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We consider a non-monotone activation process (X¢);c{o,1,2,...} on a graph G, where Xo C V(G), X; = {u €
V(G) : |[Ng(u) N X¢—1| > 7(u)} for every positive integer ¢, and 7 : V(G) — Z is a threshold function. The
set X is a so-called non-monotone target set for (G, 7) if there is some ¢o such that X; = V(G) for every t > to.
Ben-Zwi, Hermelin, Lokshtanov, and Newman [Discrete Optimization 8 (2011) 87-96] asked whether a target set of
minimum order can be determined efficiently if G is a tree. We answer their question in the affirmative for threshold
functions 7 satisfying 7(u) € {0,1,dg(u)} for every vertex u. For such restricted threshold functions, we give a
characterization of target sets that allows to show that the minimum target set problem remains NP-hard for planar
graphs of maximum degree 3 but is efficiently solvable for graphs of bounded treewidth.
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1 Introduction

Target sets are a widely studied model for spreading processes in networks, such as influence diffusion
and spread of opinions in social networks or the spread of an infectious disease. For a graph G and an
integer-valued threshold function 7 on its vertices, a target set is a set of vertices of G that we consider
active, and by iteratively activating vertices v of GG that have at least 7(v) active neighbours, eventually
the entire vertex set of G’ becomes active. This monotone version — as activated vertices remain active
for the entire process — has received most attention [1,3,5,6, 10, 12, 16] and has been studied in various
variations [9, 13].

In this paper we study the natural non-monotone target set selection problem as described by Ben-
Zwi, Hermelin, Lokshtanov, and Newman [2], where a vertex v of G becomes non-active at any iteration
of the spreading process whenever the number of its active neighbours is less than 7(v). Vertices may
activate and deactivate several times, and thus, the underlying process is non-monotone. Unsurprisingly,
the optimization problem of finding a minimum non-monotone target set is notably hard; Ben-Zwi et
al. [2] show #P-hardness of a weighted directed version. Surprisingly, it even remains open whether the
(unweighted and undirected) non-monotone target set selection problem can be solved efficiently on trees
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— a question that was raised in 2011 by Ben-Zwi et al. [2]. In this paper we make the first moderate
progress on this question. Our results grew out of an efficient solution for paths and apply to a natural
class of restricted instances. Before we collect some terminology and notation in order to state our results,
we would like to point out that non-monotone processes were also studied in [8, 15].

We consider finite, simple, and undirected graphs. The sets of positive integers and of non-negative
integers are denoted by N = {1,2,3,...} and Ny = {0,1,2,3,...}, respectively. For an integer n,
let [n] be the set of positive integers at most n. Let G be a graph. For a set X of vertices of G, let
Ne(X) = (Upex Ne(u) \ X, and let Ng[X] = X U Ng(X). A threshold function for G is a function
T : V(G) — Np. If X is a set of vertices of G, then the non-monotone activation process on (G, T)
starting with X is the sequence (X})sen,, X = Xo, and

Xy ={ueV(G): |Na(u) N X;_1] > 7(u)} forevery ¢ in N.

If there is some ¢ty € Ny such that X; = V(G) for every t > ¢, then X is a non-monotone target set
Sor (G, 7); note that tg < 2™ if ¢( exists and G has order n. If 7(u) > dg(u) for some vertex u of G,
where d¢(u) is the degree of u in G, then u ¢ X for every ¢ in N. Therefore, we may assume 7 < d¢ in
what follows. Note, furthermore, that vertices u with 7(u) < 0 behave similarly as vertices with v with
7(v) = 0. Hence, we may additionally assume 7 > 0 in what follows.

Our results concern the non-monotone target set problem for instances (G, 7), where

7(u) € {0,1,dg(u)} for every vertex u of G. 1.1

First, we describe a simple reduction for such instances in Lemma 1, which isolates the vertices v with
T(u) = dg(u). Our central result is Theorem 2, which characterizes non-monotone target sets for such
instances in terms of intersection conditions. With Theorem 3 we show that the considered restricted
instances are still hard. Finally, with Theorem 4 and Corollary 5, we show that the considered restricted
instances are tractable for graphs of bounded treewidth; providing a positive answer to the stated question
from [2] at least for the considered restricted instances.

2 Results

Throughout the paper, component always means connected component. Our first lemma yields a simple
reduction rule.

Lemma 1. Let G be a graph. Let T be a threshold function for G satisfying (1.1). Let X be a set of
vertices of G. Let U be the vertex set of a component of order at least 2 of the graph

G[{ueV(G) : t(u) = dg(u)}].

X is a non-monotone target set for (G, 1) if and only if No[U] C X and X \ N¢[U] is a non-monotone
target set for (G', 1), where

G' = G- Ng|U]and
'(u) = max{0,7(u) — |Ng(u) N Ne[U]|} for every vertex u of G

Furthermore, (G', ') satisfies (1.1), that is, 7' (u) € {O, 1, dG/(u)}for everyu € V(G').
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Proof: We first prove the necessity part of the stated equivalence. Therefore, let X be a non-monotone
target set for (G, 7). Let (X¢)ten, be the non-monotone activation process on (G, 7) starting with X . If
u ¢ X, for some u € U and some ¢t € Ny, and v is a neighbor of w in U, then v € X; 1 and u &€ Xy 4o,
which implies the contradiction that v ¢ Xy, oy for every k € Ny. It follows that U C X; for every
t € Ny, and, in particular, U C X. If u ¢ X for some u € Ng(U), and v is a neighbor of v in U, then
v & X1, whichis a contradiction. Hence, we obtain Ng(U) C X. Altogether, it follows that N [U] C X,
which, in view of the 7 values, implies that Ng[U] C X, for every t € Ny. Furthermore, if (X{);en, is
the non-monotone activation process on (G’, 7’) starting with X \ N¢[U], then the definitions of G’ and
7/ imply that X; = X U N¢[U] for every t € Ny, which implies that X \ Ng[U] is a non-monotone
target set for (G',7').

Now, we prove the sufficiency part of the stated equivalence. Therefore, let Ng[U] € X and let
X \ N¢[U] be a non-monotone target set for (G', 7’). Let (X¢)¢en, and (X/):en, be as above. In view of
the 7 values, it follows that Ng[U] C X, for every t € Ny. By the definitions of G’ and 7/, this implies
X = X] U Ng[U] for every t € Ny, which implies that X is a non-monotone target set for (G, 7).

Let u be a vertex of G'. If 7(u) € {0, 1}, then 7/(u) € {0, 1} follows immediately. If 7(u) = dg(u)
and 7/(u) # 0, then 7/(u) = 7(u) — |[Ng(u) N Ng[U]| = dg(u) — [Ng(u) N Neg[U]| = de(u).
Altogether, the function 7’ satisfies (1.1). O

For our next result, we may assume that the polynomial time reduction described in Lemma 1 has
already been applied.

Theorem 2. Let G be a graph. Let T be a threshold function for G satisfying (1.1) such that G has no
edge uwv with 7(u) = dg(u) and T7(v) = dg(v). A set X of vertices of G is a non-monotone target set for
(G, 1) if and only if the following conditions hold:

(1) Let U be the vertex set of a component of G[{u € V(G) : 7(u) € {0,1}}] with |U| > 2 and
T(u) = 1 foreveryu € U.
(a) If G[U] is not bipartite, then X N N [U] # 0.
(b) If G|U] is bipartite with partite sets A and B, A’ = Ng(B) \ Ng[A], B = Ng(A) \ N¢|B],
and C = Ng(A) N Ng(B), then
XNAUAUC)#0D and XN(BUB'UC)#0.

(2) If wis a vertex with 7(u) = 1 such that 7(v) = dg(v) for every v € Ng(u), then there are two (not
necessarily distinct) neighbors vi and v of w such that vi € X and N¢g(vs) C X.

Proof: We first prove the necessity. Let X be a non-monotone target set for (G, 7). Let (X} ):en, be the
non-monotone activation process on (G, 7) starting with X. Let U be as in (1). Note that 7(u) = dg(u)
for every vertex u € Ng(U). Therefore, if X N Ng[U] = 0, then X; N Ng[U] = 0 for every t € Ny,
which is a contradiction. This already implies condition (1)(a). Now, let U, A, B, A’, B’, and C be as in
(H(b). X, N (AU A UC) = 0 for some t € Ny, then, since

* Ng(B)C AU A" UC, and

* every vertex in B’ U C has a neighbor in A,
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we have X;41 N (B U B UC) = 0, and, by symmetry, X;12 N (AU A" U C) = 0, which implies the
contradiction that X o, N (AU A’ U C) = () for every k € Ny. By symmetry, it follows that condition
(1)(b) holds. Now, let u be as in (2). If u & X; for some ¢ € Ny, then X;11 N Ng(u) =D and u & X; o,
which implies the contradiction that u ¢ X, o for every k € Ny. Hence, u € X, for every t € N.
Since u € X3, there is a neighbor v; of v with v; € X. Since u € X5, there is a neighbor vs of u with
vy € X1, which implies that Ng(v2) C X. Altogether, condition (2) follows.

Now, we prove the sufficiency. Therefore, let X satisfy conditions (1) and (2). Let (X}):en, be the
non-monotone activation process on (G, 7) starting with X . If there is some ¢ such that {u e V(G) :
7(u) € {0, 1}} C X, forevery t > tg, then X; = V(G) for every t > to + 1. Therefore, it suffices to
show the existence of to. If 7(u) = 0 for some vertex u, then u € X for every t € N. Now, let u, v1, and
v be as in (2). Note that 7(w) € {0, 1} for every w € Ng(v1) U Ng(v2). If {v1} U Ng(v2) C X, for
some t € Ny, we obtain {ve} U Ng(v1) C Xty1, and {v1} U Ng(v2) C Xt yo, which implies u € X for
every t € Np.

Now, let U be the vertex set of a component of G[{u € V(G) : 7(u) € {0,1}}] with [U| > 2. If
7(u) = 0 for some u € U, then a simple inductive argument over dist¢ (u, v) implies v € X for every
v € Uandt > distg(u,v), which implies U C X, for every ¢t > diam(G|[U]). Hence, we may assume
that 7(u) = 1 for every vertex u € U.

Next, let G[U] be non-bipartite. By condition (1)(a), there is some vertex u € X N Ng[U]. Let
Vo1 - .. Vgk be an odd cycle in G[U], and let ugu; ... up be a path in G[Ng[U]| such that u = wuy,
ug = vg, and uy, ..., up € U. It follows that u; € X; for every i € {0, ..., ¢}, in particular, we have
vg € Xy. Now, it follows that v;, vopy1—; € Xy, for every j € {1,...,k}, in particular, we have
Vk, Vg+1 € Xe+k. This implies that vy, v € Xy for every ¢t > £+ k, and, similarly as above, it follows
that U C X, forevery t > £ + k + diam(G[U]).

Finally, let G[U] be bipartite, and let A, B, A’, B, and C be as in (1)(b). Since X contains a vertex
from AU A’ U C as well as a vertex from B U B’ U C, the set X contains a vertex a from A and a
vertex b from B. Let ugug ... usk+1 be a path in G[U] between a = ug and b = uggy1. It follows

that u;, usgy1—; € X144 for every i € {0,1,...,k}, in particular, ug, ug+1 € Xi4k. This implies
that ug, ug+1 € Xy for every t > 1 + k, and, similarly as above, it follows that U C X, for every
t > 1+ k + diam(G[U]), which completes the proof. O

Our next result concerns the hardness of instances (G, 7) satisfying (1.1).

Theorem 3. For every fixed positive integer d, it is NP-complete to decide, for a given triple (G, T, k),
where

* G is a planar graph with vertices of degree 2 and 3, in which every two vertices of degree 3 have
distance at least d,

* T is a threshold function for G satisfying (1.1), and
* k is a positive integer,
whether (G, T) has a non-monotone target set of order at most k.

Proof: Theorem 2 immediately implies that the considered decision problem is in NP. In order to prove
NP-completeness, let C be an instance of SATISFIABILITY consisting of the clauses C1, ..., C,, over the
boolean variables 1, . .., z,, where
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* every clause contains two or three literals,

* for every boolean variable x;, no clause contains both literals x; and Z;, exactly two clauses contain
the literal x;, and exactly one clause contains the literal z;, and

* the bipartite graph with partite sets {C,...,Cy,} and {z1,. .., z,} in which C} is adjacent to z;
if the clause C; contains x; or Z;, is planar.

It is well known [7] that SATISFIABILITY remains NP-complete for such instances.
We now describe a polynomial time construction of (G, 7, k) as in the statement such that C is satisfiable
if and only if there is a non-monotone target set for (G, 7) of order at most k:

* Forevery i € [n], create a graph G; as shown in Figure 1.
* Forevery j € [m], create a triangle C”.

» Forevery i € [n] and j € [m], if the positive literal z; appears in C;, then add an edge between
the vertex z; of G; and some vertex of C7, and if the negative literal Z; appears in C;, then add an
edge between the vertex Z; of G; and some vertex of C7. Ensure that the degrees of the vertices on
C7 remain at most 3 by selecting different endpoints on C for the at most 3 edges towards C”.

* Subdivide every edge e of the graph constructed so far exactly 2 {%J times, that is, replace each
edge e by a path P, of odd length at least d.

€Ty Z;

Fig. 1: The variable gadget G;.
This completes the description of G. Note that G has order 51+ 3m + 2 {%J (9n+3m) and is as required
in the statement. It remains to specify 7 and k:

e Let 7(x;) = dg(x;) and 7(Z;) = dg(Z;) for every ¢ € [n], and let 7(v) = 1 for all remaining
vertices.

e Letk =n.

Note that G has no edge uv with 7(u) = dg(u) and 7(v) = dg(v), and that each component of G[{u €
V(G) : 7(u) = 1}] is of order at least 2 and not bipartite. Therefore, non-monotone target sets for (G, 7)
are characterized by condition (1)(a) from Theorem 2.

If C has a satisfying truth assignment ¢, then

X ={z;:1 € [n]and x; is true under t} U {Z; : i € [n] and z; is false under ¢}
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is a non-monotone target set of order & = n for (G, 7) by Theorem 2.
Conversely, if X is a non-monotone target set of order at most & = n for (G, 7), then, by Theorem 2
and since k = n, the set X contains exactly one vertex from | J V(P.) forevery i € [n]. Hence, the
ecE(G;)
intersections X N {x;, Z; } define a partial truth assignment. Let the truth assignment ¢ extend this partial
truth assignment. Again by Theorem 2, the set X contains at least one vertex from Ng[V (C7)], which

implies that ¢ is satisfying. o

Our next result is based on the commonly used notion of a nice tree decomposition [14]. Let G be a
graph. A tree decomposition of G is a pair (T, (X¢)tev (1)), Where

e T'is atree,

* X; CV(G) for every node t of T,

. {t eV(T):ue Xt} induces a non-empty subtree of 7" for every vertex u of G, and,
» for every edge uv of G, there is some node t of T' with u, v € X;.

The width of the tree decomposition is max {|X¢| : ¢ € V(T')} — 1. The tree decomposition is nice if T
is a rooted binary tree, and every node ¢ of 7" is of one of the following types:

e tisaleaf of T, and Xy = () (leaf node).
e t has two children ¢’ and t”, and X; = Xy = X~ (join node).

* ¢ has a unique child ¢’, and
either | X; \ Xy| = 1 and | Xy \ X:| = 0 (introduce node),
or | Xy \ Xi| =1and | X; \ Xy | = 0 (forget node).

The proof of our next result is based on the reduction described in Lemma 1 and dynamic programming
along a nice tree decomposition.
Theorem 4. Given

* a pair (G, 1), where G is a graph of order n(G), and T is a threshold function for G satisfying
(1.1), and

* anice tree decomposition (T, (X)iev (1)) of G of width w, where T has order n(T),

the minimum order of a non-monotone target set for (G, ) can be determined in time

2% . n(T) - poly(n(G)):

Proof: Let (G, 7) and (T, (X¢)iev (1)) be as in the statement. Applying the polynomial time reduction
described in Lemma 1, we may assume that G has no edge wv with 7(u) = dg(u) and 7(v) = dg(v).
Since this reduction only involves the removal of vertices from G, the given initially nice tree decomposi-
tion can be modified in time n(T") - poly(n(G)) in such a way that it stays nice. Possibly adding O(n(G))
further forget nodes to T, we may assume that X;, = (), where ¢ is the root of T'. For every node ¢ of
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T, let Z; denote the set of nodes of T that contains ¢ as well as all its descendants, and, let G; be the

subgraph of G induced by |J Xs.
sEZt
Let G’ arise from the graph

G{ueV(G): r(u) € {0,1}}]

by removing all components that have order 1 or contain a vertex u with 7(u) = 0.
Let

* Uy,...,U, be the vertex sets of the non-bipartite components of G’, and let
* Uf,..., U, be the vertex sets of the bipartite components of G'.
For U = U] for some i € [q], and A, B, A’, B’, and C as in Theorem 2 (1)(b), let
« AU)y=AUAUCand B(U)=BUB'UC.
Let
* uq,...,u, bethe vertices v of G with 7(u) = 1 such that 7(v) = dg(v) for every v € Ng(u).

Clearly, all of Uy, ..., U,,U{, A(U;), B(U}),..., Ué,A(Ué),B(U;),ul, ..., U, can be determined in
poly(n(G)) time.
For every node ¢ of T', let

P = {iE[p]ZUiﬁXt#(Z)},
Q: = {ielq U/ NnX, #0},
Ry = {i€]r]:u; € X3}, and
Dy, = {ueX;:7(u)=de(u)}.

Lett beanodeof T. Let V— = V(G;) \ X;. Note that Ng(u) = Ng, (u) for every vertex u € V.
A pattern for t is a 5-tuple (S, B(l)(a)7 B(l)(b)7 B(g), Bd), where

@ S C Xq,

(i) B(1y(a) = (b(Ui))iePt € {0, 1}\Pn\’
(i) By = (b4 (U] bp(U))) 0, € (10,1324,
@) Bray = (b, (1), buy (02))) e, € (10,132)

(V) Bg = (b(u))ueDt € {0,1}1P:l,

Intuitively, the set S fixes the intersection of a potential non-monotone target set with X, and the suitably
formatted 0/1-vector (B(l)(a), Buy@): B2y, Bd) stores bits of information related to the conditions in

Theorem 2. For a pattern (S, B(1)(a), B(1)(s), B(2)» Ba) for t, let

z (8,5, By(a)s Bayw): B2y, Ba)
be the minimum of | X \ X;| over all subsets X of V(G}) such that

‘, and



8 Julien Baste, Stefan Ehard, Dieter Rautenbach
ClhH XnX:=68.

(C2) X N N¢|U;] # D forevery i € [p| withU; C V.

(C3) XNAU)#0and X N B(U) # (0 forevery i € [q] with U] C V.

(C4) Foreveryi € [r] withu; € V—, there are vertices vy, v2 € Ng, (u;) such that {v; } UNg, (v2) C X,
and, if vy € X4, then b(vg) = 1.
(C5) XN Ng[U;)NV~ £ foreveryi € P, with b(U;) = 1.

(Note that, if b(U;) = 0, then X N N¢g[U;] NV~ is not required to be empty. In other words,
b(U;) = 1 is not equivalent to X N Ng[U;] NV~ # @, but “b(U;) = 17 just imposes one more
condition than “b(U;) = 0.)

(C6) X NA(U)NV~ # D foreveryi € Q; with bg(U!) = 1.

(CT) X NBU!)NV~ % foreveryi € Q; withbg(U!) = 1.

(C8) X NV~ contains a neighbor of u; for every i € R with by, (u;) = 1.

(C9) V'~ contains a neighbor vo of u; with Ng, (v2) C X forevery ¢ € R; with by, (u;) = 1.
(C10) Ng,(u) C X for every u € D; with b(u) = 1.

If there is no set X satisfying these conditions, then let z (¢, S, B(1)(a), B(1)(): B(2), Ba) = ©.
If
P = (S, By Buyw: Bey Ba)  and P = (8, Bluyw) Blay Blays Bi)

are two patterns for ¢ such that P > P’ pointwise, and some set X satisfies (C1) to (C10) for the first
pattern P, then X also satisfies (C1) to (C10) for the second pattern P’. This immediately implies

2 (S, B1y(a)» By, Boy: Ba) = @ (5, By a): B1)v)» Bl2): B&) :

Since |Py| + |Q:] + |R¢| + |D¢| < |X¢| < w + 1, there are at most 2@ 14%+1 = 8w+ patterns for
t. Furthermore, if ¢, is the root of T, then, since X; = () and G; = G, we have P,, = Qi, = Ry, =
Dy, = 0, and x (t9,0,0,0,0, D) is the minimum order of a non-monotonous target set for (G, 7). Sim-
ilarly, if ¢ is a leaf of 7', then (9,0,0,0,0) is the only choice for (S, B(1)(a): B(1)(v)> B(2), Ba), and
x(t,0,0,0,0,0) = 0. In order to complete the proof, it suffices to explain how to determine the values
T (t, S, B1)(a)» B(1)v), B(2)s Bd) recursively in an efficient way for every node ¢ of 7" that is not a leaf.
How to obtain the stated running time is explained at the end of the proof.

Claim 1. Lett be a join node with the two childrent’ andt". If (S, B(1)(a), Bayw): Be2), Bd) is a pattern
fort, then x (t, S, B(1)(a)s B(1)v)» B(2)s Bd) is the minimum value of

! ! ! ! 1 1 1! 1
z (t 55 By By Bay» Bd) to (t 85 Bty By Bz Bd) ) 2.1
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where (S, le)(a), Bél)(b), Béz)’ Bd) is a pattern for t' with

(BEI)(a)7BE1)(b)7BE2)) = ((b/(Ui))iept7 ((bk(U{),b%(U{)))ith, (b, (ui), b, (u )))ieRt) :

and (S B ’1)((1), (1)(b)’ B(z)v Bd) is a pattern for t' with

(Bﬁ)(a)aB(l)(b)aB(z)) = ((b”(U))lept ((bZX(Ui/)vb%(Ui/)))ithv (b3, (ua), by, (u )))ieRt)

such that

)
ul)for everyi € Ry.
)

,(u;) foreveryi € Ry.

Proof Proof of Claim 1: Note that G; = Gy U Gy, V(Gy) NV (Gyr) = Xy, and V(Gy) \ X is the
disjoint union of V/(Gy/) \ X¢ and V(G ) \ Xy

If X C V(Gy) satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (¢, S, B(1)(a), B(1)(b)» B(2), Ba), then there are choices of
(t’, S, le)(a), Bgl)(b), B£2), Bd) and (t”, S, Bg’l)(a), B(l)(b)’ Bé)’ Bd) as in the statement such that

« X NV(Gy) satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t’, S, By 0y Bl ),Bgz),Bd) and

(b
* X NV(Gu) satisfies (C1) 1o (C10) for (¢, 8, Bl o). Blyy» Blays Ba)-

If, for instance, b(U;) = 1 for some i € P,, then, by (C5), the set X N (V(G,) \ X;) contains some vertex
from N¢[U;], which either belongs to X NV (Gy ), in which case b’ (U;) can be set to 1, or to X NV (G ),
in which case b” (U;) can be set to 1.

Conversely, for all choices of (S, BEl)(a)7B£1)(b)7B£2)7Bd) and (S, BE/l)(a)7BE/1)(b)7B£/2)7Bd) as in
the statement, if

« X NV(Gy) satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t’, S, By 0y Bl Bgz),Bd) and

1(b)

* X NV(Gu) satisfies (C1) 1o (C10) for (¢, 8, Bl o). By Blays Ba):

then X’ U X" satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t, S, B(l)(a)7 B(l)(b)7 B(g), Bd).
This completes the proof of the claim. O

Claim 2. [ft is an insert node with child t', X; \ Xy = {u}, and (S, By(a)s Bayw)s B2y Bd) isa
pattern for t such that x (t, S, B(1)(a)s B(1)v)» B(2)s Bd) < 00, then the following statements hold.
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(1) Ifu & S, then b(v) = 0 for every v € D, N Ng(u).

(2) Ifi € P, \ Py, then b(U;) = 0.

(3) Ifi € Q¢ \ Qu, thenbz(U}) = bz(U]) = 0.

(4) Ifi € Ry \ Ry, then by, (u) = by, (u) = 0.

(5) Ifu € Dy and b(u) = 1, then Ng,(u) C S.

(6) = (t, 5, B(1y(a), Bayv)s B2y, Ba) = = (ﬂ3’7BEl)(a)aB@)(b)aBEz)vB&)7 where S = S\ {u},
Bl1)a) = By P Biywy) = By l@u» Blay = B |r,» and By = Ba \ {u}.

Proof Proof of Claim 2: Note that Gy = G — u, Ng,(u) C Xy, and V(Gy) \ Xt = V(Gy) \ Xp.
Condition (C10) clearly implies (1). If i € P;\ Py, then U;NX; = {u}, and V(G;)\ X; contains no vertex
from N¢[U;], which implies (2). Similar arguments imply (3) and (4). If w € D; and b(u) = 1, then
Ng¢, (u) € Xy and (C10) imply (5). Now, the stated equality (6) follows from V (G¢)\ X; = V(G )\ Xv,
which completes the proof of the claim. O

For the following Claims 3 to 6, let ¢ be a forget node of ¢ with child ¢/, let Xy \ X; = {u}, and let
(S, B(l)(a),B(l)(b),B(g),Bd) be a pattern for ¢t. By definition, P, C Py, Q; C Qu, Ry C Ry, and
D, C Dy. We consider various patterns

(8. Bl1ya Blayoy: Bloys Bh)
- (317 (V' (U) 1ep, - (05U 65U1)) s, » (U, (i) L, () e (bl(u))ueDt/)
for t'.

Claim 3. Ifu € U; for some i € P;, then x (t, S, B(1)(a)» B)v), B(2)s Bd) is the minimum of the two
values

* « (¢S, Bayw), Bayw), B2y, Ba) and

o x (t’, S U {u}, BEI)(G), B1yw), B2y, Bd), where V' (U;) = 0 and the remaining entries ofBgl)(a)

are as in B(1)(q)-

Proof Proof of Claim 3: Note that i € P, that is, the set X, contains a vertex from U; that is different
from wu.
If X C V(Gt) satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t, S, B(l)(a), B(l)(b)7 B(Q), Bd), then

* eitheru ¢ X, and X satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (¢, S, B(1)(a), B1)(v)> B(2) Ba).

e oru € X, and X satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t’, S U {u}, By oy Bayo) Beay, Bd).
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Conversely, if X’ C V(Gy) satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (¢S, B(1)(a), B(1)(v): B(2); Ba). then u & X',
and X’ satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (,.5, B1)(a), B(1)(v): B(2) By). Furthermore, if X” C V(Gy) sat-
isfies (C1) to (C10) for (t', SU{u}, Blyy 0y Bywy Bz, Bd), then u € X", and X" satisfies (C1) to
(C10) for (t, S, B1)(a)» B1)v), B(2)s Bd) , regardless of the value of b(U; ). These observations imply the

claim. O

Claim 4. Ifu € U, for some i € Py \ Py, then (t, S, B(1y(a)s B(1)v)» B(2)s Bd) is the minimum of the

two values

oz (t/, S, Bél)(a)’ B(l)(b)a B(g), Bd), where

V() = 1, if S contains no vertex from Ng|U;], and
! 0, otherwise,

and the remaining entries ofle)(a) are as in B(1y(q), and

- (t’, SU{u}, By Baywy: By Bd), where b (U;) = 0 and the remaining entries of B{\

are as in B(1)(q)-

Proof Proof of Claim 4: Since i € P,/ \ P, the vertex u is the only vertex from U; in X, which implies
Ng[U;] CV(Gy).
If X C V(Gt) satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t, S, B(l)(a)a B(l)(b)a B(g), Bd), then

« cither u & X, and S satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t’, S, B{1) (e By Beo)s Bd),
e oru € X,and S U {u} satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t’, SU{u}, Bl 0y By Bz, Bd).

Conversely, if X' C V(Gy) satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t',s, Bgl)(a),B(l)(b>,B(2),Bd), then u & X',
and X’ satisfies (C1) to (C10) for (t, S, B1)(a), B(1)v)> B(2)» Bd), and, if X” C V(Gy) satisfies (C1)
to (C10) for (t’, S U{u}, B}y 0y By Bz, Bd), then u € X", and X" satisfies (C1) to (C10) for

(t, S, B1)), B(1)v), B2y Bd), regardless of the value of b(U;). These observations imply the clainé

If u € U; forsome i € Q; oru € U; for some i € Q4 \ Qy, then there are statements that are completely
analogous to Claims 3 and 4, and thus, we omit the details.

Claim 5. If u = wu; for some i € Ry, then x (t,S, B(l)(a),B(l)(b),B(g),Bd) equals the value of
x (t’7 S U {u}, B(l)(a)7 B(l)(b) , BEQ)’ Bd), where

W (us) = {1, if S contains no neighbor of u;, and
v1 1)

0, otherwise,
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and
(us) {1, if X contains no neighbor vy of u; with b(ve) = 1, and
U;) =

0, otherwise.

Proof Proof of Claim 4: Note that i ¢ R;. The stated equality follows immediately from (C4) applied to
t as well as (C8) and (C9) applied to ¢’. O

Claim 6. Ifu € Dy, then x (t, S, B1)(a)» B1)v), B(2)s Bd) is the minimum of the four values
* (t/, S, B(l)(a)a B(l)(b)a B(g), B&), where

o V/'(u) = 0 and the remaining entries of B!, are as in B,
L (t/7 S, B(l)(a)a B(l)(b)a B£2), B&), where

e b'(u) = 1 and the remaining entries of Bl are as in By,
o b, (u;) = 0 for every i € Ry such that u is a neighbor of u;, and the remaining entries of

BEQ) are as in B(3),

o x (t’, S U {u}, Bél)(a), BEl)(b)’ BE2), B&), where
e b'(u) = 0 and the remaining entries of Bl are as in By,
e V'(U;) = 0 foreveryi € P, withu € Ng[U;] and
the remaining entries 0fBE1)(a) are as in B(1)(a),
o U'5(U}) =0 foreveryi € Q; withu € /}(UZ’),
b5 (U}) = 0 for every i € Q; withu € B(U]), and
the remaining entries ofBgl)(b) are as in B(1)s),
o U, (u;) = 0 foreveryi € Ry such that u is a neighbor of u;, and
the remaining entries ofBgz) are as in B(y).
o x (t’, S U {u}, Bél)(a), BEl)(b)’ BE2), B(’i), where
e b'(u) = 1 and the remaining entries of B, are as in By,
e U'(U;) = 0 foreveryi € P, withu € Ng[U;] and
the remaining entries ofBgl)(a) are as in B(1)(a),
o U';(U}) =0 foreveryi € Q withu € %(U{),
b5 (U;) = 0 for every i € Q; with u € B(U]), and
the remaining entries ofBgl)(b) are as in B(1)y),
o b, (u;) = 0 foreveryi € Ry such that u is a neighbor of u;,
by, (ui) = 0 for every i € Ry such that u is a neighbor of u;, and

the remaining entries ofBEQ) are as in B(g).
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Proof Proof of Claim 6: Note that P, = Py, Q: = Q¢, Ry = Ry, and Dy = Dy U {u}. The four cases
correspond to the four possibilites

u ¢ X and b(u) = 0,
* u¢ X andb(u) =1,
* u € X and b(u) = 0, and
cuc Xandb(u) =1,

and they encode the consequences for U; with ¢ € Py, U/ with ¢ € Qy, and u; with i € R, for those
elements affected by . Similar obvious observations as in the proof of Claim 4 complete the proof of this
claim. O

Claim7. Ifu ¢ | U; U U Uz/ U U {u;} U Dy, then x (t,S, B(l)(a),B(l)(b),B(2)7Bd) is the
i€ Py 1€Q i€Ry
minimum of the two values
* « (¢S, Bayw), Bayw), B2y, Ba) and

* x (¢, S U {u}, Bay@), Bayw): Be), Ba)-

Proof Proof of Claim 7: This follows immediately from the definitions. O

In order to complete the proof, it suffices to argue that, spending 2°* - poly(n(G)) time for each
of the n(T") nodes ¢ of T, all values of x (t, S, B1)(a)» B)v), B2)s Bd) can be determined. Since the
initialization of the leaves is trivial, processing the nodes of 7' from the leaves to the root, we may assume,
for each node ¢ currently considered, that we dispose of all values for its one or two children. Considering
the cases corresponding to the different claims, it is easy to see, that the join nodes considered in Claim 1
entail most effort, and we give details only for these. Therefore, let ¢ be a join node.

» We initialize all values z(¢, . . .) values as oo.

* We loop through all at most 2°(*+1) choices for

/ ! ! " " "
(Sa By Buyw: By By Buyw: Be» Bd)

using the notation of Claim 1, and update x (t, S, B(1)(a)s B(1)v)» B(2)s Bd) with the minimum of
its current value and

2 (t',5, B{sy(ay Blayy Blay Ba) + (1.8, Bliyay, Bloyays Bley: Ba)
where every entry b of (B(l)(a), Bay®); B(Q)) satisfies
b=min{1,b' +b"}
" "

for the two corresponding entries b’ and b of (BE1)(a)a le)(b), BEQ)) and (lel)(a)v B(l)(b)7 B(z)),
respectively.
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+ Now, we loop through at most 23(*+1) choices for
P = (8, By, Bayw)» Brz), Ba)

as in Claim 1, in lexicographically increasing order of (B(l)(a), Buy@y: B, Bd).

For each choice of P = (S, B1)(a) B(1)(v), B2 Bd), we loop through all at most 22(w+1) chojces
for (B(y)(a)» Blyy s Bl ) suchthat (B Bayo Bay) = (Bl Bluyay: Blay ) pointwise,
and update the value of x (S, B£1)(a)v le)(b), B22)’ Bl’i) with the minimum of its current value and
the value of x (S, B1)(a) B(1)(v), B2) Bd).

By Claim 1 and the comments preceding it, all values x(t, .. .) are correct after the completion of these
loops, which completes the proof. o

If only (G, 7) is given, and G has order n and treewidth w, then one can, in time 20(w)p 4, 14],
determine a nice tree decomposition of G of width at most O(w) such that the underlying tree has order
O(wn). This immediately implies our final result.

Corollary 5. Given a pair (G, 7), where G is a graph of order n and treewidth w, and T is a thresh-
old function for G satisfying (1.1), the minimum order of a non-monotone target set for (G,7) can be
determined in time 2°)poly (n(G)).

References

[1] E. Ackerman, O. Ben-Zwi, and G. Wolfovitz, Combinatorial model and bounds for target set selection,
Theoretical Computer Science 411 (2010) 4017-4022.

[2] O.Ben-Zwi, D. Hermelin, D. Lokshtanov, and I. Newman, Treewidth governs the complexity of target
set selection, Discrete Optimization 8 (2011) 87-96.

[3] S. Bessy, S. Ehard, L.D. Penso, and D. Rautenbach, Dynamic monopolies for interval graphs with
bounded thresholds, Discrete Applied Mathematics 260 (2019) 256-261.

[4] H.L. Bodlaender, P.G. Drange, M.S. Dregi, F.V. Fomin, D. Lokshtanov, and M. Pilipczuk, A ckn
5-approximation algorithm for treewidth, SIAM Journal on Computing 45 (2016) 317-378.

[5] C.C. Centeno, M.C. Dourado, L.D. Penso, D. Rautenbach, and J.L.. Szwarcfiter, Irreversible Conver-
sion of Graphs, Theoretical Computer Science 412 (2011) 3693-3700.

[6] N. Chen, On the approximability of influence in social networks, STAM Journal on Discrete Mathe-
matics 23 (2009) 1400-1415.

[7] E. Dahlhaus, D.S. Johnson, C.H. Papadimitriou, P.D. Seymour, and M. Yannakakis, The complexity
of multiterminal cuts, STAM Journal on Computing 23 (1994) 864-894.

[8] M.C. Dourado, L.D. Penso, D. Rautenbach, and J.L. Szwarcfiter, Reversible iterative graph processes,
Theoretical Computer Science 460 (2012) 16-25.



Non-monotone target sets for threshold values restricted to 0, 1, and the vertex degree 15

[9] P.A. Dreyer Jr. and E.S. Roberts, Irreversible k-threshold processes: Graph-theoretical threshold mod-
els of the spread of disease and of opinion, Discrete Applied Mathematics 157 (2009) 1615-1627.

[10] S. Ehard and D. Rautenbach, On some tractable and hard instances for partial incentives and target
set selection, Discrete Optimization 34 (2019) 100547.

[11] M.R. Garey and D.S. Johnson, Computers and intractability. A guide to the theory of NP-
completeness, W.H. Freeman and Co., San Francisco, 1979.

[12] M. Gentner and D. Rautenbach, Dynamic monopolies for degree proportional thresholds in con-
nected graphs of girth at least five and trees, Theoretical Computer Science 667 (2017) 93-100.

[13] D.Kempe, J. Kleinberg, and E. Tardos, Maximizing the spread of influence through a social network,
Theory of Computing 11 (2015) 105-147.

[14] T. Kloks, Treewidth. Computations and approximations, Lecture Notes in Computer Science 842
(1994).

[15] D. Peleg, Size bounds for dynamic monopolies, Discrete Applied Mathematics 86 (1998) 263-273.

[16] M. Zaker, Generalized degeneracy, dynamic monopolies and maximum degenerate subgraphs, Dis-
crete Applied Mathematics 161 (2013) 2716-2723.



