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ON THE FACIAL STRUCTURE OF SYMMETRIC AND GRAPHICAL
TRAVELING SALESMAN POLYHEDRA

DIRK OLIVER THEIS

ABSTRACT. The Symmetric Traveling Salesman Polytope for a fixed numbem of
cities is a face of the corresponding Graphical TravelinigSaan Polyhedro®,,. This
has been used to study facetssqgfusing P, as a tool. In this paper, we study the operation
of “rotating” (or “lifting”) valid inequalities forS,, to obtain a valid inequalities faP,.

As an application, we describe a surprising relationshigvben (a) the parsimonious
property of relaxations of the Symmetric Traveling SalesRalytope and (b) a connec-
tivity property of the ridge graph of the Graphical Travelialesman Polyhedron.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose that and P are polyhedra, and thatis a proper face of. If a-x > ais a
valid inequality forS, it can be “rotated” so that it becomes also valid forBy “rotation”
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we mean modifying left and right hand sides of the inequatityuch a way that the set of
points in the affine hull o which satisfy the inequality with equation remains the same
yet the hyperplane the inequality defines in the ambientesphanges. Technically, this
amounts to adding equationsd¢ex > «, which are valid forsS.

Once the inequality is rotated so that it is valid 8y one may ask which face d@? is
defined by the rotated inequality. SinSe# P, there is never only one such face, but even
when we aim for inclusion-wise maximal faces Bfdefined by some rotated version of
a-x > «, in general, these are not unique either.

Rotation is a standard tool in Discrete Optimization. Thestfarominent example
is probably (sequential) lifting, which is a constrainednfioof rotation. In this setting,
P is a polyhedron for which the non-negativity inequality > 0 for a coordinatej is
valid, defining a non-empty facg := P N {z | ; = 0}. Then, an inequality valid for
S is rotated by adding scalar multiples of the equatign= 0 to it in such a way that
it becomes valid forP and the face defined by the rotated inequality is stricthyatge
than the face of' defined by it. By iterating this procedure, one may “sequiyti lift
inequalities which are valid for a smaller facge which is an intersection of the faces
defined by the non-negativity inequalities for a set of comates. The face of defined
by the sequentially lifted inequality may in general dep@mdthe order in which the
coordinates are processed. The same procedure works whengeequalities - = > ~
are used instead of the non-negativity inequalities.

Sequential lifting or other rotation-based tools are aggpinanually to find facets of
polyhedra which contain faces which are better underst@dekn, the faces are “smaller
versions” of the original polyhedron. Moreover, mechargsifithis kind are used compu-
tationally in cutting-plane algorithms where some cuttpigne generation procedure first
works on a face and then has to lift the obtained inequalities

In this paper, we study what rotating inequalities doestier$ymmetric Traveling Sales-
man Polytope and the Graphical Traveling Salesman Polghedcetn > 3 be an in-
teger,V,, := {1,...,n} and £, be the set of all unordered pairs (two-element subsets)
{i,j} € V,, i.e., the set of edges of the complete graph with verteX/setThe two
polyhedra are subsets of the sp@& of vectors indexed by the elements Bf. The
Symmetric Traveling Salesman Polytofgis the convex hull of all incidence vectors of
edge sets of circles with vertex st (or, if you prefer, of Hamilton cycles of the com-
plete graphk,,). The Graphical Traveling Salesman Polyhedinis the convex hull
of all vectors corresponding to connected Eulerian mutiiphs with vertex set,,. (The
precise definitions will be given below.)

Since the seminal work of Naddef & Rinaldi[27, 28] on these palyhedra, it is known
that the former is a face of the latter. Moreover, Naddef &Rinproved a theorem which,
in our terminology, says that, if an inequality defines a fades,,, then there is a unique
maximal face ofP, which can be obtained by rotating the inequality, and thigimal
obtainable face is a facet f,.

Naddef & Rinaldi managed to classify the facetsigfinto tree types: non-negativity
facets, degree facets, and the rest, called TT-facets. evthd degree facets and non-
negativity facets are both small in number and easily undeds the interesting class both
for understanding the polyhedron and for applications ésthge set of TT-facets. By
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the theorem just mentioned, once one knows that the degcetsfaf P, are precisely
those which contairt,, — also an achievement of Naddef & Rinaldi’s paper —, this
also classifies the facets 6f, into two types: non-negativity and TT-facets. Again, for
applications in Discrete Optimization, the TT-facets & itnportant ones.

Not so long ago, Oswald, Reinelt and Theis|[31, 32] have rédfthe classification by
splitting the TT-facets oF, into two subclasses: NR-facets and non-NR-facets, depgndi
on whether the intersection of the facet withis a facet ofS,, (theseP, facets are called
NR-facets) or a face of,, of smaller dimension (these are called non-NR-facets). The
main difficulty in this sub-classification was showing tha hon-NR class is not empty.
The existence of non-NR-facets has some unpleasant carsaepiboth for theoretical
research and practical computational approaches to gplawveling Salesman Problem
instances. On the theoretical side, it is much easier togpfaget-defining property of
inequalities forP, than forS,,. Moreover,P, pleasantly preserves facet-defining property
when a certain important lifting operation for facet-defiminequalities (which replaces
vertices by sets of vertices) is performed. FEQr this is not known to be true. On the
computational side, in the context of cutting-plane methimd S,,, certain generic sepa-
ration algorithms produce inequalities which are facdiniley for P,, but sometimes it
is not clear whether these inequalities must be strengthiétieey are to define facets of
S,. Examples of such separation algorithms include the log method of Applegate,
Bixby, Chvatal & CookI[[1] 2, 3] (see the discussion[in|[32})}tlee path-lifting method of
Carr [€].

In terms of rotation, the result i [3, 32] shows that thex\alid inequalities forS,,
which do not define facets &f,,, but which can be rotated to define facetsigf The
starting point of this paper is the question what propettiese valid inequalities fa$,,
might have. The results we propose are most easily fornulageng the terminology of
polar polyhedra. A polar polyhedra#t of a polyhedrort has the property that the points
of S# are in bijection with the linear inequalities (up to sca)ifigr S. Moreover, a point
a is contained in a face of dimensiarof S, if, and only if, the corresponding inequality
defines a face of dimension at ledsi S — k of S. In particular, the vertices & are in
bijection with the facets of. Also recall the concept of a polyhedral complex: a (finite)
set of polyhedra, closed under taking faces, such that teesection of any two polyhedra
in the set is a face of both.

We have results about the “interesting” part of the polas,gfnamely the part which re-
mains if we take only those faces of the polar, which do notaiora vertex corresponding
to a non-negativity facet of,,. Informally, this corresponds to taking only the TT-clags o
valid inequalities forS,, (the correspondence will be made precise later).

This subset of faces of the polar 8f is a polyhedral complex; let us denote it &yor
a moment. Take a point iy, consider the corresponding valid inequality fy, and rotate
it. A certain set of faces oP, can be defined by the rotated versions of this inequality.
Now we partition the points contained ¢hin the following way: two points are in the
same cell of the partition, if, by rotating the correspomgdialid inequalities, the two sets
of faces ofP, which can be defined coincide.

In fact, the partition whose definition we have just outlingises a polyhedral subdivi-
sionS of C, i.e., the set of closures of the cells is a polyhedral com@ad every face of
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C is a disjoint union of cells. Indeed, this is true in the gahsituation when a polytope
S is a face of another polytop, and such a polyhedral subdivision is called a rotation
complex. In the TSP situation, we can say more:

(A) The decomposition of into cells can be described in a natural way that does not
refer to rotation; in fact, it does not refer to the Graphitedveling Salesman
at all. Indeed, for a point contained inC, it suffices to check the sign of all
the expressions,, — au, — auwy, With u, v, w three distinct vertices if,,. (As
customary, we use the abbreviated notation= {u, v}.)

(B) The points inC are in bijection with the “important” part of the polar &f, (the
definition of polar here is not canonical and will be made @@} and this bijec-
tion maps faces of the polar @}, onto faces of the rotation comple&x In other
words, the polar of, can be “flattened” onto the polar 6f,.

Again, “important” is meant to be understood in the sensktitltarresponds to consid-
ering TT-type inequalities only.

Recall that the common refinement of two polyhedral com@eagehe set of all in-
tersections of polyhedra in the two complexes. Itém (A) carrdstated as saying that
the rotation complexS is the common refinement ¢f with a natural projection of the
metric cone. (The metric cone consists of all functidfjs— R, satisfying the triangle
inequality). Note that the occurrence of the metric condnendontext of the two polyhe-
dra$, andP, is no surprise: it is known tha®, is the intersection of thpositive orthant
Rf" with the Minkowski sum ofS,, and the dual of the metric cone [39]. Iteml (B) ad-
dresses the uniqueness question for faces defined by ratatpehlities addressed above.
Note, though, that having a point-wise bijection is a stemgtatement than saying that
the maximal faces obtainable by rotation are unique.

We believe these results to be of interest in their own rightause they clarify the re-
lationship between the valid inequalities f6f and P,,. Having said that, in this paper,
we apply them to a problem concerning the ridge grapk,ofThe ridge graph has as its
vertices the facets, and two facets are linked by an edgelibaly if their intersection is a
ridge, i.e., a face of dimensiatim P, — 2. The ridge graph is of certain importance for the
problem of computing a complete system of facet-defininguadities, when the points
and extreme rays are given. A common solution here is to kearte ridge graph, i.e.,
once a facet is found, its neighbors are computed. A problaermiwmay occur is that, for
some facets, computing the neighbors is not feasible (glvepower of current computer
systems). Due to the connectivity of the ridge graph, soniks @rtices are allowed to be
dead ends in the search, and still all vertices are reach#telsearch. For example, when
the facets of al-dimensional polytope are computed in this way, by Balilsskheorem,
one may omitd — 1 arbitrarily selected facets from the search, and still mealt other
facets. Very often, however, the number of facets whosehheig cannot be computed
is too large (exponential in the dimension). Thus, one wdildel to prove connectivity
properties of the ridge graph which allow for these verticelse dead ends in the search.
Our result on the ridge graph &f, states the following: If a system of NR-facet-defining
inequalities satisfies the so-called parsimonious prgjéd,(13], the removal of the cor-
responding vertices from the ridge graph leaves conneaathonents, each of which



ON THE FACIAL STRUCTURE OF STSP AND GTSP 5

contains a vertex corresponding to an NR-facet. The protfisfmakes use of (B) above
in an essential way. The statement has been used to proverti@ateness of an outer
description forP, in [32] in the scenario sketched above.

This paper is organized as follows. In the short second@gatie shall define some basic
concepts from polyhedral theory. In Sectidn 3, will providgrous formulations of all of
our results. Section 4 contains the proofs of the resultsitaihe rotation complex, while
the results about the ridge graph are proved in Seftion 5.

We will need to make use of linear-algebraic and polyhedteas quite heavily. Al-
though we give all the relevant definitions, understandmgpaper will be a piece of hard
work if one is not at ease with the theory of polyhedra, pbfaprojective transformations,
and polyhedral complexes, as laid out in the relevant chapfesither [18] or[[41].

2. SOME BASIC DEFINITIONS AND NOTATIONS

2.0.a. Euclidean space notationsdVe denote by: - y the standard scalar productRi".
For a linear subspace c R™, denote byL* := {q € R™ | ¢-2 = 0 Vo € L} the
orthogonal complement df.

For X C R™, we denote bwff X the affine hull ofX, i.e., the smallest affine subspace
of R™ containingX. We letlin X denote the linear space generated by the pgintsr,
x,y € X. Henceaff X = x + lin X holds for everyr € aff X.

For X c R™, we denote byX the closure ofX in the topological sense. Thelative
interior relint P of a polyhedronP is the interior (in the topological sense) Bfin the
affine space spanned 183 in other wordsrelint P = P \ |J,p £, where the union runs
over all faces ofP. Theboundaryof a polyhedron i$)P := P\ relint P = (J,p F
where the union runs over all faces Bf -

2.0.b. Projective mappingsAn mappingg between vector spaces is called affine if there
exists a constant (vecta)such thalyy — a is linear. A mappingf: L — L’ between two
vector spaces is callgatojective,if there exists a linear mapping

(}?2 ;?1):]5:R><L—>R><L’

decomposable into linear mappings: R — R, fo: L = R, fio: R = L/, fi.: L —
L', such thatf (x) = P(f(1,x)), with the shorthand’(t, ) := xz/t. Informally, we say
that f can be “written as a linear mapping’ Using matricesf;, can be identified with a

real constantf;, with a column-vector and,; with a row-vector.

Remark2.1 When f andg are projective mappings which can be written as linear map-
pingsf andg, respectively, therf o g can be written ag o g.

2.0.c. Polyhedral complexesA polyhedral complels a set of polyhedré with the prop-
erties that (a) iff' € C and( is a face ofF', thenF' € C; and (b) if F,G € C,thenF N G
is a face of both?” and(G. The polyhedra i are called the faces df, and faces of &
having dimensioi (or 1, respectively) are called vertices (or edges, respeg)ietiC. A
sub-complexf a polyhedral compleX is a polyhedral comple® with D C C.
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For a polyhedral compleg, we denote byC| := J,. £ its underlying point setand,
informally, we say that a pointisinC, if z € |C|.

For a polyhedrorP, let C(P) be the set of all of its faces. This is a polyhedral complex
with underlying point set?. Moreover, we letC(P) be the polyhedral complex of all
bounded faces aF.

For a polyhedral comple® and a set of face® C C, we define the deletion dp in
C to be the polyhedral sub-complex©@fconsisting of all face$” € C whose intersection
with all faces inD is empty:

di(D,C):={FeC|VGeD: FNG =0}

Let C andD be two polyhedral complexe® is called asubdivisionof C, if, (a) every
face of D is contained in some face 6f and (b) every face df is a union of faces ob.

Let C andD be two polyhedral complexes. Tlsemmon refinemertf C andD is the
polyhedral complex whose faces are all the intersectioriaaafs ofC andD: C v D :=
{FNG|F e€C,G e D}. The common refinemegtV D is a subdivision of botl€ and
D.

LetC be a polyhedral complex, anfd |C| — R* a mapping. We say thatinduces the
polyhedral comple®, if, for every F' € C, itsimagef (F') underf is a polyhedron, and the
set of all these polyhedra is equal to (the polyhedral cor)dle The following wording
is customary: IfD’ is a polyhedral complex angl: |C| — |D’| is a homeomorphism which
induces a polyhedral compl&Xwhich is a subdivision oD’, thenf is called arefinement
map. Two polyhedral complexe§ andD are called combinatorially equivalent, if there
exists a bijectior: C — D, which preserves the inclusion relation of faces, i.€f, if F’
are two faces of, then¢(F) C ¢(F’). We say that a mapping: |C| — |D] induces a
combinatorial equivalencef f induces the polyhedral compléX. In this case andD
are combinatorially equivalent via the mappifg— f(F).

A polyhedral complex is a (pointedan if it contains precisely one vertex, and each
face which is not a vertex is empty or a pointed cone. Adda completejf |C| is equal
to the ambient space.

The 1-skeletoror graph of a polyhedral complexX is the graphG whose vertices are
the vertices ot’, with two vertices ofG being adjacent if and only if there exists an edge
of C containing them both.

For more on polyhedral complexes see the textbooks by Grimi18] or Ziegler[41].

2.0.d. Miscellaneous.For a matrixM/ we denote by\/ " its transpose. The restriction of
amappingf: X — Y toasetZ C X is denoted byf|;.

3. EXPOSITION OF RESULTS

Fix an integem > 3. The Symmetric Traveling Salesman Polytapalefined as the
convex hull inR®» of all edge sets of circles with vertex gét (or Hamiltonian cycles in
the complete grapl’,,):

S, = conv{x"?) | C'is the circle withV (C) =V, }, (1)

where ' denotes the characteristic vector of a sgti.e., ' = 1, if e € F, and0
otherwise. Ever since the mid nineteen-fifties, when a se&fishort communications and
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papers initiated the study of this family of polytopesl[19,21,23/ 30], it has received
steady research attention. Apart from being of importana@mbinatorial optimization
for solving the famous Traveling Salesman Problem, whiatsigis in finding a shortest
Hamilton cycle in a complete graph with “lengths” assignethie edges (see, e.d.| [3] 11,
[17,[22,25[ 35]), their combinatorial and linear-algebraicperties have been an object
of research. For example, questions about aspects of tiph gtaskeleton) have been
addressed [36], particularly focusing on its diamétel [BB.37/38], which is conjectured
to be equal to two by Grotschel & Padbergl[17].

The second polyhedron which we will consider is defined tohgeconvex hull of all
edge multi-sets of connected Eulerian multi-graphs on énex set/,:

P, == conv{z € 72" |

x defines a connected Eulerian multi-graph with verteX4geét

(2)

where we identify sub-multi-sets df,, with vectors ian“ (i.e., there arer, copies of
edgee present in the multi-graph). This polyhedron was introduie [10] under the
name ofGraphical Traveling Salesman Polyhedrand has since frequently occurred in
the literature on Traveling Salesman Polyhedra. It is paldrly important in the study of
properties, mainly facets, of Symmetric Traveling SalesriRalytopes (e.g.| [13, 26, 27,
28,129], see'[3, 25] for further references).

With few exceptions (for exampleT12,130] for the case 5; [5] for n = 6, 7; [7,8,[9]
for n = 8,9), no complete characterization of the facetsSgfor P, are known. In fact,
since the Traveling Salesman Problem is NP-hard, thereotaaxist a polynomial time
algorithm producing, for every and every point € R, a hyperplane separatingrom
Sy, unlessP=N P. Another noteworthy argument for the complexity of thesh/jopes is
a result of Billera & Saranarajanl[4]: For every 0/1-polyedp, there exists an such that
P is affinely isomorphic to a face df,.

The polyhedrorP, has been called tHeraphical Relaxatiomf S,, by Naddef & Rinaldi
[27, 28] who discovered and made use of the fact #)ais a face of P,: While the
latter is a full-dimensional unbounded polyhedrorRfi: [10], the former is a polytope
of dimension(;‘) —n [30], and the inequalityEeeEn z. > n is valid for P, and satisfied

with equality only by cycles, thus attesting to the facetieta

3.1. Definitions of the polars. From now on, assumiEgz > 5 to be fixed, we will
suppress the subscript #), and P, and just writeS and P.

The set of facets of containingsS is known. Foru € V,,, leté, be the point inR®"
which is1/2 on all edges incident ta and zero otherwise. It is proven in]10] that the
inequalities),, - = > 1, u € V,,, define facets of?, the so-calledlegree facetsClearly, S
is the intersection of all the degree facets.

It is customary to write inequalities valid fa? in the forma -2 > «, and we define
the polars accordingly. Define the linear spdcw be the set of solutions to thelinear
equations), -« = 0, u € V,,. Note that the), are linearly independendjm S = dim L,
and the affine hull of is a translated copy of. Whenevetr: is a relative interior point of

We choose: > 5 because otherwise the non-negativity inequalities do efind facets ob,,.
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S, the polar ofS may be defined as the following set:
St :={a€eLl|(—-a)(z—2) <1VxeS} (3)

So a pointa € S* corresponds to a valid inequality-z > a-z — 1 of S. Changing
z amounts to submitting* to a projective transformation. Although our results do not
depend on the choice of(see[[40]), it makes things easier to define

2 1 2
= 1= B©) — 5u 4
S (n—1)!/2zC:X n—1; ’ @

where the first sum extends over all cycles with vertexisetSo z is at the same time
the average of the verticed”(“) of S and a weighted sum of the left-hand sidgof the
equations.

Next, we construct a kind of polar fdr. For this, we might just intersect the polar cone
C:={(a,a) € Rx RF" | a-z > a Vz € P} with the hyperplane: + " _a. = 1. From
the observation [10] tha® is the Minkowski sum ORE” with a finite set of points ir]Rf”,
we see that this hyperplane intersects all extreme rays ekcept forR . («,0) which
does not correspond to a facet/f However, for our needs, it will be better to defifté
to be a polyhedron which is projectively isomorphic to the ere have just described:

P*:={a€R™|a-x>1Vx € P}

This set is sometimes called théocking polyhedrorof P. Calling it thepolar (poly-
hedron)of P is justified by that fact that, essentially, it has the definpmoperties of a
polar polytope. Let us elaborate. For a faceof P, define itsconjugate facel’™® to be
the set of pointss € P* satisfyinga -z = 1 for everyxz € F. For brevity, we say that
a faceF of P is goodif it is not contained in aaon-negativity facet,e., a facet defined
by z. > 0 (these inequalities do define facets®f10]). Note thatP? C RE”, so the
non-negativity inequalities are also valid B¢, and hence”® has non-negativity faces.
(They are possibly empty.)

Lemma 3.1. The polarP* of P has the following properties.

(@) Leta € RE»\ {0} andd > —1. Thena is a relative interior point of a non-trivial
face of P with co-dimensionl + 1 if and only if (a, 1) is valid for P and defines
a face of dimension of P.

(b) Let N C C(P) be the set of intersections of non-negativity fadgtand similarly
N’ C C(P*) be the set of all intersections of non-negativity face$’6f Then
conjugation of face§(P)\ N — C(P*)\ N, F + F®:={a € P* | a-z =
1 Vx € F'} defines an inclusion reversing bijection.

(c) A faceF of P is good if and only ifF¢ is bounded. O

We leave the proof of this lemma to the reader.
The points), defined above are vertices Bf, more precisely, they are the vertices of
the faceS® of P,
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3.2. Definitions of the polyhedral complexes.We consider the set of faces 6f which
do not contain a vertex corresponding to@n-negativity inequality,, > 0 fore € E,. In
symbols, if NV denotes the set of these vertices56f we deal with the polyhedral complex

dl(N,S%) :={F face ofS* | FN N =0} = dl({{z} | € N},C(S*)). (5)

3.2.a. Tight triangularity. A triangle rooted atu is a pairu, vw consisting of a vertex
u € V, and an edgew € E, not incident tou. Leta € R¥». We say that: is metric,
if it satisfies the triangle inequality, i.€., (@) = @y + Guw — auy > 0 for all rooted
trianglesu, vw. Note that this implies,. > 0 for all e. We follow [28] in callinga tight
triangular (TT),if it is metric and for eachu € V,, there exists, w such that the triangle
inequality for this rooted triangle is satisfied with eqoatit, ,.,(a¢) = 0. Abusively, we
say that a linear inequality is metric, or TT, if the left haside vector has the property.

3.2.b. Metric cone, TT-fan and flat TT-faiThe metric cone,C' = C,,, consists of all
(semi-)metricon V,,. In our context, a (semi-)metric is a poihitc R*~ which satisfies
thetriangle inequality

dvu + duw - de 2 0 (6)
for all distinctu, v, w € V,,. Thus, in the terminology just defined, a semi-metric is aust
metric point. If we now letF’, ,,, denote the face of' defined by inequality{6) we define
theTT-fanas follows:

7= U CF.m) cco) (7)
ueVy v,w#u

T’ is a fan. “TT” stands for “tight triangular”, a term coined Bladdef & Rinaldi [28]
for a point’s property of being ifi/’|. However, we are not aware of any reference to this
fan in the literature. Heuristically, the elements|®f| are metrics or/, satisfying the
following: for every pointu € V,,, there exist two other points w € V,, such that is
“middle point” of the “line segment” betweenandw.

Denote byp: R¥» — L the orthogonal projection. We will prove in the next section
(Lemmd4.4) that applying to 7’ produces a fafl” isomorphic to7”:

T:={p(F)|FeT?} (8)
We callT theflat TT-fan

3.2.c. Definition of the edge sefs“(a). Leta € S*. For everyu € V,,, we letE*(a) be
the set of edges on which the slack of the triangle inequ@itys minimized:

E“(a) := {Uw € E, | u#v,w, and

Apy + Ay — oy = v’r,?ul’gu 'y F Ayt — av’w’}- (9)
3.2.d. The TT-sub-complex d?“. Finally, we define a sub-complex 6f P*) consist-
ing of all TT-points of P*. This sub-complex is what remains of the compi&¥**) of
bounded faces aP* after deleting the conjugate face®fn P, in symbolsil(S®, C(P*)).
It will become clear in the next section (see Renjark 4.3)tthapoints of the complex
d1(S9,C(P*)) are precisely the points i@ (P*)| which are tight triangular.
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3.3. Rotation and statements of the results.We now give the rigorous definition of
“rotation” and of the rotation complex, as outlined in thé&raguction. More accurately,
we define a “rotation partition” ofdl(V, S#)|, which will turn out to be a polyhedral
complex subdividingll( N, S%).

A pointa € S* corresponds to an inequality- = > a-z — 1 valid for S. Rotating
this inequality amounts to adding an equation valid $or The left-hand side of such
an equation is a linear combination of the left-hand sidethefequation9, -z = 1,
and the right-hand side coincides wifhz. Hence, for a fixed;, rotating the inequality
a-x > a-z— 1Dbyqgives the following

(a+q)-z>a-z—14+¢q-z. (10)

Fora € |dI(N, S%)|, letF(a) € C(P) be the set of faces d? which can be defined by
the rotated version of the inequality corresponding.tMore precisely, a sef c R*»
is in §(a) if, and only if, there exists g as above, such that the rotated inequality (10)
is valid for P, and F' is the set of points irP satisfying it with equality:F' = {x € P |
(a+q)-x=a-z—14¢q-z}.

Now we define a partitio° of |dI(N, S%)|, by letting two pointsz, b be in the same
cell of §° if and only if §(a) = §(b). Moreover, letS be the set of all closures of cells of
Se:

S:={X]|X eS8}
We callS therotation complexXthe word “complex” is justified by the following theorem).

Theorem 3.2. S is a polyhedral complex. MoreoveK +— X and F' — relint F are
inverse bijections betwee&$f andS. The following is true.

(a) The rotation comples is the common refinementd@if V, S*) and the flat TT-fan
T.

(b) Two pointsa, b in |dI(N, S%)| are in the relative interior of the same face of the
rotation complexS if, and only if, they are in the relative interior of same faufe
St andE"(a) = E*(b) forall u € V,.

This corresponds to iteni {A) on pagk 4 in the introductionjlevthe next theorem
corresponds to iteni (B).

Theorem 3.3. There is a projective homeomorphism [d1(S?,C(P*))| — [dI(N, S*)|
which induces a combinatorial equivalence between thengalsal complexil(S¢, C(P*))
and the rotation compleX.

Remark3.4. Let us speak of a TT-vertex @?%, if the point is TT, or, equivalently, if the
vertex corresponds to a TT-facet &f Similarly, let us call a TT-vertex of* an NR-
vertex (non-NR-vertex), if the corresponding facetfofis an NR-facet (non-NR-facet,
resp.). Theorems 3.2 ahd B.3 imply that the NR-vertice®dfare in bijection with the
vertices ofdl(V, S2) via ¢, while the non-NR vertices oP” are mapped to non-vertex
points byp.
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3.4. Parsimonious property of relaxations and the ridge graph. Given a systenBx >

b of linear inequalities which are valid fa¥, one may ask how the minimum value of
a linear functionz — ¢"z changes if either degree inequalities or degree equati@ns a
present, in other words, whether the following inequaktsgtrict:

min{ch ‘ Bx >0, 0p- x> 1V, x> O} (11a)
<
min{ch ‘ Bx>b, 6, -x =1Yv, x > O} (11b)
We say that the system of linear inequalities and equatio(ELa),
Br >b
O0p-x>1YVv ey, (22)
z >0

is arelaxation ofS. Such a relaxation is said to have tha@rsimonious property14] if
equality holds in[(Il1) for alt satisfying the triangle inequality.

Goemand[13] raised the question whether all relaxatiosaufnsisting of inequalities
defining NR-facets of’ (in other words, they are facet-defining fBrand for.S) have the
parsimonious property.

The parsimonious property had earlier been proved to befigatifor the relaxation
consisting of all inequalities defining facetsi@by Naddef & Rinaldi[[27], in other words:
optimizing an objective function satisfying the trianghequality overP yields the same
value as optimizing ovef. The parsimonious property has been verified by Goemans
and Bertsimasg [14] for the relaxation consisting of all m@wgativity inequalities:. > 0,
e € E,, and all so-called subtour elimination inequalities. Raerg S C V,, with |S| > 2,
the correspondingubtour elimination inequality

Y ww =2 (13)

uwvEEy,
[{u,0}NS|=1

is valid and facet-defining fa$ (whenevem > 5) [15,[16].

To our knowledge, the first example of a relaxatiorboihich does not have the parsi-
monious property is due to Letchford [24]. While the inedtied which he used did not
define a facet of or of P, in [31,[32], a family of inequalities defining facets Bfwas
given which does not have the parsimonious property.

As an application of Theorens 3.2 dnd|3.3, we give a necessadition for a relaxation
of S consisting of inequalities defining NR-facetsito have the parsimonious property.
The condition is based on connectivity properties of thgeidraph ofP. Recall that the
ridge graphg of P is the graph whose vertex set consists of all facet® efhere two
facets are adjacent if their intersection has dimengionP — 2, i.e., it is aridge. We will
relate this relaxation to the induced subgré&jphof the ridge graph of which is obtained

if all vertices corresponding to the facets defined by inétiesin R z are deleted.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose&3z > b consists of inequalities defining NR-facetsiof If the
relaxation (12) of S has the parsimonious property, then every connected coempar
Gp contains vertices corresponding to NR-facet$of
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Thus, we link the optimization view given by the parsimorgquoperty question with
combinatorial properties of the a polyhedral comlé®), or, more precisely, afl(S°,C(P?%)).
In the proof, Theorem 3.3 is used to “flatten” the latter coampivhich then allows to using
a separating-hyperplane argument for constructing a patieiridge graph.

4. PROOFS FORTHEOREMS[3.2AND 3.3

In[4.1, we will need to discuss some properties of Symmetret @raphical Traveling
Salesman polyhedra. Most of them are generalizations t8 fadhe seminal papers by
Naddef & Rinaldi [27/2B]. The proof of Theorerms13.2 3@&takes up Subsections
4.2 and 4.B.

As said before, we assume in the whole section that S,, andP = P, withn > 5,
because we require the technical fact that non-negativégualitiest, > 0, for ane €
E,, define facets of/, which is true if and only if. > 5, see[[15] 16].

4.1. Preliminaries on connected Eulerian multi-graph polyheda. Naddef & Rinaldi
[28] proved that every facet ¢f is contained in precisely + 1 facets ofP: then degree
facts and one additional facet. This fact and its genefiadiza are useful for our purposes.
For the sake of completeness, we will sketch its proof, atrdduce some of the tools for
the proofs of our main theorems along the way.

First we set up some notations. LBtbe theV,, x E,-matrix whose rows are th&,
u € V,. Recall from Sectiofi 3.2.b thatis the orthogonal projection fro~ onto
L = ker D. Note that the orthogonal complemeint = ker p of L is equal toim D" =
{D7¢ | € € R}, the space of all linear combinations of the

In the following lemma, we summarize basic facts about tighhgularity.

Lemma 4.1.

(a) A metric inequality which is valid fof is also valid forP.

(b) An inequality defining a good face 6fis metric.

(c) An inequality defining a good fade of P is TT if and only ifF’ is not contained
in a degree facet.

(d) If afaceF' of P is good, then5 N F'is also good.

(e) Let the TT inequality: - = > 1 be valid for P. If it defines a face of co-dimension
c of S, then it defines a face of co-dimension at most P.

(f) For everya € R~ there is a unique TT representative in the coset L+ =
{a +D7¢ | € € RV}, More precisely, we can obtain a uniqu¢a) € R" for
whicha — D" A(a) is TT by letting

Ao(a) == mlf tuow(@) (24)

Given a vertex: and an edgew not incident tou, ashortcutis a vector
Suww = Xvw _ Xvu _ qu c RE" // /‘\\\ » \
Proofs for Lemma4l1 (sketched)he proofs of these facts are easy gener- v
alizations of arguments which can be found.inl[28]. SN
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The key ingredient in (a—c) is thehortcut argumentvhich Naddef &
Rinaldi pioneered in [28]. Let € an represent the edge multi-set of a connected Euler-
ian multi-graphH with vertex setV,,. If H is not a cycle, i.e., ifH has a vertex. of
degree four or more, then one can find an edgesuch thatvu andvw are in H, and
H' := H U {vw} \ {vu,vw} is still a connected Eulerian multi-graph; cf. the picture o
the right. Ify represents its edge multi-set, thea- « + s, ,,,. This gives (a), the impli-
cation “="in (c), and by carefully selecting the edge, (d). Similarly, one can subtract
a shortcut from arx, which gives (b), the other direction in (c), and, by taking éach
vertexu a shortcut,, ., implies (e).

Item (f) is straightforward computation. O

We now prove the important theorem of Naddef & Rinaldi.

Theorem 4.2([28]).

(a) If afacetG of P containsS, thenG is a degree facet.
(b) Let F" be a good facet af. There exists a unique facgétof P with F = G N S.

Proof. (a). If G D S, thenG is good by definition. IfG is not equal to a degree facet,
then, by Lemma4]1(c), itis defined by a TT inequality, whiomitadicts LemmBa4l1(e).

(b). Clearly, G exists becaus§ is a face ofP. Let G be defined by an inequality
a-r > «a. Thenais TT by Lemmd4.l1(c), hence, by Lemmal4.1(f), unique in the se
a + L* of all left hand sides of inequalities defining the fageof S. O

4.1.a. Related aspects of the polar polyhediBheoreni 4.2(b) can be rephrased as fol-
lows. If a is a vertex ofP* such that the inequality - x > 1 defines a facet of, thena
ando,, u € V,,, are the vertices of am-simplex which is a face oP“.

Remarl4.3 By Lemmée3.1(b) and Lemnia4.1(c), the points of the comgléex®, C(P*))
are precisely the points il (P*)| which are tight triangular.

4.2. Descriptions of the rotation complex. We will now prove Theorerh 312. We start
by proving that the two refinements df( N, S*) defined in (a) and (b) respectively of
Theorenf 3.2 are identical: the one using the flat TT-fan défing8) and the one using
the setsF(a) defined in[(9).

Let us first verify that the orthogonal projectipmmaps the TT-fan7”| bijectively onto
L. For this, we define some mappings, based oh (14):

Ay RE 5 R a Hll?Iél tuww (@),
A REr 5 RV a— (A(a),..., \(a), (15)
J: REr — RE»: ar a— D"\a),

0: R x RE 5 R x RE: (a,a) = (a0 — 1-Ma),d(a)).
Lemma 4.4. The mappingg: |7'| — Landdl, : L — |T'| are inverses of each other.

Proof. By Lemma 4.1l{f), every co-set+ L of L+ contains a unique TT point, namely
YJ(a). The co-set also contains a unique poinf.phamely the orthogonal projectigiia)
of ¢ onto L. Hence, the two mappings are inverses of each other. 0
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In view of Lemmd 4.4p transports the faff” into a fan7 := p(7”) in L, the flat TT-fan
defined in Sectiohl3. It is a complete fan in the ambient sgac€he next lemma states
that the refinements efl(V, S*) used in Theoremn 3.2 are identical. The proof is a direct
verification based on the definitions &f(-) andv, using Lemma 4l4.

Lemma 4.5. For two pointsa, b € L, the following are equivalent:
(i) E“(a) = E“(b) forallu € V,,
(i) a andb are in the relative interior of the same face of the flat TT-fan O

For easy reference, & denote the common refinementdf N, S*) and the flat TT-
fan 7. This is certainly a polyhedral complex, and the previousre implies that two
points are in the relative interior of the same facéaf and only if (f) holds.

This shows that itemsi(a) arld (b) of Theorlen] 3.2 are equitaiéoreover, to establish
Theoren 3.2, it remains to prove that the partitiond@f N, S#)| into open faces oD
coincides with the partitiol5°: Once this is established, both the statement about the
closures and relative interiors in Theoreml 3.2, and itemargd (b) follow.

To prove that these two partitions coincide, we need to destseper into the properties
of P. If F'is a face ofP, then a shortcut is said to beasiblefor F, if it is contained in
the spaceéin F'. We note the following for easy reference.

Lemma 4.6. If F'is a good face of’, then a shortcus,, ., is feasible forF" if and only if
a- sy.0w = 0 for one (and hence for all) € relint F°.

Proof. If I is a good face, then the polarity relations of Lenima 3.1 heldveenF" and
F°. The details are left to the reader. O

The following lemma highlights the importance of shortdatthe relationship between
SandP.

Lemma 4.7. A good faceF' of P is uniquely determined by

¢ the set of cycles whose characteristic vectors are condaimé’, plus
e the set of its feasible shortcuts.

Proof. By the shortcut argument, every vertex Bfis either itself a cycle, or it can be
constructed from a cycle by successively subtracting bashortcuts. FurtheR, x"* is
aray of F' if and only if, for anya € relint F°, we havea,, = 0 (by Lemma4.]lb). By
Lemmd 4.6, this is equivalent to the property that for evert u, v, boths,, .., ands,, ;.
are feasible shortcuts. O

We can now finish the proof of Theorém3.2.

Proof of Theoreri 3IR[b)Let a € |dI(V, S*)|. The inequalities of the forni_(10) all define
good faces of?, because defines a face o not contained in a non-negativity facetof
Moreover, since every inequality of the fortn[10) definesshme face of, Lemmd4.V
implies that every member of the sgta) of faces of P defined by inequalities of the
form (10) is uniquely determined by its set of feasible stuts.

We claim that the sef(a) is in bijection with the set of all subsets bf,, where the
bijection is accomplished in the following way: To a subket V,,, there is a face if(a)
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whose set of feasible shortcuts is precisely

U{sue | e € E*(a)}. (%)

uel

The faces obtainable in this way are clearly pairwise distby what we have just said
(note thatE"“(a) # (). We have to construct a corresponding inequality for ewety,
and we have to show that all facesdfu) can be reached in this way.

For the former issue, fof C V,, we defineg :== 3 ., ., and consider the inequality

(Wa)+q)-z2>—-14+a-z2—1-Na)+q-z,

which is of the form[(ID) because = Dz, and defines a good face &f whose set of
feasible shortcuts is easily verified to 58,(by Lemmd 4.5.

To see that every face i§(a) can be obtained in this way, it is easy to check, invoking
Lemmal4.]l and the definition df“(a), that, if there exists an edgev such thats,, ,.,
is feasible for a face” in §(a), thenvw € E*(a) ands, is feasible forF for every
e € E'(a).

This completes the proof of Theorém13.2. O

4.3. Projective equivalence of the two complexesWe now proceed to prove Theo-
rem[3.3. We want to define a mappindy letting

() = —— pla), (162)

a-z—1

fora € P%. The denominator will be zero, if, and only if, = > 1 is satisfied by equality
for all z € S, in other wordsz(a) is well-defined for al € P* \ S©.

By Lemmd4.1, a point in the complexC(P*) of bounded faces aP* defines a good
face ofS, so we haver(a) € |dI(NV, S?)|, whenever ¢ S°. Hence, we have the mapping

72 |dL(S®,C(P*))| — |dI(N, S%)] (16b)

In this subsection, we will prove that as given in[(1B) is a homeomorphism, and
show that it induces a combinatorial equivalence betwgesi®, C(P*)) and the rotation
complexS; i.e., we prove Theorein 3.3. We will explicitly construcetimverse map-
ping 7—!, which, essentially, transforms a point into its TT-rejgr@stive in the sense of
Lemma 4.1I{f).

When we write the projective mappingas a linear mapping fro® x Rf» — R x L
as in Sectionl2, it has the following form:

. (-1 z-O
=l , )

As a technical intermediate step in the construction of, we define a linear mapping
I: R x R™ — R x R™ taking points inR x L to points inR x R®» by the matrix

-1 z-0O
I'_(O id)’
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Now we let(v, ¢) := ¥ o I(1,0); in long:

(v,0): a > (v(a),c(a)) :=9(I(1,a)) = (~14+a-z—1-Xa), a— D"Xa)). (17)

Clearly, for alla € L, the pointc(a) is TT. If a € S4, i.e., if the inequalitya - z >
—1 + a-z is valid for S, then the inequality:(a) > ~(a) is of the form [I0) (cf. the
corresponding statement in the proof of Theofenh 3.2 abd¥e)note the following fact
as a lemma for the sake of easy reference.

Lemma 4.8.1f a € S, the two inequalities -z > —1 + a -z andc(a) - © > ~(a) define
the same face of. O

Finally, we define

@: |dI(N, §%)] — [dI(S°,C(P*))]: a— oo ca). (18)
Proof of Theorerh 313ln the remainder of this section, we will discuss the followis-
sues:

(a) ¢ is well-defined (ii4.3lb)

(b) ¢ is a left-inverse ofr: |dI(S?,C(P*))| — |dI(N, S*)| (in4.3.6)

(c) m: [dI(S®,C(P*))| — |dI(N, S*)| is onto (in[4.3.H)

(d) 7: |d1(S®,C(P*))] — |dI(N, S*)| is a refinement map inducing the rotation com-

plexS (inf4.3.3).

Items (b) and (c) imply that
poTm = id'dl(s‘o’é(PA)” and mop= id‘dl(N’SA” .
From this and (d), Theorem 3.3 follows. O

4.3.a. 7 induces the rotation compleXVe first prove thatr is a refinement map inducing
the rotation complex. For this, we use the above stated piepenverse mapping,
which are only proved below.

Lemma 4.9. For every face’” of S there exists a fac€ of d1(S°, C(P*)) with p(relint F') C
relint G.

Proof. Let I be the face ofll(N, S*) with relint /' C relint F/. Now, leta € relint F
and G* be the face ofP defined by the inequality(a) -2 > 1. Since this inequality
defines the same face #fas the inequality(a) - = > ~(a) which is of the form[(ID), the
set of cycles whose characteristic vectors ar€incoincides with those contained in the
face F'¢ of S, where the conjugate face is takendrvs. S (not in P vs. P%), and thus
does not depend on the choicewf relint F’. Moreover, the set of feasible shortcuts for
G7 is in bijection withE*(a), u € V,,, and hence, by Theordm 8.2, depends only arot

on the choice of; € relint F. Thus, by Lemm&4]%;# does not depend on the choice of
a € relint F'. Hence, withGl := (G#)°, we havep(a) € relint G for all a € relint F. [

Lemmal4.9 provides us with a mappidg F' — G with F' andG as in the lemma.
Moreover, the argument based on Lemimd 4.7 in the proof of LeMM shows that
O(Fy) # P(F>) wheneverF; # F, i.e., ® is injective, and, by the surjectivity ap,
it is also onto. Hence, we obtain the following:
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Lemma 4.10. There is a bijectior®: S — dI(S9,C(P*)) with ®(F) = p(F).

Proof. What remains to be shown is thBtF') = o (F'). We already know thag(relint ') C
relint ®(F"). Standard Euclidean topology arguments show ¢hiataps the boundar§F
of F'into the boundary ofp(F'). (This is most easily seen by noting thais the inverse
of a projective mapping.) But the boundary®fis the union of its facets, so we have

®(F) \ relint o(F) D o(F) \ relint p(F) D @(dF) = UF, o(F') C UF, O(F)

where the union extends over all facétsof F. Consequently, by the injectivity @, we
havep(0F) C 0®(F). Again by standard topological arguments (Borsuk-Ulanotbm)
and the injectivity of® this impliesp(0F) = 0®(F), and this in turn gives(F') =
O(F). O

Remark4.11 The topological arguments contained in the proof of Lerhm& 4an be re-
placed by more technical polyhedral theory ones. In any,¢heg reflect basic geometric
facts which are not worth to be emphasized.

4.3.b. We show:yp is well-defined.We start by showing that the quotient in118) is well-
defined. The key ingredient here is the fact that we are onigidering good faces.

Lemma 4.12.For all a € |dI(N, S*))| we havey(a) > 0.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that(a) = 0. Sincec(a) is metric, c¢(a) > 0 holds.
We distinguish two cases:(a) = 0 andc(a) > 0. In the first case, the hyperplane
defined byc(a) -z = ~(a) containsS, whilea-x > —1 + a - z defines a proper face of
S, a contradiction to Lemm@a_4.8. On the other hand;(if) > 0, then the inequality
c(a) -z > ~(a) is a non-negative linear combination of non-negativitygualities, and
hence the face defined hya) -z = 7(a) is contained in a non-negativity facet &f.
But sincea € |dI(V, S%))[, i.e.,a it is not a relative interior point of a face ¢f* which
contains a vertex of* corresponding to a non-negativity facet§fthe face ofS defined
by a-r > —1 + a-z is not contained in a non-negativity facet 8 Thus Lemma_ 418
yields a contradiction. O

It remains to be shown that the image|@f( NV, S))| undery is really contained in the
target space given ii(IL8): For alle |dI(NV, S%))| we havep(a) € |d1(S?,C(P%))|. This
also follows from Lemm@&_418: The inequalipy(a) -z > 1 is valid for P, and the face it
defines is good. Sincg(a) is TT, the conclusion follows from Remark 4.3.

4.3.c. We show: ¢y is a left-inverse ofr, i.e., for alla € |dI(S®,C(P*))| the identity
o(m((a)) = a holds.

Lemma 4.13.For all a € |dI(SY,C(P*))| we have(y, ¢)(7(1,a)) = (1, a). In particular,
we have thatp o 7 restricted to\dl(SO,C(PA))} is equal to the identity mapping on this
set.
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Proof. To see this we compute
I(7(1,a)) =I(—14a-z,p(a))
= (1 —a-z —z-p(a),p(a))

= ((p(a) —a) -2+ 1,p(a))
Using thata is TT (RemarK4.3), we conclude

II(F(1,) = ((pla) = a)- 2 +1 = A(p(a)) -1, a).

Sincea is TT, by Lemmd 41{f)\(p(a)) is a solution top(a) — a = D'\, Thus, using
1 = Dz, it follows that

(pla) —a)-z2+1=Ap(a))-1 = (p(a) —a)-z2+1—-D"A(p(a)) - z = 1.

From the statement abo(ﬁ o I) o, the statement about the projective mappipgsr
follows by a slight generalization of the well-known facatlconcatenation of projective
mappings corresponds to multiplication of the respectiagrites (Remark 2/1). We omit
the computation, and only note that it makes use of the fattlie two mappings; : a —
a— D"\(a) andhsy: a — a-z+ A(a) - 1 are positive homogeneous, i.B;(na) = nh;(a)
forn > 0,7 = 1,2, which follows directly from the definition oX. U

4.3.d. We showiyp is one-to-one.Since we already know thato 7 = id, surjectivity ofr
is equivalent to injectivity ofo. Itis actually easier to prove the following slightly stger
statement.

Lemma4.14.Leta, b € L. Ifthere exists any € R, suchthaty(a), c(a)) = n(y(b), c(b))
thenn = 1 anda = b. In particular, ¢ is injective.

Proof. Let sucha, b, n be given. We have
0 = c(a) — ne(b) = a— DA(a) — 7 [b - DTA(b)}

—a—nb—D" [)\(a) - n)\(b)].
Sincea,b € L andD"[\(a) — nA(b)] € L+ we have
a—nb=0=D"Xa)—nD"\(b) (%)
Applying =z - 0 to the second equation, we obtain
0=1-Xa)—n1-A(b)
Applying this to theys, we have
0 =~(a) —nv(b)
=—14a-z—1-Xa) —77[—1+b-z—1-)\(b)
=—14+n+(a—nb)-z
Sincez € L+ we have(a — nb) - z = 0, whencey = 1. Nowa = b follows from (). [
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5. PROOF OFTHEOREM[3.5

We will apply Theoreni3]3 to prove Theordm]3.5. The followlegima is the link
between parsimonious property and geometry.

Lemma 5.1. Let Bx > 1 be a system of inequalities defining NR-facet®#afuch that
the relaxatiorR 3 has the parsimonious property.dfx > ~ defines a non-NR facet &f,
thenc, v cannot be written in the form

c=0b-— Zuevn Loy
Y= B - Zvevn Ho

with o™ = > ¢;b; @ non-negative linear combination of rowsof B, 3 = >, t;, and
1, € Rforallv eV,

(19)

Proof. Suppose that, v can be written as if_(19). Then minimizing the cost function
over the relaxation consisting of

¢ all non-negativity inequalities

e all degree equations(b), -z =1,v € V,;

¢ all inequalities in the systerBz > 1.

yields~ as the minimum. If the degree equations are relaxed to iriéigsathen, by the

parsimonious property ok g, the minimum is stilly. By Farkas’s Lemma, this implies
that the inequality:- > ~ is dominated by non-negativity inequalities, degree iadigu

ties, and inequalities iz > 1. This is impossible sincg, v) defines a non-NR facet of
P and all facets ilBBx > 1 are NR. O

We are now ready to prove the Theorem 3.5.

Proof of Theorerh 3]5Let a, - = > 1 be an inequality defining a non-NR facet®fwhich
is not in the systenBx > 1. By Lemmd 3.1, the paths in the ridge graphomot touching
non-negativity facets are precisely the paths in the leskmrlof P~.

Thus, we have to find a path in the graphiof which starts fromu,, ends in an NR-
vertex, and does not use any degree vertices or verticesspamding to rows oBb.

By Theoreni.3.B, we know that there exists a projective honwephismyr: |d1(S¢,C(P2))| —
|dI(N, S*)| transporting the polyhedral compldk S¢, C(P*)) onto the rotation complex.
As in the proof of that theorem, we let:= 71,

Leta := ¢~ '(a,). This point is contained in the relative interior of a unidaee F' of
S% containing no non-negativity vertex. L&t- denote the set of all faces of the rotation
complexD which are contained irf’, and let B denote the set of verticésof F' for
which p(b)" is a row of B. We will prove the following:

Claim5.2 Let F' be a face ofll(V, S%), and leta be a relative interior point of" which
is a vertex ofDr such thatp(a)" is not a row of B. Then there is a path in the 1-skeleton
of D starting ata, ending in a vertex of’, and not touching any of the verticesif)..

By Theoreni 3.2, this claim implies the existence of the @gspath in the graph aP*
and thus concludes the proof of Theorer 3.5. O
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Proof of Clain{5.2.The proof of the claim is by induction atim F'. Fordim F' = 0, we
are done, because theris a vertex off’. Letdim F' > 1, and assume the claim holds for
relative interior points’ of facesF” with dimensiondim F’ < dim F'.

If B = (), we are done. Otherwise Il := conv Br. This is a non-empty polytope
which is contained i, Using Lemma&5J1 we will show the following:

Claim 5.3 Let ¢ be a vertex ofDr which is not a member oBr. Thenc cannot be
contained inQ.

The proof of Clain{5.B is technical, and we postpone it ti#h firoof of Claim{ 5.2 is
finished. If Clain5.B is true, however, then we we know thia not in(). Letp, = define
a hyperplane separatingfrom Q, i.e.,q-p < wforall ¢ € ), anda-p > 7. See Fig[ 1L
for an illustration. It assumes the faééis an 8-gon.

FIGURE 1. One step of the path

By a standard general position argument, we can assume thatot parallel to any
face with co-dimension at least oneZln.. Hence, there exists an> 0 such that the line
segmenti+]0, [-p is contained in the relative interior ofdam F'-dimensional face&: of
Dy, of which a is a vertex. By elementary polytope theory (the edges of ghgalron
incident to a fixed vertex span a cone of the same dimensidmegsalyhedron)( must
have a vertex,; adjacent ta: with a - p < a; - p. Clearlya; ¢ Br.

If a; is in the boundary of’, then the induction hypotheses implies the existence of a
path froma; to a vertex ofF’ not using any vertex i3 . If that is not the case, we apply
the argument in the previous paragraph inductively to obtapatha, a4, ..., a; in the
1-skeleton ofDp witha-p < a1-p < --- < aj-p < aj41-p < --- < a,-p. Since the
1-skeleton ofDr is finite and the path we are constructingiscreasing, a vertex on the
boundary ofF" will eventually be reached.

This concludes the proof of Claim5.2. O

Proof of Clain{5.B.Let ¢ be a vertex ofDr with ¢ ¢ Br. Assume that € conv By, i.e.,
c can be written as a convex combination- Zle t;b; with o(b;)" a row of B for all
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j=1,..., k. Clearly,c cannot be a vertex af, sop~!(c) - = > 1 defines a non-NR facet
of P by RemarK:3.4. We compute

>t (bj -y )\v(bj)dv> -y ()\v(c) - va(bj)> d,.

j vEVR vEVR

Lettingo :=1—3" Ay(c), 75 := 1= 3", Au(bj), andpu, := A (c) — ;A (b)), we see
that

op(c) = Z%‘WP(%’) - Z,uvdv
i v
J

This means that the inequalityp(c) - > o can be written as a non-negative linear com-
bination of the inequalitieg(b,) -« > 1, j = 1,..., k plus a linear combination of degree
vertices as in[(19). Since the former inequality defines atfat P by Theorems$ 3]2
and[3.8, and the inequalities forming the non-negativaalim®mbination are taken from
the systemBz > 1, LemmdX5.1 yields a contradiction. O

6. OUTLOOK

We conjecture that the necessary condition for parsim@yooperty in Theorein 3.5 is
also sufficient.

Conjecture. If every connected component@f contains vertices corresponding to NR-
facets ofP,, then the relaxatiorR 5 of has the parsimonious property.

The conjecture holds for the known relaxationsSofonsisting of NR-inequalities de-
scribed in[[32] which fail the parsimonious property.
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