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Abstract. In the context of algorithm theory, various studies have been conducted on spanning trees
with desirable properties. In this paper, we consider the MINIMUM COVER SPANNING TREE problem
(MCST for short). Given a graph G and a positive integer k, the problem determines whether G has a
spanning tree with a vertex cover of size at most k. We reveal the equivalence between MCST and the
DOMINATING SET problem when G is of diameter at most 2 or Ps-free. This provides the intractability
for these graphs and the tractability for several subclasses of Ps-free graphs. We also show that MCST
is NP-complete for bipartite planar graphs of maximum degree 4 and unit disk graphs. These hardness
results resolve open questions posed in prior research. Finally, we present an FPT algorithm for MCST
parameterized by clique-width and a linear-time algorithm for interval graphs.
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1 Introduction

A spanning tree of a graph is a fundamental concept in graph theory. For a connected graph G, a spanning
tree T' is an acyclic connected subgraph of G that contains all vertices in G. It is well known that a spanning
tree of G can be found in polynomial time. Spanning trees play a crucial role in both theoretical science and
practical applications. Theoretically, spanning trees serve as a powerful tool for developing algorithms and
are deeply connected to more advanced mathematical theories such as matroids. In terms of applications,
spanning trees are essential for achieving efficient communication in networks.

Spanning trees with specific restrictions have also attracted attention, such as those with few leaves [23],
many leaves [22], bounded diameter [13], or small poise (the maximum degree plus the diameter) [21]. In
particular, a spanning tree with two leaves is also known as a Hamiltonian path, a topic of long-standing
research in graph theory. The maximum number of leaves among spanning trees of G is called the maz-
leaf number. The max-leaf number is closely related to the connected domination number (for example,
see [3]). Moreover, the max-leaf number is also known as a structural parameter of graphs, and efficient FPT
algorithms have been developed for various problems [8].

In this paper, we deal with spanning trees with a small vertex cover. A vertex subset S of a graph G is a
vertez cover if at least one endpoint of every edge of G belongs to S. Given a positive integer k, the MINIMUM
COVER SPANNING TREE problem (MCST for short) asks for a spanning tree T with a vertex cover of size at
most k. Intuitively, spanning trees with a small vertex cover number tend to have a star-like structure and
a small diameter. Spanning trees of such type are considered easy to handle in practical applications. For
example, a complete graph G with n vertices admits a spanning star 7" with a vertex cover of size 1, whereas
it also admits a spanning path 7" with a vertex cover of size |n/2] (see Fig. 1). If the vertices and edges of
G represent the communication nodes and links of a network, then communication along T is expected to
have lower latency and to be easier to monitor.

* This work was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP25K14980 and JP25K21148.
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Fig. 1. (a) A Complete graph G, (b) a spanning tree of G with a vertex cover of size 1, and (c) a spanning tree of G
with a vertex cover of size 3. The spanning trees are shown in bold green lines, and the corresponding vertex covers
are indicated by black circles.

1.1 Known results

Angel et al. showed that any graph G satisfies v(G) < 757(G) < 2v(G) — 1 [1], where 757 (G) denotes the
minimum size of vertex covers among spanning trees of G and v(G) denotes the minimum size of dominating
sets in G. From the (in)approximability of the DOMINATING SET problem, it follows that a polynomial-time
O(log n)-approximation algorithm exists for MCST, whereas there exists a constant ¢ such that MCST is
NP-hard to approximate within a factor of clogn.

Fukunaga and Maehara gave an alternative proof of the above inapproximability of MCST [10]. They
also provided a polynomial-time constant-factor approximation algorithm for MCST on unit disk graphs and
graphs excluding a fixed minor.

Kaur and Misra investigated MCST from the perspective of parameterized complexity [15]. MCST was
shown to be W[2]-hard when parameterized by the vertex cover size k in spanning trees, even for bipartite
graphs. On the other hand, an FPT algorithm parameterized by treewidth was provided. They also studied
a kernelization and showed that the problem parameterized by k& does not admit a polynomial kernel unless
coNP C NP/poly.

1.2 Our contribution

This paper provides a detailed study of MCST from the viewpoint of graph classes. (See Fig. 2.) Denote P,
by the path with n vertices. We first investigate the relationship between 757 (G) and v(G). We reveal that
7s7(G) = v(G) holds when a graph G has diameter at most 2 or is Ps-free. These findings have various algo-
rithmic consequences. We show that MCST on split graphs with n vertices cannot be approximated to within
a factor of (1 — £)logn in polynomial time for any constant 0 < ¢ < 1 unless NP C DTIME(n®(oglogn)),
Moreover, it can be shown that MCST remains W|[2]-hard even for split graphs of diameter 2 when parame-
terized by 7s7(G). On the other hand, if DOMINATING SET is solvable in polynomial time for a subclass of
Ps-free graphs, then MCST can also be solved in polynomial time for the same graph class. Such graph classes
include cographs, P,-sparse graphs, chain graphs, co-bipartite graphs, and co-interval graphs. We emphasize
that our result is tight in the sense that there is a Ps-free graph G of diameter 3 such that 7s7(G) # v(G).

The above result motivates us to analyze the computational complexity of MCST on graph classes that
admit long paths: planar graphs, bipartite graphs, unit disk graphs, bounded clique-width graphs, and interval
graphs. We show that MCST is NP-complete for planar bipartite graphs with maximum degree at most 4
and unit disk graphs. These results resolve the open question posed by Fukunaga and Maehara [10]. On the
other hand, we reveal that MCST is fixed-parameter tractable when parameterized by clique-width, which
extends the known result that MCST is fixed-parameter tractable for treewidth [15]. This can be proved by
defining a problem equivalent to MCST that is expressible in monadic second-order logic (MSO1). A result of
Courcelle et al. implies that the equivalent problem is fixed-parameter tractable for clique-width [5]. We also
design an FPT algorithm parameterized by clique-width to improve the running time. Finally, we present a
linear-time algorithm for interval graphs.
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Fig. 2. Known and our results with respect to graph classes. Each arrow A — B represents that the graph class B
is a subclass of the graph class A.

The proofs marked (x) are provided in Appendix.

Future work. One interesting open question is whether MCST is solvable in polynomial time for induced grid
graphs (i.e. induced subgraphs of the Cartesian product of two paths). We note that DOMINATING SET is
NP-complete for induced grid graphs, whereas VERTEX COVER can be solved in polynomial time for bipartite
graphs.

2 Preliminaries

For a positive integer n, we write [n] = {1,...,n}. Let G = (V, E) be a graph: we also denote by V(G) and
E(G) the vertex set and the edge set of G, respectively. All the graphs considered in this paper are finite,
simple, and undirected. For two vertices w,v in a graph G, denote by distg(u,v) the length of a shortest
path between u and v in G. The diameter of G is defined as max, ,cv(q) dista(u,v). A graph is said to
be connected if there exists a path between every pair of vertices u,v € V(G). A component of G is a
maximal connected subgraph of G. For a vertex v of G, we denote by Ng(v) and N¢[v] the open and closed
neighborhood of v in G, respectively, that is, Ng(v) = {u € V | wv € E} and Ng[v] = Ng(v) U {v}. We
sometimes drop the subscript G if it is clear from the context. The degree degq(v) of v is the size of Ng(v),
that is, degq(v) = |Ng(v)|. The mazimum degree of G is defined as max,cy degx(v). A vertex subset I CV
is called an independent set if uv ¢ E for any two vertices u,v € I. A dominating set of G is a subset D C V
such that every v € V' \ D is adjacent to some vertex in D. A graph is bipartite if there exists a partition
(I1,I5) of V such that both I; and Iy are independent sets. A graph is planar if it can be embedded in the
plane without crossing edges. The graph G is acyclic, or equivalently a forest, if G contains no cycles. A
spanning forest F of G is an acyclic subgraph with V/(F) = V(G). A spanning tree T is a connected spanning



forest of G. A vertex subset C C V(G) is called a vertex cover if every edge uv € E(G) satisfies u € C or
v € C. We also say that the graph G is covered by C.

Given a connected graph G = (V, E) and a positive integer k, the MINIMUM COVER SPANNING TREE
(MCST) problem determines whether G admits a spanning tree 7' with a vertex cover of size at most k.
Here, we introduce a useful notion that will be used throughout the paper. For a graph G = (V, E) and a
subset S C V, the boundary subgraph H = (V, Ep) for S is defined as a subgraph of G such that is the set
of edges incident to some vertex in S. Note that S is a vertex cover of every subgraph of H.

Observation 1. Let S be a vertex subset of a graph G. There exists a spanning tree of G covered by S if and
only if the boundary subgraph for S is connected.

3 Relationship to the domination number

The domination number of G, denoted by v(G), is the size of a minimum dominating set in G. Denote by
7s7(G) the minimum size of a vertex cover among spanning trees in G. In this section, we show the following
theorems.

Theorem 1. For any graph G with diameter at most 2, v(G) = 7s7(G).

Proof. Since v(G) < 7s7(G) holds for general graphs [1], the task here is to show that 7s7(G) < v(G). Let
S be a minimum dominating set of G = (V, E), where |S| = v(G). Let H be the boundary subgraph for S.
From observation 1, it suffices to prove that H is connected, which leads to 7s7(G) < |S| = v(G).

For the sake of contradiction, assume that H has two connected components H; and Hsy. Let S; =
SNV (Hy) and Sy = SNV (Hs). Note that S; # 0 and Sy # 0 from the construction of H. Consider a vertex
v1 € 57 and a vertex vy € Ss. Since G has diameter at most 2, the vertices v; and v, are adjacent or there
exists a vertex u in G such that (vy,u,vs) forms a path of G. In both cases, from the definition of H, the
vertices v; and vo are contained in the same connected component in H, a contradiction. O

For a graph H, a graph G is said to be H-free if G contains no induced subgraph isomorphic to H.

Theorem 2. For any connected Ps-free graph G, v(G) = 7s7(G).

Proof. Let H be the boundary subgraph for a minimum dominating set S of G, where |S| = v(G). Suppose
that H has ¢ > 2 connected components. Let Hy,..., H. be connected components of H and denote S; =
SNV(H;) and R; = V(H;)\ S for i € [¢]. If S; = (), then the vertices in R; are not dominated by the vertices
in S, contradicting that S is a dominating set of G. If R; = ), then it contradicts the minimality of S. Thus,
we have S; # 0 and R; # ().

Consider H;. Then, there exists another connected component, say Ho, such that there exist two vertices
r1 € Ry and ry € Ry with r1ry € E(H); otherwise, the graph G would not be connected. Moreover, from the
construction of H, there exist two vertices s; € S1 and sy € Sy such that sy € E(H) and 989 € E(H). In
other words, P = (s1,71,72, s2) forms a path of G. Observe that s179, $152,7152 ¢ FE(G), since Hy and Ho
are distinct connected components. Consequently, P is in fact an induced path of G.

Let 8" = SU{ry,r2} \ {s1,52}, and let H' be the boundary subgraph for S’. We show the following
two claims: (1) S’ is a minimum dominating set of G; and (2) H’' has fewer connected components than the
graph H. Iterating the above arguments, eventually the boundary subgraph H* for a minimum dominating
set S* of G can be obtained. It follows from Observation 1 that G has a spanning tree 1" covered by S*. In
conclusion, we have 7¢7(G) < |S*| = v(G), and Theorem 2 follows from the discussion in Section 1.1.

We give the proof of claim (1). For the sake of contradiction, assume that there exists a vertex w ¢ S’
that is not adjacent to any vertex in S’. Since S is a dominating set of G, the vertex w is adjacent to s; or
s9. Without loss of generality, suppose that w is adjacent to s;. From the assumption of S’, w is adjacent to
neither r1 nor ro. Furthermore, w is not adjacent to so; otherwise, s; and s; belong to the same connected
component of H, a contradiction. Therefore, (w, s1,71,7r2,s2) forms an induced path of G. However, this
contradicts that G is Ps-free. This completes the proof of claim (1).



We now prove the claim (2). First, we show that any distinct vertices in V(H;) U V(H3) are in the
same connected component of H'. To this end, it suffices to claim that for each vertex v € V(H;) (resp.
v € V(Hz)), there is a (v, r1)-path (resp. a (v, r2)-path) in H'. This is because 172 € E(H') and the existence
of a path is transitive; that is, if there is an (z,y)-path and a (y, z)-path, then an (z, z)-path exists.

Suppose the case v € V(Hy). If v is adjacent to 71 in H, the claim is trivial because v is also adjacent
to r1 in H'. Suppose otherwise. Since H; is connected, there is a shortest (v, s1)-path P’ = (v, p1,...,De, S1)
of Hy, where ¢ is a positive integer and p; € V(H;) for i € [¢]. Note that p; # s1 for i € [¢]. It follows from
(S\S")YNV(H,) = {s1} that we have vp; € E(H') and p;p;+1 € E(H') for i € [¢ — 1]. However, it is possible
that pysy ¢ E(H'). To obtain a (v,r1)-path in H’', let us turn our attention to the fact that pssy ¢ E(G)
from the definition of Hy and Hs. This implies that the vertex p, is adjacent to 1 or r9 in G (and more
specifically in H' due to S’); otherwise, (py, $1,71, 72, s2) forms an induced Ps of G, since P = (sy,71,72, S2)
is an induced path of G. Thus, (v, p1,...,pe,71) Or (V,p1,...,Dpe,r2,71) forms a (v, ry)-path of H'. The same
can be applied for V(Hj) and r2, and we can see that there is a (v, r3)-path for every v € V(Hay).

Furthermore, it should be noted that every vertex v € V(H;) N S also belongs to V(H;) N S’ for i €
[c] \ {1,2}. This implies that H; is also a subgraph of H’. Thus, any two vertices in V(H;) for i € [c] \ {1, 2}
are contained in the same connected component of H’. (It is possible that every vertex in V(H;) is in the
same connected components as the vertices V(Hy) U V(Hz).) Therefore, H' has at most ¢ — 1 connected
components, as claimed. O

Remark 1. Denote by Cg the cycle of length 6. Observe that v(Cg) = 2 and 757(Cs) = 3, and hence
v(Cs) # 157(Cs). Furthermore, Cg has diameter 3 and is Ps-free. In that sense, Theorems 1 and 2 are tight.

Algorithmic consequences. The DOMINATING SET problem asks for a minimum dominating set D of a
graph G. It is known that DOMINATING SET on split graphs with n vertices cannot be approximated to within
a factor of (1 —&)logn in polynomial time for any constant 0 < ¢ < 1 unless NP C DTIME(n°glog ™)) [4].
Moreover, when parameterized by 757 (G), DOMINATING SET remains W/[2]-hard even for split graphs of
diameter 2 [18], which implies that FPT algorithms are unlikely to exist for these graphs. Note that split
graphs are Ps-free. Consequently, we obtain the following two corollaries from Theorems 1 and 2.

Corollary 1. MCST on split graphs with n vertices cannot be approximated to within a factor of (1—¢)logn
in polynomial time for any constant 0 < ¢ < 1 unless NP C DTIME(nO(1Og log ")).

Corollary 2. MCST remains W[2[-hard even for split graphs of diameter 2 when parameterized by TsT(G).

On the other hand, DOMINATING SET is solvable in polynomial time for cographs, Ps-sparse graphs,
chain graphs [5],® co-bipartite graphs [17] and co-interval graphs [16]. These graph classes are subclasses of
Ps-free graphs. The following corollary is immediately obtained from Theorem 2.

Corollary 3. MCST is solvable in polynomial time for cographs, Py-sparse graphs, chain graphs, co-bipartite
graphs, and co-interval graphs.

4 NP-completeness

In this section, we prove that MCST is NP-complete for several graph classes. We begin by describing the
source problem for our reduction.

3 This follows from the fact that cographs, Ps-sparse graphs, and chain graphs have bounded clique-width [5,11].
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Fig. 3. (a) An example of illustrating a rectilinear representation of a formula ¢ = (z1 V23 V z4) A (21 V 22 V 23) V
(zz VT1) A (T1 VT2 V T5) and (b) the graph G constructed from ¢.

4.1 SIMPLE PLANAR MONOTONE (SPM) 3-BOUNDED 3-SAT

Let ¢ be a conjunctive normal form (CNF) formula over Boolean variables X = {z1,...,2,}, given by a
conjunction of clauses C = {C4,...,Cy,}, that is, p = C1 A -+ AC,,. A CNF formula ¢ is satisfiable if there
exists a truth assignment to X that makes ¢ evaluate to true. A 3-CNF formula is a CNF formula in which
each clause C; € C is the disjunction of at most three literals. Given a 3-CNF formula ¢, the 3-SAT problem
decides whether ¢ is satisfiable. A clause containing only positive literals is called a positive clause, and
one containing only negative literals is called a negative clause. For a CNF formula ¢, the incidence graph
G(p) = (V,€) is a bipartite graph with V = X UC and € = {(2;,C;) | z; € C; or 7; € C;}. A rectilinear
representation of G(p) is a planar drawing in which each variable and clause is represented by a rectangle,
all variable vertices lie along a horizontal line, and each edge connecting a variable to a clause is drawn
as a vertical line segment with no edge crossings. (See Fig. 3(a).) SIMPLE PLANAR MONOTONE (SPM)
3-BOUNDED 3-SAT is a variant of 3-SAT with the following additional restrictions:

— Each clause in C contains at most one occurrence of each variable (simple);
The incidence graph G(p) of ¢ has a rectilinear representation (planar);
Each clause is either a positive or a negative clause (monotone); and

— Each variable occurs in at most three clauses (3-bounded).

Given a simple planar monotone 3-bounded 3-CNF formula ¢, the SIMPLE PLANAR MONOTONE 3-
BOUNDED 3-SAT problem determines whether ¢ is satisfiable. This problem is known to be NP-complete [7].

When ¢ is planar and monotone, it may be supposed that a rectilinear representation of G(p) is drawn
with all positive clauses placed above the variables and all negative clauses placed below them [2]. (See
Fig. 3(a) again.) Note that any variable occurring only in positive clauses can be assigned to True. Similarly,
any variable occurring only in negative clauses can be assigned to False. Thus, we may assume that each
variable appears in exactly one or two positive clauses and in exactly one or two negative clauses.

4.2 Planar bipartite graphs with maximum degree 4
We now turn to prove the following theorem.
Theorem 3. MCST is NP-complete even for planar bipartite graphs with mazimum degree at most 4.

Clearly, MCST belongs to the class NP. To prove Theorem 3, we provide a polynomial-time reduction
from SPM 3-Bounded 3-SAT to MCST. Let ¢ be an instance of SPM 3-Bounded 3-SAT and let G(p) be
its rectilinear representation. We first construct an instance (G, k) of MCST from G(y) with the following
gadgets.
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Fig. 4. (a) The variable gadget U;. If the variable z; is assigned True (resp. False), then the corresponding tree is
depicted in green and its vertex cover is indicated by black circles in (b) (resp. (c)).

Fig. 5. A Connector gadget between variable gadgets. There are two ways to connect the connector gadget depending
on the degree of u;t1.

Variable Gadget. The variable gadget U; for a Boolean variable x; € X’ consists of the cycle (u;, 7,5, t;)
and the vertex s; adjacent to t;, as illustrated in Fig. 4(a). Assigning the value True (resp. False) to the
variable z; corresponds to including the vertex u; (resp. ;) in a vertex cover of a spanning tree of U;.

Connector Gadget. The connector gadget is used to connect spanning trees in U; and U;41. The connector
gadget H; with ¢ € [n — 1] consists of the path (h;,¢;,¢;) together with the edge h;t; and the edge either
QiUit+1 O q;U;y1, as shown in Fig. 5. The choice of which edge to include depends on the occurrences of the
variable x;,1. Recall that each variable appears in exactly one or two positive clauses and in exactly one or
two negative clauses. If z; 11 occurs exactly once in a positive clause, then we connect g; to u;11. Conversely,
if x;41 occurs twice in positive clauses, then it occurs exactly once in a negative clause by the 3-bounded
restriction. In this case, we connect g; to u;y1.

Overall Construction. Using the gadgets introduced above, we construct the graph G for the instance of
MCST from G(¢). We first replace each vertex of G(y) corresponding to x; € X with the variable gadget
U;. Furthermore, for each i € [n — 1], connect variable gadgets U; and U;41 using the connector gadget H.
Then, we introduce a vertex set W = {w; | j € [m]} corresponding to clauses C = {C; | j € [m]}, and
add the edges {ww; | z; € C;} U {wwy | T; € Ci} for each i € [n]. Figure 3 shows the resulting graph G
constructed from G(p) by the above procedure. Finally, we set k = 3n — 1, completing the construction of
the instance (G, k).
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Fig. 6. (a) A planar graph G with maximum degree 4 embedded according to Lemma 3, and (b) the unit disk graph
G’ constructed from G.

It is clear that the instance (G, k) can be obtained in polynomial time. We prove the correctness of our
reduction. The following two lemmas complete the proof of Theorem 3.

Lemma 1 (). The constructed graph G is planar, bipartite, and of mazimum degree 4.

Lemma 2 (). The Boolean formula ¢ is satisfiable if and only if the instance (G,k) of MCST has a
solution.

4.3 Unit disk graphs

A graph G is a unit disk graph if each vertex of G is associated with a (closed) disk with diameter 1 on the
plane, and two vertices u,v € V(@) are adjacent if and only if the two disks corresponding to uw and v have
non-empty intersection. In other words, uv € E(G) if and only if the Euclidean distance between the centers
of disks corresponding to u and v is at most 1. Such a set of unit disks on the plane is called the geometric
representation of G.

Theorem 4. MCST is NP-complete for unit disk graphs.

To prove Theorem 4, we provide a polynomial-time reduction from MCST on planar graphs with maxi-
mum degree 4, which was shown to be NP-complete in Theorem 3, to MCST on unit disk graphs. Let (G, k)
be an instance of MCST on planar graphs with maximum degree 4. We construct an instance (G’,k’) of
MCST on unit disk graphs from (G, k).

First, we embed G in the plane using the following lemma.

Lemma 3 ([24]). A planar graph G with mazimum degree 4 can be embedded in the plane using O(|V(G)|)
area in such a way that its vertices are at integer coordinates and its edges drawn so that they are made up
of line segments of the form x =1 or y = j, for integers i and j.

Fig. 6(a) illustrates an example of Lemma 3. This embedding allows us to represent each vertex v; € V(G)
with ¢ € [n] by a coordinate (x;,y;), where z; and y; are integers. For each edge v;v; € E(G), we define the
length function as M (v;,v;) = |z; — ;| + |y; — y;|, which corresponds to the Manhattan distance. Using
this length function, we construct the graph G’. For each edge uwv, let & = M (u,v), and introduce a set
{{l;, 8i,7i) | © € [a]} of a copies of a 3-cycle. Then, add the edges uly, rov, and r;¢;11 for each i € [a — 1],



which replaces the original edge uv with a graph formed by connecting the 3-cycles. Fig. 6(b) depicts the
resulting graph G’ constructed from G by replacing each edge according to the above procedure. Finally, we
set k' =k +3_,,ep) M(u,v), completing the construction of the instance (G', ).

It is clear that the instance (G’, k') can be obtained in polynomial time. We prove the correctness of our
reduction. The following two lemmas complete the proof of Theorem 4.

Lemma 4 (). The constructed graph G’ is a unit disk graph.

Lemma 5 (). (G,k) has a solution to MCST if and only if (G', k') has a solution to MCST.

5 Algorithms

5.1 Clique-width

In this section, we present an FPT algorithm parameterized by clique-width. For a positive integer w, a
w-labeled graph is a graph whose vertices are labeled with integers from [w] = {1,2,...,w}. We consider the
following four operations on w-labeled graphs.

Introduce i(v) : Create a graph consisting of a single vertex v labeled with ¢ € [w].
Union @ : Take the disjoint union of two w-labeled graphs.
Relabel p;_,; : Replace every label ¢ with j.
Join 7, ; : Add all possible edges between vertices labeled ¢ and j.

The cliqgue-width of a graph G is the smallest integer w such that a w-labeled graph isomorphic to G
can be obtained from a sequence of these operations. The sequence can be represented by a rooted tree,
called a w-expression tree T of G, whose nodes are classified according to the above operations, namely,
introduce modes, union nodes, relabel nodes, and join nodes, respectively. It is known that, given a graph G
of clique-width at most w, there exists an algorithm that computes a (2“*! — 1)-expression tree for G in
time O(|V(G)]3) [12,20,19].

First, we define a problem equivalent to MCST and prove that a solution to the problem can be expressed
in monadic second-order logic, called MSO;. To show this, we demonstrate the following equivalence.

Lemma 6 (). Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph with at least two vertices, and let S be a vertex subset
of G. Then the following claims (a) and (b) are equivalent:

(a) there exists a spanning tree T of G covered by S; and
(b) for any non-empty vertex subset C C V', there exist two vertices u and v that satisfy the following four
conditions: (1) ww € E; 2)ue C; 3)veV\C;and (4) ue S orve s

A vertex set S that satisfies the property (b) in Lemma 6 can be expressed in MSO;. The result of
Courcelle et al. implies that the minimization problem of S, as well as MCST, admits an FPT algorithm
parameterized by clique-width [5]. However, it is known that its running time can take the form of an
exponential tower of |¢|, where |¢] is the length of an MSO; formula ¢ [9]. Therefore, we will design a faster
FPT algorithm. Our main theorem of this section is as follows.

Theorem 5. Given a w-expression tree of an n-vertex graph, MCST can be solved in time 2290,

To show Theorem 5, we present an algorithm using dynamic programming over a given w-expression tree
T. Let t be a node in T. We denote by G; the labeled graph constructed by operations in the subtree rooted
at t. We compute candidate solutions on Gy for each node ¢ of 7 in a bottom-up manner. Recall that, by
Observation 1, there exists a spanning tree of G covered by a vertex set S if and only if the boundary subgraph
for S is connected. Thus, we will store candidate solutions as boundary subgraphs instead of spanning trees.

Consider the boundary subgraph H* for a vertex subset S* of G. The restriction of S* to the subgraph
G, yields the boundary subgraph H for S = V(G¢) N S*. Hence, we guess S at each node ¢. Moreover, since
H is required to be connected at the root of 7, we also need to record the connected components of H. To



obtain an FPT algorithm for clique-width, these pieces of information are managed using labels from [w]
instead of vertex sets. Let [w] be the set of labels, and let P = 2[*] denote its power set. For the boundary
subgraph H for a vertex set S of Gy and a pair (C, X) € P x P, we say that a component H' of H matches
(C, X) if

— the label set from V(H') are exactly C; and
— the label set from V(H') N S are exactly X.

A function f : P x P — {0, 1,2} is valid if there exists the boundary subgraph H for a vertex set S of G;
such that every pair (C, X) € P x P satisfies f(C, X) = min{2, h'}, where i’ is the number of components H’
of H. Otherwise, f is called invalid. Note that we do not distinguish cases where there are at least two such
components. We also note that whenever a component H’ matches (C, X), we have X C C. Consequently,
it is not necessary to consider a pair (C, X) with X \ C # 0.

For each node ¢ of T, we define dp, as a DP table that, for each valid function f : P x P — {0,1,2},
stores the minimum size of vertex sets S such that the number of components in the boundary subgraph
for S corresponds to f. For an invalid function f, we set dp,(f) = +oo. The number of possible pairs
(C,X) € PxP is bounded by 4*. The function f independently assigns one of three values {0, 1,2} to each
pair (C, X), and hence the number of possible functions is 3" . Therefore, the size of the DP table is 9271
for each node t.

At the root node r of T, the desired boundary subgraph H must be connected. Therefore, we look up
dp,.(f) for every function f : PxP — {0, 1,2} such that f(C, X) = 1 for exactly one pair (C, X) € P xP and
f(C’, X") =0 for every other pair (C’, X’). Let F be the set of functions f satisfying the above conditions.
An instance (G, k) of MCST is a yes-instance if and only if min{dp,.(f) | f € F} <k.

5.2 Interval graphs
This section shows the following theorem.
Theorem 6. MCST can be solved in linear time for interval graphs.

A sequence (v1,va,...,v,) of the vertices in an n-vertex graph G is an interval ordering I if it satisfies
the following condition: for any three integers a,b, ¢ € [n] with a < b < ¢, if v,v. € E(G), then vyv, € E(G).
A graph is an interval graph if it has an interval ordering. An interval ordering of a given interval graph
can be computed in linear time [14]. We give Algorithm 1 to solve MCST for interval graphs as the proof of
Theorem 6.

Algorithm 1 Solving MCST on interval graphs

Input: An interval ordering I = (v1,v2,...,vn) of a connected interval graph G
Output: A minimum vertex cover S among spanning trees of G
S+ 0, Vi «+ {v1}
while Vr # V(G) do
t1 +— min{i | Vi ¢ VT}
to + max{i | v; € Vr}
t <+ min{tl,tg}
s < max{i | v; € N[ve]}
9: S« SU{vs}
10:  Vp <+ Vo UN[vs]
11: end while
12: return S

Observe that Algorithm 1 can be implemented to run in linear time. The following lemma completes the
proof of Theorem 6.

10



Lemma 7 (). Algorithm 1 outputs a minimum vertex cover among spanning trees of a connected interval
graph.

Acknowledgments. We thank anonymous reviewers for their valuable comments and suggestions which
greatly helped to improve the presentation of this paper.
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A Omitted proofs in Section 4

A.1 Proof of Lemma 1

Proof. Obviously, the variable gadgets and connector gadgets are planar and bipartite. It is not hard to see
that G is also bipartite. Moreover, since G(i) is drawn according to a rectilinear representation, the gadgets
do not introduce any edge crossings. Hence, G is planar.

Observe that each vertex of variable gadgets and connector gadgets has degree at most 4. Since ¢ is a
3-CNF formula, each vertex in W has degree at most 3. Moreover, the 3-bounded restriction of ¢ ensures
that each of the vertices u; and @; in the variable gadget U; is adjacent to at most two vertices in W. By the
construction of G, the connector gadget introduces an edge from ¢; to the vertex among {u;41,U;11} that
has fewer neighbors in W. Therefore, the maximum degree of G is at most 4. O

A.2 Proof of Lemma 2

Proof. (Only-if direction) Suppose that ¢ is satisfiable. Let A : X — {True, False} be a satisfying assignment
of . If A(z;) = True (resp. A(w;) = False), let C; = {t;,ui} (resp. C; = {t;,u;}) and let C' = (U, ¢}, Ci)U{ar |
k € [n — 1]}. Observe that the boundary subgraph for C' is connected in each variable gadget and connector
gadget, and |C| = 3n — 1. Since ¢ is satisfiable and C; is defined according to the satisfying assignment A of
¢, for each j € [m], the vertex w; € W is adjacent to some vertex in C. Therefore, the boundary subgraph
for C of G is connected, and C produces a solution to (G,3n — 1) from Observation 1.

(If direction) By Observation 1, we may suppose that there exists a vertex subset C' of G such that
|C|] < 3k —1 and the boundary subgraph H for C' is connected. We also suppose that C' contains the vertex
t; for each i € [n] and the vertex ¢; for i € [n — 1] because the vertex s; and the vertex ¢; have degree 1. It
should be noted that one of w;, @;, and r; must be contained in C; otherwise, H would not be connected.
Thus, since |C| < 3n — 1, no vertex w; € W is contained in C. This implies that for each w; € W, there
exists an integer i; € [n] such that either u;, or %;; is in C' and adjacent to w; on H. We define a truth
assignment A : X — {True, False} such that for each i € [n], A(x;) = True (resp. A(x;) = False) if u; € C
(resp. u; € O). If r; € C, then we arbitrarily assign either True or False to x;. Consequently, A satisfies the
Boolean formula ¢. O

A.3 The embedding geometric representation in Theorem 4

Let Z2 = {(a,b) | a,b € Z} be the integer lattice, and let G be a graph embedded in the plane whose vertices

lie on Z? and edges are drawn as in Lemma 3. Scaling Z? to the integer lattice 2Z2, we obtain the graph

G2, isomorphic to G, in which each line segment has even length. Recall that our reduction introduced one

3-cycle per unit of Manhattan distance of each edge in G to construct G’. Here, we insert one 3-cycle per

two units of Manhattan distance. Due to the scaling to 272, this does not change the resulting graph G.
We classify line segments consisting of edges in G? into the following three cases:

(a) two vertices of G2 are placed at both (a,b) and (a + 2,b);
(b) exactly one vertex of G2 is placed at (a,b) or (a + 2,b); and
(¢) no vertex is placed at (a,b) or (a + 2,b),

where (a,b), (a+2,b) € 2Z? and a line segment joins them. Fig. 7 illustrates how to replace a line segment of
length 2 with a 3-cycle and how to provide the corresponding geometric representation. Consider the square
W XY Z with corners W = (a,b), X = (a+1,b+1),Y =(a+2,b), and Z = (a + 1,b—1).

When replacing a line segment of type (a), which corresponds to an edge uv in G2, with a 3-cycle (¢, s, ),
we add five disks D, Dy, D, D,, and D, with diameter 1 (see Fig. 7(a)). The centers of D, and D, are
located at points W and Y, respectively. Furthermore, the centers of Dy, Dy, and D,. are located at the points
(a++v2/2+¢,b), (a+1,b—1++2/2+¢), and (a+ 2 — /2/2 — &,b), respectively, where ¢ is a sufficiently
small positive number. Observe that the 3-cycle (¢, s, r) together with the edges uf and rv is represented by
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Fig. 7. The 3-cycles replacing line segments of length 2 and the corresponding geometric representations for the three
cases: (a) two vertices are placed at both integer coordinates; (b) exactly one vertex is placed; and (c) no vertex is
placed.

these disks. The key point is that the disks Dy, Dy, and D, are properly contained in the square W XY Z,
and hence they do not intersect with disks that represent other 3-cycles.

Consider a line segment of type (b). Without loss of generality, assume that a vertex u of G2 is located at
point A. We add four disks D,,, Dy, Ds, and D, with diameter 1 (see Fig. 7(b)). The disks D,,, Dy, and D,
are defined in the same way as in case (a). In contrast, the center of D, is located at the point (a + 1.5,b).
The disks Dy and Dy are properly contained in the square W XY Z, whereas the disk D, contains the point
(a+2,b) and intersects with a disk in the next 3-cycle.

For a line segment of type (c), the centers of three disks Dy, Dy, and D, are located at the points
(a+0.5,b), (a+1,b—1++/2/2+¢), and (a + 1.5,b), respectively (see Fig. 7(c)). In this case, Dy and D,
intersect disks in the previous and next cycles.

In the case where a line segment joins the points (a,b), (a,b+ 2) € 272, we also define disks in the same
way.

We replace all line segments in G2 with disks as above. The disks are said to have undesired intersections
if it does not yield the geometric representation of G’. We show that no undesired intersections among the
disks arise. Observe that, if such undesired intersections occur, 3-cycles are involved. Consider three disks
Dy, D, and D, that correspond to a 3-cycle (£, s,7) in G’. We may assume that the center of D, is located
at the point (a + 0.5,b) and hence it contains the point (a,b) € 2Z2. Otherwise, as mentioned earlier, there
are no undesired intersections involving Dy (see also Fig. 8(a)). Note that D, means the existence of the line
segment L; from (a,b) to (a + 2,b) that is part of an edge in G2.

In the case where there exists the line segment from (a — 2,b) to (a,b), it is straightforward that no
undesired intersections occur (see Fig. 8(b)). Note that there exists no disk whose center is located in the
square WXY Z with corners W = (a,b), X = (a+1,b+1),Y = (a,b+2), and Z = (a —1,b+ 1); otherwise,
this would imply that three line segments extend from the point (a,b) or there exists a line segment on the
line b 4 1, which contradicts the embedding of G2. This claim is also applicable to the square with corners
(a,b), (a+1,b—1), (a,b—2), and (a —1,b—1).

Let Ly be the line segment from (a, b) to (a,b—2) and suppose that it corresponds to a 3-cycle (¢, s', ')
in G’. The two line segments L; and Ly make a right-angle turn (see Fig. 8(c)). Since Dy and Dy are located
at the points (@ + 1 —+/2/2 —,b— 1) and (a,b — 1.5), the Euclidean distance between D, and D, as well
as that between Dy, and Dy, is greater than 1. In the same argument previously mentioned, we also remark
that there exists no disk whose center is located in the square with corners (a,b), (a—1,b+1), (a—2,b), and
(a—1,b—1), and the square with corners (a,b), (a+ 1,0+ 1), (a,b+2), and (a — 1,b+ 1). Therefore, there
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(a) (b) (©)

Fig. 8. The 3-cycles replacing line segments and the corresponding geometric representations for the three cases: (a)
four line segments incident to a vertex of degree 4; (b) two line segments drawn straight; and (c) two line segments
making a right-angle turn. In any case, no undesired intersections occur.

are no unintended intersections involving Dy, and the same argument applies to all disks. In conclusion, G’
is a unit disk graph.

Proof of Lemma 5

Proof. Let Gy = G. For an integer i € [m], where m is the number of edges in G, we denote by G; the
graph obtained from G;_; by replacing an edge uv € V(G) with a sequence of 3-cycles, that is, the graph
Gy such that V(Gyy) = {u, v} U{{l,s;,7m) | i € [o]} and E(Gyy) = {wly,rqv} U {riliy1 | ¢ € [a — 1]},
where a = M (u,v). We prove the following two claims: (a) if there exists a vertex subset S;_1 of G;_1
such that the boundary subgraph for S;_; is connected, then there exists a vertex subset S; of G; such that
|Si] < 1Si—1|+ M (u,v) and the boundary subgraph for S; is connected; and (b) if there exists a vertex subset
S; of G; such that the boundary subgraph for S; is connected, then there exists a vertex subset S;_1 of G;_1
such that |S;—1] < |S;| — M (u, v) and the boundary subgraph for S;_; is connected. Since Go = G, G,,, = G,
and k' =k + 3, cpc) M(u,v), Lemma 5 follows from these claims and Observation 1.

(The proof of claim (a).) Suppose that there exists a vertex subset S;_; of G;_; such that the boundary
subgraph for S;_ is connected. Let o = M (u,v), L = {¢; | i € [a]}, and R = {r; | i € [a]}. We define S,
according to whether u and v belong to S;_; as follows:

{u,p}UR ifu,ve S

{u}UR ifueS;_yandv ¢ S;_4
{viuUlL ifu¢gS;—1 andveS;_;
R otherwise

Sy = (1)

Let S; = S;—1 U Syy. Clearly, |S;| < |Si—1] + M (u,v). We show that the boundary subgraph H; for S; is
connected in Gj.
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If uv € EF(H;_1), then we have u € S; or v € S; from the definition of H;_;. By Eq. (1), the boundary
subgraph for S; contains G, as a subgraph. Thus, the boundary subgraph H; for .S; is also connected in
G;. If wv ¢ E(H;_1), then there exists a vertex p € Ng,_,(v) N S;—1. By Eq. (1), the boundary subgraph
for Sy, contains the vertices of GG, except for the vertex u. Since v is adjacent to p in H;_1, the boundary
subgraph H; of G; for S; is also connected.

(The proof of claim (b).) Suppose that there exists a vertex subset S; of G; such that the boundary
subgraph for S; is connected. Let Sy, = V(Guy) N S; \ {u, v} and a = M (u,v). For each 3-cycle (¢;,s;,r;)
with i € [a], at least one of ¢;,7; and s; must be contained in S}, because s; is only adjacent to ¢; and r;.
Therefore, |Sy,| > M(u,v) holds. Our task is to show that there exists a vertex subset S;_; of G;_; such
that |S;—1| < |S;| — M (u,v) and the boundary subgraph for S;_; is connected in G;_;.

In the case that u € S; or v € S;, observe that S;_1 = S;\ Sy, is a desired vertex set. Let R = {r; | i € [a]}.
If | Suw| > @, then S! = (S;\ Suw)U({u}UR) satisfies |S!| < |S;|, and hence this can be reduced to the previous
case. Suppose that u ¢ S;, v ¢ S;, and |Sy»| = . Then, at least one of ¢; and r, belongs to S;; otherwise,
H,; would not be connected. Without loss of generality, assume that r, € 5;. Observe that H; is connected
only when R C S;. This implies that ¢; ¢ S; and hence uf; ¢ E(H;). In other words, there is a path in
H; between any vertices x and y that avoids uf;. Therefore, the boundary subgraph for S;_1 = S; \ Sy, is
connected in G;—1 and |S;—1| = |S;| — M (u,v) holds. This completes the proof. O

B Omitted discussions in Section 5

B.1 Monadic second-order logic on graphs

We define the monadic second-order logic dealt with in this paper, MSO1, referring to [6]. MSO; formulas
employ two types of variables: vertex variables and vertex-set variables. They are defined inductively from
smaller subformulas. We begin by introducing the most basic components, called atomic formulas:

— x = y for two variables x and y of the same type;

— u € X for a vertex variable u and a vertex-set variable X; and

— adj(u,v) for two vertex variables u and v, which is evaluated as True if and only if © and v are adjacent
in a graph.

MSO; formulas also use standard Boolean operators (—, A, V, =) and quantifications of a variable (Vu, Ju,
VX, 3X). For MSO; formulas ¢ and ¢', the following are also MSO; formulas: —~p, p A @', p V¢, p = ¢/,
Vu:e, Ju:p, VX :p, and 3X : ¢

Recall that, given a connected graph G = (V, E), the minimization variant of MCST can be restated as
the following problem: find a minimum set S C V such that, for any non-empty vertex subset C C V', there
exist two vertices u and v that satisfy the following four conditions: (1) wv € E; (2) ue C; (3) v € V\ C;
and (4) u € S or v € S. The property that a vertex set S C V is a solution to the restated problem can be
expressed in MSQO; as follows:

VYC Ju,v: ~(C=0) A=(C=V)
= adj(u,v) A\ue CA-(veC)A(ue SVveS).

Thus, the problem of minimizing S admits an FPT algorithm parameterized by the clique-width of a
given graph G as a direct consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 7 ([5]). For a graph G with n vertices and clique-width cw, every minimization or mazimization
problem whose solution is expressible in MSO; can be solved in time f(|p|, cw) - n, where |p| is the length of
an MSO;, formula that expresses a solution to the problem and f is some computable function.
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B.2 Proof of Lemma 6

Proof. [(a) = (b)] Assume that there is a spanning tree T of G covered by S. Consider a partition (C, V' \ C)
of V such that C # () and C # V. Since T is a spanning tree of G, there is an edge uv € FE(T') such that
u € Cand v €V \ C. From the fact that T is covered by S, we conclude that u € S or v € S holds.

[(b) = (a)] We prove this claim by constructing a spanning tree T covered by S incrementally. Initially,
suppose that T' consists of an arbitrary single vertex in G. It is clear that T is covered by V(T) NS (even
though V(T) NS could be empty). Consider a partition (V(T'),V \ V(T)). From the assumption, there is
an edge uv € E such that u € V(T'), v € V\V(T), and u € S or v € S holds. Let 7" be a subgraph of G
such that V(T7) = V(T) U {v} and E(T') = E(T) U {uv}. Observe that T” forms a tree and is covered by
V(T') N S. Tterating this procedure, we can construct a spanning tree of G covered by S. O

B.3 Dynamic programming in Section 5.1

In the following, we demonstrate how to compute dp, according to the type of a node ¢ in 7.

Introduce node. When a vertex v with label ¢ is introduced, there are exactly two possible candidate
solutions: the boundary subgraph for {v} and the boundary subgraph for (). Therefore, there are only two
valid functions f; and fy as follows: for each (C, X) € P x P

i (CX) = ({i}, {i})

0 otherwise

1if (G, X) = ({i},0)

0 otherwise

fl(C7X){ ) f2(C7X){

All other functions are invalid. Therefore, the entry dp, of each cell in DP table is defined as follows.

1 if f=fi
dp,(f) =40 i f=/f

+o0o otherwise

Union node. Let ¢ and r be the two child nodes of . The union of boundary subgraphs for G, and G,
yields a boundary subgraph for G;. Thus, a function f is valid if there exist valid functions f, and f, that
satisfy the following conditions.

Y(C,X) e P xP: f(C,X)=min{2, f(C,X) + f-(C,X)}

Let My be the set of all pairs (fy, f.) of functions satisfying the above condition. The entry dp, is defined as
follows:

min{dpl(ff)+dpr(fr) | (flvfr) GMf} if Mf 75@
+00 otherwise

dp,(f) = {
Relabel node. Suppose that node ¢ has a child node ¢ and the vertices with label ¢ are relabeled to j.
Consider components of a subgraph of G;. Since G; has no vertex with label 4, there is no component that
matches (C, X) € P x P with ¢ € C. Furthermore, for (C, X) with 4,j ¢ C, every component of G; that
matches (C, X) is also a component of Gy that matches (C, X). The nontrivial case is when (C, X)) satisfies
1 ¢ C and j € C. Let H be a component of G; that matches (C, X). We have to pay attention that H’
may not match (C, X) at node ¢’ due to the relabeling. For a set A € P, let A;—,; = AU{j}\ {i} if i € A;
otherwise, let A;_,; = A. We denote by A(C, X) the set of pairs (C’, X") € P x P that corresponds to (C, X)
after the relabeling. Formally,

A(C, X) = {(C/,X/) EPxP|C= Cg*)jWX :Xgﬁj}'
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After relabeling, the number of components that match (C, X) equals the sum of the number of components
that match pairs in A(C, X). Therefore, a function f is valid if there exists a valid function f’ at node ¢
such that the following equation holds for every (C,X) € P x P.

0 ifieC
fe, x) =< f(C, Xx) ifi¢ Candjé¢C
min{2, 3 e xneacx) f(C X'} otherwise

To update dp,(f), we consider all functions f’ that hold the above condition. Let My be the set of all
such functions f’. The entry dp, is:

dou(f) = {min{dmf') £ e My} if My £ 0

+o00 otherwise
Join node. Suppose that node ¢ is labeled with 7; ; and has a child node ¢'. Let Hg be a boundary subgraph
in Gy for a vertex subset S C V(Gy ) and let f' : P x P — {0,1,2} be a function that represents the number
of components in Hg. Consider two distinct components Fy and F, of Hf. Suppose that F; matches a pair
(C1,X,) € PxP with i € Cy and F» matches a pair (Cy, X2) € P x P with j € Cs. Let S; and Ss be vertex
covers of I and F5 that correspond to X; and Xo, respectively. If i € X, then F; and F, are merged into
a single component of G; by an edge v1vs for a vertex vq € V(Fy) NSy with label i and a vertex ve € V(F3).
A similar argument applies to the case j € X5. Conversely, if ¢ ¢ X; and j ¢ Xo, then F; and F» cannot
be merged into a single component of G;. Accordingly, after the join operation, determining the number of
components in the boundary subgraph Hg of G; for S is non-trivial.

To achieve this, we introduce an auxiliary graph Dy. For each pair (C, X) € P x P, add f(C, X) distinct
vertices labeled (C, X) to Dys. Intuitively, each vertex of Dy corresponds to a component of Hg, ignoring
the third and any subsequent components that match (C, X). We denote by (C,, X,) the label associated
with v. Here, we add an edge connecting distinct two vertices v and v of D¢ if and only if one of the following
two condition (1) and (2) is satisfied: (1) i € X,, and j € Cy; or (2) j € X, and ¢ € C,. The definition of
E(Dy) is justified by the previous discussion.

Consider the resulting auxiliary graph Djy. We then find components of Dy and define a function
f:PxP—{0,1,2} as follows: f(C,X) is the smaller of 2 and the number of components R such that R
holds |J,cp Cv = C and |J,cp Xuv = X. For a function f: P x P — {0,1,2}, let A(f) be the set of functions
f’ such that f is obtained from the above procedure for Dy/. The entry dp, is defined as follows:

min{dp, (f') | f' € A(f)} if A(f) #0
400 otherwise.

dp,(f) = {

Running time. Recall that it suffices to consider a pair (C, X) € P x P with X C C. Thus, the number

j i=0 \;

assigns one of three values {0,1,2} to each pair (C, X), and hence the number of possible functions is 33"
Therefore, the size of the DP table is O(3%") for each node t. The DP table can be computed in time
O(3%") for an introduce node, O(3%(3%")?) = O(3%9>") for a union node, O(3*33") for a relabel node, and
O((2-3w)%-3%") = 0(9™ - 33") for a join node. Since the w-expression consists of O(n) nodes [5], the total

. . . O(w)
running time is 9°G")n = 227"'n.

of possible pairs is bounded by 1" (%) (Z;ZO (1)) =Y, (¥)2" = 3%, The function f independently

B.4 Full discussions of Section 5.2
This section shows the following theorem.

Theorem 6. MCST can be solved in linear time for interval graphs.
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An interval ordering I of a graph G with n vertices is a sequence (v, va, ..., v,) of vertices that satisfies
the following condition: for any three integers a,b, ¢ € [n] with a < b < ¢, if v,v. € E(G), then vyv, € E(G).
A graph is an interval graph if it has an interval ordering. An interval ordering of a given interval graph
can be computed in linear time [14]. We give Algorithm 1 to solve MCST for interval graphs as the proof of
Theorem 6. Note that G is assumed to be connected and have at least two vertices.

Algorithm 1 Solving MCST on interval graphs

: Input: An interval ordering I = (v1,v2,...,vs) of a connected interval graph G, where n > 2
Output: A minimum vertex cover S among spanning trees of G
S« 0, Vp « {v1}
while Vr # V(G) do

t1 +— min{i | Vi ¢ VT}

to + max{i | v; € Vr}

t < min{t1,t2}

s < max{i | vi € N[v¢]}

S+ SU{vs}

Vr < Vr U N|vg]
: end while
: return §

= ==
N = O ©

Let ¢4, t4 t', s*, S%, and V. denote the integers t1, to, t, s, and the sets S, Vr, respectively, when the
i-th while loop finishes (Algorithm 1). For the sake of convenience, we define S° = () and V2 = {v;1} (that
is, S and Vr before the first while loop). We also denote V|4 3} = {va, ..., v} for two integers a and b with
1<a<b<n.

To show the correctness of Algorithm 1, we again utilize Lemma 6. For a connected graph G with at
least two vertices, a pair (C,S) of two vertex sets of G is compatible if there exist two vertices v and v that
satisfy the following four conditions: (1) uv € E; (2) u € C; (3) v € V\C; and (4) u € S or v € S. Lemma 6
can be restated as that G has a spanning tree T covered by a vertex subset S if and only if a pair (C,S) is
compatible for any non-empty vertex subset C C V.

We begin by proving the following useful lemmas.

Lemma 8. Consider when the i-th while loop in Algorithm 1 finishes. It holds that Vi1 4 _1) C VTF1 < Vivuy-
Moreover, Vi 4 C VE.

Proof. The former statement follows from the definitions of #{ and t} in Algorithm 1.

The latter statement is proved by induction on i. In the base case ¢ = 1, recall that s; is adjacent to v;.
Thus, due to the interval ordering I, we have V}; ;17 C N[sl] =V}

Suppose next that i > 1 and V| -1 C Vjifl. We show that v, € V7. for any integer £ with s*=! < ¢ < s'.
For the sake of contradiction, assume that there exists an integer ¢ such that s*~! < ¢ < v, and v, ¢ V.
Since V. = V;"UN[s], we also have vy ¢ V;~'. By Vj; t-1 C V=1 in the former statement, we have ti <.

Since t* < ¢! from Algorithm 1, it holds that t <t} <0< s If £ = s’ then we have v, € V} = V- 'UN[vg]
from Algorithm 1, a Contradlctlon. If ¢ < s", then vovs € E(G) follows from vivg: € E(G) and the mterval
ordering I. We have v, € N[v], and therefore, v, € Vi, a contradiction. O

Lemma 9. Suppose that Algorithm 1 terminates after the j-th while loop in Algorithm 1. For every i €
[j — 1], we have s* < ¢ < gtF1,

Pmof,l Lemma 8_ leads to V}y yiv1_y; C Vi Q V[l,t;'*"l] and Vj; 41 C V. Combined with i1 ¢ Vj., we obtain
st <t —1 <15t and equivalently s' < ¢! < ¢4t 4+ 1. The case t'+! = i immediately yields s* < ¢+,

In the case t'F! = ¢4t we have s* < t"+1. If s = t'+1 we also have Vi = Vj1,51]- Considering Algorithm 1,
the vertex v, is adjacent to none of the vertices in V'\ V.. This implies that all vertices in V. are adjacent to
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none of the vertices in V'\ Vi due to the interval ordering I. However, this contradicts that G is connected.
Thus, we conclude that s* < t'+1. The inequality t*' < s**! holds from Algorithm 1. O

Lemma 10. Consider when the i-th while loop in Algorithm 1 finishes. It holds that t* <t < s' and
t <ty < s'. Consequently, vy, vy € Nlvgi].

Proof. Tt follows from Algorithm 1 that t* < ¢} and t' < t}. For the sake of contradiction, assume that
st < t!. Lemma 8 leads to Vis) © Vi -y © VTF1 € V1,¢), which implies that s* < tb. Combined with
st < ti, we have s < min{ti{,¢{} = ¢!. This contradicts ¢’ < s’ from Lemma 9.

Next, for the sake of contradiction, assume that s® < t5. Recall that we have s* < ... < 71 < ¢!
from Lemma 9. Then, it holds that s' < --- < s71 < ¢! = ¢! < s' < ti. Since vy € Vit some vertex
in {s',...,s""'} is adjacent to v,;. However, this yields v;ivy € E(G), which contradicts Algorithm 1, the
maximality of s°.

In conclusion, we have t! < ti < s' and t* < t) < s'. It follows from the interval ordering I and
vuvg € E(G) that vy, vy € Nlvg]. O

We are now prepared to prove the correctness of Algorithm 1. We first state that Algorithm 1 outputs a
feasible solution.

Lemma 11. The output S of Algorithm 1 is a vertex cover of some spanning tree of an input interval graph

G.

Proof. Suppose that Algorithm 1 terminates after the j-th while loop. We claim that a pair (C,S?) is
compatible for each i € [j] and each subset C' C V(G) such that VAN C # () and V. \ C # () (intuitively,
C partially intersects with V;.). Since S = $7 and V(G) = VIZ, combined with Lemma 6, this claim leads to
Lemma 11.

We prove the above claim by induction on i. In the base case i = 1, we have S* = {v,} and V} = Nlvga].
Thus, it is obvious that a pair (C, S*) is compatible for each subset C' C V(G) such that N[v,a]NC # () and
Nloa]\ C £ 0.

Consider the case i > 1 and a subset C C V(G) such that VAN C # 0 and V. \ C # 0. Recall that
St =81 U{v,} and Vi = Vit U N(vg] from Algorithm 1. If Nvi] N C # 0 and N[vg]\ C # 0, then it
is straightforward that a pair (C,S?) is compatible. Furthermore, if V}_l NC # (P and V%_l \C # 0, then a
pair (C, S*~1) is compatible by the induction hypothesis, and (C, S?) is compatible as well. Thus, it remains
to consider the following two cases: (i) V- ' € C and N[v:]NC = 0; and (ii) N[vs] € C and V' NC = 0.
In fact, cases (i) and (ii) are symmetrical, and hence we only discuss case (i). From the definition of V™,
we have vy; € Vil C C. Tt is clear that v, € Nlvy] C V(G) \ C. Moreover, v vsi € E(G) follows from
Lemma 10. Since vy € S?, we conclude that a pair (C, S?) is compatible. O

Finally, we show the optimality of S.
Lemma 12. Algorithm 1 outputs a minimum vertex cover among spanning trees in G.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction, assume that there exists a vertex subset S’ of G such that |S’| < |S]|
and G has a spanning tree T' covered by S’.

Counsider the symmetric difference SAS" = (SUS’)\ (SNS’). Note that SAS" # () follows from |S’| < |S].
Recall that the vertices of G are in accordance with an interval ordering I = (v1,va,...,v,). Let 7 be the
smallest index of vertices in SAS’, that is, i = min{é’ | vy € SAS’}. Then, the vertex v; satisfies one of the
following two conditions: (i) v; € S” and v; ¢ S; or (ii) v; ¢ S and v; € S.

Consider case (i). Let s/ € [n] be the minimum integer such that v, € S\ S’, assuming that s’ is an
integer s selected in Algorithm 1 of the j-th while loop. Now, we give the following claim, whose proof is
deferred to Section B.4.

Claim 1. The graph G has a spanning tree T* covered by S* = (5" \ {v;}) U {v, }.
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Observe that |S*| < |9| and |[SAS*| = |SAS’| — 1. We iteratively apply the procedure above to S’ as
long as the vertex v; satisfies case (i). If only case (i) appears in the procedure, we eventually obtain a vertex
subset S such that [S”| < |S’] < |S] and |[SAS”| = 0. However, [SAS”| = 0 means S = S”, a contradiction.

As discussed above, we may assume that v; satisfies case (ii). Suppose that i = s7, that is, i is an integer
s selected in Algori‘phm 1 of the j-th while loop. In this case, Vi1 s 1] NS = V}1 5 1] N S” holds due to the
minimality of ¢ = s7. We now show that S’ cannot be a vertex cover of any spanning tree of G. To this end,
it suffices to claim that there is a vertex subset C' such that a pair (C,S’) is not compatible. Consider two
subcases: case (ii)-(1) t/ = t]; and case (ii)-(2) t/ = tJ.

In case (i)-(1) t/ = t7, let C = {vt{}. From Lemma 9, we have s! < .-+ < s/71 < ¢/ < s7. It follows
from Uy ¢ qu that N[vt{] NV NS = (; otherwise, VTZ would contain Uy from Algorithm 1. Recall
that Vi1 511 NS = Vjy 1) NS’ Thus, we conclude that no vertex in Vj; ;1) NS’ is adjacent to Uy
Furthermore, since s’ is the largest index among the neighbors of Vs there is no edge between G and
Visi ) NS". Therefore, ({vt{}, S’) is not compatible.

We proceed to case (ii)-(2) ## = ). We show that (VA~', ") is not compatible. For the sake of contra-
diction, assume that there is an edge zy € E with x € V2" and y € V \ Vi~ ! satisfying that 2 € S’ or
yes.

Suppose that 2 € S". Recall that SNV} 1) = S'"NV[1 45 _1] holds. Since SNV}1 5i-1] = Si—Yand v, ¢ 9,
this implies that $7~! = = 8'N V5. Here, it can be seen that VT lc V[1 ] C V1,557 from Lemmas 8 and 10.

i)

Thus, we have SN VA" C 8N Vii,si) = S771. Since z € ' N V2!, we conclude that = € S7~1. However,
this yields that y € Vj ~! from 10, a contradiction.

Suppose next that z ¢S and y € §’. Let i, and i, be the indices of x and y, respectively. From Lemma 8
and = € V3", we have 4, < t}. Moreover, since y ¢ Vi~ ', we have t] < i,. Thus, i, <t} < tJ < i, follows
from t/ = té < tl, and hence zy € E(G) implies VY € E(G) due to the interval ordering I. The maximality
of s/ implies that i, < s7. In addition, we have s’~! < ¢/ from Lemma 9. Consequently, the vertex y satisfies
ye S and s/ <t/ < i, < s/. However, s'~! < i, < s/ leads to y ¢ S, and therefore y ¢ S’ is derived from
Vii,si—1] NS = V15511 N S’, a contradiction. O

Proof of Claim 1

Proof. We show that a pair (C,S*) is compatible for any non-empty subset C' C V(G). We first consider
the case C NV # 0 and O\ Vi # 0. Then a pair (C, S) is compatible for any non-empty subset C' C V(G).
This follows from the fact that each vertex in V3. is adjacent to some vertex in 7 C V;.. We also note that
‘/[1’5j] ns = V[sz] N S* from the definitions of 7, s/, and S*. This implies that S/ C S*, and consequently, a
pair (C,S*) is also compatible.

Suppose otherwise, that is, V] CCor VJ - V\C’ By symmetry, it suffices to consider the case VJ cC.
In this case, v, € Vj C C follows from V]; 41 C V3 in Lemma 8. Moreover, since i < s?, we have v; € V. C C.
We may also assume that Vi s Vg € C} if one of Vs and v,; belongs to V\C’ then a pair (C, S*) is compatlble

due to vsv, € E(G) or Vsily € E(G) from Lemma 10.

Here, con51der a pair (C, S’ ). From the assumption of S’, the pair (C,S’) is compatible. More precisely,
there exist two vertices z and y such that (1) zy € E(G); (2) 2 € C; (3)ye V\C;and (4) x € S"ory e 5.
Recall that v; € C. If x # v;, then (C,S*) is also compatible because = € S’ implies z € S*. Suppose that
z = v;. Here, note that y € V'\ C and hence y ¢ V7. Combined with Visip € V7. in Lemma 8, we have
s/ < iy, where i, is the index of y according to the mterval ordering I. Since i < s/, we have i < s/ < iy,.
From the fact that zy € E(G) and z = v;, we also have v,y € E(G), where v,; € S*. Therefore, a pair
(C,S*) is compatible. O
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