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Abstract

We consider the problem of finding a maximum size triangle-free 2-matching in a graph G =
(V,E). A 2-matching is any subset of the edges such that each vertex is incident to at most two
edges from the subset. We present a fast combinatorial algorithm for the problem. Our algorithm
and its analysis are significantly simpler than the very complicated result by Hartvigsen from
1984 as well as its recently published journal version. Moreover, our algorithm with running time
O(|V||E|) is faster than the one by Hartvigsen having running time O(|V|3|E|?).

It has been proven before that for any triangle-free 2-matching M which is not maximum
the graph contains an M -augmenting path, whose application to M results in a bigger triangle-
free 2-matching. One of the key new observations is that to facilitate the search for such a feasible
augmenting path P we can employ half-edges. A half-edge of edge e is, informally speaking, a half
of e containing exactly one of its endpoints. To find an augmenting path, whose application does
not create any triangle we forbid some edges to be followed by certain others. This operation can
be thought of as using gadgets, in which some pairs of edges get disconnected via the removal of
appropriate half-edges. This is another novel application of half-edges which were previously used
for TSP and other matching problems. Additionally, gadgets are not fixed during any augmentation
phase, but are dynamically changing according to the currently discovered state of reachability by
feasible paths.

1 Introduction

A subset M of edges of an undirected simple graph G = (V, E) is a 2-matching if every vertex is
incident to at most two edges of M. A 2-matching of maximum size can be computed in polynomial
time by a reduction to the classical matching problem. A 2-matching is called triangle-free if it does
not contain any cycle of length three. A polynomial time algorithm for computing a maximum size
triangle-free 2-matching was given by Hartvigsen [13] in his PhD thesis in 1984. This algorithm and its
analysis are very complicated. A journal version with the modified algorithm from the thesis appeared
recently in [15]. It is still very long (82 pages) and complicated and an algorithm given there has
O(|V|?|E|?) running time. We present an alternative significantly simpler algorithm with a relatively
short proof of correctness and O(|V|| E'|) running time.

More generally, a C-free 2-matching is one without any cycle of length at most k. We refer to
cycles of length three as friangles and to cycles of length four as squares. The goal of the Cy-free
2-matching problem is to find a C-free 2-matching of maximum size. Observe that the Cy-free 2-
matching problem for n/2 < k < n, where n is the number of vertices in the graph, is equivalent to
finding a Hamiltonian cycle, and thus A/P-hard. The case of k = 3 is also called the friangle-free 2-
matching problem. For k > 5 Papadimitriou [9] showed that the problem is A/P-hard. The complexity
of the Cy-free 2-matching problem is unknown.

In the weighted version of the problem, each edge e is associated with a nonnegative weight w(e)
and we are interested in finding a Cy-free 2-matching of maximum weight, where the weight of a
2-matching M is defined as the sum of weights of edges belonging to M. Vornberger [34] showed that
the weighted C-free 2-matching problem is A/P-hard.

“Partially supported by Polish National Science Center grant 2018/29/B/ST6/02633.



Motivation. The triangle-free 2-matching is a classical problem of combinatorial optimization
interesting in its own right. Additionally, it has applications in heavily researched problems in theo-
retical computer science, namely, traveling salesman problems ([7], [6], [1]) and problems related to
finding a smallest 2-edge-connected spanning subgraph [21]. More generally, the Cj-free 2-matching
problems can also be used for increasing the vertex-connectivity (see [4, 5, 11] for more details). A
good survey of these applications has been given by Takazawa [33].

Our results.  When computing a maximum triangle-free 2-matching one can successively and
exhaustively augment any triangle-free 2-matching M. Russell [30] proved that for a non-maximum
triangle-free 2-matching M there exists in the graph an augmenting path P such that after its appli-
cation to M we obtain a new larger 2-matching, which is triangle-free. We show that the search for
an augmenting path that preserves the property of being triangle-free can be considerably facilitated if
we employ half-edges. A half-edge of edge e is, informally speaking, a half of e containing exactly
one of its endpoints. In the current context a half-edge may be also viewed as a connecter between
edges with a common endpoint. We present an algorithm for finding a feasible (i.e. not creating any
triangle) augmenting path that forbids some edges to be followed by certain others. This operation
can be thought of as using gadgets, in which some pairs of edges get disconnected via the removal of
appropriate half-edges. The interplay of half-edges participating in infeasible paths allows to conve-
niently distinguish between subgraphs that contain a feasible path with prescribed endpoints and those
that do not. Half-edges have already been introduced in [25] and used in several subsequent papers.
Their application in the present paper to disconnecting pairs of edges is novel.

In algorithms for maximum C';-free 2-matchings and related problems one usually uses gadgets
or shrinking to enforce the computed matchings to have some properties. The gadgets are added
to the graph and are fixed either throughout the algorithm or at least during the phase, in which an
augmenting path is searched for. In our approach gadgets are dynamically changing according to
whether the algorithm has already discovered an amenable path going through a given sequence of
edges or not.

Related work.  Recently, Bosch-Calvo, Grandoni and Jabal Ameli presented a PTAS for the
Cs-free 2-matching problem in [8]. Kobayashi [20] gave a polynomial algorithm for finding a maxi-
mum weight 2-matching that does not contain any triangle from a given set of forbidden edge-disjoint
triangles. For the weighted triangle-free 2-matching problem in subcubic graphs, polynomial time al-
gorithms were given by: Hartvigsen and Li [16], Kobayashi [19] and Paluch and Wasylkiewicz [27].
(A graph is called cubic if its every vertex has degree 3 and is called subcubic if its every vertex has
degree at most 3. ) One can also consider non-simple 2-matchings, in which every edge e may occur in
more than one copy. Efficient algorithms for triangle-free non-simple 2-matchings (such 2-matchings
may contain 2-cycles) were devised by Cornuéjols and Pulleyback [9, 10], Babenko, Gusakov and
Razenshteyn [3], and Artamonov and Babenko [2].

Polynomial time algorithms for the Cy4-free 2-matching problem in bipartite graphs were shown
by Hartvigsen [14], Pap [28], Paluch and Wasylkiewicz [26] and analyzed by Kirédly [17]. As for
the weighted version of the square-free 2-matching problem in bipartite graphs it was proven to be
NP-hard [12, 18] and solved by Makai [23], Takazawa [31] and Paluch and Wasylkiewicz [26] for
the case when the weights of edges are vertex-induced on every square of the graph. When it comes
to the square-free 2-matching problem in general graphs, Nam [24] constructed a complex algorithm
for it for graphs, in which all squares are vertex-disjoint. Bérczi and Kobayashi [4] showed that the
weighted square-free 2-matching problem is NP-hard for general weights even if the given graph is
cubic, bipartite and planar.

Other results for related matching problems appeared among others in [29, 32, 33].

2 Preliminaries

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected graph with vertex set V' and edge set F. We denote the number of
vertices of G by n and the number of edges of G by m. We denote a vertex set of G by V(G) and an
edge set by E(G). We assume that all graphs are simple, i.e., they contain neither loops nor parallel



edges. We denote an edge connecting vertices v and u by (v, u). A path of graph G is a sequence
P = (vg,...,v) for some [ > 1 such that (v;,v;11) € E foreveryi € {0,1,...,1 — 1}. We refer to
[ as the length of P. A cycle of graph G is a sequence ¢ = (vp,...,v;—1) for some [ > 3 of pairwise
distinct vertices of G such that (v, V(j41) mod 1) € E foreveryi € {0,1,...,1—1}. Werefer to [ as the
length of c. We will sometimes treat a path or a cycle as an edge set and sometimes as a sequence of
edges. For an edge set F' C E and v € V, we denote by deg-(v) the number of edges of F' incident to
v. For any two edge sets F, F» C E, the symmetric difference F @ F» denotes (F} \ F») U (Fa \ FY).

For a natural number ¢, we say that an edge set F' C E is a t-matching if degp(v) < t for every
v € V. t-matchings belong to a wider class of b-matchings, where for every vertex v of G, we are
given a natural number b(v) and a subset of edges is a b-matching if every vertex v is incident to at
most b(v) of its edges. A b-matching of G of maximum weight can be computed in polynomial time.
We refer to Lovasz and Plummer [22] for further background on b-matchings.

Let M be a b-matching. We say that an edge e is matched (in M) if e € M and unmatched
(in M) otherwise. Additionally, an edge belonging to M will be referred to as a M-edge and an
edge not belonging to M as a non-M-edge. We call a vertex v deficient or unsaturated (in M) if
degjs(v) < b(v) and saturated (in M) if deg,,(v) = b(v). An M-alternating path P is any sequence
of vertices (v1,va,...,vx) such that edges on P are alternately M -edges and non-M-edges and no
edge occurs on P more than once. An M-alternating cycle C has the same definition as an M-
alternating path except that v; = v, and additionally (vg_1,vg) € M iff (vi,v2) ¢ M. Note that an
M -alternating path or cycle may go through some vertices more than once but via different edges. An
M -alternating path is called M-augmenting if it begins and ends with a non-M -edge and if it begins
and ends with a deficient vertex. We say that M is a maximum b-matching if there is no b-matching of
G with more edges than M. An application of an M -alternating path or cycle P to M is an operation
whose resultis M @& P.

For a vertex u matched in a 1-matching M, by M (u) we denote the vertex v such that (u, v) € M.
In all figures in the paper thick edges denote matched edges and thin ones unmatched ones.

An instance of the triangle-free 2-matching problem consists of an undirected graph G = (V, E)
and the goal is to find a maximum triangle-free 2-matching of G.

3 Outline

Given an undirected simple graph G = (V, E), a triangle-free 2-matching M and an unsaturated vertex
s, we would like to find an augmenting path P starting at s such that M & P is again triangle-free.
An M -alternating path P is said to be feasible if M & P is triangle-free and infeasible otherwise. In
Figure 1 we have three graphs such that in each of them the only unsaturated vertices are s and ¢, thick
edges denote M -edges and thin ones non-M-edges. Each of these graphs contains an augmenting path
between s and ¢. They are, respectively, (s,d, b, c,e,t), (s, f,b,a,d,e,a,c,g,t),
(s,h,a,b,e,d,b,c,g, f,c a,it). However, none of them is feasible, because an application of any
one of them to M creates a triangle (a, b, c¢). We classify triangles of M according to the contained
number of edges of M. We say that a triangle ¢ of G is of type i if it has exactly i edges of M. Clearly,
i can only belong to the set {0, 1,2}. The graph in Figure 2a contains two different augmenting paths
between s and ¢. The longer one of them (s, d, b, f, g,a,b,c, e, t) is feasible.

The algorithm for finding an augmenting feasible path starting at s builds an alternating structure
S containing alternating paths beginning at s. In this respect it is similar to the algorithm for finding an
augmenting path in the problem of finding a maximum matching. In the structure S we successively
add edges and vertices in such a way that for any alternating path P(s, v) in S it holds that S contains a
feasible path P4 (s, v). Whenever we would like to augment S by extending a path P4 (s, v) with the
edges e = (u,v) ¢ M and ¢/ = (v, w1) € M but the path P4(s,v) U {e, '} is infeasible, we forbid e
to be followed by €’ (in what sense we explain further) and do not add €’ to S but may add e and some
other ¢” = (v, wy) € M. It may happen that at some later point we discover in G a feasible path such
that ¢ and ¢’ are consecutive on it and then we extend S accordingly. For example, in Figure 2a at the



point when S contains the edges (s, d), (d,b), we extend it by adding (b, ¢), (¢, a) and (b, f), (f,g).
Later when S contains also (g, a), (a, b) we will be able to add also (c, e).

Figure 1: In each case the application to M of an augmenting path from s to ¢ creates a triangle ¢ = (a, b, ¢).

To be able to carry out the operation of forbidding some edges to be followed by certain others,
the algorithm works on G’ = (V/ U X, E’) obtained from G by splitting vertices and replacing each
edge not belonging to M with an alternating path of length 3. More precisely, we proceed as fol-
lows. For each edge (u,v) ¢ M we add in G’ two new vertices z%,,z%, € X and three edges:
(u, %), (¥, xb,), (z2,,v). Next for each vertex v € G we add two new vertices vy, vy € V', called
copies of v. For i € {1,2} we define bro(v;) as vs_;. We replace each edge (v, z},,) with two edges
(v1,2Y,,) and (ve, zY,,). We also form a matching M’ in G’. For each edge (u,v) € M we replace it
with one edge of M’ of the form (u;,v;), where ¢, j € {1,2}. We carry out the replacements so that
as a result for each vertex v of G each of its two copies in G’ is matched in M’ to at most one vertex.
Observe that each edge (u,v) € M is replaced with one edge in G’ and each edge (u,v) € E\ M
with five. In G’ we may also remove (and later possibly reconnect) some edges. (Let G, denote the
graph G’ at moment/step i. ) Let M'/M denote a matching of G’/G and let s be a fixed vertex of G
(and G’) unsaturated in M (unmatched in M’). We search for a feasible path from s to an unsaturated
vertex in G by modifying G5 that at the beginning is equal to G’ and building an alternating structure
S.

In the graph G a hinge is any pair of edges (e, ¢’) such that e ¢ M, e’ € M and the edges €', ¢/
share one endpoint. A hinge consisting of edges e = (b,¢) and ¢’ = (¢, d) is denoted as h(e, e’) or
h(b,c,d). If additionally e belongs to a triangle of G and €’ does not, then we say that h(e,€’) is a
hinge of ¢. A hinge h(b, ¢, d) is said to be incident to ¢. In the graph G5 a counterpart of a hinge
h(e, €’) is that half-edge of (b, c), which connects zf to the edge (c, d), i.e., (x5, ¢;), where ¢; denotes
that copy of ¢, which is M’-matched to d;. The operation of forbidding an edge e to be followed by €’
consists in removing the hinge h(e, €’) from G2. We say that a path P in G5 goes through or contains
the edge (u,v) ¢ M of G if P contains the edge (zL,, z%,).

uvI Y uv

3.1 Maximum matchings and 2-matchings

Before proceeding further with the description of an algorithm for a maximum triangle-free 2-matching,
let us explain some properties of algorithms for finding, respectively, a maximum matching and a max-
imum 2-matching (that may contain triangles).

Let us start with a standard matching M. Suppose that M is a matching in G and s is a vertex
unmatched in M. We review an algorithm for finding an M-augmenting path starting at s. The
algorithm maintains an alternating structure S' that at the beginning consists only of the vertex s and
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Figure 2: At the point when we have not checked adding the edge (g, a) yet (it might also be the point when
we have already added the edge (a, g) but haven’t added (£, g) or (f, b)), the triangle t = (a, b, ¢) is vulnerable
and we remove the hinge h(b, ¢, e) = (25, c2) from G,. After the addition of (a, g) and (a,b) to S the triangle
t ceases to be vulnerable, because S contains a path (s,d, b, f,g,a,b,c,e) that is amenable on ¢ and hence
h(b, c, e) is passable and we restore it in Gs.

further on a vertex v is contained in S only if G contains an M -alternating path from s to v. Let
E(S) denote the set {v € S : S contains an even-length M -alternating path from s to v}. Vertices
of E(S) are called even or E-vertices. Let O(S) denote the set {v € S : S contains an odd-length
M -alternating path from s to v}. Vertices of O(S) are called odd or O-vertices. If a vertex v belongs
to O(S) N E(S), then S contains a blossom B, which means that S contains an even-length M-
alternating path P from s to a vertex b, called the base of B and an odd-length M -alternating path
B = (b,v1,v,...,v9k_1, V2, b) such that P and B are vertex-disjoint except for the vertex b and
v € {v1,...,v9r}. A blossom B is said to be even if its base b belongs to F(S). It can be proved
that each blossom B that is not a singleton, i.e., contains more than one vertex is even throughout the
algorithm constructing S. Any blossom may contain subblossoms. A blossom B that is not contained
in any other blossom is called outer. In many algorithms dealing with alternating structures, a blossom
is treated as one vertex and shrunk. For every vertex v € E(S), the structure S contains exactly one
even-length alternating path P, starting at s and ending at v. If P, uses at least one edge of a blossom
B, then all edges of P, N B form one subpath P’ of P such that one endpoint of P’ is the base of B.
More information about blossoms can be found for example in Lovasz and Plummer [22].

We say that an edge (u, v) is incident to a blossom B if u belongs to B. We say that an edge (u, v)
such that u belongs to a blossom B is S-augmenting if v ¢ B and either v ¢ S or v € E(S). After
the addition of such an edge to .S, S either contains some new vertex v or S contains a new blossom.
Note that we do not add (u,v) if v ¢ Band v € O(S) \ E(S).

Algorithm 1 Computing a set of M -alternating paths starting at an unmatched vertex s.
1: Let s be an unmatched vertex in M. Set S < {s}. Assume that each vertex v is contained in an
unprocessed blossom containing only v.
2: while 3 an even unprocessed blossom B in S do
3 for each S-augmenting edge (u,v) incident to B such that u € B do
4 if v ¢ S then
5 add (u,v) to S
6: if v is matched in M then
7.
8
9

add (v, M (v)) to S
else
add (u,v) to S
10: form a new blossom B’, which contains B and (u, v)
11: B + B’ and continue processing B




Suppose now that M is a 2-matching and s an unsaturated vertex in M. Finding an M -augmenting
path in G starting at s may be reduced to finding an M’-augmenting path in G’ starting at s. To make
the presentation clearer, we extend G2 and G’ so that s is the only unmatched in M’ vertex in the
following manner. For every unmatched in M’ vertex v; different from s we add a new vertex v/
and a new edge (v;, viM ) to M’. The set of all such new vertices is denoted as V. Thus we get an
obvious correspondence between M -augmenting paths in G starting in s and even-length alternating

paths beginning in s in G’ and ending in vertices of V.

Observation 1. An even length alternating path from s to vZM in G’ corresponds to an M -augmenting
path from s to v in G.

Each blossom B that is not a singleton, i.e., contains more than one vertex is considered to be an
even blossom. Observe that the base of any non-singleton blossom is connected to s by an even-length
alternating path in G5 - see an example in Figure 3.
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Figure 3: On the left, a blossom B in G on vertices a, b, ¢ and base in a and on the right, its counterpart in Gy
with base in x¢,.

When we are interested in finding a 2-matching we may ignore edges in G’ whose addition would
only result in adding vertices of X and not V' to S. For example, if ¢; € O(S),d1,b1 € E(S)
and S contains (c1,d;) € M’ but none of the edges (b1,z5.), (z).,75.), (x5, c1) € E’, then while
processing b; we would extend S to the edges (b, mZC), (mgc, xj.). We can, however, see that the
addition of these edges to S does not imply that we have identified any further vertex of V'’ reachable
via an M’-alternating path from s. Therefore, we extend S only if we would extend it if we were
dealing with edges in G and not paths in G’. In other words, we extend S by edges in M’ or by
3-edge-paths in G’ corresponding to edges in G. For any two vertices u;, v; (such that u; is a copy of
u € G and v; is a copy of v € () we say that seg(u;, v;) is a segment of G if (u,v) € E\ M.

Let seg(u;,v;) be a segment and B a blossom in .S such that u; € B,v; ¢ B. We define this
segment as S-augmenting if v; ¢ O(S) \ E(S) (i.e. v; € E(S)orv; ¢ S), and 2}, ¢ O(S) \ E(S5),
and in the case when zl,, € B, one hinge (u;, zl.,) of the segment already belongs to B.

After the addition of such a segment to S, S satisfies at least one of the following:(i) one new
vertex v' € V' U V; belongs to E(.S) or (ii) S contains a new blossom.

Thus an algorithm that finds all vertices of V’ U V; reachable from s via an even-length alternating
path can be stated as follows.

Algorithm 2 Computing a set of M -augmenting paths starting at an unsaturated vertex s.

1: Let s be an unmatched vertex in M’. Set S < {s}. Assume that each vertex v is contained in an
unprocessed blossom containing only v.
2: while 3 an even unprocessed blossom B in S do

3: for each S-augmenting segment seg = (u;, v;) incident to B such that u; € B do
4 add seg(ui, vj) to S

5 if v; ¢ B then

6: add (vj, M'(vj)) to S

7 else

8 form a new blossom B’, which contains B and seg(u;, v;)

9 B + B’ and continue processing B




d d
¢ Leq
cd
¢ C1 (&)
a b aq b1
S S

Figure 4: On the left there is a graph G and on the right its representation as G’. If S already contains
the edges (s, a) and (a, ¢), then we do not need add to S also the edges (s, b), (b, ¢).

The main goal of the algorithm above is, however, computing a set of }/-augmenting paths starting
at an unsaturated vertex s and not all vertices of V' UV} reachable from s via an even-length alternating
path. In the case of 2-machings, as opposed to matchings, we can notice that if v; € E(S), then we
may sometimes ignore extensions to S, which would result only in that the other copy of v, i.e.,
B(v;) = v3—; would belong to E(.S). An example is shown in Figure 4. On a high level this follows
from the fact that any edge (u,v) ¢ M can be traversed after both (wy,v) € M and (wsz,v) € M on
an M -alternating path or in other words, G’ contains both the hinge h(u, v, w;) and h(u, v, ws). This
is captured in:

Fact 1. Suppose that v; belongs to E(S) and for some segment seg(u;, w;) incident to an even blossom
B it holds that: (i) w; € B, (ii) w; ¢ S and (iii) M(w;) = bro(v;). Then, if G contains an M-
augmenting path Py from s to z of the form P] U Py’ such that P is an even length path from s to
bro(v;), then it also contains an M -augmenting path Ps from s to z contained in Py U P, where P}
is an even length path from s to v;. In other words we do not need to extend S to contain seg(u;,w;)
and edge (wj, bro(v;)).

Therefore, we might change point (1) of the definition of an S-augmenting segment seg = (u;, v;)
incident to a blossom B to one that satisfies: v; ¢ B and either (i) v; ¢ S and bro(M'(v})) ¢ E(S)
or (i) v; € E(S). After the addition of such a segment to .S S satisfies at least one of the following:(i)
for one new vertex v € V at least one copy of v belongs to E(.S) or (ii) S contains a new blossom.

Using this changed definition the algorithm above also works correctly and the constructed set S
sometimes contains fewer edges that .S from the previous version of the algorithm. We can express
this using the notion of alternating s-reachability. We say that two subgraphs H;, Hs of G2 have the
same alternating s-reachability if for every vertex v € V' U V; it holds that H; contains an even length
alternating path from s to some copy of v if and only if Hy does. Let G2[S] denote all edges of G
considered so far while building S in the algorithm. Then, we may notice that at the end of each
iteration of while-loop it holds that S has the same alternating s-reachability as G2[S].

We say that an edge or segment of G is superfluous for S if its addition to S does not increase its
alternating s-reachability. Thus, any segment seg(u;, v;) such that (i) u; € E(S) and v; € O(S) or (ii)
uj, vj belong to the same blossom in S, is superfluous. Also, as stated in Fact 1, a segment seg(u;, w;)
incident to a blossom B in S such that: (i) u; € B, (ii) w; ¢ S and (iii) M (w;) = bro(v;), is
superfluous. However, a segment that is superfluous for S at some point of the algorithm may cease
to be such at a later point. For example a segment seg(u;, v;) of type (i) may later become one that
satisfies: w;,v; € F(S) and w;,v; are not contained in the same blossom. We say that an edge or
segment of Gz is lastingly superfluous for S if it is superfluous and remains superfluous for S at every
later point of the algorithm.

3.2 2-matchings without triangles

When computing a maximum 2-matching M without triangles in (G, we are going to remove some
hinges in G5 to forbid certain edges in G to be followed by certain others and then Fact 1 will not hold



any more. Therefore in the variant of a 2-matching without triangles a segment seg(u;, v;) incident to a
blossom B is defined as S-augmenting exactly as above. We say that a hinge h(e, ¢') is S-augmenting
if it is contained in an S-augmenting segment.

For a segment seg(u;, v;), let seg™ (u;, vj) = seg(us, vj) U {(ui, M'(u;)), (vj, M'(v;))}. Define
ST asSU {seg(vi, Uj) € Gy:v; € E(S), v; € O(S) \E(S)} U {seg(vi, Uj) € Gy : B, v;, v; € B},
where B denotes a processed blossom of S. Let G3[S] denote all edges of G2 considered so far while
building S in the algorithm.

In the algorithm given below we maintain the following invariant.

Invariant 1. At all times S has the same alternating s-reachability as G2[S] (and ST).

For brevity, we will use the term of a path instead of an alternating path.

Let t = (a, b, c) denote a triangle of type 1 or 2. If ¢ is of type 1 and (b, c) € M or of ¢ is of type
2 and (b, c) ¢ M, then we say that a is the top vertex of t. A vertex a is defined as a top vertex of a
triangle t = (a, b, ¢) of type 0 if among all vertices of ¢ it is processed first. (If two vertices of ¢ are
processed at the same time, because they are in one blossom, then ¢ has no top vertex.) By writing
t = (a; b, c) we denote that a is the top vertex of a triangle .
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Figure 5: Basic hinges

Let us first make the following simple observation. We say that a path P is infeasible/feasible on
a triangle ¢ if P @& M contains/does not contain ¢.

Observation 2. Let t = (a;b,c) be a any triangle of G and (b, d), (c, f) edges of M \ t. If a path P
of Gy is infeasible on t, then:

1. P contains every hinge of t, if t is of type 2 (i.e., the hinges of t are h(b, ¢, f) and h(c,b,d));
2. P contains both h(a,b,d) and h(a,c, f), if t is of type 1;
3. P contains six hinges of t, if t is of type 0.
Proof. Tt follows from the fact that a path infeasible on ¢ of type ¢ must contain all 7 edges of t\ M. [

Let t = (a;b,c) be a triangle of type 1 or 2 and (b, d), (¢, f) edges of M \ t. Then we define
two basic hinges of ¢ as correspondingly: h(a, b, d) and h(a,c, f) if t is of type 1 and h(b, ¢, f) and
h(e,b,d) if t is of type 2. We say that a path P is non-amenable on a triangle ¢ if (i) ¢ is of type 1 or
2 and P contains both basic hinges of ¢ or (ii)t is of type 0 and P contains six hinges of ¢. A path that
is not non-amenable on ¢ is called amenable on t. Hence, a path that is amenable on ¢, is also feasible
on t. However, a path non-amenable on ¢ may be feasible on t.

Fact 2. If a path P is non-amenable on t, then P contains all edges of t \ M and no two edges of t
are consecutive on P.

A path P is amenable if it is amenable on every triangle of G.
For a vertex v by B(v) we denote the outer blossom containing v. If v does not belong to any blos-
som, then B(v) denotes a singleton blossom consisting only of v. We define M (B(v) as M'(b(B(v)),



where b(B(v)) denotes the base of B(v). By M (h(e,¢€’)) we denote M (B(v;)). To prevent s from
being contained in any non-singleton blossom we change G’ and G by renaming vertex s as s and
adding two edges (s, s%M) € M’) and (s®Ms) ¢ M’ to G’ and G5. As a result s has degree one
(and cannot belong to any blossom).

Definition 1. A hinge h(e,€') = (vj, z},) is impassable (in S) if it is contained in an S-augmenting
segment seg(u;i, vj) and there exists a triangle t containing (u,v) such that every even-length path in
St U seg™ (ui, v;) from s to M(B(v;)) is non-amenable on t.

A hinge that is not impassable (in S) is passable (in S).

A hinge h(e,e’') = h(u,v,w) = (vj,zy,) is safe if (i) both e and €’ are contained in a triangle
(not necessarily the same) and (ii) some copies of w and v belong to a common blossom.

Let seg(u;i, vj) be an S-augmenting segment such that u; belongs to the currently processed blos-
som and (u, v) belongs to a triangle t. Then a hinge h(e,€') contained in it (i.e. seg(u;,v;) contains
(vj, Toy), (ui, x,)) is vulnerable if (i) it is impassable on t, (ii) it does not belong to S, (iii) it is not
safe and (iv) in the case when both hinges in seg(u;,vj) are impassable on t, not safe and do not
belong to S, h(e,e') = (v;, x%,). We call such a hinge a vulnerable hinge of t and denote as h(t).

Suppose that G5 is as shown in Figure 1 (2) and that an edge (¢, g) € M of G corresponds to an
edge (c2,91) € M’ in Go. Let us consider the point when S contains a path (s, f,b,a,d, e, a) and
we are thinking of extending S by a segment seg(aq, co). Notice that at this point S also contains a
blossom B = (2%, a1,dy, 2%, 2¢,, e1,as,2%). Thus M (B(ay)) = 2%, and M (B(cs)) = g1. There
is no path in S from s to $Zb and a path in SUseg™ (ay, c2) from s to g1 goes through both basic hinges
of t = (a;b,c). ST is almost the same as S but for example, it also contains a segment seg(by, as)
while S contains seg (b1, a1). This means that h(a,c,g) = (x5, c2) is impassable and (2%, a1) is
passable. In Figure 1 (1) the hinge h(b, ¢, e) is impassable and in Figure 1 (3) the hinges h(b, a, ) and
h(c,a,i).

We can observe that for a triangle ¢ of type 1, a segment can contain only one hinge that is impass-
able on t, i.e., it cannot happen that both hinges are impassable on the same triangle of type 1. This
follows from the fact that a segment cannot contain two basic hinges of a triangle of type 1. Note that
by the definition, a hinge already added to S cannot become vulnerable. For example, if in Figure 1
(3) we are at the point when S contains all edges except for (a, 1), (i,t) and (a,i) € M corresponds
to (ag,1) € M/, the structure S contains a blossom B = (ay,b,d, e, d,b,c, g, f,c,a1). At this point
a segment seg(cy,az) is S-augmenting but a hinge (z¢,, c1) is already contained in S. Therefore,
(2., c1) cannot be vulnerable.

It may happen for a hinge h(e, €’) contained in an S-augmenting segment seg(u;, v;), that an even-
length path in S U seg™ (u;, vj) from s to M (B(vj)) is non-amenable but S* U seg™ (u;, v;) contains
an amenable even-length path from s to M (B(v;)). Consider an example from Figure 11 (a). Suppose
that we first add to S the edges (s, b), (b,b"). When we process b', we add
(b,a), (a,d’), (a,ad"”),(b,d), (d,d), (d,d"). Next, when we process a’, we add also (a’, a”) and form
a blossom B, with a base in z%,. When we process B, we notice a vulnerable hinge h(a,c, f)
(the path (s,b',b,a,a’,a",a,c, f) is non-amenable on ¢t = (a,b,c)). We also add (a,c), (c,b) to
S. Further, when we process d’, we add (d’,d”) and form a blossom B,;. When we process By,
SU (e, d), (c, f) contains a path non-amenable on ' = (d, ¢, b). But ST U (¢, d), (¢, f) contains a path
(s,0/,b,b,a,a’,a",¢,b,d,d',d",d,c, f), which is amenable. This path is not contained in S, because
S does not contain the hinge h(d, b, ¢). It will turn out, however, that there are only three cases, when
we need to consider ST instead of S to notice that a hinge is not impassable.

Let us point out that when we examine whether a segment seg(u;, v;) contains an impassable
hinge, we only verify if its addition does not create a path non-amenable on ¢ containing (u, v). Hence,
such verification is very local and there hypothetically exists a risk that this segment is part of a path
non-amenable on a triangle ¢’ that does not contain (u, v).

How do we check if an S-augmenting segment seg(u;,v;) contains an impassable hinge on a
triangle of type 1 or 27 If it does not contain any basic hinge, then it is passable. Suppose then that it
contains a basic hinge h(e, ¢’) of a triangle ¢ of type 1 or 2. Let k' denote the other basic hinge of ¢.



For v = M((h(e, €’)) such that an even-length path in S U seg™ (u;, v;) from s to v is non-amenable
on t, we check if (St Useg™ (u;,v;)) \ b contains an even-length path from s to v. If it does, then the
segment is passable. Otherwise it is not. Later we show a more efficient method of verifying whether
a segment is impassable or not.

4 Algorithm in more detail

4.1 Main ideas

The pseudocode of an algorithm computing an amenable augmenting paths starting at s is given below
as Algorithm 3. Strictly speaking, Algorithm 3 computes a set .S of amenable paths starting at s such
that for each vertex u of V' UV, S contains an even-length path from s to « if and only if G contains a
feasible even-length alternating path from s to u. Special blossoms used in this algorithm are defined
later. For now, one can think of Algorithm 3 as though it did not contain lines 10 and 11. Let us now
outline the main ideas behind the algorithm.

Algorithm 3 Computing a set of amenable paths starting at an unsaturated vertex s.
1: Let s be an unmatched vertex in M’. Set S < {s}. Assume that each vertex v is contained in an
unprocessed blossom containing only v.
2: while 3 an even unprocessed blossom B in S do
3 for each S-augmenting segment seg(u;, v;) incident to B such that u; € B do
4 if seg(u;, v;) contains an impassable hinge then
5: remove a vulnerable hinge contained in seg(u;, v;) from Ga
6: else
7.
8
9

if u;,v; € E(S) then
add seg(u;, v;) to S
form a new blossom B’, which contains B and seg(u;, v;)

10: if B’ is special then

11: remove hinge(s) h(B) defined in Lemmas 8 and 10 from S
12: else

13: B + B’ and continue processing B

14: else

15: add seg™ (u;,v;) to S

16: restore any removed hinges that are not vulnerable now

We say that a triangle ¢ = (a; b, ¢) of type 1 or 2 is toppy if ST contains a path P from s to a
that contains no edge of t. We say that a triangle ¢t = (a; b, ¢) of type 0 is toppy if ST contains an
odd-length path P from s to a that does not contain all edges of t.

If we built the structure .S in the graph G2 without any removed hinges, then a path infeasible on
any triangle could take only one of the three forms depicted in Figure 1. This is because whenever
we process a blossom, we add all incident S-augmenting segments. Therefore, for example, if G
contains a triangle ¢ = (a;b, ¢) of type 1 shown in Figure 1 (2), and at sompe point the structure .S
contains a path (s, f, b, a,d), then at some later point S could not contain a path of the form P’ =
(s, fyb,a,d,u,v,g,c,a,e), because after adding the edges (b, a) and (a, d) to S (while processing b),
we would also add (a,e). In G2 with some hinges removed, a path infeasible on a triangle of type
0 or 1 could potentially have a more complex form, for example, as in P’ - it can happen if a hinge
h(b,a,e) is removed in G. In the first two lemmas below we show that it does not happen and that
the only forms of infeasible paths that we are going to encounter in S in the course of the algorithm
still have the form depicted in Figure 1.

In the algorithm we must be able to recognize if S* contains an even-length amenable path from
s to a given vertex v or not. This is needed to establish if a hinge is vulnerable (and hence impassable)
or if it ceased to be one. Suppose that we are examining a segment seg(u;, v;) such that v; is in a
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singleton blossom and is matched to wy. (In a more general version, when v; belongs to a blossom
B(vj), we have w, = M (B(v;)).) The structure .S contains only one even-length path P,, from s to
u;. We check if the path P,, U seg(u;,v;) U (vj, wy) is amenable on a triangle ¢,,, containing (u, v).
If it is, then the hinge h(u, v, w) is passable. Otherwise, it turns out that it suffices to check only two
things: (i) if ¢, is toppy and (ii) if there exists another triangle ¢’ sharing one edge with ¢, such that
in the algorithm, ¢’ has previously been recognized as vulnerable. If any of these two points holds, then
the hinge h(u, v, w) is not vulnerable (and hence S contains an even-length amenable path from s to
a given vertex wy, or h(u, v, w) never increases the alternating s-reachability of S). A high-level reason
for this follows from the way in which only certain hinges participate in infeasible paths as shown in
Observation 2. It is explained in more detail after Lemma 2 and proved formally in the lemmas below.
In Lemmas 2 and 4 we prove that a toppy triangle of type 1 or 2 cannot be vulnerable and in Lemmas
5, 6, 7 that any two vulnerable triangles are edge-disjoint.

To be able to quickly notice when a vulnerable triangle ¢ becomes toppy, the top vertex of ¢ needs
to remain unburied in any blossom that contains some edge of ¢. That is why we do not form so-called
special blossoms - these are, roughly speaking, blossoms that contain at least one edge of a vulnerable
triangle.

4.2 Technical part

In the first two lemmas we prove properties of vulnerable triangles of type 0 and 1. Their proofs are in
Section 6.

Lemma 1. Let t = (a; b, ¢) be a triangle of type 0. If S contains all edges of t, then they are contained
in one blossom B of the form (a,b,...,b,c,...,c,a) with a base in a. If t has an impassable hinge,
then it is incident to a.

Lemma 2. Let t = (a;b,c) be a vulnerable triangle of type 1 and (a,d), (a,e), (¢, c), (b, ) edges
of M incident to t. Then the vulnerable hinge h(t) of t is its basic hinge. If h(t) = h(a,b,V), then
S contains a path (s, ...,c,c,a,d, ..., e, a). Moreover, t is not toppy and there exists no vulnerable
triangle t' # t sharing an edge with t such that h(t') is incident to a.

Corollary 1. Let t = (a;b,c) be a triangle of type 1. If both edges {e1,e2} of t \ M are contained
in S and they do not lie on one path of S, then S does not contain two paths Py, P, such that P; ends

with (f1, e1, f2) and Py with (fs, ea, f1), where { f1, fo, f3, fa} denote four edges of M \ t.

Proof. 1t follows from the part of the proof of Lemma 2 when c is processed first. O

Let t = (a;b,c) be a triangle and (b, d), (¢, f) edges of M \ t. Suppose that ¢ is of type 1 and
some vertex of v € V' is reachable in G2 only via paths that go through vertices a, b, d in this order
and hence contain a basic hinge h(a, b, d). By Observation 2 a path P that contains one basic hinge
h(a,b,d) of t is amenable on ¢ only if it does not contain the other basic hinge of ¢, i.e., h(a,c, f).
One possibility of the existence of such a path is when ¢ is toppy. The other possibility is a path of
the form (s,...,b,b,c,a,...,a,b,d). In the second case, it might seem that if S contains a path
P’ = (s,...,V,b), then to get to v" we could extend this path P’ by going directly from b to d and
not going through edges of ¢. However, such an extension might denote a non-amenable path. In the
lemmas below we prove that if .S contains a path P, non-amenable on ¢; and a path P, non-amenable
on ty and t1,t9 share one edge, then at least one of these triangles is not vulnerable. This will also
provide an efficient way of verifying whether a given hinge is impassable or not.

Similarly, if ¢ is a triangle of type 2, then a path P that contains one basic hinge (b, ¢, f) of ¢ is
amenable on ¢ only if it does not contain the other basic hinge h(c, b, d) of t. Hence, such P should
contain (a, b) and not contain (d, b). One possibility of the existence of such a path is when ¢ is toppy.
The other possibility is a path of the form (s, ..., f’,¢,a,...,a,b, ¢, f). However, in the second case,
when there exists an odd-length alternating path from s to c that does not go through ¢, we prove in
Lemma 3 that we do not really need the hinge h(b, ¢, f) to reach the edge (c, f). On the other hand,
analogously as in Lemma 2, we will show that a toppy triangle of type 2 is not vulnerable.
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The lemma below is a technical lemma used in some subsequent lemmas.

Lemma 3. Ler t = (a;b,c) be a triangle of type 2 and (c, f) € M, (f',c) ¢ M edges outside of t.
Then h(f’,c, f) is not a hinge of any triangle of type 2. If S has an alternating path P(s, ..., f' c)
that does not contain any edge of t, then h(f', c, f) is not a vulnerable hinge of a triangle of type 1.

Proof. If h(f’,c, f) were a hinge of a triangle ¢’ of type 2, then ¢’ would have to have the form
(a;c, f1), but since f' # b, such t' cannot occur in G. If h(f’, ¢, f) is a hinge of a triangle ¢’ of type 1,
then t’ = (f’; a,c) and if S has an alternating path P(s, ..., f’, ¢) that does not contain any edge of ¢,
then ¢’ is toppy and hence by Lemma 2 cannot be vulnerable. O

Figure 6: In both cases S contains a subblossom By = (a,a’,a”, a). S also contains a blossom B =
(b, B1,p,0,b) in case (a) and a blossom B = (b, ¢, By, p, 0, b) in case (b). In case (a) the subblossom
Bj has its base in z{, and an amenable path from s to f has the form (s, d, b, 0,p,d’, a, x4, x5, c, f).
(note that it does not go through the base of B;). Assume that in case (b) the triangle ¢ = (a; b, ¢) con-
sists of edges (a1,b1), (a2, ¢1), (b1, ¢1) in Go. Then the base of subblossom Bj is as and S contains
even length paths P,, = (s,d,b,c,a3) and P,, = (s,d,b,0,p,d’,a",as,¢,b,a1). Since S also con-
tains a path P,, = (s,d,b,c,a,a”,d’,a,b), the blossom B is extended to the blossom B, containing
all edges of t. An amenable path from s to f has the form (s, d, b,0,p,d’,a”,a,b,c, f).

Lemma 4. [f a triangle t of type 2 is toppy, then it is not vulnerable.

Proof. Lett = (a;b,c) be a triangle of type 2. Let us consider the first moment in the algorithm
when ¢ becomes toppy. The step in the algorithm when ¢ becomes toppy is when S starts to contain a
path P = (s,...,z,a,c) (or P = (s,..., f,a,b)) such that P contains no edge of ¢ except for (a, c).
Hence, such a path may arise in .S due to two reasons either (i) because we have added to S edges
(z,a), (a,c) or (ii) because we have formed a blossom B that contains (a, ¢). Let (b, d), (¢, f) denote
M-edges not belonging to t.

We can notice that in the case when none of the hinges h(z,a,b), h(c,b,a), h(b,c,a) turns out
to be impassable, the algorithm will extend S so that all the edges of ¢ are in the same blossom B;.
This is because ¢t becomes toppy when processing a blossom B, containing vertex x and during this
processing the algorithm also examines the hinge h(x, a, b) and if it is not impassable, the edge (a, b)
is also added to S. Further, either during processing of B, (if (a,b) was added to B,) or during
processing of a blossom B’ containing ¢ (as the endpoint of (a, ¢)) or b, all edges of ¢ will become
part of the same blossom B;. Once S contains such a blossom B, during its processing the algorithm
is going to examine the hinges h(b, ¢, f) and h(c, b, d), each of which either extends S along a path
amenable on ¢ or is not S-augmenting. If before ¢ became toppy, it was vulnerable and h(t) = (b, ¢, f)
(see Figure 6 (b)), S contains an even length path P from s to a going through (b, ¢) and (¢, a). When
t becomes toppy and we form By, the hinge h(b, ¢, f) ceases to be vulnerable, because S contains a
path Py = P; U (a, b, c, f), where P; denotes an odd length path from s to a that does not go through
any edge of ¢. Py is amenable on ¢ and goes through A(b, ¢, f). The path Py is added to S in a non-
standard way, i.e., S is extended by the hinge h(b, ¢, f) and the edge (c, f), and the hinge h(b, c, f) is
incident to the blossom B; but the path Py itself goes through B; in a different way than the structure
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of S would suggest, i.e., the structure S would normally contain an even-length path from s to f that
is non-amenable on ¢. We write more about it in Section 5.

If h(b, ¢, f) is not S-augmenting, then it may be examined one more time by the algorithm - during
processing of the blossom B’ containing the edge (c, f). However, then the blossoms B; and B’ will
be connected into one blossom, because S U h(b, ¢, f) did not cease to contain a path amenable on ¢
going through h(b, ¢, f). The same argument applies to the other hinge h(c, b, d).

Let us consider now the cases when some of the hinges h(z, a, b), h(c, b, a), h(b, ¢, a) are impass-
able.

The hinge h(x,a,b) may be impassable because of a triangle t; = (z;a,c) of type 1 or be-
cause of a triangle to = (c;a, f) of type 2, see Figure 7. In the first case .S contains a path P; =
(sy...,f,c,x,...,x,a,c), which can be extended along the edges (c,b) and (b, d). After this exten-
sion the hinge h(c, b, d) is contained in S and the other hinge h(b, ¢, f) is not S-augmenting. We also
observe that the hinge h(b, ¢, f) will not become S-augmenting at any later point of the algorithm,
because when the edge (b, d) starts to belong to some blossom By, this blossom By, also includes the
edges (z,a), (a,c), (c,b). In the case when h(z, a, b) is impassable because of a triangle to = (¢; a, f)
of type 2 (the hinge h(z, a, b) denotes then h(f, a,b)), S contains a path P, = (s, ...,1, f,a, c), which
can be extended along the edges (¢, b) and (b, d). As a result, the hinge h(c, b, d) is included in S. The
algorithm may examine the other hinge h(b, ¢, f) when processing a blossom By, containing the edge
(b,d). Such Byg will then contain also the edges (b, ¢), (¢, a), (a, f), see Figure 9. It may happen that
h(b, ¢, f) is impassable but it will never become vulnerable because it will be safe.

The hinge h(c, b, a) may be impassable because of a triangle t; = (c; b, d) of type 1, a triangle
to = (d;b,c) of type 2 or a triangle t3 = (b;c,i) of type 0, see Figure 8. If h(c, b, a) is impassable

on t3, then S contains a path (s,...,d,b,4,j,...,9,%,¢, f,...,a,c,b), which means that S contains
the hinge h(b, ¢, a) and the other hinge h(b, ¢, f) of ¢ is not S-augmenting. If h(c, b, a) is impassable
on t1, then S contains a path (s,...,i,d,c, f,...,a,c,b), which can be extended along an amenable

path so that its contains also the edge (b, d). This means that the hinge h(b, ¢, d) is included in S
and the hinge h(b, ¢, f) is not S-augmenting. If h(c, b, a) is impassable on t3, then .S contains a path
P = (s,...,a,c,b,d) that includes h(c, b, d). The algorithm may examine the hinge h(b, ¢, d) while
processing a blossom By that contains the edge (b, d). The blossom By, contains also the edges
(a,c), (b,c) and to is toppy. Therefore, S contains a path P* = (s,...,d,c) that has no edge of
t. It means that at this moment the hinge h(c, b, a) may be restored and S contains amenable paths
(s,...,a,b,c,d)and (s,...,d,c,b,a) including all hinges of ¢ and ts.

O

Figure 7: In case (a) hinge h(z, a,b) is impassable and in case (b) hinge h(f, a, ) is impassable.

In the following three lemmas we prove that vulnerable triangles are edge-disjoint throughout the
algorithm.
Lemma 5. Let t = (a;b, c) be a triangle of type 0 that has an impassable hinge at some point and

shares an edge with a triangle t' # t. Then t' is not vulnerable at this or at any later point of the
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Figure 9: The dotted edges form a blossom (s, 0,p,d, b, c,a, f,i,s). The hinges h(b,c, f),h(f,a,c)
are impassable but safe, therefore not vulnerable. Safe hinges are proved to be lastingly superfluous.

algorithm.

Proof. Since t has an impassable hinge, S contains apath P = (s, ..., f,a,¢,c/, ..., e,b, b ... 0" b a).
Suppose that ¢’ is of type 1, see Figure 10. If ¢’ has the form (a;b,b’), then either (i) a is
processed first and by Lemma 2 ¢ could not have an impassable hinge or (ii) S contains a path
P = (s,...,x,b,a,d,..., f,a,b), which means that d € FE(S) and therefore ¢ cannot have an
impassable hinge. If ¢’ has the form (c; b, '), then ¢’ is toppy and hence cannot be vulnerable either.
If ¢ = (b; a, d), then we can notice that S contains apath P’ = (s,..., f,a,c,c,..., " ¢,b, b, ... b" b),
which shows that ¢’ is toppy and hence also cannot be vulnerable.
Suppose next that ¢’ is a triangle of type 0. Then the only chance for ¢’ to have an impassable hinge
is when ¢ and ¢’ have common top vertices. Hence, t' = (a; b, d). (The case when ¢’ = (a; ¢, d) is sym-
metric.) If ¢’ has a vulnerable hinge, then S contains a path P’ = (s, ..., f,a,d,d’,...,d" d,b,b',...,b" b, a).
But the existence of P and P’ in S implies that S also contains a path
P'=(s,...,f,a,¢e,c ..., e,bb ... 0" b,d,d ..., d", d,a), which proves that both ¢ and ¢’ is
toppy. A toppy triangle of type 0 has by the definition no impassable hinge.
The case when ¢’ is of type 2 has already been considered in Lemma 4. O

Lemma 6. Let t be a triangle of type 1 that shares an edge with a triangle t' # t of type 1 or 2.
Suppose that t is vulnerable. Then t' is not vulnerable at this or at any later point of the algorithm.

Proof. Suppose that t = (z;a,c) and t' = (a;b, ¢) is of type 2 and that (b, d), (¢, f), (x,g), (x,h) are
edges of M \ (tUt'), see Figure 7(a). If ¢ is vulnerable, then it has an impassable hinge and it is either
h(z,a,b) or h = (x,a,c) and hence, S contains one of the paths: P, = (s,..., f,¢,z,g,...,h,x,a)
or P, = (s,...,0,b,a,x,h,...,g,2,¢). If S contains P;, then ¢’ is toppy and by Lemma 4 not
vulnerable. Let us now assume that S contains P,. If ¢ were to be vulnerable too, S would con-
tain a path P; = (s,...,d,b,a) or a path Py = (s,..., f,c,b) (or strictly speaking, S contains a
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Figure 10

P3 = (s,...,d,b) and we cannot extend it by adding ...). As for P3, we can extend it to P; =
(s,...,d,b,c,a,x,g,...,h,x,c, f), whuch is amenable on both ¢ and ¢’ and thus include the hinge
h(z,c, f). Since this point neither ¢ nor ¢’ can be vulnerable. On the other hand, if S contains Py
but not Ps, then h(c, b, d) cannot be impassable, because it is not S-augmenting (as S contains P, it
also contains P} = (s,...,V/,b,d) because by Lemma 3 the hinge h(b', b, d) cannot be impassable.)
Therefore, ¢’ cannot be vulnerable.

Suppose next that t = (¢;b,d) and t' = (a;b,¢) is of type 2 and that (¢, f), (i,d) are edges of
M\ (t Ut'), see Figure 8(a). If ¢ is vulnerable, then, similarly as in the case above, S contains one of
the paths: P, = (s,...,i,d,c, f,...,a,¢c,b)or Po = (s,...,a,b,c,a,..., f,c,d). The first case has
already been considered in Lemma 4. The second means that ¢’ is toppy and by the same lemma, not
vulnerable.

Let us consider next the cases when ¢t = (a; b, ¢) and ¢’ is of type 1. Suppose first that ¢’ = (d; b, ¢).
See Figure 11(a). Let (b,V'), (f,¢), (a,d’), (a,a”), (d,d"), (d,d") denote edges of M \ (tUt"). Since ¢
has an impassable hinge, then S contains exactly one of the paths P, = (s,...,b0,b,a,d,...,d" a,c)
or P, = (s,...,f,c,a,d,...,a" b) (the order of a’,a” is arbitrary - P, might also have the form:
(s,...,f,c,a,ad”,...,a',b)). Assume that it is P;. If ¢’ is to have an impassable hinge too, then
S would have to contain a path P’ = (s,..., b b,d,d’,...,d" d,c). (Note that ¢ cannot have an
impassable hinge because of a path P” = (s,..., f,¢,d,d",d',b).) By combining these two paths via
(b,c) we get an amenable path (s,..., V' b,a,d,...,d" ¢,b,d,d,...,d" d,c, f) that contains the
hinge h(d, ¢, f). This shows that if S contains both P; and P’, then neither ¢ nor ¢’ is vulnerable.

Suppose next that t' = (a;c, f) and let (b, V'), (f,0), (a,a’), (a,a”) denote edges of M \ (tUt').
See Figure 11(b). Suppose that S contains P;. Then ¢’ cannot have an impassable hinge, because S
contains a path (s,b',b,a,d’,...,d" a, f,0). The cases when t' = (b;a,a’) or when t' = (c¢;a,a’)
have already been considered in Lemma 2. O

Lemma 7. Let t be a triangle of type 2 that shares an edge with a triangle t' # t of type 2. Suppose
that t is vulnerable at some point. Then t' is not vulnerable at this or at any later point of the algorithm.

This follows from the proof of Lemma 4.

How can we efficiently recognize that a triangle ¢ = (a;b,¢) of type 1 or 2 is toppy? We can
observe that if S contains an odd/even alternating length path from s to a, then a belongs to O(SS) or
E(S), respectively. On the other hand, the top vertex a of ¢ may belong to corr. O(S) or E(S) when ¢
is not toppy - such cases happen when « is contained in some non-singleton blossom. Let B denote the
most outer blossom containing a. Then it holds, that if B does not contain any edge of ¢, then ¢ is toppy
only if B (as a shrunk vertex) belongs to appropriately O(.S) and E(S). If B contains at least one edge
of ¢, then a belongs to E(S) N O(S) (because each vertex of a blossom belongs to E(.5) N O(S)) but
t sometimes is toppy and sometimes not. It turns out, however, that a blossom B that contains at least
one edge of a vulnerable triangle ¢ of type 1 or 2 has a rather special form described below in Lemma
8.
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Figure 11

Lemma 8. Let t = (a; b, ¢) be a vulnerable triangle of type 1 or 2 with h(t) = h(a,c, f) for t of type
1 and h(t) = h(b,c, f) for t of type 2. Let B be a blossom containing at least one edge of t. Then B
contains all edges of t. Moreover, the base of B is a subblossom By containing b and B contains a
subblossom By containing a. Also, no hinge h(e, €') incident to a with exactly one edge of e, €’ int is
impassable.

Proof. Let (c, f), (b,d) denote edges of M \ t.

Suppose first that ¢ is of type 2. The blossom B cannot contain only the edge (b,c) of the
edges of ¢, because then it would have to go through the hinge h(b,c, f), which is not present in
G2. B may not contain only one of the edges (a,b), (a,c) because then ¢ would have to be toppy
and hence by Lemma 4 not vulnerable. If, on the other hand, B contains both edges (a,b), (a,c)
but not the edge (b, ¢), then ¢t cannot be vulnerable. This follows from the fact that such B has the
form (z,...,d",b,a,...,a,c,f',... x) and by Lemma 3 the hinges h(d',b,d) and h(f’,c, f) are
not impassable. Therefore, we can extend S so that it includes the edges (b, d), (¢, f) and the hinges
h(d',b,d), h(f', ¢, f), which means that none of the hinges h(c, b, d), h(b, ¢, f) is S-augmenting. Also,
at no further point of the algorithm will any of these two edges be S-augmenting, because at the point
when (b, d) or (¢, f) becomes part of some blossom B’ (the processing of B’ is the second (and last)
moment when the algorithm will be examining the hinge (¢, b, d) or the hinge h(b, ¢, f)), this blossom
B’ and B are in the same blossom B”.

Hence, the only form B may take is: B = (z,...,d',b,a,...,a,¢,b,d,... x), where z is the
base of B. We claim that the beginning part of B from z to b going through (d’, b) and the last part
starting from the edge (b, d) and ending on x form a subblossom B; - this follows from the fact that
(d,b) and (d’',b) cannot be disconnected in S, i.e., form a vulnerable hinge h(d’, b, d) by Lemma 3.
On the other hand the part of B from a to a forms another blossom By (whose base is either a; or as,
depending on which of them was processed first), which follows partly from Lemma 4 that proves that
if ¢ has an impassable hinge h(¢') incident to its top and ¢’ is of type 1 or 2, then ¢ is toppy and hence
not vulnerable. Let us also notice that a triangle ¢’ of type 0, whose top is a cannot be vulnerable by
Lemma 1, because b;, c; € E(S), where b;, ¢; denote the endpoints of the edges (a, b), (a, c) of t.

If t is of type 1, h(a, ¢, f) is impassable and ¢ is not toppy, B must have the form
B=(z,...,d bca,...,a,b,d,...,x). The part of B from a to a forms a subblossom Bs, which
follows from Lemma 2, in which we proved that there can’t be a vulnerable hinge incident to the top
of a triangle of type 1. The base of By is either z%ab or ... O

A blossom described in Lemma 8 is called special. An example of a special blossom is depicted
in Figure 12.
It turns out that we do not have to form special blossoms in S to preserve its properties.
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Figure 12: A special blossom B is formed by edges of t = (a; b, ¢), edges of t; = (s; b, d) forming a subblos-
som Bj and edges of ¢ = (a; 0, p) forming a subblossom Bs. The base of Bs is either a; or ay, depending on
which of them was processed first. B is the base of B.

Lemma 9. Let B denote a special blossom in S ont = (a; b, c) of type 1 or 2, whose base is a blossom
containing b and let (b, d) and (c, f) denote edges in M \ t and (b,d") an edge not in M. Let h(B)
denote the following hinge:

1. Ift is of type 2, then h(B) = h(c,b,d) unless G contains a triangle t' = (c;a, f) of type 2, in
which case h(B) = h(d', b, a).

2. Iftisof type 1, then h(B) = h(a,b,d).

Then h(B) is superfluous and remains so as long as t is vulnerable.
Also, for any vertex v € V' N E(S) it holds that if S contained an amenable path P(s,v'), then so
does S\ h(B).

Proof. Assume first that ¢ is a triangle of type 2 and G does not contain ' = (¢; a, f) of type 2. Apart
from the disappearance of the blossom B, the only thing that changes after the removal of h(c, b, d),
is that S now does not contain an even-length alternating path starting with s and ending with (c, a),
but another copy of a - the one contained in (a, b) in G2 still belongs to E(S). Note that this follows
from Lemma 8, which states that the base of B is a subblossom containing b and no hinge of the
form h(b,a,v) is impassable. Otherwise, some more vertices might cease to belong to E(S). If a
subblossom B; containing a has base in the copy of a that is the endpoint of (c, a), then we modify
B4y, so that its base is the endpoint of (b, a).

Suppose now that ¢ is a triangle of type 1. The only thing that changes after the removal of
h(a, b, d) is that S now does not contain an even-length path starting with s and ending with (¢, b) but
S still contains an even length path ending on another copy of b - the one contained in the edge (d, b),
hence b remains in E(.S). If a subblossom B; containing a has base in z¢,, then we modify Bj, so
that its new base is z7;.

Let us now consider the case when G does contain a triangle ' = (c; a, f) of type 2 and when ¢
itself is of type 2, see Figure 12. Now we remove h(d’, b, a) from S. After the removal of this hinge
from S, S does not contain an even length path from s to ¢ ending on (a, ¢). Instead, S still contains
an even-length path ending on ¢ with the edge (f, ¢) - such a path has the form (s,...,d,b, ¢, a, f, c).
In fact, this is the reason for why we remove h(d’, b, a) in this case and not h(c, b, d). If we removed
h(c,b,d, ), then ¢ would stop being toppy and S would not contain an amenable path to f’.

Therefore, h is lastingly superfluous. O

We assume that we do not form special blossoms in S as described in Algorithm 3.

In Lemma 1 we have observed that the edges of a vulnerable triangle ¢ = (a;b, ¢) of type 0 are
contained in one blossom B. We also call a blossom B special (on t).

We have the analogue of Lemma 9:
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Lemma 10. Ler B be a special blossom on a vulnerable triangle t = (a;b,c) of type O such that
h(t) = h(b,a,e). Let (by,b)), (be,b,) € M'. After the removal of hinges h(c,b,b}) and h(c,b, b})
from S (but not from Gs), the alternating s-reachability of S does not change. The hinges h(c,b, b))
and h(c,b,bl) are denoted as h1(B), ha(B).

The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 9.
Lemma 11. A safe hinge is lastingly superfluous.

It follows from the fact that such a hinge never increases the alternating s-reachability of S. A
more detailed proof is given in Section 6.

S Correctness and running time

Lemma 12. If S contains an even length alternating path P(s,v), then it also contains an amenable
even length path P4 (s, v).

Proof. The only possibility for an even length alternating path P(s,v) contained in S not to be non-
amenable would be if there existed a triangle ¢ in G and S contained two edge disjoint paths

P1(s,v1), Pa(s, v2) such that M &(P,UP») is non-amenable on ¢. Note that these paths P (s, v1), Pa(s, v2)

would have to contain all edges of ¢ \ M.

Obviously such a triangle ¢ would have to be of type 1 or 0. However, by Lemma 1 and Corollary
1, it is impossible. Note that by Lemma 1, any two paths containing different sets of edges of ¢ share
at least one edge of M - the one incident to the base a of the blossom containing the edges of ¢.

Also, while reorganizing blossoms and hence attaching paths to a different copy of top vertex of
a triangle, we might spoil amenability of some paths. However, this is prevented by two choices of
reorganization, i.e., by two choices of a hinge h(B). O

Russell [30] proved the following: if a triangle-free 2-matching M is not maximum, then there
always exists an M-augmenting feasible path. In fact, Russell showed that for a given triangle-free
2-matching M that is not maximum, there exists an M -augmenting feasible path P such that any of its
even-length subpaths starting at an endpoint of P is also feasible. We call such a path super-feasible.

Lemma 13. If G contains a super-feasible augmenting path from s to x, then it also contains an
augmenting path from s to x that is amenable on every triangle vulnerable in G.

Proof.

Claim 1. If a super-feasible path P from s to x is non-amenable on a triangle t of type 2 or 1, then we
can modify P by removing some of its edges or changing their order so that it forms a path P’ from s
to x that is amenable on t.
Proof. Lett = (a;b,c) be of type 2.
1. IfP=(s,...,d,a,bt/,...;0 bc,c,....,x), then P = (s,...,d ,a,b,c,c, ..., x).
(

Sy Wb Y L ).

( )
2.IP=(s,...,0" bya,d,....c,c,b, ... ), then P’ =
3. If P = ( )

( )

Syeoyad a b’ o e b b x), then PP = (s,...,d  a,b,e,d . 0 b L
4. IfP = (s,...,b",b,a,d,...;0 bc,d,... ,x), then P = (s,..., 0" b,b,...;d ,a,b,c,c,...
Lett = (a;b, c) be of type 1.
1.IfP=(s,...,0,be,d,....c,c,a,d,...,x), then P/ = (s,...,b,b,c,a,d,..., x).

2.IfP=(s,....,b" bye,d...;d,a,b,b,... x), then P = (s,...,0" 0,0 ... x).
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Figure 13: Vulnerable triangles: ¢1 = (a;b,¢), t2 = (d;e, f), t3 = (n;0,p), t4 = (k;l,m), t5s =
(9:91,92). The vulnerable hinges of these triangles are drawn in red. Hinges drawn in blue are
alternative possibilities of vulnerable hinges, i.e., G5 contains either red hinges and then blue ones are
vulnerable or the other way around. Triangle t5 has two vulnerable hinges h(g1, g,%) and h(ge, g,1),
or alternatively: h(g1,g,j) and h(ge, g, j). The graph G contains two augmenting paths from s - one
infeasible to z and the other feasible to z’.

3. IfP=(s,...,0  bye,d,... .0 ba,d,...,x),then P' = (s,..., 0" bV/,....c,¢c,b,a,d,...
4. P = (s,...,b,b,c,c,...;d  a,e,d ... x), then P' = (s,..., b b,c,a,d,....c" e, d,...
O

Suppose that P is non-amenable on k vulnerable triangles. Let 7},,; denote the set of these tri-
angles. They necessarily must be of type 1 or 2. (A path non-amenable on a triangle of type 0 is
infeasible.) Let ¢; denote the ¢-th triangle on which P is non-amenable and p; the first edge of M N ¢;
on P and ¢; the last edge of ¢; \ M on it. Let us order these triangles according to the occurrences of
the edges p; on P. Let ¢, be the last one among triangles ¢y, ..., t; such that P has form of type 1
or 2 with respect to ¢, in Claim 1. If we remove the part of P between p, and ¢, (either including or
excluding p, and ¢,, depending on the type of modification), then the resulting path is feasible on each
triangle of T3,,;, because we have not removed any p; while leaving ¢;. On the other hand for some
triangle ¢; P may have ceased to be non-amenable on it and then we remove t; from 77,,,;. We continue
this procedure until for all the remaining triangles of 7;,,; path P has form of type 3 or 4 in Claim
1. While P is non-amenable on some triangle ¢ € T,,;, we choose a triangle ¢; such that the subpath
of P between p; and ¢; does not contain both p; and g; of any other triangle ¢; € T, and carry out
the modification from Claim 1. Let us observe that if P is amenable on some vulnerable triangle ¢,
then by performing any of the modifications from Claim 1 for a triangle ¢’ # ¢, P will not become
non-amenable on ¢, because some two edges of ¢ are consecutive on P and vulnerable triangles are
edge-disjoint. O

Theorem 1. If G contains a super-feasible augmenting path starting at s, then at the end of Algorithm
3 structure S contains a path starting at s and ending in a vertex v € V.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that G contains a feasible augmenting path starting at s but S contains
no path starting at s and ending in a vertex in Vs;. This means that (G2 also does not contain any
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alternating path starting at s and ending in V.

In the proof let G2 denote the graph, in which blossoms are not shrunk, i.e., a path can go through
any blossom without limitations.

For a triangle ¢ we define a pole of t as follows. If ¢ is of type 1 or 2, then ¢ has only one pole - its
top vertex. If ¢ is of type 0, then ¢ has two poles - each non-top vertex of ¢ is its pole.

Claim 2. Lett = (a; b, ¢) be a vulnerable triangle of type 0. Let P be any path in G starting at s and
going through t. Then the first vertex of t on P is the top of t and the last vertex of t on P is a pole of
t.

Proof. Since t is not toppy, there cannot exist in GGy a path from s to a pole p of ¢ that does not go
through any edge of ¢. Because then we could extend such a path with an edge (p, a) and obtain that
t is toppy - a contradiction. Since ¢ is vulnerable, the hinges incident to the top of ¢ are removed,
therefore the last vertex of ¢ on a path that goes through some edge of ¢ must be its pole. O

Claim 3. Let p1 be a pole of a vulnerable triangle t1 and p2 a pole of a vulnerable triangle to. Suppose
also that py # pa. Then Go does not contain a path connecting p1 with po that does not go through
any edge of t1 or to.

Proof. It would mean that S contains a new blossom B involving an edge of #; or to. This B contains
neither all edges of ¢; nor all edges of ¢;. Hence B is not special, which implies that at least one of
t1, to is not vulnerable. O

Claim 4. Let t be a vulnerable triangle with a pole p and x a vertex unmatched in M'. Then G2 does
not contain a path from p to x that does not go through any edge of t.

Proof. If such a path existed, then .S would contain a path from s to a vertex in V. O

Let P be an amenable augmenting path from s to v contained in G’. If it does not go through
any hinge that is removed in G, it is wholly contained in G2. Since S has the same alternating s-
reachability as Gg, it follows that S contains a path from s to v. Suppose then that P goes through &
vulnerable hinges h(t1), ..., h(tx) - in this order, starting from s. Each of these hinges is removed in
Go. The part of P from s to h(t;) is contained in Ga. Since t; is vulnerable, it is not toppy in G.
Therefore the first vertex v!(¢1) on P is not a pole of t;. Let P; be the part of P from v!(¢;) to the
last vertex v2(t1) in ;. Then v2(t1) is a pole vertex of ¢;. By Claim 3 the next time P encounters
a vulnerable hinge h(t), the first vertex v!(t) of to on P is not a pole of ty but the last vertex
v2(t) € tg is a pole of t. This means that the last part of P is a path P | between a pole of t
and an unsaturated vertex v. Moreover, P does not contain any edge of ¢; and hence, we obtain a
contradiction with Claim 4.

O

Let n and m denote the number of, correspondingly, vertices and edges in the graph G.
Lemma 14. The running time of Algorithm 3 is O(m).

Proof. The running time of Algorithm 3 is basically the same as that of Algorithm 1 if we run it on
Gs.

Additionally, we need to be able to decide if a hinge is impassable or not. How do we check if a
segment seg(u;, v;) contains an impassable hinge? Assume that (u, v) belongs to at least one triangle.
Otherwise, seg(u;, vj) contains only passable hinges. For each w € E(S U seg™(u;,v;)) \ E(S) the
structure S contains exactly one even-length path P from s to w. In fact, this verification needs to be
carried out only for w = M (B(v;)) and w = M (B(u;)), where B(u;), B(v;) denote outer blossoms
containg u; and v;, respectively. We verify if P is amenable on a triangle ¢ containing (u,v). If P is
non-amenable on ¢ and ¢ is not toppy, then it might be the case that there exists a vulnerable triangle
t’ of type 0 or 1 that shares an edge with ¢. By Lemmas 5, 6 it means that ST contains an even-length
path amenable on ¢ from s to w and therefore, that an examined hinge is passable. In the remaining
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case, an appropriate hinge of seg(u;, v;) is indeed impassable and we remove it from G5. Thus, time
needed to establish if a hinge is passable is constant. Similarly, time needed to carry out line 16 is
constant - we only need to restore a vulnerable hinge of ¢ if ¢ is toppy or shares an edge with another
vulnerable triangle ¢’. (If a hinge stopped being vulnerable because it is not S-augmenting any more,
then we do not need to restore it explicitly.)

O

Corollary 2. A maximum triangle-free 2-matching of G can be computed in O(nm) time.

Proof. We start from any maximal (w.r.t. inclusion) triangle-free 2-matching M. While there exists an
unsaturated vertex v, we run Algorithm 3 to find an amenable augmenting path P starting at v. If such
a path exists, we augment M by applying P to it. If there is no amenable augmenting path starting
at v, then there never will be, so v will not be an endpoint of any other augmenting amenable path.
Thus, in each iteration we either augment M or convince ourselves that the degree of v in M will not
change. Clearly, there can be only O(n) such iterations. O

The above approach could be modified so that it runs in O(|M,p¢|m) time, where M,,,; denotes a
maximum triangle-free 2-matching.

Remarks about the alternating structure S

If a vulnerable triangle ¢ at some point becomes toppy or is discovered as not vulnerable anymore
because it shares an edge with a triangle ¢’ such that S contains a path non-amenable on ¢/, then we
sometimes reorganize .S accordingly. (These modifications are not necessary though.) For example, in
the case shown in Figure 11 (a), the modified S would contain a path (s, V', b,b,a,d’,a”,¢,b,d,d',d",d,c, f).
Similarly, in the case shown in Figure 7 (a) at one point S contains a path P, = (s, f, ¢, b, a) and the
hinge h(c, b, d) is removed. After adding a path (s, f,c,x, g, h,z,a,c) to S, t is discovered as toppy
and then we remove the hinge h(b, c, f) from S (but not from G5) and instead of P; the modified
structure S contains a path P{ = (s, f,c,z,9,h,z,a,c,b,a). Also, of course a hinge h(c,b,d) is
restored.

We also want to point out that in the case of (standard) matchings, the alternating structure S has
the following property: for any even length path P of S starting at s, each of its even-length subpaths
P’ is also contained in S. In the case of triangle-free 2-matchings this property does not hold any
more. This happens in the following situations. If a vulnerable triangle ¢ of type 1 or 2 becomes toppy
by being involved in a blossom, then a vulnerable hinge is restored because of a path P, in S that
is non-standard in this sense. Suppose that S at some point contains a path P, = (s, f,¢,b,a) and
t = (a;b,c) is a triangle of type 2. Then a hinge h(c, b, d) is removed. At some later point .S contains
ablossom B = (s, f,¢,b,a,x,y,s) and t becomes toppy. S will now contain a path (s, y, z, a, ¢, b, d)
going through a restored hinge. However, this path is not an extension of a path (s, f, ¢, z{.., :clg ) which
is also contained in S.

Moreover, S is now allowed to slightly violate the following property: If a path P, uses at least
one edge of a blossom B, then all edges of P, N B form one subpath P’ of P such that one endpoint of
P’ is the base of B. In our case, the satisfied property is slightly modified as follows. If the base of B
is v;, then one endpoint of P’ is v; or the other copy v3_; of v. If the base of B is z%, and t = (a; b, ¢)
is a triangle of type 1, then one endpoint of P’ is ¢, or xZ,.

6 Deferred proofs

Proof of Lemma 1

Proof. 1f t becomes vulnerable when we examine a segment seg(u, v), then SUseg™ (v, v") must con-
tain at this point a path P; of the form (s, ..., f1,€%, fo, ..., f3,€5, f1,..., f5, €%, f6), where e}, e}, €}
denote three edges of ¢, f1, ..., f¢ denote 6 edges of M’ incident to ¢ and seg™ (v,v’) = (f5, €4, f6)-
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Suppose that an even length path P of S from s to a; ends with f; = (d,a;) € M'. W.lo.g. we
may assume that at the moment when we process a; each edge (u,v) of M’ such that v denotes any
copy of b or ¢ or ay satisfies: v is not contained in S or v € E(S). This is because as long as such v is
contained in S and v € O(S) \ E(S), an edge (u,v) cannot be added to S.

We are going to make use of the following claims.

Claim 5. Let e} = (uy,v1), el = (u2,v2), e} = (u3, v3) be three edges of M such that (i) S con-
tains two paths Py = (s,...,u1,v1,...,%,...,u2,v2) and Po» = (s,...,u1,01,...,2,...,u3,vs3)
sharing the same subpath from s to x, (ii) the subpath (vi,...,x,...,uz,v2) of Pj is contained in a

blossom B, which does not contain eé\/f . Then S has no path starting at s that includes all three edges

M _M _M
61 ) 62 ) 63 .

Proof. A path P of S starting at s and using at least one edge of a blossom B has the following
property: all edges of P N B form a subpath P’ of P such that at least one endpoint of P’ is the base

of B. Thus, S cannot contain a path R starting at s that includes all three edges e}/, e?, ¢3!, because
such R would have to contain P» and part of P, and hence violate the above property. O

Claim 6. If at some point S contains a blossom B with j edges of {f1,..., fe} and i > 0 edges of
{e}, e\, ek}, and j > 2i, then t is not vulnerable.

Proof. The existence of such B would means that a path P; from the beginning of the proof cannot be
formed in S, because such P, would have to use some edges of B, leave B, use some edges outside of
B and then again use some edges of B, contradicting thus Claim 5. O

When we process a;, we check if the path P from s to a; can be extended with the edges
(a1,u), (u,u’), where u is the vertex of ¢ and (u,u’) belongs to M. Let us observe that a path
P = P U{(a1,u), (u,u’)} is non-amenable on a triangle ¢’ of type 1 or 0 only if P already con-
tains some edge f; of M incident to a or u and different from (u,u) and (ai,d) (because such a
path has to go through at least two edges of ¢’ \ M). By the assumption from the beginning of the
proof, each f; = (u,v) contained in S satisfies {u,v} N {a,b,c} € E(S). Therefore if some P’
was non-amenable on ¢’ of type 1 or 0, f; would have to be contained in a blossom with no edge of
t. This would imply that S cannot contain P;, by Claim 5. This means that at most one of the paths
P = PU{a,bb}, P, = PU{a,bb"},Ps = Ua,cd}, Py = PU{a,c, "} is non-amenable,
where (b, V'), (b,0"), (¢, ), (¢, "), (a,z) denote edges of M .Suppose it is P U {a,c,¢”}. This can
happen only if ¢ = (x; a, ¢) is a triangle of type 2.

Hence, when processing a1, we extend .S so that it contains at least three of these paths or we form
a blossom that contains between one and two edges of ¢. In the second case we prove that P; cannot
arise in S:

Claim 7. If at some point S contains a blossom B with i edges of {e!, e, €4} and 1 < i < 3, then t
is not vulnerable.

Proof. Suppose that B contains one edge ¢! of ¢ and hence contains f1, e} = (a1, c), fo. B then does
not contain the other edges f3, f4 of M incident to €}. (Otherwise, we are done by the previous claim.)
Suppose that f3 is incident to a and f4 to c. Then at least one of the paths P; = (s, ..., f1,€}, f1) or

Py = (s,..., f2,€}, f3) is amenable and we can extend S and use Claim 5.
Suppose next that B contains two edges of ¢. In this case B contains (a, ¢) and (a, b) but then one
of the edges (b,b), (b,b”) is not contained in B and by Claim 5, ¢ cannot be vulnerable. O

If S contains paths P; — P3, then in order for S to contain P;, S has to contain a blossom B’
with the edges (a, b) and (a, ¢). (This is because S has only one even-length path from s to any vertex
u € E(S) and S contains even length paths Py, P, to xzb and x¢ ., respectively, each of which contains

exactly one of the edges (2%, 2%,), (2%, 25,).) By Claim 7, B’ has to contain all edges of . Let us also

notice that such a blossom cannot have the form B” = (a,b,...,¢,b,...,c,a), i.e., after traversing
the edge (a, b) it cannot jump to the endpoint ¢ of the edge (¢, b) and then go through some edges and
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reach the endpoint ¢ of the edge (c,a). This is because S contains the paths P; and P, and hence
on any path in S the edges (b, b'), (b, b”) can be traversed in the order (b,V',...,b"”,b) or in the order
opposite to it (again because S has only one even-length path from s to any vertex u € E(S) ), i.e.,
before forming B’, a blossom B’ is formed that includes the edges (b, '), (b, b”). This blossom B°
has its base in xzb. O

Proof of Lemma 2

Proof. A path P non-amenable on ¢ can essentially have one of the following four forms:

()P =(s,...,c,c,a,d,...,e,a,b,b),(1i)P = (s,...,c,c,a,d,...,V b a,e),

(i) P = (s,...,d,a,¢c,c ..., b,a,e), (iv)P = (s,...,d,a,¢,c,... e a,bb). The other forms
of a path non-amenable on P are symmetric. We will show that if seg(u;, v;) is a currently examined
segment, then in S U seg™ (u;, v;) only the first form of a path can occur.

Suppose first that among all vertices of ¢, a is processed first. When « is processed it may
form a singleton blossom but it may also belong to a larger blossom (but without any edges of ).
Let us assume that (d,a) € S N M. Clearly, we can then extend S to edges (a,b), (b,0’) and
to edges (a,c), (c,c') along paths amenable on ¢ and amenable on any other triangle ¢'. (A path
Q = (s,...,d,a,b,b) cannot be non-amenable on a triangle ¢’ # ¢ of type 1 or 0, because ¢’ would
have to then be of form (b;e,a) or (x,b,a). In both cases ) would have to contain an edge (b, ¢),
because a path non-amenable on a triangle ¢’ of type 0 or 1 has to contain, respectively, 4 and 6 edges
of M \ t incident to t. Since a is processed first, it means that () does not contain (b, ¢).) We do not
do it an edge (a,b) or (a, c) is not S-augmenting. The only case when we cannot extend S along the
edges (a,b), (b, c) is when e = b’ and thus G contains a triangle (e; a, b) of type 2. If e and V' denote
different vertices, then ¢ forms a blossom in S and we can also extend S along the edge (a, €) - so that
e € E(S). Hence t never becomes vulnerable.

Suppose now that e = V'. In this case we remove the hinge h(a,b,c) but S is extended to the
edge (c,b) via the hinge h(a, ¢,b). We notice that the hinge h(b, b, a) will never become vulnerable
because if it is examined at some later point, S will contain a blossom that includes the edges (a, b)
and (b, V') and hence h(V', b, a) will be safe. This shows that in this case ¢ never becomes vulnerable
(and that a path of form (iii) cannot exist in S U seg™ (u;, vj)).

Suppose next that c is processed first. It can happen because S contains a path P’ ending with
(', ¢) or ending with (b, c). Let us consider first the case when P’ ends with (¢/,¢). Let us notice
that P’ does not contain (b, ¢) because then b would be processed first or the other copy of ¢ would be
processed first.

Claim 8. A path P, = P' U {c, a,e} is amenable. So is a path P» = P' U {c,a,d}

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that P; is non-amenable on t'. The triangle ¢’ cannot be of type 2
(because then (¢, b) and (a, d) would have to be the edges of M \ ¢’ incident to ', which would mean
that ¢/ = ¢ - a contradiction.) If ¢ were to be of type 1, then it would have the form ¢’ = (a; ¢, ¢),
in which case P; could not be non-amenable on it because it goes through (¢/,¢) € M Nt',ort’ =
(c;a,e), see Figure 14. In this case P; cannot be non-amenable because it does not contain (b, c).
t' cannot be a triangle of type 0 either because P’ does not contain (b, ¢) and a path non-amenable
on a triangle ¢’ of type 0 has to contain 6 edges of M incident to ¢’. The proof for the path P, is
symmetric. O

This already shows that in this case no hinge incident to a can be removed and .S cannot contain a
path of form (ii) or of form (iv).

Let us consider next the case when P’ ends with (b, ¢). In this case a path P’ U {c, a, e} can be
non-amenable on a triangle ¢ only if ¢” has the form (¢; a, ¢) and is of type 2. Here the reasoning is
similar as when a is processed first and e = b'. We remove the hinge h(d, a, ¢) from G2 and extend
S along (c,a), (a,c). The hinge h(c, ¢, a) will never become vulnerable, because at the moment it
starts to be S-augmenting, S contains a blossom with the edges (b, ¢), (¢, a), (a, ¢’), which means that
h(c, ¢, a) is safe and hence not vulnerable and thus ¢ cannot become vulnerable.
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If ¢ is toppy, then we can essentially proceed as in the case when a is processed first, because as
we have shown above either no hinge incident to a has been removed (and then we can extend a path
P, from s to a that does not go through any edge of ¢ to the edges (a,b)(b,b’) and (a, c), (¢,)) or ¢
is guaranteed not to be vulnerable. Note that in the case when a vulnerable triangle of type 1 becomes
toppy, a restored hinge h may be contained in a path P, of S that goes through some blossom in a
non-standard way - see, for example Figure 6 (a). A similar situation happens for some vulnerable

triangles of type 2. We write more about it in Section 5. O
d
¢ < (_l/
—
b

SN

Figure 14: Two triangles of type 1 that share an edge connecting their top vertices. None of such
triangles can become vulnerable.

Proof of Lemma 11.

Proof. Case I Let h(e,e’) = h(x,a,b) be a hinge such that (a, b) is contained in a triangle ¢t = (a; b, ¢)
of type 2 and (z, a) is contained in a different triangle ¢’. Suppose that (b2, d1), (a1,¢1) € M’ \ t. This
means that by and a; belong to the same blossom. It suffices to prove that no hinge incident to by
is impassable. Suppose to the contrary that some hinge h(y, b, d) is impassable on a triangle t”. By
Lemma 3 we know that ¢ cannot be a triangle of type 2. If ¢ were to be of type 1, then it would
have to have the form ¢ = (y; a,b). However, since by and a1 belong to the same blossom, the hinge
h(y, b, d) is not S-augmenting and hence, cannot be impassable.

Case 2 Let h(e,e’) = h(c,b,a) be a hinge inside a triangle ¢t = (a; b, ¢) of type 2. Suppose that
(ba,d1), (a1,c1) € M'\ t. This means that bs and a; belong to the same blossom. It suffices to prove
that no hinge incident to a9 is impassable or that even if it is impassable, its addition would not increase
the alternating s-reachability of .S. Suppose to the contrary that some hinge h(y, a, c) is impassable
on a triangle ¢”. If ¢” is of type 1, it has the form (y;a,b). But since a; and by belong to the same
blossom, the hinge h(y, a, ¢) cannot be S-augmenting. If ¢’ = (b;a,d) is of type 2, then h(y, a, c)
may be impassable on ¢”. In this case, however, we prove that no hinge incident to ds is impassable on
t3. By Lemma 3 t35 cannot be of type 2 and ¢3 cannot be of type 1 because S does not contain a path
(s,...,a,b) that does not go through (d, z) € M \ t".

Case 3 1If h(e, €’) is a hinge inside a triangle of type 1, then the proof is similar. O
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