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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 l-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 C 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 mazximal if there is no other matching M’ such that M C M’ and mazimum 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 v(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 &-matching if G[M] satisfies property &?. The & matching number is defined as the size of a
maximum Z-matching. The complexity of deciding whether or not a graph admits a $?-matching
of given size has been investigated for many different properties & over the years, including acyclic
matchings [19L29], degenerate matchings (generalization of acyclic matchings) [1], induced match-
ing [6L26,28], connected matchings [8], uniquely restricted matchings [20] and disconnected match-
ings [19,21]. It appears natural to compare the & matching number of a given graph for different
properties, which results in the following decision problem: Decide if, for two different properties, the
corresponding & 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 [I7]. 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 vs(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 v4(G).



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 ¢ connected components (a so called c-disconnected matching) is NP-complete for every
fixed ¢ > 1 even for bipartite graphs of diameter four. For simplicity, we define the empty matching
as c-disconnected for every ¢ € N. The c-disconnected matching number is the size of the largest
c-disconnected matching, denoted by v4.(G). Note that v4;(G) > v4,+1(G) for every i > 1 and

va.c(G) > 0 if and only if ¢ < v4(G). For every graph G and ¢ = v4(G), it holds that:
V(@) = v (G) 2 vaa(G) = - 2 v 1(G) = vau(G) = vs(G) (1)

As mentioned before, deciding if v5(G) = v(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 v = ;). More general, we consider for
two fixed parameters ¢ and j the decision problem vy4; = vy 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 vg = vy).

First, we show NP-completeness of the decision problem v = vy 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 ¢ > 2, the decision problem v = v, ; is NP-complete for bipartite graphs
with diameter 4. For fixed ¢ and j with 2 < ¢ < j, the decision problem v4; = v4; 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 v = vy
is in P for diameter three graphs.

Second, we show that the decision problem v4 = v, is co-NP-complete for bipartite graphs of diame-
ter 3. We characterizes all graphs G with v4(G) = v4(G) if vs(G) > 2A(G), resulting in a polynomial

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

Table 1: Main results

Problem Complexity Graph class Proof
V=1 NP-complete Bipartite and diameter 4 Theorem [II
V=1 NP-complete Bipartite and A = 3 Theorem
V=1 P Diameter 3 Theorem [14]
vs = 1g | co-NP-complete | Bipartite and diameter at most 3 | Theorem [I7]
Vs = Uy P Bounded degree Theorem [23]
Finally, we show that, for every finite non-increase sequence of natural numbers £y, ..., 8 with

Br > k there exists a graph G with v4,(G) = f; for every i € {1,...,k}. This result implies that the

differences between adjacent elements of the inequalities presented in Equation [I] are arbitrary.

When there is no ambiguity of which graph we are referring to, we may write v, v4, v4; and v
instead of v4(G), v4(G), v4i(G) and v(G).



2 Preliminaries

We use standard nomenclatures and basic concepts of graph theory as in [2,/4], complexity theory as
in [I8], and parameterized complexity as in [12].

For a set C, we say that A, B C C is a partition of C if AN B = () and AU B = C; we denote a
partition of C into A and B by AUB = C'. For an integer k, we define [k] = {1,...,k}.

In this paper, we only use finite, simple, and undirected graphs. Let G = (V| F) be a graph and
W C 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 C V. That
is, GIW] = (W, Ew ), such that Ey contains an edge e € E if and only if e N 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 A(G) is the maximum vertex
degree among all vertices of G. A graph G is subcubic if A(G) < 3.

Two graphs G and H are isomorphic if there is a bijection f: V(G) — V(H) such that wv € E if
and only if f(u)f(v) € E(H). In G, a sequence of vertices vy ... v is a path if vjv;1 € E(G) for every
1<j<k-—1. A cycle is a path where k > 3 and v = 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 wv.
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 C 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
manimal if there is no other separator S C 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
Nlu] = N(u) U {u}. Analogously, we define N(W) = (U, e N(u)) \ W and N[W] = NW)UW.

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 K,, n = |[V|. A subset S C V(G) is a clique if G[S] is complete. If all vertices
of G have degree k, then G is k-reqular. We denote by P, and C), 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 V4 and V5. In this case, we also use the notation G = (V1UV4, E) and say G is bipartite with
partition V;UV3. When E contains all possible edges between elements of Vi and Vs, we say that G is
a complete bipartite graph. We denote by K, ; the complete bipartite graph with a vertices in one set

of the partition and b vertices in the other.



3 yv;=v7?
Theorem 1. Given a bipartite graph with diameter 4, deciding if v = vq is NP-complete.

The decision problem v = vy is clearly in NP. In order to prove NP-hardness, we describe a
reduction from the NP-complete problem ExAcT COVER By 3-SETs [I§]. This problem consists
in, given two sets X = {z1,...,23,} and C = {C1,...,C|¢|}, |C| > ¢, such that C contains 3-element
subsets of X, decide if there exists a subset C’ C C such that every element of X occurs in exactly one
member of C’. We call a subset C' 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 K c|- Let Vi be the partition set
of size |C| of H and we label its vertices as {h; : Cj € C}. Let V}; be the other partition set.

(IT) For each C; € C, generate a copy of P3 whose endpoints are labeled u;' and (O Connect the

other vertex, u;, to h;.

(IIT) For each z; € X, generate the subgraph Y; isomorphic to Ky, f,—1, where f; is the number of
triples in C that contain the element x;. Moreover, label the vertices of the bipartition of size
fi as {w;j : x; € Cj,C; € C}. Add the edges {uw; j : x; € Cj,Cj € C}. Let I/ViJr and W, be

the set of vertices of bipartitions of size f; and f; — 1, respectively.

(IV) Add two copies of Ky, whose vertices are labeled {¢t*,¢~} and {b*,b~}. Connect b~ to all
vertices in {u]_ :CjeChUU,ex W;" and ¢t~ to all vertices in Vg U {u;F :Cj e Cl.

See Figure [l for an example of the reduction. Note that G is indeed bipartite with partition sets
i = UmieX W, U{u; : C; € CYUVLU{b",t"} and Vo = UCjeC N(u;) U{tt, bt}

Figure 1: Reduction graph for the input X = {z1,...,z¢} and C = {C1,Cy, Cs,Cy} = {{z1, 22, 23},
{x1, 29,24}, {21,292, 25}, {4, 25, 26}}, including a maximum matching corresponding to the exact
cover C' = {{x1, 2, 23}, {x4, x5, 26}}.



Lemma 2. A mazimum matching of G has size |Vi| = 4|C| — 2q + 2 and saturates all vertices of V;.

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, Sy = {b*b,tTt"}, Sy = {u]u;F : Cj € C}, Ss consisting of ¢
disjoint edges of H, and S containing f; — 1 disjoint edges of Y; for each x; € X. The matching M

saturates all vertices in V7, 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 GG is adjacent to ¢t~ or b~ and t—,b™ € V.

Lemma 3. The instance (X,C) of ExacT COVER BY 3-SETS is a YES-instance if and only if
v(G) = v4(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—tT.
2. Choose ¢ many edges from H that saturate all vertices in {h; : C; € C'}.
3. For every C; € C, we choose the edge uju;r if C; € ¢’ and uju; otherwise.

4. For every x; € X, choose the edges of a perfect matching of the complete bipartite graph Y; —w; j,
where j is the unique index such that z; € Cj and C; € C'.

Since M saturates all vertices in Vi, it is a maximum matching. To show that M is disconnected,
consider the set U = {t~,t*} U chec,{hj,uj,uj} U V};, containing only saturated vertices. Since
N[UI\U = {w;; 2, € Cj€C'}U{u; : Cj € C'yU{h; : 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 v(G) = v4(G). Lemma [l implies the existence of a disconnected matching M that sat-
urates all vertices of V1. The vertices t~ and b~ are contained in V; and hence saturated by M. Every
edge of G is adjacent to either ¢~ or b~, implying G[M] has exactly two connected components, each
containing one of those two vertices.

Since V; C Vi, M saturates all vertices of V/;, implying that at least ¢ many vertices of Vj are
saturated. Let J = {j : Cj € C,h; € V(M)} be the indices of the saturated vertices in {h1,..., |} =
Vi, where |J| > q. Since uj € V; for every C; € C, u; is saturated by M. Hence for all j € J, u; is in
the same component of G[M] as t~.

For every j € J, none of the vertices in N (u;)N (Ua:ieX VVZJF) can be saturated by M, since otherwise
G[M] would contain a path from ¢~ to b~. Hence there are at least 3|J| many non-saturated vertices
in UxiEX VVz‘Jr'

On the other hand, for every z; € X, W;” C Vi, and since |W,; | = |W,;"| — 1, at most one vertex
in I/VZ-Jr is not saturated by M. Together, at most 3¢ many vertices in le ex I/ViJr are not saturated.

The previous two arguments imply that exactly 3¢ many vertices in le ex Wi+ are not saturated
— one per W, — and those vertices are Ujes [N (u;) N (UxieX W;")]. Hence Ujes Cj = X and |J] =g,
implying ¢’ = {C; : j € J} is an exact cover of X. O



To receive a graph with diameter 4, add a vertex u and connect it to all vertices in V;. 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 v(G") = v(G) = |V1| and since the vertex u can’t be saturated by a disconnected matching,
va(G") = v4(G). Hence v(G') = vg(G’) if and only if v(G) = v4(G). This concludes the proof of
Theorem 11

Lemma 4. For fized i > 2, deciding if v = vg4; 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
1 — 2 copies of K5 consisting of the vertices uy,...,u;—2, v1,...,v;_2 and the edges ujvy, ..., u;_2v;_o.
Further more, we add a vertex u adjacent to V; U {v1,...,v;—2}, resulting in a new graph G;. The
graph G has bipartition V{UVy, where V] = Vi U{vy,...,v;_2} and Vi = VoU{u,u1,...,u;—2}. Since
every vertex in V(Gy) \ {u} is either adjacent to u or has a neighbor adjacent to u, the graph G;
has diameter 4. Obviously v(Gy) = |V{'| = v(G) + (i — 2). Observe that any matching in G that
saturates the vertex u is connected. Therefore, for ¢ > 2, any maximum i-disconnected matching of
(G consists of a maximum disconnected matching of G and the edges ujvy,...,u;—ov;_s, implying
vai(G1) = v4(G1) + i — 2. Since v(G1) = v(GQ) + (i — 2) and v4,;(G1) = v4(G1) + i — 2, it holds that
v(G1) = v4,i(Gr) if and only if v(G) = v4(G). Applying Lemma [3] concludes the proof of Lemma [l
O

Lemma 5. For fired i and j with 2 < i < j, deciding if vq; = vq,; is NP-hard for bipartite graphs

with diameter 3.

Proof. We adjust the graph G by adding j — 2 copies of K5 consisting of the vertices uq,...,u;_o,
v1,...,vj_2 and the edges ujv1,...,uj_2vj_2 and by adding another copy of K3 with vertices u,v. We
connect u to every vertex in V; := VjU{v1,...,v;_2} and v to every vertex in Vj := VoU{u1, - ,uj_2},
resulting in a new bipartite graph Go with the partition classes V{ and V, and diameter 3. Observe
that any matching that saturates u or v is connected. Hence v4;(G2) = v4,(G2 —u—v) and v4;(G2) =
v4j(G2—u—v). The graph G2 —u —wv consists of j—1 components, namely j —2 many K5 components
and G. It follows immediately, that G2 — v — v has a j-disconnected matching of size v(G2) if and
only if ¥(G) = v4(G) and hence v, ;(G2) = v4;(G2) if and only if v(G) = vg(G). O

4 vy;=v for A <3?

In the previous chapter we described a reduction from ExacT COVER By 3-SETS to the decision
problem v4(G) = v(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 v = vy is NP-complete.

Let (C, X) be an instance of ExacT COVER By 3-SETS. Recall that | X| = 3¢. Note that we can
assume |C| > g > 2, since otherwise the instance is efficiently solvable. We construct a graph F' of
maximum degree three such that v4(F) = v(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.



Initially, we choose F' as a copy of G and modify it step-by-step. The degree of the vertices ¢~
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—, ¢+, b=, b in F as t*,t** b*, b**,

respectively.

4.1 Replace H isomorphic to K | with the subgraph H (g, |C|)

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

(see example in Figure [J).

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

(i) For each k € [q] generate a path @} isomorphic to Pyicj—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 R; isomorphic to Paq—1 with “first” vertex ¢, implying a

natural order of the vertices of R;.

(iii) For each j € [|C]] and k € [q] add an edge between the (25 — 1)th vertex of Qy and the (2k —1)th

vertex of R;.

Let the set B contain the first, third, fifth, ...vertex of each path @Q1,...,Q, and A all the other
vertices of Q1,...,Qq. Let C contain the first, third, fifth, ...vertex of each path Ry,..., Rj¢| and D
all the other vertices of Ry, ..., Rjc|.

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 K c|, graphically and simplified speaking, we replace the vertices of
degree q in K |c| with paths of length 2 — 1, we replace the vertices of degree |C| in K || 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 FigureB]). In G each vertex h;
of the partition of size |C| of H is adjacent to ¢t~ and u;. In F' we connect every vertex in A of H (g, |C|)
to ¢* and for each j € [|C|] we add an edge between ¢} and u;. 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 I1(k,v) has the vertices ve1,v¢2,ve3, V¢4 for every
¢ € [k]. Afterwards, we add 2k — 1 many edges such that vi1v12v2,1v22 - Uk 1Vk,2 @5 @ path of length
2k and 2k many edges such that vy ve3ve4 is a path of length three for every £ € [k] (see Figure []]).



Uy U2 U3 U4 U

Figure 3: Example for ¢ =3 and |C| =5: H = K35 — H(3,5)

V1,1 V12 V21 V22 V31 V32 V41 V42 Vg1 Vg2
[ L . 4 L o . ——0
o —O *—o *—o *—O o —O

V1,4 V1,3 V24 V23 V34 V33 Vq4 V43 Vg4 VE,3

Figure 4: II(v, k)

4.2 Replace the P; u;ru]uj_ with the subgraph U;

In G, for each C; € C, the vertex u; has the neighbors h;, u;r, u; and three neighbors in UmieX WZ-JF,
namely the vertices w; ; for all z; € C. In F', we replace the P3 ujujuj_ with the subgraph U;, which
contains a I1(4,u’), a P3 u;ruélu; and the edge uj ,uf | (see Figure ).

Now we add the edges ujt* and u; b*, like in G. We connect ui?, to ¢ and we add three edges
such that each vertex in {u{,3, u%73, u§73} is adjacent to exactly one vertex in {w;; : x; € C;} and vice

versa.

i uTuus .
Figure 5: ujuju; — Uj

4.3 Replace Y, isomorphic to Ky, r,_; with Y/ isomorphic to Py,

(2

For each z; € X the graph G contains the subgraph Y; isomorphic to Ky, r,_1, where f; is the number
of triples in C containing z;. In F', we replace Y; with a path Y] isomorphic to Pf,_1 (see Figure
B). Like in G, let W;"UW,~ be the bipartition of Y/, where |W;"| = f; and W, = fi — 1. As in G,
we label the vertices of the larger bipartition Wt as {w; ; : #; € C; € C} (arbitrary but fixed) and
keep the edges between {u{,3, u;?), u§73} and {w; ; : x; € C;} as defined in the previous step. In G, all

vertices of the partition of size f; of Y; are adjacent to b~. In F', only the end-vertices of the path Y/



are adjacent to b* to receive degree at most three for all vertices of the path Y/ in F. For f; > 2, let
w} and w}* be those end-vertices of the path Y;. Note, if f; = 1, the unique vertex of Y/, say w}, is

adjacent to b*.

Figure 6: Example for f; =5 Y;in G — Y/ in F

4.4 Replace t*t** and b*0** with II; and II,, respectively

Now t* and b* are the only vertices of I’ with degree larger three. Besides t**, the vertex t* is adjacent
to all vertices in A and u;r for each C; € C in F, implying Q = dp(t*) =1 =¢(|C| —1) +|C|. In F,
we replace the edge t*t** with the subgraph II; = II(Q,t) (Definition [7, Figure [7)) and add @ many
edges such that each vertex in {t; 3 : k € [Q]} is adjacent to exactly one vertex in AU {u;L :C; e C}

and vice versa.

Analogously for b*. Besides b™, the vertex b* is adjacent to u; for each C; € C and to the end-
vertices w}, w!* of Y/ (one end-vertex wy if f; = 1) for each z; € X in F, implying Q' := dp(b*) —1 =
ICI+>,.cx min{f;,2}. In F, we replace the edge b*b** with the subgraph II;, = TI(Q’, b) (Definition [T
and add Q" many edges such that each vertex in {w} : z; € X}U{w* 1 z; € X, f; > 2}U{uj_ :Cj e}

is adjacent to exactly one vertex in {b13,...,bg 3} and vice versa.
A t11 t12 t21 too 31 132 tg1 tg2
*—o ® @ * « + . —90—@
AN — t14 12,4 3,4 tgQ.4
S N —9¢ o—9 o—o — o
)/ S .\\\ :t1’3 :t273 :t373 :tQ’3
N : : : |

Figure 7: Replace the edge t*t** in F' with II;

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 CovErR By 3-SETS with |C| > ¢ > 2, the graph F is

constructed as follows:

(I) Generate the subgraph H(q, |C|) (see [A.T]).
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(IT) For every C; € C, generate the subgraph U; (see [L2) and add an edge between the vertices

J *
uy 5 and c;.

(IIT) For each x; € X, generate the subgraph Y] isomorphic to Pyy,_1, where f; is the number of
triples in C that contains the element z; (see E{D Add edges between the sets {u{,3, u%73, u§,3}
and {w; ; : ; € C;} such that each vertex in {u] 5, u} 5,u} 3} is adjacent to exactly one vertex

in {w;; : x; € C;} and vice versa.

(IV) Add the subgraphs II; = TI(Q,t) and II, = II(Q’,b), where Q@ = ¢(|C| — 1) + |C| and Q' =
IC| + >, ex min{fi,2} (see B4). Add edges such that each vertex in A U {uf,...,ula} is

adjacent to exactly one vertex in {t13,...,tQ 3} and vice versa. Add edges such that each
vertex in {w] : 2; € X} U{w™ 1 2; € X, fi > 2} U{u; : Cj € C} is adjacent to exactly one
vertex in {b13,...,bg 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 = {z1,..., 26} and C = {{z1, x2, z3}, {1, x2, x4}, {71, 72, 75},
{x4,x5,26}} from the last chapter, one possible graph F' can be seen in Figure [§

LS

Figure 8: The graph F for X = {x1,...,z¢} and C = {{x1, x2, z3}, {x1, 22, 24}, {21, 22, 25},
{$4,$5,$6}}

4.6 Proof of Theorem

The proof consists of three parts. First, we determine the matching number of F' and show that
ve(F) = v(F) if (C,X) is a YES-instance. Second, we show that, for a disconnected matching M
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of size v(F), F[M] has exactly two components. Third, we show that (C,X) is a YES-instance if
vg(F) = v(F) and conclude the proof of Theorem [6l

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

vi=BuDu |J {u,} U {dsto U Wi U entestu U {bebrs)
kel@

C;eC kelb] CjeC kel4] z;€X ] kelQ']
and V5 contains all the remaining vertices.

Lemma 8. The graph H(q,|C|) has matching number v(H (q,|C|)) = |C|(2q — 1) and for any subset S
of {c},c5, ... ’CTCI} with cardinality |C| — q, there exists a mazimum 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|(2¢ — 1) and (2|C| — 1)g, implying
v(H(q,[C])) < [C](2g — 1).

Let S C {c},c5,... ,c‘*c|} of cardinality |C| —¢. We give a matching of size |C|(2¢ — 1) not saturating
any vertex in S (implying both statements).

Let J C [[C]] such that S = {c} : j € J}. By construction, there is an edge between any path
Qi k € [¢] and R, j € |C|. Hence there exist ¢ many edges such that any path Q, k € [¢] and any path
R;,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 2¢ many vertices, that are
saturated by M’ and we delete the vertices o for all j € J, since we are not allowed to saturate those
vertices. Note that we removed exactly one vertex from every path @y, R;. The remaining graph with
2[q(IC] — 1) + (¢ — 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 (g, |C|) (see example in Figure[@). O

Figure 9: Example for H(3,5) and S = {¢},c5}

Lemma 9. The graph F' has matching number v(F') = |Vi| and if the instance (C,X) of EXACT
COVER BY 3-SETS is a YES-instance, then F' has a disconnected matching of size v(F) = |V1].

Proof. Since F has the bipartition V;UVs, it holds that v(F') < |Vi|. Let C' C C with |C'| = gq.

1. By Lemma 8] H(qg,|C|) has a matching of cardinality |C|(2¢ — 1), that does not saturate c; for
every C; € C\ C' but all other vertices.

2. For every C; € C, we choose a perfect matching of U; — u; if Cj € ¢’ and of U; — uj otherwise.
3. For every x; € X, the subgraph Y] isomorphic to Paf,_1 has a matching of size f; — 1 saturating

its smaller bipartiton W;".
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4. TI; and II, 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 v(F) > |V;| and hence v(F) = |V4].

Assume (C, X)) is a YES-instance and let C' C C with |C'| = ¢ be an exact cover of X. We modify
the matching defined above by replacing Bl with 3] and call this matching M.

3. Every x; € X is contained in exactly one triple C; € C'. The subgraph Y; — w; ; consists of one

or two paths of odd length and hence has a perfect matching of size f; — 1.

The described matching M saturated all vertices of F' except
e c; and u;L for all C; € C\ C,

e u; forall C; € C' and

® Wi for all Cj € C' and all x; € Cj.

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

M is disconnected, let U be the set of all saturated vertices of II;, H(q, |C|) and Uj for all C; € (',

hence

U=V(IL) UV (HglC)\{c: Ciec\ctu | VU)\ {u;}.
c;ec

Clearly F[U] # F[M]. Np[U]\ U is the union of the following sets:
o Np(V(II))\U = {u;" :Cjel’}
o Ne(V(H(@,ICD) \{c;: G eC\CH)\U =1{¢: Crec\ )

e Np (UCjeC' V(U;)\ {u;}) \U={w;;:z; € C; €C'} U chec, u;

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

of Lemma [0 O

Let M be a disconnected matching of F' of size v(F) = [Vi|. The vertices t;; € V(II;) and
bi,1 € V(II) are in V; and hence saturated by M.

Definition 10. Let T' contain all vertices that are in the same component of F[M] as t11. Let B

contain all vertices that are in the same component of F[M] as by ;.

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 I1; are in T
2. All saturated vertices of Iy are in B.

3. All saturated vertices of H(q,|C|) are in T'.
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4. All saturated vertices of U; are in T, if u;r is saturated, else in B for every C; € C.
5. All saturated vertices of Y/ are in B for every x; € X.

Proof.

1. The vertices ty 1,tx 3 are in V; for every k € [Q] and hence saturated by M. Since ¢;; has only
the neighbor t1 2, M contains the edge t11t12. The only edge left to saturate the vertex ¢ is
the edge t2 1t2 2 and therefore this edge is in M. Iteratively, all edges tj 1t 2 for k € [Q] are in
M (see Figure [I0). Hence t1,; € T implies t1,tx2 € T for every k € [Q)]. Since ¢, 3 is saturated
by M, t; o € T implies t; 3 € T. If t, 4 is saturated by M, then M contains the edge t;, 4t 3 and
tr3 € T implies ¢ 4 € T'. Therefore every saturated vertex of II; is in 7.

t11 t12 t21 too to1 g2
14 t24 tQ.4
11,3 2.3 to,3

t11 t12 t21 too to1 g2

® L 4 ——P—

t1,4 to4 tQ.a

o——e o——e o——e
1,3 2,3 tQ,3

Figure 10: Illustration of the proof that all saturated vertices of II; belong to T' (left) and that b is in
T for every b € B (right).

2. Follows analogously to [l since by, 1, by 3 € V1 for every k € [Q)].

3. Since every vertex in A has a neighbor in the set {t13,...,tQ3} C T, every saturated vertex of
Aisin T.
Every vertex b € B C Vj 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 = be for a vertex ¢ € C (see Figure [I0). (Note since A C V5, it is not clear whether b has a
saturated neighbor in A or not.) The vertex ¢ has a neighbor d € D. Let ¢’ € C be the other
neighbor of the vertex d. Since the vertex d € Vi must be saturated by M, the edge dc’ is in
M. Let V' be the neighbor of ¢ in B (b # V). The vertex V' € V] must be saturated by M. ¥’
has the neighbor ¢’ and one or two neighbors in A, implying a'b’ € M for a vertex a’ € A. Then
a’ € T implies V', ', d,c,b € T. Hence B C T.
Since any vertex in C' has a neighbor in B C T, any saturated vertex in C'is in T". Since D C Vi,
any vertex d € D is saturated by an edge dc € M for a vertex ¢ € C. Then c € T impliesd € T'.

4. Consider U; for C; € C (see Figure[). Since ui 1 ui 5 € Vq for every k € [4], it follows analogously
to part [Il that for every k € [4], the edge ui lui o is in M, ui 4 is saturated by M and if ui‘ 4
is saturated by M, then ufc 4 is in the same component of F[M] as ufc - To saturate ué,l eV,

;ruél or u;u;l, implying u;r or u; is saturated by M. Note that

the saturated vertices of U; induce a connected subgraph in F[M] and therefore are in the same

M contains either the edge u
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component of F[M]. If u;r is saturated by M, then all saturated vertices of U; are in T". If u

is saturated by M, then all saturated vertices of U; are in B.

5. Consider Y/ for x; € X. First let f; > 2. The end-vertices w; and w}* of the path Y/ are each
adjacent to a vertex in {by 3 : k € [Q']} C B. Since W, C V4, all vertices of W, are saturated

7

by M. Since N(W;") C W;" and |W,"| = |[W,"| + 1, at most one vertex of W' is not saturated

(2

by M, yielding the following cases:

e If all vertices of W;" are saturated by M, then Y/ is a subgraph of F[M]. w} and w}* are
saturated, implying V(Y;) C B.

e If an end-vertex of Y/ is not saturated, w.l.o.g. wj;, then all vertices in W;© \ {w}} are
saturated by M and Y; — w is a connected subgraph of F[M]. w}*
V(Y \{w} C B.

o If a vertex w} € W;© \ {w},w;*} is not saturated by M, F[V(Y/) N V(M)] breaks into two
components. Since one component contains w; and the other component contains w;™*, we

get V(Y/) \ {w} C B (see Figure [I1]).

is saturated, implying

Figure 11: Illustration of F[V(Y/) NV (M)] when containing two components.

Now let f; = 1. The unique vertex w; of Y/ is adjacent to a vertex in {by 3 : k € [Q']} C B. If
wj is saturated by M, then w; € B.

7

O

Lemma 12. If F has a disconnected matching M of size v(F) = |Vi|, then the instance (C,X) of
ExacTt CoVER By 3-SETS is a YES-instance.

Proof. Let M be a disconnected matching in F' of size v(F) = |V;| 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 BUD C V;. Since Np(BUD) = AUC, at least
|[BUD| = |C|(¢—1)+|C|q many vertices of AUC' are saturated by M. Since |AUC| = |C|g+ (|C] —1)q,
at most |C| — ¢ many vertices of AU C are not saturated by M. Hence at least ¢ many vertices of
{c],¢5,... ,CTC‘} are saturated by M and those saturated vertices are in T’ by Lemmal[[dl Let J* C [|C|]
be the set of indices for which ¢ is saturated by M.

Let j € J*. Since uig € V1 and hence saturated by any maximum matching, the edge c;ufl’g

together with c; € T implies ui?, € T and by Lemma [IT] all saturated vertices of U; are in T'. Par-
ticularly u{73,ug73,u§,3 € V1 are saturated by M and hence {u{73,ué,3,u§73} C T for all j € J*. Since
TNU,,ex W = 0, it follows that 7 has at least 3|J"| many pairwise distinct neighbors in (J sieX Wit
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Since W;* NV(M) C B for all i € [3q] by Lemma [T and [W;" NV (M)| > |[W,;T| — 1 for all i € [3¢]

(see proof of Lemma [[Il), there are at most | X| = 3¢ many vertices in [, cx W that are not in B.

Since Ng(T) N B = (), the previous two arguments imply that 7" and hence UjeJ+ {u{,3, u;?), u§,3}
have exactly 3¢ many neighbors in Ume X W;L and exactly those 3¢g vertices of Uaﬁ, ex Wf are not
saturated by M. Consequently, |J| = ¢. For any x; € X at most one vertex of VV{" is not saturated by
M, implying exactly one vertex of Wf is not saturated by M for every x; € X. Since those 3¢ vertices
are neighbors of Ujeﬁ{u{ﬁ,ug?),ug?)} and |J*| = ¢, the construction of F implies UjeJ+ C; = X.
Hence every element of X is contained in exactly one set of ' = {C; € C : j € J*}, implying the
instance (C, X) is a YES-instance. O

Lemma [0 and Lemma [[2 show NP-hardness of deciding v(G’) = v4(G’) for a given bipartite graph
G’ with maximum degree three. Furthermore, deciding if v(G’) = v4(G’) is clearly in NP, since a dis-

connected matching of size v(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

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 vg > k

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

5 v =y, for diameter at most 37

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 v ;(G) = v(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, v(G) = vq4;(G) if and
only if there exists a verter v such that G — v contains at least j many non-trivial components and

v(G) = v(G —v).

Proof. The existence of such a vertex v clearly implies v(G) = v4;(G). Now we prove the other
direction.

Let v(G) = v4;(G) and let M be a maximum j-disconnected matching of G, i.e. |M| = v(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 v(G) > v4;(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 vujus - - - ugv’ be a shortest path between v and v'. It follows that uy,u, 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 Cjy be the component of G[M] that contains
all those vertices and let C,...,Cy be the remaining components. Hence every vertex in Cj, ¢ > 1,
has a non-saturated neighbor. For every ¢ > 1, let w; be a non-saturated vertex adjacent to at least

one vertex in the component C;.

Claim 2: If vo’ € M N E(C;) 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
v(G) > 14 ;(G), contradiction.

Claim 3: For ¢ > 1, w; is adjacent to every vertex in Cj.

Assume there exists ¢ > 1 such that Claim 3 is false. Let U contain all vertices from C; that are
adjacent to w;. There exists a vertex v € U with a neighbor v' € V/(C;)\U. Let w’ be a non-saturated
neighbor of v'. If vv’ € M, then w;vv'w’ is an augmenting path, implying v(G) > v4(G), contradiction.
If vv’ & M, then exist u,u’ such that vu,v'v’ € M. By Claim 2, vw;,v'w’ € E(G). Hence w;uvv'u'w’
is an augmenting path, implying v(G) > v4,;(G), contradiction.

Since for ¢ > 1 the vertex w; is adjacent to every vertex in C;, Claim 2 implies that w; is the unique

non-saturated neighbor for every vertex in Cj.

Claim 4: w; = wy, for every i,k > 1.
Assume w; # wy. Let v; € C; and vy € Cy. Every path between v; and v, contains w; and wg. Since

w; and wy are not adjacent, v; and v have distance at least 4, contradiction.

Therefore wy is the unique non-saturated vertex adjacent to any and every vertex in C; for ¢ > 1.
If Cy exists, every path between a vertex in Cy and a vertex in C; for ¢ > 1 contains the vertex wy.
Hence the number of non-trivial components of G —wy is equal to the number of components of G[M],

but ¥(G) = v(G — wy) since wy is not saturated by M, completing the proof of Lemma [I5 O

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 w; is a

universal vertex and G — w; has a perfect matching, implying the following corollary:

Corollary 16. Given a graph G with diameter 2 and j > 2, vq;(G) = v(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 v;=uv,"7

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 [I8 and Lemma 211

Theorem 17. Given a bipartite graph G of diameter at most 3, deciding if v4(G) = vs(G) is co-NP-

complete.
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In order to show Theorem [I7 we first proof the following lemma:

Lemma 18. For any graph G:

vs(G) <14+ max v (G — N [{u,v}]) <vy(G)
uweE(G)
Proof. Since for any edge uv in G a matching of G — N[{u,v}] together with the edge wv yields a
disconnected matching, it holds that

G)>1 G- N .
va(G) 2 14 max v {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 — NJe] and obviously |M \ {e}| < v (G — Nle]). Hence |[M| < 1+ v (G — Nle]) <
1+ mazi )y (G — N[{u,v}]), implying

weE (G

vs(G) <1+ uvrggz(G) v(G — N[{u,v}]).

This concludes the proof of Lemma, [I8] O

To show that deciding if v4(G) = v4(G) is co-NP-hard for bipartite graphs, we give a polynomial-
time reduction from the decision problem DISCONNECTED MATCHING to the complement of v = vs.

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 v4(G) > k. DISCONNECTED
MATCHING is NP-complete for bipartite graphs [2I]. Note that, by Lemma [I8 we can assume that
k> 1+max,,cpq) v (G — N[{u,v}]), since otherwise we could easily find a disconnected matching of
size at least k containing an edge uv that maximizes v (G — N[{u,v}]) as well as a maximum matching
of G — Nu,v].

Now we describe our reduction. Let G be a bipartite graph and let £ be an integer satisfying
k> 1+ max,epe) v (G — N[{u,v}]). Let AU B be the partition of V(G).

We construct G’ by adding 2(k — 1) many vertices uy,...,ug_1,v1,...,vx_1 and k — 1 edges,
€1 = UV, ...,€Ek_1 = Uk_1Vk—1, t0 G. We add all possible edges between {v1,...,vx_1} and A and
between {u1,...,ur_1} and B (see Figure [2). The new graph G’ is bipartite and has diameter at
most 3.

The following lemma implies co-NP-completeness of the decision problem vg = v;.
Lemma 19. v4(G') # vy(G') if and only if v4(G) > k.

Proof. By construction of G’, any disconnected (or induced) matching of G’ is either a subset of
{e1,...,ex_1} or E(G), implying v4(G') = max{k — 1,4(G)} and vs(G") = max{k — 1,v4(G)}.

(=): Let v4(G) > k. Since k > 1 + max,,cpe) v (G — N[{u,v}]), Lemma [ implies k > v,(G).
Hence vs(G') = max{k — 1,v5(G)} = k — 1, implying v4(G’) > vq(G) > k > vs(G').

(<): Let vs(G") # va(G'). {e1,...,ex—1} is an induced matching of G’, implying vs(G') > k — 1.
Since vs(G') # va(G'), we get k < vg(G') = max{k — 1,14(G)} and hence v4(G) > k. O
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Figure 12: G’

From Lemma [I§ we deduce the following corollary.

Corollary 20. For any graph G, if v4(G) = vs(G) then

vi(G) =vs(G) =1+ uvrggi{G) v (G — N[{u,v}])

and we can find an induced matching of this size in polynomial time.
If v4(G) = vs(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 mazimum induced matching can be found in polynomial time [10,[25].

It remains to show that deciding if v4(G) = v4(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 vs(G) < s(G) for

§(G) = max ( (G~ N{u,0})) +1[v(G = N[{u,0})) = v4 (G — N[{u,0}]) )

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:
o If v (G — Nle]) = vs (G — Nle]), then |[M\{e}| = v (G — Nle]) and hence |M| = 14+v (G — Nle]).
o If v(G — Nle]) # vs (G — Nle]), then |M \ {e}| < v (G — NJe]) and hence |[M| < v (G — Nle]).
Combining those two cases yields
v,(G) = |M| < v (G = Nle]) + 1|y (G = Nle]) = v, (G = Nle)) | < s(G),
concluding the proof. O
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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 2]]
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:
va(G) # vs(G) if and only if v4(G) > s(G)

Proof.
(<): If v4(G) > s(G), then v4(G) > s(G) > vs(G) by Lemma 211

(=): If v4(G) # vs(G), we consider two cases:

1. If s(G) = mgz(G) v (G — N[{u,v}]) + 1, there exists an edge u'v" such that
uve

v (G = N[{u/,v'}) +1 [y (G = N[{u/,v'}]) = vs (G — N[{u/,v'}]) ]

— G-N 1.
I ( [{u,v}]) +

Note that v (G — N[{u/,v'}]) = vs (G — N[{«/,v'}]). The edge u/v’ together with a maximum
induced matching of G — N[{v/,v'}] yields an induced matching of size s(G). Lemma 21] then
implies v4(G) = s(G). By assumption v4(G) # vs(G) and hence v4(G) > v4(G) = s(G).

2. If s(G) < max v (G — N[{u,v}]) + 1, then Lemma [I§ implies:

weE(G)
vg(G) > max v (G — N[{u,v}]) +1> s(G)
weE(G)
This concludes the proof of Lemma O

By Lemma [22] verifying that a given graph G is a NO-instance of the decision problem vy = v4 can
be done efficiently by giving a disconnected matching of size larger than s(G) as a certificate. Hence

the decision problem vy = v, is indeed in co-NP.

7 vy = vs for bounded degree?

Both the disconnected matching number (see Corollary [I3)) 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 241

Definition 24. A connected graph G is a Cameron-Walker-graph, if V(Q) is the disjoint union of
four sets A, B,C, D where

e all vertices in A have degree 1,
e if GIA U B| is non-empty, it is 1-reqular and bipartite with partition AU B,
e G[BUC]| is bipartite with partition B U C,

e if G[D] is non-empty, it is 1-regular and for every edge vy € G[D] exists z € C s.t. Ng(x)\{y} =
Na(y) \ {z} = {z} (see Figurel[I3).

’.. . . ... .‘

. . ° e °

S Qw =

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
vq(G) = v(G) and hence v4(G) = v5(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 vs(G) > 2A(G), then vs(G) = v4(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 2A(G). If yes, according to Lemma 7] 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. U

It remains to proof Theorem We first introduce and show the following two lemmas — Lemma
and Lemma

Lemma 26. If G is a graph with v4(G) = vs(G) > 2A(G) —2 and M is a mazximum 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
INGg({u,v}) \ {u,v}] < 2A(G) — 2 and |M| > 2A(G) — 2, adding uv to M yields a strictly larger
disconnected matching, contradicting v4(G) = vs(G). O

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
vs(G) > 2A(G).
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Lemma 27. Let G be a graph with vs(G) > 2A(G) and vs(G) = vg(G) > 2. Let M be a mazimum

induced matching in G. For any edge xy € M, there are two possibilities:
1. zy lies in a triangle and dg(x) = dg(y) = 2 or
2. da(r) =1ordg(y) =1
Proof. Let xy € M. We distinguish the cases that zy lies in a triangle or not.

1. Let zy lie in a triangle xyz. Assume that x has degree at least 3 and let u € Ng(z) \ {y, z}.
Note that both v and z are not saturated by M. Hence removing the edge xzy 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 w.

|Na({z,u}) \ {z,y}|

< [Na(2) \ {z,y}| + |Ng(u) \ {z}|
<AG) -2+ AG) -1

= 2A(G) — 3

But [M\ {zy}| = vs(G) —1 > 2A(G) — 3, implying M’ is disconnected, contradiction. Therefore

x and y have degree 2.

2. Let zy € M be not contained in a triangle of G. Assume dg(x) > 2 and dg(y) > 2. Then
there exists z € Ng(z) \ {y} and 2’ € Ng(y) \ {z}. 2z # 2/, otherwise zyz would be a triangle
containing the edge zy. Since M is induced, neither z nor 2’ is saturated by M. Removing the
edge zy and adding the edges xz and yz’ yields a strictly larger matching M’. Analogously,
INc({z,2'}) \ {z,y}| <2A(G) —2 and |M \ {zy}| > 2A(G) — 2 imply that the matching M’ is

is disconnected, contradiction. Hence dg(z) =1 or dg(y) = 1.

This completes the proof of Lemma O

Proof of Theorem [23. Let G be a connected graph with v4(G) > 2A(G).

(=) Let v4(G) = vs(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 P,. Solet A(G) > 2 and hence v5(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) C M. B is independent since M
is induced. By Lemma 27, AND = 0. Let C = V(G) \ (AU B U 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 = Eq(A, B)U E(G[D]). Since G — G[M] contains no edge by Lemma [26] C' is an independent set.
By choice of D, any edge zy in G[D] lies in a triangle zyz. Since z is not saturated by the induced
matching M, z lies in C. By Lemma 27 d¢(z) = dg(y) = 2, hence {z} = Ng(z) \ {y} = Na(y) \ {z}
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 (AU C') U B and hence v(G — D) < |B| = |A|. Since any matching can only
contain one edge of each triangle, it follows that v4(G) < 1v4(G) < v(G) < v(G— D)+ % = |A|+ %.
On the other hand, Eg(A, B) U E(G[D]) is an induced matching of size |A| + %, implying v4(G) =
va(G). O
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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 v4; and
Vqi+2, what do we know about v4;117 More generally, given finitely many disconnected matching
numbers v4,(G), i € I C N, can we approximate the value of vy ;(G) for some j ¢ I? We answer this
question negatively. The following theorem implies, that, without further restrictions on the graph,
we get only the trivial bounds v4;(G) > v4,+1(G) and, if G has a non-empty i-disconnected matching,
va,i(G) > i.

Theorem 28. Given a finite non-increasing sequence of integers f1 > [o > -+ > Br_1 > Br with
Br > k, there exists a graph G with vq;(G) = B; for alli € [k].

In order to show Theorem 28], we recursively construct a sequence of graphs Gy, Gp_1,Gr_o, ..., G1,
where G = (31 is a valid choice for the graph in Theorem
Let G contain k — 1 many P»-components (say Ei,...,Er_1) and a clique of size 2(8, — (k — 1)),
yielding a graph with k& many components and a perfect matching of size i (see Figure [I4]).

Let 1 <4 < k and Gj41 be given.

e We construct G; by adding a clique of size 2(5; — $;+1) to Gi+1 and we add all possible edges
between the clique and G;y1 — E1 U--- U E;_; (see Figure [13]).
Note that if ﬁz == 5i+15 then Gi+1 == Gz

e | ] 1]

Figure 14: Gy,

K2(5i—ﬁi+1) K2(Bi+1—ﬁi+2) I te I

Er Eiiq
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T @
o———o

Figure 15: G;

Inductively follows that G; contains a perfect matching of size 3; for all i € [k].
For 1 <i < k, if 8; # Bi+1, G; has i many components, namely Fy,...,F;_; and G;— E1U---UF;_1.

If 8; = Bi+1, G; has at least ¢ + 1 many components and at least ¢ many P,-components.
Lemma 29. Let i € [k]. vy (G;) = By for alli’ € {i,i+1,... k}.

Proof. We give a proof by induction.
G, has k components and a perfect matching of size 5y, implying v4,(Gy) = Br. Now let 1 <7 < k.

o If B; = Bit1, then G; = Gi41 and hence v/ (G;) = vg(Gig1) = By for i/ € {i+1,... k} by
induction hypothesis. G; has a perfect matching of size ; with at least ¢ + 1 many components,

implying vq;(G;) = Bi.
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o Let B8 > Bit1.

Let M be a matching in G; saturating at least one vertex v of G; — G;11. By construction, there
are exactly i — 1 many edges with no end-vertex in N[v] (namely the edges in Fy,..., E;_1) and
hence M has at most ¢ many components. This implies that any matching in G; with at least +1
many components cannot saturate any vertex in G; — Gj11. Hence vy (G;) = vq(Giy1) = By
for i/ € {i+1,i+2,...,k} by induction hypothesis.

By construction, the graph G; has i many components and a perfect matching of size 3;, implying
vai(Gi) = Bi O

Lemma 29 implies v4;(G1) = B; for all ¢ € [k], completing the proof of Theorem
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