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BIPARTITE GRAFT III: GENERAL CASE

NANAO KITA

Abstract. This paper is a sequel of our previous paper (N. Kita: Bipartite graft II:
Cathedral decomposition for combs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.06678, 2021). In our
previous paper, a graft analogue of the Dulmage-Mendelsohn decomposition has been
introduced for comb bipartite grafts. In this paper, we prove how this result can be
extended for general bipartite grafts.

1. Definition

We use the notations and definitions used in Kita [2]. In the following, we present
those that are newly introduced in this paper.

Definition 1.1. Let G be a graph. We denote the set of connected component of G
by C(G). Let X1, . . . , Xk, where k ≥ 1, be disjoint sets of vertices in G. We denote
G/X1/ · · ·/Xk by G/{X1, . . . , Xk}. The vertex of G/{X1, . . . , Xk} that corresponds to
Xi is denoted by [Xi].

Definition 1.2. Let G be a graph, and let T be a set of vertices from a supergraph of
G. We denote by Codd(G;T ) the set {C ∈ C(G) : |V (C) ∩ T | is odd } and by Ceven(G;T )
the set {C ∈ C(G) : |V (C) ∩ T | is even }.

Definition 1.3. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let r ∈ V (G). Let F be a minimum join.
We denote the set {x ∈ V (G) : λ(r, x;F ;G, T ) = 0} by U0(r) and the set {x ∈ V (G) :
λ(r, x;F ;G, T ) < 0} by U<0(r). We also denote the set U0(r) ∪ U<0(r) by U≤0(r).

2. Combic Sets

In this section, we define F -combic sets in grafts, where F is a minimum join, and
show a fundamental property to be used in later sections.

Definition 2.1. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let F be a minimum join. We say that a set
X ⊆ V (G) is F -combic if it satisfies the following properties.

(i) EG[X ] ∩ F = ∅.
(ii) For every C ∈ Codd(G−X ;T ), |δG(C) ∩ F | = 1.
(iii) For every C ∈ Ceven(G−X ;T ), δG(C) ∩ F = ∅.

If X ⊆ V (G) is F -combic, let H := G − EG[X ] −
⋃
{V (C) : C ∈ Ceven(G − X ;T )} and

S := T ∩ V (H); we call the bipartite graft (H,S)/Codd(G−X ;T ) the skeleton of X , and
denote this graft by (G, T )〈X〉.

Note that (G, T )〈X〉 is a bipartite graft with color classes X and {[C] : C ∈ Codd(G−
X ;T )}, and F ∩ EG[X,

⋃
{V (C) : C ∈ Codd(G−X ;T )}] forms a join of (G, T )〈X〉.

Lemma 2.2. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let F be a minimum join. If X ⊆ V (G) is
F -combic, then the following hold.

(i) Let C ∈ Codd(G−X ;T ), let eC be the edge in δG(C)∩F , and let rC ∈ V (C) be the
end of eC . Then, F ∩E(C) is a minimum join of the graft (C, (T ∩V (C))∆{rC}).
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(ii) For every C ∈ Ceven(G−X ;T ), F ∩ E(C) is a minimum join of the graft (C, T ∩
V (C)).

(iii) F ∩
⋃
{δG(C) : C ∈ Codd(G−X ;T )} is a minimum join of (G, T )〈X〉.

Proof. For proving (i), let C ∈ Codd(G−X ;T ). Obviously, F ∩E(C) is a join of (C, (T ∩
V (C))∆{rC}). If F ∩E(C) is not minimum, then Lemma A.2 implies that C has a circuit
with a negative F -weight; however, this implies that F is not a minimum join of (G, T ),
contradicting the assumption. Hence, (i) is proved. The claim (ii) can also be proved in
a similar way.

Let F ′ := F ∩
⋃
{δG(C) : C ∈ Codd(G − X ;T )}. For proving (iii), first note that

F ′ is obviously a join of (G, T )〈X〉. Let Q be an arbitrary circuit of (G, T )〈X〉. Note
E(Q) ⊆

⋃
{δG(C) : C ∈ Codd(G − X ;T )}. For each C ∈ Codd(G − X ;T ), we have

wF (Q.δG(C)) ≥ 0. Hence, we have wF (Q) ≥ 0. That is, (G, T )〈X〉 has no circuit with
negative F ′-weight. Therefore, Lemma A.2 implies that F ′ is a minimum join. This
completes the proof of the lemma. �

3. Primal Grafts

We introduce the concept of primal grafts and its fundamental property to be used in
later sections.

Definition 3.1. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let r ∈ V (G). Let F be a minimum join of
(G, T ). We say that (G, T ) is primal with respect to x or x-primal if λ(r, x;F ;G, T ) ≤ 0
for every x ∈ V (G).

Lemma 3.2 (Sebö [3]). Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let F be a minimum join of (G, T ).
Let x, y ∈ V (G) be two distinct vertices, and let P be an F -shortest path between x
and y. Then, F∆E(P ) is a minimum join of graft (G, T∆{x, y}). Additionally, for every
z ∈ V (G), λ(y, z;F∆E(P );G, T∆{x, y}) = λ(x, z;F ;G, T )− wF (P ).

Lemma 3.2 implies the following for primal grafts.

Lemma 3.3. Let (G, T ) be a graft that is primal with respect to r ∈ V (G), and let F
be a minimum join of (G, T ). Let r′ ∈ A(G,T )(r) \ {r}, and let P be an F -shortest path
between r and r′. Then, F∆E(P ) is a minimum join of (G, T∆{r, r′}). Additionally,
λ(r, x;F ;G, T ) = λ(r′, x;F∆E(P );G, T∆{r, r′}) for every x ∈ V (G). Accordingly, the
graft (G, T∆{r, r′}) is primal with respect to r′ ∈ V (G) for which A(G,T∆{r,r′})(r

′) =
A(G,T )(r) and D(G,T∆{r,r′})(r

′) = D(G,T )(r) hold.

4. Sebö’s Distance Theorem

In this section, we introduce a classical theorem by Sebö [3] regarding F -distances in
grafts where F is a minimum joins. This theorem is used in deriving our main results.

Definition 4.1. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let x ∈ V (G). We call the member of
C(G[U≤0(x)]) with x ∈ V (K) the initial component of x and denote this component by
Kx. We denote the set V (Kx)∩U0(x) by A(G,T )(x), the set V (Kx)\A(G,T )(x) by D(G,T )(x),
and the set V (G)\A(G,T )(x)\D(G,T )(x) by C(G,T )(r). That is, C(G,T )(r) = V (G)\V (Kx).
Regarding these notation, we often omit the subscript (G, T ) and write A(r), D(r), or
C(r) if it is obvious from the context.

Remark 4.2. A graft (G, T ) is primal with respect to r ∈ V (G) if and only if G is equal to
the initial component of r. Hence, for a primal graft (G, T ) with respect to r, A(G,T )(r)
and D(G,T )(r) are equal to U0(r) and U<0(r), respectively.

The next theorem is a part of the main results from Sebö [3].
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Theorem 4.3 (Sebö [3]). Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft, and let r ∈ V (G). Let F be a
minimum join. Then, A(G,T )(r) is an F -combic set that satisfies the following:

(i) Codd(G−A(G,T )(r);T ) = C(G[D(x)]) and Ceven(G−A(G,T )(r);T ) = C(G[C(x)]).
(ii) (G, T )〈A(G,T )(r)〉 is an r-primal comb.
(iii) For each C ∈ Codd(G−A(G,T )(r);T ), let rK ∈ V (C) be the end of the sole edge from

δG(C) ∩ F . Then, (C, (T ∩ V (C))∆{rK}) is rK-primal with minx∈V (C) λ(r, x;F ∩
E(C);C, (T ∩ V (C))∆{rK}) = minx∈V (G) λ(r, x;F ;G, T )− 1.

(iv) For each C ∈ Codd(G−A(G,T )(r);T ),NG(A(G,T )(r))∩V (C) ⊆ A(C,(T∩V (C))∆{rK})(rC).

5. Extreme Sets

We define extreme and bipartitic extreme sets in grafts or bipartite grafts and introduce
a notation typically used for extreme sets.

Definition 5.1. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let F be a minimum join. We say that a set
X ⊆ V (G) is extreme if λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) ≥ 0 for every x, y ∈ V (G).

Definition 5.2. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B, and let F be
a minimum join. We say that an extreme set X ⊆ V (G) is bipartitic if X ⊆ A or X ⊆ B
holds.

The following notation is used in later sections where X is typically an extreme set.

Definition 5.3. Let (G, T ) be a graft, let F be a minimum join, and let X ⊆ V (G).
We denote by DX the set of vertices {y ∈ V (G) \X : minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) < 0}. We
denote the set V (G) \X \DX by CX .

6. Trivial Vertices and Maximal Bipartitic Extreme Sets

In this section, we define the concept of trivial vertices in a graft and show some
properties of trivial vertices and extreme sets.

Definition 6.1. A factor-component C ∈ G(G, T ) with |V (C)| = 1 is said to be trivial.
The sole vertex of the trivial factor-component is also said to be trivial in the graft.
Trivial vertices are disjoint from T , and no trivial vertex is connected to an edge from
minimum joins.

Lemma 6.2. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B. Let X ⊆ A be
a maximal bipartitic extreme set. Then,

(i) EG[DX , CX ] = ∅; and,
(ii) every vertex from CX is a trivial vertex from B.

Proof. Let F be a minimum join of (G, T ). Suppose that y ∈ DX and z ∈ CX are
adjacent. Then, |λ(x, z;F ;G, T ) − λ(x, y;F ;G, T )| = 1 for every x ∈ X . This implies
minx∈X λ(x, z;F ;G, T ) ≤ 0. This contradicts the definition of CX or the maximality of
X . Hence, (i) follows.

For proving (ii), first note that every vertex in CX are in B; otherwise, it would
contradict the maximality of X . Next, note that δG(X ∪ DX) ∩ F = ∅ holds for every
minimum join F , due to the definition ofDX . Now, suppose that CX contains a nontrivial
vertex v. Let Gv ∈ G(G, T ) be the factor-component with v ∈ V (Gv). Then, v is adjacent
to a vertex w ∈ A ∩ V (Gv). However, because V (Gv) ⊆ CX holds, w ∈ A ∩ CX follows,
which is a contradiction. Thus, (ii) is proved. �

Lemma 6.3. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let F be a minimum join. Let X ⊆ V (G) an
extreme set, and let Y, Z ⊆ V (G) be sets with Y ∪̇Z = V (G) \ X , EG[Y, Z] = ∅, and
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(EG[Z] ∪ δG(Z)) ∩ F = ∅. Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) be a graft such that V (Ĝ) ⊇ V (G), E(Ĝ) ⊇ E(G),

E(Ĝ)\E(G) ⊆ {uv : u ∈ X, v ∈ V (Ĝ)\V (G)}, and T̂ = T . Let Ẑ := Z∪ (V (Ĝ)\V (G)).

Let Q be a subgraph of Ĝ with V (Q) ∩ Ẑ 6= ∅.

(i) If Q is a circuit or a path between a vertex in X and a vertex in X ∪ Z, then
wF (Q) > 0.

(ii) If Q is a path between a vertex y in Y and a vertex in X , then wF (Q) >
minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G, T ).

Proof. In each case, Q is the sum of two subgraphs Q.EĜ[X ∪ Y ] and Q.EĜ[Z] ∪ δĜ(Z).
These subgraphs consist of disjoint paths that have at least one edge and fit one of the
following types:

(a) the ends are in X , and the edges are in EĜ[X ∪ Y ],
(b) the ends are in X , and the edges are in EĜ[Z] ∪ δĜ(Z), or

(c) one end is in X , whereas the other end is in Y ∪ Ẑ.

If Q is a circuit or a path between vertices in X , then Q is a sum of paths of type (a)
or (b). If Q is a path between a vertex in X and a vertex in Y , then Q is a sum of paths
of type of (a) or (b) and one path of type (c) that has all its edges in EĜ[X ∪ Y ]. If Q is

a path between a vertex in X and a vertex in Ẑ, then Q is a sum of paths of type (a) or
(b) and one path of type (c) that has all its edges in EĜ[Z] ∪ δĜ(Z).

For every case, at least one path is of type (b) or type (c) with positive weight. Every
path of type (a) or (b) has an F -weight no less than 0 or 2, respectively. The path of
type (c) has an F -weight no less than minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) or 1 for the cases y ∈ Y or

y ∈ Ẑ, respectively. Therefore, (i) and (ii) follow. �

Lemma 6.4. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B. Let F be a
minimum join of (G, T ). Let X ⊆ A be a maximal bipartitic extreme set. Let C ′ ⊆ CX ,
and let (G′, T ′) be a graft such that G′ = G − C ′ and T ′ = T \ C ′. Then, the following
properties hold.

(i) A set of edges is a minimum join of (G′, T ′) if and only if it is a minimum join of
(G, T ).

(ii) For every y ∈ DX , minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G′, T ′) = minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G, T ).
(iii) For every x ∈ X and every y ∈ CX \ C ′, λ(x, y;F ;G′, T ′) > 0.
(iv) For every x, y ∈ X , λ(x, y;F ;G′, T ′) ≥ 0.
(v) X is maximal bipartitic extreme in (G′, T ′).

Proof. Every join of (G′, T ′) is obviously a join of (G, T ). Conversely, Lemma 6.2 (ii)
implies that a join of (G, T ) is also a join of (G′, T ′). That is, a set of edges is a join of
(G′, T ′) if and only if it is a join of (G, T ). Hence, (i) is proved.

Therefore, F is a minimum join of (G′, T ′). Lemma 6.3 (ii) easily implies (ii). The
statements (iii) and (iv) obviously follow. Then, (ii), (iii), and (iv) implies (v). This
completes the proof. �

Lemma 6.5. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B. Let F be a

minimum join of (G, T ). Let X ⊆ A be a maximal bipartitic extreme set. Let (Ĝ, T̂ )

be a graft such that V (Ĝ) ⊇ V (G), E(Ĝ) ⊇ E(G), E(Ĝ) \ E(G) ⊆ {uv : u ∈ X, v ∈

V (Ĝ) \ V (G)}, and T̂ = T . Let ĈX := CX ∪ (V (Ĝ)) \ V (G)). Then, the following
properties hold.

(i) A set of edges is a minimum join of (Ĝ, T̂ ) if and only if it is a minimum join of
(G, T ).

(ii) For every y ∈ DX , minx∈X λ(x, y;F ; Ĝ, T̂ ) = minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G, T ).
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(iii) For every x ∈ X and every y ∈ ĈX , λ(x, y;F ; Ĝ, T̂ ) > 0.

(iv) For every x, y ∈ X , λ(x, y;F ; Ĝ, T̂ ) ≥ 0.

(v) X is maximal bipartitic extreme in (Ĝ, T̂ ).

Proof. First, F is obviously a join of (Ĝ, T̂ ). Lemmas 6.3 (i) and A.2 further imply that

F is a minimum join of (Ĝ, T̂ ). Therefore, we can apply Lemma 6.4 to (Ĝ, T̂ ) and (G, T ),
which proves (ii), (iii), and (iv). The statements (ii), (iii), and (iv) imply (v). Then, (v)

and Lemma 6.2 (ii) imply that every join of (Ĝ, T̂ ) is a join of (G, T ); the converse clearly
holds. Thus, (i) is proved. This completes the proof.

�

Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B. Let X ⊆ A be a maximal
bipartitic extreme set. Under Lemma 6.2, we call the set of vertices in CX the fringe of
X . We call the operation of deleting from (G, T ) all vertices in CX the fringe removal.
We call the operation of adding some new vertices and edges between new vertices and
vertices in X the fringe addition. Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5 imply that fringe deletion and
addition do not make any essential changes to the minimum join structure, which can be
summarized as follows.

Theorem 6.6. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B, and let F be
a minimum join of (G, T ). Let X ⊆ A be a maximal bipartitic extreme set of (G, T ). Let
(G′, T ′) be a graft obtained by fringe deletion or addition. Then, the following holds.

(i) A set of edges is a minimum join of (G′, T ′) if and only if it is a minimum join of
(G, T ).

(ii) For every y ∈ DX , minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) = minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G′, T ′).
(iii) X is maximal bipartitic extreme in (G′, T ′).

7. Reduction between Combs and General Bipartite Grafts

7.1. Decomposition. In this section, we show that a general bipartite graft can be
considered as a combination of comb and primal bipartite grafts. We prove that, for
graft (G, T ) and minimum join F , every maximal bipartitic extreme set X is an F -
combic set for which each member of Codd(G−X ;T ) induces a primal graft. We define a
new operation called rootlization that adds some vertices and edges to (G, T ) and makes
the entire graft, except some trivial parts, primal with respect to a new vertex. We then
derive the desired property by applying Theorem 4.3 to the rootlized graft.

Definition 7.1. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let X ⊆ V (G). Let Ĝ be the graph such that

V (Ĝ) = V (G) ∪ {r, s}, where r, s 6∈ V (G), and E(Ĝ) = E(G) ∪ {rs} ∪ {sx : x ∈ X}. Let

T̂ = T ∪ {r, s}. We call the graft (Ĝ, T̂ ) the rootlization of (G, T ) by the mount X , the

root r, and the attachment s. We also denote (Ĝ, T̂ ) by (G, T ;X)⊘ (r, s).

The next lemma shows a fundamental property of rootlization and is used for proving
Lemma 7.4 and Theorem 7.5.

Lemma 7.2. Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let X ⊆ V (G). Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) be the rootlization of
(G, T ) by the mount X , the root r, and the attachment s.

(i) A set F̂ ⊆ E(Ĝ) is a minimum join if and only if F̂ is of the form F̂ = F ∪ {rs},
where F is a minimum join of (G, T ).

(ii) Let F be a minimum join of (G, T ), and let F̂ = F ∪{rs}. Then, λ(r, y; F̂ ; Ĝ, T̂ ) =

minx∈X λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) holds for every y ∈ V (G), whereas λ(r, s; F̂ ; Ĝ, T̂ ) = −1.
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Proof. Let F̂ := F ∪ {rs}, where F is a minimum join of (G, T ). Obviously, F̂ is a join

of (Ĝ, T̂ ).

Claim 7.3. No circuit in Ĝ contains {rs}. No circuit in Ĝ with negative F̂ -weight
contains edges from EĜ[s,X ].

Proof. The first statement obviously holds. For proving the second one, let C be a
circuit with E(C) ∩EĜ[s,X ] 6= ∅. The first statement implies E(C) ⊆ EĜ[s,X ] ∪ E(G).
Obviously, wF̂ (C.EĜ[s,X ]) > 0. The graph C.E(G) is a path between vertices in X .
Because X is extreme, wF (C.E(G)) ≥ 0. Hence, wF̂ (C) ≥ 0 follows, and the second
statement is proved. �

We now prove the necessity of (i) by proving that F̂ is a minimum join. Lemma A.2

implies that G has no circuit with negative F -weight. Claim 7.3 further implies that Ĝ
has no circuit with negative F̂ -weight. Hence, by Lemma A.2 again, F̂ is a minimum join
of (Ĝ, T̂ ). This proves the necessity of (i).

We next prove the sufficiency of (i). Suppose that the claim fails. Then, there is a

minimum join F̂ ′ that contains an edge from EĜ[s,X ]. The subgraph of G determined

by F̂∆F̂ ′ contains a circuit Q with F̂ -weight 0 that contains an edge from EĜ[s,X ]. This
contradicts Claim 7.3. Therefore, the sufficiency of (i) is proved.

The statement (ii) can easily be confirmed from (i).
�

Lemma 7.2 implies the next lemma, which connects rootlized graphs and Theorem 4.3.

Lemma 7.4. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B, and let F be a

minimum join of G. Let X ⊆ V (G) be a maximal bipartitic extreme set. Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) :=

(G, T ;X)⊘ (r, s). Let F̂ := F ∪ {rs}, X̂ := X ∪ {r}, and let D̂X := DX ∪ {s}. Then,

Ĝ[X̂ ∪ D̂X ] is the initial component of r, for which A(Ĝ,T̂ )(r) = X̂ and D(Ĝ,T̂ )(r) = D̂X .

Proof. Lemma 7.2 (ii) implies X̂ = U0(r) and D̂X = U<0(r). Additionally, Ĝ[X̂ ∪ D̂X ] is
obviously connected. Accordingly, the claim follows. �

From Theorem 4.3 and Lemmas 7.2 and 7.4, we obtain Theorem 7.5.

Theorem 7.5. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft with color classes A and B. Let F be a
minimum join. Let X ⊆ A be a maximal bipartitic extreme set. Then, X is an F -combic
with the following properties:

(i) C(G[DX ]) = Codd(G−X ;T ).
(ii) For every C ∈ Codd(G − X ;T ) and every rC ∈ V (C) that is the end of the edge

from δG(C)∩F , the graft (C, (T ∩V (C))∆{rC}) is primal with respect to rC , and
NG(X) ∩ V (C) ⊆ A(C,(T∩V (C))∆{rC})(rC) holds.

(iii) Every member of Ceven(G−X ;T ) is trivial factor-component.

Proof. Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) := (G, T ;X) ⊘ (r, s). Let F̂ := F ∪ {rs}; Lemma 7.2 implies that

F̂ is a minimum join of (Ĝ, T̂ ). Let X̂ := X ∪ {r}, and let D̂X := DX ∪ {s}. Let

ĈX := V (Ĝ) \ X̂ \ D̂X = CX . According to Lemma 7.4, the initial component of r is

Ĝ[X̂ ∪ D̂X ] for which X̂ = A(r) and D̂X = D(r).

Hence, applying Theorem 4.3 to (Ĝ, T̂ ) with root r, we obtain that X̂ is a F̂ -combic
set that satisfies the following:

(a) Codd(Ĝ− X̂ ; T̂ ) = C(Ĝ[D̂X ]).
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(b) For every K ∈ Codd(Ĝ− X̂ ; T̂ ) and every vertex rK ∈ V (K) that is the end of the

edge from δĜ(K) ∩ F̂ , the graft (K, (V (K) ∩ T )∆{rK}) is primal with respect to

rK , and NĜ(X̂) ∩ V (K) ⊆ A(K,(V (K)∩T )∆{rK})(rK) holds.

It is obvious that Codd(Ĝ−X̂ ; T̂ ) = Codd(G−X ;T )∪{G[s]} and C(Ĝ[D̂X ]) = C(G[DX ])∪
{G[s]} hold. Hence, (a) and (b) prove (i) and (ii).

From (i), we have Ceven(G − X ;T ) = C(G[CX ]). Therefore, from Lemma 6.2 (ii), we
obtain (iii). This completes the proof. �

7.2. Construction. In this section, we show the converse of Theorem 7.5. We define an
operation called synthesis, which construct a bipartite graft from given comb and set of
primal bipartite grafts, and prove that the spine set of the comb forms a combic set in
the obtained bipartite graft.

Definition 7.6. Let (G, T ) be a comb with spine set A and tooth set B, and let {(Gv, Tv) :
v ∈ B} be a set of mutually disjoint grafts that are also disjoint from (G, T ). For each
v ∈ B, (Gv, Tv) is a bipartite graft with color classes Av and Bv that is primal with

respect to rv ∈ Av. Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) be a bipartite graft that satisfies the following:

(i) For every v ∈ B, Gv is a subgraph of Ĝ with EĜ[Gv] = E(Gv) and T̂ ∩ V (Gv) =
Tv∆{rv};

(ii) (G, T ) = (Ĝ, T̂ )/{Gv : v ∈ B}, where each Gv is contracted to v; and,
(iii) δĜ(Gv) = EĜ[A,A(Gv ,Tv)(rv)].

We call (Ĝ, T̂ ) a synthesis of (G, T ;A,B) and {(Gv, Tv; rv) : v ∈ B}. Here (G, T ;A,B)
is called a skeleton comb, and (Gv, Tv) is called a tooth graft associated with v for each
v ∈ B.

Remark 7.7. Note that the synthesis (Ĝ, T̂ ) is a bipartite graft with color classes A ∪⋃
v∈B Bv and B ∪

⋃
v∈B Av. We always assume these to be two color classes of a synthesis

unless stated otherwise.

The next lemma is used for proving Theorem 7.10.

Lemma 7.8. Let (G, T ) be a bipartite graft that is primal with respect to r ∈ V (G).
Then, A(G,T )(r) is an extreme set.

Proof. Let F be a minimum join of (G, T ). Let l := minx∈V (G) λ(r, x;F ;G, T ). If l = 0,
then V (G) = {r}, and the statement trivially holds. We prove the case l < 0 by induction
on l.

Next, let l ≤ −1, and assume that the statement holds for every case where l is smaller.
Let x, y ∈ A(G,T )(r), and let Q be an F -shortest path between x and y. Because A(G,T )(r)
is stable, we have E(Q) ⊆

⋃
{δG(K) ∪ E(K) : K ∈ C(G[D(G,T )(r)])}.

Let K ∈ C(G[D(G,T )(r)]). The set E(Q)∩δG(K) has an even number of edges, only one
of which can be from F , according to Theorem 4.3. Hence, we have wF (Q.δG(K)) ≥ 0.

Claim 7.9. Let u, v ∈ V (K)∩NG(A(G,T )(r)). If P is a path of K between u and v, then
wF (P ) ≥ 0 holds.

Proof. Now, let rK ∈ V (K) be the end of the edge from δG(K) ∩ F . According to
Theorem 4.3, F ∩ E(K) is a minimum join of the graft (K, (T ∩ V (K))∆{rK}), the
graft (K, (T ∩ V (K))∆{rK}) is primal with respect to rK , and minx∈V (K) λ(rK , x;F ∩
E(K);K, (T ∩ V (K))∆{rK}) = l + 1. Hence, the induction hypothesis implies that
A(K,(T∩V (K))∆{rK})(rK) is an extreme set of (K, (T ∩ V (K))∆{rK}). In addition, The-
orem 4.3 also implies V (K) ∩ NG(A(G,T )(r)) ⊆ A(K,(T∩V (K))∆{rK})(rK). This proves the
claim. �
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Claim 7.9 implies that each connected component of Q.E(K) is a path whose F -weight
is no less than 0. Hence, we have wF (Q) ≥ 0. This proves the lemma. �

We now prove Theorem 7.10.

Theorem 7.10. Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) be a synthesis of a skeleton comb (G, T ;A,B) and a set of
tooth grafts {(Gv, Tv; rv) : v ∈ B}. Let F be a minimum join of (G, T ). For each v ∈ B,

let fv ∈ E(Ĝ) be the edge of Ĝ that corresponds to the edge from δG(v) ∩ F , and let
r′v ∈ V (Gv) be the end of fv. Let Fv be a minimum join of (Gv, Tv) if r

′
v = rv; otherwise,

let Fv be a minimum join of (Gv, Tv∆{rv, r
′
v}).

Then,

(i) F ∪
⋃

v∈B Fv is a minimum join of (Ĝ, T̂ ), and

(ii) A is a maximal bipartitic extreme set of (Ĝ, T̂ ) with CA = ∅.

Proof. First, let F̂ := F ∪
⋃

v∈B Fv.

Claim 7.11. Let Q be a subgraph of Ĝ that is a circuit or a path between vertices in A.
Then, wF̂ (Q) ≥ 0.

Proof. Note E(Q) ⊆
⋃

v∈B δĜ(Gv) ∪ E(Gv). For every v ∈ B, Q.δĜ(Gv) has an even

number of edges, among which only one can be from F̂ . Hence, Q.δĜ(Gv) has a F̂ -

weight that is no less than 0. If Q.E(Gv) is empty, then its F̂ -weight is obviously 0.
Assume otherwise. Lemma A.2 implies that Q.E(Gv) cannot be a circuit for any v ∈ B.
Consequently, each connected component of Q.E(Gv) is a path between vertices in Av;

hence, Lemmas 7.8 and 3.3 implies that it has a F̂ -weight no less than 0. Thus, the claim
follows. �

We next prove the first statement. Obviously, F̂ is a join of (Ĝ, T̂ ). Claim 7.11 and

Lemma A.2 further prove that F̂ is a minimum join.
We next prove the remaining statement. Obviously, A is contained in a single color

class of Ĝ. Claim 7.11 implies that A is extreme. Let x ∈ V (Ĝ) \ A, and let v ∈ B be
the index with x ∈ V (Gv). Let P be an Fv-shortest path between r′v and x. Lemma 3.3
ensures that (Gv, Tv∆{rv, r

′
v}) is also primal with respect to r′v for the case rv 6= r′v.

Hence, the Fv-weight of P is no greater than 0. Thus, P + fv is a path between x and
a vertex in A with negative F̂ -weight. Hence, A ∪DA = V (Ĝ), which implies that A is
maximal bipartitic extreme. This completes the proof of the theorem. �

7.3. Characterization. In this section, we summarize the main results from Sections 7.1
and 7.2.

Theorems 6.6, 7.5 and 7.10 imply the following theorem.

Theorem 7.12. Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) be a bipartite graft. If (Ĝ, T̂ ) is a synthesis of a skeleton comb
(G, T ;A,B) and a set of tooth grafts {(Gv, Tv; rv) : v ∈ B}, then A is a maximal bipartitic

extreme set of (Ĝ, T̂ ) with empty fringe. Conversely, if A is a maximal bipartitic extreme

set of (Ĝ, T̂ ), then the graft obtained from (Ĝ, T̂ ) by the fringe removal is a synthesis of
skeleton comb whose spine set is A and a set of tooth grafts.

Lemma 2.2 and Theorems 7.5 and 7.10 also imply the following theorem.

Theorem 7.13. Let (Ĝ, T̂ ) be a synthesis of a skeleton comb (G, T ;A,B) and a set of
tooth grafts {(Gv, Tv; rv) : v ∈ B}. Then,

(i) a set of edges is a minimum join of (Ĝ, T̂ ) if and only if it is of the form F∪
⋃

v∈B Fv,
where F is a minimum join of (G, T ;A,B), Fv is a minimum join of (Gv, Tv∆{r′v})
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for every v ∈ B, and r′v ∈ V (Gv) is the end of the edge of G that corresponds to
the edge from δG(v) ∩ F .

(ii) For every minimum join of (G, T ;A,B), there is a minimum join of (Ĝ, T̂ ) that
contains it.

8. Characterization of Primal Grafts

Section 7 reveals that every bipartite graft can be characterized as a synthesis of combs
and primal bipartite grafts. In this section, we characterize primal bipartite grafts in
terms of synthesis. That is, every primal bipartite graft is a synthesis in which the
skeleton comb is primal.

Theorem 8.1. A bipartite graft (G, T ) is primal with respect to r ∈ V (G) if and only
if it is a synthesis of a skeleton comb (G′, T ′;A,B) that is primal with respect to r ∈ A
and a set of tooth grafts.

Proof. The sufficiency is immediate from Theorem 4.3. We prove the necessity in the
following. Let (G, T ) be a synthesis of a skeleton comb (G′, T ′;A,B) that is primal with
respect to r ∈ A and a set of tooth grafts {(Gv, Tv; pv) : v ∈ B}. Let F be a minimum
join of (G, T ).

Theorem 7.10 implies thatA is a maximal bipartitic extreme set of (G, T ) with A∪DA =
V (G). Theorem 7.5 further implies that A is an F -combic set of (G, T ). For each v ∈ B,
let fv be the edge from δG(Gv) ∩ F , and let rv be the end of fv from V (Gv). Lemma 2.2
implies that F ∩EG[A,DA] forms a minimum join of (G′, T ′), and F ∩E(Gv) is a minimum
join of (Gv, Tv∆{rv}) for every v ∈ B.

Claim 8.2. For every x ∈ A, λ(r, x;F ;G, T ) = 0. For every v ∈ B and every x ∈ V (Gv),
λ(r, x;F ;G, T ) < 0.

Proof. Let x ∈ V (G), and define a vertex x′ of G′ as follows: Let x′ := x if x is a vertex
in A; otherwise, let x′ := v where v is the vertex from B with x ∈ V (Gv). Let P be an
F ∩ EG[A,DA]-shortest path of (G′, T ′) between r and x′.

For each w ∈ B ∩ V (P ), define sw ∈ V (Gw) as follows: If w 6= x′, then let ew be the
edge from δP (w)\{fw}, and let sw ∈ V (Gw) be the end of ew as an edge of G; in contrast,
let sw := x if w = x′. Then, for each w ∈ B ∩ V (P ), let Qw be an F ∩ E(Gw)-shortest
path of Gw between rw and sw.

Let R be the sum of G.E(P ) and the paths Qw where w is taken over every w ∈
B ∩ V (P ). Then, R is a path between r and x. The F -weight of G.E(P ) is equal to the
F ∩EG[A,DA]-weight of P . Therefore, according to Lemma A.5, it is equal to 0 if x ∈ A
holds; otherwise, it is −1. For each w ∈ B ∩ V (P ), we have wF (Qw) = 0 if w 6= x′ holds;
if w = x′ holds, we have wF (Qw) ≤ 0. Hence, wF (R) = 0 for x ∈ A, whereas wF (R) < 0
for x ∈ V (G) \ A. This proves the claim. �

That is, G is primal with respect to r for which A = A(G,T )(r). The theorem is
proved. �

Theorem 8.1 means that primal bipartite grafts can be characterized in the following
constructive characterization form.

Definition 8.3. For every vertex symbol r, let F(r) denote the family of combs of the
form (G, T ;A,B) such that (G, T ;A,B) is a primal with respect to r ∈ A. Let P denote
the family of triples defined as follows.

(i) For every vertex symbol r, if (G, T ;A,B) is a member of F(r), then (G, T ; r) is a
member of P.
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(ii) Let (G, T ;A,B) ∈ F(r), and let (Gv, Tv; rv) ∈ P for every v ∈ B. If (Ĝ, T̂ ) is a
synthesis of skeleton comb (G, T ;A,B) and set of tooth grafts {(Gv, Tv; rv) : v ∈
B}, then (Ĝ, T̂ ; r) is a member of P.

The family P is well-defined by Theorem 8.1. The next theorem is a restatement of
Theorem 8.1.

Theorem 8.4. For every vertex symbol r, (G, T ; r) ∈ P if and only if (G, T ) is a primal
bipartite graft with respect to r.

9. Characterization of Primal Combs

Preceding sections reveal that primal bipartite grafts are important components of
general bipartite grafts, and the last section reveals that primal combs are important
components of primal bipartite grafts. In this section, we characterize primal combs in
terms of the cathedral decomposition [2].

Theorem 9.1. A comb (G, T ;A,B) is primal with respect to r ∈ A if and only if the
poset (G(G, T ),�) has the minimum element C with r ∈ A ∩ V (C).

Proof. We first prove the sufficiency. Assume that (G, T ;A,B) is a primal comb with
respect to r ∈ A. Let F be a minimum join of (G, T ;A,B). Let Gr ∈ G(G, T ) be the
factor-component with r ∈ V (Gr).

Claim 9.2. EG[A ∩ V (Gr), B \ V (Gr)] = ∅.

Proof. Suppose, to the contrary, that x ∈ A ∩ V (Gr) and y ∈ B \ V (Gr) are adjacent
vertices. Let P be an F -shortest path between y and r; Lemma A.5 implies wF (P ) = −1.
Trace P from y, and let z be the first encountered vertex in V (Gr). If z ∈ A holds, then
Lemma A.6 implies wF (yPz) = −1. Under Lemma A.4, let Q be a path of Gr between
x and z with wF (Q) = 0. Then, yPz + Q + xy is a circuit of F -weight 0 that contains
non-allowed edges from δG(Gr), which contradicts Lemma A.3. If z ∈ B holds, then
wF (yPz) = 0. We can also find a path of Gr between x and z with F -weight −1, and a
similar discussion leads to a contradiction. This proves the claim. �

Claim 9.3. (G, T ;A,B)/Gr is a bipartite graft, and F \E(Gr) is a minimum join of this
graft. Among the paths in (G, T ;A,B)/Gr between x ∈ V (G) \ V (Gr) and [Gr], every
F \ E(Gr)-shortest one is of weight 0 or 1 if x is in A or B, respectively.

Proof. It is obvious from Claim 9.2 that (G, T ;A,B)/Gr is a bipartite graft. It is also
obvious that F \ E(Gr) is a join of this graft. Furthermore, Lemma A.5 implies that
the F -distance between any neighbors of the contracted vertex [Gr] is 0. Therefore,
(G, T ;A,B)/Gr has no circuit C of negative F \ E(Gr)-weight. Hence, Lemma A.2
proves that F \E(Gr) is a minimum join of (G, T ;A,B)/Gr.

Next, let P be an F -shortest path of (G, T ) between r and x. Trace P from x, and
let z be the first encountered vertex in Gr. Claim 9.2 implies that wF (xPz) is equal to
1 or 0 if x is in A or B, respectively. This path xPz forms a path of (G, T ;A,B)/Gr

between x and [Gr]. Lemma A.5 ensures that it is F \E(Gr)-shortest. Hence, we obtain
the second claim. �

Claim 9.3 now proves that (G, T ;A,B)/Gr is a quasicomb with root [Gr]. This com-
pletes the proof of the sufficiency. The necessity can easily be proved by considering the
concatenation of paths. �
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Appendix

The appendix provides some preliminary lemmas inherited from Kita [1].

Lemma A.2 (see also Sebö [3]). Let (G, T ) be a graft, and let F be a join of (G, T ).
Then, F is a minimum join of (G, T ) if and only if there is no circuit C with wF (C) < 0.

Lemma A.3 (see also Sebö [3]). Let (G, T ) be graft, and let F be a minimum join. If C
is a circuit with wF (C) = 0, then F∆E(C) is also a minimum join of (G, T ). Accordingly,
every edge of C is allowed.

Lemma A.4 (Kita [1]). If (G, T ;A,B) is a factor-connected comb, then

(i) λ(x, y;G, T ) = 0 for every x, y ∈ A,
(ii) λ(x, y;G, T ) = −1 for every x ∈ A and every y ∈ B, and
(iii) λ(x, y;G, T ) ∈ {0,−2} for every x, y ∈ B.

Lemma A.5 (Kita [1]). Let (G, T ;A,B) be a quasicomb, and let F be a minimum join
of (G, T ;A,B). Then, the following properties hold.

(i) λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) ≥ 0 for every x, y ∈ A.
(ii) λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) ≥ −1 for every x ∈ A and every y ∈ B.
(iii) λ(x, y;F ;G, T ) ≥ −2 for every x, y ∈ B.

Lemma A.6 (Kita [1]). Let (G, T ;A,B) be a quasicomb, and let F be a minimum join
of (G, T ;A,B). Let x, y ∈ V (G), and let P be a path between x and y.

(i) Let x, y ∈ A. Then, wF (P ) = 0 holds if and only if P is F -balanced.
(ii) Let x ∈ A and y ∈ B. wF (P ) = −1 holds if and only if P is F -balanced and the

edge of P connected to y is in F .
(iii) Assume that P is F -balanced. Then, wF (P ) = 1 holds if and only if the edge of

P connected to y is not in F .
(iv) Let x, y ∈ B, and assume that P is F -balanced. Then, wF (P ) = 0 holds if and

only if, of the two edges of P connected to the ends, one is in F whereas the other
is not in F .
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