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Abstract

The S-Steiner tree packing problem provides mathematical foundations for optimizing multi-path in-
formation transmission, particularly in designing fault-tolerant parallelized routing architectures for massive-
scale network infrastructures. In this article, we propose the definitions of completely independent S-Steiner
trees (CISSTs for short) and generalized k*-connectivity, which generalize the definitions of internally dis-
joint S-Steiner trees and generalized k-connectivity. Given a connected graph G = (V,E) and a vertex subset
S CV,|S| > 2, an S-Steiner tree of G is a subtree in G that spans all nodes in S. The S-Steiner trees 71,75, , Tk
of G are completely independent pairwise if for any 1 < p < ¢ <k, E(T,) NE(T;) =0, V(T,)NV(T;) =S,
and for any two vertices x1,x; in S, the paths connecting x; and x; in T, T;, are pairwise internally disjoint.
The packing number of CISSTs, denoted by &¢;(S), is the maximum number of CISSTs in G. The generalized
k*-connectivity k' (G) is the minimum &5(S) for S ranges over all k-subsets of V(G). We provide a detailed
characterization of CISSTs. Also, we investigate the CISSTs of complete graphs and complete bipartite graphs.
Furthermore, we determine the generalized k*-connectivity for complete graphs and give a tight lower bound

of the generalized k*-connectivity for complete bipartite graphs.
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1 Introduction

Let G be a finite undirected simple connected graph with vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G). For a vertex

subset S C V,|S| > 2, a subtree T of G is an S-Steiner tree if T spans S, i.e., all the leaves in T belong to S. Let

!Corresponding author. E-mail: junyuanl @tyust.edu.cn

Publisher’s Note: This is an Accepted Manuscript of an article published by Taylor & Francis Group in the International
Journal of Parallel, Emergent & Distributed Systems on 20/12/2025, available online: http://www.tandfonline.com/ (DOI:
10.1080/17445760.2025.2609134).


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.19973v1

T:(1 <i<k)be k(> 2) S-Steiner trees of a graph G. Then T;(1 < i < k) are called internally disjoint S-Steiner
trees if for any 1 < p < g <k, E(T,)NE(T,) =0,V(T,) NV(T,) = S. We can refer to [1] for applications of
Steiner trees in computer communication networks.

Let G be a connected graph. The connectivity k(G) of a graph G is defined as the cardinality of the
minimum vertex cut F of G provided F exists; otherwise, k(G) is defined as [V (G)| — 1. Let x| and x; be a
pair of distinct vertices in G. Two paths from x; to x; are internally disjoint if they have no common edge and
no common vertex except the terminal vertices x; and x,. The local connectivity of x1,x; in G, denoted by
K (x1,X2), is defined as the maximum number of internally disjoint (x1,x2)-paths in G. The Whitney Theorem
[2] shows that the connectivity x(G) = min{xg(x,x2) | x1,%2 € V(G),x] # x2}. Similarly, for a vertex subset
S CV,|S| > 2, the local connectivity kG(S) of S in G can be defined as the maximum number of internally
disjoint S-Steiner trees in G. The generalized k-connectivity ki (G) [3], also known as k-set tree connectivity[3],
is the minimum k¢ (S) for S ranges over all k-subsets of V(G).

The concept of generalized k-connectivity has attracted significant research interest. Extensive studies
have been devoted to this property for various network structures, including hypercubes [4], exchanged hyper-
cubes [5], dual cubes [6], (n,k)-star networks [7], and hierarchical cubic networks [8]. Most of these efforts,
however, are confined to the case where 3 < k < 4. For arbitrary k, the generalized k-connectivity has been
precisely determined for only a few graph classes, such as complete graphs [9], complete bipartite graphs [10],
and complete equipartition 3-partite graphs [11]. Importantly, Li et al. [12] established the computational
complexity of the problem: deciding whether k¢ (S) > [ for a vertex subset S (with |S| > 2) and an integer /
(2 <1< |V(G)| —2) is NP-complete. They also provided tight bounds on x3(G) for general graphs, as detailed
in [13].

Let 71,15, - -, T} be k spanning trees of a graph G, where k > 2. Let w be a vertex of G. If for every vertex
v(# w) € V(G), the (w,v)-paths in T;,1 < i < k are pairwise internally disjoint, then we say that 7,75, - - , T}
are k independent spanning trees rooted at w. Numerous studies have presented constructions of independent
spanning trees for a specified root vertex. However, reconstruction is unnecessary if a set of spanning trees re-
mains independent under any choice of root vertices. Inspired by this perspective, Hasunuma [14] proposed the
definition of completely independent spanning trees. The k spanning trees 7;(1 < i < k) are called completely
independent spanning trees (CISTs for short) if they are edge-disjoint, and for any pair of vertices x; and x, in

G, the paths connecting x to x; in different trees are internally disjoint.

Figure 1: the 3 CISSTs in graph G

Inspired by the definition of CISTs, the k(> 2) S-Steiner trees 71,73, - - -, T} are called completely inde-
pendent S-Steiner trees (CISSTs for short) if forany 1 < p < ¢ <k, E(T,)NE(T;) =0and V(T,)NV(T;) =,



for any x1,x> € S, their connecting paths in distinct S-Steiner trees 7,7, are internally disjoint. For example,
in a graph G with 9 vertices, there exist 3 CISSTs with |S| = 8, see Figure 1. The packing number of CISSTs
is the maximum cardinality of CISSTs in G, denoted by k(;(S). The generalized k*-connectivity k; (G) is the
minimum K¢;(S) as S ranges over all k-subsets of V(G). By the definitions of internally disjoint S-Steiner trees
and CISSTs, the CISSTs in G are also internally disjoint S-Steiner trees; the converse is not necessarily true.
Thus the generalized k*-connectivity ;' (G) is at most the generalized k-connectivity ki (G).

In network reliability design, the CISTs and internally disjoint Steiner trees are essential theoretical tools
for creating highly robust networks. The CISSTs become the CISTs when the set S equals the entire vertex set
V(G) of graph G (i.e., S = V(G)). The CISTs demand both edge-disjointness and internal vertex-disjointness
among all spanning trees, providing dual fault tolerance against link and node failures. In contrast, CISSTs
extend this independence to Steiner trees. Compared to internally disjoint Steiner trees, CISSTs impose much
stricter independence requirements.

To illustrate the practical value of CISSTs, we introduce two practical scenario examples with the same
terminal set

S = {u (Command Center), x (Hospital), v (Fire Station)}.

In the emergency communication network G = (V, E), the available relay nodes are a and b. Figure 2 shows a

traditional design based on two internally disjoint Steiner trees 77 and 75, where

V(h) ={u,a,x,b,v}, E(T1)={(wa),(a,x),(x,D),(b,v)},

V(TZ) = {u,x, V}> E(TZ) = {(u,x), (xvv)}'

Although T and T; are internally disjoint Steiner trees, the connecting path from u to v must pass through
department x. This means that when department x fails, the remaining network in Figure 2 no longer contains an

(S\ {x})-Steiner tree. Consequently, the communication between u and v is disrupted and cannot be maintained.

u v u \4
X X
a b a b
Figure 2: Traditional design with Figure 3: Enhanced design with
two internally disjoint Steiner trees two CISSTs

Now consider an enhanced network G’ = (V’ ,E'), the available relay nodes be a,b. As shown in Figure 3,

we can construct two CISSTs 7/ and 7, where,

V(Tll) = {u7a7va’ V}v E(Tll) = {(uva)7 (avx)r(va)v (bv V)}7

V(TZI) = {M,V,X}, E(TZ/) = {(u,v),(v,x)}.



The key advantage is that even when department x fails, the system still has an (S'\ {x})-Steiner tree,
ensuring that departments u and v continue to operate effectively. This comparison demonstrates that CISSTs
are practically essential for scenarios demanding guaranteed service continuity.

In fact, we derive a characterization of CISSTs: for any vertex u € S, it can serve as an internal vertex
in at most one S-Steiner tree in G. This property ensures that if there exist k CISSTs in G and a vertex u € S
fails, then there must be (k— 1) completely independent (S \ {u})-Steiner trees in G. However, when there
exist k internally disjoint S-Steiner trees in G and a vertex u € § fails, it is not necessarily true that there are
(k—1) internally disjoint (S\ {u})-Steiner trees in G. In this sense, compared with internally disjoint S-Steiner
trees, CISSTs can naturally avoid shared bottlenecks and localize the effect of a single-point failure, thereby
providing a provably stronger reliability guarantee for the design of ultimate fault-tolerant networks in fields
such as finance, energy, and military systems.

From the perspective of computational complexity, determining the exact value of the generalized k*-
connectivity ;' (G) is generally a very difficult problem. This difficulty is closely related to the computational
hardness of its classical counterpart—namely, determining the number of internally disjoint Steiner trees. Ex-
isting research has shown that: for any fixed integer k > 4, deciding whether a given k-subset S C V(G) satisfies
K (S) > ¢ is NP-complete [12]; similarly, for any fixed k > 3, deciding whether ki (G) > £ is also NP-complete
[15].

Since a set of CISSTs is also a set of internally disjoint Steiner trees and requires that paths connecting
the same terminals be internally vertex-disjoint, the problem of deciding whether &7;(S) > £ imposes stronger
conditions. Consequently, it is computationally at least as hard as the classical problems mentioned above, and
thus is also NP-complete for k > 4.

This complexity motivates the search for exact polynomial-time algorithms on specific graph classes. The
primary focus of this paper, however, is to conduct a thorough analysis of the generalized k*-connectivity
for two fundamental graphs: complete graphs and complete bipartite graphs. We determine the exact value
of k7 (K,) and establish tight lower bounds for &} (K, ,). Crucially, our proofs are constructive. Although
a detailed algorithmic analysis beyond the scope of this work, the constructive nature of our proofs directly
implies that the corresponding structures can be built in polynomial time for these graph classes. This work
provides a basis for future explicit algorithmic formulations and analysis.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we establish a theoretical characteri-
zation for CISSTs and investigate the properties of CISSTs and & (G) of G. Additionally, we determine the
generalized k*-connectivity &' (G) of complete graphs. In Section 3, we study the CISSTs in complete bipartite

graphs and establish a tight lower bound for their «; (G). Finally, our conclusions are presented in Section 4.

2 A characterization of completely independent S-Steiner trees

In this section, we systematically analyze the properties of the generalized connectivity parameter k' (G)
for general graphs G. Subsequently, we derive an explicit formula for x;/(G) in the special case of complete
graphs.

Theorem 2.1. Let 7;(1 < i < k) be k S-Steiner trees in G. Then T;(1 < i < k) are CISSTs if and only if

they are edge-disjoint, and there is at most one 7; for which dr,(w) > 1 for any w € V(G).



Proof. Let 7;(1 < i < k) be k edge-disjoint S-Steiner trees, and suppose that for every vertex w € V(G),
there is at most one 7; such that dz,(w) > 1. Now, we show that for any p # g, V(T,,) "V(T,) = S. Clearly
S C V(T,)NV(T,). Suppose, for a contradiction, that there exists a vertex x’ € (V(T,) "V (T,)) \ S. Since in
an S-Steiner tree every leaf belongs to S, the vertex x’ is not a leaf in either 7, or 7. Hence dr,(x') > 1 and
dr,(x') > 1, which contradicts the hypothesis. Thus V(7,,) NV (T,) = S. Next, suppose there are two S-Steiner
trees T),, T, such that they are not completely independent, that is, in 7}, and T}, a pair of vertices x{,x, € S has
paths that are not internally disjoint, say (x1,x)-paths P; and P». Note that T),, T, are edge-disjoint. Thus, there
exists a common internal vertex w in paths Py and P;. It follows that dr, (w) > 2 and dr,(w) > 2, contradicting
the assumption that there exists at most one 7; for which dr,(w) > 1.

Let 7; (1 <i < k) be CISSTs. By definition they are edge-disjoint. We shall prove that for every vertex
w, there is at most one 7; with dT,.(w) > 1. Suppose, for contradiction, that there exists a vertex x and two
distinct CISSTs, say T and 7>, such that d7, (x) > 2 and dr, (x) > 2. Since 7; and 7> are CISSTs, we have
V(Ti)NV(T») = S, whence x € S. Since dr, (x) > 2, there exists a (a,b)-path P in T; such that P passes through
the vertex x, and a,b € S\ {x}. Since 7; and T, are two CISSTs, the (a,b)-path in 7> must not pass through
the vertex x. And by dr,(x) > 2, there exists a vertex ¢ € S such that both the (a,c)-path and the (b, c)-path in
T, pass through the vertex x. Consider the (a,c)-path and (b,c)-path in 7j. Since T} and T, are two CISSTs,
neither the (a, ¢)-path nor the (b, ¢)-path in T pass through the vertex x. It follow that the (a,b)-path in 7} does
not pass through the vertex x, which contradicts the (a,b)-path P in T} passes through x. [J

A vertex v in a tree T is said to be an internal vertex if dy(v) > 2. Theorem 2.1 says that each vertex in
graph G is an internal vertex of at most one of the CISSTs. Next, we will discuss how the packing number of
CISSTs changes as S increases.

Theorem 2.2. Let S and S’ be two vertex subsets in G with S C §’. Then there are k CISSTSs in G if there
are k completely independent §'-Steiner trees in G, that is, k5(S) > k5 (5').

Proof. Assume 7} (1 <i < k) are k completely independent S'-Steiner trees in G. For any 1 <i <k, let
Uit ={u|luev(T}) \S,dr/(u) =1}, and let T;, = T} — Uiy LetUip = {u|u € V(T;1) \S,dr;, (u) = 1}, and
let T;» = T;1 — U;>. For convenience, denote Tl-’ by T;o. Repeat this process until for some [ > 1, U;; is an
empty set. Then we can obtain an S-Steiner tree 7;;_1, and let T; = T; ;1.

Next, we shall show the S-Steiner trees 7;(1 <i < k) are k CISSTs in G. Since T/ (1 <i < k) are completely
independent, they are edge-disjoint, and hence T;(1 < i < k) are also edge-disjoint. Since T;(1 <i < k) are all
S-Steiner trees, we have S C V(T,) NV (T) for any 1 < p,q < k,p # q. Suppose there are two S-Steiner trees
T, and T, such that (V(T,) NV(T;))\ S # 0, that is, there is a vertex x; € (V(T,) NV (T;)) \ S. From the
construction of 7;, we can deduce that dr, (x;) > 1 and dy, (x1) > 1. It follows that dz; (x1) > 1 and dry(x1) > 1.
On the other hand, since the S'-Steiner trees 7,’ and T, are completely independent, by Theorem 2.1, we can
deduce that at most one of dry (x;) > 1 and dry (x1) > 1 is true, a contradiction. Therefore, S =V (T,,) NV (T)
forany 1 < p,q <k,p # g. Since T/ (1 < i < k) are completely independent, for any two vertices x,,x3 € S, the
(x2,x3)-paths in each T/ (1 <i < k) are internally disjoint pairwise. And by the construction of 7;(1 < i < k),
for any two vertices xz,x3 € S, the (x,x3)-paths in each T;,1 < i < k, are also internally disjoint pairwise.
Therefore, T;(1 < i < k) are k CISSTs. According to the definition of k5(S), we have k5(S) > x5(S'). The
proof is complete.[]

Corollary 2.3. Let k and / be two integers with 2 < k <. Then & (G) > &/ (G).



Proof. Since k' (G) = min{«5(S) | S C V(G),|S| =k}, there exists a subset Sy with |So| = k such that
K5(So) = &7 (G). By k' (G) =min {k5(S) | SC V(G),|S| =1}, for any subset S| 2 Sy with |S}| =1, it holds that
K5(S1) > % (G). By Theorem 2.2, we have &5(So) > &5(S1). Therefore, k' (G) = x5(So0) > x5(S1) > x/(G).
The proof is complete.[]

Theorem 2.4. Let S be a vertex subset of order k > 2 in V(G). Then & (G) < 3 (G[S]) + (|V(G)| — k).

Proof. Let .7 be a maximum set of CISSTs in G. Let .7 be the set of trees in .7 whose vertex sets
are all S, and let % = .7\ 7). According to the definition of S-Steiner trees, all vertices in V(G) \ S are
internal vertices. Combined with Theorem 2.1, it follows that |.%| < |V(G)| — k. Clearly, | 71| < 3 (G[S]), and
K (G)=|T| = |7|+|%]. Thus k; (G) < K (G[S]) + (]V(G)| — k). The proof is complete.[]

Lemma 2.5 [16]. There are | 5| CISTs in a complete graph K;, for all n > 4.

Theorem 2.6. Let S be a vertex subset of order s > 2 in complete graph K;,. Then there are n— [ 5] CISSTs
in K,,.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, there exist | 5] CISTs T{,T;,-- ’TL/

| in the induced subgraph K, [S] (for conve-

S

nience, we say there exists a CIST in the induced subgraph K,[S] when s < 3.). By the definitions of CISTs
and CISSTs, T{,T;, - - ’TL/%J are also the CISSTs in K,,. By Theorem 2.1, for any w € S, there is at most one 7
such that dzs(w) > 1.

Next, we construct n — s new S-Steiner trees 7;. Denote V (K,,) \ S = {vi,v2, -+ ,vp_s}. Let V(T;) = SU{v;},
and let E(T;) = {vjulu € S}. Clearly, for any v € V(K,), there exists at most one 7; such that dr,(v) > L.
From the construction of these S-Steiner trees, they are edge-disjoint. By Theorem 2.1, 7}, 75, - -- ’TL/% | and
T1,T, -+ ,T,—s are n— [ 5] CISSTs in K,,. The proof is complete.[]

Combining Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.6, we can deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 2.7. Let n and s be two integers with 2 < s < n and n > 4. Then the generalized s*-connectivity

Ky (Kn) =n—131].

3 Completely independent S-Steiner trees in complete bipartite graphs

Let (X,Y) be a bipartition of bipartite graph K, ,u,(With 2 < m; < mp), where X = {x1,%0, X, 1Y =
{y1,y2,+ ,ym, }- By the symmetry of K;,, u,, we assume S = {x1,x2,--- ,x;,¥1,¥2, - -, ¥s—i }- Clearly, max{0,s —
my} <i<min{my,s}.

Theorem 3.1. Let (X,Y) be a bipartition of bipartite graph Ky, m,(with 2 < m; < mj,), where X =
{2, b Y = {yy2, - Ymy b If S € X and [S] > 2, then K}%ﬂlymz (S)=mp. f SCY and |S| > 2,
then K1*<ml,mz (S) =my.

Proof. Assume S = {x;,x2,---,x,} C X. Let T; be an S-Steiner tree with V(T;) = SU{y;}, E(T}) =
{x1yj, %2y, x5y}, where 1 < j < my. By Theorem 2.1, T;(1 < i < k) are mp CISSTs. So K}gml‘mz (S) > my.
Since S C X and s > 2, by the definition of S-Steiner trees, every S-Steiner tree contains at least one vertex
y €Y as an internal vertex. And by Theorem 2.1, the number of CISSTs in K, 1, is not more than m;, that is,
K,"(ml.m2 (S) <my. So K’*(mmz (S) =my.

Similarly, if S C Y and |S| > 2, then K;;ml’mz (S)=m.O

Let S; = {x1,%2, " ,Xi,¥1,¥2, " ,Ys—i }. Assume min{m; —i,mp — (s —i)} > 1. Let j be an integer with
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Figure 4: the S;-Steiner tree T;
1 < j<min{m; —i,my — (s—1i)}, and we define an S;-Steiner tree 7; with
V(Tj) = SiU{XitjsYs—itj}s

E(T;) = {ys—itjX1, Ysmit jX2, -+, Vs—ig jXi } U{Xie jy 1, Xie 2, -+ o Xig jys—i f U{Xig jys—inj 1

where x; j € X\ S;,ys—i+j € Y\ S;, see Figure 4. For 1 < j < min{m —i,my — (s — i)}, the S;-Steiner tree T;
is said to be I-type, and the set of all /-type trees is denoted as 7] .
Assume 1 <i < min{m; — 1,5 — 1} and my — (s —i) < m; —i. Then |/ | = mp — (s — i), and denote

ay = |/ |. Let k be an integer with 1 <k < min{s—i,m; —i—a; }, and we define an S;-Steiner tree 7, with
V(T;cl) = Si U {xi+a1+k}a

E(T}) = {Xitay+hV 1> Xitay kY25 >Xikay +kYs—i } I {VRX1, kX2, -+, ik}

see Figure 5. For 1 <k <min{s—i,m| —i—a }, the S;-Steiner tree T} is said to be Ix-type, and the set of all Ix-
type trees is denoted as ;zle. On the other hand, consider a complete bipartite subgraph K,,,, —4, s—i(X’,Y’) with
X' = {x1,%2, X, Xitay+1:Xiva 42, » Xmy 1, Y = {y1,¥2, -+ ,ys—i}. The set of all completely independent
spanning trees in Ky, —q4, —i(X',Y’) is denoted as d’%. Since S; C V(K —a,s—i(X",Y")), by Theorem 2.2,

there exists a completely independent S;-Steiner tree set .7, such that |.&/7| = | .o/ 2.

xr‘—a;—r’c

Vi V2 Vie Vs-i
Figure 5: the S;-Steiner tree T}/

Assume i > 1 and my — (s —i) > my —i. Then a; = |#/| = m; —i. Let [ be an integer with 1 <[ <

min{i,m; — (s —i) —a; }, and we define an S;-Steiner tree 7" with

V(T}”) = Si U {y‘Y7i+a1+l}7



X;

Vi V2 Vs-i Vs-ttagl

Figure 6: the S;-Steiner tree T}

"
E(Tz )= {ysfi+a1+lx17)’sfi+a1+lx27 T 7ys—i+a1+lxi} U {xlyhxl)’b e ,les—i}n

see Figure 6. For 1 <[ < min{i,m; — (s —i) — a1}, the S;-Steiner tree 7, is said to be Iy-type, and the set of
all Iy-type trees is denoted as <7 . On the other hand, consider a complete bipartite subgraph K; u, 4, (X", Y")
with X" = {xq,x0,- -, 1, Y" = {y1,2, . Vs—is Vs—ictay +1:Vs—ita;+2,° - sYm, }- The set of all completely in-
dependent spanning trees in Kj ,,, 4, (X”,Y") is denoted as 42%'%. Since S; € V(Kimy—a, (X",Y")), by Theorem
2.2, there exists a completely independent S;-Steiner tree set <7 such that |#7| = |/’ §|

Based on the above construction, we can easily obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. The S;-Steiner trees in <7 are completely independent, and a; = min{m; —i,my — (s — i) }.
Furthermore, if a; = my — (s — i), then | <% | = min{s —i,m; —i —a;}, and the S;-Steiner trees in 27| U <7’
are completely independent; if a; = my —i,then || = min{i,m; — (s —i) — a1}, and the S;-Steiner trees in
) U o) are completely independent.

Lemma 3.3[16]. Let K,,, ,», be a complete bipartite graph, and m; < my. Then K, ,,, contains ['%lj
CISTs.

Lemma 3.3 leads to the following conclusion.

Corollary 3.4. If a; = m — (s — i), then |#%*| = max{min{[ ™5 |, |£5'|},1}, and the S;-Steiner trees

in o/ U .o/} are completely independent; if a; = m; — i, then |%?| = max{min{| ]|, [*25%|},1}, and the
S;-Steiner trees in <% U o7 are completely independent.

Theorem 3.5. Let (X,Y) be a bipartition of the bipartite graph Ky my(with 2 < my < my), where X =
{xi,x2, - s xm 1Y ={y1,2,- - ,Ym, }- And let S; = {x1,x2,- -+ ,x;,¥1,¥2,- -+ ,¥s—i } be a subset of s vertices in
Kin, m,, where max{1,s —mp} <i<min{my,s—1}.If s <mp—mj +2, then K}gmwz (S;) = my.

Proof. Since i < s— 1, it follows that S;Y # 0. Note that for every vertex w € ;Y dx,, ,,, (W) = mi.
And by any two completely independent S;-Steiner trees are edge-disjoint, we can conclude that the number of
completely independent S;-Steiner trees in Ky, s, is not more than my, that is, K,*(mlm2 (Si) <my.

Next, we shall show K}gml,mz (S;) > m,. Consideri=1. Since m; >2,wehavem; —i>1.By s <mp—m +
2, it follows that my — (s —i) =mp —s+i > (m; —2)+i=my —i. Somin{m; —i,my — (s—i)} =m; —i > 1. By
Lemma 3.2, | 71| = m — 1. Clearly, K, ,[S1] is an S;-Steiner tree, denoted by Ty. By Theorem 2.1, {Tp} U 7
contains m; completely independent S;-Steiner trees in K, ;,. So K,’le.mz (Si) > my.

Assume 2 < i < mj — 1. It follows that m; —i > 1. By s < mp —mj + 2, It follows that my — (s —i) =
my—s+i>(m—2)+i>m—i. Somin{m; —i,my—(s—i)} =m; —i>1. By Lemma 3.2, ||| = m; —i.
In addition, by s < my —m +2, we also deduce that my — (s —i) — (m; —i) = mp —s —m; +2i > i. By Lemma

3.2, || = min{i,my — (s —i) — (m; — i)} = i. Furthermore, <% U 2 contains m; completely independent



Si-Steiner trees in Ky, ju,. SO K;zml«mz (S;) > my.

Consider i =m,. By Lemma 3.2, |7 | = 0. By s <mp —mj 42, we also deduce that my — (s —i) =mp — s+
i> (my—2)+i>i. Somin{i,my — (s—i)} >i>2. By Lemma 3.2, |#!| = min{i,my — (s —i)} =i=m. By
the definition of completely independent S;-Steiner trees, @731 contains m; completely independent S;-Steiner
trees in Ky, m,. SO Kl*(mlmz (Si) > m. The proof is complete. [

Theorem 3.6. Let (X,Y) be a bipartition of the bipartite graph K, ,n,(With 2 < m; < my), where X =
{2, %2, xm 1Y ={y1,¥2,- - ,Ym, }- And let S; = {x1,x2,- -+ ,x;,¥1,¥2,-- - ,¥s—i } be a subset of s vertices in
Ko, my, where max{1,s —my} <i <min{m,s—1} and s > mpy —m; +3. If 2 < 2i <m +5—my, then

my —i, 2 < 2i < Amtsmm),

5

KKy ry (1) =

my—(s—i)+ L'"‘H;mrij, 2(m|+357m2) <2i<my+s—m.

Proof. Since 2i < mj +s—my, we have my — (s —i) <my —i. Somin{m| —i,my — (s —i)} =mp — (s —1).
By Lemma 3.2, a; = || =mp — (s —i). It follows that my —a; =my+s—mp —i=s—i+ (m; —mp) < s—i.
And by 2 <2i<mj+s—mp, we have m; —ay =m;+s—mp—i>i>1.If m —a; =1, theni=1 and
my + s —my = 2, contradicting s > my —my + 3. So assume m; —a; > 2. By Corollary 3.4, we have \%22| =

max{min{ [ Z5% |, | 551}, 1} = 259 | = | Mt | By a; =my — (s —i), we have mj —i—a; =s—i+

(my —my —i) <s—i. By Lemma 3.2, we have |sz21| =min{s—i,m—i—a }=m —i—a; =m+s—my—2i.
By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.4, S;-Steiner trees in .7} U @721 are completely independent, and the S;-
Steiner trees in .«7] U o7 are also completely independent. Thus Kl*(mwﬂz (S;) > max{| A |+ ||, | |+ |}
If 2i < M, then my +s —my — 2i > L%J, hence Kl’gmm (S;) > ||+ || = my —i. If
M <2i<my+s—my, thenmy +s—my—2i < [%J, K,’gml.,nz(S,-) > ||+ | AE | =my— (s—
i)+ | 2= | The proof is complete. [J
Theorem 3.7. Let (X,Y) be a bipartition of the bipartite graph K, ,,(With 2 < m; < my), where X =
{2, %0, % 1Y ={y1,¥2,- - ,Ym, }- And let S; = {x1,x2,- -+ ,x;,¥1,¥2,-- - ,¥s—i } be a subset of s vertices in

K, my, where max{1,s —my} <i <min{my,s— 1} and s > my —mj + 3. If 2i > m; +s — my, then

ml_i‘f'L%J, m1+s—m2<2i§w;
KK,y (S1) 2§ o — s+, w <2i <2(my+s—my);
mi, 2i>2(my+s—my).

Proof. Since 2i > mj + s — my, we have my — (s — i) > m; — i. It follows that min{m; —i,mp — (s —
i)} =m; —i. By Lemma 3.2, a) = || = min{m; —i,mp — (s — i)} = m; —i. It follows that my —a; = my —
my +1i>1i. Since s > mp —m; + 3 and 2i > m; + s — my, we have 2i > 3 and hence i > 2. By Corollary 3.4,
|7} = max{min{| §|,["25%]},1} = | 5 ]. By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.4, the S;-Steiner trees in .« U

42/31 are completely independent, and the S;-Steiner trees in .27 U %/32 are also completely independent. Thus
Kl*(mlmz (i) > max{ ||+ ||, || + || }. We discuss the following two cases.

Case 1. m| +s—mp <2i <2(my+s—my).

Then 1 < my —m; —s+2i <i. By Lemma 3.2, we have |£{31\ =min{i,my — (s —i) —a; } = min{i,mp —

my—s+2i} =mp—my —s+2i>1.



Casel.l. mj+s—my <2i< w.

In this case, we have my —s—m; +2i < | £ ], thatis, || <|</?|. It follows that Ko,y (i) = max{|.7 |+
|||+ ||} = ||+ | = mi—i+ 5],

Case 1.2. M <2 <2(m +s—my).

In this case, we have my —s—m; +2i > | £ ], thatis, || > | @?|. It follows that K;;ml,mz (S;) > max{|.« |+
||, ||+ ||} = |+ | oA | = my =it my —my —s+2i=my —s+i.

Case 2. 2i > 2(m; +s—my).

By a; = m; —i, we have my — (s —i) —a; = my —s—mj +2i > i. By Lemma 3.2, we have \@731| =
min{i,m, — (s — i) —a, } = min{i,m, —m; —s+2i} = i. Note that |&’| = | £]. So K;;mlwz (8;) > max{|e| +
A}, ||+ | 2|} = || + || = my —i+i=m. The proof has been completed. [J

Corollary 3.8. Let (X,Y) be a bipartition of the bipartite graph K, , (with 2 < m; < my), where |X| =
my,|Y| = my, and let s be an integer with s > 2. Then we have

(D) If s < moy —my +2, then K} (Kip, m,) = my except S C X.

(2) If S C X, then K (K, m,) = my for any 2 < s < my;.

(3) If 5 > my — my +3, then & (Kyy, my) > my — "H52m242,

Proof. By Theorems 3.1 and 3.5, Statements (1) and (2) are true.

For convenience, let z = m; + s — my. By Theorems 3.6 and 3.7, we can construct the function

my —i, 2<2i< &,

my — (s—i)4 |5 Z i<y

fi) = ml—l—i-bj z<2i§%
my —s+i, %<2i§2z;
my, 2i > 2z.

According to the monotonicity property of this function, we have

min 1) = min{ 7 o[ 0or| o2 -

By the definition of this function, we derive the following inequalities

f( LgJ) >my — m1+s7m2 >my — m1+ngz+2;
mj+s—np

f( %—I > o — (S_ m1+~3vfmz) + |~m1+sfm22*73 J =m - 2(m1+3s—m2) 4 \_m|+§fsz >m— m1+s§mz+2;
2z 2(my+s—my) M 2(my+s—my) my+s—nyp my+s—mp+2
5D = ( 3 )+L J=mi— 3 + =5 2 m - 3 ;
{%] >my—s+ (m1+s my) = m — m1+§ ny >my — m1+xgm2+2.

So, min (i) > m; — %’"2“ it suggests K (K, m,) > mi — %”QHD

Lemma 3.9. Let (X,Y) be a bipartition of the bipartite graph Ks¢, where X = {xj,x,---, x5}, ¥ =
{y1,¥2,-*,¥6}- And let S = {x1,x2,y1,y2}. Then K1*<5?6(S) =4.

Proof. Since |[SNX|=2and |[SNY| =2, it follows that in any S-Steiner tree T, there must exist an internal
vertex x € X that connects the vertices in ¥ N.S, and there must also exist an internal vertex y € Y that connects

the vertices in X NS. By Theorem 2.1, every vertex in X is an internal vertex of at most one of the CISSTs.

10



Thus, kg (S) < |X[=5.

Suppose KI*(S‘6 (S) =5, and say Ti,T5,---,T5 are 5 CISSTs. Note that every vertex in Ks is at most
an internal verteX of T;(1 <i <5). And by the symmetry of Ks¢, without loss of generality, assume x;,y;
are two internal vertices in 7; for i = 1,2,---,5. Since x; is the sole internal vertex of V(7;) N X, we have
xiy1,%iy2 € E(T;) fori =1,2,--- 5. It follows that x;y; € E(T). Consider the S-Steiner tree 7. Since y; is the
internal vertex of T, there is a vertex x;,# # 1 such that x,y; € E(T}). On the other hand, since x;y; € E(T;) for
i=12,---,5 wehave x| € E(Ty). It follows that x;y; € E(T1) NE(T;), a contradiction. So kg, (S) <5.

(my+s—my)
3

Moreover, let my = 5,my = 6,5 =4,i = 2. Then 2i = 4 . By Theorem 3.7, we can deduce that

Kk, , () = 4. Therefore, kg, (S) = 4. The proof is complete. [J

Remark 3.10. Let m; =5,mp = 6,5 =4,i = 2. By Lemma 3.9, we have x5 (S)=m — L%J
my,my

In this sense, the lower bound of Corollary 3.8(3) is tighter.

4 Conclusions

In this paper, we introduce the novel concepts of completely independent S-Steiner trees (CISSTs in short)
and generalized k*-connectivity in graph theory. We establish a theoretical characterization theorem for CIS-
STs, and investigate the properties of CISSTs and generalized k*-connectivity. Building upon this theoretical
framework, we investigate the CISSTs in complete graphs and complete bipartite graphs. Furthermore, we
determine the generalized k*-connectivity for complete graphs and give a tight lower bound of generalized

k*-connectivity for complete bipartite graphs.
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