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—— Abstract

We introduce a new notion of acyclicity representation in labeled graphs, and present three applica-

tions thereof. Our main result is an algorithm that, given a graph G and a k-clique expression of G,
in time O(6"n°) counts modulo 2 the number of feedback vertex sets of G of each size. We achieve
this through an involved subroutine for merging partial solutions at union nodes in the expression.
In the usual way this results in a one-sided error Monte-Carlo algorithm for solving the decision
problem in the same time. We complement these by a matching lower bound under the Strong
Exponential-Time Hypothesis (SETH). This closes an open question that appeared multiple times
in the literature [ESA 23, ICALP 24, IPEC 25].

We also present an algorithm that, given a graph GG and a tree decomposition of width k of G, in
time O(3Fn°) counts modulo 2 the number of feedback vertex sets of G of each size. This matches
the known SETH-tight bound for the decision version, which was obtained using the celebrated
cut-and-count technique [FOCS 11, TALG 22]. Unlike other applications of cut-and-count, which
use the isolation lemma to reduce a decision problem to counting solutions modulo 2, this bound was
obtained via counting other objects, leaving the complexity of counting solutions modulo 2 open.

Finally, we present a one-sided error Monte-Carlo algorithm that, given a graph G and a k-clique
expression of G, in time O(18*n°) decides the existence of a connected feedback vertex set of size ¢
in G. We provide a matching lower bound under SETH.
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N. Bojikian, and S. Kratsch

1 Introduction

Given a graph G and an integer k, the FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem asks whether there
is a set of at most k vertices that intersects all cycles in G. This well-known NP-hard problem
has been studied intensely in a variety of algorithmic paradigms. In particular, it is an
important benchmark problem in the study of optimal (dynamic programming) algorithms on
graph decompositions. Continuing this line of work, we study the parameterized complexity
of FEEDBACK VERTEX SET, and its connected variant, where we require the solution set to
induce a connected subgraph, relative to the treewidth and clique-width of the graph.

Parameterized complexity extends classical complexity by allowing complexity bounds to
depend not only on the input size but also on one or more parameters, which may quantify
various input properties. In particular, one aims to find so-called fized-parameter tractable
algorithms whose running time is polynomial in the input size but (usually) exponential in
the parameter value, i.e., time f(k)n® for size n and parameter k. In recent years, there
has been much success in obtaining fine-grained bounds for the dependency f(k) on the
parameter that is possible for such algorithms, which includes (almost) matching lower
bounds conditioned on the (Strong) Exponential-Time Hypothesis (ETH resp. SETH).!

For graph problems, the most studied parameter is the treewidth of the input graph:
Intuitively, it is equal to the smallest value k such that the graph can be completely
decomposed along non-crossing separators of size at most k. A similar parameter, aimed
at dense graphs, is clique-width: Roughly, it is the smallest number k of labels, such that
the graph can be recursively constructed using creation of a single labeled vertex, relabeling,
adding edges between label classes, and disjoint union.

For many fundamental problems, the complexity relative to treewidth is quite well
understood. This was initiated by Lokshtanov et al. [29], who showed for many well-studied
problems, such as INDEPENDENT SET, DOMINATING SET, and MAXIMUM CUT parameterized
by treewidth that known dynamic programming (DP) algorithms with time O(a¥n¢) are
optimal under SETH, for problem-specific a. For many other problems, however, including
connectivity problems like CONNECTED VERTEX COVER and FEEDBACK VERTEX SET,
it remained open whether the known algorithms with time O(a*1°8%n°) were optimal (by
showing matching lower bounds), or whether they could be significantly improved upon. The
crux was that the natural approaches for DP would have to maintain connectivity patterns
of partial solutions, which leads to a k* factor in number of solutions and (hence) time. This
was resolved by Cygan et al. [16] by establishing O(a*n¢) time algorithms and matching
lower bounds modulo SETH for most of these problems. Their Cut&Count technique has
two key ingredients: (1) The isolation lemma probabilistically reduces to the special case
where we have a unique weighted solution of minimum weight (if one exists), so that we can
count (weighted) solutions modulo 2 to decide existence. (2) The main insight is that to
count modulo 2 the connected solutions, one can instead count modulo 2 the number of ways
that relaxed (possibly disconnected) solutions can be cut, because all disconnected solutions
will cancel out modulo 2. Notably, for FEEDBACK VERTEX SET this idea does not seem to
apply directly, so they instead count the number of solutions for each specified number of
vertices, edges, and connected components. This suffices to decide existence of a solution but
does not include an algorithm for counting solutions modulo 2.

! ETH posits that there is ¢ > 0 such that no algorithm solves 3-SAT in time O(2°") where n is the
number of variables. SETH posits that for each ¢ < 1 there is a clause size ¢ such that no algorithm
solves ¢-SAT in time O(2°™").
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After these two pioneering works, there was much activity for establishing SETH-tight
bounds for a variety of problems under different parameters such as cutwidth [7, 19, 27, 31],
pathwidth [8, 13, 15], and modular treewidth [23]. The first to study connectivity problems
parameterized by clique-width were Bergougnoux and Kanté [2]. They provided deterministic
single-exponential time algorithms for many connectivity problems including the FEEDBACK
VERTEX SET problem. Since they use the rank-based approach of Bodlaender et al. [6],
they do not obtain SETH-tight bounds. Instead, there is an additional factor of w, the
matrix multiplication exponent, in the exponent of the running times, which leaves a gap
even if w = 2. The first SETH-tight algorithms for connectivity problems parameterized by
clique-width were introduced by Hegerfeld and Kratsch [23], who provided tight bounds for
both the CONNECTED VERTEX COVER and the CONNECTED DOMINATING SET problems
using the Cut&Count technique. They left open to get such tight bounds also for STEINER
TREE, CONNECTED ODD CYCLE TRANSVERSAL, and FEEDBACK VERTEX SET, but pointed
out obstructions with doing so via Cut&Count: For the first two, there remained a gap
between a Cut&Count-based algorithm and the seemingly best possible lower bound. For
the latter, already Bergougnoux and Kanté had pointed out that the approach of counting
solutions separately for each number of vertices, edges, and connected components would
incur a factor of n* when working with clique-width. Two recent works of Bojikian and
Kratsch [10, 9] closed the gap for STEINER TREE and CONNECTED DOMINATING SET by
finding faster algorithms based on a new approach via connectivity patterns called “isolating
a representative” and avoiding Cut&Count. Only FEEDBACK VERTEX SET parameterized
by clique-width remained open.

Our contribution. We present a dynamic programming algorithm that counts (modulo 2)
the number of feedback vertex sets of a fixed size t in a graph in time O(6%n¢), given that
this graph is provided together with a k-clique expression. We achieve this running time by
introducing a new representation of acyclicity in graphs, which enables us to bypass counting
edges induced by a partial solution. We prove the following theorem:

» Theorem 1. There exists an algorithm that given a graph G together with a k-clique
expression of G for some integer value k and a positive integer t, counts (modulo 2) the
number of feedback vertex sets of size t in G in time O(6*n°).

Our algorithm actually counts weighted feedback vertex sets, for any polynomially
bounded vertex-weight function. This allows us to use the isolation lemma to reduce the
decision version of the problem to the counting modulo 2 version with high probability. As a
result we get the following:

» Theorem 2. There exists a one-sided error Monte-Carlo algorithm that given a graph G
together with a k-clique expression of G for some value k € N, and a positive integer t € N,
decides whether G contains a feedback vertex set of size t in time O(6*n°). Errors are limited
to false negatives, and the correct answer is output with probability at least 1/2.

We also provide a lower bound that excludes algorithms with running time O((6 — )*n°)
for FEEDBACK VERTEX SET assuming SETH. As is the case for similar lower bounds for other
problems parameterized by clique-width and treewidth (with its linear variant pathwidth),
our lower bound holds even when parameterized by the linear clique-width [1, 20, 24]; where
each union operation requires that one of its operands is a single vertex.

» Theorem 3. Assuming SETH, the FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem cannot be solved in
time (9((6 — E)knc) for any € > 0, even when the input graph G is provided with a linear
k-expression of G.
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We show that our representation technique also yields an independent treewidth-based
algorithm: by restricting the indices of the dynamic programming tables to the states realized
by a tree decomposition, one obtains an algorithm that runs in time O(3""n¢) on a graph
G of treewidth tw, and counts (modulo 2) the number of feedback vertex sets of size ¢ in
G. Again this is SETH-tight, since an algorithm with running time O((3 — £)"n¢) would
imply—using the isolation lemma—an algorithm for the decision version with the same
running time, which contradicts SETH [16].

» Theorem 4. There exists an algorithm that given a graph G together with a tree decom-
position of G of width tw and a positive integer t, counts (modulo 2) the number of feedback
vertez sets of size t in G in time O(3"Wnc).

We note that, to the best of our knowledge, these are the first SETH-tight algorithms
that correctly count (modulo 2) the number of feedback vertex sets when parameterized
by a structural parameter, as other known methods either count different objects (cut
and count [16]), or are based on the “Gaussian elimination” technique or on the “squared
determinant” technique, and hence, are not tight under SETH [6, 3].

As an additional application of our representation technique, we also show that acyclicity
representation can be combined with the “isolating a representative” technique of Bojikian
and Kratsch [10] resulting in an algorithm for the CONNECTED FEEDBACK VERTEX SET
problem with running time O(18°¥n°) proving the following theorem:

» Theorem 5. There exists a one-sided error Monte-Carlo algorithm that given a graph G
together with a k-clique expression of G for some value k € N, and a positive integer t € N,
decides whether G contains a connected feedback vertex set of size t in time O(18*n°). Errors
are limited to false negatives, and the correct answer is output with probability at least 1/2.

We also prove the tightness of our running time, by ruling out algorithms with running
time O((18 — £)'*¥n¢) under SETH, for all ¢ > 0, where lew denotes the linear clique-width
of the graph. To the best of our knowledge, this is the largest known single-exponential lower
bound for a natural (non-generalized) problem parameterized by a structural parameter.
This poses a challenge in the construction of the lower bound.

» Theorem 6. Assuming SETH, the CONNECTED FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem cannot
be solved in time (9((18 — E)knc) for any € > 0, even when the input graph G is provided
with a linear k-expression of G.

In doing so, we close the gap for two additional connectivity problems relative to clique-
width. This leaves only one problem unresolved among those whose tight complexity relative
to treewidth was determined in the original work of Cygan et al. [16], which introduced the
Cut&Count technique, namely the EXACT k-LEAF SPANNING TREE problem. However, this
problem is at least W[1]-hard when parameterized by clique-width, since it generalizes the
HAMILTONIAN PATH problem by setting k = 2 [17].

Organization. In Section 2 we provide an overview of our techniques. In Section 3 we
provide preliminaries and some notation. We present the main algorithm of this work in
Section 4 proving Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. We present the lower bound in Section 5. We
prove Theorem 4 in Section 6. Finally, we prove the Theorem 5 and Theorem 6 in Section 7
and conclude with final remarks in Section 8.
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2 Technique overview.

2.1 Upper bounds

As is typical with structural parameters, we assume that the input graph G is provided
together with a k-clique expression p of G. The recursive definition of clique-expressions (see
Section 3) induces a syntax tree T of u in a natural way, where each subtree 7, rooted at a
node x of T corresponds to a subexpression p, of u. Since each subexpression pu, defines a
subgraph G, of G, we build our algorithms as bottom-up dynamic programming schemes
over T, where for each node z, we keep tables T, that count (modulo 2) some notion of
partial solutions in the graph G,.

Similar to other algorithms for FEEDBACK VERTEX SET [2, 6, 16], our algorithms count
rather induced forests in the graph, which are in one-to-one correspondence with feedback
vertex sets. We first show that this can be done by representing labeled graphs as multisets
of vectors, that count the number of times a label appears in each connected component of
the induced forest. We call these multisets patterns.

However, the total number of different patterns is super-exponential in n, and hence, is
too large to be used in an efficient dynamic programming algorithm. Therefore, we aim to
reduce the families of patterns into a simpler representation thereof, introducing the notion
of acyclicity representation. First, we add an isolated vertex vy of a new label 0 to the graph.
This vertex will allow for a cleaner “reduced” representation of patterns. While the vertex vg
is isolated in the original graph, we will use some “rerouting technique” in the representation,
creating graphs where vy is connected to other vertices. We call labeled graphs with this
added vertex vy extended labeled graphs. Since the vertex vy is the only vertex having label
0, we assume that each pattern contains a unique vector z with zg = 1 and zg = 0 for all
other vectors x in the pattern. we call z the zero vector of the pattern.

Essentially, we prove first that, in order to represent acyclicity in a labeled graph, it
suffices to upper bound the multiplicity of each label by 2, both in each connected component
and globally, eventually by removing isolated vertices, whose labels appear more than twice
in the graph. This results in multisets over vectors, where each index is upper bounded by
2, and where each vector has multiplicity at most two in the pattern. See Figure 1 for an
example of an extended labeled forest and its corresponding pattern.
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(a) A 2-labeled forest F' (b) The pattern p := patp

Figure 1 A k-labeled forest F' (kK = 2) and its corresponding pattern. Note that we upper
bound the multiplicity of each label in each connected component by 2, and the multiplicity of each
connected component by 2 as well. Removing additional unit-vectors happens in a later stage.

In the second step, we present a compact family of patterns Pcg of size 6¢. We show
that one can replace any family of partial solutions in G, for a node x of 7, with a subset
of Pcg, such that for any extension of a partial solution to a solution in the whole graph,
this extension is compatible with an odd number of partial solutions from the original family,
if and only if it is compatible with an odd number of patterns in the latter family.
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More formally, the family &¢cg consists of all patterns p where the only non-unit vector
of p is the zero vector. The size of the family follows then, since for each label i, we can
assign one of the six states: O if it does not appear in the pattern, D if it appears only
once in a unit vector, D™ if it appears twice in unit vectors, C if it appears only once in the
zero vector, CT if it appears once in a unit vector and once in the zero vector, and C* if it
appears twice in the zero vector. This builds a bijection between the patterns in #¢g and
the set of mappings that assign to each label in [k] one of these six states.

In order to represent each family of patterns with a subset of P¢g, we introduce a
count-preserving replacement rule: First, we show for a pattern p and three vectors x,y, z,
such that = and y + z are both in p, and for py = p \ {z,y + 2}, that the three patterns
poU{x+z,y),poU{x+y,z),poU(x+ 2z+y) together represent p. Hence, our reduction rule
replaces a pattern p with these three patterns, by choosing x to be the zero vector of p, and
y + z to be any other non-unit vector different from x in p. This results in three patterns,
each having a smaller total sum of non-unit vectors different from the zero vector than the
same sum in p. Therefore, by applying this rule a finite number of times we get a family of
patterns R that represents p, such that for each pattern r € R, each vector different from the
zero vector of 7 is a unit vector. This implies that R C Pcg. See Figure 2 for an example of
this reduction rule.

1
z=|1
1 0 1 0 1 0 1
)-)) ()G )-E)
0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
y=[2] =0
0 1

Figure 2 The three patterns resulting from applying the reduction rule to the pattern p. We
choose x to be the zero vector as specified by the reduction rule. Note that the total sum of non-unit
vectors different from the zero vector decreases from 3 in p to 2, 0 and 0 in the three resulting
patterns, respectively. Note also that we keep the upper bound 2 on the sums in each index.

This count-preserving replacement argument allows us to restrict the dynamic program-
ming tables to the family &cg only, preserving the parity of the number of extensions of
partial solutions in GG, to solutions in the whole graph G. However, a bottleneck of this
approach is to process union nodes in the clique expression efficiently, combining all pairs of
partial solutions in the unified graphs. While this can be trivially done in time O(36*n°), we
show that this can be done in (optimal) time O(6*n°) by an involved convolution operation.

In general, fast convolution techniques have proven essential to process a join node in
a tree decomposition or a union node in a clique expression efficiently. Among others,
covering product, fast subset convolution, fast lattice convolution over power lattices, and
multidimensional fast fourier transformation have been used to process such nodes more
efficiently. Van Rooij [32] combined some of these techniques to develop a novel convolution
for the (o, p)-DOMINATING SET problems, introducing the “Count and Filter” technique,
inspired by the infamous fast subset convolution of Bjorklund et al. [4]. The author states
that combinations of these convolution techniques cover a vast spectrum of convolution
requirements. However, essential for their proof was the fact, that their case only spanned a
convolution of depth two, where the filter was only applied in the later phase. Hence, by
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reverting the second step, one gets a closed form transformation (Zeta) that can be directly
inverted. In this paper, however, we encounter a more sophisticated 3-level convolution
(4-level for the connected variant) with two different filters. As one can see in the proof,
reverting the last step does not yield a closed form transformation. Therefore, a more
involved reversing process is needed. We show, somewhat surprisingly, that retracting the
convolution steps after applying the product still yields the right answer. We believe that
this convolution technique can be generalized to an arbitrary depth, and hence, can be of
independent interest.

We note that our convolution is tight, and it improves on a trivial convolution with time
0O(36°“n°), and, to the best of our knowledge, on the best known algorithm for general
convolutions [11] with running time O(6(2¢/3)¥n), where w is the matrix multiplication
exponent, even for w = 2.

Back to our algorithm, this results in an algorithm that correctly counts (modulo 2) the
number of weighted feedback vertex sets of size ¢ in time O(6°Vn°), when the weights are
bounded polynomially in n. Using the isolation lemma [30], we show that by choosing the
weights large enough, independently and uniformly at random, this results in an algorithm
that solves the decision version with high probability.

Connected feedback vertex set. In order to solve the CONNECTED FEEDBACK VERTEX
SET problem parameterized by clique-width, we need to preserve connectivity of the solution
set in addition to the acyclicity of the remaining graph. We achieve this by combining
our acyclicity representation technique with a connectivity representation technique, that
was introduced recently by Bojikian and Kratsch [10], called “isolating a representative”.
Surprisingly, this results in a tight algorithm with running time O(18°¥n°). In this technique,
each partial solution X is first represented by its connectivity pattern, defined as a set of
subsets of labels, where we add a set for each connected component C' of G,[X], that contains
the labels of all vertices of C. Compared to acyclicity representation, where we needed to
distinguish whether a label appears once or at least twice in a connected component, for
connectivity, it suffices to track existence, and hence, simple sets suffice.

However, a count-preserving replacement argument, similar to the one above, as the
authors suggest, would only reduce the size of the family to 4% (where each label has a state
O, D, C, or C"). Instead, they first introduce a notion of “existential representation”,
where the representing family does not preserve the parity of the number of compatible
partial solutions, but only preserves the existence of a compatible partial solution. In order
to achieve this, they define local operations, called actions over the nodes of 7T, that decide
for a given label (with state C'), whether it will be used in the future to connect different
components of a partial solution (and hence, it can be added as a singleton safely, turning
its state to C1), or will not be used anymore (and hence, it can be safely removed from
all sets, turning its state to Q). The resulting family can then be reduced to size 3* by a
count-preserving reduction argument similar to the one above.

A problem however arises, since the first step is only an existential representation, that
might not preserve the parity of the number of compatible partial solutions, while the second
step only preserves the parity, by possibly creating new compatible partial solutions. They
solve this problem by a double usage of the isolation lemma, where in addition to isolating
the solution itself, they also isolate an existential representative thereof—and hence, the
name “isolating a representative”. They achieve this by assigning different weights to the
actions taken to create each representative of a partial solution. They call the combinations
of actions taken to create a single representative an action sequence.
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Therefore, our partial solutions are pairs of a vertex set X and an action sequence T,
where we index the dynamic programming tables by the acyclicity-pattern of G \ X and by
the connectivity-pattern of the representative created by 7 from the partial solution X. This
results in 6 - 3 = 18 states per label. Again, we need to efficiently process union nodes in the
clique expression. We build upon the convolution technique introduced above, extending it
to a 4-level convolution, where we start by processing the connectivity part of the pattern.
We show that this can be done in time O(18%n¢), resulting in the claimed running time.

Treewidth algorithm. Finally, in order to count the number of feedback vertex sets of a
specific size when parameterized by treewidth, we make use of the same acyclicity repres-
entation technique. Essentially, in a tree decomposition, each vertex appears in a bag at
most once, compared to labels in a labeled graph, while the size of the bags is bounded
by the parameter. We start by defining a mapping ¢ that assigning to each vertex in the
graph a label i € [k 4 1] such that the restriction of ¢ to each bag is injective. Using these
labels, we can restrict the family of all patterns to patterns where each label appears at most
once. This turns our definition of patterns, as multisets of vectors into sets over subsets of
[k]. Essentially, it reduces the six states defined above into the “single” states O, D and C
resulting in the family of nice treewidth patterns Jog of size 3¥+t1. We use this family to
index the dynamic programming tables.

Similar to the algorithm when parameterized by clique-width, join nodes form a bottleneck
in this dynamic programming routine, where we need to efficiently combine all pairs of
partial solutions in the two children bags. We show that this can be done in time O(3%n°)
by introducing an ordering over these states, and showing that the required convolution
corresponds to the join product of the kth power of the corresponding lattice. We refer to
Section 3 for a brief introduction of these terms. The running time then follows from a result
by Hegerfeld and Kratsch [21] that shows how to compute such convolutions efficiently.

2.2 Lower bounds

Feedback Vertex Set. In our lower bounds, we follow the general framework of SETH
based reductions for structural parameters debuted by Lokshtanov et al. [29]. However,
instead of reducing from the d-SAT problem, we reduce from the g-CSP-B problem defined
as follows: Given is a set of n variables for some integer n, and a set of m constraints, where
each constraint is defined over ¢ variables, and specifies which assignments of values from
the set [B] to these variables are allowed. The goal is to decide whether there exists an
assignment of values from [B] to all variables, such that all constraints are satisfied.

We base our lower bound on a result by Lampis [28], that states, informally, that for each
fixed value of B, and each § > 0, there exists a value of ¢, such that the ¢-CSP-B problem
cannot be solved in time O((B — §)™), unless SETH fails. Hence, for our lower bound for
FEEDBACK VERTEX SET, we fix B = 6, and provide a reduction for each value of ¢, from
the ¢-CSP-6 problem to FEEDBACK VERTEX SET.

Intuitively, we translate each variable into a gadget of constant size, called path gadget.
We make use of the six states O, D, C, D*, C", and C* defined above and translate the
intersection of a solution with this gadget into one of these states. We also fix a bijective
mapping from these states to the different assignments of value from [6] to the corresponding
variable. We also define a so called constraint gadget corresponding to each constraint C'.
We define the adjacencies between a constraint gadget and the path gadgets in such a way,
that ensures that the states defined in the path gadgets by a solution corresponds to an
assignment that satisfies the constraint C.
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In order to find an assignment that satisfies all constraints, we will add m copies of a path
gadget for each variable v, each corresponding to a different constraint, where consecutive
copies are connected by bilciques of size 2, spanning two “exit vertices” of each gadget, and
two “entry vertices” of the following gadget, resulting in a path sequence corresponding to
each variable v. This results in a grid structure, where each row is a sequence of path gadgets
corresponding to a variable v, and each column corresponds to a constraint C. We attach a
corresponding constraint gadget to each column.

The symmetric “biclique” cuts between consecutive path gadgets ensure that we can
build all these sequences by “spending” a single label (unit of clique-width) for each path
sequence, and a constant number of labels for the rest of the graph, building the whole graph
column by column, which bounds the clique-width of the resulting graph. We show that
these cuts are exactly enough to transition these six states.

In fact, we add 5n + 1 copies of these sequences of path gadgets for each variable, making
each such sequence (5n + 1)m long. This ensures that in any solution, there is one copy,
where all gadgets on each sequence are assigned the same state. Building on this, we show
that the given instance is a satisfiable, if and only if the resulting graph admits a feedback
vertex set of some fixed size.

Connected Feedback Vertex Set. For the CONNECTED FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem,
we follow the same general schema. However, in order to achieve the base 18, we combine
an acyclicity state with a connectivity state, resulting in 6 - 3 = 18 states per label, where
an acyclicity state defines how a label appears in an induced forest, while a connectivity
state defines the connectivity of a label in the solution set itself. However, a challenge arises,
since states like (O, O) are non-realizable, while the upper bound realizes them though the
existential representation technique mentioned above, and hence, cannot be trimmed.

In order to overcome this challenge, we make use of the fact, that connectivity represent-
ation from [10] is a two-step existential representation, that turns a set of 4 states into 3
required states for connectivity. Hence, we make use of the “fourth” redundant state, and
make careful choice of which 3 connectivity states to combine with each acyclicity state. This
does not only results in 18 realizable states, but also results in combinations that allow for
simpler realization, allowing to realize each state using three “boundary” vertices instead of
four in a more straightforward approach.

3 Preliminaries

For a computable function f and a parameter k, we denote by O*(f(k)) a running time
O(f(k) - n®) for a constant value ¢ that does not depend on f, where n is the size of input.
For a positive integer k, we define [k] := {1,...,k} and [k]o := [k] U {0}. We also denote by
the square brackets [P] the Iverson bracket, which evaluates to 1 if the predicate P is true,
and to 0 otherwise. Finally, for a mapping o : U — V, and a pair of elements (a,b) with
b € V, we define the extension afa — b] : U U {a} — V using the square brackets as well,
where afa — b](a) = b and afa — b](u) = a(u) for all w € U \ {a}. For a subset S C U, we
denote by alg the restriction of « to S.

Given a mapping w: U — F for some set U and a ring F, that is explicitly defined as a
weight function, we define the weight of a set S C U as w(S) =), g w(u).

Graphs and clique-width. In this work we deal with undirected graphs only. We assume
that the inputs are simple undirected graphs. However, in the upper bound, we will extend
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the definition of a clique-expression into mutligraphs for ease of representation. When we
say we identify two vertices of a graph, we mean we remove both vertices and add a single
vertex adjacent to all their neighbors. In particular, in a multigraph, this might create loops
or multiedges between vertices.

A labeled graph is a graph G = (V, E) together with a labeling function lab: V' — N. We
usually omit the function lab and assume that it is implicitly given with G. We say that
G is k-labeled, if it holds that lab(v) < k for all v € V. A labeled forest is a labeled graph
that is a forest. We define a clique expression p as a well-formed expression defined by the
following operations on labeled graphs:

Introduce vertez i(v) for i € N*. This operation constructs a graph containing a single

vertex and assigns label 7 to this vertex.

The relabel operation p;_,;(G) for i,j € N*, i 2 j. This operation changes the labels of

all vertices in GG labeled ¢ to the label j.

The join operation 7; ;(G) for ¢,j € N*,i # j. The constructed graph results from G by

adding all edges between the vertices labeled ¢ and the vertices labeled j, i.e.

7i,;(G) = (V, EU {{u,v}: lab(u) =i Alab(v) = j}).
The union operation G1 W G5. The resulting graph is the disjoint union of G; and Gs.

We denote the graph resulting from a clique expression p by G, and the constructed
labeling function by lab,. We associate with a clique expression p a syntax tree 7, (we omit
u when clear from context) in the natural way, and associate with each node x € V(T) the
corresponding operation. For x € V(T), the subtree T, rooted at x induces a subexpression
Uz We define G, = G, Vo = V(G,), E; = E(G;) and lab, = lab,,,. Given a set of
vertices S C V and a node z € V, we denote S, =S NV,.

We say that a clique expression p is a k-expression if G, is a k-labeled graph for all
x € V(T). We define the clique-width of a graph G (denoted by cw(G)) as the smallest
value k such that there exists a k-expression u with G, isomorphic to G. We can assume
without loss of generality, that any given k-expression defining a graph G = (V, E) uses
at most O(|V|) union operations, and at most O(|V|k?) unary operations [2, 12]. A linear
k-expression p is a k-expression, such that 7, is a caterpillar, i.e. each union node has at
least one child that corresponds to an introduce vertex operation.

Finally, we call a clique expression irredundant, if for any join operation 7; ;(¢’) in p it
holds that there are no edges between the vertices labeled i and the vertices labeled j in G .

Vectors and multisets. For two sets U, R, a vectors v € RY, and an element = € U, we use
both notations v, and v[x] to index the element z in v depending on the context. We use the
square-bracket notation v[x] primarily when R is some ring (Zs) and v is some table indexed
by footprints of our algorithm. We also consider vectors as implicit mappings. Hence, for a
set S C R, v~1(S) denotes the set of all indices x € U such that v, € S. Finally, when R is
a ring with zero element 0, we define the support of v as the set U \ v=1(0), i.e. the set of all
indices that map to non-zero elements of R.

In this work we deal with multisets. Let U be some ground set. We denote by .# (U)
the family of all multisets over U. We define the multiplicity function #g : U — N for a
multiset S, that assigns to each element u € U its multiplicity in S. Each multiset is uniquely
defined by its multiplicity function. We say that p belongs to S, i.e. p € S if it holds that
#s(p) > 1. We define the union of two multisets, given by the sum of the multiplicities of
their elements, i.e. for R := S UT it holds that #gr(u) = #s(u) + #r(u) for each u € U.
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We define the difference of two multiset R = S\ T, where for each u € U it holds that
#r(u) = max{0, #s(u) — #r(u)}.

Convolutions, lattices and join product. Let x:S xS — SU{L} be a binary operation
over a set S, where L does not belong to S, and represents a bad join. Given two tables
A, B € F* for some ring F, the convolution of A and B over x (or over S if * is clear from
context) is defined as the table C = A®B, where for all z € S it holds that

Clal = 3 Al Bl
y,z€S
YxZ=2
» Observation 7. Let U and V' be two sets with a join operation defined over each of them,
and let ¢ be an isomorphism between U and V that preserves the join operation, such that
both ¢ and its inverse can be computed in polynomial time. If the convolution over V can be
computed in time f, then the convolution over U can be computed in time O*(f + |U]).

We call an ordering =< over a set S a join-semilattice, if for all elements a,b € S there
exists a unique least upper bound a V b (called the join of @ and b). Given two tables
Ty, T, € F® for some ring F, we define the join product of T and T} as the table

T1QTals] = Y Tia] - T2[b].
S’vbbii

» Remark 8. The join product of a lattice is the convolution defined by its join operation.

4 Clique-width Upper bound

4.1 Fusion clique expressions

We note that, in comparison to the typical settings where clique expressions are defined over
simple labeled graphs, we deal with labeled multigraphs along this upper bound. Hence, a
join might create a double edge between two vertices, if an edge already exists, resulting in a
cycle of length two. However, as mentioned earlier, we can assume that the given expression
is irredundant, and therefore, each edge is added only once. Hence, this results in the same
graph independent of whether we deal with simple graphs or multigraphs.

In fact, we will use a slightly modified version of clique expressions that will allow
deterministic representation at join nodes and fast convolution operations at union nodes.
We call these expressions fusion clique expressions, defined over the so called extended labeled
graphs, where a k-extended labeled graph is a k-labeled graph with additionally a single
vertex labeled 0 (called the zero-vertez). The operation i(v) create two isolated vertices, v
labeled i and vg labeled 0. Join and relabel are defined in the same way, whereas for the
union operation, after unifying the two extended labeled graphs we identify the two vertices
labeled 0 into a single vertex. Therefore, the graph resulting from a fusion clique expression
is simply the graph resulting from adding vy as an isolated vertex to the graph resulting
from the original clique expression without any modifications.

Fusion clique expressions are in fact a special case of fusion-tree expressions introduced
by Firer [18], where we only apply the fusion operation to the label 0, directly after each
union operation, and we never include this label in any join or relabel operations. The reason
we define fusion clique expressions is that they simplify representation allowing to create an
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additional connected component where we accumulate adjacencies in a representation of a
partial solution. This will become clear in the next sections.

Given a k-labeled graph G, we define the canonical clique expression ug of G as the linear
clique expression defined as follows: Let vq,...v, be the vertices of G. First, we introduce
the vertices v1,...v, assigning the label k + i to v;, and we unify each vertex v; with the
part introduced so far. After that, for each edge {i,j} € F(G), we add this edge by the join
Nk+ik+j- Finally, we relabel each vertex v; to its final label by calling pji1ab(v,)- Note
that the resulting expression is a linear (n + k)-expression.

In the rest of this upper bound, we exclusively consider extended labeled graphs and
fusion clique expressions. Therefore, we might omit the words extended and fusion, and refer
to them as labeled forests and clique expressions respectively.

Let G = (V, E) be the input graph with n vertices and m edges, and ¢ be the target
size of a feedback vertex set. Let u be a k-expression of G, for some value k € N, and let
T be the corresponding syntax tree of u. Let V := V(T) and r € V be the root of 7. We
define the ground set U = [k], and call it the set of labels. Let us also fix an integer W,
and a weight function w : V' — [W] that both will be chosen later, where W is bounded
polynomially in n. We extend w with w(vg) = 0. Our goal is count (modulo 2) the number
of feedback vertex sets of size ¢t and weight w for each value of w € [Wny in G, that exclude
the vertex vy, which are exactly the feedback vertex sets of size ¢ and weight w in G, since vy
is isolated in G,.. This will allow us to apply the isolation lemma, by choose W large enough,
and choosing w uniformly at random from [W] for each vertex independently.

In fact, instead of counting feedback vertex sets in G,., we will count the number of
induced forests of size b and weight w for all values of b € [n]p and w € [n - W], that contain
the vertex vg. Clearly, a set X C V is a feedback vertex set of size t and weight w in G,. if
and only if V,. \ X is a forest of size |V,.| —t. Therefore, the number of feedback vertex sets of
size t and weight w in G, that exclude the vertex vy is equal to the number of forests of size
Vo] =t =n+1—t and weight w(V, \ X) in G, that contain the vertex vg. This motivates
the following definition of a partial solution.

» Definition 9. A partial solution S C V, at a node x € V is a vertex set that contains the
zero-vertex, such that S induces a forest in G,. Hence, a partial solution is a labeled forest.

Along this upper bound, we will use the letter b to index values in [n]g, and w to index

values in [n - W]o. We skip repeating their definitions to avoid redundancy.

4.2 Connectivity patterns

Since the number of partial solutions is huge, we cannot keep track of each partial solution
individually. Instead, we will keep footprints defined by these partial solutions, and count for

each footprints the number of partial solutions of each size and weight having this footprint.

We prove that this suffices to count all partial solutions correctly along T using dynamic
programming.

Intuitively, one can represent connectivity, by representing each connected component by
its labels, and by representing a partial solution by the set of all representations of all its
connected components. However, for acyclicity representation the situation is different, as
two connected components with different number of vertices labeled a specific label i are not
equivalent, and two partial solutions with different number of copies of the same component
are also not compatible. For example let S, S’ be two solutions both inducing two connected
components in G, one of them is a single vertex labeled ¢ and the other in S is a single
vertex labeled j while in S’ is a single edge whose endpoints are both labeled j. Then by

11
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applying 7; j(u) one gets a valid partial solution for X but not for X’. Hence, it seems that
keeping multiplicity is necessary for acyclicity representation. However, we show that it
suffices to keep multiplicity upper-bounded by two both for the labels appearing in each
connected component, and for the connected components themselves. We will use vectors
for counting the former, and multisets over these vectors for the latter. We first extend our
notation for multisets to capture this multiplicity upper bound.

» Definition 10. Let U be some ground set. We define Mo(U) C A (U) as the family of
multisets with mazimal multiplicity 2. Given a multiset R € 4 (U) we define the multiset
Rf € M>(U) as the multiset resulting from R by upper bounding the multiplicity of each
element u € U by 2, i.e. #Rf(u) =min{2, #gr(u)}. We also define the two-union operation

& over multisets, where S&T := (SUT)3.

» Definition 11. Given two vectors u,v € Z, we define the two-sum of u and v (denoted
u®av), as the vector w € Z, where for j € [k|o it holds that w; = min{2,u; + v;}.

» Definition 12. Let Z = ([k]o){%12} be the family of all vectors assigning a value 0, 1 or
2 to each label i € [k]og. A pattern p is a multiset of elements from Z, with multiplicity at
most 2, such that there exists exactly one vector v € Z with vo = 1 and #,(v) =1, and it
holds that wy = 0 for all other vectors w € p different from v. We call v the zero-vector
of p and denoted by z(p). We denote by & C #(Z) the family of all patterns. We also
define the operator tot; : & — N for i € [k]o as tot;(p) := >, ., vi. We define the set
label(p) := {i € [k]: tot;(p) > 0}.

Given a labeled graph H, we define the type of H (denoted \(H) € Z) as the vector that
assigns to each index j € [k]o the number of vertices labeled j in H, upper bounded by 2, i.e.

labgl(j)‘}.

Given a labeled forest F, let Cy, . .. Cy be the connected components of F. We define pat(F)
the pattern corresponding to F as (A(C1),...,\(C¢))}. The condition on the zero-vector
is preserved by the assumption that there exists a single vertex labeled 0 in any (extended)
labeled graph G. Given a family of labeled forests F, we define pat(F) := A gz { pat(F)}.

Given a pattern p, we define the canonical forest F, of p as the labeled forest containing

vep

()\(H))j := min {2,

a simple path C; for each vector v¥) of p, where for each j € [k]o, let ¢ := vy), then we add
c vertices labeled j to C;.

LI\

[N
LIN)
LN

: 0 1 0 0 :
< o (1].(o]. [0 > 0 1 2
0 1 1 1
1 .2 .2
(a) A 2-labeled forest F (b) The pattern p := patp (c) The canonical forest Fj,.

Figure 3 A k-labeled forest F' (k = 2), its corresponding pattern and the corresponding canonical
forest. Note that we upper bound the multiplicity of each label in each connected component by 2,
and the multiplicity of each connected component by 2 as well.

In the following, we show that these patterns carry enough information about partial
solutions to correctly count the number of partial solutions using dynamic programming
over 7. However, the number of all patterns is still very large, and hence, it is infeasible to
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index our dynamic programming scheme with all patterns. Therefore, we will even reduce
the family of all patterns into a smaller representative family, that preserves the parity of
the number of partial solutions over T .

» Definition 13. A clique extension 7 is a clique expression such that there exists a single
clique-operation in T with a variable operand x. Hence, T can be seen as a mapping that takes
a clique expression p as input, and outputs the clique expression T(u) obtained by replacing
the variable operand x in v with p. Hence, T,(,) results from T, by plugging the syntax tree
T, at the node corresponding to x, i.e. T, is a subtree of Tr(,-

Given a clique extension T, we define G, and V. for a subextension T’ of T in a similar
way to clique expressions, where for v, the node corresponding to the variable x we define
Gy, as the empty labeled graph.

» Definition 14. Let 7 be some clique extension and F' be a partial solution of G.. For a
labeled forest F', we say that F is compatible with F' under T (denoted F <>, F') if F U F’

induces an acyclic subgraph in G y where pp is the canonical clique expression of F'. We

T(nr
say that F' is compatible with a pattern p under T if F,, <>, F', where F, is the canonical

forest of p.
Given two families of labeled forests F1, Fa, we say that Fy is equivalent to Fy (Fi ~ F2)
if it holds for each clique extension T and each partial solution F' of G, that

|{F1 c Fi: By <, F/}| = |{F2 € Fo: Fy <>, F/}|

We say two labeled forests F1, Fa, are equivalent (Fy ~ Fy), if it holds that {F1} ~ {Fy}, i.e.
if Fy is compatible with a partial solution F' of an extension T if and only if Fy is compatible
with F' under 7. Finally, we say that two families of patterns Py, Py are equivalent, if their
families of canonical forests are equivalent, i.e. if it holds that {F,: p € Pi} ~ {F,: p € P»}.

It is not hard to see that ~ is an equivalence relation over labeled forests. Now we aim
to prove some equivalence relations over labeled forests. In order to achieve this, we start by
establishing some technical lemmas.

» Lemma 15. Let 7 be a clique extension and F' be a partial solution of G,. Let F be a
labeled forest and C' be a simple cycle in G = Gr(ue)[FUF']. Then There exists a simple
cycle C' in G such that for each connected component D of C' it holds that the vertices of
DN C appear as a continuous segment on C', and for each vector v € Z there exist at most
two connected components D, D" of G intersecting C' with A(D) = \(D') = v.

Proof. Let D be a connected component, whose intersection with C' does not appear as a
continuous segment. We can assume that the first vertex of C' belongs to D but not the

last by rotating C'. Let C' = vy,...v,, and let vy be the last vertex of D appearing on C.

Then we can replace the part of the cycle between vy and vs by a path inside D, as D is
a connected component, whereas v, ...,v,,v1 is a path from v, to vy that intersects D
only in its endpoints. Hence, we get a cycle where vertices of D appear as a continuous
segment. Note that we have replaced a whole part of C' between two vertices of D. Therefore,
for some other connected component D’ different from D whose vertices already appear
as a continuous segment, we have either removed all vertices of D’ from C, or kept them
untouched. Hence, we can repeat this process until all connected components appear as
continuous segments.

Now let v € Z, and let Dy, ...D; be the connected components of G that intersect C

such that A(D;) = v for all i € [f], given in the order they appear on C. Assume that ¢ > 3.

13
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Let w be the first vertex of Dy appearing on C', and u be the vertex preceding w on C. Let
i be the label of w in F. Note that {u,w} ¢ E(F), since D5 is a connected component of F.
Moreover, since A(Ds2) = A(Dy), it must hold that D, contains a vertex w’ labeled i in F.
Hence, the edge {u,w’} must exist in G. We can then replace the part of C' between v and
w with the edge {u,w’}, which results in a cycle C’ that intersects at most two connected
components of G of type v. Since we only delete vertices from the cycle, the resulting cycle
must preserve both continuous segments and the upper bound on the number of components
of each type intersecting the cycle. Hence, we can apply this process for each type v € Z
consecutively, until we get a cycle C’ that intersects at most two connected components of G
of each type. |

» Lemma 16. It holds for each labeled forest F' and p := pat(F') that F ~ F),.

Proof. Let 7 be some clique extension, and let F” be a partial solution of G,. Let G = G
and Gp = GT(HFP)'

First assume that F, ¢ F’, then there exists a cycle C' in C:‘,,. Let us fix an injective
mapping ¢ from the connected components of F), to the connected components of F' that
maps each connected component of F}, to a connected component of the same type in F. This
is possible by the definition fo pat(F). Then one can turn C into a cycle in G by replacing
each maximal segment s of C intersecting a connected component D of F,, with a path in
t(D), whose endpoints have the same labels as the endpoints of s. This implies that F' ¢ F”.

T(nr)s

Now assume that F ¢ F’, and let C' be a simple cycle in G. By Lemma 15, we can
assume that the vertices of each connected component of F' intersecting C appear as a
continuous segment on C, and that for each type v € Z there are at most two connected
components of F with A\(D) = v. Let D be the family of the connected components of F'
that intersect C'. Again we define the injective mapping ¢ between D and the connected
components of F}, that maps each component in D to a component of the same type in Fj,.
This is possible, since for each v € Z, F}, contains two components of type v if F' contains
at least two, and F}, contains one component of this type if F' contains one, and since D
contains at most two components of each type.

Hence, one can turn C' into a cycle in Gp by replacing each maximal segment s of C
intersecting a component D € D with a path in (D), whose endpoints have the same labels
as the endpoints of s. This implies that F), ¢ F'. <

» Corollary 17. Given two labeled forests Fy, Fy such that pat(Fy) ~ pat(Fy), then it holds
that Fy is equivalent to Fy.

Proof. Let p; = pat(F}), and ps = pat(F»). It holds by definition that F,, ~ F,,, and by
Lemma 16 that Fj,, ~ F; and F},, ~ F5. It follows by transitivity of ~ that F} ~ F5. <

4.3 Nice patterns and Pattern representation

So far we have shown that patterns already carry enough information to represent partial
solutions over 7. However, since the number of patterns is very large for our algorithm, we
define a special family of patterns, called the family of very nice patterns Pcg of size 65. We
show that one can find for any family of patterns representing a family of partial solutions
in G, for some node x € V, a family of very nice patterns that preserves the parity of the
number extensions of these partial solutions into solutions in the whole graph G. This allows
us to restrict the dynamic programming tables to patterns in Peg.
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» Definition 18. A pattern p is nice, if every vector of p different from the zero-vector is a
unit vector. A pattern p is very nice, if it is nice and it holds in addition for each i € [k|
that Zvep v; < 2. We denote by Pcg C & the family of all very nice patterns.

» Definition 19. We define the set of states Sy = {O, D, D*,C,C*,C*}, where C stands for
Connectivity and D stands for disconnectivity. The star stands for double (dis-)connectivity,
CT stands for the combination of both, and O stands for neither.

Let S = Sk be the family of all vectors that assign a state s € S to each label, and let
dcs be the canonical bijection from Pcg to S that assigns to a pattern p € Pog the vector
s:= ¢os(p), where for i € [k] the state s; as defined as follows:

s; =0 ifv; =0 for all v € p,

si=D if #,((e;)) =1, and z(p); =0,

si = D" if #,((e;)) =2, and z(p); =0,

si=CT if #p((e:)) =1, and z(p); = 1

si=C if #,({&;)) =0, and z(p); =1,

s;i =C" if #,({¢;)) =0, and z(p); = 2.

» Observation 20. It follows from the bijection ¢cs that | Pcs| = 6F.

Even though we index the dynamic programming tables by the family Pcg, we will
use the bijection ¢cg implicitly, by calling s; the state of the label ¢ in p. We also use this
bijection to define a fast convolution scheme that will allow us to process a union node more
efficiently.

Now we show that for any family of patterns, one can efficiently find an equivalent family
of very nice patterns. In the rest of this subsection, let p1,p2, p3, ps € & be four patterns,
and let vy,v9,v3 € Z, and R C Z such that

p1 = (v1,v2 B2 v3)IR,

p2 = (v2,v1 B2 v3)IR,

p3 = (v3, v 2 v2)WR, and

P4 = (v1 @2 v2 B2 v3)WIR.

» Lemma 21. [t holds for each clique extension T and each partial solution F' of G, that if
F' is compatible with one of p1,p2,p3, then it is compatible with at least two of them.

Proof. For i € [3], let I be the canonical forest of p;, and let G; = G (., )[Fi U F']. Finally,
Let D; be the component of G; corresponding to v;, and D} be the component corresponding
to vy Bg vyr, where ¢’ and i are the two different values in [3] different from i.

For the sake of contradiction, assume that F” is compatible with p1, but it is not compatible
with ps or with p3. We will show that this leads to a contradiction. The cases where F’ is
compatible with ps only, or with p3 only are symmetric, which would prove the lemma.

Hence, we assume that Go and G35 contain cycles, but Gy doesn’t. Let Cs, C3 be simple
cycles in Gy and Gj respectively. If Cy does not intersect D), then it can be turned into
a cycle in Gy, since each connected component of Gy other than D) is a subgraph of a
connected component of G;. Formally speaking, such a cycle can be turned into a cycle
in G by replacing each segment of the cycle, intersecting the component corresponding
to vy by the same part in the component corresponding to vs @2 v3 in G1. Hence, we can
assume that Cy intersects Dj. By Lemma 15, we assume that Cs starts with a vertex of
Dj and only leaves D) once, i.e. the vertices of the intersection form a prefix of Cs. Let us
and u), be the first and the last vertices on Cy that belong to D}, and let iz = lab(us) and
jo2 = lab(u}). Hence, the rest of Cy builds a path from us to w} that intersects Dy only in
its endpoints. If (v1),, and (v1),, are both positive (or (v3);, and (vs);, are both positive),

15
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then we can replace the path between uy and w) with a path in Dy (or Dj resp.) getting
a cycle in G;. Hence, we can assume that (vi);, > 0 and (v3);, > 0 (as the other case is
symmetric). Analogously, we assume that C5 intersects D}, and that all vertices of D} in
C'3 appear as a prefix of C3 starting with uz and ending in w4 labeled i3 and js respectively.
This already implies that G3 contains a path from us to u} that intersects Dj only in its
endpoints. Moreover we can assume that (vq);, > 0 and (v2);, > 0.

Note that uf and w4 correspond to two different vertices ws, w3 € D} respectively, where
wg has the same label as v}, and w3 has the same label as u}. Moreover, G; contains paths
Pj and Pj§ from D; to wy and ws respectively. Since Dj is a connected component, the
concatenation of these two paths with the path between wy and wj in D7 yields a cycle in Gy
which contradicts our assumption that F’ is compatible with p; but not with ps or p3. <«

» Lemma 22. It holds for each clique extension T and each partial solution F' of G, that F’
is compatible with all patterns p1,p2 and ps, if and only if it is compatible with py as well.

Proof. Fori € [4], let G; := G, )[F; UF']. For i € [3], let D; be the connected component
of G; corresponding to v;, and D} be the component corresponding to vy @g v, where ¢’ and
i’ are the two different values in [3] different from i. Let D4 be the connected component of
G4 corresponding to vy + vy + v3. First assume that there exists ¢ € [3] such that F’ is not
compatible with p;, and let C' be a cycle in G;. Then we can turn C into a cycle in G4 by
replacing any segment of C' in D; or D} with a corresponding segment of D, that starts and
ends with vertices of the same label as the original segment.

For the other direction, assume that F” is compatible with all p;, po and ps3, and for the
sake of contradiction, assume that F’ is not compatible with ps. Let C be a cycle in Gy. If C
does not intersect Dy, then it is not hard to see that this can be turned into a cycle in G; for
all i € [3] disjoint from D; and D}, since all four graphs agree outside of these components.
Hence, we can assume that C intersects Dy. By Lemma 15, we can assume that the vertices
of Dy in C appear as a prefix of C. Let u be the first vertex of this segment and u’ be the
last vertex, and let £ and ¢’ be the labels of w and v’ respectively. If there exists j € [3] with
v;j > € + €, then we can replace the path between u and «' with a path in D; between
two vertices of the same labels as u and ' getting a cycle in G;. Otherwise, there exist two
different values j, j* € [3], such that (v;), > 0 and (vj)¢ > 0. Let j” be the unique value in
3]\ {4,5'}. Then D, contains two different vertices w and w’ labeled ¢ and ¢’ respectively.
Hence, we can replace the path between u and v’ with a path in D7, between w and w’,
which results in a cycle in Gj». This shows that G~ contains a cycle, which contradicts the
assumption that F” is compatible with py, p2 and ps. |

» Corollary 23. It holds that {p1} ~ {p2} A{ps}A{ps}.

Proof. Let 7 be some clique extension, and let F’ be a partial solution of G,. We show that
F' is compatible with an even number of patterns among p1, p2, p3, ps. The proof follows
from the definition of representation.

If F’ is compatible with none of the patterns, or all of them, then we are done. Otherwise,
F’ must miss py by Lemma 22, and by the same lemma, at least one of p1, ps and p3. But
since F” is compatible with at least one of them, it holds by Lemma 21 that F’ is compatible
with at least two of them. Hence, F’ is compatible with exactly two of p1, ps, p3. It follows in
all cases that F’ is compatible with an even number of patterns out of p1, pa, p3, pa. Therefore,
F’ is compatible with p; if and only if it is compatible with an odd number of patterns out
of pa, p3, p4. Note that the symmetric difference does not change the parity of the number of
compatible patterns, since we only remove pairs of identical patterns. <
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» Procedure 24. Given a pattern p € &, a vector v € p different from z(p) and an index
J € [k], we define the operation Reducelndex(p,v,j) as follows: if v; =0, or v is a unit
vector, then we return {p}. Otherwise, let z := z(p), vo := v — €;, and R = p\ (v, 2).
Then the operation returns the family Reducelndex(pa, vo, j)A{ps}A{ps}, where pa, p3,ps
are defined as follows:

p2 = (2 @2 €5,v0) R,

ps = (2 @2 vy, €j)WYR, and

pa = (2 B2 vo B2 €;)JR.

» Lemma 25. The operation Reducelndex(p, v, j) runs in polynomial time and outputs a
family of patterns P equivalent to p, where |P| < 5. Moreover, it holds for each p' € P that
p’ results from p by replacing v with either the singleton €; or with a vector v’ that results
from v by setting vi = 0, and by possibly adding positive values to z(p).

Proof. The equivalence holds from Corollary 23, by choosing v1 = z(p), v2 = vo, vz = €;,
and R =p\ (v, 2), as it follows for p; := p that p1, p2, p3, p4 match the definitions provided
in the beginning of this subsection. The running time and the output size follow from the
observation that ps3 and p, already admit the desired form, and in p, we decrease v; by 1,
where v; is upper bounded by 2. Hence, the recursion has depth at most 2. <

» Procedure 26. Given a family of patterns P C &2, let ReduceToNice(P) be the operation
defined by the following procedure: Let Py := P, and for i € [k], we define P; from P, as
follows: First, we define P? = P;_1. Then we define Pij from Pl-j_l, where for p € Pg_l,
let R, = Reducelndex(p,v,%) for some non-unit vector v € p different from z(p) with v; > 1
if such a pair v,i exists, or R, = {p} otherwise. Then Pg = Apepijfl R,. Leti* be the

smallest index such that P} = Pii*"’l. Then we define P; = P}". The operation outputs Py.

» Lemma 27. The operation ReduceToNice(P) is finite, and it outputs a nice family of
patterns P’ equivalent to P.

Proof. We show by induction over ¢ € [k]p that P; is a family of patterns equivalent to P;_q
(and hence to P), such that for all j < ¢ and for all p € P; and all v € p where v; > 0 we
have v; = z(p) or v; is a singleton. The base case holds trivially, since Py = P. For the
induction step, assume that the claim holds for P;_1. Then by Lemma 25 it holds that Pij
results from P;_; by replacing some vectors v with either ¢; or by a vector v’ that results
from v setting v, = 0. Since we do not change any other index in these vectors, and since we
apply this operation exhaustively, the claim must hold for P;.

The process is finite, since we deal with finite patterns only, and it holds that the maximum
number of non-identity vectors v in a pattern p € PJ with v; > 0 is strictly smaller than the

T .
maximum number of such vectors in a pattern p € Pi]_1 for each j > 1. <

» Procedure 28. We define the operation CleanPattern(p) that takes as input a nice pattern
p and returns a pattern p’, where p’ results from p by reducing the multiplicity of €; by
max{0, tot;(p) — 2} for eachi € [k], i.e. p’ is a nice pattern with z(p) = z(p'), and tot;(p') =
min{2, tot;(p)} for all i € [K].

Intuitively, this operation reduces the total number of times each label appear in a nice
pattern to at most 2 by removing identity vectors only.

» Lemma 29. The operation CleanPattern(p) runs in polynomial time and outputs a very
nice pattern p’ equivalent to p.

17
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Proof. The running time follows from the fact that we only access and modify the multiplicity
of the identity vectors of the pattern, and check the values of z(p); for some values i € [k].
Now we show that p and p’ are equivalent.

Let 7 be some clique extension, and let F’ be a partial solution of G,. Let G, :=
G'r(up,,)[F/ UF,], and G, := GT(“FQ)[F' U F,] If F’ is compatible with F),, then it is clearly
compatible with Fj, since Gy is a subgraph of G,,.

Now assume that F” is not compatible with F,, and let C be a cycle in G,,. Since p is
a nice pattern, each connected component of F), except for the one corresponding to z(p)
consists of a single vertex. By Lemma 15 we can assume that the intersection of C' with the
component D corresponding to z(p) forms a continuous segment on C. Moreover, if this
segment is not empty, we can rotate the cycle and assume that it starts with this segment.
If there exists i € [k] such that C visits at least three vertices of F), labeled i. Let u, v be
the first two occurrences and w the last one. Then it must also hold that w is an isolated
vertex in F),, since p is a nice pattern, and z(p); < 2.

Let w’ be the vertex following w on the cycle. Then both edges {u,w’} and {u’,w’} exist
in G, as {w,w'} is added by the clique extension, and all vertices u, ', w have the same
label in F,. Let x,2’ be the vertices following v and «’ on the cycle respectively. Let C’ be
the cycle resulting from C' by removing the part of the cycle between = and w if {u,w'} is
not the edge preceding u on the cycle, or the part between x’ and w otherwise. Then C” is a
cycle resulting from C' by removing vertices only, and it contains at most two vertices of D
labeled i. We repeat this process for all such labels i getting a cycle C' where each label
appears at most twice. The cycle C’ corresponds to a cycle in G, since z(p) = z(q). <

» Procedure 30. Given a pattern p € &, we define the operation Reduce(p), where for
P := ReduceToNice({p}), the operation outputs the family ApeP CleanPattern(p).

» Corollary 31. Given a pattern p € &2, the operation Reduce(p) outputs a very nice family
of patterns equivalent to p.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 27 and Lemma 29, and by transitivity of representation. <

Now we define pattern operations that will allow us to modify a pattern corresponding to
a partial solution in a way that corresponds to applying a clique-operation to that partial
solution. These operations form the backbone of our dynamic programming algorithm.

» Definition 32. Given i,j € [k] with i # j, we define the predicate Acyc; ;(p) over all
patterns p € &, where Acyc; ;(p) is true, if toti(p) = 0, tot;(p) = 0, or the following two
conditions hold:

v, +v; <1 forallv € p,

min{tot;(p), tot;(p)} < 1.
Now we define the join operation K, ; : 7 — P U{L}, where L stands for a “bad pattern”,
as follows:

L =Acyce; ;(p),
M jp)=1<9p :{i,j} & label(p),

/

p' : Otherwise.

where p' results from p as follows: let S; = (v € p: v; > 0) and Sj = (v € p: v; > 0), then p’
results from p by removing all vectors of S; US; from p and adding their two-sum, i.e.

p = (p\ (Si USj))LzJ< Z v Do Z v>.

VES; vES;
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» Lemma 33. Let F be a labeled forest, and let p = pat(F). Let p' = X, ;(p), and
F' = n; ;(F). Then it holds that ' is acyclic if and only if Acyc; ;(p) holds. Moreover,
assuming that Acyc; ;(p) holds, then it holds that p" = pat(F").

Proof. First, assume that Acyc; ;(p) is false. We show that F must contain a cycle. Hence,
it must hold that tot;(p) > 1 and tot;(p) > 1. If there exists v € p with v; + v; > 2, then
there exists a connected component D of F with [{v € D: lab(v) € {i,j}}| > 2. If D
contains a vertex u labeled i, and a vertex u’ labeled j, then the edge {u,u'} together with
the path between u and v’ in D form a cycle in F’. Otherwise there must exist two distinct
vertices v and u’ in D assigned the same label. Without loss of generality, let this label be
i. Since tot;(p) > 1, there must exist a vertex w in F' labeled j, but then the path u,w, v
together with the path between v and v’ in D form a cycle in F’. Hence, we assume that
v; +v; <1 for all v € p. Then it must hold that min{tot;(p), tot,;(p)} > 2. Let u,u’ be two
distinct vertices labeled 7, and w, w’ be two distinct vertices labeled j in F. Then w,w, ', w’
is a cycle in F”.

Now assume that Acyc; ;(p) holds. For the sake of contradiction, assume that " contains
a cycle C. Since F is a forest, C' must use an edge {u,w} added by the operation n; ;(F),
where lab(u) = ¢ and lab(w) = j. If u and w belong to the same connected component, then
there must exist a vector v € p with v; +v; > 2, which contradicts our assumption. So we
assume that v and w belong to two different components. Hence, there must exist a simple
path from u to w in F’ not using the edge {u,w}. But since v; +v; < 1 the components
of v and w do not contain any other vertices labeled u or v. Hence, the path from u to w
cannot visit any other vertices of their components in F', since otherwise these components
would contain other vertices labeled i or j. Hence, v must have another neighbor labeled
j and w must have another neighbor labeled . But this contradicts the assumption that
min{tot;(p), tot;(p)} < 1. Hence, F’ must be acyclic.

Assuming that Acyc; ;(p) holds, p" = pat(F") follows from observing that n; ;(F") combines
all connected components of F' containing vertices labeled ¢ and j into a single component, if
both labels appear in the image of labp, and keeps F' as it is otherwise. <

» Lemma 34. Let p € Peg be a very nice pattern, and let i,j € [k] with i # j such that
Acyc; ;(p) holds. Then it holds for p' := K, j(p) that Reduce(p’) runs in polynomial time
and outputs at most 7 patterns.

Proof. If tot;(p) = 0 or tot;(p) = 0, then p’ = p, and the claim follows trivially. Otherwise,
if z(p); > 1 or z(p); > 1, then it holds that p’ results from p by removing all identity vectors
¢; and ¢; from p, and adding them to z(p). In this case p’ is also a very nice pattern.

Now we assume that z(p); = z(p); = 0. Hence, p’ contains a single non-identity
vector v different from z(p’) with vy = 0 for all k # {4, j}. Hence, ReduceToNice(p’) only
makes calls Reducelndex(q, w, k) with k£ € {i,j} and ¢\ (w) is a very nice pattern. This
implies that all calls of Reducelndex(q, w, k) produce at least two very nice patterns. It
also holds by Acyc; ;(p) that tot;(p) + tot;(p) < 3. It follows that the recursion tree of the
Reducelndex(q, w, k) calls, made by ReduceToNice(p’), has depth at most 3, width 3, and
each node has at last two children that are leaves. Hence, the operation runs in polynomial
time and outputs at most 7 patterns. |

» Definition 35. Given a vector v € Z, and i,j € [k], i # j, we define the vector v;_,; with:
0 =1,

(Uiﬁj)g =4 V; + v ! = j,

oy : otherwise.
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Given a pattern p € &, we define the relabel operator p;—,; as (vi; | v € p>f

» Definition 36. Given two patterns p,q € &2, we define the operator 121 where pi2lq results
from the union pq by replacing the vectors z(p) and z(q) with z(p) D2 2(q) — €0, i.e.

piig = ((pU ) \ (2(p). 2(0)) ) B(=(p) + 2(0) — 0)-

» Observation 37. Let F, F’ be labeled forests, and let p = pat(F'), p’ = pat(F'). Then it
holds that pi2lp’ = pat(F W F'), and p;—; = pat(p;—;(F)) for alli,j € [k] with i # j.

4.4 Algorithm

Now we present the algorithm, given as the recursive formulas of our dynamic programming
tables. We follow with correctness proof, and we show that these tables can be computed in
the claimed time.

» Algorithm 1. We define the tables T> : Pos — N for each x € V and values b, w,
recursively over V as follows:
Introduce vertex node p, = i(v): We set T>9[(eo)] and ng’w(”)Keo7 €)] to 1, and T2 p]
to 0 for all other patterns p € Pos and values b, w.
Relabel node ji; = pi—yj(par): We define T2 [p] = Y Tf}w [p'].

P'/G Pcs
P ;=P

Join node i = n; j(par): We define T2 [p] = > > Té),’w [p"].
p'e? P €Pcs
pEReduce(p’) ®; ; (p")=p’
Union node figz = fig, W iz, : We define

Tl = ) > T p] - T ). (1)

bi+ba=b p1,p2€ Pcs
witwa=w p=p,2p,

» Definition 38. Let Tf’w : P — N be the tables defined over & that follow the same recursive
definitions of T*, but sum over patterns p' € & instead of Pcs, and for join nodes skip
the outer sum, i.e. for join nodes we sum over patterns p’ € & such that ¥, ;(p’) = p.

» Lemma 39. It holds that T2 [p] is congruent (modulo 2) to the number of partial solutions
F in G, of size b+ 1 and weight w such that pat(F) = p for each pattern p € .

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction over V. Note that the additional unit in b+ 1
counts for the vertex vy, as the tables above do not count for this vertex, which allows a
cleaner formula for a union node. For a leaf node x, it holds that there exists two partial
solutions, the one containing vy only of size 1 and weight 0, and the one containing both v
and vg of size two and weight w(v). This corresponds exactly to the definition of T, at an
introduce vertex node.

Now let  be some non-leaf node, and assume that the claim holds for all children of
x. Let F C V., and let F, = G,[F]. For a relabel node z, F is a partial solution at
z if and only if it is a partial solution at z’. Moreover, it holds by Observation 37 that
pat(F,) = pat(p;—;(Fy)). Hence, the claim follows by the induction hypothesis.

For a join node, it holds that F' is a partial solution in G, if and only if it is a partial
solution in G+ and n; ;(Fy) is acyclic. It hold by Lemma 33 that the later is the case if and
only if Acyc; ;(pat(F,)) holds. Moreover, it holds by the same lemma, assuming that F is
acyclic, that pat(Fy) = K, ;(pat(F,/)). Hence, the claim follows by the induction hypothesis.
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Finally, for a union node z, since vq is an isolated vertex in GG, it holds that G, results
from the disjoint union of G, \ vo and G, \ vg by adding vy as an isolated vertex. Hence,
every partial solution F at x is the disjoint union of two partial solutions F; and F5 at x
and xo respectively, with |F| = |F1| + |Fz| — 1, as we count vy twice. Hence, it holds that

|F| —1=(|F1| — 1)+ (]F2| — 1). It also holds that w(F) = w(Fy) + w(Fz), since w(vg) = 0.

The claim follows by applying the induction hypothesis at xz; and zs, since it holds from
Observation 37 that pat(F) = pat(F)2 pat(Fy). <

» Lemma 40. For each clique extension T and each partial solution F' of G-, let S; pr C Pcg
be the set of all very nice patterns p such that F,, is compatible with F'. Then it holds that
the number of partial solutions F of G, of size b+ 1 and weight w such that F U F’ induces

a forest in Gy () is congruent (modulo 2) to the sum Y. T2%[p].
PES, pr

Proof. Let S'Tf/ be the extension of S; pr to &, i.e. S'TJ:/ ={pe P: F, <, F'}. It holds
by Corollary 17 that F, is compatible with F” if and only if each partial solution F' with
pat(F') = p is compatible with F’. Hence, it follows from Lemma 39 that the number of
partial solutions of size b + 1 and weight w compatible with F’ is congruent to the sum
Zpeé,,w T [p]. We claim that for each = € V, for all values b,w, for each clique extension

7, and each partial solution F’ of 7 the following congruence holds:

Y. T¥bl= ), Tl

pEPcs pPEPcs
Fp<»- F' Fp<», F’

We prove the claim by induction over x € V. Let T = T%% and T = T%*. The claim
holds trivially for an introduce node, as T'[p] equals T'[p] for all patterns p € P¢s, and equals
0 for all other patterns p € £\ Pcs. Now let & be a non-leaf node, and assume that the
claim holds for the children of z. For a relabel node (u, = pi—;(per)), let Ty = ch’;“, and
Ty = ch’,’“’. Let 7’ be the clique extension that results from 7 by replacing the variable x
with p;—;(x). Then the following must holds:

> Claim 41. It holds for each labeled forest Fyy that F' := p;_,;(Fp) is compatible with F”
under 7 if and only if Fy is compatible with F’ under 7'.

This follows from the fact that 7(F) and 7/(Fp) are the exact same expressions. It follows
that

Yo Thl= > Tbl= Y,  Tbl= > Tl

pEPcs pEPcs p'€Pos p'€EPcs
Fper  F' Fy <. F pimsj (Fpr) >~ F' Fy<r F'
i—7

where the first congruence holds by the definition of the tables T, the second holds by
Observation 37, and the last one holds by Claim 41. Analogously, it holds that

Yo Thl= Y. Tl

PEQCS, p/eycs
Fyor F Fyér, F'

It also holds by induction hypothesis, that

Yo )= > T

p'€Pcs p'ePcs
Fp/HT/F/ Fp/HT/F/
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It follows that

o Thpl= Y Tl

pEPcs PEPcs
Fps F' Fpes  F'

For a join node (jx = 1 (par)), let To = T%, and Ty = T%¥. We define the table

x

T: P — Ly, where for p € # wedefine T[p] = Y.  To[p]. Let 7 be the clique extension
Xi,;(p")=p

that results from 7 by replacing the variable = with 7; ;(z). Again, it holds for a labeled

forest Fy that F :=n; ;(Fy) is compatible with F’ under 7 if and only if Fj is compatible

with F/ under 7/. If follows, in an analogous way to a relabel node, and by usingLemma 33,

that

S o= Y k= Y. D= Y. Tl

PGQCS/ p'€EPcs , p'eEPcs , P'GWCS/
Fp(_)rF ng,j(p’)H’FF T]iyj(Fp/)HTF Fp/(—)T/F

Analogously, it holds that

> Thl= Y, Tl
pPEPcs ple.@cs
Fpe>r . F' Fi> 1 F'
It also holds by induction hypothesis, that
> Tbl= > Tl
p'e€Pcs p'€Pcs
FPIHT/F/ FP/HT/F/
It follows that
Yo Thl= > Tl
pEPcs pEPcs

Fp<, F' Fp<, F'

On the other hand, it holds by Corollary 31 that the support of T represents the support of
T, and hence, that

> Thl= Y. Tl

pEPcs pEPcs
Fp+», F' Fp+», F'
Hence, it holds that
Yo Thl= > Tl
pEPcs pPEPcs

Fps, F' Fps, F'

Finally, for union node, let @1, z2 be the children of . We define 7,(z) := 7(x W F},).
Clearly, it holds that F'& F, <+, F' if and only if F' <>, F'. Tt follows that

S Thl= Y, > T py) - T2 [po)

pEXcs bi+ba=b p1,p2€Pcs
Fp«F’ WIFW2=W o) F
P1 P2
_ bo,wa b1,w1
= > Y TEp] D T,
bi+ba=b p2€Pcs P1E€EPcs

w1 two=w F —F
p12lps
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= >, ) TEvel ) T

b1+ba=b p2€Pcs pP1€EPcs
witwo=w FPI&JFPQHFl

— Tb2,w2 [P } Tb1,w1

=2 E : E : E2 2 E : z1
bi1+be=b p2€Pcs p1€EPcs
witwa=w Fm(_)TPz F

— E E b2 ,w2 E 7b1,w1

=2 TLEQ [pQ] Twl
bi+be=b p2ePcs p1EL
wifwo=w FP1<_>TT’2 F'

— E E Tb2,w2 [p } E Tbl,wl

=2 T2 2 1
b1+ba=b p2€Pcs P1€EPcs
witwz=w Fp WFp, < F'

— E § b1 w1 E ba,wa

=2 Tdfl [-pl} TIQ
b1+ba=b p1€Pcs p2€Pcs
w1 two=w FmLJrJFp2<—>Fl

_ z : § : Fib1,w1 § ba,w2

=2 T’El [pl} TIQ
bi+be=b p1€Pcs p2€EPcs
witwr=w Fp1 H’m F

_ 2 : } : b1 ,w1 § b2 ,w2

=2 TZD1 [pl] ng
bi+b2=b p1€Pcs p2€Pcs
witwa=w Fpy ©apy B

= 3 S T py] - T2 [po]

bi+by=b  p1,p2€P
WitWw2=w F, wF,, < F’

=y Z Z Tfi’wl[Pﬂ'Tf;’w[Pﬂ = Z T[p],

bi+b2=b p1,p2€P pEP
WIFW2=WF o) F FpsF’
Pr1=p2

where the first and the last congruences hold by the definitions of the tables T and T
respectively, and the third and the second to last by Observation 37. <

» Corollary 42. The graph G admits an odd number of feedback vertexr sets of size b and

weight w if and only if it holds that > rbwV)—e [p] =2 1.
PEPcs

Proof. It holds that the number of feedback vertex sets of size b and weight w in G is equal
to the number of partial solutions F' in G, of size n + 1 — b and weight w(V) — w. The
corollary follows then from Lemma 40 by observing that each partial solution is compatible
with the partial solution {vp}, and hence, the number of these solutions is congruent (modulo
2) to the sum over all patterns in S; gy = Pcg, where 7(z) = . <

4.5 Running time

Now we bound the running time of the algorithm. First we show how to efficiently process
a union node x € V using a fast convolution technique, assuming that all tables Tﬁ}w are
given for all children 2’ of z. We start by formally introducing the notion of convolution,
and presenting a specific binary operation x over the set of states (Definition 19), whose
convolution over Zs intuitively corresponds to the union formula of our algorithm.

» Definition 43. We define the binary operation x : S x S — S given by the following table:
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* O | D |D | cC |Cct|cC
(0] O | D |D | C |Cc"|cC
D | D | D" |D |cCct|cCct|c
D* | D" | D" | D |CT|Ct|cC*
C c |ct|lct|lc|cr|cC
ctlct|lct|ct|c|cr|cC
cc|lcr|c|cr|cr|cr|cC

We define the binary operation x over S as the kth power of *.

The following result follows from observing that the operation 2l over P¢g acts locally
on each label, and that for every single label it coincides with the operation .

» Observation 44. The bijection ¢cs defined in Definition 19 is an isomorphism between
the operation 2 restricted to Pcs and the operation * over S. That is, for all p1,ps € Pcs,

it holds that ¢os(p112p2) = dcs(p1) * Poes (D2)-

Now we show that the convolution over this operation corresponds to the recursive formula
defined at a union node in our algorithm.

» Lemma 45. If the convolution &) of tables in S*2 can be computed in time f, then all
tables T2 for all values b and w at a union node x € V can be computed in time O*(f + 6).

Proof. In order to compute the tables T2* at a union node (Equation (1) of Algorithm 1),
we iterate over all values b, w. For each, we iterate over all values by, ba, w1, ws with by +bs = b
and w; + w2 = w, and we compute the convolution of Tﬁivwl and T£§7w2 over 2. We add the
resulting table to 7. The correctness follows directly by the definition of the tables T2« .

It holds by Observation 44, that ¢¢g is an isomorphism between the operation 2l restricted
to Pcs and the operation x over S. Hence, it follows by Observation 7 that the convolution
of T2+t and T222 over 2 can be computed in time O*(f + 6¥). Since we only iterate over
a polynomial number of values of b, w, by, ba, wy, and we, we get a total running time of
O*(f + 6%) to compute all tables T2 at the union node z. <

At the end of this section we show that this convolution can be computed in time O*(6")
indeed proving the following lemma;:

» Lemma 46. The convolution &) of two tables in Z$ can be computed in time O*(6%).
Now we bound the running time of the entire algorithm by proving the following lemma:
» Lemma 47. All tables T>* for x € V and all values b,w can be computed in time O*(6%).

Proof. We achieve this by computing the tables 7> as defined in Algorithm 1 by a bottom
up dynamic programming over 7. Therefore, we can assume for each node = € V), that all
tables Tf}w are already given for all children 2’ of z. Since we assume that || is bounded
polynomially in n, it suffices to prove this bound individually for each node = € V. We start
by bounding the running time for introduce, relabel and join nodes.

For an introduce node x, we iterate over all values b,w and all patterns p € Z¢s and
set the value of T2“[p] individually. For a relabel node p, = pi_;(ar), we iterate over
all patterns p’ € Pcg and all values b, w, we compute the pattern p = p), _;» and we add
T« [p'] to T>*[p]. For a join node i, = n; (1), We iterate over all patterns p” € & and
all b,w, and compute the pattern p’ = X; ;(p”’). Then we add Tﬁ},w [p"] to all entries T p]
for all p € Reduce(p).
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In total, for each node x we iterate over a polynomial number of values b, w, and it holds
by Observation 20 that |Zcs| = 6*. Finally, it holds by Lemma 34 that | Reduce(p’)| < 7,
and that Reduce(p’) can be computed in polynomial time for a pattern p’ that results from a
very nice patterns p” € Pcg by a join operation. Hence, all tables T at introduce, relabel
or join nodes can be computed in time O*(6*). Finally, for a union node = € V, the running
time follows by inserting the bound O*(6*) from Lemma 46 into Lemma 45. <

Before we prove Lemma 46, let us show how this already implies the claimed algorithms
in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 1. We fixes W =1 and w(v) =1 for all v € V. Hence a feedback vertex
set of size b has weight b as well. The algorithm computes all tables T2 for each x € V and
all values b,w as defined in Algorithm 1, and outputs the value s := Zpeé%s Tn=tn=tlp]
where 7 is the root node of 7. It holds by Corollary 42 that s is equal to the number of
feedback vertex sets of size t in G modulo 2. It follows from Lemma 47 that this algorithm

runs in time O*(6%). <

4.6 Isolation Lemma

So far, we have shown that the algorithm counts (modulo 2) the number of solutions of size
b and weight w. Now we reduce the decision version of FEEDBACK VERTEX SET to the
counting (modulo 2) version using the isolation lemma [30]. We show that by a careful choice
of W, and by choosing the weight function w uniformly at random, we can isolate a unique
minimum weight solution of a specific size ¢t with high probability, if such a solution exists.

» Definition 48. A weight function w : U — Z isolates a set family F C 2V, if there exists
a unique S’ C F with w(S") = minger w(S).

» Lemma 49 ([30]). Let F C 2Y be a set family over a universe U with |F| > 0, and let
N > |U| be an integer. For each u € U, choose a weight w(u) € {1,2,... N} uniformly and
independently at random. Then it holds that Pr[w isolates F| > 1 — |U|/N.

» Lemma 50. Assume that G contains a feedback vertex set of size t. Let W = 2|V|, and
let us fix w by choosing w(v) independently and uniformly at random in [W] for each vertex
v e V. Let Q be a minimum-weight feedback vertex set of G of size t. Then Q is unique with
probability at least 1/2.

Proof. Let @ C 2V be the family of all feedback vertex sets of size ¢ in G. Since we choose
w(v) independently and uniformly at random for each v € V| it follows by Lemma 49 that w
isolates Q with probability at least 1 — |V|/W =1 — |V |/(2|V]) = 1/2. <

Proof of Theorem 2. The algorithm first fixes W = 2 - |V| as chosen in Lemma 50 and fixes

w by choosing the weight of each vertex independently and uniformly at random in [W].
Then it computes all tables 7> for each x € V and all values b, w as defined in Algorithm 1.

T [p] =2 1 for any value w where 7 is the root

The algorithm then accepts if s, :==>_ 5 . T;

node of T, or it rejects otherwise.

If G does not admit a feedback vertex set of size ¢, then it follows from Corollary 42 that
the sum s, is even for all values w, and hence the algorithm rejects. Otherwise, we assume
that G admits a feedback vertex set of size t, and let wy be the minimum weight of such a
set. Then it follows from Lemma 50 that there exists a unique feedback vertex set of size ¢
and weight wo with probability at least 1/2. It follows in this case that s, =2 1 and hence,
the algorithm accepts. The running time of the algorithm follows from Lemma 47. <
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4.7 Fast union operation

All that is left is to prove Lemma 46, i.e., to show that the convolution over x can be
computed in time O*(6%). In order to do so, we apply a multilayered version of the fast Zeta
transform [4] combined with the “Count and Filter” technique of van Rooij [32]. We start
with formal definitions:

» Definition 51. Let (S, <) be a partially ordered set, and F be some ring. We define the Zeta
transformation (<: F¥ — F9 over <, where for f : S — F we define (< f(a) = D ob<a f(D).
Similarly, we define the Mobius transformation p< over < as p<f(a) =3 ., u<(b,a)f(a),
where p<(b,a) =1 ifb=a, or ), ., plc,a). -

We cite the following results from van Rooij [32]:

» Lemma 52 ([32, Proposition 5]). Let < be a join-semilattice over a finite set S of size L,
and let = be the kth power of <. Then both Zeta and Mobius transformations over < can be
computed in time O*(L).

» Lemma 53 ([32, Proof of Lemma 4]). It holds for all x,y € S that 3, .., p<(z,y) =1 if
x =1y and 0 otherwise.

» Corollary 54 ([32, Lemma 4]). It holds for each mapping f: S — F that n(C(f)) = f.
Now we define a lattice < that reflects the ordering structure of our union operation.

» Definition 55. We define the lattice < over Sy as given by the following Hasse diagram:

<'. C*

/\
\/

Let < be the kth power of this lattice.

Note that the operation V< is quite close to the join operation *, as they only differ on
the pair (D, D) and the pairs in {C,C"} x {C,C*}. The reason for this is is that lattices’
joins fall short of capturing the multiplicity of specific states without introducing additional
states. Therefore, we will aim to decompose this lattice into three separate lattices, such that,
if applied in the right order, one can filter out “bad” combinations between them, correctly
simulating the join operation x.

» Definition 56. We define the orderings <1, <o, <3 over Sy given by the following Hasse
diagrams:
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< C* <,: C* <3: C*
ct (o8 ct
D* C D* D*
‘ C C
D D / D
(0] (0] (0]

We denote by =1, =9, =3 the kth powers of the lattices <1, <o, <3 respectively. For i €
{1,2,3}, let V; = V<, (= (<, and p; == p<, be the join, Zeta and Mobius transformations
of these orderings respectively.

Now we are ready to present the main part of this section, where we show that by applying
the Zeta transformations over these three orderings in the right order, and by correctly
filtering these transformations, we transform the convolution problem into a pointwise product
of two tables. The crux of this proof is to show that by transforming this product back in
the reverse order of these transformations, we get exactly the convolution of the two original
tables.

» Definition 57. We define the sets Sc := {C,C"}, So- := {C*} and Sp := {D}. We

also define Sy := So \ {D,C*}. Given a mapping f: S — Zs and a set X C Sy (mainly one
of the sets Sc, Sc+,Sp,Sa), we define the mapping f|X, where for v € S we define

FIE @) = f) - [IF 1 (X)) =]

Let fO = ¢ f, f0 = fOp5e, 1P = ¢ f W, 12 = 12150 and £ = ¢ 1.

Intuitively, we will use S¢ and Sp to bound the number of times these states appear on
both sides of a join operation, while the partition of Sy into S¢«, Sa, Sp corresponds to the
decomposition of < into the orderings <;, <5 and <3 respectively.

Before we proceed with the next lemma, we present some more notation and provide
some intuition that aids understanding.

» Definition 58. Given a state x € S, we define C, = x71(S¢), D, = 27 (Sp), C} =
x71(Scx), and A, = x71(S4) as the sets of indices assigned the corresponding states. Given
a state y € S and a set X C Sy, we define yx as the restriction of y to the preimage of X.

» Observation 59. Let X be either S¢ or Sp, and y,z € S be two states. Then X, are the

set of indices of z assigned a state in X, and yx, is the restriction of y to these indices.
Since Xy is the set of indices of yx ., assigned states in X, it follows that X, = X, NX,.

» Lemma 60. It holds for all x € S that %) (x) = ) [1Cye, | =] [Py, | = 3] 0.
Yz

Proof. Tt holds that f()(z) = > f(y), i.e. f(y) appears in the sum, if y only differs from
y=iz
x at positions in C. Therefore, it holds that

) = 3 [|Cye, | = i)/ (),

Yor S1Tox YAy X2Ta,
YD, =T D,
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and hence,
13 (@) = > (1Cye, | =] [|Dyo, | = 31F(@)-
Yor Z1Tox YA, R2Ta,
YD, =TDy,

The claim follows from the fact that < y holds if and only if Yyo: 31 Tox, Ya, S2Ta, and
YD, =<3 Tp, hold. <

For two mappings f,g: S — Zs, we denote by f - ¢ the pointwise product of the two
mappings, i.e. (f . g) () = f(x) - g(z) for all z € S. From now on, we fix two arbitrary
mappings f,g: S — Zs, and an arbitrary state € S. For 4, j € [k], we define

3) _ (3) (3)
hij = Z Fiv s " Gig.go-
intia=i

Ji1+jg2=j

Now we show that by reversing the sequence of applications of ( on the resulting product,
one obtains exactly the convolution &). We start by defining this reversing process.

» Definition 61. Given a mapping hl(-i-): S = Zs, we define hgzj) = m,hEi-). We define h§2)
for each values i € [k], where hl@)(z) = hg)(z) for j = |D.|. We define hgl) = u2h§2) and
R | where we define ™V (z) := hl(l)(z) fori= |C’Z’, Finally, we define h = p1hV).

The following observation is a direct consequence of Lemma 60.

» Observation 62. It holds that

B @ = 3 (|G, | +1Cuc.| =] [|Du,

Y,23T

|02 | = 3] £ W) - 9(2).

» Lemma 63. It holds that

K@= S (|G |+ [Ce | =] 1) 9(2).
Y,z
YD*ZD=XD

Proof. In order to prove the claim we first show the correctness of following equality: It
holds for z <y <3 x, and X € {S¢, Sp} that

X)) Ny HX) = 27 Y X) N H(X). (2)

“C”: Tt follows from y <3 x that y =1 (X) C 27 (X), since all states D, C and C™" are maximal
in the ordering <3. Hence, 2~ 1(X) Ny~ 1(X) C 27 1(X) nz~1(X).
“D”: For X = S¢, the claim follows from y <3 x, as the elements of S¢ are minimal in the
ordering <3. For X = Sp, it holds for £ € x=1(Sp) N 2=(Sp) that y, € {O, D}. But then
it follows from z < y and from z, = D that y, = D. Hence, z~1(X) Nz~ (X) C y~1(X).
The claim follows.

Note that Equation (2) can also be written as

D.p, =D, and O =Cip. (3)
Now we are ready to prove the lemma. It holds that

h) (@) = pshy’) ()
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= Z ps(y, =) Z DC(Zl)cy| + |C(22)cy’ = Z} |:|D(21)Dy | + |D(Z2)Dy’ = ]}f(zl)g(@)

y=sz 21,223y
= Z w3y, =) Z [’0(21)0‘ + |C(22)0’ = Z} [‘D(Zl)D‘ + |D(22)D| = J}f(zl)g('z?)
y=3zT z1Vzo=y' =y
= Z [’C(Zl)c‘ + ’0(22)0’ = Z} [‘D(Zl)D‘ + |D(Z2)D‘ = j}
it
Zl\/ZQ:y,

f(z1) - g(22) Z p3(y, x)

Yy Ry=Razw
= > |[Cenel +1Cenel =] [|Peno] + 1Pears| = ]
Vs
f)-glz) Y] > usyp,zp)

Yor SYor=To* YpZ3YDZ3TD
Ya3ya=za

Z Z [|C(21)c|+|c(22)c| :Z} |:|D(21)D|+|D(22)D‘ :]}f(zl)'g(ZQ)

y' <z z1Vze=y’
Yp=TD

> [Cenel + [Cenel =i [IPeos] + 1P| = ] £G1) - g(z2).

21,223
(z1)pV3(z2)p=zD

The third equality holds by Equation (3). In the fifth equality, we partition ',y and z into

their restrictions to the sets C*, A, D, since yc+ = v+~ and y4 = x4 must hold for y <3 x.

The equality then holds by noting that us(y,x) = ps(yp,xp) for y <3 . The last equality
holds by Lemma 53.
Since it holds that hl@(x) = hizj) (z) for j =27 '(Sp), it holds that

K@= Y [[Cenel+|Ceael = 1] [|Penol +Deas | = 1Dal| 1) g(z2).

21,22 3T
(21)pV3(22)p=2D

(4)

We claim that (z1)p V3 (22)p = xp and |D(.), | + |D(z,),| = |Dz| hold, if and only if it
holds that (z1)p * (22)p = p, as the only way for (z1)s V (22)¢ = D but (21)¢ * (22)¢ # D is
if (21)¢ = (22)¢ = D. But then there must exist another index ¢’ € D with both (z1), and
(22)¢ different from O, which contradicts the assumption that (z1)p V3 (22)p = xp. Hence,
it must hold that (z1)p * (22)p = xp and the lemma follows. <

» Lemma 64. It holds that

W)= Y fy)-g(2)

YD*ZD=TD
YA*XZA=TA

Proof. We first prove the following equality: It holds for all z < y <5 x that
Cio, = Cuc- (5)

“C”: It follows from y <2 = that C)y C C since C™" is maximal in <5, and C7 is the only
state larger than C under <5. The claim follows.
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“D7 Let £ € 271(Sp) N271(Sp) it follows from z < y that y, € {O, D,C*}. But then it
follows from y <, x that y, € {D,C}. Hence, ¢ € Cy. The claim follows.
Now we prove the lemma. It holds that

W (@) = pah? (x)
=Y wwa) > |[Cle, |+ [Clne, | =] (1) - g(z2)

yRow 21,223y
(21)p*(22)D=YD

=Y mwa) > [[Cenel +[Cenel =] 1(21) - g(2)

y=2z z1Vzo=y'<y
(21)p*(22)D=2p

=3 Y [[Cenel #[Cenel =] 10 9z) Y maya)

Y=<z zVzp=y' y' Jy=oz
(z1)p*(22)D=2D

=3 Y [ICenel #[Ceael = i] £z1) - gz2)

y' <z 21Vza=y'
(z1)p*(22)D=2D

> Y nalya,za)

Yp=YD=Tp Y,=2ya=2Ta
Yox SYor=Tox

=3 Y [ICeoel + [Ceael =] 1) - alz2)

y' <z z1Vzo=y'
ya=za (21)D*(22)D=2D

> |ICenel+[Clael =] £z) - g(z2).
Z1,22=<T
(21)aV(22)a=za
(21)p*(22) D=2D

The third equality holds by Equation (5). In the fifth equality, we partition ¢,y and =
into their restrictions to the sets C*, A, D, where y}, = yp = zp holds by definition, and
yo+ = xo+ holds for y <5 . The equality then holds since it holds that ps(y, x) = pa(ya, za)
for y <5 x. Finally, the last equality holds by Lemma 53.

Since it holds that A1) (z) = pahl" (z) for i = |27 (S¢)|, it follows that

W@ = 3 [[Cenel +[Cranel = 1G] £21) - g(2). (6)
21,293

(ZI)A\}S(iZ)A=fL'A

(21)p*x(22) p=2D
We claim that (z1)a Va (22)4 = w4 and |C.,). |+ |C(.,)| = |zc| hold, if and only if it holds
that (z1)a * (22)4 = =4, as the only way for (z1)¢ V (22)¢ € Sc but (21)¢ * (22)¢ ¢ Sc is if
(21)¢, (22)¢ € Sc. But then there must exist another index ¢ € D with (21)¢, (22)e € Sc,
which contradicts the assumption that (z1)a Vs (22)4 = za. Hence, it must hold that
(21)a * (22) 4 = x4 and the lemma follows. <

The following result follows directly from the definitions of , h(!) and ¢; by Corollary 54.
» Corollary 65. It holds that h") = ¢, (f®g), and hence, f®g = p1h).

Proof of Lemma 46. Given the mappings f and g, we start by computing the mappings
fo, fi(l), fi(z)7 fi(z-) and fi(j) as defined above for all values 4, j € [k]. Similarly, we compute

the mappings gV, ggl), gZ@), gfj) and gE?j). Each of these computations can be done in time
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O*(6*) by Lemma 52. We then compute the mapping h = f - g in Oh(6F) time by iterating
over all states € S and computing h(z) = f(z) - g(z). Finally, we compute the mappings
hl(-?j), h§2), hgl), R and h for all values of i,j € [k] as defined in Definition 61. Each of these

computations can be done in time O*(6*) by Lemma 52. Hence, the whole process runs in
time O*(6*), and it holds by Corollary 65 that h = f@yg. |

5 Lower bound

In this section, we prove Theorem 3, showing that our upper bound is essentially tight. Our
lower bound is conditioned on the Strong Exponential-Time Hypothesis (SETH) stated as
follows:

» Conjecture 66 (SETH [25, 26]). For any positive value § there exists an integer d such
that the d-SAT problem cannot be solved in time O*((2 — §)™), where n denotes the number
of the variables.

We prove our claim by a reduction from the ¢-CSP-B problem based on the following
results:

» Theorem 67 ([28, Theorem 3.1]). For any B > 2, € > 0 we have the following: if the
SETH is true, then there exists a q such that n-variable qg-CSP-B cannot be solved in time
0*((B—¢)").

First, let us define the n-variable ¢-CSP-B problem. Given is a set of variables Var =
{v1,...v,} with values in [B] and a set ¥ = {C1, ... Cy,} of g-constraints, where a constraint
C; = (V;,5;) is a pair consisting an ordered tuple of ¢ variables V; € Var? and a set of
g-tuples of values S; C [B]4.

A partial assignment « is a mapping from a subset S C Var to [B]. For a partial
assignment o : S — [B], let & : Var — [B]U{L} be the extension of « to all variables in Var
with a(v) =L for v ¢ S. Then we say that a partial assignment « satisfies a constraint C; if
the tuple @(V}) is in S;. The goal of the n-variable ¢-CSP-B problem is to find an assignment

a : Var — [B] satisfying all the constraints of 4" or to declare that no such assignment exists.

From now on, fix B = 6. Our lower bound follows similar tight lower bounds for structural
parameters [8, 28] based on SETH. We provide a parameterized reduction from the ¢-CSP-B
problem to the FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem for each value of ¢, bounding the value of
the parameter in the resulting graph by a constant above n. We show that an algorithm with
running time O*((6 — €)'*V) for any positive value € implies an algorithm with running time
O*((6 — €)™) for the ¢-CSP-B problem for any value of ¢, which contradicts SETH. Hence,
assuming SETH, the lower bound must hold.

5.1 Construction of the graph

Let I be the given instance of the ¢-CSP-B problem with n variables and m constraints. A
deletion edge A(u,v) between two vertices u and v in a graph G for two distinct vertices
u,v € V(G) consists of the edge {u,v}, and a new vertex w, , adjacent to v and v only. We
call the vertex w, , a deletion vertex. For a set of vertices S C V', we denote by AS the set
consisting of S and all deletion vertices introduced by deletion edges between the vertices in
S.

The graph G consists of copies of fixed components of constant sizes, called gadgets. We
distinguish two kinds of gadgets in G, namely a path gadget and a constraint gadget. We
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Figure 4 On the left, the graph G consisting of n path sequences. We depict a path gadget as a
square with its clique vertices drawn inside of it. Each column corresponds to a constraint with a
constraint gadget hanging to it. The deletion edges between the first constraint gadget and the first
column are drawn as dotted lines, where the rest are omitted for clarity. From the drawn gadgets,
it can be seen that this graph G corresponds to an instance where the first constraint admits two
satisfying assignments, the second has four, and the third has two. The variables underlying the
first constraint are the second and the last variables, as the deletion edges are drawn accordingly.
On the right, we depict a path gadget. Normal edges are depicted as dashed lines, while deletion
edges are depicted as solid lines. The deletion edges are drawn between the cycles C; and only
the clique vertex 2 for clarity. Note that a deletion edge to v2 means that if the path gadget has
state 2 then va must be in the solution (and hence, state O), a deletion edge to w1 means that vy is
disconnected from r inside the gadget (and hence, state D), while a deletion edge to w3 means that
v3 is connected to r through us (state C).

distinguish a single vertex r in G called the root vertex and two more vertices g; and go in
G, called guards.

More concretely, G consists of n path-like structures called path sequences (paths for
short), each consisting of ¢ = (5n + 1)m consecutive path gadgets. Consecutive path gadgets
are connected by adding bicliques between two vertices of each path gadget (its exit vertices)
and two vertices (called the entry vertices) of the path gadget following it. These small
cuts give a path sequence its narrow path-like structure. The entry vertices of the first path
gadget of each path sequence are adjacent to gi, while the exit vertices of the last path
gadget are adjacent to gs.

For a path sequence P;, let X}, ... X¢ be the path gadgets on P; from left to right. We
divide P; into (5n + 1) groups of size m each, called segments, where the fth segment S?
consists of the path gadgets Xi(e_l)mﬂ, . ,Xf'm. For ¢ € [5n + 1], we call the set consisting
of the jth segment of each path sequences a section Sy. Finally, for j € [c], we call the set
consisting of the j-th path gadget of each path sequence a column, i.e., for j € [¢] we have
Col; = {X{,..., X}}. See Figure 4 for illustration.

We attach a constraint gadget to each column. Let S := {O, D, D*,C,C",C*} be the
same set of states defined in the upper bound. A solution defines a state in each path gadget,
given by the intersection of the solution with its vertices. Each constraint gadget in a section
corresponds to a different constraint, and it ensures that the states defined by a solution in its
column corresponds to a satisfying assignment of this constraint. As noted above, each path
consists of 5n 41 segments. This ensures that for each solution S there exists some section Sy,
where it holds for each segment of this section, that all path gadgets of this segment admit
the same state under S. Such a state assignment corresponds to a satisfying assignment of
the instance I. Therefore, each solution S corresponds to a satisfying assignment of I.
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Path gadget X. A path gadget X consists of 6 vertices x1,...,xg, called the clique K and
of four cycles of length 3 each C4,...,Cy4. All clique vertices are adjacent to the root r, and
there is a deletion edge between each pair of them. Each cycle C; consists of the vertices
v;, Ui, Wi, where u; is adjacent to r. The vertices v, and vy serve as the entry vertices of X,
and we call Cp,Cs the entry cycles of X. Similarly, v3 and v4 serve as the exit vertices and
we call C3, Cy the exit cycles of X.

We define the transition mapping ¢ : [B] — {O, D, C}* given by the following mappings:

1+ (0,0,C,0), 2+ (D,0,C, D), 3+ (D,D,C,0)
4+ (C,0,D, D), 5w (C,D,D,0), 6 (C,C,0,0).

Intuitively, each state of S can be decomposed into two simple states in {O, D, C'}. Hence,
each element in the image of ¢ corresponds the transition between two states. A solution
S defines a simple state in each cycle C; of a path gadget X given by the intersection of S
with the vertices of C;. We construct path gadgets in such a way that the states defined
by any solution S in the entry and exit cycles form a valid transition (i.e., an element in
the image of t), and we call the corresponding index of this transition the state of this path
gadget defined by the solution S.

For each value o € [6] and each value i € [4], we add a deletion edge between the clique
vertex z, and the cycle C; as follows: Let Z := (t(o))i be the ith simple state in the oth
transition. We add a deletion edge between z, and v; if Z = O, between x,, and u; if Z = D,
and between z, and w; if Z = C. This concludes the construction of a path gadget. For a
specific path gadget X , and an arbitrary path gadget vertex v € X defined above, we denote
by v(X) the copy of v in the context of the gadget X.

We add all edges between the exit vertices of each path gadget and the entry vertices of
the following path gadget. We also add all edges between g, and the entry vertices of the
first path gadget of each path sequence, and all edges between g, and the exit vertices of the
last path gadget of each path sequence.

constraint gadget Z. For j € [c], we attache a constraint gadget Z; to the jth column,
corresponding to the hth constraint C; where j = ¢m + h for some integer value ¢. Let
Sp = {s1,...8;}. Then Z consists of the k vertices z; ...z, called the clique vertices as
well, with a deletion edge between each pair of them. For each ¢ € [k] and each p € [g], let
v; == (V3)p be the pth variable in the constraint Cj,, and let y := (s¢), be the value assigned
to v; by s¢. Then we add a deletion edge between z; and z,(X7) for all ' € [B]\ {y}, where
Ty (Xf) is the copy of the clique vertex z,s in the path gadget Xf We call k the order of
the constraint gadget Z. This completes the description of a constraint gadget, and with
which the description of the graph G.

Budget. Now we define the target value b in the resulting instance (G,b). We define a
family of pairwise disjoint components F C 2", and we define the mapping b: F — N as a
lower bound on the size of a feedback vertex set in each of these components. Finally, we
define b as the sum of b(X) for all X € F. By the tightness of b, as we shall see in Lemma 70,
it holds that any solution of size b must contain exactly b(X) vertices in each such component
X € F, and no other vertices.

Now we describe the family F. From each path gadget X in G, the family F contains
each cycle AC; together with its deletion edges for ¢ € [4], and of the clique vertices AK
together with the deletion edges between them. The family F also contains each constraint
gadget in G. We define the mapping b as follows: we set b(ACy) = 1 for each cycle of a path
gadget, and b(AK) = 5 for the clique vertices of a path gadget. For each constraint gadget

33



34

Tight Bounds for Feedback Vertex Set Parameterized by Clique-width

Z of order k in G, we define b(Z) =k — 1.

5.2 Proof of correctness

» Lemma 68. There exists a constant kg such that for k = n + kg, a linear k-expression of
G can be constructed in polynomial time.

Proof. We describe a linear k-expression of G. Let xg,x1,... be the nodes of 7 building
a simple path, and z/ be the private neighbor of z; (if exists) in the caterpillar structure
of the syntax tree of a linear k-expression. Since we only use these nodes z to introduce a
new vertex of some label ¢, and then unify it at z; with the labeled graph built so far (i.e.
Gy,_,), we will just ignore these nodes and say that at ; we add a vertex labeled ¢ to G,,_, .
Hence, we consider zg,x1,... as timestamps of building G, and denote G, by G;. Similarly,
let p; = po,, Vi = Va,, B = E,,, and lab; = lab,,.

We reserve the first n labels for later, and use the label lggct 1= n + 1 to label vertices
whose incident edges have all been introduced before the current timestamp. When we say
we forget a vertex u at some timestamp x;, we mean that we relabel (the label of) this vertex
t0 Lrorget, i-e. it holds that i := plab,_, (u)—strrge. (Hi—1), Where we only apply this operation
when the vertex u has a unique label in G;_;. We also reserve the label fijangle := n + 2
to create deletion edges. Let x; be some timestamp. For u,v € V, let i = lab,(u) and
j =lab,(v). When we say that we add a deletion edge between v and v, we assume first that
lab, ' (i) = {u} and lab,*(j) = {v} (both have unique labels). In this case, we mean that
we add a new vertex w, , labeled liiangle, and we add all edges between u, v and w, ,, and
then we relabel wy » t0 liorges. Since this is the only place where we use the label iyiangle in
the construction, it holds at any given timestamp z; that |lab; 1(£triangle)| <1.

Now we are ready to describe the linear k-expression of G. First, we introduce the vertices
r,g1 and go with labels fioor = n' + 3, €y, = n' +4, and {5, = n’ + 5 respectively. These
are the only vertices that will be assigned these labels at any timestamp, and will never be
relabeled. Hence, for a vertex u of a unique label at any timestamp, we can make it adjacent
to any of them through a join operation without changing the adjacency of any other vertices
of the graph.

We divide the rest of the construction into ¢ phases. In each phase we add a new column to
the construction, one by one, adding the jth column in the jth phase. Let x;, be the timestamp
at the end of phase j. We will preserve the following invariant: It holds that labg () = £root,
laby, (1) = £g,, labp(g2) = fg,, and for each i € [n], that laby, (v*(X7)) = lab, (v (X7)) = i.
All other vertices in V}, are labeled fiorger at @y,

Now we describe the jth phase for each index j € [¢]. The phase starts by introducing the
vertices of the constraint gadget Z;, each having its own unique label (starting from n + 6).
We add all deletion edges between all these vertices. After that we build the path gadgets of
the current column one by one, where we build the ith path gadget of the current column
as follows: First we create all vertices of the path gadget assigning a unique label to each
vertex. We add the edges inside the path gadget, and between the path gadget and the root
as described in the construction of the graph. We also add the deletion edges between the
path gadget and the constraint gadget in its column. This is possible since all these vertices
have unique labels. We also add all edges between the entry vertices of the path gadget and
the exit vertices of the preceding path gadget (having label 4), if this is not the first path
gadget, or with g; otherwise. After that we forget the exit vertices of the preceding path
gadget, and we relabel the exit vertices of the current path gadget to the label i, and forget
all other vertices of the current path gadget.
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When we finish the construction of each column, we forget its constraint gadget. When
we finish the construction of the last column, we join the label £, of go with all labels i € [n],
introducing the edges between go and the exit vertices of the last path gadget in each path
sequence. Clearly, this results in the graph G as described above. At each timestamp z, we
use at most n labels for the exit vertices, we also use the 5 reserved labels liorget, Ciriangles
Lroots L, Ug,, and we uniquely label the vertices of at most one constraint gadget and one
path gadget, whose sizes are both constant. <

» Lemma 69. If I is satisfiable, then G admits a feedback vertex set of size b.

Proof. Let a be a satisfying assignment of I. We define the solution S C V of size b as the
set of the following vertices: From each path gadget Xij with a(v;) =y we include in S all
vertices x, for y' € [B]\ {y}. For each ¢ € [4] we also include v, if t(y), = O, u, if t(y)¢ = D,
and wy if t(y), = C. From each constraint gadget Z; corresponding to a constraint Cj, we

include all vertices zp of the constraint gadget except for the vertex z, where s, = a(V4).

The vertex z, exists, since « satisfies C},.

We claim that S is a feedback vertex set of G of size b. The size follows from the fact
that we pack exactly b(X) vertices in each component X € F. Now we show that G \ S is a
forest. By the choice of S, it contains at least one endpoint of each deletion edge between the
clique vertices, and a vertex of each cycle C; of each path gadget. It also contains a least one
endpoint of each deletion edge between the vertices of a constraint gadget. Hence, cycles can
only appear as deletion edges between a clique vertex and a vertex of a constraint gadget, or
as a closed walk between passing through two consecutive path gadgets. Any other closed
walk in the graph must contain a cycle of one of these forms as a subsequence.

First, we exclude the first case. Assume there exists such a cycle, and let z,, z¢ be the
endpoints of the corresponding deletion edge, where z,, is a clique-vertex of a path gadget
X7 and z is a vertex of the constraint gadget Z; in the same column. Since , is not in the
solution, it means that a(v;) = y. But then it follows from the choice of S that (S;); = y, and
hence, by the definition of a constraint gadget, there doesn’t exist a deletion edge between
zy and zp which is a contradiction.

Finally, let C be a cycle of the latter form. Let X, X’ be two consecutive path gadgets
that intersect C. Let z,, z,s be the clique vertices of X and X' respectively, excluded from

S. By the choice of S, there are no edges left between the cycles C; and the clique vertices.

Hence, any minimal such cycle is either of the form v3(X), v1(X’), v4(X), v2(X'), i.e. between
exit and entry vertices only, or is of the form 7, u;(X), v;(X), vy (X’),uy(X"). Both cases
can be excluded directly by inspecting the transitions mapping ¢, since the former requires a
tuple of four O, and the latter requires a tuple containing C' both in its first two positions
and in its latter two positions. |

Now we aim to prove the other direction of this lemma. Let S be a fixed feedback vertex
set of G of size b. Let S =V \ S and G = G\ S. For a set X C V, we denote Sx = SN X.

» Lemma 70. It holds that S = |J Sx. and for each X € F that |Sx| = b(X).
XeF

Proof. The lower bound |Sx| > b(X) holds for each family X € F, since deletion edges
and the cycles C; are all triangles. If the solution contains an addition vertex in one of the
component of F, or a vertex from outside these components, then it must hold that |S| > b,
which is a contradiction. <

If S contains a vertex wy,, added by a deletion edge A(u,v), then the set (S\ {wy,v})U{u}

is a solution of at most the same size, since any cycle containing w,, , must also contain w.
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Hence, from now on, we can assume that S does ot contain any vertices added by deletion
edges. That means S contains at least one endpoint of each deletion edge, all but at most
one clique-vertex in each path gadget, and all but one vertex of the clique vertices of each
constraint gadget.

» Definition 71. Let X be some path gadget, and zs be the only clique vertex of X not in S
for some value s € [6]. Then we call s the state of X defined by S (denoted by States(X)).
We omit S when clear from context.

» Lemma 72. For a path gadget X, we define G5 = CA?[X U{r}]. Let s = State(X). For
i € [4] we define the following predicates:

oi = (v; €85), xi:=-¢; A (vi,r are not connected in Gé’})7 and & := —¢; N\ DX

Then all following implications hold:

s=1 = o1 N2 AN{3 N&4.
5=2 = x1 NP2 ANE3 A xa.
s=3 = X1 Ax2 /A& Ada.
s=4 = S NP2 Ax3AXa
5=5 = L1 AX2/AX3A ¢
5=6 = & A A3 A ¢y

Proof. It holds by definition, that the three predicates ¢;, x;, and &; are pairwise disjoint for
each value ¢ € [4]. The predicate ¢; holds if and only if a v; € S, x; holds if and only if u; € S,
and &; holds if and only if w; € S. The lemma follows from the assumption, that S contains
one vertex of C;, an endpoint of each deletion edge between C; and the clique-vertices, and
all clique vertices of X except for one vertex. <

» Lemma 73. For each two consecutive path gadgets X1 and Xo, let s1 be the state of X3
and so be the state of Xo. Then it holds that s < s1.

Proof. Assume this is not the case, and let X; and X5 be two consecutive path gadgets
with states s; and ss respectively, such that ss > s;. Let t(s1) = (p1,p2,p3,p4) and
t(s2) = (q1,92,43,qs4) be the transition tuples of s; and so respectively. Let P = {ps,p4}
and @ = {q1,¢2}. Then it holds by Lemma 72, and since the cut between X; and X5 is
a complete bipartite graph, that if C € P N Q, then v3(X;) is connected to r in G?}l and
v1(X>) is connected to r in G%,, which together with the edge {vs(X1),v1(X2)} creates a
cycle. Moreover, if O ¢ P UQ, then we get the cycle vs(X1),v1(X2), v4(X1),v2(X2) in G.
These two observations already imply contradictions for all pairs (s1, s2) with so > s1 except
for the case where s; = 1. In this case it holds that ps = py = C. Hence, both vertices v3
and vy of X; exist in G and are connected to r through us and uy4 respectively. Therefore,
if @ # {0}, then we get the cycle consisting of the two paths vs, ug,r and vy, ug,r in Xy,
together with the path vs(X1),v1(X2),v4(X1) leading to a contradiction. <

» Lemma 74. If G admits a feedback vertex set of size b, then I is satisfiable.

Proof. Let us fix some path sequence, and consider the path gadgets X} ... X¢ on this path
sequence. Let s;, ...s;, be the states of these path gadgets defined by S in order. Then by
Lemma 73 it holds that 4,11 <4, for all j € [c — 1]. Since we have exactly 6 states, there
can exist at most 5 different indices j with 4; # i;41. Therefore, over all n path sequences,
there can exist at most 5n columns, such that some path gadget on each of these columns
has a different state than the following path gadget, which in turn, implies that at most
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5n sections exist with some path gadget in each of these sections having a different state
than the following path gadget. Since the graph G contains 5n + 1 sections, there must exist
at least one section in G, where each path gadget in this section has the same state as the
following path gadget.

Let us fix one such section S, for € [5n+1]. For each segment ST in this section (i € [n]),
let s; be the state of all path gadgets on this segment. Then we claim that « : Var — [B]
with a(v;) = s; for all i € [n] is a satisfying assignment of I. In order to see this, let C; be
some constraint for j € [m]. Let us consider the jth column of the rth section. Since S is a
solution, there must exist a vertex z, of the constraint gadget attached to this column in
the solution. Let s; be the tuple corresponding to z,. Let k € [g] be some index, and let
v; = (V;)i and y = (sg)k. Then it must hold that all clique vertices x,s for y’ # y are in
S, since G is acyclic. This implies that the path gadget in this column that belongs to the
ith path has state y, and hence, a(v;) = y. Since this holds for each k € [q], it follows that
a(V;) = s¢, and hence, «a satisfies C;. Since this holds for each constraint C, it follows that
« is a satisfying assignment of 1. <

Proof of Theorem 3. Assume that there exists an algorithm A that solves the FEEDBACK
VERTEX SET problem in time O*((6 — ¢)¥) for some positive value ¢ > 0, when a linear
k-expression p is given with the input graph G. Then given the instance I of the d-CSP-B
problem over n variables for B = 6 and some positive integer d, one can construct the graph
G together with the linear k-expression u of G and choose the value b as described above,
where both p and k are given by Lemma 68, and run A on the resulting instance. It holds
by Lemma 69 and Lemma 74 that G admits a feedback vertex set of size b if and only if I is
satisfiable. It holds by Lemma 68 that p is a linear k-expression of G' that can be constructed
in polynomial time, where k = n 4 kg for some constant ky. Hence, the algorithm runs in
time O*((6 — )" t%0) = O*((6 — ¢)") which contradicts SETH by Theorem 67. <

6 Counting algorithm for treewidth

In this section we show that, informally speaking, by restricting our dynamic programming
algorithm to the states that appear in a tree decomposition, we get an algorithm that counts
(modulo 2) the number of feedback vertex sets of a fixed size in time O*(3'V) given a tree
decomposition of width tw with input. This matches the best possible running time for the
decision version of this problem under SETH [16], and hence, it is also tight, since a better
algorithm for counting (modulo 2) would also break this bound for the decision version using
the isolation lemma. We formalize this idea through a dynamic programming algorithm
on a tree decomposition, where we index the dynamic programming tables by a smaller
(restricted) family of patterns. We start by restating the definitions of tree decompositions
and tree width.

» Definition 75. A tree decomposition of a graph G is a pair B = (T, B), where T is a tree
and B : V(T) — 2V(&) is a mapping that assigns to each node x € V(T) a bag B(x) C V(G)
(also denoted B, ) such that:

For every vertex v € V(G) there is some x € V(T) with v € B(z),

for every edge {u,v} € E(G) there is some x € V(T) with u,v € B(x),

for every v € V(QG), the set {x € V(T'): v € B(x)} induces a connected subtree of T.
The width of a tree decomposition is defined by max,ev 7y |B(x)| — 1, and the tree-width of
G is the minimum width over all such decompositions.

We call a tree decomposition (T, B) nice if T is rooted at a node r, B(r) =0, and it holds
for every node x of T that either
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x is a leaf node and B(x) =0,

x has a single child ¥’ and B(x) = B(z') U {v} for v ¢ B(a') (introduce vertex node),

x has a single child ' and B(z) = B(z') \ {v} for some v € B(z") (forget vertex node),

x has two children x1,29 and B(x) = B(x1) = B(xsa) (join node).
Finally, we define a very nice tree decomposition as a nice tree decomposition with additional
nodes x with a single child x', called introduce edge node, with B(x) = B(x'), such that for
each edge e there exists a unique introduce edge node x corresponding to e with e C B(x).
We also assume that the node introducing an edge e = {u,v} is an ancestor of all join nodes
containing both uw and v in their bags.

We define the graph G, = (Vy, E;) for a node x as the subgraph of G containing all
vertices and edges introduced in the subtree rooted at x. Hence, it holds for each join node x
that B(x) induces an independent set in G.

» Remark 76. It is well-known that for every tree decomposition B there exists a very
nice tree decomposition B’ of the same graph, having the same width. Moreover, such a
transformation from B to B’ can be done in polynomial time [14].

6.1 Boundaried graphs and graph labeling

From now on, let G’ = (V', E’) be the input graph over n vertices, and B’ be a tree
decomposition of G’ of width tw’. Let t be the target size of the feedback vertex sets we aim
to count. We can assume by Remark 76 that B’ is a very nice tree decomposition of G’ of
width tw’. We define k£ = tw’ +1 as the maximum size of a bag of B’. Let B = (T, B) be the
very nice tree decomposition resulting from B’ by adding a new vertex vy (not in G’) to all
bags. This turns the leaf nodes of B’ into nodes that introduce the vertex vg. It holds that
B has width k := tw’ +1, since we increase the size of all bags exactly by one. Let V := V(T
and let r € V be the root of T. Then it holds that B, = {vo}.

It holds that the graph G = (V, E) that corresponds to B results from G’ by adding an
additional isolated vertex vy. We aim to count (modulo 2) the number of feedback vertex
sets of size t in G that exclude the vertex vy, which are exactly the feedback vertex sets of
G’ of size t, since vy is isolated in G. In fact, similar to clique-width, we will count (modulo
2) the number of induced forests of size b in G that include the vertex vy, for all values of
b € [n]p. It holds that the number of feedback vertex sets of size ¢ in G that exclude vy is
equal to the number of induced forests of size n + 1 — ¢ in G that include vy. Again, this
motivates the following definition of a partial solution: A partial solution S C V, at a node
x €V is a set of vertices that contains vy, such that S induces a forest in G,.

» Definition 77. We define the mapping ¢ : V. — [k]|o such that the restriction of ¢ to any
bag B, is injective as follows: Let x1,...x, be all forget nodes of T sorted in some top-down
ordering over T', and let z; be the forget node of a vertex v; for alli € [n]. Then we fix the
mapping ¢ by iterating over all nodes x; in increasing order of i, and for each value of i we
fiz ¢(v;) as the smallest value £ € N not in ¢(By, \ {vi}). Forv eV, we call ¢(v) the label
of a vertex v.

» Observation 78. [t holds for all i € [n] that the forget node of each vertex in B, is an
ancestor of x;, and hence, the label of each vertex in this bag, except for v;, is already fized,
and the set ¢(By, \ {v;}) is well-defined. Moreover, it holds that vy is the only vertex labeled
0, and that ¢p(v) < k for allv € V since k is the mazimum size of a bag in B'. The restriction
of ¢ to each bag B, is injective, since for any two vertices u,v sharing a bag By, the bag
corresponding to the forget node of one of these vertices contains the other, and hence, by the

choice of ¢ it holds that ¢(u) # ¢(v).
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We will use the notion of graph boundary to define representation over treewidth. In-
tuitively, a boundary of a graph is a special set of vertices B that we use to extend this
graph to a super graph, and hence, it is a separator in the super graph, that separates the
original graph from the rest of the super graph. Mainly, in a tree decomposition, we will be
interested in the boundary B, of the graph G, for each node z, as G results from G, by
adding vertices (and edges) separated from G, by B,. It is well-known for many problems,
that a boundary can carry enough information to correctly extend a partial solution to a
solution in the whole graph. We will formalize this for the FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem.

» Definition 79. A boundaried graph is a graph G = (V, E) given together with a boundary
set B CV and an injective mapping ¢ : B — [k, such that B induces an independent set
in G. A boundaried forest is a boundaried graph that is a forest. We denote the boundaried
graph (G, B, ¢) by G when B and ¢ are clear from context.

We say that two boundaried forests (Fy, By, $1) and (Fa, Ba, ¢2) are compatible if it holds
that ¢1 and ¢o have equal images, and the following conditions hold: Let w be the unique
label-preserving bijection from By to Ba, i.e. ¢1(v) = ¢o(m(v)) for all v € By, and let H be
the graph resulting from the union of Fy and Fy by identifying all pairs (v, n(v)) for v € By.
Then it must holds that H is acyclic. We call the process of identifying these pairs of vertices
the glueing of Fy and Fy. Note that the glueing operation might create double edges (cycles
of length two) between two vertices.

We say that two families of boundaried forests F1 and Fo are equivalent, if it holds for
each boundaried forest H that H is compatible with an odd number of forests of F1 if and
only if it is compatible with an odd number of forests of Fs.

6.2 Treewidth patterns

Now we characterize the needed conditions for acyclicity representation through the notion of
“patterns”. After that we define a more concise representation through a “reduce” operation
resulting in a more compact set of patterns.

» Definition 80. A (treewidth) pattern p is a partition of a subset L, of [k]o that contains
the element 0. We call L, the label set of p, and we call the set containing 0 in p the zero set
of p (denoted Z,). Let T be the family of all treewidth patterns. We also define one special
pattern L not in 7 and call it the bad pattern. We denote by @ the pattern {{0}} and call
it the empty pattern. We define the family Tcs C 7 of all treewidth patterns, such that any
set different from Z, is a singleton.

For a pattern p € 7 and i € [k], we denote by pUi the pattern L ifi € Ly, or pU {{i}}
otherwise. We define p\i as p itself, if i € Ly, or as the pattern resulting from p by removing
i from the set of p that contains i. We remove the whole set {i} if it is a singleton.

Let G = (V, E) be a boundaried graph with boundary B C V' containing a vertexr vy € B.
Let ¢ : B — [k]o be an injective mapping with ¢(vg) = 0. For a partial solution S CV of G,
we define the pattern patg p 4(S) (omitting G, B and ¢ when clear from context) of G as
follows: for each connected component C of G[S] that intersects B, we add the set ¢(C N B)
to p, i.e. p contains a set for each connected component of G\ S, containing the labels that
appear in the boundary of this component.

It follows from the injectivity of ¢, that each label appears in at most one set of pat(S).
Hence, pat(S) is a partition of a subset of [klo. Since S is a partial solution, it holds
that vo € S, and hence, there exists a set X € pat(S) with 0 € X. Hence, pat(S) is a
pattern indeed. Given a boundaried forest F' with boundary B, we denote by paty the pattern
patp p o (V(F)). For a node x €V, we also denote patg, p, 4/, (5) by pat,(S).
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» Definition 81. Given a pattern p € &2, we define the canonical (boundaried) forest
(Gp = (Vp, Ep), By, ¢p) of p, where for each i € L, we add a vertez v;, and for each set S of
p we add another vertex ws and make it adjacent to all vertices v; with i € S. Hence, G is a
disjoint union of stars, that contains one star for each set of p. We define B := {v;: i € L,}
and ¢(v;) := 1 for all i € L,. It follows that pat(G,) = p.

» Lemma 82. It holds for any two labeled forests (Fy, B, ¢1) and (Fa, Ba, ¢2) with pat(Fy) =
pat(Fy) that Fy is equivalent to Fs.

Proof. Let (H, B, ¢) be some boundaried forest compatible with F;. We show that H is
compatible with F5 as well. The other direction would then hold by symmetry. Let G be
the glueing of F} and H. Let m; be the bijection from B; to B and « the bijection from B
to By as defined in Definition 80. We define my := m; o 7~!. Then 7, is a bijection from
By to B. Let Gy be the glueing of F5 and H given by ms. We claim that G, is acyclic.
Assuming otherwise, let C' be a simple cycle of G5. Let s1,...s; be the maximal segments
of C' that belong to Fs, and let Dy,..., D, be connected components of Fy that sq,...s¢
belong to. Since it holds that pat(F;) = pat(Fy), it holds for each connected component
D of F5 and for X = ¢o(D N By), that there exists a connected component D’ of F; with
¢1(D’' N By) = X. Hence, we can replace each segment s; connecting two vertices ug and v
of F» with a path of Fy connecting the unique vertices 7(uz) and 7(vy), turning C into a
cycle C’ in Gy, which contradicts the assumption that H is compatible with Fj. |

Now we define pattern operations that correspond to the different manipulations of a
pattern corresponding to a partial solution under the different treewidth operations. We use
these operations to introduce our algorithm and prove its correctness.

» Definition 83. For two different labels i, j € [k], we define the operation®; ;: T — FTU{L}
that takes as input a pattern p and outputs L if i and j belong to the same set of p, it outputs
p itself if i or j doesn’t appear in p, or outputs the pattern that results from p by merging the
sets that contain i and j otherwise.

» Observation 84. Let F be a labeled forest, and p = pat(F). Let F' be the graph resulting
from F by adding the edge between the vertices labeled i and j if both exist, and let p' = X, ;(p).
Then p’ =L if and only if F' contains a cycle, and p’' := patp, otherwise.

» Definition 85. We define the join operation over patterns Ul : T x T — F U{L}, where
forp,q €  with L, = Ly, pUq is given by the following procedure: Let pg = p and let
Si,...S¢ be the sets of q. For each i in [{], we define p; from p;—1 as follows: if p;_1 =L, or
if there exists a set of p;—1 containing two elements of S;, then p; :=L. Otherwise, p; results
from p;—1 by combining all sets that contain an element of S;. We define pUq = py. Finally,
we define pU g =1 if L, # L.

» Observation 86. Let (G1, By, ¢1) and (Ga, Ba, ¢2) be two labeled forests where the images
of 1 and ¢z are equal. Let py = patg, and p2 = patg,. Then it holds that p1 Upy =1 if
and only if the glueing H of G1 and G3 contains cycles. Moreover, if H is acyclic, then it
holds that paty = p1 U ps.

6.3 Pattern representation

Now we introduce a special (restricted) family of patterns that represents all patterns, and
show that this family suffices to represent acyclicity over a tree decomposition.
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» Definition 87. We say that two patterns p,q are compatible (p <> q), if their canonical
forests are. Given two families of treewidth patterns S and R, we say that R represents S
(R ~ S), if their families of canonical forests are equivalent, i.e. if it holds for each pattern r
that the number of patterns of S compatible with v is congruent to the number of patterns of
R compatible with r.

» Observation 88. It holds that representation is an equivalence relation. Moreover, it holds
for three patterns p,q,r €  that plUq < r if and only if p <> qUr, since graph glueing is
both commutative and associative.

» Lemma 89. Let S1,S55, R1, Ry C T be four families of treewidth patterns such that Ry
represents S, and Ry represents So. Then it holds that Ri ARy represents S1ASs.

Proof. Let ¢ €  be some a pattern. Let sq,s2,71,72 be the numbers of patterns in
51,59, Ry, Re compatible with g respectively. Then it holds by definition of representation
that s; =2 r1 and s9 =5 19, hence it holds that s; + sy =2 r1 4+ 72, but s1 + s5 is congruent
(modulo 2) to the number of patterns of S;AS> compatible with ¢, and r1 + 79 is congruent
to the number of patterns of RyAR; compatible with q. Hence, these two numbers are
congruent as well, and R1 ARy represents S1AS,. <

Now we show that for each family of patterns S C .7, there exists a family of patterns
R C Jps that represents S. We achieve this through a reduce operation that follows the
same logic as ReduceToNice procedure defined for clique-width, but restricted to treewidth
patterns. Hence, the proofs of representation follow the same logic, but applied to treewidth
glueing operations instead of clique-width extension compatibility.

» Lemma 90. Let p = {S1,...S,} be some pattern for n >3, and let X =51, Y = S, and
Z = S3 be three different sets of p. Let R =p\ {X,Y,Z} be the rest of p. We define the
following four patterns:

P :RU{XUY,Z},

pe=RU{XUZY},

ps=RU{YUZ X},

pa=RU{XUYULZ}
Then it holds that {pa, p3, pa} represents {p1}.

Proof. We show for any pattern ¢ € .7 that if ¢ is compatible with one of py, po, p3, then ¢ is
compatible with at least two of them. We also show that g is compatible with p, if and only
if ¢ is compatible with all py, po, p3. It follows from both claims for each pattern ¢ € 7, that

q is compatible with an even number of patterns out of py, pa, p3, p4 which proves the lemma.

Now we prove the first claim. Assume that ¢ is compatible with neither p; nor ps. We
show that, in this case, it cannot be compatible with p3 either. The other two cases are
symmetric. Let G, G2, G3 be the glueing of G),,, G, and G, with G, respectively, and let
C1 be a cycle in G; and Cs be a cycle in G5. We show that G5 contains a cycle proving that
p3 is not compatible with q.

If C does not visit vertices of the connected component corresponding to X UY, then
C corresponds to a cycle in G3 by replacing each maximal segment s of C' belonging to a
connected component of Gy by a path on G3 whose endpoints have the same labels as the
endpoints of s. This is possible, since each set of p; other than X UY is a subset of a set of
p3. Similarly, if C5 does not contain vertices in the connected component corresponding to
X UZ, then C5 corresponds to a cycle in G3. Now we assume that C passes through vertices
in the connected component corresponding to X UY and C5 passes through vertices in the
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connected component corresponding to X UZ. Hence, we can assume that G, contains a path
between two vertices of the component corresponding to X UY that intersects this component
only in its endpoints. If there exists such a path where the labels of both endpoints belong
to the same set X or Y, then C; corresponds to a cycle in G3 by the same argument above.
Hence, we assume that there exists a path with one endpoint labeled in X and the other
in Y. Similarly, we can assume that G5 contains a path between two vertices whose labels
are in X and Z, that intersect the component corresponding to X U Z only in its endpoints.
However, these two paths correspond to paths in G3 ending in the same labels, since each set
of py different from X UY, and each set of py different from X U Z is a subset of a set of p3.
Hence, we get the cycle consisting of the segments s1, o, s3, 54, where s1 is a path between a
vertex v whose label belongs to X and a vertex u whose label belongs to Y, s3 is a segment
between a vertex w whose label belongs to Z and a vertex v’ whose label belongs to X, ss is
a path between u and w that lays completely in the star corresponding to Y U Z in G3, and
s4 is a path between v and v’ that lays in the star corresponding to X in G3. Hence, G3
contains a cycle, and p3 is not compatible with q.

Now we prove the second claim. Let G4 be the glueing of G, and G4. If G; contains
a cycle for any value i € [3], then one can turn this cycle into a cycle in Gy, since each set
of p; is a subset of a set in py. On the other hand, if G4 contains a cycle C, then we can
first assume that this cycle intersects the component S corresponding to X UY U Z in a
single segment by short-cutting the cycle as follows: First rotate the cycle so that it doesn’t
begin with a vertex of S. Let v; be the first vertex on C' that belongs to .S and vs be the
last such vertex. Then we can replace the cycle with another cycle that intersects S in a
single segment by replacing the part between v; and vy by a simple path in S.

Let s be this segment, and let v; be the first vertex of this segment, and vy be the last.
Let i1, 42 be the labels of v; and v respectively. Then one can replace C' by a cycle in G if
{i1,i2} € X UY, by a cycle in G if {i1,i2} C X U Z, or by a cycle in G if {i1,i2} CY UZ,
by replacing s, and each other maximal segment on the cycle belonging to a connected
component of G4, by a path between two vertices of the same labels. This is possible since
all other sets of p, different from X UY U Z are sets of p; for all i € [3]. |

» Procedure 91. Given a patternp €  andi € [k], we define the mapping Reducelndex(p, i)
that outputs a set of patterns as follows: if i does not belong to p, or if the set containing
iin p is Z, or is a singleton, then we define ReduceIndex(p,i) := p. Otherwise, let X be
the set that contains i in p, let X = X \ {i}, and let po = p\ {X,Z,}. Then we define
Reducelndex(p, X, i) as the set containing the three patterns:

P2 = Po U {Zp U {}}7)2}7

p3 =po U {Zp U{(,{i}},

P4 = po U {Zp UXU{i}}.

Forp € &, we define Reduce(p) as follows: Let Py = {p}, and let iy, ...i be the indices
in [k] such that i; appears in p in a non-singleton set different from Z, for all j € [¢]. Then
we define Pj := /A Reducelndex(q, ;) for each j € [{], and Reduce(p) := P;.

qeEPj 1
» Lemma 92. [t holds for any pattern p € 7 that Reduce(p) runs in time O*(3%), where ¢
is the number of labels of p that belong to a non-singleton set different from Z,, and outputs
a family of at most 3¢ Jos patterns that represents p.

Proof. The bound on the size of the resulting family and on the running time hold since
the procedure runs in /¢ iterations, in each it replaces each pattern by at most 3 patterns in
polynomial time.
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It holds from Lemma 90 that ReduceIndex(p, ) represents p for all p € .7 and all i € [k]
by fixing p; := p. We prove by induction over i € [k]o, that P; represents p and that for each
p € P; and each j < i, that j appears in p if and only if it appears in p, and that it can
appear only in Z, or as a singleton.

The claim is trivial for j = 0 since Py = {p}. Now fix j € [{] and assume that the claim
holds for P;_;. Then it holds by Lemma 89 that P; represents P;_; and by transitivity of
representation that P; represents p. Moreover, each pattern of Reducelndex(q,i,) results
from g by moving 7; either to the set Z,, or to become a singleton, and possibly by merging
the set containing ¢; with Z; which proves the claim. <

6.4 The Algorithm

Now we are ready to present our algorithm, as a bottom-up dynamic programming scheme
over T indexed by the family Jos. Intuitively, the tables P2 count (modulo 2) the number
of partial solutions of a fixed size at a node x, that are compatible with a pattern p € J¢g.

» Algorithm 2. We define the tables P’ € ZQ‘%S for all nodes © € V, and all values b € [n]o
recursively as follows:
Introduce verter (vy): We define P2[p] =1 ifb=0 and p = @, and 0 otherwise.
Introduce vertex (v # vg) with child x': Let i = ¢(v). We define Pb[p| = P%[p\ 4] if
{i}€pori¢L,, and 0 otherwise.
Forget vertex node (v) with child x': Let i = ¢(v). If i € Ly, then we define Pt[p] = 0.
Otherwise, we define

b—[iELp/]
Pipl= Y P, [p']-
p'€Tcs
p'\i=p

Introduce edge ({u,v}) with child «': Let i = ¢(u) and j = ¢(v). We define the tables
P cZ5 and Pt ¢ chs with

Pllp= > Phlg and Plpl= > Plql.
€Jcs, €T,
|Zl|]i-,j (’Ic)ip pefgeduce(p)

Merge node with children x1,x2: For p € Jos we define

Pf[p]: Z Z Pfi[pl]-Pfj[pg].

b1 +ba=bpi1Up2=p

Now we show that the support of each table P£ represents the family of all partial
solutions of size b at z. We prove this in two steps: First, we define the auxiliary tables Q°
that count (modulo 2) the number of partial solutions of size b at x having pattern p for each
pattern in .7. In the second step, we show that the support of P represents the support of
QY for all nodes z € V and all values b.

» Definition 93. We define the tables Q. € 77 for a nodes x € V and b € [n]y recursively
as follows:
Introduce verter (vg): We set Q8[p] =1 if b=0 and p = @, and 0 otherwise.
Introduce vertex (v # vo) with child x': Let i = ¢p(v). We define Q%[p] = Q% [p \ 1] if
{i}€pori¢L,, and 0 otherwise.
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Forget vertex node (v) with child x': Let i = ¢(v). Ifi € L,, we define Q%[p] = 0.
Otherwise, we define

b—[i€L_,
Q= 3 QL.
pET
p’\i=p

Introduce edge ({u,v}) with child «’: Let i = ¢(u) and j = ¢(v). We define

Q= > @4l
4€T,
X ;(a)=p

Merge node with children x1,x2: For p € F we define

QZ[P} = Z Z Qill [p1] - QZ [p2]-

b1+ba=bpi1Up2=p

» Lemma 94. [t holds for all nodes x € V, for all values b and for allp € T that Q% [p] =2 1
if and only if there exists an odd number of partial solutions X, such that | X \ B;| =b and

pat,(X) =p.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction over the nodes = € V. For a node introducing the
vertex g, the only solution is the empty solution, with pat, () = ® which corresponds to
the definition of the tables Q° at this node.

For an introduce vertex node v with ¢(v) =4, and «’ the child of x, each partial solution
X’ with | X'\ B, = b at 2’ and pat,, (X’) = p’ is a partial solution at z, where pat,(X’)
results from p’ by adding ¢ as a singleton. Moreover, X’ can be extended to a partial solution
X such that | X \ By/| = | X'\ Bz| by adding v to the partial solution. In this case it holds
that pat,, (X’) = pat,(X). Since these two cases cover all partial solutions at x, and no
partial solution at x has the label 7 in a non-singleton set, the correctness of the formula
follows by induction hypothesis at z’.

For a forget vertex node v labeled 4, each partial solution X at x is a partial solution
at «’ where we exclude i from the pattern since it is not in the boundary at x anymore.
Moreover, it holds that |X \ B;| = |X \ By| + [v € X] since B,s \ B, = {v}. The claim
follows by induction hypothesis.

For an add edge node {u,v}: Let i, j be the labels of u, v respectively. The lemma follows
from Observation 84 and the induction hypothesis at the child node z’, since each partial
solution X at x is a partial solution at 2’ with pat,(X) = K, ;(pat,, (X)) and vice versa.

Finally, for a join node x with children z; and zs: each partial solution X at x with
|X \ By| = b is the union of two partial solutions X, X2 at x1 and xs respectively, such
that X1 n Bac = X2 n Bw and (X1 \Bx) n (XQ \ B;c) = @ Let b1 = ‘Xl \ Bac1| and
by = | X2\ By,|- Then it holds that by + by = b. Moreover, it holds from Observation 88 that
pat, (X) = pat,, (X1) Upat,,(Xz2). The claim follows by applying the induction hypothesis
at 1 and xs. |

Now we aim to show that the support of P’ represents the support of Q2. In order to
show this we first prove that all pattern operations preserve representation, i.e. if R represents
S, then Op(R) represents Op(S). We start with a formal definition:

» Definition 95. Let Op be some pattern operator of arity r. We define the exclusive version

A
Op of Op as the mapping of the same parity that maps sets of patterns to sets of patterns,
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where for families of patterns S1,...S, we define

OAp(Sl, .S) = YA {Op(p1, ..., p)},

(p1seeespr)ESLX - XSy

A
i.e., a pattern p belongs to Op(Sy,...,S,) if and only if there exists an odd number of tuples
(p1,--.,pr) that map to p with p; € S; for all i € [r].
A A
Fori,j € [k] with i # j we define Ui as the exclusive version of Ui, L as the exclusive

A A
join U, \1i as the exclusive version of \i and X, ; as the exclusive version of X; ;.

Let Op be an operation of parity r over sets of patterns. Then we say that Op preserves
representation if it holds for all sets of patterns S1,...S, and Ry, ..., R, where R; represents
A

A
S; for all i € [k] that Op(Ry, ... R,) represents Op(Sy,...,Sy).

A A JAN
» Lemma 96. All operations Ui, \i and X, ; for all i,j € [k|, i # j preserve representation.

Proof. First, we make the following claim: Let Op be some unary operation over patterns
such that for each pattern ¢ there exists a set of patterns X, where Op(p) is compatible with

A
q if and only if p is compatible with an odd number of patterns of X. Then Op preserves
representation. Let S, R C 7 such that R represents S, and let ¢ be an arbitrary pattern.
Let X be the family described above. Then it holds that

AN
[{p € Op(S): p > q}| = {p € S: Op(p) < g}
= {pesSdeX:podl= ) HpeS pedl
qdeX
= Y HpeRipod} =|{pecRdeX:ped}
JeX

= |[{p € R: Op(p) & q}| =2 |{p€OAP(R)1p<—>C]}|~

Now we use this claim to prove the lemma. For pU¢ and a pattern ¢, let X := 0 if ¢ ¢ L,
and X := {p\ i} otherwise. In the former case, it holds that p Ui ¢ ¢ for all patterns p,
and p is not compatible with any pattern of X (since X is empty). For the latter case, if
i € Ly, then it holds that p U ¢ =L. If this is the case, or if L, # Lq \ {¢}, then it holds that
pUi ¢ qand p ¢ ¢\ i. Otherwise, we assume that ¢ ¢ L, and L, = L, Ui. Since G,u;
results from G, by adding the vertices v;, w; with an edge between them as a new connected
component, with v; labeled i, the glueing of G,; and G, results from the glueing of G, and
Gq\i by adding the edge {v;, w} and an edge between v; and the vertex wg where S is the
set containing 7 in g, i.e., by hanging a path (P) at wg. Hence, the resulting graph is acyclic
if and only if the original graph is.

For p\i: if i € L, then p\ i 4 ¢ for all patterns p. In this case, we define X = 0.
Otherwise, assume that ¢ ¢ L,. We define X = {¢q,qUi}. Since Ly # Lgu;, it holds for
each pattern p that p is compatible with at most one of ¢ and qUi. If i ¢ L,,, then it holds
that p \ ¢ = p, and the claim is trivial in this case. Otherwise, it holds that ¢ € L, and
hence, p ¢ ¢. If L, # L, U {i}, then p\ i ¢ ¢ and p # ¢Ui. Otherwise, the glueing of G,
and Ggu; results from the glueing of G,\; and G, by hanging a path (P) at the vertex wg
corresponding to the set containing ¢ in p. Hence, the resulting graph is acyclic if and only if
the original graph is.
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Finally, for &; ;(p), let p’ :== X, ;(p) and ¢’ =X, ;(q). We define X := {¢'}. If L, # L,
then it holds that X; ;(p) ¢ ¢ and p ¢ ¢'. Otherwise, if {i, j} Z L, then it holds that p’ = p
and ¢’ = ¢. Hence, the claim is trivial in this case. Finally, assume that i,j € L, = L.
Let r:= {{i,j}} U{{k}: k € L, \ {i,j}} be the pattern consisting out of the set {i,;} and
all other labels of L, as singletons. Then it holds that G is the glueing of G, and G,,
and that G is the glueing of G and G,. Since the glueing process is both associative and
commutative, it holds that the glueing of Gy and G is the same as the glueing of G, and
Gy . Hence, p' <> ¢ if and only if p + ¢'. <

» Lemma 97. Let Sy, 55, R1, Ry C .7 be set of patterns such that Ry represents S1 and Rs
A A
represents So. Let S := S1 U Sy and R := Ry U Ry. Then R represents S.

Proof. It holds for each pattern r € 7

Hpe R:p+r} =2 {(q1,92) € R1 X Ra: q1 U g > 7}

= Y Hn€R:aU@eor)= Y HacRi:qoqgur
q2€R> q2€R>

=2 Z {p1 € S1:p1 <> 2T} =2 Z {2 € Ro: p1 4> g2 U}
q2€R> P1ESL

=2 Z {a2 € Rat g2 <> prUTH = Z [{p2 € S2: p2 <> prUT}H
P1EST pP1E€S1

= Y [{p2 € S2:p1Ups e 1} =2 [{(p1,p2) € S1 X Sa: p1Ups ¢ 7}
p1E€S1

= |{peS:per}
where the third, the sixth and the seventh congruences follow from Observation 88. <

» Lemma 98. It holds for all nodes = and all values b that the support of Qb represents the
support of P?.

Proof. We prove the claim by induction over V. The claim is trivial at nodes introducing
the vertex vy, as both tables have the same support. Let I? be the support of P, and J?
be the support of Q¥. For an introduce vertex node with child 2/, let i be the label of the

: b b 5 A b1 b b O A -1 ;
introduced vertex. It holds that I} = (12, U4)AIL " and J. = (J2, Ui)AJ,". The claim

follows from the fact that both A and Ui preserve representation. Similarly, for a forget
A

N
vertex node with label 4, it holds that 12 = 1% \ i and J = J?, \ i. The claim follows from
the fact that \i preserves representation.
Now let = be an introduce edge {u,v} node, with ¢(u) = ¢ and ¢(v) = j. It holds that

A - A -
Jb =K, ;(J2). Let Y = X; ;(1%). It holds from Lemma 96 that Y represents J2. Moreover,

it holds that I2 = Reduce(Y). It follows from Lemma 92 that I? represents Y and hence, by
transitivity of representation, it represents J%. Finally, let 2 be a union node with children

A A
21, T2. Let by, by € [n]o with by + by = b, and let 112 = Izi ] Imbi and Jorb2 = Jfﬁ’} L szi-
Then it holds by Lemma 97 that I°-* represents .J*'*2. Moreover, it holds by the definitions

of Pand Q that I = A I’ and Jb = A Jb+P2 Tt follows from Lemma 89 that
b1+ba=b b1+b2=b

I? represents J2. <

» Corollary 99. It holds for each value b € [n]o that P*~°[s] = 1 if and only if there exists
an odd number of feedback vertex sets of size b in G.
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Proof. The number of feedback vertex sets of size ¢ in GG is equal to the number of feedback
vertex sets of size t in G, that exclude the vertex vy, which is equal to the number of partial
solutions S of size n + 1 — ¢ at r that contain the vertex vg. Since B, = {vp}, it holds
that pat,(S) = @ for all such partial solutions S, and that |S\ B,| = n —t. It follows by
Lemma 94 that the number of partial solutions of size n + 1 — ¢ at r that contain the vertex
vg is congruent (modulo 2) to Q" [a].

Since the pattern & is the only pattern compatible with @, it holds by Lemma 98 that
P~ te] =5 1 if and only if QL[] =5 1. It follows that P *[#] = 1 if and only if there exists
an odd number of feedback vertex sets of size ¢t in G. <

6.5 Fast join operation

Now we define a set of states Z, and a canonical bijection ¢z between Jrg and Z. We define
a join operation ¥ over Z, such that ¢ is an isomorphism that preserves the join operations
between Jog and Z. We show how to compute the convolution over ¥ in time O*(3%). As a
result, we show that a single join node can be processed in time O*(3¥).

» Definition 100. Let Zy = {O,D,C} be a set of simple states. We define the family
of states Z := Zk, and the bijection ¢z between Jcs and Z, where we map each pattern
p € Jos to the state z defined by assigning to each label i € [k] the state O if i ¢ L,, D if
i€ Ly\ Z,, or C otherwise.

» Observation 101. [t holds by the bijection ¢z that | Tos| = 3.

» Remark 102. Given a pattern p € Jrg, the bijection ¢z(p) implicitly assigns a state
to each label i € [k]. The family Z is actually the restriction of S (Definition 19) to the
simple states in Zy. Intuitively, compared to clique-width, each label appears in a treewidth
boundary at most once. This allows us to spare the so called “composed” states D*, C* and
C”. Accordingly, ¢z can be seen as the restriction of the bijection ¢¢cg from Definition 19.

» Definition 103. We define the binary operation V : Zy x Zo — Zog U {L} as given by the
following table:

o
o
1

HIQIFQ

QI H|T

QIT|Q|«

L

We define the operation ¥ as the kth power of V, where we replace any tuple in the output by
L, if any of its indices is equal to 1. Let ) be the convolution of ¥ over Zs.

Let (Zy, <) be the ordering given by the single chain D < C. We define the ordering <
over Jpg as the ordering the results from the kth power of < by applying the bijection ¢z,
i.e. it holds that p = q if p(i) < q(i) for alli € [k].

» Observation 104. The bijection ¢z is an isomorphism between the restriction of the
operation U to Jog and the operation ¥V over Z.

Now we show how to compute the convolution @) in time O*(3%) by utilizing a fast lattice
convolution technique over power lattices from [21]. We state the following lemma from
Hegerfeld and Kratsch [21] that builds on the work of Bjérklund et al. [5] for join lattices. We
restate the lemma in terms that fit our paper. While the lemma in the original work is stated
for lattices only, the proof also works for all orderings (S, <), where for any element p € S
the set {¢q € S: ¢ < p} induces a join-semilattice. We refer to [32] for a similar treatment.
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» Lemma 105 ([22, Corollary A.10.]). Let (S, <) be an ordering, such that {q € S: ¢ < p}
for each p € S is a join-semilattice, and let (S,=) be the kth power of this lattice. Let
Ty, Ty € TS be two tables for some ring F. Assuming both the join operation over < and basic
math operations over F can be computed in polynomial time, then the join product Ty )15
can be computed in time O*(|S|¥).

» Lemma 106. The convolution §) over Zsy can be computed in time O*(3F).

Proof. Let us fix two tables A, Ay € ZZ. Our goal is to compute A; @A, in time O*(3%).
For a state s € Z, let ¢, := |s~1(C)| be the number of labels having state C in s. For each
state s € Z and each value i € [k]o, we define the predicate x;(s) := (¢s = i), i.e. x;(s) holds
if and only if s has exactly 4 indices with state C. For each value i € [k], let A%, A} € ZZ be
the tables defined from A; and As respectively, where A%[s] = [x;(s)] - Az[s] for z € {1,2}
and s € Z.

Let s1,s9 € Z, and let s := s1 V so. We claim that s; V so = s1V¥sy if and only if
cs, + s, = Cs, and that p; ¥pa =1 otherwise. The inequality ¢, + ¢s, > ¢5 holds, since for
each index i with s; = C' it must hold that at least on of s; and s9 has state C at the index 3.
If the equality does not hold, then there must exist a position ¢ € [k] with s;(i) = s2(i) = C,
and hence, s1Vsy =1. Now assume that the equality holds. If s1¥ss # s, then there exists
i € [k] with s1(¢) = s2(i) = C, but then there must exist an index ¢’ with s(i’) = C and
both s1(i') and s5(4') different from C, which contradicts the assumption that s = s1 V s2,
which proves the claim.

It follows from this claim that

A1®A2 [S] = Z Al[sl] . A2 [52]

51,52€Z
51V¥s82=s

= > es, + oy = cs]Ai[s1] - Ag[so]

S$1,82€Z2
s1Vsa=s

_ch Z Alls1] A5 Z'[32]

81,52€2
s1Vsa=s

k
= _(A@45 7)s).

=0

Therefore, A1) As can be computed by computing all join products Aﬁ@A% for i, € [k]o.
It follows from Lemma 105 that A; @Az can be computed in time O*(3%). <

6.6 Running time

» Lemma 107. Let x be a join node. Given all tables Pf/l for all children x' of x and all
values b', the tables P for all values of b can be computed in time O*(3F).

Proof. We iterate over all values b € [n]y, and for each we compute the table P’ as follows:
we iterate over all pairs by, by € [n]o with by + by = b, and we compute the convolution of the
tables P2 and P22 over L, where x1,z; are the children of z. We add the resulting table to
P?. The correctness follows by the definition of the table P’ at a join node (Algorithm 2).

It holds by Observation 104 that ¢z is an isomorphism between the operation LI restricted
to Jos and the operation ¥ over Z, and hence, by Lemma 106 and Observation 7 that the
convolution over U (restricted to .Zog) can be computed in time O*(3%). Since for each value
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b we iterate over at most n + 1 pairs (b1, by) with by + by = b, and since we iterate over n + 1
values of b, the entire computation runs in time O*(3%). <

» Corollary 108. All tables P? for allz € V and b € [n]o can be computed in time O*(3™%).

Proof. We achieve this through a bottom up dynamic programming over V. Since |V] is
bounded polynomially in n, and since we iterate over n+ 1 values of b, it suffices to show that
the table T for a fixed node z and a fixed value b can be computed in time O*(3*") given
all tables T% for each child ’ of x and each value ¥'. Also, since || = 6%, we assume
that one can iterate over all entries T [p] for all p € Jg in time O*(3F).

Now we prove the claim by distinguishing the type of the a node = € V. For a node
x introducing the vertex vg, this is trivial since we only set constant values. For a node
introducing a vertex v # vg, this can be done by iterating over all patterns p € Pcg and by
adding the value of P [p] to P2[p], and the value of P%[p] to P’[pUi] if pUi #L. Similarly,
for a node forgetting a vertex v labeled i, we iterate over all patterns p € Jog. We add to
PY[p\ i] the value of P%[p] if i ¢ Ly, or the value of P’ *[p] otherwise.

For a node introducing an edge {u, v}, we iterate over all patterns p € 7, we compute
the pattern g = X;jl (p), and the set S = Reduce(q). It holds by Lemma 92 that S can be
computed in polynomial time, and has size at most 9 patterns, since there are at most two
labels that appear in a non-singleton set of ¢ different from Z, i.e. £ < 2. We add P? [p] to
P?[s] for each s € S. Finally, for a join node z, the claim follows from Lemma 107, since
k=tw+1. |

Proof of Theorem 4. By Remark 76, we can assume that the tree decomposition B’ is very
nice, and we can compute the decomposition B that results from B’ by adding vy to each
bag in polynomial time. It follows from Corollary 108 that all tables P? for all x € V and
b € [n]o can be computed in time O*(3¥) = O*(3'V), since k = tw +1, and from Corollary 99
that P’[e] is congruent (modulo 2) to the parity of the number of feedback vertex sets of
size b in G. <

7 Connected Feedback Vertex Set

7.1 Upper bound

In this section, we show that our acyclicity representation combined with the “isolating a
representative” technique of Bojikian and Kratsch [10] result in a tight algorithm for the
CONNECTED FEEDBACK VERTEX SET with running time O*(18°V). We provide a SETH
based matching lower bound. We start with some notation from [10]. In order to distinguish
our notation, we will call the families & and P cg the families of acyclicity patterns and the
family of very nice acyclicity patterns respectively.

Let (G,t) be the given instance. We can assume that ¢ > 0, since for ¢ = 0, we can
check in polynomial time whether G is a forest. Let us fix a vertex ug € V. We aim to find
a connected feedback vertex set of size b and weight w, that contains the vertex ug (but
excludes vg in G,.). In the final algorithm, we will iterate over all choices of vertices ug € V,
and run the algorithm for each independently. Hence, if a solution S of size ¢ > 0 exists,
then any choice of uy € S will suffice. Therefore, we define a partial solution at a node x as
a set S C V, that contains ug if ug € V, but not vy, such that G, — S is a forest.

» Definition 109. A connectivity pattern p is a set of subsets of [k]o, such that exactly one set
Zy, of p contains the element 0 in it (called the zero set of p). We denote by Ly := g, S\{0}
the set of labels of p. We call inc(p) := Ly, \ Z,, the set of incomplete labels in p.
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Given a partial solution S C V, at a node x € V,, we define the connectivity pattern
pat$ (S) induced by S at = as follows: for each connected component C of G,[S], we add to
pat&(S) the set {lab(v): v € C}, where we add 0 to the set corresponding to the component
that contains ug if ug € Vi, or as a singleton otherwise.

We call a connectivity pattern p complete, if inc(p) = 0, and we call a complete connectivity
pattern p nice, if each set of p different from Z, is a singleton. We denote by € the family
of all connectivity patterns, by Gc the family of complete connectivity patterns, and by cg
the family of nice connectivity patterns.

Intuitively, a pattern is complete, if each label that appears in p appears as a singleton as
well. Connectivity patterns represent connectivity in partial solutions, where the zero set
corresponds to the component containing ug. This can be seen as an additional vertex of a
special label, hanging to ug if ug € V, or as an isolated vertex otherwise. We use complete
patterns to create existential representation of connectivity patterns, and nice pattern to
create a representation of complete patterns in a counting sense (as defined in the previous
sections of this paper).

We denote a pattern {{i1,...4% },...{it,.. L }} by [i{i3 ... i} ,... il .. .4 | when this
does not cause confusion. We also sometimes omit the element 0 when it is a singleton. For
example, [ij] denotes the patter {{0}, {¢,j}}, and [0] denotes the pattern {{0}}.

» Observation 110. Let S be a partial solution at a node x € V with ug € S. Then G[S] is
connected if and only if pat$ (S) is a singleton.

Now we recall some of the pattern operations defined in [10], that allow to extend patterns
corresponding to all partial solutions of a specific size correctly over 7.

» Definition 111. For two patterns p,q € € and for i,j € [k] with i # j, we define the
operations p;_;, X; j(p) and p ® q over connectivity patterns, where (p);—s, is the pattern
that results from p by replacing i with j in each set that contains i in p, and X; ;(p) is the
pattern resulting from p be combining all sets that contain i or j, if both labels appear in p,
or is the pattern p itself otherwise. Finally, p @ q is the pattern resulting from the union of p
and q by replacing their zero sets with the union of these two sets.

In order to prove the correctness of our algorithm, we will follow the two step scheme used
along this paper, by defining larger tables as a middle step, that count all partial solutions.
We then show that the dynamic programming tables of our algorithm represent these larger
tables. However, in order to keep simplicity, we will start by defining these larger tables
(over complete patterns) first, and prove their correctness.

In [10], the authors define the concept of actions, as operations over patterns, that produce
existential representation of a partial solution using complete patterns only. They introduced
the notion of an action sequence as the sequence of actions taken over 7 to produce each
pattern of such a representation. We will use these notions as a black box, and cite the
corresponding results from the original paper.

» Definition 112. An action is a mapping that takes as input a pattern p and an integer
i € [4] and outputs a complete pattern, or L. An action sequence 7 at a node x € V is a
mapping that assigns to each node y € V, a value in [4]. Given a partial solution S C V,,, an
action sequence ™ generates a complete pattern p from S or L.

» Lemma 113 ([10, Lemma 29]). Given a partial solution S at a node x € V that contains
the vertex ug, the set S induces a connected subgraph of G, if and only if there exists an
action sequence that generates the pattern [0] from S.
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Let us fix a value D, and a weight function w’: V x [4] — [D], that both will be chosen
later, where D is bounded polynomially in nn. The function w’ assigns a weight to each action
sequence 7 at a node z, defined as w'(m) := > oy, w'(y, 7(y)).

We restate the recursive formulas used to count action sequences from [10]. We use
wording that suits our presentation, and choose the set of terminals {ug}, i.e. we do not force
any vertex (other than ug) into the solution.

» Definition 114. We define the tables D% € Z;gc recursively over T as follows:
Introduce vertex v (i, = i(v)): If v # uo, we set Di;‘”(”)’o[[o,i]] and D%%°[[0]] to 1.
Otherwise, let p = [0i], and for £ € [2], let ps = Ac(p,?). Then we set DLw)w'(2,6) [pe]
to 1. We set all the other values of D%*[p] to 0.

Relabel node i, = pis;(piar): We define D2=d[p] = S DL 4]

p'eéc
Pi_, ;=D
Join node i, = n; ;(uzr): We define DY [pl = 3 S phed @O p.
p'ePLcld] p''e€bc
Ac(p’,0)=p Bi,; (p")=p
Union node fiy = g, W g, : We define

ch»w’d[p] — Z Z Dbl,wl,dl ] Dbz w2,d2 [pZ]-

b1 +ba=b p1,p2€6c
w1twa=w p=p1Op2
di+da=d

We cite the following result:
» Lemma 115 ([10, Lemma 31]). It holds that D%“%[p| = 1 if and only if there exists an
odd number of pairs (S,m), with S C V,, such that vo ¢ S, ug C S, |S| =b, w(S) =w, and 7

is an action sequence of weight d at x producing the pattern p from S.

Our goal is to count such pairs (S, 7), where additionally it holds that G \ S is a forest.

In order to do so, we combine connectivity patterns with acyclicity patterns in our states.

» Definition 116. Let 7 := & x G be the set of all combinations of an acyclicity pattern

and a complete connectivity pattern. We define the tables A%“@ € ZL recursively as follows:
Introduce vertex v (uy = i(v)): If v # ug, we define ALt lleo),[0,4] = 1 and
A%000(eg, €;),[0]] = 1. Otherwise, let p = [0i], and for £ € [2], let po = Ac(p,f). Then we
set DLW @)W @O} py] to 1. We set all other values A%“4[p, q] to 0.

Relabel node ji, = pi—;(jzr): We define Ab“4[p,q] = > ALy ).
p'€P,q' €bc
Dy, =P =4

Join node pip = n; (e ): We define

Abwdp’ Z Z Z Z Abwd w(:pé[p/’q//]'

pe® Le[d] ¢'€¥ q"'c6c
K jp'=p Ac(q' 0)=q®; ;(¢")=q

Union node fiy = g, W pg,: We define

A2 p, q) = Z Z Z A.le’wl’dl [p1, q1] 'A.l;i’wz’dz [p2, q2]-

b1jrrbz b p1, PQEQ q1,92€%6¢c
Wi tw2= Wp p12lps 4=q1Dq2
di+d2=

» Lemma 117. It holds for all x € V, for all values of b, w and d, and for all (p,q) € T
that A%“[(p,q)] = 1 if and only if there exists an odd number of pairs (S,n) with S C V,
such that vg ¢ S, ug € S if ug € Vi, |S| = b, w(S) = w, pat(G, —S) = p and 7 is an action
sequence at x producing the pattern q from S.
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Proof. We follow the same structure as in the proof of Lemma 39 using a bottom up induction
over T, where the correctness for an introduce node is straightforward. The correctness for
the other operations follow from the proof of [10, Lemma 31] and Lemma 39, where for each
pair (S, 7) with pat(G, \ S) = p and 7 produces ¢ from S, it holds that the given formulas
correctly modify the patterns p and ¢ according to the given clique-operation. For a join
node we also count for the extensions of 7 by assigning the different values in [4] to z. <

In [10], the authors define a notion of compatibility over connectivity patterns. Based
on this notion, they deduce a notion of representation similar to the equivalence relation
defined in Definition 14. They call it (parity) representation. More formally, a family of
connectivity patterns R represents another family S over the family %¢, if for each pattern
p € G¢ it holds that the R contains an odd number of pattern compatible with with p if and
only if S contains an odd number of patterns compatible with p.

Essentially, they prove that the operations A, K; ;, p;—;, 2 and Ac(p, i) preserve repres-
entation. Moreover, they define the operation PREP, that takes as input a complete pattern
p and outputs a family of C'S-patterns that represents p. They prove the following result:

» Lemma 118 ([10, Corollary 45]). Given a complete connectivity pattern p € ¢, the
operation PREP(p) produces a set of nice connectivity patterns that represents p. Moreover,
if there exists a pattern qo € Gcs, and values i, j € [k] and € € [4] such that for ¢ = K; ;j(qo)
it holds that p = Ac(q,?), then PREP(p) can be computed in polynomial time, and produces
a set of at most 4 patterns.

We use these notions as a black box in our algorithm. Using the operation PREP, we aim
to reduce the set of indices Z to a smaller set—mnamely Pcgs X €cs. We define the tables
TY%4 indexed by the latter set, that represent the tables A%“:¢. In order to achieve this, we
need to combine both notions of representation: connectivity- and acyclicity-representation.
We call two pairs (p,q), (p',q") € T compatible, if it holds that p +> p’ and q +> ¢'. We say
that a set of pairs R C 7 represents another set S C Z, if for each pair (p’,¢’) € Z it holds
that R contains an odd number of pairs compatible with (p’,¢’) if and only if S contains an
odd number of pairs compatible with (p’, ¢').

» Algorithm 3. Let Iog = Pos X Gos be a set of indices. We define the tables T2 € Z‘Qﬁcs
recursively over T as follows:
Introduce vertex v (u, = i(v)): If v # wup, we define Ti’w(v)’o[<eo>,[0,i]] =1 and
T9900(eg, €;), [0]] = 1. Otherwise, let p = [0i], and for £ € [2], let p, = Ac(p,¢). Then we
set DLW @O[(e) p,] to 1. We set all other values T2 to 0.
Relabel node ji, = pi—;(uzr): We define T2 p, q] = > T, ).
p,Gy,QIECgC
PiL;=Pdi ;=1

Join node fi, = n; (e ): We define

X EED D DD DEED DEED DEEED DI sl CAr Gl

peP p'€Pcs g €Cc L[4l  Je¥ q"€€cs
pEReduce(p’) R; jp" =p’ ¢€PREP(q") Ac(q',0)=q" W, ;(¢")=q¢'

Union node piy = g, W pg,: We define

= Y Y > TNl T [, gol.

b1i-b2 =b IJ17P2EI=9‘Z q1,92€6c
w1 twr=w q=q1DBq2
dy+do—=d p=p1&p2
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» Lemma 119. It holds for all x € V, and all values byw,d and for all (p,q) € & that

S A= Y T

(p,q)Eﬂcs/ (P#I)/Eﬂcs/
pep’,qrq pep,qérq

Proof. We claim that the support of 7 ¢ represents the support of A%“:¢ which directly
implies the lemma. First observe that for two families R, S C Z with R representing S, and
an operation over acyclicity patterns f that preserves representation, the extension of f to
I by preserving the second index preserves representation. Similarly, for an operation over
connectivity patterns g that preserves representation, the extension of g to I by preserving
the first index preserves representation.

Now we prove the claim by induction, where for an introduce node, the two tables have
the same support by definition. For a relabel node, the support of the tables at x result from
applying the operations p;—,; and ¢;—,; on the support of the children nodes, and for union
nodes, by applying 12l and & on the supports of the children nodes, where we replace the
outer sum with A. The claim then holds since all these operations preserve representation.

For a join node, we first define the tables

neis Y YT Ay

p'e? jeM4] €€ p" €€c
W, jp'=p Ac(p’,5)=p X ; (p"")=p’

Then it holds that the support of Tﬁ*‘*”d represents the support of A%« for all values of b,
w, d, since the operations X; ; and Ac(g,¢) preserve representation. It also holds that the
support of T represents the support of T2%*¢, since the operations Reduce and PREP
preserve representation. It follows by transitivity of representation that T“¢ represents
Abwnd, <

It is observed in [10] that the pattern [0] is the only complete connectivity pattern
compatible with the pattern [0] itself. Given this, the following corollary follows directly
from Lemma 117 and Lemma 119:

» Corollary 120. There exists an odd number of pairs (S, ), with S C V. such that ug € S,
vo & S, S has size b and weight w, G, — S is a forest, and w generates the pattern [0] from
S, if and only if it holds that . T2 [p,[0]] =2 1.
pEPcs

Now we aim to bound the running time of the algorithm. As a bottleneck, we need to
process union nodes in time O*(lSk). In order to do so, we define the operation LI over .Zcg
defined by applying 12/ on the first index, and @ on the second, i.e. (p1,q1) U (p1,492) = (p,q),
where p = p12ps and ¢ = g1 @ g2 We show that the convolution ) of LI over Zy can be
computed in time O*(18%), which will allow us to process union nodes in the desired time.

» Lemma 121. The convolution of LI over Zo can be computed in time O*(18%).

Proof. Let us define the ordering <¢ over 6cg, where p <¢ ¢, if for each label i € [k] it
holds that ¢ € L, if and only if ¢ € Ly, and ¢ € Z,, implies that i € Z,. For a single label

i € [k], we can define the state of i in p as O, if i ¢ Lp, Sifi € L, \ Z,, and R if i € Z,.

Then it holds that <¢ is the kth power of the ordering over single labels, defined by the
chain S < R. Let (¢ and uc be the Zeta and Mobius transforms of < respectively.

Let (4,2, (3 and 1, po, p3 be the transforms defined in Definition 56. We define the
extensions of (¢, uc, and of all transforms ¢, and uy for all £ € [3] to Fcg, by extending the
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ordering with the empty ordering on the other side, i.e. we extend <¢ to Fcg by defining
(p1,q1) 3¢ (p2,q2) if and only if p; = ps and ¢; =¢ ¢2, and we extend =<; by defining
(p1,q1) =i (p2,ge2) if and only if g1 = ¢2 and p; <; pa. Then each of these transforms can be
computed in time O*(18%) by Lemma 52.

Given two tables T,T5 € Zf ©5 we aim to compute the table T71()7T5. We first compute
Tl = (c(T1) and fg = (o (T2). We then compute the convolution T = T @TQ as described in
the proof of Lemma 46 using the extensions of (; and p;. We claim that the resulting table
equals (o (T), and hence the table T' can be computed by applying pc to the resulting table.

Now we prove the claim. For ¢ € [2], it holds by Lemma 60 that

T)is@ = > 3 (|G

z'2czr yzz’

= i| |y, | = 3] Tiw):

It follows (similar to Observation 62) that

n7@ =3 % (|G

z' 2oz y,z3a’

+[Cse,

= z} UDwa +|D.,, | = j}f(y) -9(2).

The claim follows directly from this, since the table T results from the tables Ti(j") by applying

the transforms g1, po, 3, and by canceling the indices ¢ and j, which all depend only on the

second index of a pair in Zog. Hence, the outer sum ) stays as it is after each step. <«
x'Lcx

» Lemma 122. The tables T2 for all nodes x € V and all values b,w,d can be computed

in time O*(18%).

Proof. Since it holds that V is bounded polynomially in n, and we only iterate over a
polynomial number of value b,w, d, it suffices to bound the running time of computing 72«
for a each fixed node x and fixed values b, w,d. For an introduce node, this is trivial, since
we set all values to constants. For a relabel node, we iterate ove all indices (p, q) € s and
we add Tﬁ;w’d[ 7(]] to T‘,Ill.),w7d[pi_>j’ Ql—U]

For a join node, we iterate ove all indices (po, o) € Fcg, an we compute p := K, ;(po),
and ¢ = X, ;(qo). Let P = Reduce(p). For each £ € [4], let ¢ = Ac(g, ), and Q° = PREP(q").
Then we add 704" @9 [p, q] to T2 [p’, ¢'] for each pair (p,q') € P x Q.

Finally, for a union node, we iterate over all values by, bs, wi,ws, di,ds, such that
b1 + b2 = b, wy +wy = w, and d; + do = d. For each we compute the convolution
Tf} ’wl’dl@Tﬁg"“z’d?, and add the resulting table to 7%¢?. This can be done by Lemma 121
in tme O*(18%) and corresponds exactly to the definition of 7«9, |

So far we have shown that the number of pairs (S, 7) generating the pattern [0] can be
counted efficiently. We use the isolation lemma to isolate a single such pair—and hence,
decide the existence of a connected feedback vertex set of a fixed size—with high probability.

» Lemma 123. Fiz W = (2++/2)n and D = (2++/2)4|V|, and choose w and w' by choosing
the image of each element independently und uniformly at random. Let (S,m) be a pair, such
that S is a minimum weight connected feedback vertex set of size b and m a minimum weight
actions sequence generating [0] from S. Then (S, ) is unique with probability at least 1/2.

Proof. Let F be the family of all connected feedback vertex sets of G. Then it follows from
Lemma 49 that w isolates F with probability at least 1 — 1/(2 + v/2).

Let U =V x [4]. Then there is a canonical injective mapping that assigns to each action
sequence a subset of U, namely the set {(x,7(x)): € V}. For a set S C V, let Fg be the
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family of subsets of U corresponding to action sequences that generate the pattern [0] from S.
Then it follows from Lemma 49 that w’ isolates Fy; with probability at least 1 —1/(2 4+ v/2)
and independent of the choice of S. It follows that (S, ) is unique with probability at least

2
1 )1
(1-5%5) =4 <

Proof of Theorem 5. We fix W = (2 + v/2)n and D = (2 + v/2)4|V| and choose w and w’
randomly as described in Lemma 123. The algorithm iterates over all choices ug € V, and
for each, it builds the tables 72“?. The algorithm accepts if there exist values w, d, such

that > T59[(p,[0])] =2 1, an rejects otherwise.
PEPcs
It holds by Lemma 122 that the tables T can be computed in time O*(18%). Since it

holds by Lemma 113, that a partial solution S containing the vertex wug induces a connected
subgraph of G, if and only if there exists an action sequence generating [0] from S, it holds
by Corollary 120 that, if no solution exists, then for all pairs (S, 7), = does not generate [0]

from S, and hence, Y. T5%4[(p,[0])] =2 0 for all values w and d.
pPEPcs
On the other hand, if a solution S containing some vertex ug exists, then there exists an

action sequence 7 generating [0] from S. It holds then by Lemma 123 that with probability
at least 1/2, there exist values w and d such that there exists a unique such pair (S, 7) where
S has weight w and 7 has weight d. It holds by Corollary 120 that this is the case, if and

only if the the sum > T5«4[(p, [0])] is congruent to 1, and hence, with probability at
pPEPcs
least one half, the algorithm outputs 1 for this choice of ug. Since we iterate over all choice of

ug € V', and since we assume that the solution is not empty, the algorithm finds the solution
with probability at least 1/2. <

7.2 Lower bound

Similar to Section 5, we also prove the lower bound through a reduction from the B-CSP-¢
problem for each value of q. However, here we fix B = 18 instead of 6. We follow the same
graph construction G from Section 5 with some modifications. First, we define the number
of path gadgets on each path sequence ¢ to be equal (17n + 1)m. We also add a vertex r¢,
and call it the connectivity root, and add two private neighbors adjacent to each other and
to r¢c only. We add an edge between r¢ and the entry vertices of the first path gadget of
each path sequence, and between r¢ and the exit vertices of the last path gadget of each
path sequence. We also add an edge between each vertex of a constraint gadget, and the
vertex rc. We also modify a path gadget as follows:

Path gadget. In a path gadget X, we replace the 6 clique vertices with 18 vertices z1, ... x1s,
all adjacent to r¢, and we replace the two entry and the two exit cycles with three entry
structures Cy,Cs,C3, and three exit structures Cy,Cs,Cg. Each of these structures C;
consists of four vertices vy, v}, u;, uf, where u; and u} are adjacent to both v; and v} building
a bipartite clique K3 2. We also make u; adjacent to both r and r¢, and v} adjacent to r¢.
We add a deletion edge between v; and v}, and one between u; and w}. See Figure 5 for
graphical depiction.

We replace the 2-to-2 transition mapping ¢ with a 3-to-3 transition mapping defined
as follows: We define the family of simple states Z = {D,C, S, R}, where D stands for
v; being excluded from the solution, and not connected to r through X, C stands for v;
being excluded from the solution and connected to r through X, S stands for v; being in the
solution but not connected to r¢ through X, and R stands for v; being in the solution and

55



56

Tight Bounds for Feedback Vertex Set Parameterized by Clique-width

r Te
/
v; vl

Figure 5 An entry/exit structure of a path gadget. The vertex v; is the boundary vertex.

connected to r¢ through X. We define t¢: [18] — Z3 x Z3 with tc(i) = (t;,t19—;) Where
the values t; are give in the following list:

t1 = (R,R,R), to = (R, S,S), ts = (S,8,89),
t+=(D,R,R), ts =(D,R,S), te = (D, S, S),
tr = (C,R, R), ts = (C,R,S), ty = (C,S,89),
tio = (D,D, R), ti1 = (D, D,S), ti12 = (D, D, D),
ti3 = (C,D,R), tia = (C, D, D), tis = (C,D, D),
tis = (C,C, R), tir = (C,C,S), tis = (C,C,C).

Therefore, for each i € [18], the image t¢(4) can be seen as a 6-tuple of states. We add
the deletion edges between z; and C; for i € [18] and j € [6] as follows: Let X =t (i);, we
add a deletion edge between z; and v; if X € {R, S}, or between z; and v, otherwise. We
also add a deletion edge between x; and u; if X € {R, D}, or between z; and u; otherwise.
Intuitively, the first deletion edge decides whether the boundary vertex v; is in the solution,
where the second decides its connectivity under the state defined by ¢ (4).

We redefine the target size of a connected feedback vertex set b by setting b(AK) = 15 for
the clique-vertices K together with their deletion edges, and by setting b(AC;) = 2. Clearly,
a solution must pack at least two vertices in each structure Cj, given the two deletion edges
between v; and v, and between u; and u}. We add r¢ together with the two vertices added
to create a triangle at r¢ to F, and define b(Arc) = 1. Hence, it holds analogously, that a
solution of size b must again pack exactly b(X) vertices in each component X € F. It also
holds that each solution must contain an endpoint of each deletion edge, and the vertex r¢.

» Lemma 124. There exists a constant kg, such that for k =n+ kg, a linear k-expression p
of G can be constructed in polynomial time.

We build g following the same steps of Lemma 68, where we add one label for r¢, and
start by creating rc together with the triangle added at <. The bound follows from the
fact, that we only increase the size of a path gadget by a constant.

» Lemma 125. If I is satisfiable, then G admits a connected feedback vertex set of size b.

Proof. Let a be a satisfying assignment. We describe a solution S of size b following the
proof of Lemma 69, where we add the vertex r¢c, and for a path gadget X on the ith path
sequence, we add all clique vertices of X to the solution, except the vertex z, for £ = (7).
From each structure C;, we add the two vertices of C; to S sharing deletion edges with x,.
The bound on the size of S follows, since we add b(Z) vertices to S from each structure
Z € F, and no other vertices.

Now we show that S is a valid solution. First, prove that S is a feedback vertex set. This
follows from the same arguments in Lemma 69, where for two consecutive path gadgets X
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and X', it holds by the choice of the mapping t¢, that if at least two exit vertices of X are
excluded from the solution, then at most one entry vertex of X’ is excluded, and if there
exists an exit structure, with both v; and u; excluded from the solution, then it holds for
each entry structure C; of X', that if v; is excluded from the solution, then w; is included in
the solution. Finally, it also holds that if two exit structures of X have both the vertices v;
and u; excluded from the solution (corresponding to two states C' in the image of t¢), then
all entry vertices v; of X’ are included in the solution.

Now we prove the connectivity of the solution. Since we assume that ro € S, it suffices
to show that every vertex of S is connected to r¢ in G[S]. This holds trivially for the vertex
of each constraint gadget that belongs to S, since all these vertices are adjacent to ro. For a
path gadget X belonging to the /th path sequence, this also holds for all clique-vertices of
X and all vertices u; and v, that belong to S, since all these vertices are also adjacent to
rc. So we only need to argue about vertices u; and v;. Since v} is adjacent to both v; and

v, and at least one of them belongs to S, it suffices to argue the connectivity of v; to r¢.

If u; € S, then this is trivial due to the edge between v; and u;. Therefore, we can assume
that v; belong to S but not w;. In this case, it must hold that the clique vertex not in S
has deletion edges to both v; and w}, and by construction of X that a(f) = x for some state
x € [18] with to(z); = S.

If v; is an entry vertices of the first path gadget, or an exit vertex of the last path gadget
in its path sequence, then it is adjacent to rc by definition. Otherwise, we can assume that
v; is an entry vertex of X, i.e. i € [3], since the other case is symmetric. Let X’ be the
path gadget preceding X. Since it holds for each state ¢, containing the state S, and for
y = 18 —x 41 that ¢, contains R or t, contains S and ¢, contains R, it follows by the choice
of S that there exists j € {4,5,6} where v;(X’) belongs to S, and either u;(X’) belongs to
S, or there exist ¢/ where vy and u; of X are both in S. By the construction of G, it holds
that v; and v, are both adjacent to u;(X’), and hence, v; is connected to r¢ in G[S]. <«

Now we aim to prove the other direction of the lemma. From now on, let S be a fixed
solution of size b. We define the state of a path gadget X defined by S (denoted State(X)) as
the unique value ¢ € [18] such that z; ¢ S. We prove a corresponding variant of Lemma 72,
and use it to show that the states defined by S along consecutive path gadgets can only
increase (analogous to Lemma 73).

» Lemma 126. Let REACH¢g(z,y) be the predicate, that decides whether the graph G
contains a path from x to y. For a path gadget X, let G3 = G[(X U {rc}) N S] and
G = é[(X U{r})\ S]. We define the following predicates for each i € [6]:

¢7 := (v; € SA-REACHgs (vi,r0)), ¢ = (i € S AREACHgs (v;,70)),

i

¢P = (v; ¢ S A ~REACH = (v, 70)), € == (v; ¢ S A REACH  (vi, 70))-

Then it holds for i € [6], s := State(X) and X € Z that ¢;X holds if and only if tc(s); = X,
i.e. if X is the ith states in the transition s.

Proof. It holds clearly, that the four predicates are pairwise disjoint. Hence, it suffices to
show that tc(s); = X implies ¢;X for all path gadgets X and all values i € [6], but this
follows directly from the deletion edges between the clique vertices and the two vertices v;
and u;, since all adjacencies of v; € S other than w; and u} are deletion vertices, and since u),
is only adjacent to v; and v} by non-deletion edges. |

» Lemma 127. Let X and X’ be two consecutive path gadgets on the same path sequence.
Then it holds that State(X') < State(X).
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Proof. Let 2 = State(X) and y = State(X’), and for the sake of contradiction, assume that
y > x. Let us partition the states ¢; into six groups ot size 3 each. If x and y belong to
two different groups, then a contradiction follows by the same arguments from the proof of
Lemma 73, where the state C™ corresponds to at least two occurrences of C, D* to at least
two occurrences of D, and CT to an occurrence of C and at least one occurrence of D.
Now assume that both 2 and y belong to the same group. Let to(x) = (X1,...Xs) and
te(y) = (Y1,...Ys). We define the sets X = { X4, X5, X6} and Y = {1, Y5, Y3}. If S belongs
to one of the sets X', ), then the other set must contain S or R and it must also hold in
this case that R € X U ), since otherwise, it holds by Lemma 126 that there exist a vertex
v; € S where v; is not connected to r¢ in G[S] which contradicts the connectivity of S.
Hence, it holds that either y = 3k for some value k € [6], or that y = 3k—1 and = 3k —2.
Let us now distinguish two cases, if = and y belong to one of the first three groups (k € [3]),
then it holds in case of y = 3k that S € Y and R ¢ ), and hence, it must hold that = 3k as
well, since in this case, R appears in t19_, only when z = 3k, contradicting the assumption
that y > z. If y =3k — 1 and « = 3k — 2, then S € Y, but X does not contain S or R
contradicting our argument in the previous paragraph. Now assume that that 2 and y belong
to one of the latter three groups (i.e., k € {4,5,6}), if y = 3k, then it holds that both S and
R are not contained in ), and hence it must hold that x = 3k since for all other vales of x
it holds that S € t19_,. Finally, for y = 3k — 1 and = = 3k — 2, it holds that S € X, but
R ¢ X UY which also contradicts the argument in the previous paragraph. |

» Lemma 128. If G contains a connected feedback vertex set of size b, then I is satisfiable.

The proof follows Lemma 74, where it holds by Lemma 127 that on each path sequence
at most 17 state changes occur. Since the graph G contains 17n + 1 sections, there must
exist a section j € [17n + 1], where all path gadgets of each segment on this section have the
same state. Then a satisfying assignment 7 can be built by assigning to each variable v; the
state assigned by S to all path gadgets on the jth segment of the ith path sequence. The
resulting assignment is then satisfying, since for each constraint of I, there exists a constraint
gadget corresponding to this constraint, attached to some column of this section, and that
the deletion edges between this constraint gadget and the path gadgets in its column ensure
that the assigned states satisfy this constraint.

Proof of Theorem 6. Assume that there exists an algorithm that solves the CONNECTED
FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem in time O*((18 — ¢)¥) for some value ¢ > 0, given a linear
k-expression of the input graph G with input. Given an instance I of the ¢-CSP-B problem
over n variables for B = 18 and some value ¢ € N, we start by building the graph G and the
linear k-expression of G as described in Lemma 124. We run the algorithm on the instance
(G,b) as defined above.

It holds by Lemma 125 and Lemma 128 that G admits a connected feedback vertex set of
size b if and only if I is satisfiable. Since it holds by Lemma 124 that p is a linear k-expression
of G that can be constructed in polynomial time for & = n+ kg for some constant kg, it holds
that the algorithm runs in time O*((18 — €)™) which contradicts SETH by Theorem 67. <«

8 Conclusion

In this work, we presented a one-sided error Monte-Carlo algorithm for the FEEDBACK
VERTEX SET problem parameterized by clique-width with running time O*(6°"), when
parameterized by the clique-width of the graph, based on a new notion of acyclicity repres-
entation in labeled graphs, and we provided a matching SETH-based lower bound. Based on
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this representation, we also presented an algorithm, that counts (modulo 2) the number of
solutions in time O*(3"Y) in graphs of treewidth tw. This matches the SETH-tight running
time of the decision version of this problem when parameterized by treewidth.

As an additional consequence of this representation, we presented an O*(18°V) algorithm
for the CONNECTED FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem parameterized by clique-width. We
proved the tightness of our running time by providing a matching SETH-based lower bound.
In addition to acyclicity representation, we achieved the claimed running times for both
problems by developing an involved fast convolution technique.

As mentioned in the introduction, this leaves the tight complexity of only one problem
(relative to clique-width) unresolved among those whose tight complexity relative to treewidth
was determined in the original work of Cygan et al. [16], namely the EXACT k-LEAF SPANNING
TREE problem. While the problem is W[1]-hard, we believe that our technique could be
useful in achieving a single-exponential X P running time for this problem, as the same
challenge of counting edges and connected components arises in this problem, when trying
to adapt the Cut&Count technique to clique-width.

A further intriguing question is whether our convolution technique can be extended to
arbitrary depth and any number of filters, yielding a general framework that encompasses all
known acyclic convolution techniques for structural parameters.
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