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Abstract

For a digraph D = (V(D), A(D)), and a set S C V(D) withr € S
and |S| > 2, an (5, r)-tree is an out-tree T' rooted at r with S C
V(T). Two (S, r)-trees Ty and T4 are said to be arc-disjoint if A(77) N
A(T,) = 0. Two arc-disjoint (S,r)-trees Ty and T, are said to be
internally disjoint if V/(T1) NV (T2) = S. Let rg,(D) and As,(D) be
the maximum number of internally disjoint and arc-disjoint (S, r)-trees
in D, respectively. The generalized k-vertex-strong connectivity of D
is defined as

kk(D) = min{ks (D) | S C V(D),|S| = k,r € S}.
Similarly, the generalized k-arc-strong connectivity of D is defined as
Ae(D) =min{As (D) | S C V(D),|S| = k,r € S}.

The generalized k-vertex-strong connectivity and generalized k-arc-
strong connectivity are also called directed tree connectivity which
could be seen as a generalization of classical connectivity of digraphs.
A digraph D = (V(D), A(D)) is called minimally generalized (k, ¢)-
vertex (respectively, arc)-strongly connected if k(D) > ¢ (respectively,
Ai(D) > £) but for any arc e € A(D), k(D —e) < £ —1 (respectively,
Ae(D —e) < £—1). In this paper, we study the minimally general-
ized (k,¢)-vertex (respectively, arc)-strongly connected digraphs. We
compute the minimum and maximum sizes of these digraphs, and give
characterizations of such digraphs for some pairs of k and /.
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1 Introduction

We refer the readers to [IH3] for graph theoretical notation and termi-
nology not given here. || For a graph G = (V,E) and a set S C V of at
least two vertices, an S-Steiner tree or, simply, an S-tree is a tree T of G
such that S C V(T'). Two S-trees T and Tb are said to be edge-disjoint if
E(Ty) N E(Ty) = 0. Two edge-disjoint S-trees T7 and T5 are said to be in-
ternally disjoint if V(T1)NV (Ty) = S. The basic problem of STEINER TREE
PACKING is defined as follows: the input consists of an undirected graph G
and a subset of vertices S C V (D), the goal is to find a largest collection of
edge-disjoint S-Steiner trees. Besides this classical version, people also study
some other variations, such as packing internally disjoint Steiner trees, pack-
ing directed Steiner trees and packing strong subgraphs [41[5L9LTO0LT5HI7L19].

An out-tree (respectively, in-tree) is an oriented tree in which every vertex
except one, called the root, has in-degree (respectively, out-degree) one.
An out-branching (respectively, in-branching) of D is a spanning out-tree
(respectively, in-tree) in D. For a digraph D = (V (D), A(D)), and a set
S C V(D) with r € S and |S| > 2, a directed (S, r)-Steiner tree or, simply,
an (S, r)-tree is an out-tree 1" rooted at r with S C V(T") [4]. Two (S, r)-trees
Ty and T; are said to be arc-disjoint if A(Ty) N A(Ty) = 0. Two arc-disjoint
(S, r)-trees T1 and Ty are said to be internally disjointif V(T1)NV (Tz) = S.

Cheriyan and Salavatipour [4] introduced and studied the following two
type of directed Steiner tree packing problems. ARC-DISJOINT DIRECTED
STEINER TREE PACKING (ADSTP): The input consists of a digraph D and a
subset of vertices S C V(D) with a root r, the goal is to find a largest collec-
tion of arc-disjoint (S, 7)-trees. INTERNALLY-DISJOINT DIRECTED STEINER
TREE PACKING (IDSTP): The input consists of a digraph D and a subset of
vertices S C V(D) with a root r, the goal is to find a largest collection of
internally disjoint (S, r)-trees.

Sun and Yeo [17] introduced the concept of directed tree connectivity
which is related to directed Steiner tree packing problems and extends the
concept of tree connectivity of undirected graphs to digraphs (see e.g. [6l
11.02]). Let kg,(D) and Ag,(D) be the maximum number of internally
disjoint and arc-disjoint (S,r)-trees in D, respectively. The generalized k-
vertex-strong connectivity of D is defined as

kk(D) = min{kg (D) | S C V(D),|S| = k,r € S}.
Similarly, the generalized k-arc-strong connectivity of D is defined as
Ae(D) = min{Ag (D) | S c V(D),|S| = k,r € S}.

By definition, ko(D) = k(D) and Ao(D) = A(D). Therefore, these two
parameters could be seen as generalizations of vertex-strong connectivity
and arc-strong connectivity of a digraph, respectively. The generalized k-
vertex-strong connectivity and generalized k-arc-strong connectivity are also
called directed tree connectivity.

!Note that all digraphs considered in this paper have no parallel arcs or loops.



Now we introduce more concepts and parameters related to directed tree
connectivity. A digraph D = (V(D), A(D)) is called minimally generalized
(k, 0)-vertex (respectively, arc)-strongly connected if k(D) > £ (respectively,
Ae(D) > L) but for any arc e € A(D), kg(D —e) < £ — 1 (respectively,
Me(D —e) < £ —1). By the definition of k(D) (respectively, Ax(D)) and
Theorem 23] we clearly have 2 < k <n,1 </ <n—1.

Let §(n, k, ) be the set of all minimally generalized (k, £)-vertex-strongly
connected digraphs with order n. We define

F(n,k,0) =max{|A(D)| | D € §(n,k,0)}
and
f(n, k. £) = min{|A(D)| | D € §(n,k, £)}.
We further define
Ex(n,k,0) ={D | D € §(n, k,(),|A(D)| = F(n,k,0)}
and
ex(n,k,0) ={D | D € §(n,k,0),|A(D)| = f(n,k,0)}.

Similarly, let &(n, k, ) be the set of all minimally generalized (k, ¢)-arc-
strongly connected digraphs with order n. We define

G(n, k. £) = max{[A(D)| | D € &(n, k, 0)}
and
g(n, k,0) = min{|A(D)| | D € &(n, k,{)}.
We further define
Ex'(n,k,l) ={D | D € &(n, k,{),|A(D)| = G(n, k,0)}
and
ex'(n,k,0) = {D | D € ®(n, k,0), |A(D)| = g(n, , 0)}.

By definition, we directly have f(n, k,¢) < F(n,k,¢) and g(n, k,¢) < G(n,k,{).

The complexity for the decision versions of IDSTP and ADSTP on gen-
eral digraphs, FEulerian digraphs and symmetric digraphs have been com-
pletely determined, as shown in the following tables.

Table 1: Directed graphs

ksr(D) > 07 k=3 k>4 k part
|S| =k constant of input
(=2 NP-complete [4] | NP-complete [17] | NP-complete [17]

£ > 3 constant

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

¢ part of input

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

Table 2: Directed graphs

Asr(D) > €7 k=3 k>4 k part
|S| =k constant of input
(=2 NP-complete [4] | NP-complete [17] | NP-complete [17]

{ > 3 constant

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

¢ part of input

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]




Table 3: Eulerian digraphs

ksr(D) > 07 k=3 k>4 k part
|S| =k constant of input
(=2 NP-complete [17] | NP-complete [17] | NP-complete [17]

£ > 3 constant

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

¢ part of input

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

Table 4: Eulerian digraphs

Asr(D) > €7 k=3 k>4 k part
|S| =k constant of input
=2 Polynomial [I7] | Polynomial [I7] | Polynomial [I7]

{ > 3 constant

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

¢ part of input

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

Table 5: Symmetric digraphs

ksr(D) > 07 k=3 k>4 k part
|S| =k constant of input
=2 Polynomial [I7] | Polynomial [I7] | NP-complete [17]

{ > 3 constant

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

NP-complete [17]

¢ part of input

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

NP-complete [17]

Table 6: Symmetric digraphs

sy (D) > 07 k=3 k>4 k part
|S| =k constant of input
=2 Polynomial [I7] | Polynomial [17] | Polynomial [17]

{ > 3 constant

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

¢ part of input

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

Polynomial [17]

For directed tree connectivity, some inequalities concerning parameters
ki(D) and Mg (D) were obtained. Let D be a strong digraph with order
n. For 2 < k < n, It was proved in [I7] that 1 < kx(D) < n — 1 and
1 < A\x(D) < n— 1. Moreover, all bounds are sharp, and those digraphs D
for which k(D) (respectively, A\x (D)) attains the upper bound are character-
ized. Then the authors studied the relation between the directed tree connec-
tivity and classical connectivity of digraphs by showing that rg (D) < k(D)
and A\ (D) < A(D). Furthermore, these bounds are sharp. In the same pa-
per, the sharp Nordhaus-Gaddum type bounds for A (D) were also obtained;
moreover, extremal digraphs for the lower bounds were characterized.

In this paper, we will study the minimally generalized (k, £)-vertex-strongly
connected digraphs and minimally generalized (k, ¢)-arc-strongly connected
digraphs. We first give characterizations of such digraphs for some pairs of
k and ¢ (Theorem [2.8]), and then obtain exact values or sharp bounds for the
functions f(n,k,£), F(n,k,?), g(n,k,¢) and G(n, k,¢) (Theorem [3.4). Some
open problems will also be posed.

Additional Terminology and Notation. For a digraph D, its reverse
DY is a digraph with the same vertex set such that xy € A(D™) if and



only if yx € A(D). A digraph D is symmetric if D™V = D. In other words, a
symmetric digraph D can be obtained from its underlying undirected graph
G by replacing each edge of GG with the corresponding arcs of both directions,
that is, D = G . A digraph D is minimally strong if D is strong but D — e
is not for every arc e of D.

2 Characterizations

The following proposition can be verified using definitions of k(D) and
Ao(D).

Proposition 2.1 [17] Let D be a digraph of order n, and let 2 < k < n be
an integer. Then

Me+1(D) < Ag(D) for every k <n —1 (1)

ke(D') < kp(D), \e(D") < M\e(D) where D' is a spanning subdigraph of D

(2)
k(D) < (D) < min{d"(D), 6 (D)} (3)

D s strong if and only if \p(D) > 1. (4)
We will use the following Tillson’s decomposition theorem.

Theorem 2.2 (Tillson’s decomposition theorem) [18] The arcs of ?n can
be decomposed into Hamiltonian cycles if and only if n # 4,6.

Sun and Yeo got the following sharp bounds for k(D) and A (D).

Theorem 2.3 [17] Let D be a strong digraph of order n, and let2 < k <n
be an integer. Then
1 <rg(D)<n-1 (5)

1< A(D)<n—1 (6)
Moreover, all bounds are sharp, and the upper bounds hold if and only if

D=K,.

By Proposition 2.1 and the fact that k(D) > 1 if and only if A\;(D) >
1, the following directly holds:

Proposition 2.4 A digraph D is strong if and only if k(D) > 1 for 2 <
kE<n.

In the rest of this paper, we use Dy, ; (respectively, D), 2) to denote the
set of digraphs obtained from the complete digraph K ,, by deleting an arc
set M such that K ,[M] is a union of vertex-disjoint cycles which cover all
(respectively, n — 1) vertices of K ,,.

Lemma 2.5 If D € D, ; UD, 2, then D contains n — 2 arc-disjoint out-
branchings rooted at any vertex r.



Proof: Let V(D) = {u; | 1 < i < n}. Firstly, we consider the case that
D € D, ; such that K ,,[M] is a union of vertex-disjoint cycles C1,Cy, ..., C),

which cover all vertices of ?n Without loss of generality, let u; be the
root and belong to the cycle Cy := uj,us,...,us,u; (s > 2). For each
3 < i < s (if exists), let T;_2 be an out-branching of D with arc set
{urug, wiug, ugtir1,uv | v € V(D) \ {u1,us,u;,uir1}} if s > 4; other-
wise, we have s = 3, and then let T} be an out-branching of D with arc
set {ujus,usv | v € V(D) \ {uy,us}}. Now consider the vertex w; for
s+ 1 < i < n, without loss of generality, assume that u; belongs to the
cycle Cy := wj, Uit1, ..., Uipt—1,u; (t > 2), where we set w;+s = u; in the cy-
cle. Let T;_5 be an out-branching of D with arc set {uju;, ujug, uot;y1, uv |
v e V(D) \ {u1,u2,u;,uis1}}. Hence we get n — 2 out-branchings rooted
at w1 and it can be checked these out-branchings are pairwise arc-disjoint.
For example, let D € D5, such that K 5[M] is a union of vertex-disjoint
cycles Cy, Cy, where Cy := uy, u9,us, u; and Cy := uy, us, us. Let T1,T5 and
T3 be out-branchings rooted at u; with arc sets {ujus, usug, usug, usus},
{urug, ugug, ugus, ugus} and {ujus, usug, uguy, usus}, respectively. Observe
that these out-branchings are pairwise arc-disjoint.

Secondly, let D € D, 2 such that K,[M] is a union of vertex-disjoint
cycles C1,Ca,...,Cp, which cover all but at most one vertex, say u,, of

n- 1t suffices to consider the case that wu, is the root since the argu-
ment for the remaining case is similar to the above paragraph. With-
out loss of generality, assume that the arc wjus belongs to one of the
above cycles, say C1 = wuj,ug,...,us,u; (s > 2). Let 77 be an out-
branching with arc set {ujui,upuo,u1v | v € V(D) \ {u1,us,u,}}. For
each 3 < i < s (if exists), let T;_; be the out-branching of D with arc set
{upui, wiug, uguitr, uv | v € V(D) \ {ug, uj, uit1,u,}} (note that if i = s,
then we set u; 11 = usy1 = wy in this branching). Now consider the vertex
u; for s+1 <4 < n, without loss of generality, assume that u; belongs to the
cycle Cy := wuj, Ujt1,...,Uirt—1,u; (t > 2). Let T;_1 be an out-branching
of D with arc set {unu;, ujug, uguit1,uv | v € V(D) \ {ug, uj, wit1,un}}
Hence we get n — 2 out-branchings rooted at wu,, and it can be checked that
these out-branchings are pairwise arc-disjoint. a

Lemma 2.6 Let D € D,y UD, . For any S C V(D) with |S| =n—1, D
contains n — 2 internally disjoint (S, r)-trees, where r € S.

Proof: Let V(D) = {u; | 1 <i<mn}.

Case 1: D € D, such that ?n[M] is a union of vertex-disjoint cycles
C1,Cq,...,Cp which cover all vertices of ?n Without loss of generality,
let S=V(D)\{u2} and C1 := uy,ug,...,us,us (s > 2).

Subcase 1.1: s > 3. Let D' = D[S] — {ujug}. Observe that D' € D,,_ ;.
By Lemma [Z5] D’ contains n — 3 arc-disjoint out-branchings T; (1 < i <
n — 3) rooted at any vertex r € S. If u; is the root, then let T,,_2 be a
tree with arc set {ujus, ugug, ugv | v € V(D) \ {ug,uz,us}}; if u; (i # 1,2)
is the root, then let T,,_2 be a tree with arc set {usus,ugv | v € V(D) \
{us,ua}} (respectively, {ujug,uius,usv | v € V(D) \ {u;,u2,us}}) when



i = 3 (respectively, ¢ > 3). It can be checked that the above n — 2 trees are
pairwise internally disjoint (.S, r)-trees for any r € S in each case.

Subcase 1.2: s = 2. Without loss of generality, assume that ug, us belong
to the cycle Cy := us,uy,...,us,us (t > 4). Let T1 be a tree with arc
set {uyug, uqus,uzv | V(D) \ {uy,uz,us,us}}; let Ty be a tree with arc set
{uyus, ugug, ugv | V(D) \{u1,uz,us}}. For 5 < i< n,let T;_o be a tree with
arc set {uju;, ujug, uguiry, uiv | v € V(D) \ {uy,uz, us, ug,u;} }. Note that
here u;u;1+1 belongs to one of the cycles Cy,C3,...,C),. It can be checked
that the above n — 2 trees are pairwise internally disjoint (.S, r)-trees for any
res.

Case 2: D € D, such that ?n[M] is a union of vertex-disjoint cycles
C1,Cq,...,C, which cover all but at most one vertex, say u,,, of K .
Subcase 2.1: S = V(D) \ {un}. Observe that D" = DI[S] € D,,_1,1, by
Lemma 25, D’ contains n — 3 pairwise arc-disjoint out-branchings T; (1 <
i < n —3) rooted at any vertex r € S. Let T,,_o be a tree with arc set
{rup,uyv | v € V(D) \ {r,u,}} where r € S. It can be checked that the
above n — 2 trees are pairwise internally disjoint (S, r)-trees for any r € S.
Subcase 2.2: wu, € S. Without loss of generality, assume that uo & S
(that is, S = V(D) \ {u2}) and C; := uq,ug,...,us,u; (s > 2). We first
consider the case that s > 3. Let D' = D[S] — {ujusz}. Observe that
D' € D,,_1,2, by Lemma [2Z5] D" contains n — 3 arc-disjoint out-branchings
T, (1 < ¢ < n—3) rooted at any vertex r € S. With a similar argu-
ment to that of Subcase 1.1, we can get n — 2 pairwise internally disjoint
(S,7)-trees for any r € S. It remains to consider the case that s = 2. Let
D" = D[S] — {ujuy, upu1 }. Observe that D” € D,,_1 1, by Lemma 2.5 D"
contains n — 3 pairwise arc-disjoint out-branchings 7; (1 < ¢ < n — 3) rooted
at any vertex r € S. If u,, is the root, then let T;,_o be a tree with arc set
{unuy, upug,ugv | v € V(D) \ {uy,uz,u,}}; otherwise, let T,,_o be a tree
with arc set {ujun, upv | v € V(D) \ {u1, ui, upn}}, where u; (i # 2,n) is the
root. It can be checked that the above n — 2 trees are pairwise internally
disjoint (S, r)-trees for any r € S. O

Lemma 2.7 Let D € Dy 1 UD, 9. For any S C V(D) with |S| = 2, D
contains n — 2 internally disjoint (S, r)-trees, where r € S.

Proof: Let S = {r,v} C V(D) and r be the root. If rv € M, then let T} be
the arc rv and T, be an out-tree with arc set {ru,uv | uv ¢ M}. Otherwise,
let Ty, be an out-tree with arc set {ru,uv | u € V(D) \ {r,v}}. Observe that
in both cases we get n — 2 internally disjoint (.S, r)-trees, as desired. a

We will now characterize minimally generalized (k,¢)-vertex (respec-
tively, arc)-strongly connected digraphs for some pairs of k and /.

Theorem 2.8 The following assertions hold:

(a) For any integer 2 < k < n, a digraph D is minimally generalized
(k,1)-vertex (respectively, arc)-strongly connected if and only if D is
minimally strong.



(b) For any integer 2 < k < n, a digraph D is minimally generalized
(k;,n%l)—vertex (respectively, arc)-strongly connected if and only if
D= K,.

(c) For any integer 2 < k < n, a digraph D is minimally generalized (k,n—
2)-arc-strongly connected if and only if D € Dy 1 U Dy, 2; moreover,
ex'(n,k,n —2) =Dy 1 and Ex’'(n,k,n —2) = Dy, 5.

(d) For ke {2,n—1,n}, a digraph D is minimally generalized (k,n — 2)-
vertez-strongly connected if and only if D € D, 1 U D, 2; moreover,
ex(n,k,n —2) =Dy and Ex(n,k,n —2) =Dy 5.

Proof: By Theorem 23] Propositions [ZTI{) and [Z4] and the well-known
fact that every strong digraph has an out-branching rooted at any vertex,
we have (a) and (b).

In the following argument,we just prove (c) since the argument for (d)
is similar and simpler (by Lemmas [2.5] and 27). If D € Dy, 1 U Dy,
by Proposition 2.I] and Lemma 2.5 we have \g(D) > A\, (D) > n — 2 for
2 < k < n. For any e € A(D), min{6*t(D —e),6 (D —e)} =n—3, so
A (D — e) < n — 3 by Proposition 2IJ[B]). Thus, D is minimally generalized
(k,n — 2)-arc-strongly connected.

Let D be minimally generalized (k,n — 2)-arc-strongly connected. By
Theorem 23] we have D 2% K ,, that is, D can be obtained from a complete
digraph K , by deleting a nonempty arc set M. To end our argument,
we need the following proposition. Let us start from a simple yet useful
observation, which follows from Proposition 211

Observation 2.9 No pair of arcs in M has a common head or tail.

Thus, <?H[M | must be a union of vertex-disjoint cycles or paths, other-
wise, there are two arcs of M such that they have a common head or tail, a
contradiction with Observation

Proposition 2.10 ?H[M] does not contain a path of order at least two.

Proof: Let M’ O M be a set of arcs obtained from M by adding some
arcs from ?n such that the digraph ?n[M 'l contains no path of order at
least two. Note that ?n[M 'l'is a supergraph of K ,,[M] and is a union of
vertex-disjoint cycles which cover all but at most one vertex of K,. By
Proposition 2Tl and Lemma 2.5, we have )\k(?n[M’]) >n—2,s0 ?n[M] is
not minimally generalized (k,n — 2)-arc-strongly connected, a contradiction.
O

It follows from Proposition 2.I0] and its proof that ?n[M | must be a
union of vertex-disjoint cycles which cover all but at most one vertex of
n, which completes the proof. O



3 The functions f(n,k,¢), g(n,k,¢), F(n,k,¢) and
G(n, k,0)

By definition, we can get the following proposition.
Proposition 3.1 The following assertions hold:

(a) A digraph D is minimally generalized (k,{)-vertez-strongly connected
if and only if k(D) =¥ and k(D —e) = ¢ —1 for any arc e € A(D).

(b) A digraph D is minimally generalized (k,{)-arc-strongly connected if
and only if \i,(D) = £ and \,(D —e) = ¢ —1 for any arc e € A(D).

Proof: Part (a). The direction “if” is clear by definition, it suffices to
prove the direction “only if”. Let D be a minimally generalized (k,/)-
vertex-strongly connected digraph. By definition, we have k(D) > ¢ and
ki(D —e) < £ —1 for any arc e € A(D). Then for any set S C V(D) with
|S| = k, there is a set D of ¢ internally disjoint (S, r)-trees, where r € S is
a root. As e must belong to one and only one element of D, we are done.
The argument for Part (b) is similar. O

For2<k<nand1l</{¢<n-—1,let s(n,k,¥) (t(n,k,{), respectively)
be the minimum size of a strong digraph D with order n and kx(D) = ¢
(Ax(D) = ¢, respectively).

Lemma 3.2 Forany 2 <k<nandl1l</l<n-1,
s(n,k, ) = f(n,k,0),t(n, k,£) = g(n,k,£).

Proof: Let ©(n, k,¢) be the set of all strong digraphs D with order n and
ki(D) = ¢. Let

D'(n,k,l) ={D | D € D(n,k,l),|A(D)| = s(n,k,£)}.

Recall that §(n,k,¢) is the set of all minimally generalized (k,{)-vertex-
strongly connected digraphs with order n, and

ex(n,k,0) ={D | D € §(n,k,0),|A(D)| = f(n,k,0)}

where f(n,k,¢) = min{|A(D)| | D € §(n,k,0)}.

By Proposition Bl §(n,k,¢) is the set of all strong digraphs D with
order n such that ki(D) = ¢ and k(D —e) = £ — 1 for any arc e € A(D).
Hence, §(n,k,¢) C D(n,k,¢) and so s(n,k,l) < f(n,k,?).

Let D € ©'(n,k,¢). Then k(D) = ¢ and ki(D —e) < £ — 1 for any arc
e € A(D), that is, D € F(n,k,£). This means that ©'(n,k,¢) C §(n,k,£)
and so s(n,k,¢) > f(n,k,?). Hence, s(n,k,l) = f(n,k,£). The equality
t(n,k,0) = g(n,k,£) can be proved similarly. O

We still need the following result, see, e.g., Corollary 5.3.6 of [I].

Theorem 3.3 Fvery strong digraph D on n vertices has a strong spanning
subgraph H with at most 2n — 2 arcs and equality holds only if H is a
symmetric digraph whose underlying undirected graph is a tree.



We will now prove our second main result:

Theorem 3.4 The following assertions hold:

(a) o f(n,k,0) > nl for any two integers 2 <k <nand 1 <¢<n-—1;
moreover, the bound can be attained if £ =1, or, 2 </ <n-—1
and k =n.

o f(n,k,l) <a(l)+2l(n—¥) for the case n > k + £, where

2(8), ¢>2;
a(é):{ 0,(2) (=1.

Especially, f(n,k,0) <20(n —{) when n >k + 2(.
Moreover, both bounds are sharp.

(b) g(n,k,0) =nl for any two integers 2 <k <n and1 <{¢<n-—1.

(c) o F(n,k,l) >nl for any two integers 2 <k <nand 1 <{<n-—1;
especially, F(n,k,¢) > 20(n — £) when n >k + 2£.
Moreover, both bounds are sharp.
e Fln,k,t) =+ 1)(n—-1)ifke{2,n—1,n} and L =n — 2, or,
2<k<mnandle{l,n—1}.

(d) o G(n,k,0) >nl for any two integers 2 <k <nand1<l<n-—1;
especially, G(n,k,0) > 2¢(n — £) when n >k + 2(.
Moreover, both bounds are sharp.

e G(n,k,{)=l+1)(n—1) if2<k<nandle{l,n—2,n—1}.

Proof:

Part (a). We first prove the lower bound. By Proposition 2I[3]), for all
digraphs D and k > 2 we have (D) < 67(D) and g (D) < 6 (D). Hence
for each D with k(D) = £, we have that 67(D),5~ (D) > ¢, so |A(D)| > nt
and then f(n,k,f) > nt.

We now prove the_s)harpness of the lower bound. For the case that £ =1,
let D be a dicycle C,. Clearly, D is minimally generalized (k,1)-vertex-
strongly connected, and we know |A(D)| = n, so f(n,k,1) = n. For the case
that k=n ¢ {4,6} and2</¢<n-—1,let D= ?n By Theorem 2.2, D can
be decomposed into n — 1 Hamiltonian cycles H; (1 <i <mn—1). Let Dy be
the spanning subdigraph of D with arc set A(Dy) = J;<;<, A(H;). Clearly,
we have k,(Dy) > ¢ for 2 < ¢ < n — 1. Furthermore, by Proposition 2.TI([3]),
we have k,(Dy) < ¢ since the in-degree and out-degree of each vertex in
Dy are both ¢. Hence, k,(Dy) = £ for 2 < ¢ < n—1. For any e €
A(Dy), we have 67 (Dy —¢e) = 6 (Dp—e) =€ —1, s0 kp(Dy —e) < £ —
1 by Proposition 2ZTI@]). Thus, Dy is minimally generalized (n,¢)-vertex-
strongly connected. As |A(Dy)| = nf, we have f(n,n,¢) < nf. From the
lower bound that f(n,k,¢) > nf, we have f(n,n,¢) = nt for the case that
2 </l <n-1,n ¢ {4,6}. For the case that n = 6, let C; be the cycle
u, g, U3, Ug, Us, Ug, U1, Co = C1'%V, C3 be the cycle uq, us, us, usz, ug, Ug, U1,
Cy = C5™. For 1 < ¢ <4, let Dy be the digraph with vertex set {u; | 1 <
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i < 6} and arc set | J;;<, A(C;), let D5 = ?6. It can be checked that Dy
is minimally generalized (n,{)-vertex-strongly connected. As |A(Dy)| = nt,
we have f(n,n,?) < nf. From the lower bound that f(n,k, ) > nf, we have
f(n,n,f) = nt for the case that 2 < ¢ < n — 1,n = 6. For the case that
n = 4, let Cy be the cycle uy, us, us, ug,u;, Co = C1™V. For 1 < £ < 2, let
Dy be the digraph with vertex set {u; | 1 < ¢ < 4} and arc set |, -,;«, A(Ci),

let D3 = ?4. With a similar but simpler argument, we can deduce that
f(n,n,0) = nt for the case that 2 < ¢ <n—1,n = 4. Hence, f(n,k, ) =nt
when 2 </ <n-—1and k =n.

To prove the upper bound, we need to construct the following two di-
graphs Hi and H» as follows:

Let Hi; be a symmetric digraph whose underlying undirected graph is
K\ Kn_¢ (n > k+{), i.e. the graph obtained from disjoint graphs K
and K,_, by adding all edges between the vertices in K, and K,_;. Let
V(Hy) = W7 U Uy such that Wy = V(Ky) = {w; | 1 < i </} and Uy =
V(Kn—¢) ={u; |1 <j<n—1}

Let Hy = ?g,n_g (n > k+2¢), the complete bipartite digraphs with two
parts Wy and U, where Wy = {w; |1 <@ </} and Uy = {u; | 1 < j < n—{}.

Proposition 3.5 The following assertions hold:
(i) Forn>k+{, rky(Hy) =1¢.

(i) Formn > k+2¢, Hy is minimally generalized (k,{)-vertex(arc)-strongly
connected.

Proof: For (i), let S; be any k-subset of vertices of V/(Hj) such that |S; N
Wil =s(s<¥)and |S1NUy| = k—s (k—s < n—{since n > k+¥). Without
loss of generality, let w; € Sy for 1 <7 < sandu; € Sy for1 <j<k—s.
For 1 <i < s, let T/ be a tree with edge set

{wing, wing, ..o Wil g, U — s i W1, Ug— 517 W25 -+ + 5 U s 1iWs }-
For s+1<j5 </ let T]’ be a tree with edge set
{wjur, wjug, ..., wjug_s, wjwy, Wjwa, ..., Wjws}.

This is reasonable since (k — s) +s =k <n — £. It is not hard to obtain an
(Sy,7)-tree D} from T! by adding appropriate directions to edges of 17 for
any r € S1. Observe that {Dj | 1 <i <spU{Dj|s+1<j </} isaset
of ¢ internally disjoint (S, r)-trees, so ks, »(H1) > ¢, and then ki (H;) > L.
Combining this with the bound that kg (H1) < min{é*(Hy),6 (Hy)} = ¢,
we have ki (Hp) = £.

For (ii), Let Sz be any k-subset of vertices of V' (Hz) such that [SoNWy| =
s(s<f) and |SoNUs| =k —s (k—s<n—{since n > k+ 2¢). Without
loss of generality, let w; € Sy for 1 <7 < sand u; € Sy for 1 < j <k —s.
For 1 <i < s, let T/ be a tree with edge set

{wiur, wita, . .., Wilg— g, Uk— g4 W1, Up— s W2, - - -, Uj—s4iWs }-
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For s +1 < j </, let T} be a tree with edge set
{wjur, wjug, ..., Witk_g, WjUpyj—s, WjUL, WU, . . ., WjUp—s }.

This is reasonable since (k —s)+s+ ({—s) =k+{—s < n—/{ It
is not hard to obtain an (Sg,r)-tree D! from T by adding appropriate
directions to edges of T for any r € S;. Observe that {D} | 1 < i <
sU{D] | s+1 < j < (}is a set of £ internally disjoint (Sg,r)-trees,
SO Kg,r(Hz) > ¢, and then ki(Hy) > ¢. Combining this with the bound
that kg(Hz) < min{d"(Hy),0” (H2)} = ¢, we have ri(Hz) = £. Observe
that ki (Hy —e) < min{dt(Hy —e€),0 (Hy —e)} = £ — 1. Hence, Hs is
minimally generalized (k,¢)-vertex-strongly connected. Since the above ¢
internally disjoint trees are also arc-disjoint, it can be similarly proved that
H, is minimally generalized (k, £)-arc-strongly connected. a

Clearly, we have |A(H1)| = a(f) + 2¢(n — ¢) and |A(H3)| = 2¢(n — {).
So f(n,k,0) = s(n,k,£) < a(f) +2¢(n — ¢) when n > k + ¢ by Lemma
and Proposition B5l(i); especially, f(n,k,¢) < 2{(n — ¢) when n > k +
2¢ by Proposition B.5(i7). By Theorem 2.8(b), when ¢ = n — 1, we have
fn,k,0) =n(n—1) = a(l) + 2¢(n — ¢). Recall that when ¢ = 1, we have
f(n,k,£) =2(n —1). Therefore, the above two bounds are sharp.

Part (b). By Proposition 2II[3]), for all digraphs D and k > 2 we have
A(D) < 67(D) and A\, (D) < 6~ (D). Hence for each D with \;(D) = ¢,
we have that §7 (D), (D) > ¢, so |A(D)| > nf and then g(n,k,f) > nf.
Now consider the graph D, in Part (a). By Proposition 2I|(]), we have
Me(Dg) > M(Dy) = kn(Dy) > £ for 2 < k <n,1 <¢<n-—1. Furthermore,
by Proposition ZII[3)), we have A\;(Dy) < ¢ since the in-degree and out-degree
of each vertex in D, are both ¢. Hence, A\p(Dy) = ¢ for 2 <k <n,1 <<
n — 1. For any e € A(Dy), we have 67 (Dy —e) =6 (Dy —¢e) = £ — 1, so
Ai(Dg—e) < £—1 by Proposition ZII@3]). Thus, D, is minimally generalized
(k, £)-arc-strongly connected. As |A(Dy)| = nf, we have g(n,k, ) < nt.
From the lower bound that g(n, k, ) > nl, we have g(n, k,{) = nl.

Parts (¢) and (d). By Theorem[Z8] the following assertions hold: F'(n,k,{) =
(+1)(n—-1)ifke{2,n—1,nfandl=n—2,0r,2<k<nandl{=n-—1;
Gn,k )y =(l+1)(n—1)if2<k<nand f € {n—2n—1}. Let D be
a minimally generalized (k,1)-vertex (respectively, arc)-strongly connected
digraph. By Theorems 2.8 and B3], we have |A(D)| < 2(n—1) and the bound
can be attained when D is a symmetric digraph whose underlying undirected
graph is a tree. Furthermore, we have F'(n,k,1) = G(n,k,1) = 2(n — 1).

By the assertions (a) and (b), and the fact that f(n,k,¢) < F(n,k,?),
g(n, k. 0) < G(n,k, ), we directly have F(n,k,¢) > nl and G(n,k,£) > nt.
Moreover, both lower bounds can be attained when £ = n — 1. Furthermore,
we have F(n,k,£) > 2{(n—¢) and G(n, k,?) > 2¢(n—{) when n > k+2¢ by
Proposition [3.5l(i7), and these two bounds can be attained for the case that
{=1. 0
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4 Discussions

For k € {2,n—1,n}, the minimally generalized (k,n — 2)-vertex-strongly
connected digraphs are characterized in Theorem 2.8 It is natural to extend
this result to the case of a general k, like that of the minimally generalized
(k,n — 2)-arc-strongly connected digraphs in Theorem 2.8

Problem 4.1 Characterize the minimally generalized (k,n—2)-vertex-strongly
connected digraphs for 2 < k <n.

Recall that in the proof of Theorem 2.8 we use the monotone property of
Ak, that is, Ag11(D) < Ag(D) for every 2 < k < n — 1 (Proposition 2.II[)).
However, this property does not hold for the parameter kj as shown in [17],
so we need to find other approach to solve Problem .11

In Theorem B.4], we give sharp lower bounds for F'(n, k,¢) and G(n, k, ),
but we still cannot give nice upper bounds for these two functions. So It
would be interesting to study the following question.

Problem 4.2 Find sharp upper bounds for F(n,k,¢) and G(n,k,£) for all
k>2and{>2.

Let |D/| (respectively, D, |) denote the number of vertices of out-degree
¢ (in-degree ¢) of a digraph D. By Propositions 2.I(3) and B, we have
6t(D),6~ (D) > /¢ for a minimally generalized (k,{)-vertex-strongly con-
nected digraph D. It would be interesting to bound |D;| (respectively,
|D, |). Note that similar questions for minimally (strongly) connected (di)graphs
were discussed in the literature, see e.g. [7,[8L13]14].

Problem 4.3 Does |DZ| (respectively, | D, |) > 0 hold for every minimally
generalized (k,{)-vertex-strongly connected digraph D ?

Here is a stronger question.

Problem 4.4 Does |DZ| (respectively, |D,; |) > €+ 1 hold for every mini-
mally generalized (k,{)-vertez-strongly connected digraph D ?

Similar to problems .3 and 4] the following problems are also of inter-
est.

Problem 4.5 Does |DZ| (respectively, | D, |) > 0 hold for every minimally
generalized (k,{)-arc-strongly connected digraph D ?

Problem 4.6 Does |DZ| (respectively, |D;|) > €+ 1 hold for every mini-
mally generalized (k,{)-arc-strongly connected digraph D¢

A digraph D is called minimally £-vertex-strongly connected if D is (-
vertex-strongly connected, but D — e is not for any arc e € A(D). By
definition, a 1-vertex-strongly connected digraph is also a minimally strongly
connected digraph. Mader obtained the following result on minimally /-
vertex-strongly connected digraphs:

13



Theorem 4.7 [T]|]] For every minimally (-vertex-strongly connected di-
graph D, |D/| (respectively, |D, |) > €+ 1 holds.

By Theorems 2.8 and 7] we have the following supports for the above
four problems: Problems and are true for any pair of k£ and ¢ with
2<k<nand/e€{l,n—2,n— 1}; Problems 3] and [£4] are true for any
pair of k and ¢ satisfying: 2 <k <mand ¢ € {1l,n—1},or, k € {2,n—1,n}
and £ =n — 2.
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