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Abstract

A mapping « : V(G) — V(H) from the vertex set of one graph G to another graph H is an isometric
embedding if the shortest path distance between any two vertices in GG equals the distance between their
images in 1. Here, we consider isometric embeddings of a weighted graph G into unweighted Hamming
graphs, called Hamming embeddings, when G satisfies the property that every edge is a shortest path
between its endpoints. Using a Cartesian product decomposition of G called its pseudofactorization,
we show that every Hamming embedding of G may be partitioned into Hamming embeddings for each
irreducible pseudofactor graph of GG, which we call its canonical partition. This implies that G permits
a Hamming embedding if and only if each of its irreducible pseudofactors is Hamming embeddable.
This result extends prior work on unweighted graphs that showed that an unweighted graph permits a
Hamming embedding if and only if each irreducible pseudofactor is a complete graph. When a graph
G has nontrivial pseudofactors, determining whether G has a Hamming embedding can be simplified to
checking embeddability of two or more smaller graphs.

1 Introduction

Isometric embeddings, or distance-preserving mappings from the vertices of one graph to another, are well
studied for unweighted graphs but remain relatively unstudied for weighted graphs. Such embeddings have
important applications in molecular engineering to design sets of DNA strands with pre-specified binding
strengths that generate nontrivial emergent behaviors [9,26 32,1}, 21]], with utility in DNA memory [3} 22} 4]
and DNA reaction cascades [23| [31} 24, 15]. More generally, isometric embeddings are useful whenever a
graph’s distance metric is of primary interest, and representation in another graph can simplify analysis or
manipulation of graph distances. Of particular interest are embeddings into Hamming graphs, or products of
complete graphs. For example, this task appears in communication theory because Hamming graphs permit
maximally efficient information routing without inspecting the global network structure [12]]; in linguistics
to relate the closeness of linguistic objects to simpler predicate vector models [[L1]; and in coding theory to
optimize error-checking codes based on Hamming distance [[18]].
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Figure 1: Embedding weighted graphs is more difficult than unweighted graphs, and some guarantees for
unweighted graphs no longer hold. a) A simple graph which is embeddable in a hypercube, but which is not
covered by previous theorems on hypercube embeddings of weighted graphs. This is hypercube embeddable
because it is isometrically embeddable into (K3)* x (K3)2. b) A weighted graph that permits a hypercube
embedding, but for which the unweighted graph generated via edge subdivision is not. c) A weighted graph,
K, with uniform edge weights of 2, for which multiple non-equivalent hypercube embeddings exist.

Finding isometric embeddings into a particular destination graph or determining their existence is nontrivial,
even with simple graphs like Hamming graphs. A large body of work addresses isometric embeddings of
unweighted graphs [8} [30} [29] [13], [10] but studies of weighted graphs have considered only embeddings of
limited classes of graphs into hypercubes [27, (7, 20]. Our interest in the isometric graph embedding problem
initially stemmed from molecular engineering, in which the metrics we wish to embed are generally complex
and rarely fall into a previously studied graph type (Figure[Th). Naive attempts to convert weighted graphs
into unweighted graphs via edge subdivision can produce unweighted graphs without an isometric embed-
ding when the original weighted graph did permit such an embedding (Figure [Tb). In addition, weighted
graphs may have multiple non-equivalent isometric embeddings into a single destination graph (Figure[If),
which does not occur with unweighted graphs [13]]. Indeed, the concept of pseudofactorization, which is
central to the study of isometric embeddings for unweighted graphs, has only recently been extended to
weighted graphs [25].

The results of this paper apply specifically to those weighted graphs for which each edge is a shortest path
between its endpoints, which we call minimal graphs. Such graphs are natural to study in the context of
isometric embeddings because an edge with weight greater than the distance between its endpoints will not
affect the graph’s shortest path metric. When only the distances in a graph are of interest, our results also
apply to any graph with positive edge weights, because the graph can be made minimal without affecting
distances through edge removal. Similarly, our results can apply to any finite metric space by representing
it in a minimal graph. Notably, multiple graphical representations generally exist for a given finite metric
space, and each may have different embedding properties [16].

1.1 Prior work
1.1.1 Pseudofactorization of graphs

The Cartesian graph product of k > 1 graphs is a graph whose vertex set is the Cartesian product of the
vertex sets of each factor graph, and whose edge set is such that each edge of the product graph corresponds
to a single edge from a single one of the factors (Figure 2h).

Cartesian graph products have the important property that every path in the product graph can be decom-



posed into paths in the factor graphs. This property makes Cartesian products relevant to isometric embed-
dings, because the the product graph’s shortest path distance metric is represented in the distance metrics
of the factor graphs. Following the convention of Sheridan et al. [25]], a pseudofactorization of G is any
collection of graphs such that G is isomorphic to an isometric subgraph of their Cartesian produc An
irreducible graph is one whose pseudofactorizations always include itself. In their work on unweighted
graphs, Graham and Winkler [13]] found that every connected, unweighted graph has a unique canonical
pseudofactorization into irreducible graphs, called its canonical pseudofactors (Figure 2b).

Sheridan et al. [25]] generalized the notion of pseudofactorization to minimal weighted graphs. In close anal-
ogy to unweighted graphs, they showed that any connected minimal graph has a unique canonical pseud-
ofactorization into irreducible minimal graphs, and that the canonical pseudofactorization can be found in
polynomial time. To do so, they made use of the Djokovi¢-Winkler relation 6 on the edge set of a graph,
and its transitive closure 4 (Figure ). In particular, they showed that, given any minimal graph, there is a
bijection between its equivalence classes under 6 and its canonical pseudofactors.

1.1.2 Isometric embeddings of graphs into hypercubes and Hamming graphs

A consequence of Graham and Winkler’s work [[13]] on the canonical pseudofactorization of unweighted
graphs is that an unweighted graph permits an isometric embedding into a Hamming graph if and only if
every canonical pseudofactor is a complete graph.

For weighted graphs, work on finding isometric embeddings has been confined to isometric embeddings
into hypercubes. In general, determining if an isometric embedding into a hypercube exists for an arbi-
trary weighted graph is NP-hard [[6]. Efficient (i.e. polynomial-time) methods for determining hypercube
embeddability are known for limited classes of weighted graphs.

Shpectorov [27] characterized all graphs with uniform edge weights that could be isometrically embedded
into a hypercube, showing that each must be an isometric subgraph of a Cartesian product of complete
graphs, cocktail party graphs, and half-cube graphs. Such graphs may be recognized in polynomial time
[15} 14} 28]. Additional weighted graphs for which the existence of isometric embeddings into hypercubes
may be determined in polynomial time include line graphs and cycle graphs [7], as well as graphs whose
distances are all in the set {x, y,x + y} for integers x, y at least one of which is odd [20]].

With weighted graphs the isometric embedding of a graph may no longer be unique, as noted previously
(e.g., Figure[Ic). A graph with a unique isometric embedding into a hypercube is said to be /;-rigid, and
Deza and Laurent [7] showed that any uniformly weighted [;-rigid graph must be an isometric subgraph of
a uniformly weighted half-cube. Deza and Laurent also considered counting the number of non-equivalent
isometric embeddings for uniformly weighted complete graphs, and showed that K, with uniform edge
weights of integer 2k always has k + 1 unique isometric embeddings into hypercubes [[19].

1.2  Our results

In this work, we develop a formal relationship between pseudofactorization and isometric embeddings of
minimal weighted graphs into unweighted Hamming graphs, called Hamming embeddings. All of our results
may also be extended to isometric embeddings into hypercubes, called hypercube embeddings. One of the
two main results of this paper is the following theorem, which states that a minimal graph G permits a

!'The term pseudofactorization is used to distinguish from a factorization of a graph G, for which G is isomorphic to the full
Cartesian product of its factors.



Hamming embedding if and only if each of its canonical pseudofactors permits a Hamming embedding.
This result may be contrasted with the unweighted case [13]], in which each canonical pseudofactor must be
a complete graph.

Theorem 1.1. A minimal weighted graph G has a Hamming embedding if and only if a Hamming embedding
exists for each of its canonical pseudofactors. Similarly, G has a hypercube embedding if and only if each
of its canonical pseudofactors does.

Theorem I.1]is proven by Theorem [3.4]and Corollary [3.5]in Section[3] We briefly sketch the proof and the
novel contributions necessary for it here. A Hamming embedding of weighted graph G = (V(G), E(G), wg)
can be written as a mapping 7 : V' (G) — X", where m is the embedding dimension, ¥. is the embedding al-
phabet, and the distance between two elements of 2" is given by Hamming distance. n may be partitioned,
that is, the columns may be grouped to form embeddings of lower dimension (though these are not generally
isometric). The second main result of this manuscript is a proof of existence for a special canonical partition
of 7 that provides isometric Hamming embeddings for each canonical pseudofactor of G.

Theorem 1.2. Let G = (V(G), E(G),wq) be a minimal weighted graph and n a Hamming (hypercube)
embedding of G. Let the canonical pseudofactors of G be the graphs G1,...,G,. Then there exists a
partition of 1 into embeddings 1", ..., n" such that n' forms a Hamming (hypercube) embedding of G;.

Theorem [1.2]is proven by Theorems [3.2] and To prove Theorem we use Theorem [1.2]to show that
if G is Hamming embeddable then its pseudofactors are also Hamming embeddable. The converse is easily
shown to be true, by concatenating Hamming embeddings of the canonical pseudofactors. To construct the
canonical partition of 7, we introduce a novel relation on the coordinates of n = (11,...,7y), called .
Informally, two coordinates are related by -y if the corresponding digits of 1 change across some edge in
FE. The transitive closure of v is an equivalence relation 4, and its equivalence classes define a partition
of the digits of 7, which is the canonical partition of 1 (Figure [2c-d). Much of our effort is spent proving
the existence of a bijection between the equivalence classes under 0 (i.e. sets of edges) and the equivalence
classes under 4 (i.e. sets of coordinates), which we use to construct a bijection between the canonical
pseudofactorization of G and the canonical partition of any Hamming embedding of G. As a final step,
we prove that the embeddings of this partition form Hamming embeddings of each canonical pseudofactor

(Figure [2p).

Using Theorem [I.2] we are also able to prove the following result on the number of non-equivalent Ham-
ming embeddings or hypercube embeddings of G. We define equivalence of two Hamming embeddings in
the same way as Winkler in [30]; the formal definition is given in Section [2] Informally, two Hamming
embeddings are equivalent if they can be made identical by permuting coordinates or coordinate values (i.e.,
swapping some number of 7; and n; and/or swapping the values of a particular ;). The following theorem

is proven by Corollary

Theorem 1.3. Given a minimal weighted graph G, the number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings
of G is the product of the number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings of each of its pseudofactors.
Similarly, the number of non-equivalent hypercube embeddings of G is the product of the number of non-
equivalent hypercube embeddings of each of its pseudofactors.

These theorems imply an important structure of any Hamming embedding of a graph G: such an embedding
must be equivalent to a concatenation of Hamming embeddings for each canonical pseudofactor of G. As a
consequence, the existence of a Hamming embedding of G implies one for each pseudofactor. The converse
is easily shown to be true also. In practice, these results mean that we may recognize graphs that do not



(@,x) 00000000 a 00000000
(bx) 11111111 b 11111111
(c,x) 11110000 c 11110000
(dx) 11001100 d 11001100
(e,x) 10101010 e 10101010
(fx) 01100110 f 01100110
(ay) 00000000 X

(by) 10101010 y

(ey) 11111111

Figure 2: (a) Illustration of the Cartesian graph product. Edge colors indicate correspondence between
edges in the factor and product graphs. If edges are weighted, two edges of the same color will have the
same weight. (b) This graph product is isometrically embeddable in a product of three irreducible graphs
(K3, K>, and Ks9), which form its canonical pseudofactorization. (c) A weighted graph, with purple edges
of weight 4 and orange edges of weight 2. Edge colors also indicate equivalence classes under the transitive
closure 6 of the Djokovié-Winkler relation. (d) A hypercube embedding of this graph, with digits colored
to indicate equivalence classes under 4. # is the transitive closure of -, which relates coordinates whose
digits change together across some edge. (e) Our results show that the hypercube embedding in (d) may be
partitioned into a hypercube embedding for each of the two canonical pseudofactors. The same is true of
any Hamming embedding of a minimal graph.



permit a Hamming embedding by analyzing the pseudofactors, which may be significantly smaller. They
also allow us to extend polynomial-time results for determining Hamming or hypercube embeddability
of a graph to graphs whose pseudofactors can be determined as Hamming or hypercube embeddable in
polynomial time. These include Cartesian products of line graphs, cycle graphs, graphs with distances in
{z,y,x+y} for integers x, y at least one odd, and graphs with uniform edge weights [7, 20, 27]], along with
any other graphs later found to be Hamming or hypercube embeddable. Significant additional work remains
in characterizing classes of irreducible weighted graphs for which Hamming or hypercube embeddings
may be constructed efficiently. However, our work significantly eases the problem of finding Hamming or
hypercube embeddings for graphs with nontrivial pseudofactorizations, and is also a step forward in better
understanding isometric embeddings of weighted graphs into more complex destination graphs.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, all graphs are finite, connected, and undirected, and we use V(G), E(G), and wg : E(G) —
Z~o to denote the vertex set, edge set, and weight function of a graph G, respectively. G being unweighted
is equivalent to wg(e) = 1 for all e € E(G). An edge between vertices u,v € V(G) is written uv or vu;
since all edges are undirected, uv € E(G) <= wvu € E(G). The distance from u to v, u,v € V(G), is
the minimum edge weight sum along a path from u to v, and is given by the shortest path metric denoted
dG : V(G) X V(G) — Zzo.

The following definition is due to Sheridan et al. [25]:

Definition 2.1. A graph G is a minimal graph if and only if every edge in E(G) forms a shortest path
between its endpoints. That is, wg(uv) = dg(u,v) for all wv € E(G).

In this manuscript, we assume all graphs are minimal. Note that any unweighted graph is minimal and
that any non-minimal graph may be made minimal by removing any edges not satisfying the condition in
Definition 2.11

The Cartesian graph product of one or more graphs G1,...,Gy, is written G = G1 X --- X G or G =
[, Gi. G is defined as V(G) = V(G1) x --- x V(G,), with two vertices (u1, ..., u,) and (vq,. .., vp)
adjacent if and only if there is exactly one ¢ such that upv, € E(Gy) and u; = v; for all i # ¢, and
wa(uv) = wg, (ueve) for £ chosen as above (Figure ). The Cartesian graph product has the following
important distance property:

n
do(u,v) = de, (ui,v;) (1)
i=1
where v = (uq,...,u,) and v = (vy,...,v,). This implies that any path in G can be decomposed into a

set of paths in the G;, with the path length in G equal to the sum of the path lengths in the Gj;.

A graph embedding 7 : V(G) — V(G*) of a graph G into a graph G* maps vertices of G to those of G*. If
7 satisfies dg(u, v) = dg=(m(u), w(v)) for all u,v € V(G), then 7 is an isometric embedding. When such
a 7 exists, we say that G — G*. For convenience, we let d.(u,v) = dg=(7(u), 7(v)).

When G is isomorphic to an isometric subgraph of a Cartesian graph product (e.g., Figure [2b), we call the
set of multiplicands a pseudofactorization. The following definition is again due to Sheridan et al. [25]]:

Definition 2.2. Consider graphs G and G* = [[_; Gf. If an embedding = : V(G) — V(G*), = =
(m1, ..., 7p), exists satisfying the following criteria:



1. dg(u,u) = dg=(m(u), m(u')),
2. wv € E(G) implies w(u)m(v) € E(G*) and wg(uv) = we= (m(u)7(v)),
3. every vertex in G is in the image of m;, 1 <1i < n, and
4. every edge u;v; in G} equals m;(u)m;(v) for some uv € E(G)
then we say the set {G7,...,G} } is a pseudofactorization of G and refer to each G as a pseudofactor.

A graph G is irreducible if all its pseudofactorizations include itself as a pseudofactor. A pseudofactorization
into irreducible graphs is called an irreducible pseudofactorization. For convenience, we assume that a
pseudofactorization does not include K, except when G = K.

Informally, the definition of pseudofactorization requires both that G be isometrically embeddable into G*
and that edges be preserved within this embedding. This second condition is a natural one for manipulating
graph structures, but may be less applicable to other situations (e.g., finite metric spaces). The final two
conditions ensure that there are no unnecessary vertices and edges in the pseudofactors (or any graph would
be a pseudofactor of the graph in question, as G is an isometric subgraph of G x H for any graph H).

Sheridan et al. [25]] showed that an irreducible pseudofactorization of a weighted graph G is unique. This
pseudofactorization is called its canonical pseudofactorization, and the corresponding isometric embedding
implied by the first condition of Definition [2.2]is its canonical embedding. The authors used the Djokovi¢-
Winkler relation 6, which we restate here as has been defined elsewhere [[13]25]]. For a graph G, two edges
in the graph uv, ab € E(G) are related by 6 if and only if:

[da(u,a) — da(u,b)] — [da(v,a) — da(v,b)] # 0. 2)

We note that 8 is symmetric and reflexive. Let the equivalence relation 6 be the transitive closure of 6.

A constructive algorithm [25] proves the existence of the canonical pseudofactorization. This algorithm
creates exactly one canonical pseudofactor from each element of E(G)/ 0, the set of equivalence classes
under §. We make the following note about the canonical pseudofactors produced by this algorithm:

Theorem 2.3. Consider the canonical pseudofactorization of G, {G1,...,Gyp}, as constructed by Al-
gorithm 1 of [25]], and assume each G; was constructed from equivalence class E; € E(G)/ 0. Let
7 = (m1,...,Ty) be the canonical embedding of G into [[}_, G;. For u,v € V(G) and a path P from u to
v, let P; be the subsequence of edges in P that are in E;. Then there is a path in G; of length equal to the
sum of the edge weights in P;.

Proof. By inspection of Algorithm 1, two vertices connected by an edge not in E; will be identified in G ;.
Since  is an isometric embedding of G, wg(uv) = dg(u,v) = Y i_; dr,(u,v) = dr,(u,v), where the
final equality is because, by the previous sentence, all summands are zero except when 7 = j. As a result,
for each uv € P; there is a path from 7;(u) to ;(v) of length wg(uv). Any edges in P but not P; do not
change the value of ;. So adjacent edges in P; share an endpoint, and there is a path of length equal to the
sum of the edge weights in P;. O

Finally, we introduce the following notation for our discussions of Hamming graphs. If H is a Hamming
graph H, then V/(H) = ™, where ¥ is the alphabet and m the dimension of H, and distance in H is given
by the Hamming distance between pairs of vertices. H is a hypercube graph if |¥| = 2. For Hamming or



hypercube graph H, an isometric embedding n : V(G) — V(H), is a Hamming or hypercube embedding,
respectively. We use subscripts to refer to individual letters in the image of n = (1, ..., 7 ) or, equiva-
lently, 7 = 1 - - - 7. The indices [m] of n are its coordinates, where [m] is the first m positive integers,
and each 7;, 1 <17 < m, is a digit. Two for more embeddings 771, ...,n" of dimensions myq, ..., m, may
be concatenated, forming an embedding n = n'---n® =ni .. '77r1n1 SR HERRE LA

Two Hamming embeddings 7, n/ are equivalent if there exists a permutation o of the m coordinates and m
functions 3;, 1 < i < m, such that '(u) = B1(Ny(1)(u)) - - - Brn(Ne(m)(u)) for allu € V(G). A Hamming
embedding of G is unique if it is equivalent to all other Hamming embeddings of G. We assume there are no
unnecessary digits in n (i.e., every digit changes across some edge), which is analogous to our assumption
that K; is not used in any pseudofactorization.

For any two vertices u, v € V(G), we define the function D, as follows:

Dy (u,v) = {j € [m] : mj(u) # n;(v)}, 3)

noting that a graph G' with Hamming embedding 7 : V(G) — V(H) will have dg(u,v) = d,(u,v) =
| Dy, (u,v)|. When uv is an edge, we say that the digits indicated by D, (u,v) change across uv. We also
introduce a relation ~, which relates two coordinates of an embedding if both corresponding digits change
across any edge:

jvi = Juv € B(G),{j,j'} € Dy(u,v). C))
Let 4 be the transitive closure of . Since  is symmetric and reflexive, 7 is an equivalence relation.
A partition {n', ... n"} of an m-dimensional Himming embedding 7 is defined by a partition of its coor-
dinates [m], {J1, ..., J, }, with each 1’ equal to the projection of 7 onto the coordinates in .J;. Let [m]/4 be

the equivalence classes of [m] under 4. Then [m|/#4 defines a partition of 7, which we call its canonical par-
tition. This terminology is motivated by Theorem [3.2] which guarantees a bijection between the canonical
partition of 7 and the canonical pseudofactorization of G.

3 Structure of Hamming embeddings of weighted graphs

In this section, we begin by constructing a bijection between the canonical partition of any Hamming em-
bedding of GG and its set of canonical pseudofactors. This result is used to prove the two main findings of
the paper: Theorem which proves that the canonical partition of a Hamming embedding of G forms
a Hamming embedding for each canonical pseudofactor; and Theorem [3.4] which proves that G' permits a
Hamming embedding if and only if each of its pseudofactors also permits a Hamming embedding.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a weighted graph and n a Hamming embedding of G. Let uwv,u'v' € E(G), j €
Dy (u,v), and j' € Dy(u',v"). Then we have

wbu'v = jij.

Proof. To see that uv O u'v' = j4 j', observe that j # 7' implies that Dy, (u, v) and D, (u’,v") are disjoint.
Thus,

[dg(u, u') — dg(u, v')] - [dg(v, u') — dg(v,v')]
= Z [dns(u,u’) - dns(u,v’)} - [dns (v,u) — d, (U,’Ul)] =0

s€[m]



because each summand is nonzero only if both 7, (u) # ns(v) and ns(u') # ns(v'). So 75" = uvfu'v'
and uv O u'v' = j 4 j'. If instead uv 6 u'v’ then some sequence of edges (e;)!_; satisifesuv ey 6 ---0e 0 u'v’,
and the transitivity of 4 implies j 4 7.

To prove j 4 j = wv §u'v', let S = Dy (u,v) N D, (u',v'), the set of all coordinates that change across both
uv and u'v’. We prove the statement in two cases:

Case 1 (|S| > 0): Consider any path P with ! edges, beginning with uv and ending with u'v', 1> 2. We
show by induction on [ that |S| > 0 = wv fu'v'. As a base case, consider | = 2 and without loss of
generality let P = (u,v = u/,v’). As above, we consider

[dn(u, u') — dn(u,v’)] — [dn(v, u') — dy (v, U/)]
= > [dy.(u, ) = dy (u, )] = [dy, (0,0) = dy, (v,0)]

seS

with the sum restricted to coordinates s € S for which the summand is nonzero. Because v = /,
ns(v) = ns(u’), so dp, (v,v') = 0 and d,, (u,u’) = d,,(v,v") = 1. Thus, each summand is at
least +1 and the summation is at least +|S| and |S| > 0 = wv@u/v'. Now, consider the case
I >2and P = (up = u,ug = v,...,u—1 = u',uy = ). If every edge u;—qu;, 1 < i < I,
has S and D, (u;—1,u;) disjoint, then 7,(v) = ns(u’) for all s € S and as in the base case we
have |S| > 0 = wv O u'v'. If some edge u;_1u; has S and D, (u;—1,u;) not disjoint, then consider
the subpaths P, = (ug,u1,...,u;) and Py = (uj—1,u;,...,u;), with l1 and [y edges, respectively.
Clearly 2 < ly,lo < I, so by 1nduct10n we conclude that uv 9 wi—qu; O UV

Case 2 (|S| = 0): We are given j 9 j', so construct a sequence of coordinates jo = j,...,j; = j’ such that
Ji—17vgi forall 1 < ¢ < [. For each pair of coordinates j;_1, ]l there is some edge e; across which
both n;,_, and 7;, change. By Case 1, we have uv 961, el 0u'v ' and e;_1 0 e; for 1 < ¢ < [. Thus,

wv @ u'v' as desired.

O]

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a weighted graph and n an m-dimensional Hamming embedding of G. Then there is
a bijection between E(G) /0 and [m] /4. It follows that there is a natural bijection from the set of canonical
pseudofactors of G to the canonical partition of .

Proof. We first construct a bijection from E(G)/0 to [m]/4. Let [uv]; € E(G)/0 contain uv € E(G) and
[j]5 € [m]/4 contain j € [m]. Then we consider the mapping f> : [uv]; — [j]; where j € Dy(u,v).

By Lemma f2 is injective because for j € Dy(u,v) and j° € D,(u/,v'), fg([uv] ) = fg([ v'];)
implies [j]5 = [j']5. s0 j % 5’ and thus uv Gu'v'. fs is surjective because each digit of 77 changes over some
edge. This proves the first assertion of the theorem. For the second assertion, we use the bijection between
E(G)/0 and the canonical pseudofactorization (see Section [2) that takes each G to the E; € E(G)/0 that
was used to construct it, where {G1, . .., Gy} is the canonical pseudofactorization. We also have a bijection
f3 from [m]/#4 to the canonical partition of 7, since the elements of [m]/4 were used to form that partition.
Thus, the mapping f = f3 o fa o f1 is a bijection from the canonical pseudofactors of G to the canonical
partition of 7. O



Theorem 3.3. Let weighted graph G have canonical pseudofactors G1, . . . ,Gp, with7 : V(G) — V([ i~,)
the canonical embedding of G. Let n) be an m-dimensional Hamming embedding of G with canonical par-
tition nt, ..., n". Assume without loss of generality that the natural bijection of Theorem maps G to
0 for each i,1 < i < n. Then there is an embedding 7" implied by ' = 7" o 7;, which is a Hamming
embedding of G; for eachi,1 <1i < n.

Proof. For convenience, let 1 = (my,...,m,), so that the 7; are embeddings of G into each canonical
pseudofactor.

Fix any two vertices u, v € V(&) and consider a shortest path P from u to v. For each pseudofactor G;, let
E; be the equivalence class under 0 from which G; was generated and let ¢; be the sum of the edge weights
for edges along P that are in E;. By Theorem [2.3] P implies a path in G; of length ¢;, each d, (u,v) < ¢;.
Further, each edge along P contributes to exactly one ¢;, so we have

n

dg(u,v) = z":Ci = de(uvv)a
i=1 i=1

where the second equality is due to the fact that 7 is an isometric embedding. Thus each dr, (u,v) = ¢;.
Now take 7, for which we know, based on the construction of Theorem that w (e) digits change across
any edge e € E; and no digits change across any other edge. Then d, i (u,v) < ¢;. In fact, we have

dg(U, U) = Z G = Z dni(ua U)a
=1 =1

where again the second equality is because 7 is an isometric embedding. As before, this implies that

dpi(u,v) = ¢;. Thus, d,i(u,v) = dx, (u,v) as desired.

We construct a Himming embedding 7* for G; that satisfies ° = 7 o ;. 7; is not unambiguously invertible
because multiple nodes in V' (G') may map to the same u; in G;. However, we may let 7; ' : V(G;) — V(G)
map u; € V(G;) to any u € V(G) such that m;(u) = u;. Let7i’ = i’ o 7, *. Then for u;,v; € V(G;)
such that 7; ' (u;) = wand m; " (v;) = v, 7 (u;) = n'(m;  (w;)) = n'(w), and so dz (u;,v;) = dyi(u,v) =
dr, (u,v) = dg, (mi(u), m(v)) = dg, (ui, v;). Thus, i7" is a Hamming embedding of G;. O

Theorem 3.4. Let G be a minimal graph with canonical pseudofactors G1, . .., Gn. Then G is Hamming
embeddable if and only if each G; is Hamming embeddable.

Proof. Letn : V(G) — [, V(G,) be the canonical embedding of G, with 7 = (m1,..., 7).

If G is Hamming embeddable then by Theorem [3.3]we may construct Hamming embeddings of each pseud-
ofactor.

If every pseudofactor is Hamming embeddable, then let 77° be a Hamming embedding for pseudofactor G;.
Let n' = 7' o m;. If mi(u) = u; and m;(v) = v, we have n'(u) = 7' (mi(u)) = 7' (us), 50 dyi(u,v) =
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dgi (ui, v;) = dg, (u;, v;). So we may concatenate the n® to form 7 such that

v) =Y dyi(u,v) (5)
=1

= dg,(ui,v) ©)

=dg(u,v) (7

where the final equality is due to the fact that 7 is an isometric embedding of G into [[?"_; G;. Thus, 1 is a
Hamming embedding of G. U

Corollary 3.5. A weighted graph G is hypercube embeddable if and only if each of its canonical pseudo-
factors is hypercube embeddable.

Proof. If GG has a hypercube embedding 7, then each element of the canonical partition of 7 is also a
hypercube embedding. Thus each canonical pseudofactor of G is hypercube embeddable because it has a
hypercube embedding formed from an element of the canonical partition of 7. Conversely, if each canonical
pseudofactor of G has a hypercube embedding, these may be concatenated to form a hypercube embedding
of G. O

Corollary 3.6. Given a weighted graph G, the number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings of G is
the product of the number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings of each of its pseudofactors. Similarly,
the number of non-equivalent hypercube embeddings of G is the product of the number of non-equivalent
hypercube embeddings of each of its pseudofactors.

Proof. Let 7 be the canonical embedding of G, 7 : V(G) — V([[;-, Gi), and 7 = (m1,..., my).

Take any two non-equivalent Hamming embeddings 1) and ¢ of G. Each element 7’ of the canonical partition
of 7 corresponds to a Hamming embedding 7' of Gy, with n® = 7% o 7;. This is similarly true of (. Now if,
forall 1 < < n, 7" is equivalent to ¢’, then each 77" can be made identical to ¢’ by permuting coordinates
and coordinate values. Because 7' = 7' o m; and (' = (' o 7, this implies that ) can be made identical
to ¢ by the same process, so 7 and ¢ are equivalent. Thus, non-equivalent 7 and ¢ must have some 7’ not
equivalent to (. That is, any non-equivalent 7 and ¢ will correspond to Hamming embeddings of the G;
that are distinct under equivalence, so the product of the number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings
of the G; is at least the number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings of G.

Now let 77!, ..., 7" and 1, ..., (" be such that each 77" and (' are Hamming embeddings of G;. Let ' =
7' om and ¢* = (' o 7, and consider the concatenations of the ° and the ¢!, = n'---9" and ¢ =
¢t-..¢™. Note that n and ¢ form Hamming embeddings of G. If 1 and ( are equivalent, then 1 may be
made identical to ( by permuting coordinates and coordinate values. Note that any such permutation must
map each coordinate in 7’ to a coordinate in ¢?, because the corresponding digits necessarily change across
the same edges This allows the permutation from 7 to ¢ to be decomposed into permutatlons from 71" to
(%, so each 7 and C’ must be equivalent. From this, we conclude that, for any 1 < i < n, if 7 and (* are
not equivalent then their corresponding 7 and ( generated by the above process are also not equivalent. This
indicates that the number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings of G is not less than the product of the
number of non-equivalent Hamming embeddings of the GG;. This completes the proof.
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This can be proven identically for counting hypercube embeddings, noting that if 7 and ¢ are hypercube
embeddings then each element of their canonical partitions is also a hypercube embedding. O

4 Conclusion

Weighted graphs are capable of representing a much richer variety of structures than unweighted graphs.
Yet the added complexity of weighted graphs has made it difficult to develop a unified, general theory for
understanding isometric embeddings of weighted graphs into various destination graphs of interest, such as
unweighted Hamming graphs. Here, we have expanded our understanding of isometric embeddings by re-
lating the pseudofactorization of a minimal weighted graph to its Hamming embeddings, proving that every
Hamming embedding is simply a concatenation (or equivalent to a concatenation) of Hamming embed-
dings for each pseudofactor. Although a polynomial-time algorithm for deciding hypercube embeddability
is unlikely to exist [6, [17, 2]], this eases the task of finding Hamming embeddings, and of proving their
non-existence, in cases where the graph has multiple non-trivial pseudofactors. Future work may further
characterize the classes of graphs for which we can decide Hamming or hypercube embeddability in poly-
nomial time.

We hope this work also spurs investigation into isometric embeddings of weighted graphs into arbitrary
unweighted Cartesian graph products, as opposed to Hamming graphs specifically. In the context of Ham-
ming embeddable graphs, our results imply a hierarchical decomposition of a minimal weighted graph into
a Cartesian graph product, whereby a graph may be decomposed first into a Cartesian product of weighted
pseudofactors and then each pseudofactor may be individually decomposed into a Cartesian product of (un-
weighted) complete graphs. An intuitive extension beyond Hamming graphs would be to establish a similar
hierarchy for all isometric embeddings of minimal weighted graphs. Such a hierarchy would be an appealing
and exciting result, but remains to be proven.

Acknowledgments

M.B. and J.B. were supported by the Office of Naval Research (N00014-21-1-4013), the Army Research Of-
fice (ICB Subaward KK1954), and the National Science Foundation (CBET-1729397 and OAC-1940231).
M.B., J.B., and K.S. were supported by the National Science Foundation (CCF-1956054). Additional fund-
ing to J.B. was provided through a National Science Foundation Graduate Research Fellowship (grant no.
1122374). A.C. was supported by a Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada Discov-
ery Grant. V.V.W. was supported by the National Science Foundation (CAREER Award 1651838 and grants
CCF-2129139 and CCF-1909429), the Binational Science Foundation (BSF:2012338), a Google Research
Fellowship, and a Sloan Research Fellowship.

Declarations of Interest

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

12



References

[1] Yaron E Antebi, James M Linton, Heidi Klumpe, Bogdan Bintu, Mengsha Gong, Christina Su, Reed
McCardell, and Michael B Elowitz. Combinatorial signal perception in the BMP pathway. Cell,
170(6):1184-1196, 2017.

[2] David Avis and Michel Deza. The cut cone, ! embeddability, complexity, and multicommodity flows.
Networks, 21:6:183-198, 10 1991.

[3] Eric B Baum. Building an associative memory vastly larger than the brain. Science, 268(5210):583—
585, 1995.

[4] Callista Bee, Yuan-Jyue Chen, Melissa Queen, David Ward, Xiaomeng Liu, Lee Organick, Georg
Seelig, Karin Strauss, and Luis Ceze. Molecular-level similarity search brings computing to DNA data
storage. Nature communications, 12(1):1-9, 2021.

[5] Kevin M Cherry and Lulu Qian. Scaling up molecular pattern recognition with DNA-based winner-
take-all neural networks. Nature, 559(7714):370-376, 2018.

[6] V. Chvital. Recognizing intersection patterns. Annals of Discrete Mathematics, 8:249-252, 1980.
[71 M. Deza and M. Laurent. ¢;-rigid graphs. Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics, 3:153-175, 1994,

[8] D Z Djokovié. Distance-preserving subgraphs of hypercubes. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series
B, 14(3):263-267, 1973.

[9] Manfred Eigen and Ruthild Winkler-Oswatitsch. Transfer-RNA: the early adaptor. Naturwis-
senschaften, 68(5):217-228, 1981.

[10] Tomas Feder. Product graph representations. Journal of Graph Theory, 16:5:467-488, 1992.
[11] VV Firsov. Isometric embedding of a graph in a boolean cube. Cybernetics, 1(6):112-113, 1965.

[12] Ronald L Graham and Henry O Pollak. On the addressing problem for loop switching. The Bell System
Technical Journal, 50(8):2495-2519, 1971.

[13] Ronald L Graham and Peter M Winkler. On isometric embeddings of graphs. Transactions of the
American Mathematical Society, 288(2):527-536, 1985.

[14] Wilfried Imrich and Sandi KlavZar. On the complexity of recognizing Hamming graphs and related
classes of graphs. European Journal of Combinatorics, 17:209-221, 1996.

[15] Wilfried Imrich and Iztok Peterin. Recognizing Cartesian products in linear time. Discrete Mathemat-
ics, 307:472-483, 02 2007.

[16] Wilfried Imrich, JMS Simoes Pereira, and Christina M Zamfirescu. On optimal embeddings of metrics
in graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B, 36(1):1-15, 1984.

[17] Alexander Karzanov. Metrics and undirected cuts. Mathematical Programming, 32:183-198, 02 1985.

[18] W. H. Kautz. Unit-distance error-checking codes. IRE Transactions on Electronic Computers, EC-
7(2):179-180, 1958.

13



[19] M Laurent and MM Deza. Variety of hypercube embeddings of the equidistant metric and designs.
Journal of Combinatorics, Information and System Sciences, 18:293-320, 1993.

[20] Monique Laurent. Hypercube embedding of distances with few values. In Helene Barcelo and Gil
Kalai, editors, Contemporary Mathematics, volume 178, pages 179-207, Providence, Rhode Island, 7
1993. Jerusalem Combinatorics 93, American Mathematical Society.

[21] Tomas Malinauskas and E Yvonne Jones. Extracellular modulators of Wnt signalling. Current opinion
in structural biology, 29:77-84, 2014.

[22] Andrew Neel and Max Garzon. Semantic retrieval in DNA-based memories with Gibbs energy models.
Biotechnology progress, 22(1):86-90, 2006.

[23] Lulu Qian and Erik Winfree. Scaling up digital circuit computation with DNA strand displacement
cascades. Science, 332(6034):1196-1201, 2011.

[24] Lulu Qian, Erik Winfree, and Jehoshua Bruck. Neural network computation with DNA strand dis-
placement cascades. Nature, 475(7356):368-372, 2011.

[25] Kristin Sheridan, Joseph Berleant, Anne Condon, Virginia Vassilevska Williams, and Mark Bathe.
Factorization and pseudofactorization of weighted graphs. arXiv, 2021.

[26] Francesca L Short, Tim R Blower, and George PC Salmond. A promiscuous antitoxin of bacteriophage
T4 ensures successful viral replication. Molecular microbiology, 83(4):665-668, 2012.

[27] S. V. Shpectorov. On scale embeddings of graphs into hypercubes. Eur. J. Comb., 14(2):117-130,
March 1993.

[28] Imrich Wilfried, Sandi Klavzar, and Aleksander Vesel. Recognizing halved cubes in a constant time
per edge. European Journal of Combinatorics, 16:6:617-621, 11 1995.

[29] Elke Wilkeit. Isometric embeddings in Hamming graphs. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series B,
50(2):179-197, 1990.

[30] Peter M Winkler. Isometric embedding in products of complete graphs. Discrete Applied Mathematics,
7(2):221-225, 1984.

[31] David Yu Zhang and Georg Seelig. Dynamic DNA nanotechnology using strand-displacement reac-
tions. Nature chemistry, 3(2):103-113, 2011.

[32] Ling Zhu, Jared D Sharp, Hiroshi Kobayashi, Nancy A Woychik, and Masayori Inouye. Noncog-
nate Mycobacterium tuberculosis toxin-antitoxins can physically and functionally interact. Journal of
Biological Chemistry, 285(51):39732-39738, 2010.

14



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Prior work
	1.1.1 Pseudofactorization of graphs
	1.1.2 Isometric embeddings of graphs into hypercubes and Hamming graphs

	1.2 Our results

	2 Preliminaries 
	3 Structure of Hamming embeddings of weighted graphs 
	4 Conclusion

