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Abstract. Consider a graph GG which belongs to a graph class C. We
are interested in connecting a node w ¢ V(G) to G by a single edge uw
where u € V(G); we call such an edge a tail. As the graph resulting from
G after the addition of the tail, denoted G 4 uw, need not belong to the
class C, we want to compute a minimum C-completion of G 4+ w, i.e., the
minimum number of non-edges (excluding the tail uw) to be added to
G + uw so that the resulting graph belongs to C.

In this paper, we study this problem for the classes of split, quasi-thre-
shold, threshold, and Ps-sparse graphs and we present linear-time algo-
rithms by exploiting the structure of split graphs and the tree represen-
tation of quasi-threshold, threshold, and Pj-sparse graphs.

Keywords: edge addition - completion - split graph - quasi-threshold
graph - threshold graph - Ps-sparse graph

1 Introduction

Given a graph G, an edge connecting a vertex w ¢ V(G) to a vertex u of G is
a tail added to Gj let us denote the resulting graph as G + uw. If G belongs
to a class C of graphs, this may not hold for the graph G + uw. Hence, we are
interested in computing a minimum C-completion of G + uw, i.e., the minimum
number of non-edges (excluding the tail uw) to be added to G + ww so that
the resulting graph belongs to C; such non-edges are called fill edges. The above
problem is an instance of the more general (C,+k)-MinEdgeAddition problem
[22] in which we add k given non-edges in a graph belonging to a class C and we
want to compute a minimum C-completion of the resulting graph.

Computing a minimum completion of an arbitrary graph into a specific graph
class is an important and well studied problem with applications in areas in-
volving graph modeling with missing edges due to lacking data, e.g., molecular
biology and numerical algebra [OT9/25]. Unfortunately, minimum completions
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into many interesting graph classes, such as split graphs, chordal graphs and
cographs, are NP-hard to compute [2/8/T6/30]. This led the researchers towards
the computation of minimal completions, the solution of problems with restricted
input, and approximation or parameterized algorithms.

A related field is that of the dynamic recognition (or on-line maintenance)
problem on graphs: a series of requests for the addition or the deletion of an
edge or a vertex (potentially incident on a number of edges) are submitted and
each is executed only if the resulting graph remains in the same class of graphs.
Several authors have studied this problem for different classes of graphs and have
given algorithms supporting some or all the above operations; we mention the
edges-only fully dynamic algorithm of Ibarra [I3] for chordal and split graphs,
and the fully dynamic algorithms of Hell et al. [IT] for proper interval graphs, of
Shamir and Sharan [26] for cographs, of Heggernes and Mancini for split graphs
[10], and of Nikolopoulos et al. for Py-sparse graphs [23].

In this paper, we exploit the structure of split graphs and the tree represen-
tation of quasi-threshold, threshold, and Pj-sparse graphs in order to present
algorithms for computing a minimum completion of a given graph G in each of
these classes to which we have added a tail. Given the (K, S)-partition of a given
split graph or the tree representation of a given quasi-threshold, threshold, or
Py-sparse graph, our algorithms run in optimal O(n) time where n is the number
of vertices of G. These algorithms are a first step towards the solution of the
(C,+1)-MinEdgeAddition problem [22] for each of these four classes C of graphs.

2 Theoretical Framework

We consider finite undirected graphs with no loops or multiple edges. For a
graph G, we denote by V(G) and F(G) the vertex set and edge set of G, re-
spectively. Let S be a subset of the vertex set V(G) of a graph G. Then, the
subgraph of G induced by S is denoted by G[S]. The neighborhood Ng(x) of a
vertex x of the graph G is the set of all the vertices of G which are adjacent to
x. The closed neighborhood of x is defined as Ng[z] := Ng(z) U {x}. The degree
of a vertex = in G, denoted deg(z), is the number of vertices adjacent to x in
G; thus, deg(z) = |Ng(x)|. A vertex of a graph is universal if it is adjacent to
all other vertices of the graph. We extend this notion to a subset of the vertices
of a graph G and we say that a vertex is universal in a set S C V(G), if it
is universal in the induced subgraph GI[S]. Finally, C}, (Py resp.) denotes the
chordless cycle (chordless path resp.) on k vertices; in each Py, the unique edge
incident on its first or last vertex is called a wing.

3 Split Graphs

The split graphs are of wide theoretical interest and have been the focus of many
research papers. An undirected graph G is split if its vertex set V(G) admits a
partition into a clique K and an independent set S [7]; the partition into K, S
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Fig. 1: The structure of the tree representation of a threshold graph [20]

can be computed in time proportional to the size of the graph. It also holds that
a graph is split if and only if it contains no induced Cy, C5, or 2Ks.

Lemma 1. Let G be a split graph with vertex partition into a cliqgue K and an
independent set S, u a vertez of G, uw a tail, and Ky = {x € K| Ng(z)NS # 0}.
Then, there exists a split-completion for the graph G + uw in which the number
of fill edges needed is 0 if u € K and |K;| — degg(u) if u € S.

Proof. If uw € K, no fill edge (in addition to ww) is needed, which is optimal,
since G 4 uw is a split graph with clique K and independent set S U {w}.

Now consider that v € S. A split completion of G + uw can be obtained
by connecting u to all its non-neighbors in K§; the resulting graph is split with
clique K;U{u} and independent set SU (K — K;)U{w}. To prove its optimality,
suppose for contradiction that there existed a split completion of G + uw that
uses fewer than |K,| — degg(u) fill edges. Then, there would exist a vertex a €
K\ Ng(u) which is not incident on any fill edge. If there existed one more vertex
be K\ (Ng(u)U{a}) not incident on any fill edge as well, then the edges ab
and ww would form a 2K5, a contradiction. Then, all the fill edges would be
incident on the vertices in K, \ (Ng(u) U {a}). But then, if z is a neighbor of a
in S, the edges az and uw would form a 2K, a contradiction. O

Since the vertices in the clique K are all pairwise adjacent, we note that
|K \ K;| < 1. The lemma directly implies that given the set K, the minimum
number of fill edges can be computed in O(|V(G)|) time otherwise the time
complexity is O(|V(G)| + |E(G)|).

4 Threshold and Quasi-threshold Graphs

Threshold Graphs. A well-known subclass of perfect graphs called threshold
graphs are those whose independent vertex set subsets can be distinguished by
using a single linear inequality. A graph G is threshold if there exists a threshold
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Fig.2: The tree representation of a quasi-threshold graph.

assignment [, t] consisting of a labeling « of the vertices by non-negative integers
and an integer threshold ¢ such that: a set S C V(G) is independent if and only
if a(v1) + a(v2) + - - - + a(vp) <t where v; € S,1 < i < p. Chvatal and Hammer
[3] first proposed threshold graphs in 1973 and have proved that the threshold
graphs are precisely the graphs that contain no induced Cy, Py, or 2Ks.

Nikolopoulos [20] proved that every threshold graph admits a unique rooted
tree representation as shown in Figure [I} each tree node is associated with a
vertex set V; ; (these sets partition the vertex set of the graph) with each V;;
inducing a clique and each of the remaining sets containing a single vertex (note
that the tree nodes associated with these singleton sets have no descendants)
and the vertices in the union of the sets associated with the nodes on a path of
tree edges from a tree node to any one of its descendants induce a clique. Thus,
the vertices in Vi 1 are adjacent to all the vertices in (J,., Vi,;, the vertices in
U; U;j>2 Vi, form an independent set, and the vertices in |J; Vi1 induce a clique.

Let G be a threshold graph and consider adding a tail uw to G where u €
V(G). Then we can show the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let G be a threshold graph and let its tree representation Tg consist
of nodes associated with sets V; ; where 0 < i < h and 1 < j < k; (Figure ).
Consider the addition of a tail uw where w € V(G). Then, there exists a mini-
mum threshold completion of the graph G +uw using f fill edges (excluding uw)
where:

(i) Tue Vg, then | = mingces { (Simesn b Vol ) + g Vaal s
(i1) If u € V; ; where 2 < j < k;, then f = min{f1, fo} where

fi = S Vel + miniceen { (S ey X2 Veal) + o Vaal } - and
fo = S WVeal 4+ minosesiot { (Zhoes XAz Vael ) + Xeg Vel } — 1.

Quasi-threshold Graphs. A graph G is called quasi-threshold, or QT-graph for
short, if G contains no induced Cy or Py [6/I8127128]. The class of quasi-threshold-



Adding a Tail in Classes of Perfect Graphs 5
TS UL
" /\ " A " A\

Fig. 3: The forbidden subgraphs of the class of Py-sparse graphs [15].

graphs is a subclass of the class of cographs and properly contains the class
of threshold graphs [4U5l729]. Nikolopoulos and Papadopoulos [24] have shown,
among other properties, a unique rooted tree representation of QT-graphs which
is a generalization of the tree representation of threshold graphs (Figure [2): the
tree nodes are associated with disjoint vertex subsets each inducing a clique and
the vertex sets associated with the tree nodes in a path from a tree node to any
of its descendants induce a clique. It has been proven that a graph is QT-graph
if and only if it admits such a tree representation [I7J21I]. Then, by generalizing
the approach for threshold graphs, we can show the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Let G = (V, E) be a QT-graph, and let T¢; be its tree representation.
Consider the addition of a tail uw incident on a node u of G and suppose without
loss of generality that u € Vi1 and that the vertex sets associated with the tree
nodes on the path from the root of T to the node associated with Vi1 are in
order Vo.1,Vi1,...,Vi1. Then, there exists a minimum QT completion of the
graph G 4+ uw, and the minimum number of fill edges needed (excluding the

tail ww) s mino<ess { (Shoper XA Vel ) + 3o [Vea |

5 Pys-sparse Graphs

The Py-sparse graphs are defined as the graphs for which every set of 5 ver-
tices induces at most one Py [12] (Figure Bl depicts the 7 forbidden subgraphs
for the class of Pj-sparse graphs). The Pj-sparse graphs are perfect and also
perfectly orderable [I2], and properly contain many graph classes, such as, the
cographs, the Pj-reducible graphs, etc. (see [IIT4IT5]). They have received con-
siderable attention in recent years and find applications in applied mathematics
and computer science (e.g., communications, transportation, clustering, schedul-
ing, computational semantics) in problems that deal with graphs featuring “local
density” properties.

For a Pj-sparse graph either the graph or its complement is disconnected
with the connected components inducing Ps-sparse graphs, or induces a spider.
A graph H is called a spider if its vertex set V(H) admits a partition into sets
S, K, R such that:

— the set S is an independent set, the set K is a clique, and |S| = |K| > 2;
— every vertex in R is adjacent to every vertex in K and to no vertex in S;
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Fig.4: (left) A thin spider; (right) a thick spider. Fig.5

— there exists a bijection f : S — K such that for each vertex s € S either
Na(s)NK = {f(s)} or No(s) N K = K — {f(s)}; in the former case, the
spider is thin, in the latter it is thick (see Figure []).

Note that for |S| = |K| = 2, the spider is simultaneously thin and thick. To
avoid ambiguity, in the following, for thick spiders we assume that |K| > 3.

In [15], Jamison and Olariu showed that each Pj-sparse graph G admits a
unique tree representation, up to isomorphism, called the Py-sparse tree T(QG)
of G, which is a rooted tree such that:

(i) each internal node of T'(G) has at least 2 children provided that |V (G)| > 2;
(ii) the internal nodes are labelled by one of 0, 1, or 2 (0-, 1-, 2-nodes, resp.)
and the parent-node of each 0- or 1-node ¢ has a different label than ¢;

(iii) the leaves of the Pj-sparse tree are in a 1-to-1 correspondence with the
vertices of G; if the least common ancestor of the leaves corresponding to
two vertices v;,v; of G is a 0-node (1-node, resp.) then the vertices v;, v; are
non-adjacent (adjacent, resp.) in G, whereas the vertices corresponding to
the leaves of a subtree rooted at a 2-node induce a spider.

The structure of the Py-sparse tree implies the following lemma.

Lemma 4. Let G be a Py-sparse graph and let H = (S, K, R) be a thin spider
of G. Moreover, let s € S and k € K be vertices that are adjacent in the spider.

P1. Every vertex of the spider is adjacent to all vertices in Ng(s) \ {k}.
P2. Every vertex z € K\ {k} is adjacent to all vertices in Ng (k) \ {s, 2}

Let G be a given graph to which we want to add the tail uw with v € V(G).
Let tot1---tpu be the path from the root tg of the Pj-sparse tree T of G to
the leaf associated with u. Moreover, let V; (0 < i < h) be the set of vertices
associated with the leaves of the subtrees rooted at the children of ¢; except
for t;+1 and V}, be the set of vertices associated with the leaves of the subtrees
rooted at the children of ¢, except for the leaf associated with u (see Figure [).
The sets Vo, V1, ..., V3 form a partition of V(G) \ {u}.

We show that there always exists a minimum P,-sparse completion of the
graph G + uw exhibiting one of a small number of different formations for u, w.
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Fig. 6: (left) Formation 1; (right) Formation 2 where ¢ is a 1- or a 2-node. For-
mation 1 is a special case of Formation 2 when Z = (.

Lemma 5. Let G be a Py-sparse graph and T be its Py-sparse tree. Consider
the addition of a tail uw incident on a node u of G. Then, there exists a minimum
Py-sparse completion G’ of the graph G +uw such that for the Py-sparse tree T
of G', one of the following three cases holds:

1. The nodes u,w in Tg: have the same parent-node which is a 2-node corre-
sponding to a thin spider (S, K, R) with u € K and w € S.

2. The Py-sparse tree Tg: results from T by replacing the leaf for u by the
3-treenode Formation 1 shown in Figure [A(left).

8. The Py-sparse tree Tg: results from Tg by removing the leaf for u and re-
placing an 1- or a 2-node t in the path from the root of T to the leaf for u
by the 5-treenode Formation 2 in Figure [@(right).

Proof. Let Gopr be a minimum P,-sparse completion of the graph G + uw and
let Topr be its Py-sparse tree. We consider the following cases:

A. The leaves associated with u,w in Topr do not have the same parent-node:
Let Tk be the Pj-sparse tree obtained from Topr by using Formation 2 just
above the least common ancestor ¢ of w and u in Topr (Figure[D); let Gg be the
P;-sparse graph corresponding to the tree Tr. Then, Gr uses no more fill edges
than Topr. To see this, let ¢ be the child of ¢ that is an ancestor of the leaf for u
(note that ¢’ may coincide with the leaf for u). Since u, w are adjacent in Gopr,
t is a 1- or a 2-node. In either case, w is adjacent to all vertices corresponding
to the leaves of the subtree of Topr rooted at t' and all these edges, except for
the tail uw, are fill edges. If ¢ is a 1-node, then v is adjacent to all vertices in X
(Figure[M) and thus Gi uses no more fill edges. If ¢ is a 2-node then u is adjacent
to all the vertices in the clique Kx of the corresponding spider (which includes
w). Moreover, because w € Kx, w is adjacent to all the vertices in Kx \ {w}
and to at least 1 vertex in the independent set for a total of | K x| fill edges; these
fill edges can be used to connect u to the vertices in the independent set of the
spider and thus G'r uses no more fill edges in this case too.

Now, in the Py-sparse tree T in Figure [[{right), let A = V(G) \ (Z U {u}).
Recall that in the P,-sparse tree T of G, the path from the root ¢y to w is
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Fig. 7: (left) The Py-sparse tree Topr in which the leaves for u, w do not have the
same parent-node and have node t as their least common ancestor; (right) The
P,-sparse tree Tr obtained by using Formation 2 just above node ¢ which results
in no more fill edges than those in Gopr.

tot1 - -tpu and V; (0 <14 < h) is the set of vertices associated with the leaves of
the subtrees rooted at the children of ¢; except for t;11 (where t541 is the leaf
associated with u); see Figure

We first observe that the induced subgraph Ggr[Z] induced by the set of
vertices Z corresponding to the leaves of the subtree of Tr rooted at node ¢
coincides with the induced subgraph G[Z] (otherwise Gopr would include fill
edges that could be removed in contradiction to its optimality); then, let ¢ = ¢.
It also holds that node ¢ in T is a 1- or a 2-node, since node t was a 1- or a
2-node in Topr, as well. Let A = V(G) \ (ZU {u}). Note that there is no set V;
such that z,y € Vj, x is aneighbor of w in G, z € V;NA and y € V;NZ, otherwise
we can move x to Z along with y; because y is in Z, all adjacencies from y to
all the vertices in V(G) \ (V; U{u}) in G are maintained and this will also hold
for x, and the fill edge zw will be removed, a contradiction. Similarly, there is
no set Vj; such that x,y € Vj, y is a non-neighbor of v in G and x € V; N A and
y € V; N Z otherwise we can move y to A along with z. This implies that for
eachi=0,1,...,h, either V; C Aor V; C Z, and since t = t;, V), C Z.

Finally, there exists no j > k such that V; C A. Suppose that there existed
such a V; and let j be the largest such index. Then, because t =t is a 1- or a
2-node and k£ < j, there would exist vertex z € Vj, which would be adjacent to all
vertices in Vj. This implies that in T'g, the least common ancestor of z and the
vertices in Vj would be a 1-node. But then, if we moved V; to Z then we would
have fewer fill edges, a contradiction. Therefore, the tree Tg is as described in
Case 3 of the statement of the lemma.

B. The leaves associated with u,w in Topr have the same parent-node p: Then,
since u,w are adjacent, the parent-node p is either an 1-node or a 2-node.
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Fig. 8: A transformation that reduces the number of fill edges.

(i) The parent-node p of u,w in Topr s an 1-node: Then, the leaves associated

with 4 and w are the only children of p (Formation 1), otherwise we can use
Formation 2 as shown in Figure 8 which requires fewer fill edges. Then, w will
be adjacent to all neighbors of w in Topr; this and the optimality of Gopr
imply that Topr results from T by replacing the leaf for u by Formation 1.

(ii) The parent-node p of u,w in Topr is a 2-node: Let H = (S, K, R) be the

corresponding spider. If H is thick (thus |K| > 3), then no matter whether
the tail uw is an S-K, K-K, or R-K edge, the sum of degrees of u,w in
H (excluding uw) is at least |V(H)| — 3 + | K| — 2 (consider an S-K edge).
However, we would have added no more fill edges if we have made u universal
in G[V(H) \ {w}] and then applied Formation 2 at the parent of the leaf for
u (then Z =V (H)\ {u,w}) using V(H) —2 < V(H) + | K| — 5 fill edges.
In the same way, we show that we would have added no more fill edges if
H is a thin spider and the tail vw is a K-K or K-R edge. If uw is an S-K
edge with v € S and w € K, then we exchange u and w for the same total
number of fill edges and get a thin spider with u € K and w € S.

O

5.1 Adding a Tail to a Spider

In this section, we consider adding a tail uw to a spider H = (Sy, Ky, Ry)
where v € V(H). In the following two lemmas, we address the cases of a thin or
a thick spider H respectively.

Lemma 6. Consider the addition of a tail vw to a thin spider H = (Sy, Kn,
Ry) where u is a vertex of H. Then, for the number f of fill edges (excluding
the tail uw) in a minimum Py-sparse completion of the graph H + uw, it holds:

1.
2.
3.

ifueSu, f=|Kuy|—1i Rg =0 and f = |Kpy| otherwise;

ifue Ky, f= |KH| —-1;

if u € Ry, then f = min{ |Ry \ Nuu]|, |Ku|+ [’} where f’ is the num-
ber of fill edges (excluding uw) in a minimum Py-sparse completion of the
graph H[Rp| + uw.
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Proof. 1. Let v € Ky be the neighbor of v in H. Then, we can get a Py-sparse
graph as follows: if Ry = 0, we connect u to all vertices in Kg \ {v} (we get a
thin spider with S = (Sg\{u})U{w}, K = (Kg\{v})U{u}, and R = {v}, that
is, the tail vw is a wing of a P, of a thin spider), otherwise we connect v to all
vertices in {w} U (Sg \ {u}), which makes v universal in V(H) U {w} and u,w
form a separate connected component in G[V (G) \ {v}]; the total number of fill
edges (excluding the tail uw) is precisely |[Kg|—1if Ry = () and Ky otherwise.

Moreover, this is the minimum number of fill edges (excluding uw) needed.
First, we note that for each pair k;, s; where k; € K\ {v} and s; € Sg\ {u}, the
vertices v, u, w, k;, s; define an F5 or an F3 depending on whether the vertices
v, w are adjacent or not, which implies that at least | Ky |—1 fill edges (excluding
uw) are needed. Then, if there is a way of getting a Pj-sparse graph by adding
fewer than the number of fill edges mentioned in Case 1 of the statement of
the lemma, it has to be the case that (i) Ry # 0, (ii) each pair k;,s; where
ki € K\ {v} and s; € Sy \ {u} is incident on exactly 1 fill edge, and (iii) no
more fill edges exist. Let r € Ry and k € Ky \{v}. Then, the vertices v, u,w, k,r
induce a forbidden subgraph (an Fy if k is non-adjacent to both u,w, or an Fg
(F1, resp.) if k becomes adjacent to u (w, resp.) by means of a fill edge); thus,
at least Ky fill edges are needed in this case.

2. Let v € Si be the neighbor in H of u € K. Then, by connecting u to
all vertices in Sy \ {v} (which makes w universal in H) or by connecting w to
all vertices in Ky \ {u} yields a Py-sparse graph. Moreover, this is the minimum
number of fill edges (excluding the tail uw) that need to be added. Suppose,
for contradiction, that we get a Pj;-sparse graph after having added fewer than
| K| —1 fill edges (excluding uw) to the thin spider H. Then, there exists a pair
of adjacent vertices s, k with s € Sy \ {v} and k € Kg \ {u} such that neither s
nor k is incident on a fill edge. Then the vertices u, v, w, s, k induce a forbidden
subgraph F5 or F3 if w and v are adjacent or not, respectively, a contradiction.

3. The term Ry \ Ny [u] corresponds to making u universal in H[Ry] in which
case the resulting graph is P;-sparse (it is a thin spider with S = Sy U{w}, K =
Ky U{u}, and R = Ry \ {u}). The term |Kpg|+ f’ corresponds to adding |K x|
fill edges connecting w to the vertices in Kpy and then computing a minimum
Py-sparse completion of the graph H[Ry|+wuw. Note that no minimum Py-sparse
completion of H + uw exists with u not being universal in Ry and with using
fewer than |K | fill edges incident on the vertices in Sy U K if there were such
a minimum Pj-sparse completion H' of H + uw, then in H’, there would exist
a non-neighbor r € Ry and a pair of adjacent vertices s,k where s € Sy and
k € Ky such that neither s nor k would be incident on a fill edge; but then, in
H’, the vertices u, w,r, s,k induce an Fy or an F3 if w,r have been connected by
a fill edge or not, respectively, which leads to a contradiction. In turn, if H' has
at least | Ky fill edges incident on vertices in Sy UK g then H'[Ry U{w}] would
be Ps-sparse using fewer than f’ fill edges in contradiction to the minimality of
7. O
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Lemma 7. Consider the addition of a tail uw to a thick spider H = (Sg, Ky,
Ry ) where u is a vertex of H. Then, for the number f of fill edges (excluding
the tail uw) in a minimum Py-sparse completion of the graph H + uw, it holds:

1. ifue Sy,
|KH|—1=2 if|KH|:3andRH=(Z)

|KH|:3 2f|KH|:3and|RH|=1
f =< |Kyl+1=4 if|Ky|=3 and |Ry|>2
K| +1 if |[Kg| >4 and |Ry| > 1;

2. ifue Ky, f=1;
3. if u € Ry, then f = |Kg|+ [ where f' is the number of fill edges (excluding
uw) in a minimum Py-sparse completion of the graph H[Rp] + uw.

Proof. 1.Let v € Ky be the non-neighbor of u in H. Let us first consider the case
|Kg|=3.1f |[Ry| < 2, we can get a Py-sparse graph after having added the fill
edges vu and vw (this implies that v becomes universal in (V(H) \ {v}) U{w})
and those connecting u to the vertices in Ry if Ry is non-empty; then the
vertices in (V(H) \ {v}) U{w} induce a thin spider with K = (K \ {v}) U{u},
S = (S \ {u}) U{w}, and R = Ry, for a total of |[Ky|— 1+ |Ry| fill edges
(excluding the tail ww). If |Ry| > 2, a Py-sparse graph is obtained after in
addition to the tail uw, we add the fill edges vu, vw (again v is universal in
(V(H)\ {v})U{w}), and the fill edges connecting w to the vertices in K \ {v}
(then the vertices in (V(H)\ {v})U{w} induce a thin spider with K = Ky \ {v},
S =Sy \{u}, and R = Ry U{u,w}), for a total of | K|+ 1 fill edges (excluding
uw).

Now, consider the case that |[Kpg| > 4. If |Ry| < 1, we get a Py-sparse graph
after having made v universal by connecting it to the remaining vertices in Sy
by using |Kg| — 1 fill edges, and adding the fill edge wv, and those connecting
u to the vertices in Ry if Ry is non-empty, for a total of |[Ky|+ |Ry| fill edges
(excluding uw). If |Rp| > 1, a Py-sparse graph is obtained after having made v
universal (by adding the fill edges vu and vw) and after having connected w to
all vertices in K \ {v} (then the vertices in (V(H) \ {v}) U {w} induce a thick
spider with K = Ky \ {v}, S = Sy \ {u}, and R = Ry U {u,w}) for a total of
| K|+ 1 fill edges (excluding uw).

Below we show the minimality of this solution. Recall that v € Ky is the
non-neighbor of v in H. We consider each of the five cases.

(i) |Kg| =3 and Ry = (): Suppose, for contradiction, that there is a Pj-sparse
completion of H + uw with at most |[Ky| — 2 = 1 fill edge (excluding uw).
If v is incident on the unique fill edge (which connects v to u or w), then
the vertices in SU{v,w} induce an F5. Now suppose that the fill edge is not
incident on v. Moreover, there exists at least one vertex s € Sy \ {u} that
is not incident on the fill edge either. Then, the vertices u,v,w, s, k (where
k € Ky is the non-neighbor of s in H) induce an Fj if k, w are connected
by the fill edge, or an F5 otherwise.
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(ii) |Kg| = 3 and |Rg| = 1: Let Ry = {r}. Suppose, for contradiction, that
there is a Py-sparse completion of H + uw with at most |Ky| — 1 = 2 fill
edges (excluding uw). We distinguish three cases depending on whether v is
incident on 0, 1, or 2 fill edges:

e v is not incident on a fill edge: If there exists a pair s, k of non-neighbors
with s € Sg\{u} and k € Ky \ {v} such that none of s, k is incident on a
fill edge to u or w, the vertices u, v, w, s, k induce an F5. Otherwise, since
the number of such pairs is 2, for each such pair s, k, exactly one of s.k
is incident on a fill edge to u or w, and no other fill edges exist. If there
exists a vertex k € Ky \ {v} not incident on a fill edge to w, the vertices
u, v, w, k,r induce an Fj, otherwise each of the fill edges connects each
of the vertices in Kp \ {v} to w, and then w, v, w, s,k (for any pair s, k
of non-neighbors with s € Sy \ {u} and k € Ky \ {v}) induce an F5.

e v is incident on 1 fill edge (to w or w): Then, there is 1 more fill
edge; hence, there exist 2 vertices in the set (Sg \ {u}) U {r} that are
not incident on a fill edge connecting them to u or w, and let these
vertices be p1,p2. Then, the vertices u, v, w, p1, p2 induce an Fj if p1, ps
are connected by a fill edge or an F3 otherwise.

e v is incident on 2 fill edges connecting it to u and w: Then, there is no
other fill edge. Then, the vertices u, w, k, k', r (where {k, k'} = Kg \ {v})
induce an Fg.

(i) |[Kg| = 3 and |Rg| > 2: Let r1,72 be two vertices in Rp. Suppose, for
contradiction, that there is a P,-sparse completion of H + uw with at most
|[Kr| = 3 fill edges (excluding uw). Again, we distinguish three cases de-
pending on whether v is incident on 0, 1, or 2 fill edges:

e v is not incident on a fill edge: Consider the case that there exists a
vertex k € Ky \ {v} that is not incident on a fill edge to w. Let s € Sy
be the non-neighbor of k in H and A = (Sg \ {u, s})U{ry,r2}; the set A
contains 3 vertices which are common neighbors of v, k. If at least one
of these 3 vertices (say, p) is not incident on a fill edge to u,w, then the
vertices u, v, w, k,p induce an Fy, otherwise all 3 of these vertices are
incident on a fill edge to u,w (then these are all the fill edges) and the
vertices u, v, w, s, k induce an F5. On the other hand, if no such vertex k
exists, then both vertices in Ky \ {v} are incident on a fill edge to w,
accounting for 2 of the 3 fill edges; then there exists a vertex s’ € Sg\{u}
which is not incident on a fill edge to w, and the vertices u,v,w, s’, k'
(where k' € Ky is the non-neighbor of s') induce an Fs.

e v is incident on 1 fill edge (to w orw): There are 2 more fill edges; hence,
there exist 2 vertices in the set (S \ {u})U{r1,r2} that are not incident
on a fill edge connecting them to u or w, and let these vertices be p1, po.
Then, the vertices u, v, w, p1,p2 induce an Fy if p1, ps are connected by
a fill edge or an F3 otherwise.

e v is incident on 2 fill edges connecting it to w and w: Then, there is
1 more fill edge; hence, there exists a vertex k € Ky \ {v} that is not
incident on the fill edge. Moreover, there exist 2 vertices in the set (Sg \
{u,s})U{ry, r2} that are not incident on a fill edge connecting them to
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u or w (where s € Sy is the non-neighbor of k); let these vertices be
p1,p2. Then, the vertices u, w, k, p1, p2 induce an Fj if py, p2 are adjacent
or an I3 otherwise.

(iv) |Kg| >4 and Ry = 0: Suppose, for contradiction, that there is a Py-sparse
completion of H +wuw with at most | K |—1 fill edges (excluding the tail uw).
Again, we distinguish three cases depending on whether v is incident on 0,
1, or 2 fill edges:

e v is not incident on a fill edge: If there exists a vertex s € Sy \ {u} not
incident on a fill edge to u, w or to its non-neighbor k € Ky in H, the
vertices u, v, w, s, k induce an Fj5 if k,w are connected by a fill edge, or
an Fy otherwise; if all vertices in Sy \ {u} are incident on a fill edge to
u, w, or their non-neighbor in Kz, then there are no more fill edges and
the vertices u, v, w, k, k' (for any k, k' € Ky \ {v}) induce an Fg.

e v is incident on 1 fill edge (to u or w): Then, the remaining fill edges
are at most |Kg|— 2 in total. If there exist two vertices s1,s2 € Sy \ {u}
not incident on a fill edge to uw or w, the vertices u, v, w, s1, S induce an
F5 or an F3 depending on whether s1, sy are connected by a fill edge or
not. Thus, there cannot be two such vertices si, so; this implies that the
remaining fill edges are precisely |Kg| — 2, and they connect all but one
vertex in Sy \ {u} to u or w; let that vertex be s. Then, the vertices
u,v,w, s, k" (where k' € Ky \ {v} is a neighbor of s in H) induce an Fg
or an F; if the fill edge incident on v connects it to u or w respectively.

e v isincident on 2 fill edges connecting it to u and w: Then, the remaining
fill edges are at most |Kgy| — 3 in total; hence, there exist two pairs
of non-adjacent vertices s1,k; and $a,ke with $1,s2 € Sy \ {u} and
k1,ks € Kp \ {v} such that none of s1, $2, k1, k2 is incident on a fill edge
to u or w. Let A = Sy \ {u,s1,52}; the set A is the set of |[Ky| — 3
common neighbors of ki, kg in Sp other than u. If there exists a vertex
s € A not incident on a fill edge to u or w, then the vertices u, w, k1, ko, s
induce an Fg, otherwise, the remaining fill edges are precisely |Kg| — 3
and they connect each of the vertices in A to u or w, that is, none of
the vertices in K \ {v} is incident on a fill edge. Then, the vertices
u,w, 1, $2, k (where k is any vertex in Ky \ {v, k1, k2}) induce an F3.

(v) |Ku| >4 and |Ryg| > 1: Let 7 € Ry. Suppose, for contradiction, that there
is a Py-sparse completion of H + uw with at most |Kg| fill edge (excluding
the tail ww). Again, w distinguish three cases depending on whether v is
incident on 0, 1, or 2 fill edges:

e v is not incident on a fill edge: If there exists a vertex s € Sy \ {u} not
incident on a fill edge to u, w, or to its non-neighbor k € Ky in H, the
vertices u, v, w, s, k induce an Fy if k,w are connected by a fill edge, or
an F5 otherwise; if all vertices in Sy \ {u} are incident on a fill edge to
u, w, or their non-neighbor in K, which account for the |Kg| — 1 of
the | K| fill edges, there exist vertices k, k' € K \ {v} which are not
incident on a fill edge and then the vertices u, v, w, k, ¥’ induce an Fg.

e v is incident on 1 fill edge (to u orw): Then, the remaining fill edges are
at most |Kg|— 1 in total. If all vertices in Kg \ {v} are incident on a fill
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edge to w, then no more fill edges exist and the vertices u, v, w, s1, $2 (for
any s1, S2 € Sg\{u}) induce an F3. Thus, there exists k € Ky \{v} which
is not incident on a fill edge to w. The number of common neighbors of
v,k in Sy Uris |[Kgy| — 1. If each of these vertices is incident on a fill
edge to u or w, then no more fill edges exist and the vertices u, v, w, s, k’
induce an Fg or an F} depending on whether the fill edge incident on
v connects it to u or w, respectively, where s € Sy is the non-neighbor
of k and k' is any vertex in Ky \ {v, k}; hence, there exists a common
neighbor p not incident on a fill edge to u or w and the vertices u, v, w, k, p
induce an Fg or an F; depending on whether the fill edge incident on v
connects it to u or w, respectively.

e v isincident on 2 fill edges connecting it to u and w: Then, the remaining
fill edges are at most | K| — 2 in total; hence, there exists a pair of non-
adjacent vertices s, k (where s € Sy \ {u} and k € Ky \ {v}) which are
not incident on a fill edge to w or w. Let A = (Sg \ {u,s}) U {r}; the
set A is a set of |[Kg| — 1 neighbors of k other than u. Then, there exists
a vertex p; in A which is not incident on a fill edge to u or w. If there
exists a second vertex ps in A not incident on a fill edge to uw or w, then
the vertices u,w, k, p1, p2 induce an Fj if p1,po are connected by a fill
edge or an F3 otherwise. If each vertex in A\ {p1} is incident on a fill
edge to u or w, then the fill edges incident on these vertices account for
the remaining |Kgy| — 2 fill edges and the vertices u, w, s, k1, ko (for any
vertices ki1, ke € Ky \ {v,k}) induce an Fg.

Therefore, if we use fewer than the stated number of fill edges, in each case, the
resulting graph contains an induced forbidden subgraph, a contradiction.

2. Let v € Sy be the non-neighbor of v in H. Then, we get a P,-sparse
graph by connecting u to v; thus, v becomes universal in V(H) U {w}. This is
the minimum number of fill edges (excluding the tail uw) that need to be added
since for any pair of non-neighbors s, k with s € Sy \ {v} and k € Ky \ {u}, the
vertices u, v, w, s, k induce a forbidden subgraph F3, a contradiction.

3. By connecting w to all vertices in Ky and then computing a minimum
Py-sparse completion of H[Ry U{w}], we get a Ps-sparse graph and the number
of fill edges needed is |Kg| + f'.

To prove the minimality of this number of fill edges, suppose, for contradic-
tion, that we can get a Pj-sparse graph from H 4 uw after having added at most
| K| —1 fill edges incident on vertices in Sy UK g (excluding the tail uw). Then,
there exists a pair s1, k1 of non-neighbors in H with s; € Sy and k1 € Ky none
of which is incident on a fill edge to v or w. We distinguish the following two
cases that cover all possibilities.

— Each of the vertices in Kp \ {k1} is incident on a fill edge to w. These are
precisely all the |Kp| — 1 fill edges; hence none of the vertices in Sy \ {s1}

is incident on a fill edge. Then, the vertices u, w, k1, s2, 83 (for any s, s3 €
Sp \ {s1}) induce an Fs.
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— There exists at least one vertex in Kg \ {k1} that is not incident on a fill
edge to w. Let that vertex be ko. Then, if there exists another vertex ks €
Kp \ {k1,k2} that is not incident on a fill edge to w as well, the vertices
u,w, ko, k3, s1 induce an Fg. On the other hand, if each of the vertices in
K\ {k1, ka} is incident on a fill edge to w (which implies that k3 is adjacent
to w), then these fill edges are |Kg| — 2 in total, with only 1 remaining. If
the non-neighbor s3 of ks in Sy is not incident on a fill edge to u or w, then
the vertices u,w, k1, ko, s3 induce an Fg whereas if it is adjacent to v or w,
then there are no more fill edges. In particular, if s3 is adjacent to u, the
vertices u, k1, k3, s1, s3 induce an Fg and if it is adjacent to w, the vertices
u,w, ko, s1, 83 induce an Fy.

In each case, we get a contradiction. Thus every minimum P;-sparse completion
of H +uw requires at least |K | fill edges incident on vertices of Sy U Kpy. Now,
if there exists a minimum Pj-sparse completion H' of H + uw having fewer than
|Kg| + f' fill edges, then the fact that at least |Kg| of them are incident on
vertices in Sy U K implies that H'[Ry U{w}] is Py-sparse using fewer than f’
fill edges in contradiction to the minimality of f’. O

If the (thin or thick) spider H belongs to a more general Py-sparse graph,
then Lemmas [0l and [ imply the following result.

Corollary 1. Let u be a vertex of a Py-sparse graph to which we add the tail uw.
Let tg---tpu be the path in the Py-sparse tree of G from the the root tg to the
leaf for w and let Vyy, . .., V}, be the corresponding vertex sets as mentioned before.
Then, if the parent ty, of u is a 2-node corresponding to a spider H, the number
of fill edges needed for a minimum Py-sparse completion of the graph G + uw
(excluding the tail uw) does not exceed the minimum between

(i) the minimum number given by Lemmas[@ and (A (if H is thin or thick, re-
spectively) augmented by |Ng(u) N (Vo U ---UVj_1)] and
(1) ming,—1- or 2-node{ |[Na(uw) N (Vo U...UV_1)| + (Vi U...U W) \ Na(u)| }.

Case (i) of Corollary [l corresponds to doing a minimum Pj-completion of the
graph H + uw and not changing the rest of the Ps-sparse tree Tz of G whereas
Case (ii) corresponds to making u universal in H and then trying Formation 2
above each 1-node or 2-node in the path g - - -t of Tq.

5.2 The Algorithm

Recall that tgt; - - - tpu is the path in the Pj-sparse tree T of G from the root tg
to the leaf for u, and V; (0 < i < h) is the set of vertices associated with the
leaves of the subtrees rooted at the children of t; except for ¢;11 and V}, is the
set of vertices associated with the leaves of the subtrees rooted at the children
of t5, except for the leaf corresponding to u. See Figure

Next we prove the conditions under which a minimum P,-sparse completion
of the graph G + uw uses fewer fill edges than when using Formation 1 or 2.
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Lemma 8. There exists a minimum Py-sparse completion Gopr of the graph
G +uw which uses fewer fill edges than when using Formation 1 or 2 if and only
if uw is a wing of a Py in Gopr which implies that (i) either u is a vertex of a
spider in G (Lemmas[@ and @ apply) (ii) or there exists j (0 < j < h) such that
t; is a 1-node, tj11 is a O-node, and there exist vertices a,b such that a € V; is
universal in G[V;] and b € Vj41 is isolated in G[Vji1].

Then, in Gopr, the vertices u,w,a,b induce a Py in a spider (S, K, R) with
S =A{w,b}, K={u,a} and R= (Vi1 \ {b}) UV 12 U---UV;.

Proof. If Formation 1 or Formation 2 is not to be used then Lemma Bl implies
that in Gopr, uw is the wing of a P,. If u is a vertex of a spider, then Lemmas
and [7 apply. So, in the following, assume that u is not a vertex of a spider.

For the tail uw to be the wing of a P, in Gopr, we can show that there exist
vertices z,y such that uzy is a P; in the graph G: if u,z,y do not all belong
to the same connected component of G, then we could add the tail uw to the
connected component of G to which u belongs, thus using fewer fill edges than
in Gopr, a contradiction; if u,x,y belong to the same connected component
of G but do not form a Ps, then because u,y are not adjacent in Gopr and
thus neither in G, u,y are at distance 2 in G and there exists a P3 uay in G
(note that w,y cannot be at distance > 4 in G since then G would contain an
induced Ps = F5, and they cannot be at distance 3 either since then there exists
a Py waby in G and u would be a vertex of a spider in G).

Therefore, in the following, consider that the minimum Pj-sparse comple-
tion Gopr of G 4+ uw contains an induced P; wuab such that the graph G
contains the induced P5; uab. So, since u, b are not adjacent in Gopr, then they
are not adjacent in G either, and thus their least common ancestor t; in the
P,-sparse tree Tz of G is a 0-node; it cannot be a 2-node since then v would be
a vertex of a spider. Moreover, a is a common neighbor of both u, b and thus the
least common ancestor ¢; of a,u in T is a 1- or a 2-node (in the latter case, a
is a vertex of the clique of the spider) and j < k.

Let us now try forming the P, wuab, which clearly will belong to a spider,
say W = (Sw, Kw, Rw). We show that |Sw| = |Kw| = 2. First, note that the
edge ab cannot belong to a spider in G, since then v would belong to that spider
as well (note that the vertices of G not belonging to a spider are either adjacent
to all vertices of the spider or to none of them), So, suppose for contradiction
that the spider W has |Sw| = |Kw| > 3 and let w,b, s € Sy and u,a,k € Kw
with the corresponding S-K pairs being w and u, b and a, and s and k. The
spider W can be thin or thick.

— The spider W is thin. Then, ba € E(G) otherwise the removal of ba would
produce a Pj-sparse graph with fewer fill edges (b is isolated in G[V (W)]),
a contradiction; similarly, sk € E(G). Moreover, ak € E(G): as above, if
a,k do not belong to the same connected component of the induced sub-
graph G[V (W)], then by adding the tail uw to the connected component of
G[V (W)] to which u belongs would result into fewer fill edges; if a, k belong
to the same connected component of G[V ()] then there exists a chordless
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path p connecting them in the subgraph G[Kw U Rw] and the vertices in
V(p) U {b, s} induce a P, with £ > 5, in contradiction to the Ps-sparseness
of G. But then, G contains the P, baks and ab belongs to a spider.

— The spider W is thick. Then, w € Sy is incident on the tail uw and
|[Kw| —2 > 1 fill edges. Since we can make u universal in G[V(W) \ {w}]
by using a single fill edge and then use Formation 2, it is clear that building
the spider W does not result into fewer fill edges.

Thus, Gopr with a spider W with |Ky | > 3 has no fewer fill edges than if we
use Formation 2. Therefore, the Py, wuab belongs to a spider with clique size
equal to 2, which thus is thin. Then, Property P1 in Lemma [ implies that w,
u, and a are adjacent to all the neighbors of b except for a in Gppr and thus at
least to the neighbors of b in G; thus, in Gopr,

— fill edges connect vertex w to the vertices in ((VoU---UVi_1)\{a})NNg(b) =
[(VoU---U Vi) \ {a}] N Ne(u);

— vertex u and w are adjacent to all neighbors of b in Vj, that is, to the vertices
in (Vk N Ng(b)) \ Ng(u);

— vertex a is adjacent to all the vertices in (V; N Ng(b)) and thus fill edges
connect a to all vertices in (V; N Ng(b)) \ Nela] = (V; N Ne(u)) \ Nalal.

Additionally, Property P2 in Lemma [] implies that because a is adjacent to all
the vertices in Vj41 U---UV}, and to the vertices in V;NNg(a) in Gopr (because
it is adjacent to them in G), then so must be vertex u in Gopr; thus, in Gopr,
fill edges connect u to all the vertices in (Vj41U---UV,)\ Ne(u) and the vertices
in (V; N Ng(a)) \ Ne(u) (the set (V; N Ng(a)) \ Ne(u) is non-empty if and only
if ¢; is a 2-node).

Now, let us consider using Formation 2 right below node ¢; in the P4-sparse
tree T of G; then, the number of fill edges is |(Vj41 U---UV,) \ Ng(u)| +|(VoU
-+ UV;) N Ng(u)l; the former term corresponds to fill edges incident on u, the
latter to fill edges incident on w. Then, because 7 < k and |((Vo U --- U Vi_1) \
{a}) N Ng(u)| = |(Vo U---UVi_1) N Ng(u)| — 1, the only possibility for Gopr
to use fewer fill edges than using Formation 2 after node ¢; requires that

k=541,

- (V; 0 N (w) \ Nola] =

. (Ve N Ng(b)) \ Ng(u) = 0 which implies that b is isolated in G[V];
. (V; N Ng(a)) \ Ng(u) = 0 which implies that ¢; is a 1-node.

=W N

Requirement 4 implies that V; N Ng(u) = V; which together with Requirement 2
imply that Nga] =V}, that is, a is universal in G[V}], and we have the second
case in the statement of the lemma. O

Now we are ready to describe our algorithm for counting the number of fill
edges in a minimum Pj-sparse completion of the graph G + uw.

Algorithm P,-sparse-Tail-Addition
Input: a Py-sparse graph G, a vertex u € V(G), and a tail uw to be added to G.



18 A. Mpanti et al.

Output: the minimum number of fill edges (excluding the tail uw) needed in a
Py-sparse completion of the graph G + uw.
if [V(G)| =1 then {V(G)= {u}=> the graph G + uw is Py-sparse}
return(0);
compute the path ¢oty...t5, (h > 1) from the root o of the Py-sparse tree of G to
the parent-node ¢, of the leaf corresponding to u;
compute the sets of vertices V;. 0 < i < h (see Figure [));

min < |Ng(u)|;  {corresponds to Formation 1}

{check for Formation 2 (Lemmald(iii) and Case (ii) of Corollary )}
for each ¢; (i =0,1,...,h) that is a 1- or a 2-node do
U |Ng(u)N(VoU---UViq)| +[(ViU--- U Vi) \ Ne(u)l;
update min if £ < min;

{check for new Py formation (Lemmal8)}
for each i =0,1,...,h — 1 such that ¢; is a 1-node and ¢;11 is a O-node do
if there exist vertex a € V; such that a is universal in V; and
vertex b € V;4; such that b has no neighbors in V;;; then
U4 [Ng(u) N (VoU--- UVii)[ + Vi \ {a}| + [Viga \ {0} +
|(Vigz U+ U Vi) \ Ne(u)l;
update min if £ < min;

{check the cases if ty, is a 2-node and apply case (i) of Corollary [}

if ¢ is a 2-node then
£ < number of fill edges according to the cases of Lemmas [6] or [7t
L+ L+ |Ng(u)Nn(VoU---UVh_1)|; {Case (i) of Corollary [}
update min if £ < min;

return(min);

Algorithm P,-sparse-Tail-Addition can be easily augmented to return a min-
imum cardinality set of fill edges. The correctness of the algorithm follows from
Lemmas Bl 6 [71 B and Corollary [l Let G be the given graph and let n be
the number of its vertices. If the Pj-sparse tree T of G is given, an O(n)-time
traversal of the tree enables us to compute the path ¢gt; - - - tpu and the number
of neighbors and non-neighbors of w in each of the sets Vj, ..., V}; additionally,
the height of Tz is O(n) and thus h = O(n). Since the conditions of Lemmas
and [7 can be checked in O(1)-time, the entire algorithm runs in O(n) time.

Theorem 1. Let G be a Py-sparse graph on n vertices and let uw be tail attached
at node u of G. If the Py-sparse tree of G is given, Algorithm Py-sparse-Tail-
Addition computes the minimum number of edges to be added to G +uw so that
the resulting graph is Py-sparse in O(n) time.

If the Py-sparse tree Tz of G is not given, then it can be computed in O(n+m)
time where m is the number of edges of G [14], and the entire algorithm takes
O(n +m) time.
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