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Abstract

A matching is said to be disconnected if the saturated vertices induce a disconnected subgraph

and induced if the saturated vertices induce a 1-regular graph. The disconnected and induced

matching numbers are defined as the maximum cardinality of such matchings, respectively, and

are known to be NP-hard to compute. In this paper, we study the relationship between these two

parameters and the matching number. In particular, we discuss the complexity of two decision

problems; first: deciding if the matching number and disconnected matching number are equal;

second: deciding if the disconnected matching number and induced matching number are equal.

We show that given a bipartite graph with diameter four, deciding if the matching number and

disconnected matching number are equal is NP-complete; the same holds for bipartite graphs with

maximum degree three. We characterize diameter three graphs with equal matching number and

disconnected matching number, which yields a polynomial time recognition algorithm. Afterwards,

we show that deciding if the induced and disconnected matching numbers are equal is co-NP-

complete for bipartite graphs of diameter 3. When the induced matching number is large enough

compared to the maximum degree, we characterize graphs where these parameters are equal, which

results in a polynomial time algorithm for bounded degree graphs.
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1 Introduction

A matching M of a graph G = (V,E) is a subset M ⊆ E of the edges of G such that no two edges in

M share a common endpoint. The set V (M) contains all endpoints of edges of M , which are called

saturated vertices. In an abuse of notation, we write G[M ] for the induced subgraph G[V (M)]. A

matching M is maximal if there is no other matching M ′ such that M ( M ′ and maximum if there

is no other matching M ′ of G such that |M ′| > |M |. The number of edges in a maximum matching of

a graph G is called the matching number, denote by ν(G). A matching saturating all vertices of G is

perfect.

Matchings have been the subject of several studies in both structural and algorithmic graph the-

ory. It is a well-known fact that the size of a maximum matching can be computed efficiently [14].

Requiring further properties of a matching leads to restricted matchings: A matching M is said to

be a P-matching if G[M ] satisfies property P. The P matching number is defined as the size of a

maximum P-matching. The complexity of deciding whether or not a graph admits a P-matching

of given size has been investigated for many different properties P over the years, including acyclic

matchings [19, 29], degenerate matchings (generalization of acyclic matchings) [1], induced match-

ing [6, 26, 28], connected matchings [8], uniquely restricted matchings [20] and disconnected match-

ings [19, 21]. It appears natural to compare the P matching number of a given graph for different

properties, which results in the following decision problem: Decide if, for two different properties, the

corresponding P matching numbers of a given graph are equal. The following problems are known

to be NP-hard: Determining the equality of the induced and uniquely restricted matching numbers

on bipartite graphs [16], uniquely restricted and acyclic matching numbers [17], induced and acyclic

matching numbers on graphs of maximum degree four [16], and unrestricted matching and uniquely

restricted matching numbers [17]. However, regarding comparing the induced matchings and unre-

stricted matchings, Kobler and Rotics characterized the graphs with identical matching number and

induced matching number, yielding a polynomial time algorithm to recognize these graphs. [25]

In this paper, we are particularly interested in (unrestricted) matchings, induced matchings and

disconnected matchings.

A matching M is said to be induced if G[M ] is a 1-regular graph or empty. Deciding if a given

graph admits an induced matching of a given size is a well-known NP-complete problem [6]; the size

of the largest induced matching in a graph G is the induced matching number, denoted by νs(G). The

hardness of computing this parameter extends to several graph classes, such as bipartite graphs with

degree 4 [31], cubic planar graphs [24], 4k-regular graphs for k ≥ 1 [32], subcubic bipartite graphs [27],

planar bipartite graphs where each vertex in one partition set has degree 2 and each vertex in the

other partition set has degree 3 [23]. In [25], hardness is also shown for Hamiltonian graphs, claw-free

graphs, chair-free graphs, line graphs, and d-regular graphs for d ≥ 5. NP-completeness is shown

for star-convex bipartite graphs and perfect elimination in [30]. Finally, the problem is shown to be

APX-Complete in d-regular graphs for each d ≥ 3 in [13]. On the other hand, efficient algorithms have

been shown for several graph classes. Results include a linear-time algorithm for chordal graphs [3]

and polynomial time algorithms for weakly chordal graphs [9], permutation and trapezoid graphs [5],

circular-convex bipartite graphs and triad-convex bipartite [30], asteroidal-triple-free graphs [7, 11],

interval-filament graphs [7] and hexagonal graphs [15].

A matching is said to be disconnected if G[M ] is disconnected or empty. The size of the largest

disconnected matching in a graph G is called the disconnected matching number, denoted by νd(G).
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The complexity of finding a disconnected matching of a given size was first asked in [19]. Motivated

by this question, the authors of [22] showed that deciding if a disconnected matching of a given size

exists is NP-complete. In fact, they proved that finding a matching of size k that induces a graph

with at least c connected components (a so called c-disconnected matching) is NP-complete for every

fixed c > 1 even for bipartite graphs of diameter four. For simplicity, we define the empty matching

as c-disconnected for every c ∈ N. The c-disconnected matching number is the size of the largest

c-disconnected matching, denoted by νd,c(G). Note that νd,i(G) ≥ νd,i+1(G) for every i ≥ 1 and

νd,c(G) > 0 if and only if c ≤ νs(G). For every graph G and ℓ = νs(G), it holds that:

ν(G) = νd,1(G) ≥ νd,2(G) ≥ · · · ≥ νd,ℓ−1(G) ≥ νd,ℓ(G) = νs(G) (1)

As mentioned before, deciding if νs(G) = ν(G) is in P [25]. However, the complexities of deciding the

equality between the other (disconnected) matching numbers were unknown. In this paper, we close

that gap. Mainly, we consider two decision problems: First, deciding if the matching number and

disconnected matching number are equal (decision problem ν = νd). More general, we consider for

two fixed parameters i and j the decision problem νd,i = νd,j, i.e. deciding if the i-disconnected and

the j-disconnected matching numbers are equal. And second, deciding if the disconnected matching

number and induced matching number are equal (decision problem νd = νs).

First, we show NP-completeness of the decision problem ν = νd for two graph classes – bipartite

graphs with diameter four and bipartite graphs with maximum degree three. We extend this result

with two corollaries: For fixed i ≥ 2, the decision problem ν = νd,i is NP-complete for bipartite graphs

with diameter 4. For fixed i and j with 2 ≤ i < j, the decision problem νd,i = νd,j is NP-hard for

bipartite graphs with diameter 3. For graphs with diameter three, we characterize those with equal

matching number and disconnected matching number and conclude that the decision problem ν = νd

is in P for diameter three graphs.

Second, we show that the decision problem νd = νs is co-NP-complete for bipartite graphs of diame-

ter 3. We characterizes all graphs G with νs(G) = νd(G) if νs(G) ≥ 2∆(G), resulting in a polynomial

time algorithm for bounded degree graphs. Table 1 gives an overview of our main results.

Table 1: Main results

Problem Complexity Graph class Proof

ν = νd NP-complete Bipartite and diameter 4 Theorem 1

ν = νd NP-complete Bipartite and ∆ = 3 Theorem 6

ν = νd P Diameter 3 Theorem 14

νs = νd co-NP-complete Bipartite and diameter at most 3 Theorem 17

νs = νd P Bounded degree Theorem 23

Finally, we show that, for every finite non-increase sequence of natural numbers β1, . . . , βk with

βk ≥ k there exists a graph G with νd,i(G) = βi for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. This result implies that the

differences between adjacent elements of the inequalities presented in Equation 1 are arbitrary.

When there is no ambiguity of which graph we are referring to, we may write νs, νd, νd,i and ν

instead of νs(G), νd(G), νd,i(G) and ν(G).
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2 Preliminaries

We use standard nomenclatures and basic concepts of graph theory as in [2, 4], complexity theory as

in [18], and parameterized complexity as in [12].

For a set C, we say that A,B ⊆ C is a partition of C if A ∩ B = ∅ and A ∪ B = C; we denote a

partition of C into A and B by A∪̇B = C. For an integer k, we define [k] = {1, . . . , k}.

In this paper, we only use finite, simple, and undirected graphs. Let G = (V,E) be a graph and

W ⊆ V a subset of its vertices. Sometimes, we also use V (G) and E(G) to denote the set of vertices

and edges of G. Moreover, when there is no ambiguity, we use n = |V (G)| and m = |E(G)| for a

graph G. An edge e is a pair of vertices {u, v} and u, v are called endpoints of e. We can equivalently

write this edge as uv or as vu. We say that G[W ] is the subgraph of G induced by W ⊆ V . That

is, G[W ] = (W,EW ), such that EW contains an edge e ∈ E if and only if |e ∩ W | = 2. Also, the

operations G−uv and G− v produce, respectively, the graphs G′ = (V,E \{uv}) and G[V \{v}]. The

degree of vertex v ∈ V is the number of edges of E incident to v and ∆(G) is the maximum vertex

degree among all vertices of G. A graph G is subcubic if ∆(G) ≤ 3.

Two graphs G and H are isomorphic if there is a bijection f : V (G) → V (H) such that uv ∈ E if

and only if f(u)f(v) ∈ E(H). In G, a sequence of vertices v1 . . . vk is a path if vjvj+1 ∈ E(G) for every

1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. A cycle is a path where k ≥ 3 and vk = v1. The length of a cycle or a path is defined

as the number of edges it contains. A graph is acyclic if there is no induced subgraph isomorphic to

a cycle. The distance between two vertices u, v is the length of the shortest path between u and v.

The diameter of a connected graph G is the longest distance between any pair of vertices u, v ∈ V .

Furthermore, G is connected if there is a path between every pair of its vertices, and disconnected,

otherwise. A (connected) component of G is a subgraph G[W ] for a maximal set W ⊆ V subject to

G[W ] is connected.

The set W is a separator of G if G −W has more connected components than G. Besides, W is

minimal if there is no other separator S ( W in G. The open neighborhood and closed neighborhood

of a vertex u ∈ V are denoted by N(u) and N [u] respectively, where N(u) = {w | wu ∈ E} and

N [u] = N(u) ∪ {u}. Analogously, we define N(W ) = (
⋃

u∈W N(u)) \W and N [W ] = N(W ) ∪W .

A graph G is complete if E contains an edge for every pair of vertices of V . In this case, we can

write this graph as Kn, n = |V |. A subset S ⊆ V (G) is a clique if G[S] is complete. If all vertices

of G have degree k, then G is k-regular. We denote by Pn and Cn the path and cycle graphs, that

are isomorphic to a path and a cycle with n vertices, respectively. The set W is an independent set

if G[W ] has no edges. A graph G is bipartite if its vertices can be partitioned into two independent

sets V1 and V2. In this case, we also use the notation G = (V1∪̇V2, E) and say G is bipartite with

partition V1∪̇V2. When E contains all possible edges between elements of V1 and V2, we say that G is

a complete bipartite graph. We denote by Ka,b the complete bipartite graph with a vertices in one set

of the partition and b vertices in the other.
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3 νd = ν?

Theorem 1. Given a bipartite graph with diameter 4, deciding if ν = νd is NP-complete.

The decision problem ν = νd is clearly in NP. In order to prove NP-hardness, we describe a

reduction from the NP-complete problem Exact Cover By 3-Sets [18]. This problem consists

in, given two sets X = {x1, . . . , x3q} and C = {C1, . . . , C|C|}, |C| ≥ q, such that C contains 3-element

subsets of X, decide if there exists a subset C′ ⊆ C such that every element of X occurs in exactly one

member of C′. We call a subset C′ ⊆ C an exact cover of X, if X is the disjoint union of the sets in C′.

Given such an instance (C,X) of Exact Cover By 3-Sets, we build the graph G as follows:

(I) Generate a complete bipartite subgraph H isomorphic to Kq,|C|. Let VH be the partition set

of size |C| of H and we label its vertices as {hj : Cj ∈ C}. Let V ′
H be the other partition set.

(II) For each Cj ∈ C, generate a copy of P3 whose endpoints are labeled u+j and u−j . Connect the

other vertex, uj, to hj .

(III) For each xi ∈ X, generate the subgraph Yi isomorphic to Kfi,fi−1, where fi is the number of

triples in C that contain the element xi. Moreover, label the vertices of the bipartition of size

fi as {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj, Cj ∈ C}. Add the edges {uiwi,j : xi ∈ Cj , Cj ∈ C}. Let W+
i and W−

i be

the set of vertices of bipartitions of size fi and fi − 1, respectively.

(IV) Add two copies of K2, whose vertices are labeled {t+, t−} and {b+, b−}. Connect b− to all

vertices in
{

u−j : Cj ∈ C
}

∪
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i and t− to all vertices in VH ∪ {u+j : Cj ∈ C}.

See Figure 1 for an example of the reduction. Note that G is indeed bipartite with partition sets

V1 =
⋃

xi∈X
W−

i ∪ {uj : Cj ∈ C} ∪ V ′
H ∪ {b−, t−} and V2 =

⋃

Cj∈C
N(uj) ∪ {t+, b+}.

t−

t+

b−

b+

h1 h2 h3 h4

u1
u+1
u−1

u2
u+2
u−2

u3
u+3
u−3

u4
u+4
u−4

w1,1 w2,1 w3,1w1,2 w2,2 w4,2w1,3 w2,3 w5,3w4,4 w5,4 w6,4

Figure 1: Reduction graph for the input X = {x1, . . . , x6} and C = {C1, C2, C3, C4} = {{x1, x2, x3},
{x1, x2, x4}, {x1, x2, x5}, {x4, x5, x6}}, including a maximum matching corresponding to the exact
cover C′ = {{x1, x2, x3}, {x4, x5, x6}}.
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Lemma 2. A maximum matching of G has size |V1| = 4|C| − 2q + 2 and saturates all vertices of V1.

Proof. Since G is bipartite and |V1| = 4|C| − 2q + 2, it is enough to define a matching that saturates

V1. Let M be the union of four sets, S1 = {b+b−, t+t−}, S2 = {uju
+
j : Cj ∈ C}, S3 consisting of q

disjoint edges of H, and S4 containing fi − 1 disjoint edges of Yi for each xi ∈ X. The matching M

saturates all vertices in V1, completing the proof of Lemma 2.

Note that for every maximum matching M the graph G[M ] has at most two components, since

every vertex of G is adjacent to t− or b− and t−, b− ∈ V1.

Lemma 3. The instance (X, C) of Exact Cover By 3-sets is a YES-instance if and only if

ν(G) = νd(G).

Proof. (⇒): Let (X, C) be a YES-instance of Exact Cover By 3-sets and let C′ ⊆ C be an exact

cover of X. We construct the matching M as follows.

1. Add the edges b−b+ and t−t+.

2. Choose q many edges from H that saturate all vertices in {hj : Cj ∈ C′}.

3. For every Cj ∈ C, we choose the edge uju
+
j if Cj ∈ C′ and uju

−
j otherwise.

4. For every xi ∈ X, choose the edges of a perfect matching of the complete bipartite graph Yi−wi,j,

where j is the unique index such that xi ∈ Cj and Cj ∈ C′.

Since M saturates all vertices in V1, it is a maximum matching. To show that M is disconnected,

consider the set U := {t−, t+} ∪
⋃

Cj∈C′{hj , uj , u
+
j } ∪ V ′

H , containing only saturated vertices. Since

NG[U ] \ U = {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj ∈ C′} ∪ {u−j : Cj ∈ C′} ∪ {hj : Cj ∈ C \ C′}, the vertices in U have no

neighbors outside of U that are saturated. Hence M is indeed disconnected, where one component

contains the vertices of U and the other component the remaining saturated vertices.

(⇐): Let ν(G) = νd(G). Lemma 2 implies the existence of a disconnected matching M that sat-

urates all vertices of V1. The vertices t− and b− are contained in V1 and hence saturated by M . Every

edge of G is adjacent to either t− or b−, implying G[M ] has exactly two connected components, each

containing one of those two vertices.

Since V ′
H ⊆ V1, M saturates all vertices of V ′

H , implying that at least q many vertices of VH are

saturated. Let J = {j : Cj ∈ C, hj ∈ V (M)} be the indices of the saturated vertices in {h1, . . . , h|C|} =

VH , where |J | ≥ q. Since uj ∈ V1 for every Cj ∈ C, uj is saturated by M . Hence for all j ∈ J , uj is in

the same component of G[M ] as t−.

For every j ∈ J , none of the vertices in N(uj)∩
(
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i

)

can be saturated by M , since otherwise

G[M ] would contain a path from t− to b−. Hence there are at least 3|J | many non-saturated vertices

in
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i .

On the other hand, for every xi ∈ X, W−
i ⊆ V1, and since |W−

i | = |W+
i | − 1, at most one vertex

in W+
i is not saturated by M . Together, at most 3q many vertices in

⋃

xi∈X
W+

i are not saturated.

The previous two arguments imply that exactly 3q many vertices in
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i are not saturated

– one per W+
i – and those vertices are

⋃

j∈J

[

N(uj) ∩
(
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i

)]

. Hence
⋃

j∈J Cj = X and |J | = q,

implying C′ = {Cj : j ∈ J} is an exact cover of X.
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To receive a graph with diameter 4, add a vertex u and connect it to all vertices in V1. Lets call

this graph G′. Since every vertex is adjacent to u or has a neighbor adjacent to u, G′ has diameter 4.

Note that ν(G′) = ν(G) = |V1| and since the vertex u can’t be saturated by a disconnected matching,

νd(G′) = νd(G). Hence ν(G′) = νd(G′) if and only if ν(G) = νd(G). This concludes the proof of

Theorem 1.

Lemma 4. For fixed i ≥ 2, deciding if ν = νd,i is NP-complete for bipartite graphs with diameter 4.

Proof. The decision problem is clearly in NP. To show NP-hardness, we adjust the graph G by adding

i− 2 copies of K2 consisting of the vertices u1, . . . , ui−2, v1, . . . , vi−2 and the edges u1v1, . . . , ui−2vi−2.

Further more, we add a vertex u adjacent to V1 ∪ {v1, . . . , vi−2}, resulting in a new graph G1. The

graph G1 has bipartition V ′
1∪̇V

′
2 , where V ′

1 = V1∪{v1, . . . , vi−2} and V ′
2 = V2∪{u, u1, . . . , ui−2}. Since

every vertex in V (G1) \ {u} is either adjacent to u or has a neighbor adjacent to u, the graph G1

has diameter 4. Obviously ν(G1) = |V ′′
1 | = ν(G) + (i − 2). Observe that any matching in G1 that

saturates the vertex u is connected. Therefore, for i ≥ 2, any maximum i-disconnected matching of

G1 consists of a maximum disconnected matching of G and the edges u1v1, . . . , ui−2vi−2, implying

νd,i(G1) = νd(G1) + i− 2. Since ν(G1) = ν(G) + (i − 2) and νd,i(G1) = νd(G1) + i − 2, it holds that

ν(G1) = νd,i(G1) if and only if ν(G) = νd(G). Applying Lemma 3 concludes the proof of Lemma 4.

Lemma 5. For fixed i and j with 2 ≤ i < j, deciding if νd,i = νd,j is NP-hard for bipartite graphs

with diameter 3.

Proof. We adjust the graph G by adding j − 2 copies of K2 consisting of the vertices u1, . . . , uj−2,

v1, . . . , vj−2 and the edges u1v1, . . . , uj−2vj−2 and by adding another copy of K2 with vertices u, v. We

connect u to every vertex in V ′
1 := V1∪{v1, . . . , vj−2} and v to every vertex in V ′

2 := V2∪{u1, · · · , uj−2},

resulting in a new bipartite graph G2 with the partition classes V ′
1 and V ′

2 and diameter 3. Observe

that any matching that saturates u or v is connected. Hence νd,i(G2) = νd,i(G2−u−v) and νd,j(G2) =

νd,j(G2−u−v). The graph G2−u−v consists of j−1 components, namely j−2 many K2 components

and G. It follows immediately, that G2 − u − v has a j-disconnected matching of size ν(G2) if and

only if ν(G) = νd(G) and hence νd,i(G2) = νd,j(G2) if and only if ν(G) = νd(G).

4 νd = ν for ∆ ≤ 3?

In the previous chapter we described a reduction from Exact Cover By 3-Sets to the decision

problem νd(G) = ν(G), where an instance (C,X) was reduced to a bipartite graph G. Now, we refine

our previous reduction such that the graph generated is not only bipartite but also subcubic. This

implies the following:

Theorem 6. Given a subcubic bipartite graph, deciding if ν = νd is NP-complete.

Let (C,X) be an instance of Exact Cover By 3-Sets. Recall that |X| = 3q. Note that we can

assume |C| ≥ q ≥ 2, since otherwise the instance is efficiently solvable. We construct a graph F of

maximum degree three such that νd(F ) = ν(F ) if and only if (C,X) is a YES-instance. For better

understandability, we first show graphically the transformation from G to F , where G is the graph of

the previous chapter according to (I) – (IV) for the instance (C,X). Afterwards, we formally define

F and validate the reduction.

7



Initially, we choose F as a copy of G and modify it step-by-step. The degree of the vertices t−

and b− is of course too large. We are going to replace the edges t−t+ and b−b+ with subgraphs. For

simplicity, this will be the last step. To avoid confusion, label t−, t+, b−, b+ in F as t∗, t∗∗, b∗, b∗∗,

respectively.

4.1 Replace H isomorphic to Kq,|C| with the subgraph H(q, |C|)

In F , we replace the complete bipartite subgraph H isomorphic to Kq,|C| with a new subgraph H(q, |C|)

(see example in Figure 3).

The graph H(q, |C|) is constructed as follows:

(i) For each k ∈ [q] generate a path Qk isomorphic to P2|C|−1. Declare one of its end-vertices as the

first vertex implying a natural order of the vertices.

(ii) For each j ∈ [|C|] generate a path Rj isomorphic to P2q−1 with “first” vertex c∗j , implying a

natural order of the vertices of Rj .

(iii) For each j ∈ [|C|] and k ∈ [q] add an edge between the (2j−1)th vertex of Qk and the (2k−1)th

vertex of Rj .

Let the set B contain the first, third, fifth, . . . vertex of each path Q1, . . . , Qq and A all the other

vertices of Q1, . . . , Qq. Let C contain the first, third, fifth, . . . vertex of each path R1, . . . , R|C| and D

all the other vertices of R1, . . . , R|C|.

Figure 2 shows a H(3, 5), where A,B,C,D contain the vertices of the first, second, third and fourth

row, respectively.

To receive H(q, |C|) from Kq,|C|, graphically and simplified speaking, we replace the vertices of

degree q in Kq,|C| with paths of length 2q− 1, we replace the vertices of degree |C| in Kq,|C| with paths

of length 2|C| − 1 and we distribute the original edges between the first, third, fifth, . . . vertices of

those paths.

Figure 2: H(3, 5)

After replacing H with H(q, |C|), we adjust the adjacent edges (see Figure 3). In G each vertex hj

of the partition of size |C| of H is adjacent to t− and uj . In F we connect every vertex in A of H(q, |C|)

to t∗ and for each j ∈ [|C|] we add an edge between c∗j and uj. Note that we modify F step-by-step,

the vertex t∗ is not in the final graph.

In the following subsections, we use the following graph:

Definition 7. Given k ∈ N and a label v, the graph Π(k, v) has the vertices vℓ,1, vℓ,2, vℓ,3, vℓ,4 for every

ℓ ∈ [k]. Afterwards, we add 2k − 1 many edges such that v1,1v1,2v2,1v2,2 · · · vk,1vk,2 is a path of length

2k and 2k many edges such that vℓ,2vℓ,3vℓ,4 is a path of length three for every ℓ ∈ [k] (see Figure 4).
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h1

u1

h2

u2

h3

u3

h4

u4

h5

u5

t−

c∗1 c∗2 c∗3 c∗4 c∗5

t∗

Figure 3: Example for q = 3 and |C| = 5: H ∼= K3,5 → H(3, 5)

v1,2v1,1

v1,3v1,4

v2,2v2,1

v2,3v2,4

v3,2v3,1

v3,3v3,4

v4,2v4,1

v4,3v4,4

vk,2vk,1

vk,3vk,4

Figure 4: Π(v, k)

4.2 Replace the P3 u+
j uju

−
j with the subgraph Uj

In G, for each Cj ∈ C, the vertex uj has the neighbors hj , u
+
j , u−j and three neighbors in

⋃

xi∈X
W+

i ,

namely the vertices wi,j for all xi ∈ Cj . In F , we replace the P3 u+j uju
−
j with the subgraph Uj , which

contains a Π(4, uj), a P3 u+j u
j
5,1u

−
j and the edge u

j
4,2u

j
5,1 (see Figure 5).

Now we add the edges u+j t
∗ and u−j b

∗, like in G. We connect u
j
4,3 to c∗j and we add three edges

such that each vertex in
{

u
j
1,3, u

j
2,3, u

j
3,3

}

is adjacent to exactly one vertex in {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj} and vice

versa.

uj

u+j

u−j

b−

t−hj

u
j
1,3 u

j
2,3 u

j
3,3

u
j
4,3

u
j
5,1

u+j

u−j

b∗

t∗c∗j

Figure 5: u+j uju
−
j → Uj

4.3 Replace Yi isomorphic to Kfi,fi−1 with Y ′
i isomorphic to P2fi−1

For each xi ∈ X the graph G contains the subgraph Yi isomorphic to Kfi,fi−1, where fi is the number

of triples in C containing xi. In F , we replace Yi with a path Y ′
i isomorphic to P2fi−1 (see Figure

6). Like in G, let W+
i ∪̇W−

i be the bipartition of Y ′
i , where |W+

i | = fi and W−
i = fi − 1. As in G,

we label the vertices of the larger bipartition W+
i as {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj ∈ C} (arbitrary but fixed) and

keep the edges between
{

u
j
1,3, u

j
2,3, u

j
3,3

}

and {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj} as defined in the previous step. In G, all

vertices of the partition of size fi of Yi are adjacent to b−. In F , only the end-vertices of the path Y ′
i

9



are adjacent to b∗ to receive degree at most three for all vertices of the path Y ′
i in F . For fi ≥ 2, let

w∗
i and w∗∗

i be those end-vertices of the path Y ′
i . Note, if fi = 1, the unique vertex of Y ′

i , say w∗
i , is

adjacent to b∗.

b−b−b−b− b∗

w∗
i w∗∗

i

Figure 6: Example for fi = 5: Yi in G → Y ′
i in F

4.4 Replace t∗t∗∗ and b∗b∗∗ with Πt and Πb, respectively

Now t∗ and b∗ are the only vertices of F with degree larger three. Besides t∗∗, the vertex t∗ is adjacent

to all vertices in A and u+j for each Cj ∈ C in F , implying Q := dF (t∗) − 1 = q(|C| − 1) + |C|. In F ,

we replace the edge t∗t∗∗ with the subgraph Πt = Π(Q, t) (Definition 7, Figure 7) and add Q many

edges such that each vertex in {tk,3 : k ∈ [Q]} is adjacent to exactly one vertex in A ∪ {u+j : Cj ∈ C}

and vice versa.

Analogously for b∗. Besides b∗∗, the vertex b∗ is adjacent to u−j for each Cj ∈ C and to the end-

vertices w∗
i , w

∗∗
i of Y ′

i (one end-vertex w∗
i if fi = 1) for each xi ∈ X in F , implying Q′ := dF (b∗)− 1 =

|C|+
∑

xi∈X
min{fi, 2}. In F , we replace the edge b∗b∗∗ with the subgraph Πb = Π(Q′, b) (Definition 7)

and add Q′ many edges such that each vertex in {w∗
i : xi ∈ X}∪{w∗∗

i : xi ∈ X, fi ≥ 2}∪{u−j : Cj ∈ C}

is adjacent to exactly one vertex in {b1,3, . . . , bQ′,3} and vice versa.

t∗ t∗∗

Q

t1,2t1,1

t1,3

t1,4

t2,2t2,1

t2,3

t2,4

t3,2t3,1

t3,3

t3,4

tQ,2tQ,1

tQ,3

tQ,4

Figure 7: Replace the edge t∗t∗∗ in F with Πt

Now F has maximum degree three. This concludes the construction of F .

4.5 Compact definition of F

Using the subgraphs defined in the previous four subsections and the corresponding labeling of the

vertices, we give a short definition of F , summarizing the previous subsections.

Given the instance (C,X) of Exact Cover By 3-Sets with |C| ≥ q ≥ 2, the graph F is

constructed as follows:

(I) Generate the subgraph H(q, |C|) (see 4.1).

10



(II) For every Ci ∈ C, generate the subgraph Uj (see 4.2) and add an edge between the vertices

u
j
4,3 and c∗j .

(III) For each xi ∈ X, generate the subgraph Y ′
i isomorphic to P2fi−1, where fi is the number of

triples in C that contains the element xi (see 4.3). Add edges between the sets {uj1,3, u
j
2,3, u

j
3,3}

and {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj} such that each vertex in {uj1,3, u
j
2,3, u

j
3,3} is adjacent to exactly one vertex

in {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj} and vice versa.

(IV) Add the subgraphs Πt = Π(Q, t) and Πb = Π(Q′, b), where Q = q(|C| − 1) + |C| and Q′ =

|C| +
∑

xi∈X
min{fi, 2} (see 4.4). Add edges such that each vertex in A ∪ {u+1 , . . . , u

+
|C|} is

adjacent to exactly one vertex in {t1,3, . . . , tQ,3} and vice versa. Add edges such that each

vertex in {w∗
i : xi ∈ X} ∪ {w∗∗

i : xi ∈ X, fi ≥ 2} ∪ {u−j : Cj ∈ C} is adjacent to exactly one

vertex in {b1,3, . . . , bQ′,3} and vice versa.

Note that there are many different ways to add the edges in (III) and (IV). The specific way is not

relevant in the proof and, for simplicity, we do not name the edges specifically.

For the instance (C,X) with X = {x1, . . . , x6} and C = {{x1, x2, x3}, {x1, x2, x4}, {x1, x2, x5},

{x4, x5, x6}} from the last chapter, one possible graph F can be seen in Figure 8.

Figure 8: The graph F for X = {x1, . . . , x6} and C = {{x1, x2, x3}, {x1, x2, x4}, {x1, x2, x5},
{x4, x5, x6}}

4.6 Proof of Theorem 6

The proof consists of three parts. First, we determine the matching number of F and show that

νd(F ) = ν(F ) if (C,X) is a YES-instance. Second, we show that, for a disconnected matching M

11



of size ν(F ), F [M ] has exactly two components. Third, we show that (C,X) is a YES-instance if

νd(F ) = ν(F ) and conclude the proof of Theorem 6.

By construction, F has maximum degree three. Also, F is indeed bipartite with the bipartition

V1∪̇V2 where

V1 = B ∪D ∪
⋃

Cj∈C,k∈[5]

{

u
j
k,1

}

⋃

Cj∈C,k∈[4]

{

u
j
k,3

}

∪
⋃

xi∈X

W−
i ∪

⋃

k∈[Q]

{tk,1, tk,3} ∪
⋃

k∈[Q′]

{bk,1, bk,3}

and V2 contains all the remaining vertices.

Lemma 8. The graph H(q, |C|) has matching number ν(H(q, |C|)) = |C|(2q − 1) and for any subset S

of {c∗1, c
∗
2, . . . , c

∗
|C|} with cardinality |C| − q, there exists a maximum matching of H(q, |C|) saturating

none of the vertices in S but all other vertices.

Proof. H(q, |C|) is bipartite with bipartitions of cardinality |C|(2q − 1) and (2|C| − 1)q, implying

ν(H(q, |C|)) ≤ |C|(2q − 1).

Let S ⊆ {c∗1, c
∗
2, . . . , c

∗
|C|} of cardinality |C| − q. We give a matching of size |C|(2q − 1) not saturating

any vertex in S (implying both statements).

Let J ⊆ [|C|] such that S = {c∗j : j ∈ J}. By construction, there is an edge between any path

Qk, k ∈ [q] and Rj, j ∈ |C|. Hence there exist q many edges such that any path Qk, k ∈ [q] and any path

Rj , j ∈ |C| \ J contains exactly one of the end-vertices of those edges. Those edges define a matching

M ′. Now we delete all edges between the sets B and C. We delete all 2q many vertices, that are

saturated by M ′ and we delete the vertices c∗j for all j ∈ J , since we are not allowed to saturate those

vertices. Note that we removed exactly one vertex from every path Qk, Rj . The remaining graph with

2
[

q(|C| − 1) + (q − 1)|C|
]

many vertices is the union of odd paths and hence has a perfect matching

M ′′. The union of M ′ and M ′′ yields the desired matching of H(q, |C|) (see example in Figure 9).

c∗1 c∗3c∗2 c∗4 c∗5

Figure 9: Example for H(3, 5) and S = {c∗1, c
∗
3}

Lemma 9. The graph F has matching number ν(F ) = |V1| and if the instance (C,X) of Exact

Cover By 3-Sets is a YES-instance, then F has a disconnected matching of size ν(F ) = |V1|.

Proof. Since F has the bipartition V1∪̇V2, it holds that ν(F ) ≤ |V1|. Let C′ ⊆ C with |C′| = q.

1. By Lemma 8, H(q, |C|) has a matching of cardinality |C|(2q − 1), that does not saturate c∗j for

every Cj ∈ C \ C′ but all other vertices.

2. For every Cj ∈ C, we choose a perfect matching of Uj − u−j if Cj ∈ C′ and of Uj − u+j otherwise.

3. For every xi ∈ X, the subgraph Y ′
i isomorphic to P2fi−1 has a matching of size fi− 1 saturating

its smaller bipartiton W−
i .

12



4. Πt and Πb have perfect matching of size 2Q and 2Q′, respectively.

The union of the matchings of those subgraphs yields a matching of F that saturates all vertices in

V1, implying ν(F ) ≥ |V1| and hence ν(F ) = |V1|.

Assume (C,X) is a YES-instance and let C′ ⊆ C with |C′| = q be an exact cover of X. We modify

the matching defined above by replacing 3 with 3’ and call this matching M .

3’. Every xi ∈ X is contained in exactly one triple Cj ∈ C′. The subgraph Y ′
i −wi,j consists of one

or two paths of odd length and hence has a perfect matching of size fi − 1.

The described matching M saturated all vertices of F except

• c∗j and u+j for all Cj ∈ C \ C′,

• u−j for all Cj ∈ C′ and

• wi,j for all Cj ∈ C′ and all xi ∈ Cj .

The matching M saturates all vertices in V1, implying it is a maximum matching. To show that

M is disconnected, let U be the set of all saturated vertices of Πt, H(q, |C|) and Uj for all Cj ∈ C′,

hence

U = V (Πt) ∪ V (H(q, |C|)) \
{

c∗j : Cj ∈ C \ C′
}

∪
⋃

Cj∈C′

V (Uj) \ {u
−
j }.

Clearly F [U ] 6= F [M ]. NF [U ] \ U is the union of the following sets:

• NF (V (Πt)) \ U = {u+j : Cj ∈ C′}

• NF

(

V
(

H(q, |C|)
)

\
{

c∗j : Cj ∈ C \ C′
}

)

\ U = {c∗j : Cj ∈ C \ C′}

• NF

(

⋃

Cj∈C′ V
(

Uj

)

\
{

u−j
}

)

\ U = {wi,j : xi ∈ Cj ∈ C′} ∪
⋃

Cj∈C′ u
−
j

None of those vertices is saturated, implying the matching is disconnected. This concludes the proof

of Lemma 9.

Let M be a disconnected matching of F of size ν(F ) = |V1|. The vertices t1,1 ∈ V (Πt) and

b1,1 ∈ V (Πb) are in V1 and hence saturated by M .

Definition 10. Let T contain all vertices that are in the same component of F [M ] as t1,1. Let B

contain all vertices that are in the same component of F [M ] as b1,1.

Since M is disconnected, the following lemma implies that F [M ] has exactly the components F [T ]

and F [B].

Lemma 11.

1. All saturated vertices of Πt are in T .

2. All saturated vertices of Πb are in B.

3. All saturated vertices of H(q, |C|) are in T .
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4. All saturated vertices of Uj are in T , if u+j is saturated, else in B for every Cj ∈ C.

5. All saturated vertices of Y ′
i are in B for every xi ∈ X.

Proof.

1. The vertices tk,1, tk,3 are in V1 for every k ∈ [Q] and hence saturated by M . Since t1,1 has only

the neighbor t1,2, M contains the edge t1,1t1,2. The only edge left to saturate the vertex t2,1 is

the edge t2,1t2,2 and therefore this edge is in M . Iteratively, all edges tk,1tk,2 for k ∈ [Q] are in

M (see Figure 10). Hence t1,1 ∈ T implies tk,1, tk,2 ∈ T for every k ∈ [Q]. Since tk,3 is saturated

by M , tk,2 ∈ T implies tk,3 ∈ T . If tk,4 is saturated by M , then M contains the edge tk,4tk,3 and

tk,3 ∈ T implies tk,4 ∈ T . Therefore every saturated vertex of Πt is in T .

t1,2t1,1

t1,3

t1,4

t2,2t2,1

t2,3

t2,4

tQ,2tQ,1

tQ,3

tQ,4

t1,2t1,1

t1,3

t1,4

t2,2t2,1

t2,3

t2,4

tQ,2tQ,1

tQ,3

tQ,4

a

b

c c′

d

a′

b′

Figure 10: Illustration of the proof that all saturated vertices of Πt belong to T (left) and that b is in
T for every b ∈ B (right).

2. Follows analogously to 1 since bk,1, bk,3 ∈ V1 for every k ∈ [Q].

3. Since every vertex in A has a neighbor in the set {t1,3, . . . , tQ,3} ⊆ T , every saturated vertex of

A is in T .

Every vertex b ∈ B ⊆ V1 is saturated by an edge e ∈ M . The vertex b has one neighbor in C

and one or two neighbors in A. If e = ab for a vertex a ∈ A, then a ∈ T implies b ∈ T . Now let

e = bc for a vertex c ∈ C (see Figure 10). (Note since A ⊆ V2, it is not clear whether b has a

saturated neighbor in A or not.) The vertex c has a neighbor d ∈ D. Let c′ ∈ C be the other

neighbor of the vertex d. Since the vertex d ∈ V1 must be saturated by M , the edge dc′ is in

M . Let b′ be the neighbor of c′ in B (b 6= b′). The vertex b′ ∈ V1 must be saturated by M . b′

has the neighbor c′ and one or two neighbors in A, implying a′b′ ∈ M for a vertex a′ ∈ A. Then

a′ ∈ T implies b′, c′, d, c, b ∈ T . Hence B ⊆ T .

Since any vertex in C has a neighbor in B ⊆ T , any saturated vertex in C is in T . Since D ⊆ V1,

any vertex d ∈ D is saturated by an edge dc ∈ M for a vertex c ∈ C. Then c ∈ T implies d ∈ T .

4. Consider Uj for Cj ∈ C (see Figure 5). Since ujk,1, u
j
k,3 ∈ V1 for every k ∈ [4], it follows analogously

to part 1. that for every k ∈ [4], the edge u
j
k,1u

j
k,2 is in M , ujk,3 is saturated by M and if ujk,4

is saturated by M , then u
j
k,4 is in the same component of F [M ] as u

j
k,2. To saturate u

j
5,1 ∈ V1,

M contains either the edge u+j u
j
5,1 or u−j u

j
5,1, implying u+j or u−j is saturated by M . Note that

the saturated vertices of Uj induce a connected subgraph in F [M ] and therefore are in the same
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component of F [M ]. If u+j is saturated by M , then all saturated vertices of Uj are in T . If u−j
is saturated by M , then all saturated vertices of Uj are in B.

5. Consider Y ′
i for xi ∈ X. First let fi ≥ 2. The end-vertices w∗

i and w∗∗
i of the path Y ′

i are each

adjacent to a vertex in {bk,3 : k ∈ [Q′]} ⊆ B. Since W−
i ⊆ V1, all vertices of W−

i are saturated

by M . Since N(W−
i ) ⊆ W+

i and |W+
i | = |W−

i | + 1, at most one vertex of W+
i is not saturated

by M , yielding the following cases:

• If all vertices of W+
i are saturated by M , then Y ′

i is a subgraph of F [M ]. w∗
i and w∗∗

i are

saturated, implying V (Y ′
i ) ⊆ B.

• If an end-vertex of Y ′
i is not saturated, w.l.o.g. w∗

i , then all vertices in W+
i \ {w∗

i } are

saturated by M and Yi − w∗
i is a connected subgraph of F [M ]. w∗∗

i is saturated, implying

V (Y ′
i ) \ {w∗

i } ⊆ B.

• If a vertex w′
i ∈ W+

i \ {w∗
i , w

∗∗
i } is not saturated by M , F [V (Y ′

i ) ∩ V (M)] breaks into two

components. Since one component contains w∗
i and the other component contains w∗∗

i , we

get V (Y ′
i ) \ {w′

i} ⊆ B (see Figure 11).

w∗
i w′

i w∗∗
i

Figure 11: Illustration of F [V (Y ′
i ) ∩ V (M)] when containing two components.

Now let fi = 1. The unique vertex w∗
i of Y ′

i is adjacent to a vertex in {bk,3 : k ∈ [Q′]} ⊆ B. If

w∗
i is saturated by M , then w∗

i ∈ B.

Lemma 12. If F has a disconnected matching M of size ν(F ) = |V1|, then the instance (C,X) of

Exact Cover By 3-Sets is a YES-instance.

Proof. Let M be a disconnected matching in F of size ν(F ) = |V1| and let T and B be defined as

above. Therefore F [M ] has exactly the components F [T ] and F [B].

All vertices in B and D are saturated by M because B∪D ⊆ V1. Since NF (B∪D) = A∪C, at least

|B∪D| = |C|(q−1)+ |C|q many vertices of A∪C are saturated by M . Since |A∪C| = |C|q+(|C|−1)q,

at most |C| − q many vertices of A ∪ C are not saturated by M . Hence at least q many vertices of

{c∗1, c
∗
2, . . . , c

∗
|C|} are saturated by M and those saturated vertices are in T by Lemma 11. Let J+ ⊆ [|C|]

be the set of indices for which c∗j is saturated by M .

Let j ∈ J+. Since u
j
4,3 ∈ V1 and hence saturated by any maximum matching, the edge c∗ju

j
4,3

together with c∗j ∈ T implies u
j
4,3 ∈ T and by Lemma 11 all saturated vertices of Uj are in T . Par-

ticularly u
j
1,3, u

j
2,3, u

j
3,3 ∈ V1 are saturated by M and hence {uj1,3, u

j
2,3, u

j
3,3} ⊆ T for all j ∈ J+. Since

T ∩
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i = ∅, it follows that T has at least 3|J+| many pairwise distinct neighbors in
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i .
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Since W+
i ∩ V (M) ⊆ B for all i ∈ [3q] by Lemma 11 and |W+

i ∩ V (M)| ≥ |W+
i | − 1 for all i ∈ [3q]

(see proof of Lemma 11), there are at most |X| = 3q many vertices in
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i that are not in B.

Since NF (T ) ∩B = ∅, the previous two arguments imply that T and hence
⋃

j∈J+{u
j
1,3, u

j
2,3, u

j
3,3}

have exactly 3q many neighbors in
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i and exactly those 3q vertices of
⋃

xi∈X
W+

i are not

saturated by M . Consequently, |J+| = q. For any xi ∈ X at most one vertex of W+
i is not saturated by

M , implying exactly one vertex of W+
i is not saturated by M for every xi ∈ X. Since those 3q vertices

are neighbors of
⋃

j∈J+{u
j
1,3, u

j
2,3, u

j
3,3} and |J+| = q, the construction of F implies

⋃

j∈J+ Cj = X.

Hence every element of X is contained in exactly one set of C′ = {Cj ∈ C : j ∈ J+}, implying the

instance (C,X) is a YES-instance.

Lemma 9 and Lemma 12 show NP-hardness of deciding ν(G′) = νd(G′) for a given bipartite graph

G′ with maximum degree three. Furthermore, deciding if ν(G′) = νd(G′) is clearly in NP, since a dis-

connected matching of size ν(G′) is a certificate for a YES instance, completing the proof of Theorem 6.

We finish this section with a corollary, which follows immediately from Theorem 6.

Corollary 13. The disconnected matching number is NP-hard to compute for graphs with maximum

degree three. The corresponding decision problem Disconnected Matching, i.e. deciding if vd ≥ k

for some integer k, is NP-complete for graphs with maximum degree three.

5 ν = νd for diameter at most 3?

For our last result regarding the equality of the matching number and disconnected matching number,

we consider graphs with diameter 3.

Theorem 14. Given j ≥ 2, deciding if νd,j(G) = ν(G) is in P for graphs of diameter at most 3.

Theorem 14 follows immediately from the characterization of diameter 3 graphs with equal match-

ing number and disconnected matching number in the following lemma:

Lemma 15. Given a graph G with m(G) ≥ 1 of diameter at most 3 and j ≥ 2, ν(G) = νd,j(G) if and

only if there exists a vertex v such that G − v contains at least j many non-trivial components and

ν(G) = ν(G− v).

Proof. The existence of such a vertex v clearly implies ν(G) = νd,j(G). Now we prove the other

direction.

Let ν(G) = νd,j(G) and let M be a maximum j-disconnected matching of G, i.e. |M | = ν(G) and

G[M ] has at least j many components. Note that G − G[M ] contains no edge, since otherwise we

could add such an edge to M , implying ν(G) > νd,j(G), contradiction.

Claim 1: If there exist saturated vertices without non-saturated neighbors, then they are in the same

component of G[M ].

Assume there exist saturated vertices v, v′ without non-saturated neighbors in different components

of G[M ] and let vu1u2 · · · uℓv
′ be a shortest path between v and v′. It follows that u1, uℓ are saturated

vertices in the same components as v, v′, respectively. Since the path has to contain a non-saturated

vertex as well, it follows that v and v′ have distance at least 4, contradiction.
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If vertices without non-saturated neighbors exist, let C0 be the component of G[M ] that contains

all those vertices and let C1, . . . , Ck be the remaining components. Hence every vertex in Ci, i ≥ 1,

has a non-saturated neighbor. For every i ≥ 1, let wi be a non-saturated vertex adjacent to at least

one vertex in the component Ci.

Claim 2: If vv′ ∈ M ∩ E(Ci) for i ≥ 1, then N({v, v′}) contains exactly one non-saturated vertex.

Note that both v and v′ have a non-saturated neighbor. Assume there exists different non-saturated

vertices w and w′ such that vw, v′w′ ∈ E(G). Then wvv′w′ is an augmenting path, implying

ν(G) > νd,j(G), contradiction.

Claim 3: For i ≥ 1, wi is adjacent to every vertex in Ci.

Assume there exists i ≥ 1 such that Claim 3 is false. Let U contain all vertices from Ci that are

adjacent to wi. There exists a vertex v ∈ U with a neighbor v′ ∈ V (Ci)\U . Let w′ be a non-saturated

neighbor of v′. If vv′ ∈ M , then wivv
′w′ is an augmenting path, implying ν(G) > νd(G), contradiction.

If vv′ 6∈ M , then exist u, u′ such that vu, v′u′ ∈ M . By Claim 2, uwi, u
′w′ ∈ E(G). Hence wiuvv

′u′w′

is an augmenting path, implying ν(G) > νd,j(G), contradiction.

Since for i ≥ 1 the vertex wi is adjacent to every vertex in Ci, Claim 2 implies that wi is the unique

non-saturated neighbor for every vertex in Ci.

Claim 4: wi = wk for every i, k ≥ 1.

Assume wi 6= wk. Let vi ∈ Ci and vk ∈ Ck. Every path between vi and vk contains wi and wk. Since

wi and wk are not adjacent, vi and vk have distance at least 4, contradiction.

Therefore w1 is the unique non-saturated vertex adjacent to any and every vertex in Ci for i ≥ 1.

If C0 exists, every path between a vertex in C0 and a vertex in Ci for i ≥ 1 contains the vertex w1.

Hence the number of non-trivial components of G−w1 is equal to the number of components of G[M ],

but ν(G) = ν(G− w1) since w1 is not saturated by M , completing the proof of Lemma 15.

If G has diameter 2, then two vertices from different components of G[M ] must have a common

non-saturated neighbor, implying every saturated vertex has a non-saturated neighbor. Then w1 is a

universal vertex and G− w1 has a perfect matching, implying the following corollary:

Corollary 16. Given a graph G with diameter 2 and j ≥ 2, νd,j(G) = ν(G) if and only if there exists

a universal vertex v such that G− v has a perfect matching and G− v has at least j many non-trivial

components.

6 νd = νs?

We now focus on the disconnected matching number and induced matching number. In this section, we

show that deciding equality of the disconnected matching number and induced matching number for

bipartite graphs is co-NP-complete. To achieve this result, we use simple bounds on the disconnected

matching number and induced matching number, captured in Lemma 18 and Lemma 21.

Theorem 17. Given a bipartite graph G of diameter at most 3, deciding if νd(G) = νs(G) is co-NP-

complete.
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In order to show Theorem 17, we first proof the following lemma:

Lemma 18. For any graph G:

νs(G) ≤ 1 + max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) ≤ νd(G)

Proof. Since for any edge uv in G a matching of G − N [{u, v}] together with the edge uv yields a

disconnected matching, it holds that

νd(G) ≥ 1 + max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) .

Let M be a maximum induced matching of G and let e ∈ M . Note that M \ {e} is an induced

matching of G − N [e] and obviously |M \ {e}| ≤ ν (G−N [e]). Hence |M | ≤ 1 + ν (G−N [e]) ≤

1 + max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]), implying

νs(G) ≤ 1 + max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) .

This concludes the proof of Lemma 18.

To show that deciding if νd(G) = νs(G) is co-NP-hard for bipartite graphs, we give a polynomial-

time reduction from the decision problem Disconnected Matching to the complement of νd = νs.

An instance of Disconnected Matching consists of a graph G and an integer k. We have

to decide if G has a disconnected matching of size at least k, i.e. if νd(G) ≥ k. Disconnected

Matching is NP-complete for bipartite graphs [21]. Note that, by Lemma 18, we can assume that

k > 1+ maxuv∈E(G) ν (G−N [{u, v}]), since otherwise we could easily find a disconnected matching of

size at least k containing an edge uv that maximizes ν (G−N [{u, v}]) as well as a maximum matching

of G−N [u, v].

Now we describe our reduction. Let G be a bipartite graph and let k be an integer satisfying

k > 1 + maxuv∈E(G) ν (G−N [{u, v}]). Let A ∪̇B be the partition of V (G).

We construct G′ by adding 2(k − 1) many vertices u1, . . . , uk−1, v1, . . . , vk−1 and k − 1 edges,

e1 = u1v1, . . . , ek−1 = uk−1vk−1, to G. We add all possible edges between {v1, . . . , vk−1} and A and

between {u1, . . . , uk−1} and B (see Figure 12). The new graph G′ is bipartite and has diameter at

most 3.

The following lemma implies co-NP-completeness of the decision problem νd = νs.

Lemma 19. νs(G
′) 6= νd(G′) if and only if νd(G) ≥ k.

Proof. By construction of G′, any disconnected (or induced) matching of G′ is either a subset of

{e1, . . . , ek−1} or E(G), implying νd(G′) = max{k − 1, νd(G)} and νs(G
′) = max{k − 1, νs(G)}.

(⇒): Let νd(G) ≥ k. Since k > 1 + maxuv∈E(G) ν (G−N [{u, v}]), Lemma 18 implies k > νs(G).

Hence νs(G
′) = max{k − 1, νs(G)} = k − 1, implying νd(G′) ≥ νd(G) ≥ k > νs(G

′).

(⇐): Let νs(G
′) 6= νd(G′). {e1, . . . , ek−1} is an induced matching of G′, implying νs(G

′) ≥ k − 1.

Since νs(G
′) 6= νd(G′), we get k ≤ νd(G′) = max{k − 1, νd(G)} and hence νd(G) ≥ k.
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Figure 12: G′

From Lemma 18 we deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 20. For any graph G, if νd(G) = νs(G) then

νd(G) = νs(G) = 1 + max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}])

and we can find an induced matching of this size in polynomial time.

If νd(G) = νs(G) and we choose an edge uv that belongs to a maximum induced matching, the re-

maining graph G−N [{u, v}] has equal matching number and induced matching number and on those

graphs a maximum induced matching can be found in polynomial time [10,25].

It remains to show that deciding if νd(G) = νs(G) is in co-NP. We use a slightly stronger upper

bound for the induced matching number.

Lemma 21. For any graph G, it holds νs(G) ≤ s(G) for

s(G) := max
uv∈E(G)

(

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) + 1

[

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) = νs (G−N [{u, v}])
]

)

,

where 1
[

A
]

is a function receiving a statement A and returning 1 if the statement A is true and 0

otherwise.

Proof. Let M be a maximum induced matching of G and e ∈ M . Clearly, M \ {e} is an induced

matching of G−N [e]. We consider two cases:

• If ν (G−N [e]) = νs (G−N [e]), then |M \{e}| = ν (G−N [e]) and hence |M | = 1+ν (G−N [e]).

• If ν (G−N [e]) 6= νs (G−N [e]), then |M \ {e}| < ν (G−N [e]) and hence |M | ≤ ν (G−N [e]).

Combining those two cases yields

νs(G) = |M | ≤ ν (G−N [e]) + 1

[

ν (G−N [e]) = νs (G−N [e])
]

≤ s(G),

concluding the proof.
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Note that deciding if the matching number and induced matching number of a given graph are

equal can be done in polynomial time [25]. Hence for any graph G the upper bound s(G) in Lemma 21

can be computed in polynomial time.

Now we use s(G) to characterize graphs with equal disconnected matching number and discon-

nected matching number.

Lemma 22. For any graph G:

νd(G) 6= νs(G) if and only if νd(G) > s(G)

Proof.

(⇐): If νd(G) > s(G), then νd(G) > s(G) ≥ νs(G) by Lemma 21.

(⇒): If νd(G) 6= νs(G), we consider two cases:

1. If s(G) = max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) + 1, there exists an edge u′v′ such that

ν
(

G−N [{u′, v′}]
)

+ 1

[

ν
(

G−N [{u′, v′}]
)

= νs
(

G−N [{u′, v′}]
)

]

= max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) + 1.

Note that ν (G−N [{u′, v′}]) = νs (G−N [{u′, v′}]). The edge u′v′ together with a maximum

induced matching of G − N [{u′, v′}] yields an induced matching of size s(G). Lemma 21 then

implies νs(G) = s(G). By assumption νd(G) 6= νs(G) and hence νd(G) > νs(G) = s(G).

2. If s(G) < max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) + 1, then Lemma 18 implies:

νd(G) ≥ max
uv∈E(G)

ν (G−N [{u, v}]) + 1 > s(G)

This concludes the proof of Lemma 22.

By Lemma 22, verifying that a given graph G is a NO-instance of the decision problem νd = νs can

be done efficiently by giving a disconnected matching of size larger than s(G) as a certificate. Hence

the decision problem νd = νs is indeed in co-NP.

7 νd = νs for bounded degree?

Both the disconnected matching number (see Corollary 13) and induced matching number are NP-hard

to compute on graphs with bounded degree [31]. However, we show that one can decide in polynomial

time if those two numbers are equal in graphs with bounded degree, captured in the following theorem.

Theorem 23. Deciding if the disconnected matching number and induced matching number are equal

can be done in polynomial time for graphs with bounded degree.

To prove Theorem 23, we characterize graphs with equal induced matching number and discon-

nected matching number when the induced matching number is large enough compared to the max-

imum degree (see Theorem 25). Our result is similar to the result from Cameron and Walker [10],
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where they showed, that a connected graph has identical matching number and induced matching

number, if there exists sets A,B,C,D as in Definition 24.

Definition 24. A connected graph G is a Cameron-Walker-graph, if V (G) is the disjoint union of

four sets A,B,C,D where

• all vertices in A have degree 1,

• if G[A ∪B] is non-empty, it is 1-regular and bipartite with partition A ∪̇B,

• G[B ∪ C] is bipartite with partition B ∪̇ C,

• if G[D] is non-empty, it is 1-regular and for every edge xy ∈ G[D] exists z ∈ C s.t. NG(x)\{y} =

NG(y) \ {x} = {z} (see Figure 13).

C

D

B

A

Figure 13: Cameron-Walker-graph

Cameron-Walker-graphs can be recognized in polynomial time by searching for triangles and

vertices of degree 1. If G is disconnected and contains at least two non-trivial components, then

νd(G) = ν(G) and hence νd(G) = νs(G) if and only if every non-trivial component of G is a Cameron-

Walker-graph. Therefore, it remains to show Theorem 23 for connected graphs. We introduce the

following characterization.

Theorem 25. If G is a connected graph with νs(G) ≥ 2∆(G), then νs(G) = νd(G) if and only if G is

a Cameron-Walker-graph.

From Theorem 25, we deduce the following polynomial time algorithm.

Proof of Theorem 23. Let G be a graph with bounded maximum degree. We check by brute force, if

G has an induced matching of size 2∆(G). If yes, according to Lemma 25 it is enough to test if G

is a Cameron-Walker-graph, which can be done in polynomial time. If no, we calculate the induced

matching number and disconnected matching number by brute force and compare them.

It remains to proof Theorem 25. We first introduce and show the following two lemmas – Lemma

26 and Lemma 27.

Lemma 26. If G is a graph with νd(G) = νs(G) > 2∆(G)−2 and M is a maximum induced matching

in G, then G−G[M ] contains no edge.

Proof. Let M be a maximum induced matching. Assume G − G[M ] contains an edge uv. Since

|NG({u, v}) \ {u, v}| ≤ 2∆(G) − 2 and |M | > 2∆(G) − 2, adding uv to M yields a strictly larger

disconnected matching, contradicting νd(G) = νs(G).

Kobler and Rotics [25] argued, that in a graph with equal matching number and induced matching

number, each edge of a maximum induced matching either contains a vertex of degree one or the edge

itself is contained in a triangle. The same is true for a maximum induced matching in a graph G with

νs(G) ≥ 2∆(G).

21



Lemma 27. Let G be a graph with νs(G) ≥ 2∆(G) and νs(G) = νd(G) ≥ 2. Let M be a maximum

induced matching in G. For any edge xy ∈ M , there are two possibilities:

1. xy lies in a triangle and dG(x) = dG(y) = 2 or

2. dG(x) = 1 or dG(y) = 1

Proof. Let xy ∈ M . We distinguish the cases that xy lies in a triangle or not.

1. Let xy lie in a triangle xyz. Assume that x has degree at least 3 and let u ∈ NG(x) \ {y, z}.

Note that both u and z are not saturated by M . Hence removing the edge xy from the matching

M and adding the edges xu and yz yields a new strictly larger matching, say M ′. To receive a

contradiction, we show that M ′ is disconnected. Since M is induced, it is enough to show that

not every edge in M \ {xy} intersects the neighborhood of z or u.

|NG({z, u}) \ {x, y}|

≤ |NG(z) \ {x, y}| + |NG(u) \ {x}|

≤ ∆(G) − 2 + ∆(G) − 1

= 2∆(G) − 3

But |M \{xy}| = νs(G)−1 > 2∆(G)−3, implying M ′ is disconnected, contradiction. Therefore

x and y have degree 2.

2. Let xy ∈ M be not contained in a triangle of G. Assume dG(x) ≥ 2 and dG(y) ≥ 2. Then

there exists z ∈ NG(x) \ {y} and z′ ∈ NG(y) \ {x}. z 6= z′, otherwise xyz would be a triangle

containing the edge xy. Since M is induced, neither z nor z′ is saturated by M . Removing the

edge xy and adding the edges xz and yz′ yields a strictly larger matching M ′. Analogously,

|NG({z, z′}) \ {x, y}| ≤ 2∆(G) − 2 and |M \ {xy}| > 2∆(G) − 2 imply that the matching M ′ is

is disconnected, contradiction. Hence dG(x) = 1 or dG(y) = 1.

This completes the proof of Lemma 27.

Proof of Theorem 25. Let G be a connected graph with νs(G) ≥ 2∆(G).

(⇒) Let νd(G) = νs(G) and let M be a maximum induced matching in G. If n(G) = 1, the existence

of such a decomposition is clear. G can’t be isomorphic to a P2. So let ∆(G) ≥ 2 and hence νs(G) ≥ 4.

Let A be the set of all vertices of degree 1 saturated by M . Let D be all vertices saturated by M

contained in a triangle. Choose B = NG(A) and hence EG(A,B) ⊆ M . B is independent since M

is induced. By Lemma 27, A ∩ D = ∅. Let C = V (G) \ (A ∪ B ∪ D) be all remaining vertices.

By Lemma 27 any edge in M is either an edge of a triangle or has one vertex of degree 1, implying

M = EG(A,B) ∪E(G[D]). Since G−G[M ] contains no edge by Lemma 26, C is an independent set.

By choice of D, any edge xy in G[D] lies in a triangle xyz. Since z is not saturated by the induced

matching M , z lies in C. By Lemma 27 dG(x) = dG(y) = 2, hence {z} = NG(x) \ {y} = NG(y) \ {x}

and G[D] is 1-regular.

(⇐) Let V (G) be the disjoint union of four sets A,B,C,D with the corresponding properties. G−D

is bipartite with partition (A∪C) ∪̇B and hence ν(G−D) ≤ |B| = |A|. Since any matching can only

contain one edge of each triangle, it follows that νs(G) ≤ νd(G) ≤ ν(G) ≤ ν(G−D) + |D|
2 = |A|+ |D|

2 .

On the other hand, EG(A,B) ∪ E(G[D]) is an induced matching of size |A| + |D|
2 , implying νs(G) =

νd(G).
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8 Sequence of disconnected matching numbers

One question that may arise is if there is any relation between disconnected matching numbers for

general graphs. For instance, given a graph G and two of its disconnected matching numbers νd,i and

νd,i+2, what do we know about νd,i+1? More generally, given finitely many disconnected matching

numbers νd,i(G), i ∈ I ⊆ N, can we approximate the value of νd,j(G) for some j 6∈ I? We answer this

question negatively. The following theorem implies, that, without further restrictions on the graph,

we get only the trivial bounds νd,i(G) ≥ νd,i+1(G) and, if G has a non-empty i-disconnected matching,

νd,i(G) ≥ i.

Theorem 28. Given a finite non-increasing sequence of integers β1 ≥ β2 ≥ · · · ≥ βk−1 ≥ βk with

βk ≥ k, there exists a graph G with νd,i(G) = βi for all i ∈ [k].

In order to show Theorem 28, we recursively construct a sequence of graphs Gk, Gk−1, Gk−2, . . . , G1,

where G = G1 is a valid choice for the graph in Theorem 28.

Let Gk contain k − 1 many P2-components (say E1, . . . , Ek−1) and a clique of size 2(βk − (k − 1)),

yielding a graph with k many components and a perfect matching of size βk (see Figure 14).

Let 1 ≤ i < k and Gi+1 be given.

• We construct Gi by adding a clique of size 2(βi − βi+1) to Gi+1 and we add all possible edges

between the clique and Gi+1 − E1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ei−1 (see Figure 15).

Note that if βi = βi+1, then Gi+1 = Gi.

E1E2E3Ek−1

K2(βk−(k−1))

Figure 14: Gk

E1Ei−1EiEi+1Ek−1

K2(βi−βi+1) K2(βi+1−βi+2)

Figure 15: Gi

Inductively follows that Gi contains a perfect matching of size βi for all i ∈ [k].

For 1 ≤ i < k, if βi 6= βi+1, Gi has i many components, namely E1, . . . , Ei−1 and Gi−E1 ∪ · · · ∪Ei−1.

If βi = βi+1, Gi has at least i + 1 many components and at least i many P2-components.

Lemma 29. Let i ∈ [k]. νd,i′(Gi) = βi′ for all i′ ∈ {i, i + 1, . . . , k}.

Proof. We give a proof by induction.

Gk has k components and a perfect matching of size βk, implying νd,k(Gk) = βk. Now let 1 ≤ i < k.

• If βi = βi+1, then Gi = Gi+1 and hence νd,i′(Gi) = νd,i′(Gi+1) = βi′ for i′ ∈ {i + 1, . . . , k} by

induction hypothesis. Gi has a perfect matching of size βi with at least i+ 1 many components,

implying νd,i(Gi) = βi.
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• Let βi > βi+1.

Let M be a matching in Gi saturating at least one vertex v of Gi−Gi+1. By construction, there

are exactly i− 1 many edges with no end-vertex in N [v] (namely the edges in E1, . . . , Ei−1) and

hence M has at most i many components. This implies that any matching in Gi with at least i+1

many components cannot saturate any vertex in Gi −Gi+1. Hence νd,i′(Gi) = νd,i′(Gi+1) = βi′

for i′ ∈ {i + 1, i + 2, . . . , k} by induction hypothesis.

By construction, the graph Gi has i many components and a perfect matching of size βi, implying

νd,i(Gi) = βi.

Lemma 29 implies νd,i(G1) = βi for all i ∈ [k], completing the proof of Theorem 28.
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