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Gallai-like characterization of strong cocomparability graphs
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Abstract

Strong cocomparability graphs are the reflexive graphs whose adjacency matrix can be
rearranged by a simultaneous row and column permutation to avoid the submatrix with rows
01,10. Strong cocomparability graphs form a subclass of cocomparability graphs (i.e., the
complements of comparability graphs) and can be recognized in polynomial time. In his
seminal paper, Gallai characterized cocomparability graphs in terms of a forbidden structure
called asteroids. Gallai proved that cocomparability graphs are precisely those reflexive
graphs which do not contain asteroids.

In this paper, we give a characterization of strong cocomparability graphs which is analo-
gous to Gallai’s characterization for cocomparability graphs. We prove that strong cocompa-
rability graphs are precisely those reflexive graphs which do not contain weak edge-asteroids
(a weaker version of asteroids). Our characterization also leads to a polynomial time recog-
nition algorithm for strong cocomparability graphs.

Key words: Comparability graph, cocomparability graph, strong cocomparability graph, aster-
oid, edge-asteroid, weak edge-asteroid, Gallai-like characterization, polynomial time recognition
algorithm.

1 Introduction

Comparability graphs are a popular and much studied class of graphs [10} 1T}, 12, 13| [14] [16]
[I7,25]. They are the graphs that represent the comparability relation of partial orders [26] and
have been used for the study of optimized compound samples for structure-activity correlations
of chemical compounds [3].

Specifically, a graph G is a comparability graph if it has a transitive orientation, that is,
the edges of G can be oriented in such a way that for any three vertices x,y, z in the resulting
oriented graph, if xy,yz are arcs then zz is also an arc. The complements of comparability
graphs are called cocomparability graphs, cf. [14].

Cocomparability graphs have a characteristic ordering property, that is, a graph is a co-
comparability graph if and only if it has a vertex ordering < such that for any three vertices
T <y < z, if xz is an edge then at least one of zy,yz is an edge of the graph. Such a vertex
ordering is called a cocomparability ordering.
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Typically, cocomparability graphs are considered to be reflezive (i.e., every vertex is adjacent
to itself). Thus the adjacency matrix of a cocomparability graph has 1’s on the main diagonal.
Cocomparability graphs can also be equivalently defined in term of the existence of symmetric
orderings of their adjacency matrices which do not contain a single matrix in specified positions.

Let M be a symmetric 0, 1-matrix having 1’s on the main diagonal. A symmetric ordering of
M is a matrix obtained from M by simultaneously permuting the rows and columns. Clearly, a
symmetric ordering of a symmetric matrix is again symmetric. Suppose that M is the adjacency
matrix of graph G. Since M has 1’s on the main diagonal, G is reflexive. Any vertex ordering
of G corresponds to a symmetric ordering of M, that is, permuting the rows and columns of M
according to the vertex ordering of G. In particular, a cocomparability ordering of G corresponds

to a symmetric ordering of M which does not contain [ as a submatrix with either 1 entry

10
sitting on the main diagonal. In fact, cocomparability graphs are precisely those reflexive graphs
whose adjacency matrices have such orderings.

A reflexive graph is called a strong cocomparability graph if its adjacency matrix has a
symmetric ordering which does not contain [(1) (1)} as a submatrix [I8]. It follows from the

definition that every strong cocomparability graph is a cocomparability graph. Both cocom-
parability graphs and strong cocomparability graphs are related to interval graphs. According
to Gilmore and Hoffman [12], an interval graph if and only if it is both a chordal graph and a
cocomparability graph. It is proved in [I§] that a graph is an interval graph if and only if it is
both a strongly chordal graph and a strong cocomparability graph.

Following [I8, 19], we call the matrix [(1) (1)] the Slash matriz. A symmetric ordering of

M that does not contain the Slash matrix as a submatrix is called a symmetric Slash-free
ordering of M. Thus a reflexive graph is a strong cocomparability graph if and only if its
adjacency matrix has a symmetric Slash-free ordering. The vertex ordering of a reflexive graph
which corresponds to a symmetric Slash-free ordering of its adjacency matrix is called a strong
cocomparability ordering of the graph.

There is an elegant characterization of cocomparability graphs given by Gallai [10]. An
asteroid in a graph is a set of vertices xg,z1,...,To such that for each i =0,1,...,2k, there is
a walk connecting z;1x and x; ;.1 which does not contain any neighbour of x; (subscripts are
modulo 2k + 1). Gallai [10] proved the following:

Theorem 1. [10] A reflexive graph is a cocompoarability graph if and only if it does not
contain an asteroid. [

An asteroid consisting of three vertices is called an asteroidal triple. Lekkerkerker and Boland
[22] proved that a graph is an interval graph if and only if it is a chordal graph that does not
contain an asteroidal triple. Graphs which do not contain asteroidal triples are studied in
[2, 4 5, [6] 7]

There is also an edge version of asteroids defined in [9]. An edge-asteroid in a graph is a set of
edges Toyo, T1Y1, - - - , TokYok Such that for each ¢ = 0,1, ..., 2k, there is a walk that begins with
the edge z;xy;+r and ends with the edge x;11+1Yi1k+1 such that neither x; nor y; is adjacent
to a vertex in the walk (subscripts are modulo 2k + 1). Bipartite graphs which do not contain
edge-asteroids are known as cocomparability bigraphs and studied in [19]. It is shown in [9] that



a bipartite graph is an interval containment bigraph if and only if it is both a chordal bigraph
and a cocomparability graph, cf. also [21]. Note that an asteroid is a special edge-asteroid where
each edge is a loop (that is, x; = y; for each : =0,1,...,2k).

In this paper, we introduce the concept of weak edge-asteroids (see Section [2 for the def-
inition). Weak edge-asteroids are a weaker version of edge-asteroids in the sense that each
edge-asteroid (and hence each asteroid) is a weak edge-asteroid. We will prove the following:

Theorem 2. A reflexive graph is a strong cocomparability graph if and only if it does not

contain a weak edge-asteroid.

Strong cocomparability graphs can be recognized in polynomial time [I8]. We will show that
Theorem [] also leads to a polynomial time recognition algorithm for strong cocomparability
graphs.

2 Weak edge-asteroids and strong cocomparability graphs

The concept of weak edge-asteroids, to be defined in this section, stems from a “forcing” relation
on the set of all ordered pairs of distinct vertices in a graph.

Let G be a reflexive graph with vertex V(G) and edge set F(G). Note that E(G) includes
all loops vv, v € V(G). Denote by Z(G) the set of ordered pairs (u,v) of distinct vertices of
G. For (u,v),(uw,v") € Z(G), we say that (u,v) forces (u/,v"), denoted by (u,v)A(u',v"), if
u=1v" and v =" or wu/,vv’ € E(G) and wv',vu’ ¢ E(G). Clearly, (u,v)A(u',v’) if and only if
(v, u)A(v, o).

Proposition 3. [18] Let G be a reflexive graph. Then the following statements hold.

1. If abe is an induced Py in G, then (a,b)A(c,b).

2. If abed is an induced Py in G, then (a,c)A(a,d)A(b,d)A(a,d)A(b, c).

3. If abed is an induced Cy in G, then (a,d)A(b,c). O
We say that (u,v) implies (u’,v"), denoted by (u,v) ~ (u',v"), if there exist walks ujus . .. uy

and v1vy ... v in G where (u1,v1) = (u,v) and (ug,vx) = (u/,v") such that (u;, v;)A(wit1,vi41)
for each i =1,2,...,k — 1. It is easy to verify that ~ is an equivalence relation on Z(G).

An invertible pair in G is a pair of distinct vertices u,v such that (u,v) ~ (v,u).
Theorem 4. [18] A reflexive graph is a strong cocomparability graph if and only if it does

not an invertible pair. [l

Let G be a reflexive graph and uu’,vv’ be edges of G with {u,u'} N {v,v'} = 0. Note that
the edges of G include all loops. We say that uu’ avoids vv’ if one of the following holds:

e u=1u,v="1",and wv ¢ E(Q);
e u=u,v#V, uv ¢ E(G), and w'’ ¢ E(Q);



e utu,v=1,uv ¢ E(G), and w’ ¢ E(Q);

o uZu, v#v, and {u,u,v,v'} induces a 2K5, a Py, or a Cy in G.

It is clear from the definition that if uu’ avoids vv’ then vv’ avoids uu’. Also observe that uu/
avoiding vv’ is equivalent to the property that each of u and «’ has a non-neighbour in {v,v'}
and each of v and v" has a non-neighbour in {u,’}. This observation will be used in the proof
of Theorem [7

We say that an edge avoids a walk (with at least one edge) in G if it avoids every edge of
the walk.

Lemma 5. Let G be a reflexive graph. Suppose that an edge vv' avoids a walk uguy . . . uy
where t > 1 in G. Then the following statements hold:

1. If neither {ug,u1,v,v'} nor {us_1,us,v,v'} induces a Cy, then for any x € {v,v'} and
Yy € {v7v/}7 (u07x) ~ (ut7y)'

2. If {ug,u1,v,v'} induces a Cy and {us—1,us,v,v'} does not induce a Cy, then for any y €
{v,v'}, (ug,z) ~ (ut,y) where x is the unique vertex in {v,v'} with upxr € E(G).

3. If {ug,u1,v,v'} and {us_1,us,v,0'} each induces a Cy, then (ug,x) ~ (ug,y) where x is
the unique vertex in {v,v'} with upr € E(G) and y is the unique vertez in {v,v'} with
wy € E(G).

Proof: If v =/ (i.e., v’ is a loop), then neither {ug,u1,v,v'} nor {us_1,us,v,v'} induces
a C4, that is, only Statement 1 applies. Since vv’ avoids every edge of the walk, vu; ¢ F(G) for
each i. By Proposition Bl (ug, v)A(u1,v)A--- Aug, v) so (ug,v) ~ (ug,v) and Statement 1 holds.
Therefore we may assume that v # v'. We prove that the statements hold by induction on ¢.

Consider first the base case t = 1. Note that {ug, u1,v,v'} = {us_1,u, v,0'}. I ug = uy (i.e.,
uouy is a loop), then {ug, ui,v,v'} does not induce a Cy (and hence only Statement 1 applies).
Since vv’ avoids uguy, ugv,ugv’ ¢ E(G). By Proposition Bl (ug,v) ~ (ug,v’) so Statement 1
holds. If ug # w1, then {ug, u1,v,v'} induces a 2K5, a Py, or a Cy. In the case when {ug,uq,v,v'}
induces a 2Ky or a P4, only Statement 1 applies. It follows from Proposition [] that for any
xz € {v,v'} and y € {v,v'}, (ug, ) ~ (u1,y). Thus Statement 1 holds. On the other hand, when
{ug, u1,v,v'} induces a Cy, only Statement 3 applies. Either uguiv'v or uguivv’ is an induced
Cy. By Proposition B, (ug,v) ~ (u1,v’) if uguyv'v is an induced Cy, and (ug,v’) ~ (uq,v) if
upuivv’ is an induced C4. Hence Statement 3 holds. Therefore the statements hold for the base
case t = 1. Assume now that ¢ > 2 and the statements hold for any walk of length less than t¢.

Suppose first that neither {ug, u1,v,v’'} nor {us_1,us, v,v'} induces a Cy. Let z be the unique
vertex in {v,v'} with u;_12z € E(Q) if {u;—2,u;—1,v,v’'} induces a Cy; otherwise let z be any
vertex in {v,v'}. By the inductive hypothesis, for any =z € {v,v'}, (ug,z) ~ (us_1,2). Since
{u¢—1,us, v,v'} does not induce a Cy, by considering the walk u;—1u; and the inductive hypothesis
(ug—1,2) ~ (ug,y) for any y € {v,v'}. Hence for any x € {v,v’'} and y € {v,v'}, (ug,z) ~ (ut,y).

Suppose next that {ug,u1,v,v'} induces a Cy and {u;_1,us,v,v'} does not induce a Cy.
Let z be the unique vertex in {v,v'} with ugz € E(G). Let z be the unique vertex in {v,v’}
with w12 € E(G) if {us—2,us—1,v,v"} induces a Cy; otherwise let z be any vertex in {v,v'}.



By the inductive hypothesis, (ug,z) ~ (u¢—1,2). Since {us_1,us,v,v'} does not induce a Cy,
(w—1,2) ~ (ug,y) for any y € {v,v'}. Hence for any y € {v,v'}, (uo, ) ~ (ur, ).

Finally, suppose that {ug,u1,v,v'} and {us—1,us,v,0'} each induces a Cy. Let x be the
unique vertex in {v,v’'} with upz € E(G) and y be the unique vertex in {v,v'} with u,y € E(G).
Let z be the the vertex in {v,v'} distinct from y. Note that w1z € E(G); in particular if
{ut—g,us—1,v,v'} induces a Cy then z is the unique vertex in {v,v'} with w;_12 € E(G). By
inductive hypothesis, (ug, x) ~ (u;—1,2) and (us—1,2) ~ (ut,y). Therefore (ug,x) ~ (ug,y). O

A weak edge-asteroid in a graph G is a set of edges zgyo, T1Y1,- .., Toryor such that for
each i = 0,1,...,2k, x;y; avoids a walk that begins with x;11y;+% and ends with 2,4 k+1Yi+k+1
(subscripts are modulo 2k + 1).

Theorem 6. A reflexive graph G contains an invertible pair if and only if it contains a weak
edge-asteroid.

Proof: Suppose that zoyo, z1y1, ..., Torysr form a weak edge-asteroid in G (as defined
above). For each i =0,1,...,2k, let u; € {x;,y;} and v;1x € {x;1k, yirx} be arbitrarily chosen,
except when {x;, yi, Tivk, Yivk } induces a Cy, u;v; 4k is an edge of the induced Cy. We may assume
without loss of generality that the walk that begins with x; 4 xy; 1 and ends with ;g1 41 (in
the definition of a weak edge-asteroid) has the first vertex v;,j and the last vertex w;,11. This
can be realized by adding v;y to the begining of the walk and ;111 to the end of the walk if
necessary. Thus, by Lemma Bl (u;, vi1k) ~ (vi, wirk+1) ~ (Uit1,virgs1) for each i =0,1,...,2k.
Hence

(w0, vk) ~ (Vo; tpg1) ~ (U1, V1) ~ (U1, Upg2) ~ (uz, Vi) ~ -+~ (uk, var) ~ (vk, o)
which means that ug, vy are an invertible pair in G.
Conversely, suppose that u,v are an invertible pair in G certified by the sequence
(u,v) = (wo, ug) Aug, wgrq)A - Aug—1, uge—1)A(v,u).

When t is odd, uo;ue; 41 avoids every edge in the walk uo; s 1U9;4ttojis11u2; 1449 for each 0 <
i <t — 1 (subscripts are modulo 2t). Hence the edges uguz;i+1, 0 < i < t — 1, form a weak
edge-asteroid in G. When t is even, u;u;11 avoids every edge in the walk w; ¢ 1u;yst;1441 for
each 0 < i <t—2, us_1us avoids every edge in the walk uor_ouor_1ugui, and w;u; 1 avoids every
edge in the walk w;_yu; ¢+ 1u;—y9 for each ¢ < ¢ < 2t —2. Hence the edges uw;u;y1, 0 < ¢ < 2t —2
form a weak edge-asteroid in G. O

Theorem 2] now follows immediately from Theorems [ and [6l

As a byproduct, we show that Theorem [2]leads to a polynomial time recognition algorithm
for strong cocomparability graphs.

Let G be a reflexive graph. Define the avoidance graph G* of G as follows: The vertex set
of G* is E(G) and two vertices e, f of G* are adjacent if e, f avoids each other in G.

Theorem 7. Let G be a reflexive graph. Then G is a strong cocomparability graph if and
only if G* is a comparability graph.

Proof: In view of Theor@s @ and 2] it suffices to show that G has a weak edge-asteroid if
and only if the complement G* of G* has an asteroid.



Suppose first that G has a weak edge-asteroid consisting of edges ey, eq,...,eq. We claim
that eg, e, ..., e form an asteroid in G*. Since eq, eq, ..., eq; form a weak edge-asteroid in G,
e; avoids a walk W; begins with e;1; and ends with e;1 ;11 for each ¢ = 0,1,...,2k. For any
edge f in W;, since e; avoids f in G, e; is not adjacent to f in G*. For any two pair consecutive
edges f, f' in W;, since f, f’ share a vertex in GG, by definition they do not avoid and hence they
are adjacent in G*. Hence the the edges of W; form a walk in G* connecting etk and €4 gy

that contains no neighbour of e;. Therefore e, eq, ..., e form an asteroid in G*.
Conversely, suppose that G* has an asteroid consisting of vertices eg,eq,...,es. Denote
e; = x;y; for each ¢ = 0,1,...,2k where x;,y; are vertices in G. Since eg,eq,...,eq form an

asteroid in G*, there is a walk W/ connecting e;; and e; 4511 in G* that contains no neighbour
of e; for each i = 0,1,...,2k. We show that W/ can be modified to a walk in G that begins with
Ti+kYi+k and ends with ;4 p419i1x+1, and is avoided by z;y;. Consider a pair of consecutive
vertices e, f in W/. Denote e = wu' and f = vv’ where u,u/,v,v" are vertices of G. Since e
and f are adjacent in G*, they do not avoid each other in G. Thus some vertex in {u,u'} is
adjacent to both v,v" or some vertex in {v,v'} is adjacent to both u,u’ in G. Without loss of
generality assume that v is adjacent to both u,u’ in G. We claim that at least one of uv,u'v
avoids z;y;. Since e; = z;y; is not adjacent to e = uu’ or f = vv’ in G* (by definition of an
asteroid), x;y; avoids both wu’ and vv’ in G. Hence none of u,u’, v is adjacent to both z;,y; in
G. If x;y; avoids neither of uv,u'v, then some vertex a € {z;,y;} is adjacent to both u,v and
some vertex b € {z;,y;} is adjacent to both u/,v in G. When a = b, a is adjacent to both u, v/,
which contradicts the fact that x;y; avoids uu’; when a # b, v is adjacent to both x;,;, which
contradicts the fact x;y; avoids vv’. Hence x;y; must avoids at least one of uv,v'v in G. That
is, there always exists an edge g with one endvertex in {u,u’'} and the other endvertex in {v, v’}
which avoids z;y; in G. To modify the walk W/, we add such an edge g between any consecutive
pair of edges e, f in W/ and if necessary repeat e or f to make sure that we obtain a walk in G.
The modified walk still begins with x;44y;+x and ends with x;4,+1Yi+%+1, in which every edge
avoids x;y;. This shows that xoyo, 1y1, . - -, Toryor form a weak edge-asteroid in G. O

In polynomial time one can construct avoidance graphs and check whether they are com-
parability graphs [24]. Thus Theorem [7] implies a polynomial recognition algorithm for strong
cocomparability graphs.

Corollary 8. [18] Strong cocomparability graphs can be recognized in polynomial time. [

3 Further remarks

For a graph G, let B(G) be the bipartite graph with vertex set {v/,v"” : v € V(G)} and edge
set {u'v”, v"v': wv € E(G)}. Note that when G is reflexive, v'v” is an edge of B(G) for each
vertex v of G.

A trampoline is a complete graph on k vertices ui,us,...,ur with k > 3, together with an
independent set of k vertices vy, ve, ..., v such that each v; is adjacent to u; and ;41 (and to
no other vertices). A chordal graph is strongly chordal if it does not contain a trampoline as an
induced subgraph [§].

Theorem 9. [8] A reflexive graph G is a strongly chordal graph if and only if B(G) is a
chordal bigraph. O



There is a nice comparason in terms of matrix orderings between strongly chordal graphs
and strong comparability graphs and similarly, between chordal bigraphs and cocomparability
graphs (see [I8] for the details). Strongly chordal graphs are the reflexive graphs whose adja-
cency matrices admit symmetric I'-free orderings [§]. Chordal bigraphs are the bigraphs whose
biadjacency matrices admit I'-free orderings [I], 20} 23], while cocomparability bigraphs are the
bigraphs whose biadjacency matrices have Slash-free orderings [19]. Nevertheless, a similar
equivalence as in Theorem [9 does not hold for strong cocomparability graphs.

Proposition 10. If G is a strong cocomparability graph, then B(G) is a cocomparability
bigraph.

Proof: Let M be the adjacency matrix of G. Then M is the biadjacency matrix of B(G).
If G is a strong cocomparability graph, then M has a symmetric Slash-free ordering. Hence
B(@) is a cocomparability bigraph. O

The converse of Proposition [I0] is however not true. For example, K33 is not a strong
cocomparability graph as it contains a weak edge-asteroid. On the other hand, B(K33) does
not contain an edge-asteroid so it is a cocomparability bigraph.

Farber [8] established yet another relationship between strongly chordal graphs and chordal
bigraphs. For a bigraph H, let H' be the reflexive graph obtained from H by completing one
colour class of H to a clique and adding a loop at each vertex.

Theorem 11. [§] A bigraph H is a chordal bigraph if and only if HY is a strongly chordal
graph. O

The following theorem assembles a similar relationship between strong cocomparability
graphs and cocomparability bigraphs. For a bigraph H, let H™T be the reflexive graph ob-
tained from H by completing both colour classes of H to cliques and adding a loop at each
vertex.

Theorem 12. A bigraph H is a cocomparability bigraph if and only if HTT is a strong
cocomparability graph.

Proof: Suppose that H is a cocomparability bigraph. Then the biadjacency matrix of H has
a Slash-free ordering N. The matrix [ ]\?T {ﬂ (where J is an all-ones matrix) is the adjacency

matrix of HT' and does not contain the Slash matrix as a submatrix. Hence H™ is a strong
cocomparability graph.

Conversely, suppose that H™ ™ is a strong cocomparability graph. Then the adjacency matrix
has a symmetric Slash-free ordering M. Deleting the rows that correspond to the vertices in
one colour class and columns that correspond to the vertices in the other colour class, we obtain
the biadjacency matrix of H which does not contain the Slash matrix as a submatrix. Hence
H is a cocomparability bigraph. O
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