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Abstract. Given a positive integer d, the d-CUT problem is to decide
if an undirected graph G = (V, E) has a non trivial bipartition (A, B)
of V such that every vertex in A (resp. B) has at most d neighbors
in B (resp. A). When d = 1, this is the MATCHING CUT problem.
Gomes and Sau, in IPEC 2019, gave the first fixed parameter tractable
algorithm for d-CUT, when parameterized by maximum number of the
crossing edges in the cut (i.e. the size of edge cut). However, their paper
doesn’t provide an explicit bound on the running time, as it indirectly
relies on a MSOL formulation and Courcelle’s Theorem. Motivated by
this, we design and present an FPT algorithm for the MATCHING CUT
(and more generally for d-CUT) for general graphs with running time
20klog k) L O() where k is the maximum size of the edge cut. This is the
first FPT algorithm for the MATCHING CUT (and d-CUT) with an
explicit dependence on this parameter. We also observe a lower bound of
220 nOW with same parameter for MATCHING CUT assuming ETH.
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1 Introduction

For a graph G = (V, E), (4, B) is a partition of G if AUB =V and AN B = 0.
Further, if both A # () and B # 0 then (A, B) is called a cut. The set of all the
edges with one endpoint in A and another in B denoted by E(A, B) is called
an edge cut and size of the edge cut is defined as |E(A4, B)|. A matching is an
edge set M C E such that no two edges e;,e; € M share any endpoint. A cut
(A, B) is a matching cut if every vertex in A (resp. B) has at most 1 neighbor
in B (resp A). Equivalently a cut (A, B) is matching cut if edge cut E(A, B) is
a matching. Note that as per these definitions matching cut can be empty, and
not all matching whose removal disconnects a graph need to be a matching cut.
The MATCHING CUT problem is to decide if a given undirected graph G has
a matching cut or not.

Recently Gomes and Sau [3] considered a generalization of matching cut and
called it d-cut. For a positive integer d > 1, a cut (A, B) is d-cut if every vertex
in A (resp. B) has at most d neighbor in B (resp A). They named d-CUT to
be the problem to decide if a given graph G has a d-cut or not. They showed
that for every d > 1, d-CUT is NP-hard for regular graphs even when restricted


http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.06998v2

2 N R Aravind and Roopam Saxena

to (2d + 2)-regular graphs[3]. They considered various structural parameters
to study d-CUT and provided FPT results. They also showed fixed parameter
tractability of d-CUT when parameterized by maximum size of the edge cut
using a reduction on results provided by Marx, O’Sullivan and Razgon [I4].
However, they didn’t provide an explicit bound on the running time as the
treewidth reduction technique of [14] relies on MSOL formulation and Courcelle’s
Theorem [6] to show fixed parameter tractability. Marx et. al. [14] also observed
that their method may actually increase the treewidth of the graph, however the
treewidth will remain f (k) for some function f. This motivated us to investigate
an FPT algorithm for d-CUT parameterized by maximum size of the edge cut
where we can explicitly bound the dependence on parameter. In this paper we
will discuss an FPT algorithm for d-CUT. Note that when d = 1, we can refer
to the problem as MATCHING CUT.

Let us now formally define d-CUT in the context of parameterized complexity
with maximum size of the edge cut as parameter .

k-d-CUT:

Input: An instance I = (G, k, d). Where graph G = (V, E), |V| = n and
k,d € N.

Parameter: k.

Output: yes if G contains a d-cut (A, B) such that |E(A, B)| < k, no
otherwise.

1.1 Previous work

The matching cut problem has been extensively studied. It was first introduced
by Graham [§]. Chvatal [5] proved matching cut to be NP-Complete for graphs
with maximum degree 4. Bonsma [2] proved matching cut to be NP-complete
for planar graphs with maximum degree 4 and with girth 5. Kratsch and Le
[11] provided an exact algorithm with running time O*(1.414.."f] and also pro-
vided a single exponential algorithm parameterised by the vertex cover num-
ber. Komusiewicz, Kratsch and Le [I0] further improved the running time of
branching based exact algorithm to O*(1.3803™) and also provided a SAT based
0*(1.3071™)-time randomized algorithm. They also provided single exponential
algorithm parameterized by distance to cluster and distance to co cluster. Ar-
avind, Kalyanasundaram and Kare [I] provided fixed parameter tractable algo-
rithms for various structural parameters including treewidth. Recently hardness
and polynomial time solvable results are also obtained for various structural
assumptions in [T2/13]9)].

1.2 Our Contribution
Our main contribution is the following theorem.

1 'We use O* notation which suppresses polynomial factors.
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Theorem 1. k-d-CUT can be solved in time 20(klogk) ,0(1)

We designed a dynamic programming based algorithm for the proof of the
above theorem. Cygan, Komosa, Lokshtanov, Pilipczuk, Pilipczuk, Saurabh and
Wahlstrom [7] provided a compact tree decomposition with bounded adhesion
along with a framework to design FPT algorithms and showed its application
on Minimum Bisection and other problems. We used this framework and tree
decomposition along with k-d-CUT specific calculations and proofs to design an
algorithm for k-d-CUT.

We also observe the parameterized lower bound for MATCHING CUT.

Theorem 2. Unless ETH fails, the problem to decide if a given n vertex graph
has a matching cut with edge cut size at most k cannot be solved in 20 1),

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Multiset notations:

Considering a set U as universe, a multiset is a 2-tuple P = (U, mp) where
multiplicity function mp : U — Zx>¢ is a mapping from U to non negative
integers such that for an element e € U, the value mp(e) is the multiplicity of
e in P that is the number of occurrence of e in P. Cardinality of a multiset P
is the sum of multiplicity of all the distinct elements of P. We write e € P if
mp(e) > 1. P is considered empty and denoted by P = 0 iff Ve € U, mp(e) = 0.
For two multiset A and B on universe U, let m 4 and mp be their respec-
tive multiplicity functions. We will use following operations on multisets for our
purposes.
Equality: A is equal to B denoted by A = B, if Ve € U, ma(e) = mp(e). We
say A and B are distinct iff they are not equal.
Inclusion: A is included in B denoted by A C B, if Ve € U, my(e) < mp(e).
Sum Union: P is a sum union of A and B is denoted by P = AW B, let mp
be the multiplicity function for P, then Ve € U, mp(e) = ma(e) + mp(e).
Throughout this paper, if the context is clear, for any multiset X we will use
mx to denote the multipicity function of X.

2.2 Graph notations:

All the graphs we consider are simple, undirected and connected. G = (V, E) is a
graph with vertex set V' and edge set E. E(G) denotes the set of edges of graph
G, and V(G) denotes the set of vertices of G. For E' C E, V(E’) denotes set of
all vertices of G with at least one edge in E’ incident on it. We use G’ C G to
denote that G’ is a subgraph of G. For a vertex set V/ C V', G[V’] denotes the
induced sub graph of G on vertex set V’. For an edge set E' C E, G[E’| denotes
the sub graph of G on edge set E' i.e. G[E'] = (V(E'), E').
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For disjoint vertex sets A C V and B C V, Eg(A, B) denotes the set of all the
edges of G with one endpoint in A and another in B. For a subgraph G' C G,
E¢ (A, B) denotes set of edges Eg(A, B) N E(G’). For a vertex v € V, we use
N¢g(v) to denote the set of all adjacent vertices of v in G, if the context of the
graph is clear we will simply use N (v).

Partition of a graph: For a graph G = (V, E), (A, B) is a partition of G if
AUB =V and AN B = (). We call a partition (4, B) trivial if either A = () or
B =.

Cut: For a graph G, a partition (4, B) is a cut if both A # () and B # (.
d-Cut: A cut (4, B) is a d-cut if every vertex in A has at most d neighbors in
B, vice versa every vertex in B has at most d neighbors in A.

d-Matching: For a graph G = (V| E), an edge set M C E is called a d-matching
if every vertex v € V' has at most d edges in M incident on it. Observe that a
cut (A, B) is d-cut iff E(A, B) is a d-matching.

2.3 Fixed parameter tractability:

Consider a language L C X* x N where Y is a fixed and finite set of alphabet. For
an instance (z,k) € X* x N, deciding if (z,k) € L is a parameterized problem
with parameter k. L is fixed parameter tractable (FPT) if there is an algorithm
A which correctly decides if (z,k) € L in time bounded by f(k).|z|¢, where ¢ is
a constant and f: N — N is a computable non-decreasing function.

2.4 Tree decomposition:

A tree decomposition of a graph G is a pair (T, ), where T is a tree and for
every t € V(T) a bag 8(t) C V(G). Such that:

1. For every e € E(G) there exist a t € V(T) such that V(e) C B(t);
2. Forv € V(G) let 371 (v) be the set of all vertices t € V(T') such that v € 5(t),
then T[8~1(v)] is a connected subgraph of T.

If the tree T in decomposition (T, 3) is rooted at some node r, we call it rooted
tree decomposition.

Definition 1. Adhesion in tree decomposition: In a tree decomposition
(T, B), For an edge e € E(T) where e = (t1,t2), a set o(e) = [(t1) N B(t2)
is called adhesion of e. For a rooted tree decomposition (T, 3) adhesion of a node
t € V(T) denoted by o(t) is o(t,t") where t' is parent node of t in T. Adhesion
of a root node r 1is ().

Some functions for our convenience: For a rooted tree decomposition (7, 3)
at some node r, for s,t € V() we say that s is a descendent of ¢, if t lies on the
unique path from s to the r. This implies that a node is a descendant of itself.

V() = U Ble), alt)=~)\aot), Gi=Gh(t)] - EG[o1)]).

c: descendant of t
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Definition 2 ([7]). Compact tree decomposition: A rooted tree decompo-
sition (T, B) of G is compact if for every non root-node t € V(T) : Gla(t)] is
connected and N(a(t)) = o(t).

Definition 3 ([7]). Separation: A pair (A, B) of vertex subsets in a graph G
is a separation if AUB =V (Q) and there is no edge with one endpoint in A\ B
and the other in B\ A; the order of the separation (A, B) is |AN B.

In [7] the edge cut (A, B) is defined as a pair A, B C V(G) such that AUB =
V(G) and AN B = {), which we refer to as partition (A4, B). And the order of
the edge cut (A, B) is defined as |E(A, B)|. These terminologies are required for
following definition.

Definition 4 ([7]). Unbreakability: Let G be a graph, A vertex subset X C
V(G) is (g,k)-unbreakable if every separation(A,B) of order at most k satisfies
|[ANX| < qor |BNX| <q. A vertex subset Y C V(G) is (q,k)-edge-unbreakable
if every edge cut (A,B) of order at most k satisfies |ANY | <q or|BNY|<gq.

Observe that every set that is (g,k)-unbreakable is also (g,k)-edge-unbreakable.

Theorem 3 ([7]). Given an n-vertex graph G and an integer k, one can in
time 20108 k) nOM) compute a rooted compact tree decomposition (T, ) of G
such that

1. every adhesion of (T, B) is of size at most k;
2. every bag of (T, B) is (i,i)-unbreakable for every 1 <i < k.
O

Note that since every bag of the output decomposition (T, 3) of theorem Bl is
(k, k)-unbreakable, it is also (k, k)-edge-unbreakable. Further, the construction
provided for the proof of theorem [Blin [7] maintained that the number of edges in
decomposition is always upper bounded by |V(G)| and hence |V (T)| < |[V(G)|+
1.

2.5 Color coding tools:

Lemma 1 ([4]). Given a set U of size n, and integers 0 < a,b < n, one can in
20 (min(a,b)log(atb)) 1o, time construct a family F of at most

20(min(a,b)log(a+b)) 169 1 subsets of U, such that following holds: for any sets
A, BCU, AnNB =0, |A|l <a, |B| <b, there exist a set S € F with A C S and
BNS=10 O

3 FPT algorithm for k-d-CUT. (Proof of theorem [l

A disconnected graph G trivially has a d-cut of size 0 and thus, (G, k,d) is
always a yes instance of k-d-CUT for every k,d € N. Thus, it remains to find
if (G,k,d) is a yes instance when the graph G is connected. From here onward
we will always assume that input graph G is simple and connected. Further, we
can also assume that d < k, otherwise the problem become same as deciding if
G has a min cut of size at most k which is polynomial time solvable.
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We will start by invoking theorem [Blon input n vertex graph G with parameter
k. This gives us a rooted compact tree decomposition (T, 3) of G where every
bag is (k, k)-edge-unbreakable and every node t € V(T') has adhesion of size at
most k. Consider the following definition.

Definition 5. (Matched candidate set of a vertex set Q C V) For a vertex
set @ CV and d € N, we call a multiset P = (V,mp) a d-matched candidate
set of Q if following holds.

- V’UEQ, mp('U) §d7
—YoeV\Q, mp(v) =0,
~|P| <k

Note that if @ = @) then an empty multiset P = () that is Yo € V, mp(v) = 0 is
the only d-matched candidate set of Q.

Proposition 1 (*E) Given Q C V., if |Q| < k, then there are at most 20(10gk)
distinct d-matched candidate sets of Q and in time 20 1085) nOW) we can list all
of them.

We perform a bottom up dynamic programming on (7', ). For every vertex
t € V(T), every set S C o(t), S = o(t) \ S, every d-matched candidate set
P = (V,mp) of o(t) and n. € {0,1} we compute an integer M[t, S, P,n.] €
{0,1,2,...., k, 00} with the following properties.

(1) If MJt, S, P,ne] < k, then there exist a partition (A, B) of G; such that
following holds.
— If n, = 1 then both A and B are non empty, otherwise either A or B is
emptY7
— Ano(t) € {S, S},
— E¢, (A, B) forms a d-matching,
— every vertex v in o(¢t) has at most mp(v) neighbors in other side of the
partition in Gy i.e. Vv € 0(t), |Nggg, (a,8)(v)] < mp(v),
- |Eg,(4,B)| < M[t, S, P,n.].
(2) For every partition (A, B) of the entire graph G that satisfies following pre-
requisites:
— Ano(t) € {S, S},
— E¢(A, B) forms a d-matching,
— every vertex v in o(t) has at most mp(v) neighbors in other side of the
partition in Gy i.e. Vv € 0(t), |Nggg, a,8)(v)] < mp(v),
— |Ec(A, B)| < k.
It holds that |Eg, (A, B)| > M][t, S, P,1] if both V(G¢) N A and V(G;) N B
are non empty, otherwise |Eg, (4, B)| > M|t, S, P,0] if either V(G:) N A or
V(G¢) N B is empty.

2 Proofs of statements marked with % are provided in appendix.
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Note that |Eq, (A, B)| > oo imply that such partition (A, B) doesn’t exist.
Let us now formally prove that table M].] is sufficient for our purpose.

Lemma 2. (G, k,d) is a yes instance of k-d-CUT if and only if M[r,0,0,1] < k
where r is the root of T'.

Proof. For the first direction, a non trivial partition (A, B) for G, whose exis-
tence is asserted by property 1 for M[r,(,0,1] is a d-cut of G with |Eg(A, B)| <
k,as G, =G.

For the other direction, let (A4, B) be a d-cut of G such that |Eg(A, B)| < k.
Since o(r) = 0, (A, B) satisfies all the prerequisites of property (2) for ¢t = r,
S = 0 and P = (). Further, V(G,) N A and V(G,) N B are both non empty
as (A4, B) is a non trivial partition. Thus, k > |Eg, (A, B)| > M|[r,0,0,1]. This
finishes the proof. a

Proposition 2 (x). For every t, S and P, if either S or S is empty, then
Mi[t, S, P,0] = 0 satisfies property (1) and (2).

Proposition 3 (x). For every t, S and P, if both S and S are non empty, then
M][t, S, P,0] = co.

Proposition 4 (x). For every t, S and P, if both S and S are non empty, then
Mlt, S, P,1] > 1.

To prove theorem [ it would suffice to compute the M][.] table for every node
t € V(T) in time 20108 %) nO(1) Further, as the number of nodes in 7' is bounded
by O(n), it would suffice if we show that for a fixed ¢t € V(T), the entries
M]t, ., .,.] can be computed in 20(klog k) O01),

For every t € V(¢), |o(t)| < k. Recalling proposition [l the number of distinct
d-matched candidate sets of o(t) is bounded by 2°(*1°¢¥) and we can obtain
them in time 20(*108 %), O Thus, the number of cells M[t, ., ., ] at every vertex
t € V(T) are bounded by 20 1ek) Thus, if we can show that a single cell
M]t, S, P,n.] can be computed in time 20*1°8%)p0M) given entries M|c, ., ., ]
for every children ¢ of ¢ in T, then we can bound the time required to compute
all the entries M]t, ., .,.] for a node t € V(T') to 20(*logk) . 20(klog k) O(1) wwhich
is essentially 20(klogk) O Thus, we focus on the calculation of a single cell
M[t, S, P,ne].

3.1 Calculating the value of M|t, S, P, n,|

In this section we will discuss the calculation of a single cell M|[t, S, P, n.].

For the given t € V(t), S C o(t) and P such that P is a d-matched candidate
set of o(t). We use proposition 23] to set M|[t, S, P,0] € {0, 00}. Thus, we move
on to the calculation of M[t, S, P,1]. Let Z(t) be the set of all the children of
t in T. From here on we will assume that entries Mc, ., .,.] are calculated for
every ¢ € Z(t). Note that if ¢ is a leaf vertex then Z(t) is empty.
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Intuitively, in this step of dynamic programming we will focus on to partitioning
B(t) and use entries M]c, ., .,.] as black boxes to find the best way to partition
subgraphs G.. Within this framework we can think of every edge e € E(G[5(¢)])
as a subgraph of G; and to find the best way to partition subgraph Gle] we
construct a table Mgle, S’, P'] for every edge e = (u,v) € E(G{[8(t)]) where
S" C {u,v}, and P’ is a l-matched candidate set of {u,v}. We are taking a
1-matched candidate set of V(e), as there is only 1 edge in GJe].

We assign following values to Mg[e, S, P’].

— Mgle,0, P'| = Mgle, {u,v}, P'] = 0 for every 1-matched candidate set P’ of
V(e);

— Mgle,{u}, P’ = Mgle,{v}, P'] =1 for 1-matched candidate set P’ of V (e)
such that mp/(u) = mp/(v) = 1;

— Mgle,{u}, P'l| = Mgle,{v}, P'|= oo for every l-matched candidate set P’
of V(e) such that mp/(u) =0 or mp/(v) = 0.

Intuitively, if both w, v falls into the same side of the partition then Mgle, S’, P’
costs 0. Otherwise, if u and v falls into different side of the partition and both
are allowed to have a neighbor in the other side of the partition in G[e] as per
P’ then Mgle, S’, P’] costs 1 and if at least one of u or v is not allowed to have
a neighbor in the other side of the partition in Gle] as per P’ then Mgle, S, P’
costs co. Clearly, every 1-matched candidate set of V(e) can be considered as
a subset of V(e). Thus, number of cells Mg][.] is bounded by n®() and we can
calculate it as per above assignment in time n®%),

Definition 6. (S-compatible set of a bag) For S C o(t) and S = o(t) \ S,
a set A C B(t) is called an S-Compatible set of B(t) if

- |AS| S k; _
— AsNo(t) € {5,573,
— Ajs is non-empty proper subset of B(t) i.e. As # 0 and As # B(t).

For an S-compatible set Ay of B(t), let Sc = A;No(c) and S. = o(c) \ Se
for every ¢ € Z(t). And let S, = AsNV(e) and S, = V(e) \ Se for every
e € E(G:[B(1)))-

We define Z77 = {c | c € Z({t) A (S. # 0) A (S # 0)} and call it set of broken
children of t with respect to A, and also define Ef = {e| e € B(GB()]) A
(Se # 0) A (Se # 0)} and call it set of broken edges of F(G[3(t)]) with respect
to As. Clearly, given Ay, we can find Z/y and E/y in time nO).

Definition 7. (P-Compatible family) For ¢, P and Ay such that t € V(T),
P is a d-matched candidate set of o(t) and A, is an S-compatible set of 5(t).
A family Fpia, = {P.| c € ZAYU{P.| e € EA} is called an A,-restricted
P-compatible family of t if the following holds:
let P. = Wp,cp, . Po.
— for each ¢ € Z%*, P. is a d-matched candidate set of o(c),

ab
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— for each e € Eﬁf, P, is a 1-matched candidate set of V(e),
- |Pz| < 2k,

- YveV,mp, (v) <d,

— Yo eo(t), mp,(v) <mp(v).

The intuition behind the A;-restricted P-compatible family is as follows. P,
P, and P, can be considered as a restriction on the possible number of neighbors
of vertices of o(t), o(c) and V(e) in other side of a partition respectively in Gy,
G. and Gle]. As-restricted P-compatible family can be considered as the family
of restrictions P, and P, which are consistent with P and maintain the property
of d-matching.

We say that two A,-restricted P-compatible families Fp4, = {P.|c € Z AU
{P.|e € Ef} and Fp 4, ={Plce ZAYU{P!| e € E%;} are equal iff Ve € Z7,
P. = P! and Ve € Eflj, P, = P!. We say that Fp 4 and F1/3|As are distinct iff
they are not equal.

Proposition 5 (). For an S-compatible set Ay of B(t), if |25 | + |Ef:| < k,
then there are at most 20018 K) distinct A,-restricted P-compatible families of
t and in time 200108 k) O() we can list all of them.

Assuming that M]c, ., ., ] table is calculated for every ¢ € Z(t) and Mgle, ., ] are
available as per above assignment for every e € E(G,[3(t)]). For an S-compatible
set A of B(t) and Ag-restricted P-compatible family Fpj4, = {P.| c € Z4 U
{P.| e € EX¥*} of t, we define cost of A, and Fpya, for t as follows.

cs(t,As, Fpia,) = > Mle,AcNo(c), P, 1]+ Y Mgle, AinV(e), P]. (1)

cezly eCEly

We define minimum cost of an S-compatible set A of 5(¢) and d-matched
candidate set P of o(t) as follows:

mes(t, A, P) = min{cs(t, As, Fpja,)| Fpja, is As-re. P-com. family of t}. (2)

Lemma 3 (x). Assuming values M|c, ., .,.] satisfy property (1) and (2) for every
c € Z(t) then mes(t, As, P) satisfies following properties.

(a) If mes(t, As, P) < k, then there exist a partition (A, B) of G, such that:
- |Eg, (4, B)| < mes(t, As, P),
— Eqg,(A, B) forms a d-matching,
— Vv ea(t), INgee,(a,B) (V)] <mp(v).
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(b) For every partition (A, B) of the entire graph G that satisfy following pre-

requisites:
— |Ea(A,B)| <k,

— E¢(A, B) forms a d-matching,

— Vv ea(t), INgee,(a,B) (V)] <mp(v).
It holds that |Eq, (A, B)| > mes(t, As, P).

We note that if mes(t, As, P) > k then there doesn’t exist a partition (4, B) of
G satisfying prerequisites of property (b).

Proposition 6 (x). For every Ag-restricted P-compatible family Fp 4, of t,
es(t, As, Fpia,) = | 2o | + | B |-

Claim 1 (). Assuming M]c, .,.,.] and Mgle, ., .] tables are calculated for every
c € Z(t) and every e € E(G[5(t)]). Given an S-compatible set A, of 5(¢) and an

Ag-restricted P-compatible family Fp4, of ¢, es(t, As, Fip|a,) can be calculated

in time 20(klogk),0(1)

Lemma 4. For an S-compatible set Ay of B(t), in time 20*108K)nOM) e can
either decide that mes(t, As, P) > k or calculate mes(t, As, P).

Proof. Given Ay, we check if |Z(ﬁj| + |E(‘3f| < k, if not, then using the proposi-
tion [l we conclude that mes(t, As, P) > k . Else, if |Z£f| + |Elﬁf| < k, then we
use proposition [ to get all the 20 1°8k) distinct A,- restricted P-compatible
families of ¢ in time 20(*198%)nO() and calculate mcs(t, A,, P) as per equation
Clearly, we need to calculate cs(t, As, Fpj4,) for 20(klogk) (distinct As- re-
stricted P-compatible families, which we can accomplish by invoking claim [I]

20(klogk) times. Thus, we conclude that calculation of mes(t, A, P) would take
time 20(klogk) nO(1), a

We now move on to give an assignment to M|t, S, P, 1]. Consider the following
assignments.

MIN, = min{min{M|c, 9, P, 1] | P. is a d- mat. can. set of o(c) such that
Yo € o(t),mp,(v) <mp(v)} |ce Z(@)}. (3)

If ¢ is a leaf vertex and Z(¢) is empty, then we set MIN, = oco.
MINgy = min{mes(t, As, P) | Asis an S -compatible set of 3()}. (4)
Consider the following assignment of M|[t, S, P, 1].
1. Case: S=0or S =o(t).

M[t, S, P,1] = min{ MIN,, MINg}. (5)
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2. Case: S # () and S # o(t).
MIt, S, P,1] = MINg). (6)

In the equation (B) and (@) if the right hand side exceed k then we set
M][t, S, P,1] = co.

Lemma 5 (x). Assuming values M|c, ., .,.] satisfy property (1) and (2) for every
c € Z(t) and mes(t, As, P) satisfies property (a) and (b) for every S-compatible
set Ag of B(t), assignment of M|t, S, P,1] as per equation [@) and (@) satisfies
property (1) and (2).

Calculation of MIN, is straightforward and requires to iterate over every
Mle, .,.,.] for every c¢. As number of cells M, .,.,] at each ¢ are bounded by
20(klogk) and | Z(t)| can be at most O(n), we can calculate M N, in 20(*1og k) O(1)

To calculate MINg() a simple brute force approach of guessing all the S-
compatible sets of 5(t) will not work, as it will breach the running time budget
that we have. However, as it is required to calculate MINg only if MINg <
k, we can restrict our search space.

To this end, let us assume that MINg;) < k, and let us fix a minimizing argu-
ment A}, then A} is the S-compatible set such that MINgqy) = mes(t, A%, P) <

k. In such a scenario due to proposition [0l we can assume |Z2} + |E;4l} < k. Re-
calling S. = A;No(c) and S, = a(c)\ S. for every c € Z(t). And S, = A;NV (e)
and S, = V(e) \ Se for every e € E(G[f(1)]).

Let B* = (U, _ 4z 5¢) U(U, 4z Sc). Due to 1Z57| + |ES7 | < k and |o(c)] < k,
we can observe that |B*| < k? . Invoking lemma [ for the universe 3(¢) and
integers k, k? + k, we obtain a family F of subsets of 3(t) such that there exist
a set A, € F such that A; DO A% and A, N (B* U (o(t) \ A%)) = 0. We call such
set Ay a good set. Further, the size of F is bounded by 20(klogk) 1og 1.

We now construct an auxiliary graph H on vertex set 5(¢) and add an edge
(u,v) € E[H] if and only if one of the following holds,

1. u,v € o(t);
2. there exist a ¢ € Z(t) such that u,v € o(c);
3. (u,v) € E(G[B(1))])-

Observe that o(t) forms a clique in H, similarly every o(c) forms a clique in H
and G[3(t)] is a sub graph of H. For X C /3(t), we call a connected component
Cs of H[X] an S-compatible component if V(Cy) is an S-compatible set of 3(t).

Proposition 7 (x). If A, is a good set, then there exist an S-compatible com-
ponent Cs in the sub graph H[Ag4| such that mes(t, A%, P) = mes(t,V(Cs), P).
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Proposition [7 allow us to efficiently calculate MINg). We need to iterate
over every A, € F and for each S-compatible component Cs in H[A,] (if such
Cs exist in H[Ay]) we need to invoke lemma [4] so that we can either calculate
mes(t, V(Cs), P) or decide if mes(t, V(Cs), P) > k. If mes(t, V(Cs), P) > k then
we assume it to be co. We take the minimum value mes(t, V(Cy), P) encountered
among all the S-compatible component Cs in H[A4] over all the choices A, €
F and assign it to MINg(;. Correctness of this procedure comes due to the
minimality of mes(t, A%, P) among all the S-compatible sets of 5(t) and due to
proposition [1l If we don’t encounter any S-compatible component during this
process then we can conclude that the assumption MINgy < k doesn’t hold
and we set MINg(;) = oc.

As the size of F is bounded by 2°0(1°¢¥) Jogn and we can obtain it using
lemma [ in time 29*1°8%)nlogn. And for every A, € F, H[Ay] can contain
at most n S-compatible components and we can find all of them in time n®™)
by using standard graph traversal method. Thus, we need to invoke lemma [l
for at most 20(*19e k) O0(1) §_compatible components(sets), and each invocation
takes 20(k1oe M) nOM) thys, calculation of MINg takes time 20(klosk)pOW),
Recalling that calculation of MIN, takes 20 102k),O()  This conclude that a
single cell M[t, S, P, 1] can be calculated in time 20*1°8%)pO0()  Fyrther we use
proposition [2 and Bl to set values of M|t, S, P,0]. This conclude that a single cell
M]t, S, P,n.] can be calculated in time 20(*1°8%)nO(1) Recalling lemma B this
suffices to conclude the proof of theorem [l

4 Parameterized lower bound (Proof of Theorem [2))

Kratsch and Le (section 3.3 in [II]) have shown that for an n vertex graph,
MATCHING CUT cannot be solved in 2°(") assuming exponential time hypoth-
esis (ETH). This directly implies that for an n vertex graph MATCHING CUT
when parameterized by maximum size of the edge cut k, cannot be solved in
200 01) time if ETH holds.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we discussed a 20108k 0(1) time fixed parameter tractable algo-
rithm for d-CUT where k is the maximum size of the edge cut. We also observed
ETH based parameterized lower bound 22" n0M) for MATCHING_CUT with
the same parameter. It will be an interesting problem to reduce the gap between
lower and upper bound of MATCHING_CUT.
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A Appendix

A.1 Proof of Proposition [1]

Proof. Consider d copies of every v € ) and treat all of them as distinct elements,
clearly if |Q| < k then there are at most kd such elements. Every d-matched
candidate set P of ) can be considered as selection of |P| elements from these
kd elements, as we can define multiplicity of each vertex v € @ to be equal to
the number of selected copies of v and multiplicity of each vertex v € V' \ @
as 0. Thus, number of all possible subsets of size at most k of the set of these
kd elements is an upper bound for all possible d-matched candidate sets of S.
Clearly, two selected subsets may produce equal d-matched candidate sets with
this procedure. However, for the simplicity of the analysis we are using this
procedure and the bound obtained is sufficient for our purpose.

Number of possible subsets of size at most k of set containing kd elements are
bounded by » (kid) which is bounded by 20 1°8%) a5 d is at most k. Further,
we can use bounded search tree or branching method to exhaustively select 4
elements from these kd elements for every 0 < i < k to generate every Eossiblg
d-matched candidate set of Q. The running time will be bounded by >, (kd)*
which is bounded by 29(*1°8k) Further, to remove duplicate d-matched candi-
date sets we can use any comparison based method, where the running time will
be bounded by 20k 10gk)nO1) Thys, in time 20*1°8%) 0 we can accomplish
the task of obtaining all the possible distinct d-matched candidate sets of @ if
QI < k.

Correctness of bound on the number of d-matched candidate sets and correct-
ness of algorithm to generate all of them comes due to the exhaustive selection.

O
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A.2 Proof of Proposition

Proof. Consider the partition (A = ¢, B = V(G})) of Gy, it satisfies all the
statements of property (1) for M[t, S, P,0] = 0 for S € {0,0(¢)} and for every
d-matched candidate set P of o(t). Further, property (2) is trivially satisfied, as
for any partition (4, B) of G, |Eg, (A, B)| > 0. O

A.3 Proof of Proposition

Proof. 1t is straightforward to see that if both S and S are non-empty then,
there cannot be a trivial partition (A, B) of Gy. O

A.4 Proof of Proposition [

Proof. If M[t,S, P,1] < k then consider the partition (A, B) of G; who’s exis-
tence is asserted by property (1), Due to both S and S being non empty, both
A and B are non empty. Clearly ¢ is non root node, as for root node adhesion
o(t) = 0. Recalling the compactness of tree decomposition T', where G[a(¢)] is
connected and Ng(a(t)) = o(t). Thus, for any such partition, E¢, (A4, B) can’t
be empty. This finishes the proof. a

A.5 Proof of Proposition

Proof. Consider the following procedure to generate As-restricted P-compatible
families for ¢.

We define P* = {(c,v,i)|c € Z Av € o(c) Ai € {1,2,..,d}} and P}, =
{(e,v,1)]e € E(ﬁj Av € V(e)}. Here the triple (c,v,4) indicate i*" copy of vertex
v € o(c) that can be part of d-matched candidate set of o(c). Similarly, (e,v,1)
indicate only copy of vertex v € V(e) that can be part of 1-matched candidate
set of V(e).

Given a subset P C (P* U Pf), we construct d-matched candidate sets of
o(c) for every ¢ € Z4 and 1-matched candidate sets of V(e) for every e € E4
as follows.

Ve e Zﬁf,Pc = (V,mp,) such that
Vo € a(c),mp, (v) = [{(c, v, i)|(,v,i) € P A(c=c )N (v="2")};

and Yo € V' \ o(c),mp,(v) =0. (7)

That is mp,(v) equals number of copies of vertex v that can be part of
d-matched candidate set of o(c).

If |P.| > k then we can conclude that |P,| is not a d-matched candidate set
and given P, cannot form A,-restricted P-compatible family. Similarly,
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Ve € E;%)S,Pe = (V,mp,) such that
Vv € V(e),mp, (v) = [{(e",v",i)|(¢/,v',4) € Pl A (e =€) A(v=1")};
and Yo € V\ V(e),mp,(v) =0. (8)

Once we constructed all the P. and P, and verified that they are valid d-
matched candidate set for their respective o(c) and V' (e), we can directly check
if {P.] ce€ Zﬁf} U{P]| e € E(ﬁj} satisfy all the conditions of As-restricted P-
compatible family or not. Recall for any As-restricted P-compatible family Fp|4,
where P, = H‘JPVGFP\AQ P,, we have |P,| < 2k. This restriction on size allow us
to generate all possible A,-restricted P-compatible families of ¢ by considering
all the subsets of P* U Pf, of size at most 2k to run our procedure.

To prove that our procedure produces all possible families, assume to the
contrary that Fp , = {Fe| c € ZAYU{P,| e € EX} is a family that can not
be produced by our procedure. Consider the set P, = {(c,v,4)|c € Zab ANv €
P.A(1<i<mp)}U{(e,v,1)|e € E4* Av € P.}. Clearly P, is a subset
of (P* U Pp) of size at most 2k as |Wp cp, pia, o | < 2k. We can directly check
that the A, restricted P-compatible family produced from P,; using equations
@), ®) are equal to FP‘AS7 contradicting that FJ'D‘AS can not be produced.

We note that apart from generating all the distinct As-restricted P-compatible
families this procedure will generate some repetitions of As-restricted P-compatible
families, but we use this procedure for simplicity of analysis and the upper bound
obtained from this procedure is sufficient for our purpose.

If |Z2:| + |E47| < k, then clearly |P* U Pg| < dk? < k* as d is at most k.
And the number of subsets of P* U Py, of size at most 2k can be bounded by
Efko ( g) which is bounded by 20108 k) Thus there can be at most 20(*108%)
distinct Ag-restricted P-compatible families of t.

Further to list all the subsets of P*U Py, of size at most 2k we can use bounded
search tree method or simply branching with bound on the depth of search tree to
be the size of the subset that we want to generate. Clearly the running time will
be bounded by Zfio E3n2M which is bounded by 20(*10gk)nO0()  Further, to
remove duplicate A-restricted P-compatible families we can use any comparison
based method, where the running time will be bounded by 2€(*10g%),0O(1),

Correctness of both the bound and algorithm to generate subsets come from
exhaustive selection. This finishes the proof.

O

A.6 Proof of Proposition

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that any ¢ € Zfbs or e € Efbs contribute a positive
value to the calculation of cs(t, As, Fp|4,) in equation (I). Recalling the assign-

ment of Mgl.,.,.], it is straightforward to see that for any e = (u,v) € Eflj,
Mgle, AsNV(E),P)>1as A;NV(E) ={u} or A,NV(E) = {v}.
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For any ¢ € Zﬁf, observe that ¢ contributes M|c, A; No(c), P.] in equation ().

Force Z (ﬁj both Ag No(c) and o(c) \ As are non empty. Recalling proposition
M we conclude M|e, As No(c), P.] > 1. This finishes the proof. O

A.7 Proof of Claim [

Proof. As discussed earlier calculation of Zﬁf and Efbs will take n©™) time.
Number of cells M|c, ., .,.] are bounded by 20(1°¢) for every ¢ € Z(t), fur-
ther there are O(1) cells Mgle,.,.] for every e € E(G:[8(t)]). To calculate
cs(t, Ag, Fpa,) as per equation Il we need to retrieve desired cells M(c, As N
o(t), P., 1] for every ¢ € Zﬁf and Mle, As NV (e), P.] for every e € Eﬁf. As
|25 |+ | EA: | < nPM) we need to retrieve at most n?) cells for calculation as
per equation [l Assuming we do a linear search on 20 1°8%) Affc . ] cells for
every c € Z2y and O(1) Mgle, ., ] cells for every e € E% to retrieve desired cell.
The time to retrieve desired cells is thus, bounded by 20108k, 00) " gnce we
retrieve all the desired cells, calculation of cs(t, As, Fip|4,) is straightforward. O

A.8 Proof of Lemma [3]

Proof. For property (a), let Fpia, = {P¥|l c e Z(ﬁj} U{P!| e € Eﬁf} be the
Ag-restricted P-compatible family for which mes(t, As, P) = cs(t, As, FI’§|AS). If
es(t, As, F;IAS) <k, then M[ec, A; No(c), P, 1] <k for every ¢ € Zﬁj. Further,
for every ¢ € Z(t) \ Z(ﬁj, either A; No(c) = o(c) or A;No(c) = 0. And as per
proposition @ we have that M|c, As N a(c),,0] = 0 for every ¢ € Z(t) \ Z2 .

For every c € Z ﬁj let (A., B.) be the partition of G corresponding to property
(1) for Mle, A N a(c), PS5, 1]. And for every ¢ € Z(t) \ Z247, let (A., B.) be
the partition of G. corresponding to property (1) of Mle, As N o(c),B,0]. Let
Zg={clce Z{t)N(AcNo(c) = AsNo(c))} and Zp = {c| c € Z(t) A (Ac.No(c) =
o(c) \ As)}. Observe that B, No(c) = A; No(c) for every ¢ € Z;,. We define

A= 4 v (l Bo) uA4,

cEZ, cEZy

B=V(G)\ 4

It is now remained to prove that partition (A, B) of G; satisfies property (a).

As Acno(e) = AsNo(c) for every c € Z, and B.No(c) = A;No(c) for each
¢ € Zy, turther due to o(c) being the only vertices that V(G.) share with 5(t)
for every ¢ € Z(t), and A5 C B(t), we get the property that AN B(t) = As.
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For every c € Z,, ANV (G.) = A, U(ANBt)No(c)) = A.U(AsNo(c)) = A..
Similarly, for every ¢ € Z,, ANV (G,.) = B.. Consider the following important
claim.

Claim 2. Eg, (A, B) - (U Eg. (Ac, BC) U E:ﬁ)s)'

CGZ:’bS
Proof. Assume to the contrary that there exist an edge e = (u,v) € Eg, (4, B)
such that e ¢ (Uceszs Ec. (A, B.)J EZ). Without loss of generality let u € A
and v € B. If e € E(G{[3(t)]) then u € As and v € B(t) \ A contradicting
e ¢ B4 . If e € E(G.) for a ¢ € Z, then due to ANV(G.) = A, we have
u € A. and v € B, contradicting e € Eg, (A., B.) as well as contradicting that
ce Z(t)\ Z(ﬁj, as for every c € Z(t) \ Z(ﬁj the corresponding partition (4., B.)
is trivial, that is either A, or B, is empty. If e € G, for a ¢ € Z;, then due to
ANV(G.) = B, we have u € B, and v € A, contradicting e € Eq_(A¢, Be) as
well as contradicting ¢ € Z(t) \ Z, Lﬁf. This finishes proof of the claim. O

For an edge ¢ = (u,v) € Ey, A;NV(e) = {u} or A, NV(e) = {v}. Now
we can directly check that Mgle, A; NV (e), P¥] > 1 as per the assigned val-
ues of Mgle,.,.]. Thus, |EZ:| is at most ZeeEAbS Mgle, As N V(e), P¥]. And
|Ueeza. Ec.(Ac, Be)| is at most 3, 4. Mle, A, No(c), P, 1]. Using claim
we can conclude that |Eg,(A, B)| is at most cs(t, As, Fp 4, ) which is same as
mes(t, Ag, P).

To show that Eg, (A, B) forms a d-matching it is sufficient to show that for
every vertex v € V(Gt), |Ng(gg, (4,) (V)| < d. As es(t, As, Fp 4 ) < k, then
Mgle, As NV (e), P*] < k for every e € EZ. For an edge e = (u,v) € E’,
AsNV(e) = {u} or A;NV(e) = {v}. We can directly check that in such case
Mgle, A; NV (e), P] = 1 and mp+(u) = mps(v) = 1 as per the assignment of
values for Mgle, ., ], this ensures that for every vertex v € 5(t) and for an edge
e € B, INGEs, (A4,B)ne (V)] < mps(v).

For every ¢ € Z3, partition (A., B,) of G.. satisfies property (1) of M[c, As N
o(c), P¥,1] . Thus, Vv € o(c), |NG[EGC(AC,BC)] ()| < mpx (v). Recalling S(t) N
V(G.) = o(c), it holds that for every v € B(t), |Ng(ge, (A.,B.))(V)] < mpx(v)
for every ¢ € Z. Let P* = U’JP;eF;; Py

las =7
that Vv € B(t), |Ng(pg,(a,8) (V)| < mp:(v). As Fp, is an As-restricted P-
compatible family, it hods that Vv € V, mp:(v) < d. This conclude that Vv €
B(t), INg(Ees, 4,8y (V)] < d.

using claim [2] we can conclude

The assumption holds that Eq, (A., B.) forms a d-matching for every ¢ € Z(t).
Thus, for any vertex v € V(G.), |Ng(ge,(A.,B)l < d. If v & o(c) then no
edge in FEg,(A,B) \ Eg.(A., B.) incidents on v. Hence, Yv € (V(Gy) \ 8(1)),
INciEe, (a,B)(v)| < d. This concludes that Eg, (A, B) is a d-matching.
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Recall that we have shown that Vv € B(t), |[Narg, a,B)(v)| < mp:(v). As

Fp 4, is an Ag-restricted P-compatible family, it holds that Vv €a(t), mp:(v) <

mp(v). As o(t) C B(t), it holds that Vv € o(t), |Ng(g, (4,8)(v)| < mp(v). This
ﬁnishes proof for property (a).

For property (b), let (A, B) be a partition of G which satisfies all the prerequi-
sites of property (b) for given t, A, and P. Consider following assignments.

Ve e Zab , Pe = (V,mp,) such that Vv € o(c), mp,(v) = |[Ng(ge, (a,8)(V)];

and Yv € V\ o(c), mp,(v) =0.
And

Ve € EXy, P. = (V,mp,) such that Yv € V(e), mp, (v) =1,

and Yv € V\ V(e), mp,(v) =0.

As Eg(A, B) is a d-matching, |Ng(gg, (a,8)(v)| < d for every v € o(c). Re-

calling the definition of G, which excludes every edge with both the endpoints

in o(c). Thus, every edge in Eq, (A, B) can have at most one endpoint in o(c)

and knowing that |Eq, (A, B)| < k we can conclude that |P.| < k and P, is a

d-matched candidate set for o(c) for every c € Z Lﬁf. Further, for every e € Eﬁf,
P, is a 1-matched candidate set for V(e).

We now try to show that Fpj4, = {P.| ¢ € ZAYU{P.| e € Ef} is an
As-restricted P-compatible family. Let P, = |4 Py€Fpa, P,. Observe that all
G, and G,[B(t)] are pairwise edge disjoint sub graphs of G because of the ex-
clusion of edges with both endpoints in o(c) in G.. Combining the fact that
>vevie) Nama,p(v)| = 2|E(A,B)|, |[E(A,B)| is at most k and E(A, B)
is a d-matching, we can assert that |P,| < 2k and mp,(v) < d for every
v € V. Further, as (A, B) satisfies prerequisites of property (b), it is known
that [N, (4,8)(v)] < mp(v) for every v € o(t). Again, the observation that
all G, and G[B(t)] are pairwise edge disjoint subgraphs of G; helps us assert
that mp, (v) < mp(v) for every v € o(t). This concludes that Fp, is an A,-
restricted P-compatible family for .

We move on to show that (A, B) satisfies prerequisites of property (2) for
Mle, As No(c), P, 1] for every ¢ € Zﬁf. As A;No(c) = ANB(t)No(c), and as
o(c) C B(t) we have ANo(c) = As No(c). Satisfaction of rest of the prerequi-
sites can be directly checked using the fact that (A, B) satisfies prerequisites of
property (b) for mes(t, As, P) and recalling the assignment of P., further it is
straightforward to see that both ANV (G,) and BN V(G,) are non-empty for
every ¢ € Z(ﬁj because A5 No(c) and o(c) \ As are both non-empty as per the
definition of Z(ﬁj and ANo(c) = As No(c) for every ¢ € Z(ﬁj
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For an edge e = (u,v) € E4, we can directly check that Mplt, ANV (e), P.] = 1
as per the assigned values of Mgl.,.,.] , as in this case P.(u) = P.(v) =1
and (As NV (e)) = {u} or {v}. Thus, recalling every G. and G:[8(t)] are all
pairwise edge disjoint, we conclude that |Eg, (A, B)| is at least cs(t, As, Fp|a,)
calculated as per equation (). Further, mcs(t, As, P) < cs(t, As, Fpja,) due to
the minimality over all A,- restricted P-compatible families. This finishes the
proof. a

A.9 Proof of Lemma

Proof. We will divide the proof in following cases.

Case 1: S = () or S = o(t). To prove property (1) we assume M|t, S, P,1] <
k. If MJt, S, P,1] = MINg), then let A} be the S-compatible set such that
MI[t, S, P,1] = mes(t, A%, P). Let (A, B) be the partition of G; corresponding to
property (a) for mes(t, A%, P). As ANG(t) = A%, this implies ANo(t) = AXNo(t).
And due to A* being an S-compatible set, we can conclude AN o(t) = S or S.
Rest of the statements of property (1) are directly satisfied by partition (A, B)
if property (a) is satisfied by (4, B). Further as A% is non-empty proper subset
of B(t), both A and B are non empty.

Otherwise, if M[t, S, P,1] = M IN,, note that this is possible only if ¢ is non leaf,
otherwise M TN, would have been assigned oo, then there exist a ¢* € Z(¢) and
P, such that Vv € o(t),mp.. (v) < mp(v) and M|[t, S, P,1] = M[c*,0, Pox,1] <
k . Let (A.+,B.+) be the partition of G corresponding to property (1) of
Mlc*, (), Pox, 1], then either A, No(c*) = 0 or A No(c*) = o(c*). We can
directly check that in the first case (Ae+, Bexr U (V(Gt) \ V(G.+)) and in the
second case (A U (V(Gt) \ V(Ger), Ber) is a partition of Gy which satisfies all
the points of property (1) for M[t, S, P,1] as (A, Be~) satisfies property (1) for
M]c*,0, P.«,1] and every edge in Eg, (Acs, Be- U(V(Gy)\V (G~ )) in the first case
and every edge in Eg, (A~ U(V(Gt) \ V(Ge), Bex) in the second case belong to
Eq..(Ac, Be+). Further, in the first case partition (A¢-, Bex U(V(Ge) \ V(Ger))
and in the second case partition (A U (V(Gy) \ V(Ge+ ), Bex) are non trivial as
(Acx, Be) is non trivial. This concludes property (1).

For property (2), let (A, B) be the partition of G which satisfies all the pre-
requisites of (2) for given ¢, S and P, and let both AN V(G;) and BN V(Gy)
are non empty. It remains to prove that Eq,(A, B) > M|t, S, P,1]. If AN B(t)
is non-empty proper subset of §(t), recalling (k, k)-edge unbreakability of 3(¢t),
we have at least one of AN JB(t) < kor BNA(t) < k. If AnB(t) < k then
let As = AN PB(t), otherwise let By = B N B(t). It is clear that A, (other-
wise Bg) is non-empty proper subset of §(¢t) and |As| (otherwise |By|) is at
most k, thus As (otherwise By) is an S-compatible set of §(t) due to the
fact that As No(t) € {9,S} (otherwise Bs No(t) € {S,5}) as ANno(t) €
{8, S} which also implies B N o (t) € {S,S}. we can directly check the satis-
faction of the prerequisites of property (b) for mes(t, As, P) by (A, B) (other-
wise mes(t, Bs, P) by (B, A)) due to the fact that (A, B) satisfies all the pre-
requisites of property (2) for M|[t, S, P,1]. Thus, |Eg, (A, B)| > mcs(t, As, P)
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(otherwise |Egq, (A, B)| = |Eq, (B, A)| > mes(t, Bs, P)), and due to minimality
M[t,S, P,1] < MINg) < mes(t, Ay, P) (otherwise M[t, S, P,1] < MINgq <
mes(t, Bs, P)) hence |Eg, (A, B)| > M|t, S, P, 1].

Else, If ANB(t) =0 or ANB(t) = B(t). Note that this can only be possible if ¢
is a non leaf node, due to the assumption that both ANV(G;) and BNV (Gy)
are non empty, if ¢ is a leaf node then V(G;) = (¢) and thus, AN B(t) = 0 or
AN B(t) = B(t) contradicts the assumption. Thus, in this case we assume that ¢
is non leaf and Z(¢) is non empty. Consider following assignments.

Ve e Z(t), P. = (V,mp,) such that Yv € o(c), mp,(v) = [Nggs, (a,8)(V)];
and Yv € V' \ o(c), mp,(v) =0;

As Eg(A, B) is a d-matching, [Ng(g, (a,8)(v)| < d for every v € o(c).
Recalling the definition of G, which excludes every edge with both the endpoints
in o(c). Thus, every edge in E¢, (A, B) can have at most one endpoint in o(c)
and knowing that |Eq, (A, B)| < k we can conclude that |P.| < k and P, is a
d-matched candidate set for o(c) for every ¢ € Z(t).

Clearly, Yv € o(t), mp,(v) < mp(v), this is due to the assumption that
(A, B) satisfies prerequisites of property (2) for M[t,S, P,.] and thus Yv €
o(t),INg(Ee, (A.B)(v)] < mp(v). And as per the above assignment of P, Vv € V,
mp,(v) < |Ngige, (4,B)(v)| adding the fact that G is a subgraph of G we con-
clude Yv € o(t), mp,(v) < mp(v).

Now we can directly check that (A, B) satisfies all the prerequisites of prop-
erty (2) for Mlc,0, P.,ne] for every ¢ € Z(t). Further there must be at least
one ¢ € Z(t) such that both ANV(G.) and BNV (G,.) are non empty. This is
guaranteed. We will give arguments for the case when A N 3(¢) = 0, and sym-
metric arguments can be used for the case when ANB(t) = S(¢). f ANB(t) =0
then BN B(t) = B(t), in this case BN V(G,) is non-empty for every ¢ € Z(t)
because for every ¢, adhesion o(c) can not be empty due to the fact that G is
connected and ¢ is not root. However as AN S(t) is empty then the assumption
that ANV (G:) is not empty can only hold if ANV (G,) is not empty for at least
one ¢ € Z(t). Let ¢* be that child of ¢ for which both ANV (G,+) and BNV (G.-)
are non empty, then Eq . (4, B) > M|c*, 0, P.~,1]. As we already discussed that
P, satisfies the condition that Yv € o(t), mp,(v) < mp(v) due the above assign-
ment, M|[c*, 0, P.r,1] must be considered for calculation of MIN, in equation
@). Thus, MIN. < M[c*,0, P.-,1]. Further, as E¢_.(A,B) C Eg,(A,B). We
have that |Eg, (A, B)| > MIN, > M][t, S, P, 1].

Case 2: S # () or S # o(t). For property (1), we assume M][t, S, P,1] < k. Let
A} be the S-compatible set such that MINgy) = mes(t, AZ, P). Let (A, B) be
the partition of G corresponding to property (a) for mes(t, A%, P). As ANS(t) =
A%, this implies AN o(t) = A No(t). And due to A¥ being an S-compatible
set, we can conclude A N (t) = S or S. Rest of the statements of property
(1) for M[t, S, P,1] are directly satisfied by partition (A, B) if property (a) is
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satisfied by (A, B) for mes(t, A%, P). Further both A and B are non-empty as
AZ is non-empty proper subset of 3(t).

For property (2), let (A, B) be the partition of G which satisfies all the pre-
requisites of (2) for given ¢, S and P, and both A N V(G:) and B N V(Gy)
are non empty. It remains to prove that Eg, (4, B) > M]t, S, P,1]. We can ob-
serve that A N B(t) is non-empty proper subset of B(t) as AN a(t) € {9,5}
and S is non-empty proper subset of o(t). Thus, we have both A N G(t) as
well as B N 5(t) non-empty proper subsets of 5(t). Recalling (k, k)-edge un-
breakability of 3(t), we have at least one of AN B(t) < kor BN A(t) < k. If
ANPB(t) <k then let A, = AN B(t), otherwise let By = B N B(t). It is clear
that As (otherwise B;) is non-empty proper subset of 5(t) and |As| (otherwise
| Bs|) is at most k. then A (otherwise By) is an S-compatible set due to the fact
that A; No(t) € {S,S} (otherwise Bs No(t) € {S,S}). We can directly check
the satisfaction of the prerequisites of property (b) for mes(t, As, P) by (4, B)
(otherwise mes(t, Bs, P) by (B, A)) due to the fact that (A, B) satisfies all the
prerequisites of property (2) for M[t, S, P,1]. Thus, |Eq, (4, B)| > mcs(t, As, P)
(otherwise |Egq, (A, B)| = |Eq, (B, A)| > mes(t, Bs, P)), and due to minimality
M][t, S, P,1] < MINg) < mes(t, Ay, P) (otherwise M(t, S, P,1] < MINgq <
mes(t, Bs, P)) we have |Eq, (A, B)| > M]|t, S, P,1]. This finishes the proof. O

A.10 Proof of Proposition [7]

Proof. We argue that for every connected component C' in H[A/] either V(C) C
A* or V(C) N Af = (. Assume to the contrary that there exist a connected
component C' € H[A,] such that V(C) € A% and V(C) N A% # 0. In such a
case there must be an edge e = (u,v) in H[A,] such that u € A and v & Af.
Recalling the construction of H, edge (u,v) may be present due to (i) both u
and v belong to o(t), in which case it contradicts that A, is a good set because
it violates the condition that A, N (o(¢) \ A%) = (. (ii) Both u and v belong to
o(c) for a same ¢ € Z(t), this also contradicts that A, is a good set as it violates
the condition that A,NB* = (. (iii) (u,v) is an edge in E(G[3(t)]), this implies
(u,v) € E;E which contradicts that A, is a good set as it also violates the
condition that A, N B* = 0.

Let C1, Ca,...C; be connected components in H[Ay] such that V(C;) C A} for
1 <i <l then Ay = U, V(Ci) as Ag O Aj . Let us define Z; = {c | c €

ZAN(V(C)No(e) #0)} and E; = {e | e € B A(V(C)NV(e) # 0)}. A
crucial observation is that the sets Z; are pairwise disjoint with each other due
to the construction of H where o(c) forms a clique in H for every c. Similarly
sets E; are also pairwise disjoint. This implies A*No(c) = V(C;)No(c) for every
c € Z;and A;NV(e) = V(C;) NV (e) for every e € E;. Let Fpja- = {P| c €
Z:b:} U{P.| ee€ Efl}} be the family for which mes(t, A%, P) = cs(t, A}, Fpja-).
Then,
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cs(t, A, Fpia) = Y, > M[e,V(Ci)no(c), P.]

1<i<l ceZ;

+ )Y Mgle,V(Ci) NV (e), Pel.

1<i<leck;

We now define the families Fpjy(c,) = {Pe| P. € Fpja: Nc € Zi} U{P| P. €
Fpia-Ne € E;}. We now consider two cases, in the first case let both S and S are
non empty. Observe that there exist a component Cs such that V(Cs) No(t) =
(Az No(t)) which is essentially S or S. This is guaranteed because A, N o (t) =
A*No(t) as Ay is disjoint from o(t) \ A% and o(t) forms a clique in H, thus
Ay No(t) should be connected in H[A,]. Further, V(Cs) C A* as we already
discussed that for a component C either V(C') C A% or V(C)NA: =0 if Ajisa
good set, further V(Cy) is non-empty and proper subset of B(t) as both S and S
are non-empty. Further, as V(Cs) C A% we can observe that |V(Cs)| < k. Thus,
Cs qualifies to be an S-compatible component. Now we have,

CS(t, A:, FP|AS) = CS(t, V(CS), Fp|v(cs))+

> (ZM[C,V(Q) ), Pe, 1]+ > Mgle, V(C; ﬂV()P]).

1<i<IAi#s \c€Z; ecE;

Thus, we get cs(t, V(Cs), Fpiv(c,)) < es(t, AL, Fpja:). Due to minimality,
mes(t, V(Cs), P) < es(t, V(Cs), Fpv(c,))- And due to the minimality of
mes(t, AL, P) among all S-compatible sets, we conclude that mes(t, V(Cs), P)=
mes(t, A%, P)

In the second case, if either S or S is empty, then for every C; such that
V(C;) C A%, we have that V(C;) No(t) € {o(t), D}, which is essentially S or S.
Further, V( 5) # 0, V(C;) C A* and A* C B(t), V(C;) is a non-empty proper
subset of 5(t). Thus, every C; is an S- compatible set. And we have

CS(t, sz FP|A’:) = Z CS(t, V(Cl)v FP|V(C¢))'

1<i<l

Consider any component C;, if V(C;) = A% then we are done, else if
V(C;) © Aj, then we have cs(t, V(C:), Fpiv(c,)) < cs(t, As, Fipjax ). This implies
mes(t, V(C;), P) < mes(t, A%, P). But, due to minimality of ¢s(t, A%, P), we have
mes(t, V(C;), P) = mes(t, A%, P). This finishes the proof. O
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