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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a graph operation, namely one-three join.
We show that the graph G admits a one-three join if and only if either G
is one of the basic graphs (bipartite, complement of bipartite, split graph)
or G admits a constrained homogeneous set or a bipartite-join or a join.
Next, we define My as the class of all graphs generated from the induced
subgraphs of an odd hole-free graph H that contains an odd anti-hole as an
induced subgraph by using one-three join and co-join recursively and show
that the maximum independent set problem, the maximum clique problem,
the minimum coloring problem, and the minimum clique cover problem can
be solved efficiently for Mpy.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Graph operations are very useful in generating various graph classes and produc-
ing polynomial time algorithms to solve optimization problems on those classes
of graphs [9, 15]. All Py-free graphs (or co-graphs) can be generated from a sin-
gle vertex by using the graph operations join and co-join recursively, and these
operations are used to compute the clique number, independence number, and
chromatic number of Pj-free graphs efficiently [15]. Chudnovsky and Seymour
proved that every connected claw-free graph can be obtained from one of the ba-
sic claw-free graphs by simple expansion operations [9]. Chudnovsky et al. [11]
introduced two graph operations, namely gluing operation and substitution op-
eration and proved that the closure of a y-bounded class under these operations
is x-bounded.
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A hole is a chordless cycle of length at least five and an anti-hole is the com-
plement of a hole. A hole (an anti-hole) is odd if it contains an odd number of
vertices. The complexity status of the recognition problem, maximum indepen-
dent set problem (MISP), and minimum coloring problem are still open for odd
hole-free graphs [8, 13]. In fact, the complexity status of the MISP is unknown
for hole-free graphs though the recognition problem for hole-free graphs can be
solved in polynomial time [12]. Bienstock [3] proved that it is NP-complete to
test whether a graph contains an odd hole passing through a specific vertex. Con-
forti et al. [14] proved that the recognition of odd hole-free graphs with cliques
of bounded size can be done in polynomial time. The Table 1 summarizes the
complexity results for the MISP in some subclasses of odd hole-free graphs.

GRAPH CLASS COMPLEXITY CITATION
(Hole, Co-chair)-free graphs Polynomial time [5]
(Hole, Dart)-free graphs K 2]
(Hole, Diamond)-free graphs 7 6]
(Hole, Banner)-free graphs 7 7]
(Odd hole, Co-chair)-free graphs K [5]
(Odd hole, Dart)-free graphs K 8]
(Odd hole, Bull)-free graphs K 8]

Table 1. MISP for some subclasses of odd hole-free graphs.

In this paper, we introduce a graph operation one-three join. In Section 2,
we show that the graph G admits a one-three join if and only if either G is one
of the basic graphs (bipartite, complement of bipartite, split graph) or G admits
a constrained homogeneous set or a bipartite-join or a join, and it follows from
a result of Feder et al. [16] that these graphs can be recognized in polynomial
time. In Section 3, we define My as the class of all graphs generated from the
induced subgraphs of an odd hole-free graph H that contains an odd anti-hole
as an induced subgraph by using one-three join and co-join recursively and show
that the maximum independent set problem, the maximum clique problem, the
minimum coloring problem, and the minimum clique cover problem can be solved
efficiently for Myg.

All graphs considered in this paper are finite, simple and undirected. For
graph terminologies, we refer to [22]. For a graph H, we say that a graph G is
H-free if G does not contain H as an induced subgraph. Let G[U] denote the
subgraph induced by U C V(G) in the graph G. The complement G¢ of a graph
G = (V,E) is the graph with vertex set V and two vertices are adjacent in G°¢
if and only if they are non-adjacent in G. A clique (independent set) is a subset
of vertices of a graph G which are pairwise adjacent (respectively, non-adjacent)
in G. For a vertex v in a graph G, N(v) (A(v)) is the set of all vertices adjacent
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(respectively, non-adjacent) to v in G. Let U,WW C V(G). Define N(U) = {x €
V(G)\ U : zu € E(Q) for some v € U} and Ny (U) = N({U)NW. A graph
G = (V,E) is a split graph if there is a partition V' = S U K where S is an
independent set and K is a clique. Let A and B be two disjoint subsets of V(G).
We define the set of edges [A4,B] = {{a,b} : a« € A and b € B}. Often we
denote an edge {a,b} as ab or ba for convenience. The join G1 + G2 of vertex-
disjoint graphs G and Gy is a graph with vertex set V(G1) UV (G2) and edge set
E(G1)UE(G2) U [V(G1),V(G2)]. The co-join G1 U G2 of vertex-disjoint graphs
G1 and Go is a graph with vertex set V(G1)UV (G2) and edge set E(G1)UE(G2).

For convenience, we use the following notation: Let A and B be two disjoint
subsets of V(G). We say A @ B if ab € E(G) for all a € A and for all b € B. In
addition, A & B if ab ¢ E(G) for all a € A and for all b € B. In particular, if
A = {x}, then we simply denote {z} ® B by x @ B. Similarly, {x} © B by z© B.

A homogeneous set in a graph G is a set C' of vertices of G such that each
vertex in V(G) \ C is adjacent either to all or to none of the vertices of C' and
2 <|C] < |V(G)| —1. Next, we define the notion of constrained homogeneous set
and bipartite-join. A graph G admits a constrained homogeneous set if G admits
a vertex partition V(G) = AU BUC where A # () is a clique or an independent
set, B # () is an independent set, and G[C] contains at least one edge such that
CodAand CO Bin G. A graph G admits a bipartite-join if G admits a vertex
partition V(G) = A; U A3 U By U By such that (a) each A; # () is an independent
set in G, (b) G[B;] contains at least one edge in G for all ¢ € {1,2}, and (c)
A;® B;, B1® By, and A;© B, in G, for i # j and i, j € {1,2}. That is, removal of
the bipartite graph G[A; U Az results in the join of two graphs, namely G[B;] and
G[Bs]. In Figure 1, the single line across the parts represent complete adjacency
(all possible edges), the dotted line represent complete non-adjacency (no edges),
and the wave implies that there are no restriction on the edges between the parts.
The circle filled with dots represents an independent set.

Figure 1. (a) Bipartite-join and (b) constrained homogeneous set.

By a result of Feder et al. [16], the graphs that admit a constrained homo-
geneous set (or a bipartite-join) can be recognized in polynomial time. It can be
vertified that the time complexity to recognize (i) a constrained homogeneous set
is O(n®) and (ii) a bipartite-join is O(mn®).
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2. ONE-THREE JOIN

In this section, we introduce a graph operation one-three join and characterize
the class of graphs that admit a one-three join.

Let Hi, Ho be two vertex-disjoint graphs. A one-three join of Hy and Ho
is a graph H with V(H) = V(H,) UV (Hs) and E(H) = E(H,) U E(H,) U F
where F' C [V(H1),V(H2)] such that for every vertex x € V(H;) and for every
non-independent set (a set which induces at least one edge) {y1,y2,y3} C V(H;),
H[{z,y1,y2,y3}] contains a triangle for i,j € {1,2},i # j (see Figure 2). A
graph H admits a one-three join if the vertex set of H can be partitioned as
V(H) = V4 UV, such that H is a one-three join of H[V;] and H[V3], where V; # ()
for i € {1,2}. For convenience, let {[a],[b,c,d]} denote the graph induced by
{a,b,c,d} in H such that a € V(H;) and {b,¢,d} C V(Hz). Also, let {[a, b, ], [d]}
denote the graph induced by {a,b,c,d} in H such that {a,b,c} C V(H;) and
d € V(Ha2).

x1 X2 x3 Ty 'l Y2 Y3 Ya

H,y Hy H
Figure 2. A one-three join H of H; and Hs.

Lemma 1. A graph H admits a one-three join if H is one of the following:
(i) a bipartite graph,

(ii) a complement of a bipartite graph,
y
)
)

(iii) a split graph,
(v) H admits a constrained homogeneous set or a bipartite-join.

(iv) a join of two graphs,

Proof. If H is a bipartite graph with vertex partition V; and V5 (V4 and V3 are
independent sets), then H is a one-three join of H[Vi] and H[V3]. Similarly, if
H is either complement of a bipartite graph or a split graph or a join of two
graphs, then H is a one-three join of the graphs induced by the corresponding
partitions. If H admits a constrained homogeneous set with vertex partition
V(H) = AU B U C satisfying the conditions in the definition of constrained
homogeneous set, then we prove that H is a one-three join of H[A] and H[BUC.
Since A is either a clique or an independent set in H, every non-independent set
of three vertices in A induces a triangle in H. Hence, for all v € B U C and
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a non-independent set {wy,wy, w3} C A, {[wy,ws,ws],[u]} contains a triangle
in H.

Claim 1. Every edge in H[B U C| has both end vertices in C.

Proof. Since Bo C' in H and B is an independent set, every edge in H[B U C]
has both end vertices in C. ([l

Consider a vertex x € A and a non-independent set {u1,ug,us} in H[BU (]
with an edge ujue. By Claim 1, uj,us € C. Since A ® C in H, {x,uj,us} is a
clique in H and {[z], [u1, ug, us]} contains a triangle in H. Hence H is a one-three
join of H[A] and H[B U C(].

If H admits a bipartite-join with vertex partition V(H) = A1 U A2 U By U Bo
satisfying the conditions in the definition of bipartite-join, then we prove that H
is a one-three join of H[A; U By] and H[Ay U By].

Claim 2. Ewvery edge in H[A; U Bj] has both end vertices in Bj; for 1 <1, j <2,
i 7.

Proof. Since A;©Bj in H and A; is an independent set, every edge in H[A;U Bj]
has both end vertices in B; for 1 <14,j < 2,¢ # j. O

Consider a vertex v € A; U B; and a non-independent set {wy,ws, w3} in
H[A; U B;] with an edge wiws for 1 <14,j < 2,4 # j. By Claim 2, wy,ws € B;.
Since (A; U Bj) @ B; in H, {v,wy, w2} is a clique in H. So H[{v, w1, w2, ws}]
contains a triangle in H for 1 < 4,5 < 2,4 # j. Hence H is a one-three join of
H[Al U Bg] and H[AQ U Bl]. [ |

2.1. Characterization of graphs that admit one-three join

In this section, we prove that a graph H admits a one-three join if and only
if either H is one of the basic graphs (bipartite, complement of bipartite, split
graph) or H admits a constrained homogeneous set or a bipartite-join or a join.
Next, we discuss some observations on H.

Observation 1. If a graph H is a one-three join of H1 and Ho such that no edge
in H has one end vertezx in Hy and other in Hy (i.e., E(H)N[V (Hy),V (H2)] = 0),
then V (H;) is either an independent set or a clique for all i € {1,2}.

[Hint: If not, any three vertices {u1,u2,us} in H; induces P3 or Ko U K;. For
any v € V(H;) (i # j), applying one-three join on {[u1, u,us], [v]} leads to a
contradiction. |

Observation 2. If a graph H is a one-three join of Hy and Ho such that H; is a
disconnected graph that contains only non-trivial components for some i € {1,2},
then H is a join of Hy and Hs.
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Proof. Follows using one-three join and since for every non-trivial component
M, of H;, y ® V(M,), for every y € V(H;). [

Let H be a one-three join (not a join) of two vertex-disjoint graphs H; and
H,. Since H is not a join of Hy and Hy, there exists a vertex v; € V(Hp) such that
Ap,(v1) # 0 where A, (v1) ={u € V(Hz) : uvy ¢ E(H)}. Let vg € Ap,(v1), and
let N; be the neighbours of v; in H; for ¢ € {1,2}. Let I; and C; be the set of all
vertices which belong to the trivial and non-trivial components of H; \ (N; U{v;})
for i € {1, 2}, respectively. So V(H;) = N; U{v;} UL, UC;, i € {1,2} (see Figure
3). We adhere to the above notations whenever H is a one-three join (not a join)
of Hy and Hy. Note that the graph H in Figure 2(c) is not a join of H; and
H,. With respect to the non-adjacent vertices x3 € V(Hy) and y; € V(Hz) in
H, N1 = {x2,$4},11 = {xl},Cl = @, N2 = {yg,yg,y4},fg = @, and Cg = @

V(H1) V(H2)

Figure 3. A schematic representation of the graph H used in Lemma 2.

Lemma 2. If H is a one-three join (not a join) of Hy and Ha, then

(a) Nj is a clique in H fori e {1,2}.

(b) N; & (V(H;) \ N;) in H; fori e {1,2}. Moreover, H is a join of H[N;] and
H \ N; provided N; # 0 and I; U C; # () for some i € {1,2}.

(c) If C; #£ 0, then C; &V (H;) fori,j € {1,2}.

In Figure 3, the circle filled with dots and cross lines represent independent set
and clique in H, respectively.

Proof. (a) First we prove that Nj is a clique in H. On the contrary, suppose
that there exist z,y € Ny such that zy ¢ E(H). By one-three join of H; and
Hy, {[z,v1,y],[v2]} contains a triangle in H, a contradiction to the fact that
vivy ¢ E(H). Hence Nj is a clique in H. Similarly, Ny is a clique in H.

(b) On the contrary, suppose that there exist x € Ny and y € V(H;) \ Ny
such that zy ¢ E(H). Clearly, y # v; and H|vi,x,y] contains exactly one edge
viz. Since H is a one-three join of H; and Ha, {[v1, z,y], [v2]} contains a triangle
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in H, a contradiction to the fact that vive ¢ E(H). Hence Ny & (V(Hy) \ N1) in
Hj. Similarly, No & (V(Hs3) \ N2) in Hy. Suppose Ny # () and y € I; U Cy # 0;
we prove that Ny @ V(Hz) in H. Take any z € N; and w € V(Hsy). Clearly,
H{[vy,x,y] induces a P3 with middle vertex x. Since H is a one-three join of H;
and Hy, {[v1,x,y], [w]} contains a triangle in H and wx € E(H). So, N1 ®V (Hz)
in H. In addition, N1 & (V(H;) \ N1) in H. Hence, N1 & (V(H) \ N1) in H and
H is a join of H[N;] and H \ Nj.

(c) Assume ¢ = 1 (a similar argument holds for ¢ = 2). Consider an edge
zixe € E(H[C4]) and a vertex y € V(Hz). Clearly, H[vi,z1, 22| contains ex-
actly one edge z1x2. Since H is a one-three join of Hy and Ha, {[v1,z1,z2], [y]}
contains a triangle in H and yxi,yxe € E(H). So, y € V(Hs) is adjacent to
both end vertices of every edge in H[C1]. Since H[C}] contains only non-trivial
components, C1 & V(Hz) in H. |

Lemma 3. A disconnected graph H admits a one-three join if and only if H is
either bipartite, complement of bipartite, split graph or H admits a constrained
homogeneous set.

Proof. (=) Let H be a one-three join of two vertex-disjoint graphs H; and
Hy. It E(H)N [V(H1),V(Hs)] = 0, then H is either a bipartite graph (union
of independent sets), a split graph (union of an independent set and a clique)
or a complement of bipartite graph (union of two cliques) by Observation 1. So
E(H)N[V(Hy),V(H2)] # 0. Let X; and Y; be the set of all vertices that belong
to the trivial and non-trivial components of H;, respectively for i € {1,2} (see
Figure 4).

SO

V(Hy) V(Hz)
Figure 4. A disconnected graph H in Lemma 3.

Claim. X; U X5 # 0.

Proof. On the contrary, suppose X; U Xo = (). There are two cases.

(a) H; is disconnected for some i € {1,2}. Then by Observation 2.1, H is a join
of Hy and Hs, a contradiction to the fact that H is disconnected.

(b) H; is connected for all i € {1,2}. Since E(H) N[V (H1),V(Hs3)] # 0, H is
connected, a contradiction. So X1 U Xg # (. O
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W.lo.g. assume X7 # (). Let w € X;. There are two cases.

Case 1. Y7 # (). First we prove that Y1®V (Hs) in H. For an edge uv € E(H;)
and y € V(Hs), {[w,u,v],[y]} contains a triangle in H and uy,vy € E(H). So
every vertex in V' (Hj) is adjacent to both end vertices of every edge in H;. Since
Y] contains only non-trivial components, y @ Y7 in H for all y € V(H3). Hence
V(H2) @ Y1 in H. Next, we prove that V(Hz) is either an independent set or
a clique. On the contrary, suppose that V(Hsz) is neither an independent set
nor a clique in H. Then there exists a set of vertices {u1,ug,us} in Hy which
induces either P3 or Ko U K;. For any v € Xi, by one-three join of H; and
Hj, {[v], [u1, u2,us]} contains a triangle in H and v has neighbours in Hy. So,
every vertex v € X; has neighbours in Hy. Indeed, Y1 & V(H2) in H. So H is a
connected graph, a contradiction. Hence, V' (H3) is either an independent set or a
clique. Clearly, H admits a constrained homogeneous set with V(H) = AUBUC
where A =V (H2), B = X1,C =Y (refer Figure 5(a)).

XD &
@ Oy

V(Hy) V(Hz) V(H1)=X1 V(H>)
(a) (b)

Figure 5. Constrained homogeneous set.

Case 2. Y1 = (). There are three subcases.
Case 2.1. Yo = (). Then H is a bipartite graph with partition X; U X5.

Case 2.2. Y5 # () and X5 # (). Then by Case 1, H admits a constrained
homogeneous set with V(H) = AU BUC where A = X;, B= Xy and C =Y,
(refer Figure 5(b)).

Case 2.3. Yo # () and X = (). Clearly, Hs is connected. If not, by Observa-
tion 2, H is a join of H; and Hs, a contradiction to the fact that H is disconnected.
Hence Hy is connected. Next, we prove that V(Hz) is a clique in H. On the con-
trary, suppose that there exists a pair of non-adjacent vertices z,y in Hy. Since
Hj is connected, there exists a path P(z,y) : (z =)x1 — 22 — 23 — - — 2(= )
in Hy where k > 3. Clearly, {z1, z2, 23} induces a P3 in Hy. For any v € V(H;),
by one-three join of H; and Ha, {[v], [z1, %2, z3]} contains a triangle in H and v
has neighbours in Hs. So, every vertex in H; has neighbours in Hy. Since Hs
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is connected, H is connected, a contradiction to the fact that H is disconnected.
Hence, H is a split graph with partition X; U Y3 (refer Figure 5(b)).
(<) It follows from Lemma 1. n

Next, we prove a characterization theorem for the graphs that admit one-
three join.

Theorem 4. A graph H admits a one-three join if and only if H is one of the
following:

(i) a bipartite graph,

(ii

(iii

a complement of a bipartite graph,
a split graph,

(iv) a join of two graphs,

)
)
)
(v) H admits a constrained homogeneous set or a bipartite-join.

Proof. (=) Let H be a one-three join of two vertex-disjoint graphs H; and
Hy. If H is disconnected, then the result follows from Lemma 3. If H€ is not
connected, then H admits (iv). So H and H¢ are connected. Since H is not a
join of Hy and Ha, there exists a vertex v1 € V(Hj) such that Ap,(v1) # 0, say
vy € Ap,(v1) (see Figure 3). Next, we consider three cases:

Case 1. N1 U Ny = (). There are three subcases.

Case 1.1. If C1 U Cy = (), then H is a bipartite graph with vertex partition
{ni}UI; and {va} U I5.
Case 1.2. If C; = () and Cy # 0 (a similar argument follows for C; # () and

Cy = (), then by Lemma 2(c), Co &V (H;y) in H. Hence, H admits a constrained
homogeneous set with vertex partition A = {v1}UI1, B = {v2} Uy, and C = C.

Case 1.3. If C1 # 0 and Cy # 0, then by Lemma 2(c), C; & V(H,) in H
for i,7 € {1,2},i # j. Hence, H admits a bipartite-join with vertex partition
A = {’1)1} Uli, Ay = {Ug} U1y, By = Cs and By = (.

Case 2. N1 # ) and Ny = () (similar argument follows for N; = ) and
Ny # (). Clearly, I; UCq = 0, else by Lemma 2(b), H is a join of two graphs, a
contradiction with the fact that H€ is connected. There are two subcases.

Case 2.1. Cy = (). Then by Lemma 2(a), H is a split graph with partition
N U {’Ul} and I», U {’Ug}.

Case 2.2. Cy # (). Then by Lemma 2(c), Co @V (H;) in H. Hence, H admits
a constrained homogeneous set with partition A = {v1} UN;, B = {va} U I and
C = Cs.

Case 3. N1 # 0 and Ny # (). We prove that I; U C; = () for every i € {1,2}.
If not, w.lo.g. assume that I; UCy # 0. Then, by Lemma 2(b), H is join of



642 M.A. SHALU AND S. DEVI YAMINI

H[N;] and H \ Ny, a contradiction with the fact that H¢ is connected. Hence by
Lemma 2(a), H is a complement of a bipartite graph with partition Ny U {v;}
and No U {va}.

(<) It follows from Lemma 1. |

As an implication of Theorem 4, Lemma 1, and by the known results of Feder
et al. [16], observe that the graph admitting one-three join can be recognized in
polynomial time (O(mn?)).

3. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we solve a few optimization problems on a subclass of odd hole-free
graphs defined using one-three join and co-join. The following two observations
follows from the definition of one-three join.

Observation 3. If Hy and Hs are vertex-disjoint odd hole-free graphs, then a
one-three join H of Hi and Hs is also odd hole-free.

[Hint: Suppose M = {v1,va,...,v2,4+1} induces an odd hole in H. Then it is
easy to verify that for every v, € V(H;) N M, both v,_1,v,41 belongs to V(H;),
1<4,7<2,i%#jforr mod (2k +1).]

Observation 4. If H| and Hy are vertex-disjoint odd anti-hole-free graphs, then
a one-three join H of Hi and Hs is also odd anti-hole-free.

The class Mg

Let H be an odd hole-free graph which contains an odd anti-hole as an induced
subgraph and let My be the class of all graphs generated from the induced
subgraphs of H by using one-three join and co-join recursively. By Observation
3, My is a subclass of odd hole-free graphs. Note that every Pj-free graph can
be generated by repeated application of join and co-join starting from a single
vertex. Since every graph in the class M is generated by either co-join or one-
three join (note that join is a special case of one-three join), it contains all Py-free
graphs. Note that My contains all complete graphs and its complements. Let
G1 and G be two vertex-disjoint complete graphs (or a complete graph and an
edgeless graph). Adding any edge between V(G1) and V(G3) preserves one-three
join. Hence, My contains the complement of all bipartite graphs (respectively,
all split graphs). Similarly, My contains all bipartite graphs (if G; and Go are
edgeless graphs). The Strong Perfect Graph Theorem [10] states that a graph is
perfect if and only if it is odd hole-free and odd anti-hole-free. So, Mg contains
some imperfect graphs (by the definition of the class My ). An imperfect graph
G in Figure 6 is a member of M, which is neither a join nor a co-join of two
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graphs. Note that G admits a one-three join with partitions V; = V(C%) U {vg}
and Vo = {vg,v19}. Hence My is odd hole-free, contains all Py-free graphs, all
bipartite graphs, complement of all bipartite graphs, all split graphs, and some
imperfect graphs.

Next, we prove that Mg is induced hereditary.

Theorem 5. If K € My, then every induced subgraph U of K belongs to M.

Proof. Let us prove by induction on the number of vertices n of the graph K.
For n = 1,2, 3,4, the result is obvious. If n = 5, then every induced subgraph U
of K contains at most 4 vertices and hence is a member of Myg.

V10

L Vs

Figure 6. An imperfect graph G in Mc,e.

Induction hypothesis: Assume the result for n = k.

Induction step: We prove the result for n = k 4+ 1. For a graph K containing
k + 1 vertices, let U be an induced subgraph of K. If K is an induced subgraph
of H, then U € My. Else, there exists G1,Go € My such that K is either a
one-three join or a co-join of G; and G5. Then there are two cases:

(i) V(Gi) NV(U) £ 0 for all i € {1,2}. Let V(U;) = V(G;) NV (U). Clearly,
|[V(G;)| < k and hence by induction hypothesis, U; € My for all i € {1,2}. So
U is either a one-three join or a co-join of U; and U and hence U € My.

(ii) V(G;) NV(U) # 0 for exactly one ¢ where i € {1,2}. W.lLo.g. assume
V(U) C V(Gy). Since |V(G1)| < k, by induction hypothesis, U € Mp. ]

Recall that a clique (independent set) is a subset of vertices of a graph G
which are pairwise adjacent (respectively, non-adjacent) in G. Next, we solve the
maximum independent set problem, the maximum clique problem, the minimum
coloring problem, and the minimum clique cover problem for the class M. The
MISP for a graph G is to find an independent set with maximum cardinality in
G and the maximum weight independent set problem (MWISP) for a weighted
graph G is to find an independent set with maximum total weight in G. Let
ay(G) denotes the weighted independence number of G. The MWISP reduces
to MISP if the weight of each vertex in the graph is equal to 1. The MISP is
NP-hard in general, but solvable in polynomial time on various graph classes [2,
4-8, 20, 21]. The maximum clique problem for a graph G is to find a clique with
maximum cardinality in G. The minimum coloring problem for a graph G is to
determine the smallest number of colors in a vertex coloring of G. The minimum
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clique cover problem for a graph G is to determine the smallest number of cliques
of G required to cover V(G).

For a graph H and U C V(H), a graph H " is obtained by contracting U in H
if V(H)=V(H\U)U{u} and E(H') = E(H\U)UE' where E' = {uw : we
N{U) in H}. Let H be a graph that admits a constrained homogeneous set
(V(H) = AuBUC). Let H. be the graph obtained from H by contracting C
(contracted to ¢) where V(H.) = (V(H) \ C)U{c} (see Figure 7(a)). Similarly,
for a graph H that admits a bipartite-join (V(H) = A1 UAsU By U Bj3), define Hy
as a graph obtained from H by contracting B; (contracted to b;) with V(Hp) =
(V(H)\ (B1UB3)) U{b1,ba} for i € {1,2} (see Figure 7(b)).

A €D Az

b by
(a) (b)

Figure 7. (a) H. and (b) Hp.

Observation 5. (a) If H admits a constrained homogeneous set, then H. is
either a bipartite graph or a split graph with vertex partition A and B U {c}.

(b) If H admits a bipartite-join, then Hy is a bipartite graph with vertex partition
A U {bg} and As U {bl}

For a graph H that admits a constrained homogeneous set, let H be a
weighted graph obtained from H. with vertex weights w(v) = 1 if v # ¢ and
w(c) = a(H[C]). Clearly, a(H) = a,(HE). Similarly, if H admits a bipartite-
join, then let H;* be a weighted graph obtained from H; with vertex weights
w(v) = 1if v # b; and w(b;) = a(H[B;]) for every i € {1,2}. Also, a(H) =
aw(Hy). Hence the maximum independent set problem for H can be solved
efficiently since MWISP can be efficiently solved for split and bipartite graphs [1,
5, 18, 19] where H either admits a constrained homogeneous set or a bipartite-
join, provided a(H[C]) and a(H[B;]) is known for all i € {1,2}. In a similar
manner, HY and Hy’ are defined by replacing o by w in the definition of the
graphs HZ and H', respectively.

Note that the MWISP for (a) bipartite graphs can be solved in O(n?) time
[1] (b) for split graphs and co-bipartite graphs can be solved in linear time [5, 18].

Theorem 6. The MISP for My can be solved efficiently.

Proof. Every graph K in My is either an induced subgraph of H or obtained
by co-join or one-three join of two graphs in Mpy. If K is an induced subgraph
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of H, then MISP can be solved in O(1) time [4] (graphs with constant size). If
K is a co-join of two graphs say U; and Us, then a(K) = a(U1) + a(Usz). The
MISP for K can be solved efficiently provided «(U;) and a(Usz) can be computed
efficiently. If K is a one-three join of two graphs say U; and Us, then by Theorem
4, K is one of the following.

Case (i) If K is a bipartite graph or complement of a bipartite graph or a
split graph, then the MISP for K can be solved efficiently [1, 5, 18, 19] since U;
and Us are either independents or cliques.

Case (ii) If K is a join of U; and Us, then a(K) = max{a(U;),«(Us2)}. So,
the MISP for K can be solved efficiently if a(U;) and a(Usz) can be computed
efficiently.

Case (iii) If K admits a constrained homogeneous set, then K¢ is either a
weighted bipartite graph or a weighted split graph. Hence, the MWISP for K&
can be solved efficiently provided the MISP for K[C|] can be solved efficiently.

Case (iv) If K admits a bipartite-join, then K}* is a weighted bipartite graph.
Hence, the MWISP for K} can be solved efficiently provided MISP for K[B;] and
K[Bs] can be solved efficiently.

Note that the graphs Ui, Us, K[C], K[B1], K[Bs] € Mg (by Theorem 5).
Repeat the above procedure for these graphs, until we obtain an induced subgraph
of H. Hence, the recursive decomposition leads to a binary tree with at most
n — 1 internal nodes and at most n leaves. Note that the tree can be constructed
in O(mn®) time as the recognition problem for one-three join can be solved in
O(mn®) time. Using bottom-up approach, we solve the MISP or MWISP for
each internal node of the tree. Since the graph induced by each node is either
a join of two graphs or a (weighted) bipartite graph or (weighted) complement
of a bipartite graph or a (weighted) split graph, the MISP or MWISP for the
graph induced by each internal node can be solved in O(n?*) time. So, the time
complexity to solve MISP or MWISP for all the internal nodes is O(n®). Since the
construction of the tree and solving the MISP for all internal nodes are executed
in parallel, the MISP for K can be solved in O(mn?) time. |

By the same arguments as in Theorem 6, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 7. The mazimum independent set problem, mazimum clique problem,
minimum coloring problem and minimum clique cover problem for My can be
solved efficiently.

4. CONCLUSIONS

We studied some algorithmic graph problems such as maximum independent set
problem, the maximum clique problem, the minimum coloring problem, and the
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minimum clique cover problem for the class My of graphs (a subclass of odd hole-
free graphs) obtained by the graph operation one-three join. The main result of
the paper is the characterization of graphs that admit one-three join, which is
useful in the recognition problem.

REFERENCES

[1] R.K. Ahuja, T.L. Magnanti and J.B. Orlin, Network Flows (Prentice-Hall, Engle-
wood Cliffs; NJ, 1993) 409-411.

[2] M. Basavaraju, L.S. Chandran and T. Karthick, Mazimum weight independent sets
in hole- and dart-free graphs, Discrete Appl. Math. 160 (2012) 2364-2369.
doi:10.1016/j.dam.2012.06.015

[3] D. Bienstock, On complezity of testing for odd holes and induced odd paths, Discrete
Math. 90 (1991) 85-92.
doi:10.1016/0012-365X(91)90098-M

[4] H.L. Bodlaender, A. Brandstddt, D. Kratsch, M. Rao and J. Spinrad, On algorithms
for {Ps, gem}-free graphs, Theoret. Comput. Sci. 349 (2005) 2—-21.
doi:10.1016/j.tcs.2005.09.026

[5] A. Brandstadt and V. Giakoumakis, Addendum to: Mazimum weighted independent
sets in hole- and co-chair-free graphs, Inform. Process. Lett. 115 (2015) 345-350.
doi:10.1016/j.ipl.2014.09.019

[6] A. Brandstadt, V. Giakoumakis and F. Maffray, Clique separator decomposition of
hole- and diamond-free graphs and algorithmic consequences, Discrete Appl. Math.
160 (2012) 471-478.
doi:10.1016/j.dam.2011.10.031

[7] A. Brandstadt and T. Karthick, Weighted efficient domination in two subclasses of
Ps-free graphs, Discrete Appl. Math. 201 (2016) 38-46.
doi:10.1016/j.dam.2015.07.032

[8] A. Brandstiadt and R. Mosca, Mazimum weight independent sets in odd hole-free
graphs without dart or without bull, Graphs Combin. 31 (2015) 1249-1262.
doi:10.1007/s00373-014-1461-x

[9] M. Chudnovsky and P. Seymour, The structure of claw-free graphs, Surveys in Com-
binatorics, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser. 327 (2005) 153-171.

[10] M. Chudnovsky, N. Robertson, P. Seymour and R. Thomas, The strong perfect graph
theorem, Ann. of Math. 164 (2006) 51-229.
doi:10.4007/annals.2006.164.51

[11] M. Chudnovsky, I. Penev, A. Scott and N. Trotignon, Substitution and x-bound-
edness, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 103 (2013) 567-586.
doi:10.1016/j.jctb.2013.02.004

[12] M. Conforti, G. Cornuéjols and K. Vuskovié¢, Even-hole-free graphs, Part II: Recog-
nition algorithm, J. Graph Theory 40 (2002) 238-266.
doi:10.1002/jgt.10045


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dam.2012.06.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0012-365X\(91\)90098-M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tcs.2005.09.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ipl.2014.09.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dam.2011.10.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dam.2015.07.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00373-014-1461-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2006.164.51
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jctb.2013.02.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jgt.10045

ONE-THREE JOIN: A GRAPH OPERATION AND ITS CONSEQUENCES 647

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]

[22]

M. Conforti, G. Cornuéjols and K. Vuskovi¢, Decomposition of odd-hole-free graphs
by double star cutsets and 2-joins, Discrete Appl. Math. 141 (2004) 41-91.
doi:10.1016/S0166-218X(03)00364-0

M. Conforti, G. Cornuéjols, X. Liu and K. Vuskovi¢ and G. Zambelli, Odd-hole
recognition in graphs of bounded clique size, STAM J. Discrete Math. 20 (2006)
42-48.

doi:10.1137/S089548010444540X

D.G. Corneil, H. Lerchs and L.S. Burlingham, Complement reducible graphs, Dis-
crete Appl. Math. 3 (1981) 163-174.
doi:10.1016/0166-218X(81)90013-5

T. Feder, P. Hell, S. Klein and R. Motwani, Complexity of graph partition problems,
in: Proceedings of the Thirty-First Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Com-
puting (1999) 464-472.

doi:10.1145/301250.301373

T. Feder, P. Hell, S. Klein and R. Motwani, List partitions, SIAM J. Discrete Math.
16 (2003) 449-478.
doi:10.1137/50895480100384055

S. Foldes and P.L. Hammer, Split graphs, Congr. Numer. 19 (1977) 311-315.

M. Grotschel, L. Lovéasz and A. Schrijver, Polynomial algorithms for perfect graphs,
Ann. Discrete Math. 21 (1984) 325-356.
doi:10.1016/s0304-0208(08)72943-8

N.C. Lg, C. Brause and 1. Schiermeyer, Ezxtending the MAX Algorithm for maximum
independent set, Discuss. Math. Graph Theory 35 (2015) 365-386.
doi:10.7151/dmgt.1811

R. Mosca, Stable sets for (Ps, Ko 3)-free graphs, Discuss. Math. Graph Theory 32
(2012) 387-401.
doi:10.7151/dmgt.1598

D.B. West, Introduction to Graph Theory (Prentice Hall, USA, 1996).
Received 29 September 2015

Revised 2 June 2016
Accepted 2 June 2016


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-218X\(03\)00364-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/S089548010444540X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0166-218X\(81\)90013-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/301250.301373
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/S0895480100384055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0304-0208\(08\)72943-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.7151/dmgt.1811
http://dx.doi.org/10.7151/dmgt.1598
http://www.tcpdf.org

