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Abstract. One of the most common and best studied models for representing graphs is the
intersection model. For a family R of geometric objects, the R-intersection model of a graph G
in the family R is a mapping ϕ : V (G) → R which assigns objects in R to the vertices of G so
that ϕ(u) ∩ ϕ(v) ̸= ∅ ⇐⇒ uv ∈ E(G) for any two vertices u and v of G. Given a graph G, an
R-intersection model ϕ of G, and a clique C of G, we say C is Helly in ϕ if the set

⋂
c∈C ϕ(c) is

non-empty and we say the model ϕ satisfies the Helly property if every clique of G is Helly in ϕ.
In this paper we investigate some problems related to the Helly properties of circular-arc

graphs, which are defined as intersection graphs of arcs of a fixed circle. As such, circular-arc
graphs are among the simplest classes of intersection graphs whose models might not satisfy
the Helly property. In particular, some cliques of a circular-arc graph might be Helly in some
but not all arc intersection models of the graph. For these reasons, designing algorithms in the
class of circular-arc graphs seems to be more challenging than in classes of graphs whose models
naturally satisfy the Helly property, such as in the class of interval or chordal graphs.

Our first result is an alternative proof of a theorem by Lin and Szwarcfiter (LNCS, vol. 4112,
73–82) which asserts that for every circular-arc graph G either every normalized model of G
satisfies the Helly property or no normalized model of G satisfies this property. Normalized
models of a circular-arc graph G reflect the neighbourhood relation between the vertices of G;
in particular, every model of G can be made normalized by extending some of its arcs.

Further, we study the Helly properties of a single clique of a circular-arc graph G. We divide
the cliques of G into three types: a clique C of G is always-Helly/always-non-Helly/ambiguous
if C is Helly in every/no/(some but not all) normalized model of G. We provide a combinatorial
description for the cliques of each type, and based on it, we devise a polynomial time algorithm
which determines the type of a given clique.

Finally, we study the Helly Cliques problem, in which we are given an n-vertex circular-arc
graph G and some of its cliques C1, . . . , Ck and we ask if there is an arc intersection model of G
in which all the cliques C1, . . . , Ck satisfy the Helly property. Helly Cliques was introduced
by Agaoglu Çagirici, Çagirici, Derbisz, Hartmann, Hlinený, Kratochv́ıl, Krawczyk, and Zeman
in relation with their work on H-graphs recognition problems (LIPIcs, vol. 272, 8:1–8:14) and
was shown by Agaoglu Çagirici and Zeman to be NP-complete (CoRR, abs/2206.13372). We
show that:
• Helly Cliques admits a 2O(k log k)nO(1)-time algorithm (that is, Helly Cliques is FPT

when parametrized by the number of cliques given in the input),
• assuming Exponential Time Hypothesis (ETH), Helly Cliques cannot be solved in time

2o(k)nO(1),
• Helly Cliques admits a polynomial kernel of size O(k6).

All our results use a data structure, called a PQM-tree, which maintains all normalized

models of a circular-arc graph G.

†Research of this author was partially funded by Polish National Science Center (NCN) grant
2021/41/N/ST6/03671 and by the Priority Research Area SciMat under the program Excellence Ini-
tiative - Research University at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków.
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1. Introduction

One of the most common and best studied models for representing graphs is the in-
tersection model. For a family R of geometric objects, the intersection model (or rep-
resentation) of a graph G in the family R is a mapping ϕ : V (G) → R which assigns
objects in R to the vertices of G so that ϕ(u) ∩ ϕ(v) ̸= ∅ ⇐⇒ uv ∈ E(G) for any two
vertices u and v of G. The graphs that have such a representation in R form the class
of R-intersection graphs. By considering families R of objects of some particular kind,
for example, having a specific geometric shape, we obtain various classes of graphs. For
instance:

• interval graphs are the intersection graphs of intervals on a line,
• circular-arc graphs are the intersection graphs of arcs of a fixed circle,
• chordal graphs are the intersection graphs of subtrees of a tree (or, equivalently, graphs
with no induced cycles of length greater than 3).

Clearly, the class of interval graphs is contained in the class of chordal graphs and the
class of circular-arc graphs. There are known linear time recognition algorithms for inter-
val graphs [2] and chordal graphs [22]. The first polynomial time algorithm recognizing
circular-arc graphs was given by Tucker [24]. Currently, two linear-time algorithms rec-
ognizing circular-arc graph are known [20, 15].

The subject of this paper are circular-arc graphs. Although circular-arc graphs seem
to be closely related to interval graphs, they have significantly different algorithmic and
combinatorial properties. In particular, quite number of problems that are solved or
showed to admit polynomial time solutions in the class of interval graphs, in the class of
circular-arc graphs are still open or are computationally hard. A good example illustrating
our remark is the minimum coloring problem, which admits a simple linear algorithm in
the class of interval graphs, but in the class of circular-arc graphs is NP-complete [12].
Another example is related to the problem of characterizing circular-arc graphs in terms
of forbidden structures, in particular, by the list of all minimal induced graphs forbidden
for this class of graphs. For interval graphs such a list was completed by Lekkerkerker
and Boland [18] in the 1960’s; for circular-arc graphs, despite a flurry of research [1, 9,
10, 16, 23, 6], it is still unknown.

One of the properties that seems to distinguish interval and chordal graphs from
circular-arc graphs is the Helly property. In the context of intersection graphs, we use the
following notation. Given a graph G, an intersection model ϕ of G, and a clique C of G,
we say the clique C satisfies the Helly property (or is Helly) in ϕ if the set

⋂
c∈C ϕ(c) is

non-empty and we say the model ϕ satisfies the Helly property if every clique of G is Helly
in ϕ.

Due to the properties of geometric objects defining the class of interval and chordal
graphs, every intersection model of a graph from these classes satisfies the Helly prop-
erty. Therefore, one can easily deduce that every interval/chordal graph contains linearly
many, in the size of its vertex set, maximal cliques. The situation is different for circular-
arc graphs; for example, a circular-arc graph G which arises from a complete graph by
removing the edges of a perfect matching, contains exponentially many maximal cliques,
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and in any model of G only linearly many of them may satisfy the Helly property. It
is worth noting here that possessing linearly many maximal cliques is a property often
used in algorithm design. For example, in the class of interval graphs, a vast number of
algorithms use a data structure called PQ-trees. The PQ-tree of an interval graph G rep-
resents all possible orderings of all maximal cliques in the models of G. Thus, the PQ-tree
of G also represents all possible interval models of G. For chordal graphs the structure
describing all their intersection models is not known, however, the property of possessing
linearly many cliques is used e.g. in polynomial-time algorithms for the recognition and
the isomorphism testing of T -graphs, for every fixed tree T [7, 4]. Similarly, in the class
of circular-arc graphs the structure of all their intersection models is not known. Never-
theless, quite recently the structure of so-called normalized models of circular-arc graphs
was described [17]. Normalized models of a circular-arc graph reflect the neighbourhood
relation in this graph and can be seen as its canonical representations – see Section 2
for their precise definition. In particular, every intersection model ψ of a circular-arc
graph G can be easily transformed into a normalized model ϕ of G by possibly extending
some of the arcs of ψ. In particular, if a clique C of G is Helly in ψ, it is also Helly
in ϕ. Krawczyk [17], based on the approach proposed by Hsu [14], devised a linear-time
algorithm computing a data structure, called a PQM-tree, which represents all normalized
models of a circular-arc graph. Since the PQM-trees of circular-arc graphs are heavily
exploited in our paper, we describe them precisely in Section 3.

An important subclass of circular-arc graphs, which inherits many properties of interval
graphs, is formed by Helly circular-arc graphs. A circular-arc graph G is Helly if it admits
a circular-arc model which satisfies the Helly property. In particular, like interval graphs,
every Helly circular-arc graph has linearly many maximal cliques; on the other hand, the
minimum coloring problem in this class of graphs remains NP-complete [13]. Heading
towards a linear-time algorithm for the recognition of the Helly circular-arc graphs, Lin
and Szwarcfiter proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 ([19]). Let G be a circular-arc graph. Either every normalized model of G
satisfies the Helly property or no normalized model of G satisfies the Helly property.

They prove the theorem by listing so-called obstacles, which have to be avoided by
Helly circular-arc graphs.

1.1. Our results. The goal of this paper is to study the Helly properties in the class of
circluar-arc graphs.

First, in Section 4, we provide an alternative proof of Theorem 1.1, based on the
properties of PQM-trees for circular-arc graphs.

In Section 5 we study the Helly properties of a single clique of a circular-arc graph G.
We divide the cliques of G into three types: a clique C of G is always-Helly/always-non-
Helly/ambiguous if C is Helly in every/no/(some but not all) normalized model of G. We
provide a combinatorial description for the cliques of each type, and based on it, we prove
the following:
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Theorem 1.2. There is a polynomial-time algorithm which, given a circular-arc graph G
and its clique C, determines the type of C.

Next, we turn our attention to the Helly Cliques problem. In the Helly Cliques
problem we are given a circular-arc graph G and some of its cliques C1, . . . , Ck and we
ask if there is a model of G in which all the cliques C1, . . . , Ck are Helly (if some model
of G satisfies these properties, then the model obtained by its normalization satisfies
these properties as well). Helly Cliques was introduced by Agaoglu Çagirici, Çagirici,
Derbisz, Hartmann, Hlinený, Kratochv́ıl, Krawczyk, and Zeman [3] as an intermediate
problem in their study of H-graphs recognition problems (see next subsection for details)
and was shown by Agaoglu Çagirici and Zeman to be NP-complete [5]. Regarding Helly
Cliques, we show the following theorems:

Theorem 1.3.

(1) Helly Cliques can be solved in time 2O(k log k)nO(1).
(2) Assuming ETH, Helly Cliques cannot be solved in time 2o(k)nO(1).

Theorem 1.4. Helly Cliques admits a kernel of size O(k6).

The proof of Theorem 1.3.(1) uses the PQM-tree of G to find a normalized model in
which C1, . . . , Ck are Helly. Besides, it also uses some purely geometric observations,
such as so-called Trapezoid Lemma, which asserts that for a family T1, . . . , Tn of pairwise
intersecting trapezoids spanned between two parallel lines A and B one can draw inside
each trapezoid Ti a segment si spanned between A and B so as s1, . . . , sn are pairwise
intersecting. We also give an alternative proof of the fact that Helly Cliques is NP-
complete, which yields Theorem 1.3.(2) as a by-product.

Our kernelization procedure from Theorem 1.4 is done in two steps. In the first step
we mark a set R of important vertices in G, where the size of R is O(k6). The important
vertices in R encode all relevant information needed to conclude that we are dealing
with no-instance; in particular, the instances G,C1, . . . , Ck and G,C ′

1, . . . , C
′
k of Helly

Cliques are equivalent, where C ′
i = Ci ∩ R for i ∈ [k]. In the second step we construct

so-called reduct G′ of G with respect to the set R. The vertex set of the reduct G′ contains
the set R as its subset and has size linear in |R|. The main property of the reduct G′ of
G with respect to R is that the configurations of the arcs representing R occurring in the
models of G and in the models of G′ coincide. In particular, we may return G′, C ′

1, . . . , C
′
k

as the kernel of G,C1, . . . , Ck.

1.2. Applications. The results presented in the previous subsection have been used
as tools in the resolution of some problems related to the recognition of so-called H-
graphs [3]. For a fixed connected graph H, the class of H-graphs contains the intersection
graphs of connected subgraphs of some subdivisions ofH. Many known geometric intersec-
tion graph classes are H-graphs for an appropriately chosen graph H: K2-graphs coincide
with interval graphs, K3-graphs coincide with circular-arc graphs, the class

⋃
T -graph,

where the union ranges over all trees T , coincides with the class of chordal graphs. Since
H-graphs generalize many known geometric intersection graph classes, they form a good
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background that allows to study basic computational problems in some systematic way.
Recently, quite a lot of research has been devoted to determine the tractability border for
various computational problems, such as recognition or isomorphism testing, in classes
of H-graphs with respect to the combinatorial properties of graphs H. The research of
Agaoglu Çagirici at al. [3] shows thatHelly Cliques is strongly related with the recogni-
tion problems of H-graphs for the cases of this problem which remain open. Let us briefly
describe what we know about H-graphs recognition. Chaplick, Töpfer, Voborńık, and
Zeman [7] showed that, for every fixed tree T , the recognition of T -graphs can be solved
in polynomial time. They also showed that H-graph recognition is NP-hard when H con-
tains two cycles sharing an edge [7]. We already mentioned that K3-graphs (circular-arc
graphs) can be recognized in linear-time [20, 15]. Agaoglu Çagirici at al. [3] strengthened
the result of Chaplick at al. [7] and showed that the recognition of H-graphs is NP-hard
when H contains two distinct cycles. They also showed that H-graph recognition is
polynomial-time solvable when H is a graph consisting of a cycle and an edge attached
to it, called a lollipop. In particular, their algorithm recognizing lollipop-graphs uses as a
subroutine a polynomial-time algorithm testing whether there is a model of a circular-arc
graph in which some particular clique is Helly. Such an algorithm is asserted by Theo-
rem 1.2. The above result leave open H-graph recognition problems for the cases where
H is a unicyclic graph different from a cycle and a lollipop. Following the arguments
from [3], one can observe that the recognition of H-graphs, where H is a cycle with k
disjoint edges adjacent to it, is as difficult as Helly Cliques with the number of cliques
equal to k. Finally, [3] shows that the recognition of

⋃
H-graph, where H ranges over all

unicyclic graphs, is polynomial time equivalent to Helly Cliques.

1.3. The structure of the paper. Our paper is organized as follows:

• in Section 2 we define notation and basic concepts related to circular-arc graphs,
• in Section 3 we describe PQM-trees representing normalized models of circular-arc
graphs,

• in Section 4 we provide an alternative proof of Theorem 1.1 by Lin and Szwarcfiter,
• in Section 5 we provide a polynomial-time algorithm testing the type of a clique in a
circular-arc graph,

• in Section 6 we prove Theorem 1.3.(1).
• in Section 7 we prove Theorem 1.4.
• in Section 8 an alternative proof of NP-completeness of Helly Cliques is contained,
which shows Theorem 1.3.2 as a corollary.

• Section 9 (Appendix) contains the construction of the reduct of a circluar arc graph
and the proof of the Trapezoid Lemma.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Graphs. All graphs considered in this paper are simple, that is, they have no multi-
edges and no loops. Let G = (V,E) be a graph with the vertex set V and the edge set E.
The neighbourhood of a vertex u ∈ V in G is the set N(u) = {v ∈ V (G) | uv ∈ E(G)},
the neighbourhood of a set U ⊆ V in G is the set N(U) =

⋃
u∈U N(u)∖U . We also define
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N [u] = N(u) ∪ {u} for a vertex u ∈ V and we write N [U ] =
⋃

u∈U N [u] for a set U ⊆ V .
A vertex u of G is universal in G if N [u] = V (G). Two distinct vertices u, v of G are
twins in G if N [u] = N [v]. Note that twins are adjacent in G.

2.2. Circular-arc graphs. Let G be a circular-arc graph with no universal vertices and
no twins and let ψ be a circular-arc model of G on the circle O. Let (v, u) be a pair of
distinct vertices in G. We say that:

• ψ(v) and ψ(u) are disjoint if ψ(v) ∩ ψ(u) = ∅,
• ψ(v) contains ψ(u) if ψ(v) ⊋ ψ(u),
• ψ(v) is contained in ψ(u) if ψ(v) ⊊ ψ(u),
• ψ(v) and ψ(u) cover the circle if ψ(v) ∪ ψ(u) = O,
• ψ(v) and ψ(u) overlap, otherwise.
See Figure 2.1 for an illustration.

ψ(v)

ψ(u)

ψ(v)

ψ(u) ψ(v)

ψ(u) ψ(v)

ψ(u)

ψ(v)

ψ(u)

Figure 2.1. From left to right: ψ(v) and ψ(u) are disjoint, ψ(v) contains
ψ(u), ψ(v) is contained in ψ(u), ψ(v) and ψ(u) cover the circle, and ψ(v)
and ψ(u) overlap.

In so-called normalized models, introduced by Hsu in [14], the relative relation between
the arcs reflects the neighbourhood relation between the vertices of G, as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a circular-arc graph with no universal vertices and no twins.
A circular-arc model ψ of G is normalized if for every pair (v, u) of distinct vertices of
G the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) if uv /∈ E(G), then ψ(v) and ψ(u) are disjoint,
(2) if N [u] ⊊ N [v], then ψ(v) contains ψ(u),
(3) if N [v] ⊊ N [u], then ψ(v) is contained in ψ(u),
(4) if uv ∈ E(G), N [v] ∪ N [u] = V (G), N [w] ⊊ N [v] for every w ∈ N [v] ∖ N [u], and

N [w] ⊊ N [u] for every w ∈ N [u]∖N [v], then ψ(v) and ψ(u) cover the circle,
(5) If none of the above condition holds, then ψ(v) and ψ(u) overlap.

Furthermore, for a pair (v, u) of vertices from G, we say that v contains u, v is contained
in u, v and u cover the circle, and v and u overlap if the pair (v, u) satisfies the assumption
of statement (2), (3), (4), and (5), respectively.

Hsu [14] showed that every circular-arc model ψ of G can be turned into a normalized
model by possibly extending some arcs of ψ. We associate with every vertex v ∈ V two
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sets, left(v) and right(v), where:

left(v) = {u ∈ V (G) : v contains u or v and u cover the circle},
right(v) = {u ∈ V (G) : v and u are disjoint or v is contained in u}.

Following [14, 17] we define the overlap graph Gov = (V,∼) of G which joins with an edge
u ∼ v every two vertices u, v of G that overlap in G. Given a normalized model ψ of G we
obtain an intersection model ϕ of the overlap graph Gov by transforming every arc ψ(v)
for v ∈ V to the oriented chord ϕ(v) such that ψ(v) and ϕ(v) have the same endpoints
and the oriented chord ϕ(v) has the arc ψ(v) on its left side. Note that the intersection
model ϕ of Gov satisfies the conditions:

• u ∈ left(v) if and only if ϕ(u) lies on the left side of ϕ(v),
• u ∈ right(v) if and only if ϕ(u) lies on the right side of ϕ(v).

See Figure 2.2 for an illustration. The intersection models of Gov in the set of oriented
chords satisfying the above two properties are called the conformal models of G. Clearly,
there is one-to-one correspondence between the normalized models of G and the conformal
models of G. See [14, 17] for more details.

v u vu v u vu v

u

Figure 2.2. Mutual relation between the arcs ψ(v) and ψ(u) and between
the corresponding oriented chords ϕ(v) and ϕ(u) for the cases: v and u are
disjoint, v contains u, v is contained in u, v and u cover the circle, and v
and u overlap, respectively.

Usually, the notion of normalized models is extended on all circular-arc graphs G by
requiring ψ(v) = O for any universal vertex v in G and ψ(u) = ψ(v) for any pair (u, v) of
twin vertices in G.

2.3. Representing the oriented chords and points of the circle. Let O be a fixed
circle. Let S be a collection of oriented chords of the circle O and P be a collection of
points on the circle O such that all the points from P and the endpoints of the chords
from S are distinct. We represent the set B = S ∪ P by a circular word cw(B) on the
letter set S∗∪P , where S∗ = {s0, s1 : s ∈ S}, obtained as follows. We start at some point
on the circle with the empty word cw(B). Then we follow the circle in the clockwise order
and we append to cw(B):

• the letter p whenever we pass a point p from P ,
• the letter s0 whenever we pass the tail of a chord s from S,
• the letter s1 whenever we pass the head of a chord s from S.
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Usually we use the same symbol to denote the set B and its word representation cw(B).
For a collection B of oriented chords and points on the circle we define the reflection

BR of B obtained by mirroring every object from B over some fixed line L and then by
reorienting every chord in BR (hence the arc to the left of an oriented chord s0s1 in BR is
obtained by mirroring the arc to the left of the oriented chord s0s1 in B) – see Figure 2.3
for an illustration. Note that the word cw(BR) representing BR is obtained from cw(B)
by reversing the order of the letters in cw(B) and by exchanging the superscripts 0 to 1
and 1 to 0; any word wR (not only circluar) obtained this way from a word w is called
the reflection of w.

s01

s11

s02s12

s03

s13

s04

s14

p

q

L s11

s01

s12 s02

s13

s03

s14

s04

p

q

Figure 2.3. A collection B of oriented chords and points and
its reflection BR. The set B is represented by the circular word
cw(B) = s04s

1
3s

0
2s

1
4s

0
1qs

1
2s

0
3ps

1
1 and the set BR is represented by cwR(B) =

s01ps
1
3s

0
2qs

1
1s

0
4s

1
2s

0
3s

1
4.

We represent any conformal model ϕ of G by its word representation (note that ϕ is a
circular word over V ∗(G)); we treat two conformal models of G as equivalent if their word
representations are equal. Given a conformal model ϕ of G, possibly extended by some
points from the set P (usually witnessing the Helly property of some cliques of G), given
a subset U of V (G) and a subset Q of P , by ϕ|(U∗ ∪ Q) we denote the circular order ϕ
restricted to the letters from the set U∗∪Q, which represents the restriction of the model
ϕ to the chords representing the vertices from U and to the points from Q. Finally, we
use operator ≡ to stress that the equality holds between two circular words.
Before we describe the structure representing all non-equivalent conformal models of

G, we need some preparation. In particular, we need to introduce the basic concepts
related to the modular decomposition of the graph Gov and its connection to the transitive
orientations of some induced subgraphs of Gov.

2.4. Modular decomposition of Gov. Let G = (V,E) be a circular-arc graph and let
Gov = (V,∼) be the overlap graph of G. By (V, ∥) we denote the complement of (V,∼).
For a set U ⊆ V , by (U,∼), and (U, ∥) we denote the subgraphs of (V,∼) and (V, ∥)
induced by the set U , respectively. For two sets U1, U2 ⊂ V , we write U1 ∼ U2 (U1 ∥ U2)
if u1 ∼ u2 (u1 ∥ u2, respectively) for every u1 ∈ U1 and u2 ∈ U2. For a set U ⊆ V , by U∗

we denote the set {u0, u1 : u ∈ U}.
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The results presented below are due to Gallai [11], except of Theorem 2.2 by Dushnik
and Miller [8].

A non-empty set M ⊆ V is a module in Gov if x ∼ M or x ∥ M for every x ∈ V ∖M .
The singleton sets and the whole V are the trivial modules of Gov. A module M of Gov is
strong if M ⊆ N , N ⊆M , or M ∩N = ∅ for every other module N in Gov. In particular,
two strong modules ofGov are either nested or disjoint. Themodular decomposition ofGov,
denoted by M(Gov), consists of all strong modules of Gov. Since every two modules from
M(Gov) are either disjoint or nested, the modules from M(Gov) can be organized in a tree
in which V is the root, the maximal proper subsets from of M ∈ M(Gov) from M(Gov)
are the children ofM (the children ofM form a partition ofM), and the singleton modules
{x} for x ∈ V are the leaves.

A module M ∈ M(Gov) is serial if M1 ∼ M2 for every two children M1 and M2

of M , parallel if M1 ∥M2 for every two children M1 and M2 of M , and prime otherwise.
Equivalently,M ∈ M is serial if (M, ∥) is disconnected, parallel if (M,∼) is disconnected,
and prime if both (M,∼) and (M, ∥) are connected.

Suppose U is a module in Gov. A graph (U,∼) is a permutation subgraph of Gov if there
exists a pair (τ 0, τ 1), where τ 0 and τ 1 are permutations of U , such that for every x, y ∈ U :

x ∼ y ⇐⇒ x occurs before y in both τ 0 and τ 1, or
y occurs before x in both τ 0 and τ 1.

If this is the case, (τ 0, τ 1) is called a permutation model of (U,∼). See Figure 2.4 for an
example of a permutation graph and its permutation model.

a

a

b

b

c

c

τ0

τ1

Figure 2.4. A permutation model (τ 0, τ 1) = (abc, acb) of the permutation
graph ({a, b, c}, {a ∼ b, a ∼ c)}.

Let U be a module in Gov such that (U,∼) is a permutation subgraph in Gov. The
structure of the permutation models of (U,∼) can be described by means of transitive
orientations of the graphs (U,∼) and (U, ∥). An orientation (U,≺) of (U,∼) arises by
orienting every edge u ∼ v in (U,∼) either from v to u, denoted u ≺ v, or from u to v,
denoted v ≺ u. An orientation (U,≺) of (U,∼) is transitive if ≺ is a transitive relation
on U . We define transitive orientations of (U, ∥) similarly. Since (U,∼) is a permutation
subgraph in Gov, (U,∼) has a permutation model τ = (τ 0, τ 1). Note that τ = (τ 0, τ 1)
yields transitive orientations ≺τ and <τ of the graphs (U,∼) and (U, ∥), respectively,
given by:

(1)
x ≺τ y ⇐⇒ x occurs before y in τ 0 and x ∼ y,
x <τ y ⇐⇒ x occurs before y in τ 0 and x ∥ y.
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On the other hand, given transitive orientations ≺τ and <τ of (U,∼) and (U, ∥), respec-
tively, one can construct a permutation model (τ 0, τ 1) of (U,∼) such that

(2)
x occurs before y in τ 0 ⇐⇒ x ≺τ y or x <τ y,
x occurs before y in τ 1 ⇐⇒ x ≺τ y or y <τ x.

Theorem 2.2 ([8]). Let (U,∼) be a permutation subgraph of Gov. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between permutation models τ = (τ 0, τ 1) of (U,∼) and the pairs (<τ ,≺τ )
of transitive orientations of (U, ∥) and (U,∼), respectively, given by equations (1) and (2).

The transitive orientations of (U,∼) and (U, ∥) can in turn be described by means of the
modular decomposition trees of M(U,∼) and M(U, ∥). Note that M(U,∼) = M(U, ∥)
and since U is a module in (U,∼), we have M(U,∼) = {M ∈ M(Gov) : M ⊆ U} ∪ {U}.
The relations between the transitive orientations of (U,∼) and the modular decomposition
tree of (U,∼) were described by Gallai [11].

Theorem 2.3 ([11]). If M1,M2 ∈ M(U,∼) are such that M1 ∼M2, then every transitive
orientation (U,≺) satisfies either M1 ≺ M2 or M2 ≺ M1 (that is, either x ≺ y for every
x ∈M1 and y ∈M2 or y ≺ x for every x ∈M1 and y ∈M2).

LetM be a strong module in M(U,∼). The edge relation ∼ in (M,∼) restricted to the
edges joining the vertices from two different children of M is denoted by ∼M . If x ∼ y,
then x ∼M y for exactly one moduleM ∈ M(U,∼). Hence, the set {∼M :M ∈ M(U,∼)}
forms a partition of the edge set ∼ of the graph (U,∼).

Theorem 2.4 ([11]). There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of transitive
orientations (U,≺) of (U,∼) and the families{

(M,≺M) :M ∈ M(U,≺) and ≺M is a transitive orientation of (M,∼M)
}

given by x ≺ y ⇐⇒ x ≺M y, where M is the module in M(U,∼) such that x ∼M y.

The above theorem asserts that for every M ∈ M(U,∼) every transitive orientation
of (U,∼) restricted to the edges of the graph (M,∼M) induces a transitive orientation of
(M,∼M), and that every transitive orientation of (U,∼) can be obtained by independent
transitive orientation of (M,∼M) for M ∈ M(U,∼). Gallai [11] characterized all possible
transitive orientation of (M,∼M), where M is a strong module of M(U,∼).

Theorem 2.5 ([11]). Let M be a prime module in M(U,∼). Then, (M,∼M) has two
transitive orientations, one being the reverse of the other.

For a parallel module M the graph (M,∼M) has exactly one (empty) transitive ori-
entation. For a parallel module M the transitive orientations of (M,∼M) correspond to
the total orderings of its children, that is, every transitive orientation of (M,∼M) has
the form Mi1 ≺ . . . ≺ Mik , where i1 . . . ik is a permutation of [k] and M1, . . . ,Mk are the
children of M in M(U,∼).
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3. Data structure representing the conformal models of G

Let G = (V,E) be a circular-arc graph with no twins and no universal vertices and let
Gov = (V,∼) be the overlap graph of G. In this section we describe a data structure, called
a PQM-tree T of G, which represents all conformal models of G. First, we describe the
basic properties and the role played by each component of T , then we show how to read
out the components of T from some fixed conformal model of G. For the combinatorial
definition of T and the formal proofs of its properties we refer the reader to [17].

3.1. Components of T and their properties. The PQM-tree T representing the con-
formal models of G consists of:

• the set S = {S1, . . . , St} of CA-modules of G. The set S is defined such that:
– S forms a partition of V ,
– for every i ∈ [t] the graph (Si,∼) is a permutation subgraph of Gov contained in
some connected component of Gov.

Additionally, for every i ∈ [t] a vertex si ∈ Si, called the representant of Si, is fixed.
• the setMC = {S1, . . . ,St} ofmetachords ofG. Each metachord Si is a triple (S

0
i , S

1
i , <Si

),
where:
– the set {S0

i , S
1
i } forms a partition of S∗

i such that s0i ∈ S0
i , s

1
i ∈ S1

i , and |{u0, u1} ∩
S0
i | = |{u0, u1} ∩ S1

i | = 1 for every u ∈ S.
– <Si

is a fixed transitive orientation of (Si, ∥).
The elements of the set S∗ = {S0

1 , S
1
1 , . . . , S

0
t , S

1
t } are called the slots of G.

• the set Π of admissible orders of the slots of G. Every member of Π is a circular word
over S∗ (contains every slot of G exactly once).

The CA-modules and the slots of G are defined such that:

(P1): For every conformal model ϕ of G and every i ∈ [t]:
• for every j ∈ {0, 1} the elements of the set Sj

i form a contiguous subword in ϕ,

denoted by ϕ|Sj
i ,

• the pair (ϕ|S0
i , ϕ|S1

i ) is an oriented permutation model of (Si,∼).

The above property allows us to treat any conformal model ϕ of G as a collection of t
oriented permutation models (ϕ|S0

i , ϕ|S1
i ) of (Si,∼) spanned between the slots S0

i , S
1
i –

see Figure 3.1.
The set of oriented permutation models that might be spanned between the slots S0

i

and S1
i is represented by the metachord Si = (S0

1 , S
1
i , <Si

), as follows.

Definition 3.1. An oriented permutation model τ = (τ 0, τ 1) of (Si,∼) is admissible by
the metachord Si if:

• τ j is a permutation of Sj
i for j ∈ {0, 1},

• we have <τ = <Si
(≺τ is not restricted), where <τ and ≺τ are transitive orientations

of (Si, ∥) and (Si,∼), respectively, corresponding to τ .

Note that the admissible models for Si, regardless of the conformal model ϕ, keep the
left/right relation between every two non-intersecting chords from (ϕ|S0

i , ϕ|S1
i ) in the same
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relation (<Si
is defined so as it asserts the consistency with the sets left(·) and right(·)).

The metachords S1, . . . ,St are defined such that:

(P2): For every conformal model ϕ of Gov and every i ∈ [t] the oriented permutation
model (ϕ|S0

i , ϕ|S1
i ) of (Si,∼) is admissible by the metachord Si.

Property (P1) allows us to denote by π(ϕ) the circular order of the slots in ϕ, that
is, the word obtained from ϕ by substituting every contiguous subword ϕ|Sj

i of ϕ by the

letter Sj
i , for i ∈ [t] and j ∈ {0, 1} – see Figure 3.1 for an illustration. Clearly, π(ϕ) is a

circular word over S∗. The last component Π maintains the set of circular orders of the
slots in the conformal models of G. In particular, Π is defined such that:

(P3): For every conformal model ϕ of G the circular word π(ϕ) is a member of Π.

Eventually, all the components of T are defined such that the following holds:

(P4): We can generate any conformal model of G by:
• picking a circular order of the slots π from the set Π,
• replacing the slots S0

i and S1
i in π by words τ 0i and τ 1i , where (τ 0i , τ

1
i ) is an

oriented permutation model of (Si,∼) admissible by the metachord Si.

The set Π might have exponentially many members, however, it has a linear-size repre-
sentation in T by means of a PQ-tree T PQ of G – see Subsection 3.3.
Figure 3.1 shows a conformal model ϕ of some circular-arc graph G (to the left). The

circular-arc graph G is defined on the vertex set V = {a, b, c, d, e, f, g, h, i}; the edges of G
can be read out from ϕ. The data structure T representing the conformal models of G
consists of:

• four CA-modules of G, S1 = {a, b, c, d}, S2 = {f}, S3 = {g}, S4 = {h, i}, represented
by vertices a, f , g, and h, respectively.

• the slots S0
1 = {a0, b0, c1, d0, e1}, S1

1 = {a1, b1, c0, d1, e0}, S0
2 = {f 0}, S1

2 = {f 1},
S0
3 = {g0}, S1

3 = {g1}, S0
4 = {h0, i1}, S1

4 = {h1, i0},
• the transitive orientations <S1 , <S2 , <S3 , <S4 , where <S1 consists of the pairs {b <S1

a, c <S1 a, d <S1 a, e <S1 a, c <S1 b, e <S1 d}, <S4 consists of the pair {i <S4 h}, <S2

and <S3 are empty,
• the set Π = {π, πR} of circular order of the slots, where π = S1

1S
1
2S

1
4S

0
1S

0
3S

0
4S

1
3S

0
2 and

πR is the reflection of π.

3.2. CA-modules, slots, metachords and their admissible models. In this subsec-
tion we first describe the structure of the admissible models for a single metachord of G.
Then, we show how we can read out CA-modules, slots, and metachords of G from some
conformal model of G.

3.2.1. The structure of the admissible models. Let S be a CA-module of G and let S =
(S0, S1, <S) be the metachord associated with S. Due to Theorem 2.2, the models τ
admissible by S are in the correspondence with the transitive orientations ≺τ of the
permutation graph (S,∼). Transitive orientations of (S,∼) are in turn represented by
the modular decomposition tree M(S,∼) of the graph (S,∼): Theorem 2.4 asserts that
each transitive orientation ≺τ of (S,∼) is uniquely determined by transitive orientations
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a0

a1

b0

b1 c0

c1d0

d1 e0

e1

f0

f1

g0

g1

h0

h1

i0

i1

S1
1

S0
1

S0
2

S1
2

S0
3

S1
3

S0
4

S1
4

ϕ

S1
1

S0
1

S0
2

S1
2

S0
3

S1
3

S0
4

S1
4

π(ϕ)

Figure 3.1. A conformal model ϕ of G and the circular order of the slots
π(ϕ) in ϕ.

≺M
τ of the graphs (M,∼M), whereM runs over all inner nodes in M(S,∼). The modular

decomposition tree M(S,∼) will be the part of T , denoted by TS, and the inner nodes of
TS for S ∈ S will be called M-nodes of T .

Figure 3.2 shows a modular decomposition tree TS of (S,∼) for some CA-module S
and its admissible model τ = (τ 0, τ 1). M-node S is prime and hence (S,∼S) has two
transitive orientations, M-node A2 is serial with three children and hence (A2,∼A2) has
3! transitive orientations corresponding to the permutations of the children of A2. The
remaining M-nodes A3, B2, B3 are parallel and each graph (A3,∼A3), (B2,∼B2), (B3,∼B3)
has one empty transitive orientation. Hence, the metachord S has 12 different admissible
models, corresponding to 12 = 2 · 3! transitive orientations of (S,∼).

In this paper we represent the models admissible for S the following way. Firstly, we
extend the notion of the metachord on the set of all nodes in TS: for a node M ∈ TS

the metachord M associated with M is the triple (M0,M1, <M), where M0 = M∗ ∩ S0,
M1 = M∗ ∩ S1, and <M equals to <S restricted to M . Secondly, for every M-node M
we define the set Π(M) of admissible orderings of M , as follows: for every transitive
orientation ≺M of (M,∼M) we define an element πM = (π0, π1) in the set Π(M), where
for j ∈ {0, 1} the word πj is a permutation of the set {Kj : K is a child of M} such that
for every two distinct children K,L of M we have:

(3)
K0 occurs before L0 in π0 ⇐⇒ K ≺M L or K <M L,
K1 occurs before L1 in π1 ⇐⇒ K ≺M L or L <M K.

Note that, by Theorem 2.3, for every model τ = (τ 0, τ 1) admissible for S and every
node M in TS the sets M0 and M1 form contiguous subwords, say τ 0|M0 and τ 1|M1, in
the words τ 0 and τ 1, respectively. Now, for every M-node M in TS let τ|M denote the
pair (τ 0|M , τ

1
|M), where the word τ j |M is obtained from the word τ j|M j by replacing its

contiguous subword τ j|Kj by the letter Kj, for every child K of M in TS – see Figure 3.2
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S

A1 = {v1} A2 A3 A4 = {v9}

B1 = {v2} B2 B3 B4 = {v7} B5 = {v8}

C1 = {v3} C2 = {v4} C3 = {v5} C4 = {v6}
v01 v12v03 v14v05v

1
6v07 v18 v19

v11 v02 v13 v04 v15v
0
6 v17 v08 v09

B0
1 B0

2 B0
3

B1
1B1

2B1
3

A0
1 A0

2 A0
3 A0

4

A1
1 A1

2A1
3 A1

4

S0

S1

τ0

τ1

Figure 3.2. Modular decomposition tree TS of CA-module S (to the
left) and its admissible model τ = (τ 0, τ 1). We have τ 0|A0

2 = v02v
1
3v

0
4v

1
5v

0
6

and τ 1|A1
2 = v12v

1
4v

0
3v

1
6v

0
5 (depicted by red intervals) and τ 0|B0

2 = v13v
0
4 and

τ 1|B1
2 = v14v

0
3 (depicted by green intervals), τ|S = (A0

1A
0
2A

0
3A

0
4, A

1
2A

1
4A

1
1A

1
3)

and τ|A2 = (B0
1B

0
2B

0
3 , B

1
1B

1
2B

1
3).

for an illustration. Note that τ|M is a member of Π(M). Summing up, Theorems 2.2
and 2.4 yield the following:

Theorem 3.2. There is a bijection between the set ΦS of admissible models for the meta-
chord S and the set ΦS

⋄, where

ΦS
⋄ =

{{(
M,πM

)
:

M is an inner node in TS and
πM is an admissible ordering from Π(M)

}}
,

established by

ΦS ∋ τ −→
{(
M, τ|M

)
:M is an M-node in TS

}
∈ ΦS

⋄.

Finally, suppose ϕ is a conformal model of G and τ = (τ 0, τ 1) is an admissible model
for S spanned between S0 and S1 (that is, (ϕ|S0, ϕ|S1) = (τ 0, τ 1)). Let ϕR be the reflection
of ϕ and let µ = (µ0, µ1) be an admissible model for S spanned between S0 and S1 (that
is, (ϕR|S0, ϕR|S1) = (µ0, µ1)). Note that µ and τ are related: µ0 is the reflection of τ 1

and µ1 is the reflection of µ0, and hence we say µ is the reflection of τ – see Figure 3.3.
Observe also that, if τ and µ correspond to transitive orientations ≺τ and ≺µ of (S,∼),
then ≺µ is the reverse of ≺τ . In particular, for every prime M-node M in TS, the set
Π(M) has two admissible orderings, one being the reflection of the other - see Figure 3.3.

3.2.2. Determining CA-modules, slots, and metachords. In this section we show how to
read out CA-modules, slots, and metachords of G from some conformal model ϕ of G.
For a combinatorial definition we refer the reader to [17].
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v01 v12v03 v14v05v
1
6v07 v18 v19

v11 v02 v13 v04 v15v
0
6 v17 v08 v09
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2 B0
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B1
1B1

2B1
3

A0
1 A0

2 A0
3 A0

4

A1
1 A1

2A1
3 A1

4

S0

S1

τ0

τ1
v11v02 v13v04 v15v06 v17v08v09

v01v12v03v14v05v16v07v18v19

B1
1B1

2B1
3

B0
1 B0

2 B0
3

A1
1A1

2A1
3A1

4

A0
1A0

2 A0
3A0

4

S1

S0

µ0

µ1

Figure 3.3. Admissible model τ = (τ 0, τ 1) (to the left) and its reflection
µ = (µ0, µ1) (to the right). Prime M-node S has two admissible orderings:
(A0

1A
0
2A

0
3A

0
4, A

1
2A

1
4A

1
1A

1
3) and its reflection (A0

3A
0
1A

0
4A

0
2, A

1
4A

1
3A

1
2A

1
1).

First, for every child M of the root node V of M(Gov), we define the set S(M) of
CA-modules of G contained in M , as follows: S is a member of S(M) if S is a maximal
submodule of M (not necessarily strong) such that the chords of ϕ(S) form a valid ori-
ented permutation model of (S,∼) in ϕ, which means that the letters of S∗ form either
two contiguous subwords τ 0(S) and τ 1(S) in ϕ or one contiguous subword of the form
τ 0(S)τ 1(S), where (τ 0(S), τ 1(S)) is an oriented permutation model of (S,∼). It is shown
in [17] that for every child M of V in M(Gov) the set S(M) forms a partition of M .
Finally, we set

S =
⋃

{S(M) :M is a child of V in M(Gov)}.

Assume that S = {S1, . . . , St}. For every Si ∈ S we pick a vertex si ∈ Si representing
the set Si. We assume s0i ∈ τ 0(Si) and s

1
i ∈ τ 1(Si) (we assert s

0
i ∈ τ 0(Si) by possibly swap-

ping the superscripts in τ 0(Si) and τ
1(Si)). We define the metachord Si = (S0

i , S
1
i , <Si

)
for CA-module Si such that:

• S0
i contains the letters from the word τ 0(Si),

• S1
i contains the letters from the word τ 1(Si),

• assuming <τ and ≺τ are the transitive orientations of (Si, ∥) and (Si,∼) corresponding
to the oriented permutation model (τ 0(Si), τ

1(Si)) of (Si,∼), we set <Si
= <τ .

It is shown in [17] that the slots S0
1 , S

1
1 , . . . , S

0
t , S

1
t satisfy property (P1) and the meta-

chords S1, . . . ,St satisfy property (P2).

3.3. PQ-trees. As we mentioned, the set Π may contain exponentially many members,
but it has a linear-size representation by means of the PQ-tree T PQ, which is the part
of T . To define T PQ we need some preparation. Let Q0 and Q1 be two components of
Gov. We say the components Q0 and Q1 are separated if there is v ∈ V ∖ (Q0 ∪ Q1)
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such that Qi ⊆ left(v) and Q1−i ⊆ right(v) for some i ∈ {0, 1}; otherwise, Q0 and Q1 are
neighbouring. See Figure 3.4 for an illustration.

The PQ-tree T PQ is an unrooted tree. The leaf nodes of T PQ are in the correspondence
with the slots of G. The non-leaf nodes of T PQ are labelled either by the letter P (P-
nodes) or the letter Q (Q-nodes): Q-nodes are in the correspondence with the connected
components ofGov and P-nodes are in the correspondence with the maximal sets consisting
of at least two pairwise neighbouring Q-nodes. We refer to non-leaf nodes of T PQ as PQ-
nodes of T PQ. We add an edge between a Q-node Q and a P -node P if Q ∈ P and we add
an edge between a slot Si

j and a Q-node Q if Si ⊆ Q. See Figure 3.4 for an illustration.

Note that T PQ consist a single inner node V in the case when V is serial/prime in
M(Gov).

P1

P2

P3

S0
1

S1
1

S0
2 S1

2

Q0
2

Q1
2

Q0
3

Q1
3

Q0
4

Q1
4

Q0
5

Q1
5

π

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q5

P1

P2

P3

Q1
2

Q0
2

Q0
3

Q1
3

Q1
4

Q0
4

S0
1

S1
1S0

2

S1
2

Q0
5

Q1
5

Tπ

Figure 3.4. To the left: circular order of the slots π in some conformal
model of a circular-arc graph G for the case when V is parallel in M(Gov),
Q1, Q2, Q3, Q4, Q5 are the connected components of Gov, S(Q1) = {S1, S2}
and S(Qi) = {Qi} for i ∈ [2, 5]. Components Q4 and Q5 are separated
by any vertex from Q1, components Q2 and Q5 are separated by any ver-
tex from S1. P-nodes P1, P2, and P3 correspond to maximal sets con-
sisting of ⩾ 2 pairwise neighbouring modules: {Q1, Q2, Q3}, {Q1, Q4}, and
{Q1, Q5}, respectively. We have S∗(Q1 → P1) = {Q0

2, Q
1
2, Q

0
3, Q

1
3}, S∗(P1 →

Q1) = {S0
1 , S

1
1 , S

0
2 , S

1
2 , Q

0
4, Q

1
4, Q

0
5, Q

1
5}. We have π|Q1 ≡ S0

1P1S
1
2P2S

1
1S

0
2P3

and π|P1 ≡ Q1Q2Q3. To the right: PQ-tree T PQ
π representing π.

Before we describe the way in which the PQ-tree T PQ represents Π, we need to list
some of its properties. Let Q be a Q-node and P be a P-node such that Q and P are
adjacent in T PQ. When we delete the edge QP from T PQ, we obtain a forest consisting
of two trees, T PQ

Q→P and T PQ
P→Q, where the node P is in T PQ

Q→P and the node Q is in T PQ
P→Q.

Let S∗(Q→ P ) and S∗(P → Q) denote the sets of slots contained in the trees T PQ
Q→P and

T PQ
P→Q, respectively. In [17] the following property of every π ∈ Π with respect to Q and
P is shown:

• the slots from the set S∗(Q→ P ) form a contiguous subword in π,
• the slots from the set S∗(P → Q) form a contiguous subword in π.
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See Figure 3.4. The above properties allows us to denote:

• for every Q-node Q by π|Q the circular word obtained from π by substituting the
contiguous subword S∗(Q→ P ) by the letter P , for every P-node P adjacent to M ,

• for every P-node P by π|P the circular word obtained from π by substituting the
contiguous subword S∗(P → Q) by the letter Q, for every Q-node Q adjacent to P .

See Figure 3.4. Thus, we have defined the word π|N for every inner node N in T PQ; note
that π|N is a circular ordering of the nodes adjacent to N in T PQ.
The set Π is represented by means of the sets of admissible orderings Π(N) of inner

nodes N of T PQ, where each member of Π(N) is a circular order of the nodes adjacent
to N in T PQ. The sets Π(N) are defined so as the following property holds:

(P4): There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set Π and the set Π⋄, where

Π⋄ =

{{(
N, πN

)
:

N is an inner node in T PQ and
πN is an admissible ordering from Π(N)

}}
,

established by

Π ∋ π −→
{(
N, π|N

)
: N is an inner node in T PQ

}
∈ Π⋄.

Let π ∈ Π. The set
{(
N, π|N

)
: N is a PQ-node in T PQ

}
from Π⋄ corresponding to π

induces a plane drawing T PQ
π of the tree T PQ in which for every PQ-node N the clockwise

order of the neighbours of N is given by π|N . Note that the circular word obtained by
listing all the slots when walking the boundary of T PQ

π in the clockwise order coincides
with π, and hence we say that T PQ

π represents π.
The sets Π(·) are defined differently depending on whether the module V is prime,

serial, or parallel in M(Gov). In any case, however, the sets Π(·) can be read out easily
from π(ϕ).

3.3.1. V is serial in M(Gov). It is shown in [17] that we have S(M) = {M} for any child
M of V in M(Gov), and hence the set S of CA-modules of G consists of the children of
V in M(Gov). Assume that S = {S1, . . . , St}. Since V is serial, (Si, ∥) is connected for
every i ∈ [t] and Si ∼ Sj for every two distinct i, j ∈ [t]. The set Π(V ) is defined such
that

Π(V ) =

{
π :

π is a circular order of S0
1 , S

1
1 , . . . , S

0
t , S

1
t such that for every

distinct i, j ∈ [t] the slots corresponding to Si and Sj overlap

}
.

The PQ-tree T PQ consists of the single serial Q-node V and the leaf nodes from S∗

adjacent to V . In particular, we have Π = Π(V ). See Figure 3.5 for an illustration.
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Figure 3.5. Two members π and π′ of the set Π and the trees T PQ
π and

T PQ
π′ representing π and π′ for the case when V is serial in M(Gov): π

′ is
obtained from π by swapping the red and blue metachords and by flipping
the orientation of the green metachord.

3.3.2. V is prime in M(Gov). Let M be a child of V in M(Gov). It is shown in [17] that
if M is prime, then S(M) = {M} and if M is serial/parallel, then every module from
S(M) is the union of some children of M in M(Gov). Assume that S = {S1, . . . , St} and
π = π(ϕ). We set

Π(V ) = {π, πR},
where πR is the reflection of π. The PQ-tree T PQ consists of the single prime Q-node V
and the leaf nodes from S∗ adjacent to V . We have Π = Π(V ). See Figure 3.6 for an
illustration.

V S1
1

S1
2

S1
3

S0
2

S1
4

S0
1

S0
4

S1
3

T PQ
π
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π
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Figure 3.6. Two members π and πR of the set Π and the trees T PQ
π

and T PQ
πR representing π and πR for the case when V is prime in M(Gov):

πR ≡ S1
2S

0
4S

1
1S

1
4S

1
3S

0
1S

0
2S

0
3 is the reflection of π ≡ S1

3S
1
2S

1
1S

0
3S

0
4S

0
1S

1
4S

0
2 .

3.3.3. V is parallel in M(Gov). In this case the children of V in M(Gov) correspond to
the connected components of Gov, which in turn correspond to Q-nodes in T PQ. Also, we
recall that S(Q) forms a partition of Q, for every Q-node Q of T PQ.
Let π = π(ϕ) be the circular order of the slots in ϕ. For every PQ-node N in T PQ we

define the set Π(N), where:

• for a P-node P the set Π(P ) contains all circular orders of the M-nodes adjacent to P ,
• for a Q-node Q the set Π(Q) contains two members: π|Q and its reflection (π|Q)

R.
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We note that when S(Q) = {Q} then we have π|Q ≡ (π|Q)
R. Also, note that any circular

order of the slots in Π can be obtained by performing a sequence of the operations on the
tree T PQ

π , where each of them either

• reflects a Q-node, or
• permutes arbitrarily the neighbours of a P-node.

The reflection of a Q-node Q transforms π into π′, where the only difference between the
trees T PQ

π and T PQ
π′ is on the node M : T PQ

π orders the neighbours of Q consistently with

π|Q and T PQ
π′ orders the neighbours of Q consistently with the reflection of π|Q (that is,

we have π′
|Q ≡ (π|Q)

R). See Figure 3.7 for an illustration.
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π
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π
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Figure 3.7. Reflection of Q1. Circular orders of the slots π and π′ and
the trees T PQ

π and T PQ
π′ representing π and π′. The tree T PQ

π′ is obtained
from T PQ

π by reflecting the node Q1: we have π|Q1 ≡ S0
1P1S

1
2P2S

1
1S

0
2P3 and

π′
|Q1

≡ (π|Q1)
R ≡ P3S

1
2S

0
1P2S

0
2P1S

1
1 .

A permutation of a P-node P transforms π into π′, where the only difference between
the trees T PQ

π and T PQ
π′ is on the node P : T PQ

π orders the neighbours of Q consistently

with π|P and T PQ
π′ orders the neighbours of Q consistently with π′

|P , where π
′
|P is any

circular ordering of the neighbours of P . See Figure 3.8 for an illustration.

3.4. The structure of the conformal models of G. In order to describe the structure
of conformal models of G in the way we will use it in this paper, we extend the tree



20 JAN DERBISZ AND TOMASZ KRAWCZYK
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Figure 3.8. Permuting the neighbours of P1. Circular orders of the slots
π and π′ and the trees T PQ

π and T PQ
π′ representing π and π′. The tree

T PQ
π′ is obtained from T PQ

π by permuting the neigbours of P1: we have
π|P1 ≡ Q1Q2Q3 and π′

|P1
≡ Q1Q3Q2, where S(Q1) = {S1, S2}.

T PQ by attaching, for every Q-node Q and every S ∈ S(Q), the root S of the modular
decomposition tree TS to the node Q. This way we obtain the PQM-tree T . Finally, to
simplify our notation, for every Q-node Q we denote by TQ the subtree of T rooted in Q
restricted to the node Q and the nodes in the trees TS for S ∈ S(Q).

Let ϕ be any conformal model of G. Now, for every PQM-node N (that is, for N which
is either P-node, Q-node, or M-node in T ) by ϕ|N we denote an admissible ordering of N
induced by the model ϕ, defined such that:

• ϕ|N = π(ϕ)|N if N is a PQ-node in T ,
• ϕ|N = (ϕ|S0, ϕ|S1)|N if N is an M-node in T .

Finally, we can summarize this section with the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. There is a bijection between the set Φ of conformal models of G and the
set Φ⋄, where

Φ⋄ =

{{(
N, πN

)
:

N is an PQM-node in T and
πN is an admissible ordering from Π(N)

}}
,



CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS AND THE HELLY PROPERTY 21

established by

Φ ∋ ϕ −→
{(
N, ϕ|N

)
: N is a PQM-node in T

}
∈ Φ⋄.

3.5. Conformal models and the Helly property: notation and basic properties.
Let G = (V,E) be a circular-arc graph and let T be the PQM-tree of G.

Let M be an M-node in T . We say a vertex a ∈ M is (M j,M1−j)-oriented in the
metachord M if a0 ∈M j and a1 ∈M1−j. Clearly, if a is (M j,M1−j)-oriented in M, then
a is (Sj, S1−j)-oriented in S, where S is a CA-module containing M .

Let C1, . . . , Ck be some fixed cliques of G. A circular word ϕ over the letters V ∗ ∪
{C1, . . . , Ck} is a {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model of G if:

(H1): ϕ|V ∗ is a conformal model of G.
(H2): For every i ∈ [k] and every a ∈ Ci the point ϕ(Ci) lies on the left side of the chord

ϕ(a).

Clearly, every conformal model of G in which the cliques C1, . . . , Ck satisfy the Helly
property might be extended to a {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model. We abuse slightly our
notation, and for a {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model of G, an M-node M , and j ∈ {0, 1}, by
ϕ|M j we denote the shortest contiguous subword of ϕ containing all the letters from M j

and no letter from the set M1−j.
Let M be an M-node in T and let Ci be a clique from {C1, . . . , Ck}. We say Ci is

private for M (or M is an owner of Ci) if there are two distinct vertices in Ci ∩M with
different orientations in M. We say Ci is private if Ci is private for some M-node in T ;
otherwise we say Ci is public.

Lemma 3.4. Let M be an M-node in T and let Ci ∈ {C1, . . . , Ck} be such that Ci is
private for M . Then:

(1) For every {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model ϕ of G the letter Ci occurs either in ϕ|M0

or in ϕ|M1.
(2) Suppose M ⊆ S for some CA-module S. Then the clique Ci is private for every

M-node M ′ lying on the path from M to S in TS. In particular, the letter Ci occurs
either in the slot ϕ|S0 or in the slot ϕ|S1 in any {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model ϕ
of G.

Proof. First we prove (1). Since Ci is private for M , there are a, b ∈ Ci ∩M such that
a is (M0,M1)-oriented and b is (M1,M0)-oriented in M. It means that a0, b1 ∈ M0 and
a1, b0 ∈ M1. Since ϕ(Ci) is to the left of ϕ(a) and ϕ(b), Ci must be contained either
between a0 and b1 or between b0 and a1 in ϕ. In the first case Ci is contained in ϕ|M0

and in the second case Ci is contained in ϕ|M1. Statement (2) follows from the fact that
M ⊆M ′ ⊆ S. □

Clearly, every {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model of G can be turned into {C1, . . . , Ck}-
conformal model ϕ of G such that:

(H3): For every i ∈ [k] and every M-node M of T such that Ci is not private for M the
letter Ci does not occur in the words ϕ|M0 and ϕ|M1.
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Indeed, if Ci is not private for M , then all the vertices from Ci ∩ M have the same
orientation in M, and we can simply push out the clique letter Ci from ϕ|M j whenever
Ci is contained in ϕ|M j, for any j ∈ {0, 1}. In particular, if Ci is public and (H3)
holds, then Ci occurs outside the slot ϕ|Sj for every j ∈ {0, 1} and every S ∈ S. In the
rest of the paper we assume {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal models of G satisfy additionally the
property (H3).

4. An alternative proof of the Lin-Szwarcfiter theorem

In [19] Lin and Szwarcfiter have proved the following:

Theorem 4.1. Let G be a circular-arc graph. Either every normalized model of G satisfies
the Helly property or every normalized model of G does not satisfy the Helly property.

Let G be a circular-arc graph, Gov = (V,∼) be the overlap graph of G, and T be the
PQM-tree representing the conformal models of G.

Definition 4.2. Let C be a clique in G of size k ⩾ 3 and let ϕ be a conformal model
of G. We say C forms a non-Helly structure in ϕ if

ϕ|C ≡ v00v
1
2v

0
1v

1
3 . . . v

0
k−2v

1
0v

0
k−1v

1
1

for some circular order v0, . . . , vk−1 of the vertices of C.

See Figure 4.1 for an illustration. Note that whenever C forms a non-Helly clique in ϕ
and ϕ|C ≡ v00v

1
2v

0
1v

1
3 . . . v

0
k−2v

1
0v

0
k−1v

1
1 for a circular order v0, . . . , vk−1 of the vertices of C,

then for every two distinct i, j ∈ [0, k − 1]:

• vi ∼ vj if (i− j)mod k ∈ {1, k − 1},
• vi, vj cover the circle if (i− j)mod k /∈ {1, k − 1}.
In particular, C induces a cycle in Gov with the consecutive vertices v0, . . . , vk−1.

v00

v11v02

v10

v01 v12

v00

v11v03

v10

v02

v13 v01

v12

v00

v11
v04

v10

v03

v14

v02 v13

v01

v12

Figure 4.1. Non-Helly structures for k = 3, 4, 5

The proof of Theorem 4.1 by Lin and Szwarcfiter is based on the following:

Lemma 4.3 ([19]). Let ϕ be a conformal model of G and let C be a clique in G. Then
C is minimal with respect to inclusion non-Helly clique in ϕ if and only if C forms a
non-Helly structure in ϕ.

In particular, if ϕ does not satisfy the Helly property, there is a clique C in G which
is non-Helly in ϕ, and then every minimal non-Helly subclique of C forms a non-Helly
structure in G.
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Definition 4.4. Let C be a clique in G of size k ⩾ 3. We say C is a rigid non-Helly
clique in G if C forms a non-Helly structure in every conformal model of G.

In the next two claims we describe the cliques in G that form rigid non-Helly cliques
in G. In the course of the proof of Theorem 4.1 we will show that G contains no other
rigid non-Helly cliques.

Claim 4.5. Let C be a clique of G that forms a non-Helly structure in a conformal
model ϕ of G. If |C| ⩾ 4 then C is a rigid non-Helly clique in G.

Proof. Since C forms a non-Helly structure in ϕ, C induces a cycle in Gov. Since there
are two possibilities to represent a cycle of size ⩾ 4 as an intersection graph of chords
(one is the reflection of the other), we easily deduce that either the circular word ϕ|C or
its reflection must occur in any conformal model of G. □

Claim 4.6. Let C be a clique of G which forms a non-Helly structure in a conformal
model ϕ of G. Let Q be a component of Gov such that C ⊆ Q. If |C| = 3, C ⊆ N for a
prime node N ∈ TQ, and the elements of C are contained in three distinct children of N
in TQ, then C is a rigid non-Helly clique in G.

Proof. Let ϕ be a conformal model ofG. Suppose C = {v0, v1, v2} and ϕ|C ≡ v00v
1
1v

0
2v

1
0v

0
1v

1
2.

Let π = ϕ|N ∈ Π(N) be an ordering of N in ϕ and let γ ∈ Π(N) be the reflection of π.
Since Π(N) = {π, γ} and C has a non-empty intersection with three children of N , for
every conformal model ϕ′ of G we have:

• ϕ′|C ≡ v00v
1
1v

0
2v

1
0v

0
1v

1
2 if ϕ′

|N = π,

• ϕ′|C ≡ v02v
1
1v

0
0v

1
2v

0
1v

1
0 if ϕ′

|N = γ.

□

If C = {v0, v1, v2}, N , and π, γ ∈ Π(N) are as in the previous claim, then π and γ
are said to force non-Helly structures v00v

1
1v

0
2v

1
0v

0
1v

1
2 and v02v

1
1v

0
0v

1
2v

0
1v

1
0, respectively. See

Figure 4.2 for an illustration.
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v00 v11 v02
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Figure 4.2. Orderings π and γ forcing non-Helly structures v00v
1
1v

0
2v

1
0v

0
1v

1
2

and v02v
1
1v

0
0v

1
2v

0
1v

1
0, respectively, for the cases N is a prime M-node (to the

left) and N is a prime Q-node (to the right).

Our proof of Theorem 4.1 will use the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let ϕ be a conformal model of G and let M be an M-node in T .
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(1) If there are a, b ∈ M such that a ∼ b and a0b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j for some
j ∈ {0, 1}, then there are c, d ∈M such that c ∼ d and c1a0d1b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j

and a1c0b1d0 is a subword of ϕ|M1−j (see Figure 4.3 to the left).
(2) If there are a, b ∈ M such that a ∼ b and a1b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j for some

j ∈ {0, 1}, then there are c, d ∈M such that c ∼ d and a1c0d1b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j

and c1a0b1d0 is a subword of ϕ|M1−j (see Figure 4.3 to the right).

Proof. First we prove (1). Since a ∼ b, b is not contained in a, there exists c ∈ V such
that ac /∈ E(G) and bc ∈ E(G). Therefore, a1c0b1 is a subword of ϕ|M1−j. This implies
c ∈M . Therefore, c1a0b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j. Similarly, since a ∼ b there exists d such
that ad ∈ E(G) and bd /∈ E(G). Therefore, a0d1b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j. This implies
d ∈ M and a1b1d0 is a subword of ϕ|M1−j. Combining the above conclusions we have
that c1a0d1b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j and a1c0b1d0 is a subword of ϕ|M1−j, as desired. In
particular, this implies c ∼ d.

c1 a0 d1 b0

a1c0b1d0

ϕ|M j

ϕ|M1−j

a1 c0 d1 b0

c1a0b1d0

ϕ|M j

ϕ|M1−j

Figure 4.3. Illustration of statements (1) (to the left) and (2) (to the
right) of Lemma 2.1.

Now we prove (2). Since a ∼ b, a and b do not cover the circle, and |M j ∩{x0, x1}| = 1
for every x ∈ M , there exists c ∈ V such that ac /∈ E(G) and b ∼ c or there exists
c′ ∈ V such that a ∼ c′ and bc′ /∈ E(G). Suppose the first case holds (the other case is
analogous). Therefore, a1c0b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j. This implies that c ∈ M . Therefore
c1a0b1 is a subword of ϕ|M1−j. Now, applying Lemma 4.7.(1) to b and c, we get that
there is d such that c0d1b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j and c1b1d0 is a subword of of ϕ|M1−j.
Combining the above conclusions we have that a1c0d1b0 is a subword of ϕ|M j and c1a0b1d0

is a subword of ϕ|M1−j, as desired. In particular, this implies c ∼ d. □

We proceed to the proof of Theorem 4.1. In the course of the proof we also show that
G contains no other rigid non-Helly cliques than those defined by Claims 4.5 and 4.6. In
the result, we show Theorem 4.8 as a by-product.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let ϕ be a non-Helly conformal model of G. We show that any
other conformal model ϕ′ of G is also non-Helly. Since ϕ is non-Helly, G contains a
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minimal non-Helly clique C in ϕ. By Lemma 4.3, C forms a non-Helly structure in ϕ.
If C satisfies the assumptions of Claim 4.5 or Claim 4.6, C is non-Helly in ϕ′, and ϕ′ is
non-Helly. Suppose the other case, that is, suppose C = {a, b, c}, C ⊆ Q for a component
Q of Gov, and suppose N is the deepest node in TQ such that C ⊆ Q (that is, C ⊆ N and
either C intersects with three children of N and N is serial, or C intersects two children
of N).

Let N be a serial node in TQ and let a ∈ Na, b ∈ Nb, and c ∈ Nc for three distinct
children of N . Clearly, N is an M-node or N = V and N is the only inner node in T .
Observe that, since N is serial, Π(N) admits an order π such that C is Helly in ϕ whenever
ϕ|N = π. Now, suppose a0c0b1a1c1b0 is a circular subword of ϕ′. If N is is an M-node, we
use Lemma 4.7 to deduce there is d ∈ N such that d1a0c0b1a1d0c1b0 is a circular subword
of ϕ′. Otherwise, if N = V and V is serial, there is d ∈ Na such that d1a0c0b1a1d0c1b0 is
a circular subword of ϕ′ as otherwise a would be a universal vertex in G. In any case we
deduce {b, c, d} forms a non-Helly structure in ϕ′. The other cases are proven analogously.

Assume C intersects exactly two children of N . Assume first that {a, b} ∈ Na,b and
c ∈ Nc, where Na,b and Nc are two distinct children of N . Note that Na,b is an M-node
in TQ. Assume a0b1 is a subword of ϕ|N0

a,b and a1b0 is a subword of ϕ|N1
a,b. We use

Lemma 4.7.(2) to show there are d, e ∈ Na,b such that d1a0b1e0 is a subword of ϕ|N0
a,b

and a1d0e1b0 is a subword of ϕ|N1
a,b. Now, we refer to Figure 4.4 which shows all possible

configurations of the oriented chords representing the elements in the set {a, b, c, d, e} in
conformal models of G.

d1a
0 b1 e0

a1d0e1b0

c0 c1

d1a
0 b1 e0

a1d0e1b0

c1 c0

d1a0b1 e
0

a1d0 e1b0

c0 c1

d1a0b1 e
0

a1d0 e1b0

c1 c0

Figure 4.4. Forbidden structure (in red) in all possible configurations
between oriented chords for a, b, c, d, e.

In any case, note that there is a triple in {a, b, c, d, e} which forms a non-Helly structure
in G. Also, since each of these configurations occurs in some conformal model of G,
{a, b, c} satisfies the Helly condition in some conformal model of G. The remaining case
{a, c} ∈ Na,c and b ∈ Nb, where Na,c and Nb are two distinct children of N is proven
analogously (in this case we use Lemma 4.7.(1) to obtain two additional chords d, e). □

As a by-product we obtain the theorem that characterizes rigid non-Helly cliques in G.

Theorem 4.8. A clique C of size ⩾ 3 is rigid in G if and only if there is an order
v0, . . . , vk of the vertices of G such that for every i ̸= j from [0, k]:

• vi ∼ vj if (i− j)mod k ∈ {1, k − 1},
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• vi, vj cover the circle if (i− j)mod k /∈ {1, k − 1},
and exactly one of the following statements hold:

• |C| ⩾ 4.
• |C| = 3, C is contained in a component Q of Gov, there is a prime node N ∈ TQ such
that C ⊆ N , C intersects with three children of N , and any ordering of Π(N) forces
either non-Helly structure v00v

1
1v

0
2v

1
0v

0
1v

1
2 or non-Helly structure v02v

1
1v

0
0v

1
2v

0
1v

1
0.

5. Types of cliques of circular-arc graphs

Let G be a circular-arc graph.

Definition 5.1. A clique C in G is said to be:

• always-Helly if C is Helly in every conformal model of G,
• always-non-Helly if C is not Helly in every conformal model of G,
• ambiguous, otherwise.

Of course, each clique of G is exactly one of the types listed above. The goal of this
section is to present a polynomial time algorithm for the following problem:

Problem: Clique Type
Input: A circular-arc graph G and a clique C in G,

Output: The type of C.

The next observation allows us to restrict our attention to so-called clean cliques in
circular-arc graphs.

Definition 5.2. A clique C in G is clean if C contains no two vertices such that one is
contained in the other.

Consider the following “cleaning” procedure performed on a clique C of G:

• as long as there exist u, v ∈ C such that u is contained in v, remove v from C.

Since the containment relation is transitive, the above procedure always (regardless of
the order in which the vertices are removed from C) pulls out the same subset of vertices
from C, and leaves the type of C unchanged.

Suppose G,C is an instance of the Clique Type problem. Let T be the PM-tree for G.
The remarks of the previous paragraph allow us to assume that:

(C1): C is a clean clique of G.

Observation 5.3. Suppose C satisfies (C1). If C ∩ Q1 ̸= ∅ and C ∩ Q2 ̸= ∅ for two
distinct Q-nodes Q1 and Q2 in T , then C is always-Helly.

Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that there is a subclique C ′ ⊆ C which forms
a forbidden structure in some conformal model ϕ of G. Since (C ′,∼) is connected, C ′

is contained in some connected component of Gov. Without loss of generality assume
C ′ ⊆ Q1. Therefore, there exists a vertex v ∈ C ∖ C ′ such that v ∈ Q2. However, such a
vertex cannot exist because C is clean. □

The above observation allows us to assume that:
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(C2): C ⊆ Q for some Q-node Q of T .

Clearly, if C contains a rigid non-Helly subclique, then C is always-non-Helly. So, we
further assume that:

(C3): C contains no rigid non-Helly subclique.

We now classify the type of C depending on whether C is public or private. The next
theorem establishes the type of C when C is public.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose C is a public clique in G which satisfies conditions (C1)-(C3).

(1) If Q is prime, then C is always-Helly.
(2) Suppose Q is serial (which implies Q = V ). If C intersects at most two CA-modules

from S, then C is always-Helly, otherwise C is ambiguous.

Proof. To show statement (1) suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there is a con-
formal model ϕ of G and vertices a, b, c ∈ C such that ϕ contains a0b1c0a1b0c1 as a circular
subword. Since C satisfies (C3), we have that a, b, c are not contained in three distinct
children of Q. Without loss of generality, suppose a and b are contained in M where M
is a child of Q in TQ. Since C is public, a and b have the same orientation. Without loss
of generality assume ϕ|M j contains b0a0 as a subword for some j ∈ {0, 1}. However, this
implies that ϕ|M j contains b0c1a0 as a subword, which cannot be the case as C is public.
To show statement (2) suppose there are a, b, c ∈ C contained in three different CA-

modules from S. Let ϕ be a conformal model of G. Since Q = V is serial, to obtain
other conformal models, we can permute the slots of ϕ arbitrarily as long as the slots
corresponding to different CA-modules overlap. Thus, we can obtain a conformal model ϕ′

of G such that ϕ′ contains a0b1c0a1b0c1 as a circular subword. Since C is public, we can
permute the slots of ϕ to get a conformal model of G in which C is Helly.

One can easily check that C is Helly in any conformal model of G when C is public
and C is contained in at most two CA-modules from S. □

Assume now that C is private. Denote by P the set of all M-nodes of T which are the
owners of C. Clearly, P ̸= ∅ as C is private. We start with a simple claim.

Claim 5.5. For every M ∈ P and every c ∈ C ∖M , we have c ∼M .

Proof. The claim follows easily by the fact that C is clean andM∩C contains two vertices
with different orientation in M. □

Observation 5.6. Suppose C is a private clique which satisfies conditions (C1)–(C3).
Then:

• If there are M1,M2 ∈ P which are incomparable in TQ, then C is always-non-Helly.
• If there are M ∈ P and c1, c2 ∈ C ∖M such that c1 ∥ c2, then C is always-non-Helly.

Proof. The first statement follows from Lemma 3.4.(1).
For the second statement suppose for the sake of contradiction that there is a C-

conformal model ϕ of G. Due to Lemma 3.4.(1) the clique letter C occurs in either ϕ|M0

or ϕ|M1. Observe that c1 and c2 cover the circle since C is clean. By Claim 5.5 we have
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c1 ∼ M and c2 ∼ M . Therefore, the intersection of the arcs ϕ(c1) and ϕ(c2) is disjoint
with the slots ϕ|M0 and ϕ|M1, and hence ϕ is not a C-conformal model of G. □

The above observation allows us to assume that:

(C4): The set P induces a path in TQ starting at some CA-module S ∈ S(Q) and ending
at some M-node D in TS.

(C5): For every M ∈ P and every c ∈ C ∖M we have c ∼M and for every two distinct
c1, c2 ∈ C ∖M we have c1 ∼ c2.

The M-nodes S and D, determined by property (C4), are called the lowest owner and
the deepest owner of C in TQ, respectively.
Now we describe the properties of the modules from the set P ∪{Q}. For this purpose,

for every N ∈ P ∪ {Q} we set

I(N) =

{
K :

K is a child of N in TQ such that
(C ∩K) ̸= ∅ and K /∈ P

}
.

Claim 5.7. The following statements hold:

(1) For every c ∈ C there is N ∈ P ∪ {Q} such that c ∈ K for some K ∈ I(N).
(2) For every N ∈ P ∪ {Q} and every K ∈ I(N) the edges from (C ∩K) have the same

orientation in K.

Proof. The statements of the claim follow from Condition (C4) and Claim 5.5. □

Let N ∈ P ∪ {Q} be such that I(N) ̸= ∅. Claim 5.7.(2) allows us to partition I(N)
into the sets L(N) and R(N), as follows:

L(N) =
{
K ∈ I(N) : the elements from (C ∩K) are (K0, K1)-oriented in K

}
,

R(N) =
{
K ∈ I(N) : the elements from (C ∩K) are (K1, K0)-oriented in K

}
.

Claim 5.8. The following statements hold:

(1) For every N ∈ P ∪ {Q} and distinct L1, L2 ∈ L(N) we have L1 ∼ L2,
(2) For every N ∈ P ∪ {Q} and distinct R1, R2 ∈ R(N) we have R1 ∼ R2,
(3) For every N ∈

(
P ∪ {Q}

)
∖ {D}, L ∈ L(N), and R ∈ R(N), we have L ∼ K,

K ∼ R, and L ∼ R, where K is a child of N from P.

In the next lemmas we describe the properties of the modules from the set P ∪ {Q}.
We start with the deepest owner D of C.

Lemma 5.9. Let D be the deepest owner of C in TQ. Then:

(1) We have L(D) ̸= ∅, R(D) ̸= ∅. Moreover,
(a) If D is parallel, then L(D) ∥ R(D) and |L(D)| = |R(D)| = 1.
(b) If D is serial, then L(D) ∼ R(D).
(c) If D is prime, then either L(D) ∥ R(D) or L ∼ R for some L ∈ L(D) and some

R ∈ R(D).
(2) Let ϕ be a C-conformal model ϕ of G and let ϕ|D = (π0, π1) be an ordering of N in ϕ:

(a) If C is contained in ϕ|D0, then π0 orders L0(D) before R0(D).
(b) If C is contained in ϕ|D1, then π1 orders R1(D) before L1(D).
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(3) Let D be prime and let L ∈ L(D) and R ∈ R(D) be such that L ∼ R. Then:
(a) There is a unique admissible ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) in Π(D) which orders L0(D)

before R0(D) in γ0.
(b) There is a unique admissible ordering δ = (δ0, δ1) in Π(D) which orders R1(D)

before L1(D) in δ1.
Moreover, we have Π(D) = {γ, δ}, which means that δ is the reflection of γ.

Proof. We have L(D) ̸= ∅ and R(D) ̸= ∅ by Claim 5.7.(2) and by the fact that we have
two vertices from C ∩D with different orientations in D. Statement (1a) follows by the
fact that C is clean. Statements (1b)-(1c) are obvious.

Statement (2) follows from the fact that the letter C is on the left side of the chords
of ϕ representing the vertices from the set C∩

(⋃
L(D)

)
and from the set C∩

(⋃
R(D)

)
.

Now we proceed to the proof of statement (3).
Since C is a clique, for every (π0, π1) in Π(D) and every L ∈ L(D) and R ∈ R(D) such

that L ∥ R we have that L0 occurs before R0 in π0 and R1 occurs before L1 in π1.
Suppose now that there exist L ∈ L(D) and R ∈ R(D) such that L ∼ R. Let ≺D be

a transitive orientation of (D,∼D) satisfying L ≺D R (note that in the other transitive
orientation ≺R

D of (D,∼D) we have R ≺R
D L). To prove statement (3) it is enough to

show L′ ≺D R′ for every L′ ∈ L(D) and R′ ∈ R(D) such that L′ ∼ R′. Then we have
R′ ≺R

D L′ for every L′ ∈ L(D) and R′ ∈ R(D) such that L′ ∼ R′, and the admissible
orderings γ and δ from Π(D) corresponding to ≺D and ≺R

D satisfy statements (3a) and
(3b), respectively. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that there exist L′ ∈ L(D) and
R′ ∈ R(D) such that L′ ∼ R′ and R′ ≺D L′. First, suppose L ∼ R′. If L ≺D R′, then
L ≺D R′ ≺D L′ which contradicts that C satisfies property (C3). But if R′ ≺D L then
R′ ≺D L ≺D R which again contradicts that C satisfies property (C3). Therefore, we
must have L ∥ R′. In particular, we have L <S R

′. Due to symmetrical arguments, we
have L′ ∥ R. In particular, we have L′ <S R. Recall that L ∼ L′ and R ∼ R′ because C
is clean. However, this implies that C contains a rigid non-Helly clique of size 4 which
cannot be the case since C satisfies property (C3). □

Lemma 5.9 allows us to introduce the following terminology for admissible orders of
the deepest owner D of C:

• If D is prime and there are L ∈ L(D) and R ∈ R(D) such that L ∼ R, then we say
admissible ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) which orders L0(D) before R0(D) in γ0 binds C in
the slot S0, and admissible ordering δ = (δ0, δ1) of Π(D) which orders R1(D) before
L1(D) in δ1 binds C in the slot S1. See Figure 5.1 to the left for an illustration.

• If D is serial, then any admissible ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) which orders L0(D) before
R0(D) in γ0 binds C in the slot S0, any admissible ordering δ = (δ0, δ1) of Π(D)
which orders R1(D) before L1(D) in δ1 binds C in the slot S1, and any other ordering
σ = (σ0, σ1) makes C non-Helly. Note that D admits an ordering which makes C
non-Helly iff |I(D)| ⩾ 3. See Figure 5.1 (in the middle) for an illustration.

Note that when D is prime and L(D) ∥ R(D) or when D is parallel, then the choice of
the admissible ordering of D has no impact on the slot in which C occurs. See Figure 5.1



30 JAN DERBISZ AND TOMASZ KRAWCZYK

to the right for an illustration. Also, if D is prime and L ∼ D for some L ∈ L(D) and
R ∈ R(D) or when D is serial and |I(D)| = 2, then any ordering of D binds C is Sj for
some j ∈ {0, 1}.
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Figure 5.1. To the left: prime deepest owner D with L1 ∼ R1: ordering
γ = (γ0, γ1) binds C in S0 and ordering δ = (δ0, δ1) binds C in S1. In
the middle: ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) of serial deepest owner D binds C in
S0, ordering σ = (σ0, σ1) makes C non-Helly. To the right: prime deepest
owner D satisfies L(D) ∥ R(D) and hence C is not bound by D.

Lemma 5.10. Let M ∈ P ∖ {D} be such that I(M) ̸= ∅ and let K be the child of M in
the set P. Then M is either prime or serial and:

(1) We have L(M) ∼ K, R(M) ∼ K, and L(M) ∼ R(M).
(2) Let ϕ be a C-conformal model ϕ of G and let ϕ|M = (π0, π1) be an ordering of M

in ϕ:
(a) If C is contained in ϕ|D0 then π0 orders L0(M) before K0 and K0 before R0(M),
(b) If C is contained in ϕ|D1 then π1 orders R1(M) before K1 and K1 before L1(M).

(3) Suppose M is prime. Then:
(a) There is a unique admissible ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) in Π(M) which orders L0(M)

before K0 and K0 before R0(M) in γ0.
(b) There is a unique admissible ordering δ = (δ0, δ1) in Π(M) which orders R1(M)

before K1 and K1 before L1(M) in δ1.
Moreover, we have Π(M) = {γ, δ}, which means that δ is the reflection of γ.

Proof. Since C is clean, I(M) ̸= ∅, and K ∩ C contains two vertices with different
orientation in K, M needs to be either prime or serial.
Statement (1) follows from the fact that D ⊆ K and C satisfies condition (C5).
Statement (2) follows from the fact that D ⊆ K and the letter C is on the left side of

the chords of ϕ representing the vertices from the set C ∩
(⋃

L(M)
)
and from the set

C ∩
(⋃

R(M)
)
.

Statement (3) follows from Claim 5.7.(2) and the fact that C contains no rigid non-Helly
subclique. □
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Similarly, the above lemma allows us to introduce the following terminology for admis-
sible orderings of Π(M) for M-nodes M ∈ P ∖ {D} such that I(M) ̸= ∅:
• If M is prime, then admissible ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) which orders L0(M) before K0

and K0 before R0(M) in γ0 binds C in the slot S0, and admissible ordering δ = (δ0, δ1)
of Π(M) which orders R1(M) before K1 and K1 before L1(M) in δ1 binds C in the
slot S1. See Figure 5.2 (to the left) for an illustration.

• IfM is serial, then any admissible ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) which orders L0(M) before K0

and K0 before R0(M) in γ0 binds C in the slot S0, any admissible ordering δ = (δ0, δ1)
of Π(M) which orders R1(M) before K1 and K1 before L1(M) in δ1 binds C in the
slot S1, and any other ordering σ = (σ0, σ1) makes C non-Helly. Note that M admits
an ordering which makes C non-Helly iff |I(M)| ⩾ 2. See Figure 5.2 (to the right) for
an illustration.

Note that when M is prime or when M is serial and |I(M)| = 1, then any ordering of M
binds C in Sj for some j ∈ {0, 1}.
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Figure 5.2. To the left: ordering γ = (γ0, γ1) of prime owner M binds
C in S0 and ordering δ = (δ0, δ1) binds C in S1. To the right: ordering
γ = (γ0, γ1) of serial owner M (we have R(N) = ∅) binds C in S0, ordering
σ = (σ0, σ1) makes C non-Helly.

Finally, we describe the properties of the Q-node Q which contains C.

Lemma 5.11. Let Q be the Q-node containing C and let S be the lowest owner of C
in TQ. Then:

(1) We have L(Q) ∼ S, R(Q) ∼ S, and L(Q) ∼ R(Q).
(2) Let ϕ be a conformal model of G and let ϕ|Q ≡ πQ be an admissible ordering of Q

in ϕ. Then:
• If C is in ϕ|S0, then πQ orders the slot S0 between L0(Q) and L1(Q) and between
R1(Q) and R0(Q).

• If C is in ϕ|S1, then πQ orders the slot S1 between L0(Q) and L1(Q) and between
R1(Q) and R0(Q).
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(3) Suppose M is prime. Then:
(a) There is a unique admissible ordering γ ∈ Π(Q) which orders the slot S0 between

L0(Q) and L1(Q) and between R1(Q) and R0(Q).
(b) There is a unique admissible ordering δ ∈ Π(Q) which orders the slot S1 between

L0(Q) and R1(Q) and between R1(Q) and R0(Q).
Moreover, we have Π(Q) = {γ, δ}, which means that δ is the reflection of γ.

Proof. Statement (1) follows from the fact that D ⊆ S and C satisfies condition (C5).
Statement (2) follows from the fact that D ⊆ S and the letter C is on the left side

of chords of ϕ representing the vertices from the set C ∩
(⋃

L(Q)
)
and from the set

C ∩
(⋃

R(Q)
)
.

Statement (3) follows from Claim 5.7.(2) and the fact that C contains no rigid non-Helly
subclique. □

Following our convention, we introduce the following terminology for admissible order-
ings of Π(Q) for Q-node Q such that C ⊆ Q and I(Q) ̸= ∅:
• If Q is prime, then admissible ordering γ ∈ Π(Q) which orders the slot S0 between
L0(Q) and L1(Q) and betweenR1(Q) andR0(Q) binds C in the slot S0, and admissible
ordering δ which orders the slot S1 between L0(Q) and L1(Q) and between R1(Q) and
R0(Q) binds C in the slot S1. See Figure 5.3 (to the left) for an illustration.

• If Q is serial, then any admissible ordering γ ∈ Π(Q) which orders the slot S0 between
L0(Q) and L1(Q) and betweenR1(Q) andR0(Q) binds C in the slot S0, any admissible
ordering δ of Π(Q) which orders the slot S1 between L0(Q) and L1(Q) and between
R1(Q) and R0(Q) binds C in the slot S1, and any other ordering σ ∈ Π(Q) makes C
non-Helly. Note that Q admits an ordering which makes C non-Helly iff |I(Q)| ⩾ 2.
See Figure 5.3 (to the right) for an illustration.

Note that when Q is prime or when Q is serial and |I(Q)| = 1, then any ordering of Q
binds C in Sj for some j ∈ {0, 1}.

Now, we are ready to characterize conformal models of G in which C satisfies the Helly
property. For this purpose, we say a node N of T affects (the slot of) C if N admits an
ordering which binds C in some slot of S.

Lemma 5.12. Suppose C is a private clique which satisfies conditions (C1)-(C5) and let
j ∈ {0, 1}. A conformal model ϕ of G can be extended to a C-conformal model with the
clique C in the slot Sj if and only if for every node N affecting C the ordering ϕ|N binds
C in Sj.

Proof. Suppose ϕ is a C-conformal model of G with C in the slot Sj. Lemmas 5.9.(2),
5.10.(2), and 5.11.(2) assert that for every node N affecting C the ordering ϕ|N binds C
in Sj.
Suppose ϕ is a conformal model of G such that ϕ|N binds C in Sj for every node N

affecting C. Since, by Claim 5.7.(1), every element from C is a member of some node
K ∈ I(N) for some N ∈ P ∪ {Q}, the properties of admissible orderings from Π(N)
binding C in Sj assert ϕ can be easily extended to a C-conformal model with C in Sj

(we can choose any ordering for the nodes of T which do not affect C). □
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Figure 5.3. To the left: ordering γ of prime Q-node Q binds C in S0

and ordering δ binds C in S1. To the right: ordering γ of serial Q-node Q
binds C in S0, ordering σ makes C non-Helly.

Finally we determine the type of C.

Theorem 5.13. Suppose C is a private clique which satisfies conditions (C1)-(C5). If
there is a node with an ordering which makes C non-Helly or there are at least two nodes
with orderings binding C, then C is ambiguous. Otherwise, C is always Helly.

Proof. Lemmas 5.9.(3), 5.10.(3), and 5.11.(3) assert every node N affecting C admits an
ordering which binds C in the slot Sj, for any j ∈ {0, 1}. Lemma 5.12 guarantees G
admits a conformal model in which C satisfies the Helly property.

By Lemma 5.12, if there is a serial node N affecting C with an ordering making C
non-Helly, the conformal models of G which use this ordering on N make C non-Helly.
By the same reason, if we have two distinct nodes N0, N1 which bind C, the conformal
models ϕ of G in which ϕ|N0 binds C in S0 and ϕ|N1 binds C in S1, make C non-Helly.
Otherwise, if there is exactly one node N whose orderings binds C either in S0 or in S1,
then any conformal model ϕ of G can be extended to a C-conformal model with C in the
slot Sj for some unique j ∈ {0, 1} (that is, in S0 if ϕ|N binds C in S0 or in S1 if ϕ|N binds
C in S1). Finally, if there are no nodes affecting C, every conformal model of G can be
extended to a C-conformal model with C in Sj for both j ∈ {0, 1}. This concludes the
proof. □

Finally, we can observe that we can test the type of C in polynomial time, thus proving
Theorem 1.2. For this purpose we check whether C satisfies properties (C1)-(C5). All
those properties are easy to test except of checking whether C contains a rigid non-Helly
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clique of size ⩾ 4. For this we can use the fact that C contains a rigid non-Helly clique
of size ⩾ 4 iff the vertices of C induce a non-chordal graph in the overlap graph Gov.

6. FPT algorithm for Helly Cliques

The Helly Cliques problem (HCP) is defined as follows.

Problem: Helly Cliques
Input: A circular-arc graph G and some of its cliques C1, . . . , Ck

Question: Is there a normalized circular-arc model of G in which all
the cliques C1, . . . , Ck satisfy the Helly property?

Equivalently, in Helly Cliques, for a given circular arc graph G and its cliques
C1, . . . , Ck we need to decide whether G admits a {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model.
Let (G,C1, . . . , Ck) be an instance of Helly Cliques. If Ci is an inclusion-wise

maximal clique in G, then the instance (G,C1, . . . , Ck) is equivalent to the instance
(G′, C1, . . . , Ci−1, Ci+1, . . . , Ck), where G

′ is obtained by extending G by a vertex v with
N(v) = Ci. Hence, if all the cliques on the input are maximal in G, Helly Cliques can
be solved by a linear time algorithm as it can be reduced to the recognition problem of
circular-arc graphs.

In the rest of this section we will prove Theorem 6.1, which extends Theorem 1.3.(1)
as follows:

Theorem 6.1. Helly Cliques can be solved:

(1) in time 2knO(1) if we restrict to the instances (G,C1, . . . , Ck) in which V (G) is prime
or parallel in M(Gov).

(2) in time 2O(k log k)nO(1) if we restrict to the instances (G,C1, . . . , Ck) in which V (G) is
serial in M(Gov).

In particular, Helly Cliques can be solved in time 2O(k log k)nO(1).

Suppose (G,C1, . . . , Ck) is an instance of Helly Cliques. If some clique Ci is always-
non-Helly, we immediately conclude that we are dealing with no-instance. Also, if Ci is
always-Helly, then (G,C1, . . . , Ck) is equivalent to (G,C1, . . . , Ci−1, Ci+1, . . . , Ck). So, we
assume all the cliques C1, . . . , Ck are ambiguous.

Suppose T is the PQM-tree of G = (V,E) and Gov = (V,∼) is the overlap graph of G.
Since C1, . . . , Ck are ambiguous, C1, . . . , Ck satisfy properties (C1)–(C3). So, we assume
Ci is clean, we have Ci ⊆ Qi for a component Qi of Gov, and Ci contains no rigid non-Helly
subclique, for every i ∈ [k].
We consider two cases depending on the type of the module V in M(Gov).

6.1. V is prime or parallel in M(Gov). Since V is prime/parallel, every Q-node in
T is prime. Since C1, . . . , Ck are ambiguous and V is prime, Theorem 5.4 asserts that
all the cliques C1, . . . , Ck are private, and since they are ambiguous, all of them satisfy
properties (C1)–(C5). We assume Ci is private for a CA-module Si, for i ∈ [k].
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Our algorithm iterates over all tuples in the set {0, 1}[k] and for every tuple (j1, . . . , jk) ∈
{0, 1}[k] it verifies whether there exists a {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model ϕ of G such that
the clique letter Ci is contained in the slot Sji

i for i ∈ [k].
Let (j1, . . . , jk) be a tuple in {0, 1}[k]. By Lemma 5.12 there is a {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal

model of G with Ci in S
ji if and only if for every i ∈ [k] and for every node N affecting Ci

the ordering ϕ|N binds C in Sji . Hence, our task is to check whether for every prime/serial
node N in T there is an ordering π ∈ Π(N) such that for every i ∈ [k] the ordering π
binds Ci in S

ji whenever N affects Ci.
This is easy when N is prime: ordering π does not exist if and only if there are two

cliques Ci1 , Ci2 ∈ {C1, . . . , Ck} affected by N and there is no ordering in Π(N) which
binds Ci1 in Sji1 and Ci2 in Sji2 .

If N is serial, then N is an M-node as we are in the case when V is prime or parallel.
Suppose N ⊆ S for a CA-module S ∈ S. Recall that the orderings π in Π(N) are in
the correspondence with the linear orderings ≺N of the children of N in TS. Now, note
that each constraint of the form π binds Ci in the slot Si enforces ≺N -relation between
some children of N (see Lemmas 5.9–5.10). Eventually, the question of whether there
exists π ∈ Π(N) which binds Ci in S

ji for every Ci affected by N is equivalent to testing
whether a digraph (N,≺N) consisting of the≺N -edges enforced by the binding constraints,
is acyclic. Clearly, this condition can be tested in polynomial-time.

This completes the proof of Theorem 6.1.(1).

6.2. V is serial in M(Gov). First observe that, contrary to the previous case, we can
not assume that all the input cliques C1, . . . , Ck are private; indeed, Theorem 5.4 asserts
that a public clique Ci intersecting at least three CA-modules of G is ambiguous. So,
in this case we construct an algorithm which exploits PQM-tree of G and the Trapezoid
Lemma.

First, for every S ∈ S we let

Cl(S) = {Ci : Ci ∩ S ̸= ∅},
Priv(S) = {Ci : Ci is private for S}.

Clearly, Ci is public if and only if Ci is contained in no set Priv(S) for every S ∈ S and
Ci is private if and only if Ci is contained in exactly one set Priv(S) for some S ∈ S.

A circular ordering Ci1 . . . Cik of the clique set {C1, . . . , Ck} is good if there exists a
{C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model ϕ of G such that

ϕ|{C1, . . . , Ck} ≡ Ci1 . . . Cik .

Model ϕ satisfying the above property is called Ci1 . . . Cik-conformal.
Let ϕ be a Ci1 . . . Cik-conformal model of G. Note that we can always extend the model

ϕ by an oriented chord s0s1, called a stabilizer, which satisfies the property:

• For every S ∈ S the chord s0s1 has the slots ϕ|S0 and ϕ|S1 on its different sides.

Clearly, such an extension of ϕ is always possible: for example, we may pick any S ∈ S
and add the chord s0s1 such that s0 is just before the slot ϕ|S0 and s1 is just before the
slot ϕ|S1. Usually we draw the extended models ϕ on two parallel lines A and B, with A
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above B, putting the points of ϕ strictly between s0 and s1 on the line A, and the points
of ϕ strictly between s1 and s0 on the line B, and drawing the chord s0s1 in parallel and
in between A and B. See Figure 6.1 for an illustration.

A

B

s0 s1

ϕ|S0
1 ϕ|S1

2 ϕ|S0
3

ϕ|S1
1ϕ|S0

2ϕ|S1
3

v11 v
0
2 C1 v13v

0
4C2 C3v

1
5v

0
6 C4 v17 v

0
8 v19 v

0
10

C5v12v01C6v16v05v14v03C7v110v09C8v18v07

A

B

s0 s1

S0
1

C1 C2C3

S1
2

C4

S0
3

C5

S1
1

C6

S0
2

C7C8

S1
3

Figure 6.1. An extended model ϕ and its skeleton ϕR. We have v1 ∈ C6,
v2 ∈ C1 ∩ C5, v3 ∈ C8, v4, v5 ∈ C2 ∩ C3. We have τA = C1C2C3C4 and
τB = C5C6C7C8, τ

A(S2) = C2C3, τ
B(S2) = ∅, where ∅ denotes an empty

word, PrivA(S2) = {C2, C3} and PrivB(S2) = ∅. The model (ϕ|S0
2 , ϕ|S1

2) =
(v16v

0
5v

1
4v

0
3, v

1
3v

0
4C2C3v

1
5v

0
6) is (∅, C2C3)-admissible for S2. We have µA =

C1{C2, C3}C4 and µB = C5C6C7C8, red dot is the clique-point of C2 and
C3, green dot is the clique-point of C6.

Let ϕ be a Ci1 . . . Cik-conformal model of G extended by a stabilizer s0s1. Let ϕA and
ϕB be the contiguous subwords of ϕ containing the letters of ϕ strictly between s0 and s1

and strictly between s1 and s0, respectively. Let τ(ϕ), τA, τB be the restriction of ϕ, ϕA, ϕB

to the set {C1, . . . , Ck} ∪ {s0, s1}, respectively. Also, for S ∈ S let τA(S) and τB(S) be
the subwords of τA and τB containing the cliques from Priv(S). Note that τA(S) and
τB(S), if non-empty, are contiguous in τA and τB, respectively. Next, let PrivA(S) and
PrivB(S) be the cliques occurring in the words τA(S) and τB(S), respectively. Note that
Priv(S) = PrivA(S) ∪ PrivB(S). Finally, let µA (µB) be a word obtained from τA (τB,
respectively) by replacing every non-empty word τA(S) (τB(S), respectively) by the set
PrivA(S) (PrivB(S), respectively), for S ∈ S. See Figure 6.1 for an illustration.

Now, since ϕ is {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal, the following property holds:

(P1): For every S ∈ S:
• If ϕ|S0 is above s0s1, then (ϕ|S0, ϕ|S1) is an (τA(S), τB(S))-admissible model
for S, which means that (ϕ|S0, ϕ|S1) restricted to S∗ is admissible for S, re-
stricted to Priv(S) coincides with (τA(S), τB(S)), and for every C ∈ Priv(S)
and v ∈ C ∩ S the clique C is on the left side of the chord ϕ(v),

• If ϕ|S1 is above s0s1, then (ϕ|S0, ϕ|S1) is an
(
τB(S), τA(S)

)
-admissible model

for S.
Next, let ϕR denote a circular word that arises from ϕ by replacing, for every S ∈ S,

the subwords ϕ|S0 and ϕ|S1 by the letters S0 and S1, respectively. The circular word ϕR

obtained this way is called the skeleton of ϕ. Clearly,
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(P2): The chords ϕR(S) for S ∈ S are pairwise intersecting and all of them intersect the
stabilizer s0s1.

See Figure 6.1 to the right for an illustration.
Now, we are going to describe some geometric properties of the skeleton ϕR. For this

purpose, by slightly abusing our notation we represent every clique Ci from {C1, . . . , Ck}
as the clique-point Ci on the line A or B, as follows. We represent the letters from µA as
points on the line A and the letters from µB as points on the line B. Then, the clique-point
Ci coincides with:

• the point PrivA(S) if Ci ∈ PrivA(S) for some S ∈ S,
• the point PrivB(S) if Ci ∈ PrivB(S) for some S ∈ S,
• the point Ci, otherwise.

See Figure 6.1 to the right for an illustration.
Now, note that we can easily assert the following properties of the oriented chord ϕR(S)

for every S ∈ S:
(T1): For every Ci ∈

(
Cl(S) ∖ Priv(S)

)
, if the chords from S ∩ C are (S0, S1)-oriented

((S1, S0)-oriented), then the oriented chord ϕR(S) has the clique-point Ci on its
left side (right side, respectively).

(T2): If PrivA(S) ̸= ∅, then the upper tip of ϕR(S) coincides with the point PrivA(S). If
PrivB(S) ̸= ∅, then the lower tip of ϕR(S) coincides with the point PrivB(S).

Now let us consider the region where the oriented chord ϕR(S) can be placed in order
to satisfy properties (T1)–(T2). Clearly, such region depends solely on the orientation of
ϕR(S) but in both cases it forms a trapezoid (possibly empty) with one base (forming
a possibly degenerated interval, open or closed on each side) in A and the second one
in B; we call such a trapezoid as spanned between A and B. Let TS0 (TS1) denote the
largest trapezoid spanned between A and B such that whenever ϕR(S) is downward
oriented chord contained in TS0 (upward oriented chord contained in TS1 , respectively),
then ϕR(S) satisfies properties (T1)–(T2). So, since ϕR(S) satisfies properties (T1)–(T2),
the following holds:

(P3): For every S ∈ S:
• If ϕ|S0 is above s0s1, then ϕR(S) ⊆ TS0 .
• If ϕ|S0 is below s0s1, then ϕR(S) ⊆ TS1 .

See Figure 6.2 which shows trapezoids for slots shown in Figure 6.1.
Our algorithm iterates over all circular orders of the clique set {C1, . . . , Ck} and for

every circular order Ci1 . . . Cik it decides, in polynomial time, whether Ci1 . . . Cik is good.
Clearly, we accept (G,C1, . . . , Ck) if at least one of the circular orders is good. To test
whether Ci1 . . . Cik is good, we iterate over all extensions of the circular word Ci1 , . . . , Cik

by the letters {s0, s1} and for each such extension τ we check whether there is an extended
conformal model ϕ of G such that τ = τ(ϕ). Given τ , the algorithm computes the word µ,
which defines the clique-point Ci for every Ci ∈ {C1, . . . , Ck}, and the trapezoids TS0

and TS1 for every S ∈ S, exactly as we have computed µ and TS0 and TS1 from the
word τ(ϕ). Also, given τ , we compute the sets PrivA(S), PrivB(S), and the words τA(S)
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Figure 6.2. Trapezoids TS0
1
, TS1

1
, TS0

2
, TS1

2
, TS0

3
, TS1

3
for the instance shown

in Figure 6.1: ϕR(S1) must have C1 and C5 to the left and C6 to the right
(and hence TS1

1
= ∅ as we can not have ϕR(S1) upward oriented and having

C5 to the left and C6 to the right), ϕR(S2) must have one end at C2, C3 and
must have C8 to the left, ϕR(S3) must have one end at C8.

and τB(S) for S ∈ S. Clearly, we reject τ if for some S ∈ S the cliques from PrivA(S) or
from PrivB(S) are not consecutive in τ .

Our main task is to check whether there exits an extended Ci1 . . . Cik-conformal model ϕ
ofG such that τ(ϕ) = τ . The most important question that arises when trying to construct
such a model is whether we should place the slot S0 above or below the stabilizer, for
every S ∈ S. Clearly, we cannot check all possibilities as there can be exponentially many
of them. To avoid this problem, we construct a 2-SAT formula Φ, with variable xS0 for
every CA-module S ∈ S, which has the property that the sets of true variables in the
assignments satisfying Φ correspond to the sets of CA-modules S with the slot S0 above
the stabilizer in the conformal models ϕ of G extending τ . Formally, we will construct Φ
such that the following lemma is satisfied.

Lemma 6.2.

(1) For every Ci1 . . . Cik-conformal model ϕ of G extending τ an assignment αϕ given by

αϕ(xS0) =

{
T if ϕ|S0 is above s0s1

F if ϕ|S0 is below s0s1
for S ∈ S,

makes the formula Φ true.
(2) For every assignment α satisfying Φ there exists an extended Ci1 . . . Cik-model ϕ of G

such that τ(ϕ) = τ and αϕ = α.
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We first we define the clauses of Φ and then we prove that Φ satisfies the properties of
Lemma 6.2.

The clauses of Φ are defined as follows:

• For every S ∈ S:
– If there exists no (τA(S), τB(S))-admissible model for S, we add the clause ¬xS0

to Φ.
– If there exists no (τB(S), τA(S))-admissible model for S, we add the clause xS0 to Φ.
We discuss how to test whether there is an (τA(S), τB(S))-admissible model ((τB(S), τA(S))-
admissible) for S in the last paragraph of this section.

• For every two distinct S1, S2 ∈ S:
– If TS0

1
∩ TS0

2
= ∅, we add the clause ¬(xS0

1
∧ xS0

2
) to Φ.

– If TS0
1
∩ TS1

2
= ∅, we add the clause ¬(xS0

1
∧ ¬xS0

2
) to Φ.

– If TS1
1
∩ TS0

2
= ∅, we add the clause ¬(¬xS0

1
∧ xS0

2
) to Φ.

– If TS1
1
∩ TS1

2
= ∅, we add the clause ¬(¬xS0

1
∧ ¬xS0

2
) to Φ.

In the proof of Lemma 6.2 we use so-called Trapezoid Lemma, whose proof (purely
geometrical) can be found in the Appendix. To state Trapezoid Lemma, we need a short
definition. We say that two trapezoids T1 and T2 spanned between A and B nicely intersect
if there is a segment t1 spanned between A and B and contained in T1 and a segment
t2 spanned between A and B and contained in T2 such that t1 and t2 are intersecting
strictly between the lines A and B. The Trapezoid Lemma asserts that for every family
of pairwise nicely intersecting trapezoids one can pick a segment spanned between A and
B from each trapezoid such that all the picked segments have different endpoints and are
pairwise intersecting.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Suppose ϕ is an extended (Ci1 , . . . , Cik)-conformal model of G such
that τ(ϕ) = τ and suppose ϕR is the skeleton of ϕ satisfying properties (P1)–(P3). We
will show that the assignment αϕ satisfies formula Φ.

Let S ∈ S. Suppose xS0 = T in αϕ, which means ϕ|S0 is above s0s1. Then, property
(P1) asserts (ϕ|S0, ϕ|S1) is an (τA(S), τB(S))-admissible model of S, and hence we do
not have the clause ¬xS0 in Φ. If xS0 = F in αϕ, which means ϕ|S0 is below s0s1, then
(ϕ|S0, ϕ|S1) is an (τB(S), τA(S))-admissible model of S, and hence we do not have the
clause xS0 in Φ. This proves αϕ satisfies all one-literal clauses in Φ.

Let S1, S2 be two distinct CA-modules from S. Suppose xS0
1
= xS0

2
= T in αϕ, which

means ϕ|S0
1 and ϕ|S0

2 are above s
0s1 in ϕ. Clearly, we have ϕR(S1) ⊆ TS0

1
and ϕR(S2) ⊆ TS0

2

by property (P3), and hence TS0
1
∩ TS0

2
̸= ∅ as ϕR(S1) and ϕR(S2) are intersecting by

property (P2). In particular, we do not have the clause ¬(xS0
1
∧xS0

2
) in Φ. The remaining

cases are proven analogously. This shows αϕ satisfies all two-literal clauses in Φ and hence
satisfies Φ. This completes the proof of statement (1).

Now, suppose α is an assignment that satisfies Φ. For every S ∈ S let

SA =

{
S0 if xS0 = T ,
S1 if xS0 = F .



40 JAN DERBISZ AND TOMASZ KRAWCZYK

and let SB be such that {SA, SB} = {S0, S1}. We will show that there is a Ci1 . . . Cik-
admissible model ϕ of G extending τ such that ϕ|SA is above s0s1 for every S ∈ S.

Let S ∈ S. The one-literal clauses of Φ assert there exists a model (ϕ0
S, ϕ

1
S) of S which

is admissible for (τA(S), τB(S)) if SA = S0 and admissible for (τB(S), τA(S)) if SA = S1.
Indeed, if SA = S0, then xS0 = T in α, we do not have the clause ¬xS0 in Φ, and hence
there is (τA(S), τB(S))-admissible model (ϕ0

S, ϕ
1
S) for S. If SA = S1, then we have xS0 = F

in α, we do not have the clause xS0 in Φ, and hence there is (τB(S), τA(S))-admissible
model (ϕ0

S, ϕ
1
S) for S.

The two-literal clauses of Φ assert that for S ∈ S the trapezoids TSA are pairwise
intersecting. Suppose S1 and S2 are two distinct CA-modules from S. Indeed, if SA

1 = S0
1 ,

SA
2 = S0

2 , then we have xS0
1
= xS0

2
= T in α, we do not have the clause ¬(xS0

1
∧ xS0

2
) in Φ,

and hence we have TS0
1
∩ TS0

2
̸= ∅. The other cases are proven analogously.

Now, properties (P2)–(P3) assert that the trapezoids TSA for S ∈ S are pairwise in-
tersecting. We can easily observe that they are also pairwise nicely intersecting. Hence,
Trapezoid Lemma asserts that for every S ∈ S we can draw a segment ϕR(S) spanned
between A and B in every trapezoid TSA such that the drawn segments have different
endpoints and are pairwise intersecting. We orient ϕR(S) such that SA is above s0s1, for
every S ∈ S. Now, for S ∈ S we replace the letters S0 and S1 in ϕR by the words ϕ0

S

and ϕ1
S, respectively, obtaining the circular word ϕ. One can easily check that ϕ is an

extended Ci1 , . . . , Cik-admissible model for G such that τ(ϕ) = τ and αϕ = α. □

We end this section by sketching a poly-time algorithm testing whether there is a
(τA(S), τB(S))-admissible model for S, for S ∈ S. Suppose we search for a (τA(S), τB(S))-
admissible model for S (the other case is similar). Recall that τA(S) and τB(S) are
permutations of PrivA(S) and PrivB(S), respectively, and PrivA(S) ∪ PrivB(S) = Priv(S).
Using the same ideas as in Subsection 6.1 we add a set of restrictions on admissible
orderings of some M-nodes of TS which assert that every admissible model for S admitting
those restrictions can be extended to (µA(S), µB(S))-admissible model of S, where µX(S)
is a permutation of PrivX(S) forX ∈ {A,B}. We want to test whether any of those models
can be turned into (τA(S), τB(S))-admissible model for S. Clearly, there is no such model
if for some two cliques C,C ′ ∈ PrivA(S) with C ′ occurring before C in τA(S) there are
a, b ∈ S such that b <S a, b

1 ∈ S0, a0 ∈ S0, b ∈ C, and a ∈ C ′ (see Figure 6.3 to the left).
So, suppose that such configurations do not exist for cliques in τA(S) and analogously for
cliques in τB(S). Now, we add additional restrictions on the set of admissible orderings
(ϕ0

S, ϕ
1
S) of S which assert that for every two cliques C,C ′ ∈ PrivA(S) with C ′ occurring

before C in τA(S) we do not have b, a ∈ S such that b ∼ a, b1 ∈ S0, a0 ∈ S0, b ∈ C, a ∈ C ′,
and b1 is before a0 in ϕ0

S (see Figure 6.3 to the right). We add analogous restrictions for
every two cliques from τB(S). Clearly, there is no

(
τA(S), τB(S)

)
-admissible model for

S if the set of models satisfying all restrictions is empty. Otherwise, we start with any
(µA(S), µB(S))-admissible model (ϕ0

S, ϕ
1
S) for S, where µX(S) is a permutation of PrivX(S)

for X ∈ {A,B}. One can easily observe that whenever the order of two neighbouring
cliques C and C ′ in ϕ0

S is inconsistent with its order in τA(S), we can shift and swap C
and C ′ inside ϕ0

S as we have excluded all the configurations which could forbid such a
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swap. We proceed analogously with the cliques in τB(S). Clearly, the above ideas allow
us to design a poly-time algorithm testing existence of a

(
τA(S), τB(S)

)
-admissible model

for S with S0 above the stabilizer.

S0

S1

C b1 a0 C′

b0 a1

ϕ0
S

ϕ1
S

C b1 a0 C′

a1 b0

Figure 6.3. Forbidden configurations for the existence of (τA(S), τB(S))-
admissible model for S, where C,C ′ are two cliques from PrivA(S) with C ′

before C in τA(S).

7. Polynomial kernel for the Helly Clique Problem

In this section we prove the following.

Theorem 7.1. Helly Cliques admits a kernel of size O(k6).

Suppose G,C1, . . . , Ck is an input to the Helly Clique problem. As in the previous
section, we can assume C1, . . . , Ck are ambiguous and satisfy properties (C1)–(C3). For
every private clique Ci ∈ {C1, . . . , Ck} by SCi

we denote the CA-module of G such that
Ci ∈ Priv(SCi

). We note that SCi
is not defined when Ci is public, which might only

happen when V (G) is serial in M(Gov). For convenience, we slightly abuse our convention
and we assume Priv(V (G)) = {C1, . . . , Ck} if V (G) is serial in M(Gov), and Priv(Q) =⋃
{Priv(S) : S ∈ S(Q)} for every prime Q-node Q. Also, we extend the notation from the

previous section and for every M-node M we let

Cl(M) = {Ci : Ci ∩M ̸= ∅},
Priv(M) = {Ci : Ci is private for M}.

Suppose N is a prime node (M-node or Q-node) in T and C,C ′ are two distinct cliques
from {C1, . . . , Ck} such that C,C ′ ∈ Priv(N). Note that SC = SC′ if N is an M-node. We
say that:

• N binds C and C ′ on the same side if any order from Π(N) binds C in Sj
C and binds

C ′ in Sj
C′ for some j ∈ {0, 1},

• N binds C and C ′ on different sides if any order from Π(N) binds C in Sj
C and C ′ in

S1−j
C′ for some j ∈ {0, 1}.

• N binds C and C ′ if N binds C and C ′ on the same side or on different sides.

Lemmas 5.9.(3), 5.10.(3) and 5.11.(3) assert that N binds C and C ′ if and only if N binds
C and C ′ either on the same or on different sides.

Suppose N is a serial node (M-node or Q-node) in T and C,C ′ are two distinct cliques
from {C1, . . . , Ck} such that C,C ′ ∈ Priv(N). We say that:
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• N binds C and C ′ on the same side if there are two distinct children K,L of N such
that C,C ′ ∈ Priv(K), C,C ′ ∈ Cl(L), and the vertices from C ∩ L and C ′ ∩ L have the
same orientation in L,

• N binds C and C ′ on different sides if there are two distinct children K,L of N in TQ

such that C,C ′ ∈ Priv(K), C,C ′ ∈ Cl(L), and the vertices from C ∩L and C ′ ∩L have
different orientation in L,

• N binds C and C ′ if N binds C and C ′ either on the same or on different sides.

Note that, since C ∈ Priv(K) (C ′ ∈ Priv(K)), the vertices from C∩L (C ′∩L, respectively)
have the same orientation in L.

Lemma 5.12 yields the following:

Observation 7.2. Let C,C ′ be two cliques bound by a node N from T and let ϕ be a
{C,C ′}-conformal model of G. Then:

• If C and C ′ are bound on the same side, then there is j ∈ {0, 1} such that C is contained
in ϕ|Sj

C and C ′ is contained in ϕ|Sj
C′.

• If C and C ′ are bound on different sides, then there is j ∈ {0, 1} such that C is
contained in ϕ|Sj

C and C ′ is contained in ϕ|S1−j
C′ .

Our kernelization algorithm traverses the trees TQ in the bottom-up order and marks
every inner node of TQ either as important or irrelevant. Also, when the algorithm marks
some node as important, it also marks some of its vertices as important (the vertices which
remain unmarked can be considered as irrelevant). Roughly speaking, the important
vertices form a subset of V (G) of size O(k6) which preserves all relevant information
allowing to conclude that we are dealing with no-instance in the case where there is no
{C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model of G. Formally, the algorithm returns as a kernel a reduct
of G with respect to the set of important vertices and the cliques C1, . . . , Ck restricted to
the set of important vertices. We will show that the restricted instance is equivalent to
the input instance.

Now we show how we process a single Q-node Q in T . We traverse the tree TQ in the
bottom-up order and for every inner node N ∈ T such that Priv(N) ̸= ∅ we compute a
partition blocks(N) of the set Priv(N) into so-called blocks of N . Additionally, for every
block B ∈ blocks(N) we maintain a partition sides(B) of the set B into so-called sides
of B.

Suppose the sets blocks(K) and their sides are already computed for every child K of N
in TQ. Note that the sets Priv(K) are pairwise disjoint. We compute the set blocks(N) as
follows. We first initialize the set blocks(N) such that it contains all the sets blocks(K)
of the children K of N and blocks {C} with one side empty for every C such that N is
the deepest owner of C (if this holds then we say that C is introduced by N). Next, we
iterate over all the pairs C ′, C ′′ ∈ Priv(N) and we do the following:

• if C ′ and C ′′ are bound by N on the same side, then:
– if C ′ and C ′′ are in the same block B ∈ blocks(N) but in different sides of B, then
we reject the instance G,C1, . . . , Ck,
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– if C ′ and C ′′ are in different blocks, say B′ ∈ blocks(N) and B′′ ∈ blocks(N) re-
spectively, then we form a new block B = B′ ∪ B′′ with two sides, one obtained
by merging the side of B′ containing C ′ and the side of B′′ containing C ′′, and the
second by merging the two remaining blocks of B′ and B′′. If the above holds, then
we say N merges two blocks through the cliques C ′ and C ′′.

• if C ′ and C ′′ are bound by N on different sides, then:
– if C ′ and C ′′ are in the same block B ∈ blocks(N) and the same side of B, then we
reject the instance G,C1, . . . , Ck,

– if C ′ and C ′′ are in different blocks, say B′ ∈ blocks(N) and B′′ ∈ blocks(N) re-
spectively, then we form a new block B = B′ ∪ B′′ with two sides, one obtained by
merging the side of B′ containing C ′ and the side of B′′ containing no C ′′, and the
second by merging the two remaining blocks in B′ and B′′. If the above holds, then
we say N merges two blocks through the cliques C ′ and C ′′.

Observation 7.2 asserts there is no {C1, . . . , Ck}-conformal model of G in the case we
reject the input instance. Otherwise (the set blocks(N) is computed),

(N): We mark N as irrelevant if blocks(N) = blocks(K) for some child K of N ; otherwise,
we mark N as important.

When we mark N as important, we mark some vertices of N as important, according to
the following rules.

If N is prime or parallel and N was marked as important, then:

(V1): If C is introduced by N , we mark two vertices a, b from C ∩ N with different
orientations in N. Moreover, if N affects C, we choose a and b such that a ∼ b.

(V2): If N merges two blocks through C ′ and C ′′, then:
• if C ′ is not introduced by N , we mark any vertex c′ ∈ C ′ ∩ N from any child
N ′ of N such that C ′ /∈ Priv(N ′).

• if C ′′ is not introduced by N , we mark any vertex c′′ ∈ C ′′ ∩N from any child
N ′′ of N such that C ′′ /∈ Priv(N).

If N is serial and N was marked as important, the marking procedure of important
vertices in N is performed in two phases. First, we first mark some children of N as
weakly important.

(W1): If K is a child of N such that Priv(K) ̸= ∅, we mark K as weakly important.

Also, we might mark as weakly important some children K of N such that Priv(K) = ∅.
The marking procedure for this case requires some preparation. First, we define the set
sgn(N) of signatures of N :

sgn(N) =
{
(A,B) : A,B ⊆ Priv(N), A ∩B = ∅, |A ∪B| ⩽ 4

}
.

Next, for every child K of N such that Priv(K) = ∅ and Cl(K)∩ Priv(N) ̸= ∅ we define a
partition of the set Cl(K) ∩ Priv(N) into two sets Cl01(K) and Cl10(K):

Cl01(K) = {C ∈ Cl(K) ∩ Priv(N) : the chords from C ∩K are (K0, K1)-oriented in K},
Cl10(K) = {C ∈ Cl(K) ∩ Priv(N) : the chords from C ∩K are (K1, K0)-oriented in K},
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and the set sgnK(N) of signatures of N occurring in the node K:

sgnK(N) =
{
(A,B) ∈ sgn(N) : A ⊆ Cl01(K), B ⊆ Cl10(K)

}
.

See Figure 7.1 for an illustration. Now, we can describe the procedure which marks as
weakly important some children K of N with Priv(K) ̸= ∅. First, we denote all the
signatures in the set sgn(N) as not visited. Next, we iterate over the children K of N
such that Priv(K) ̸= ∅ (in any order) and we do the following:

(W2): For every signature (A,B) occurring in the set sgnK(N) which is not yet visited,
we mark (A,B) as visited and we mark the node K as weakly important.

Note that child K of N is not marked as weakly important if and only if Priv(K) = ∅ and
all signatures from sgnK(N) have been visited by some weakly important children of N .
Finally, we mark some vertices in the children of N marked as weakly important:

(V3): For every weakly important child K of N and every C ∈ Cl(K) ∩ Priv(N) mark a
vertex from C ∩K.

This completes the description of the marking procedure.

N0

N1

C1 C2 C3 C4

C5C6C7C8

v10 v01 v12 v03 v14 v05 v16 v07 v18 v09

v01 v11v02 v13v04 v15v06 v17v08 v19

N0
1 N0

2 N0
3 N0

4 N0
5N0

6

N1
1N1

2N1
3N1

4N1
5 N1

6

Figure 7.1. Serial M-node N and its six children N1, . . . , N5, N6

with Cl01(N1) = Cl10(N5) = {C1, C2, C3, C4}, Cl10(N1) = Cl01(N5) =
{C5, C6, C7, C8}, Cl01(N2) = {C2} and Cl10(N2) = {C1}, Cl01(N3) =
{C3, C4, C5, C6} and Cl10(N3) = {C2, C7} (asserted by v4 ∈ C2, C7 and
v5 ∈ C3, C4, C5, C6), Cl01(N4) = {C4} and Cl10(N4) = {C3}, Cl01(N6) =
{C3, C4, C6} and Cl10(N6) = {C2, C7}. So we have Priv(N) = {C1, . . . , C8}
and Priv(Ni) = ∅ for i ∈ [6]. The set sgnN3

(N) contains the pairs (A,B),
where A is a subset of {C3, C4, C5, C6} of size at most 2 and B is a sub-
set of {C2, C7}. Suppose the children of N are processed in the order
N1, . . . , N6. Then N1, N2, N3, N4, N5 are marked as weakly important as
they mark as visited signatures ({C1}, {C5}), ({C2}, {C1}), ({C3}, {C2}),
({C4}, {C3}), and ({C8, C4}), respectively, N6 is not weakly important as
sgnN6(N) ⊆ sgnN3(N). Since τ 0 = C2C3C4 and τ 1 = C7C6, we have
C0

L = C2, C
1
L = C7, C

0
R = C3, C

1
R = C6. Since ({C3, C6}, {C2, C7}) is in the

set sgnN3
(N), we can place the chords from ϕ(N6) next to N2 (inside the

gray trapezoid).
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Observation 7.3. The algorithm marks O(k) nodes of T as important, O(k5) nodes as
weakly important, and O(k6) vertices of G as important.

Proof. We mark at most O(k) nodes as important as the algorithm introduces k singleton
blocks and merges blocks at most k−1 times. We mark O(k5) nodes as weakly important
as the set sgn(N) has size O(k4). Consequently, we mark O(k6) vertices as important. □

Let R denote the set of important vertices in G. We now formally define the reduct of
G with respect to R.

Definition 7.4. We say that a circular-arc graph G′ = (V ′, E ′) is a reduct of G with
respect to R if:

(1) R ⊆ V ′.
(2) For every conformal model ϕ of G there is a conformal model ϕ′ of G′ such that

ϕ|R∗ ≡ ϕ′|R∗.
(3) For every conformal model ϕ′ of G′ there is a conformal model ϕ of G such that

ϕ|R∗ ≡ ϕ′|R∗.

As we show in the Appendix in Section 9.1, there is a polynomial-time algorithm
computing a reduct G′ = (V ′, E ′) of G with respect to R such that |V ′| ⩽ 12 · |R|. To
finish the kernelization, we let G∗ be a reduct of G respecting R and let C∗

i be Ci restricted
to R. Note that C∗

i is non-empty for every i ∈ [k].

Lemma 7.5. (G∗, C∗
1 , . . . , C

∗
k) is a kernel of size O(k6) for the instance (G,C1, . . . , Ck)

of Helly Cliques.

Proof. Since the reduct G∗ of G respecting R has size linear in |R|, we deduce the instance
(G∗, C∗

1 , . . . , C
∗
k) has size O(k

6).
We need to show that (G,C1, . . . , Ck) is a yes-instance if and only if (G∗, C∗

1 , . . . , C
∗
k)

is a yes-instance.
Suppose (G,C1, . . . , Ck) is a yes-instance of Helly Cliques. Let ϕ be a {C1, . . . , Ck}-

conformal model of G. Let ϕ∗ be a conformal model of G∗ such that ϕ∗|R ≡ ϕ|R; such a
model exists as G∗ is the reduct of G respecting R. One can easily observe that ϕ∗ can
be easily extended to the {C∗

1 , . . . , C
∗
k}-conformal model of G∗ as we can insert the clique

letters {C∗
1 , . . . , C

∗
k} into ϕ∗ so as its position relative to the chords ϕ∗(R) is the same as

the relative position of the clique letters {C1, . . . , Ck} to the chords ϕ(R) in the model ϕ.
Suppose (G∗, C∗

1 , . . . , C
∗
k) is a yes-instance ofHelly Cliques. Let ϕ∗ be a {C∗

1 , . . . , C
∗
k}-

conformal model of G∗. Let ϕ be an admissible model of G such that ϕ|R ≡ ϕ∗|R – such
a model exists as G∗ is a reduct of G. Next, we extend ϕ by the letters {C∗

1 , . . . , C
∗
k} so

as ϕ is a {C∗
1 , . . . , C

∗
k}-conformal model for G, and finally we replace the letter C∗

i by Ci

in ϕ for i ∈ [k]. As far we know that Ci is on the left side of ϕ(v) for every v ∈ C∗
i and

every i ∈ [k].
Now, for every Q-node Q we proceed the trees TQ bottom up (in any order) and we

show we can modify ϕ so as for every node N ∈ TQ with Priv(N) ̸= ∅ the following
properties hold:
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(M1): For every block B ∈ blocks(N) with sides(B) = {B′, B′′} there is j ∈ {0, 1} such
that for every C ′ ∈ B′ the clique C ′ occurs in ϕ|Sj

C and for every C ′′ ∈ B′′ the

clique C ′′ occurs in ϕ|S1−j
C′′ .

(M2): For every C ∈ Priv(N) and every c ∈ C ∩N the point C is on the left side of the
chord ϕ(c).

Suppose N is a prime M-node which was marked as irrelevant by rule (N). In particular,
it means there is a child K of N such that blocks(N) = blocks(K). So, we have also
Priv(N) = Priv(K). Suppose N ⊆ S for CA-module S of G and suppose {A′, A′′} is a
partition of the cliques affected by N such that any order π ∈ Π(N) binds the cliques from
A′ in Sj and binds the cliques from A′′ in S1−j, for some j ∈ {0, 1}. Since blocks(N) =
blocks(K) and since N did not result in rejection of the input instance and in merging two
blocks of N , we deduce that there is a block B in blocks(K) which contains A′ and A′′ in
different sides. Since the model ϕ satisfies (M1) for the node K, there is j ∈ {0, 1} such
that B′ is contained in ϕ|Kj and B′′ is contained in ϕ|K1−j for some j ∈ {0, 1}. Now,
Lemma 5.10.(3) asserts we can adjust the ordering of N in ϕ to obtain a model which
satisfies conditions (M1)–(M2) for N .
We can use an analogous argument (basing on Lemma 5.11.(3)) to assert properties

(M1) and (M2) of ϕ for the case when N is a prime irrelevant Q-node.
Suppose N is a prime M-node which was marked as important by rule (N). Suppose

N ⊆ S for CA-module S of G. Suppose {A′, A′′} is a partition of the cliques affected by
N such that any order π ∈ Π(N) binds the cliques from A′ in Sj and the cliques from
from A′′ in S1−j, for some j ∈ {0, 1}. We claim that ϕ already satisfies condition (M1)
for N . Clearly, ϕ satisfies condition (M1) for every child K of N . Consider the case when
N merges two blocks B1 and B2 from blocks(N) through cliques C ′ and C ′′. Suppose C ′

and C ′′ are bound on the same side by N . Note that rules (V1) and (V2) assert there are
important vertices a, b ∈ C ′ ∩ N and c, d ∈ C ′′ ∩ N such that a ∼ b, c ∼ d, a and b are
in distinct children of N , and c and d are in distinct children of N . Since ϕ(a) and ϕ(b)
have C ′ on the left side, ϕ(c) and ϕ(d) have C ′′ on the left side, and since ϕ|N binds C
and C ′ in the same slot, we deduce C and C ′ occur in ϕ|Sj for some j ∈ {0, 1}. Since ϕ
was consistent with the blocks of N before the merge, we deduce ϕ is also consistent after
the merge. Finally, since N did not result in rejection, we deduce there is a block of N
which contains A′ and A′′ in different sides. This shows ϕ satisfies (M1) forM . Note that,
by Lemma 5.10.(3), property (M2) is satisfied for every clique C not introduced by N as
there are important vertices a, b ∈ C ∩ N contained in different children of N . Also, by
Lemma 5.9.(3), we can easily assert property (M2) for every clique C introduced by N ,
by possibly shifting the clique C inside the slot ϕ|N j in which C occurs.
We can use an analogous argument (basing on Lemma 5.11.(3)) to assert property (M2)

of ϕ for the case when N is a prime important Q-node.
Suppose N is a serial M-node and suppose N was marked as irrelevant by rule (N). In

particular, there is a child K of N such that blocks(N) = blocks(K). Suppose N ⊆ S for
CA-module S of G. Clearly, since N did not result in rejection and ϕ satisfies property
(M1) for K, we deduce ϕ satisfies property (M1) for N . Now, we show we can modify ϕ
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in order to satisfy (M2) for N . Let L be a child of N different than K. Claim 5.7.(2)
asserts that for every clique C ∈ Cl(L) ∩ Priv(N) the chords from C ∩ L have the same
orientation in L. Clearly, if Cl(L) ∩ Priv(N) = {C}, we can shift the chords ϕ(L) in ϕ to
fulfil property (M2) for vertices c ∈ C ∩ L. Suppose now that |Cl(L) ∩ Priv(N)| ⩾ 2 and
suppose A′ and A′′ is the partition of the set Cl(L)∩Priv(N) such that the elements from
C ∩L are (L0, L1)-oriented for C ∈ A′ and the elements from C ∩L are (L1, L0)-oriented
for C ∈ A′′. In particular, N binds the cliques from A′ (or from A′′) on the same side
and the cliques from A′ and the cliques from A′′ on the opposite sides. Again, since
blocks(N) = blocks(K) and since N did not result in rejection, we deduce A′ and A′′ are
contained in different sides of a block B from blocks(N). Since blocks(N) = blocks(K),
we deduce there is j ∈ {0, 1} such that A′ is contained in ϕ|Kj and A′′ is contained in
ϕ|K1−j. In particular, we can place the chords of ϕ(L) to satisfy condition (M2) for every
vertex c ∈ C ∩ L and every clique C ∈ Cl(L) ∩ Priv(N). This shows we can modify ϕ so
as it satisfies property (M2) for N .
We can use an analogous argument to assert properties (M1) and (M2) for the case

when N is a serial irrelevant Q-node. Note that in this case N = V , V is serial in M(Gov),
and Priv(S) = {C1, . . . , Ck} for some CA-module S of G.
Suppose N is a serial M-node and suppose N was marked as important. Suppose that

N ⊆ S for CA-module S of G. First note that ϕ satisfies the following properties with
respect to every weakly important child K:

• ϕ is Priv(K)-conformal model of G,
• for every C ∈ Cl(K)∩Priv(N) the clique C is to the left of every chord from ϕ(C ∩K).

Suppose K was not marked as weakly important. In particular, we have Priv(K) = ∅.
Let τ 0 be the sequence of all cliques from Cl(K) occurring in ϕ|N0 and let τ 1 be the
reverse of the sequence of all cliques from Cl(K) occurring in ϕ|N1 – see Figure 7.1 for an
illustration.

Suppose that the word τ 0 (τ 1) contains a clique from the set Cl01(K); let C0
R (C1

R, re-
spectively) be the leftmost clique from τ 0 (in τ 1, respectively) with this property. Suppose
that the word τ 0 (τ 1) contains a clique from the set Cl10(K); let C0

L (C1
L, respectively) be

the rightmost clique from τ 0 (from τ 1, respectively) with this property. See Figure 7.1
and the node K = N6 for an illustration. We claim that C0

L is before C0
R in the word

τ 0 and C1
L is before C1

R in τ 1. Indeed, note that ({C0
R, C

1
R}, {C0

L, C
1
L}) is a signature in

the set sgnK(N). Since K was not marked as weakly important, there is a weakly im-
portant child L of N which has the signature ({C0

R, C
1
R}, {C0

L, C
1
L}) in the set sgnL(N).

Now, we can place the chords from ϕ(K) just next to the chords ϕ(L) so as ϕ is a valid
conformal model of G – see Figure 7.1. We proceed analogously in the case when some
of the cliques C0

L, C
1
L,C

0
R, C

1
R is not defined. Indeed, using similar arguments as above

we can prove that the cliques from Cl10(K) occur before the cliques from Cl01(K) in τ 0

and τ 1 and there are chords ϕ(L) for some weakly important child L of N which separate
those two sets. Clearly, we can place the chords from ϕ(K) next to the chords from ϕ(L).
After performing the above procedure for every not weakly important child of N , we get
a model ϕ which satisfies properties (M1)-(M2) with respect to N .
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Finally, assume N is a serial Q-node which was marked as important. It means that
N = V and V is serial in M(Gov). In this case we proceed similarly as for important
serial M-nodes. Clearly, we need to take care about children of V which are not weakly
important. Let K be one of such child.
First, suppose Cl01(K) ̸= ∅ and Cl10(K) ̸= ∅. Let τ be the sequence of all cliques from

Cl(K) occurring in ϕ. We need to show that the cliques from Cl01(K) form a contiguous
subword in τ and the cliques from Cl10(K) form a contiguous subword in τ . Suppose this
is not the case. It means that there are C1, C3 ∈ Cl01(K) and C2, C4 ∈ Cl10(K) such that
C1C2C3C4 is a subword of τ . However, ({C1, C3}, {C2, C4}) is a signature in sgn(V ), which
was marked as visited by some weakly important child L of V such that Priv(L) = ∅. Since
ϕ|L0 and ϕ|L1 do not contain cliques and since for every C ∈ {C1, . . . , Ck} the chords
from ϕ(C ∩ L) are to the left of C, we deduce C1C2C3C4 can not be a subword of ϕ. We
use similar arguments to show there is a child L of V with Priv(L) = ∅ which separates
the cliques from Cl01(K) and from Cl10(K). Clearly, we can place the chords ϕ(K) next
to ϕ(L) to assert condition (M2) for K.

Suppose now that Cl01(K) = ∅ (the case Cl10(K) = ∅ is analogous). Note that this
implies Cl(K) = Cl10(K). Let L be any weakly important child of V such that Priv(L) = ∅.
Let τL and τR be the sequences of all cliques from Cl(K) lying on different sides of ϕ(L),
respectively. If τL or τR is empty, we can clearly place the chords ϕ(K) next to ϕ(L)
to assert condition (M2) for K. So, suppose both τL and τR are non-empty. Let C1, C2

be the first and last elements of τL and let C3, C4 be the first and last elements of τR,
respectively. Since (∅, {C1, C2, C3, C4}) is a signature in sgn(V ), it was marked as visited
by some weakly important child L′ of V such that Priv(L′) = ∅. Since ϕ(L′) must also
intersect ϕ(L), we can clearly place the chords ϕ(K) next to ϕ(L′) to assert condition
(M2) for K.

Proceeding this way for every not weakly important child of V , we obtain a model ϕ
which satisfies property (M2) for V .

□

8. Helly Cliques is NP-complete

In this section we show that Helly Cliques is NP-complete. Moreover, it remains
NP-complete even if we fix the type of module formed by the vertex set in the modular
decomposition of the overlap graph. This is an improvement over the NP-completeness
proof of Agaoglu Çagirici and Zeman [5], as it required that the type of module was serial.

We are reducing from the Total Orderingproblem. In Total Orderingwe are
given a universe S of size n and a set T consisting of m triples (x, y, z) in S3. We
want to determine whether there exists a linear ordering (S,<) of S such that for every
(x, y, z) ∈ T we have either x < y < z or x > y > z in (S,<). Opatrny proved that the
Total Ordering problem is NP-complete [21]. Also, the proof given in [21] asserts that,
assuming Exponential Time Hypothesis (ETH), the Total Ordering problem cannot be
solved in time 2o(m)nO(1).
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Proof. Let S = [n] and T be an instance of the Total Ordering problem. Now, let G be
any circular arc graph such that the PQM-tree of G contains a serial M-node M with the
children M1, . . . ,Mn, where for every i ∈ [n] we have Mi = {ui, vi} for some two non-
adjacent vertices ui, vi in G, ui is (M0,M1)-oriented and vi is (M1,M0)-oriented in M.
In particular, for every i ∈ [n] we have that Mi is a parallel child of M and for every two
distinct i, j from [n] we have that Mi ∼Mj.

Now, for every triple (x, y, z) in T we define two cliques C(x,y,z) and C
′
(x,y,z) in G, where

C(x,y,z) = {vx, uy, uz} and C ′
(x,y,z) = {vz, ux, uy}.

See Figure 8.1.
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Figure 8.1. For a triple (1, 2, 3) in T we have two cliques: C(1,2,3) depicted
in red and C ′

(1,2,3) depicted in blue. If ϕ|M has M0
2 between M0

1 and M0
3 (to

the left) or betweenM0
3 andM0

1 (in the center), then both C(1,2,3) and C
′
(1,2,3)

are Helly (witnessed by a red and blue point, respectively); otherwise, either
C(1,2,3) or C

′
(1,2,3) is non Helly (to the right).

Let ϕ be a conformal model of G and let ϕ|M = (π0
M , π

1
M) be an admissible ordering of

M in ϕ. Note that both C(x,y,z) and C
′
(x,y,z) satisfy the Helly property in ϕ if and only if

M0
y occurs between M0

x and M0
z or between M0

z and M0
x in π0

M – see Figure 8.1. Finally,
let

C = {C(x,y,z), C
′
(x,y,z) : (x, y, z) ∈ T}.

Clearly, C contains 2m cliques in G. The observation made above asserts that G,C is a
yes-instance of Helly Cliques if and only if S,T is a yes-intance of the Total Ordering
problem. □

Due to the above construction we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 8.1. Assuming ETH, Helly Cliques cannot be solved in time O
(
2o(k)|V (G)|O(1)

)
even if we fix the type of the module formed by the vertex set V in the modular decompo-
sition of the overlap graph Gov of the input graph G = (V,E).

Proof. Assuming ETH, the Total Ordering problem cannot be solved in timeO
(
2o(m)nO(1)

)
.

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that we can solve Helly Cliques in time
O
(
2o(k)|V (G)|O(1)

)
. Since in the construction given above we create 2m cliques, we can
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obtain an algorithm solving the Total Ordering problem in time O
(
2o(m)nO(1)

)
, which is

not possible if ETH holds. □

9. Appendix

9.1. Reducts of circular-arc graphs.

Definition 9.1. Let G = (V,E) be a circular-arc graph and let U ⊆ V be a subset of
vertices of G. We say that a circular-arc graph G′ = (V ′, E ′) is a reduct of G with respect
to U if:

(1) U ⊆ V ′.
(2) For every conformal model ϕ of G there is a conformal model ϕ′ of G′ such that

ϕ|U∗ ≡ ϕ′|U∗.
(3) For every conformal model ϕ′ of G′ there is a conformal model ϕ of G such that

ϕ|U∗ ≡ ϕ′|U∗.

In this section we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 9.2. Let G = (V,E) be a circular-arc graph and let U ⊆ V be a subset of vertices
of G. Then, there is a polynomial-time algorithm computing a reduct G′ = (V ′, E ′) of G
with respect to U such that |V ′| ⩽ 12 · |U |.

To prove the lemma, we introduce some definitions.
First, for every CA-module S ∈ S we extend the notion of admissible models Φ(N) on

every node N in TS. When N = {u} (N is a leaf in TS), then Φ(N) contains a single
oriented permutation model: (u0, u1) if u is (S0, S1)-oriented and (u1, u0) if u is (S1, S0)-
oriented in S. If N is an M-node, then the admissible models in Φ(N) are obtained by
first picking any admissible ordering (π0, π1) in Π(N) and then by replacing L0 in π0

by τ 0L and L1 in π1 by τ 1L, where L is any child L of N and (τ 0L, τ
1
L) is any admissible

model from Φ(L). Note that Φ(S) defined this way contains all the admissible models for
CA-module S.

Next, we root T in some Q-node R; we denote T rooted in R by T̂R. Note that for
any Q-node Q and any S ∈ S(Q), CA-module S and the slots S0, S1 are the children of

Q in TR. For any PQ-node N in T̂R, by V (N) we denote the vertices contained in the

components (Q-nodes) descending N in T̂R (including N) and by U(N) we denote the set
V (N) ∩ U . Similarly, we set V (N) = N if N is a node in TS for some S ∈ S and we set

U(N) = V (N)∩U . We say a node N in T̂R distinct than a slot is important if U(N) ̸= ∅;
slots S0, S1 are important if S is important.

We now extend the notion of admissible models Φ(N) on every PQ-node N in T̂R. If
N is a Q-node, then the admissible models in Φ(N) are obtained by first picking any
admissible ordering πN in Π(N) and then by replacing in πN :

• S0 by τ 0S and S1 by τ 1S, where S is any CA-module from S(N) and (τ 0S, τ
1
S) is any

admissible model from Φ(S),
• P by τP , where P is any P-node child of N and τP is any admissible model from Φ(P ).
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Similarly, if P is a P-node, then the admissible models in Φ(N) are obtained by picking
first an admissible ordering πN in Π(N) and then by replacing in πN the letter Q by τQ,
where Q is any Q-node child Q and τQ is any admissible model from Φ(Q).

Note that for every PQ-node N with the parent N ′ in T̂R, an admissible model from
Φ(N) is a circular word over V ∗(N) ∪ {N ′}. In this case, for some technical reasons we
replace in every member of Φ(N) the letter N ′ by R. Note that Φ(R) coincides with the
set of all conformal models of G.

The general idea behind the construction of the reduct ofG is as follows. We traverse the
tree T̂R bottom-up and we compress the tree T̂R to a new tree PQM-tree T̂ ′

R′ representing
the conformal models of the reduct G′ of G. In particular, with every important node N
in T̂R a node N ′ in T̂ ′

R′ is associated, called the reduct of N . Roughly speaking, the reduct
N ′ of N contains U(N), has size linear in the size of U(N), and satisfies the property
that the set of chord configurations representing the vertices of U(N) occurring in the
admissible models in Φ(N) and in the admissible models in Φ(N ′) coincide (as in the
definition of the reduct of G).

Now we proceed to the construction of the reduct G′ of G and its PQM-tree T̂ ′
R′ .

First, for every important CA-module S of G we process the tree TS bottom-up and we
construct T ′

S. When processing an important node N in TS, we construct also the reduct
N ′ of N in T ′

S, which is required to satisfy the following properties:

• U(N) ⊆ N ′ and |N ′| ⩽ 12 · |U(N)| − 10,
• for every admissible model (τ 0, τ 1) in Φ(N) there is an admissible model (λ0, λ1) in
Φ(N ′) such that τ j|U∗(N) = λj|U∗(N) for j ∈ {0, 1},

• for every admissible model (λ0, λ1) in Φ(N ′) there is an admissible model (τ 0, τ 1) in
Φ(N) such that λj|U∗(N) = τ j|U∗(N) for j ∈ {0, 1}.

Suppose we process an important node N in TS. If N is a leaf in TS, then we set
N ′ = N ∪ {v}, where v is a vertex of G′ non-adjacent to N . Note that N ′ has two

children, which are leaves in T̂ ′
R′ . Clearly, N ′ satisfies the properties of the reduct of

N . Suppose now that N is an important node in TS. If N has exactly one important
child N1 in TS, we set N ′ = K1, where K1 is the reduct of N1. Clearly, N ′ satisfies
the properties of the reduct of N . Now, suppose N has at least two important children.
Suppose N1, . . . , Nk are the important children of N and K1, . . . , Kk are their reducts,
respectively.

If N is serial or parallel, we define the reduct N ′ of N by first setting K =
⋃k

i=1Ki

with the set Π(K) obtained from Π(N) by restricting the members of Π(N) to the letters
{N0

1 , N
1
1 , . . . , N

0
k , N

1
k} and by replacing N j

i by Kj
i . Then, we create the reduct N ′ of N

by extending K by the sets E1, E2, E3, where Ei contains two non-adjacent vertices of G′,
and we set λ = (E0

1E
0
2E

0
3K

0, E1
3E

1
1K

1E1
2) as an admissible order of N ′ – see Figure 9.1.(a)

When N is prime, we proceed as follows. Let π = (π0, π1) be an admissible ordering
from Π(N). Suppose N1, N2, . . . , Nk are enumerated such that N0

i occurs before N0
j in π0

for every i < j in [k]. We define N ′ such that N ′ =
(⋃k

i=1(Ki ∪ Li ∪Mi)
)
∪M , where
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each of the sets L1,M1, . . . , Lk,Mk,M contains two non-adjacent vertices of G′, and we
define an admissible ordering λ = (λ0, λ1) of Π(N ′) such that:

• λ0 = L0
1K

0
1 . . . L

0
kK

0
kM

0M0
1 . . .M

0
k ,

• the suffix of λ1 contains the letters K1
1 , . . . , K

1
k which occur in the same order as the

letters N1
1 , . . . , N

1
k in π1, the prefix of λ1 equals to M1L1

kM
1
k . . . L

1
1M

1
1 .

See Figure 9.1.(b) for an illustration. One can easily check that the module N ′ in the
graph (N ′,∼) is prime and has K1, L1,M1, . . . , Kk, Lk,Mk and M as its children. We can
also easily verify that N ′ satisfies the properties of the reduct of N .

E0
1 E0

2 E0
3 K0

E1
2 K1 E1

1 E1
3

(a)

L0
1 K0

1 L0
2 K0

2 L0
3 K0

3 L0
4 K0

4 M0M0
1 M0

2 M0
3 M0

4

K1
2 K1

3 K1
1 K1

4 M1
1 L1

1 M1
2 L1

2 M1
3 L1

3 M1
4 L1

4 M1

λ0

λ1

(b)

Figure 9.1. Figures (a) shows the extended reduct of N for the case
when N is serial. Figure (b) shows the reduct of N for the case when N is
prime: N has 4 important children N1, . . . , N4 with the reducts K1, . . . , K4.

Next, we process the tree T̂R bottom up and we construct the tree T̂ ′
R′ . When we

process an important node N in T̂R, we construct also the reduct N ′ of N in T̂ ′
R′ , which

is required to satisfy the following properties:

• for every admissible model τ in Φ(N) there is an admissible model λ in Φ(N ′) such
that τ |(U∗(N) ∪ {R}) = λ|(U∗(N) ∪ {R}),

• for every admissible model λ in Φ(N ′) there is an admissible model τ in Φ(N) such
that λ|(U∗(N) ∪ {R}) = τ |(U∗(N) ∪ {R}),

• |V (N ′)| ⩽ 12 · |U(N)|−10, where V (N ′) is the set of the vertices from the components

descending N ′ in T̂ ′
R′ .

Then, the reduct of the root R is simply the reductG′ ofG satisfying |V (G′)| ⩽ 12·|U |−10.

Suppose we process an important Q-node Q in T̂R which is not the root of T̂R. If Q has
exactly one important P-node child P with exactly one important Q-node child Q1, then
we set Q′ = Q′

1 (that is, we set the reduct of Q1 as the reduct of Q). Otherwise (Q has at

least two important children in T̂R or Q has one important P-node child with at least two
important Q-node children), we proceed as follows. We choose an admissible ordering π
in π(Q). Let Rr1r2 . . . rk be the circular word that arises from π by replacing the letter

representing the parent of Q in T̂R by R and then by restricting π to important children
of Q and to the letter R. Note that each ri is either an important P-node child of Q or a
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slot of an important CA-module contained in Q – see Figure 9.2. We define Q′ such that

Q′ =
⋃{

K : K is a reduct of an important CA-module in S(Q)
}
∪
( k⋃

i=1

(Li∪Mi)
)
∪M,

where each of the sets L1,M1, . . . , Lk,Mk,M contains two non-adjacent vertices of G′,
and we define an admissible ordering λ of Π(N ′) such that

λ ≡ RL0
1r1L

0
2r2 . . . L

0
krkL

1
kM

0
1L

1
k−1M

0
2 . . . L

1
1M

0
kM

0M1
k . . .M

1
1M

1.

See Figure 9.2 for an illustration. Again, we can easily check that L1,M1, . . . , Lk,Mk,M
as well as the reducts of important CA-modules from S(Q) are the CA-modules of the
component Q′ of the overlap graph G′

ov of G′. Also, we can easily verify that Q′ defined
this way satisfies all the conditions of the reduct of Q.

R
L0
1
K1

L0
2

P1

L0
3

P2

L0
4

K0

M0
1

L1
4M0

2L1
3

M0
3

L1
2

M0
4

L1
1

M0

M1
4

M1
3

M1
2

M1
1

M1

Figure 9.2. An admissible ordering of the reduct Q′ of Q-node Q. Q has
4 important children P1, P2, S

0, S1 in T PQ
R , K with the slots K0, K1 is the

reduct of the CA-module S.

Now, suppose we process an important P-node P in T̂R. If P has exactly one important
Q-node child Q and Q has exactly one important P-node child P1, then we set P ′ = P ′

1

(that is, we set the reduct of P1 as the reduct of Q). Otherwise (P has at least two

important Q-node children in T̂R or P has one important Q-node child with at least two
important children), we define the reduct P ′ of P by restricting P and Π(P ) to important
Q-node children of P .

Finally, we define the reduct of R, which completes the definition of G′. If R has exactly
one important child N , then we set R′ = K, whereK is the reduct of N . Otherwise, R has
at least two important children and we proceed as follows. Suppose R is a serial Q-node
(that is, R is the only inner node in T̂R). Then, we set the reduct R

′ by restricting R and
Π(R) to important CA-modules of G. Finally, when R is prime, we proceed similarly as
for an important prime node different than R.
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9.2. Trapezoid Lemma. We say that trapezoids T1 and T2 are nicely intersecting if
there exist a segment s1 spanned between the bases of T1 and a segment s2 spanned
between the bases of T2 such that s1 intersects s2 and the endpoints of s1 and s2 are
pairwise distinct. We now prove the following lemma.

Lemma 9.3. Let A and B be two distinct horizontal lines on the plane, A above B. Let
T = {T1, . . . , Tt} be a set of t (possibly degenerated) trapezoids with one base contained
in A (might be infinite and might be open/closed on each side) and one base contained
in B (might be infinite and might be open/closed on each side). Then there exists a set
of t pairwise intersecting segments {s1, . . . , st} with pairwise distinct endpoints spanned
between A and B such that for each i ∈ [t] the segment si is contained in Ti if and only
if the trapezoids from T pairwise nicely intersect.

Proof. We assume that the bases of T1, . . . , Tt are closed intervals. We leave to the reader
to verify that the proof given below can be easily modified to handle all the cases.

One direction of the proof is trivial: if there is such a set of pairwise intersecting
segments, then naturally the trapezoids from T have to pairwise nicely intersect.

For the other direction suppose the trapezoids from {T1, . . . , Tt} pairwise nicely inter-
sect. We now argue that there exists a desired choice of segments {s1, . . . , st}.

First, we define relations <A and <B on the set of trapezoids T . For trapezoids Ti, Tj ∈
T we say Ti <A Tj when the top-right corner of Ti is on the left or equal to the top-left
corner of Tj (see Figure 9.3). Since Ti and Tj are nicely intersecting, if Ti <A Tj then the
top-left corner of Ti is on the left of the top-right corner of Tj. In particular, this implies
that there are no Ti, Tj such that Ti <A Tj and Tj <A Ti. For trapezoids Ti, Tj ∈ T we say
Ti <B Tj when the bottom-left corner of Ti is on the right of equal to the bottom-right
corner of Tj (see Figure 9.3). Again, observe that there are no Ti, Tj such that Ti <B Tj
and Tj <B Ti. Observe that since Ti and Tj are nicely intersecting, if Ti <B Tj then the
top-left corner of Ti is on the left of the top-right corner of Tj.

Ti Tj

Ti <A Tj

Ti

Tj

Ti <B Tj

Figure 9.3. Examples of trapezoids in the relations <A and <B.

We now claim that the union <A ∪ <B is acyclic on T . Suppose for the sake of con-
tradiction there is a cycle in <A ∪ <B and consider the shortest one. Since <A and <B
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are transitive, the cycle has to have even length and alternate between <A and <B. Due
to the observations above, an even cycle containing a trapezoid Ti would imply that the
top-right corner of Ti is on the left of itself, which is a contradiction.

Since <A ∪ <B is acyclic, there is a topological order of <A ∪ <B. Let < be any such
order.

Suppose the trapezoids T1, . . . , Tt are enumerated consistently with <. We now induc-
tively prove that there exists a valid choice of segments s1, . . . , si for every i ∈ [t] such
that the top endpoint of sj is on the left of the top endpoint of sj+1 for every j ∈ [i− 1].

The base case of i = 1 is trivial, as any choice of s1 inside T1 is valid.
Suppose i > 1. From the induction hypothesis there is a valid choice of segments

s1, . . . , si−1 for T1, . . . , Ti−1. Consider the trapezoid Ti. Observe that if for any j < i the
top endpoint of sj is on the right or equal to the top-right corner of Ti, then Tj must
contain the top-right corner of Ti since Tj < Ti. Moreover, the top-right corner of Ti is
not equal to the top-left corner of Tj. Similarly, if the bottom endpoint of sj is on the left
of the bottom side of Ti, then Tj must contain the bottom-left corner of Ti. Moreover,
the bottom-left corner of Ti is not equal to the bottom-right corner of Tj.
For every j < i denote the top endpoint of sj by aj and the bottom endpoint by bj.

Let P be the top-right corner of Ti and Q be the bottom-left corner of Ti.
We create the valid set of segments for T1, . . . , Ti the following way. Let j ∈ [i−1] be the

smallest number such that aj is on the right of P . We move the top endpoints aj, . . . , ai−1

to the left side of P but very close to it. Similarly, let j′ ∈ [i− 1] be the smallest number
such that bj′ is on the left of Q. We move the bottom endpoints bj′ , . . . , bi−1 to the right
side of Q but very close to it.
Finally, we define si as the segment with endpoints P and Q. Note that ai−1 is on the

left of P and bi−1 is on the right side of Q. This completes the induction (see Figure 9.4).

ai−1P

Q

ai−1 P

Q

Figure 9.4. Example of the induction step. The trapezoid Ti is shaded.
The endpoint ai−1 is moved slightly to the left of P , which allows to insert
a segment si (depicted in green) inside Ti with endpoints P and Q.

□
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[13] Fănică Gavril. Intersection graphs of helly families of subtrees. Discrete Applied Mathematics,

66(1):45–56, 1996.
[14] Wen-Lian Hsu. O(M ·N) algorithms for the recognition and isomorphism problems on circular-arc

graphs. SIAM J. Comput., 24(3):411–439, 1995.
[15] Haim Kaplan and Yahav Nussbaum. A simpler linear-time recognition of circular-arc graphs. Algo-

rithmica, 61(3):694–737, 2011.
[16] V. Klee. Research Problems: What Are the Intersection Graphs of Arcs in a Circle? Amer. Math.

Monthly, 76(7):810–813, 1969.
[17] Tomasz Krawczyk. Testing isomorphism of circular-arc graphs in linear

time – Hsu’s approach revisited. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/
340504417 TESTING ISOMORPHISM OF CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS IN LINEAR TIME -

HSU’S APPROACH REVISITED, 2020.
[18] C. Lekkerkerker and J. Boland. Representation of a finite graph by a set of intervals on the real line.

Fund. Math., 51:45–64, 1962/1963.
[19] Min Chih Lin and Jayme L. Szwarcfiter. Characterizations and linear time recognition of Helly

circular-arc graphs. In Computing and combinatorics, volume 4112 of Lecture Notes in Comput.
Sci., pages 73–82. Springer, Berlin, 2006.

[20] Ross M. McConnell. Linear-time recognition of circular-arc graphs. Algorithmica, 37(2):93–147, 2003.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.01947
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/340504417_TESTING_ISOMORPHISM_OF_CIRCULAR-ARC_GRAPHS_IN_LINEAR_TIME_-HSU'S_APPROACH_REVISITED
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/340504417_TESTING_ISOMORPHISM_OF_CIRCULAR-ARC_GRAPHS_IN_LINEAR_TIME_-HSU'S_APPROACH_REVISITED
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/340504417_TESTING_ISOMORPHISM_OF_CIRCULAR-ARC_GRAPHS_IN_LINEAR_TIME_-HSU'S_APPROACH_REVISITED


CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS AND THE HELLY PROPERTY 57

[21] J. Opatrny. Total ordering problem. SIAM Journal on Computing, 8(1):111–114, 1979.
[22] Donald J. Rose, Robert Endre Tarjan, and George S. Lueker. Algorithmic aspects of vertex elimi-

nation on graphs. SIAM J. Comput., 5(2):266–283, 1976.
[23] W.T. Trotter and J. Moore. Characterization problems for graphs, partially ordered sets, lattices,

and families of sets. Discrete Math., 16(4):361–381, 1976.
[24] Alan Tucker. An efficient test for circular-arc graphs. SIAM J. Comput., 9(1):1–24, 1980.

1Theoretical Computer Science Department, Faculty of Mathematics and Computer
Science, Jagiellonian University in Kraków, Poland

Doctoral School of Exact and Natural Sciences, Jagiellonian University, Poland
Email address: jan.derbisz@doctoral.uj.edu.pl

2Faculty of Mathematics and Information Science, Warsaw University of Technology,
Poland

Email address: tomasz.krawczyk@pw.edu.pl


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Our results
	1.2. Applications
	1.3. The structure of the paper

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Graphs
	2.2. Circular-arc graphs
	2.3. Representing the oriented chords and points of the circle
	2.4. Modular decomposition of Gov

	3. Data structure representing the conformal models of G
	3.1. Components of T and their properties
	3.2. CA-modules, slots, metachords and their admissible models
	3.3. PQ-trees
	3.4. The structure of the conformal models of G
	3.5. Conformal models and the Helly property: notation and basic properties

	4. An alternative proof of the Lin-Szwarcfiter theorem
	5. Types of cliques of circular-arc graphs
	6. FPT algorithm for Helly Cliques
	6.1. V is prime or parallel in M(Gov)
	6.2. V is serial in M(Gov)

	7. Polynomial kernel for the Helly Clique Problem
	8. Helly Cliques is NP-complete
	9. Appendix
	9.1. Reducts of circular-arc graphs
	9.2. Trapezoid Lemma

	References

