arXiv:2401.01716v1 [math.CO] 3 Jan 2024

On the connected (sub)partition polytope

Phablo F. S. Moura, Roel Leus, and Hande Yaman

Research Center for Operations Research & Statistics, KU Leuven, Belgium

{phablo.moura, roel.leus, hande.yaman}@kuleuven.be

January 4, 2024

Abstract

Let k be a positive integer and let G be a graph with n vertices. A connected k-subpartition of G is a collection of k pairwise disjoint sets (a.k.a. classes) of vertices in G such that each set induces a connected subgraph. The connected k-partition polytope of G, denoted by P(G, k), is defined as the convex hull of the incidence vectors of all connected k-subpartitions of G. Many applications arising in off-shore oil-drilling, forest planning, image processing, cluster analysis, political districting, police patrolling, and biology are modeled in terms of finding connected (sub)partitions of a graph. This study focus on the facial structure of P(G, k) and the computational complexity of the corresponding separation problems. We first propose a set of valid inequalities having non-null coefficients associated with a single class that extends and generalizes the ones in the literature of related problems, show sufficient conditions for these inequalities to be facet-defining, and design a polynomial-time separation algorithm for them. We also devise two sets of inequalities that consider multiple classes, prove when they define facets, and study the computational complexity of associated separation problems.

1 Introduction

Let k be a positive integer and let G be a graph with n vertices. We denote by V (G) and E(G) the sets of vertices and edges of G, respectively. For a positive integer ℓ, we let [ℓ] = {1, . . . , ℓ}. A connected k-subpartition V = {V_1, . . . , V_k} of G is a collection of k pairwise disjoint sets of vertices in V (G) such that each set induces a connected subgraph, that is, V_i ∩ V_j = ∅ for all i, j ∈ [k] with i ≠ j and the subgraph of G induced by V_i, denoted by G[V_i], is connected for every i ∈ [k]. A collection V is a connected k-partition if additionally ⋃ i∈[k] Vi = V (G). Given a set of vertices V^′ ⊆ V (G) and c ∈ [k], we define the vector e(V^′, c) ∈ {0, 1}^{kn} such that its non-null entries are precisely e(V^′, c)_{v,c} = 1 for all v ∈ V^′. For the sake of simplicity, we write e(H, c) rather than e(V (H), c) when H is a graph. Let V = {V_1, . . . , V_k} be a k-subpartition of G. The non-null entries of its incidence vector χ(V) are precisely χ(V)_{v,c} = 1 for every c ∈ [k], v ∈ V_c, that is, χ(V) = ∑ c∈[k] e(Vc, c). The connected k-partition polytope of G, denoted

by P(G, k), is defined as

P(G, k) = conv{χ(V) ∈ {0, 1}^{nk} : V is a connected k-subpartition of G}.

Many combinatorial problems deal with finding (sub)partitions of the set of vertices of a graph into classes that induce connected subgraphs, or equivalently integer points in the polytope P. A well-studied example is the Maximum Weight Connected Subgraph problem, which receives as input a vertexweighted graph G (weights may be negative), and consists in finding a connected subgraph of G that maximizes the sum of the weights of its vertices (see Álvarez- Miranda, Ljubić, and Mutzel [2], and Hochbaum and Pathria [15]).

Convex Recoloring is another problem involving partitioning graphs into connected subgraphs that has received considerable attention in the last years (see Campêlo et al. [6], and Chopra et al. [10]). This problem was introduced by Moran and Snir [22], and consists in finding a (re)coloring of a given colored graph such that each color class in the recoloring induces a connected subgraph, and the amount of recolored vertices is minimized. Note that the concept of coloring here differs from the classical definition of (proper) coloring, where pairs of vertices linked by an edge are assigned distinct colors.

In the Balanced Connected Partition problem, the goal is to partition a graph into a given number of connected subgraphs so that the size of every subgraph is roughly the same. This concept of balance can be modelled, for example, as minimizing (resp. maximizing) the size of the largest (resp. smallest) subgraph in the partition, or minimizing the maximum difference of sizes between two subgraphs. These objectives yield equivalent problems when one has to partition into two classes, but lead to distinct problems when the desired partition has more than two subgraphs (see Lucertini, Perl, and Simeone [19]). A related problem investigated by Lovász [18] and Györi [14] consists in partitioning a connected graph into a given number of connected subgraphs with prescribed orders.

Another example of connected partition problem is Connected Maximum k-Cut, a variant of the classical Maximum k-Cut in which the goal is to find a partition of the vertices into k classes inducing connected subgraphs such that the number of edges linking vertices in distinct classes is maximized. Recently, Hojny et al. [16] proposed mixed-integer linear programming formulations for an edge-weighted version of this problem, and reported on extensive computational experiments.

The idea of dividing graphs into connected parts (classes) plays an essential role in many applications arising in off-shore oil-drilling, forest planning, image processing, cluster analysis, political districting, police patrolling, and biology. For more details on these applications, we refer to [3, 8, 15, 19–22].

In this work, we study the facial structure of the connected k-partition polytope, which is naturally modelled as follows. Given any pair of non-adjacent vertices {u, v} /∈ E(G), a u, v-separator is a set of vertices Z ⊆ V (G) \ {u, v} such that u and v belong to different components of G − Z = G[V (G) \ Z]. Let us denote by Γ(u, v) the set of all minimal u, v-separators in G. Consider now the following inequalities on variables x ∈ R^{nk} . ∑ c∈[k] x_{v,c} ≤ 1 ∀v ∈ V, (1) x_{u,c} + x_{v,c} − ∑ z∈Z x_{z,c} ≤ 1 ∀{u, v} /∈ E(G), Z ∈ Γ(u, v), c ∈ [k], (2) x_{v,c} ≥ 0 ∀v ∈ V and c ∈ [k]. (3) Let us denote by P^′(G, k) the set of all vectors x ∈ R^{nk} satisfying (1)-(3).

Observe that if two non-adjacent vertices u and v belong to a same class c, then there must exist a path between u and v such that every internal vertex also belongs to class c, and such a path intersects every u, v-separator in G. It follows from this remark that P(G, k) = conv(P^′(G, k) ∩ {0, 1}^{nk}).

The facial structure of the polytope P(G, k) was studied before by Campêlo et al. [7] in the context of a polyhedral approach to Convex Recoloring. Chopra et al. [10] provided a strong extended formulation for the problem on trees, and reported on computational experiments. We remark that Convex Recoloring is NP-hard even on paths, as shown by Moran and Snir [22]. Indeed, Moura and Wakabayashi [23] proved that this problem on n-vertex bipartite graphs cannot be approximated within a factor of n^{1−ε} for any ε > 0, unless P = NP.

Wang et al. [26] presented a detailed polyhedral study for the case k = 1, which is the so-called connected subgraph polytope. More precisely, assuming that G is connected, they showed that (2) induces a facet of P(G, 1) if and only if Z is minimal. They also proved that the indegree inequalities, known to induce all nontrivial facets of P(G, 1) when G is a tree (see Korte et al. [17]), are valid for general graphs and can be separated in linear time. The indegree inequalities can be generalized to the case of positive k in a trivial way as follows. Consider an orientation ⃗E of the edges in G, and define, for each v ∈ V (G), the indegree d(v) as the number of arcs in ⃗E with head v. The indegree inequality corresponding to ⃗E and c ∈ [k] is ∑ v∈V (G) (1 − d(v))x_{v,c} ≤ 1. (4)

The validity of this inequality follows from the fact that ∑ v∈V (G^′) d(v) ≥ |E(G^′)|, and |E(G^′)| ≥ |V (G^′)| − 1 for any connected subgraph G^′ of G. Unlike for the case of k = 1, for k ≥ 2 the indegree inequalities and nonnegativity inequalities (3) are not sufficient to describe P(G, k) when G is a tree as Convex Recoloring is NP-hard on paths. This simple observation suggests that the facial structure of P(G, k) with k ≥ 2 is significantly more involved compared to the one of P(G, 1). This work is devoted to study the facial structure of P(G, k), and the computational complexity of the separation problems associated with the families of valid inequalities.

Before concluding this section, we review the results on the dimension of P(G, k) and the trivial inequalities of the formulation previously described.

Theorem 1 (Campêlo et al. [5, 7]). The following hold for P(G, k):

(i) The polytope is full-dimensional, i.e., dim(P(G, k)) = nk.

(ii) For every v ∈ V (G), inequality (1) is facet-defining if k > 1, or if k = 1 and G is connected.

(iii) For every v ∈ V (G) and c ∈ [k], inequality (3) is facet-defining.

One may notice that if k = 1 and G is not connected, then there exist vertices u, v ∈ V (G) belonging to different components of G such that x_u +x_v ≤ 1 is valid for P(G, 1), and so inequalities (1) for u and v are dominated. This explains why one has to suppose that G is connected in Theorem 1(ii). The characterization of the facet-defining inequalities (2) shown by Wang et al. [26] also assumes that G is connected. Hence, even for the basic inequalities in the formulation, their facetness may depend on the graph being connected. For the sake of simplicity in our proofs, we henceforth assume that G is a connected graph.

Contributions

We introduce, in Section 2, a class of inequalities for P(G, k) that generalizes both the connectivity inequalities (2), and the indegree inequalities (4). The proposed class contains all nontrivial inequalities studied by Wang et al. [26] for the connected subgraph polytope (i.e. k = 1), and by Chopra et al. [10] and Campêlo et al. [5] for P(G, k) with k ≥ 1. Furthermore, it contains new strong valid inequalities. We also prove sufficient (weak) conditions under which the proposed generalized inequalities are facet-defining for P(G, k). If the input graph G is a tree, we show that all facets of P(G, k) having non-null coefficients associated with a single class in [k] are induced by indegree inequalities (4).

The separation problem associated with these inequalities is investigated in Section 3. More precisely, we design a polynomial-time algorithm that reduces the input instance to a quadratic number of bipartite instances of the Minimum Weight Vertex Cover problem, when the partition defining the inequality is fixed. In general, this algorithm runs in O(k|V (G)||E(G)|) time. When separating inequalities (2) and (4), this algorithm achieves the same running times as the corresponding separation routines for these inequalities described in the literature. The proposed routine runs in O(k(|V (G)|+|E(G)|)) time when separating a set of inequalities that strictly contains the indegree inequalities (4).

In Section 4, we propose two sets of valid inequalities, namely multiway and pairing inequalities, that combine multiple classes. We characterize the facets induced by multiway inequalities, and present sufficient conditions for the pairing inequalities to be facet-defining. We show in Section 5 that the separation problem associated with multiway inequalities is NP-hard (if the stable set which defines it is given) as this separation boils down to solving the Multiway Cut problem. Moreover, we show that the separation problem of the pairing inequalities can solved in polynomial time if the graph is a tree. The proposed algorithm computes a minimum-cost flow in a network which is constructed with the vertices of the input graph and additional vertices corresponding to the classes.

Concluding remarks and possible directions for further research are discussed in Section 6.

2 Single-class inequalities

In this section, we consider valid (non-trivial) inequalities for P(G, k) where all non-null coefficients are associated with a same class c ∈ [k]. Let us denote by (π, π_0) ∈ R^ℓ × R the inequality πx ≤ π_0 where x ∈ R^ℓ . An inequality (π, π_0) ∈ R^{nk} × R is said to be a single class inequality for P(G, k) if (π, π_0) is a valid inequality for P(G, k), and there exists c ∈ [k] such that π_{v,b} = 0 for all v ∈ V (G) and b ∈ [k] \ {c}. We say that an inequality of P(G, k) is nontrivial if it is different from (0, 0) and from the nonnegativity constraints (3).

First we show that every facet-defining inequality of P(G, 1) can be naturally lifted to a single-class inequality of P(G, k) that is also facet defining. In particular, we shall see that the connectivity inequalities (2) and the indegree inequalities (4) induce facets of P(G, k) under the same hypothesis shown by Wang et al. [26] for P(G, 1).

Lemma 2. Let (π, π_0) ∈ R^n × R be a nontrivial valid inequality of P(G, 1) different from x_v ≤ 1 for all v ∈ V (G). Let k ≥ 2 be an integer, let c ∈ [k], and let (π^c, π_0) ∈ R^{nk} × R be a valid inequality of P(G, k), where the (possibly) nonnull entries of π^c are precisely π^c_{v,c} = π_v for all v ∈ V (G). It holds that (π, π_0) is facet defining for P(G, 1) if and only if (π^c, π_0) is facet defining for P(G, k).

Proof. Suppose first that (π, π_0) defines a facet F of P(G, 1). Let F̃ be the face of P(G, k) induced by (π^c, π_0), that is, F̃ = {x ∈ P(G, k) : π^cx = π_0}. By Theorem 1, we have dim(F ) = n − 1, and so F contains a set X = {x^j }_{j∈[n]} of affinely independent vectors such that x^j ∈ {0, 1}^n for all j ∈ [n]. Observe now that, for each v ∈ V (G), there is a vector r^v ∈ X such that r^v = 0, otherwise F ⊂ {x ∈ P(G, 1) : x_v = 1}, a contradiction to the assumption that F is a facet of P(G, 1).

In what follows, we show how to lift the vectors in F to the space {0, 1}^{nk}. For each j ∈ [n], we define a vector x̃^j ∈ {0, 1}^{nk} such that, for every v ∈ V (G), x̃^j_{v,c} = x^j_v , and x̃^j_{v,b} = 0 for all b ∈ [k] \ {c}. Similarly, for each v ∈ V (G), let r̃^v = x̃^j where r^v = x^j for some j ∈ [n]. Note that every vector described above corresponds to a connected k-subpartition of G where class c is the single non-empty class, and that it belongs to F̃ .

Let us define R = {r̃^v + e(v, b) : v ∈ V (G) and b ∈ [k] \ {c}}. By the definition of r^v , v is not assigned to any class in the corresponding connected k-subpartition, and thus r^v + e(v, b) belongs to F̃ for all b ∈ [k] \ {c}. Let X̃ = R∪{x̃j }_{j∈[n]}, and note that |X̃| = n(k−1)+n = nk. One may easily verify

that X̃ ⊆ F̃ . Since X is an affinely independent set and by the construction of the vectors, it holds that X̃ is also affinely independent. As a consequence, dim(F̃ ) = nk − 1 and so F̃ is a facet of P(G, k).

Suppose now that (π^c, π_0) induces a facet F̃ of P(G, k). Thus, for every v ∈ V (G), F̃ ≠ {x ∈ P(G, k) : x_{v,c} = 1} since the valid inequality x_{v,c} ≤ 1 is dominated by (1) if k ≥ 2. Again by Theorem 1, there are nk affinely independent vectors in F̃ . Let us denote by M be the matrix nk × nk formed by such vectors. Consider the submatrix of M^′ of M formed by the n rows indexed by c, and observe that each column of M^′ belongs to F . As M contains nk affinely independent rows, the affine rank of M^′ is n. Hence there exist n affinely independent vectors in F . Therefore, dim(F ) = n − 1 and so F is a facet of P(G, 1).

We next use Lemma 2 to characterize inequalities (2) and (4) that are facetdefining for P(G, k).

Corollary 3. Let k ≥ 2 be an integer. The following hold.

(i) Inequality (2) is facet defining for P(G, k) if and only if the separator is minimal.

(ii) Inequality (4) is facet defining for P(G, k) if and only if

(a) for every u, v ∈ V (G), there exists at most one directed u, v-walk in the corresponding orientation of G; and (b) the orientation of G contains at least two vertices of indegree zero.

Proof. Wang et al. [26] proved that (2), for non-adjacent vertices u, v ∈ V (G), and (u, v)-separator Z, defines a facet of P(G, 1) if and only if Z is minimal. As G is connected, this inequality is different from x_v ≤ 1 for all v ∈ V (G). Hence (i) holds using Lemma 2.

To prove (ii), suppose first that (4) induces a facet F of P(G, k), and let D denote the orientation of G that defines such inequality. By Lemma 2, the corresponding facet F^′ of P(G, 1) is different from {x ∈ P(G, 1) : x_v = 1} for all v ∈ V (G). Wang et al. [26] proved that F^′ is a facet of P(G, 1) if and only if (a) holds. Due to (a) and F^′ ≠ {x ∈ P(G, 1) : x_v = 1} for all v ∈ V (G), D contains at least two vertices of indegree zero.

To show the converse, consider an orientation D of G satisfying (a) and (b). Let F^′ be the face of P(G, 1) induced by the inequality (4) which is associated with D. Since D has at least two vertices with indegree zero, the inequality inducing F^′ contains at least two coefficients equal to one, and so it is different from x_v ≤ 1 for all v ∈ V (G). Since (a) holds, F^′ is a facet of P(G, 1) by Wang et al. Therefore, the claimed result follows from Lemma 2.

The facial structure of connected k-partition polytope on trees was studied before in the context of the Convex Recoloring problem to model applications in biology involving phylogenetic trees (see Campêlo et al. [5], and Chopra et al. [10]). In what follows, we use Lemma 2 to characterize the facets of P(G, k) where G is a tree.

Korte, Lovász, and Schrader [17] (Theorem 3.6, p. 168) showed an explicit description of P(G, 1) in terms of the indegree inequalities when G is a tree.

Theorem 4 (Korte, Lovász, and Schrader [17] (see [26])). Let G be a tree. It holds that

P(G, 1) = {x ∈ R^n_≥ : x satisfies all indegree inequalities (4)}.

Moreover, each inequality (4) induces a facet of P(G, 1).

Theorem 5. Let G be a tree, let k ≥ 2 be an integer, and let (π, π_0) ∈ R^{nk} × R be a nontrivial single-class inequality of P(G, k). Then, (π, π_0) induces a facet of P(G, k) if and only if (π, π_0) is equal to (4) defined by an orientation of G with at least two vertices of indegree zero.

Proof. Let F be the facet of P(G, k) induced by (π, π_0). Applying Lemma 2 on F , yields a facet F^′ of P(G, 1) that is different from {x ∈ R^n : x_v = 1} for all v ∈ V (G). By Theorem 4, F^′ is induced by an indegree inequality (4), and so (π, π_0) is equal to (4) for some c ∈ [k]. Additionally, the orientation of G defining such inequality contains at least two vertices of degree zero since G has no cycle, and F^′ ≠ {x ∈ R^n : x_v = 1} for all v ∈ V (G).

Consider an orientation of G having at least two vertices of indegree zero. This orientation defines an inequality (4) of P(G, 1) containing at least two coefficients equal to one, and so it is different from x_v ≤ 1 for all v ∈ V (G). Moreover, such inequality induces a facet of P(G, 1) by Theorem 4. The result follows from Lemma 2.

We remark that all (nontrivial) facets of P(G, k) shown by Chopra et al. [10], and by Campêlo et al. [5] (when G is a tree) are induced by single-class inequalities. As a consequence of the previous theorem, we conclude that all such facets are induced by indegree inequalities (4).

For general graphs G, Campêlo et al. [5] devised single-class inequalities for P(G, k) generalizing (2), and showed sufficient conditions for facetness. These inequalities are a particular case of the generalized connectivity inequalities introduced next.

2.1 Generalized connectivity inequalities

Before showing a class of inequalities that generalizes both (2) and (4), we introduce some additional notation and definitions. Let ℓ ∈ [n]. Given a set S ⊆ V (G) with |S| = ℓ, and an ℓ-partition W = {W_1, . . . , W_ℓ} of V (G), we say that W agrees with S if each vertex of S belongs to exactly one class in W. We denote by E(W) the set of all edges of G with endpoints in different classes of W, that is, E(W) = {{u, v} ∈ E(G): u ∈ W_i, v ∈ W_j for some i, j ∈ [ℓ] with i ≠ j}. Let ⃗E(W) be the set of arcs obtained in an arbitrary (but fixed) orientation of the edges in E(W), that is, ⃗E(W) = {(u, v) ∈ V (G)×V (G) : {u, v} ∈ E(W)} is asymmetric.

We now define a function d̂ : V (G) → [ℓ] such that d̂(v) = |{j ∈ [ℓ] : (u, v) ∈ ⃗E(W) and u ∈ W_j }|. Intuitively, d̂(v) corresponds to the number of different classes of W that contain a vertex that is the tail of some arc with head v. Clearly, every vertex v that is not an endpoint of an edge in E(W) satisfies d̂(v) = 0.

Proposition 6. Let c ∈ [k], S ⊆ V (G), W be a |S|-partition of V (G) that agrees with S, and ⃗E(W) be an orientation of E(W) (with d̂ defined accordingly). The generalized connectivity inequality ∑ u∈S (1 − d̂(u))x_{u,c} − ∑ v∈V (G)\S d̂(v)x_{v,c} ≤ 1 (5)

is valid for P(G, k).

Proof. Let H be any connected subgraph of G. Suppose that there are p ≤ ℓ classes of W that are intersected by H, that is, p = |{W ∈ W : V (H)∩W ≠ ∅}|.

Clearly, it holds that |S ∩ V (H)| ≤ p. Since H is connected, it follows from the definition of d̂ that ∑ v∈V (H) d̂(v) ≥ p − 1. Hence, we have |S ∩ V (H)| − ∑ v∈V (H) d̂(v) ≤ 1. (6)

Consider now a vector x̄ ∈ P(G, k) ∩ {0, 1}^{nk}. Note that the vertex set {v ∈ V (G) : x̄_{v,c} = 1} induces a connected subgraph, say H_c, of G. Since ∑ u∈S x̄_{u,c} = |S ∩ V (H_c)| and ∑ v∈V (H) d̂(v) = ∑ v∈V (G) d̂(v)x̄v,c, inequality (6)

implies that x̄ satisfies (5) for c. Therefore, inequality (5) is valid for P(G, k).

We next show an example of a fractional solution in P^′(G, k) and an inequality (5) that cuts it off. Consider a path P on v_1 . . . v_5, fix c ∈ [k], and define the vector x̄ ∈ R^{5k} such that its non-null entries are x̄_{v1 ,c} = x̄_{v3 ,c} = x̄_{v5 ,c} = 1/2. This example is depicted in Figure 1. It is clear that x̄ ∈ P^′(P, k). However, x̄ violates inequality (5) for S = {v_1, v_3, v_5}, W = {{v_1, v_2}, {v_3}, {v_4, v_5}}, and orientation {(v_3, v_2), (v_3, v_4)}, that is, x_{v1 ,c} + x_{v3 ,c} + x_{v5 ,c} − x_{v2 ,c} − x_{v4 ,c} ≤ 1. v_1v_2v_3v_4v_5

1/201/201/2

(a) v_1v_2v_3v_4v_5

(b) Figure 1: Example of a fractional solution that violates a general connectivity inequality. (a) shows a graph G with vertex weights given by a fractional solution in P^′(G, k) for a fixed c ∈ [k]. (b) depicts an orientation ⃗E of E(W), where the dotted rectangles represent the partition W = {{v_1, v_2}, {v_3}, {v_4, v_5}} and thicker circles the vertices in S = {v_1, v_3, v_5}.

As we shall see, connectivity inequalities and indegree inequalities are special cases of the generalized connectivity inequalities.

Proposition 7. Connectivity inequalities (2) for minimal separators are a particular case of (5) with S = {u, v}.

Proof. Consider u, v ∈ V (G) non-adjacent vertices, Z ∈ Γ(u, v), and c ∈ [k]. Let U be the vertices of the connected component of G−Z containing u. Observe that the partition W = {U, Ū} agrees with the set {u, v}, where Ū = V (G) \ U. Suppose now that all arcs are oriented from U to Ū, and note that d̂(v) = 1 if v ∈ Z, and d̂(v) = 0 otherwise.

Proposition 8. Indegree inequalities (4) are precisely (5) with S = V (G).

Proof. The class of inequalities (5) with S = V (G) and W = {{v}}_{v∈V (G)} are precisely inequalities (4).

In Figure 2, we show a graph and a fractional vector that satisfies all connectivity and all indegree inequalities (i.e., (2) and (4)), but violates a certain inequality (5) with a partition W of size 3. Figure 2a depicts a graph G with weights given by a vector x̄ ∈ P^′(G, k) (for a fixed c ∈ [k]), that is, x̄_{v1 ,c} = x̄_{v4 ,c} = x̄_{v7 ,c} = 1/2, x̄_{v3 ,c} = x̄_{v6 ,c} = 1/8, and x̄_{v2 ,c} = x̄_{v5 ,c} = 1/16.

One may verify that, for any orientation of E(G), x̄ satisfies inequality (4). An orientation that maximizes the left-hand side of (4) for x̄ (and c ∈ [k]) is shown in Figure 2b. The dotted rectangles in this figure represent the three classes of the partition W = {{v_1, v_2, v_3}, {v_4}, {v_5, v_6, v_7}}. Considering the orientation restricted to E(W), it holds that d̂(v_2) = d̂(v_3) = d̂(v_5) = d̂(v_6) = 1 whilst each other vertex v of G has d̂(v) = 0. Therefore, inequality (5) corresponding to S = {v_1, v_4, v_7}, W, and d̂ is x_{v1 ,c} +x_{v4 ,c} +x_{v7 ,c} −x_{v2 ,c} −x_{v3,c} −x_{v5 ,c} −x_{v6,c} ≤ 1, which is violated by x̄. As we shall demonstrate in Theorem 9, this inequality is facet-defining.

v_1v_2v^3v_4v_5v^6v_7 1/21/21/2 1/161/16 1/81/8

(a) v_1v_2v^3v_4v_5v^6v_7

(b) Figure 2: Example of a fractional solution in P^′(G, k) that satisfies all indegree inequalities, but violates a general connectivity inequality. (a) shows a graph G with vertex weights given by a fractional solution in P^′(G, k) ∩ {x ∈ R^n_≥ : x satisfies (4)} for a fixed c ∈ [k]. (b) depicts an orientation ⃗E of E(G) that maximizes the left-hand side of the indegree inequalities for that fractional solution. The dotted squares represent the partition W = {{v_1, v_2, v_3}, {v_4}, {v_5, v_6, v_7}}, and thicker circles represent the vertices in S = {v_1, v_4, v_7}.

In the remainder of this section, we prove that inequalities (5) induce facets under some hypothesis. First let us introduce some definitions to be used in this proof.

Let D = (V (G), ⃗E(W)). For each v ∈ V (G), a hanger of v, denoted by H_v, is an inclusion-wise maximal subgraph of D satisfying the following properties for every u ∈ V (H_v ):

(H1) there is a directed path from u to v in H_v; and

(H2) the indegree of u in H_v is equal to d̂(u).

Figure 3 shows an example illustrating this concept.

Let H = {H_v}_{v∈V (G)} be a collection of hangers in D, and define W_v = {W ∈ W : V (H_v ) ∩ W ≠ ∅} for every v ∈ V (G). The collection H is said to be conforming if

(C1) for each v ∈ V (G), H_v is an (in)arborescence rooted at v (i.e., an orientation of rooted tree where every edge is oriented toward the root), and |V (H_v) ∩ W | ≤ 1 for all W ∈ W;

(C2) for every u, v ∈ V (G) such that u ∈ V (H_v ), it holds that H_u ⊆ H_v;

(C3) for each W ∈ W and v ∈ W , there is a path P in G[W ] between v and the single vertex in S ∩ W such that W_u ∩ W_u′ = {W } for all u, u^′ ∈ V (P ) with u ≠ u^′.

v_1v_2v^3v_4v_5v^6v_7

(a) Graph G with an orientation of the edges crossing elements of the partition W = {{v1 , v2, v3}, {v4 }, {v5, v6, v7}} that is represented by dotted squares.

v_1v_2v^3v_4v_5v^6v_7

(b) A directed graph D = (V (G), ⃗E(W)) containing six nontrivial hangers: v2v4, v3v4, v2v4v5, v3v4v5, v2v4v6, and v3v4v6.

Figure 3: Example illustrating the hangers in a directed graph.

In the example depicted in Figure 3, H_1 = {v_1, v_2, v_3, v_2v_4, v_2v_4v_5, v_2v_4v_6, v_7} satisfies condition (C2) while H_2 = {v_1, v_2, v_3, v_2v_4, v_2v_4v_5, v_3v_4v_6, v_7} does not since the hanger of v_4 is not contained in the hanger of v_6. If S = {v_1, v_4, v_7} then H_1 satisfies condition (C3) but if S = {v_1, v_4, v_6} then it does not since W_{v5} ∩ W_{v6} = {{v_1, v_2, v_3}, {v_4}, {v_5, v_6, v_7}}.

In what follows, to prove that a face F̂ = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ̂^T x = λ̂_0} is a facet of P(G, k), we show that, if a face F = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ^T x = λ_0} contains F̂ , then there exists a ∈ R such that λ^T = aλ̂^T and λ_0 = aλ̂_0.

Theorem 9. Inequality (5) induces a facet of P(G, k) if

(i) there exists a conforming collection of hangers H = {H_v}_{v∈V (G)} in the directed graph D = (V (G), ⃗E(W)); and

(ii) there exist u, v ∈ S such that u ≠ v and d̂(u) = d̂(v) = 0 when k ≥ 2.

Proof. The validity of inequality (5) is shown in Proposition 6. For each v ∈ V (G), let s(v) be the single vertex in S ∩W where W ∈ W and v ∈ W . Let H = {H_v}_{v∈V (G)} be a conforming collection of hangers in D = (V (G), ⃗E(W)). For each v ∈ V (G), N̂(v) denotes the set of inneighbors of v in H_v .

Consider a vertex v ∈ V (G), and note that |V (H_v ) ∩ W | ≤ 1 for all W ∈ W by (C1). For every W ∈ W such that V (H_v ) ∩ W = {u} for a vertex u ∈ V (G), let P_W be a (simple) path in G[W ] between u and s(u) where all vertices v^′, u^′ ∈ V (P_W ) with v^′ ≠ u^′ satisfy W_v′ ∩ W_u′ = {W }. The existence of these paths is guaranteed by (C3). We next use these paths to connect vertices in S to the hangers.

Let T_v be the (undirected) graph obtained from the union of the underlying graph of H_v, P_W for all W ∈ W such that V (H_v) ∩ W ≠ ∅, and T_z for all u ∈ V (P_W ) \ (V (H_v ) ∩ W ) and z ∈ N̂(u). It follows from (C1) and the construction above that T_v is a tree rooted at v. Because of (C2), there exists a collection T = {T_v}_{v∈V (G)} such that T_u ⊆ T_v for all u, v ∈ V (G) with u ∈ V (T_v). In Figure 4, we show examples of T_v obtained using the hangers depicted in Figure 3.

Let F̂ = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ̂^T x = λ̂_0} be a face of P(G, k) where (λ̂^T , λ̂_0) corresponds to inequality (5) for a fixed c ∈ [k]. Suppose that F = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ^T x = λ_0} is a face of P(G, k) that contains F̂ . We shall prove that F̂ is a facet of P(G, k) by induction on the height of the trees in T . For v_1v_2v^3v_4v_5v^6v_7

(a) Tree Tv_5 formed by Hv_5 , and the paths v1v3 and v5v7.

v_1v_2v^3v_4v_5v^6v_7

(b) Tree Tv_6 formed by Hv_6 , and the paths v1v2v3 and v6v7. It contains, for example, Tv_3 = v1v2v3 and Tv_2 = v1v2.

Figure 4: Examples of trees T_v formed by hangers depicted in Figure 3. Thicker circles identify the vertices in S = {v_1, v_4, v_7}.

every i ∈ Z_≥, let us denote by T_i the (possibly empty) subset of T containing the trees of height equal to i.

First note that there must exist a tree of height zero in T as H is conforming. Let T_v ∈ T be a tree of height zero, that is, it has a single vertex v. By the definitions of H_v and T_v, it holds that d̂(v) = 0 and v ∈ S. Hence, the vector e(v, c) belongs to F̂ , and so λ_{v,c} = λ_0. Suppose now k ≥ 2. For every b ∈ [k]\{c} and u ∈ V (G) \ {v}, the vectors e(v, c) and e(v, c) + e(u, b) belong to F̂ , which implies λ_{u,b} = 0. To compute the remaining null coefficients, note that by (ii) there is u ∈ S \{v} such that d̂(u) = 0. As a consequence, for every b ∈ [k]\{c}, e(u, c) and e(u, c) + e(v, b) belong to F̂ , and thus λ_{v,b} = 0. This completes the proof of the base case of our induction.

Let j ∈ Z with j ≥ 1 and T_j ≠ ∅, and suppose that, for all i ∈ {0, . . . , j − 1}, we have e(T, c) ∈ F̂ (equivalently, λ̂^T e(T, c) = 1) for every T ∈ T_i. We next compute the nonnull entries of λ. Consider a tree T_v ∈ T_j . If v ∈ S, then e(T_v, c) = e(v, c) + ∑ u∈N̂(v) e(Tu, c). By the induction hypothesis, it follows

that

λ̂^T e(T_v, c) = (1 − d̂(v)) + ∑ u∈N̂(v) λ̂^T e(T_u, c) = (1 − d̂(v)) + d̂(v) = 1.

Thus, e(T_v, c) ∈ F̂ , and we conclude that λ_{v,c} = (1 − d̂(v))λ_0 since λ^T e(T_v, c) = λ_{v,c} + ∑ u∈N̂(v) λ T e(T_u, c) = λ_{v,c} + ∑ u∈N̂(v) λ0 = λv,c + d̂(v)λ0 = λ0. Suppose now that v /∈ S. By the construction of T_v, we have

e(T_v, c) = e ( T_{s(v)}, c ) + ∑ u∈V (P )\{s(v)} e(u, c) + ∑ z∈N̂(u) e(T_z, c) , (7)

where P is the path in T_v linking v and s(v). For each u ∈ V (P ) \ {s(v)}, it follows from the induction hypothesis that λ̂^T e(u, c) + ∑ z∈N̂(u) λ̂^T e(T_z, c) = −d̂(u) + ∑ z∈N̂(u) 1 = −d̂(u) + d̂(u) = 0.

It follows from the previous equation, equation (7), and the induction hypothesis that λ̂^T e(T_v, c) = λ̂^T e(T_{s(v)}, c) = 1. Hence e(T_v, c) ∈ F̂ . Let v^′ be the vertex adjacent to v in the path between v and s(v) in T_v. Observe now that e(T_v, c) = e(v, c) + ∑ u∈N̂(v) e(Tu, c) + e(Tv^′ , c). As a consequence, we have λ^T e(T_v, c) = λ^T e(v, c)+ ∑ u∈N̂(v) λ^T e(T_u, c)+λ^T e(T_v′ , c) = λ_{v,c}+d̂(v)λ_0 +λ_0 = λ_0.

Thus λ_{v,c} = −d̂(v)λ_0. Therefore, it holds that λ = λ_0λ̂, and so inequality (5) induces a facet of P(G, k).

To conclude this section, we observe that the properties in the statement of Theorem 9 are also satisfied by the facet-inducing inequalities of (2) and (4).

First let Z be a minimal u, v-separator of a pair of non-adjacent vertices u, v ∈ V (G). Consider now the corresponding connectivity inequality (5) obtained as in the proof of Proposition 7, and note that one can easily find a collection of hangers satisfying (C1) and (C2) as all edges are oriented toward vertices in Z, and d̂(u) = d̂(v) = 0. Condition (C3) is satisfied by any collection of hangers in this orientation since, for every vertex in the class containing v, there is a path from this vertex to v which contains at most one vertex in Z as this separator is minimal.

For the facet-defining indegree inequalities (4), note that by Corollary 3(ii) the orientation is acyclic, and so, for each vertex, there is only one possible hanger, and it is an arborescence. This implies condition (C2). Moreover, (C1) and (C3) are satisfied as every class in the partition has size one.

3 Separation of generalized connectivity inequalities

Let n and m denote the number of vertices and edges of G, respectively. The separation problems associated with the connectivity inequalities (2) on input (G, k) can be reduced to the Minimum Vertex Cut problem which can be solved using Orlin’s Max Flow algorithm in time O(kn^3m). Regarding the indegree inequalities (4), for each c ∈ [k], the associated separation problem can be solved in O(n + m) time by simply orienting every edge {u, v} ∈ E(G) from u to v if x̄_{u,c} > x̄_{v,c}, where x̄ ∈ R^{nk}_≥ , as proposed by Wang et al. [26].

The remainder of this section is devoted to the design of an algorithm to solve the separation problem associated with inequalities (5) in polynomial time for a given (fixed) partition of V (G). Let W = {W_i}_{i∈[ℓ]} be a partition of V (G). Given a vector x^∗ ∈ R^{nk}_≥ and c ∈ [k], the separation problem associated with (5) (for the partition W) reduces to finding an orientation of the edges in E(W) that minimizes ∑ v∈V (G) d̂(v)x ∗ v,c as the left-hand side of (5) is equal to ∑ v∈S x_{v,c} − ∑ v∈V (G) d̂(v)x_{v,c}

and the choice of S is trivial. We next show how to reduce this problem to O(n^2) bipartite instances of the Minimum Weighted Vertex Cover problem (VC). Given a graph H and a weight function w : V (H) → Q_≥ , VC consists in finding a set C ⊆ V (H) such that {u, v} ∩ C ≠ ∅ for every edge {u, v} ∈ E(H), and val(C) := ∑ v∈C w(v) is minimum. This problem can be solved in polynomial time on bipartite graphs by computing maximum flows (see Chlebík and Chlebíková [9]).

The core of the separation procedure is described in Algorithm 1, which uses a subroutine called MinW-VC-Bipartite for computing (in polynomial time) a minimum-weight vertex cover of a bipartite graph.

Algorithm 1 Separation-Connectivity(W, c, x^∗) Input: Partition W = {W_i}_{i∈[ℓ]}, class c ∈ [k], vector x^∗ ∈ R^{nk}_≥ Output: Orientation ⃗E of E(W) 1: ⃗E ← ∅ 2: for all v ∈ V (G) do w(v) ← x^∗_{v,c} 3: for i = 1, . . . , ℓ − 1 do 4: for j = i + 1, . . . , ℓ do 5: Let G_{ij} be the subgraph of G induced by the edges {{u, v} ∈ E(W) : u ∈ W_i and v ∈ W_j } 6: C_{ij} ←MinW-VC-Bipartite(G_{ij} , w_{ij} ) where w_{ij} is w restricted to V (G_{ij} ) 7: Let ⃗E(W_i, W_j ) be an orientation of E(G_{ij} ) where each edge is oriented toward an endpoint in C_{ij} 8: ⃗E ← ⃗E ∪ ⃗E(W_i, W_j ) 9: return ⃗E

Theorem 10. Let ℓ ∈ Z be positive. The separation problem associated with inequalities (5) for a given ℓ-partition of V (G) can be solved in O(knm) time using Algorithm 1.

Proof. Let W = {W_i}_{i∈[ℓ]} be an ℓ-partition of V (G), c ∈ [k], and x^∗ ∈ R^{nk}_≥ . Firstly consider any orientation ⃗E(W) of the edges in E(W), and the function d̂: V (G) → [ℓ] ∪ {0} corresponding to such orientation. For each i, j ∈ [ℓ] with i < j, and each v ∈ V (G), we define d_{ij} (v) = 1 if there exists an arc between W_i and W_j with head v, and d_{ij} (v) = 0 otherwise. Note that d_{ij} (v) = 0 if v /∈ W_i ∪ W_j , and that d̂(v) = ∑ i,j∈[ℓ]:i<j dij (v). Let us define C_{ij} = {v ∈ V (G) : d_{ij} (v) = 1} for all i, j ∈ [ℓ] with i < j. One may easily check that C_{ij} is a vertex cover of the edges in E(W) with extremities in W_i nd W_j . Assuming that x^∗_{v,c} corresponds to the weight of vertex v for every v ∈ V (G), it holds that val(C_{ij} ) = ∑ v∈V (G) dij (v)x ∗ v,c. As a consequence, we have the following sequence of equations: ∑ v∈V (G) d̂(v)x^∗_{v,c} = ∑ i,j∈[ℓ]:i<j ∑ v∈V (G) d_{ij} (v)x^∗_{v,c} = ∑ i,j∈[ℓ]:i<j val(C_{ij} ). (8)

Let i, j ∈ [ℓ] with i < j. Consider now an instance (G_{ij} , w) of VC consisting of a bipartite graph G_{ij} with bipartition {W_i, W_j } and edges {{u, v} ∈ E(W) : u ∈ W_i and v ∈ W_j } (line 5 of Algorithm 1), and a weight function w_{ij} (v) = x^∗_{v,c} for all v ∈ V (G_{ij} ) (line 2). Let C^∗_{ij} be a minimum weight vertex cover of (G_{ij} , w_{ij} ) (line 6), and define an orientation ⃗E(W_i, W_j ) such that every edge is oriented toward a vertex in C^∗_{ij} (line 7). We remark that, for each v ∈ C^∗_{ij} with w_{ij} (v) > 0, there is a vertex u adjacent to v such that u /∈ C^∗_{ij} due to the choice of the vertex cover. Hence the vertices in C^∗_{ij} with positive weight are head of some arc in ⃗E(W_i, W_j ). It follows from this remark and previous definitions that val(C^∗_{ij} ) = ∑ v∈V (G) dij (v)x ∗ v,c, where d_{ij} is defined with respect to ⃗E(W_i, W_j ).

By equation (8), the orientation of E(W) obtained from optimal solutions of the vertex cover instances (G_{ij} , w_{ij} ), for all i, j ∈ [ℓ] with i < j, gives the minimum possible value of ∑ v∈V (G) d̂(v)x ∗ v,c. This proves that Algorithm 1 produces an optimal orientation E(W). To conclude the separation, it suffices noticing that, for each i ∈ [ℓ], one may choose a vertex in v_i ∈ arg max_{v∈Wi} x^∗_{v,c}, and take S = {v_i}_{i∈ℓ}.

Note that MinW-VC-Bipartite can be executed in O(|V (G_{ij} )||E(G_{ij} )|) using Orlin’s maximum flow algorithm [24] for all i, j ∈ [ℓ] with i < j. Therefore, Algorithm 1 runs in O(nm) time for each c ∈ [k], and so the separation of (5) can be performed in O(knm) time.

We next observe that the running time of Algorithm 1 equals the running times of the separation routines described in the literature for the connectivity and indegree inequalities.

Considering the connectivity inequalities (2), Algorithm 1 with ℓ = 2 is essentially the same algorithm described in the literature for separating these inequalities by computing a maximum flow in a network (see Fischetti et al. [12]).

Observe now that the loops in lines 3 and 4 of Algorithm 1 can be replaced by a loop on each W ∈ W and each edge with exactly one endpoint in W . In the case ℓ = n, the minimum vertex cover in line 6 can be trivially computed in constant time (simply choose the vertex of smallest weight). Therefore, Algorithm 1 can be implemented to run in O(n + m) time when ℓ = n, which corresponds to solving the separation problem of the indegree inequalities (4) (for any given class c ∈ [k]) in linear time. That is the same time complexity of the separation algorithm proposed by Wang et al. [26].

We next show that Algorithm 1 can be implemented to run in linear time even when ℓ < n, provided that all edges in E(W) have endpoints in singleton classes, that is, classes in W with cardinality equal to one. We say that a partition W of V (G) is nice if every edge in E(W) has an endpoint in a singleton class.

Theorem 11. The separation problem of inequalities (5) can be solved in O(k(n+ m)) time on nice partitions using Algorithm 1.

Proof. To prove the claimed result, it suffices to show that every execution of line 6 in Algorithm 1 takes O(|E(G_{ij} )|) time if either W_i or W_j is a singleton class. Assume, without loss of generality, that W_i = {u} for a vertex u ∈ V (G). Since w_{ij} (v) ≥ 0 for all v ∈ V (G_{ij} ), and G_{ij} has no isolated vertex, one may easily conclude that either the set {u}, or W_j is an optimal vertex cover of G_{ij} , and that such a solution can be computed in O(|E(G_{ij} )|).

4 Multiclass inequalities

We next derive strong valid inequalities for P(G, k) that combine different classes. In contrast to the single-class inequalities, the multiclass inequalities may have non-null coefficients associated with any subset of classes C ⊆ [k]. As we shall see, the proposed inequalities generalize (2) in different ways. The ones in Section 4.1 are based on stable sets in G instead of pairs of non-adjacent vertices (i.e., stable sets of size two) in G. The inequalities in Section 4.2 are induced by a collection of pairs of non-adjacent vertices.

4.1 Multiway inequalities

First we present the definition of multiway cuts, which generalizes the concept of separators. Given a stable set S ⊂ V (G), a multiway cut of S in G is set of vertices Z ⊆ V (G) \ S such that there is no path in G − Z between any pair of distinct vertices in S, that is, each component of G − Z contains at most one vertex in S. Let us denote by K the set of components of G − Z.

Proposition 12. Let C ⊆ [k] with |C| ≥ 1, S ⊆ V (G) be a stable set of G, Z be a multiway cut of S in G, and β := max{|S| − |C|, 0}. The following inequality is valid for P(G, k). ∑ v∈S ∑ c∈C x_{v,c} − ∑ z∈Z ∑ c∈C βx_{z,c} ≤ |C|. (9) Proof. We assume that |S| > |C|, otherwise the inequality holds trivially. Consider a connected k-subpartition V = {V_i}_{i∈C} of G and let x̄ = χ(V). If |V_i ∩ S| ≤ 1 for every i ∈ C, then ∑ v∈S ∑ c∈C x_{v,c} ≤ |C| and (9) is satisfied by x̄. Fix now j ∈ C such that |V_j ∩ S| > 1. Since G[V_j ] is connected, we have Z ∩ V_j ≠ ∅ and hence ∑ v∈S ∑ c∈C x̄_{v,c} − ∑ z∈Z ∑ c∈C βx̄_{z,c} ≤ ∑ v∈S ∑ c∈C x̄_{v,c} − |S| + |C| ≤ |C|, where the last inequality holds because ∑ v∈S ∑ c∈C x̄_{v,c} ≤ |S|. Therefore, inequality (9) is valid for P(G, k).

Figure 5 depicts two examples of inequalities (9) .

v_4v_1v_2v^3

(a) ∑_3 i=1(xv_i,a +x_{vi,b})−xv_4,a −x_{v4,b} ≤ 2 v_4v_1v^2v^3 v_5

(b) ∑_3 i=1(xv_i,a + x_{vi,b}) − ∑_5 i=4(xv_i,a + x_{vi,b}) ≤ 2 Figure 5: Examples of inequalities (9). Thicker vertices identifies the stable set, dotted rectangles represent the corresponding multiway cuts in the graphs and C = {a, b}. We remark that inequalities (9) contain inequalities (2) as every separator of two non-adjacent vertices is also a multiway cut. Consider the star depicted in Figure 5a. Let x̄ ∈ R^8 such that x̄_{vi ,a} = x̄_{vi ,b} = 1/2 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and x̄_{v4 ,a} = x̄_{v4 ,b} = 1/4 with classes a and b. Clearly, x̄ satisfies (1) and (2). Indeed, inequality (9) when C = {a} or C = {b} hold for x̄. On the other hand, it holds that

∑_3

i=1(x̄_{vi ,a} + x̄_{vi ,b}) − (x̄_{v4 ,a} + x̄_{v4 ,b}) = 3 − 1/2 > 2, and thus inequality (9) for C = {a, b} is violated. This simple example shows that, considering multiple classes, one may cut fractional solutions that satisfy (9) with a single class.

Wang et al. [26] proved that inequalities (2) are facet-defining if, and only if, the separator Z is minimal. We shall see that this is no longer a necessary condition for (9) to be facet-defining when more than one class is considered, i.e., when |C| ≥ 2. Figure 5b depicts an inequality (9) where Z is not minimal, and yet the inequality induces a facet.

Let C, S, and Z be the sets defining an inequality (9) as in the statement of Proposition 12. We say that the triple (C, S, Z) is perfect if (i) |S| > |C|; and (ii) for every z ∈ Z, |K_z | ≥ |S|−|C|+1, where K_z = {K ∈ K : N(z)∩V (K) ≠ ∅ and S ∩ V (K) ≠ ∅}; and

(iii) there exists z ∈ Z with |K_z | ≥ |S| − |C| + 2 if |C| ≥ 2.

Lemma 13. If inequality (9) induces a facet of P(G, k), then (C, S, Z) is perfect.

Proof. Let F̂ be the face of P(G, k) induced by inequality (9). If |S| ≤ |C|, then inequality (9) is dominated by the sum of inequality (1) for all v ∈ S, and so F̂ is not a facet of P(G, k). In the remainder of this proof, we shall use that ∑ z∈Z ∑ c∈C x_{z,c} ≤ 1 for all x ∈ F̂ since |S| > |C|, and ∑ v∈S ∑ c∈C x_{v,c} ≤ |S| is valid for P(G, k).

Consider a vector x̄ ∈ F̂ ∩ {0, 1}^{nk}. Suppose now that |S| > |C|, and there exists a vertex u ∈ Z such that |K_u| ≤ |S|−|C|. If x̄_{u,t} = 1 for some t ∈ C, then x̄_{z,c} = 0 for all z ∈ Z \ {u} and c ∈ C. Hence each class c ∈ C \ {t} contains at most one vertex of S, and so ∑ v∈S ∑ c∈C\{t} x̄v,c ≤ |C| − 1. This implies ∑ v∈S x̄_{v,t} ≥ |S| − |C| + 1, a contradiction to |K_u| ≤ |S| − |C|. Hence it holds that x_{u,t} = 0 for all x ∈ F̂ , and F̂ is not a facet.

Suppose now that (C, Z, S) satisfies all conditions for perfectness but (iii). This implies |C| ≥ 2, and |K_z | = |S| − |C| + 1 for all z ∈ Z. If a vertex in Z is assigned a class t ∈ C, then every class in C \ {t} contains precisely one vertex of S, and class t contains precisely |S| − |C| + 1 vertices of S. In other words, it holds that ∑ v∈S x̄_{v,t} = |S| − |C| + 1, and ∑ v∈S x̄_{v,c} = 1 for all c ∈ C \ {t}. If no vertex in Z is assigned a class in C, then every class in C must contain exactly one vertex of S, and so ∑ v∈S x̄_{v,c} = 1 for all c ∈ C. The discussion above shows that, for every t ∈ C, x̄ satisfies the following equations: ∑ v∈S x̄_{v,c} = 1 for all c ∈ C \ {t}.

Therefore, these equations hold for every point in F̂ , and so it is not a facet of P(G, k). Theorem 14. Inequality (9) induces a facet of P(G, k) if and only if (C, S, Z) is perfect.

Proof. Lemma 13 proves that perfectness is a necessary condition for (9) to induce a facet of P(G, k). The remainder of this proof is devoted to showing that perfectness is also sufficient.

Let F̂ = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ̂^T x = λ̂_0} be a face of P(G, k) where (λ̂^T , λ̂_0) corresponds to inequality (9). Suppose that F = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ^T x = λ_0} is a face of P(G, k) which contains F̂ . To compute the null coefficients associated with classes not in C, for each v ∈ V (G), consider a set S_v ⊆ S \ {v} with |S_v| = |C| and any bijection π_v : S_v → C. Note that, for each t ∈ [k] \ C, the vectors e(v, t) + ∑ u∈S_v e(u, πv(u)) and ∑ u∈S_v e(u, πv(u)) belong to F̂ as they

correspond to connected k-subpartitions where every class in C contains exactly one vertex of S. This implies λ_{v,t} = 0 for all v ∈ V (G) and t ∈ [k] \ C.

Let K^′ = {K ∈ K : S ∩ V (K) ≠ ∅}. For each v ∈ S, let K_v ⊂ K^′ such that |K_v | = |C| − 1 and v /∈ V (K) for all K ∈ K_v (it exists since |K^′| = |S| > |C|). Moreover, let W_v be the component of G − Z which contains v. Consider t ∈ C, and any bijection π_v : K_v → C \ {t}. As W_v is connected, there is a sequence G_1, . . . , G_{|Wv |} of connected subgraphs of W_v such that v is the single vertex of G_1, and G_p = G_{p+1} − v_{p+1} where v_{p+1} ∈ V (G_{p+1}) for each p ∈ [|W_v | − 1]. For every p ∈ [|W_v | − 1], the vectors e(G_p, t) + ∑ K∈K_v e(K, π_v (K)) and e(G_{p+1}, t) + ∑ K∈K_v e(K, π_v(K))

belong to F̂ since these vectors induce connected k-subpartitions where each class in C \ {t} corresponds to a component in K_v , and so it contains exactly one vertex of S. Thus λ_{u,t} = 0 for all u ∈ V (K) \ S with K ∈ K^′, and t ∈ C.

Suppose that G − Z has a component K such that V (K) ∩ S = ∅. As G is connected, there exist vertices z ∈ Z and z^′ ∈ N(z)∩V (K). Let G_1, . . . , G_{|V (K)|} be a sequence of connected subgraphs of K such that z^′ is the single vertex of G_1, and G_p = G_{p+1} − v_{p+1} where v_{p+1} ∈ V (G_{p+1}) for each p ∈ [|V (K)| − 1]. Let {W_i}_{i∈[q]} be a collection of q = |S| − |C| + 1 distinct components in K_z . Such a collection exists because of property (ii) of perfectness. It follows from this construction that the graph H_0 induced by ⋃ i∈[q] V (Wi) ∪ {z} is connected.

Observe now that, for each p ∈ [|V (K)|], the subgraph H_p of G induced by V (H_0) ∪ V (G_p) is also connected. We next enumerate vectors corresponding to connected subpartitions that contain the vertices of H_p with p ∈ [|V (K)|] ∪ {0} as one of their classes.

Let K^{′′} = K^′ \ {W_i}_{i∈[q]} and note that |K^{′′}| = |C| − 1. For every t ∈ C and p ∈ {0, 1, . . . , |V (K)|}, one can verify that the vector e(H_p, t) + ∑ K∈K^{′′} e(K, σ_t(K)) belongs to F̂ , where σ_t : K^{′′} → C \ {t} is a bijection. Hence, for every component K of G − Z such that V (K) ∩ S = ∅, we have λ_{u,t} = 0 for every u ∈ V (K) and t ∈ C.

We next compute the non-null coefficients of the inequality (λ, λ_0). Consider u, v ∈ S with u ≠ v, and t ∈ C. Since |S| > |C|, there is a set S^′ ⊆ S \ {u, v} such that |S^′| = |C| − 1. Let π : S^′ → C \ {t} be a bijection. The vectors e(u, t) + ∑ w∈S^′ e(w, π(w)) and e(v, t) + ∑ w∈S^′ e(w, π(w)) are in F̂ as

precisely |C| vertices of S are assigned to singleton classes indexed by C. Hence, for each v ∈ S and t ∈ C, it holds that λ_{v,t} = λ_t for some λ_t ∈ R.

We next prove that the coefficients λ_t = λ_{t̂} for all t, t^′ ∈ C if |C| ≥ 2. By (iii), there exists z ∈ Z with |K_z | ≥ |S| − |C| + 2. Let us fix W ∈ K_z , and define K^′_z ⊆ K_z \{W } with |K^′_z | = |S|−|C|+1, and let K^{′′} = K^′ \(K^′_z ∪{W }). Note that |K^{′′}| = |S| − (|S| − |C| + 2) = |C| − 2. Consider classes t, t^′ ∈ C such that t ≠ t^′, and any bijection π : K^{′′} → C \ {t, t^′}. Since ⋃ K∈K^′_z V (K) ∪ V (W ) ∪ {z} induces a connected graph, the vectors e^′ + e(W, t) and e^′ + e(W, t^′) belong to F̂ , where e^′ = e(z, t) + ∑ K∈K^′_z e(K, t) + ∑ K∈K^{′′} e(K, π(K)).

Consequently, it holds that λ_t = λ_t′ = λ_∗ for all t, t^′ ∈ C.

Consider now a vertex z ∈ Z, and a class t ∈ C. Let K^′_z ⊆ K_z with |K^′_z | = |S| − |C| + 1, and let K^{′′} = K^′ \ K^′_z . Note that |K^{′′}| = |C| − 1, and consider any bijection π : K^{′′} → C \ {t}. We define the vector e^′ = e(z, t) + ∑ K∈K^′_z e(K, t) + ∑ K∈K^{′′} e(K, π(K)).

Since (⋃ K∈K^′_z V (K) ) ∪{z} induces a connected subgraph of G, e^′ belongs to F̂ .

Observe now that, for each K ∈ K^′_z, the vertices of K and the vertices of the components in K^{′′} induce a connected subpartition of G into |C| classes. So we have λ^T ( e(K, t) + ∑ K∈K^{′′} e(K, π(K)) ) = λ_0,

and since λ^T e(K, t) = λ_∗, we have λ^T (∑ K∈K^{′′} e(K, π(K)) ) = λ_0 − λ_∗. As a consequence, it holds that

λ^T e^′ = λ_{z,t} + (|K^′_z | − 1)λ_∗ + λ_0 = λ_0.

Therefore, we have λ_{z,t} = −(|S| − |C|)λ_∗ for all z ∈ Z and t ∈ C. It follows that λ = λ_∗λ̂, and thus inequality (9) induces a facet of P(G, k).

4.2 Pairing inequalities

We next introduce inequalities that also generalize (2) to multiple classes. Differently from (9), each class in these inequalities is associated with a pair of non-adjacent vertices, and assigning one pair of vertices to a certain class may prevent other vertices from being assigned to another class. Before presenting a formal definition, let us briefly give some intuition using the following simple example.

Let k ∈ Z with k ≥ 2, let a, b ∈ [k] with a ≠ b, and let P = v_1 . . . v_5 be a path. First note that x_{v1 ,a} + x_{v2 ,b} + x_{v4,b} + x_{v5,a} − x_{v3,a} − x_{v3,b} ≤ 2 is a valid inequality for P(P, k) since it is simply the sum of inequality (2) for vertices {v_1, v_5} in class a, {v_2, v_4} in class b, and {v_3} as a separator of both pairs. Moreover, it is tight as one could assign v_1 to class a, v_2 to class b, and leave the remaining vertices unassigned. The inequality x_{v1 ,a} + x_{v2 ,b} + x_{v4 ,b} + x_{v5 ,a} − x_{v3 ,b} ≤ 2 dominates the previous one, and it is also valid for P(P, k). The validity of the last inequality follows from the observation that v_2 and v_4 cannot be assigned to class b if v_1 and v_5 are assigned to class a.

We next define inequalities based on the idea that assigning some vertices to a certain class may prevent other vertices from being assigned to another class, as illustrated in the previous example.

Let C ⊆ [k] be a set of classes. For each c ∈ C, let u_c, v_c ∈ V (G) such that u_c ≠ v_c and {u_c, v_c} /∈ E(G). The vertices u_c and v_c are called delegates of color c.

Consider now a set of vertices Z ⊆ V (G) \ ( ⋃ c∈C {u_c, v_c}) such that Z is a u_c, v_c-separator for every c ∈ C. Given c ∈ C, the pivot vertex of a simple path P between u_c and v_c (i.e., a u_c, v_c-path) is an arbitrary vertex in V (P ) ∩ Z. Let us fix a set of pivots in Z for every u_c, v_c-path with c ∈ C. Given z ∈ Z, c ∈ C, and b ∈ C \ {c}, we say that c blocks b via z if every u_c, v_c-path in G containing z as its pivot in Z also contains u_b and v_b. For every z ∈ Z and c ∈ C, we define γ_{z,c} = 0 if c blocks b via z for some b ∈ C \ {c}, or if there is no u_c, v_c-path in G containing z as its pivot in Z. Otherwise, we define γ_{z,c} = 1.

In the example above, C = {a, b}, u_a = v_1, v_a = v_5, u_b = v_2, v_b = v_4, Z = {v_3} and color a blocks color b via z = v_3 since the unique path connecting v_1 and v_5 and containing v_3 also contains v_2 and v_4. Consequently, γ_{v3 ,a} = 0 and γ_{v3,b} = 1. Now suppose that we add a new vertex v_6 and two edges {v_1, v_6} and {v_5, v_6} converting the path to a cycle. With the same choice of colors and delegates, the set Z = {v_3, v_6} is a separator for both pairs v_1, v_5 and v_2, v_4. In this setting, a blocks b via v_3 and b blocks a via v_6. Hence the following inequality holds for this example: x_{v1 ,a} + x_{v2,b} + x_{v4,b} + x_{v5 ,a} − x_{v3,b} − x_{v6,a} ≤ 2.

Proposition 15. Let C ⊆ [k] with |C| ≥ 1, and let {{u_c, v_c}}_{c∈C} be a collection of pairs of vertices in V (G) such that u_c ≠ v_c and {u_c, v_c} /∈ E(G) for all c ∈ C. Let Z ⊆ V (G)\( ⋃ c∈C {u_c, v_c}) such that Z is a separator of u_c and v_c, for every c ∈ C, and consider a set of pivots in Z for every u_c, v_c-path with c ∈ C. Finally, let γ be defined accordingly. The following inequality is valid for P(G, k). ∑ c∈C ( x_{vc,c} + x_{uc ,c} − ∑ z∈Z γ_{z,c} x_{z,c} ) ≤ |C|. (10)

Proof. We assume that |C| ≥ 2, otherwise C = {c} for some c ∈ [k], and so (10) is precisely inequality (2). Suppose first that, for every c ∈ C and u_c, v_c-path P , it holds that γ_{z,c} = 1 for the pivot vertex z of P . In this case, (10) is trivially valid for P(G, k) as each class in C contributes with at most 1 to the left-hand side of the inequality.

Consider now a vector x̂ ∈ P(G, k) ∩ {0, 1}^{nk}, and let {V^′_i }_{i∈[k]} be the connected k-subpartition of G corresponding to x̂. We define a k-subpartition W = {V_i}_{i∈[k]} of G satisfying, for each c ∈ C:

• V_c = V^′_c ∩ {u_c, v_c} if |V^′_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| ≤ 1, and

• V_c is the set of vertices of any u_c, v_c-path in G[V^′_c ] otherwise.

Moreover, define V_i = ∅ for all i ∈ [k] \ C. It is clear from this definition that W is a connected k-subpartition of G, and that the value of the left-hand side of (10) given by x̄ := χ(W) is at least ∑ c∈C ( x̂_{vc,c} + x̂_{uc ,c} − ∑ z∈Z γ_{z,c} x̂_{z,c} ) , that is, the same given by x̂.

Suppose there exist z ∈ Z and a ∈ C such that γ_{z,a} = 0, V_a ⊇ {u_a, v_a, z}, and z is the pivot of G[V_a]. It follows from the definition of x̄ and γ that

V_a ⊇ {u_b, v_b} for some b ∈ C \ {a}, and so V_b ∩ {u_b, v_b} = ∅. Since the classes in W are pairwise disjoint, and each non-empty class induces a path, we conclude that the cardinality of {c ∈ C : V_c ⊇ {u_c, v_c}, and γ_{z,c} = 0 for all z ∈ Z ∩ V_c} is at most the size of {c ∈ C : V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c} = ∅}. Thus x̄ satisfies (10), so does x̂. Therefore, the inequality is valid for P(G, k).

Figure 6a shows a graph where {v_1, v_2} is a separator, {v_3, v_4} and {v_4, v_5} are the delegates of colors a (green) and b (yellow), respectively, with u_a = v_3 and u_b = v_4. Since every (simple) path between delegates of same color contains exactly one vertex of Z, the choice of the pivots is trivial. The corresponding inequality (10) is x_{v3 ,a} + x_{v5 ,a} + x_{v4 ,b} + x_{v5 ,b} − x_{v1 ,b} − x_{v2 ,b} ≤ 2. Figure 6b illustrates the same graph with {v_1, v_4} as the separator, {v_3, v_5} and {v_2, v_3} are the delegates of colors a and b, respectively, with u_a = u_b = v_3. Consider first v_1 as the pivot of the paths v_3v_4v_1v_5 and v_3v_4v_1v_5v_2, and v_4 as the pivot of v_3v_4v_2v_5 and v_3v_4v_2. In this case, the corresponding inequality (10) is x_{v3 ,a} + x_{v5 ,a} + x_{v2 ,b} + x_{v3 ,b} − x_{v1 ,a} − x_{v4 ,b} ≤ 2. As we shall prove later in Theorem 17, both inequalities are facet-defining.

In contrast to the case |C| = 1 (i.e., inequalities (2)), the minimality of the separator is no longer a necessary condition for facetness when multiple classes (|C| ≥ 2) are considered.

v_4v_1v^2v^3 v_5

(a) xv_3,a + xv_5,a + x_{v4,b} + x_{v5,b} − x_{v1,b} − x_{v2,b} ≤ 2 v_4v_1v^2v^3 v_5

(b) xv_3,a + xv_5,a + x_{v2,b} + x_{v3,b} − xv_1,a − x_{v4,b} ≤ 2 Figure 6: Examples of inequality (10). Dotted rectangles represent the separators, minimal in (6a) and not minimal in (6b). Green and yellow vertices represent the vertices of color a and b, respectively, such that the corresponding variables have non-null coefficients in (10).

We next define a class of connected k-subpartitions of G whose corresponding vectors in P(G, k) satisfy (10) with equality. A connected k-subpartition {V_i}_{i∈[k]} of G is said to be conforming with respect to (C, {u_c, v_c}_{c∈C} , Z) if, for each c ∈ C, one of the following holds:

1. |V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| = 0, and there is b ∈ C \ {c} such that V_b ⊇ {u_c, v_c, u_b, v_b}; or 2. |V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| = 1, γ_{z,c} = 0 for all z ∈ V_c ∩ Z, and V_c ⊉ {u_b, v_b} for all b ∈ C \ {c}; or 3. |V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| = 2, γ_{z,c} = 1 for exactly one z ∈ V_c ∩ Z, and V_c ⊉ {u_b, v_b} for all b ∈ C \ {c}; or

4. |V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| = 2, γ_{z,c} = 0 for all z ∈ V_c ∩ Z, and V_c ⊇ {u_b, v_b} for exactly one b ∈ C \ {c}.

Lemma 16. Let V = {V_i}_{i∈[k]} be a conforming connected k-subpartition of G. It holds that the incidence vector χ(V) satisfies (10) with equality.

Proof. Consider a color c ∈ C. We say that c is type-i with i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} if it satisfies case i in the definition of conforming. If c is type-2 or type-3, then c contributes with one to the left-hand side of inequality (10), and does not prevent any other color in C from contributing to it. If c is type-4, then there is precisely one class b ∈ C \ {c} such that V_c ⊇ {u_b, v_b}. In this case, classes b and c together contribute with exactly two to the left-hand side of (10). If c is type-1, then there is b ∈ C \ {c} such that V_b ⊇ {u_c, v_c, u_b, v_b}, and so b is type-4. Again, b and c contribute together with two to the left-hand side. Therefore, χ(V) satisfies inequality (10) with equality.

If |C| = 1, we recall that (10) is exactly (2) (where c is the single class in C), and that this inequality defines a facet of P(G, k) if and only if the separator is minimal, as shown in Corollary 3. In the next theorem, we prove that (10) is facet-defining when |C| ≥ 2 under some hypothesis on the existence of certain conforming connected subpartitions.

Theorem 17. Inequality (10) with |C| ≥ 2 induces a facet of P(G, k) if the following conditions hold:

(i) For each c ∈ [k] and v ∈ V (G), there is a conforming connected ksubpartition {V_i}_{i∈[k]} of G such that v ∈ V_c. Moreover, if v is a delegate of c, then v̄ /∈ V_i for all i ∈ [k], where v̄ is a delegate of c different from v.

(ii) For each c, b ∈ C such that c blocks b, there is a conforming connected k-subpartition such that V_c ⊇ {u_b, v_b, u_c, v_c}.

(iii) The class-blocking graph B is connected, where V (B) = C and E(B) = {{a, b} : a blocks b}. Proof. Let F̂ = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ̂^T x = λ̂_0} be a face of P(G, k) where (λ̂^T , λ̂_0) corresponds to inequality (10). Suppose that F = {x ∈ P(G, k) : λ^T x = λ_0} is a face of P(G, k) which contains F̂ .

Throughout this proof, we implicitly use Lemma 16 to show vectors in F̂ by constructing conforming connected subpartitions. Let us first show the null entries of λ. Consider c ∈ [k] and v ∈ V (G). By (i), there is a conforming connected k-subpartition V = {V_i}_{i∈[k]} of G such that v ∈ V_c. Suppose first that c ∈ [k] \ C. We may assume that V_c = {v}, otherwise we may simply remove all vertices from V_c but v. Since V is conforming, the vectors χ(V) and χ(V) − e(v, c) belong to F̂ . This implies λ_{v,c} = 0 for every v ∈ V (G), and c ∈ [k] \ C.

Suppose that c ∈ C and v ∈ V (G) \ (D ∪ Z), where D = ⋃ c∈C {u_c, v_c}. If |V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| = 0, then assume with no loss of generality that V_c = {v}. If |V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| = 1, then assume (w.l.o.g.) that V_c induces a path with one endpoint at v and the other at one of the delegates u_c or v_c. In both cases, removing v from G[V_c] does not increase the number of components, and consequently χ(V) and χ(V) − e(v, c) belong to F̂ . Suppose now that |V_c ∩ {u_c, v_c}| = 2, and assume (w.l.o.g.) that V_c induces a minimal connected subgraph containing u_c, v_c, and v. If v is not a cut-vertex of G[V_c], then χ(V) and χ(V) − e(v, c) belong to F̂ . Otherwise, V_c induces a path between u_c and v_c. If γ_{z,c} = 0 for all z ∈ V_c ∩ Z, then let V̂_c be the set of vertices of the path in G[V_c] between v and either u_c or v_c. Otherwise, there is exactly one z ∈ V_c ∩ Z such that γ_{z,c} = 1, and thus we define V̂_c as the set of vertices of the path in G[V_c] between v and either u_c or v_c, which does not contain z. In the later case, the vectors ∑ i∈[k]\{c} e(V_i, i) + e(V̂_c, c) and ∑ i∈[k]\{c} e(V_i, i) + e(V̂_c, c) − e(v, c)

belong to F̂ . In the former case, there exists b ∈ C \ {c} such that V_c ⊇ {u_b, v_b}. Let us assume (w.l.o.g.) that u_b /∈ V̂_c. Additionally, we assume V_b = ∅ as one may remove all vertices from V_b since V_b ∩ {u_b, v_b} = ∅. Hence the vectors e^′ and e^′ − e(v, c) belong to F̂ , where

e^′ = ∑ i∈[k]\{b,c} e(V_i, i) + e(V̂_c, c) + e(u_b, b).

The vectors described above show that λ_{v,c} = 0 for all v ∈ V (G) \ (D ∪ Z), and c ∈ [k]. Using very similar arguments, one may show the remaining null entries of λ, that is, for every c ∈ C, v ∈ Z with γ_{v,c} = 0, or v ∈ D with v /∈ {u_c, v_c}. We next show the non-null coefficients of λ. Consider c ∈ C, and a vertex v ∈ V (G) such that v is a delegate of color c. Assume that v = v_c and let {V_i}_{i∈[k]} be a conforming connected k-subpartition such that v_c ∈ V_c and u_c /∈ V_i for all i ∈ [k]. The existence of such a conforming subpartition is guaranteed by ((i)). Note that c is type-2 in this subpartition, and so we can remove all vertices from V_c but v_c and still obtain a conforming connected k-subpartition. It follows from this observation that the following vectors are in F̂ : ∑ i∈[k]\{c} e(V_i, i) + e(v_c, c) and ∑ i∈[k]\{c} e(V_i, i) + e(u_c, c).

This implies that λ_{vc ,c} = λ_{uc ,c} for all c ∈ C.

Let c ∈ C, and let z ∈ Z with γ_{z,c} = 1. Consider a conforming connected k-subpartition {V_i}_{i∈[k]} with z ∈ V_c, and note that c must be type-3 which implies V_c ⊇ {u_c, v_c, z} and γ_{ẑ,c} = 0 for all ẑ ∈ (Z ∩ V_c) \ {z}. Thus we can remove all vertices of V_c but one of the delegates, say u_c, and still have a conforming connected k-subpartition. Consequently, it holds that ∑ i∈[k] e(Vi, i) and ∑ i∈[k]\{c} e(Vi, i)+e(uc, c) belong to F̂ . It follows that −λz,c = λvc ,c = λuc ,c for all c ∈ C, and z ∈ Z with γ_{z,c} = 1.

Consider now b, c ∈ C such that c blocks b. By (ii), there is a conforming connected k-subpartition V = {V_i}_{i∈[k]} such that V_c ⊇ {u_b, v_b, u_c, v_c}. Since u_c ≠ v_c and u_b ≠ v_b, we assume (w.l.o.g.) that u_b ≠ v_c, and that V_b = ∅. Note that one may remove the class V_c from V, add classes {u_b} and {v_c}, and obtain a conforming connected k-subpartition. As a consequence, the vectors ∑ i∈[k] e(Vi, i) and ∑ i∈[k]\{c} e(Vi, i) + e(ub, b) + e(vc, c) are in F̂ , and so λub ,b = λ_{vc ,c}. By (iii), the class-blocking graph is connected, and so we have λ_{ub ,b} = λ_{vb ,b} = λ_{uc ,c} = λ_{vc ,c} for every b, c ∈ C. Therefore, there is λ_∗ ∈ R such that λ = λ_∗λ̂, and thus inequality (10) induces a facet of P(G, k).

5 Separation of multiclass inequalities

We first show that the separation problem associated with inequalities (9) (if S is given) is NP-hard by observing that it consists in solving the Minimum Multiway Cut problem (undirected node version) which is defined as follows.

Given a graph G, a set of terminals S ⊆ V (G) inducing a stable set in G, and weights w : V (G) \ S → R_≥ , the problem consists in finding a minimum-weight set of non-terminal vertices Z ⊆ V (G) \ S such that there is no path in G − Z between any pair of distinct vertices in S, that is, each component of G − Z contains at most one vertex in S. Note that when |S| = 2, this is exactly the Minimum Vertex Cut problem, and so it is solvable in polynomial time using a maximum flow algorithm. For |S| ≥ 3, Garg et al. [13] proved that Multiway Cut is NP-hard.

Let us fix k = 1. Given a graph G, a stable set S ⊆ V (G) of G with |S| ≥ 3, and a vector x̄ ∈ R^n_≥ , the separation problem of inequalities (9) on input (G, S, x̄) is equivalent to finding a minimum-weight set of vertices Z^∗ ⊆ V (G) \ S such that each vertex of S belongs to a different component of G − Z^∗, where the weight of each vertex v ∈ V (G) \ S is x̄_v . In other words, solving the separation of (9) is not easier than solving Multiway Cut. Therefore the separation problem of inequalities (9) is NP-hard even for k = 1.

We next describe a simple heuristic to find violated inequalities (9) using separating sets. A set of vertices Z ⊂ V (G) is a separating set (or vertex cut) of a connected graph G if G − Z has more than one component. Given k ∈ Z_≥, C ⊆ [k], a connected graph G, and x̄ ∈ R^{nk}_≥ , the weight of each vertex v ∈ V (G) is defined as f(v) = ∑ c∈C x̄^∗_{v,c}. A natural heuristic approach to find inequalities (9) violated by x̄ is to first compute a minimum separating set Z of G with weight function f, and then choose a vertex of maximum weight in each component of G − Z to be part of S. The problem of finding a minimum separating set can be solved in polynomial time by reducing it to the Maximum Stable Set problem on weighted bipartite graphs as shown by Balas and Souza [4]. Regarding the subset C ⊆ [k], it is not clear to us what is the best choice for this set of classes. A simple strategy could be to consider the subsets of [k] in nondecreasing order of cardinality. Of course, this enumeration approach is viable only when k is small.

In the remainder of this section, we focus on the following separation problem associated with inequalities (10). Given k ∈ Z_≥, C ⊆ [k] with |C| ≥ 1, a graph G, a collection of pairs of vertices {{u_c, v_c}}_{c∈C} with u_c ≠ v_c such that {u_c, v_c} /∈ E(G), and x̄ ∈ R^{nk}_≥ , the separation problem of (10) consists in finding a multicut Z of the pairs {{u_c, v_c}}_{c∈C} in G that minimizes ∑ v∈Z ∑ c∈C γ_{v,c} x̄_{v,c}. At first glance, one might think that this separation problem implies solving the Minimum Multicut problem defined as follows. Given a graph G and a collection Q of pairs of distinct non-adjacent vertices in G, the goal is to find a minimum-size multicut Z of Q in G, that is, a set of vertices Z ⊆ V (G)\( ⋃ q∈Q q) such that, for each pair {u, v} ∈ Q, there is no path in G − Z between u and v. Călinescu, Fernandes, and Reed [11] proved that Minimum Multicut is NPhard on trees with maximum degree at most 4. However, we next prove that the separation problem of (10) is polynomial-time solvable on trees by reducing it to Minimum-Cost Flow.

Theorem 18. Let k ∈ Z_≥, let C ⊆ [k] with |C| ≥ 1, let G be a tree, and let Q = {{u_c, v_c}}_{c∈C} be a collection of pairs of vertices with u_c ≠ v_c such that {u_c, v_c} /∈ E(G). The separation problem of (10) can be solved in polynomial time.

Proof. For each c ∈ C, let us denote by P_c the path in G between u_c and v_c. Note that if there exist distinct classes b, c ∈ C such that V (P_c) ⊆ V (P_b), then we can simply remove the pair {u_b, v_b} from Q since every separator Z of u_c and v_c is also a separator of u_b and v_b, and γ_{v,b} = 0 for all v ∈ V (G) as b blocks c. From now on, assume that V (P_c) ⊈ V (P_b) for all b, c ∈ C with b ≠ c. Thus, for each c ∈ C and u_c, v_c-separator Z, there is a single vertex v ∈ (V (P_c) \ {u_c, v_c}) ∩ Z such that γ_{v,c} = 1.

Let us define V^′ = ⋃ q∈Q q. We next construct a network consisting of a directed graph D with vertices V (D) = (V (G) \ V^′) ∪ C ∪ {s, t} and arcs A(D) = {(s, v) : v ∈ V (G) \ V^′} ∪ {(c, t) : c ∈ C} ∪ A^′, where A^′ = {(v, c) ∈ (V (G) \ V^′) × C : v ∈ V (P_c)}. We define the demands in the network as d: V (D) → Z_≥ such that d(s) = −|C|, d(t) = |C|, and d(v) = 0 for all v ∈ V (D) \ {s, t}. Moreover, the capacity function r : A(D) → Z_≥ is defined as r(a) = { |C| if a = (s, v) with v ∈ V (G) \ V^′, 1 otherwise.

Finally, the cost of the arcs in the network is given by a function w : A(D) → Z_≥ such that w(a) = x̄_{v,c} if a = (v, c) ∈ A^′, and w(a) = 0 otherwise.

Since d and r are integer-valued functions, a minimum-cost flow f^∗ in the network (D, d, r, w) such that f^∗(a) ∈ Z for all a ∈ A(D) can be computed in polynomial time (see Ahuja, Magnanti, and Orlin [1]). It follows from the definition of r that the flow of every arc in A^′ given by f^∗ is either zero or one. Also the capacities guarantee that at most one unit of flow enters any vertex in C. We define Z = {v ∈ V (G) \ V^′ : f^∗(v, c) = 1 for some c ∈ C}, and observe that Z is a u_c, v_c-separator in G for every c ∈ C as the demand d(t) = −d(s) = |C|. Moreover, for all v ∈ Z and c ∈ C, we define γ_{v,c} = f^∗(v, c). The cost of f^∗ is precisely ∑ a∈A(D) w(a)f^∗(a) = ∑ a∈A^′ w(a)f^∗(a) = ∑ v∈V (G)\V^′ ∑ c∈C x̄_{v,c}f^∗(v, c) = ∑ v∈Z ∑ c∈C γ_{v,c}x̄_{v,c}.

On the other hand, given a set Z ⊆ V (G) \ V^′ which is a u_c, v_c-separator for every c ∈ C, it induces a (feasible) flow f in (D, d, r, w) where f(v, c) = γ_{v,c} for all v ∈ V (G) \ V^′ and c ∈ C, where γ_{v,c} is defined with respect to Z. Therefore, the separation problem of (10) can be solved in polynomial time when the input graph G is a tree.

We conclude this section observing that the algorithm described in the proof of Theorem 18 does not seem to be adaptable to more general graphs as the size of the produced network mainly depends on the number of distinct paths between the vertices belonging to pairs in Q. Indeed, we do not know the computational complexity of the separation problem of (10) in general.

6 Further research

The ILP formulation of P(G, k) given by (1), (2), and x ∈ {0, 1}^{nk} is natural and it can be adapted to model additional specific constraints of many problems involving connected partitions. Additionally, one may extend it to model connected k-subpartitions where a class c ∈ [k] has to be κ_c-connected (with κ_c ∈ Z_≥) by simply imposing κ_c(x_{u,c} + x_{v,c} − 1) ≤ ∑ z∈Z x_{z,c} ∀{u, v} /∈ E(G), Z ∈ Γ(u, v). One may also have different costs/gains when assigning a vertex to a class as in the case of the Convex Recoloring problem. In general, one may easily ensure different properties to the classes in the (sub)partition using variables indexed by the vertices and classes. If k is large and the classes in the subpartition have identical properties, the studied formulation suffers from symmetry in the sense that any permutation of the classes of a solution lead to an equivalent solution. To avoid such symmetries, one could alternatively model P(G, k) using binary variables x̃_{uv} ∈ {0, 1} for every u, v ∈ V (G) to identify whether u and v belong to the same class in a connected k-subpartition. A future research direction is to find valid inequalities to strengthen such a formulation and investigate the properties of instances for which one formulation outperforms the other.

Another natural direction for further research is to investigate new classes of valid inequalities since there exist facets of P(G, k) different from the ones we studied. Using PORTA [25], we found that the following inequalities are facet-defining for the graph depicted in Figure 7 with classes a and b: x_{v1 ,a} + x_{v2 ,a} + x_{v3 ,a} − x_{v4 ,a} + 2x_{v1 ,b} + 2x_{v2,b} + x_{v3 ,b} − 2x_{v4 ,b} − 2x_{v5 ,b} ≤ 3, 2x_{v1 ,a} + 2x_{v2,a} + x_{v3 ,a} − 2x_{v4 ,a} − 2x_{v5 ,a} + x_{v1 ,b} + x_{v2 ,b} + x_{v3 ,b} − x_{v4 ,b} ≤ 3. Finally, to implement more efficient solving methods, it would be necessary to better understand the computational complexity of the separation problems associated with the proposed inequalities, and devise good heuristics to tackle such problems. v^4v1 v_2v_3 v_5

Figure 7: A graph inducing a polytope (with k = 2) that has facets not yet identified.

References

[1] R. Ahuja, T. Magnanti, and J. Orlin. Network Flows: Theory, Algorithms, and Applications. Prentice Hall, 1993.

[2] E. Álvarez-Miranda, I. Ljubić, and P. Mutzel. The maximum weight connected subgraph problem. In M. Jünger and G. Reinelt, editors, Facets of Combinatorial Optimization: Festschrift for Martin Grötschel, pages 245– 270. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2013.

[3] V. Arredondo, M. Martínez-Panero, T. Peña, and F. Ricca. Mathematical political districting taking care of minority groups. Annals of Operations Research, 305:375–402, 2021.

[4] E. Balas and C. C. d. Souza. The vertex separator problem: a polyhedral investigation. Mathematical Programming, 103(3):583–608, 2005.

[5] M. Campêlo, A. S. Freire, K. R. Lima, P. F. S. Moura, and Y. Wakabayashi.

The convex recoloring problem: Polyhedra, facets and computational experiments. Mathematical Programming, 156(1):303–330, 2016.

[6] M. Campêlo, A. S. Freire, P. F. S. Moura, and J. C. Soares. Strong inequalities and a branch-and-price algorithm for the convex recoloring problem. European Journal of Operational Research, 303(1):54–65, 2022.

[7] M. Campêlo, K. R. Lima, P. F. S. Moura, and Y. Wakabayashi. Polyhedral studies on the convex recoloring problem. Electronic Notes in Discrete Mathematics, 44:233–238, 2013.

[8] R. Carvajal, M. Constantino, M. Goycoolea, J. P. Vielma, and A. Weintraub. Imposing connectivity constraints in forest planning models. Operations Research, 61(4):824–836, 2013.

[9] M. Chlebík and J. Chlebíková. Crown reductions for the minimum weighted vertex cover problem. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 156(3):292–312, 2008.

[10] S. Chopra, B. Filipecki, K. Lee, M. Ryu, S. Shim, and M. Van Vyve. An extended formulation of the convex recoloring problem on a tree. Mathematical Programming, 165:529–548, 2017.

[11] G. Călinescu, C. G. Fernandes, and B. Reed. Multicuts in unweighted graphs and digraphs with bounded degree and bounded tree-width. Journal of Algorithms, 48(2):333–359, 2003.

[12] M. Fischetti, M. Leitner, I. Ljubić, M. Luipersbeck, M. Monaci, M. Resch, D. Salvagnin, and M. Sinnl. Thinning out steiner trees: a node-based model for uniform edge costs. Mathematical Programming Computation, 9(2):203–229, 2017.

[13] N. Garg, V. V. Vazirani, and M. Yannakakis. Multiway cuts in node weighted graphs. Journal of Algorithms, 50(1):49–61, 2004.

[14] E. Györi. On division of graph to connected subgraphs. In In: Combinatoris (Proc. Fifth Hungarian Colloq., Koszthely, 1976), vol. I, Colloq. Math. Soc. János Bolyai, volume 18, pages 485–494. North-Holland, Amsterdam, New York, 1978.

[15] D. S. Hochbaum and A. Pathria. Node-optimal connected k-subgraphs.

manuscript, UC Berkeley, 1994.

[16] C. Hojny, I. Joormann, H. Lüthen, and M. Schmidt. Mixed-integer programming techniques for the connected max-k-cut problem. Mathematical Programming Computation, 13(1):75–132, 2021.

[17] B. Korte, L. Lovász, and R. Schrader. Greedoids, volume 4 of Algorithms and Combinatorics. Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 1991.

[18] L. Lovász. A homology theory for spanning tress of a graph. Acta Mathematica Academiae Scientiarum Hungarica, 30:241–251, 1977.

[19] M. Lucertini, Y. Perl, and B. Simeone. Most uniform path partitioning and its use in image processing. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 42(2):227–256, 1993.

[20] M. Maravalle, B. Simeone, and R. Naldini. Clustering on trees. Computational Statistics & Data Analysis, 24(2):217–234, 1997.

[21] F. K. Miyazawa, P. F. S. Moura, M. J. Ota, and Y. Wakabayashi. Partitioning a graph into balanced connected classes: Formulations, separation and experiments. European Journal of Operational Research, 293(3):826–836, 2021.

[22] S. Moran and S. Snir. Convex recolorings of strings and trees: Definitions, hardness results and algorithms. Journal of Computer and System Sciences, 74(5):850–869, 2008.

[23] P. F. S. Moura and Y. Wakabayashi. Strong intractability results for generalized convex recoloring problems. Discrete Applied Mathematics, 281:252– 260, 2020.

[24] J. B. Orlin. Max flows in O(nm) time, or better. In Proceedings of the Forty- Fifth Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, STOC ’13, page 765–774, New York, NY, USA, 2013. Association for Computing Machinery.

[25] PORTA - POlyhedron Representation Transformation Algorithm.

https://porta.zib.de. Accessed: 2023-10-17.

[26] Y. Wang, A. Buchanan, and S. Butenko. On imposing connectivity constraints in integer programs. Mathematical Programming, 166(1):241–271, 2017.