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Abstract

This paper considers two well-studied problems Minimum Fill-In (Min Fill-

In) and Treewidth. Since both problems are NP-hard, various reduction rules

simplifying an input graph have been intensively studied to better understand

the structural properties relevant to these problems. Bodlaender at el. [1] intro-

duced the concept of a safe edge that is included in a solution of the Minimum

Fill-In problem and showed some initial results. In this paper, we extend their

result and prove a new condition for an edge set to be safe. This in turn helps

us to construct a novel reduction tool for Min Fill-In that we use to answer

other questions related to the problem.

In this paper, we also study another interesting research question: Whether

there exists a triangulation that answers both problemsMin Fill-In andTreewidth.

To formalise our study, we introduce a new parameter reflecting a distance of

triangulations optimising both problems. We present some initial results re-

garding this parameter and study graph classes where both problems can be

solved with one triangulation.
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1. Introduction

The minimum fill-in and treewidth of graphs are well studied graph param-

eters with many practical applications [2]. The minimum fill-in of a graph G,

mfi(G), is the minimum number of edges that triangulate it. The treewidth

parameter, tw(G), is equal to the minimum clique size over all triangulations

of the input graph, subtracted by one. This naturally leads to the interesting

question of whether there exists a triangulation that minimizes both parame-

ters at the same time. Clearly, one such triangulation answers both NP-hard

problems Minimum Fill-In and Treewidth simultaneously.

To formalise our study, we introduce a new parameter τ .

Definition 1. Let G be a graph and H be a minimum triangulation of G chosen

so that its clique size is minimized. Define τ(G) = tw(H)− tw(G).

Knowing that τ(G) = 0 for a graph G, implies that there exists a minimum

triangulation of G among those determining the treewidth and vice versa. Con-

versely, distinct graph classes have been constructed where one triangulation

cannot solve both problems [3, 4, 5]. In such graphs the τ parameter can be

arbitrarily large; see, for example, the construction from [6] that explicitly uses

the parameter τ . To study this parameter, we design methods that can be useful

in determining the value of τ as well as the minimum fill-in of graphs.

In Section 2 we provide the necessary definitions and some properties of

elimination orderings, as well as a reduction rule that can be useful for the

Minimum Fill-In problem. Next in Section 3, we extend the notion of safe

edges while constructing a minimum triangulation of a graph, a concept that

was introduced in [1]. In Section 4, we present initial study of the τ parameter

on graphs with low treewidth and graphs with the same value of treewidth and

vertex connectivity.

2. Preliminaries

The used terminology is consistent with textbooks such as [7, 8]. We assume

all graphs G = (V,E) to be finite, simple, connected, and undirected. For



a vertex v ∈ V , the neighbourhood of v, N(v), refers to the set of vertices

adjacent to v. The closed neighbourhood of v is N [v] = N(v) ∪ {v} and the

degree of v is deg(v) = |N(v)|. For a vertex set X ⊆ V , we use G[X ] to denote

the graph induced on X . A vertex v ∈ V is universal in G if N(v) = V \ {v}.

Given a graph G and a vertex set X ⊆ V , G −X refers to the graph obtained

from G after the removal of X and we use G− v, as a shorthand for G − {v},

for a vertex v ∈ V . The set of missing edges, or fill edges, of a vertex set X ⊆ V

is defined as fill(X) = {uv|u, v ∈ X,uv /∈ E}. For a set of missing edges F we

refer to the graph obtained by addition of F to G as G⊕F , which is a shorthand

for the graph (V,E ∪F ). Given a vertex v ∈ V , elimination of v equates to the

addition of the missing edges in neighbourhood of v, fill(N(v)), to G and then

removal of v in the resulting graph, formally (G− v)⊕ fill(N(v)). A vertex set

Y ⊆ V is almost clique in G if there exists a vertex x ∈ Y such that Y \ {x} is a

clique. A vertex is called (almost) simplicial if its neighbourhood is a (almost)

clique.

A chord is an edge connecting two non-consecutive vertices of a cycle, and

a graph is chordal iff every cycle with at least four vertices has a chord. Given

a graph G, a chordal supergraph H = (V,E ∪ F ) is called a triangulation of G,

where F is a set of added chords. A triangulation H ′ = (V,E ∪F ′) is a minimal

triangulation of G if for every proper subset of edges F ′′ ⊂ F ′, the graph

H ′′ = (V,E ∪ F ′′) is not chordal. Similarly, a triangulation H∗ = (V,E ∪ F ∗)

is a minimum triangulation if |F ∗| is the minimum number of fill edges that

triangulate G. The minimum fill-in parameter of G is defined as mfi(G) = |F ∗|.

Given the graph G, the Minimum Fill-In problem is answered by determin-

ing the value of mfi(G). The Treewidth problem can be answered by finding a

triangulation H of the input graph G where its clique size, ω(H), is minimized.

Then the treewidth of the graph, tw(G), is defined as tw(G) = ω(H)− 1. How-

ever, the treewidth parameter can be defined in many ways; we recommend [9]

for a complete introduction.

The vertex-connectivity (or simply connectivity) of G, κ(G), is the smallest

number of vertices whose removal disconnects G. As an exception, the connec-



tivity of a complete graph on k vertices is defined as κ(Kk) = k − 1, for k ≥ 1.

Given two non-adjacent vertices a, b ∈ V , a vertex set S ⊆ V \ {a, b} is an

a, b-separator in G, or a separator for short, if a and b are contained in different

components of G−S. For a separator S ⊂ V , we use C(S) to refer to the set of

connected components of G− S. An a, b-separator S is a minimal separator in

G, if no proper subset S′ ⊂ S is also an a, b-separator. A (minimal) separator

S in G is a clique (minimal) separator if S is a clique in G.

The following is a well-known property of clique minimal separators (dis-

cussed in [10]) that is essential to prove some of our later findings in this paper.

Theorem 1. Let G = (V,E) be a graph and S a clique minimal separator in

G. Then:

mfi(G) =
∑

C∈C(S)
mfi(G[S ∪ VC ])

An elimination ordering α over a graphG is a bijection α : {1, . . . , |V |} → V .

It is shown in [11] that any given elimination ordering α over a graph G can be

used to define a triangulation G+
α as outlined below:

Definition 2. Given an elimination ordering α over the graph G = (V,E) we

define the supergraph G+
α = (V,E∪F ) using the sequence of graphs G0, . . . , G|V |:

• Let G0 = G.

• For each step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |}: let α(i) be a vertex of Gi−1 and denote

Fi = fillGi−1
(NGi−1 (α(i)) ). Then define the graph obtained from Gi−1

after eliminating α(i) as Gi = (Gi−1 ⊕ Fi)− α(i).

Finally, define F =
⋃

i∈{1,...,|V |} Fi.

Given a graph G = (V,E) and an elimination ordering α over G, we write

Gα
i to refer to the graph obtained at the step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |} of α. For

a vertex v ∈ V , we define madj+α (v) = {u|u ∈ NG
+
α
(v), α−1(u) > α−1(v)}.

Following Definition 2, we note that madj+α (α(i)) = NGi−1 (α(i)) for any step

i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |}.



An elimination ordering α over the graph G is a perfect elimination ordering,

peo for short, if for every step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |}, α(i) is a simplicial vertex in

Gi−1, therefore G+
α = G. An elimination ordering α over G is minimal if G+

α is

a minimal triangulation of G. In [12] it has been shown that for every minimal

triangulation H of the graph G, there exists a minimal elimination ordering α

over G where G+
α = H .

Since every minimum triangulation is also a minimal triangulation, the Min-

imum Fill-In problem over the graph G can be answered using an elimination

ordering α which constructs a minimum triangulation G+
α . Therefore, if α is a

minimum elimination ordering, then
∑

v∈V |madj+α (v)| = mfi(G) + |E|. Simi-

larly, there must exist an elimination ordering β such that maxv∈V |madj+β (v)| =

tw(G+
β ) = tw(G) solving the Treewidth problem. Furthermore, if there exists

a minimum elimination ordering γ over the graphG such that maxv∈V |madj+γ (v)| =

tw(G) we have that τ(G) = 0.

The following lemma demonstrates an easy-to-prove property of elimination

ordering:

Lemma 1. Let G = (V,E) be a graph, α an elimination ordering and let v ∈ V

be a vertex eliminated at step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |}. Then NGi−1(v) = NG(v) if

α(j) /∈ NG(v) for every step j, j < i.

Next, we present a lemma discussing the vertex connectivity of graphs in

regard to the operation of vertex elimination:

Lemma 2. Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph with the vertex connectivity of

k and α any elimination ordering over G. Then the following statements are

true (where G0 = G and Gi is the graph obtained at the step i of elimination

ordering α as defined in Definition 2):

(i) For every step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V | − k − 1} of the elimination ordering α,

|madj+α (α(i))| ≥ κ(Gi) ≥ k.

(ii) G|V |−k−1 is a complete graph, hence
∑

i∈{|V |−k,...,|V |} |madj+α (α(i))| =

k(k+1)
2 .



Consequently |E|+mfi(G) ≥ k(|V | − k) + k(k−1)
2 .

Proof. In order to prove the statement (i), it suffices to show that κ(Gi) ≥

κ(Gi−1) for any step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V | − k − 1}. Since G is connected, we have

k = κ(G0) ≥ 1.

Suppose for a contradiction that there exists a step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |−k−1} in

which κ(Gi) < κ(Gi−1). Then we can fix a subset S ⊂ VGi
where κ(Gi) ≤ |S| <

κ(Gi−1) and Gi − S is not connected. Consequently, we can fix two vertices

u1, u2 ∈ VGi
such that there are no u1, u2-paths in Gi−S. Since |S| < κ(Gi−1),

we can let P be the shortest u1, u2-path in Gi−1 − S. Clearly, P must contain

the vertex v as an internal vertex, otherwise P is a u1, u2-path in Gi−S. Then

(y, v, w) is a subpath of P for two vertices y, w ∈ NGi−1(v) (where u1, u2 are

not necessarily different from y, w).

Since NGi−1(v) becomes a clique in Gi after elimination of vertex α(i), we

can define P ′ as the path obtained from P by replacing the subpath (y, v, w)

with the edge yw. Then P ′ is by definition a u1, u2-path in Gi−S which results

in a contradiction proving statement (i). Combining this and the fact that

G|V |−k−1 is a graph with k+1 vertices and connectivity of k, proves statement

(ii).

3. Edges That Can Be Safely Added

When constructing a minimum triangulation of a graph in [1], Bodlaender

et al. provided a criterion for a set of missing edges to be safely added. In

this section, we extend their results by providing another characteristic of such

edges. Our result will be used in Theorem 4 to define a reduction rule for the

Minimum Fill-In problem. This theorem outlines a set of vertices of the input

graph that can be safely eliminated at the start.

Definition 3. Given a graph G = (V,E), a set of missing edges F ′ ⊆ fill(V ) is

safe to add in G if there exists a minimum triangulation H = (V,E ∪ F ) of G

where F ′ ⊆ F .



The following lemmas are easy to prove properties of edges that are safe to

add (formal proofs can be found in [6]):

Lemma 3. Let G be a graph, and F ′ a set of safe edges to add in G. Then

every minimum triangulation H ′ of G ⊕ F ′ is also a minimum triangulation

of G.

Lemma 4. Let F ′ be a set of safe edges to add in G and F ′′ be a set of safe

edges to add in G⊕ F ′. Then the edge set F ′ ∪ F ′′ is safe to add in G.

Combining Lemma 3 and Lemma 4, we can conclude that a minimum tri-

angulation of a graph can be constructed by a repeated addition of a set of safe

edges and subsequently constructing a minimum triangulation of the resulting

graph.

The following theorem by Bodlaender et al. ([1]) presents a condition for an

edge set to be safe to add. Notice that the sets of edges it covers must have

only one missing edge.

Theorem 2 ([1]). Let S be a minimal separator of the graph G = (V,E) where

|fill(S)| = 1 and S ⊆ N(v) for a vertex v ∈ V \ S. Then fill(S) is safe to add in

G.

To the best of our knowledge, this remains the only known criterion for edges

that are safe to add. In the following theorem, we prove a new condition for a

set of edges to be safe to add. We note that, an almost simplicial vertex has

a degree of at least two. Therefore, the following theorem is only applicable to

graphs with connectivity of at least two.

Theorem 3. Let G = (V,E) be a graph, and v ∈ V be an almost simplicial

vertex where deg(v) = κ(G). Then fill(NG(v)) is safe to add.

Proof. Let k = deg(v) and NG(v) = {w1, . . . , wk}. As noted above, the fact that

v is almost simplicial implies that k ≥ 2 and we can assume that NG(v) \ {w1}

is a clique in G.

To prove the statement of the theorem, suppose for a contradiction that in

every minimum triangulation H = (V,E ∪ F ) of G, NG(v) is not a clique. Fix



one such minimum triangulation H and observe that because H is a supergraph

of G (obtained by only adding edges), we have κ(H) ≥ k = κ(G) and NG(v) ⊆

NH(v). Define the set of edges Iv ⊆ F as Iv = {vu | u ∈ NH(v) \ NG(v)}.

In the first stage of the proof we establish that for every missing edge w1wi ∈

fillH (NG(v)), for i ∈ {2, . . . , k}, there exists a unique vertex ui such that vui ∈

Iv and w1ui ∈ E ∪ F .

We prove this by induction on the size of fillH (NG(v)) starting with the

base case: |fillH (NG(v))| = 1. Assume that fillH (NG(v)) = {w1w2}. As dis-

cussed before, κ(H) ≥ k and |NG[v]| = k + 1 hence the graph H − (NG[v] \

{w1, w2}) remains connected. Let Pw1,w2 = (w1, u
1
2, . . . , u

l
2, w2) for l ≥ 1 be

the shortest w1, w2-path in the graph H − (NG[v] \ {w1, w2}), where obviously

uj
2 /∈ NG[v], for all j ∈ {1, . . . , l}. Since Pw1,w2 is the shortest path between

w1, w2 in H − (NG[v] \ {w1, w2}) and w1w2 /∈ E ∪ F , the cycle Cw1,w2 =

(v, w1, u
1
2, . . . , u

l
2, w2, v) in H does not have any chords with both vertices of

the vertex set {w1, u
1
2, . . . , u

l
2, w2}. Then we necessarily have that vuj

2 ∈ F

for every j ∈ {1, . . . , l} otherwise Cw1,w2 is a chordless cycle in H contradict-

ing the assumption that H is a triangulation of G. Then in this case, select

u2 = u1
2 ∈ NH(v) \ NG(v) be the unique vertex corresponding to the missing

edge w1w2 ∈ fillH (NG(v)). By selection, we have vu2 ∈ Iv and w1u2 ∈ E ∪ F

as required.

Next, suppose that |fillH (NG(v))| ≥ 2. Since |fillG (NG(v))| ≥ |fillH (NG(v))|

and |fillG (NG(v))| ≤ k − 1, we have |fillH (NG(v))| ≤ k − 1. Assume that

our claim holds for any c = |fillH (NG(v))|, where 1 ≤ c ≤ k − 2, and now

we extend it to the case where |fillH (NG(v))| = c + 1. Let fillH (NG(v)) =

{w1w2, . . . , w1wc+2}. Therefore, we are supposing that for every missing edge in

{w1w2, . . . , w1wc+1} ⊂ fillH (NG(v)) there exists a unique vertex in {u2, . . . , uc+1}

such that {vu2, . . . , vuc+1} ⊂ Iv and {w1u2, . . . , w1uc+1} ⊂ E ∪ F .

Now we need to prove that there exists a unique vertex uc+2 ∈ NH(v)\NG(v)

associated with the missing edge w1wc+2 ∈ fillH (NG(v)) where w1uc+2 ∈ E ∪

F . Since κ(G) ≥ k, the graph H − {u2, . . . , uc+1, v, wc+3, . . . , wk} remains

connected. Note that in the case where c = k − 2, we refer to the graph



H−{u2, . . . , uc+1, v}. Let Pw1,wc+2 be the shortest w1, wc+2-path in this graph.

By selection and the fact that {w2, . . . , wc+2} is a clique in H , Pw1,wc+2 can

contain at most one internal vertex from {w2, . . . , wc+1}. Thus, Pw1,wc+2 is

either (w1, u
1
c+2, . . . , u

l
c+2, wc+2) or (w1, u

1
c+2, . . . , u

l
c+2, wi, wc+2) where wi ∈

{w2, . . . , wc+1} and l ≥ 1. Also following the selection of Pw1,wc+2 , for every

j ∈ {1, . . . , l} we have uj
c+2 /∈ NG[v]. Define Cw1,wc+2 to be the cycle in H

composed of the paths Pw1,wc+2 and (w1, v, wc+2). Since Pw1,wc+2 is the shortest

path between w1, wc+2 in H − {u2, . . . , uc+2, v, wc+3, . . . , wk} and w1wc+2 /∈

E ∪F , the cycle Cw1,wc+2 does not have chords with both endpoints in the path

Pw1,wc+2 . Therefore, we must have vuj
c+2 ∈ Iv for every j ∈ {1, . . . , l} otherwise

Cw1,wc+2 is a chordless cycle in H , a contradiction. By selection of the path

Pw1,wc+2 we have u1
c+2 /∈ {u2, . . . , uc+1}, and w1u

1
c+2 ∈ E ∪ F therefore, we let

uc+2 = u1
c+2 be the unique vertex in NH(v)\NG(v) associated with the missing

edge w1wc+2 ∈ fillH (NG(v)). This proves our claim that for every missing edge

w1wi ∈ fillH (NG(v)), i ∈ {2, . . . , k}, there exists a unique vertex ui such that

vui ∈ Iv and w1ui ∈ E ∪ F . This will be needed shortly.

For the next stage of the proof, we define the set of chords F ′ = (F \ Iv) ∪

{w1u|vu ∈ Iv} ∪ fillH (NG(v)). We know from the first part of the proof that

|Iv| ≥ |fillH (NG(v))|. By definition, every missing edge w1wi ∈ fillH (NG(v))

added in F ′ replaces an edge vu ∈ Iv that is removed from F and the corre-

sponding edge w1u already exists in E ∪ F (hence w1u /∈ (F ′ \ F )). We then

replace all the remaining edges vu′ ∈ Iv with an edge w1u
′ in F ′ (unless w1u

′

already exists). As a result, we have that |F ′| ≤ |F |.

Next, define the supergraph H ′ = (V,E∪F ′). Note that by the construction

of F ′, NH′(v) = NG(v) and NH′(v) is a clique in H ′. Now, let us prove that

H ′ is chordal. Suppose for a contradiction that there exists a chordless cycle in

H ′. Let C′ be the shortest chordless cycle in H ′. Since NG(v) = {w1, . . . , wk}

is a clique minimal separator in H ′, separating v from the rest of the graph, we

know that C′ must be entirely contained in the graph H ′ − v and can contain

at most two vertices from {w1, . . . , wk}. In the following, we will consider all

possibilities and show that every case proves the existence of a chordless cycle



in the triangulation H , a contradiction.

Case A. Suppose that w1 is not a vertex of the cycle C′. Hence C′ cannot

contain any edges from fillH (NG(v)) that are added in H ′. This implies that C′

is a cycle in H and since it does not contain the vertex v, none of the removed

edges Iv are chords in C′. This concludes that C′ is a chordless cycle in H .

Case B. Suppose that C′ only contains the vertex w1 from {w1, . . . , wk}. Let

C′ = (w1, y1, . . . , yl, w1) where l ≥ 3. As C′ is a chordless cycle, it can contain

at most two edges from the set of edges {w1u|vu ∈ Iv} that are added in H ′.

Clearly, these edges may only be w1y1 or w1yl. Thus, we need to consider the

following complementary subcases and prove that each leads to the existence of

a chordless cycle in H :

Subcase (i): Suppose that none of the edges w1y1, w1yl are added in H ′. Con-

sequently, C′ is a cycle in H and because it does not contain the vertex v, the

removeded Iv are not chords in C′. As a result, C′ is a chordless cycle in H .

Subcase (ii): Suppose that w1y1 is the only edge between w1y1, w1yl that is

added in H ′ (the other case is symmetrical). By construction, w1y1 in H ′

replaces vy1 in H . Consider the cycle C = (v, y1, . . . , yl, w1, v) in H . Since C′

is chordless in H ′ and only the edges from Iv are removed from H , the cycle C

can not have any chords between the vertices y1, . . . , yl, w1 in H . Furthermore,

for every i ∈ {2, . . . , l}, vyi /∈ Iv otherwise, by our construction C′ would have

the chord w1yi in H ′, contradicting the assumption that C′ is chordless. This

concludes that C is a chordless cycle in H , as desired.

Subcase (iii): Suppose that both edges w1y1, w1yl are added in H ′. By con-

struction, w1y1, w1yl replace the edges vy1, vyl ∈ Iv in H . Then define the

cycle C = (v, y1, . . . , yl, v) in H . Similar to the previous subcase, the cycle C

cannot have chords between the vertices y1, . . . , yl in H . Additionally, for every

i ∈ {2, . . . , l− 1} we have vyi /∈ Iv otherwise w1yi is a chord in C′. This proves

that C is a chordless cycle in H .

Case C. Suppose that C′ contains the vertex w1 and a vertexwi ∈ {w2, . . . , wk}.

Since {w1, . . . , wk} is a clique in H ′, w1wi must be an edge in the cycle C′. Let

C′ = (w1, wi, y1, . . . , yl, w1) where l ≥ 2.



If w1wi was already an edge in H , then C′ is a cycle in H . Additionally, C′

would be a chordless cycle in H as none of the removed edges Iv would belong

to C′. Therefore we can further assume that w1wi ∈ fillH (NG(v)).

w1yl can potentially be one of the edges that are added in H ′ so let us

consider two complementary cases and define the cycle C in H accordingly:

If vyl ∈ Iv we define C = (v, wi, y1, . . . , yl, v) otherwise if vyl /∈ Iv let C =

(w1, v, wi, y1, . . . , yl, w1). In either case, C cannot have vyj as a chord in H for

any j ∈ {1, . . . , l − 1} since this would imply that the cycle C′ has the chord

w1yj in H ′. Furthermore, going by the assumption that C′ is a chordless cycle

in H ′, C cannot have any chords between vertices in {w1, wi, y1, . . . , yl}. This

concludes that C is a chordless cycle in H .

This proves that H ′ is a chordal supergraph of G. Combined with the fact

that |F ′| ≤ |F | we find that H ′ is also a minimum triangulation of G and by

construction fillG(NG(v)) ⊆ F ′. Consequently, by Definition 3 we can state that

fillG(NG(v)) is safe to add in G.

By construction of the minimum triangulation H ′ = (V,E ∪ F ′) (in the

proof of Theorem 3), NH′(v) = NG(v) in addition to fillG(NG(v)) ⊆ F ′. In

other words, no edges are added in H ′ with an endpoint in v.

In what follows, given a graph G = (V,E) and a vertex v ∈ V , we use Algo-

rithm 1 to define a set of edges F v, F v ⊆ fillG (NG(v)), used later in Theorem 4

in a reduction rule for the Minimum Fill-In problem.

Algorithm 1: Definition of the set F v

Input: A graph G = (V,E) and a vertex v ∈ V

Output: The set of edges F v ⊆ fill (N(v))

Initially let F v = ∅;

while there exists a minimal separator S in the graph G⊕ F v s.t.

S ⊆ NG(v) and |fillG⊕Fv(S)| = 1 do

Fix one such minimal separator S ∈ SG⊕Fv ;

Add fillG⊕Fv (S) to F v;

end
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Figure 1: (a) the graph G = (V, E). For simplicity’s sake, the vertex set of the con-

nected components C1, C2, C3 are grouped. {u1, u2}, {u2, u3}, {u1, u2, u3} are all minimal

separators of G contained within NG(v). Notice that |fill({u1, u2})| = |fill({u2, u3})| = 1

but |fill({u1, u2, u3})| = 3. (b), (c) respectively depict the graphs G ⊕ {u1u2} and

G ⊕ {u1u2, u2u3}. Note that |fillG⊕{u1u2,u2u3}
({u1, u2, u3})| = 1. (d) the graph G ⊕ F v

where F v = {u1u2, u2u3, u1u3}. Note that v is a simplicial vertex in G ⊕ F v. The added

edges in all the above graphs are drawn in green.

Notice that F v can be possibly empty and that the order in which the

minimal separators are selected in Algorithm 1 is not important. Figure 1

demonstrates the steps of Algorithm 1 with an example.

Observation 1. Combining Lemma 4 and a repeated application of Theorem 2,

it is easy to see that for any vertex v the set F v is safe to add to G.

The following theorem summarises our results in this section and can be

used to construct a minimum triangulation for a graph.

Theorem 4. Let G be a graph and α be an elimination ordering over G where

for a fixed step k ∈ {1, . . . , |V |−1}, both of the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) For every step i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, α(i) satisfies one of the following conditions

(where Fα(i) is the set of edges defined by Algorithm 1):

(A) α(i) is a simplicial vertex in Gi−1 or Gi−1 ⊕ Fα(i).

(B) degGi−1
(α(i)) = κ(Gi−1) and α(i) is an almost simplicial vertex in

the graph Gi−1 or Gi−1 ⊕ Fα(i).

(2) α is any minimum elimination ordering over the graph Gk.



Then α is a minimum elimination ordering over G.

Proof. To prove that α is a minimum elimination ordering, it suffices to prove

that the number of edges added by α is mfi(G). For simplicity, let us refer to

the set of edges added at step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V | − 1} of α with Ri, i.e., Ri =

fillGi−1
(NGi−1(α(i))). Notice that by definition, Fα(i) ⊆ Ri for every step

i ∈ {1, . . . , |V | − 1} of α. Then to prove the statement of the theorem, we need

to show that |
⋃

i∈{1,...,|V |} Ri| =
∑

i∈{1,...,|V |} |Ri| = mfi(G).

Let k be a fixed step. Since α is a minimum elimination ordering over the

graph Gk, we have mfi(Gk) =
∑

i∈{k+1,...,|V |} |Ri|. Then it only remains to

prove the following:

mfi(G)−
∑

i∈{1,...,k}
|Ri| = mfi(Gk) (1)

We begin by showing that in the first step of α, R1 is safe to add in G. By

selection, α(1) satisfies one of the conditions (A) or (B) stated in the theorem.

Let us consider the following complementary cases in regard to Fα(1):

Case 1. Suppose that Fα(1) = ∅. Then α(1) is simplicial in G, and hence

R1 = ∅ and obviously safe to add, or α(1) is an almost simplicial vertex in G

and degG(α(1)) = κ(G). Then, by Theorem 3, R1 is safe to add in G.

Case 2. Suppose that Fα(1) 6= ∅. Then either α(1) is simplicial in G⊕ Fα(1)

implying that fillG(N(α(1))) = Fα(1) which in turn means that R1 is safe to

add in G or α(1) is almost simplicial in G ⊕ Fα(1) and degG(α(1)) = κ(G).

In the latter case, we know from Observation 1 that Fα(1) is safe to add in G

and Theorem 3 shows that fillG⊕Fα(1)(N(α(1))) is also safe to add in G⊕Fα(1)

consequently, the union of these edge sets, R1, is also safe to add by Lemma 4.

As a result of Lemma 3 we can state that:

mfi(G)− |R1| = mfi(G⊕R1) (2)

Since R1 = fillG (N(α(1))), α(1) is simplicial in the graph G ⊕ R1. Conse-

quently, NG⊕R1 (α(1)) is a clique minimal separator in G⊕R1 with components

G⊕R1[N [α(1)]] and (G⊕R1)−α(1). G⊕R1[N [α(1)]] is a complete graph (thus

has minimum fill-in of zero) so by Theorem 1 we can ignore this component:



mfi(G⊕R1) = mfi((G⊕R1)− α(1)) = mfi(G1) (3)

Then by combining Equation (2) and Equation (3) we can state the follow-

ing:

mfi(G)− |R1| = mfi(G1) (4)

In the case where k = 1, the theorem follows as this proves Equation (1), so

assume that k ≥ 2. In the following we argue that the following equation holds

for any value of l ∈ {2, . . . , k} thus proving Equation (1).

mfi(Gl)− |Rl| = mfi(Gl) (5)

By applying the same argument as above for step 2 of α, we can state that:

mfi(G1)− |R2| = mfi(G2) (6)

This combined with Equation (4) implies that:

mfi(G)− (|R1|+ |R2|) = mfi(G2) (7)

Surely, by repeating this argument for every l, until step k, we get Equation (1)

as required. The theorem thus follows.

4. τ Parameter in Relation With Treewidth and Connectivity

In this section we prove that τ equals 0 for all graphs with treewidth of at

most two and for graphs, in which treewidth and vertex connectivity have the

same value. Halin graphs are an example of such graphs which are not chordal

and have treewidth and vertex connectivity of three.

Lemma 5. Let G be a graph where tw(G) = κ(G). Then τ(G) = 0.

Proof. Let tw(G) = k. Then, there exists an elimination ordering β over G

where maxv∈V |madj+β (v)| ≤ k. This together with statement (i) from Lemma 2

implies that |madj+β (β(i))| = k for every step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V |−k−1}. Combining



this with statement (ii) in the same lemma, we have that
∑

v∈V |madj+β (v)| =

k(|V | − k − 1) + k(k+1)
2 . Also, by Lemma 2, |E| + mfi(G) ≥ k(|V | − k − 1) +

k(k+1)
2 = |EG

+
β
|. This shows that G+

β is a minimum triangulation over G. Since

tw(G+
β ) = maxv∈V |madj+β (v)| = k we have that tw(G+

β ) = tw(G) proving that

τ(G) = 0 following Definition 1.

Lemma 5 actually demonstrates a stronger property of graphs where treewidth

and connectivity have the same value. This property is stated below:

Corollary 1. Let G be a graph with κ(G) = tw(G). Then a minimal triangu-

lation H of G is a minimum triangulation iff tw(H) = tw(G).

Proof. Let k = κ(G) = tw(G). To prove the statement of the corollary in the ‘if ’

direction, let H be a minimum triangulation of G and α a perfect elimination

ordering over H . Notice that by selection, α is a minimum elimination ordering

overG. As shown in the proof of Lemma 5, we have
∑

v∈V |madj+α (v)| = k(|V |−

k − 1) + k(k+1)
2 |. This, combined with the statements from Lemma 2 implies

that |madj+α (α(i))| = k for every step i ∈ {1, . . . , |V | − k − 1} and Gα
|V |−k−1 is

a Kk+1, therefore maxv∈V |madj+α (v)| = k = tw(H).

Now, let us prove the corollary in the ‘only if ’ direction. To do so, let H

be a fixed minimal triangulation where tw(H) = tw(G) and let β be a perfect

elimination ordering over H . Once again, notice that β is a minimal elimina-

tion ordering over G where maxv∈V |madj+β (v)| = tw(H) = k. By the selec-

tion of β and statements (i) from Lemma 2, |madj+β (β(i))| = k for every step

i ∈ {1, . . . , |V | − k − 1}. This combined with statement (ii) from Lemma 2 im-

plies that
∑

v∈V |madj+β (v)| = k(|V | − k − 1) + k(k+1)
2 = |E|+mfi(G) (the last

part follows from the proof of Lemma 5). In conclusion, we have that H is a

minimum triangulation as desired.

Lemma 6. Let G be a graph where tw(G) ≤ 2. Then τ(G) = 0.

Proof. Clearly, τ(G) = 0 if tw(G) = 1 as trees are chordal. Additionally, if

tw(G) = κ(G) = 2 then following Lemma 2, τ(G) = 0. So, it remains to discuss



the case where tw(G) = 2 and κ(G) ≤ 1 (note that vertex connectivity of a

graph cannot be greater than its treewidth).

Let Q be the set of all biconnected components of G. We also point out that

by definition, Q is the set of all maximal connected subgraphs of G where every

two subgraphs share at most one vertex. For every component Q ∈ Q, either

(a) Q is a complete graph on two vertices, or (b) κ(Q) = 2.

We point out that every cycle of the graph G is entirely contained within the

biconnected components Q of type (b) from Q. Therefore, given any minimum

triangulation H = (V,E ∪F ) of G, for every edge uv ∈ F both vertices u, v are

contained in some biconnected component Q of type (b).

Now we define a minimum triangulation H = (V,E ∪ F ) as it follows. Let

Q = (VQ, EQ) be a component of type (b) from Q. Since Q is a subgraph

of G, tw(Q) = 2 and then obviously also κ(Q) = 2. Following the proof of

Lemma 5, there exists a minimum triangulation Q∗ = (VQ, EQ ∪ FQ) of Q

where tw(Q∗) = 2. We add FQ to F and repeat the same process for every

other component Q of type (b) in Q.

By construction, H = (V,E ∪ F ) is a minimum triangulation of G as F

is the set of all added edges that construct minimum triangulations over all

components of type (b) of Q. Additionally, because every maximal clique of the

triangulation H = (V,E ∪ F ) is contained within one of the triangulations Q∗

defined above, we have tw(H) = tw(G) = 2. This concludes that τ(G) = 0 as

required.

5. Future Work

Future work will be carried out to characterise graph classes with τ of 0,

e.g., an the extension of Lemma 6 for graphs with treewidth of at most 3 or

other well-studied graph classes. These methods could also potentially be used

to determine some lower/upper bound for minimum fill-in of some graph classes.

Additionally, we will be looking for other conditions for an edge set in a graph

to be safe to add as well as generalisation of Theorem 3, e.g., if a requirement



on the degree and connectivity can be relaxed.
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