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Abstract

In this paper, we study two types of strong subgraph packing prob-
lems in digraphs, including internally disjoint strong subgraph pack-
ing problem and arc-disjoint strong subgraph packing problem. These
problems can be viewed as generalizations of the famous Steiner tree
packing problem and are closely related to the strong arc decomposi-
tion problem. We first prove the NP-completeness for the internally
disjoint strong subgraph packing problem restricted to symmetric di-
graphs and Eulerian digraphs. Then we get inapproximability results
for the arc-disjoint strong subgraph packing problem and the internally
disjoint strong subgraph packing problem. Finally we study the arc-
disjoint strong subgraph packing problem restricted to digraph compo-
sitions and obtain some algorithmic results by utilizing the structural
properties.
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1 Introduction

We refer the readers to [I] for graph-theoretical notation and terminol-
ogy not given here. The Steiner Type Problems have attracted significant
attention from researchers due to their importance in theoretical research
and practical implications [2L&]T4}18,21.25,30]. For a graph G = (V, E)
and a set S C V of at least two vertices, an S-Steiner tree is a tree T
of G with S C V(T). The basic problem of STEINER TREE PACKING is
to find a largest collection of edge-disjoint S-Steiner trees in a given undi-
rected graph G. Besides this classical version, some its variations were also
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studied, see e.g. [10,[11,19,20,380]. The Steiner tree packing problem has
applications in a number of areas such as VLSI circuit design [14,25] and
stream broadcasting [21].

It is natural to consider extensions of the Steiner tree packing problem
to directed graphs. Omne approach is to replace undirected tree with out-
trees i.e. trees oriented from their roots, see e.g. Cheriyan and Salavatipour
[10], Sun and Yeo [29]. In this paper, we will further study the STRONG
SUBGRAPH PACKING problem which can be considered as another extension
of the Steiner tree packing problem and is closely related to the strong arc
decomposition problem [3L16,[7,27]. A digraph D is strong connected (or,
strong), if for any pair of vertices z,y € V (D), there is a path from z to y in
D, and vice versa. Let D = (V(D), A(D)) be a digraph of order n, S C V
a k-subset of V(D) and 2 < k < n. A strong subgraph H of D is called
an S-strong subgraph if S C V(H). Two S-strong subgraphs are said to
be arc-disjoint if they have no common arc. Furthermore, two arc-disjoint
S-strong subgraphs are said internally disjoint if the set of common vertices
of them is exactly S.

In this paper, we consider the following two types of strong subgraph
packing problems in digraphs. The input of ARC-DISJOINT STRONG SUB-
GRAPH PACKING (ASSP) consists of a digraph D and a subset of vertices
S C V(D), the goal is to find a largest collection of arc-disjoint S-strong sub-
graphs. Similarly, the input of INTERNALLY-DISJOINT STRONG SUBGRAPH
PACKING (ISSP) consists of a digraph D and a subset of vertices S C V (D),
and the goal is to find a largest collection of internally disjoint S-strong
subgraphs.

Let internally (resp. arc-)disjoint strong subgraph packing number, de-
noted by kg(D) (resp. Ag(D)), be the maximum number of internally
(resp. arc-)disjoint S-strong subgraphs in D. Then the strong subgraph
k-connectivity introduced in [28] is defined as

kk(D) = min{ks(D) | S C V(D),|S| = k}.

Similarly, the strong subgraph k-arc-connectivity introduced in [26] is defined

Mo(D) = min{As(D) | S € V(D),|S| = k}.

A digraph D is symmetric if it can be obtained from an undirected graph
G by replacing every edge {x,y} of G by the pair xy, yz of edges. We denote
it by D = G. A digraph D is Fulerian if its undirected underlying graph
is connected and the out-degree and in-degree of each vertex of D coincide.
Clearly, symmetric digraphs is a subfamily of Eulerian digraphs.

It is worth mentioning that strong subgraph connectivity is related to
other concepts in graph theory. It is an extension of the well-established
tree connectivity of undirected graphs [2I]. Since /412((8) = k(@) [28] and
)\g(ﬁ) = MG) [26], k(D) and \g(D) could be seen as generalizations of
connectivity and edge-connectivity of undirected graphs, respectively. The
following concept of strong arc decomposition (or good decomposition) was
studied in [B6,[7,27]. A digraph D = (V, A) has a strong arc decomposition
if A has two disjoint sets A; and As such that both (V, A;) and (V, As) are



strong. By definition, k(D) > 2 (or, A\, (D) > 2) if and only if D has a
strong arc decomposition.

In [26,28], some hardness results for the decision versions of ISSP and
ASSP were obtained. For general digraphs, we list such results in the fol-
lowing two tables.

General digraphs
As(D) > 07 k>2 k part
|S| =k constant of input
¢ > 2 constant | NP-complete [2§] | NP-complete [28]
¢ part of input | NP-complete [28] | NP-complete [2§]

General digraphs
ks(D) > 07 k>2 k part
|S| =k constant of input

¢ > 2 constant | NP-complete [26] | NP-complete [26]

¢ part of input | NP-complete [26] | NP-complete [26]

A digraph D is semicomplete if at least one of the arcs zy,yx is in D
for every distinct x,y € V(D). A digraph D is locally in-semicomplete if all
in-neighbours of each vertex in D induce a semicomplete digraph. Hence,
a semicomplete digraph is also locally in-semicomplete. A digraph D is
symmetric if there is an opposite arc yx for every arc xy. For semicom-
plete digraphs and symmetric digraphs, the following hardness results were
obtained in [28].

Theorem 1.1 [28] Let k,¢ > 2 be fized integers. Let D be a semicomplete
digraph and S C V(D) with |S| = k. The problem of deciding whether
ks(D) > ¢ is polynomial-time solvable.

Theorem 1.2 28] Let k > 3 be a fized integer. Let D be a symmetric
digraph and S C V(D) with |S| = k. The problem of deciding whether
ks(D) > ¢ is NP-complete, where £ > 1 is an integer.

Theorem 1.3 [28] Let k,{ > 2 be fized integers. Let D be a symmetric
digraph and S C V(D) with |S| = k. The problem of deciding whether
ks(D) > ¢ is polynomial-time solvable.

Let D be a digraph with V(D) = {u; | 1 <14 <t} and let Hy,...,H; be
digraphs with V(H;) = {u;j, | 1 < ji < n;}. In the rest of this paper, we
set ng = min{n; | 1 < i < t}. The composition of D and H;, denoted by
Q = D[Hy,...,Hy], is a digraph with vertex set i_, V(H;) = {ui;, | 1 <
i <t 1<j; <n;} and arc set

t
(U A(HZ)> U U {wijiupg, | 1< Ji <nis1 < gp < mp}
i=1

ujup€A(D)

A digraph D is quasi-transitive, if for any triple x,y, z of distinct vertices of
D, the following holds: if xy and yz are arcs of D then either zz or zz or both



are arcs of D. Based on the notion of digraph composition, Bang-Jensen
and Huang gave a recursive characterization of quasi-transitive digraphs
below, where the decomposition is called the canonical decomposition of a
quasi-transitive digraph.

Theorem 1.4 [J] Let D be a quasi-transitive digraph. Then the following
assertions hold:

(a) If D is not strong, then there exists a transitive oriented graph T with
vertices {u; | i € [t]} and strong quasi-transitive digraphs Hy, Ha, ..., Hy
such that D = T[Hy, Ho, ..., Hy], where H; is substituted for u;, i € [t].

(b) If D is strong, then there exists a strong semicomplete digraph S with
vertices {v; | j € [s|} and quasi-transitive digraphs Q1,Q2, ..., Qs such
that Q; is either a vertex or is non-strong and D = S[Q1,Q2,...,Qsl,
where Q; is substituted for vj, j € [s].

Composition of digraphs is a useful concept and tool in digraph theory,
especially in the structural and algorithmic applications for quasi-transitive
digraphs and their extensions, see e.g. [I,BL13]. In addition, digraph com-
positions generalize some families of digraphs, including (extended) semi-
complete digraphs, quasi-transitive digraphs (by Theorem [[.4]) and lexico-
graphic product digraphs (when H; is the same digraph H for every i € [t],
Q is the lexicographic product of T' and H, see, e.g., [I7]). In particu-
lar, semicomplete compositions generalize strong quasi-transitive digraphs.
To see that strong compositions form a significant generalization of strong
quasi-transitive digraphs, observe that the Hamiltonian cycle problem is
polynomial-time solvable for quasi-transitive digraphs [15], but NP-complete
for strong compositions (see, e.g., [3]). There are several papers appeared
on the topic of digraph compositions [3L[16,27].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we study the
decision versions of ISSP for symmetric digraphs (Theorem 2.1]) and Eule-
rian digraphs (Theorem 2.3). The new results together with Theorems [[.2]
and allow us to complete the following two tables, which clearly demon-
strate that ISSP increases in hardness when moving from symmetric to
Eulerian digraphs.

Table 1: Symmetric digraphs
k=2 k>3

constant

ks(D) > 07
S| =k
¢ > 2 constant
¢ part of input

k part
of input

Polynomial [28]
Polynomial [28]

Polynomial [28]
NP-complete [28]

NP-complete
NP-complete [28§]

Table 2: Eulerian digraphs
k=2 k>3

ks(D) > 07 k part

S| =F

constant

of input

¢ > 2 constant

NP-complete

NP-complete

NP-complete

¢ part of input

NP-complete

NP-complete

NP-complete




In Section 3, we obtain inapproximability results on ISSP and ASSP in
Theorem Some structural properties and algorithmic results on digraph
compositions will be given in Theorems [£.7] in Section 4. We also discuss
the min-max relation on strong subgraph packing problem and pose an open
problem.

2 Complexity for kg(D) on symmetric digraphs and
Eulerian digraphs

Theorem 2.1 Let £ > 2 be a fized integer. Let D be a symmetric digraph
and S C V(D) (k = |S| is part of the input). The problem of deciding
whether kg(D) > ¢ is NP-complete.

Proof: It is easy to see that this problem is in NP. We will reduce from
the NP-complete problem of 2-coloring of hypergraphs (see [22]). That is,
we are given a hypergraph H with vertex set V(H) and edge set E(H),
and want to determine if we can 2-colour the vertices V' (H) such that every
hyperedge in E(H) contains vertices of both colours.

Define a symmetric digraph D as follows. Let U = {uy,ua,...,us—_2} and
let V(D) =V(H)UEH)UUU{r} and let the arc set of D be defined as
follows.

A(D) = {ze,ex|x € V(H), ece(H)and x € V(e)}
U {ru;, u;r,ue,eu; |u; € U and e € E(H)}
U {rz,zr |z e V(H)}

Let S = E(H) U {r}. This completes the construction of D and S. We
will show that kg(D) > ¢ if and only if H is 2-colourable, which will complete
the proof.

First assume that H is 2-colourable and let R be the red vertices in
H and B be the blue vertices in H in a proper 2-colouring of H. For
i =1,2,...,0 — 2, let D; contain all arcs between w; and S. Let D;_
contain all arcs between r and R, and for each edge e € E(H) we add all
arcs between R and e in D to Dy_; (this is possible as every edge in H
contains a red vertex). Analogously, let D, contain all arcs between r and
B, and for each edge e € E(H) we add all arcs between B and e in D
to Dy (again, this is possible as every edge in H contains a blue vertex).
Observe that Dq, Do, ..., Dy are internally disjoint S-strong subgraphs in
D, so kg(D) > £.

Conversely, assume that kg(D) > £ and let D}, D5, ..., D} be a set of ¢
internally disjoint S-strong subgraphs in D. At least two of these subgraphs
contain no vertex from U (as |U| = ¢—2). Without loss of generality assume
that D} and D) do not contain any vertex from U. Let B’ = V(D])NV (H)
and R' = V(D)) N V(H). Observe that B'N R = () as D} and D) are
internally disjoint. Every e € E(H) has at least one neighbour in B’ and
R’ respectively. Therefore H is 2-colourable (any vertex in H that is not
in either R’ or B’ can be assigned arbitrarily to either B’ or R). This com-
pletes the proof. O



Recall that it was proved in [28] that /{2(@) = k(G), which means
that Hg(ﬁ) can be computed in polynomial time. In fact, the argument
also means that rg, (G ) = kg, (G), that is, the maximum number of
disjoint = — y paths in G, therefore can be computed in polynomial time.
Then combining with Theorems [L.T] and 21l we can complete all the
entries of Table 1.

Sun and Yeo proved the NP-completeness of the DIRECTED 2-LINKAGE
problem for Eulerian digraphs. DIRECTED 2-LINKAGE is an NP-hard prob-
lem which can be stated as follows: Given a digraph D and four vertices
s1,11, S2,t9, decide whether there are vertex-disjoint paths from sy and ¢
and from s; to ts.

Theorem 2.2 [29] The 2-linkage problem restricted to Eulerian digraphs
is NP-complete.

Using Theorem [2.2], we will now prove the following result for Eulerian
digraphs which gives Table 2.

Theorem 2.3 Let k,¢ > 2 be fixed. Let D be an FEulerian digraph and
S C V(D) with |S| = k. The problem of deciding whether kg(D) > € is
NP-complete.

Proof: Let (D,s1,t1,S2,t2) be an instance of DIRECTED 2-LINKAGE re-
stricted to Eulerian digraphs. Let us first construct a new digraph D’ by
adding to D vertices x,y, 71,72 and arcs

tix, xs1, 12y, ysz, 82, s2x, yt1,t1Y, S171, T1t2, Sara, raty.

Secondly, we add to D’ £ — 2 copies of the 2-cycle zyz and subdivide the
arcs of every copy to avoid parallel arcs, that is, we insert each arc xy (resp.
yx) a new vertex z; (resp. z;) where ¢ € [¢ —2]. Let us denote the new
digraph by D”. Note that D" = D' for ¢ = 2.

Finally, we add to D” k — 2 new vertices x1,...,xr_o and arcs of £ 2-
cycles xx;x for each i € [k — 2]. Subdivide the new arcs to avoid parallel
arcs, that is, we insert each arc zz; (resp. x;x) a new vertex x; ; (resp. a:; ;)
where j € [¢]. Let us denote the new digraph by D". Observe that D" is
Eulerian as D is Eulerian.

Let S = {z,y,z; |i € [k—2]}, U= {wzij2;|ieclk—2],j¢€ [}
Z={z|jell—-2]}and Z' = {z} | j € [ — 2]}. Tt remains to show that
(D, 51,11, S2,t2) is a positive instance of DIRECTED 2-LINKAGE restricted to
Eulerian digraphs if and only if xkg(D") > ¢.

Suppose (D, s1,t1, s2,t2) is a positive instance of DIRECTED 2-LINKAGE
restricted to Eulerian digraphs, that is, there is a pair of vertex-disjoint s1 —t;
path P, and sy — to path P,. Let H; be the subdigraph of D"’ consisting
of the arcs xsq,t1x,t1y, yt1, the path P;, and the cycle :E,:Ei7g_1,xi,:n;7g_1,x
where i € [k — 2]. Let Hy be the subdigraph of D" consisting of the arcs
YSo, Loy, sox, xs9 and the path P,, and the cycle :E,:z:m,xi,x;’z,:n where 1 <
i <k—2. For3<j</ let Hj be the subdigraph of D" consisting of the
cycles x, zj_2,, Z;—_2,$ and $,$i7j_2,$i,l‘;’j_2,$ where i € [k — 2]. Observe
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that {H; | ¢ € [¢]} is a family of internally disjoint S-subgraphs, therefore
ks(D") > (.

If kg(D") > £, then there is a set of internally disjoint S-subgraphs,
say {H; | i € [{]}. Observe that {H] = H; — U | i € [{]} is a set of ¢
internally disjoint {z,y}-subgraphs in D”. Since deg},,(z) = degp.(z) =
degj{),, (y) = degpn(y) = ¢, each H] contains precisely one out-neighbour and
one in-neighbour of = (resp. y). Therefore, there are two subdigraphs, say
HY, HY, such that V(H!)NZ = () for each i € [2]. Let us consider two cases.

Case 1: V(H/)NZ" = { for each i € [2]. Then we have V(H]) C V(D')
for each i € [2]. Since the in-degree of x in D’ is 2, we may without loss of
generality assume that t; € V(H;) and so € V(H)). As y has in-degree 2 in
D" and t; € V(H{) we must have ty € V(H}). As the out-degree of z is 2, we
analogously have s; € V(H}) (as sg € V(HS)). Note that now we have both
s; and t; belong to V(HZ’) Therefore, there must be a path P, from s; to ¢;
in H] and by definition of D, P; will not have vertices outside of D. As H;
and Hy are internally disjoint, the paths are disjoint, so (D, s1,t1, s2,t2) is a
positive instance of DIRECTED 2-LINKAGE restricted to Eulerian digraphs.

Case 2: V(H])N Z' # () for some i € [2]. We will reduce Case 2 to Case 1.
We just consider the case that V(H|)NZ' # () and V(H,)NZ" = ) since the
argument for the remaining case is similar. Let V(H])NZ’ = {z]}. Observe
that there must exist some H/, say H}, such that V(H}) N Z" = (. Let
P’ be a y — x path in Hj. Then we update Hf and Hj by exchanging the
two paths yz{z and P’ (note that in this procedure we may need to delete
some vertices or arcs to guarantee the strong connectedness of updated H
and Hj if necessary, and this will not affect the correctness), and we now
also have V(H]) N Z' = () for i € [2] and still make sure that the updated
{H] | i€ [(]} is a family of ¢ internally disjoint {x,y}-subgraphs in D"”. O

Note that by Tables 1 and 2, for any fixed integers k > 2 and £ > 2,
the problem of deciding whether kg(D) > ¢ is NP-complete for an Eulerian
digraph. However, when restricted to the class of symmetric digraphs, the
above problem becomes polynomial-time solvable.

3 Inapproximability results on ISSP and ASSP

In the SET COVER PACKING problem, the input consists of a bipartite
graph G = (C'UB, E), and the goal is to find a largest collection of pairwise
disjoint set covers of B, where a set cover of B is a subset S C C' such that
each vertex of B has a neighbor in S. Feige et al. [12] proved the following
inapproximability result on the SET COVER PACKING problem.

Theorem 3.1 [12] Unless P=NP, there is no o(logn)-approzimation al-
gorithm for SET COVER PACKING, where n is the order of G.

We now get our inapproximability results for ISSP and ASSP by reduc-
tions from the SET COVER PACKING problem.



Theorem 3.2 The following assertions hold:

(1) Unless P=NP, there is no o(logn)-approzimation algorithm for ISSP,
even restricted to the case that D is a symmetric digraph and S is indepen-
dent in D, where n is the order of D.

(i) Unless P=NP, there is no o(logn)-approzimation algorithm for ASSP,
even restricted to the case that S is independent in D, where n is the order
of D.

Proof: Part (i) Let G(C'U B, E) be an instance of SET COVER PACKING.
We construct an instance (D, S) of ISSP by setting

V(D)={z}uCUB,
A(D) = {zu,ux | v € C} U{uv,vu | v and v are adjacent in G}

and
S={z}UB.

If {C; CC|1<i</{}isaset cover packing, then the subdigraph in D
induced by the vertex set {z} UC;UB (1 < i < ¢) forms a set of ¢ internally
disjoint S-strong subgraphs in D.

Conversely, let {D; | 1 <i < ¢} be a set of ¢ internally disjoint S-strong
subgraphs in D. Since B is an independent set in D, for each D;, there is
a set C; C C of vertices satisfying the following: every vertex in B has a
neighbor in C; such that it can reach the vertex x. Observe that these sets
C; are pairwise disjoint and form a set cover packing of cardinality ¢. Note
that D is symmetric and S is an independent set of D. This completes the
proof of (i) by Theorem [B11
Part (ii) We construct an instance (D', S’) of ASSP from (D,S) with
V(D) ={z}UBU{u",u” |ue C}and S’ =S = {z} U B such that:

(1) u"u™ € A(D') for each u € C;
(2) vu= € A(D') if vu € A(D),v € S",u e C;
(3) utv e A(D') if uwv € A(D),v e S ueC.

If {C/ CC|1<i</{}isaset cover packing, then the subdigraph in D’
induced by the vertex set {z} U {u",u" |u € C/}UB (1 <i <¢) forms a
set of ¢ arc-disjoint S’-strong subgraphs in D’.

Now let {D} |1 <14 < ¢} be a set of £ arc-disjoint S’-strong subgraphs in
D'. In each D), since B is an independent set in D', each vertex v € B has
to pass through an arc of type v~ u™ to reach z for some u € C. Hence, in G
there is a set C/ C C of vertices such that every vertex in B has a neighbor
in C/. Furthermore, since the strong subgraphs D} are pairwise arc-disjoint,
the sets C/ (1 < i < () are pairwise disjoint and form a set cover packing of
cardinality £. Note that S’ is an independent set of D’. This completes the
proof of (ii) by Theorem B.1] O

4 Structural properties and algorithmic results on
digraph compositions

A digraph is Hamiltonian decomposable if it has a family of Hamiltonian
cycles such that every arc of the digraph belongs to exactly one of the cycles.



Ng [23] proved the following result on the Hamiltonian decomposition of
complete regular multipartite digraphs.

Theorem 4.1 [23] The digraph ?r,r,...,r (s times) is Hamiltonian decom-
posable if and only if (r,s) # (4,1) and (r,s) # (6,1).

By Theorem 1], we can determine the precise value for the strong sub-
graph k-arc-connectivity of a complete bipartite digraph.

Lemma 4.2 For two positive integers a and b with a < b, we have
MK ap) = a
for2<k<a+bd.

Proof: Let V(Ko.p) = ViU Ve with Vi = {u; | 1 < i < a} and V5 =
{v; | 1 < j < b}. By Theorem EI] the subgraph of ?a,b induced by
{ui,v; | 1 < 4,5 < a} can be decomposed into a Hamiltonian cycles:
H; (1 <i<a). Foreach 1 < i < a, let D; be the strong spanning sub-
graph of ?a,b obtained from H; by adding the arc set {u;v;,vju; |a+1 <
j < b}. Observe that these subgraphs are pairwise arc-disjoint, and so
/\a—i-b(?a,b) > a. It is known [26] that A\pr1(D) < M\(D) 1 <k <n-—1)
and \g(D) < min%*’(D),é_(D)} for a digraph D with order n, we have
that a = min{5+( a,b))é_(?a,b)} > /\2(%11717) 2.2 /\a—i-b(?a,b) 2 a.
This completes the proof. O

The lexicographic product [17] G o H of two digraphs G and H is the
digraph with vertex set

V(GoH)=V(G)x V(H) = {(u,v) |u € V(G),u € V(H)}
and arc set
A(Go H) = {(u,u)(v,v") | uv € A(G), or u=v and u'v' € A(H)}.

The following result was also proved by Ng, where K, stands for the digraph
of order r with no arcs and C, is the directed cycle of order t.

Lemma 4.3 [2]] For any two integerst > 2 and r > 3, the product digraph
¢ o K, is Hamiltonian decomposable.

It follows from the constructive proof of Lemma [£3] that the Hamiltonian
cycles in the lemma can be found in O(n?) time. Recall that a strong
semicomplete digraph is also locally in-semicomplete. By Camion’s Theorem
[9], there is a Hamiltonian cycle in a strong semicomplete digraph. In fact,
Bang-Jensen and Hell obtained a stronger result.

Theorem 4.4 []] There is an O(m+nlogn) algorithm for finding a Hamil-
tonian cycle in a strong locally in-semicomplete digraph.



Recall that ng = min{n; | 1 < < t}. By Lemma [£3] and Theorem [£.4]
the following result holds.

Lemma 4.5 Let Q = D[Hq,...,Hy| with |D| =t > 2 and |V(H;)| > 3 for
each 1 <1 <t. If D is a strong semicomplete digraph, then QQ has at least
ng arc-disjoint strong spanning subgraphs. Moreover, these strong subgraphs
can be found in time O(n?), where n is the order of Q.

Proof: By Theorem 4] we can find a Hamiltonian cycle of D in time
O(n?). Clearly, Q contains C'y o K, as a spanning subgraph, where t > 2.
By Lemma[4.3] tom is Hamiltonian decomposible, and these Hamil-
tonian cycles can be found in time O(n?). Furthermore, these cycles are
desired strong spanning subgraphs in Q. O

. — o

Let Qp = {83[K2,K27K2]7 83[P27K2,K2]7 83[K2,K2,K3]}- Sun, Gutin
and Ai obtained the following characterization on arc-disjoint strong span-
ning subgraphs in digraph compositions.

Theorem 4.6 [27] Let D be a strong semicomplete digraph on t > 2 ver-
tices and let ng > 2. Then Q = D[Hy,...,Hy] has a pair of arc-disjoint
strong spanning subgraphs if and only if QQ & Qy.

We now give two sufficient conditions for a digraph composition to have
at least ng arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs for any S C V(Q) with 2 < |S| <

V(Q)I-

Theorem 4.7 Let Q = D[Hy,...,H;] with t > 2. Then Q has at least ny
arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs for any S C V(Q) with 2 < |S| < |[V(Q)] if
one of the following conditions holds:

(1) D is a strong symmetric digraph;

(ii) D is a strong semicomplete digraph and Q & Qp.

Moreover, these strong subgraphs can be found in time O(n*), where n is the

order of Q.

Proof: Part (i) For any S C V(Q) with 2 < [S] < [V(Q)], we will obtain
ng arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs using the following three steps:

Step 1. We obtain a spanning subgraph Q' = D[H{, ..., H]] of Q such that
V(H]) = V(H;) and each H/ has no arcs, where 1 <i < ¢.

Step 2. For each pair of 1 < p,q < t such that uyuq, uqu, € A(D), let
Qp,q be the subgraph of @ induced by the vertex set {uyj,, uqj, | 1 < Jjp <
np, 1 < jg < ngt. We obtain ng arc-disjoint strong spanning subgraphs:
{Dpgs|1<s<ng}in Qpq by the construction of Lemma 2] since each
Qp,q is a complete bipartite digraph.

Step 3. For each 1 < s < ng, let Dy be the union of all D), with
Uplq, UgUp € A(D).

Observe that the subgraphs in Step 3 are strong and pairwise arc-disjoint,
so we obtain a set of ng arc-disjoint strong spanning subgraphs of @Q’, fur-
thermore, these subgraphs are desired arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs of
Q.

Step 1 can be performed in O(n?) time. In Step 2, there are at most
(%) pairs of p, g, and note that {Dp 4, | 1 < s < ng} can be found in O(n?)
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time in @, 4 by the construction of Lemma [4.2] so Step 2 can be executed
in time O(n*). Step 3 can be performed in time O(n?). Hence the desired
subgraphs can be found in polynomial time O(n*). This completes the proof
of part (i).
Part (ii) For the case that ng = 1, @ itself is the desired strong subgraph.
The result holds for the case that ng = 2 by Theorem and the fact that
a strong spanning subgraph is an S-strong subgraph for any S C V(Q) with
2 < |S| < |V(Q)]. It follows from the construction proof of Theorem
that these strong spanning subgraphs can be found in O(n?) time.
For the case that ng > 3, we will get ng arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs
for any S C V(Q) with 2 < |S| < |V(Q)| by the following two steps:
Step 1. Find ng arc-disjoint strong spanning subgraphs: Dy,..., Dy, in Q'
by LemmalL5 where Q' = D[HY, ..., H]] is an induced subgraph of @ such
that V(H!) = {u;;, | 1 <i<t,1<ji <no}.
Step 2. For each 1 < j < ng, we construct a spanning subgraph D; of Q
from D’ by adding arcs between V(Q) \ V(Q') and {u;; | 1 <i <t}
Observe that these subgraphs in Step 2 are strong and pairwise arc-
disjoint, so we obtain a set of ng arc-disjoint strong spanning subgraphs of
Q, furthermore, these subgraphs are desired arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs.
Step 1 can be performed in O(n?) time by Lemma E3 and Step 2 can be
performed in O(n?) time. This completes the proof of part (ii). O

Corollary 4.8 Let Q = D[H;,...,H;] witht > 2. Then

Me(Q) = o

for any 2 < k < |V(Q)| if one of the following conditions holds:
(1) D is a strong symmetric digraph;

(ii) D is a strong semicomplete digraph and Q ¢ Qp.
Moreover, the bound is sharp in each case.

Proof: The bound clearly holds by Theorem L7l For the sharpness of the
bound for the first case, let Q = D[K,,...,K,] with [D| > 2 and D be a
strong symmetric digraph with min{é*(D),d~ (D)} = 1. We clearly have
A(Q) > ng = r. Furthermore, by the fact that \x(Q) < min{6"(Q),d(Q)} =
r, we have \;(Q) =r for 2 < k < |V(Q)|.

For the sharpness of this bound for the second case, consider the digraph
Q= 83[%, ..., K] with r > 3. We clearly have \;(Q) > r. Furthermore,
by the fact that \x(Q) < min{d"(Q),d(Q)} = r, we have \;(Q) = r for
2<k<V(Q)- O

By definition, we have G o H = GJ[H,...,H]. Then by Lemma 5]
Theorems 6] and 7] the following result directly holds:

Corollary 4.9 The lezicographic product G o H has at least |V (H)| arc-
disjoint S-strong subgraphs for any S C V(GoH) with 2 < |S| < |V(GoH)|,
if one of the following conditions holds:

(i) G is a strong symmetric digraph.

11



(i1) G is a strong semicomplete digraph and H % Ko.
Moreover, these subgraphs can be found in polynomial time.

Recall that strong semicomplete compositions generalize strong quasi-
transitive digraphs. Therefore, the following result holds by Theorem .7t

Corollary 4.10 Let Q ¢ Qg be a strong quasi-transitive digraph. We can
i polynomial time find at least ny arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs in Q for
any S CV(Q) with 2 <|S| < |[V(Q)].

5 Discussiones

Let G be a connected graph with S C V(G). We say that a set of edges
C of G an S-Steiner-cut if there are at least two components of G\ C' which
contain vertices of S. Similarly, let D be a strong digraph and S C V(D);
we say that a set of arcs C' of D an S-strong subgraph-cut if there are at
least two strong components of D \ C' which contain vertices of S.

Kriesell posed the following well-known conjecture which concerns an
approximate min-max relation between the size of an S-Steiner-cut and the
number of edge-disjoint S-Steiner trees.

Conjecture 5.1 [19] Let G be a graph and S C V(G) with |S| > 2. If
every S-Steiner-cut in G has size at least 2¢, then G contains £ pairwise
edge-disjoint S-Steiner trees.

Lau [20] proved that the conjecture holds if every S-Steiner-cut in G has
size at least 26¢. West and Wu [30] improved the bound significantly by
showing that the conjecture still holds if 26/ is replaced by 6.5¢. So far the
best bound 5¢+4 was obtained by DeVos, McDonald and Pivotto as follows.

Theorem 5.1 [71] Let G be a graph and S C V(G) with |S| > 2. If
every S-Steiner-cut in G has size at least 5¢ + 4, then G contains £ pairwise
edge-disjoint S-Steiner trees.

Similar to Theorem [5.1], it is natural to study an approximate min-max
relation between the size of minimum S-strong subgraph-cut and the maxi-
mum number of arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs in a digraph D. Here is an
interesting problem which is analogous to Conjecture 5.1

Problem 5.2 Let D be a digraph and S C V(D) with |S| > 2. Find a
function f(€) such that the following holds: If every S-strong subgraph-cut
in G has size at least f({), then D contains ¢ pairwise arc-disjoint S-strong
subgraphs.

Note that there is a linear function f(¢) for a strong symmetric digraph:
Let D = @ bea strong symmetric digraph and S C V(D). If every S-strong
subgraph-cut in D has size at least 10¢ + 8, then D contains ¢ pairwise
arc-disjoint S-strong subgraphs. The argument is as follows: Let ¢; and
¢y be the sizes of the minimum S-Steiner-cut in G and the minimum S-
strong subgraph-cut in D, respectively. We deduce that ¢; > %. Indeed,

12



let C1 = {e; | 1 < i < ¢1} be the minimum S-Steiner-cut in G. Let
C| ={a;,a} | 1 <i < e}, where a;,a be the two arcs in D corresponding
to the edge e;. It can be checked that C] is an S-strong subgraph-cut of D.
Hence, ¢y < |Cf| = 2¢;. The assumption means that co > 10¢ + 8 and so
c1 > % > 50+ 4. By Theorem B.Il G contains ¢ pairwise edge-disjoint S-
Steiner trees. For each S-Steiner tree, we can obtain an S-strong subgraph
in D by replacing each edge of this tree with the corresponding arcs of both
directions in D. Observe that we now obtain ¢ pairwise arc-disjoint S-strong
subgraphs.
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