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Abstract

A graph that is completely determined by its degree sequence is called a unigraph. In 2000,
Regina Tyshkevich published one of the most important papers on unigraphs [I7]. There are
two parts to the paper: a decomposition theorem that describes how every graph can be broken
into a sequence of basic graphs and a complete classification of all basic unigraphs. Together,
they reveal how every unigraph is constructed.

We provide an informal overview of Tyshkevich’s results and show how they enable the
computation of various graph parameters of unigraphs in linear time. We also provide a
toolkit (https://chelsealll.github.io/tyshkevich_decomposition_toolkit/) that imple-
ments the algorithms described in this write-up.

1 Introduction

Every graph G has a degree sequence D¢ that lists the degrees of the vertices from largest to
smallest. For example, the degree sequence of the tree T in Figure Mis (3,2,1,1,1) = (3,2,13).
In general, a graph’s degree sequence is not unique to it; two or more graphs can share the same
degree sequence. Take the 8-cycle, C's. It has the same degree sequence as C5 U C3 and 2Cy, which
is (2,2,2,2,2,2,2,2) = (2%).

A graph that is completely determined by its degree sequence is called a unigraph. When G is a
unigraph and Dg = D¢, then G and G’ are isomorphic. Some examples of unigraphs are complete
graphs, mKy (m copies of K3), C5 and their complements. It may seem that unigraphs are special so
there are not many of them. But, in fact, there are between 2.3"~2 and 2.6" (unlabeled) unigraphs
with n vertices [17]!

One of the most important papers on unigraphs is “Decomposition of Graphical Sequences
and Unigraphs” by Regina Tyshkevich, published in the journal Discrete Mathematics in 2000
[17]. Tyshkevich had been working on unigraphs with several co-authors since the late 1970’s (see
references 15 to 23 in [17]). The papers were in Russian and remained relatively unknown in the
West. The publication of the decomposition paper finally brought Tyshkevich’s work to a wider
audience.
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Figure 1: The tree T on the left has degree sequence (3,2,1,1,1) = (3,2,1). It has one KS-
partition ({b,d},{a,c,e}). It is combined with the another graph H, a 3-cycle, using the composi-
tion operation to create the graph (T, A, B) o H.

There are two parts to Tyshkevich’s paper: (i) a decomposition theorem that describes how
every graph can be broken into a sequence of basic components and (ii) a complete classification
of all the basic unigraph components. Together, they reveal how every unigraph is generated. The
goal of this write-up is to provide an informal overview of Tyshkevich’s results and show how they
can be used to compute various graph parameters.

The algorithms are a variation of the following idea: to compute the parameter f(G), determine
f(G;) for each basic component G; and then combine them to obtain f(G). In Section @], we present
a result by Whitman [I8] and extend it to show that when G is a unigraph, the clique number
w(@), the independence number a(G), the vertex cover number 5(G) and the chromatic number
X(G) can all be computed in linear time. In Section [5] we describe how a modified version of
Tyshkevich’s decomposition theorem can be used to characterize the automorphism group of a
graph. Consequently, when G is a unigraph, the distinguishing number and fixing number of G,
two parameters associated with symmetry-breaking of graphs, can also be computed in linear time.
We accompany our exposition with a toolkit to make the material more accessible to the reader.
The toolkit is described in Section [6l

We note that other researchers have also addressed algorithmic problems on unigraphs. Calam-
oneri and Petreschi [5] used the above template to design an approximation algorithm that computes
an L(2,1)-labeling of a unigraph. The number of colors used is at most 1.5 x OPT. Nakahata [16]
utilized the same idea to prove that the cliquewidth of a unigraph is at most 4. What makes the
algorithms in Sections ] and [5] noteworthy is that they output the exact answers in linear time.

2 The Decomposition Theorem

Split graphs play a prominent role in Tyshkevich’s decomposition theorem. A graph G is split if
its vertex set can be partitioned into two sets so that the first set of vertices induce a clique while
the second set of vertices induce a stable or independent set. The two sets form what’s called a
K S-partition of G. The K-part is for the clique and the S-part is for the stable set.

Consider the tree in Figure [l It has a K S-partition ({b,d},{a,c,e}), so it is a split graph.
In fact, it is the tree’s only K S-partition. On the other hand, the complete graph K, has two



types of K S-partitions: the first one has the entire vertex set in the K-part and an empty set for
the S-part; the second one has all but one vertex in the K-part and a single vertex in the S-part.
Hammer and Simeone [I3] describes the KS-partitions of a split graph.

Theorem 2.1. [13] For any KS-partition (A, B) of split graph G, exactly one of the following
holds:

o Al =w(G) and |B| = a(G)
o Al =w(G) and |B| = a(G) — 1 (called K-max)
o Al =w(G) -1 and |B| = a(Q) (called S-maz)

where w(G) and a(Q) are the clique and independence numbers of G respectively. Moreover, in a
K -maz partition, there is a vertex u € A so that BU {u} induces a stable set while in an S-maz
partition, there is a vertex v € B so that AU {v} induces a complete graph.

Split graphs that have the first kind of K S-partition are called balanced; otherwise, they are
unbalanced. It turns out that a balanced split graph has only one K S-partition [9], but an unbal-
anced split graph has both a K-max and a S-max partition because of the existence of the vertices
u and v, which are called swing vertices. Thus, the tree in Figure [Ilis a balanced split graph while
K, is an unbalanced one.

Proposition 2.2. [9] A balanced split graph G has a unique K S-partition.

For a split graph G, we often want to specify the K S-partition of interest, so we express the graph
as (G, A, B) where A is the K-part and B is the S-part of the K S-partition. The degree sequence
of (G, A, B) is also expressed as a paired degree sequence (di,...,dy;dpy1,...,d,) to distinguish
between the degrees of the vertices in A and B.
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Let (G, A, B) be a split graph. Let H be another graph. Tyshkevich defined the composition
of (G, A,B) and H as the graph (G, A, B) o H. Tts vertex set is V(G) UV (H) and its edge set is
E(G)UEH)U{uvlu € A,v € V(H)}. That is, (G, A, B) o H is the graph G U H together with
the edges between the vertices in A and the vertices in H. Figure [l has an example.

The composition operation can be applied to two split graphs (G, A’, B') o (G, A, B) resulting
in another split graph (G”, AU A’, BU B’). It can also be applied multiple times to produce new
graphs; e.g., (G, Ak, Bx)o(Gr_1, Ag_1,Br_1)o...0(G1, A1, B1)oGy. Interestingly, the composition
operation can be applied in any order because the operation is associative.

One important class of graphs that can be described this way are threshold graphs. They are
the graphs formed when each G;, including Gy, is a single-vertex graph. For simplicity, we denote
a single-vertex graph as {v}. When it is treated as a split graph and the vertex is in the K-part,
we refer to it as ({v}, {v},0); its paired degree sequence is (0;(). On the other hand, when the
vertex is in the S-part, we refer to it as ({v},0, {v}) and its degree sequence is (0, 0). For example,

({va}, {va}, 0) © ({vs}, {vs},0) o ({va}, 0, {v2}) o ({01}, 0, {v1}) o {vo}
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Figure 2: The threshold graph ({v4}, {va},0) o ({vs}, {vs},0) o ({va}, 0, {va}) o ({v1},0,{v1}) o {vo}.

results in the graph shown in Figure
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Tyshkevich defined a graph as decomposable if it can be obtained as the composition of some
split graph and another graph; otherwise, it is an indecomposable graph.

How do we know if a graph is decomposable? The answer, it turns out, lies in a graph’s degree
sequence! Let us examine the composition operation again. In (G, A, B) o H, all the vertices in A
become adjacent to all the vertices in H. Thus,

e when u € A, deg(u) > |V(H)|+ |A| — 1 since u is also adjacent to all the other vertices in A;

e when v € V(H), |A| < deg(v) < |A| + |[V(H)| — 1 since the number of neighbors of v in H
range from 0 to |V(H)| — 1;

e when w € B, 0 < deg(w) < |A] since the number of neighbors of w in G range from 0 to |A|.

It follows that in the degree sequence of (G, A, B) o H, the degrees of the vertices in A appear
first followed by those in H and finally by those in B. Another way of putting it is if the degree
sequence of (G, A, B) o H is (dy,ds,...,dy), then there are two indices p and ¢ with p+ ¢ < N so
that

(dl, v ,dp), (dp+1, “e ,dN_q) and (dN_q+1, v ,dN)

are the degrees of the vertices in A, H and B respectively.

Following the notation above, we also note that in (G, A, B) o H, a vertex u € A is adjacent to
(i) p — 1 other vertices in A, (ii) all the vertices in H and (iii) its neighbors in B. Hence, if v; is
the vertex with degree d;, and degp(v;) is the number of neighbors of v; in B,

Yodio= Y [(p=1)+(N—p—q)+degp(v)]
i=1 =1

= plp—1)+p(N—p—q)+ Y _degp(v;)
i=1

N
= p(N—¢q¢—-1)+ Z d;.
i=N—q+1

1=



Tyshkevich showed that these observations are both necessary and sufficient for proving that a
graph is decomposable.

Theorem 2.3. [17] A graph G* with degree sequence (dy,ds, ..., dy) is decomposable if and only
if there exists indices p,q with 0 < p+ q < N so that

N
di=p(N —q—1)+ Z d;.
i=1 i=N—q+1

If G* is decomposable, then G* = (G, A, B)oH where (dy,...,dp), (dpt1,...,dN—q) and (dn—g41,---,dN)
are the degrees of the vertices in A, H and B respectively.
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When G* is the composition of many graphs, there are many ways of expressing G* as the
composition of two graphs because of the associativity of the composition operation. That is, there
are many pairs of indices (p, ¢) that can satisfy the conditions in Theorem 2.3l But if we choose the
pair with the smallest p value, then (G, A, B) is guaranteed to be an indecomposable graph. We
can then decompose H further. In this way, we obtain a decomposition of G* into indecomposable
graphs. This leads us to Tyshkevich’s main result.

Theorem 2.4. (The Canonical Decomposition Theorem of Tyshkevich [17]) Every graph
G* can be represented as a composition

G* = (kaAka Bk:) o (Gk:—lyAk—la Bk—l) ©...0 (G17 A17 Bl) o GO
where each G; is an indecomposable graph. This decomposition is canonical; that is, let
G' = (Gz’szBé) 0 (GZ—lvAZ—l’Bllc—l) ©...0 ( ,1’ ll’Bi) o Gé)'

Then G* = G if and only if k =, Go = G, and (G, Ai, B;) = (G}, AL, Bl) fori=1,... k.

Using Theorem [2.4] we presented a linear-time algorithm called Decompose(G*) in [§] that
outputs a stack that contains the (paired) degree sequence of Gy on top followed by the paired
degree sequences of Gy, ..., Gy.

3 Indecomposable Unigraphs

In the second part of her paper, Tyshkevich noted the implication of Theorem [2.4] for unigraphs.

Theorem 3.1. [17] G is a unigraph if and only if each indecomposable component in the canonical
decomposition of G is also a unigraph.
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Figure 3: Given the tree T' on the left with A = {b,d} and B = {a,c,e}, the complement, the
inverse and the inverse of the complement of (T, A, B) are shown on the right.

Equally important, Tyshkevich described all the indecomposable unigraphs. The proof is sub-
stantial; it is twenty pages long with many cases to sort through. Tyshkevich was able to keep
the list of indecomposable unigraphs manageable because she made use of the complements and
inverses of graphs.

Recall that the complement of G, G, has the same vertex set as G and two vertices are adjacent
if and only if they are not adjacent in G. When G is a split graph with K S-partition (A, B), the
complement of (G, A, B) is (G, A, B) = (G, B, A). Its inverse is (G, A, B)! = (G, B, A) where G!
is obtained from G by deleting the edges {aa’ : a,a’ € A} and adding the edges {bb’ : b,/ € B}.
The two operations can then be combined to create the complement of the inverse of (G, A, B),
which is also the inverse of the complement of (G, A, B). Figure [Blshows the two graph operations.

The indecomposable non-split unigraphs are described using four types of graphs. The first two
are Cs and mKy. The third one is Uz(m, £), the graph formed by the disjoint union of mKs and
the star K. The fourth one is Us(m), the graph formed by a center vertex, mKsy and P;. The
center vertex is adjacent to all the vertices of mKs, creating m triangles, and to the endpoints of
Ps, creating a 4-cycle. These non-split unigraphs are illustrated in Table [11

Theorem 3.2. [17] Let G be an indecomposable non-split unigraph with two or more vertices.
Then G or G is one of the following graphs: Cs,mKo with m > 2, Us(m, £) with m > 1,£ > 2 or
Us(m) with m > 1.

The indecomposable split unigraphs, on the other hand, are described using five types of graphs.
The first one is the single-vertex graph. The next one is S(p, ¢), the graph that consists of ¢ copies of
the star K, whose ¢ centers form a complete graph. The third one is Sa(p1,q1, P2, 92, , Pms @m)
which is a generalization of S(p, q); it consists of g; copies of K ,, for ¢ = 1,...,m and the centers
of all the stars form a complete graph. The fourth graph is Ss(p, ¢1, g2) which is made up of S(p, ¢1)
and S(p+ 1,¢2) and all their star’s centers are pairwise adjacent to each other. Additionally, there
is a vertex e that is adjacent to the centers of the stars in S(p,¢;) only. The last one is Sy(p, q)
which is made up of S3(p, 2, q) and a vertex f that is adjacent to all the vertices of S3(p, 2, q) except
for e. These split unigraphs are illustrated in Table 21

Theorem 3.3. [17] Let G be an indecomposable split unigraph. Then G, G, G! or GI is one of the



fOllO’U)’l’flg a Single—vertex gmph, S(p7 Q) with p > 17q > 27 52(1717(]17]727(]27 e 7PM7QM) with m > 2
and p1 > p2 > ... > pm, S3(p,q1,q2) withp > 1,q1 = 2,q2 > 1, or Su(p,q) withp >1,q> 1.

When G = H, then G = H. Similarly, when G! = H, then G = H!. Thus, another way
of stating Theorems and B3] is that when G is an indecomposable non-split unigraph, G is
isomorphic to one of the four types graphs in Table [l or their complements. On the other hand,
when G is an indecomposable split graph, G is isomorphic to one of the five types graphs in Table ]
their complements, inverses or complements of the inverses. Thus, whenever G is an indecomposable
unigraph, we can refer to its type (and related parameters). For example, Cj is isomorphic to 2Ky
S0 its type is the complement of mKs with m = 2. On the other hand, the type of the tree in Figure
Mis S2(p1,q1,p2,q2) with p1 = 2,q1 = p2 = g2 = 1. When G is a single-vertex split graph, we refer
to its type as K or S7 if the vertex is in the K-part or in the S-part of the split graph respectively.

A subtle but important consequence of TheoremsB.Ilto[B.3lis that unigraphs and their indecom-
posable components can be recognized in linear time. The fact that unigraphs can be recognized
efficiently is not new; Kleitman and Li [I5] and Borri et al. [3] have already designed linear-time
algorithms. What is new is that their indecomposable components can also be identified quickly.

Theorem 3.4. Let G be a graph. There is a linear-time algorithm that determines if G is a
unigraph. Moreover, when G is a unigraph, it outputs the type (and related parameters) of each
indecomposable component of G.

The theorem holds because the graphs in Tables [Il and 2 have very specific patterns for their
degree sequences. We provide a full description of the linear-time algorithm called IsUnigraph(G)
in the appendix. The algorithm is based on our work in [§], which is similar to that of Calamoneri
and Peterschi [5].

Tyskevich’s results can also be used to generate unigraphs. Prior to her work, it was unclear
how one would go about creating, say, a hundred unigraphs that are not from the same subfamily
like the threshold graphs. Now we know because she has identified the basic pieces for assembling
unigraphs. Below are unigraphs with ten vertices. Some are indecomposable themselves or formed
by composing an indecomposable unigraph with any number of indecomposable split unigraphs.

e 810 from 5K>

31,19) from Uy (3,3)

84,54, 2%) from 5(2,2)! 0 2K,

84,71,62,33) from S3(1,2,1) 0 S 0.5

( 1

(

(

(74,61,51,33,0!) from S; 0 S3(1,2,1) 0 Sy
( 1

9l 71, 6',45,12) from K; 0 Sy 0510 Ky oUsz(1)

Drawings and adjacency lists of the above graphs can be obtained using the Havel-Hakimi
algorithm [14] 12].
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Non-split Unigraphs G Mlustration and Degree Sequence w(G) a(G)
Cs 2 2
(2°)
mKo with m > 2 2 m
~—
m
(1*m)
UQ(m,ﬁ):mKQUKLg
with m >1,0>2 N N 2 m+4
m 1
(67 12m+€)
Us(m), m >1 m 3 m+2

Table 1: The four types of indecomposable non-split unigraphs mentioned in Theorem B.2] their

degree sequences, clique and independence numbers.




Indecomposable Split Unigraphs G Tllustration and Paired Degree Sequence

Single-vertex graph o
(0;0) or (6;0)

S(p,q),p>1,q>2

SQ(p17Q17"'7pmaqm)7 m227 ......
pL>p2>...>pym>1land g > 1
fori=1,...,m

S(ph(h) S(pg,(]g) S(pman)

((Pl +N-1)n ... (pm + N — 1)‘1m; 1p1q1+---+pmqm)
where N = 3" ¢;

T

S3(p,q1,q2) withp > 1,1 > 2,2 > 1

S(p7Q1) S(p+15q2)
((p +q + q2)<h+qz; q, 170 +(p+1)qz)

S(p,2) Sp+1,q)

(2(p+q+1) + gp, (p + g + 3)9+2; 2apF2pFatl)

Table 2: The five types of indecomposable non-split graphs mentioned in Theorem B.3] and their
degree sequences. The K-parts of the split graphs are on top while the S-parts are at the bottom.



4 Applications, Part 1

We now show how Tyshkevich’s work can be used to address algorithmic questions. It is well-
known that given a graph G, computing the size of its largest clique w(G), the size of its largest
stable set a(G), the size of its smallest vertex cover 5(G) as well as its chromatic number x(G)
are NP-hard problems. When G is decomposable, can a decomposition simplify the computation
of these parameters? We begin with a nice result from Whitman [I§].

Lemma 4.1. [18] Let G = (Gk, Ak, Bx) o (Gk—1,Ak—1,Bk—1) o ... o (G1,A1,B1) o Gy. Then
w(G) = [A] + [Ag—1| + ... + [A1] + w(Go) and xX(G) = [Ag| + [Ag—1| + ... + [A1] + x(Go)-

A similar result holds for a(G) and 5(G).

Lemma 4.2. Let G = (G, Ak, Bg) © (Gg—1, Ag—1,Br—_1) o ... 0 (G1,A1,B1) o Go. Then it is the
case that a(G) = |By|+|Bg-1|+ ...+ |Bi| +a(Go) and B(G) = |Ak|+ |Ag-1|+... +[A1| + B(Go).

Proof. We prove the formula for a(G) first using induction on the number of components of G.
When G has only one component, G = Gy so a(G) = a(Gy). Assume that the result holds for graphs
that have k or fewer components. Let G be a graph with k& + 1 components so G = (G, A, Bi) ©
(Gk—la Ak—ly Bk—l) ©0...0 (Gl, Al, Bl) o G(). Let H = (Gk—lyAk—la Bk—l) ©0...0 (Gl,Al, Bl) @) GO
so G = (G, A, Br) o H. Denote as By a maximum-sized stable set in H. Clearly, By U By is a
stable set of G so a(G) > |Bg| + |Bm|. We will now show that «(G) < |Bg| + |Ba|.

Let D be a stable set of G, D = DNV(Gy) and Dy = DNV (H). Notice that both Dy and
Dy must be stable sets of G, and H respectively. Furthermore, D;. can contain at most one vertex
in Ay, since the vertices in Ay induce a clique. Let us consider two cases: (i) |[Dy N Ag| = 0 and (ii)
|Dr N Ag| = 1. For case (i), |D| = |Dg| + |Dy| < |Bk| + |Bu|. For case (ii), since Dy N Ay # 0,
Dy has to be empty because every vertex in Ay is adjacent to every vertex of H in G. Thus,
|D| = |Dg| < |Bk| +1 < |Bi| + |Br|- The latter inequality holds because H is a non-empty
graph so |Bg| > 1. We have now shown that for cases (i) and (ii), every stable set of G has
size at most |Bg| + |Bg|. It follows that «(G) = |Bg| + |Bg|.- But by the induction hypothesis,
‘BH’ = ‘Bk_ﬂ + ...+ ‘Bl‘ + a(GQ) so a(G) = ‘Bk’ + ‘Bk_lf + ...+ ‘Bl‘ + a(GQ).

Now, a(G) + 8(G) = |V(G)| and |V(G)| = [V(GL)| + |V (Gr=1)| + ...+ |V(Gp)|. Thus,

B(G) = [V(G)|—a(G)
= (V(GW)|+ V(Gr-1)| + ... + [V(G1)| + [V(Go)|) = (|1Bk| + [Br—1] + ... + |B1] + a(Go))
= (IV(Gr)| = |Bxl) + (IV(Gr-1)| = |Br-1l) + ... + (IV(G1)| = |B1]) + ([V(Go)| — a(Go))
= ’Ak’—F‘Ak-l‘—F...—i—’Al‘+5(G0)

where the last equality uses the fact that a(Go) + 8(Go) = |V (Go)]. O

We note that the lemmas above do not require that G be expressed in terms of its canonical
decomposition. Some decomposition of G will do. We also note that it is almost the case that
w(G) = Zfzow(Gi) or o(G) = Zf:o a(Gy), etc. Complications arise when the split graph com-
ponents of G are not balanced. It may be the case that w(G;) = |A;] + 1 or a(G;) = |Bi| + 1
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so we cannot just replace |A4;| with w(G;) nor |B;| with a(B;) in the formulas of w(G) and a(G)
respectively.
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To implement Lemmas 4.1l and .2 however, we shall decompose G into its indecomposable
components using Decompose (G). It will output the paired degree sequence of each (G;, A;, B;),
i > 1 in linear time. Thus, |A;| and |B;| for ¢ > 1 can be obtained in linear time too. This
means that we just need w(Gp), x(Go), a(Go) and B(Gy) to compute w(G), x(G), a(G) and B(G)
respectively. In the case of unigraphs, Tyshkevich has done the hard work of identifying all possible
candidates for Gy.

We shall make use of the next proposition in our proofs.

Proposition 4.3. When G; is an indecomposable split graph with two or more vertices, G; is
balanced. That is, G; has a unique K S-partition (A;, B;) so that w(G;) = |4;| and o(G;) = |B;|.

Theorem 4.4. When G is a unigraph, the parameters w(G),x(G), a(G) and B(G) can all be
computed in linear time.

Proof. Let the canonical decomposition of G be (G, Ak, Br) o ... o (G1, A1, B1) o Gg. As noted
above, Decompose (G) will output the paired degree sequence of each G;, i > 1, so |A;| and |B;| for
i=1,...,k can be obtained in linear time. Let us determine w(Gp) and a(Gy) first.

Assume Gj is a split graph. When Gy is a single-vertex graph, w(Gy) = a(Gp) = 1. When Gy
has two or more vertices, according to Proposition 1.3 G has a unique K S-partition (Ag, Bp) with
w(Gop) = |Ap| and a(Gpy) = |Boy|. Now, Decompose (G) will also output the degree sequence of Gj.
Using DetermineSplit [§], an algorithm that can recognize if a graph is split based on a theorem
by Hammer and Simeone [13], the paired degree sequence of (Gg, Ay, By), and therefore |Ag| and
| By|, can also be obtained in linear time.

When Gy is a non-split graph, Gy is isomorphic to one of the four types of graphs listed in Table
[ or their complements. The clique and independence numbers of C5, mKs, Us(m, ) and Us(m)
are shown in the third and fourth columns of the table. It is easy to verify that the values are
correct. Additionally, the clique and independence numbers of their complements can be obtained
from these values because w(G) = a(G) while a(G) = w(G). Thus, to determine w(Gy) and a(Gy),
use IsUnigraph(Gy) to identify the type of Gy and then use the information in Table [l to obtain

their corresponding clique and independence numbers.

We have established that w(G) and «(G) can be computed in linear time. Since f(G) =
[V(G)| — a(G), B(G) can also be computed in linear time. Finally, Tyskevich proved in Corollary
11 of [I7] that a unigraph G is perfect if and only if G is not a 5-cycle. Recall that when a graph
is perfect, its chromatic number is equal to its clique number. Thus, when Gy is not a 5-cycle,
X(G) = w(G). When Gj is a 5-cycle, x(G) = w(G) + 1 according to Lemma [4.1] because x(C5) = 3
but w(Cs) = 2. Since w(G) can be computed in linear time, so can x(G). O
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5 Applications, Part 2

Our initial interest in Tyshkevich’s decomposition theorem came about from our work on symmetry-
breaking in graphs [6l 2, [7, [8]. A symmetry of graph G is an informal term for an automorphism
of G, a bijection 7 : V(G) — V(G) that preserves the adjacencies of G. For example, C5 has ten
automorphisms: five rotations and five reflections. We say an automorphism is trivial if it is the
identity map; otherwise, it is non-trivial. The set of automorphisms of G, Aut(G), form a group
under the composition of functions operation so it is called the automorphism group of G.

Suppose the canonical decomposition of G is (G, A, Bi) o ... 0 (G1, Ay, B1) o Gy. We wanted
to understand how an automorphism of G behaves on the G;’s. Might it be the case that Aut(G) is
isomorphic to Aut(Gy) X Aut(Gr_1) X ... x Aut(G1) x Aut(Gp)? That is, can every automorphism
7 of G be broken down to k+ 1 functions (mg, 741, ...,m1, 7o) so that each m; is an automorphism
of GG; and, conversely, the automorphisms of the G;’s, i = 0,...,k, can be combined to create an
automorphism of G?

It turns out that the above conjecture is almost true. It fails when G has two or more consecutive
indecomposable components that are single-vertex graphs and they all have the same type. Consider
the threshold graph in Figure [2] whose indecomposable components are all single-vertex graphs. Let
G; denote the component containing v;. Then G; and G2 have type S; while G3 and G4 have type
K;. And indeed the function m(vg) = vo,7(v1) = va,w(v2) = v1,m(v3) = vg,7(vy) = v3 is an
automorphism of the graph. It “crosses” indecomposable components, mapping the vertices of G
and G to each other and the vertices of GG3 and G4 to each other.

To address this issue, we proposed a compact version of Tyshkevich’s decomposition theorem
in [8]. In the decomposition of G, when G;, i > 1, is a single-vertex graph, it either has type Kj or
type S1. Additionally, when Gy and Gy are both single-vertex graphs, we shall say that the type
of G is the same as the type of G;.

The compact canonical decomposition of G is formed by mazimally combining consecutive single-
vertex components in the canonical decomposition of G that have the same type into a single
component. That is, if there are m consecutive components of type K7, they are replaced with
the complete graph on m vertices with K-max as its K S-partition (i.e., the degree sequence is
((m —1)"™;0)). On the other hand, if their type is Sp, they are replaced with the graph with m
isolated vertices whose K S-partition is S-max (i.e., the degree sequence is (();0™)).

For example, if we describe the indecomposable components of G using their degree sequences
and G = (0;0)0(0; 0)o(0; 0)o(0; 0)o(B; 0)o(D; 0)o(d;0)o(0), then its compact canonical decomposition
is G = (0;0) o (23;0) o (0;0%). On the other hand, the canonical decomposition of the threshold
graph in Figure 2 is (0;0) o (0;() o (0;0) o (0;0) o (0) so its compact canonical decomposition is
(12;0) o (9;0%).

Theorem 5.1. (The Compact Canonical Decomposition Theorem [8]) The compact canon-
ical decomposition of a graph G is obtained from Tyshkevich’s canonical decomposition of G by
mazimally combining the single-verter components of the same type into a single component. The
compact decomposition of G is unique up to isomorphism. Each component is an indecomposable
graph with at least two vertices, a complete graph or a graph of isolated vertices.

12



We can now characterize the automorphisms of G.

Theorem 5.2. Let G = (G, A}, By) o (G},_1,A),_1,B;_) o ...0 (G, A}, B}) o Gj be the compact
canonical decomposition of G. Then Aut(G) is isomorphic to

Aut(G)) x Aut(Gy_q) x ... x Aut(GY) x Aut(GY).

%k ok ok ok

Our results in [§] imply Theorem [5.2] but we prove it here for completeness. When G is a split
graph with K S-partition (A, B), let Aut(G, A, B) contain the automorphisms of G that fixes A
and B too; i.e., the automorphism maps the vertices in A to vertices in A and the vertices in B to
vertices in B. We shall make use of the results below.

Proposition 5.3. [8] When G is a balanced split graph with KS-partition (A, B), Aut(G) =
Aut(G, A, B).

Proposition 5.4. [8] Let G be a graph with two or more vertices.
(i) If G has an isolated vertex u then G = ({u},0,{u}) o (G — u).
(i1) If G has a dominand] vertez v then G = ({v},{v},0) o (G — ).

Lemma 5.5. [8] Let G* = (G, A,B)o H. There is an automorphism 7 of G* that maps u € V(Q)
tov € V(H) if and only if one of the following conditions hold:

(i) u € A and a swing vertex of G while v is a dominant vertex of H or

(i) u € B and a swing vertex of G while v is an isolated vertex of H.

Lemma is important because it describes the two conditions when an automorphism of G*
crosses over, mapping a vertex of GG to a vertex of H. Let us now prove Theorem

Proof. We shall do induction on . When ¢ = 0, G = G}, so Aut(G) = Aut(Gj) is true. Assume
the theorem holds for graphs with £ or fewer components in its compact canonical decomposition.
Let G be a graph with ¢ 4+ 1 components in its compact canonical decomposition. Thus, we can
express G as G = (G, A}, By) o H where H = (G),_{,A},_{,B)_,)o---0(G}, A}, B}) o Gj. We shall
argue that Aut(G) = Aut(G)) x Aut(H).

There are three possibilities for G} according to Theorem 5.1l For each case, we will argue that

the two conditions of Lemma do not hold. It will then imply that every automorphism 7 of G
maps V(G}) to V(G}) and V(H) to V(H). That is, Aut(G) C Aut(G)) x Aut(H).

When G is an indecomposable split graph with at least two vertices, G is a balanced split
graph by Proposition .3 and therefore has no swing vertices. Conditions (i) and (ii) in Lemma [5.5]
do not hold.

LA vertex is dominant if it is adjacent to all other vertices in the graph.

13



Suppose instead that G is a complete graph with KS-partition ((m — 1)™;0). Notice that
condition (ii) of Lemma does not hold because B is an empty set, so we only have to check
condition (i). G} is a type-K; single-vertex graph or was formed by maximally combining consec-
utive type-K; single-vertex graphs. If |H| = 1, then H = G, is a single vertex graph that should
have been combined with G in the compact canonical decomposition of G. Thus, |H| > 2. If H
has a dominant vertex, then H is decomposable by Proposition [5.4] with the leftmost component
of type K. Again, this type-K; component should have been combined with G,. Hence, H has no
dominant vertices.

Finally, assume G} is a graph of isolated vertices with KS-partition ((; (m — 1)™). Condition
(i) of Lemma does not hold because A is an empty set. When |H| = 1, H = G{, and should
have been combined with G. So |H| > 2. If H has an isolated vertex, then H is decomposable
by Proposition 5.4l with the leftmost component of type S;. Again, the leftmost component should
have been combined with G. Thus, H has no isolated vertices so condition (ii) of Lemma does
not hold.

We have established that Aut(G) C Aut(G)) x Aut(H). Let us prove the converse. Let m €
Aut(G}) and my € Aut(H). Define m on V(G) so that 7(v) = m(v) when v € V(G)) and 7(v) =
m2(v) when v € V(H). We now have to argue that 7 preserves the adjacencies of G.

Let z,y € V(G}) or z,y € V(H). Then zy is an edge of G if and only if w(z)7(y) is an edge
of G because 7 behaves like m; in G and like mp in H. Thus, assume z € V(G)) and y € V(H);
the case when z € V(H) and y € V(G)) is addressed similarly. Suppose zy is an edge of G. Since
none of the vertices in By, are adjacent to the vertices in H, x € A. If we can show that 7(z) € Aj,
then 7(x)m(y) is an edge of G too because every vertex in A} is adjacent to every vertex in H.

Since A, # (0, G}, cannot be a graph of isolated vertices. When G/, is an indecomposable graph
with at least two vertices, (A}, By) is its unique K S-partition. Every automorphism of G}, must fix
Aj and Bj so m(x) € A} because € A). On the other hand, when G is a complete graph with
K S-partition ((m — 1)™;0), all of its vertices are in A} so m(z) € A} too. We have shown that
when z € A, m(x) = mi(x) € A).

On the other hand, suppose zy is not an edge of G. Then x € B). If we can show that 7(z) € B,
too, then 7(z)7(y) is also not an edge of G. Now, G/ cannot be a complete graph because B, # ().
So G must be an indecomposable graph with at least two vertices with (A}, B;) as its unique
K S-partition or G is a graph of isolated vertices with K S-partition (0; (m — 1)™). In the former
case, m fixes By so mi(x) € Byj. In the latter case, all the vertices of G are in B} so m(x) € By
trivially. Thus, 7(z) = mi(z) € By.

We have shown that every automorphism in Aut(G}) x Aut(H) is also an automorphism of
Aut(G) so Aut(G) = Aut(G)) x Aut(H). By the induction hypothesis, Aut(H) = Aut(G)_,) X
- x Aut(Gh) x Aut(G))) and therefore Aut(G) = Aut(G)) x Aut(G)_,)x- - - x Aut(G}) x Aut(Gp). O

%k ok ok ok

In graph theory, the objective of symmetry-breaking is to tell the vertices of a graph apart.
Two vertices u and v can be confused with each other if there is an automorphism that maps v to
v. One way to remove the confusion is to color the vertices, like what we did in Figure [ for Cs.
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Figure 4: A distinguishing labeling of C5 on the left and a fixing set of C5 on the right. Vertices
that are part of the fixing set are assigned distinct colors and those not in the set are assigned a
null color.

The vertices that are in danger of being confused with each other are the three red ones. But one
red vertex has neighbors colored blue and green, another has neighbors colored red and green, and
yet another has neighbors colored red and blue. Thus, all the vertices can be identified based on
their color and that of their neighbors.

In distinguishing labelings, the vertices of a graph are assigned colors so that the labeled version
of the graph has only one automorphism, the identity map. Formally, a distinguishing labeling ¢
of G [1] colors the vertices of G so that for every non-trivial automorphism 7 of G, ¢(v) # ¢(w(v))
for some vertex v. In other words, ¢ breaks all the non-trivial automorphisms of G so that the only
automorphism of the labeled graph (G, ¢) is the identity map. The distinguishing number of G,
D(@G), is the fewest number of colors needed to create a distinguishing labeling of G. For example,
D(K,)=mn, D(P,) =2 forn>2and D(K,,)=n+1.

A concept related to distinguishing labelings is fizing sets [10, 4, [IT]. A subset S of V(G) is a
fizing set of G if the only automorphism of G that fixes every element in S is the identity map.
That is, whenever an automorphism of G maps each s € S to itself, it also maps each v & S to
itself. Figure [0l shows a fixing set of Cs. The fizing number of G, Fiz(G), is the size of a smallest
fixing set. For example, Fiz(K,) =n — 1, Fiz(P,) =1 for n > 2 while Fiz(K,,) = 2(n—1). We
note that Fiz(G) = 0 if and only if G is a rigid graph (i.e., G has no non-trivial automorphisms).

Every fixing set S of G can be translated into a distinguishing labeling ¢g by individualizing
each vertex in S. Each vertex in S is assigned a distinct color while the vertices not in S are assigned
another color (e.g., the “null” color). Thus, D(G) < Fiz(G) + 1. Sometimes, D(G) = Fiz(G) + 1
but D(G) can be significantly less than Fiz(G) because colors can be reused in distinguishing
labelings but not in fixing sets with the exception of the null color.

One of our research questions was whether D(G) can be computed efficiently when G is a
unigraph. This line of inquiry was intriguing because unigraphs have a very simple isomorphism
algorithm: when G is a unigraph and H is another graph, G and H are isomorphic if and only if G
and H have identical degree sequences. In our work on distinguishing labelings [6l, 2, [7], we found
that whenever G is part of a graph family that has an efficient isomorphism algorithm, D(G) can
be computed in polynomial time. Tyshkevich’s results were essential in addressing the problem.

Theorem (.2l makes symmetry-breaking straightforward. Informally, it implies that if we wish to
break the non-trivial automorphisms of G, all we have to do is break the non-trivial automorphisms
of the individual components in the compact canonical decomposition of G.

Theorem 5.6. [8] Let G = (G}, A}, B))o(G)_,,A)_,,B;_1)o...0(G}, A}, B}) oG be the compact
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canonical decomposition of G. Let ¢ be a labeling of G and denote as ¢; the labeling on G when ¢
is restricted to V(G}). Then ¢ is a distinguishing labeling of G if and only if ¢; is a distinguishing
labeling of G for i =0,1,...,¢. Consequently, D(G) = max{D(G}),i =0,...,¢}.

To understand why the theorem holds, suppose ¢; is not distinguishing for some Gj. Then
(G}, ¢i) has a non-trivial automorphism m;. When the latter is combined with the identity maps
of G;», J # i, the result is a non-trivial automorphism of (G, ¢). Thus, ¢ is not distinguishing
for G. On the other hand, suppose ¢ is not a distinguishing labeling of G so (G, ¢) has a non-
trivial automorphism 7. Then 7 can be expressed as (mp,my_1,...,71,7) where each m; is an
automorphism of (G}, ¢;). One of them, say 7}, is a non-trivial automorphism of (G;, ¢;) since
is non-trivial. Thus, ¢; is not a distinguishing labeling of G;-. Finally, the colors used to create a
distinguishing labeling for G can be reused to create distinguishing labelings for G;, j # i. Hence,
D(G) = max{D(G}),i =0,...,¢}.

Applying the same reasoning to fixing sets, we obtain the next result.

Theorem 5.7. Let G = (G, A}, B)) o (G}_1,A)_1,B;_) o ...0 (G, A}, B}) o Gjy be the compact
canonical decomposition of G. Let S C V(G) and let S; = SNV (G}). Then S is a fizing set of G
if and only if S; is a fizing set of G} fori=0,1,...,L. Consequently, Fiz(G) = Zf:o Fiz(GY).

%k ok ok ok

To compute the distinguishing and fixing numbers of unigraphs, we again make use of Tyshke-
vich’s characterization of the indecomposable unigraphs. We refer readers to [8] where we show
that the distinguishing numbers of unigraphs can be computed in linear time.

Theorem 5.8. [8] When G is a unigraph, D(G) can be computed in linear time.

Let us now prove a similar result for the fixing numbers of unigraphs. We start with some basic
results. We then use them to determine the fixing numbers of the graphs in Tables [l and 2

Proposition 5.9. The following are true:

(1) Fiz(Cy) =2 forn > 3, Fix(P,) =1 forn > 2, Fiz(mKy) =m, Fiz(K, ) ={—1 when { > 2,
Fiz(K,)=n—1.

(i1) When G is a rigid graph, Fiz(mG) =m — 1.
(iii) When G and H are both non-rigid graphs, Fiz(GU H) = Fix(G) + Fiz(H).

Lemma 5.10. The fixzing numbers of the graphs in Table[3 are correct.

Proof. The fixing numbers for Cs, mKy and Us(m, ) = mKoUK; 4 follow directly from Proposition
(I For Us(m), the center vertex has degree at least 4 while all other vertices have degree 2 so
every automorphism of Us(m) must map the center vertex to itself. Thus, a fixing set for Us(m) is
effectively fixing mKyUPs. According to Proposition 5.9, Fix(mKeUPs) = Fix(mKa)+ Fix(Ps) =
m+ 1 so Fiz(Us(m)) =m + 1. O
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Indecomposable . ) ) .

Non-split Unigraphs G Minimum-sized fixing set Fiz(Q)
Cs 9
mKs with m > 2 m
H/—/
m

Us(m,£) = mKs U K1

with m > 1,4 > 2 ma+f—1

H/_/ H/_/
m /

Table 3: The four types of indecomposable non-split unigraphs, their minimum-sized fixing sets
marked in gray and their fixing numbers.

Lemma 5.11. The fixing numbers of the graphs in Table[]] are correct.

Proof. Let Ki , be K1 ), rooted at its center Every automorphism of S(p, ¢) maps a center of K1,
to itself or to the other centers. Thus, we can simply think of S(p,q) as ¢K7,. When p =1, K7,
is a rigid graph so Fiz(¢K7,) = ¢ — 1 by Proposition But when p > 1, K7, is just Ky, and
no longer a rigid graph. Thus, Fiz(¢K7,) = qFiz(K1,) = q(p — 1) by Proposition

For So(p1,41,P2,92,** , Pmsdm), an automorphism of the graph will only map the center of one
star to the center of another star if and only if they have the same number of leaves. Thus, we
can just focus on fixing each S(p;,q;) fori =1,...,m. For S3(p,q1,q2), every automorphism of the
graph will map e to itself so we can just fix the subgraph S(p,q1)US(p+1,¢2). Finally, for S4(p, q),
every automorphism of the graph will fix e and f so we can just fix S(p,2) and S(p+ 1,q). Their
fixing numbers follow from our discussion. U

2Note that when p > 2. Aut(K7,) = Aut(K1,p). Thus, we only really need K7, when p = 1.
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Now that we know the fixing numbers of the indecomposable unigraphs in Tables [l and 2, we
need to also consider the fixing numbers of their complements, inverses and complements of their
inverses.

Proposition 5.12. Let G and H be two graphs with the same set of vertices; i.e. V(G) =V (H).
Furthermore, Aut(G) = Aut(H). Then every fizing set of G is a fizing set of H and vice versa so
Fiz(GQ) = Fiz(H).

Proof. Assume S is a fixing set of G but not of H. Then some 7 € Aut(H) has the property that
7 assigns each elements in S to itself but for some v € S, 7(v) # v. Since Aut(H) = Aut(G), it
follows that m € Aut(G) and behaves the same way in G, contradicting the fact that S is a fixing
set of G. Hence, S is a fixing set of H. The same argument shows that every fixing set of H is also
a fixing set of G. Consequently, Fiz(G) = Fix(H). O

Proposition 5.13. For any graph G, Fiz(G) = Fiz(G). Additionally, when G is an indecompos-
able split graph, Fiz(G) = Fiz(GT).

Proof. For any graph G, Aut(G) = Aut(G). In Proposition 2.19 of [§], we also showed that when G
is an indecomposable split graph Aut(G) = Aut(G'). Thus, by Proposition 512 Fiz(G) = Fiz(G)
for any graph G and Fiz(G) = Fiz(G') for any indecomposable split graph G. O

Here now is our theorem for the fixing numbers of unigraphs.

Theorem 5.14. When G is a unigraph, Fiz(G) can be computed in linear time.

Proof. Theorem [5.7] provides a method for computing Fiz(G). First, find the compact canonical
decomposition of G = (G, Ag, Bg) o --- o (G}, A}, B}) o Gj). Next, for each G}, determine Fiz(G}).
Finally, return the sum Fiz(G}) + ... + Fiz(G)) + Fiz(Gj).

Both Decompose (G) and IsUnigraph(G) can easily be modified to return the (paired) degree
sequence and type of each component G} in the compact canonical decomposition of G in linear
time. When Gj, is an indecomposable non-split graph, Table Bl provides the answer to Fiz(Gy) since
G is isomorphic to one of the graphs in the table or its complement which, according to Proposition
(I3 have the same fixing number. For the same reason, when G}, ¢ > 0 is an indecomposable
split graph with two or more vertices, Fiz(G}) can be found in Table @ Finally, when G} is a
complete graph or a graph of isolated vertices, Fiz(G}) = |V(G})| — 1. Clearly, computing Fiz(G?)
for i =0,...,¢ can be done in time linear in the size of G. The theorem follows. O

6 A Toolkit

To make our discussion more accessible, we have created a toolkit ﬁ that implements the algorithms
described in this write-up. The tools can do the following:

%https://chelsealll.github.io/tyshkevich_decomposition_toolkit/
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Indecomposable Split

Unigraphs G with [V(G)| > 2 Minimum-sized fixing set Fiz(Q)

q— 1 when p=1;

S(p,q),p>1,q>2

q(p — 1) otherwise

SQ(pluqlu oo 7Pm7Qm)a
m > 2 and

pL>pe> ... >pm > 1

...... iy Fia(S(pi, qi))

S(p1,q1) S(p2,q2) S(Pm, Gm)
A
S3(p, q1,q2) with Fiz(S(p,qu))+
S(p,q1) Sp+1,q2)

Fiz(S(p,2))+

i > >
Sa(p,q) withp >1,¢>1 Fiz(S(p+1,q))

Table 4: The four types of indecomposable non-split graphs with two or more vertices and their
fixing numbers. The shaded vertices in the second column also show the vertices that should be
chosen for a fixing set.
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e Given a sequence of graphs, it outputs the composition of the graphs. The input and output
graphs are described by their (paired) degree sequences.

e Given a sequence of indecomposable unigraphs, it outputs the composition of the unigraphs.
The user selects the type of each indecomposable unigraph from a drop-down menu and
specifies the related parameters.

e Given positive integers n and k, it generates unigraphs with n vertices that have k indecom-
posable components.

e Given the degree sequence of a graph, it outputs the canonical decomposition of the graph.
Each indecomposable component is described by its (paired) degree sequence. It determines
if the input graph is a unigraph; if so, it also specifies the type of each indecomposable com-
ponent. It can also determine the clique number, chromatic number, independence number
and vertex cover number of the original graph.

e Given the degree sequence of a graph, it outputs the compact canonical decomposition of the
graph. Again, each component is described by its degree sequence. If the input graph is a
unigraph, it also outputs the type of each component. Additionally, it can determine the
distinguishing and fixing numbers of the original graph.

7 Conclusion

We have described Tyshkevich’s main results and elaborated on the algorithmic implications of
her work, showing that various graph parameters can be computed in linear time when the input
graph is a unigraph. It is very likely that more polynomial-time algorithms can be designed for
unigraphs. The results here also beg the question whether a similar approach can work for other
graph classes. That is, can their indecomposable components be completely classified and then used
for algorithmic purposes? We hope that our exposition, along with the toolkit we have developed,
will encourage readers to engage with this topic and inspire further research.
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Appendix

Below, we present the algorithm IsUnigraph(G). Given graph G, it determines whether G is a
unigraph. If G is a unigraph, it additionally returns a list that contains the type of each indecom-
posable component of G. The algorithm relies on Decompose(G) and DetermineSplit(DegSeq),
two algorithms that can be found in [§].

Decompose(G) returns a stack that contains the (paired) degree sequences of the indecom-
posable components in the canonical decomposition of G. At the top of the stack is the degree
sequence of the first indecomposable component of G, which can be a non-split or split graph.
It is followed by the degree sequence of the second indecomposable component and so forth.
DetermineSplit(DegSeq) determines whether the graph with degree sequence DegSeq is a split
graph. If the graph is split, the algorithm returns a paired degree sequence corresponding to a
K S-partition. If not, it returns the original DegSeq.

DetermineNonSplitType(DegSeq) assumes that DegSeq is the degree sequence of a non-split
graph. If the graph is an indecomposable non-split unigraph, the algorithm returns the graph’s
type; otherwise, it returns null. DetermineSplitType(DegSeq) behaves the same way for split
graphs.

Algorithm 1 IsUnigraph(G)

1: T < Decompose(G)

2: componentList < ||

3: DegSeq < DetermineSplit(7.top)

4: if DegSeq is not a paired degree sequence then
5. ans < DetermineNonSplitType(DegSeq)
6: if ans = null then

7: return (“Not a unigraph”)

8 else

9: append ans to componentList

10: T.pop

11: while T.size > 1 do

12: DegSeq < T.pop

13:  ans < DetermineSplitType(DegSeq)

14:  if ans = null then

15: return (“Not a unigraph”)

16:  else

17: append ans to componentList

18: return (“A unigraph”, componentList)

Let H be some non-split graph, and DegSeq its degree sequence. DetermineNonSplitType(DegSeq)
considers both H and H, and checks whether one of them is isomorphic to Cs, mKs, Us(m,¥) or
Us(m), the four indecomposable non-split unigraphs. If a match is found, the algorithm returns
the information of the match — the variant of H (original or complement) and the indecomposable
non-split unigraph it is matched to. Otherwise, the algorithm returns null, indicating H is not an
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indecomposable non-split unigraph. We remind the reader that if H is isomorphic to say mKo,
then H is also isomorphic to mKs. Thus, the information of the match returned by the algorithm
is the type of H.

Let S be the degree sequence of H or H. To check for a match, the algorithm compares S with
the degree sequences of C5,mKy, Us(m, ) and Us(m). We demonstrate this for Us(m, ¢). From
Table [, the degree sequence of Us(m, ) is (£,12™) with m > 1, £ > 2. To determine if S is
the degree sequence of Us(m, ¢) for some m and ¢, the algorithm first checks if the “length” of S
is 2; i.e., S has two distinct degrees so S = (d}',d5?) with d; > dp. Then it verifies that 1 = 1,
dy =1 and ry — dj is even. If so, it sets the parameter m to (ro — d1)/2 and ¢ to di. Finally, it
checks whether m > 1, £ > 2. If all of these conditions are satisfied, then diy = ¢, r1 = 1, dy = 1,
ry = 2m + £ with m > 1, £ > 2. That is, S = (£, 1>™%¢), the degree sequence of Uz (m,¥).

The process for Us(m) is slightly different. From Table [1 the degree sequence of Us(m) is
(2m + 2,22m+3) with m > 1. After doing the initial checks on the length of S, the parity of d;
and the values of r; and ds, the algorithm derives the parameter m from d;. Checking if m > 1
is not enough because m is also related to ry. It also verifies that ro = 2m + 3. In this way,
(dit, dy?) = (2m + 2,22™F3) for some m > 1.

Algorithm 2 DetermineNonSplitType(DegSeq)

1: wvariants < [“original”, “complement”|
2: tests + [“CH”, “MK2”, “U2”, “U3”|
3: for variant in variants do

4: S < applyVariant(variant, DegSeq)

5:  for test in tests do

6 if test = “C5” and S = (2°) then

7: return (variant, “C5")

8 if test = “MK2” and length(S) =1 then
9: (di*) < S

10: if di =1 and r1 is even then

11: m <— 7‘1/2

12: if m > 2 then

13: return (variant, “MK2”, m)

14: if test = “U2” and length(S) =2 then
15: (d}*,dy?) <= S with di > da

16: if r1 =1 and dy =1 and (ro — d;) is even then
17: m<—(7’2—d1)/2,€+d1

18: if m>1and ¢ > 2 then

19: return (variant, “U2”, m,{)
20: if test = “U3” and length(S) =2 then
21: (di',dy?) < S with d; > dy
22: if d; is even and ;1 = 1 and dy = 2 then
23: m < (dy —2)/2
24: if m > 1 and r9y = 2m + 3 then
25: return (variant, “U3”, m)

26: return(null)
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Algorithm 3 DetermineSplitType(DegSeq)

1: variants < [“original”, “inverse”, “complement”, “inverseComp”]
2: tests < [“SVG”, “SPQ”, “S27, “S3”, “S4”]

3: for variant in variants do

4: S = (Da; Dp) < applyVariant(variant, DegSeq)

5. for test in tests do

6 if test = “SVG” then

7 if length(D4) = 1 and length(Dp) = 0 then

8
9

(&) « Da
if di =0 and r; =1 then

10: return(variant, “SVG-K1”)

11: if length(D4) = 0 and length(Dp) = 1 then

12: (dy?) < Dp

13: if do =0 and ro = 1 then

14: return(variant, “SVG-S17)

15: if test = “SPQ” and length(D4) = 1 and length(Dp) = 1 then

16: (d’il) < Dy, (d?) +— Dp

17: if 7o mod 71 =0 and d, = 1 then

18: P To/T1, Q11

19: ifp>landg>2andd; =p+q—1then

20: return(variant, “SPQ”, p,q)

21: if test = “S2” and length(D4) > 2 and length(Dp) = 1 then

22: (d?,dgz,. .. ,d:;L”) <~ Dy with d1 > d2 > > dm and (dTBB) <~ Dp

23: n<nri+ro+...+7rm,

24: for i + 1 to m do

25: pi—di—n+1,q < r;

26: if p,, > 1 then

27: if dg=1and rp=7>", pig; then

28: return(variant, “S2”, (p1,q1,02,92, - - -, Pmsqm))

29: if test = “S3” and length(D4) = 1 and length(Dp) = 2 then

30: (di') <= Da, (d3?,ds?) < Dp with dy > d3

31: if 1o =1 and d3 = 1 then

32: pdi—11,q < do, gg 11 —d>

33: if p>1and ¢ > 2 and g2 > 1 then

34: if r3 =pg1 + (p + 1)g2 then

35: return(variant, “S3”, p,q1,q2)

36: if test = “S4” and length(D ) = 2 and length(Dp) = 1 then

37: (d},dy?) < Da with di > d, (d5*) «+ Dp

38: if 1 =1 and d3 = 2 then

39: g+ 1ro—2,p+do—3—¢q

40: if p>1and ¢ > 1 then

41: if di=2(p+q+1)+qgpandrs=qgp+2p+q+1then

42: return(variant, “S4”, p, q)

43: return(null)
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This time, let H be some split graph and DegSeq be its degree sequence. The algorithm
DetermineSplitType(DegSeq) works the same way as DetermineNonSplitType by comparing the

degree sequence of H, H, H', H' with those of a single vertex graph, S(p, q), S2(p1,41, - - -, Pksqm)s
S3(p, q1,q2) and S4(p,q). The algorithm first checks if the degree sequence has the correct basic
format. It then derives the parameters and checks if the parameters are valid. Finally, if certain
parts of the degree sequence are based on the parameters but were not used in the derivation of
the parameters, the algorithm checks if they have the right values.

Let S be the degree sequence of H, H, H or H'. Let us demonstrate the above steps when
the algorithm checks if S is isomorphic to S2(p1,q1,- -+, Pm, @m) for some p;,q;, i = 1,...,m. From
Table 2, the degree sequence of the latter is ((p1 +n — 1)%, -, (pm +n — 1)9m; 1P10T+Pmadm)
where n=37" ¢ withm >2,p; >ps>...>p, >land g >1fori=1,...,m.

First, the algorithm checks if in the paired degree sequence (D4, Dp), D4 has length at least 2
and Dp has length 1. If so, its format is (d}*, d5?, ..., dym;diF ) withm > 2and dy > dy > ... > dpy,.
It then sets the parameters n = > " 7, p; = di —n+ 1 and ¢; = r; for i = 1,...,m. Next, it
verifies that p,, > 1 and dg = 1. There is no need to check if ¢; > 1 since r; > 1. Finally, it
checks that rg = 27;1 p;q;. 1f all these conditions are satisfied, then d; = p; +n — 1 and r; = ¢; for
i=1,...,m withn=>3"", ¢. Since the d;’s are in decreasing values, so are the p;’s with p,, > 1.

It is also the case that d}f = (1P1@1 " FPmdm),

In both DetermineNonSplitType and DetermineSplitType, the number of variants of H and
the number of graphs a variant of H is compared to are constants. Deriving the degree sequence
of each variant of H takes O(|V(H)|) time. The time it takes to check if a variant of H is iso-
morphic to some indecomposable unigraph is O(|V (H)|). Thus, both algorithms run in O(|V (H)|)
time. This means that in IsUnigraph, lines 1 to 18 take O(|V(G)|) time. Both Decompose and
DetermineSplit also run in linear time. Hence, IsUnigraph runs in linear time.
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