arXiv:2412.03363v1 [math.CO] 4 Dec 2024

Augmenting a hypergraph to have a matroid-based
(f, g)-bounded (c, #)-limited packing of rooted hypertrees

Pierre Hoppenot, Zoltdn Szigeti
University Grenoble Alpes, INP, G-SCOP

December 5, 2024

Abstract

The aim of this paper is to further develop the theory of packing trees in a graph. We first
prove the classic result of Nash-Williams [I3] and Tutte [I5] on packing spanning trees by adapting
Lovasz’ proof |[12] of the seminal result of Edmonds |2] on packing spanning arborescences in a
digraph. Our main result on graphs extends the theorem of Katoh and Tanigawa [I1] on matroid-
based packing of rooted trees by characterizing the existence of such a packing satisfying the
following further conditions: for every vertex v, there are a lower bound f(v) and an upper bound
g(v) on the number of trees rooted at v and there are a lower bound « and an upper bound § on
the total number of roots. We also answer the hypergraphic version of the problem. Furthermore,
we are able to solve the augmentation version of the latter problem, where the goal is to add a
minimum number of edges to have such a packing. The methods developed in this paper to solve
these problems may have other applications in the future.

1 Introduction

The first major result on packing spanning trees is due to Nash-Williams [I3] and Tutte [15]. They
independently characterized graphs having a packing of k spanning trees; in other words k& pairwise
edge-disjoint spanning trees. As a first contribution of this paper we provide a new proof of their
result. We believe that the proof is new but we know that the approach is old. Actually, Lovasz [12]
provided an elegant and simple proof of Edmonds’ result on packing spanning arborescences and here
we work out how the same idea can be applied in the undirected case.

Since then, the result of Nash-Williams [13] and Tutte [I5] has been extended in several ways.
Notably, Katoh and Tanigawa [I1] characterized graphs admitting a complete matroid-based packing
of rooted trees, see Theorem[dl Here the rooted trees are not necessarily spanning. However, a matroid
is given on the root set and the packing must satisfy a matroid constraint, informally meaning that
every vertex is reachable from a basis of the matroid in the rooted trees of the packing. Katoh and
Tanigawa explain in [II] an interesting application of this theorem in rigidity theory.

Our goal is to extend the result of Katoh and Tanigawa [11] on matroid-based packing of rooted
trees. To do so, we develop useful tools mainly based on our improved knowledge of the uncrossing
of two partitions of a set. First, we show the submodularity of some functions with two variables.
We also give a tool which shows that it is possible to simultaneously cover, with an edge set, two
supermodular functions on partitions of a vertex set, see Theorem [[l This has been proved in a
special case in [8]. Likewise, we develop a tool which shows that it is possible to trim a hypergraph
that covers two supermodular functions on partitions to a graph that covers the same functions, see
Theorem

The discovery of the submodularity of the above mentioned functions on partitions allows us to
give the rank function of a new matroid which was inspired by the work of Katoh and Tanigawa [11].
More precisely, for a graph G = (V, E), a multiset S of vertices in V, and a matroid M = (S,ry), we
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give a matroid whose independent sets of size rm(S)|V| are exactly the sets F' U R, where F' is the
edge set and R is the root set of an M-based packing of rooted trees in G, see Theorem [6

This matroid along with another matroid, the bounded direct sum of matroids (see Theorem [T),
play a crucial role in the solution of the following problem. Given a graph G = (V, E), a multiset S of
verticesin V, k € Zy, f,g: V — Z4 functions, and M = (S, 7v) a matroid, characterize the existence
of an M-based (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees in G, where (f, g)-bounded means that every
vertex v € V' is the root of at least f(v) and at most g(v) rooted trees, see Theorem[d We extend this
result to (o, B)-limited packings, meaning that the given value of the number of roots is relaxed to an
interval [«, 8], see Theorem [I0l Using the newly found submodularity of some functions on partitions
and the previously mentioned result on trimming, we are then able to generalize the previous result
to get a characterization of hypergraphs having an M-based (f, g)-bounded («, §)-limited packing of
rooted hypertrees, see Theorem This extends an earlier theorem of Frank, Kiraly and Kriesell [6]
that generalized Nash-Williams and Tutte’s theorem to hypergraphs. For further new results on
packing hypertrees, see [7].

We are also able to formulate and prove the conditions under which a hypergraph can be augmented
(in term of minimum number of edges) to contain an M-based (f, g)-bounded («, 8)-limited packing
of rooted hypertrees, see Theorem [[4l The readers interested in similar augmentation problems are
invited to see [§] and [14].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section [2] we provide the necessary definitions. In
Section [3] we first introduce some submodular and some supermodular functions on partitions. Then
we prove our tools on covering and trimming about supermodular functions on partitions. Section [4]
contains the above mentioned results on packing trees and their proofs.

2 Definitions

We denote by Z the set of integers and Z4 the set of non-negative integers. Let V' be a finite set. For
a function m : V' — Z and a subset X of V, we define m(X) = >___ m(z). For X CV, we denote by

X its complement, that is V'\ X. We say that X separates two distinct elements of V if X contains one
of them and X contains the other one. A multiset of V is a set of elements of V' allowing multiplicities.
For a multiset S of V and X C V, Sx denotes the multiset of V' consisting of the restriction of S on
X. A set S of subsets of V' is called a family if the subsets of V' are taken with multiplicities in S. For
a family S of subsets of V' and a subset X of V', we denote by Sx the family containing the sets in S
that intersect X. Two subsets X and Y of V are called properly intersecting if none of X NY, X \ Y,
and Y \ X is empty. The operation that replaces two properly intersecting sets by their intersection
and their union is called uncrossing. For a family F of subsets of V', the uncrossing method consists in
applying repetitively the uncrossing operation as long as properly intersecting sets exist in the family.

A set of pairwise disjoint subsets of V' such that their union is V' is called a partition of V. We say
that a subset X of V' crosses a partition P of V if X intersects at least two members of P. Let P; and
P2 be two partitions of V and P = P; UPy. We use the uncrossing method on the family P to obtain
a new family P’ which contains no properly intersecting sets. Taking respectively the minimal and
maximal sets in P’, we obtain two partitions P; and P} of V. We call P] the intersection of P and
P2, and we denote it by P1 M Pa2; we call Pj the union of P; and P, and we denote it by P LI Pa.
We mention that while P; M Py depends on the choices during execution of the uncrossing method,
P1 U Ps is uniquely defined.

Let S be a finite ground set. A set function b on S is called non-decreasing if b(X) < b(Y) for
all X CY C V and subcardinal if b(X) < |X| for every X C V. We say that b is submodular
(resp. intersecting submodular) if b(X) +b(Y) > b(X NY) +b(X UY) for every sets (resp. properly
intersecting sets) X, Y C V. A set function p on S is called supermodular if —p is submodular. A set
function m on S is called modular if it is submodular and supermodular. Let r be a non-negative,
integer-valued, non-decreasing, subcardinal and submodular set function on S. Then M = (S,r) is
called a matroid and r is called the rank function of M. A subset X of S is called an independent set
of M if »(X) = |X|. The set of independent sets of M is denoted by Zm. A maximal independent



set of M is called a basis of M. If S is a basis of M, then M is called free matroid. If the bases are
all the subsets of S of size k, then M is called a uniform matroid of rank k. For T' C S, the matroid
M|z = (T,r), obtained from M by deleting the elements S \ T, is called restricted matroid on T.
For an independent set X in M, the matroid M/X = (S\ X,r,x), whose set of independent sets is
{Y €S\ X : XUY € Iy} and whose rank function is r, x (Z) = r(X U Z) — | X| for every Z C S\ X,
is called contracted matroid.

Let G = (V, E) be a graph with vertex set V' and edge set E. A graph G’ is a subgraph of G if it
is obtained from G by deleting some vertices and some edges. Furthermore, if V(G’) = V(G), then
G’ is called a spanning subgraph of G. Let X be a subset of V. We denote by i¢g(X) the number of
edges of F in X. It is known that ip is supermodular. We denote by G[X] the subgraph of G after
deleting X. We denote by G/ X the graph obtained from G by contracting X, that is by replacing X
by a new vertex vx, by deleting all the edges in X, and replacing every edge uv in F such that v € X
and u € X by an edge vxu. For disjoint X, Y C V, dg(X,Y) denotes the number of edges xy in E
with x € X and y € Y. A forest of G is a subgraph of G that contains no cycle. A tree is a connected
forest. A couple (S, F) is a rooted forest of G if F is a forest of G and S is a set containing exactly
one vertex of each connected component of F'. The set S is called the root set of the rooted forest.

By a packing of rooted forests in GG, we mean a set B of rooted forests of G that are edge disjoint.
For two functions f,g: V — Z,, we say that the packing B is (f, g)-bounded if for every vertex v of
G, v is a root in at least f(v) and at most g(v) rooted forests in B. For two non-negative integers «
and 3, we say that the packing B is («, 8)-limited if the total number of roots of the rooted forests in
B is at least a and at most 8. Given a multiset S of V' and a matroid M on S, a packing of rooted
trees is called (complete) M-based if the multiset of roots of the rooted trees in the packing is (the set
S) a subset of S and the set of roots of the rooted trees containing v in the packing is a basis of M
for every vertex v of G. For a family S of subsets of V' and a matroid M on S, a packing of rooted
forests in G is called M-based if there exists S’ C S for every S € S such that {S” : S € S} is the set of
the root sets of the rooted forests in the packing and for every vertex v of G, {S € S : rooted forests
(S’, F) in the packing contains v} is a basis of M.

Let G = (V, &) be a hypergraph with vertex set V and hyperedge set £. A hyperedge is a subset of
V of size at least two. For a partition P of V and a hyperedge set F, we denote by ex(P) the number
of hyperedges in F that are not contained in a member of P. If F is an edge set F, then ep(P) is
the number of edges in F' that are between different members of . The operation that consists in
replacing a hyperedge Z by an edge whose end-vertices belong to Z is called trimming. The trimming
of a hypergraph counsists in the trimming of all its hyperedges, resulting in a graph. The couple (S, F)
is a rooted hyperforest if F can be trimmed to a forest F' such that for the graph F’ obtained from F
by deleting the isolated vertices not in S, (S, F’) is a rooted forest. A set B of rooted hyperforests in
G is called a packing if B can be trimmed to a packing B’ of rooted forests. Furthermore, B is said to
be M-based if B’ is M-based.

3 Results on partitions

In this section we present and demonstrate the necessary results on functions on partitions. We hope
that these results on supermodular functions on partitions will have interesting applications later on
as well. Actually, the results of this section will allow us to prove the new results on packing trees in
Section A

3.1 Submodularity on partitions
We here introduce two submodular and two supermodular functions on partitions of a set V.

We start with the following observation about the uncrossing method on partitions which comes
from [7].

Claim 1 (Hoppenot, Szigeti [7]). For all partitions P1 and P2 of a set V and X CV, we have
(a) If X crosses Py U 'Pa, then it crosses both Py and Ps.



(b) If X crosses P11 Pa, then it crosses Py or Pa.
(¢) [P1] + [P2| = [P1 M1 Pa| + [P1 U P2l

In the proof of Theorem 9.5.1 in [4], Frank proved that for a graph G = (V, E), eg is supermodular
on the partitions of V. We generalized this in [§] by showing that for a hypergraph G = (V,€), eg
is supermodular on the partitions of V. Here we propose the following further extension that we will
need to be able to introduce a new matroid in Subsection

Lemma 1. Let G = (V, &) be a hypergraph, £1,E C € and Py, P partitions of V. Then
ee, (,Pl) + eg, (7)2) 2 egine; (Pl n 7)2) + egiue, (Pl U 7)2) (1)

Proof. For any X € (£1U&)\ (E1N&2), we have egx}(P1MP2) = 0. If X contributes to the right hand
side of (@), then egx1(P; LUP2) = 1, hence, by Claim[d(a), X contributes at least one to the left hand
side of (1) and exactly one to the right hand side of (). For any X € & N &y, if efxy(PrUP2) = 1,
then, by Claim[a), X contributes two to the left hand side of () and at most two to the right hand
side of (). Suppose now that e;x1(P1 LUP2) = 0. If X contributes to the right hand side of (II), then
eqx}(P1MPz) = 1, hence, by Claim[I{b), X contributes at least one to the left hand side of (I)) and
exactly one to the right hand side of (D). It follows that (1)) holds. O

If we are given an intersecting submodular function b on a set V' and we define the value of a
partition P of V' as the sum of the b-values of the members of P, then we obtain a submodular
function on the partitions of V. We will need the following extension of this observation in the proof
of the submodularity of the rank function of the above mentioned matroid.

Lemma 2. Let S be a multiset of a set V and b an intersecting submodular function on S. For all
S1,8%2 C S and P, Po partitions of V, we have

DS+ Do bSE) = D b((STNSH )+ Y (S USHw). (2)

XeP: YePs ZeP1MPa WePUP2

Proof. Let S',5% C S and P;, P2 be partitions of V. Let @ = {(X,5%) : X € P} U{(Y,S2) :
Y € P2}. For U CV and R C Sy, let val(U, R) = b(R). We define val(Q) = >_ ;s g)eoval(U, R) =
Yoxep, b(SX) + Xy ep, 0(ST). We say that two couples (Uy, Ry) and (Us, Ry) in Q are properly
intersecting if U; and U, are properly intersecting sets. The uncrossing of such two couples is the
operation that replaces them by (U3 NUsz, R; N Ry) and (Uy U Uz, R1 U Rs). We apply the uncrossing
operation on Q to obtain a new family Q" which contains no properly intersecting couples. Actually,
the uncrossing of @ will mimic the uncrossing of P; and P,. Note that in each step Z = U; N Us will
be a member of P; M Py and that Ry N Ry = S’é N S%. Note also that when W = Uy U U becomes a
member of Py U Py, then Ry U Ry = S§y, U SE,. It follows that the value of Q" is Y ZePP, b((Stn
S5%)z2) + X wep,up, b((STUS?)w). If Qiy1 is obtained from Q; by uncrossing two couples, then, by
the intersecting submodularity of b, we have val(Q;) > val(Q;;1). Hence the lemma follows. O

We introduce two supermodular functions on partitions that we will need later.

Claim 2. Let S be a multiset of a set V, 8 € Zy, f,g : V — Z, functions, and M = (S,rm) a
matroid. Let the functions p1 and ps be defined as follows. For every partition P of V,

p1(P) = —g(V)+ Z max{rm(S) + g(Y) —rm(Sy) : Y C X}, (3)
XeP
p2(P) = —B+ > max{ru(S)+ f(Y)—rm(Sy):Y € X}. (4)
XeP

The functions p1 and p2 are supermodular on partitions of V.



Proof. Since rm(S) is constant, g and f are modular and ry is submodular, rv(S) + g — rm and
rm(S)+ f —rm are supermodular. Then, by [4, Theorem 14.3.1], max{rm(S)+g(Y)—rm(Sy): Y C X}
and max{ru(S) + f(Y) —rm(Sy) : Y € X} are supermodular. It follows that » ., max{rm(S) +
gY) —rm(Sy) : Y € X} and ) pmax{rm(S) + f(Y) — rm(Sy) : ¥ € X} are supermodular on
partitions of V. Then, since g(V') and 8 are constant, we may conclude that the functions p; and ps
are supermodular on partitions of V. O

3.2 Covering two supermodular functions on the partitions

In edge-connectivity augmentation problems the aim is to cover a function on the subsets of vertices
by a set of edges. The directed version was considered in Corollary 2.48 of [5]. Here we have to
cover a function on partitions of a vertex set by an edge set. We can even cover two such functions
simultaneously.

Theorem 1. Let p; and pa be supermodular functions on the partitions of a set' V and v € Z4.. There
exists an edge set F' on V' of size v such that

er(P) > max{p1(P),p2(P)} for every partition P of V (5)

if and only if
> max{pi({V}),p2({V}H}, (6)
v > max{p1(P),p2(P)} for every partition P of V. (7)

Proof. Since the necessity is immediate, we only prove the sufficiency. It is enough to prove the
theorem for v = max{p;(P),p2(P) : P partition of V'}. The proof is by induction on ~. If v = 0, then
there is nothing to prove. Suppose that the theorem is true for v — 1 > 0. Let p; and ps be two
supermodular functions on the partitions of a set V' such that py,ps and v satisfy (@) and (@). Let
Q1 := {P partition of V : p1(P) = v} and Qo := {P partition of V' : pa(P) = v}. Note that at least
one of (1 and ()5 is not empty.

Claim 3. If Py, Py € Q;, then PPy, Py UPy € Q; fori=1,2.

Proof. By P1, P2 € Q;, p; is supermodular on the partitions of V, and (), we have v +~v = p;(P1) +
pi(P2) < pi(P1 M Pa) + pi(P1 UP2) < v+, so equality holds everywhere and the claim follows. O

If Q; # 0, then let X; be a maximal set among the members of the partitions in Q; and ’Pz-1 € Q9;
such that X; € P}. Since, by P} € Q;, v > 0, and (@), we have p;(P}) = v > 0 > p;({V}), we get
that () # X; # V. Thus there exists u; € X; and v; € X;.

Therefore, if Q1 # 0 # Qa, then there exists u,v € V such that both X; and X5 separate u and
v. If only one of @7 and Q5 is non-empty, say Q;, then let u = u; and v = v;.

Claim 4. e,,(P) =1 for every P € Q1 U Qs.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a partition in Q; U Qy, say P2 € Q; such that e,,(P?) = 0, that is
a set Y; € P? contains both u and v. Recall that X; contains exactly one of u and v, say u. By Claim
Bl we have P} UP? € Q;. By Claim[Il we get that an element of P} LIP? contains X; and an element
of 731»1 U ’Pf contains Y;. Since u € X; NY;, it follows that an element Z; of ’Pz-l U ’Pf contains X; UY;.
The fact that X; € X, U {v} C X, UY; C Z; contradicts the maximality of X;. O

Let p}(P) = pi(P) — ew(P) for every partition P of V and for i = 1,2. Since, by assumption
and (), p; and —ey, are supermodular on the partitions of V, so is p;. Note that, by (@), we have
max{p)({V}),p5({V})} = max{pi({V}),p2({V})} < 0. Let v = max{p} (P), p5(P) : P partition of V}.
By Claim [ we have v/ = ~ — 1. Then, by induction, there exists an edge set F’ on V of size
~" such that ep/(P) > max{p|(P),p5(P)} for every partition P of V. Let F = F’' U {uv}. Then
|F| =|F'|+1=~"+1=vand ep(P) = ep/(P)+eus(P) > pi(P)+ewuy(P) = pi(P) for every partition
P of V and for ¢ = 1,2. Hence F is the desired edge set for p; and ps. O



3.3 Trimming

We proved in [7] that a hypergraph covering two particular supermodular functions on partitions of
a set can be trimmed to a graph covering the same functions. Here we provide the general form of
it. We will use this to extend our result on graphs to hypergraphs. We hope there will be other
applications of Theorem [2]later on.

Theorem 2. Let p; and ps be supermodular functions on the partitions of V and G = (V,€) a
hypergraph. Then G can be trimmed to a graph G = (V, E) such that

eg(P) > max{p1(P),p2(P)}  for every partition P of V (8)
if and only if
es(P) > max{pi(P),p2(P)}  for every partition P of V. (9)

Proof. Since the necessity is immediate, we only prove the sufficiency. We prove the theorem by
induction on )y |X|. If for every X € &, |X| = 2, then G is a graph and, (@) coincides with (8.
Otherwise, there exists a hyperedge X € & of size at least 3. We show that we can remove a vertex
from X without violating (@)); and then the induction hypothesis completes the proof. Suppose for a
contradiction that for every v € X, ([@) is violated after the removal of v from X. By |X| > 3, there
exist at least two vertices of X, say v1; and v, such that the removal v; and the removal of v5 violate the
same p;. We fix this index ¢ for the rest of the proof. Since this condition is satisfied before the removal
of the vertex, there exist partitions P; and P of V', such that p;(P1) = eg(P1) and p;(P2) = eg(Pa),
and eg(P;) decreases when we remove v; from X for j = 1,2. It follows that X \ {v;} is contained
in a member Y; of P; for j = 1,2; and hence, by |X| > 3, we have Y1 NYs DO X \ {v1,v2} # 0. By
pi(P1) = eg(P1) and p;(P2) = eg(P2), Claim [l (@), and p; is supermodular on the partitions of V,
we obtain that

Pi(P1) +pi(P2) = ee(P1)+es(P2) = es_x(P1)+ee—x(P2) + ex(P1)+ex(P2)
eg_X(Pl M Pz) + eg_X(Pl L Pz) + eX(Pl [ 7)2) + eX(Pl L 7)2)
= eg(PiNP2)+ec(PrUP2) > pi(P1MPa)+pi(P1UP2)

> pi(P1) +pi(Pa2).
We hence have equality everywhere, in particular, ex(P1) + ex (P2) = ex(P1 M Pa) + ex(P1 U Pa).
Thus, since X crosses both P; and P, we get that X also crosses Py LI Po. However, by Claim [II, we
get that a member of P; Ll Py contains Y7 and a member of P; LI P> contains Ys. Since Y; NY5 # (),

it follows that a member of P LI P contains Y7 U Y5 O X, which contradicts the fact that X crosses
P1 U Ps. O

Y%

4 Results on packings

In the previous section we proved all the necessary tools to be applied in this section. We now
may present the results on packing trees and we are ready to prove them. This section contains
seven subsections containing more and more general results, starting with the basic result on packing
spanning trees, and finishing with a result on augmentation for matroid-based (f, g)-bounded (a, §)-
limited packing of rooted hyperforests.

4.1 Packing of spanning trees

The classic result on packing spanning trees is due to Nash-Williams [13] and Tutte [I5]. We provide
a new proof of it that imitates the proof of Lovész, which he gave in [I2] for Edmonds’ theorem on
packing spanning arborescences, and is inspired by Theorem 10.4.4 in [4]. This method of Lovasz
has been successfully applied in more general settings as well. We hope that our method will also be
applied later. We think that it is natural that this method works for the undirected case as well and
that this fact is worth being known.



Theorem 3 (Nash-Williams [I3], Tutte [15]). Let G = (V, E) be a graph and k € Z.. There ezists a
packing of k spanning trees in G if and only if

eg(P) > k(P|—1)  for every partition P of V. (10)

Proof. We prove only the difficult direction. Let (G = (V, E), k) be a smallest counter-example. Then
k > 1. The following claim is well-known, see for example in [4].

Claim 5. |[E|=k(|V|-1).

Proof. By ([0)) applied for {v},cv, we obtain that |FE| > k(]V| — 1). Suppose for a contradiction that
|E| > k(|]V| —1). Hence (I0) is strict for the partition {v},ev.

If there is no partition of V, other than {V}, that satisfies (I0) with equality, then we can delete
any edge of G to obtain G’ that also satisfies (I0). Hence, by the minimality of G, there exists a
packing of k spanning trees in G’, and hence in G, which is a contradiction.

So there is a partition P # {V} of V that satisfies (I0]) with equality. Note that P # {v},ev.
Then there exists a member X € P such that 1 < | X| < |V].

We show that both G[X] and G/X satisfy ([I0). First, if a partition P’ of X violated (I0) in
G[X], then P"” = (P — {X}) U P’ would violate (I0) in G. Indeed, eg(P”) = ex(P) + er(P’) <
E(|P|—1)+k(|P| —1) = k(|P"| —1). Second, if a partition P’ of V(G/X) violated (I0) in G/X, then
P = (P \{Y}HU{(Y \{vx})UX} would violate (I0) in G, where the contracted vertex vx is in
Y € P'. Indeed, eg(P") = ep(P’) < k(|P'| — 1) = k(|P"| — 1).

Since G[X] and G/X satisfy (I0) and (G, k) is a smallest counter-example, there exist a packing
Ti,...,Ty of k spanning trees in G[X] and a packing T7,...,T} of k spanning trees in G/X. By
replacing the vertex vx in each T by T;, we obtain a packing of k spanning trees in G, which is a
contradiction. O

For any () # X CV and Px = {X} U {v}yev\x, by |E| = k(|V| — 1) and ([I0), we get
ip(X) —k(|X] 1) =k|[V\X|—er(Px) = k(|Px| - 1) —es(Px) < 0. (11)

Let T = (S, F) be a maximal tree in G satisfying (I2). For s € V, by (M), Ts = (s, ) satisfies
@2, so T exists.

ipr(X) < E(X|-1)—[XNnS|+1=m(X) forevery@#XCV. (12)
Lemma 3. T is a spanning tree of G.

Proof. Suppose that S # V. A vertex set X is called tight if (I2) holds with equality. By (), every
tight set intersects S. A tight set X is dangerous if X \ S # (. Note that, by |F| = k(]V| — 1) and
S # V, V is dangerous. Thus, there exists a minimal dangerous set X. Then, by (I2) and (1), we
DX NS —1) = k(X \S|—1) =k > 1, so there exists an edge uv from v € X NS tov € X \ S.
Note that 7" = (S U {v}, FU {uv}) is a tree. By the maximality of T, we get that there exists a set
Y such that ig\(rufuey)(X) > k(| X| = 1) — [ X N (S U {v})| + 1. Then, by ([I2), we get that v € Y’
and u € V' \'Y. Observe that v € (X NY) \ S. Then, by the tightness of X and Y, the modularity of
m, X NY # 0, (I2), and supermodularity of ig\ g, we have i\ p(X) +ig\p(Y) = m(X) +m(Y) =
everywhere. In particular, X NY is dangerous. Since u € X \ Y, this contradicts the minimality of
X, and the proof of the lemma is completed. O

By Lemma B} T is a spanning tree of G, so S =V and |F| = |V|— 1. Then, by |E| = k(|]V] - 1)
and ([I2), for every partition P of V, we have (k — 1)(|[V| = 1) — ep\r(P) = D xepimr(X) <
Yoxepbk =D(X|=1) = (k=1)(|V| =1) = (k = 1)(|P| — 1), that is (G — F,k — 1) satisfies the
condition (I0). Hence, by the minimality of (G, k), there exists a packing of k¥ — 1 spanning trees in
G — F. By adding the spanning tree T' of G, we get a packing of k£ spanning trees in G which is a
contradiction. O



4.2 Matroid-based packing of rooted trees

A nice extension of Theorem Bl with some matroid constraint was proposed in [I1].

Theorem 4 (Katoh, Tanigawa [I1]). Let G = (V, E) be a graph, S a multiset of vertices in V and
M = (S,Zm) a matroid with rank function ry. There exists a complete M-based packing of rooted trees
n G if and only if

Sy € Im for everyv €V, (13)
eg(P) > Z (rm(S) — rm(Sx))  for every partition P of V. (14)
XeP

If S is a multiset of vertices in V of size k and M is the free matroid on S, then Theorem ] reduces
to Theorem [3l

Theorem [4] was deduced from the following result in [I1].
Theorem 5 (Katoh, Tanigawa [I1])). Let G = (V, E) be a graph, S a multiset of vertices in V and

M = (S,Zm) a matroid with rank function ry that satisfies [[3). Let the function rixr be defined as
follows, for every F C F,

rrr(F) = rm(S)|V] — S| + min{er(P) — Z (rm(S) — rm(Sx)) : P partition of V'}. (15)
XeP

(a) Then rgr is the rank function of a matroid Mgr.
(b) F C E is the edge set of a complete M-based packing of rooted trees in G if and only if

F is independent in Mg, (16)
[F|=rm(S)[V]—1S5]. (17)

We propose the following more general result to be applied later.

Theorem 6. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, S a multiset of vertices in V, and M = (S,Zym) a matroid
with rank function ry. Let the function v'r be defined as follows, for every F C E,T C S,

rer(FUT) =1ru(S)|V] + min{er(P) — Z (rm(S) — rm(Tx)) : P partition of V'}. (18)
XeP

(a) Then r'yry is the rank function of a matroid M'y.
(b) F C E is the edge set and T C S is the root set of an M-based packing of rooted trees in G if and

only if
FUT is independent in My, (19)
[FUT|=ru(S)V]. (20)

Proof. (a) It is clear that . is integer-valued. By (I§), e.(-) > 0, and rm(T.) > 0, we have ri(F U
T) = min{er(P) + > xep (X[ = 1)rm(S) +rm(Tx)) : P partition of V} > 0 for every F C E,T C S.
Since the functions e. and rv(T") are non-decreasing, so is r%p. For every F' C E,T C S, by taking
the partition {v},ey in ([I8]), and by the subcardinality of ry, we have

rr(FUT) <ru(S)[VI+|F| = ru(S)VI+ D ru(T) < |Fl+ Y [T = [FUT],
veV veV

;. .
SO 1 is subcardinal.



To show the submodularity of 7., let Fy, Fy C E,T',T? C S, and Py, P, the partitions that
provide 7, (Fy UTY) and 75p(Fy U T?). Then, by Lemma [I applied for F; and F> and Lemma
applied for b(-) = rm(S.) — rm(S), we have

Per(FrUTY) +rher(FUT?) = mu(S)[V] +er, (P1) + X;) (rm(T%) = ru(S))
+ rm(S)|V] +er, (P2) + YZPIW (T%) = rm(S))
> ma(S)|VI+ernm (P HGP:HZ Y. (TN T?)z) = ra(S))
+ M(S)VI+ erum (PrUP2) + PZP (m((T* UT?)w) = (S))
WwePLP,

e (B 1 B U (I 1T2) 4 rhep(Fy U Bo) U (I UT9))
T/KT((Fl U Tl) N (FQ U TQ)) + T/KT((FI U Tl) U (F2 U T2))

Thus 771 is submodular. From the previous arguments, it follows that % is the rank function of a
matroid M%..

(b) To prove the necessity, suppose that F' C E is the edge set and T' C S is the root set of
an M-based packing of rooted trees in G. Then, T, € Iy for every v € V. So, by Theorem [5l applied
for T, rm(S)|V| = |F| + |T| = rrr(F) + |T| = rm(S)|V] + min{er(P) — Xy ep(rm(S) — rm(Tx)) :
P partition of V} = rp(F UT), hence (I9) and (20) hold.

To prove the sufficiency, suppose that (I9) and (20) hold for some FF C E and T C S. Then,
by taking the partition P = {V} in ([I8) and by the monotonicity of rm, we get that 0 = |[F UT| —
M (S)|V| = reqr (FUT)—rm(S)|V]| < rm(T)—rm(S) < 0,80 rm(T) = rm(.S). Note also that, by (19), T’
is independent in M%... Then, by taking the partition {v},ecy in (I8) and by the subcardinality of rw,
we have |T| = 7 (T) < rm(S)|V] =rm(S) V] + 3 cv rm(Tw) < > ey [To] = [T, so equivality holds
everywhere, that is T,, € Iy for every v € V. Let M|7 be the matroid obtained from M by restricting it
on 7. Then T, € Zy), for every v € V. Let MZ . be the matroid of Theorem [l with ground set 7. Then,
for its rank function, we have r(F) = rm(T)|V| — |T| + min{er(P) — 3 yep(rm(T) — rm(Tx)) :
P partition of V} = rfrn(FUT) — |T| = |FUT|—|T| = |F|, so F is independent in M%.,.. Then, by
Theorem [B there exists a complete M|r-based packing of rooted trees in G whose edge-set is F, and
we are done. |

Let us clarify the relation between the matroids Mg and M.
Claim 6. If ([I3) holds, then S is independent in Myr and Mir/S = Mgrp.

Proof. For the partition P that provides . (S) in (I8), by the monotonicity of rm and ([I3]), we have

S| = rir(S) = m(S)IVI= D (ra(S) = m(Sx))
XeP

ST m(Sx) + (X[ Dm(s) = Y Y s = Y Y s = 18]

XeP XePveX XePveX

Further, by (&) and [I8), we have rxr(F) = rigp(FUS) —|S| = rir (FUS) =% (S) = (rkr) s (F)
for every F' C E. O

4.3 Matroid-based (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees

The aim of this subsection is to extend Theorem [l when we have two kinds of constraints on the roots
of the rooted trees in the packing. In order to do so we need the following result that was introduced
in [4] and proved in [9, Theorem 12].



Theorem 7 ([, [O]). Let {Si,...,Sn} be a partition of a set S, «;,B; € Zy for alli € {1,...,n}
and p € Zy. Let

B = {ZCS:ZNnSi€l,0 <|ZNS;| <P fori=1,....n,|Z| = p}, (21)

r(Z) = min{Zmin{ﬁi, |Z 0S|} pu— Zmax{ai —|ZNS;|,0}} for every Z C S, (22)
i=1 i=1

There exists a matroid whose set of bases is B and rank function is r if and only if

o < min{3;, |S:|} forallie {1,...,n}, (23)

D o <p <y min{B;, [Sil}- (24)
=1 =1

This matroid is called generalized partition matroid.
We also need the matroid intersection theorem of Edmonds [I].

Theorem 8 (Edmonds [I]). Let My = (S,71) and My = (S,12) be two matroids on S, and p € Zy.
A common independent set of size p of My and Ms exists if and only if

r(Z)+ra(S\Z)>nu foral ZCS. (25)
We are now able to present and prove an extension of Theorem [l

Theorem 9. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, S a multiset of vertices in V, k € Zy, f,g :' V — Z4
functions, and M = (S,rm) a matroid. There exists an M-based (f,g)-bounded packing of k rooted
trees in G if and only if

flv) < min{rm(Sy), g(v)} for every v €V, (26)

E < Z min{rm(Sy), g(v)}, (27)
veV

eg(P) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) —g(X\Y): Y C X} for every partition P of V, (28)
XeP

eg(P)+k > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + f(Y): Y C X} for every partition P of V. (29)
XeP

Proof. To prove the necessity, let B be an M-based (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees with
root set T'. Since 7y is non-decreasing and B is M-based, rm(S,) > rm(Ty) = |Ty| for every v € V.
Then, since B is (f, g)-bounded, we have min{rm(S,), g(v)} > |Ty| > f(v), so [26) holds. Further, we
get Y ey min{rm(Sy), g(v)} > > v |Tu| = |T| = k, so (27) holds. Moreover, since B is M-based, we
get rm(S) = rm(T). So, by Theorem Ml applied for T', the submodularity and the subcardinality of ry,
we have

eg(P) > Z (rm(S) —rm(Tx)) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Ty) — [Tx\y|: Y C X}. (30)
XeP XeP

By (B0), the monotonicity of v and g(v) > |T,]| for every v € V, we get that (28)) holds. By |T,| > f(v)
for every v € V, we have [T'x\y| < [Tx| — f(Y) for every Y € X C V. So, by (B0), the monotonicity
of rm and ) v .p [Tx| = |T| = k, 29) holds.

To prove the sufficiency, let us suppose that ([26)—(29) hold. We may suppose that (I3) holds.
Indeed, by taking a maximal S* C S such that S} € Iy for every v € V, we have rm(S%) = rm(Sx)
for every X C V, so ([28)—(29) still hold. From now on we suppose that (I3) holds. We formulate
our problem as the intersection of two matroids. The first matroid is My, with rank function ri.
given in (I8). The second matroid Mg is the direct sum of the uniform matroid on ground set E of
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rank v (S)|V] — k and the generalized partition matroid on ground set S with the partition {S,},ev
and the bounds (ay, 8y) = (f(v),g(v)) and p = k. The rank function of M satisfies, by ([22)), for all
FCE,TCS,

ro(FUT) =min{|F|,rm(S)|V| -k} + min{z min{g(v), |Ty|}, k — Z max{f(v) —|T,|,0}}. (31)
veV veV

Note that, by Theorem [7 and rm(S,) = |Sy| for every v € V (by (13)), the generalized partition
matroid exists if and only if (26]) and ([27) hold and f(V) < k (which holds by ([29))).

Claim 7. There exists an M-based (f,g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees with edge set F' and root
set T if and only if FUT is a common independent set of Mr and Ma of size rm(S)|V].

Proof. To prove the necessity, let B be an M-based (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees with
root set 7. By Theorem[fl F UT is an independent set of M’ of size rm(S)|V|. Since B is M-based,
T, is independent in M for every v € V. Since B is an (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees, we
have f(v) <|T,| < g(v) and |T| = k. Then |F| = rm(S)|V]— k. It follows that FUT is an independent
set of My, and we are done.

To prove the sufficiency, let us suppose that FUT is a common independent set of M, and Ma
of size rm(S)|V]. By Theorem[f] there exists an M-based packing B of rooted trees with edge set F' and
root set T'. Since FUT is independent in My of size v (S)|V], we have |T| = k and f(v) < |Ty,| < g(v)
for every v € V. Hence B is an (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees, and we are done. O

By Claim [1 and Theorem B there exists an M-based (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees if
and only if

min{rip(FUT)+r(FUT): F C E,TCS}>m(S)|V|]. (32)

Let F C E and T C S attain the minimum.
Case 1. If |[F| > rm(S)|V| — k. Then, r2(EUT) = ro(F UT). Hence, since 7. is non-decreasing, we

have r5r(T) +r2(EUT) < rheqr(FUT) +r2(F UT), so we may suppose that F' = (). By Claim [6] we
have

rer(T) = |T| = Y IT.| (33)
veV

Case (a) If ro(EUT) = rm(S)|V|—k+ >,y min{g(v), Ty}, then, by @3), @I), and (I3), we have

ST - k4 Y min{g(v), [T}

veV veV

—k—|—Zmin{g(v),|Sv|} > 0.

veV

Case (b) If ro(EUT) = ru(9)|V| _k+k_2vev max{ f(v) — [T,|,0}, then, by @3], 26), and ([I3),

we have

e (T) +ro(EUT) — ru(S)|V]

Y

TIKT(T) + TQ(E UT) — T‘M(S)|V|

Z(lTv| - max{f(v) - |Tv|7 0})

veV

= 3 min{|T0],[S.] - f()} = 0.

veV

Case 2. If [F| < ru(S)|V| — k. Then, r2(T) = ro(F UT) — |F|. Hence, by the submodularity and the
subcardinality of rm, we have 1 (EUT) + r2(T) < e (FUT) + |F| + ro(FUT) — [F|, so we may
suppose that F' = F.

Note that 7y (EUT) = rm(S)|V] +min{eg(P) — > xcp(rm(S) —rm(Tx)) : P partition of V'}.
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Case (a) If ro(T) = X,y min{g(v), |T|}. By the modularity of g, (I3), the monotonicity and
submodularity of ry, for every X C V| there exists Yx C X such that we have

m(Tx) + > minfg),[Tol} = mTx)+ Y g)+ Y m(T,) (34)

veX veEX\Yx vEYx
> m(Tyy) +9(X\Yx)+rmm(Tyy) > rm(Syy) +g(X\ Yx).

Then, by (34)) and (28], we have

rir(EUT) +12(T) — rm(S)[V]
= min{eg(P) + Z (rm(Tx) —rm(S) + Z min{g(v),|T,|}) : P partition of V}

XeP veX
> min{eg(P) + Z (rm(Syx) —rm(S) + g(X \ Yx)) : P partition of V} > 0.
XeP

Case (b) If ro(T) = k — Y, oy max{f(v) — |T,],0}. By the modularity of f, ([I3), the monotonicity
and submodularity of ry, for every X C V| there exists Yx C X such that we have

m(Tx) = > max{f(v) = [T,[,0} = m(Tx)+ Y_ (rm(T) = f(v))

veX veEYx
> mm(Tyy) +™a(Tyy) — f(Yx) = ma(Syy) — f(Yx). (35)

Then, by (B3] and ([29), we have

rer(EUT) +ra(T) — ru(S)|V|
= min{eg(P) + Z (rm(Tx) —rm(S) — Z max{f(v) — |T,|,0}) + k : P partition of V'}

XeP veX
> min{eg(P)+k+ Z (rm(Syx) —rm(S) — f(Yx)) : P partition of V} > 0.
XeP
It follows that in every case (32) holds, and hence the required packing exists. [l

If f(v) =0 and g(v) = oo for every v € V and k = | S|, then Theorem [ reduces to Theorem [

4.4 Matroid-based (f, g)-bounded («, 3)-limited packing of rooted trees

Theorem [ can easily be extended to packings where the number of rooted trees is not given but is
lower and upper bounded.

Theorem 10. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, S a multiset of vertices in V, o, € Zy, f,9:V — Zy
functions, and M = (S,rm) a matroid. There exists an M-based (f,g)-bounded («, B)-limited packing
of rooted trees in G if and only if [26) and (28) hold and

a < B, (36)

a < Z min{ru(Sy), g(v)}, (37)
veV

eg(P)+ 8 > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + f(Y):Y C X} for every partition P of V. (38)
XeP

Proof. To prove the necessity, let B be an M-based (f, g)-bounded («, 8)-limited packing of rooted
trees with root set T'. Let k = |T|. Since B is («, 8)-limited, we have a < k < 3. Hence, (B8] holds.

Further, by Theorem[J we get that 26l), (Z7) (and hence 1)), 28) and (29) (and hence [B8)) hold.
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To prove the sufficiency, let us suppose that 26]), 28]), (36), (37), and [B8) hold. We show that
there exists an integer k that satisfies « < k < g, (27) and (29). By B8), 1), and [B8), it is enough
to prove that for every partition P of V, we have

> min{rm(S,), g(v)} = > max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + f(Y):Y € X} — ep(P). (39)

veV XeP

Let P be a partition of V. For every X € P, let Yx, Yy C X such that

Z min{TM (Sv)vg(v)} = Z ™ (Sv) + g(X \ YX)v (40)
max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + f(Y): Y C X} = ru(S) —rm(Sy;) + f(Yx). (41)

Then, by @0Q), (), the submodularity of rm, the modularity of g and f, (28) applied for Yx NY%
and for Y \ Yx, and (28), we have

> min{rm(S,), g(v)} — Y max{rm(S) — rm(Sy) + f(¥V): Y € X}

vev Xep
= D (D ™lSy) +g(X \Yx) +rm(Syy) = F(Yx) — rm(S))

XeP veYx
> >0 D mal(Se) + rmlSyxuvy) + 9(X\ (Yx UYR)) + (Y% \ Yx)

X€EP veYxNYy

—f(Yx NYx) = f(Y \ Yx) —rm(S))

> ) (m(Syxuvy) +9(X\ (Yx UYR)) = mm(S))

Xep
> Z min{rm(Sy) + g(X\Y) —rm(S): Y C X}

Xep
= =Y max{rm(S) — rm(Sy) —g(X \Y): Y C X} > —eg(P),

Xep

so (39) holds. Then, by Theorem [ there exists an M-based (f, g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees
in G. Since a < k < 8, the packing is («, 8)-limited, and we are done. O

If « = 8 = k, then Theorem [I0 reduces to Theorem [A

4.5 Matroid-based (f,g)-bounded («,)-limited packing of rooted hyper-
trees

Theorem [3] was generalized to hypergraphs in [6].

Theorem 11 (Frank, Kiraly, Kriesell [0]). Let G = (V, &) be a hypergraph and k € Zy. There exists
a packing of k spanning hypertrees in G if and only if

es(P) > k(|P|—=1)  for every partition P of V. (42)

If G is a graph, then Theorem [I1l reduces to Theorem [l In fact, Theorem [I1] can easily be proved
by Theorems [2] and [Bl

We will now exploit the fact that in Theorem [2] we can treat not only one but two supermodular
functions on partitions. We can hence generalize Theorem [I0] to hypergraphs.
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Theorem 12. Let G = (V, &) be a hypergraph, S a multiset of vertices inV, o, 8 € Zy, f,9:V — Zy
functions, and M = (S,rm) a matroid. There exists an M-based (f,g)-bounded (v, B)-limited packing
of rooted hypertrees in G if and only if [26), B6), and B1) hold and

ec(P) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) —g(X\Y):Y C X} for every partition P of V, (43)
XeP

B+es(P) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + f(Y) : Y C X} for every partition P of V. (44)
XeP

Proof. To prove the necessity, suppose that there exists an M-based (f, g)-bounded (c, 8)-limited
packing of rooted hypertrees in G. Then, by definition, the hypertrees in the packing can be trimmed
to get an M-based (f, g)-bounded («, 8)-limited packing of rooted trees. Then, by Theorem [I0, we
get that (26), 28), B4), (B37), and (B8) hold. Then @3] and [@4) hold in G.

To prove the sufficiency, suppose that 26), B6), (37), @3), and @) hold. Note that ([E3)
and [@4)) are equivalent to eg(P) > p1(P) and eg(P) > p2(P) for every partition P of V, where the
functions p; and p, are defined in @) and (). By Claim[2 p; and p2 are supermodular on partitions
of V. Thus, by Theorem 2] we get a graph G that satisfies (28)) and (B8). Since 26l), [B4]), and B7)
hold by assumption, Theorem [I0] implies that there exists an M-based (f, g)-bounded («, 3)-limited
packing of rooted trees in G. By replacing each edge of G by the hyperedge that was trimmed to it,
we obtain an M-based (f, g)-bounded (a, §)-limited packing of rooted hypertrees in G. O

If G is a graph, then Theorem [I2] reduces to Theorem [I0l If S is a multiset of vertices in V of size
k, M is the free matroid on S, « = 8 =k, f(v) = 0 and g(v) = co for every v € V, then Theorem [I2]
reduces to Theorem [T1]

4.6 Augmentation for matroid-based (f, g)-bounded («, §)-limited packing
of rooted hypertrees

Frank [3] solved the augmentation version of Theorem [3]in which a minimum number of edges must
be added to a graph to have a packing of k spanning trees.

Theorem 13 (Frank [3]). Let G = (V, E) be a graph and k,v € Z, We can add v edges to G to have
a packing of k spanning trees if and only if

v+ee(P) = Ek(P[-1). (45)

If v = 0, then Theorem [I3] reduces to Theorem Bl Theorem [[3] can be easily proved by Theorem
[ applied for p1(P) = p2(P) = k(|P| — 1) — ex(P). Note that, by Claim [ic) and Lemma [l p; = po

is a supermodular function on partitions.

We will now exploit the fact that in Theorem [[lwe can treat two different supermodular functions
on partitions. We can hence propose a common generalization of Theorems [12] and

Theorem 14. Let G = (V,€) be a hypergraph, S a multiset of vertices in V, «, 8,y € Zy, f,g: V —
Z+ functions, and M = (S,rm) a matroid. We can add ~y edges to G to have an M-based (f, g)-bounded
(o, B)-limited packing of rooted hypertrees if and only if 286), B6), and @B1) hold and

rm(S) —m(Sy) < min{g - f(Y),g(Y)} for every Y C 'V, (46)

gV)+y+es(P) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + g(Y) : Y C X} for every partition P of V, (47)
XeP

B+~y+es(P) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + f(Y) : Y C X} for every partition P of V. (48)
XeP

Proof. To prove the necessity, suppose that we can add an edge set F' of size v to G to have an
M-based (f,g)-bounded (a, 8)-limited packing of rooted hypertrees in G + F' = (V,&’). Then, by
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Theorem [[2] we get that 26), @B6), B7), @3), and @) hold for £&'. Applying @3) and (@) for
P ={V}, we get {@6]). Since eg/(P) < eg(P) + v, @3) and (@4) imply (@7) and [S).

To prove the sufficiency, suppose that (26]), 36), (31), (6), (@), and (@) hold. Let the functions
p} and p), be defined as follows. For every partition P of V, pi(P) = p1(P) — es(P) and p5(P) =
p2(P) — es(P), where p; and py are defined in @B) and {@). By Claim [ and Lemma [, p} and p)
are supermodular on partitions of V. By ({g]), we get that (@) holds for p} and p. By {7) and @S],
we get that (7)) holds for pj and p). Hence Theorem [Il implies that there exists an edge set F on V
of size 7 such that ep(P) > max{p|(P),p5(P)} for every partition P of V. This means that in the
hypergraph ¢’ = (V, &' = EU F), [@3) and [{@4) hold for £'. Since (26), B6), and @) also hold, by
Theorem [I2] there exists an M-based (f, g)-bounded («, 8)-limited packing of rooted hypertrees in G’,
which completes the proof of Theorem [I4] O

If v = 0, then Theorem [I4] reduces to Theorem If G is a graph, S is a multiset of vertices in
V of size k and M is the free matroid on S, f(v) = 0 and g(v) = oo for every v € V and o = § =k,
then Theorem [I4] reduces to I3l

4.7 Augmentation for matroid-based (f, g)-bounded («, §)-limited packing
of rooted hyperforests

The argument in [I0] showing that Theorem 4 in [I0] implies Theorem 5 in [I0] can be applied here
as well. Hence Theorem [I4] implies the following result.

Theorem 15. Let G = (V, &) be a hypergraph, S a family of subsets of V, o, 8,y € Zy, f,9: V = 74
functions, and M = (S,7m) a matroid. We can add 7 edges to G to have an M-based (f,g)-bounded
(o, B)-limited packing of rooted hyperforests if and only if [B0) and (@) hold and

flv)y < min{rm(S,), g(v)} for everyv €'V, (49)

a < ) min{ru(S.), 9(v)}, (50)
veV

gV)+~v+es(P) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) +g(Y) : Y C X} for every partition P of V, (51)
XeP

B+v+es(P) > Z max{rm(S) —rm(Sy) + f(Y) : Y C X} for every partition P of V. (52)
XeP

If S = {S, }vev, then Theorem [IH reduces to Theorem [[4 Note that Theorem [[H] implies all the
results of this section.

The case @ = 0 and = oo of Theorem [I7] coincides with a special case of a result of [I4].

References

[1] J. Edmonds, Submodular functions, matroids, and certain polyhedra, in: eds. R. Guy, H. Hanani,
N. Sauer, and J. Schénheim, Combinatorial Structures and their Applications, Gordon and
Breach, New York, 69-70, 1970.

[2] J. Edmonds, Edge-disjoint branchings, in Combinatorial Algorithms, B. Rustin ed., Academic
Press, New York, (1973) 91-96.

[3] A. Frank, Edge-connection of graphs, digraphs and hypergraphs, More sets, graphs and numbers,
(E. Gy¢ri, G. Katona, L. Lovész, eds.) Bolyai Mathematical Society Math. Studies 15, Springer
Verlag (2006) 93-142.

[4] A. Frank, Connections in Combinatorial Optimization, Oxford University Press, 2011.

15



[5] A. Frank, T. Kiraly, A Survey on Covering Supermodular Functions, Bonn Workshop of Combi-
natorial Optimization (2008) 87-126.

[6] A. Frank, T. Kiraly, M. Kriesell, On decomposing a hypergraph into k connected sub-hypergraphs,
Discret. Appl. Math. 131 (2) (2003) 373-383.

[7] P. Hoppenot, M. Martin, Z. Szigeti, Regular packing of rooted hyperforests with root constraints
i hypergraph, to appear in Math. Prog.

[8] P. Hoppenot, Z. Szigeti, On arborescence packing augmentation in hypergraphs, submitted, (2024)

[9] F. Horsch, Z. Szigeti, Packing of mized hyperarborescences with flexible roots via matroid inter-
section, Electronic Journal of Combinatorics 28 (3) (2021) P3.29.

[10] F. Horsch, Z. Szigeti, Reachability in arborescence packings, Discret. Appl. Math. 320 (2022)
170-183.

[11] N. Katoh, S. Tanigawa, Rooted-tree decomposition with matroid constrains and the infinitesimal
rigidity of frameworks with boundaries, STAM J. Discret. Math. 27(1), (2013) 155-185.

[12] L. Lovasz, On two minimaz theorems in graphs, J. Comb. Theory, Ser. B 21 (1976) 96-103.

[13] C. St. J. A. Nash-Williams, Edge-disjoints spanning trees of finite graphs, Journal of the London
Mathematical Society, 36 (1961) 445-450.

[14] Z. Szigeti, Augmenting a mized hypergraph to have a matroid-based (f,g)-bounded packing of
mized hyperbranchings, in preparation.

[15] W.T. Tutte, On the problem of decomposing a graph into n connected factors, Journal of the
London Mathematical Society, 36 (1961) 221-230.

16



	Introduction
	Definitions
	Results on partitions
	Submodularity on partitions
	Covering two supermodular functions on the partitions
	Trimming

	Results on packings
	Packing of spanning trees
	Matroid-based packing of rooted trees
	Matroid-based (f,g)-bounded packing of k rooted trees
	Matroid-based (f,g)-bounded (,)-limited packing of rooted trees
	Matroid-based (f,g)-bounded (,)-limited packing of rooted hypertrees
	Augmentation for matroid-based (f,g)-bounded (,)-limited packing of rooted hypertrees
	Augmentation for matroid-based (f,g)-bounded (,)-limited packing of rooted hyperforests


