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Abstract

In mathematical phylogenetics, evolutionary relationships are often represented by
trees and networks. The latter are typically used whenever the relationships cannot be
adequately described by a tree, which happens when so-called reticulate evolutionary
events happen, such as horizontal gene transfer or hybridization. But as such events
are known to be relatively rare for most species, evolution is sometimes thought of as
a process that can be represented by a tree with some additional edges, i.e., with a
network that is still “somewhat treelike”. In this context, different versions of so-called
tree-based networks have played a major role in recent phylogenetic literature. Yet,
surprisingly little is known about their combinatorial and graph-theoretic properties.
In our manuscript, we answer a recently published question concerning the colorability
of a specific class of tree-based networks. In particular, we will investigate an even
more general class of graphs and show their 3-colorability. This nicely links recent
phylogenetic concepts with classical graph theory.

1 Introduction

Understanding evolutionary relationships and their structures plays an important role in
many research areas, e.g., concerning disease outbreaks [15], tumors [16], and even lan-
guages [9]. Mathematical phylogenetics is concerned with reconstructing these relation-
ships from data (like DNA, RNA, or proteins), representing them with the help of graphs
and analyzing properties of the latter. Traditionally, trees were used to depict evolutionary
relationships [17], but during the past two decades, biologists have become more and more
interested in phylogenetic networks [12]. This is due to the fact that trees are unsuitable
to represent reticulate evolutionary events like horizontal gene transfer or hybridization,
which cause cycles in the underlying graph.

On the other hand, reticulate events are known to be relatively rare for most species
[13], which is why networks with “too many cycles” are usually not of high interest. In fact,
evolution is often assumed to be mainly tree-like with a few additional edges [7]. This point
of view led to the introduction of so-called tree-based networks, which have since played a
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big role in recent phylogenetic literature, and different types of tree-based networks have
been distinguished. Basically, a tree-based phylogenetic network is simply a leaf-labelled
connected graph which has a spanning tree with certain properties — and depending on
these properties, different types of such networks can be distinguished. We will elaborate
this further in the course of this manuscript.

Due to the increasing interest in tree-based networks, unsurprisingly, various attempts
have been made to understand their mathematical properties. For instance, it is known
that tree-basedness can be decided in polynomial time for rooted networks [7], while it is
an NP-complete problem for unrooted networks [6]. Moreover, some first attempts have
been made to use classical graph theory to characterize certain sub-classes of tree-based
networks [3], as, for instance, so-called edge-based networks, which are closely linked to
series-parallel graphs [3] 4].

Yet only little is known about the colorability of tree-based networks, i.e., the question
how many colors are at least needed to color the vertices of the network such that no
two adjacent vertices have the same color — which is the so-called chromatic number of
a graph. This is surprising on two levels: first, graph coloring is a very well established
research topic in graph theory with plenty of results concerning the chromatic number of
certain classes of graphs [2]. For instance, it is well-known that every tree is bipartite and
can therefore be colored with at most two colors [2]. Second, certain types of coloring
also play an important role in phylogenetics, e.g., leaf colorings and their extensions to
all vertices (see, e.g., [18])E| Therefore, it is surprising that not much is known about the
colorability of certain types of tree-based networks. An exception is the manuscript by
Hendriksen [11], which gives interesting insight into the colorability about certain types of
tree-based networks. However, this manuscript left the important question open whether
a specific kind of such networks is always 3-colorable:

Question 1 (adapted from Question 5.4, [I1]). Let N be a strongly tree-based network. It
is true that x(N) < 3%

Note that the formal definition of the concepts required to understand Question [I] will
be introduced subsequently. However, answering this question affirmatively is the main
aim of our manuscript. In order to do so, we will use standard techniques from graph
theory, such as Zykov operations, which we formally define and explain in the course of
our manuscript.

Note that a positive answer to Question [I| strengthens the close relationship between
trees, which are known to be 2—colorableE|, and tree-based networks even more. However, as
certain tree-based networks are known to be not 3-colorable [I1], the answer to Question
is not obvious. Moreover, as there are strongly tree-based networks which are not 2-
colorable, the bound suggested by Question [1] is tight. In our manuscript, we will answer
Question [I| on the 3-colorability of a certain type of these networks affirmatively, thus
linking these networks more closely to trees. However, our main result does not only cover
the aspired tree-based networks, but an even broader class of graphs which can be regarded
as a generalization thereof. In particular, our approach uses similar ideas as the Zykov
algorithms (cf. [I4], [19]), which are well-known in graph theory but, to the best of our
knowledge, have not yet been applied in mathematical phylogenetics. Along the way, we

"However, it has to be noted that colorings in phylogenetics typically have a different flavor than in
graph theory as typically neighboring vertices are not forbidden to be in the same color — in fact, often the
leaf colors are given and the inner vertices of a given tree shall be colored such that the number of change
edges, i.e., edges incident with two different colors, is minimized.

2This is due to the fact that trees are trivial examples of so-called bipartite graphs (cf. |2L Proposition
1.6.1]), which can easily be seen to be 2-colorable (cf. [2, Chapter 5, p. 119]).



derive some results based on greedy procedures, such as a generalization of a result by
Hendriksen as well as a more intuitive proof of another one of his results. However, while
the greedy approach only leads to x(N) < 4, it does not appear to be sufficient to lower
this bound to x(N) < 3. Instead, answering Question |1 requires the described machinery
from graph theory.

Our manuscript is structured as follows: In Section [2] we state all required definitions
and relevant preliminary results known from the literature. In Section [3| we present our
own results. Finally, Section [4] discusses and summarizes our findings and gives an outlook
on future research.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we present all relevant concepts and known results needed to derive our
own results later on.

2.1 Definitions and notions

In this subsection, we specify the terminology and definitions used throughout the manuscript.
In most of the cases, we follow the standard terminology of Diestel |2].

Basic concepts from graph theory

We assume a graph G = (V, E) to be a pair with F ¢ (‘2/) If V'cV,and E' c (‘g’), then
H = (V' E') is called subgraph of G, and we write H € G. Special kinds of subgraphs are
given by the following constructions: For W € V' we define G[W] = (W, Ey ) as the graph
with vertex set W and edge set Ey = {ee E:e ¢ (VQV)} For v € V' we define G — v as
G[V(G) ~{v}]. For e € E(G) we define G — e as the graph (V, E \ {e}).

If G is a graph, ke Nand f:V(G) - {1,...,k} is a function, we call f a k-coloring of
G if f(x) # f(y) for each {x,y} € E. The chromatic number x(G) of a given graph G is
defined as the minimum k € N for which a k-coloring of G exists.

If v e V(G), then let deg(v) =|{e € E(G):vee}|. Then, deg(v) is called the degree
ofvin G. If X,Y cV(QG), then Eq(X,Y) ={{z,y} e E(G):zxe X,yeY}. If X cV(G),
then the neighborhood of X in G, denoted by Ng(X), is defined as Ng(X) = {v e V(G)\X :
{v,z} € By for some z € X}. If X = {v} for some v € V(G), for brevity, we often write
N¢(v) instead of Ng({v}) to denote this set. By K, we denote the complete graph on n
vertices defined as the graph with vertex set V = {1,...,n} and edge set F = (‘2/) In case
that G is a graph and K, is isomorphic to a subgraph H of G, we call H a clique of G of
size n or shortly clique. By K, ,, we denote the complete bipartite graph on n,m defined
as the graph with vertex set V = Au B such that An B =@, |A| = n, |B| =m and such that
it has edge set E = {{a,b}:a € A,be B}.

Let P = vq,...,v; be a sequence of vertices in V for some k € Ny;. Assume that
{vi,vis1} € Eforie{1,...,k—1}. If each vertex is contained at most once in this sequence,
then P is called a path. If k > 3, each vertex with the exception of v is contained at most
once in P and v = vy is contained twice, then P is called a cycle. As usual we call a
graph G connected if for any two vertices u,v € V(G) there exists a path u,...,v in G.
A maximal connected subgraph of G is called a connected component. If H is a maximal
connected subgraph of G such that H — v is connected for each v € V(H), then H is called
a block. A block H with |V(H)| =2 is called a bridge. If |V(H)| > 2, then H is called a
non-trivial block. Note that an edge e € E(G) is a bridge if and only if G —e is disconnected
and that each cycle is contained in some non-trivial block. Moreover, in each non-trivial



block H for each two edges e1,es € E(H) there is some cycle in H which contains both of
them (cf. Lemma 3.1.3 in [2]). This fact implies that in each non-trivial block H for each
two vertices vq,vy € E(H), there is some cycle in H which contains both of them (as H is
non-trivial, there are ey, es € E(H) with ey # e such that v; € ¢;(i = 1,2)).

Finally, we want to introduce some concepts known as Zykov operations in the literature
[14, [19].

Definition 1 (Zykov operations). Suppose that x and y are non-adjacent vertices in a
graph G. Then we define the graphs G;y and G;’y as follows:

° G;y is obtained from G by an addition, i.e., by adding an edge joining x and y.

° G;’y is obtained from G by an identification, i.e., by replacing the vertices x and y by
a single new vertex vy, and each edge {x,z} or {y, z} by an edge {vyy, 2} (cf. Figure
[6). In order to avoid parallel edges, if both edges {xz,z}, {y,z} are in E(G), then
only one edge {vgy,z} is added.

Both operations are called Zykov operations.

As we will elaborate later on, Zykov operations are well-known tools in graph theory to
determine the chromatic number of graphs, which is why they will also prove to be useful
in order to tackle Question [I However, we first need to turn our attention to some more
definitions.

Concepts concerning tree-based phylogenetic networks

Next, we introduce some formal definitions from mathematical phylogenetics needed through-
out this manuscript. We here mainly follow the definitions and terms as used in [5]E| We
start with phylogenetic trees and networks.

Definition 2 (Phylogenetic trees and networks). Let N be a simple connected graph and
let V1 be the set of all vertices in N with degree 1. We refer to V' as the leaves of N. We
assume that no vertex in N has degree 2. Moreover, let the elements of V! be bijectively
labelled by some label set X. Then, N is called an unrooted phylogenetic network (or
shortly network) on X. Furthermore, we call the elements of X the leaves or taxa of N.
Also, if N contains no cycles, we call it a phylogenetic tree.

Next, we define tree-basedness.

Definition 3 (Tree-based networks). Let N be a phylogenetic network on X. We say that
N is tree-based if it has a spanning tree T with leaf set X.

An example for a tree-based network is given by Figure [I] on the left. However, it is
important to note that the existence of a spanning tree is guaranteed for all connected
graphs [2], so in particular for all phylogenetic networks. And it is also guaranteed that
all leaves of N are leaves in every spanning tree 7' of N. The crucial part Definition [3] is
thus that N is tree-based if it has a spanning tree T' that only has X as its leaf set.

Now, the following concept is the most important concept of our manuscript: strongly
tree-based networks. However, note that these networks are simply called tree-based net-
works in Hendriksen’s manuscript [11].

3Note that Hendriksen’s definitions [I1] vary slightly — e.g., the definition of tree-based networks used
in [B] coincides with his definition of loosely tree-based networks. This existing conflict in the literature
stems from different approaches to generalize the binary setting, in which all inner vertices have degree
2, to the non-binary setting. We decided to stick with the notions used in [5] and adapted Hendriksen’s
question and definitions accordingly.



Figure 1: Here V7 is an example for a tree-based network which is not strongly tree-based.
This can be easily seen by realizing that each spanning tree T of N7 cannot cover all the
edges of the Ky-subgraph of N (as this would cause cycles), but this would be necessary
for strong tree-basedness, because all of the inner vertices have degree 4 in Nj. On the
other hand, considering the spanning tree with edges highlighted in bold in the depiction
of No, it can be verified that N is strongly tree-based. Note that the same spanning tree
can be used to verify that V] is tree-based, even if not strongly.

Definition 4 (Strongly tree-based networks). Let N be a tree-based network on X. We
call N strongly tree-based, if there exists a spanning tree T in N with leaf set X such that
every edge in N between vertices of degree 4 or more is an edge in T and every vertex of
degree 2 in T is a vertex of degree 3 in N.

An example for a strongly tree-based network is given by Figure [T] on the right.

As we formally state later on, our main aim is to prove the 3-colorability of strongly
tree-based networks. However, before we can do that, we need some new definitions to
prove our results.

New definitions required to prove of our main result

Our goal is to answer Question [l| affirmatively. However, instead of considering only
strongly tree-based networks, our proof considers the following more general concept:

Definition 5 (k-basis and k-representation). Let k € N and let G = (V, E) be a graph such
that V =Au B with AnB =@.

1. Letb: A — P(B) some arbitrary function. Then, we define a new graph H by setting
V(H)=V and E(H)=FEu{{a,z}:a€cA,zeb(a)}. We call H the graph defined by
the quadruple (G, A, B,b) and say that (G, A, B,b) represents H.

2. Let H be a graph and let G, A, B and b be such that (G, A, B,b) represents H. If
additionally the following three conditions hold, we say that G is a k-basis and b is
a k-representation (of H):
(a) Let Z be a non-trivial block in G. Then AnV(Z) =@.
(b) degg(a) =2 for each a € A.
(c) degg(a) +16(a)| <k for each a e A.

3. Let H be a graph such that there exists some (G, A, B,b) representing H for which
G is a k-basis. Then we say that H has a k-basis.



Informally speaking, if (G, A, B, b) represents H, then the vertices of H can be labelled
A or B in such a way that G is a subgraph of H, and all edges of H that are not in G
connect an A-vertex with a B-vertex. Note that this already has the flavor of considering
a subgraph and adding some specific edges to derive the full graph — just as we want
to derive a phylogenetic network N by taking a spanning tree and adding specific edges.
However, in order to illustrate the somewhat technical Definition [5] in Figure [2] we give an
example of a graph H represented by four pairs (G;, A;, B, b;) for i = 1,...,4. Each pair
(Gi, A, By, b;) for i e {1,2,3} is chosen such that it violates exactly one of the conditions
of Part [2] of Definition [f] for k& = 3. This shows that the conditions are independent of each
other. Only (G4, Ay, By, by) fulfills all conditions for k = 3.

With regard to the inequality of Deﬁnition Part|2| we note that this implies deg(a) <
k. However, there is no equivalence between Condition [2c{and the inequality degy(a) < k.
As an example, consider for some k£ > 2 the graph H = Kjj, which is the star graph
with internal vertex v and leaf set {1,...,k}. Let G = K14, A={v}, B={1,...,k} and
b:A— P(B), b(v) = B. Then K, is represented by (G, A, B,b) (in fact, both graphs
equal K ). Moreover, Conditions [2a| and [2bf are fulfilled and we have degy (v) = k, but
Condition [2¢| is violated, as degqs(v) + |b(v)| = k +|B| > k + 1. Note that this example in
particular shows that in part 1 of Definition 5| as E'(H) is a set rather than a multiset, it
is possible that b does not contribute additional edges that are not already contained in
G.

Next, we turn our attention to known results relevant for our manuscript.

2.2 Prior results

In this section, we state results known from the literature that are important for the present
manuscript. The most important such result is the following theorem, which shows that
strongly tree-based networks can always be 4-colored.

Theorem 6 (adapted from Theorem 4.1 in [11]). Let N be a strongly tree-based network.
Then x(N) < 4.
On the other hand, for each k € N there is a tree-based network with x(N) > k.

Note that the fact that strongly tree-based networks can always be 4-colored only
leaves a very small gap concerning Question [T} which asks if a 3-coloring is always possible.
This is due to the fact that it is known from the literature that trees with at least two
vertices require always 2 colors |2] as they are bipartite. This easily leads to the following
observation.

Observation 1. There are strongly tree-based phylogenetic networks which are not 2-
colorable.

To verify that Observation [I] is correct, consider the network given by Figure [3] This
network can be easily seen to be strongly tree-based. However, as it contains a triangle,
the network cannot be 2-colorable. Thus, the affirmative answer we will give later on to
Question [1] closes the gap (as we know 4 colors are always enough by Theorem @ but 2
colors are not always enough as can be seen in Figure [3]— so the bound of 3 implied by our
affirmative answer to Question (1] is tight). It also shows that strongly tree-based networks
are even more closely related to trees than general tree-based networks.

Another result of [I1] which we will refer to in our manuscript is the following theorem.

Theorem 7 (adapted from Theorem 4.3 in [I1). If a strongly tree-based network N with
leaf set X has the additional property that it contains a spanning tree T with leaf set X
that contains all edges of N incident to vertices of degree at least 4, then x(N) < 3.



Figure 2: Given is a graph H (top) such that each pair (G, A;, B;, b;) represents H for
1 =1,...,4 in the sense of Part [I| of Definition In the corresponding figures, G; is
indicated by thick lines, and the edges represented by b; are indicated by thin lines. Only
(G4, Ay, By, by) is a 3-basis with 3-representation, because it fulfills all conditions of Part
of Definition |5 for k£ = 3. (G1, A1, B1,b1) violates Condition as there is a non-trivial
block of G containing vertices of A (highlighted by the box). (Ga,As, Ba,by) violates
Condition [2b] because A contains a vertex of degree 1 (highlighted by the circle). Finally,
(Gs, As, B3, b3) violates Condition for k = 3 as for the circled vertex a € A we have
degg(a) +|b(a)|=2+2=4>3. However, (Gs, A3, Bs, bsg) implies that G3 is a 4-basis of H
with 4-representation bs.



Figure 3: [adapted from Figure 2(ii) in [II]|] A strongly tree-based network together with
the spanning tree defining this property. The edges in the spanning tree are highlighted
with thicker lines, whereas the only network edge that is not contained in the spanning
tree is drawn as a thinner line. Note that this network is not 2-colorable due to the triangle
in the middle. Thus, the depicted 3-coloring with colors a, b and ¢ is minimal.

Before we continue, we note that the specific strongly tree-based networks considered
by the theorem are referred to as strictly tree-based by Hendriksen.

Next, we need to recall two more statements from the literature. The following lemma
is very easy to prove and therefore mentioned in the literature as an exercise or obvious
statement (cf. [1, V, Exercise 47| and [10, p. 141]).

Lemma 8. Let k > 2 and let G be a graph. Then x(G) < k if and only if x(Z) < k for
every block Z in G.

As a corollary of this lemma, we directly obtain the following statement:

Corollary 9. Let G be a graph such that each block contains at most k vertices. Then, we
have x(G) < k.

Before we can continue with our own results, we need to consider the following two
lemmas, which are based on Zykov operations as introduced above. The idea here is merely
that, by using these simple operations, one can obtain bounds on the chromatic number
of a graph.

Lemma 10. [[T}|],(2.1)] Let G be a graph with two non-adjacent vertices x,y. Then

X(G) = min{x(G},), x(G7,)}-
Before we can continue, we need the following definition.

Definition 11. Let G be a graph, k € Ns1, x,y a pair of non-adjacent vertices and f :
V(Gy,) = {1,...,k} be some arbitrary function. Then we define f:V(G) - {1,...,k} in
the following way:

f(v): f(vxy) UE{.%,Z/}.

Using this definition, we now state the following simple lemma, which provides a lower
bound for the chromatic number of a graph G and which can easily be verified.

~ {f(v) veV(G) N {z,y),

Lemma 12. Let G be a graph, k € Ns1. Moreover, let x,y be a pair of non-adjacent vertices
and g:V(G) - {1,...,k} be some arbitrary function.



o Ifg(x) # g(y), then g is a k-coloring of G if and only if g is a k-coloring of G, .

o If g(x) = g(y), then g is a k-coloring of G if and only if g = [ or a k-coloring
FiV(G) > {1, k) of G,

We are now finally in the position to turn our attention to our own results.

3 Results

3.1 Greedy approaches

In this section, we reconsider Theorems [6]and [7]by Hendriksen [I1]. Our first aim is to show
that a greedy strategy similar to the one used by Hendriksen in the proof for Theorems [0]
can be used to prove the following result, which is a lot more general.

Theorem 13. Let k € N and let H be a graph which is represented by (G, A, B,b) such
that additionally Condition [2d of Definition[5 holds, i.e., such that degg(a) +|b(a)| < k for
each a € A. Then, if additionally we have x(G) <k + 1, then we also have x(H) <k + 1.

Proof. Let f:V(G)— {1,...,k+1} be a coloring of G. We assume A # @ (otherwise the
statement is trivial). Let A ={aq,...,a;} be an enumeration of A. For each i € {0,...,m}
we define H; as the graph with vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G) U U;Zl{{aj,b} tbe
b(a;)}. Note that Hy =G and Hy, = H.

We construct a sequence fo, f1,..., fm beginning with fy = f such that f; is a coloring
of H; using at most k + 1 colors. Assume that f; is already constructed for some 0 <
i < m. We show how to construct f;;1. If f; is a k + 1-coloring of H;,1, we simply set
fi+1 = fi. Otherwise, there are some edges violating the condition that f; is a k+ 1-coloring
of H;y1. But such edges can only occur in E(H;y1) N~ E(H;) = {{ai+1,b} : b € b(aj1)}-
However, Condition [2c| guarantees that degy, ,(a;+1) < k. This implies {1,...,k+1} \
fi(Nm,,,(ai+1)) #+ @. Hence, we can change the color of a;,1 such that we obtain a coloring
fis1 of H;y1 using at most k + 1 colors, which completes the proof. O

Remark 14. Before we continue, we note that the correctness of the first part of Theorem
1s a direct consequence of Theorem . To see this, let N = (V, E) be a strongly tree-based
network and let T be the spanning tree whose existence is implied by Definition [ Then,
let k =3, and construct sets A and B as follows: As long as there exists a vertex v that has
degree 2 in T and has not been assigned a set yet, we note that v must be incident with an
edge e € E(N) N E(T) (as N contains no degree-2 vertices). If the other endpoint of e is
also a degree-2 vertex of T and has not been assigned a set yet, we add one of the endpoints
of e to set A and the other one to set B. If the other endpoint has degree 2 and already was
assigned set A or B, we assign the remaining set to v. If, however, the other endpoint of
e does not have degree 2 in T, we add v to set A. Ultimately, when no more such vertices
exist, we add all possibly remaining vertices that have not been assigned a set yet to set B.
Then, by Definition |4, all vertices a € A have degree degy(a) =3 (as A by construction
only contains vertices that have degree 2 in T'), implying that there exists precisely one edge
ea = {a,by} in N (for some b, € B) incident to a that is not contained in T. For each
ae A, we set b(a) = {bs}. This way, we have degy(a) +|b(a)|=2+1=3=k. Moreover,
as T is a tree, we have x(T) < 2 and thus obviously also x(T) < 4 = k+1. At last we
note that Deﬁnition implies that each edge in E(N) N E(T) is incident with at least one
degree-2 vertex in T, hence by our construction with exactly one vertex of A. Altogether,
these observations show that N is represented by (T, A, B,b) such that Condition of



Definition @ holds and such that additionally x(T) < k+1=4. Thus, Theorem |15 implies
that N is 4-colorable.

Before we continue with our main results, we turn our attention to a special class of
strongly tree-based networks, namely the ones considered in Theorem [7} The proof of this
theorem given by Hendriksen [II] is somewhat technical — it uses an inductive argument
concerning the so-called level of a network, which is a measure of how much a network
deviates from being a tree. Motivated by the success of greedy coloring strategies to prove
Theorem [6] and Theorem [I3] we provide an alternative proof for Theorem [7] based on an
even simpler greedy argument. This is possible due to the additional restrictions on the
spanning tree 1" of N made by the theorem.

Alternative proof of Theorem[]. We consider N and T as stated in the theorem. Now we
enumerate the vertices of T as follows: We start with a leaf and call it v1. We then take a
vertex which is a neighbor of v; in T and assign it vo and so forth, until we reach another
leaf. Thus, in this first step, we have enumerated a leaf-to-leaf path with vi,vs,..., v for
some k € N. Then, as long as there are still unnumbered vertices, we pick an unnumbered
vertex which is adjacent in T' to a numbered one (which must exist as T is connected), and
continue the enumeration from there along a path to some unnumbered leaf.

Once all vertices are numbered, we can consider each edge of N as directed such that
it points from the lower to the higher number. Now we consider a color set with three
colors and go along our vertices according to our numbering. At every vertex, we assign
one of the available colors that is not yet used in the neighborhood of the present vertex
(but note that there might still be uncolored neighbors of this vertex). Clearly, if there is
no vertex in N with in-degree larger than 2, there will always be one of the three colors
still available. So this is precisely what we will show now.

First note that within 7', except for vertex v, which has in-degree 0 and out-degree
1 by construction, every vertex has in-degree 1. So if there was a vertex v with in-degree
at least 3 in N, this would hence imply that there are at least two edges of E(N) ~ E(T)
incident with v. We now show that this cannot be the case. To see this, first note that v
cannot be a leaf: the leaf sets of T" and IV coincide by definition, and as T" is connected, the
unique edge leading to each leaf in IV is also contained in T'. Thus, no leaf is incident to an
edge of N that is not in T'. So v must be an inner node of T'. Thus, it has a total degree of
at least 2 in 7. If it is also incident with two edges of N which are not contained in 7', this
shows degpy (v) > 4. However, by the assumptions made on N by the theorem, this would
imply that all edges incident with v are contained in 7', a contradiction to the assumption
that v is incident with two edges of E(N) N\ E(T"). This completes the proof. O

Remark 15. We note that Theorem [7 is directly implied by Corollary which will be
proved later.

3.2 Main results

It is our main aim to answer Question [1| affirmatively. However, we will actually prove
an even stronger result, namely the following theorem, which is the main result of our
manuscript and which delivers a better bound than Theorem albeit by presupposing
more restrictive requirements. While Theorem [13| implies Hendriksen’s original result on
strongly tree-based networks (cf. the first part of Theorem |§| and Remark , Theore
will later on turn out to be the basis for answering Question [1I] affirmatively.

Theorem 16. Let k > 2 and let H be a graph with k-basis G such that x(G) < k. Then
x(H) <k.
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In order to see that Theorem [I6] provides the desired answer to Question [I} we need to
make a connection between strongly tree-based networks and graphs with a k-basis. This
is done by the following proposition.

Proposition 17. Every strongly tree-based network has a 3-basis G with x(G) < 2.

Note that Proposition is actually slightly stronger than needed to fulfill the con-
ditions of Theorem as actually x(G) < 3 would be sufficient, but we actually will
prove that we have x(G) < 2. Finally, from Theorem [16] together with Proposition [17] we
then easily derive the following statement as a direct corollary, which answers Question
affirmatively:

Corollary 18. Let N be a strongly tree-based network. Then x(N) < 3.

So it remains to prove Theorem [16| and Proposition However, before we do so, we
first need to prove some preliminary statements that will be used later on.

3.3 Preliminary results needed to prove our main result

In this section, we prove some preliminary statements that will be used to prove our main
result, which is Theorem [TI6] As a first step, we consider again Definition [} which is highly
technical. While its connection to strongly tree-based networks will be elaborated later,
we can already state here that it will serve as a generalization of Definition [l Loosely
speaking, just as strongly tree-based networks can be thought of as trees with certain
additional edges, Definition [5| allows us to think of general graphs as subgraphs with
certain additional edges.
Next, we state two lemmas that will elucidate Condition [2a] of Definition

Lemma 19. Let H be a graph which is represented by the pair (G, A, B,b) such that
Condition of Definition @ is fulfilled, i.e., such that AnV(Z) = @& for all non-trivial
blocks Z of G. Let ve A and e € E(G) with vee. Then e is a bridge in G.

Proof. Seeking a contradiction, let us assume that e is not a bridge. Then e is contained in
some C' which is a cycle in G. There is some non-trivial block Z of G containing C'. Then
veeand eeC cZ imply veZ. But we have assumed v € A, so this is in contradiction
to Condition [2al This shows that the assumption was wrong and thus completes the
proof. O

This lemma has the following immediate consequence:

Lemma 20. Let H be a graph and let G, A, B and b such that H is represented by
(G, A, B,b) and such that Condition of Definition [3] is fulfilled, i.e., such that An
V(Z) =@ for all non-trivial blocks Z of G. Let C be a connected component of G[B] and
ve Ng(V(C)). Then v is adjacent to exactly one vertexr of C in G.

Proof. Seeking a contradiction, let us assume there are two different vertices vi,vy € C
which are neighbors of v in G. As C is connected, there is a vi-vo-path P in C. Then P
can be extended to P’ via vjvve such that P’ is a cycle in G which contains {v,v;} and
{v,v2}. But this contradicts Lemma [19| as {v,v;} and {v,v2} would not be bridges (as
they are part of a cycle). This completes the proof. O

So Condition [22] tells us that b imposes on G a forest-like structure in the following
sense: If we contract all connected components of G[B] in G, then we obtain a forest F’
with a natural bijection between E(F') and E(G)\ E(G[B]). This already gives a first hint
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why Definition [f| may generalize tree-like structures as the one described in Definition [
Note that Proposition [I7] verifies this observation as it shows that every strongly tree-based
network indeed has a 3-basis. We are now finally in the position to prove this assertion.

Proof of Proposition[I7. Let N be a strongly tree-based network and let T" be as required
by Definition 4} As T is a tree, we have x(7') < 2. We now show that T is in fact a 3-basis
for N, and we need to find a 3-representation b: A - P(B).

Let A" be the set of all vertices in T with degree 2. (Note that A" = & is possible.)
Definition [4] tells us that degy(v) = 3 for each v € A’, which implies for each such v the
existence of exactly one edge e, € E(N) \ E(T) with v € e,. Furthermore, we claim that
every edge in E(N) ~ E(T) has the form e, for at least one vertex v € A’. To prove this
claim we assume that there is some e = {z,y} € E(N) \ E(T) with en A" = @. Then
2 ¢ {degy(z),degr(y)}. If 1 € {degy(x),degr(y)}, say degp(x) =1, then z is a leaf in T.
As we have assumed T to be a tree as specified by Definition [d we conclude that z € X and
degy(z) = 1. But this implies e € E(T'), which is a contradiction to our assumption. On the
other hand, if degy(z) > 3 and degy(y) > 3, then, considering e = {z,y} € E(N)NE(T), we
must have degy (x) >4 and degy(y) > 4 (as N is connected), which is again a contradiction
to Definition [4l

The above contradictions show that indeed every edge in E(N) N\ E(T) contains a
vertex v € A’. In particular, if A’ =@, we must have F(N) = F(T) and thus also N =T.

Next, we define A, B and b, and we subsequently show that (7, A, B,b) represents N.
Now, in order to define b, for each e € E(N) N\ E(T) we fix one vertex v, € A’ ne (note
that there might be two vertices to choose from). Set A = {v. : e € E(N) \ E(T)}, set
B=V(N)\ A, and for every v, € A set b(ve) = e~ {ve}. Note that Ac A’

To prove that T, A, B and b represent N, it suffices to show b(a) € B for each a € A.
Note that in particular, if A’ = @, we also have A = @, so there is nothing to show. So now
let A+ @, and, seeking a contradiction, assume that a = v, for some e € E(N) \ E(T') and
that e = {a,a’} with a’ € A, i.e., a’ = vy for some f e E(N)NE(T). Asa’ e Ac A’, we know
degr(a’) =2. But @’ is also an endpoint of e and f which are both in E(N) \~ E(T). This
implies degy(a’) >2+2 =4 (as a' is incident with precisely two edges in 7" and with at
least two edges in N \ T'), which contradicts Definition , which states that degy(a’) = 3.
Thus, we know that (7', A, B, b) represents N.

Now it remains to show that T is a 3-basis for IN. Therefore, we need to check the
conditions of Definition [l

As T is a tree, it does not contain any non-trivial block, so Condition [2a] of Definition
holds trivially. As A ¢ A’ it is true that deg(v) = 2 for all v € A, which shows that
Condition [2bf holds. Finally, we note that by definition we have |[b(v)| =1 for all v € A, so
we have degp(v) +|b(v)|=2+1=3 for all v e A. This shows that T is a 3-basis for N with
X(T) <2, which completes the proof. O]

3.4 Proof of our main result

The main aim of this section is to prove Theorem [I6] Note that if the set A ¢ V defining
the k-basis G of H in the theorem is empty, we have G = H. In this case, the statement
of the theorem is obvious (as clearly we have x(G) = x(H) in this case). Therefore, the
remainder of this paper will be devoted to a proof of Theorem [16] for the case A # @.

The main idea of the proof is as follows: For each graph H with k-basis G, k-
representation b as well as sets A and B as specified by Definition[5| we find a graph H~ with
k-basis G~ and k-representation b~ with |A~| < |A| such that x(H ™) < k implies x(H) < k.
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Figure 4: Two examples which illustrate the construction of b*(a) as formally defined in
Equation . Each example consists of a pair H;, H (i = 1,2) such that H; is obtained
from H; by the construction which is described in Lemma H; has 3-basis (G; and
3-representation b;, H' has 3-basis G; and 3-representation b;. The edges belonging to
the respective 3-basis are depicted with thick lines in each graph, whereas the edges which
are not contained in the 3-basis are thin. For example, Hj contains exactly one edge
which is not contained in G3, hence the graphical representation of Hj contains exactly
one thin line. Note that the construction of G} (for i = 1,2) requires identifying vertices
with identical colors and there is exactly one such pair in each example. Thus, here the
modification effectively leads to the deletion of a single vertex in each example. Moreover,
note that in the first example, we have bj(a) # @. Indeed, as H{ is the graph represented
by G} and b}, by Definition [5| we have E(H;) = E(G7) u{{a,v}:vebi(a)}. But in this
case, all edges of the form {a,v} with v € bj(a) (of which there is only one) are already
contained in E(GY), hence Hf = G7. On the other hand, as we have already noted Hj
contains an additional edge with endpoint @ which is not already contained in G5. This is
due to the fact that the additional edge is not connected with one of the vertices colored in
G5 by color 1 and in this example only vertices with color 1 are identified while the other
vertices are de facto left unmodified (despite being formally replaced by other vertices).

Section is concerned with the description of these reductions. Subsequently, Section
3.4.2) will show how to use these reductions to prove Theorem |16 inductively.

3.4.1 Reduction steps

In this section, we describe the reduction steps needed for our inductive proof of Theorem
[16l The idea is based on Zykov operations as introduced earlier. These operations will be
an elementary part of the more complex constructions which we describe in the following
pages. Roughly speaking, the idea is that, given a graph as in Theorem [I6, we can reduce
this graph by using appropriate Zykov operations to a smaller graph of a similar structure.

We start with the following lemma, which describes a construction which shows that —
given some graph H with k-basis G, k-representation b: A - P(B) and x(G) < k — some
additional assumptions regarding the structure of G[B] can be made. Later on, we will in
particular use Lemma [21] to show that we can assume without loss of generality that each
connected component of G[B] is a clique with at most k elements.
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Lemma 21. Let k € Nyo and let G be a connected graph with x(G) < k. Let H be a graph
with k-basis G (and corresponding sets A, B as in Definition @ and k-representation
b: A—P(B). Let C be a connected component of G[B]. Then there is a graph H* with
k-basis G* and k-representation b* : A* — P(B*) and there exists a set W* c V(G™) such
that the following statements hold, where we define C* := G*[W*]:

(1) V(G*)=(V(G)\NV(C)uW* and W*nV(C) = 2.
(i) GIV(G)NV(C)] =G [V(G*)\V(CM)].
(1) C* is a clique with at most k vertices.
(iv) If G is connected, then G* is also connected.
(v) A* = A, and for all a € A we have b(a) ~V(C) =b*(a) N V(C*).
(vi) C* is a connected component of G*[B*].

(vii) x(H) < x(H").

Proof. We prove the statement by providing an explicit construction. Before we construct
H*, A*, B* and b*, we construct G* and W*. Then, we construct A*, B* and b* before
explicitly stating H*. This three step approach enables us to some of the statements first
and to use them subsequently to prove the remaining statements.

e We start by explaining our construction of G* and W*. In the following, let W =
V(C). We consider some minimal r-coloring g: W — {1,...,r} of C, i.e. r=x(C).
Clearly, r < min(k, |[W|) because x(C) < x(G) < k. From the minimality of r it follows
that g is surjective (otherwise, we could delete the unused colors and proceed with a
smaller value of r). Now we generate a graph G* by repeating the following operation
on G: Start with G* = G and C* = C. As long as there is a color i € {1,...,7} that
occurs several times in C*, identify all vertices of color class g 1(i) for i e {1,...,7}
(which are non-adjacent) in C* (i.e., apply the second Zykov operation defined in
Definition , in order to derive the updated version of C* and thus also the updated
version of G*. Note that by this process, the vertices of C' in G are replaced by r
new vertices corresponding to the color classes of g, resulting in graph G*.

So we can assume that V(G*) = (V(G)\V(C))u{g (i) :ie{l,...,r}} such that
each vertex in V/(G*) \ V(G) is identical to a color class of g. Let W* = {g71(i) i€
{1,...,7}} =V(G*) N V(G). By definition of r it is clear that W* contains at most
k elements.

e We can now already show that statement |(i)|of Lemma 21| holds for our choices of G*
and W*. Recall that we have V(G*) = (V(G) \ V(C)) u W, which shows the first
part of For the second part, recall that W = V(C') and note that WnW™* = &
(as all vertices of W were removed to form the vertices of W*). This completes the

proof of Part .

e Part also holds for our choice of G* and C* as the Zykov operations we performed
left G[V(G)\ W] =G[V(G)\V(C)] unchanged (we only changed vertices of W to
form W*). Thus, obviously holds, too.

e We now claim hat W* is a clique. Assume this is not the case. Then there exist
v,we C* with v =g (i), w =g (j) and i # j such that {v,w} ¢ E(C*). As v and w
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were constructed using Zykov operations by identifying all vertices in g7 (i) or g~1(4),
respectively, it follows that Eg(g'(i),g7'(j)) = @. But then there is a coloring
h:V(C) - {1,...,r}~{j} of C with b1 (m) = g71(m) for m e {1,..., 7}~ {i,j} and
h71(i) = g1 (i) ug™'(j). As h employs only r —1 colors, this is a contradiction to the
minimality of g. Hence, W* is a clique, which shows

Now we are in position to prove i.e., we want to show that if G is connected,
then G* is also connected. We use a proof by contraposition, i.e., we show that if
G” is disconnected, then G must also be disconnected. By it follows that there
is some connected component, say Dp, of G* which completely contains C*. As
G* is assumed to be disconnected, there is another connected component, say Do,
which is contained in G*[V(G*)\V(C™)]. By it follows that Dy is contained in
G[V(G)\V(C)] and that Eq(V(G)\(V(C)uV(D2)),V(D2)) = @. Moreover, from
Eg+(V(D1),V(D2)) = @ and C* € Dy we conclude that Eg«(V(C*),V(D3)) = @.
Additionally, we recall that C* has been obtained from C' by identifying certain
vertices of C. Hence, a vertex in V(G) \ V(C) is contained in Ng(V(C)) if and
only if it is contained in Ng«(V(C*)). Consequently, from V(Ds) ¢ V(G) \ V(C)
and Eqg+(V(C*),V(D2)) = @, we infer Eq(V(C),V(D3)) = @. Now, together with
Eqc(V(G)~ (V(C)uV(D3)),V(D3)) =@ and Eq(V(C),V(D2)) = @, we conclude
that Eq(V(G) N\ V(D2),V(D2)) = @. This implies that G is disconnected, which
completes the proof of .

We still need to construct H*, A*, B* and b* : A* — P(B*) in such a way that
(G*,A*, B*,b") represents H*, G* is a k-basis G* and b* : A* - P(B*) is a k-
representation and such that additionally, statements hold. We start with
A*, B*, and b* as follows (note that by Part |1 of Definition |5 this construction
suffices in order to implicitly define a graph H*):

— We begin with the definition of A* and set A* := A. As by assumption b: A —
P(B) is a k-representation, we have An B =@. Using W = V(C') and the fact
that C is a connected component of G[B], we conclude AnW = @. Hence,
AcV(G)NW cV(G*). In particular, A* = A then also implies A* ¢ V(G*).

— Next, we define B* :=V(G*) \ A™.

— Next, we define b* : A* - P(B*) as follows: Let a € A* and define

b*(a) = (b(a) N W)U {g™'(i) :i € g(b(a) N W)}. (1)

Note that the definition of b* is illustrated by Figure [} Note that this implies
that for b*(a), we take b(a) and first remove all vertices of W (as these are not
in W), but then add those vertices of W* that correspond to the color class of
at least one of the vertices in b(a) N V.

Note that the above definition of b* immediately implies as b*(a)\W* =b"(a)~
{g71(i):ie{l,...,r}} =b(a)\ W.

We next want to show [(vi)] i.e., we want to show that C* = G*[W*] is a connected
component of G*[B*]. In order to do so, from A* = AcV(G)\W =V(G*)\ W™,
where the last equality holds because of and B* = V(G*) \ A*, we conclude
W* c B*. So for note that in order to show that C* = G*[W™] is a connected
component of G*[B*], it suffices to show Ng«(W*) c A*. Also note that the Zykov
operations used in the construction of G* ensure that Ng(W) = Ng«(W™). So from
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Ng(W) ¢ A (as C is a connected component of G[B]), Ng(W) = Ng-(W*) and
A* = A together we conclude Ng«(W*) ¢ A*. Thus, holds.

e By Part 1| of Definition [5[ the quadruple (G*, A*, B*,b*) defines a graph H*. Before
we can show we have to show that b* is indeed a k-representation of H™.

1. At first we check Condition [2a] of Definition |5, i.e., we check if A* NV (Z) =&
for each non-trivial block Z in G*. So let Z be such a block. We now consider
several cases.

— If V(Z) nW* = &, then we conclude with the help of that Z is a
subgraph of G. In this case Z is contained in a non-trivial block of G. By
assumption Condition [2a) is true for (G, A, B,b), implying AnV(Z) = @.
This, together with A* = A, implies A* NV (Z) = @ as desired.

— Next, we consider the case that V' (Z) ¢ W*. Note that this implies that Z
is a subgraph of C*. Then we conclude from that V(Z) ¢ B*, which
again implies A* NV (Z) = @ as desired.

— Last, we consider the case in which V(Z)nW* # @ and V(Z) ¢ W*.

Our aim is to show that this case cannot happen. Anyhow, in this case,
Z contains at least one vertex of W* and at least one vertex that is not
contained in W*. We now argue that, as Z is a non-trivial block and as
V(Z) ¢ W*, this must imply that there must be at least two edges ej,e2
€ E(Z) which are elements in Eg«(W*,V(G*)\W™) and which even belong
to a cycle D of Z. To see this, first note that E(Z)nEg«(W*,V(G*)\W™)
cannot be empty as we have at least one vertex z € V(Z)nW* c V(Z) and
one vertex z' € V(G*)\W* c V(Z) and as Z is connected, so there must be
a path from z to z’ containing an edge from E(Z)nEg-(W*,V(G*)\W™).
Now assume that E(Z)nEg+(W*,V(G*)\W™) contains only one element,
say e1. As Z is non-trivial, F(Z) contains at least one more edge f # e as
well as a cycle D containing both e; and f. So this cycle D contains at least
one element of W* and at least one element of V(G*)\W™* (as e; € E(D)),
which implies that in fact it must contain two edges connecting W* and
V(G*)NW*, so there must be another such edge es. Thus, the assumption
was wrong, which is why we may conclude |[E(D)nEg-(W*,V(G*)\W™*)| >
2 as desired. We may assume that e; = {v;,w;} with v; € W* w; ¢ W*
for i = 1,2 (note that v; = v is possible). Furthermore, we may assume
that there is a segment D’ of D such that wy,ws are the endpoints of D’
and D’ is a subgraph of G*[V(G*) ~ W*] (note that this segment is —
of the two paths connecting w; and wo in D — the path not containing
v; and vy). By we conclude that D’ is contained in G[V(G) ~ W].
As v; and wve are obtained by the Zykov operations of contracting non-
adjacent vertices from W, we conclude that there are some v{,v5 € V(C)
with e} = {v],w;} € Eq(W,V(G) \ W) for ¢ = 1,2 (again, note that v] = v},
is possible).
However, by assumption C' is a connected component of G[B], from which
several conclusions can be drawn. First, as C'is connected, there is a v}-v}-
path P in C, from which — together with e}, €}, and D’ — we obtain a cycle
D" in G which contains €] and ej. On the other hand, using Lemma
we conclude that e], e} are bridges in G, which is a contradiction, because
e}, el are contained in a cycle in G. This contradiction shows that the last
case cannot happen.
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So we conclude that in all cases that can actually happen, we have A*nV (Z) =
@, which shows that Condition [2al is true for (G*, A*, B*,b*).

2. In order to check the remaining Conditions andof Deﬁnitionfor (G*, A*, B*,b"),
we have to show that we have degq+(a) > 2 and degg«(a) +[6*(a)| < k for all
aecA*.

By construction of G*, it is true that degq« () = degg(x) for each x € V(G*) \
W* = V(G) N~ W, which is simply a consequence of Lemma In particular,
this implies that degg«(a) = degg(a) is true for a € A*, because we know from
that A* ¢ V(G*) x W*. By Definition [5| and our assumption that b is a
k-representation, we know that degg,(a) > 2 for a € A. Additionally, by we
know A = A*. Together these facts imply degq«(a) > 2 for a € A*, which is the
first inequality.

Now we show the second inequality. By Condition [2d| for (G, A, B,b) we know
that degq(a) +|b(a)| < k for every a € A. Furthermore, by we know that
b(a) N W =0b*(a) N\ W*. As we have already shown that degg«(a) = degn(a),
it only remains to show that |[b*(a)| < |b(a)|, and thus, by [6*(a)| = [6*(a) \
W*| + [6*(a) n W*| and |b(a)| = [b(a) N W]+ [b(a) n W], we only need to show
|6*(a)nW*| < [b(a) nW|. Using the definition of b*, we conclude this inequality
from b*(a) " W* = {g71(i) e W* 1 i € g(b(a) n W)} = {g7(g(v)) e W* 1 v €
b(a)nW)} for a e A.

In summary, we can conclude that b* is indeed a k-representation. This, in turn,
finally allows us to define H* such that Conditions |(i)| - are fulfilled as shown
above: Simply let H* be the graph defined by (G*, A*, B*,b*), i.e. V(H*) =V (G*)
and E(H*) = E(G*)u{(a,b):ae A", beb*(a)}.

It remains to show i.e., we need to prove that x(H*) > x(H). Let I = x(H™)
and let f*: V(G*) - {1,...,1} be some [-coloring of H*. Our aim now is to construct
a function f: V(G) - {1,...,1} which is an [-coloring of H, which will prove the
desired result.

We construct f:V(G) - {1,...,1} in the following way:

f0) - {f*(v) if ve V(G)\V(C),
g7 (@) ifveg (i)

It remains to show that f is an l-coloring of H. For e = {v,w} ¢ E(H) we have to
show f(v) # f(w). We use a case distinction:

1. We first consider the case e ¢ V(G)\W. By/[(ii)]and[(v)|we know H[V (G)\W] =
H*[V(G*) ~ W*]. This implies e € E(H*). As f* is a coloring of H*, we
have f*(v) # f*(w). Then f(v) # f(w) follows, because f(v) = f*(v) and
f(w) = f*(w) by definition of f.

2. Next, we consider the case that e € F(G) and v € W and w € Ng(W). By
construction of G*, we know for all i € {1,...,r} that {w,g7'(i)} € E(G*) if
and only if there is some w’ € ¢g~(i) such that {w,w'} € F(G). Hence the
existence of {v,w} in E(G) implies {g7'(j),w} € E(G*) with j = g(v). Now
f*(w) # f*(g75(4)) (as f* is a coloring) together with f(w) = f*(w) and
f(v) = f(g71(4)) imply f(v) # f(w). Note that the case in which e € E(G)
and w e W and v € Ng(W) follows analogously.
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3. Now, consider the case that e € E(G) and e ¢ V(C) = W. In this case, we
have f(v) = f*(g7'(4)) and f(w) = f*(g7"(5)) with i = g(v) and j = g(w). We
note that ¢ # j as g is an r-coloring of C'. By we know that G*[W*] is a
clique. So {g71(4),¢7'(j)} € E(G*) and f*(¢ (7)) # f*(¢7'(4)), from which
f(v) # f(w) follows.

4. The last case we need to consider is the case in which e € E(H) \ E(G). As
H is represented by (G, A, B, b), this means that e = {v,w} for some v € A and
w € b(v). As C is a connected component of G[B], we conclude A< V(G)\W
and thus v € V(G) ~ W. Note that we may assume without loss of generality
that we are not in the first case (as this has already been covered), i.e., we
may assume that w € W. Now let w* = ¢g7'(g(w)) € W*. Then w* € b*(v)
by definition of b*. This implies that {v,w*} is represented by b* and thus
{v,w*} e E(H™). Hence f*(v) # f*(w*). Using the definition of f we conclude
f(v) = f*(v) and f(w) = f*(w”), and hence f(v) # f(w) as desired.

Thus, f is an l-coloring of H, which shows that we indeed have x(H) < x(H™).

This shows that our construction of G*, H* and b : A* - P(B*) is such that the
statements |(1)H(vii)| all hold and thus completes the proof. O

Next, we will use Lemma [21] iteratively in order to derive the following result.

Proposition 22. Let k > 2 and let G be a connected graph with x(G) < k. Let H be a
graph with k-basis G and k-representation b: A — P(B). Then there exist H', G', A’, B
and b’ such that H' is a graph with k-basis G' and k-representation b’ : A" - P(B') having
the following properties:

-A=A

)

- x(H) < x(H").
- Every connected component of G'[B'] is a clique with at most k vertices.

- If G is connected, then G' is also connected.

Proof. Let m denote the number of connected components of G[B] and let C1,...,Cy,
denote the corresponding connected components. The proof idea now is to construct
sequences Ggo,G1,...,Gy and Hy, ..., H, with Gy = G and Hy = H such that for each
i€{0,...,m} there is a k-representation b; : A; - P(B;) representing H; with k-basis G,
and such that this sequence has the following property: For each i € {1,...,m}, the graph
Gi[B;] will have Cy,...,C},Ci,1,...,Cy, as connected components, where C/ is a clique of
size at most k. This way, in particular, G,,[ By, ] has the connected components C1,...,C),.
Moreover, the sequence we construct will have the property that x(H) < x(H;) < x(Hz2) <
... < x(Hy,). Finally, by setting G' = G,,,, H = Hp,, b’ = b,,, A’ = A, and B’ = B, we
will derive the desired result.

Now we start our construction by setting Go =G, Hy=H, Ag= A, By =B, and by = b.
For i = 0,...,m -1 we repeat the following: Each time G;, H; and b; : A; - P(B;) are
constructed for some i < m, we apply Lemma[2I]to G;, H;, b; and the connected component
Ci+1 to derive Gyy1, Hiv1 and biiq : A1 — P(Bis1) as the result of this construction. By
Property [(i)] of Lemma [21] we know that V(Gis1) = (V(Gs) N\ V(Cis1)) uV(CL,,), where —
using Property — we may assume that C,, is a connected component of G;i1[Bjs1].
From Property e also know V(Cy11) NV (CL,;) = @, so it is clear then that Cj,; is not
a connected component of G;i1[Bj+1].
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To show that our construction has the desired properties we have to show that all other
connected components of G;[B;] are not changed by the construction of Gjs1[Bi1]. By
Property of Lemma 21| we know G;[V(G;) N~ V(Ci1)] = Gira[V(Gir1) N V(CLL )]
As Cji1 is a connected component of G;[B;] and CJ,; is a connected component of
Gi+1 [Bi-%-l]) we conclude from this that Gi+1 [Bi+1 A V(CZ’+1 ] = Gz[Bz N V(CZ+1)] Here
G;i[B; ~ V(Ci41)] is the union of all connected components of G;[B;] different from Cj,q
and G;.1[Bis1 N V(C},1)] is the union of all connected components of G;.1[Bj.1] different
from C/,,. However, if both graphs are identical, their connected components are identical,
too.

With the sequence Hy, ..., Hy, constructed as described above, we can apply Property
[(vii)] of Lemma[21]to conclude x(H) < x(H1) < x(H2) < ... < x(Hy,). We note that in each
construction step we have replaced the connected component C; with some C/ which is by
Property of Lemma [21| a clique with at most k vertices. Furthermore, from Property

We conclude A = Ag = Ay =... = A,,. Note that by Property if G is connected, then
all elements in the series Gy, ..., G,, are connected, too. Thus, with G’ = G,,, H' = H,,,

b’ =b,,, A’ =A,, and B’ = B, we get the desired result, which concludes the proof. O

The preceding proposition allows us to simplify the task of proving Theorem It H
is a graph with k-basis G and x(G) < k, then we may, without loss of generality, assume
that (G, A, B,b) represents H in such a way that each connected component of G[B] is
a clique of size at most k. The usefulness of this assumption for the proof of the main
result will become apparent in the following lemma. In this lemma certain assumptions are
made, among them that each connected component of G[B] contains at most k vertices
and that at least one connected component of G[B] is a clique. These assumptions are
justified if, as guaranteed by Proposition each connected component of G[B] is in fact
a clique with at most k vertices.

Lemma 23. Let k > 2 and let H be a graph with k-basis G such that x(G) < k and with
k-representation b : A - P(B). Assume that each connected component of G[B] has at
most k elements and that C is a connected component of G[B] which is a clique. Let
v e Ng(V(C)) and assume b(v) € V(C). Then, there is a graph H™ with k-basis G~ and
k-representation b~ : A~ - P(B~) with the following properties:

(1) |A7| < |Al.
(ii) Each block in G~ contains at most k elements.

(i1i) x(H) < x(H").

Proof. We define p := [V(C)| < k and prove the claims of the lemma in separate steps. The
first step is to find a k-basis G~ and a k-representation b~ : A~ - B~ and then to show
Properties and as stated in the lemma. We make a case distinction based on

p.

1. First, consider the case p < k. In this case, we construct G~ by setting V(G~) = V(G)
and E(G™) = E(G)u{{v,w} :w e b(v)}. Moreover, we set A~ = Ax{v}, B~ = Bu{v}
and b~ = b|4-. From these definitions it is clear that degs-(z) > degqn(z) for all
x € V(G). Together with A~ ¢ A and degq(a) > 2 (by Condition 2b|for (G, A, B, b))
for all a € A we conclude that degg-(a) > 2 for all a € A~ as well, which proves
Condition 2b{for (G=, A7, B7,b7).

Furthermore, it can easily be seen that if degs-(z) > degg(x), then = € {v} ub(v)
(this is a direct consequence of the definition of E(G™)). However, our definition of
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B~ implies {v}ub(v) € B™, so we necessarily have degg-(a) = degs(a) forall a e A™.
Moreover, the definition of b~ implies b™(a) = b(a) for each a € A~. Together, both
equations imply Condition [2¢ as degq-(a) + |67 (a)| = degg(a) +|6(a)| < k for all
a € A7, where the latter inequality stems from the fact that (G, A, B,b) represents
H.

It remains to check Condition Ral Let Z be a non-trivial block in G~. We have to
show that A" nV(Z)=@. If v ¢ V(Z), then Z is contained in a non-trivial block in
G (as G-v=G -v)and A~ € Aimplies A"nV(Z) ¢ AnV(Z) = @, which completes
the case v ¢ V(7).

Now we assume v € V(Z). Let W = V(C)u{v}. We now consider two subcases. First,
assume V(Z) € W. As C'is a connected component of G[ B] and by the definition of
B~, we conclude W ¢ B™. So as V(Z) ¢ W, we clearly have V(Z)n A~ = @, which
completes the proof of this case.

So let us consider the remaining case in which we have v € V/(Z) and thus v € V/(Z)n
W as well as V(Z) ¢ W. We will show that this situation leads to a contradiction. So
there exists some w € V(Z)\ W. Then, as Z is a non-trivial block with v,w € V(Z),
there exists a cycle D with v,w € V(D). Moreover, note that D contains at least two
different edges ej,eq € Eg-(W,V(G~) ~ W). This is as above due to the fact that
veW and w ¢ W and v,w € V(D).

We now claim that ey, es € E(G). Otherwise, if for example e; € E(G™)\ E(G), then
the definition of G~ implies that e; = {v,w} with w € b(v). But we have assumed
b(v) ¢ V(C), which then implies w € b(v) € V(C) ¢ W, contradicting w ¢ W.
So this shows that the assumption was wrong and e; € E(G) (and the same holds
analogously for es).

Next, we claim that both e; and es are bridges in G. Since exactly one endpoint
of each of these edges lies in W = V(C) u {v}, for each ¢; (i = 1,2), we have two
possibilities: Either e; € Eq(V(C),V(G)~V(C)) or v € e;. Using Lemma |19 we
then conclude that e; is a bridge in both cases.

Let e; = {x;,y;} such that x; € W and y; ¢ W. Let D’ be the segment of D with
endpoints y1, yo such that z1, 9 ¢ V(D'). It may happen that |[Eq- (W, V(G™)\W)| >
2, but if we choose eq, ey carefully we can nevertheless assume that D’ is contained
in GT[V(G™)NW]. As D’ is contained in D — v, it is also contained in G - v (as
G~ —v =G -v). On the other hand, G[W] is connected and therefore contains an
x1-T2-path P. Let D" be the cycle composed of D’,eq,es, P. Then, D" is a cycle in
G which contains e, eo, which contradicts the fact that eq, ey are bridges as shown
above. This contradiction shows that we must indeed have V(Z) ¢ W and thus
completes the proof of Condition

Now that we have shown all three conditions of Definition 5| for (G, A=, B7,b7), we
finally want to show the remaining assertions of Lemma

The definition of A~ = A~ {v} implies |A~| < |A|, which is In order to show |(ii)
let Z be a non-trivial block of G™. In case v ¢ V(Z), we know that Z is contained
in a non-trivial block in G (as G~ —v = G —v). By Condition [2a] for (G, A, B,b), we
conclude that Z is contained in G[B]. As Z is a connected subgraph of G[B], it is
contained in a connected component of G[B]. We have assumed that each connected
component in G[B] contains at most k vertices, so we conclude that holds in this
case. If, however, we have v € V(Z), then, as shown above (in the course of the proof
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of Condition [2a)), we have V(Z) ¢ W. However, [W|=|V(C)|+1=p+1 <k, because
we have assumed p < k. Hence holds in this case, too.

Finally, we define H~ to be the graph defined by (G~, A~, B~,b7). In order to show
X(H) < x(H"), we first show that E(H) = E(H"):

E(H)=E(G)u{{z,y}:xe A ,yeb ()}
=(E(@)u{{v,w}:web(v)})u{{z,y}:xecA",yecb (z)}
=E(G)u{{z,y}: v A u{v}yeb(a)}
=E(G)u{{z,y}:xecAycb(z)}
=FE(H).

Obviously, this implies H = H~ and thus x(H) = x(H~), which implies as
desired. This completes the proof of Lemma [23] for the case p < k.

. Next, before we can consider the case p = k, we need to prove the following inequality,
which we will use subsequently to prove the desired assertions:

INg(v) A V(C) <k -1 2)

Note that by Condition [2b| of Definition [5| we have degs(v) > 2. Moreover, we also
have degy(v) < k and thus [Ny (v)| < k by Condition Now, the first inequality
implies that there are at least two vertices adjacent to v in GG. Therefore, by Lemma
20} at least one vertex adjacent to v in G is not in C. Then, due to the second
inequality, at most k — 1 vertices in V(C) are adjacent to v in H. This implies .

. Now, we consider the case p = k. Due to Inequality , there is some w € V(C') such
that v and w are not adjacent. Hence we can construct G~ in this case by applying
the Zykov operation of identifying v and w to G (cf. Figure |5 for an example). We
subsequently denote by w’ the new vertex of G~, which results from identifying v
and w.

Next we construct b~ : A~ - P(B7). Set A~ := A~{v},B™ :=V(G")~ A". For the
definition of b~ consider some a € A™. If w ¢ b(a), then set b™(a) := b(a). Otherwise
set b7 (a) := (b(a) N {w})u{w'}. Note that in the following, to simplify the notation,
we will denote the set V(C)u{v} by W and (V(C) ~ {w})u{w'} by W'

We need to check that (G~, A~, B~,b"7) fulfills the conditions of Definition , Part
First, we consider Condition Let Z be a non-trivial block in G~. We consider
different cases. If w’ ¢ V(Z), then Z is contained in a non-trivial block in G (as
G~ -w'=G-v-w). In this case, Condition 24| for (G, A, B,b) implies V(Z)nA =g
and thus also V(Z)n A~ = @ as desired (as A~ € A by definition of A7).

On the other hand, if w’ € V(Z), we first show that V(Z) ¢ W'. Suppose this is not
the case. Then, Z contains a cycle D in G~ such that D contains at least two edges
e1,e2 € Eqg-(W',V(G™) N W'). We can assume that e; = {x;,y;} such that x; ¢ W’
and y; ¢ W' for i = 1,2. Furthermore, like in the first part of the proof, we can assume
that ey, eo are chosen such that there is a segment D’ of D with endpoints 1, y2 and
D' is contained in G[V(G™) N\ W~]. Now for each e; there are two possibilities:
Either e; is in F(G) or it resulted from the identification of v with w. In each case
e; corresponds to some edge e; in Eq(W,V(G)\ W). Using an analogous argument
as in the first case of the proof, as G[V(G) N W] =G [V(G )\ W] and G[W] is
connected, we can conclude the existence of a cycle D” in G containing e/, e5. But
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by Lemma el and el are bridges, which shows that they cannot be contained
in a cycle. This contradiction proves that indeed we must have V(Z) ¢ W’. This,
together with W’ ¢ B~ shows that Condition [2al holds in this case, too.

Now let a € A~. For the remaining conditions of Definition [5| we have to show that
the following inequalities are fulfilled:

e degg-(a) > 2.
e deg(a)+|b7(a)| < k.

For the first inequality we note that according to the first step of the construc-
tion of G~ we have G[V(G) \ W] =G [V(G™) ~ W'] and thus deggy (aywi(a) =
degg-[v(g-ywwr(a) for a € A~ ¢ V(G)~ W. Now we claim that |[Eg(a, W)| =
|Eg-(a, W")| for each a € A~. As G~ is obtained from G by identifying v with w, this
claim is equivalent to the statement that there is no a € A which is adjacent in G to
both, v and w. To see that such an a cannot exist, assume the contrary: if there was
such an a € A, then by Lemma (19| both {a,v} and {a,w} would be bridges in G. As
G[W] is connected, there is a v-w-path in G[W], which together with v, a,w forms
a cycle. This, however, is impossible as {a,v} and {a,w} are bridges. This contra-
dictions shows that indeed we have |Eg(a, W)| = |Eg-(a, W")|. Altogether we there-
fore conclude degg-(a) = dege-[v(g-yw(a) + [Ec-(a, W')| = deggy (ayw(a) +
|Ec(a, W)| = deg(a). In particular, this shows that by degs(a) > 2, which is Con-
dition 2b| for (G, A, B,b), we also have degq-(a) > 2 as desired.

For the second inequality, recall that the definition of b~ is based on a case distinction.
If w ¢ b(a), then we have b™(a) = b(a). As we have just seen that degq-(a) =
degi(a), it is clear that degg-(a) + [67(a)| = degg(a) + |6(a)| < k, where the last
inequality stems from Condition 2¢| for (G, A, B,b). Otherwise, if w € b(a), we have
b~ (a) = (b(a) ~» {w}) u{w'}, which implies [b7(x)| = |b(z)|. Again together with
degq- () = deg (), we derive the second inequality.

So in summary, so far we have shown that b~ : A~ - P(B7) is a k-representation
with k-basis G~. Let H™ be the graph defined by (G~, A7, B7,b7). So it remains to
show the Properties [(i)| - of Lemma Note that our definition of A~ implies
that |A7| < |A[, so|(i)| is fulfilled. In order to prove let Z be a non-trivial block
in G~. Then either w’ ¢ V(Z), in which case Z is contained in a non-trivial block in
G (as G" —w' = G —w-v). Using Condition [2a] of Definition [5| for (G, A, B,b), we
conclude V(Z) c G[B]. As by assumption of Lemma [23| each connected component
of G[B] contains at most k elements, follows easily in this case. Otherwise, if we
have w' € V(Z), we have V(Z) ¢ W', as shown above (in the part of the proof where
we showed that Condition [2a] holds). As [W'| =k, follows in this case, too.

The last property we need to show is x(H) < x(H™). Let f': V(H™) - {1,...,1}
be an [-coloring of H~ for some [ € N. Our aim now is to use f’ to construct an
l-coloring of H, which will complete the proof (using the special case I = x(H™)).

We define f:V(H) — {1,...,1l} in the following way:

(@) ifxé {v,w),
) )_{f’(w’) if ¢ {v,w}.

In order to prove that f is indeed an [-coloring, we consider some e = {z,y} € E(H).
We need to show that f(z) # f(y). We use a case distinction.
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(a) Suppose e € E(G). In this case, if e n {v,w} = & we conclude e € E(G7) (as

G-v-w=G —w'). Thus, we have f(x) = f'(z) and f(y) = f'(y). Then
f'(z) = f'(y), as f" is a coloring. Hence, f(z) # f(y).
The other possible subcase is that en{v,w} # @. As v and w are non-adjacent,
we conclude e # {v,w}. So we may assume without loss of generality that
x e {v,w} and y ¢ {v,w}. Since G~ was obtained from G by identifying v and
w, we conclude {w’,y} € E(G™). Then f(z) = f'(w") and f(y) = f'(y). As f’
is a coloring, we have f'(w') # f'(y) and thus derive f(x) # f(y) as desired.

(b) Suppose e € E(H) ~ E(G). Then e is represented by b, and we can assume
without loss of generality that z € A and y € b(x). Now we consider two
different cases:

i. First, we consider the case z = v. Recall that Lemma [23| assumes b(v) ¢
V(C). Hence y € V(C). As v and w are non-adjacent in H, we conclude
y e Wx{w} c W', Since C is assumed to be a clique, we have {y,w} € E(G),
and by identifying w with v, we obtain {y,w'} € E(G"). Then f(v) = f'(w")
and f(y) = f'(y). As f’ is a coloring, we know that f/(w’) # f'(y) and thus
conclude that f(v) # f(y).

ii. Now, consider the case z € AN {v} = A”. In this case, we have f(x) = f'(z).
Our definition of b~ together with y € b(z) imply that either y = w or
y € b™(z). First, consider the case that y € b™(x). Then, we have {z,y} €
E(H™) and thus f'(x) # f'(y), because f is a coloring of H~. We conclude
f(x) # f(y). On the other hand, if y = w, then f(y) = f'(w’), and by our
definition of b7, it follows that w’ € b™(«). In this case {x,w'} € E(H"),
and therefore we conclude that f/(z) # f'(w’) and thus also f(x) # f(w).

This completes the proof. O

There is another construction which will be needed for the proof of Theorem This
construction will subsequently be described in Lemma and it requires the following
lemma to help us with the construction of a new k-basis.

Lemma 24. Let k > 2 and let G be a graph consisting of two connected components G1
and Go. Let each block in G contain at most k vertices. Let x1 € V(G1) and x2 € V(G3).
Let G3 be the graph resulting from identifying x1 and xo to form a new verter x. Then
each block in G3 has at most k vertices.

Before we prove the lemma, note that Figure [f] illustrates the construction of graph
Gs.

Proof of Lemma[24 We begin the proof by noting that from the construction of Gs it
directly follows that G} = G3[V(G;) \ {x;} u ] is isomorphic to G; for i = 1,2, and that
V(G)) nV(G%) = {x}. Let Z be a block in G3. Without loss of generality we can assume
that Z is non-trivial (because otherwise |Z| < 2, in which case there is nothing to show).
We have to show that Z contains at most k vertices. Our proof strategy now is to show
that Z is contained either in G or in G4 and thus must be isomorphic to a block contained
in G. As all these blocks by assumption of the lemma contain at most k vertices, this will
complete the proof.

Thus, it only remains to show that Z is contained either in G} or in G5. Assume this
is not the case. Then, there is a cycle C contained in Z such that C' contains at least one
element of V(G])\V(GY)) and at least one element of V(G5)\V(G]). As V(G])nV (GY)
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Figure 5: This is an example with k£ = 3 for the procedure described in the proof of Lemma
23] We assume on the left side that the vertices w1, we and ws belong to B and constitute
a connected component C' of G[B] (which is a clique as these vertices form a triangle).
Furthermore, we assume that v is in A. We see that v is a neighbor of C' and b(v) € V(CO).
In this case, (G~, A7, B7,b") is obtained by identifying v and ws. In the figure, thick lines
indicate which edges belong to the respective basis, and thin lines indicate which edges
are represented by the respective function. The dotted line on the right side indicates an
edge by which some vertex in B (which is connected with v in the left figure) ends up as
a neighbor of wy in the right figure after identifying it with v.

contains only one element (namely z), we conclude that C contains at least one edge
connecting V(G1) NV (GY) with V(G5) ~\ V(G]) which contradicts our construction of Gi.
Together with the above considerations, this completes the proof. O

Before we can turn our attention to the final lemma, we state the following remark,
which is a direct consequence of Lemma [24] and its proof.

Remark 25. In the situation assumed by Lemma we can consider G1 and Go as
subgraphs of Gs3 by identifying them with their isomorphic copies G and G which were
considered in the proof of the lemma. Furthermore, the proof shows that each non-trivial
block in G3 is either a non-trivial block in Gy or a non-trivial block in Gs.

Lemma 26. Let k > 2 and let H be a graph with k-basis G with x(G) < k and k-
representation b: A - P(B). Assume that each block in G[B] contains at most k vertices.
Let C' be a connected component of G[B]. Let Dy,...,D; be the connected components of
G[V(G)\V(C)]. Let ve Ng(V(C))nV(D1) and assume b(v) nV(D1) + @. Then there
is a graph H™ with k-basis G~ and k-representation b~ : A~ — P(B~) with the following
properties:

(i) |AT[<|A].
(i) Each block in G~ has at most k vertices.

(111) x(H) <max(x(H"),k).
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Figure 6: This is an example for the Zykov operation described in Definition [1| which is
used in Lemma Here, G1 and G» are the two connected components of graph G. By
identifying x1 and x9, a new graph Gj is obtained, which has exactly one new vertex that
is not contained in G, namely x.
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Proof. Note that v as stated in Lemma must be contained in A, and recall that by
Lemma , v has a unique neighbor z; in C, which implies the existence of edge e = {v, x; }.
Moreover, as Lemma[26] assumes b(v) V(D7) # @, we can choose some x5 € b(v) NV (Dy).

We will subsequently construct (G~, A=, B7,b”) and then show all desired properties.
At first we construct the k-basis G~. As we conclude from Lemma [19|that e is a bridge, we
observe that G —e has two connected components, namely Dy and Go := G[V(H)\V(D1)].
Now we apply Lemma [24] to G —e with its subgraphs D; and G as follows: We identify the
vertices 1 and z9 as defined above to derive a new vertex x and to obtain graph G~. By
Lemma [24] we know that each block in G~ has at most £k vertices. Note that this already
shows Property of Lemma We denote the vertex obtained by identifying x; with
xo by z. Figure [7] shows an example for this construction.

Now we construct a k-representation b~ : A~ — P(B7). Set A~ := A~ {v} (which
already shows |A™| < |A] as required by Condition [(1)| of the lemma). Moreover, set B~ :=
(B~ A{x1,z2})u{v,x}. Forae A” set b~ (a) := (b(a) ~ {z1,x2})u{x}, if {z1,z2}nb(a) # 2,
and b~ (a) := b(a), else.

Now it remains to show that (G~, A~, B7,b™) fulfills the conditions of Definition [5{and
Property as stated in the lemma.

For Condition 2al of Definition Bl we have to check that for each non-trivial block Z in
G~ it is true that A~ NV (Z) = @. Therefore, recall that G~ was constructed using Lemma
24] by identifying some vertex of Dy and some vertex of G3. By Remark 25 we know that
G~ contains Dy and G» as subgraphs. Furthermore, again by Remark we know that
Z is contained either in Dy or in Gy. Hence Z is contained in G. Using Condition [24] for
(G,A,B,b) we conclude that V(Z)n A =@ in G. With A~ ¢ A and = € B~ we derive
V(Z)n A~ =@ in G as desired.

Now let a € A~. For the remaining conditions we have to show the following two
inequalities:

° deng(a) 2 2,
o degy-(a)+|b7(a)| < k.

We start with considering degg-(a) > 2. If a € A~ ¢ A, we have a ¢ {v,z1,22} (as
a € V(G™) but z1,z2 ¢ V(G7), and as v € B7). Deleting e and identifying z; with zo
leaves all degrees of vertices in V/(G) \ {v,x1, 22} unchanged (note that with the possible
exception of v there is no vertex which is adjacent with both z1 and x5 in G, because
otherwise e would not be a bridge). This implies degq,-(a) = degg(a). From this and
Condition [2b| for (G, A, B,b) we conclude that degs-(a) > 2, which completes the proof of
the first inequality.

Next we want to show degg-(a) + b7 (a)| < k. We now already know degg-(a) =
dege(a). Furthermore, our definition of b~ implies [b™(a)| < [b(a)|. Together, these obser-
vations together with Condition [2¢| for (G, A, B,b) immediately imply desired inequality,
so we indeed have degy-(a) + |67 (a)| < k.

So now it only remains to show x(H) < max(x(H~),k). Let f': V(H™) - {1,...,1}
be some [-coloring and let r = max{l,k}. We now provide a construction of an r-coloring
f:V(H) - {1,...,r}, which will complete our proof (by applying this construction to the
special case [ = x(H")).

We start by constructing a partial coloring f: V(H —v) —» {1,...,1} as follows:

= ') ity eV(H) N {v,21,22},
f(y)_{f’(x) if y e {x1, 22},
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We claim that f(y) # f(z) for e = {y,z} € E(H —v). We prove this assertion by distin-
guishing two cases.

1. First consider the case in which we have e € E(G). We remember that G~ is obtained
from G - e by the Zykov operation of identifying x1 and xo. Now, if we denote by
g the restriction of f’ to G~ — v and with g the function obtained from g by the
construction described in Lemma we derive f =§. From Lemma |12 we can thus
conclude that f is an I-coloring of G—v, because g as a restriction of f is an I-coloring
of G~ —v. Together with v ¢ {y, z}, this shows f(y) # f(2).

2. Now consider the case in which e ¢ E(G), i.e., the case in which e is represented by
b. Then we can assume without loss of generality that y € A and z € b. As we have
assumed v ¢ {y, 2z}, we derive the stronger statement y € A~. Using the definition of
b~, we conclude the existence of some {y, 2’} € E(H~) such that {y, 2’} is represented
by b~. Note that 2’ = z if z ¢ {z1, 22}, else 2’ = z. In each case we have f(z) = f'(2').
Furthermore, f(y) = f'(y), because x1,x2 € B and y € A. Now we use the fact that
f" is an Il-coloring of H to derive the desired conclusion that f(y) % f(2).

It remains to extend fto an r-coloring f of H. We note that v has neighbors x1, z9
with f(z1) = f(x2). Moreover by Condition which holds for (G, A, B, b) representing
H, we have degy(v) < k. This implies that f uses at most k-1 colors in the neigborhood
of v. Hence we need at most % colors for an extension of f to a coloring of H. As we have
shown that f is an I-coloring, we conclude that at most r = max{k, [} colors are needed to
construct a coloring of H. This completes the proof. O

3.4.2 Proof of Theorem [16l

We are now finally in a position to prove our main theorem, which is Theorem[16] We have
already seen that, given a graph H which is represented by a k-basis G and k-representation
b: A— P(B), under certain conditions we can use Lemma [23| or Lemma [26[ to construct
a graph H~ which is represented by a k-basis G~ and k-representation b~ : A~ - P(B")
such that |A~| < |A|. Moreover if x(H~) < k, then x(H) < k. We will use these insights in
order to derive a proof of Theorem [16]

Proof of Theorem[16. Let H be a graph with k-basis G and k-representation b: A - P(B)
such that x(G) < k. We now prove the desired result by induction on |A|. For A = @ the
statement is clearly true, because in this case G = H, and by assumption we have x(G) < k.

So now we assume A # @. Moreover, without loss of generality we can assume by
Proposition 22| that each connected component of G[B] is a clique of size at most k.

We want to find a connected component of G[B] to which Lemma [23]or Lemma [26] can
be applied. In the following, we will call a connected component C of G[B] a leaf component
if [IN¢(C)| < 1. We now argue that for each connected component C’ of G there is at least
one leaf component C' of G[B] such that C is a subgraph of C’. To see this, contract
every connected component D of G[B] to a vertex vp. Using Lemma we can conclude
that no edge from Eg(A, B) is deleted during these contractions. Furthermore, by Lemma
[19] each edge e € E(G) which is not contained in G[B] is a bridge. Hence, through the
contractions we get a forest F' with a natural bijection between E(F') and E(G)\E(G[B]).
Moreover, each connected component of F' resulted from some connected component C’
of G by contracting all edges in E(C") n E(G[B]), and every vertex in F is either in A
or was obtained by contraction from some connected component of G[B]. Furthermore,
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(G7,07)

A
Figure 7: This is an example for the construction described in the proof of Lemma[26] We

have x1,29 € B and v € A in G. G~ is then obtained from G by identifying x; with x5 to
derive the new vertex x. In G~, vertices = and v are both in B.
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AcV(F) and degp(a) = degg(a) > 2 for every a € A. Therefore, if z is a leaf in F, then z
was obtained by contraction from some connected component C' of G[B]. But then C is
a leaf component. This shows our claim. Additionally, we note that in the case that C is
contained in some connected component C” of G with AnV (C") + @, we have |[Ng(C)| = 1.
So we can assume from now on that each connected component of G contains at least one
leaf component as a subgraph.

Now, we consider two cases. Let us first consider the case that G is connected. In
this case, let C be a leaf component of G[B], then. As we have already excluded the case
A =@, we can conclude from the previous remarks that [Ng(C)| = 1. Hence, Ng(C) = {v}
for some v € A.

In this situation there is only one connected component Dy of G[V(G) NV (C)], so we
conclude that there are only two possibilities:

1. If we have b(v) € V(C), then Lemma 23| can be applied as each connected component
of G[B] is a clique with at most k elements.

2. If b(v) nV(D;) # @, then by Condition [2af of Definition [5| we know that each non-
trivial block in G is contained in a connected component of G[B]. As by assumption
each connected component of G[B] has at most k vertices, this shows that the
conditions of Lemma [26] are fulfilled.

In each case by application of Lemma [23] or Lemma [26] respectively, we obtain a graph
H~ with k-basis G~ and k-representation b~ : A~ - P(B~). Moreover, Lemma [23| and
Lemma [26] tell us that in each case each block in G~ has at most k elements and [A~™| < |A].
By Corollary [9] we conclude that x(G~) < k. As |A7| < |A| we can apply the induction
hypothesis and conclude x(H~) < k. Finally, from Lemma and Lemma we know
that x(H ™) < k implies x(H) < k, which completes the proof in this case.

It remains to consider the case in which G has more than one connected component.
We show how this case can be reduced to the previous case. So let us assume that G
has the connected components Ci,...,C; with [ > 2. We have already seen that each
connected component C; contains at least one leaf component. In particular, this implies
that V(C;) n B # @, so we can choose some b; € V(C;)n B for each i € {1,...,1}.

In order to reduce this case to the previous case we construct (G, A’, B’,b") in the
following way:

e (' is the graph with V(G') =V(G) and E(G") = E(G) u {{bi,bis1}:1<i<k-1}.
e A'=A, B'"=B and b'(a) =b(a) for all a € A.

Clearly, (G', A’, B, b") represents some graph H' with V(H") = V(H) and E(H') = E(H)uU
{{bi,bis1}:1<i<k—-1}. We claim that G’ is a k-basis and b’ is a k-representation of H'.

All additional edges of E(G’) \ E(G) are elements of (g) Hence, degq(a) = degqr(a)
for all a € A. Moreover, b(a) = b'(a) for all a € A. This suffices to show Conditions
and of Definition In order to prove Condition we observe that each {b;, b1} €
E(G") N~ E(G) is a bridge: Indeed, G’ \ {b;,b;+1} is decomposed into the two connected
components U§'=1 Cj and Ué.:i .1 Cj. Now, consider some non-trivial block Z in G’. As all
elements of E(G’) \ E(G) are bridges, we conclude that E(Z)n (E(G') \ E(G)) = @, and
hence Z is contained in GG. Then, we conclude from Condition for (G, A, B,b) that
AnV(Z)=A"nV(Z)=w.

Now we have constructed a k-basis G’ of H' such that G’ is connected. As H is a
subgraph of H', we know that x(H) < x(H’). As the additional edges in E(G') \ E(G)
are bridges, it is easy to conclude that x(G') = x(G). For a successful reduction to
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the first case, it remains to apply Proposition to H' in order to ensure that each
connected component of G'[ B'] is a clique with at most k vertices. Note that Proposition
guarantees that G’ is still connected after replacing all connected components of G'[ B']
with cliques. This implies that we have successfully reduced the second case to the previous
case, which finally completes the proof. O

We already have mentioned that Theorem [I6] together with Proposition [I7] implies
Corollary[I8 Thus, this solves Question[I which was the main motivation of our manuscript.

4 Discussion and outlook

Trees has chromatic number 2 and we have shown that strongly tree-based networks have
chromatic number at most 3. There are many other graph properties which could be
investigated for the comparison of trees and strongly tree-based networks or other restricted
classes of tree-based networks. The possibilities are endless here. We will give here just
two simple examples.

For example, if we denote by w(G) the size of a largest clique in a graph G, it is easy to
see that w(T') =2 for each tree T with at least one edge. As w(G) < x(G) is true for each
graph G it is implied by Theorem (16| that w(N') < 3 for each strongly tree-based network
N. On the other hand, it has been already noted by Hendriksen that general tree-based
networks can have an arbitrarily large clique number (cf. Proof of Theorem 4.1. in [I1]).
So the clique number exhibits a similar pattern as the chromatic number: Both graph
properties can be arbitrarily large for general tree-based networks and have a constant as
an upper bound for strongly tree-based networks.

We are curious if this pattern can be observed for more graph properties. Consider for
example the list chromatic number: Given a graph G = (V, E) and a non-negative integer
we associate with each vertex v a list L(v) of k colors. Then G is called k-list-colorable
if for each such association there is some function f:V(G) - L(v) with f(v) # f(w) for
all {v,w} € E(G). The list chromatic number of G which is denoted by ch(G) is then the
smallest number & for which G is k-list-colorable. It is well-known that ch(G) > x(G) |2]
and that for each natural number k there is a complete bipartite graph G with ch(G) > k
[8]. Hence it is clear that the list chromatic number can be arbitrarily large for general
tree-based networks. This immediately leads to the following question, which we leave
open for future research.

Problem 1. Is there a constant C' such that ch(N) < C for each strongly tree-based net-
work?

We are confident that the investigation of problems like this will deepen the links
between classical graph theory and tree-based networks and thus lead to a more profound
understanding of the latter.
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