arXiv:1104.3917v1 [math.CO] 20 Apr 2011

BLACK-AND-WHITE THRESHOLD GRAPHS

Ling-Ju Hung^1 Ton Kloks Fernando S. Villaamil^2

1 Department of Computer Science and Information Engineering National Chung Cheng University, Chia-Yi 621, Taiwan Email: hunglc@cs.ccu.edu.tw 2Department of Computer Science RWTH Aachen University, Aachen 52056, Germany Email: fernando.sanchez@rwth-aachen.de

Abstract

Let k be a natural number. We introduce k-threshold graphs. We show that there exists an O(n^3) algorithm for the recognition of k-threshold graphs for each natural number k. k-Threshold graphs are characterized by a finite collection of forbidden induced subgraphs. For the case k = 2 we characterize the partitioned 2- threshold graphs by forbidden induced subgraphs. We introduce restricted, and special 2-threshold graphs. We characterize both classes by forbidden induced subgraphs. The restricted 2-threshold graphs coincide with the switching class of threshold graphs. This provides a decomposition theorem for the switching class of threshold graphs.

1 Introduction

A graph is a pair G = (V, E) where V is a finite, nonempty set and where E is a set of two-element subsets of V. We call the elements of V the vertices or points of the graph. We denote the elements of E as (x, y) where x and y are vertices. We call the elements of E the edges of the graph. For two sets A and B, we use A + B and A - B to denote A ∪ B and A \ B respectively. For a set A and an element x, denote A ∪ {x} and A \ {x} as A + x and A - x respectively. If e = (x, y) is an edge of a graph then we call x and y the endpoints of e and we say that x and y are adjacent. The open neighborhood of a vertex x is the set of vertices y such that (x, y) ∈ E. We denote open neighborhood by N(x). Define the closed neighborhood of x by N(x) + x. We use N[x] to denote the closed neighborhood of x. Define Δ(x) = V - N[x]. We call Δ(x) the anti-neighborhood of x. The degree of a vertex x is the cardinality of N(x). Let W ⊆ V and let W ≠ ∅. The graph G[W] induced by W has W as its set of vertices and it has those edges of E that have both endpoints in W. If W ⊂ V, W ≠ V, then we write G - W for the graph induced by V \ W. In case W consists of a single vertex x we write G - x instead of G - {x}. We usually denote the number of vertices of a graph by n.

A path is a graph of which the vertices can be linearly ordered such that the pairs of consecutive ver-

This research was supported by the National Science Council of Taiwan, under grants NSC 98–2218–E–194–004 and NSC 98–2811– E–194–006. Ton Kloks is supported by the National Science Council of Taiwan, under grants NSC 99–2218–E–007–016 and NSC 99– 2811–E–007–044.

Copyright © 2011, Australian Computer Society, Inc. This paper appeared at the 17th Computing: The Australasian Theory Symposium (CATS 2011), Perth, Australia, January 2011. Conferences in Research and Practice in Information Technology (CRPIT), Vol. 119, Alex Potanin and Taso Viglas, Ed. Reproduction for academic, not-for profit purposes permitted provided this text is included.

Figure 1: C_4, P_4 and 2K_2

tices form the set of edges of the graph. We call the first and last vertex in this ordering the terminal vertices of the path. We denote a path with n vertices by P_n. To denote a specific ordering of the vertices we use the notation [x_1, . . . , x_n]. Let G be a graph. Two vertices x and y of G are connected by a path if G has an induced subgraph which is a path with x and y as terminals. Being connected by a path is an equivalence relation on the set of vertices of the graph. The equivalence classes are called the components of G. A cycle consists of a path with at least three vertices with one additional edge that connects the two terminals of the path. We denote a cycle with n vertices by C_n. The length of a path or a cycle is its number of edges.

2 k-Threshold graphs

Threshold graphs were introduced in (Chvátal et al. 1973) using a concept called ‘threshold dimension.’ There is a lot of information about threshold graphs in the book (Mahadev & Peled 1995), and there are chapters on threshold graphs in the book (Golumbic 2004) and in the survey (Brandstädt et al. 1999).

There are many ways to define threshold graphs. We choose the following way (Chvátal et al. 1973, Brandstädt et al. 1999). An isolated vertex in a graph G is a vertex without neighbors. A universal vertex is a vertex that is adjacent to all other vertices. A pendant vertex is a vertex with exactly one neighbor.

Definition 1. A graph G = (V, E) is a threshold graph if every induced subgraph has an isolated vertex or a universal vertex.

A graph G is a threshold graph if and only if G has no induced P_4, C_4, nor 2K_2 (Chvátal et al. 1973).

Figure 2: A house, a C_5, a gem, a butterfly, and a bull

A decomposition tree for a graph G = (V, E) is a pair (T, f) where T is a rooted binary tree and where f is a bijection from the vertices of G to the leaves of T.

Let G be a threshold graph. We can construct a decomposition tree for G as follows. For each internal node, including the root, the right subtree consists of a single leaf. Each internal node is labeled with a ⊕- operator or a ⊗-operator. Consider an internal node and let W be the set of vertices that are mapped to leaves in the left subtree. The ⊕-operator adds the vertex that is mapped to the leaf in the right subtree as an isolated vertex to the graph induced by W. The ⊗-operator adds the vertex that is mapped to the leaf in the right subtree as a universal vertex to the graph induced by W.

Let C = {1, . . . , k} be a set of k colors. A coloring of a graph G = (V, E) is a map c : V → C.

Definition 2. A graph G = (V, E) is a k-threshold graph if there is a coloring of G with k colors such that for every nonempty set W ⊆ V the graph G[W] has a vertex which is either isolated, or a vertex x which is adjacent to exactly all vertices of color i in W - x for some color i.

A k-threshold graph G has a decomposition tree (T, f) where T is a rooted binary tree and f is a bijection from the leaves of T to the vertices of G. Each leaf has one color chosen from a set of k colors. For each internal node the right subtree consists of a single leaf. Each internal node including the root is labeled with a ⊕-operator or a ⊗_i-operator. The ⊕- operator adds the vertex that is mapped to the leaf in the right subtree as an isolated vertex. The ⊗_ioperator makes the vertex of the right leaf adjacent exactly to the vertices of color i in the left subtree.

Consider the class of k-threshold graphs. Notice that the class is hereditary; that is, if G is a kthreshold graph then so is every induced subgraph of G. Any hereditary class of graphs is characterized by a set of forbidden induced subgraphs. These are the minimal elements in the induced subgraph relation that are not in the class. For example, a graph is a threshold graph if and only if it has no induced 2K_2, C_4 or P_4. In the following theorem we show that this characterization is finite for k-threshold graphs for any fixed number k.

Theorem 1. Let k be a natural number. The class of kthreshold graphs is characterized by a finite collection of forbidden induced subgraphs.

Proof. To prove this theorem we use the technique introduced by Pouzet (Pouzet 1985).

Let T_1, T_2, . . . be a collection of rooted binary trees with points labeled from some finite set. We write T_i ≺ T_j if there exists an injective map h from the points of T_i to the points of T_j such that

1. the label of a point a in T_i is equal to the label of the point h(a) in T_j, and

2. for every pair of points a and b in T_i, their lowest common ancestor is mapped to the lowest common ancestor of h(a) and h(b) in T_j, and

3. if a and b are points of T_i with lowest common ancestor c such that a is in the left subtree of c and b is in the right subtree of c then h(a) is in the left subtree of h(c) and h(b) is in the right subtree of h(c) in T_j.

Let T_1, T_2, . . . be an infinite sequence of rooted binary trees with points labeled from some finite set. Kruskal’s theorem (Kruskal 1960) states that there exist integers i < j such that T_i ≺ T_j.

Assume that the class of k-threshold graphs has an infinite collection of minimal forbidden induced subgraphs, say G_1, G_2, . . .. In each G_i single out one vertex r_i and let G^′_i = G_i - r_i. Then G^′_i is a kthreshold graph. For each i consider a decomposition tree (T_i, f_i) for G^′_i as described above. We add one more label to each leaf of T_i. This label is 1 if the vertex that is mapped to that leaf is adjacent to r_i and it is 0 otherwise.

When we apply Kruskal’s theorem to the labeled binary trees T_i that represent the graphs G^′_i we may conclude that there exist i < j such that G^′_i is an induced subgraph of G^′_j. By virtue of the extra label we have also that G_i is an induced subgraph of G_j. This is a contradiction because we assume that the graphs G_i are minimal forbidden induced subgraphs. This proves the theorem. □

Higman’s lemma (Higman 1952) preludes Kruskal’s theorem. It deals with finite sequences over a finite alphabet instead of trees. Instead of Kruskal’s theorem we could have used Higman’s lemma to prove Theorem 1.

Let O_k be the set of forbidden induced subgraphs for k-threshold graphs. The set O_k is called the obstruction set for k-threshold graphs.

The most natural way to express and classify graph-theoretic problems is by means of logic. In monadic second order logic a (finite) sentence is a formula that uses quantifiers ∀ and ∃. The quantification is over vertices, edges, and subsets of vertices and edges. Relational symbols are ¬, ∈, =, and, or, ⊆, ∪, ∩, and the logical implication ⇒. Some of these are superfluous. Although the minimization or maximization of the cardinality of a subset is not part of the logic, one usually includes them.

A restricted form of this logic is where one does not allow quantification over subsets of edges. The C_2MS-logic is such a restricted monadic secondorder logic where one can furthermore use a test whether the cardinality of a subset is even or odd.

Courcelle proved that problems that can be expressed in C_2MS-logic can be solved in O(n^3) time for graphs of bounded rankwidth (see (Courcelle & Oum 2007, Hliněný et al. 2008)). Consider a decomposition tree (T, f) for a graph G = (V, E). Let ℓ be a line in this tree. Let V_ℓ be the set of vertices that are mapped to the leaves in the subtree rooted at ℓ. The cutmatrix of ℓ is the submatrix of the 0/1-adjacency matrix of G that has rows indexed by the vertices of V_ℓ and that has columns indexed by the vertices of V - V_ℓ. A graph has rankwidth k if every cutmatrix has rank over GF[2] at most k. For each natural number k there exists an O(n^3) algorithm that constructs a decomposition tree for a graph G of rankwidth k if it exists (Hliněný & Oum 2008).

Let (T, f) be a decomposition tree for a k-threshold graph. Then every cutmatrix is of the following shape: ( I 0 0 0 )

where I is a submatrix of the k×k identity matrix. By ‘having this shape’ we mean that we left out multiple copies of the same row or column. It follows that k-threshold graphs have rankwidth k.

Theorem 2. Let k be a natural number. There exists an O(n^3) algorithm which checks whether a graph G with n vertices is a k-threshold graph.

Proof. k-Threshold graphs have rankwidth k. C_2MS- Problems can be solved in O(n^3) time for graphs of bounded rankwidth (Courcelle & Oum 2007, Hliněný & Oum 2008, Oum 2005). The definition of k-threshold graphs can be formulated in this logic.

An other proof goes as follows. Let O_k be the obstruction set for k-threshold graphs. We can formulate the existence of a graph in O_k as an induced subgraph in C_2MS-logic. Note that this proof is nonconstructive; Kruskal’s theorem does not provide the forbidden induced subgraphs. □

3 Special 2-threshold graphs

There are many drawbacks to the solution given in the previous section. The algorithm that constructs a decomposition tree of bounded rankwidth is far from easy. By the way, it is described in terms of matroids instead of graphs. Furthermore, the constants that are involved quickly grow out of space when k increases.

Notice that threshold graphs can be recognized by sorting the vertices according to increasing degrees. Either the vertex with highest degree is a universal vertex or the vertex with lowest degree is an isolated vertex. Delete such a vertex which is either isolated or universal and repeat the process. The graph is a threshold graph if and only if this process ends with a single vertex.

In the remainder of this paper we restrict our attention to the case where k = 2. We consider colorings of vertices with two colors, say black and white. If G is a 2-threshold graph with a black-and-white coloring of the vertices then the black vertices induce a threshold graph and the white vertices induce a threshold graph.

Definition 3. A 2-threshold graph is special if it has a black-and-white coloring and a decomposition tree with only ⊕- and ⊗_w-operators.

A clique in a graph is a nonempty subset of vertices such that every pair in it is adjacent. An independent set in a graph is a nonempty subset of vertices with no edges between them.

A graph is bipartite if there is a partition of the vertices into two independent sets. One part of the partition may be empty. A bipartite graph is complete bipartite if any two vertices in different parts of the partition are adjacent.

A threshold order of a graph is a linear ordering [v_1, . . . , v_n] of the vertices such that for every pair v_i and v_j with i < j

N(v_i) ⊆ N(v_j) if v_i and v_j are nonadjacent

and N[v_i] ⊆ N[v_j] if v_i and v_j are adjacent.

A graph is a threshold graph if and only if it has a threshold order (Mahadev & Peled 1995). This implies that the vertices of a threshold graph can be partitioned into a clique (the higher degree vertices) and an independent set (the lower degree vertices). Note however, that this partition is not exactly unique.

Theorem 3. A graph G = (V, E) is a special 2- threshold graph if and only if it has no induced 2K_2, C_5, net, house, gem, octahedron, or a 4-wheel with a pendant vertex adjacent to the center, or a diamond with a pendant vertex attached to each vertex of degree three.

Figure 3: A octahedron, a net, a 4-wheel with a pendant adjacent to the center, and a diamond with a pendant vertex adjacent to each vertex of degree three

Proof. It is easy to check that the listed subgraphs are in the obstruction set. We prove the sufficiency. If a connected graph has no P_5 nor C_5 then it has a dominating clique (Bacsó & Tuza 1991, Brandstädt et al. 1999). That is, it has a clique C such that every vertex outside C has at least one neighbor in C. Since the graph has no 2K_2 it has also no P_5 and, since there is also no C_5 there is a dominating clique.

Since there is no 2K_2 there is at most one component with more than one vertex. If there is a component with more than one vertex then assume that there is a decomposition tree for that component. Otherwise start with a decomposition tree that consists of a single leaf and map any of the isolated vertices to that leaf. Color the vertex black. We add the isolated vertices one by one as black vertices as follows. Add a new root to the decomposition tree with a ⊕-operator. Add the isolated vertex as a right child and the original root as a left child.

Henceforth assume that G is connected. Let C be a dominating clique of maximal cardinality. Among the dominating cliques of maximal cardinality choose C such that the number of edges with one endpoint in C and the other endpoint in V - C is maximal.

We claim that V = C or that G - C is bipartite. For that, it is sufficient to show that there is no triangle. Assume that there is a triangle {x, y, z} in V - C. Let X, Y and Z be the vertices in C that are adjacent to x, y and z respectively, but that are not adjacent to any other vertex of the triangle {x, y, z}. Let

X_2 = (N(y) ∩ N(z) ∩ C) \ N(x)

and define Y_2 and Z_2 similarly. Let N be the set of vertices in C adjacent to all three of x, y and z. Since there is no gem, there are no edges between X and Y_2, nor between X and Z_2, nor between Y and X_2, nor between Y and Z_2, nor between Z and X_2, nor between Z and Y_2. Since C is a clique at least one of every pair of these is empty. Since there is no house, there are no edges between X and Y, nor between X and Z, nor between Y and Z. Thus at least one of every pair is empty. Assume that Y = Z = ∅. If X ≠ ∅ then Y_2 = Z_2 = ∅.

There is at most one vertex in C which is not adjacent to x or y or z, otherwise there is a 2K_2. Assume that there is such a vertex p. Then X = ∅, otherwise there is a 2K_2; let ϵ ∈ X then the edges (ϵ, p) and (y, z) form a 2K_2. At least one of X_2, Y_2 and Z_2 is empty otherwise there is an octahedron. Say that X_2 = ∅. Obviously, C ≠ {p} since C is a dominating clique and p is not adjacent to x, y or z. Assume that there is a vertex p^′ ∉ C that is adjacent to p but not adjacent to x. Then p^′ is adjacent to y and to z otherwise there is a 2K_2. If p^′ is adjacent to some vertex of Y_2 and to some vertex of Z_2 then there is an octahedron. Assume that p^′ is not adjacent to any vertex of Y_2. If Y_2 ≠ ∅, then there is a gem in Y_2 + {z, x, y, p^′}. Thus Y_2 = ∅. If there is a vertex in Z_2 that is adjacent to p^′ then there is a gem contained in Z_2 +{p^′, z, y, p}. So p^′ is nonadjacent to all vertices of Z_2. If Z_2 ≠ ∅, then there is a gem induced by Z_2 + {y, p^′, z, x}. Thus

Z_2 = ∅. It follows that all vertices of C - p are adjacent to x, to y and to z. If some vertex of N is adjacent to p^′ then there is a gem contained in N + {p, p^′, y, x}. Thus p^′ is nonadjacent to all vertices of N. Now there is a house induced by N + {y, p^′, p, x}, which is a contradiction.

Now assume that all neighbors of p are also adjacent to x. We can replace p in C by x. This gives a dominating clique C^′ of the same cardinality as C. The number of edges with one endpoint in C and the other endpoint in V - C increases since x is furthermore adjacent to y and z.

Assume that every vertex in C is adjacent to at least one vertex of x, y and z. Assume X ≠ ∅. Then it contains only one vertex X = {p} otherwise there is a 2K_2. Furthermore, Y_2 = Z_2 = ∅. Consider a neighbor p^′ ≠ x of p. If p^′ is not adjacent to y and not adjacent to z there is a 2K_2 namely {(y, z), (p, p^′)}. If p^′ is adjacent to y and not adjacent to z there is a house or a gem induced by {z, p, p^′, x, y}. Thus every neighbor of p is a neighbor of both y and z. Notice that N + X_2 ≠ ∅, otherwise y and z have no neighbor in C. If we replace p in C by {y, z} we obtain a dominating clique of larger cardinality which is a contradiction.

Assume that X = ∅. Since there is no octahedron at least one of X_2, Y_2 and Z_2 is empty. Without loss of generality assume that X_2 = ∅. Then C + {x} is also a (dominating) clique which contradicts the maximal cardinality of X.

This proves the claim that either V - C is empty or that G[V - C] is bipartite.

Since there is no 2K_2 the bipartite graph is a difference graph (Hammer et al. 1990). Every induced subgraph without isolated vertices has a vertex in each side of the bipartition that is adjacent to all the vertices in the other side of the bipartition.

Assume that there is a component with more than one vertex. There is a unique partition of the vertices into two independent sets. Call these sets B (black) and W (white). We prove that G[B + C] and G[W + C] are threshold graphs. Assume that there are two black vertices x and y that have private neighbors x^′ and y^′ in C. That is, x^′ is a neighbor of x but not of y and y^′ is a neighbor of y but not of x. Since x and y are in a component of G[B+W] there is an alternating path P = [x, x_1, . . . , x_k, y] of black and white vertices. Assume k = 1. If x_1 is not adjacent to x^′ and not adjacent to y^′ there is a C_5 which is a contradiction. If x_1 is adjacent to exactly one of x^′ and y^′ then there is a house. If x_1 is adjacent to both x^′ and y^′ then there is a gem.

We proceed by induction. Assume that there is a black vertex x_i in P that is adjacent to exactly one of x^′ and y^′. Then we obtain a contradiction by considering one of the two subpaths [x, x_1, . . . , x_i] and [x_i, . . . , x_k, y]. Assume that every black vertex in P, except x and y, is adjacent to both or to neither of x^′ and y^′. Assume that there exist two white vertices x_i and x_j in P such that x_i is adjacent to x^′ but not to y^′ and x_j is adjacent to y^′ but not to x^′. Since x_i and x_j are both white they are not adjacent. Then we obtain a contradiction by considering the subpath of P with terminals x_i and x_j. So we can assume that all the white vertices in P are adjacent to both or neither of x^′ and y^′ or, that they all have the same neighbor in {x^′, y^′}. Assume that all the white vertices are adjacent to x^′ but not to y^′. If the black vertex x_2 is not adjacent to x^′ then {x^′, x, x_1, x_2, x_3} induces a house. If x_2 is adjacent to x^′ then this set induces a gem. The case where all the white vertices are adjacent to y^′ but not to x^′ is similar. Assume that all the white vertices are adjacent to both or neither of x^′ and y^′. Every edge of P must have at least one endpoint adjacent to one of x^′ or y^′ otherwise there is a 2K_2. Assume that all the white vertices are adjacent to both x^′ and y^′. Then {x^′, x, x_1, x_2, x_3} induces a gem or a house. Let x_i be the first white vertex in P that is not adjacent to x^′ nor to y^′. Assume i = 1. Then {x^′, y^′, x, x_1, x_2} induces a house or there is a C_5 or a 2K_2. The case where i = k is similar. Assume that 1 < i < k. Then x_{i-2}, x_{i-1} and x_{i+1} are adjacent to x^′. Now {x^′, x_{i-2}, x_{i-1}, x_i, x_{i+1}} induces a house.

This proves the claim that G[B + C] and G[W + C] are threshold graphs.

We prove that the neighborhoods of the black vertices and the neighborhoods of the white vertices are ordered by inclusion. Assume that there exist two black vertices x and y with private neighbors x^′ ∈ C and z ∈ W. Since there is no 2K_2 the vertex z is adjacent to x^′. Because C is a dominating clique the vertex y has a neighbor y^′ ∈ C. The vertex y is not adjacent to x^′ and this implies that y^′ ≠ x^′. Since the neighborhoods in C of the black vertices are ordered by inclusion and since y is not adjacent to x^′, x is adjacent to y^′. If z is adjacent to y^′ then {y^′, x, x^′, z, y} induces a gem. If z is not adjacent to y^′ then this set induces a house. Similarly it holds true that no two white vertices have private neighbors.

This proves the claim that the neighborhoods of the black vertices and the neighborhoods of the white vertices are ordered by inclusion.

Consider a vertex x ∈ C that has white neighbors and black neighbors. We prove that every white neighbor is adjacent to every black neighbor. Let α be a black neighbor and let β be a white neighbor and assume that α and β are not adjacent. Since α and β are in a component of G - C there is an alternating path P = [α, x_1, . . . , x_k, β] of black and white vertices. Since the neighborhoods of the black vertices are ordered by inclusion there is at most one black vertex x_i on this path i.e., i = 2. Similarly, there is at most one white vertex x_j on this path, i.e., j = 1. The black vertex α is not adjacent to β and the black vertex x_2 is adjacent to β and either N(α) ⊆ N(x_2) or N(x_2) ⊆ N(α). This implies that N(α) ⊂ N(x_2). Thus x_2 is adjacent to x. Similarly x_1 is adjacent to x. Thus P + x induces a gem, which is a contradiction.

Let x and y be two vertices in C that have neighbors in B. We prove that

if ∅ ≠ N(y)∩B ⊂ N(x)∩B then N(x)∩W ⊆ N(y)∩W.

Assume that x has a neighbor p in B that is not adjacent to y. Let q be a neighbor of y in B. Let r be a neighbor of x in W that is not adjacent to y. Since G[B + C] is a threshold graph and since p is not adjacent to y the vertex q is adjacent to x. By the previous observation the vertices p and q are both adjacent to r. This implies that {x, y, q, r, p} induces a gem.

Let C^∗ ⊆ C be the set of vertices in C that have no neighbors in B or in W. We prove that C^∗ = ∅. Assume that C^∗ ≠ ∅. Then |C^∗| = 1 otherwise there is a 2K_2 since there is an edge in G[B + W]. Let C^∗ = {c}. Let p be a black vertex with a minimal neighborhood and let q be a white vertex with a minimal neighborhood. Assume that p and q are not adjacent. Let p^′ ∈ C be a neighbor of p and let q^′ ∈ C be a neighbor of q. Then p^′ ≠ q^′ otherwise p and q are adjacent. Let a be a black vertex with a maximal neighborhood and let b be a white vertex with a maximal neighborhood. Then a and b are adjacent. Assume that a ≠ p and b ≠ q. The vertex a is adjacent to p^′ and the vertex b is adjacent to q^′. If a is not adjacent to q^′ and b is not adjacent to p^′ then {a, b, q^′, p^′, c} induces a house. If a is adjacent to q^′ then a is adjacent to q and {q^′, q, a, p^′, c} induces a gem. Assume that a = p, i.e., assume that there is only one black vertex. Then p is adjacent to q because G[B + W] is connected. This contradicts the assumption that p and q are not adjacent. Assume that p and q are adjacent. Then G[B + W] is complete bipartite. Assume that p^′ ≠ q^′. If p is not adjacent to q^′ and q is not adjacent to p^′ then {c, p, q, q^′, p^′} induces a house. If p is adjacent to q^′ and q is not adjacent to p^′ then {q^′, q, p, p^′, c} induces a gem. Assume that p is adjacent to q^′ and that q is adjacent to p^′. Then all the black vertices and all the white vertices are adjacent to p^′ and to q^′. Assume that there is a black vertex a ≠ p and a white vertex b ≠ q. Then {a, b, p, q, p^′, c} induces a 4-wheel with a pendant. Assume that there is only one black vertex p. Assume that there is a vertex δ ∈ C - C^∗ which is not adjacent to p. Then δ is adjacent to a white vertex b and {p^′, c, δ, b, p} induces a gem. Assume that there is an isolated vertex x in G - C adjacent to c. Then {(p, q), (c, x)} is a 2K_2. Thus N(c) ⊂ N(p). Replace c by p. Then we obtain a dominating clique C^′ with the same cardinality as C but there are more edges with one endpoint in C^′ and the other endpoint in V - C^′ since p is furthermore adjacent to q. This contradicts the assumption that C maximizes the number of edges with one endpoint in C and the other in V - C. Assume p^′ = q^′. Then G[B + W] is complete bipartite. If there are black and white vertices a ≠ p and b ≠ q then {a, b, p, q, p^′, c} induces a 4- wheel with a pendant. Assume that there is only one black vertex p. If there is a vertex δ ∈ C - C^∗ that is not adjacent to p then δ is adjacent to a white vertex b. Then {p^′, c, δ, b, p} induces a gem. There is no isolated vertex in G - C adjacent to c otherwise there is a 2K_2. As above we can replace c by p and obtain a dominating clique C^′ of the same cardinality as C but with more edges than C with one endpoint in C^′ and the other endpoint in V - C^′.

This proves the claim that every vertex of C has a neighbor in B + W.

Define an ordering on the vertices of C + B + W as follows. Let x ⪯ y if

1. x ∈ B and y ∈ B and N(y) ⊆ N(x),

2. x ∈ B and y ∈ C and y ∈ N(x),

3. x ∈ B and y ∈ W and y ∈ N(x),

4. x ∈ C and y ∈ C and N(x) ∩ B ⊆ N(y) ∩ B and N(y) ∩ W ⊆ N(x) ∩ W,

5. x ∈ C and y ∈ W and y ∈ N(x),

6. x ∈ W and y ∈ W and N(x) ⊆ N(y),

and the inverse conditions for the remaining pairs. For every pair x and y in C + B + W either x ⪯ y or y ⪯ x. We proved that the relation is transitive. It is not necessarily antisymmetric. Define an equivalence relation on the vertices as follows. Two vertices of C + B + W are equivalent if they are in the same set of the partition and, if they have the same open or closed neighborhood. Then the relation ⪯ induces a linear order on the equivalence classes. Notice that we could define the reversed order likewise.

Let I be the subset of vertices in C that have no black neighbors. Let J be the subset of vertices in C that have no white neighbors. The vertices of I appear before all the black vertices in the linear order and the vertices of J appear after all the white vertices in the linear order. Thus I ∩ J = ∅ since G[B + W] is connected. Also I ≠ ∅ and J ≠ ∅ since C is a maximal clique.

Let x be an isolated vertex in G - C. We prove that N(x) is contained in I or it is contained in J. Let p be a black vertex with a minimal neighborhood and let q be a white vertex with a minimal neighborhood. Assume that p and q are not adjacent. Let p^′ ∈ C be a neighbor of p and let q^′ ∈ C be a neighbor of q. Then p^′ ≠ q^′ and p is not adjacent to q^′ and q is not adjacent to p^′. Assume that there is an isolated vertex x in G - C adjacent to p^′ and to q^′. Let a be a black vertex with a maximal neighborhood and let b be a white vertex with a maximal neighborhood. Then a and b are adjacent. The vertex a is adjacent to p^′ and the vertex b is adjacent to q^′. If a is not adjacent to q^′ and b is not adjacent to p^′ then there is a house {a, b, q^′, p^′, x}. If a is adjacent to q^′ then a is adjacent to q and there is a gem {q^′, q, a, p^′, x}. If there is only one black vertex p then p is adjacent to q since G[B + W] is connected. This contradicts the assumption that p and q are not adjacent. Assume that p and q are adjacent. Then G[B + W] is complete bipartite. Assume that p^′ ≠ q^′. If p is not adjacent to q^′ and q is not adjacent to p^′ then {p, q, p^′, q^′, x} induces a house. If p is adjacent to q^′ but q is not adjacent to p^′ then {q^′, q, p, p^′, x} induces a gem. Assume that p is adjacent to q^′ and that q is adjacent to p^′. There is a vertex δ_1 ∈ C that is adjacent to p but not to q and there is a vertex δ_2 ∈ C that is adjacent to q but not to p. If δ_1 is adjacent to x then there is a gem {p^′, x, δ_1, p, q}. If δ_2 is adjacent to x then there is a gem {q^′, x, δ_2, q, p}. If δ_1 is not adjacent to x and δ_2 is not adjacent to x then there is a 4-wheel with a pendant attached to its center {p, δ_1, δ_2, q, p^′, x}. The same contradiction follows when p^′ = q^′.

Assume that x is not adjacent to any neighbor of p and that x is not adjacent to any neighbor of q. Assume that p and q are not adjacent. Let p^′ ∈ C be a neighbor of p and let q^′ ∈ C be a neighbor of q. Let δ ∈ C be a neighbor of x. Then {p, q, x, p^′, q^′, δ} is a net. Assume that p and q are adjacent. Let δ_1 ∈ C be a neighbor of p that is not a neighbor of q and let δ_2 ∈ C be a neighbor of q that is not a neighbor of p. Let δ ∈ C be a neighbor of x. Then {δ, δ_1, δ_2, q, p} induces a house. This proves that x has common neighbors in C with exactly one of p and q. Assume that x has no common neighbors with q. We proceed by induction on the number of white vertices. Remove q. By induction it follows that x has no common neighbors with any white vertex.

This proves the claim that N(x) is contained in I or in J for any isolated vertex x of G - C.

We prove that the neighborhoods of isolated vertices of G - C that have neighbors in I are ordered by set inclusion. Consider three isolated vertices x, y and z of G - C that have neighbors in I. Assume that x and y have private neighbors x^′ and y^′ in C. Assume that z is adjacent to x^′ and to y^′. There exists a vertex δ ∈ C that is not adjacent to z. If x is adjacent to δ there is a gem {x^′, x, δ, y^′, z}. If y is adjacent to δ there is a gem {y^′, y, δ, x^′, z}. If δ is not adjacent to x and not to y there is a diamond with two pendant vertices {z, x^′, y^′, δ, x, y}. Assume that z is not adjacent to x^′ and that z is not adjacent to y^′. Assume that z has a neighbor z^′ that is not adjacent to x and that is not adjacent to y. Then {x^′, y^′, z^′, x, y, z} is a net. If z has a neighbor z_1 that is adjacent to x but not to y and a neighbor z_2 that is adjacent to y but not to x then there is a gem {z_1, x, x^′, z_2, z}. Assume that z is adjacent to x^′ but not adjacent to y^′. Assume that x has a neighbor x^{′′} that is not adjacent to z and that z has a neighbor z^′ that is not adjacent to x. Then {x^′, z, z^′, x^{′′}, x} is a gem. Thus the neighborhood of z is comparable with the neighborhood of exactly one of x and y and it is disjoint with the neighborhood of the other one.

This proves the claim that the neighborhoods of the isolated vertices with neighbors in I are ordered by set inclusion. A similar proof shows that the neighborhoods of the white vertices and of the isolated vertices with their neighborhoods in I and, the neighborhoods of the black vertices and of the isolated vertices with their neighborhoods in J are ordered by set inclusion.

Color the vertices of C white and equip them with a ⊗_w-operator. If there is a component in G - C with more than one vertex then color the vertices of B black and equip them with a ⊗_w-operator. Color the vertices of W white and equip them with a ⊕- operator. Color the isolated vertices of G - C that have their neighbors in I white and equip them with a ⊕-operator. Color the isolated vertices of G - C that have their neighbors in J black and equip them with a ⊗_w-operator. If G - C has no component with more than one vertex then let I and J be maximal disjoint neighborhoods in C. We proved that there is a linear ordering of the vertices that satisfies the neighborhood conditions.

This proves the theorem. □

Remark 1. A class of graphs that is closely related to the special 2-threshold graphs is the class of probe threshold graphs (Bayer et al. 2009, Chandler et al. 2009). The obstruction set for probe threshold graphs appears in (Bayer et al. 2009) (without proof). That the classes are different is illustrated by the complement of 2P_3. This graph is not a probe threshold graph but it is a special 2-threshold graph. The gem is an example of a probe threshold graphs that is not a special 2-threshold graph.

Lemma 1. The special 2-threshold graphs have rankwidth one. They can be recognized in linear time.

Proof. A graph G is distance hereditary if in every induced subgraph G[W] for every pair of vertices in a component of G[W] the distance between them is the same as in G (Howorka 1977). The distancehereditary graphs can be characterized as follows. Every induced subgraph has an isolated vertex, or a pendant vertex, or two vertices x and y such that every other vertex z is adjacent to both x and y or to neither of them. A pair of vertices like that is called a twin. It is easy to check that the special graphs satisfy this property. The distance-hereditary graphs are exactly the graphs of rankwidth one (Oum 2005). A rank-decomposition tree can be found in linear time (Hammer & Maffray 1990). We can formulate the existence of an induced subgraph that is isomorphic to one of the graphs in the obstruction set in monadic second-order logic without quantification over edge-sets. This proves the lemma. □

4 Partitioned black-and-white threshold graphs

In this section we turn our attention to the partitioned 2-threshold graphs, that is, we assume that the coloring is a part of the input.

Lemma 2. If G is 2-threshold then the following statements hold true.

(a) G has at most two components with at least two vertices.

(b) If G has two components with at least two vertices, then one is a threshold graph and the other is a special 2-threshold graph.

Proof. Assume that G has more than two components with at least two vertices. Then G has an induced 3K_2. It is easy to check that 3K_2 is not a 2- threshold graph.

(1) (2) (3)

(4) (5) (6)

(7)

(8) (9) (10) (11) (12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17) (18)

(19)

(20) (21) (22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27) (28)

(29) (30)

(31)

(32)

(33)

Figure 4: The set of forbidden induced subgraphs of 2-threshold graphs contains the gem, 3K_2, C_5, C_6, C_7, P_7, 2C_4, 2P_4, C_4 + P_4 and the graphs listed above.

Assume that there are two components C_1 and C_2 with at least two vertices. Let x and y be adjacent vertices in C_1. First assume that x is black and y is white. Assume that C_2 has a black vertex and a white vertex. Then it has an edge with one black endpoint and one white endpoint. We find a 2K_2 and both edges have one black endpoint and one white endpoint. It is easy to check that there is no elimination ordering for a 2K_2 that is colored like that. Thus C_2 is monochromatic which implies that C_2 induces a threshold graph.

Now assume that x and y are both black. Consider a decomposition tree for C_2 + {x, y}. Assume that x is closer to the root than y. Then the operator of x is a ⊗_b-operator since x is adjacent to y. All the operators that appear closer to the root than the operator of y are either ⊕ or ⊗_w otherwise they are adjacent to y. All the vertices further from the root than y are white, otherwise they are adjacent to x. So we may replace any ⊗_b-operator that is further from the root than the operator of y by a ⊕-operator. Thus the tree for C_2 now only has ⊕- and ⊗_w-operators; i.e., the graph induced by C_2 is a special threshold graph. □

Let G_1 = (V_1, E_1) and G_2 = (V_2, E_2) be two graphs. The union of G_1 and G_2 is the graph

G_1 + G_2 = (V_1 + V_2, E_1 + E_2).

The join of G_1 and G_2 is the graph obtained from the union by adding an edge between every vertex of V_1 and every vertex of V_2. We denote the join by G_1×G_2.

Lemma 3. Let G be a 2-threshold graph. The graph induced by every nonempty neighborhood is one of the following.

(a) a threshold graph, or

(b) the union of two threshold graphs, or

(c) the join of two threshold graphs.

Proof. Consider a black-and-white coloring of the vertices and a decomposition tree for G. Let x and y be two vertices. We write x ≺ y if x is closer to the root than y in the decomposition tree. We write o(x) for the operator in the tree that is adjacent to x.

Let x be a vertex and assume that x is black. We consider three cases.

Case 1: o(x) = ⊗_b. In this case N(x) = T_1 +T_2 where T_1 and T_2 are defined as follows.

T_1 = { y ∈ V | y ≺ x and o(y) = ⊗_b } T_2 = { y ∈ V | x ≺ y and y is black }.

Notice that every vertex of T_1 is adjacent to every vertex of T_2. All vertices of T_2 are black thus T_2 induces a threshold graph. The black vertices of T_1 are a clique and the white vertices are an independent set. Every white vertex is adjacent to those black vertices that are further from the root. This implies that T_1 is a threshold graph (if it is nonempty) (Mahadev & Peled 1995).

Case 2: o(x) = ⊕. In this case the neighbors of x are the vertices of T_1 described above.

Case 3: o(x) = ⊗_w. Now N(x) = T_1 + T_2 where T_1 and T_2 are defined as follows.

T_1 = { y ∈ V | y ≺ x and o(y) = ⊗_b } T_2 = { y ∈ V | x ≺ y and y is white }.

In this case there are no edge between vertices of T_1 and vertices of T_2. If T_2 ≠ ∅ then the graph induced by T_2 is a threshold graph since all vertices are white. We proved above that T_1 is also a threshold graph.

A similar analysis holds when x is a white vertex. This proves the lemma. □

The complement of a graph G = (V, E) is the graph that has V as its vertices and that has those pairs of vertices adjacent that are not adjacent in G. We denote the complement of G by Ḡ.

Let G be a graph. A vertex of G is good if its neighborhood is empty or, a threshold graph or, the union of two threshold graphs or the join of two threshold graphs. The graph G is good if every vertex of G is good. By Lemma 3 a 2-threshold graph is good. Consider a vertex x in G. A local complementation at x is the operation which complements the graph induced by N(x). Note that the class of good graphs is hereditary and closed under local complementations.

Theorem 4. A graph G is good if and only if G has no induced gem or, C_4 + K_1 with a universal vertex or, the local complement of this with respect to the universal vertex or, 3K_2 with a universal vertex or, an octahedron with a universal vertex.

Proof. It is easy to check that the universal vertex of each of the mentioned graphs is not good. We prove the converse. Let x be a vertex with a nonempty neighborhood. Since there is no gem the graph induced by N(x) is a cograph. Assume that this graph is disconnected. Let C_1, . . . , C_t be the components of

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

(9) (10)

(11)

(12) (13) (14) (15)

(16) (17)

(18) (19)

(20)

(21) (22) (23) (24) (25) (26) (27)

Figure 5: Forbidden induced subgraphs of partitioned black-and-white threshold graphs

the graph induced by N(x). There is no 3K_2 in the graph induced by N(x) so there are at most two components with more than one vertex. Since there is no 4-wheel with a pendant vertex attached to its center the graph induced by each component C_i has no C_4. Assume that C_i has an induced 2K_2. Since the graph induced by C_i is connected and since there is no P_4 in G[C_i] this graph has a butterfly. Then G has an induced subgraph that is isomorphic a butterfly with a universal vertex. The butterfly is the complement of C_4 + K_1.

Now assume that the graph induced by N(x) is connected. Consider the graph obtained by complementing N(x). By the argument above x is good in this graph. This implies that x is also good in G. □

Theorem 5. A partitioned graph is a 2-threshold graph if and only if it does not contain any of the graphs of Figure 5 as an induced subgraph.

Proof. It is easy to see that none of the graphs in Figure 5 is a 2-threshold graph. We prove the converse. Let G be a partitioned graph with none of the graphs of Figure 5 as an induced subgraph. It can be checked that none of the graphs in Figure 4 is an induced subgraph of the underlying unpartitioned graph.

The case where there are two components with at least two vertices is easy to check. Assume that G is connected. We prove that there exists a vertex x such that N(x) or N[x] is exactly the set of all the white vertices or all the black vertices in G. Assume that G has a house H = [1; 2, 3, 4, 5] where [2, 3, 4, 5] is the induced 4-cycle in H and vertex 1 is the rooftop of H adjacent to vertices 2 and 5. Assume that vertices 1, 2, 3 and 5 are colored black and that vertex 4 is colored white. Let S ⊆ V - H be the set of vertices that are adjacent to 1, 2, 3 and 5, and nonadjacent to 4. Add vertex 2 also to S. We claim that S contains a vertex x such that N(x) or N[x] is the set of all black vertices in G. It can be checked that every black vertex is in S or is adjacent to a vertex in S. The graph G[S] is a threshold graph since G has no octahedron, or gem or a K_2 × 2K_2. The black vertices in S are a clique and the white vertices are an independent set. It is now easy to check that there exists a vertex x ∈ S such that N(x) or N[x] is the set of black vertices in G.

The other colorings of the house can be dealt with in a similar fashion.

Assume that G contains no house. Assume that there is a 2K_2; (p, q) + (r, s). Assume that p and q are black and that r and s are white. Consider a shortest path between {p, q} and {r, s}. Assume that this is a P_6;

P = [p, q, a, b, r, s].

Then a is black and b is white. Assume that q has a white neighbor α and that r has a black neighbor β. Then

N(α) ∩ P = {p, q, a} and N(β) ∩ P = {b, r, s}.

Furthermore, α and β are adjacent. Then {q, a, b, α, β} induces a house.

Assume that q has only black neighbors. It is easy to check that there is a vertex x ∈ N[q] such that N(x) or N[x] is the set of black vertices.

Other cases can be dealt with in a similar manner. Assume that there is no house and no 2K_2. Then G is special. It is easy to check that the claim holds true in that case. This proves the theorem. □

5 The switching class of threshold graphs

If we allow a ⊗-operator, which adds a universal vertex, then we obtain a slightly bigger class of graphs. We call these graphs extended 2-threshold graphs. It is easy to see that if G is an extended 2-threshold graph then so is its complement.

We obtain a class of graphs that is contained in the 2-threshold graphs if we allow only ⊗_woperators and ⊗_b-operators. We call these graphs restricted 2-threshold graphs. It is easy to see that also the restricted 2-threshold graphs are selfcomplementary. We prove in this section that the restricted 2-threshold graphs are exactly the graphs that are switching equivalent to threshold graphs.

Definition 4. Let G = (V, E) be a graph and let S ⊆ V. Switching G with respect to S is the operation that adds all edges to G between nonadjacent pairs with one element in S and the other not in S and that removes all edges between pairs with one element in S and the other not in S.

Switching is an equivalence relation on graphs. The equivalence classes are called switching classes. The work on switching classes was initiated by van Lint and Seidel (van Lint & Seidel 1966, Seidel 1991).

Theorem 6. If G is in the switching class of a threshold graph then G is a restricted 2-threshold graph.

Proof. Assume that G is obtained by switching a threshold graph H with respect to some set S of vertices. Consider the decomposition tree for the threshold graph H. Color the vertices of S white and color the other vertices black. Change the ⊗- and ⊕- operators in the tree as follows.

1. If a vertex x is black and o(x) = ⊗ then change o(x) to ⊗_b.

2. If a vertex x is black and o(x) = ⊕ then change o(x) to ⊗_w.

3. If a vertex x is white and o(x) = ⊗ then change o(x) to ⊗_w.

4. If a vertex x is white and o(x) = ⊕ then change o(x) to ⊗_b.

It is easy to see by induction on the height of the decomposition tree that these operations change the decomposition tree into a decomposition tree for G. □

Figure 6: Forbidden subgraphs of the switching class of threshold graphs. Each of them is switching equivalent to 3K_2, C_5 or C_4 + 2K_1.

Cameron examined the switching class of cographs (Cameron 1994). A graph is a cograph if every induced subgraph with at least two vertices is either disconnected or its complement is disconnected (Corneil et al. 1981). Thus the class of cographs contains the threshold graphs. The switching class of cographs are characterized as the graphs without induced C_5, bull, gem, or cogem (Hung & Kloks 2010). In other words, a graph is switching equivalent to a cograph if and only if it has no induced subgraph that is switching equivalent to C_5. Thus these graphs are also forbidden for the graphs that are switching equivalent to a threshold graphs.

Theorem 7. A graph G = (V, E) is switching equivalent to a threshold graph if and only if G has no induced subgraph which is switching equivalent to 3K_2, C_5 or C_4 + 2K_1.

Proof. It is easy to check the necessity. We prove the sufficiency. Since the graph has no induced subgraph which is switching equivalent to C_5 the graph G is switching equivalent to a cograph H. If H is connected then we can switch it to a disconnected cograph by switching it with respect to one of the components of the complement. Henceforth we assume that H is disconnected. Let C_1, C_2, . . . be the components of H. There are at most two components with more than one vertex, otherwise the graph has an induced 3K_2. Furthermore, there can be at most one component which is not a threshold graph already. First assume that every component is a threshold graph. Then switch the graph with respect to a maximal clique in one of them. It is easy to check that this produces a threshold graph. Assume that C_1 does not induce a threshold graph.

By induction we can assume that there is a subset S of C_1 such that switching H[C_1] with respect to S produces a threshold graph T. The threshold graph T has a universal or isolated vertex x. We may assume that x ∉ S, otherwise we can switch H[C_1] with respect to C_1 - S. If x is isolated in T then S = N_H(x) and if x is universal in T then S = C_1 - N_H[x].

Assume that S = N_H(x). If C_1 = N_H[x] then H[C_1] is a threshold graph. Assume that C_1 - N_H[x] ≠ ∅. Let Δ = C_1 - N_H[x]. For every pair of vertices a and b in Δ their neighborhoods in S are ordered by inclusion, otherwise the switch produces a C_4, or P_4 or 2K_2. Since H[C_1] is connected and has no induced P_4 every vertex of Δ has a neighbor in S. Let S^′ ⊆ S be the subset of vertices in S that have a neighbor in Δ.

Then every pair with one element in S^′ and one element in S - S^′ is adjacent, since there is no P_4 in H[C_1]. The switch makes every vertex of S - S^′ adjacent to every vertex of Δ. Since the C_4 is forbidden at least one of S - S^′ and S^′ + Δ is a clique.

Assume that there is an edge (p, q) in Δ and assume that p has a neighbor p^′ in S that is not a neighbor of q. Then [q, p, p^′, x] is a P_4 in H which is forbidden. Thus all vertices of every component of Δ have the same neighbors in S. Call the sets of vertices of S^′ that have the same neighbors in Δ the classes of S^′. Call the unions of those components of Δ that have the same neighbors in S^′ the classes of Δ.

Assume that there are two classes P and Q in S^′ and assume that P is adjacent to a class P^′ of Δ which is not adjacent to Q. Let Q be adjacent to a class Q^′ of Δ. Then P is also adjacent to Q^′. Since [P^′, P, Q^′, Q] has no induced P_4, every vertex of P is adjacent to every vertex of Q. Furthermore, since there is no C_4 in the switched graph, at least one of the classes P and Q is a clique. Thus all of S^′ except possibly one class is a clique.

Since there is no 2K_2 in the switched graph at most one of the components of Δ has more than one vertex. Furthermore, if there is a component with more than one vertex then it has the least number of neighbors in S^′ among all components of Δ, otherwise the switch produces a 2K_2.

Every pair of nonadjacent classes in S^′ and Δ become adjacent in the switched graph. Thus at least one of them is a clique. If there is a class in S^′ that is not a clique then it is adjacent to all except possibly one class of Δ otherwise, there is a C_4 in the switched graph. Consider a component P in Δ that has more than one vertex and a class Q in S^′ that is not a clique. If P and Q are not adjacent then they are adjacent in the switched graph, thus P is a clique. If P and Q are adjacent then Q is an independent set, otherwise the switched graph has a 2K_2.

If S-S^′ is not a clique, then S^′ +Δ is a clique in the switched graph. Thus S^′ and Δ are disjoint cliques in H_1[C_1]. This contradicts that C_1 is a component of H and H[C_1] is not a threshold graph. Thus S - S^′ is empty or else it is a clique.

Assume that there is a class P in Δ which contains an edge. Let Q be the class in S^′ that is adjacent to P. Then Q is an independent set, otherwise there is a 2K_2 in the switched graph. This class Q is adjacent to all vertices of Δ, since P has the least neighbors in S^′ among all classes in Δ. Thus Q is an independent, universal set of H[C_1].

Assume that there is a component P in Δ that contains an edge. Let Q be the neighborhood of P in S^′. Then S - Q = ∅ otherwise, H contains a graph which is switching equivalent to 3K_2. Assume that S - Q = ∅ and that Q is an independent set. If Q contains more than one vertex then V -C_1 is a clique. Switch H with respect to

Q + (V - C_1).

This gives a threshold graph.

Assume that Δ is an independent set. Let Q be a class in S^′ which is not a clique. Then every vertex of Q is adjacent to all other vertices of C_1 except possibly one vertex in Δ. If there is a vertex in Δ which is not adjacent to Q then H contains a C_4 + 2K_1 which is a contradiction. Thus Q is adjacent to all vertices of C_1 - Q.

First assume that Q is an independent set. Switch H with respect to

Q + (V - C_1).

The set Q becomes a set of isolated vertices. The vertex x is adjacent to the clique S - Q. The graph induced by Δ + (S - Q) is a threshold graph. The set V - C_1 becomes a clique of vertices adjacent to all vertices in C_1 - Q. Thus H switches to a threshold graph.

Assume that Q is not an independent set. Switch H with respect to

Q + (V - C_1).

This gives two disjoint threshold graphs Q and V -Q. As shown at the start, we can switch the graph to a threshold graph.

The case where S = C_1 - N[x] is similar. □

Theorem 8. A graph is switching equivalent to a threshold graph if and only if it is a restricted 2- threshold graph.

Proof. It is easy to check that none of the forbidden induced subgraphs of the switching class of threshold graphs is restricted 2-threshold. □

References

Bacsó, G. and Z. Tuza (1991), ‘Dominating cliques in P_5-free graphs’, Period. Math. Hung. 21, pp. 303– 308.

Bayer, D., V. B. Le, and H. N. de Ridder (2009), ‘Probe threshold graphs and probe trivially perfect graphs’, Theoretical Computer Science 410, pp. 4812–4822.

Brandstädt, A., V. B. Le, and J. P. Spinrad (1999), Graph classes: A survey, SIAM Monographs on Discrete Mathematics and Applications, Philadelphia. See also their database:

http://wwwteo.informatik.uni-rostock.de/isgci/index.html

Cameron, P. J. (1994), ‘Two-graphs and trees’, Discrete Mathematics 127, pp. 63–74.

Chandler, D. B., M.-S. Chang, T. Kloks, and S.-L. Peng (2009), Probe graphs. Manuscript. A draft of this manuscript is online available:

http://www.cs.ccu.edu.tw/~hunglc/ProbeGraphs.pdf

Chvátal, V., and P. L. Hammer (1973), Set-packing and threshold graphs. Technical Report, Computer Science Department, University of Waterloo, Canada CORR 73-21.

Chvátal, V., and P. L. Hammer (1977), Aggregation of inequalities in integer programming, in P. L. Hammer, E. L. Johnson, B. H. Korte, and G. L. Nemhouser, eds, ‘Studies in Integer Programming’, Annals of Discrete Mathematics 1, North-Holland, Amsterdam, pp. 145–162.

Corneil, D. G., H. Lerchs, and L. Stewart-Burlingham (1981), ‘Complement reducible graphs’, Discrete Applied Mathematics 3, pp. 163–174.

Courcelle, B., and S. Oum (2007), ‘Vertex minors, monadic second-order logic, and a conjecture by Seese’, Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B 97 (2007), pp. 91–126.

Golumbic, M. C. (2004), Algorithmic graph theory and perfect graphs, Elsevier series Annals of Discrete Mathematics 57, Amsterdam.

Hammer, P. L., and F. Maffray (1990), ‘Completely separable graphs’, Discrete Applied Mathematics 27, pp. 85–99.

Hammer, P. L., U. N. Peled, and X. Sun (1990), ‘Difference graph’, Discrete Applied Mathematics 28, pp. 35–44.

Harary, F. (1979), ‘The structure of threshold graphs’, Decisions in Economics and Finance 2, pp. 169–172.

Higman, G. (1952), Ordering by divisibility in abstract algebras, in ‘Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society’, s3-2, pp. 326–336.

Hliněný, P., and S. Oum (2008), ‘Finding branchdecompositions and rank-decompositions’, SIAM J. Comput. 38 (2008), pp. 1012–1032.

Hliněný, P., S. Oum, D. Seese, and G. Gottlob (2008), ‘Width parameters beyond treewidth and their applications’, The computer journal 51, pp. 326–362.

Howorka, E. (1977), ‘A characterization of distancehereditary graphs’, The quarterly journal of mathematics 28, pp. 417–420.

Hung, L.-J., and T. Kloks (2010), On some simple widths, in ‘Proceedings of WALCOM 2010’, Springer LNCS 5942, pp. 204–215.

Kruskal, J. (1960), ‘Well-quasi-ordering, the tree theorem, and Vazsonyi’s conjecture’, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society 95, pp. 210– 225.

van Lint, J. H., and J. J. Seidel (1966), ‘Equilateral points in elliptic geometry’, Indagationes Mathematicae 28, pp. 335–348.

Mahadev, N. V. R., and U. N. Peled (1995), Threshold graphs and related topics, Annals of Discrete Mathematics 56, Elsevier, North-Holland, Amsterdam.

Manca, P. (1979), ‘On a simple characterization of threshold graphs’, Rivista di Matematica per le Scienze Economiche e Sociali 2, pp. 3–8.

Niedermeier, R. (2006), Invitation to fixed-parameter algorithms, Oxford Lecture Series in Mathematics and its Applications, Oxford University Press.

Orlin, J. (1977), The minimal integral separator of a threshold graph, in P. L. Hammer, E. L. Johnson, B. H. Korte, and G. L. Nemhouser, eds, ‘Studies in Integer Programming’, Annals of Discrete Mathematics 1, North-Holland, Amsterdam, pp. 415– 419.

Oum, S. (2005), Graphs of bounded rank-width, PhD Thesis, Princeton University.

Pouzet, M. (1985), Applications of well-quasi-ordering and better-quasi-ordering. In Graphs and orders (I. Rival ed.), D. Reidel Publishing Company, pp. 503–519.

Seidel, J. J. (1991), (Corneil and Mathon eds.) Geometry and combinatorics: selected works of J. J. Seidel, Academic Press.