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Abstract

We show that we can assume graphs that do not have the edge-Erdé&s-
Pésa property to be connected. Then we strengthen this result to 2-
connectivity under the additional assumptions of a minor-closed property
and a generic counterexample.

A class F has the edge-Erdds-Pésa property if there exists a function f :
N — R such that for every graph G and every integer k, there are k edge-
disjoint graphs in G each isomorphic to some graph in JF or there is an edge set
X C E(QG) of size at most f(k) meeting all subgraphs in G isomorphic to some
graph in F. The edge set X is called the hitting set. If we replace vertices with
edges in the above definition, that is, we look for a vertex hitting set or vertex-
disjoint graphs, then we obtain the vertex-Erdds-Pdsa property. The class F
that is studied in this paper arises from taking minors: For a fixed graph H, we
define the set

Fu ={G| H is a minor of G}.

In other words, Fp is the set of H-expansions. The vertex-Erd6s-Pdsa prop-
erty for Fg is well understood: Robertson and Seymour [1] proved that the class
Fr has the vertex-Erdés-Pdésa property if and only if H is planar. This implies
that the vertex-Erd6s-Podsa property is closed under taking minors, which in
turn implies that

If for a graph H the class Fy has the vertex-Erdds-Pdsa prop-
erty, then so does the class F¢ for every component C of H.

(1)

For the edge-Erdos-Pdsa property, it is not known whether it is minor-closed
or not, and it is not at all clear whether it should be. Thus, we tackle (1) for
the edge-Erd6s-Podsa property. We show that

Theorem 1. If for a graph H the class Fy has the edge-Erdds-Pdésa property,
then so does F¢ for every component C of H.

Interestingly, Robertson and Seymour proved their result about the vertex-
Erdés-Pésa property of planar graphs in two steps: First, they proved it for
every connected planar graph. In a second step, they lifted the connectivity
requirement. Thus Theorem 1 might also provide some help in verifying for
which graphs H the class g has the edge-Erdds-Pésa property. For example,
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it might help to prove that Fz does not have the edge-Erdds-Pésa property if
H has large treewidth (for larger or arbitrary maximum degree of H).

To this end, we also attempt a strengthening of Theorem 1 which allows us
to not only focus on connected, but 2-connected graphs H. This, however, is
not achieved in full generality, and we prove it only by imposing some additional
assumptions (see Theorem 3).

For a graph H, a connected graph G C H with at least one vertex v € V(G)
with dg(v) > 3 and an integer r € N, we define G* to be the following graph:
Starting with the empty graph, we add a copy of every vertex v € V(G) with
dg(v) > 3 to G*. For every non-trivial path P of length [ in G between two
vertices such vertices, we add r internally disjoint paths of length max{l,2}
between their corresponding copies in G*. Finally, for every path P of length
[ in G between a vertex u with dg(u) = 1, dg(u) < 2 and its closest vertex
v € V(G) with di(v) > 3, we add r paths of length [ which are disjoint except
for the copy of v. See Figure 1 for an example.

Figure 1: Construction of G*, with v € V(H) \ V(G).

Let us check that for every edge set X of size at most r—1, G* — X contains
a G-expansion. Every v € V(G) with dg(v) > 3 can be mapped to its copy
v’ € V(G*). Every u—v path between two such vertices can be mapped to one
of its copies in G* that is disjoint from X. For every vertex u € V(G) with
dg(u) = 1 and dy(u) < 2, there is vertex v € V(G) with dgy(v) > 3 that is
closest to u. Among all copies of the u—v path, we pick a copy P’ that is disjoint
from X and map P to P’ such that v is mapped to v'. The prerequisite of G
being connected and containing a vertex v with dg(v) > 3 implies that every
v € V(G) with dg(v) = di(v) = 2 lies on a path in G between vertices of degree
other than 2 in H, with at least one endvertex of the path having degree at least
3 in H. We conclude that the above mapping yields a G-expansion in G* — X.

For r > 3, the number of vertices of degree at least 3 in G* is the same as
the number of vertices v with dy(v) > 3 in G.

Remark 2. Let H be a connected graph for which Fg does not have the edge-
Erdés-Posa property. Then H contains vertices of degree at least 3.

Proof. Suppose H would only contain vertices of degree 2 or less. Since H is
connected, H must be a cycle, a path or an isolated vertex. However, for all of
those graphs, Fp is already known to have the edge-Erdés-Pésa property. O

For two graphs A and B, we define < by

A <X B & Ais a minor of B.



Similarly, we define A by

A A B < A is not a minor of B.

1 1-Connectivity

Proof of Theorem 1. Let A be some component of H such that F4 does not
have the edge-Erdés-Pdésa property. Thus, there exists an integer £ € N such
that for every r € N, there exists a graph A such that A} neither contains k
edge-disjoint expansions of A nor an edge set X of size at most r — 1 such that
A¥ — X contains no expansion of A. We separate the other components of H
into two disjoint sets B and C, which we define by

B = {B component of H|A A B} and
C = {C component of H|A =< C}\ {A}.

To prove that Fg does not have the edge-Erdds-Pésa property, let r be given.
We prove that there exists a graph H* that contains neither k£ edge-disjoint
H-expansions nor an edge set X of size at most r — 1 such that H* — X contains
no H-expansion. We define H* to be the disjoint union of

o A% =AY,
e for every B € B: r distinct copies of B and
e for every C € C: one C*.

First we show that H* does not contain an edge-hitting set meeting all A-
expansions. Let X C E(H*) be an edge set of size at most » — 1. We claim
that H* — X still contains an H-expansion: Indeed, there is an A-expansion in
A* — X by choice of A*. For every B € B, at least one of the r copies of B in H
is disjoint from X. Thus, there is a B-expansion in that copy. Finally, for every
C € C, there is a C-expansion in C* — X by construction of C*. Together, this
yields an H-expansion in H* — X.

We claim

Every H-expansion in H* contains an A-expansion in A*. (2)

Note that (2) finishes the proof of the theorem: Indeed, by choice of A*, there
can be no k edge-disjoint A-expansions in A*. To prove the claim, consider an
expansion H' in H*, and suppose that (2) is false for H'.

Since every component of H’ is connected, it must be contained in a single
component of H*. Further note that every expansion of a C € C in some
component of H* contains an expansion of A by definition of C. Thus, by
definition of B, no A-expansion (and thus no C-expansion for any C € C) can
be contained in some copy of some B € B. On top of that, if an A-expansion
(or a C-expansion for any C' € C) is embedded in A*, this proves the above
claim. Thus, suppose all A-expansion in H’ (and thus all C-expansions for every

C € C) are contained in |J C*. Every H-expansion in H* contains at least
ceC
one vertex of degree > 3 in H* for every vertex of degree > 3 in H. However, by

construction of C*, | J C* contains no more vertices of degree > 3 than |J C.
cec cec



Since A contains vertices of degree > 3 by Remark 2 and the branch sets of all

vertices in AU ( U C) must be contained in |J C*, this is a contradiction.
Ccec cec
Thus (2) holds, proving the theorem. O

2 2-Connectivity

If we want to prove that for some graph H, Fp does not have the edge-Erdé&s-
Pésa property, the above theorem implies that it suffices to check the compo-
nents of H individually. Thus, without loss of generality, we can assume that H
is 1-connected. To improve this to 2-connectivity of H, we need two additional
assumptions.

First, we define a graph property P to be hereditary if P is closed under
taking minors, that is, for every graph H without property P, no minor of H
has property P. An example for a hereditary property would be large treewidth:
If a graph H does not have treewidth at least ¢, then no minor of H has treewidth
at least t.

Second, for a block A of a graph H, let S be the set of cutvertices of H that
lie in A. We say that there is a generic counterexample for A if there exists
some k € N such that for every r € N, there is a graph A* with the following
properties: There are no k edge-disjoint A-expansions in A*. Furthermore, for
every s € S, there is a ' € V(A*) such that for every edge set X of size
at most r — 1, there is an embedding of A in A* such that for every vertex
s € S, the branch set B, contains s’. (Together, this implies that F4 does
not have the edge-Erdés-Pdsa property.) Every known construction that shows
that some class F4 does not have the edge-Erdés-Pésa property is a generic
counterexample.

Theorem 3. Let P be a hereditary graph property and let H be a graph that
contains a block with property P. Furthermore, for every block A of H with
property P, let there be a generic counterezample.

Then Fr does not have the edge-Erdds-Pdsa property.

An example for an application of Theorem*3 could be the following. Suppose
we want to show that:

For every graph H of treewidth at least 101°°, F; does not have 3)
the edge-FErdds-Posa property.

Having large treewidth is a hereditary graph property. Assume we were able
to show that for every 2-connected graph H of treewidth at least 10%° Fpy
does not have the edge-Erdds-Pdsa property. Then we will most likely do that
by giving a generic counterexample. Thus we can apply Theorem 3 to drop the
connectivity requirement and we obtain (3). Now let us prove Theorem 3.

Proof. We can assume H to be 1-connected: Indeed, if H contains a block A with
property P, then there is a component @ of H that contains A. Furthermore,
if all block of H with property P allow for a generic counterexample, then this
includes the blocks of @. If we are able to prove that Fg does not have the
edge-Erdés-Pésa property, then using Theorem 1, we conclude that Fpy does
not have the edge-Erdds-Pdsa property.



We consider the block tree T of H. Let T’» be the minimal subtree of T" that
contains all blocks with property P. We pick A to be a leaf of T». Note that A
is a block of H that has the property P. Observe that A is not a trivial block,
i.e. A is not a K5 due to Remark 2.

We define

C ={Cblock of H| A=< C}\ {4}

Since P is hereditary, it holds for every C' € C that C has the property P,
too. Let T¢ be the minimal subtree of T' that contains all blocks of C U {A}.
We observe that T¢ is a subgraph of T’». Thus,

A is a leaf of Te. (4)
We define

B ={B block of H| A A B} NV (T¢) and

D ={D component of U B}.
B block of H
BgV(Tc)
Note that since T is a tree, T — T¢ is a forest. For each component T” in
T —Te, V(T') are the blocks and cutvertices of one element of D.
To show that H does not have the edge-Erdds-Pésa property, let 7 > 3 be
some integer. We define our counterexample graph H* to be the union of

o A*

for every C' € C: one C*,

for every D € D: r distinct copies of D,

for every non-trivial B € B: one B* and

for every component P of |J B: one P*.
BeB

B=K,

We pick the above graphs to be disjoint except for those vertices which are
copies of the same vertex v € H, which we identify with each other in H*, too.
In A*, we pick the vertex s’ for every s € S and identify it with all copies of s.
Note that for all blocks B € B, there is a path P in H whose endvertices are in
a block in {A}UC and P contains an edge of B. With A and C being non-trivial
blocks for all C' € C, their cutvertices have degree at least 3 in H. Thus the
union of all trivial blocks in B is a collection of paths P whose endvertices are
in non-trivial blocks and have degree at least 3 in H. We denote the union
of all P* and all B> for every non-trivial B € B by B*. Note that every
vertex v' in B* U Jgee O with dg«(v') > 3 is the copy of some vertex v in
Upges BUUgee C with dg(v) > 3.

Now we show that H* does not contain an edge-hitting set meeting all A-
expansions. Let X C E(H*) be an edge set of size at most r — 1. We claim that
H* — X still contains an embedding of H: Indeed, we can embed A in A* — X
such that for every s € S, its branch set B contains s’ by choice of A*. For
every D € D, at least one of the r copies of D is disjoint from X. Thus, we



can embed D in that copy. For every non-trivial B € BUC, we can embed B
in B* — X by construction of B*. We observed above that trivial blocks of B
are contained in some paths between vertices of degree at least 3, which can be
embedded in their copy in H* — X. Together, this yields an embedding of H in
H* — X by construction of H*.

It remains to show that there are no k edge-disjoint embeddings of H in H*.
For this, we claim:

Every H-expansion in H* contains an A-expansion in A*. (5)

Note that (5) proves the theorem: Indeed, by choice of A*, there can be
no k edge-disjoint embeddings of A in A*. Let us prove (5). Way say that a
block B of H is embedded in a block B* of H*, when for every v € V(B) with
dp(v) > 3, the branch set B, contains a vertex v* € V(B*) with dg+ > 3. In
this sense, every block B of H is embedded in a single block B* of H*. Note
that every embedding of a C' € C in some block of H* contains an embedding
of A by definition of C. Thus neither A nor any C' € C can be embedded in
any copy of some D € D. Additionally, if some C' € C is embedded in A*, this
includes an embedding of A in A*, which was what we wanted. Thus, we may
assume that neither A nor any C € C is embedded in A*.

We conclude that AU |J C is embedded in B* U |J C*. Let B € B.
ceC ceC
By definition of B, B is on the unique path in T that connects two blocks

C1,Cy € CU{A}. Since A is a leaf of T¢ by (4) and we assumed that neither Cy
nor Cy are embedded in A*, B cannot be embedded in A*. For every D € D,
there is a cutvertex separating D from all C € {A} UC. Therefore, B cannot
be embedded in D. We conclude that B is embedded in B* U |J C*.
cecC
To sum up, AU |J BU |J C is embedded in B*U |J C*. However, the
BeB ceC cecC
number of verticesvin |J BU |J C with di(v) > 3 is the same as the number
BeB ceC
of vertices v/ in B* U |J C* with dg«(v") > 3.
cecC

By by Remark 2, A contains at least one vertex v with d4(v) > 3. Since

A is 2-connected, we conclude that it must contain at least two vertices v with

da(v) > 3. Since A is a leaf of T¢, it shares exactly one vertex with |J B U
BeB

J C. Thus, A\ < U BU U C’> contains at least one vertex v with dg(v) >
ceC BeB ceC
d4(v) > 3. But then it is impossible to embed AU |J BU |J Cin B*U | C*.
BeB ceC ceC
Thus, Claim (2) holds, proving the theorem. O
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