not require 

a smaller number of armies to ensure all of the vertices of the chessboards under consideration. 

Lemma 4: For the Knight’s graph 8,9KN ,   248,9 KNR  

Lemma 5: For the Knight’s graph 7,9KN ,   227,9 KNR  

Straightforward checks uncover that the R - upsides of the Knight's graphs jKN ,7 and jKN ,8 can be acquired utilizing the split board 

approach and the
R  - values are organized in Table 1. 

 

 

Table 1:Lookup table giving the R -value of the Knight’s graph jiKN , . 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

2 2 2 4 4 6 8 8 8 10 

3 3 4 5 6 6 8 9 11 12 

4 4 4 6 6 6 9 10 12 12 

5 5 6 6 6 6 10 12 12 12 

6 6 8 7 9 10 12 16 18 18 

7 7 8 10 10 12 16 20 20 22 

8 8 8 11 12 12 18 20 24 24 

9 9 10 12 12 12 19 22 24 24 

4.1. Proposed Algorithm 

The proposed estimation MSLS relies upon a multi-restart structure. In the multi-restart structure, the estimation more than once plays 

out the fundamental course of action advancement stage (line 3) and the close by chase stage (lines 4–17). Close by pursuit starts with 

the basic candidate reply for track down a greater game plan. Specifically, the basic candidate course of action is worked by the energetic 

procedure (line 3), on which we use the close by request methodology to search for the local ideal (lines 6–15). At the point when a 

related overpowering set is gained , the estimation flips a vertex and edge in the up-and-comer reply for dispense with it from   

(line 8 and 9) until there are some undominated vertices and edges [30]. Then, the computation exchanges two vertices and edges 

iteratively until transforms into a functional plan (lines 12 and 5). Repeat this collaboration until the best course of action has not been 

worked on inside express edge MAX_no_improve (lines 5–17). Finally, we restart the previous cycle for a gave time span to examine 

changed empowering locales. Note that  implies the close by ideal found by neighborhood search,
Best  records the best game plan 

got as of not long ago, and NSt shows the most limit restarting times. 

 

 

Steps of proposed algorithm 

Input: An undirected connected graph  EdvtxKG KGKGG , , NSt , MAX_no_improve 

Output: The best solution 
Best  

1: 0iter ; 

Best ; 

2:while NStiter   do 

3: ()_ solutioninitial ; 

i 

j 
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4: 0_ improveno ; 

5:while improvenoMaximproveno ___   do 

6:               if is better than
Best ; 

7: 

Best ; 

8:   ()__ removeflippingvertex ; 

9:   ()__ removeflippingedge ; 

10: 0_ improveno ; 

11:  endif 

12: ()__ removeflippingvertex ; 

13: ()__ addflippingvertex ; 

14: ()__ removeflippingedge ; 

15:  ()__ addflippingedge ; 

16: 1__  improvenoimproveno ; 

17:   endwhile 

18: 1 iteriter  ; 

19:   endwhile 

20: return
Best ; 

 

The algorithm for finding  jiR KN ,  

We currently present the ideal calculation for finding the R - worth of a given Knights graph  jiR KN ,  . 

Optimal MSLS algorithm 

Information: ji,  - the request for the chessboard, the query tableT  

Algorithm: 

Step 1: Find xjzwjybxaw
j

b
i

a 






 








 
 ,,5,5,

5

5
,

5

5
 , 

Step 2: Compute 

     zTayTbzyTba ,55,,6  ; 

Yield:  - the MSLS of the Knight's graph  jiR KN , . 

Theorem 7:The Optimal MSLS calculation is right. 

Proof: The dialogue at the beginning of segment 8 provides evidence of correctness. 

Theorem 8: A consistent time computation is an optimal MSLS calculation. 

Proof: The query table is a 99 table and requires steady an ideal opportunity to populate and recover values from. Stage 1 registers 

consistent number of qualities in steady time. Stage 2 registers the R - worth of the given ji  Knights graph in consistent time. Thus 

the Optimal MSLS calculation is a consistent time calculation. 

 

 

5. Conclusion 

 

We proposed a new invariant graph called global power dominance in this article, which reflects the minimal cardinalities of all global 

power dominating sets GblpowG of in this article. We begin by evaluating and proving the NP completeness of the proposed MSLS 

method for solving the global power domain issue. The complete cardinality range of the trees was also defined, and the precise values

powerG  for the base diagram, circulant graph, and Knight Graphs were computed. This might be because the established algorithm 

necessitates a layout of the plates, which are treated as entrances rather than corners or edges.Although the suggested MSLS technique 

is infrequent with nonexistent lines, the results of this paper indicate that it is feasible to create a fixed-time algorithm to analyse graphs 

of any size. 
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