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ON THE STRUCTURE OF NORMALIZED MODELS OF
CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS - HSU’S APPROACH REVISITED

TOMASZ KRAWCZYK

ABSTRACT. Circular-arc graphs are the intersection graphs of arcs of a circle. The
main result of this work describes the structure of all normalized intersection models of
circular-arc graphs. Normalized models of a circular-arc graph reflect the neighborhood
relation between its vertices and can be seen as its canonical representations; in partic-
ular, any intersection model can be made normalized by possibly extending some of its
arcs. We devise a data-structure, called PQSM-tree, that maintains the set of all nor-
malized models of a circular-arc graph. We show that the PQSM-tree of a circular-arc
graph can be computed in linear time. Finally, basing on PQSM-trees, we provide a
linear-time algorithm for the canonization and the isomorphism problem for circular-arc
graphs.

We describe the structure of the normalized models of circular-arc graphs using an
approach proposed by Hsu [SIAM J. Comput. 24(3), 411439, (1995)]. In the aforemen-
tioned work, Hsu claimed the construction of decomposition trees representing the set
of all normalized intersection models of circular-arc graphs and an O(nm) time isomor-
phism algorithm for this class of graphs. However, the counterexample given in [Discrete
Math. Theor. Comput. Sci., 15(1), 157-182, 2013] shows that Hsu’s isomorphism al-
gorithm is incorrect. Also, due to the errors pointed out in [I8], the decomposition trees
proposed by Hsu are not constructed correctly; in particular, we showed that there are
circular-arc graphs whose all normalized models do not follow the description given by
Hsu.

1. INTRODUCTION

Circular-arc graphs are the intersection graphs of arcs of a circle. Circular-arc graphs
generalize interval graphs, which are the intersection graphs of intervals on the real line.
Although circular-arc graphs and interval graphs are defined in a quite similar way, they
turn out to have significantly different algorithmic and combinatorial properties. A num-
ber of problems that are solved (or shown to admit polynomial-time solutions) in the class
of interval graphs, in the class of circular-arc graphs are still open (are computationally
hard, respectively). One example is the minimum coloring problem, which admits a sim-
ple linear algorithm for interval graphs, but is NP-complete on circular-arc graphs [13].
Another example is concerned with the structure of the intersection models of graphs from
these classes. The structure of all intersection models of interval graphs is well-understood
— all such models are maintained by PQ-trees, invented by Booth and Lueker already in
1970’s [4]. Despite some efforts [14], the corresponding structure for circular-arc graphs
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has not been devised. Yet another example is the isomorphism problem. Already in
1970’s Lueker and Booth [20] devised a linear-time isomorphism algorithm testing iso-
morphism of interval graphs. Their algorithm works on PQ-trees; to test whether two
interval graphs are isomorphic it suffices to check the isomorphism between their PQ-trees.
The isomorphism problem for the class of circular-arc graphs has been open so fail.

1.1. Our results. Our first result is the description of the structure of all normalized
intersection models of circular-arc graphs. Normalized models (the formal definition is
postponed to Section [2) of a circular-arc graph G reflect the neighborhood relation be-
tween the vertices of G and can be seen as its canonical representations; in particular, any
intersection model of G can be made normalized by possibly extending some of its arcs.
We introduce a data-structure, called PQSM-tree, that represents the set of all normalized
models of G. Finally, we show that the PQSM-tree for G can be computed in linear time.

To attain our goal, we follow an approach taken by Hsu in the work [14] from 1995.
In [14] Hsu claimed a theorem describing the structure of all normalized intersection
models of circular-arc graphs and introduced so-called decomposition trees supposed to
represent all normalized models of circular-arc graphs. Based on decomposition trees, Hsu
claimed an O(nm)-time algorithm for the isomorphism problem for circular-arc graphs.
However, in 2013 Curtis, Lin, McConnell, Nussbaum, Soulignac, Spinrad, and Szwarc-
fiter [§] showed that Hsu’s algorithm is not correct. In [I8] we showed that Hsu’s decom-
position trees are also constructed incorrectly; in particular, we showed that there are
circular-arc graphs whose all normalized models do not follow the description given by
Hsu.

The graph isomorphism problem is the computational problem of determining whether
two input graphs are isomorphic. Clearly, the graph isomorphism problem is in NP, it
is unlikely NP-complete [2], and it is not known to be in P. The best currently known
algorithm for the isomorphism problem works in super-polynomial time [2]. For some
restricted classes of graphs, e.g. for graphs possessing certain geometric representation,
the isomorphism problem can be solved in polynomial or even linear time. A flurry of
research has been devoted to distinguish graph classes admitting such algorithms from
those in which the problem remains GI-complete (polynomial time equivalent to the gen-
eral isomorphism problem). One of the most known classes, whose status has not been
known until now, is the class of circular-arc graphs.

The isomorphism problem for circular-arc graphs has been open for almost 40 years.
There have been two claimed polynomial time algorithms for the isomorphism problem
on circular-arc graphs, presented in [26] and [14], which were shown to be incorrect in [10]
and [§], respectively. There are known linear time isomorphism algorithms on proper
circular-arc graphs [8, 9] and for co-bipartite circular-arc graphs [10]. The isomorphism

'We posed on arxiv a paper with a polynomial-time isomorphism algorithm for circular-arc graphs
already in 2019 [I7], however, we have encountered difficulties in publishing our work (despite that no
bugs have been reported by the reviewers). This is the reason why we decided to extend our work with
a detailed comparison of our work and Hsu’s work [I4] and why we decided to write a paper [I8] on errors
found in Hsu’s work [I4].



NORMALIZED MODELS OF CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS 3

problem can be solved in linear time [8] and logarithmic space [16] in the class of Helly
circular-arc graphs. The next main theorem of the paper proves the following:

Theorem 1.1. The isomorphism problem in the class of circular-arc graphs can be solved
in linear timé.

Instead of explicitly providing a linear-time isomorphism algorithm for circular-arc
graphs, we present a linear-time algorithm that solves the canonization problem for this
class of graphs. The canonization problem for a graph class G consists of computing a
canonical string representation canon(G) of an input graph G € G, such that a graph H
satisfies canon(G) = canon(H) if and only if H is isomorphic to G. Clearly, given a
polynomial-time canonization algorithm for G, we can solve the isomorphism problem
for G in the same time. In this paper, we present a linear-time canonization algorithm
for circular-arc graphs. For a given circular-arc graph G, the algorithm constructs a tuple
canon(() containing O(n) entries, where n represents the number of vertices in G. In
summary, we establish the following theorem, which subsequently yields Theorem [L.1] as
a byproduct.

Theorem 1.2. The canonization problem in the class of circular-arc graphs can be solved
in linear time.

We mention here that a parameterized logspace algorithm computing a canonical string
representation of circular-arc graphs was presented by Chandoo [5]. The canonization
procedure for circular-arc graphs is conducted in a manner similar to that used for in-
terval graphs, permutation graphs (see, for example, [27]), and circle graphs (see, for
example, [15]). In all these cases, the method relies on the property that certain trees
represent all intersection models of graphs within these classes.

Our paper is organized as follows:

e In Section Pl we introduce notation used throughout the paper.

e In Section [3] we introduce the basic concepts used to describe the structure of the
normalized models of circular-arc graphs.

e In Sectiondwe bring up the related work which has had an impact on the development
of the method used in this paper. In particular, since we follow the approach taken
by Hsu [14], we compare and point out the main differences (and their consequences)
between our works.

e In Section Bl we describe PQSM-tree, a data structure used to represent all normalized
intersection models of a circular-arc. This section can be read independently by those
interested solely in the structure of the normalized models of circular-arc graphs.

e In Section [l we provide a concise proof of the correctness of our description. The
more detailed proofs of certain statements, which are not essential for understanding
the flow of the argument, are deferred to Sections [7 8 and [l

2We assume the standard word RAM model of computation with words of length logn (n is the size
of the vertex set of the input graph), in which both arithmetic and bitwise operations can be performed
in constant time.
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e In Section [I0] we present a linear-time algorithm that constructs PQSM-trees for
circular-arc graphs.

e In Section [T1I] we present a linear-time algorithm for the canonization problem for
circular-arc graphs.

2. PRELIMINARIES

A graph G is a pair (V, ~), where V' is a vertez set and ~ is an edge set (irreflexive and
symmetric edge relation on V). The complement of the graph G = (V| ~) is the graph
G = (V,]) where z || y <= 2 # yand not z ~ y. A poset is a pair (V, <) where <
is a transitive and irreflexive relation on V. A poset (V, <) is a transitive orientation of
the graph (V,~) if x ~y <= x <yorx >y. A graph (V,~) is a comparability graph
if (V,~) admits a transitive orientation. A graph (V, ~) is a co-comparability graph if its
complement is a comparability graph.

If x is a binary relation on V and X, Y C V then X %Y denotes that zxy for all x € X
and y € Y. If (V,%) is a graph or a poset and X C V', then (X, ) denotes the graph or
the poset on X in which x is restricted to X x X. The pair (X, %) is called the subgraph
or the subposet of (V,x) induced by the set X.

Let G = (V,~) be a graph. The neighborhood of a vertex v, denoted by N¢g(v), com-
prises vertices adjacent to v, i.e., Ng(v) = {u € V : u ~ v}, and the closed neighborhood
of v is Ng[v] = Ng(v) U {v}. A vertex u € V' is universal in G if Nglu] = V. Vertices
u,v € V are twins in G if Ng[u] = Ng|v].

A sequence T over an alphabet X is a word. A circular word represents the set of words
which are cyclical shifts of one another. Hence, we represent a circular word by a word
from its corresponding set of words. We use = to express equality between two circular
words. We use = if the equality holds between simple words. If we want to emphasize
that the (circular) word 7 contains every letter from ¥ exactly once, we say that 7 is a
(circular) order or a (circular) permutation of X.

Let B=AUCU P be a collection of some arcs in the set A, some non-oriented chords
in the set C', some points in the set P, on some fixed circle such that the endpoints of the
objects from AU C and the points from P are pairwise different. We represent the set B
by means of a circular word 7(B) over the set of letters ¥ = A*UC U P, where by A* we
denote the set {a°,a' : a € A}, obtained as follows. We start with an empty word 7(B).
We traverse the circle in the clockwise order starting from some arbitrary point and:

e if we enter/leave the arc a € A, we append the letter a® (a!, respectively) to 7(B),

e if we pass the endpoint of the chord ¢ € C, we append the letter ¢ to 7(B),
e if we pass the point p € P, we append the letter p to 7(B).

We make 7(B) circular when we are back in the starting point. See Figure 2] to the left.

Let B = AUC U P be as above and let 7(B) be a word representation of B. The
reflection BT of the set B is obtained by mirroring every object from B over some fixed
line L. Note that the word representation 7(B) of the set B is obtained from 7(B) by
reversing the order of the letters in 7(B) and then by exchanging every superscript 0 to 1
and 1 to 0. See Figure 2] to the left.
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FIGURE 2.1. To the left: a collection B = {ay, as, as, ¢, p, ¢} consisiting of
three arcs aq, as, az, a chord ¢, and two points p, g is represented by the cir-
cular word 7(B) = azpalcagaéagqalc The word 7(B%) = calqalaSaicalpal
is the reflection of 7(B). To the right: the same collection in which the arcs
are replaced by the corresponding oriented chords.

Let 7 be a circular word over the alphabet 3. The reflection 7% of 7 is the (circular)
word obtained from 7 by reversing the order of the letters in 7 and by exchanging every
superscript 0 to 1 and 1 to 0. For ¥’ C 3, by 7||¥’ we denote a circular word obtained
from 7 by restricting to the letters from the set ¥’. For example, in Figure 21l for

= {a3, a}, p, q,c}, we have 7(B)||¥ = calaiqcp.

1 0
U3 Vg U3
%

B

FiGure 2.2. To the left: intersection model ¢ of a circular-arc graph
G=(V,E), Where V =Av,...,u6} and E = {vv;41 1 @ E 5 ]}U{vﬁvl} We
have 9 |[{v?, v1, 02, vi} = vﬁv?vév% (in red) The set {v3, v, 02} is contiguous
in ¢ (in blue) and we have ¥|{vi,v},0} = vJvivd. To the right: the
corresponding oriented chord model.

The notation we introduce below can be used to describe relations between a set of arcs
and points of the circle. Let ¥ be a set and let 7 be a circular permutation of . A word
w1 is a contiguous subword of T if there is " such that 7 = p/p”. Let X' C . We say that
the letters of X/ are contiguous in 7 if 7 = 7/7”, where 7’ is a word in which every letter
from ¥ occurs exactly one and 7" is a word on ¥ ~ X'. If this is the case, we say that
the set 3’ forms a contiguous subword in 7, and we denote this subword by 7|%' (note
that 7|3 is unique). For example, in Figure 2.2 the set {vi,v{,v2} is contiguous in ¢
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1,0 0V — 0,10 ~ ~ T / /
and we have [{vs, v}, v5} = vjvsve (depicted in blue in Figure 2.2). Let v’ and v’ be two
letters in 7. A letter w’ is between v’ and v' in 7 if we pass w’ when we traverse 7 in the
clockwise order from u’' to v'. A letter w' is strictly between u' and v' in T if w' is between
v and v’ in ¢, v’ # w', and v # v'. In Figure the letters v, v, 09, v, v9, vi,v9 are
between vg and vJ in ¢ and the letters vJ, v, v are strictly between v and v} in 9.

We use analogous notation for simple (non-circular) words.

2.1. Modular decomposition trees and transitive orientations. The definitions
given below are by Gallai [12].

Let (V,~) be a graph and let (V,||) be the complement of (V,~). A non-empty set
M CV is a module in (V,~) if & ~ M or z || M for every z € V . M. The singleton
sets and the whole V' are the trivial modules of (V,~). A module M of (V,~) is strong
it M C N, NCM,or MNN = for every other module N in (V,~). In particular,
two strong modules of (V,~) are either nested or disjoint. The modular decomposition
of (V, ~), denoted by M(V,~), consists of all strong modules of (V,~). The set M(V, ~),
ordered by inclusion, forms a tree in which V' is the root, the maximal proper subsets
from M(V,~) of M € M(V, ~) are the children of M (the children of M form a partition
of M), and the singleton modules {z} for z € V' are the leaves.

A module M € M(V,~) is serial if My ~ M, for every two children M; and M, of M,
parallel if My || My for every two children M; and M, of M, and prime otherwise. Equiv-
alently, M € M(V, ~) is serial if (M, ||) is disconnected, parallel if (M, ~) is disconnected,
and prime if both (M, ~) and (M, ||) are connected.

Note that the modular decomposition trees M(V,~) and M(V,||) are the same; the
only difference is that serial (parallel) module M in M (V] ~) is parallel (serial) in M(V/ ||).

Now assume that (V,~) is a comparability graph. The relation between the transi-
tive orientations of the graph (V) ~) and the modular decomposition tree of (V,~) was

described by Gallai [12].

Theorem 2.1 ([12]). If My, My € M(V,~) are such that My ~ M, then every transitive
orientation (V, <) satisfies either My < My or My < M.

For a module M in M(V,~) let (M, ~y;) denote the graph on M whose edge set ~ s
contains all the edges from ~ that join the vertices from two different children of M. If
x ~ yis an edge in (V,~), then = ~); y for exactly one strong module M € M(V,~).
Hence, the set {~y : M € M(V,~)} forms a partition of the edge set ~ of the graph
(V,~).

Theorem 2.2 ([12]). There is one-to-one correspondence between the set of transitive
orientations (V, <) of (V,~) and the families

{(M, <) : M € M(V,~) and <jp; is a transitive orientation of (M, ~p)}
given by x <y <= x <)y, where M is the module in M(V,~) such that x ~y y.

The above theorem asserts that every transitive orientation of (V| ~) restricted to the
edges of the graph (M, ~),) induces a transitive orientation of (M, ~,;), for every M €
M(V,~), and that every transitive orientation of (V, ~) can be obtained by independent
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transitive orientation of the graphs (M, ~ ), for M € M(V,~). Gallai [12] characterized
all possible transitive orientations of (M, ~,s), where M is a module of M(V, ~).

Theorem 2.3 ([12]). Let M be a prime module in M(V,~). Then, (M,~y) has two
transitive orientations, one being the reverse of the other.

A parallel module (M, ~ /) has exactly one (empty) transitive orientation. The transi-
tive orientations of serial modules (M, ~) correspond to the total orderings of its children,
that is, every transitive orientation of (M, ~y,) is of the form M; < ... < M, , where
i1 ...1x is a permutation of [k] and My, ..., My are the children of M in M(V,~).

A graph (V,~) is prime if every module of (V,~) is trivial. By Theorem 2.3, every
prime comparability graph admits a unique (up to reversal) transitive orientation.

2.2. Geometric intersection graphs. For a family R of geometric objects, the inter-
section model (or R-model) of a graph G = (V, E) in the family R is amapping ¢ : V — R
which assigns objects in R to the vertices of G such that ¢(u) N ¢(v) # 0 <= wv € E
for any two vertices u and v of G. For this work, we introduce the following classes of
intersection graphs:

interval graphs, which are intersection graphs of intervals on the real line,
circular-arc graphs, which are intersection graphs of arcs of a circle,

circle graphs, which are intersection graphs of chords of a circle,

permutation graphs, which are intersection graphs of chords spanned between two
disjoint arcs of a circle.

It is known that interval graphs are co-comparability graphs and permutation graphs
correspond to the intersection of comparability and co-comparability graphs [9]. Clearly,
permutation graphs form a subclass of circle graphs.

2.2.1. Permutation graphs. Let G = (V,~) be a permutation graph and let i) be an
intersection model of (V,~) in the set of chords spanned between two disjoint arcs A =
AYAl and B = BB! of the circle. We represent 1 by means of the pair (7°,7!) of two
permutations of V', where 7° (7!) is the order of the endpoints of the chords of 1) on the
arc A (B, respectively) when we traverse it from A° to A! (from B° to B!, respectively).
In particular, for x,y € V we have

x ~y <= 2z and y occur in the same order in 7° and 7.

See Figure 2.3

Let (V,]|) be the complement of (V,~). Dushnik and Miller [9] showed that both
(V,]]) and (V| ~) are comparability graphs and that the intersection models of (V, ~) can
be described by means of transitive orientations of (V,~) and (V,||), as follows. Every
intersection model (7°,71) of (V, ~) yields transitive orientations < and < of the graphs
(V,~) and (V,||), respectively, given by:

r <y <=z occurs before y in 7° and x ~ y,

(2.3.1) r <y <= xoccurs before yin 7° and in x || .
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A0 a b ¢ gl

B'b ¢ a B°

FIGURE 2.3. Intersection model (7° 7!) = (abc, ach) of the permutation
graph ({a,b,c},{a ~ b,a ~ ¢)} corresponding to the transitive orientations
{a <b,a < c} and {b < ¢} of (V,~) and (V, ||}, respectively.

See Figure 23 On the other hand, given transitive orientations < and < of (V,~) and
(V, ), respectively, one can construct a permutation model (7%, 71) of (V, ~) such that

x occurs before y in 7° <= x <y orx <y,

(2.32) x occurs before y in 7! <= x <yory <z

Theorem 2.4 ([9]). Let (V,~) be a permutation graph. There is one-to-one correspon-
dence between permutation models (7°,7') of (V,~) and the pairs (<, <) of transitive

orientations of (V,||) and (V,~), respectively, given by equations (23.0)) and (23.2)).

Theorems 2] and 224 yield the following property of strong modules in (V,~) with
respect to permutation models of (V, ~):

Observation 2.5. Let M be a module in M(V,~). For every permutation model (79, 1)
of (V,~) the set M is contiguous in both words 7° and 1.

2.2.2. Circle graphs. Let G = (V,~) be a circle graph and let ¢ be a chord model of G.
We represent 1) by means of a circular word on the set V; note that every v € V appears
twice in .

The next claim shows that a wide family of subsets U of V induce permutation sub-
graphs in a circle graph (V, ~).

Claim 2.6. Let U C V be such that x ~ U for some x € V \ U. Then, for any chord
model ¢ of G,

Y|(UU{z}) = xrar,
where (1,7') and (7',7) are permutation models of (U,~). In particular, (U,~) is a
permutation subgraph of G.

Proof. Let 1 be a chord model of G. Note that every chord ¢ (u) for u € U has its
endpoints on different sides of the chord ¢ (z). Thus, ¥||(U U {x}) = z7a7’, where 7 and
7" are permutations of U. Clearly, since 1 is a chord model of G, both (7,7’) and (7', 7)
are permutation models of (U, ~). O

Let U C V and let ¢ be a chord model of G. We say the set U induces a consistent
permutation model in v if ¢ = /7'y’ 7", where (1, 1) is a permutation model of (U, ~)

and 7" and 7" are (possibly empty) words on V. See Figure to the right.
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2.2.3. Circular-arc graphs. Let G = (V| E) be a circular-arc graph and let ¢ be a circular-
arc model of G such that all the arcs from {¢(v) : v € V'} have distinct endpoints. We
refer to Figure 2.4 which shows possible relations between two arcs from {¢(v) : v € V'}.

¥(v) ¥(v) ¥(u) P(v) P(v)

o) ¥(u) P(u)

FIGURE 2.4. From left to right: ¢ (v) and ¢ (u) are disjoint, 1(v) contains
¥(u), ¥(v) is contained in ¥ (u), ¥ (v) and ¥(u) cover the circle, and ¥ (v)
and 1(u) overlap.

In so-called normalized models, defined in [25 [14], the relative relation between the
arcs reflects the closed neighbourhood relation between the vertices of G, as follows.

Definition 2.7. Let G = (V, E) be a circular-arc graph. A circular-arc model ¥ of G is

normalized with respect to G (shortly, normalized) if all the arcs from {(v) : v € V}

have distinct endpoints and for every pair (v,u) of distinct vertices in G the following

conditions are satisfied:

(1) if uwv ¢ E, then ¥ (v) and ¢ (u) are disjoint,

(2) if Nglu] © Nglv], then (v) contains ¥ (u),

(3) if Nglv] € Nglu], then 1(v) is contained in ¥ (u),

(4) if Ng[v] U Ng[u] =V, Nglw] © Nglv] for every w € Ng[v] \ Nglu], and Nglw] C
Nglu] for every w € Ng[u] \ Ng[v], then 1 (v) and 1 (u) cover the circle,

(5) If none of the above condition holds, then ¥ (v) and ¥ (u) overlap.

Furthermore, for a pair (v,u) of distinct vertices from G, we say that v and u are disjoint,

v contains u, v is contained in u, v and u cover the circle, and v and u overlap if the pair

(v,u) satisfies the assumption of statement ([{), @), @), @), and (@), respectively.

Note that the relation between vertices u and v is symmetric, with one exception: wu
is contained in v if and only if v contains u. It is known that, if G' has no universal
vertices and no twins, every circular-arc model of G can be turned into a normalized one
by possibly extending some arcs of this model [25, [14].

3. NORMALIZED MODELS OF CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS AND CONFORMAL MODELS OF
THEIR OVERLAP GRAPHS

In this section we introduce basic tools needed to describe the set of all normalized
intersection models of a circular-arc graph. As we already said, our approach follows
the work of Hsu [14]. Nevertheless, we want to emphasize here that the definitions we
introduce below differ from those proposed by Hsu; see Section M| where we discuss how
those differences influence our work.
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Throughout this section we assume G = (V, E) is a circular-arc graph with no twins
and no universal vertices.

Definition 3.1. The overlap graph G,, = (V,~) of G joins with an edge ~ every two
vertices which overlap in G.

Given a normalized circular-arc model ¢ of G, we transform it into an oriented chord
model ¢ by converting every arc ¢ (v) for v € V into an oriented chord ¢(v) such that the
chord ¢(v) has the same endpoints as ¢(v) and ¢(v) is oriented such that it has the arc
¥ (v) on its left side — see Figure Bl for an illustration. Clearly, for distinct v,u € V', the
oriented chords ¢(v) and ¢(u) intersect if and only if the arcs ¢ (v) and 1 (u) overlap, and
¥(v) and ¥ (u) overlap if and only if v ~ u. Thus, ¢ is an oriented chord model of G,
and hence G,, is a circle graph.

FIGURE 3.1. The transformation of the arc 1(v) into the oriented chord ¢(v).

Now, we note some properties of the oriented chord models of G,, obtained from the
normalized models of G. First, we associate with every vertex v € V' two sets, left(v) and
right(v), where:

left(v) = {wueV: v containsu or v andu cover the circle},
right(v) = {ueV: v andu aredisjoint or v is contained in u},

and we assume the following definition.

Definition 3.2. An oriented chord model ¢ of G,, is conformal to G (shortly, conformal )
if for every v,u € V:

e u € left(v) if and only if ¢p(u) lies on the left side of ¢(v),
e u € right(v) if and only if ¢p(u) lies on the right side of ¢(v).

Clearly, if ¢ is an oriented chord model of GG, obtained from a normalized model v,
then ¢ is conformal. See Figure for an illustration.

Now, consider a conformal model ¢ of G,, and consider the reverse operation that
transforms every oriented chord ¢(v) for v € V into the arc ¢(v) with the same endpoints
as ¢(v) and placed on the left side of ¢(v). We leave the reader to check that 1 is a
normalized circular-arc model of G. Summing up, we have the following:

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a circular-arc graph with no twins and no universal vertices.
There is a one-to-one correspondence between the normalized models of G and the con-
formal models of Gy .
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e DT

FIGURE 3.2. Relations between the arcs ¢ (v) and ¥ (u) and the corre-
sponding oriented chords ¢(v) and ¢(u) for the cases v is dlSJOlIlt with w,
v contains u, v is contained in u, v and u cover the circle, and v and u over-
lap, respectively.

Our goal is to characterize the oriented conformal models of G, which are conformal.
For this purpose, we exploit the structure of all oriented chord models of G,, and, among
them, we identify those that are conformal. As a byproduct, we also describe the set of
operations that allow to transform any conformal model into any other conformal model.

Due to the correspondence between the arcs and the oriented chords, we use the same
notation for the oriented chords as for the arcs. Note that, to mimic the reflection of
the arcs, we need to reverse the orientation of the chords after mirroring them along the
line L — see Figure 2.1 to the right.

3.1. Normalized and conformal models of the induced subgraphs of G and G,,.
In the rest of the paper we will require an analogue of Theorem extended on the

induced subgraphs of G = (V, E) and G,, = (V, ~).

Definition 3.4. Let U be a non-empty subset of V.. A circular-arc model 1 of the induced
subgraph (U, E) of G is normalized with respect to G (shortly, normalized) if every pair
of distinct vertices (v,u) from U satisfies Conditions [2.7.(I)-(5).

Note that the pair (v,u) needs to satisfy conditions 2.7 (I))-(B) with respect to the
closed neighbourhoods in G (not with respect to the closed neighbourhoods in (U, E)).
In particular, for any U C V, if ¢ is a normalized model of G, then v restricted to U is
a normalized model of (U, F) (with respect to G).

Definition 3.5. Let U be a non-empty subset of V.. An oriented chord model ¢ of the
induced subgraph (U, ~) of G,, is conformal to G (shortly, conformal) if for every v € U
the oriented chords qb( ) for u € left(v) NU are on the left side of ¢(v) and the oriented
chords ¢(u) for u € right(v) NU are on the right side of ¢(v).

Clearly, if ¢ is conformal for (V,~), then ¢ restricted to U is conformal for (U, ~).

Theorem 3.6. Let U be a non-empty subset of V.. There is a one-to-one correspondence
between the normalized models of (U, E) and the conformal models of (U, ~).

3.2. Permutation subgraphs of G,,. Let ¢ be a conformal model of G,, and let U C V.
11,1 /I

We say U induces a consistent (oriented) permutation model (1, p”) in ¢ if ¢ = p/7'p"7
where (p/, ") is an (oriented) permutation model of (U, ~) and 7/, 7" are some (posably
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empty) words over V* ~\. U*. In particular, if U induces a consistent permutation model
(i, 1) of (U, ~) in ¢, U induces also a consistent permutation model (1", ') in ¢.

Assume that a set U C V induces a consistent permutation model (z/, ) in a conformal
model ¢. Let U" and U” be the letters occurring in the words p/ and p”; note that {U’, U }
is a partition of U* and both U’ and U"” are superscripted copies of U, which means that
for every u € U we have [{u°,u'} NU'| = {u°,u'} NU"| = 1. Let u € U. We say the
vertex u (the chord ¢(u)) is oriented from p’ to p” or from U’ to U” (from u” to ' or
from U” to U’) if u® € U" and u' € U” (if u® € U” and u! € U’, respectively).

FIGURE 3.3. To the left: the set U = {us,ug, us,us} (in red) induces
a consistent (oriented) permutation model (¢, ") = (uuSuiul, uduiuiul)
in some conformal model ¢. The chord wu; is directed from ' to p”. The
set B (in black) does not induce a consistent permutation model in ¢.
To the right: the set U (in red) induces a consistent permutation model

(1, 1) = (uuguguy, uguqugus) in some circle model ¢.

4. RELATED WORK

In this section we describe the work that had an impact on the development of the
method used to characterize the structure of the normalized models of circular-arc graphs.
The modular decomposition trees introduced by Gallai [I2] have turned out to be useful
to represent the structure of intersection models of certain geometric intersection graphs,
especially those related to partial orders. We have seen that the modular decomposition
trees represent the intersection models of permutation graphs. Similarly, modular decom-
position trees can be used to represent intersection models of interval graphs; a reader
familiar with PQ-trees can check that the PQ-tree of an interval graph G can be ob-
tained from the modular decomposition tree of GG. In particular, Theorems and
by Gallai have the following impact on the structure of the intersection models of a per-
mutation/interval graph G = (V, ~):
(M1): If (U,~) is a prime induced subgraph of (V,~), then (U,~) has a unique inter-
section model (up to certain normalizations and reflections).
(M2): The structure of the intersection models of (V,~) is represented by the modular
decomposition tree of (V,~).
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As for circular-arc graphs, the work [24] of Spinrad from 1988 is the first that allows to
describe, in the way given above, the structure of the normalized models of certain graphs
in this class, namely those that are co-bipartite (whose vertex set can be partitioned into
two cliques).

Let us briefly discuss the ideas of Spinrad. Let G = (V, E) be a co-bipartite circular-arc
graph whose vertex set can be partitioned into two cliques, say C'4 and C'z. We assume G
has no universal vertices and no twins. Let G,, = (V,~) be the overlap graph of G and
let (V,]|) be the complement of (V,~). First, Spinrad proved that G has a circular-arc
model v such that:

all the arcs from {¢(z) : x € C4} pass through a point A of the circle, and

(4.0.1) all the arcs from {¢(z) : x € Cg} pass through a point B of the circle.

We assume that A is the leftmost point and B is the rightmost point of the circle — see
Figure [41] for an illustration. Note that no arc from {¢(v) : v € V'} contains both the
points A and B as G has no universal vertices. Hence, each arc from {¢(v) : v € V'} has
one endpoint on the upper and one endpoint on the lower part of the circle. A normalized
model of G is said to be strongly normalized if it additionally satisfies Property (4.0.1]).
Given a strongly normalized model ¢ of G, let 7'3 and 7'1}} be the permutations of V' that
encode the left-to-right (right-to-left) order of the endpoints of the arcs of ¢ on the upper
(the lower, respectively) part of the circle. Observe that (7,),7;) is a permutation model
of the overlap graph (V,~) of G. Let (V, <) and (V, <,) be the transitive orientations
of (V, ) and (V,~) that correspond to the permutation model (7}, 7;) in the way given
by Theorem 2.4l Spinrad observed that the transitive orientation <, of (V,||) is the same
for every strongly normalized model ¢ of G. Hence, we can denote it by (V, <). In fact,
Spinrad showed that (V, <) can be defined in a purely combinatorial way; the orientation
< of u || v depends only on whether u and v belong to C'4 or to Cz and on the relation
between the closed neighbourhoods of u and v in the graph G — see Figure .11

v
(1 v

|

| |

B A+ B A B

| |
| |
| |

FIGURE 4.1. Spinrad sets u < v if and only if either u,v € C4 and u is
contained in v (left) or u,v € Cp and u contains v (middle left) or u € Cy,
v € Cp, and u, v are disjoint, or u € Cg, v € C4, and u, v cover the circle.

By the observation of Spinrad, the strongly normalized models of G are in one-to-one
correspondence with the permutation models of (V] ~) in which the transitive orientation
of (V,||) induced by the left-to-right order between the segments of ¢ is equal to (V, <). Let
us call such permutation models of (V,~) as conformal to (V, <). Due to Theorem [2.4]
permutation models conformal to (V, <) are in the correspondence with the transitive
orientations of (V,~). Hence, Theorems and by Gallai assert that:
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(S1): if (U, ~) is a prime subgraph of (V, ~), then (U, ~) admits a unique (up to reflection)
permutation model conformal to (U, <),

(S2): the set of all permutation models of (V,~) conformal to (V, <) is represented by
the modular decomposition of (V, ~).

In the work [I4] from 1995 Hsu tries to use Gallai’s framework to describe the set of all
normalized models of any circular-arc graph. Given a circular-arc graph G = (V, E), Hsu
introduces the overlap graph G,, = (V,~) and transforms normalized models of G into
non-oriented chord models of G,, by mapping the arcs into the chords with the same
endpoints. The main difference between our and Hsu’s approach lies in the definition of
conformal models of G,,. In fact, Hsu assumes the following definition: a (non-oriented)
chord model ¢ of G,, is conformal if for every vertex v of G the chords associated with
vertices in left(v) are on one side of ¢(v) and those associated with vertices in right(v) are
on the other side of ¢p(v) (Section 5.2 in [I4]). Then, Hsu tries to describe the structure
of all conformal models of G,, = (V,~) by proving it admits the properties analogous

to and :

(H1): If (U, ~) is a prime induced subgraph of (V, ~), then (U, ~) has a unique conformal
model (up to reflection).

(H2): The structure of the conformal models of (V, ~) can be described by the modular
decomposition tree of (V, ~).

Unfortunately, as we have shown in the companion paper [18], both of these steps are not
accomplished correctly by Hsu [I4].

We want to emphesize that Property is crucial for the method as the structure of
the conformal models is “build” upon the unique conformal models of prime subgraphs of
Gy (in fact, its role is similar to the role played by the fact that every prime graph has
a unique (up to reversal) transitive orientation in the description of the structure of all
transitive orientations of a comparability graph). Note that G,, is the circle graph, and
hence Property does not follow by Theorem 2.3l In [18] we showed that the “proof”
of proposed by Hsu (Theorem 5.7 in [14]) is not correct (it is based on two claims,
and both of them are not correct). In this work we show using a different approach.

To accomplish Hsu divides the description of the structure of the conformal models
of (V,~) into three parts, corresponding to the cases when V is serial, prime, and parallel
in M(V,~). Hsu’s work [14] correctly deals with the case where V is serial (in this case,
any component of (V,||) induces a co-bipartite circular-arc graph), but it is not correct
when V' is prime, and is incomplete (and also incorrect) when V' is parallel.

When V' is prime, Hsu first “proves” Property Next, Hsu tries to partition the
set V into so-called “consistent modules”ﬁ, which were supposed to satisfy the following
properties:

(H3): For every conformal model ¢ and every consistent module M the set M induces
a consistent permutation model (uy,, iy,) of (M, ~) in ¢; moreover, there is a

3In our work we use the name “CA-modules” instead of “consistent modules”.
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unique circular order (up to reflection) in which the words yy, and u'y, associated
with the consistent modules M may occur in ¢.

In the case when G is co-bipartite, G. is a permutation graph, and Observation and
Property applied to a set containing a representative vertex from each child M of V'
assert that, at least for this case, we can take the children of V' in M(V, ~) as the consistent
modules. Hsu rightly noted that this is not the case in all circular-arc graphs. In fact, Hsu
“proves” that if a child of V' in M(V,~) does not induce a consistent permutation model
in some conformal model ¢, then it must be serial (Lemma 6.3 in [14]). In [I§] we gave
a counterexample to this statement, that is, we have shown that parallel children of V
might also induce not consistent permutation models in some conformal models of (V, ~).
Hsu properly “refines” serial children of V' into consistent modules and his ideas are used
in our paper. However, due to the error in Lemma 6.3, Hsu’s work leaves the cases of
prime and parallel children of V' unsolved. Finally, since the consistent modules of G are
not properly determined in Hsu’s work, the theorems from [14] “proving” Property
are also not correct — see [18] for more details. Nevertheless, we want to emphasize that
the work of Hsu helps to understand the structure of the conformal models of (G, in the
case where V' is prime; in fact, if we refine prime and parallel children of V' accordingly,
we can prove that the resulted consistent modules satisfy Property

The description of Hsu is incomplete (and also incorrect) in the case when V' is parallel.
First of all, the consistent modules of the components of GG,, are used to construct the
decomposition tree of G,, (which maintains a track of all conformal models of G,,,). How-
ever, the consistent modules for the prime components of GG, are not correctly determined
(see the errors mentioned above) and the consistent modules for the serial components
of G,, are not defined (we were not able to find their definition in [14]). The main ef-
fort of this part of our work is to grasp the role of the “reflection” and to understand
the differences/similarities between prime and serial children of V' in M(V, ~). We show
that, despite significant differences in the description of the conformal models of prime
and serial children of V| their role in representing the conformal models of (V) ~) is the
same. These important issues, however, are not thoroughly investigated in [14].

Although we report in [I8] a number of errors in Hsu’s work, the Hsu’s work [14] had
a great influence on our work, where many of Hsu’s ideas, appropriately extended and
adopted, have been used. This includes:

e the description of the conformal models in the case when V is serial in M(V, ~),

e the refinement of serial children of V' in M(V, ~) into the consistent modules in the
case when V' is prime,

e the definition of the series-parallel tree Ty, in the case when V' is parallel,

e the description of the role of mazimal NS-collections (N-nodes) in Ty p-tree,

e the notion of the conformal models for the c-inseparable components of G,,, which
inspired the definition of the extended conformal models for the components of G,.

As we said, the main difference between our and Hsu’s approach lies in the definition
of the conformal models. In Hsu’s approach, the chords are non-oriented, which causes
considerable difficulties in his proofs.
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Firstly, Hsu divides all the triples (u, v, w) consisting of pairwise non-adjacent vertices
in (V,~) into two categories:

o (u,v,w) is in parallel, written u|v|w, if the vertex v has the vertices u and w on
its different sides (that is, either u € left(v) and w € right(v) or w € left(v) and
u € right(v)),

e (u,v,w) is in series, written u — v —w, if any vertex from {u, v, w} has the remaining
two vertices on the same side,

(see Section 5.1 of [14]). Then, Hsu is searching for chord models ¢ of G,, that satisfy
the conditions:

e if u|v|w then the chord ¢(v) has ¢(u) and ¢(w) on its different sides,
e if u — v — w then every chord from {¢(u), ¢(v), p(w)} has the remaining two chords
on the same side.

Hsu showed that such chord models correspond to conformal models (see Section 5.2
n [I4]). Consequently, he aims to describe the set of transformations between the circle
models of G, that preserve the relationships among the triples of non-intersecting chords.
By orienting the chords in the conformal models, we can concentrate solely on pairs of
non-intersecting chords. Specifically, we seek transformations that maintain the relative
relationships between every pair of non-intersecting oriented chords. While this difference
may seem minor, it significantly simplifies the task of identifying the set of operations
that can transform one conformal model into another.

Secondly, if we reflect two intersecting non-oriented chords a and b, represented by
the circular word abab, the result is still two intersecting chords represented by the same
word abab. Therefore, reflection has no effect on two intersecting non-oriented chords;
additional chords are needed to observe any change. In contrast, when reflecting two
intersecting oriented chords a and b, represented by the word a’b’a'b!, we obtain inter-
secting oriented chords represented by the non-equivalent circular word a®b'a!t®. This
means that reflection alters the orientation of the chords: before reflection, the head of b
is to the right of a, but after reflection, it shifts to the left side of a. Understanding the
role of reflection — specifically, which components of the conformal models can be reflected
independently of others — is crucial for identifying all conformal models of G,,. When
dealing with oriented chords, the effects of reflection can be easily articulated.

5. CONFORMAL MODELS OF G,

Let G = (V, E) be a circular-arc graph with no twins and no universal vertices, G, =
(V,~) be the overlap graph of G, G,, = (V,||) be the complement of G,,, and M(G,,)
be the modular decomposition tree of G,,.

In this section we describe the structure of all conformal models of the graph G,,.
Formally, the set of such models is described by the quadruple DS = (S,8*, MC,1I),
whose subsequent components denote, respectively, the sets of CA-modules S, slots S*,
metachords MC, and circular orders of the slots 11, of the graph GG. The basic properties
of these components and the role they play is described in Subsection (.11
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As we will see, the components of DS represent the conformal models of G,, in a quite
simple way. However, some components of DS may have super-linear size, and we need
to provide a method to represent them within linear space. For instance, the set II might
have exponentially many members, however, it is represented by a PQS-tree T of GG, which
has a linear size in relation to GG. Finally, we show that all the components of DS can be
represented in linear space using a PQSM-tree T* of GG, which is a simple extension of the
PQS-tree T.

Eventually, in this section we show how to construct all the aforementioned components
from a given conformal model of GG,,. In Section [l we will define these components in
a purely combinatorial way and show that they satisfy the properties outlined in this
section.

5.1. The components of DS. The first component of DS is the set S of CA-modules
of G. Each CA-module of G is a subset of M, where M is a child of V' in M(G,,), and
all CA-modules of G partition the set V. The CA-modules satisfy the following property
with respect to the conformal models of G,,:

(P1): For every CA-module S and every conformal model ¢ of G,, the set S induces a
consistent permutation model in ¢. Moreover, in all such models (induced by S)
the relative orientations of the chords representing the vertices from S is the same.

Assume that S = {54,..., 5} is the set of all CA-modules of G. We pick a vertex s; in
every set 9;, called the representant of S;.

Let 7 € [t]. By there is a partition {S?,S}!} of the set S} such that for every
conformal model ¢ both the sets S? and S} are contiguous in ¢ and (¢|S?, ¢|S}) is a
consistent permutation model induced by S; in ¢. Note that SY and S} are superscripted
copies of S; and {S?, S}} is a partition of Sf. We assume the superscripts in SY, S} are
chosen such that s; is oriented from S? to S}. Since for every conformal model ¢ the
relative orientation of the chords in (¢]S?, ¢|S}) is the same and since ¢ is conformal
to G (¢ keeps the left/right relation between every two non-intersecting chords), the
transitive orientations of (S;, ||) induced by the permutation models (¢|S?, ¢|S}) are all
the same. We denote this transitive orientation by <g.. The triple S; = (S?, S}, <g,) is
called the metachord and the sets SY and S} are called the slots of the CA-module ;.
The set S* = {5, 51,...,5?, 5!} of slots and the set MC = {Sy,...,S;} of metachords
are the components of DS. For the metachord S; it is convenient to assume the following
definition.

Definition 5.1. A permutation model 7 = (7°,71) of (S;, ~) is admissible by S; if:
e 77 is a permutation of S0 for j € {0,1},
o we have <, = <g, (<, is not restricted), where <, and <, are transitive orientations
of (Si, |I) and (S;, ~), respectively, corresponding to 7.

Then, Property |(P1)| allows us to treat any conformal model ¢ as a collection of ¢
permutation models (¢]S?, ¢|S1), ..., (¢|S?, ¢|S}) admissible by the metachords Sy, .. ., S;
and spanned between the slots S <+ S7,...,SY <+ S}, respectively. See Figure 5.l to the
left.



18 T. KRAWCZYK

Let ¢ be a conformal model of G. Property allows us to denote by 7(¢) the circular
order of the slots in ¢, that is, the circular order of §* obtained from ¢ by substituting
every contiguous subword ¢|S? by the letter S7. Usually we draw 7(¢) in the way shown
in Figure 5.1} for every two corresponding slots S? and S} placed on the circle we draw
a chord oriented from SY to S}. Since such a chord represents a model admissible for the
metachord S;, we call it simply the metachord of S;.

St

Sg A
1

S1 5
59
Si

59

SO

! m(9)
FiGURE 5.1. A conformal model ¢ of GG,, and the circular order of the

slots 7(¢) in ¢.

The last component II of the data structure DS contains the set of circular orders of
the slots that might appear in the conformal models of G,,. In particular, IT is defined

such that:
(P2): For every conformal model ¢ of G,, the circular word 7(¢) is a member of II.
Eventually, all the components in DS are defined such that the following holds:

(P3): We can generate any conformal model of G, by:
e picking a circular order of the slots 7w from the set II,
e replacing the slots SY and S} in 7 by words 7 and 7', where (70, 7}) is an
oriented permutation model of (S;, ~) admissible by the metachord S;.
Consider the circular-arc graph G = (V, E) whose conformal model ¢ is shown in
Figure 5.1 We have V' = {a,b,¢,d, e, f,g,h,i}, the edges E can be easily read from ¢.
Figure shows all non-equivalent conformal models of G,,. The data structure DS
representing the conformal models of GG, consists of:
e four CA-modules Sy = {a,b,c,d}, Sy = {f}, S3 = {g}, Sa = {h,i}, represented by
vertices b, f, g, and h, respectively,
o slots SY = {a®0° ', d°%e'}, S] = {a!, b}, d", e}, S = {0}, S3 = {f'}, SY =
{9}, S5 ={g'}, 8§ = {n%i'}, Sy = {n',"},
e metachords (S?, S}, <g,),..., (53,5}, <s,), where <g, consists of the pairs {b <g,
a,c <g, a,d <g, a,e <g, a,c <g, b,e <g d}, <g, consists of the pair {i <g, h}, <g,
and <g, are empty.
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e the set I = {m, 7%} of circular order of the slots, where 7 = S151515959595159 and

7% is the reflection of 7.
We note that:

e the metachord S; has two admissible models: 7 = (c!'b%e!d%a®, a'b'®d'e®) and p =
(eld®c'bPa; ald'e®b'c?). The metachords Sy, S3, S, admit one admissible model, re-
spectively, (f%, f1), (g%, g'), and (ih0, h1i?).

Note that ¢, is the reflection of ¢y, ¢4 is the reflection of ¢3, ¢3 is obtained from ¢; by
replacing 7 by u, and ¢, is obtained from ¢4 by replacing 7 by pu.

F1cURE 5.2. All conformal models of some exemplary circular-arc graph.

The rest of this section is organized as follows:

e In Subsection 5.2 we show how to read the CA-modules, the slots, and the metachords
of G from a given conformal model of G,,.

e In Subsection (.3l we describe the PQS-tree of G and we show how it represents the
set II. We also show how to read the PQS-tree from a given conformal model of G,,.

e In Subsection (5.4 we describe the structure of all admissible models for a single
metachord.
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e In Subsection we introduce the PQSM-tree T* and we show how it represents the
conformal models of G,,.

5.2. Determining CA-modules, slots, and metachords of G. Let ¢ be a fixed
conformal model of G,,. The CA-modules of G' can be read from ¢ using the following
rule:

(R): A set S C V isaCA-module of G if S is an inclusion-wise maximal module (not
necessary strong) in G,, such that:
e S C M for some child M of V in M(G,,),

e S induces a consistent permutation model in ¢.

For a child M of V in M(G,,), let S(M) denote the set of all CA-modules contained
in M. In Section [l we show that the set S(M) does not depend on ¢ and that S(M)
forms a partition of the set M. Given CA-modules of G, the slots and the metachords
of G can be easily read from ¢.

5.3. PQS-tree. As we mentioned, the set II may contain exponentially many members,
but it has a linear-size representation by means of the PQS-tree T. In this subsection we
show how to construct the PQS-tree T from a given conformal model ¢ of G,,. Again,
for a combinatorial definition we refer to Section

The PQS-tree T is an unrooted tree. The leaf nodes of T, called also as S-nodes, are
in the correspondence with the slots of G. The non-leaf nodes of T are labelled either
by the letter P (P-nodes) or the letter Q (Q-nodes). The @Q-nodes are in correspondence
with the connected components of G,,. We have an edge in T between the slots S°, S* of
CA-module S and the Q-node @ if @ is the component of G, containing S. Let 7 = 7(¢)
be the circular order of the slots in ¢. Consider the drawing of m — see Figure to the
left. Clearly, for every component ) the metachords of the component ) (that is, the
metachords corresponding to the CA-modules contained in @)) form an arc-wise connected
set. All the metachords of 7 divide the interior of the circle into arcwise connected regions.
Every region adjacent to metachords from at least two different components gives rise
to a P-node. In particular, when V is prime or serial in M(G,,) (the graph (V,~) is
then connected), T consists of one inner Q-node V' and the set of slots S* adjacent to V.
When V is parallel in M(G,,), we have an edge in T between a P-node P and a Q-node Q)
if the region P is adjacent to some metachord of the component (). See Figure for an
illustration. In Section [6] we will define the PQS-tree T combinatorially; in particular, we
will show that T does not depend on the model ¢.

We represent the set II through the sets II(NN) of (possible) orderings of a node N,
which are defined for all inner nodes N of T. For every inner node N of T, the set TI( V)
contains some circular orders of the set of the neighbours of N in T (the precise definition
of IT(V) will be given later on). The PQS-tree T is said to be ordered if every inner node N
in T is assigned an ordering from the set II(N). Every ordered PQS-tree T represents a
circular order of the set §*, as follows: we draw T in the plane such that the clockwise
order of the neighbours of every inner node N is consistent with the assigned ordering
from II(N) and then we list all the slots as they occur when we walk the boundary of T
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FIGURE 5.3. To the left: the circular order of the slots 7 in some conformal
model ¢ for the case when V' is parallel in M(G,,). Q1,Q2,Q3,Q4, Qs
are the connected components of G,,, S(Q1) = {51, 52} (metachords of
()1 are drawn in red) and S(Q;) = {Q;} for i € [2,5]. P-nodes Py, P,
and Pj3 correspond to the regions neighbouring the components @1, Q2, @3,
Q1,Q4, and @1, Qs, respectively. We have mq, = S)P1S3PS1S5P; and
mp, = Q10Q2Q3. To the right: the ordered PQS-tree T, representing .

in the clockwise order. The sets II(-) are such that there is the correspondence between
the members of Il and the circular orders of §* represented by the ordered PQS-trees T.
Hence, for m € II we denote the ordered tree representing = by T, and, for any inner
node N in T, by 7y we denote the ordering (which is in the set II(V)) of the node N in
the ordered tree T,. In particular, for every inner node N we have

I(N) = {my : m € IT}.

Let ¢ be a conformal model and let m = w(¢) be the circular order of the slots in ¢.
We show how to construct the ordered PQS-tree T, corresponding to m. To get T,, we
order every inner node N consistently with 7|y, where 7y can be read from the drawing
of 7, as follows:

e if V is a P-node, then the word 7y contains all Q-nodes adjacent to NV in T ordered
as they occur when we walk in the clockwise order the boundary of the region P,

e if N is a Q-node, then the word )y contains all P-nodes and slots adjacent to N
in T ordered as they occur when we walk in the clockwise order the boundary of the
arc-wise connected set consisting of all metachords of the component N.

See Figure[5.3]to the right for an illustration. We leave the reader to verify that the ordered
PQS-tree T in which every inner node IV is ordered consistently with my represents the
circular order of the slots 7.

The description of the sets II(-) differs depending on whether V' is serial/prime/parallel
in M(G,,). Again, in this section we show how to determine the sets II(-) given the
conformal model ¢ of G,,.

5.3.1. V is serial in M(G,,). In this case we have S(M) = {M} for any child M of V in
M(Gyy) — see Section [l Hence the set of CA-modules S of G coincides with the set of
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children of V in M(G,,). Let S ={S1,...,S;}. Since V is serial, (S5;,||) is connected for
every i € [t] and S; ~ S, for every two distinct 4, j € [t]. In Section [6l we show that

(V) = 7 is a circular order of S?,S7,...,S57, S} such that for every
- distinct 7, j € [t] the slots associated with S; and S; overlap |-

Since T has only one inner Q-node V', we have IT = II(V). See Figure[5.4lfor an illustration.

FIGURE 5.4. Two members m and 7’ of the set II and the ordered PQS-
trees T, and T, representing m and 7’ for the case when V is serial

in M(Go).

5.3.2. V is prime in M(G,,). In this case, when M is a prime child of V' we have S(M) =
{M}, and when M is a serial/parallel child of V' every CA-module in S(M) is the union
of some children of M in M(G,,) — see Section [0 for more details. Let S = {S1,..., S5}
and let m = 7(¢). In Section [6] we show that

(V) = {=, 7"},

where 71t is the reflection of 7. Since the PQS-tree T contains only one inner node V', we
have IT = II(V'). See Figure [5.5] for an illustration.

1 ! 0
S % S, 3 i S 3
59 Sy 83 53
st stose S1
!
!
s Ch
T 9 S5 ! S3 sl g

FIGURE 5.5. Two members, 7 and its reflection 7%, of the set IT and the
ordered PQS-trees T, and T, representing 7 and 7 in the case when V

is prime in M(G,,).
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5.3.3. V is parallel in M(Gy,). In this case the children of V' in M(G,,) correspond
to the connected components of G,,, which in turn correspond to the QQ-nodes in the
PQS-tree T. We recall that S(Q) forms a partition of @, for every Q-node @ of T.

In Section [6] we show that:

e for a P-node P the set II(P) contains all circular orders of the set of the neighbours
(all are Q-nodes) of P in T,

e for a Q-node @ the set II(Q) contains two circular permutations of the neighbours of
(@ in T, one being the reflection of the other. In particular, given any 7 € II, the set
I1(Q) contains ¢ and its reflection (mg)~.

We note that we might have mg = (mg)”, which takes place when S(Q) = {Q} (such
components () are called permutation components — see the components Q)o, Q3, Q4, Q5
in Figure 0.3]). Note also that, given = € II and T, representing 7, any circular order

of the slots in II can be obtained by performing a sequence of operations on the ordered
PQS-tree T, where each of them either

e reflects a Q-node, or
e permutes arbitrarily the neighbours of a P-node.

The reflection of a @Q-node () transforms T, into T,/, where the only difference between T
and T, is an ordering of the node @): T, orders the neighbours of () according to mjg while
T, orders the neighbours of @ according to (mg)®. See Figure for an illustration.

A permutation of a P-node P transforms T, into T,., where the only difference between
T, and T, is an ordering of the node P: T, orders the neighbours of () consistently with
mp and T, orders the neighbours of @ consistently with 7r" p, Where 7T|’ p 1s any circular
order of the neighbours of P. See Figure 5.7 for an illustration.

5.4. The structure of the admissible models of a metachord. Let S be a CA-
module of G and let S = (59, 5!, <g) be the metachord associated with S. Clearly, the
subgraph of GG induced by the set S is co-bipartite. Hence, the structure of the admissible
models for S can be characterized based on Spinrad’s work [24], as described in Section @l
We recall that, due to Theorem 2.4] the models admissible by S are in the correspondence
with the transitive orientations of the permutation graph (S, ~).

First, note that for any admissible model 7 = (7%, 7!) for S its reflection p = (u°, p!) is

also admissible by S. Note that:

e if 7 and p correspond to the transitive orientations <, and <, of (S,~), then <, is
the reverse of <,
e 10 is the reflection of 7! and p! is the reflection of 7°.

See Figure for an illustration.

From now, we call the modules in M(S, ~) as nodes and the inner nodes in M (S, ~)
as M-nodes of the tree in M(S,~). Since (5, <g) might have a quadratic size, we need
to find a way to represent the admissible way of S in linear space. First, for a node
M € M(S,~) we define the metachord M of M as the triple (M°, M', <,s), where
M = M*NSY M' = M*N S, and <j; equals to <g restricted to M. Recall that for
every admissible model (7°,7') for S and for every j € {0,1} the set M7 is contiguous

1



24 T. KRAWCZYK

| Q.

| Q5 ~
| Q3 1 x@s
|
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Q) P Q8
l 0 >/ 1
| 83 PRPA:
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FIGURE 5.6. Reflection of @;. Circular orders of the slots © and 7" and
the ordered PQS-trees T, and T, representing 7 and n’. The tree T, is ob-
tained from T by reflecting the node Q;: we have mg, = Sy P,S3P2S1S9Py
and m, = (mo) = P3S3S)PSIP, ST

in 77, and for any child K of M in M(S,~) the set K7 is contiguous in the word 77| M.
Then, for every M-node M we define the set I[I(M) of possible orderings of the children
of M in the words 7°|M° and 7'|M?, that is, each member (7% 7!) of TI(M) determines
the order in which the contiguous sets K° and K' associated with the children K of
M may occur in the words 70| M° and 7!|M?, respectively. Formally, for every transitive
orientation <y, of (M, ~y;) we have an ordering my; = (7% 7!) in the set IT1(M), where the
word 7/ for j € {0,1} is a permutation of the set {K7 : K is a child of M in M(S,~)}
such that for every two distinct children K, L of M:

K° occurs before L° in 7 <= K <)y Lor K <, L,

(5.1.1) K*' occurs before L' in 7' <= K <)y Lor L <); K.

Figure shows a modular decomposition tree M(S,~) for some CA-module S and
its admissible model 7 = (7%, 7!). The M-node S is prime, (S,~g) has two transitive
orientations, one being the reverse of the other, and the set II(S) has two orderings:
(AQA9A9AY, AYALATAL) and its reflection (A3A%A9A9, ALALALAL). The M-node A, is se-
rial with three children, (As, ~4,) has 3! transitive orientations corresponding to the linear
orders of its children By, By, Bs, and the set II(Ay) has 3! orderings (B} B} By, B} B} By)
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1
0Q2

0
Sl Qg 0 Q3

S

FIGURE 5.7. Permuting the neighbours of P;. Circular orders of the slots
7w and 7’ and the ordered trees T, and T, representing m and n’. The
tree T, is obtained from T, by permuting the neigbours of P;: we have

mp = Q1Q2Q3 and W‘lpl = (1Q3Q2, where S(Q1) = {51, 52}

corresponding to all permutations i, j, k of the set [3]. The remaining M-nodes A3, By, Bs
are parallel, each graph (As, ~4,), (B2, ~p5,), (B3, ~p,) has one (empty) transitive orien-
tation, and each set I1(Aj3), II(Bs), and II(B3) has one possible ordering. For example,
we have II(A43) = {(BYBY, B+ B}) }.

For any M-node M we can represent the set II(M) in space linear in the number of
children of M in M(S,~) (for a serial M-node M it suffices to represent the type of M
and one member of II(M)). Hence, we can represents all the sets II(M) for all M-nodes
in space linear in the size of M (S, ~), and hence linear in the size of (.5, ~).

Following our convention, the tree M(S,~) is said to be ordered if every M-node in
M(S, ~) is assigned an ordering from the set II(AM). Theorems 2.2 and 2.4] assert one-to-
one correspondence between admissible models 7 for S and the ordered trees M(S, ~).
For every admissible model 7 for S, by 715 we denote the ordering of the node M in the
ordered tree M(S, ~), corresponding to 7 — see Figure for an illustration.

5.5. PQSM-tree of GG. We obtain the PQSM-tree T* of G by attaching the root S of
the modular decomposition tree M(S, ~) to the leaf slot S° of the PQS-tree T of G, for
every S € §S. A node N of T* is a PQM-node in T* if N is either a P-node, or a Q-node,
or an M-node. Note that the sets II(-) are defined for all PQM-nodes in T*. Following
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FIGURE 5.8. Admissible model 7 = (7%, 71) for S (to the left) and its re-
flection p = (u%, p') (to the right). We have g = (AJAJAJAY, AJAJALA])
and s — (ALALAQAY, ALALALAY), s, — (BYB3B0. BLBLBL) and o, —
(B3B3 BY, B3 B, By)

FIGURE 5.9. Modular decomposition tree M(S,~) of CA-module S
(to the left) and an admissible model 7 = (7%,7!) for S. We have
Tis = (AVASAZAL, Ay AATAg) and 714, = (BYB By, B1 By By).

our convention, we say PQSM-tree T* is ordered if every PQM-node N in T* is assigned
an ordering in the set II(NV). Clearly, there is one-to-one correspondence between the
ordered PQSM-trees and the conformal models of G,,. For a conformal model ¢ of G,,
and a PQM-node N in T* by ¢x we denote the ordering of the node N in the ordered
PQSM-tree T} corresponding to ¢.
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6. SKETCH OF THE PROOF

Let G = (V, E) be a circular-arc graph with no twins and no universal vertices and let
Goo = (V,~) be the overlap graph of G.

In order to prove that the data structure DS introduced in the previous section repre-
sents all conformal models of G,,, it is convenient to assume the following definition.

Definition 6.1. A circular word ¢ on V* is admissible by DS = (S,8*, MC,1I) if ¢ is
obtained from some m € II by substituting the slots S? and S} by words 70 and 7} for

i € [t], where (10,7}) is a permutation model of (S;,~) admissible by S;.

Then, it suffices to show:

Theorem 6.2. Let ¢ be a circular word over V*. The word ¢ is a conformal model of G
if and only if the word ¢ is admissible by DS.

We prove Theorem as follows. The more difficult part is to prove the necessity:
we need to show that any conformal model ¢ of G,, is admissible by DS. Given the
necessity, we can easily prove the sufficiency. Since G is a circular-arc graph, G, admits
a conformal model ¢, which is admissible by DS (here we use the necessity). Then, we
observe that we can transform ¢ into any other admissible model for DS by:

e replacing admissible model (¢|SY, ¢|S}) with some other admissible model for S;, for
any 7 € [t],

e replacing circular ordering of the slots m(¢) by any other circular order of the slots
from II. This operation might be performed in a few steps, by reflecting some Q-nodes
(prime and parallel case), permuting some P-nodes (parallel case), or by reordering
the slots arbitrarily as long as they overlap (serial case).

We leave the reader to check that all those transformations keep the left/right relation
between non-intersecting chords (operations of the first type) and non-intersecting meta-
chords (operations of the second type), and hence transform one conformal model into
another. This completes the proof of the sufficiency in Theorem

We are left to prove that every conformal model of G,, is admissible for DS. We split
into cases depending on the type of V in M(G,,).

6.1. Serial case. The results of this section are inspired by the work of Hsu [14].

In this subsection we describe the conformal models of G,, = (V, ~) for the case when
V is serial in M(G,,). In passing, we also describe the structure of the conformal models
of (@, ~), where @ is a serial child of parallel V.

Suppose @ is a serial module in M(G,,) such that either @ = V or @ is a child of
parallel V. Suppose Mj, ..., M, are the children of @ in M(G,,). Since @ is serial,
we have M; ~ M; for every two distinct 4,5 € [t], (M;,~) is a permutation graph by
Claim 26 and (M;, ||) is connected for every ¢ € [t]. We pick a representant r; in every
set M.

Suppose ¢ is a conformal model of G,,. The following properties of ¢, proved by
Lemma [ZJ] in Section [7, follow by the facts that @ is serial in M(G,,) and ¢ is an
oriented chord model of G,,:
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(M1): For every i € [t] the set M; induces a consistent permutation model (77, 74) in ¢,
where the superscript in 7, and 7, are chosen such that r) € 77,.

(M2): For every distinct 4, j € [t] the words 74, 7}, and the words 7)), 7}, overlap in ¢.

See Figure for an illustration. Suppose that Mi?d) and Mi1,¢> are the sets containing

1

1,6
TE@ TS@
Y Y
1 0
721,45 T41,<z>
T?,as

FIGURE 6.1. To the left: serial @) has four children M;, My, M3, M,. To
the right: an exemplary conformal model ¢ of (Q, ~).

all the letters from the words 7y and 7, respectively. Note that M}, and M}, are
superscripted copies of M; and {MZO ¢, le ¢} forms a partition of M. Assume the oriented
permutation model (Ti?d), Til,d)) corresponds to the pair of transitive orientations (<; 4, <; ¢)
of (M;,||) and (M;, ~), respectively. It turns out that the transitive orientation <;, and
the sets MZ-%, M -1¢ are independent on the choice of a conformal model ¢ of (@, ~).

Claim 6.3. For every two conformal models ¢ and ¢’ of (Q,~) we have:
(Mg, M}y, <ig) = (Mg, M}, <i) for everyi € [t].

(2

Proof. Suppose u € M; and suppose ¢(u) is oriented from Mi?d) to le ¢ in every conformal
model ¢. Let v € M; be such that v || u. Note that for every conformal model ¢:
o if (v € left(u) and u € right(v)) or (v € right(u) and u € left(v)), then ¢(v) and ¢(u)
have the same orientations in the consistent permutation model induced by M; in ¢,
o if (v € left(u) and u € left(v)) and (v € right(u) and u € right(v)), then ¢(v) and ¢(u)
have different orientations in the consistent permutation model induced by M; in ¢.
See Figure Hence, either v <;4 v for all conformal models ¢ or v <;, u for all
conformal models ¢.
Note that ¢(r;) is oriented from Mi0¢> to Mi1,¢> for every conformal model ¢. Now, the

)

claim follows from the fact that (M, ||) is connected. O

Claim allows us to define the metachord M of M;:
M; = (M2, M}, <) = (Mf’(b, M}, <u,,), where ¢ is any conformal model of (M, ~).
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M, M, M, M,
A A A\ Aﬁ‘
é(u) b(u) d(u)| |o(v) d(u)| |o(v)
7 7 — —
Mi,¢> Mi,as Mz’,aS Mi,dﬁ
FIGURE 6.2.

Eventually, we set

Q) ={r: ™ is a circular order of MY, M}, ... M?, M} such that for every two
— 7 distinct 7,5 € [t] the slots MY, M} overlap with the slots M7, M}

We say a circular word ¢ on Q* is admissible for II(Q) if ¢ arises from some member
of TI(Q) by replacing M? and M} by 70 and 7}, respectively, where (70, 7}) is a model

admissible for M for ¢ € [t].

Theorem 6.4. Let G be a circular-arc graph with no twins and no universal vertices, let
Gy be the overlap graph of G, and let QQ be a serial module of M(G,,) such that Q =V
or Q 1s a child of parallel V.

A circular word ¢ on Q* is a conformal model for (Q,~) if and only if ¢ is admissible

for TI(Q).

Proof. Necessity. Properties |(M1)] and Claim prove that any conformal model
of (@, ~) is admissible for I1(Q).
Sufficiency. We prove the sufficiency the same way as in Theorem [6.2 O

Note that Theorem [6.4] proves Theorem [6.2] for the case when V is serial in M(G,,).

6.2. Prime case. In this subsection we describe the conformal models of G,, = (V,~)
for the case when V' is prime in M(G,,). In passing, we also describe the structure of the
conformal models of (Q, ~) for the case when @) is a prime child of parallel V.

Let @ be a prime module in M(G,,) such that either @ = V or @ is a child of
parallel V. Suppose My,..., M are the children of @ in M(G,,). Since @ is prime
in M(G,,), Claim 2.6 shows that (M;, ~) is a permutation graph for every i € [k].

Let ¢ be any conformal model of (@, ~). The properties of ¢ listed below follow from
the facts that ¢ is a chord model of (Q,~) and @ is prime in M(G,,). Lemma [[.2] in
Section [7] proves that (see Figure [6.3] for an illustration):

(M3): If M, is prime child of @, then M; induces a consistent permutation model (;, p})
in ¢.

The above property does not necessarily hold when M; is a parallel or a serial child of Q).

However, Lemmas and [.4] show that (see Figure for an illustration):
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(M4): If M; is a serial child of Q) and L is a child of M;, then the set L induces a consistent
permutation model (A, \') in ¢. Moreover, if Ly, Ly are two children of M; inducing
permutation models (A1, \]) and (Ay, A,) then the words A, \| overlap with the
words Mg, A in ¢.

(M5): If M; is a parallel child of @ and L is a child of M;, then the set L induces a
consistent permutation model (A, \') in ¢. Moreover, if Ly, Ly are two children of
M; inducing permutation models (A1, \|) and (Ag, \}) then the words Ay, A} do not
overlap with the words Ay, A, in ¢.

.4
Kg 3 K,

Ky

FIGURE 6.3. To the left: prime @) has five children M;, ..., Ms5; M is
parallel and has three children L1, L2 L3 Ms; is serial and has four children
Li L2 L3 L3, and My, Ms, M, are prime. To the right: schematic view of
a conformal model ¢ of (M, ~). Oriented permutation models of (Ms, ~),
(Ms,~), (My,~) and of (L}, ~) occuring in ¢ are represented by bold
chords.

Next we introduce in every module M; an equivalence relation K, used to define the
CA-modules of @) when Q = V.

Definition 6.5. Let M; be a child of Q in M(G,,). The K-relation in the set M; is
defined as follows:
e [f M; is prime, then vKv' for every v,v' € M;.
o [f M; is parallel, then for every v,v' € M;:
Ko i either {v,v'} Cleft(u) or {v,v'} C right(u),
vEvif for every u € Q ~ M; such that u || M;.

o [f M; is serial, then for every v,v' € M;:

{left(v) N (Q ~ M;),right(v) N (Q ~ MZ)}; =

RV e(o!) n(Q ~ M), right(v) N (Q ~ M)}
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We denote by K(M;) the equivalence classes of K-relation in M; and by K(Q) the set
ULy K (M)

Note that Properties [(M4)| and |(M5)| of the conformal models of (Q,~) assert that
every set in K (M;) is the union of some children of M; when M; is serial or parallel.

We refer to Figure for an example. Clearly, K(My) = {My}, K(M;) = {Ms},
K(My) = {My} as My, M3, My are prime. The module M; is parallel. Note that the
vertices from L1 UL? are on the same side (left or right) of every vertex from MzUM,U M;,
similarly the vertices from L? are on the same side of every vertex from MsU MU Ms, but
every vertex from Mj has the vertices from L3 U L} and the vertices from L? on different
sides. This means that K(M;) = {L1 U L3, L?}. The module Mj is serial. Every vertex
from LZ U L3 U L? has the set My U L? on one side and the set L U L? on the other side.
Every vertex from L} has the set M;UL{UL? on one side and the set L? on the second side.
In particular, it means that K(Ms) = {L}, L2U L2 U LY}, So, Ky, K», K3, Ky, K5, K¢, K7,
equal to L} U L3, L% My, M3, My, L, L2U L3 U L3, respectively, are the members of K(Q).

Suppose K7, ..., K; are the members of K (M). For every i € [t] we fix a representant r;
in the set K; and we let R = {ry,...,r}. Lemma B9l () of Section [ proves the following
property of (R, ~):

(P1): The graph (R,~) has exactly two conformal model, ¢% and ¢k, one being the
reflection of the other.

The proof of Property is done in two steps. First we show that every prime sub-
graph of G,, has exactly two conformal models, one being the reflection of the other
(Lemma B4]). This shows that every set containing one vertex from every M, has two
conformal models, one being the reflection of the other. Afterwards we extend this prop-
erty on every set containing one vertex from every set in K (Q) (Lemma B9 in Section [§]).

Lemma B9 () of Section [§ shows the following property of a conformal model ¢ of
(Q, ~) with respect to the sets in K(Q):

(P2): For every i € [t] the set K induces a consistent permutation model (77, 7}',) in ¢,
where 77, 7!, are enumerated such that 7 € K} and rj € K.

We also note that ¢ satisfies either ¢||R* = ¢% or ¢||R* = ¢k, as ¢||R* is a conformal
model of (R, ~) and (R, ~) has two conformal models ¢% and ¢}. Having Properties|[(P1)|
and in mind, we proceed in the similar way as in the previous case. Let K7, and
K Zl » be the sets containing all the letters occurring in the words TZ% and 7'}7 4> respectively,
and let the oriented permutation model (77, 7},) of (Kj,~) correspond to the pair of
transitive orientations (<; g4, <;4) of (K, ||) and (K, ~), respectively. It turns out that
the transitive orientation <;,4 and the sets Kg "y KZ.{ ¢ are independent on the choice of a
conformal model ¢ of (Q, ~).

Claim 6.6. For every two conformal models ¢ and ¢' of (Q,~) and every i € [t| we have:

(K2¢, Kzl,dﬂ <’l,¢) - (K2¢/, Kzl’d)/, <Z,¢')
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Proof. The claim is proved similarly as Claim [6.3. Suppose s is a vertex in () such that
s || K; — such a vertex exists as ) is prime. Since K induces a consistent permutation
model in ¢, for every u € K; and every conformal model ¢ of (@, ~):

o ' c KS o 1f the vertices r; and u have the vertex s on the same side,

o ' c Kil,d), otherwise.
So, the orientation of ¢(u) is the same in every conformal model ¢ of (@), ~). Hence, for
every u,v € K; such that u || v we have either u <;, v for all conformal models ¢ or
v <; 4 u for all conformal models ¢. This completes the proof. O

Claim allows to define the metachord K; for every i € [t]:
(K7, K}, <k,) = (K}, K!4,<k,,), where ¢ is any conformal model of (Q, ~).

Now, let 7°(Q) be the circular order of {K?, KY,..., K, K/} obtained from ¢} by re-
placing every letter r] by K and let 7'(Q) be the circular order of {K?, K7, ..., K}, K/}
obtained from ¢} by replacing every letter 7/ by K7. In particular, 7*(Q) is the reflection

of 7°(Q) as ¢y, is the reflection of ¢%. We set
Q) = {7*(Q), " (Q)}.

We say a circular word ¢ on Q* is admissible for I1(Q) if ¢ arises from some member

of TI(Q) by replacing K? and K} by 70 and 7}, respectively, where (7°,7}) is a model

771

admissible for K; for ¢ € [t]. Now we can state the main theorem of this subsection.

Theorem 6.7. Let G be a circular-arc graph with no twins and no universal vertices, let
Gy be the overlap graph of G, and let Q) be a prime module of M(G,,) such that Q =V
or Q 1s a child of parallel V.

A circular word ¢ on Q* is a conformal model for (Q,~) if and only if ¢ is admissible

for I1(Q).
Proof. Necessity. Suppose ¢ is a conformal model of (Q, ~). Properties |(P1)| and |(P2)|
of ¢ and Claim assert that:
e ¢ is admissible for 7°(Q) if ¢[|R* = ¢%,
e ¢ is admissible for 7'(Q) if ¢||R* = ¢k.
In particular, ¢ is admissible for I1(Q).
Sufficiency. We prove the sufficiency the same way as in Theorem [6.2] OJ

Note that Theorem proves Theorem for the case when V' is prime. In this case
the CA-modules of V' are the members K;,..., K; of K(V) and Il = II(V') as V is the
only connected component of G,,.

6.3. Parallel case. Suppose V is a parallel module in M(G,,). Let Q be the set of the
children of V' in M(G,,). Clearly, |Q| > 2 and the members of Q are the connected
components of G,,.

First, we define combinatorially the PQS-tree T of GG; We will accomplish our task
gradually; we first construct T restricted to P-nodes and Q-nodes (for this part we follow
the work of Hsu [14]), and then we extend this tree by the slots and the sets TI(-).



NORMALIZED MODELS OF CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS 33

Since G is a circular-arc graph, for every component () € Q and every vertex v € V. Q)
we have either @) C left(v) (then we say that @ is on the left side of v) or @ C right(v)
(then we say @ is on the right side of v). Let Q,Q" € Q. Wesay v € V . (Q U Q)
separates () and @' if v has Q and @' on different sides. Finally, ) and ()’ are separated
if there is v € V \ (QU Q') that separates () and Q'; otherwise @) and Q" are neighbouring
— see Figure for an illustration.

A P-node is an inclusion-wise maximal subset of O consisting of pairwise neighbouring
components. We denote the set of all P-nodes by P. Let T denote a bipartite graph with
the bipartition classes P and Q: we join a Q-node () and a P-node P with an edge in T
if @ € P. Claim of Section [0 proves that:

(T1): T is a tree.
See Figure for an illustration.

Q1
Q4 5
.
A\ (P
@@ @
7 @
Qs
o(v)

FIGURE 6.4. To the left: a schematic view of a conformal model ¢ of G in
which every component () is represented by a closed curve encompassing all
the chords from ¢(Q). To the right: the tree T with the P-nodes Pi, P, P;

and Q-nodes @)1, Qo, 3, D4, Q5. Vertex v separates ()4 from s, (3, Q5.

The maximal subsets consisting of pairwise neighbouring components are

{Qla QQa Q3}7 {Qh Q4}7 and {Qla QS}) which Correspond to P-nodes Pla P2a
and Pj, respectively.

Let Nt(N) denote the neighbours of a node N in T. Let @ be a Q-node and P be a P-
node adjacent to () in T. Let T — @ be the forest obtained from T by deleting the node )
and let Vi_g(P) be the set of vertices contained in the components from the Q-nodes
of T — () containing the node P. Similarly, let T — P be the forest obtained from T by
deleting the node P and let Vi_p(Q) be the set of vertices contained in the P-nodes from
the Q-nodes of T — P containing the component (). In the example shown in Figure [6.4],
we have Vi_q, (P1) = Q2 U Qs, Vi, (P2) = @4, Vi-p,(Q1) = Q1 U Q2 UQ3U Qs

Suppose ) € Q and P € P are adjacent in T. Claim of Section [ proves that:
(T2): For every v € @ either Vp_go(P) C left(v) or Vi_g(P) C right(v).

Hence, we write P € left(v) if Vp_o(P) C left(v) and P € right(v) if Vi_g(P) C right(v).
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Claim of Section [0 proves the following properties of a conformal model ¢ of G,,
with respect to the nodes of T:

(T3): For every @ € Q and every P € Np(Q) the set Vi o(P) is contiguous in ¢.
Moreover, for every two different nodes P, P' € Np(Q) there is v € @ such that
¢(v) separates the words ¢|V{7Q(P) and ¢|V{7Q(P’).

(T4): For every P € P and every Q € Np(P) the set Vi ,(Q) is contiguous in ¢.

See Figure for an illustration.

Let ¢ be a conformal model of G,,. For a Q-node @ in T by ¢[Q] we denote a cir-
cular word obtained from ¢ by replacing the contiguous subword ¢|Vy_o(P) in ¢ by the
letter P, for every P € Np(Q). Note that ¢[@Q)] is a circular word on Q* U Np(Q)) and
that ¢[Q] extends the conformal model ¢||Q* of (@, ~) by the letters from Np(Q). Hence,
¢[Q] is called the extended conformal model of (Q,~) induced by ¢. Observe that, by
property no two letters from Np(Q) appear next to each other in ¢[Q]. Similarly,
for a P-node P in T by ¢[P] we denote a circular word obtained from ¢ by replacing the
contiguous subword ¢|V7 ,(Q) by the letter @, for every @ € Np(P). Note that ¢[P] is
a circular order of the Q-nodes from the set Np(P). See Figure for an illustration.

s
¢|Vf,p1 (Q2)
SVE_p (Q1) /

FIGURE 6.5. A conformal model ¢ of G,, and its contiguous sub-
words:  |Vi o (P1), ¢|Vi_g,(P2), and @|Vy o (Ps) (to the left), and
¢|VE—P1<Q1>7 ¢|VE—P1<Q2)7 and (b‘v']fk—Pl(Q?)) (to the rlght) We haVe
PlQ1] = i P P33 Py and ¢[P1] = Q1Q3Q>.

Now, our goal is to characterize the extended conformal models ¢[@] induced by the
conformal models ¢ of G,,. We recall that ¢[Q)] is an extension of the conformal model

o||Q* of (Q,~) by the letters from the set Np(Q) such that:
e For every P € Np(Q) and every v € Q:
— P is to the left of the chord of v if P € left(v),
— P is to the right of the chord of v if P € right(v).
A conformal model 9% of (Q,~) is said to be estendable by the set Np(Q) if we can
insert the letters from Np(Q) into 9% so as the above condition holds. Observe that
such extension, if exists, is unique, and then we denote it by 1¢q. Eventually, note that
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the conformal models of (@), ~) extendable by Nr(Q) are in the correspondence with the
extended conformal models ¢[Q] induced by the conformal models ¢ of G,,. Indeed, given
a conformal model % of (Q,~) and its extension g, we obtain a conformal model ¢
of G,, satistying ¢[Q] = g as follows: we replace every P € Np(Q) in 9o by the word
¢'|Vi_o(P), where ¢ is any conformal model of G,,.

Clearly, not every conformal model of (@, ~) can be extended by Np(Q). Figure
shows an extended conformal model ¢¢g of (Q,~) for some prime node Q. Let ¢@ =
bol|Q*. We may swap the chords ¢%(e), p?(f) with the chords ¢%?(g), #?(h) in ¢% to
get a conformal model of (@, ~), which is still extendable by Nt(Q). We can also swap
the chords ¢ (a), @ (b) with the chords ¢%(c), $%(d) to get another conformal model of
(@, ~), however, this model is not extendable by Nt(Q) (as there is no valid place for P;).

Now, our goal is to characterize the conformal models of (), ~) extendable by Nt(Q),
for a fixed Q-node ). We first consider the case when the set () induces a consistent
permutation model in some conformal model of G,,; such a component @) is called a per-
mutation component. Then we examine the case when () is a non-permutation component;
we consider two cases depending on whether () is serial or prime in M(G,,). For the rest
of this section, given an extended conformal model ¢g of (Q,~), by ¢% we denote the
conformal model ¢g||@* of (Q, ~).

6.3.1. Permutation components. Suppose () € Q is a permutation component, that is,
suppose () induces a consistent permutation model (7‘2 , le)) in some conformal model ¢
of G,,. We assume 7'2,7‘(11) are enumerated such that 70 € 7'2, where r is some fixed
representant of the set (). Suppose Qg and Qé} are the letters in the words T(g and le),
respectively, and suppose (<4, <4) are the transitive orientations of (@Q,||) and (Q,~)
corresponding to the permutation model (79, 7)) of (Q,~). Clearly, since (79,7;) is a
consistent permutation model of (Q,~), we have ¢ = 7, - 7'2 “THR " le) for some two
words T4, and 74 . Since V is parallel, at least one among the words 74 1, 74 g is non-
empty. If 7, 1 is non-empty, 741 is a permutation of the set Vi ,(Pr) for some P-node
Pr, adjacent to @ in T. Similarly, if 7,  is non-empty, 74 r is a permutation of the set
Vi_o(Pr) for some P-node Pr adjacent to @ in T. Suppose for a while that both the
words 745, and T4 p are non-empty (the other cases are handled similarly). Then, ¢[Q)]
has the form Pp7) Pg7,. Since for every conformal model ¢ of G, and every P € Np(Q)
the set Vi~ o(P) is contiguous in ¢', arguing similarly as in the proof of Claim [6.6, we
deduce that ¢'[Q] has the form Pp7j, Pr,,, where Tq{, is a permutation of Tq]; for j € {0,1}
and (Tdo),, 7'(;/) is a consistent permutation model of (Q), ~). In particular, we have

(an Q}ﬁ’ <¢) = (Q%/a Q;ﬁH <¢/>7

where Qg/, Qé/, and <y for the model ¢’ are defined analogously as for the model ¢.

Given the above, let S(Q) = {Q}, (Q°,Q", <q) = (Q3}, Q}, <s), let 7(Q) be the word
obtained from ¢[Q] by replacing T(g by Q" and 7'(; by Q!, and let TI(Q) = {m(Q)}. Note
that the reflection of 7(Q) equals to 7(Q).
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Definition 6.8. We say a word gzﬁ‘édm on Q" U Nr(Q) is admissible by II(Q) if gb‘édm is
obtained from the word w(Q) by replacing Q° and Q* by 7° and 7', respectively, where
(79, 71) is a model admissible by Q.

The next lemma characterizes the extended conformal models of (@, ~) for the case
when () is a permutation component.

Lemma 6.9. Suppose ) is a permutation component in Q and let ¢¢g be a circular word
on Q*UNp(Q). The word ¢g is an extended conformal model of (Q), ~) if and only if ¢g
is admissible by I1(Q).

Ki
/\

- al
-

blPlcOdl ~ o

FIGURE 6.6. Extended conformal models ¢¢ and qbg of (@, ~) for some
prime component Q). We have 7(¢g, K1) = a’b'Pi%dy, 7(¢g, KY) =
ba'd’c" and 7(¢f, KY) = d’c'Pit’a, 7(¢f, K]) = 2d'a’h'. We have
inside( K1) = {P,}, inside(K3,) = inside(K3) = inside(K4) = (). Conformal
models ¢q||Q* and ¢f[|Q* of (Q,~) are admissible for the circular orders
of the slots Y°(Q) and v'(Q) of @, respectively, illustrated on the outer
circles.

6.3.2. Prime non-permutation components. Suppose () € Q is a prime non-permutation
component. The conformal models of (Q,~) are described in Subsection [6.2l So, let
K(Q) be the equivalence classes of K-relation as introduced in Definition [6.5] let K =
(K° K', <) be the metachord associated with the CA-module K for K € K(Q), and
let T(Q) = {7°(Q),7*(Q)} be the set containing the circular orders of the slots { K°, K :
K € K(Q)} such that the conformal models for (@, ~) coincide with the admissible
models for I'(Q)) - see Theorem [6.7]

Suppose R is a set containing a representant of every set in K (M ). We assume r° € K°,
where r € R is a vertex representing the set K € K(M).

First, we list some properties of the extended conformal models of (@), ~). Lemma (8.9 ()
of Section [§ asserts that:



NORMALIZED MODELS OF CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPHS 37

(PP1): There are two conformal models ¢% and ¢}, of the graph (R, ~), one being the
reflection of the other. In particular, for every extended conformal model ¢¢ of
(Q, ~) we have either ¢g||R* = ¢% or ¢g||R* = ¢k.

The next property follows from Lemma B9 () of Section [ and from the fact that ¢% =

$0]|Q* is a conformal modal for (@, ~):

(PP2): For every extended conformal model ¢¢ of (Q), ~) and every K € K (M) the sets
K% and K! are contiguous in ¢? and (¢%|K°, ¢%¢|K?!) is a consistent permutation
model of (K, ~) in ¢%.

Note that the above property does not assert that the set K induces a consistent permuta-

tion model in ¢g. Clearly, since ¢2 is conformal for (Q, ~), (¢?|K°, ¢?|K") is admissible

for K.

For an extended conformal model ¢ of (Q,~), K € K(Q), and j € {0,1}, by 7(¢g, K?)
we denote the shortest contiguous subword of ¢¢g containing all the letters from K7 and
no letter from K'~7. Properties [PP2)| and [(T3)| assert that 7(¢g, K7) is an extension
of the word ¢@|K7 by some (possibly zero) letters from Np(Q) — see Figure for an
illustration. Let |7(¢q, K7)| denote the length of the word 7(¢q, K7). Eventually, let
inside(K) denote the set of the letters from Np(Q) that occur either in 7(¢g, K°) or in
7(¢g, K'). The next claim proves some useful properties of the words 7(¢q, K?) and
shows, in particular, that the set inside( &) does not depend on the choice of ¢g. We refer
to Figure for an example illustrating the claim.

1 1 0 0 1

0 .1 1,0 ,0 0 .1 R prl
(¢, K9) o) vl Pl vl W) Py o) 0l vy vg P2 vy vy vy P1ovy vg _ (5, K)

1 0 .1 .0
(¢q,KY) v vr vi U3

1

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
> 1 I 20 ——mf--- L1
|
|
|
|
|
|
0 1 !
vy P3 vy Py vy :

Y
0 T 1 0 oI 40 R p0
vs Paowg Ps vy vz v vr o vg o 7(dg, K°)

FIGURE 6.7. The words 7(¢q, K°), 7(¢q, K') and the words 7(¢g, K?),
7(¢5, K'), where ¢g and ¢f are two extended models of (Q,~) and ¢f is
the reflection of ¢q. We have |7(¢q, K°)| = |7(¢g, K')| = 9.

Claim 6.10. Suppose ¢q, ¢y are two conformal models of a Q-node Q and suppose a,b
are two vertices in K.

(1) If pollQ* and ¢, ||Q* are admissible for v(Q) for some t € {0,1}, then for every
j€40,1}, a' € {a® a'}, v € {1°,b'}, and P € Np(Q):

a'PY is a subword of 7(¢g, K?) <= d' PV is a subword of T(¢(,, K).
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FIGURE 6.8. To the left: models admissible for v°(Q), to the right: models
admissible for v!(Q).

In particular, |7(¢q, K7)| = |7(¢y, K7)| and P occurs at position k in 7(¢q, K7) if
and only if P occurs at position k in (¢, K7).

(2) If $°|Q* is admissible for ~*(M) and ¢,||Q* is admissible for v'~H(Q) for some
t € {0,1}, then for every j € {0,1}, a’ € {a°,a'}, b € {1°,b'}, and P € N¢(Q):

a' PV is a subword of 7(¢g, K7) <= b'Pd" is a subword of T(¢f, K'™7),

where a”, 0" are such that {a’,a"} = {a° a'} and {V/,b"} = {b°,b'}. In particular,
17(¢q, K7)| = |7(d, K*77)] and P occurs at position k in 7(¢g, K7) if and only if P
occurs at position | (¢, K'7)| —k + 1 in 7(¢p, K'77).

Proof. Let z be a vertex of () \. K such that z ~ K — such a vertex exists as () is prime.
Suppose ¢q||@Q* is admissible for 4°(Q) and suppose ¢g(z) has the letters from K7 on the
left side. Then, ¢f,(z) has the letters from K7 on the right side if ¢{,[|Q is admissible to
Q).

Suppose a' Pb' is a subword of 7(¢q, K?) (the other cases are handled similarly). It
means that P € left(z), P € right(a), and P € left(b). Figure [£.8 shows possible relations
between ¢f,(a), ¢ (b), and P, in conformal models ¢f, such that ¢,[|@Q* is admissible to
Y°(Q) (to the left) and to v}(Q) (to the right).

To show statement (Il) note that for every conformal model ¢f, such that ¢p[Q* is
admissible for v°(Q), the letters from K7 occur on the left side of ¢f,(z). In particular,
the letters a',b', P occur on the left side of ¢{,(2) as P € left(z). Since P € right(a) and
P € left(b), the letters a', b, P occur in (9 K7) in the order a', P,b'. The other cases
are proved similarly.

To prove statement (2) suppose ¢, [|Q* is admissible for v'(Q). In particular, it means
that the letters %, b are on the left side of ¢, (2). Also, P is on the left side of ¢f,(2) as
P € left(z). Now, P € right(a) and P € left(b) implies that the letters a°, 8°, P occur in
(9 K7) in the order b°, P,a® — see Figure to the right.

The remaining statements of the claim follow easily from the observations made above
— see Figure for an illustration. O
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Next, we show that the conformal models of (@), ~) extendable by the letters Np(Q) can
be defined as the admissible models for appropriately “refined” circular orders of the slots
(@) and y1(Q) — see Figure for an illustration. To describe those “refinements”,
for every K € K(Q) we introduce first the set S(K) of CA-modules of K; all the sets in
S(K) for all K € K(Q) and all @) € M will constitute the set of all CA-modules of V.

Definition 6.11. Suppose K is a member of K(Q). For every v € K, the left-right
partition of the set inside(K) is a pair:

o (left(v) Ninside(K), right(v) Ninside(K)) if v° € K° and v € K,
e (right(v) Ninside(K), left(v) Ninside(K)) if v' € K° and v° € K.

A set S C K is a CA-module of K if S is a mazimal module (not necessary strong)
in (K,~) such that all the vertices from S admit the same left-right partition of the set
inside(K'). We denote the set of all CA-modules of K by S(K).

In Section we describe so-called “refinement procedure” which computes the sets
S(K) for every set K € K(M). In particular, the procedure asserts that:

(R1): The set S(K) forms a partition of K.

Figure shows an example of the set S(K) for some K € K(Q). For this specific
case the set S(K) consists of the modules S, ..., Sg; for example, the left-right partition
of inside(K) for the vertices from Sy equals to ({ Py, P3}, { P2, Py}). We easily check that
the vertices from every set S; admit the same left-right partition of inside(K). In the
modular decomposition M (K, ~) of (K, ~) the module K is prime and has four children:
St, So U S3, S4, S5 U Sg. We easily note that we can not extend any set S; into a larger
module in (K, ~) whose vertex set would admit the same left-right partition of inside(K).

$) sy sy P S) S0 Pasy $) sy sy P Sy S0 Psy

1 ,0|[,,1 .0
Py |vg vrllvg vg

1 ,0|[,0 .1
Py |vg vrllvg vg

sI 5] SLPs S s} P sh s 5] SLPs SIS} P sl

FIGURE 6.9. Properties [[R2)] and [[R3)] of ¢¢ and P
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Before we list the next properties of S(K), for every S € S(K') we define the metachord
S = (8%, 81, <g) for S as the restriction of K to the set S. That is, we have S° = K°N.S*,
St = K'N S*, and <g equals to <j restricted to the set S.
Suppose ¢q and ¢, are two extended conformal models of (Q, ~) such that ¢q[|@* and
P llQ* are admissible for v*(M) for some ¢ € {0,1}. Then, basing on Claim B.I0, we
show in Section that ¢g and ¢, satisfy the following properties with respect to the
set S(K):
(R2): For every S € S(K) the sets S° and S* are contiguous in 7(¢q, K°) and 7(¢g, K*),
respectively, and the pair (¢g|SY, ¢g|S') is a consistent permutation model of
(S, ~) admissible for S.

(R3): For every Sy, 5 € S(K) and every j € {0,1}, the word $0|Si occurs before the
word ¢q|S; in 7(¢q, K7) if and only if the word ¢p|S] occurs before the word
Pl S5 in T(dp, K7).
See Figure for an illustration.
Suppose ¢, ¢ are two conformal models of G, such that ¢% is the reflection of ¢, ¢||Q*
is admissible for 7°(Q), and ¢®||Q* is admissible for v1(Q). Let S(Q) = Urerg) S(E)
and suppose S, ..., Sk are the members of S(Q). Now:
e we replace the contiguous word ¢Q|Sij in ¢¢g by the letter Sij, for j € {0,1} and i € [k],
thus obtaining the circular word 7°(Q) on {S7,5],..., S}, S} U Nr(Q),
e we replace the contiguous word ¢§|S7 in ¢f by the letter S7, for j € {0,1} and i € [k],
thus obtaining the circular word 7*(Q) on {S},S7,...,Sp, Si} U N¢(Q).
and we set II(Q) = {7°(Q),7'(Q)}. Note that 7'(Q) is the reflection of 7°(Q) as ¢ is
the reflection of ¢g — see Figure for an illustration.

s B
p4// aob1P1COd1 ~ ,
Kl P, \
2 \
/ \
el g°
KO fo hl Kl
2 gt PRON
RO i
\\N P///
s,
K4 N s P3
\\i Z// \\/L' 1//
1 0 1 0
R WS
83 st S? S9

FIGURE 6.10. The circular orders of the slots and the nodes 7°(Q) and
7 (Q) obtained from ¢¢g and its reflection gbg are illustrated on the outer
circles.

Equivalently, we can imagine 7°(Q) as it arises from 7°(Q) by replacing every slot K°

by the slots {S° : S € S(K)} and K' by the slots {S! : S € S(K)}, ordered as they
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occur in the words 7(¢g, K°) and 7(¢g, K'), and then appropriately extended by Np(Q).
Similarly for 7!(Q). Figure illustrates that 7!(Q) is indeed the reflection of 7°(Q).

S0 598y P SY SS9 Py SY

St P St S! P osisi st

FIGURE 6.11. K° and K! in 7%(Q) are replaced by S%59S{ PSS9 P, S
and by SiP;S1SiP3SiSiS), respectively.  K' and K° in ~'(M)
are replaced by SiPSiS;P1S3S3S] and S9SYSEPSIP,SY, respectively.
Since S¢P»SiSiPS3S3S] is the reflection of SYS9SIPSISYPR,SY, and
S9SYSYP3SY PySY is the reflection of S3PyS3S3P3SESTS), m(Q) is the re-
flection of 7°(Q).

Definition 6.12. Let j € {0,1}. A circular word ¢F™ on the set Q*UN1(Q) is admissible

for 79(Q) if ¢&™ arises from w/(Q) by replacing the slots SY, S} for i € [k] by the words

0 -1 0 -1

7., T, respectively, where (1), 7,") is an admissible model for S;. A circular word ¢“Qdm on

the set Q* U N1(Q) is admissible for II(Q) if ¢&™ is admissible for some 79(Q) in II(Q).
We summarize the results of this part with the following lemma.

Lemma 6.13. Let () be a prime non-permutation component in Q and let ¢g be a circular
word on the set Q* U Np(Q). The word ¢g is an extended conformal model for (Q,~) if
and only if g is admissible for I1(Q).

Proof. Suppose ¢¢ is an extended conformal model for (@), ~). We note that:

o if ¢p||@Q* is admissible for 4°(Q), then ¢¢ is admissible for 7°(Q),
o if ¢g||@Q* is admissible for 4!(Q), then ¢¢ is admissible for 7'(Q),

which follows by Properties (R3)!

Suppose ¢g is an admissible model for IT1(Q)). Assume that ¢¢ is admissible for 7°(Q).
Then ¢g|Q* is admissible for 4°(Q), and hence ¢q||@Q* is conformal for (Q,~). Also,
since ¢¢ is admissible for 7°(Q), ¢ properly extends ¢q||@Q* by the letters from Np(Q).
So, ¢¢ is an extended conformal model of (@, ~). O
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6.3.3. Serial non-permutation components. Let () be a serial non-permutation component
in Q and let My,..., M, be the children of @ in M(G,,). Again, our goal is to describe
the conformal models of (@, ~) that are extendable by the letters from Np(@). Similarly
to the previous case, not every conformal model of (Q), ~) can be extended. However, we
have much more freedom in generating the conformal models of (@, ~) in the case when
() is serial compared to the case when () is prime. It turns out, however, that in the serial
case the conformal models of (@), ~) extendable by Np(Q) admit the same description as
for the prime case.

As for prime non-permutation components, we first partition the children of () into
sets K(Q). The role of K (@) is analogous as for prime non-permutation children of V.
In the definition given below we use the sets inside();) for i € [n]. Note that they are
correctly defined as the statements of Claim are also valid for every set M; (as there
is z € @ \ M; such that z ~ M;).

Definition 6.14. A partition K(Q) of the module Q is defined as follows:

o Ifinside(M;) # 0, then M; is a member of K(Q).
e The remaining members of K(Q) are the equivalence classes of the K -relation defined

on the set
U{M | and inside(M;) = 0}
such that for every u,v € U{]WZ ; [ | and inside(M;) = 0}:
WK {left(u) N Np(Q), right(u) N Np(Q)} =
{left(v) N N(Q), right(v) N Np(Q)}.

Observe that every member of K(Q) is the union of some children of () — see Fig-
ure for an illustration. Finally, observe that |K(Q)| > 2 as otherwise ) would be a
permutation component.

Next, we show that the sets in K(Q) satisfy analogous properties as the corresponding
sets for prime children of V. Suppose R is the set that contains an element from every
set in K(Q) (note that (R, ~) is a clique and thus every oriented chord model of (R, ~)
is conformal). Lemma [0.4] of Section [0.2] proves that:

(PS1): There are two conformal models of (R, ~), ¢% and its reflection ¢k, such that
for every extended conformal model ¢g of (Q, ~) we have either ¢g||R* = ¢% or
¢l R = ¢

(PS2): For every extended conformal model ¢¢ of (@, ~) and every K € K(Q) the set
K induces a consistent permutation model in ¢@ = ¢¢||Q*. Moreover, if K is the
union of at least two children of @), the set K induces a consistent permutation
model also in ¢g.

See Figure for an illustration.

Eventually, for every K € K(Q) we can define the metachord K = (K°, K, <x) so as
for every extended conformal model ¢¢g of () the consistent permutation model induced
by the set K in ¢g||@* is admissible for K. Indeed, if K = M, for some i € [n], we can
define K in the same way as in Claim [6.3] as the graph (K, ||) is connected. Otherwise, we
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FIGURE 6.12. An extended conformal model ¢ of (Q), ~) for a serial non-
permutation component () with four children My, My, M3, My. We have
inside(M,) = {P3} and hence M, is a member of K(Q)). Every chord repre-
senting a vertex from M; U M, has P; on one side and P, P; on the other
side. Every chord representing a vertex from M3 has P;, P, on one side and
P5 on the other side. This shows that K(Q) = {M; U My, M3, M,}. The
sets K; are represented by arcs on the outer circles.

define K in the same way as in Claim Indeed, since the set K induces a consistent
permutation model in every extended conformal model ¢¢ of (@), ~), we may decide the
orientations of the chords in K with respect to some P-node P adjacent to () in T.

Now, we proceed the same way as for prime modules in Q: we define the CA-modules
S(K) for every K € K(Q), the set TI(Q) = {7°(Q),7'(Q)} of possible orderings of Q,
and the admissible models for I1(Q). Eventually, we get the following lemma:

Lemma 6.15. Let ) be a serial non-permutation component in Q and let ¢p¢g be a circular
word on the set Q*U Np(Q). The word ¢¢ is an extended conformal of (Q,~) if and only
if ¢¢ is admissible for 11(Q).

Finally, for every P-node P in T we set II(P) such that it contains all circular orders
of the set Np(P). Now, since the sets II(/V) are defined for every node N in the tree T,
we may extend T to the PQS-tree T. Finally, we are ready to prove Theorem for the
case where V' is parallel module in M(G,,).

Proof of Theorem[G.2 for the case when V' is parallel in M(G,). Let ¢ be a conformal
model of G,,. The results of this subsection show that:

e For every Q-node @ in T, ¢[@] is admissible for an ordering in TI(Q).
e For every P-node P in T, ¢[P] is admissible for an ordering in TI(P).

In particular, it means that 7(¢) is a member of II and ¢ is admissible for II.
We recall that we have already shown that every admissible model for II is conformal

for G,,. [
This, together with Theorems and 6.7 completes the proof of Theorem
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7. MODULAR DECOMPOSITION M (G,,) AND CHORD MODELS OF G,

Let G be a circular-arc graph with no universal vertices and no twins and let G,, be
the overlap graph of G. In this section we prove Properties —|(M5)|of the conformal
models of (@, ~), where @ is a component of G, (that is, @ is serial /prime and Q =V or
@ is a child of parallel V' in M(G,,)). As earlier, we assume My, ..., M, are the children
of @ in M(G,,). For every i € [k] we denote by N(M;) the set

Lemma 7.1. Suppose M; is a prime/parallel child of Q) (Q is as above, serial or prime).
For any chord model 1) of (Q, ~) we have

V||(M; UN(M)) = wra't,
where (1,7') is a permutation model of (M;, ~) and 7,7’ are permutations of N(M;).

Figure [[1] illustrates the claim for the case where ) is prime and M; is prime (to the
left) and when @ is prime and M, is parallel (to the right).

T2

T ] ik

u / T3

FIGURE 7.1. Chord models of (@, ~) for the cases when @) is prime and

M; is prime (to the left) and when @ is prime and M; is parallel. Chords of
the module M; are in red, chords of the set N(M;) are in bold. When M;

is parallel, we have (7,7") = (717973, 74797]), Where each (7;,7/) is a chord

model of some child of M; in M(G,,).

Proof. Since M; is a prime/parallel child of ) and @ is serial/prime, there is x € Q ~ M;
such that  ~ M;. We orient the chord ¢ (x) arbitrarily. By Claim 2.6 we have

Y||(M; U {z}) = 2727,
where (7,7') is a permutation model of (M;, ~). We need to show that
||(M; UN(M)) = wrr't,

where 7, 7’ are some permutations of N(M;).
Fix z € N(M;) such that z # x. Suppose for a contradiction that the chord ¢(z) has
one of its ends between the ends of the chords corresponding to the letters of 7. That is,
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suppose that 2’7 zmz! is a subword of ¥||(M; U {x, z}), where 77 and 7» are non-empty
words such that 7,75 = 7. Now, consider a partition of M; into two non-empty sets, M}
and M?:

M} ={ueM;:uen} and M?={uec M;:ucn}

Since for every u € M; the chord v (u) intersects the chord (z), we have that z'7|zmjx
is a subword of ¥||(M; U {z, z}), where 7/ is a permutation of the set of the letters in 7;
for every i € [2]. Tt means, in particular, that for every u; € M} and every us € M? the
chords v(u;) and 1 (us) intersect. So, we have M}! ~ M? which contradicts that M; is a
prime or a parallel module in M(G,,). O

0

Since every child of a serial module is either prime or parallel, Lemma [I1] proves
Properties [(M1)| and [(M2)| of the conformal models of (@, ~) in the case when @ is a
serial component of G,,.

The next lemma shows property of the conformal models (@, ~) when @ is prime.

Lemma 7.2. Let M; be a prime child of a prime component ) and let 1) be a chord model
of (Q,~). Then, the set M; induces a consistent permutation model (1,7") of (M;, ~) in 1
(see Figure[71 to the left).

Proof. By Lemmal[71l ¥||(M;UN(M;)) = nrn't’, where m, 7" are permutations of N(M;).
To complete the proof it suffices to show that for every v € @ ~ N(M;)

either  ¢||(M; U {v}) =vorr or ¢|(M;U{v}) = Tovr’.

Assume otherwise. Since (Q,~) is connected and since M; is a module in (Q, ~), there
is u € Q ~ N(M;) such that

Y||(M; U{u}) = nunriuty,

where 71, 75 and 71, 7} are such that iy = 7, 757 = 7', 71, T2, T{, T4 are non-empty, and 7;
is a permutation of 7/ for i € [2] as u || M;. Hence, the sets

M ={we M;:wen}and M) ={w € M; :w €}

partition M;, and we have M} # (0, M? # 0, and M} || M?. So, (M;, ~) is not connected,
which contradicts the fact that M; is a prime module in M(G,,). O

The next two lemmas show Property of the conformal models (@), ~) when @ is
prime. See Figure for an illustration.

Lemma 7.3. Suppose M; is a parallel child of a prime component Q) and suppose Ly, ..., Ly

are the children of M;. Suppose 1 is a chord model of (Q,~). Then,
Y|Mi=Ti, .. .TikTiIk .. .Till,

where iy, ..., i i a permutation of [k] and (7;;,7] ) is a permutation model of (L;,,~)

/L']
for every j € [k]. Moreover, for every j € [k] the words 7;; and 7;, are contiguous ¢ (see
Figure 7.3 to the left).
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T2

T1 \ T3

/
Ty

FIGURE 7.2. Chord models of (@, ~) for the cases when @ is prime and
M; is parallel (to the left) and when @ is prime and M; is serial (to the
right). Chords of the module M; are in red, chords of the set N(M;) are in
bold.

Proof. Since (@) is prime, we can pick x € () . M; such that x ~ M;. Since M; is parallel,
L, is either serial or prime for j € [k]. In particular, (L;, ~) is connected for every j € [k].
Since x ~ M, and since L; || L; for every two distinct 7, j' € [k],

V|(M; U{x}) = a7y - .Tikl‘Ti/k T

. il 3
where iy, ..., i is a permutation of [k] and (7;;, 7/ ) is a permutation model of (L;;, ~) for

every j € [k]. Since M; is parallel, by Lemma [[.T] we have that
Y|(M; UN(M)) =773y .. 73,775 T

. ik’
where 7 and 7’ are permutations of N(M;). Finally, with an argument similar to the one
used in the previous lemma, we show that 7;; and T{j are contiguous subwords in . [

Finally, the last lemma of this section shows property of the conformal models
(Q,~) when @ is prime.

Lemma 7.4. Suppose M; is a serial child of a prime component Q) and suppose Ly, ..., Ly
are the children of M;. Suppose 1 is a chord model of (Q,~). Then

VM =7 .. .1, T, - .T{k,

where iy, ... iy is a permutation of [k] and (7;;, 7)) is a permutation model of (L, ~) for
every j € [k]. Moreover, for every j € [k] the words 7;, and 7;, are contiguous in ¥ (see

Figure[7.3 to the right).

Proof. Since M; is serial, L; is either prime or parallel for j € [k]. Using the same
arguments as in Lemma [7.1] we deduce that

VM =7, Ty T

where 71, ..., i is a permutation of [k] and (7;,, 7;

! ) is a permutation model of (L; , ~) for
J J
every j € [k].
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Now, it remains to prove that 7;; and T{j are contiguous subwords in 1. Arguing as in
the proof of Lemma [T} for every € N(M;) there is j € [k] such that

V(M U{z}) =7, .0 12Ty, T T - .T{iji’jH ST

Assume that 7;,, Tilj for some j € [k] do not form two contiguous subwords in ¢. Then, by
the connectivity of (@, ~), there is u € Q . N(M;) such that u || M; and ¥||(L;, U{u}) =
paupiapyupy, where pi, 1 and pif, piy are such that pips = 75, popy = 7, and pu, po, p1y, ph
are non-empty. Since u || L;;, p1; is a permutation of y for i € [2]. Then, note that ) (u)
intersects every chord from ¢ (M; \ L;;), which is not possible as u || M;. O

8. CONFORMAL MODELS OF PRIME COMPONENTS — APPENDIX

The aim of this section is to prove Properties [(P1)| and [(P2)| used in Section [ll As in
Section [6] we assume (@) is a prime component of G,,, My, ..., M, are the children of @) in
M(G,,), and K(Q) = {K;,..., K} are the equivalent classes of K-relation defined by
Definition

Property is proved in two steps. First, we show that a subgraph of G,, induced
by the set containing a vertex from every child M; of ) has two conformal models, one
being the reflection of the other. Then, we prove that a subgraph of GG,, induced by a set
containing a vertex from every set K; in K(Q) has two conformal models, one being the
reflection of the other.

In order to accomplish the first step, we need to describe the structure of the chord mod-
els of a circle graph. A description presented below is by Chaplick, Fulek, and Klavik [6],
who used the following concepts in their work: the split decomposition due to Cunning-
ham [7], Theorem 1] due to Gabor, Supowit, and Hsu [I1], ¢ relation due to Chaplick,
Fulek, and Klavik [6] (who were inspired by Naji [23]), and maximal splits are due to
Chaplick, Fulek, and Klavik [6]. We refer to [6] for more details.

Suppose Gy = (U, ~) is a connected circle graph. A quadruple (A, «(A), B,a(B)) is a
split in Gy if:

e The sets A, B, a(A), a(B) form a partition of U,

e A+ () and B # (), but possibly a(A) =0 or a(B) = 0,

e A~ B.

e o(A) || (BU«a(B)) and a(B) || AU «a(A).

See Figure Rl to the left. Since Gy is connected, (A, a(A), B,a(B)) can be uniquely
recovered from the sets A and B. Hence, without losing any information, we say that
(A, a(A), B,a(B)) is the split between A and B, and we denote (A, a(A), B, a(B)) simply
by (A, B).

A split (A, B) is non-trivial if |[AU «(A)| > 2 and |B U a(B)| > 2; otherwise (A, B) is
trivial.

Theorem 8.1 ([11]). If Gy has no non-trivial split, Gy has only two chord models, one
being the reflection of the other.
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A T4
4 vl I
75l 5 /-TB Tjgl\ 5 "B
N N
TA TA

FIGURE 8.1. Split (a(A), A, «(B), B) in Gy and two possible chord mod-
els of Goy: TATpT)Th and T, TpTATE, where brabr)y and argaty are chord
models of (AU a(A)U{b},~) and (BU«a(B)U{a},~) for some a € A and
some b € B, respectively.

On the other hand, if GGy has non-trivial splits, Gy has more then two non-equivalent
chord models — see Figure 8] to the right.

A split in Gy between A and B is mazimal if there is no split in Gy between A" and B’,
where A" and B’ are such that A C A’, B C B’, and |A| < |A'| or |B| < |B|'. Lemma 1
in [6] provides the following characterization of maximal splits in Gy: a split between
A and B is maximal if and only if there exists no C' C «(A) such that C' induces a
connected component in (a(A), ~) and for every vertex u € C either u ~ A or u || A, and
similarly for a(B) and B. This observation allows to present the algorithm for computing
a maximal split in Gy (see [6] for more details):

e start with any non-trivial split between A and B,

e while there exists C' witnessing that (A, B) is not maximal in Gy: if C' C «(A) set
A= Aand B= BUC’, where C' is the set of all vertices from C adjacent to A, and
if C C «(B), set B =B and A= AUC", where C' is the set of all vertices from C
adjacent to B,

e return (A, B).

Suppose (A, B) is a maximal split in G produced by the above algorithm. Note that
(A, B) might be trivial. In this case we have either |[A| =1 and |a(A)| =0 or |B| = 1 and
|a(B)| = 0. Lemma 2 of [6] proves the following: if (A, B) is trivial with |A| = {a} and
a(A) = 0, then a is an articulation point in Gy (i.e. (U~ {a},~) is disconnected). In
particular, if at some point the split (A, B) maintained by the algorithm is trivial, (A, B)
can not be further extended, the algorithm stops and returns (A, B). For a purpose
mentioned later, we restrict choices made by the algorithm: in each step, having the
choice of extending (A, B) into a non-trivial or a trivial split, the algorithm always takes
the first option.

8.1. The structure of chord models with respect to a non-trivial maximal split.
Let (A, B) be a non-trivial maximal split in Gy returned by the algorithm computing a
maximal split. Let C' = AU B. Following [6], let ¢ be the smallest equivalence relation
on C' containing the pairs (u,v) € C' x C such that:

o ulv,
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e u,v are connected by a path in (U, ~) with all the inner vertices in a(A) U a(B).

Suppose (1, ..., Cy are the equivalence classes of ¢ relation. Note that C; C Aor C; C B
for every i € [k] and thus k& > 2. Observe that:

o C; ~ C; for every distinct 4,75 € [k] (if u || v for some u € C; and v € C}, then u o v,
and u, v can not be in different classes of ¢ relation).

Next, since the vertices of every component of (U \ C,~) can be adjacent to exactly one
set C; among C1, ..., Cy, we can partition the set U ~\. C into the sets «(Cy),...,a(C)
such that:

e a(C)) || (a(C)) U Cy) for every two distinct i, j € [K].
Note that a(C;) might be empty. See Figure for an illustration.

a(Cs) T2 TS

===
=

=<

0
N\

\~
N N\ N 7! T Th T3
N R\ il 1 3

78

N
)

T3 T, T, T
5 Ty

FIGURE 8.2. Maximal non-trivial split. Given a chord model v;7;v;7/ of G;
for i € [4], two non-equivalent chord models of Gy, namely 77475737 T4 72T}
and 737 72Ty 7471744, are shown to the right.

Further, let G; by a graph obtained from G by contracting the vertices from U ~\ (C; U
a(C;)) into a single vertex v; adjacent to every vertex in C;. That is, G; is such that
V(G;) = C;Ua(C;) U{uv}, viv € E(G;) for every v € C;, viv ¢ E(G;) for every v € a(C;),
and uv € E(G;) if and only if u ~ v for u,v € C;Ua(C;). Note that every chord model of
G; has the form v;7;v;7/, where every v € C; occurs once in both words 7; and 7/ and every
v € a(C;) occurs twice either in 7; or in 7/. The next theorem describes the relationship
between the set of all chord models of Gy and the set of all chord models of G;.

Theorem 8.2 (Proposition 1 from [6]). The following statements hold:

(1) If vyryuir! is a chord model of G; fori € [k], i1, ..., is a permutation of [k], and the
words i, p, are such that {p;, pi} = {m, 7} fori € [k|, then

— / /
T:,LL“,ulk,u“,ulk,

s a chord model of Gy .
(2) If T is a chord model of Gy, then

— / /
T:,LL“,ulk,u“,ulk,
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where iy, ... i 18 a permutation of [k] and vij,uijvij,u;j is a chord model of G;, for

j € [K].
See Figure for an illustration.

8.2. The structure of chord models with respect to a trivial maximal split.
Let (A, B) be a trivial maximal split in Gy returned by the algorithm computing a
maximal split. Without loss of generality we assume that A = {a} and «(A) = 0.
Lemma 2 in [6] proves that a is the articulation point of Gy. Let Dy, ..., Dy for some
k > 2 be the connected components of (U \ {a},~). Let C; = {v € D; : v ~ a} and
a(C;)) ={v e D; v | a} — see Figure B3 to the left. Let G; be the restriction of Gy to
the set {a}UC;Ua(C;), i.e. G; = ({a}UC;Ua(C;), ~). Note that every chord model of G;
has the form ar;a7], where every v € C; occurs once in both 7; and 7/ and every v € a(C;)
occurs twice either in 7; or in 7/. The next theorem describes the relation between the set
of all chord models of Gy and the set of all chord models of G;.

Theorem 8.3 (Proposition 2 in [6]). The following statements hold:

(1) If ar;at! is a chord model of G; for i € [k], i1,...,i is a permutation of [k], and the
words i, p, are such that {p;, pi} = {m, 7} fori € [k|, then

— / /
T = Qfliy - - iy fly, - - - Hg,y

s a chord model of Gy .
(2) If T is a chord model of Gy, then

T = iy - iy Oy, - - - g,
where iy, . .., 1 is a permutation of [k] and ap;, ap;, s a chord model of Gy; for j € [k].

See Figure for an illustration. Note that we can use the above theorem to describe

FIGURE 8.3. Maximal trivial split. Given chord models ar;ar] of G; for
i € [3], two non-equivalent chord models of Gy, namely arsmar| 27} and
aTyT TyaToT Ty, are shown to the right.

the chord models of Gy whenever Gy contains some articulation point.
This completes the description of the chord models of Gy.
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FIGURE 8.4. The placements and the orientations of ¢(u;) and ¢(uy4) for
the case: uy € left(us), us € right(uy), uy € left(us) and uy € left(uy).

Now we are ready to prove the first step of Property |(P1), Let U be the set containing
a vertex from every child M; of Q. In particular, (U,~) is a prime graph, that is, (U, ~)
contains no modules other than the trivial ones.

Lemma 8.4. The prime graph (U,~) has exactly two conformal models, one being the
reflection of the other.

Proof. Since G is a circular-arc graph, (U, ~) has at least one conformal model. Our goal
is to prove that this model, up to reflection, is unique.

We prove the lemma by induction on the number of vertices in (U, ~). The smallest
prime graph is the path P; on four vertices. Suppose (U, ~) is isomorphic to Py, that is,
suppose U = {uy, us, ug,us} and ~ contains the edges u; ~ ug, us ~ uz, and uz ~ uy.
Clearly, for every conformal model ¢ of (U, ~) we have either ¢|{uz, uz} = uuiuiul or
ol[{ug, uz} = uSuduul — see Figure Iﬂl Note that there is a unique conformal model ¢° of
(U, ~) such that ¢°||{uz, us} = uduiuiul. Indeed, the placement and the orientation of the
chord ¢°(u;) in ¢° is uniquely determined and depends only on whether u; € left(uz) and
on whether uz € left(u;) — see Figure 84l Similarly, the placement and the orientation of
#°(uy4) is uniquely determined and depends only on whether u, € left(us) and on whether
uy € left(uy). Thus, ¢° is unique. We prove the same way that there is a unique conformal
model ¢' of (U, ~) extending uSujuiul. Finally, we note that ¢' is the reflection of ¢° —
see Figure 8.4 for an illustration. This completes the proof of the base of the induction.

Suppose (U, ~) has at least 5 vertices. If (U, ~) has no non-trivial splits, Theorem [R.1]
asserts that (U, ~) has two chord models, say ¢ and ¢%, where ¥ is the reflection of .
Since (U, ~) is prime, there is a unique orientation of the chords in v and ¥, which leads
to conformal models ¢ and ¢% of (U, ~), respectively. Since ¢ and ¢ are the only two
conformal models of (U, ~), ¢™ must be the reflection of ¢.

Suppose (U, ~) has a non-trivial split. In this case the proof goes as follows. We take
a maximal split in (U, ~) produced by the algorithm introduced above, and then, using a
structure induced by this split, we divide the graph (U, ~) into so-called probes. A probe
is a connected induced subgraph of (U, ~) which, as we will prove, has a unique, up to
reflection, conformal model (a probe can be seen as an almost prime graph). Finally, we
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show that there is a unique way to fit the models of the probes together to get a conformal

model of (U, ~).

Definition 8.5. A probe in (U,~) is a quadruple (y,z, X, (X)), where z,y € U,
X,a(X) C U, that satisfies the following properties:

(1) the sets {z}, {y}, X, a(X) are non-empty and pairwise disjoint, and the set P =
{z,y} UX U«a(X) is a proper subset of U,

2)y~z, y|| XUa(X), z~ X, x| a(X), and the graph (P,~) is connected,

(3) for everyt € UNP, eithert || ( XUa(X)), ort ~ X and t || a(X), ort ~ (XUa(X)).

See Figure for an illustration.

b AN
)}

X a(X

(F—
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FIGURE 8.5. A probe (y,z, X, (X)) in (U,~) and the vertices ti,ts,t3
from U \ P.

Claim 8.6. Let (y,z, X, a(X)) be a probe in (U,~) and let P = {x,y}UX Ua(X). Then,
the graph (P, ~) has a unique, up to reflection, conformal model.

Proof. Let Z = {z € X : z || (P~ {x,2})}. Note that |Z| < 1 as otherwise, by Prop-
erty (B)) of the probe P, Z would be a non-trivial module in (U, ~) — see Figure 85 We
claim that:

o If |Z| =1, then {y} U Z is the only non-trivial module in (P, ~).
o If Z = (), then (P, ~) has no non-trivial modules.

Let M be a non-trivial module in (P,~). We consider four cases depending on the
intersection of M with the set {y,z}.

Suppose M N {y,z} = 0. Since z ¢ M and since x ~ X and z || «(X), we must have
either M C X or M C «(X). Then, by Property [3]) of P, every t € U \ P satisfies either
t~ Mortl| M. So, M is a non-trivial module in (U, ~), which can not be the case as
(U, ~) is prime.

Suppose M N{y,z} = {y,x}. Since X ~ z and X || y, we must have X C M. Since
(P,~) is connected, we need to have a(X) C M as otherwise we would find a vertex
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u € P~ M such that u is adjacent to a vertex in M and non-adjacent to the vertex y
from M. So, M = P, which contradicts that M is a non-trivial module in (P, ~).

Suppose M N{y,z} = {x}. Since y ~ z and y || X U a(X), we must have M N (X U
a(X)) = 0. Hence, M is trivial in (P, ~), a contradiction.

Suppose M N{y,z} = {y}. Note that M N «a(X) = 0. Otherwise, the vertex x from
outside M is adjacent to the vertex y in M and non-adjacent to a vertex from M Na(X),
which can not be the case. Let Mxy = M NX. If My = 0, then M = {y} and M is
trivial. So, we must have Mx # (). Note that for every vertex u € (X U (X)) \ My
we have u || M,. Otherwise, the vertex u from outside M would have a neighbour in M
and the non-neighbour y in M. If |[Mx| > 2, then by Property ([B) of P, Mx would be a
non-trivial module in (U, ~), which can not be the case. So, M is a non-trivial module
of (P,~) if and only if |[Mx| =1, i.e., when My = {z} for some z € X. In this case, z is
adjacent only to the vertex z in (P, ~), which shows Z = {z}. So, we have M = {y, z},
which completes the proof of our claim.

Next we show that (P, ~) has a unique, up to reflection, conformal model.

Suppose Z = (). Then, the graph (P,~) contains no non-trivial modules. One can
easily check that (P,~) and (P,||) are connected and hence (P,~) is prime. Since P
has strictly fewer vertices than (U, ~), the inductive hypothesis implies that (P, ~) has a
unique, up to reflection, conformal model.

Suppose Z = {z}. Then {y, z} is the only non-trivial module in (P,~). Since (P ~\
{z},~) and (P~ {z},||) are connected and (P \ {z}, ~) contains no non-trivial modules,
(P~{z},~) is prime. By the inductive hypothesis, (P~ {z}, ~) has exactly two conformal
models, ¢ and ¢, where ¢% is the reflection of ¢. Note that the vertex z is the articulation
point in the graph (P ~ {z},~). Suppose that (P ~\ {z,z},~) has exactly k connected
components, say Di,..., Dy, for some k > 2. Note that D; = {y} for some i € [k].
By Theorem B3 ¢ = z%7;, .. .Tikl‘lTi/k ... 7, , where iy, ..., is a permutation of [k] and
xOTijxlTl-’j is a conformal model of ({z} U D;;,~) for j € [k]. We show that there is a
unique extension of ¢ by the oriented chord ¢(z) such that the extended ¢ is conformal
for (P, ~). Clearly, the extended ¢ must be of the form:

1, / " 1

-0 /
P=T Ty Ty E Ty TR T T Ty 2T

...7; for some I € {0,... k},

where 2’ and 2” are such that {2, 2"} = {2°, 2'}. Indeed, for every i € [k] we pick a vertex
a; in D; such that x ~ a;. Then, the chord ¢(z) must be on the left (right) side of ¢(a;)
if z € left(a;) (= € right(a;), respectively). Hence, the placement of the chord ¢(z) in ¢ is
uniquely determined. The orientation of ¢(z) can be set based on whether y € left(z) or
y € right(z). O

Suppose (U, ~) has a non-trivial split. We use the algorithm introduced above to
compute a maximal split (A, B) in (U, ~).

e If (A, B) is non-trivial, we assume C1, ..., Cy and a(C}), . .., a(C%) are such as defined
in Subsection Bl In this case C; # () for every i € [k] and C;U...UC, = AU B.



54 T. KRAWCZYK

e If (A, B)istrivial, we assume A = {a}, a(A) =0, and C4, ..., Cy and a(C}), ..., a(Cy)
are such as defined in Subsection In this case C; # 0 for every i € [k] and

(A, B) = ({CL}, Cl Uu...uU Ck)

See Figure for an illustration.

FIGURE 8.6. To the left: maximal non-trivial split (A, B) with AU B =
C1U...UCy. We have I, = {1,2,3}, I; = {4}, (b3, as, C3, a(Cy)) is a probe
in (U,~). In the middle: maximal trivial split (A, B) with A = {a} and
B =C,UCyUC3. We have I, = {1,2}, I = {3}, (a1,a,Cy, a(Cy)) is a
probe in (U,~). To the right: the only case when condition (#) is not
satisfied.

Next, we partition the set [k] into two subsets, I; and Iy, as follows:

o if |C;Ua(C;)| =1, thenie€ I,

o if ‘Cz U Oé(Cl>| = 2, then 7 € [2.
Note that |I;| < 1 as otherwise | J;;, C; would be a non-trivial module in (U, ~). Without
loss of generality we assume C4,...,C) are enumerated such that I; = {k} if I; # 0.
Observe that for every i € Iy we have a(C;) # () as otherwise C; would be a non-trivial
module in (U, ~) and, since (U, ~) is connected, some vertex in C; is adjacent to some
vertex in a(C;). Hence, for every i € [k] we may pick vertices a;,b; € C; U a(C;) such
that:

e if i € I, then a; € C;, b; € a(C}), and a; ~ b,

e if 4 € I1, then a; = b;, where q; is the only vertex in Cj,
see Figure B6l We split the proof into two cases, depending on whether the following
condition is satisfied:
*) For every i € I there exist x,y € U \ (C; U «(C})) such that

(y,x,Ci, a(C;)) is a probe in (U, ~).

We claim that Condition (¥) is not satisfied only when (A, B) is a trivial split, k = 2,
and |Cy U o(Cy)| = 1 — this case is shown in Figure 8.0 to the right. Suppose k > 3 and
suppose i € I. If (A, B) is non-trivial, the set C; U «(C;) can be extended to a probe by
the vertices a;, b;, where j is any index in I, different from . If (A, B) is trivial, the set
C; U a(C;) can be extended to a probe by the vertices a,a;, where j is any index in [k]
different from i. Suppose k = 2. Suppose (A, B) is non-trivial. Note that |C;Ua(C;)| > 3
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for every i € [2]. Otherwise, the only vertex a; in C; is adjacent to the only vertex b; in
a(C;), and then the split (A, B) is not maximal. Hence, for every i € [2] the set C; Ua(C;)
can be extended to a probe by the vertices a;,b;, where j € [2] is such that j # ¢. If
(A, B) is trivial and |Cy U a(Cy)| = 2, then the set C; U a(C;) can be extended to a probe
by the vertices a,a;, where j € [2] is such that i # j. So, Condition (¥) might be not
satisfied only when (A, B) = ({a}, Cy U Cy) is trivial, k = 2, |Cy| = 1, and |a(Cy)| = 0.
Indeed, in this case (%) does not hold.

In the remaining part of the proof we consider two cases, depending on whether Con-
dition (F)) is satisfied.

Suppose Condition () is satisfied. Let

R {ai,b1,...,a;,b;} if (A, B) is non-trivial,
o\ {a,a1,b1,...,a4, b3 it (A, B) is trivial,

let

g {ai,a2} if (A, B) is non-trivial,
] {a,aq} if (A, B) is trivial,

and let R = Ry. Eventually, let

% =aladalal and ¢k =alalalad if (A, B) is non-trivial,
% = a’a%a'a; and ¢l = a’ala'ad if (A, B) is trivial.

In both cases, ¢% is the reflection of ¢§ and any conformal model ¢ of (U,~) extends
either ¢ or ¢5. We claim that:

For every m € {0, 1} there is a unique conformal model ¢ of (R, ~)

(8.6.1) such that ¢7[|S* = ¢¥.

For every m € {0, 1} there is a unique conformal model ¢™ of (U, ~)

(8.6.2) such that ¢™||R* = ¢.

Then, ¢} must be the reflection of ¢%, and ¢' must be the reflection of ¢°. This will
complete the lemma in the case when Condition () is satisfied.

First we prove (8.6.1). Let m = 0. Suppose (4, B) is non-trivial. We claim that for
every i € [2, k] there is a unique conformal model ¢ of (R;, ~) extending ¢%. To prove our
claim for 7 = 2 we need to argue that there is a unique extension ¢ of ¢% by the chords
¢(by) and ¢(by). However, this can be shown using the same arguments as in the proof
that P, has a unique, up to reflection, conformal model. Suppose ¢ is a unique conformal
model of (R;_1,~) extending ¢%. We show that there is a unique conformal extension
of ¢ by the chords ¢(a;) and ¢(b;). Note that ({ay,...,a;_1},~) is a clique in (R;_1,~),
and hence the chords {¢(aq),...,¢(a;_1)} are pairwise intersecting. There are 2(i — 1)
possible placements for the oriented chord ¢(a;). Any such placement of ¢(a) determines
the pair (X, Y'), where X, Y is a partition of {b1, ..., b;_1} such that the chords from ¢(X)
are on the left side of ¢(a;) and the chords from ¢(Y’) are on the right side of ¢(a;) — see



56 T. KRAWCZYK

FIGURE 8.7. Extending ¢ by the chord ¢(ay). To the left: (A, B) is non-
trivial, AUB = C1U...UCy, I, = {1,2,3}, and I; = {4}. The chord ¢(a4)
induces a partition (X,Y) = ({b3}, {b1,b2}). The only conformal model ¢°
of (U, ~) extending ¢% is 7T17T37T2a27T17T37T2a4 To the right: (A, B) is trivial,
(A,B) = ({a},C1U...UCy), [, ={1,2,3}, and I; = {4}. The chord ¢(a4)
induces a partition (X Y) = ({bg} {bl, 1)3}) The only conformal model ¢°
of (U, ~) extending ¢% is a’whaym mha mamiadms.

Figure 7. Note that the pairs (X,Y’) corresponding to different placements of ¢(a;) are
different. Hence, to keep ¢ conformal, only one choice for ¢(a;) coincides with the pair

({b1,..., b1} Nleft(a;), {b1,...,b;_1} Nright(a;)).

In particular, it means that the placement of ¢(a;) is uniquely determined. One can easily
observe that the extension of ¢ by the chord ¢(b;) is also uniquely determined.

The case when the split (A, B) is trivial is handled similarly. This time, however, we
need to place ¢(a;) so that it intersects ¢(a) and does not intersect ¢(aq), ..., ¢(a;—1).
Again, with every possible placement of ¢(a;) we associate the pair (X,Y"), defined in the
same way as in the previous case, and we note that for different placements of ¢(a;) the
pairs (X,Y) are distinct — see Figure 81 for an illustration.

Next, we prove (B6.2). Let i € I, let P, = {y, 2} UC; U«a(C;) be a probe in (U, ~) for
some z,y € U, and let ¢? be the unique conformal model of (P;, ~) such that ¢?|[{a;, b;}* =

Ol[{ai, b;}*. Assume that ¢?||({z} U C; U a(C)))* = o/ma""w,, where {a/, 2"} = {2°, 2!}
and m;, 7/ are chosen such that both the letters 0?,b} are contained in m;. Eventually,
assume that for every ¢ € I, the letters aj,al, b, b;/ are chosen such that b.a;b! and a
are contiguous subwords of ¢%, where {a},a}} = {a?,a}} and {b,b]} = {b?,bll} Now
having in mind Theorems and B3l we conclude there is a unique conformal model gbo
of (U,~) extending ¢% and ¢! for every i € I: ¢° is obtained from ¢% by substituting
biaib! by m; and a; by 7} for every i € I, — see Figure 87 for an illustration.

This completes the proof of the lemma for the case when Condition (¥) is satisfied.

Suppose now that Condition () is not satisfied. So, we have k = 2, the split (A, B) =
({a}, C1 U Cy) is trivial, Cy = {as}, and a(Cq) = 0. If |C; U (Ch)| = 2, then C; = {a1},
a(Cy) ={b}, U ={ay, b1, a,as}, which contradicts our assumption that |[U| > 5. So, in
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the remaining we assume |C; U «(Cy)| > 3. We consider two cases depending on whether
the graph ({a} UCy Ua(CY), ~) is prime.

Suppose ({a}UCUa(CY), ~) is prime. By the inductive hypothesis, ({a}UC;Ua(Ch), ~)
has two conformal models, ¢ and its reflection ¢. Now, since ay || C; U a(C}), a ~ as,
a ~ O}, we easily deduce that ¢ and ¢ can be uniquely extended by the chord of ay to
the conformal models of (U, ~), one of each being the reflection of the other.

Suppose ({a} UCy U a(C}), ~) has a non-trivial module M — see Figure B8 Observe
that a € M. Otherwise, we would have either M C C; or M C «a(C}), and M would
also be a non-trivial module of (U, ~), which can not be the case. For the remaining
part of the proof, let M; = M NCy and My, = C; ~ M. We claim that M; # ()
and My # (. Suppose that M; = (. Then, M N a(Cy) # 0 as M is a non-trivial
module in ({a} U C; Ua(C),~). Since M; = C1NM = @ and C; ~ a € M, we
deduce that Cy ~ (M Na(Cy)). Furthermore, since a(Cy) || a, we have (a(Cy) ~ M) ||
(M N a(Ch)). Note that the trivial split ({a}, C7 U {as}) returned by the algorithm had
to arise as a result of extending a non-trivial split ({a},C}). However, at this point the
algorithm could extend ({a}, C}) into a trivial split ({a}, C; U {as}) or into a non-trivial
split ({a} U (M N «(Cy)),Cy). The restriction made on the algorithm choices asserts
that the second option would be taken, which contradicts that the algorithm returns
({a},C1 U{as}). This proves M; # 0. Now, we prove My # (). Assuming otherwise,
{a}UCy) € M and a || «(Cy) yields a(Cy) € M by connectivity of (U, ~). Then, M is
trivial in ({a} U C7 U a(CY), ~), which is not the case. This shows My # (.

My

FIGURE 8.8. Probes (aq, a, My, a(M;)) and (as, a, M, a(Ms)) in ({ag, a}U
Cy Ua(Cy),~). Module M in ({a} UCy Ua(Ch)) is surrounded by a red
dashed line. The components of (a(C4),~) are are marked in dark gray.

Now, note that for every component D of the graph (a(C}), ~) we have either D C M
or DN M = ). Indeed, if some vertex of D is in M, then D C M as (D, ~) is connected,
a € M, and a || D. We partition the vertices of a(C}) into two sets, a(M;) and a(Ms):
we put the vertices from a component D of (a(C}),~) to the set a(M;) if there is an
edge between a vertex in D and a vertex in M;; otherwise, we put the vertices from D to
a(Ms). In particular, note that for every component D of (a(Cy), ~):
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o if D C (M), then D C M (as ({a} U M;) C M, some vertex in D is adjacent to a
vertex in My, and a || D),

o if D C a(M,), then D || M, and some vertex in D is adjacent to a vertex in M, (as
(U, ~) is connected).

Note that there might be a component D of (a(C}), ~) such that D C a(Ms) and D C M.
In this case we have D || M; and D ~ Ms, which shows that D is a module in (U, ~).
Hence, D = {d} for some d € «(C}) as otherwise D would be a non-trivial module in
(U, ~) — see Figure B8 for an illustration. Observe that My ~ (M; Ua(M;)) as otherwise
there would be a vertex in My \ M adjacent to a in M and non-adjacent to some vertex
in M. Summing up, we have (see Figure B8 for an illustration):

o My # (0, My # (), and (a(My) # 0 or a(Ms) # 0),

® M2 ~ (M1 U Oz(Ml)),

e a(My) || (My U (M)

In particular, (M; Ua(M;), ~) is a permutation graph, and for i € [2], if a(M;) # 0, then
the quadruple (as,a, M;, a(M;)) is a probe in (U,~). On the other hand, if a(M;) = ()
then |M;| = 1 as otherwise M; would be a non-trivial module in (U, ~).

Let S = {a,as}. We show that there is a unique conformal model ¢ of (U, ~) that
extends ¢g = aala’al. Since (C;Ua(Ch), ~) is connected and ay || (C;Ua(Ch)), we have
either (Cy U oz(C'l)) Q rlght(a2) or (Cy Ua(Ch)) C left(az). Suppose the first case holds.
Then, any conformal model ¢ of (U, ~) extending ¢gs must be of the form:

(8.6.3) ¢ = aayria' T as,

see Figure Let P, = {as,a} U M; U «a(M;) for i € [2]. Note that (P;, ~) admits a
unique conformal model ¢p, extending ¢g, which follows from Claim Rl if o(M;) # () and
from |M;| = 1 if a(M;) = (). Suppose

0. 1_rs 1_n 0
Op, = @ aym;a T; ay

for some words 7/}, 7/’ such that 7.7 is a permutation of (M; U a(M;))*.

Claim 8.7. Let ¢ be a conformal model of (U,~) of the form (86.3). Then:

(1) 7r1 and 7r§ are subwords of T}, and |m| + |m5| = |7}],

(2) @ and 7 are subwords of 7 and |7{| + |m35| = |7}

(3) For every u € a(M;) and every v € a(My), either ¢p(u) and ¢(v) are on different
sides of ¢(a), or there are on the same side of ¢(a) and then ¢(u) has the chords ¢(v)
and ¢(a) on different sides.

Proof. See Figure for an illustration. The first two statements follow from the fact
that ¢|| P = ¢p, for i € [2].

To show (@), suppose ¢(u) and ¢(v) are on the same side of ¢(a), but the chord ¢(v)
has the chords ¢(u) and ¢(a) on different sides. Then, ¢(v) intersects some chord from
¢(Py) as (P, ~) is connected. However, this is not possible as v || P;. So, suppose ¢(u),
¢(v), and ¢(a) are in series, that is, no chord from ¢(a), ¢(u), and ¢(v) has the remaining
two chords on its different sides. Note that there is v" € a(M,) such that v and v" are
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0 1 1 0
1z 0 1 x 0
o v1 F2 Y2 vg o v1 Y2 T2 wg
Y Y3

1 1 1 1
Y: 0 ,.1 Y Y: 1,0 Y
3 49 al 1 3 2l 4 1

FIGURE 8.9. Examples of conformal models ¢y, ¢ of (U, ~) extending
a’azatay: My = {zy, 2,23}, (M) = {ur, ust, Mo = {y1,y2, 45}, a(Ma) =
{v1,v2}. The chords representing the vertices from M; U (M) are in red,
the chords representing the vertices from Mg U a(Ms) are in blue. We have
= wWzrizdulzl, 7, = v?y?v%y%vgygv% = x?u%x%x%um and 7r2 = y%ygyz},
The vertices x5 and yy are mixed in Td)l and 7'(252 and in Td)l and 7

in the same component (D, ~) of (a(Ms),~) and v’ is adjacent to some vertex y € M,.
Since ¢(y) intersects both the chords ¢(u) and ¢(v') and u || D, we deduce that the chord
¢(v') has the chords ¢(a) and ¢(u) on its different sides. However, we already have shown
that such a case is not possible. 0]

Our goal is to show that there is unique way to compose the words 7] and 7, and the
words 77 and 7 to get a conformal model of (U, ~) of the form ([8G3]). Suppose that
there are two such models, say ¢; and ¢5. Let

1.1 0 o1 _1_1n 0
¢ =a° a27'¢1a Tp 0y and  ¢o = a’ay7,,a Ty, Ay,

We say that € M; Ua(M;) and y € My U (M) are mized in 7, and 7}, if there
are 2/ € {2% '} and v’ € {y° y'} such that 2/ and ¥ occur in different orders in the
words 74 and 7}, — see Figure 8.9 We introduce the notion of being mixed in 7 and
T(g2 similarly. Clearly, if ¢; and ¢, are non-equivalent, there are vertices x € M; U a(My)
and y € My U a(My) such that x and y are mixed either in 7 and 7;, or in 7 and
Tq’;2 Suppose r and y are mixed in 7'¢ and T . We claim that z € M, and y € My. We
can not have x € M; and y € a(M;) as we have x || y. We can not have z € a(M;)
and y € M, as in every conformal model ¢ of (U, ~) of the form (86.3]) the chord ¢(z)
intersects ¢(y) and the orientation of ¢(z) with respect to ¢(y) is the same (¢(z) has ¢(a)
on the same side). Finally, by Claim R7(8) we can not have x € a(M;) and y € a(Ms).
So, we must have x € M; and y € M,. Thus, we have = ~ y, which means that z and y
are also mixed in 7} and 7'(;'2. So, from now we abbreviate and we say that x and y are
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mized if r and y are mixed in 7, and 7, and in 7} and 7;,. We claim that:

If x € M, and y € M, are mixed, then
{z,y} ~ (M) and {z,y} || a(M2).

We prove {z,y} ~ a(M;). Clearly, y ~ a(M;) and z || a(Ms) by the properties of the
probes P, and P,. Suppose there is u € a(M;) such that x || w. If this is the case, the
relative position of ¢(x) and ¢(u) is the same in any conformal model ¢ of (U, ~) of the
form ([86.3). Since ¢;(y) intersects ¢;(u) for every i € [2], x and y can not be mixed. The
second statement of (87.1]) is proved similarly. Now, note that (C, ~) is a permutation
subgraph of (U,~) as a ~ C;. Hence, if x € M; is mixed with y € My and z || z; for
some x1 € My, then x; is also mixed with y. Similarly, if x € M; is mixed with y € M,
and y || y; for some y; € My, then y; is also mixed with z. Now, let

W = U{z,t : z and t are mixed},

(8.7.1)

that is, W contains all the elements in C; that are mixed with some other element in C'.
Note that |[W| > 2 as there are at least two elements that are mixed. Moreover, W C Cy C
U and W ~ (Cy;\W) by the observations given above. Since W ~ «a(M;) and W || a/(Ms)
by (8ZT]), W is a non-trivial module in (U, ~), which yields a contradiction. O

Before we prove Properties |(P1)| and |[(P2)| of K(Q) we show a claim that allows to
define K-relation in a different way, by means of the set U.

Claim 8.8. Suppose K is as defined in Definition [6.3.
(1) If M; is parallel, then for every v,w € M;:

either {v,w} C left(u) or {v,w} C right(u),
for every u € U ~\ M; such that u || M;.

(2) If M; is serial, then for every v,w € M;:

{left(v) N (U ~ M;), right(v) N (U ~ M;)} =
{left(w) N (U ~ M;), right(w) N (U ~ M;)}.

vKw

vKw

Proof. To prove (Il) we need to show, for every v,w € M;, the equivalence between the
following two statements:

(8.8.1)  {v,w} Cleft(u) or {v,w} C right(u) for every u € U . M; such that u || M;.

(8.8.2) {v,w} Cleft(u) or {v,w} C right(u) for every u € @ ~ M; such that u || M;.

We need to show that (881 implies (88.2)), as the inverse implication is obvious. Sup-
pose (B8] holds, but there is m € @ ~ M; such that v, w are on different sides of m —
see Figure 810l to the left. Suppose m € M; for some j € [n] different from 7. Let ¢ be a
conformal model of (@, ~) and let z € @ ~ M; be such that = ~ M;. In particular, ¢(x)
intersects ¢(v) and ¢(w), and hence ¢(x) intersects also ¢p(m). Thus, x € Q ~ (M; U M;).
Now, let u € U be a vertex such that u € M;. Note that ¢(u) intersects ¢(x). Moreover,
¢(u) has ¢(v) and ¢(w) on different sides. Otherwise, M; would be also parallel and
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M; U M; would be a non-trivial module in M, which is not possible as both M; and M;
are maximal non-trivial modules in (@, ~).

FIGURE 8.10.

To prove (2) we need to show that for every v,w € M, the statements (8.83) and
(B.84) are equivalent, where:

{left(v) M (U ~ M), right(v) A (U ~ M)} =
(8.8.3) {left(w) N (U ~ M), right(w) N (U ~ M)}
{left(v) M (Q ~ M), right(v) N (Q ~ M)} =
{left(w) N (Q ~ M,), right(w) N (Q ~ M)}

We need to show that (883 implies (8:84]) as the inverse implication is obvious. Suppose
for a contrary that (883) holds but (8.8.4) is not satisfied. In particular, v and w are
from different children of M;, as otherwise the equivalence between (B83]) and (R84
follows by Property Hence, v ~ w. Now, suppose there are my, ms € () . M; such
that mq, my are on one side of v and my, ms are on different sides of w. Suppose first that
my, mg are on the right side of v, m; is on the right side of w, and ms is on the left side
of w — see Figure to the right for an illustration. Suppose ¢ is a conformal model
of (Q),~). Note that my, my can not belong to the same child M; of ). Otherwise, let
x € M ~ M; be a vertex such that z ~ M;. Then, the chord ¢(z) intersects ¢(w) and
does not intersect ¢(v). Then, x € M; as v ~ w and x || v. On the other hand, = ¢ M,
as x ~ {my,my} and M; || {mi,mo}. Suppose m; € M; and my € M; for some j # j'
distinct from 7. Let uy,up € U be such that u; € M; and uy € M. Note that the chord
d(uy) is either between w! and v° or between w® and v! in ¢ as there is y € Q ~ (M; U M;)
such that y ~ {u;,m1} and either y ~ {v,w} or y || {v,w}. Similarly, the chord ¢(us)
is either between v! and w! or between v° and w® — see Figure to the right. In any
case, u; and uy contradict (8.8.3). The other cases are proved analogously. ([l

The next lemma proves Properties |(P1)[ and [(P2)| of the set K(Q).

Lemma 8.9. Let K, ..., K}, be the sets in K(Q) and let R = {r1,...,r} be the set such
that r; € K; fori € [k]. Then:

(8.8.4)
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(1) The graph (R,~) has ezactly two conformal models, ¢% and ¢}, one being the reflec-
tion of the other.

(2) For every conformal model ¢ of (Q,~) and every j € [k|, the set K; induces a
consistent permutation model of (K;,~) in ¢.

Proof. Note that n < k. Without loss of generality we assume that U = {ry,...,7,}
and r; € M; for i € [n]. Let R; = {ry,...,r;} for every j € [k]. By Lemma B4 (U, ~)
has two conformal models, ¢?; and its reflection ¢;;. Our proof is based on the following
statement:

For every j = {|U|,...,k} and every m € {0, 1} there is a unique

(8.9.1) conformal model gb}n of (Rj, ~) such that ¢;n||U* = o

Clearly, statement (I follows from statement (89.1)) for j = k.

We prove the statement by induction on j. For j = |U| = n statement (89.1) is
satisfied as R, = U. Suppose (89.1) holds for j = [ — 1 for some | > |U|. Our goal
is to prove it for j = [. Suppose 7, is in the module M; for some i € [k]. From the
inductive hypothesis, there is a unique extension ¢;", of ¢} on the set R;_;. Suppose for
a contradiction that there are two non-equivalent conformal models of (R;, ~) extending
¢ by the chord for ;. Equivalently, there is a circular word ¢ extending ¢;", by the
letters z°, 2!, y° y! such that ¢/ = ¢||(R;_1 U {z})* and ¢" = ¢|(R;_1 U {y})* are two
non-equivalent conformal models of (R, ~) after replacing 2°, 2! by ¥, r} in ¢’ and ¢°, y'
by 0, r} in ¢, respectively. Note that for every r € R;_; the circular word ¢ satisfies the
following properties:

r € left(r;) <= ¢(r) is on the left side of ¢(x) and ¢(y),
r € right(r;) <= ¢(r) is on the right side of ¢(x) and ¢(y),
r; € left(r) <= ¢(x) and ¢(y) are on the left side of ¢(r),
r; € right(r) <= ¢(z) and ¢(y) are on the right side of ¢(r).
We consider two cases depending on whether the chords ¢(z) and ¢(y) intersect in ¢.
Suppose ¢(x) and ¢(y) do not intersect. Suppose we have ¢|{z,y}* = x%2'y'y° — see
Figure BT to the left. Since ¢’ and ¢” are non-equivalent, there is r € R;_; such that
é(r) has one of its ends between z! and y' or between y° and 2°. Since the chord ¢(r)
can not intersect both ¢(z) and ¢(y), ¢(r) must be on the right side of ¢(x) and the left
side of ¢(y). However, this contradicts the properties of ¢ listed above. So, suppose we
have ¢|[{z,y}* = 2°2'y ' — see Figure BRIl in the middle. Let r € R;_; be such that
7 || ;. The chord ¢(r) must lie on the right side of ¢(x) and the right side of ¢(y) as any
other placement of ¢(r) would contradict the properties of ¢. For the same reason, ¢(r)
can not have ¢(x) and ¢(y) on its different sides. Hence, ¢(r) has both its ends either
between z! and y° or between 3! and 2°. Note that r can not belong to M; as otherwise
the chord ¢(u), where uw € U ~\. M; is such that u ~ M;, could not intersect ¢(r), ¢(x),
and ¢(y) at the same time. Let P be a path in (R;, ~) joining r and r; with all inner
vertices in U. Note that there must be a vertex u € U in the path P such that ¢(u) has
¢(x) and ¢(y) on its different sides. This contradicts the properties of ¢. The remaining
cases are proved similarly.
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Suppose ¢(x) and ¢(y) intersect — see Figure 8 ITto the right. Without loss of generality
we assume that ¢||{z,y}* = 2% z'y’. First, note that for every r € R;_; the chord ¢(r)
can not have both its ends between 2% and y° as otherwise ¢(r) would be on the left side
of ¢(x) and on the right side of ¢(y). For the same reason, ¢(r) can not have both its ends
between z! and y'. Let R’ be the set of all » € R;_; such that ¢(r) has one end between z°
and y° and the other between z! and y!. Clearly, R’ # () as ¢’ and ¢" are not equivalent.
We claim that R'U{r;} is a non-trivial module in (R;, ~). Indeed, for every t € R;_y \ R’
the chord ¢(t) has either both ends between y° and z', or between y' and z°, or has one of
its ends between y° and x! and the second between y! and 2°. In any case, we have either
t|| (RuU{r}) ort~ (R U{r}) for every t € R;,_1 ~ R'. This shows that R U {r;} is a
module in (R;, ~). Eventually, note that R’ U{r;} is strictly contained in R; as otherwise
rp ~ R yields M; ~ (M ~ M;) (recall that r, € M;), which would contradict that M is
prime in M(V, ~). Now, note that the sets M1 N Ry, ..., M, N R, form a partition of R,
into n maximal non-trivial modules in (R;,~). So, we have (R'U{r;}) C (M; N R;). In
particular, M; must be serial as r; ~ R'. Since for every u € U such that u || M; the chord
¢(u) has both its ends between y° and 2! or between y! and z°, we have r K7’ for every
r" € R' by Claim B8 ([2]). However, this can not be the case as R contains one element
from every equivalent class of K-relation.

To prove statement () assume that ¢ is a conformal model of (Q, ~).

Suppose K; = M;, where M; is a prime child of ). Then, statement (2)) follows from
Lemma

Suppose K; C M;, where M; is a serial child of ). Assume that x € My is such that
x ~ M; for some i’ € [n] different from ¢. Suppose Li,..., L, are the children of M
contained in K;, enumerated such that

O({z} UL U.. UL, =220 .. Na! A . A,

where (A2, \}) is an oriented permutation model of (L;, ~) for ¢ € [p]. Lemma [Z.4] asserts
that A, A} are contiguous subwords in ¢. In particular, we assume p > 2 as otherwise
statement (2)) follows. Denote by [° and I! the first and the last letter from A9, by I? and
I* the first and the last letter from A, by 7% and ' the first and the last letter from Aj,
and by r? and 3 the first and the last letter from )\11, — see Figure to the left.
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FIGURE 8.12.

We claim that there is v € Q ~ M; such that ¢(v) has both its ends either between [3
and 7% or between r3 and [°. Assume otherwise. Let T be the set of all ¢+ € Q such that
#(t) has one end between [* and r° and the other end between r* and [°. We show that
M; UT is a non-trivial module in (@, ~) strictly containing M, which contradicts the
fact that M; is a maximal non-trivial module in (). Note that x € T~ M;, which shows
M; C (M; UT). For every w € Q ~ (M; UT) the chord ¢(w) has either both its ends
between [! and 2, or between r! and 72, or has one end between ! and [? and the other
between ! and r2. In particular, for every w € Q ~ (M; UT) we have w || (M; UT) or
w ~ (M; UT), which proves that M; UT is a module in (@, ~). Since @ is prime, there
is w € @ ~ M; such that w || M;. In particular, w is not in 7'U M;, which shows that
T U M; is a non-trivial module in (@, ~). This proves our claim.

Suppose that K; does not induce a consistent permutation model in ¢. That is, there
is y € @\ K, such that ¢(y) has an end between ' and [* or between r! and r?. Suppose
that y° is between [' and [2 — the other case is proved analogously. First, note that
no chord ¢(w) for w € @ ~ M; has its two ends between [! and [? or between 7! or r2.
Otherwise, w and v prove that the vertices from L; are not in K-relation with the vertices
from L,. This shows that ¢(y) has its second end between r! and r? and that y is not
a member of M; (otherwise, y K L; and yK L,, which is not the case). Now, we proceed
similarly as earlier end we show that M; UT” is a non-trivial module in (Q,~) strictly
containing M;, where T is the set of all t € Q such that ¢(¢) has one end between I! and
[2 and the second end between r! and r%. However, this can not be the case.

Suppose K; C M;, where M; is a parallel child of ). Assume that x € M, is such
that © ~ M; for some i’ € [n] different from i. Suppose L4,..., L, are the children of M
contained in K;, enumerated such that

ol({zy UL U...UL,) =2\, Agxl)\; A

where (A, A\}) is an oriented permutation model of (L, ~) for ¢ € [p]. Lemma [T.3] asserts
that A9, Al are contiguous subwords in ¢. In particular, we assume p > 2 as otherwise
statement (2)) follows easily. Denote by [° and [' the first and the last letter from M9,
by 12 and [? the first and the last letter from )\2, by 7 and r! the first and the last letter
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from )\11), and by r% and r?® the first and the last letter from A\l — see Figure to the
right.

Suppose that K; does not induce a consistent permutation model in ¢. That is, there
is y € @\ K such that ¢(y) has an end between ' and ? or between r* and r?. Suppose
that y° is between ! and [? — the other case is proved analogously. First note that y || K
as ¢(y) can not intersect the chords from ¢(L;) and ¢(L,) at the same time. Suppose ¢(y)
has both its ends between [* and (2. Then we have y ¢ M; as ¢(y) does not intersect ¢(z).
Now, let P be a shortest path in (Q,~) between y and M; with all inner vertices in U.
Then, there must be a vertex u in the path P such that v € U \. M; and ¢(u) has one
of its ends between [' and [? and the second one between r! and r2. Then, the vertex u
proves that L; and L, are in different equivalence classes of K-relation, which is not the
case. So, suppose y! is between r! and r%. Note that y ¢ M, as otherwise y would be in
K-relation with any vertex from K, which is not the case. Then, the vertex y € (Q ~\ M;)
has Ly and L, on different sides, which proves that L, and L, are not in K-relation, which
is a contradiction. O

9. CONFORMAL MODELS FOR PARALLEL CASE - APPENDIX
Properties [(T1)| - |(T4) of the PQS-tree T of G were shown by Hsu [I4]. For the sake

of completeness, their proofs are also provided below.

9.1. Properties of T. We start this section with the claim which proves Property
of the graph T. We recall that at this stage T contains only P-nodes and Q-nodes.

Claim 9.1. The following statements hold:

(1) For every @Q-node @ in'T and every two P-nodes Py, P, € N1(Q) there is a vertex v €
Q that separates the components from Py~ {Q} and the components from Py~ {Q}.
(2) The bipartite graph T is a tree.

Proof. Let Q) be a Q-node in T and let Py, P; be two different P-nodes adjacent to ) in T.
It means that ) € P, and ) € P. Since Py, P, are different maximal subsets of pairwise
neighbouring components from Q, there is a component )1 € P; ~. P, and a component
Q2 € P, . P; such that Q; and Qs are separated by some v € V' \ (1 U (Q2). Suppose
Q1 C left(v) and Q2 C right(v). Note that v € @. Otherwise, depending on whether
Q@ C right(v) or whether @ C left(v), v separates either @ and @1 or ) and )3, and either
Py or P, is not a P-node of T. Then, the components from P; \ {Q} are on the left side
of v and the components from P, \ {@Q} are on the right side of v as otherwise P, or P,
is not a P-node of T. This proves ().

Now, we show that T is a tree. First we prove that T contains no cycles. Suppose
that Q1P ... QP is a cycle in T, for some k > 2. Since P;, P, are neighbors of )1 in
T, there is v € () that separates the components in P; \ {¢;} and the components in
P~ {Q1}. So, v separates Q2 and Q. In particular, Q)3 and @, can not be in a same
P-node, and hence k > 3. Since @) and Q). are separated by v, there is i € [2, k — 1] such
that @); and ;11 are also separated by v. So, (); and ();+1 are not contained in a same
P-node, which is not the case as P; contains both @); and @); ;. This proves that T is a
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forest. To complete the proof we show that T is connected. Suppose T is not connected
and suppose ¢ is any conformal model of GG,,. Then, there are vertices u and v such that
u* and v* are next to each other in ¢, u* € {u® u'}, v* € {v° v'}, u € Qu, v € Q,, and
Q. and @, are components from Q from different connected components of the graph T.
By the choice of u and v, there is no vertex in V' ~\ (Q, U @,) that separates @, and Q,.
So, @), and @), are contained in some P-node in T, which contradicts that ), and @, are
in different connected components of T. O

The next claim shows Property |[(T2)|

Claim 9.2. Suppose ) is a Q-node in T, P is a P-node adjacent to () in T, and v is a
vertez in ). Then, either Vi_q(P) C left(v) or Vp_o(P) C right(v).

Proof. Let Fp be a connected component of T \ () containing P. Suppose there are two
components @1,y € Fp such that Q); C left(v) and Qo C right(v). Let p be a path
between @)1 and @5 in Fp. Clearly, there are three consecutive elements @} P'Q% on the
path p such that @] € left(v) and Q) € right(v). Thus, )] and @, are separated by v,
which contradicts Q}, Q5 € P'. O

Finally, Claim [0.3] shows Properties |(T3)| and |(T4)!

Claim 9.3. Let ¢ be a conformal model of G,,.

(1) For every Q-node Q and every P € Np(Q) the set Vi o(P) is contiguous in ¢.
Moreover, for every two distinct P, P' € Nt (Q) there isv € Q such that ¢(v) separates
<Z5|Vf—Q<P) and ¢‘Vf—Q(P,)-

(2) For every P-node P and every @ € Np(P) the set Vi 5(Q) is contiguous in ¢.

Proof. Statement () follows from Claim and Claim 0.1 ().

Next, we prove statement (). Since P is a maximal subset of Q containing pairwise
neighbouring components, the set Q* is contiguous in the circular word ¢||(|J P)*. Now,
statement ([Il) applied to the neighbours of the component @) different than P proves that
Vi p(Q) is a contiguous subword of ¢. O

9.2. The properties of the set K((Q)), where (@ is a serial non-permutation com-
ponent. In this subsection we show properties [(PS1)|and |(PS2)| of the set K(Q), where
(@ is a serial non-permutation component of G,, and K(Q) is as defined in Definition
We assume M, ..., M, are the children of Q).

Lemma 9.4. Let K,..., Ky be the members of K(Q) for some k < n and let R =
{r1,...,ri} be such that r; € K; for everyi € [k|. Then:

(1) There are two conformal models of (R, ~), ¢% and its reflection ¢, such that for every
extended conformal model ¢ of (Q,~) we have either ¢pg||R* = ¢% or ¢gl|R* = ¢},.
(2) For every extended conformal model ¢pg of (Q,~) and every K € K(Q) the set K
induces a consistent permutation model in ¢° = ¢||Q*. Moreover, if K is the union
of at least two children of ), the set K induces a consistent permutation model also

m ng.
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Proof. We assume that Mj, ..., M, are enumerated such that r; € M; for every i € [k]
(note that k < n). Fori € [k], let R; = {ry,...,r;}; note that (R;, ~) is a clique for every
i € [k]. We claim that for every i € [2,k] there exist two models of (R;,~), ¢? and its
reflection ¢}, such that for every extended conformal model ¢ of (Q, ~), either

(9.4.1) bollRI =) or GollR; = 4.

Then, statement (D)) follows from statement (O.4.1]) for i = k. We prove (@.41]) by induc-
tion on i. Note that (Ry,~) has two conformal models,

0_ .0.0.1.1 1 .0.1.1.0
Gy =1reriTy  and ¢y = rirerirs,

and ¢ is the reflection of ¢i. So, statement (9.Z.1]) holds for i = 2.

Let j € [3, k]. Suppose (@.4.T]) holds for all i € [2, j —1]. To show ([@.4.1]) for j it suffices
to prove there is a unique extension gb(])» of gb(]);l on the set R; such that ¢g| R} = gbg holds
for every extended conformal model ¢q of (Q, ~) such that ¢q|| R} ;| = gb?_l. Suppose for
a contradiction that there are two extended conformal models of (Q, ~), say ¢ and ¢,
such that ¢q||R;_| = ¢p||R;_, = ¢, and ¢gl||R; # ¢y l|R;. That is, the chords ¢q(r;)

and ¢, (r;) extend ¢} | into two non-equivalent models of (R;,~). It means that there

7‘11, ¢/Q (7"71)
3

bqQ(r})

Q=

FIGURE 9.1.

are two different vertices r4, 7, € R;_; such that

Goll{re, mp}* = doll{re, o} = rrorirl,

but the chords ¢(r;) and ¢, (r;) have its endpoints in different sections 79r, r9r}, riry,
ryry of the circular word rjrgr ri — see Figure 0.1 for an illustration.

First, suppose the case

1

0,0 grzl,rjl»rq and ¢22H{7’q,7’p,rj}* = 7’27’

(bQ”{T% T'ps Tj}* = Ty
see Figure to the left. We claim that inside(M,) # 0. Suppose to the contrary that
there is P € Np(()) such that P € inside(M,). Assume that P € left(r,). Then, in ¢¢ the
letter P is on the left side of ¢g(r;) and in the model ¢, the letter P is on the right side
of ¢5(r;), which can not be the case. The case when P € right(r,) is proven analogously.

0,.0.1.1.1
q"iTp 75>
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Using similar arguments we show that inside(1/;) = (). To complete the proof in this case,
we show that for every P € Np(Q),

P € left(r,) <= P € left(r;),

which shows r;Kr, and contradicts the fact that r; and r, are from two different sets in
K(Q). Suppose that P € left(r,) and P € right(r;). Then P is between 7} and r; in ¢q
and between Tg and T? in ¢r. Thus, P is on the right side of ¢¢(r,) and on the left side
of ¢f(7p), which can not be the case. The second case is proven analogously.
Next, suppose the case
(bQ”{Tqv Tps Tj}* = 7’27’}7’2
see Figure to the right. First, note that inside()/,) = inside(M,) = 0 as otherwise a
P-node P from inside(),) U inside(M,,) would be on different sides of ¢q(r;) and ¢g(r;).
Now, we show that for every node P € Nr(Q),

rorire and @ ||{rg,rp, ik = rprd

0,1
J q

P e left(r,) <= P € right(r,),

which shows r, Kr, and contradicts the fact that r, and r, are from different sets in K(Q).
If P € left(r,) Nleft(r,), then P is on the right side of ¢g(r;) and on the left side of ¢f)(r;),
which can not be the case. The second case is proven analogously.

The other cases corresponding to other placements of the chords ¢¢(r;) and ¢f(r;) in
the circular word rgrgrll)r; are proven similarly. This completes the proof of ().

Let ¢ be an extended conformal model of (@, ~). Statement (2]) obviously holds when
K = M; and inside(M;) # 0. Suppose K C |J{M; : i € [n] and inside(M;) = ()}. Let P be
any P-node in Np(Q); such a node exists as G, is disconnected. Suppose without loss of
generality that K is the union of My, ..., M,,, enumerated such that

oll{PYU(MyU...UM,)*) = PA) .. A0 AL
where (A, \}) is an oriented permutation model of (M;, ~) for i € [m] — see Figure[@.2 for

an illustration. In particular, the words \Y and )} are contiguous in ¢q as inside(M;) = 0.
So, if m = 1, then statement (2)) holds. Suppose m > 2. Denote by [° and [' the first
and the last letter in A\, by /% and [ the first and the last letter in A%, by 7° and r! the
first and the last letter in A{, and by r? and r? the first and the last letter in A} — see
Figure [0.2 for an illustration. Note that there is no letter from Np(Q) between [' and /2
or between 7! and r? as otherwise M; and M,,, would not be in K-relation. Suppose for
a contrary that there is v € Q \ K such that ¢g(v) has one end between ! and [* and
the second end between r! and r2. Now, our previous observation asserts that we have
vK M, and vK M,,, which is a contradiction as v ¢ K. Hence, the words A{...\? and

Al ... AL are contiguous in ¢q. This completes the proof of statement (2)). O

9.3. Refinement procedure. Finally, we describe the refinement procedure that pro-
duces the CA-modules S(K) for every K € K(Q) and we show that S(K) satisfies

Properties |(R1)|—[(R3)]
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FIGURE 9.2.

Suppose K is a member of K (@) for some prime/serial component @) € Q. For every
strong module L in M(K, ~) and every extended conformal model ¢¢ of (@, ~) we denote
by:

e L% and L' the sets KN L* and K' N L*, respectively,
o 7(¢g, L7) the shortest contiguous subword of ¢q containing all the letters from L’
and no letter from L'/,
e inside(L) the set of all P-nodes from Np(Q) that appear either in 7(¢g, L°) or in
T<¢Q7 Ll)'
Since |K(Q)| = 2, the words 7(¢g, K7) are properly defined and satisfy the statements of
Claim also for the case when @) is serial. In particular, it shows that the set inside(L)
is properly defined.

To obtain a partition of K into CA-modules in S(K) we perform the refinement pro-
cedure on K. The procedure maintains a partition S(K) of the set K into modules of
(K,~). The procedure marks each member of S(K) either as active or inactive. Ini-
tially, we set S(K) = {K}, we mark K as active if inside(K) # 0, and as inactive if
inside(K') = ). The procedure maintains the following invariants:

(I1) Every active set L € S(K) is a strong module in M (K, ~) such that inside(L) # 0.

(I2) For every extended conformal model ¢¢g of (Q,~), every L,T € S(K), and every
j € {0,1} the letters from L7 do not overlap with the letters from 77 in the word
(¢, K7). Moreover, if ¢(, and ¢q are two extended conformal models of (@, ~) such
that ¢q/Q* and ¢p||Q* are admissible for 7*(Q) for some ¢ € {0, 1}, then the letters
from L’ occur before the letters from 77 in 7(¢q, K7) if and only if the letters from
L7 occur before the letters from 77 in 7(¢yf,, K7).

The procedure is performed in steps as long as they are active modules in the set S(K).
In a single step, an active module L from S(K) is partitioned into some active/inactive
subsets of L. When the procedure is over, all modules in §(5) are inactive; we show that

they form the set of all CA-modules of K. Moreover, given |(I1)| and we show easily
that the set S(K) satisfies Properties [(R1)|—[(R3)|
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Let ¢g and ¢© be two extended conformal models of (@, ~) such that ¢g||@Q* and Do llQ*
are admissible for 7/(Q) for some ¢t € {0,1}. Let K = (K° K' <f) be the metachord
of K. Assume that the set K induces in ¢g[|Q* and ¢p||@Q* consistent permutation models
(they are admissible to K) that correspond to the transitive orientations <, and <y of
(K, ~), respectively.

Suppose L is an active member of S(K) such that L is prime in M(K,~). Suppose
Ly,...,L, are the children of L in M(K,~) enumerated such that the letters from L?
occur before the letters from L) in 7(¢q, K°) for i < j. Then we delete L from S(K),
add Ly,...,L, to S(K), we mark L; such that inside(L;) # () as active and as inactive
otherwise — see Figure 0.3 for an illustration. To show that Invariant is kept it suffices
to prove that the transitive orientations <, and < of (K, ~) restricted to the edges of
(L,~p) are equal (recall that (L,~) contains all the edges from (L, ~) that have both
endpoints in different children of L). Since L is active, there is a letter P from Np(Q)
such that P € 7(¢g, L?) for some j € {0,1}. Suppose P € 7(¢pg, L°). Since (L,~) is
prime, there are v € L; and v € L; for some L; ~ L; such that «'Pv" is a subword of
7(pg, L°) for some v’ € {u’,u'} and v' € {v°,v'}. This means L; <, L;. By Claim (.10,
u'Pv' is also a subword of 7(¢,, L°), and hence we have L; <4 L;. Since (L,~p) has
two transitive orientation, one being the reverse of the other, we deduce that <, and <y
restricted to (L, ~p) are equal.

Ly L3 Ly Ly : Lj Ly L Lj
|
T(¢g, LY) ﬁ)? vl Py U:ﬂﬁi vg Py ﬁ)g vﬂﬁjg vg U?J ! @0 vg Ugﬁg v(ﬂ Py Fjé vfﬂﬁ)g P v vﬂ T(d)S,Ll)
v SN LY N
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
l
|
- 41 D) (1 [2VAY 0 : < A\ N (¥ VA
T(6q, L) tjé v?Jt}% vy o3| Ps @8 s v%ﬂt& Py véj ‘ t)g Py v%?o v véj Ps tJ% v ”ﬁjtf% v(‘y (68, L°)
|
Li Li L} L} ! LS LS LY LY

FIGURE 9.3. L is prime. We replace L in S(K) by Ly, Lo, L3, Ly; L1, Lo
are active, Ls, L4 are inactive.

Suppose L is an active member in S(K') such that L is serial. Suppose Ry,..., R; are
the children of L, enumerated such that for every i < j the letters from R? appear before
the letters from Rg-] in 7(¢g, K°) — see Figure for an illustration. Since L is serial, for
every i < j the letters from R} appear before the letters from R]l in 7(¢g, K'). Next, we
define a partition S(L) of the set L such that:

e the set R; is the member of S(L) if inside(R;) # 0,
e the set R; U R;11 U...UR; is the member of S(L) if [7, j] is a maximal interval in [¢]
such that inside(R; U R4 U ... UR;) = 0.
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Suppose Li, ..., Ls are the members of S(L) enumerated such that for every i < j the
letters from LY occur before the letters from L} in the word 7(¢q, K°). Since K is serial,
for every i < j the letters from L;j occur before the letters L} in the word 7(¢ar, K*). We
mark R € S(L) as active if inside(R) # () and as inactive otherwise. We delete from S(K)
the set L and we add the sets from S(L) to S(K).

LY L L L

Ry R Ry R{ R
o020 [of flfes p ot)fid ilfes ot] P [l

Lj L L Li

Ry Ry Ry R; R
g 72 [_oslfet aalfes m ealfud op) weo k)
¥ ) -

« - s
N O ) O G ) I ) O I R R
R; Ry Ry R Ry R} Ry Ry Ry R3
L} Li L} Li LY L3 L L

FIGURE 9.4. L is serial, S(L) = {R1, R, R3 U Ry, R5}. We replace L in
S(K) by Ry, Re, R3 U Ry, Rs; Ry is active, Ry, Ry U R4, Ry are inactive.

To show that Invariant is kept it is enough to show L; <4 L; for every i < j.
Suppose R, R, are children of L such that R, C L; and R, C L;. Note that p < ¢q. Note
that either the word 7(¢g, Ry UR),; U...URY) or the word 7(¢q, RyUR, ;U...UR))
contains a letter P from Np(Q) as otherwise inside(R, UR,1U...UR,) =0 and R, and
R, would be in the same set of S(L). It means that there are a € R,, b € R, such that
a'PY is a subword of 7(¢g, K7) for some j € {0,1}, @’ € {a°,a'}, and ¥’ € {8°,b'}. By
Claim BI0 (@), o'PY is also a subword of 7(¢f,, K7). In particular, we have R, <4 R,.
Since R, and R, are chosen arbitrarily from L; and L;, we have L; <y L;.

Eventually, suppose L is an active member of S(K) such that L is parallel in M(K, ~).
Suppose Ry, ..., R; are the children of L, enumerated such that for every ¢ < j the letters
from R appear before the letters from R} in 7(¢q, K°) — see Figure @5 for an illustration.
Since L is parallel, for every ¢« < j the letters from le- appear before the letters from R}
in 7(¢g, K'). Next, we define a partition S(L) of the set L such that:

e the set R; is the member of S(L) if inside(R;) # 0,
e the set R; U R;11 U...UR; is the member of S(L) if [4, j] is a maximal interval in [¢]
such that inside(R; U Rt U ... UR;) = 0.

Suppose Li, ..., Ls are the members of S(L) enumerated such that for every i < j the
letters from LY occur before the letters from L]l in the word 7(¢q, K°). Since K is parallel,
for every 7 < j the letters from L} occur before the letters L} in the word 7(¢q, K*). We
mark R € S(L) as active if inside(R) # ) and as inactive otherwise. Now, we delete
from S(K) the set L and we add the sets from S(L) to S(K). Finally, we observe that
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LY precedes L? in 7(¢g, K°) for i < j (as (L,~p) is an empty graph), which shows

Invariant .

LY LY LS L} L} Li
RO R R RO R R. R} Rl
T(¢q, L°) ﬁ)l vq Py |v] vfﬂ ﬁ}é v(ﬂ ﬁ? vy P2 viﬂ ﬁ)é Py v} ol ﬁ)g vfﬂ vl v?ﬂ Py ﬁ’z vﬂ T(¢S7L1)
3 { A v L/ "

1 Y2
:: :/¢ |
N I
0

« (7N T - s s

roq LN (o3 Wled [ oS B lef vb Poof) [ P o w[ B wefled Alel o8 n(of, L)
R} R} R} R} RY R R R?
Li Ll Li LY LY LY

FIGURE 9.5. L is parallel. We replace L in S(K') by Ry, Ry U R3, Ry; Ry
is active, Ry, Ry U R3 are inactive.

First, we prove that the set S(K') satisfies Properties [(R1)H(R3)} Property is
obviously satisfied. Property follows by Invariant and by the fact that, whenever

the set S is marked as inactive, S° and S* are contiguous in 7(¢g, K°) and 7(¢q, K1),
respectively. Property follows by Invariant . Eventually, observe that every
inactive module in S(K) is a maximal module in (K, ~) whose vertex set admits the
same left-right partition of inside(K’), which follows from the way the algorithm refines
the strong modules L with inside(L) # 0.

10. LINEAR-TIME ALGORITHM CONSTRUCTING THE PQSM-TREE OF A
CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPH.

Let G = (V, E) be a circular-arc graph with no twins and no universal vertices and
let G,, be the overlap graph. In this section we present a linear-time algorithm that
constructs the PQSM-tree T* representing the conformal models of G,,.

First, we compute the overlap graph G,, = (V,~) of GG, a conformal model ¢ of G,,
and its reflection ¢f. Since the linear-time algorithm recognizing circular-arc graphs by
McConnell [21] provides a normalized circular-arc model in the case of yes-instance, we
can use it to construct a normalized model ¥ of G. Then, we compute the overlap graph
(V,~) of G: for every u,v € V we set u ~ v if and only if uv € E and ¢(u) and ¥(v)
overlap. Eventually, we compute the conformal model ¢ of G, corresponding to ¥ and
its reflection ¢. Next, we use a linear-time algorithm of McConnell and Spinrad [22] to
compute the modular decomposition tree M(G,,) of G,,. Clearly, since ~ C E. all these
steps can be done in linear-time in the size of G.

Now we show how we construct PQSM-tree T*. Given G,, and ¢, we first compute
the set S of CA-modules of G. We leave it to the reader to verify that the set S can be
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computed using Property formulated in Subsection We proceed the tree M(G,,)
in the bottom-up order and for every strong module M different than V' we compute the
set S(M), as follows. If M induces a contiguous permutation model (7},, 7;) in ¢, we set
S(M) = () and we replace 7}, and 7}, in ¢ by the letters M’ and M”. Otherwise, given
that M, ..., M, are the children of M:

e if M is serial/parallel, then S(M) contains all the sets in S(M;) for all M; such that
S(M;) # 0 and all maximal modules S C M such that (i) S is the union of some
children of M and (ii) S induces a contiguous permutation model in ¢,

e if M is prime, then S(M) contains all the sets in S(M;) for M; such that S(M;) # ()
and all the sets M; for which S(M;) = 0.

Finally, if M is a child of V and S(M) = 0, we set S(M) = {M}. We leave it to the
reader to check that the set S(M) comprises all CA-modules contained in M. Since we
can process each module in M(G,,) in time linear in the number of its children, we can
compute the set S in linear time in the size of M(G,,), and hence in linear time in the
size of GG,,. Since the set S forms a partition of V' into modules in G,,, we can compute
the modular decomposition trees M(S,~) for all sets S € S in time linear in the size
of G,,. Further, for all M-nodes M in M(S,~) we can read the representations of the
sets II(M) from the model ¢ — see Subsection 5.4l All these steps can be done in linear
time in the size of G,,.

Finally, we show how to compute the sets II(N) for every inner node N in the PQS-
tree T. We consider only the case when V' is parallel as the other cases are trivial. Recall
that the components of G,,, whose set was denoted by Q, correspond to the Q-nodes
of T. Given ¢, we first compute the extended conformal model ¢[Q] of (@, ~) induced
by @Q. For this purpose, for every component () we compute a circular word ¢, where

o is obtained from ¢[|@Q* by inserting a letter P’ between every two letters ¢, ¢" € Q*
such that ¢'q” is a contiguous subword in ¢||@* but not in ¢. We assume all the inserted
letters P’ are pairwise different and all belong to the set P'. Clearly, we can compute ¢,
from ¢[|Q* in time linear in |Q[, and hence, we can compute ¢, for all Q@ € Q in time
linear in [V[. Finally, given ¢, for all @ € Q, in linear time we can compute all P-nodes
of T and the extended conformal models ¢[Q] for Q € Q. For this purpose we use the
following observation - see Figure [[0.1] for an illustration.

Observation 10.1. Suppose Q' = {Q1,...,Qr} is a subset of Q. Then, Q' is a P-node
if and only if there are P[,..., P, in P" and q;,qj in Q; for j € [k] such that:

(1) q;P}qj is a contiguous subword of gb'Qj for every j € [k],
(2) q;qj.1 is a contiguous subword of ¢ for every j € [k] (cyclically).

Proof. The necessity is obvious. We prove the sufficiency. Since q;-q;»’ 1 1s a contiguous sub-

word of ¢, Q; and Q;+1 are neighbouring for all j € [k] (cyclically). Hence, {Q1,...,Qx}
are pairwise neighbouring. Also, {Q1,...,Qk} is a maximal set of pairwise neighbour-
ing components; otherwise, ¢;q;,, for some j € [k] (cyclically) would not be consecutive

in ¢. 0



74 T. KRAWCZYK

FIGURE 10.1. The letters P], P;, P;, P, are merged to a single P-node
P — {Qla QQa Q37 Q4}

Given the set of P-nodes, the extended conformal models ¢[Q], and the CA-modules
of G, we can compute easily T and the sets II(-) for all inner nodes of T.

11. LINEAR-TIME CANONIZATION OF A CIRCULAR-ARC GRAPH

Let G’ be a circular-arc graph. Let U(G’) denote the set of universal vertices of G’ and
let u=|U(G")|. For every vertex v € V(G') N\ U(G") let Tev(v) be the set of twins of v in
G, that is,

Tgl(v) = {w € V(G/) : NG'/[’U] = NG/[w]}
Clearly, {Te/(v) : v € V(G') N\ U(G")} forms a partition of V(G) \ U(G"). Let V be the
set containing a vertex from every set {1 (v) : v € V(G') N U(G")}, let G be a subgraph
of G’ induced by V, and let m(v) for every v € V' be the size of the set Te/(v). Clearly,
G is a circular-arc graph with no universal vertices and no twins. The triple (G, m,u) is
called the representation of G'.

Claim 11.1. Let G’ be a circular-arc graph. The representation (G, m,u) of G' can be
computed in linear time in the size of G'.

Proof. Let M(G") be the modular decomposition of G'. The following observations hold
for every v € V(G’) and every T' C V(G’) such that |T'| > 2:
e v € U(G') if and only if V(G') is serial in M(G") and {v} is the child of V(G’)
in M(G').
e T is a set of twins in G’ if and only if 7" C 7" for some serial module 7" in M(G")
and T = {u € V(G') : {u} is a child of 7" in M(G")}.
Since the modular decomposition tree M(G’) can be computed in linear time in the size
of G’, in the same time we can compute the representation (G, m,u) of G'. O

Suppose G' and H' are circular arc graphs represented by (G, mg, ug) and (H, my, ug).
We say that (G, mq,uqg) and (H,mpy,uy) are isomorphic if ug = uy and there is an
isomorphism « from G to H that satisfies mg(v) = mpy(a(v)) for every v € V(G).
Clearly, all representations of G’ (corresponding to different choices of the vertices in V)
are isomorphic.
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Claim 11.2. G’ and H' are isomorphic if and only if (G, ma,uq) and (H,mgy,uy) are
1somorphic.

Our goal is to present a linear time algorithm that computes a string representation
canon(G’) of a circular-arc graph G’. For this purpose we compute the representation
(G,mg,ug) of G', the overlap graph G,, of G, and the PQSM-tree T* representing the
conformal models of G,,. For the reason that became clear later, for every node L
in M(S,~) for S € S we define two metachords LY and L: L° = (L° L' <%) and
L' = (L', LY <}), where < = < and <} is the reverse of <. In particular, for every
S € S model 7 = (7°,71) is admissible for S° if and only if model (71, 7°) is admissible
for St. We set

I(L°) =T(L) and I(L') = {(x,7°) : (z°, «') € TI(L)}.
Also, we let

L0 = {L°: L is anode in M(S,~) for some S € S},
L' = {L': L isanode in M(S,~) for some S € S},
L = {L:Lisanodein M(S,~) for some S € S}.

We have shown in Section [I0l that we can compute these components in time linear in the
size of G.

We partition the members of £ into levels: for every S € § and every L € M(S,~) we
have level(L) = [ if the distance between L and S in M(S, ~) equals to [. In particular,
level(S) = 0 for every S € S. We assume level(LL?) = level(IL') = level(L) for every L € L.
By L;, (L°ULY); we denote the restrictions of the sets £ and £°U L, respectively, to the
elements from level . We assume £;;11 = £;UL;;; and similarly for the set (LOUL); ;4.

Similarly, we partition the nodes of the PQS-tree T into levels with respect to the root
of T. To define the root of T we need some definitions. A center of a tree is a vertex
with the minimum maximum distance to a leaf. It is commonly known that any tree has
either one center (and then the tree is called centered) or has two centers joined with an
edge (and then the tree is called bicentered). Next, we root the tree T such that:

e if T is centered, we root T in the center of T,
e if T is bicentered, we add a special node R on the edge joining two centers of T (one
is a Q-node and one is a P-node) and we root T in the node R.

Let N(T) denote the set of the nodes of T. For N € N(T) by level(/N) we denote the
distance of N to the root of T. We let N(T); and N(T); ;41 to contain the nodes of T
whose distance to the root is in the sets {{} and {l,1 + 1}, respectively. Eventually, for
every inner node N in T, by V3(N) we denote the vertices of V' from the components of
Gy corresponding to Q-nodes contained in the subtree of T rooted in N (the set Vi (N)
contains also the vertices from N if N is a Q-node).

Our goal is to compute a string representation canon(G, mg, ug) of (G, mg, ug) such
that for every other circular arc graph H' represented by (H, mpy, uy):

canon(G, mg, ug) = canon(H, mpy,uy) <=
(G,mg,ug) and (H, myg,uy) are isomorphic.
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Finally, we set canon(G’) = canon(G, mg, u¢) and we note that, by Claim[I1.2] canon(G’) =
canon(H’) if and only if G’ and H' are isomorphic.

To compute canon(G, mg, ug) we first calculate the number num(X) for every object X
in £2°U L' U N(T). We compute num(-) in two steps, first for the objects in £°U £, and
then for the nodes in T. In each step, we process the objects in the decreasing order of
their levels; that is, the objects at level [ + 1 are processed before the objects at level [.
Two objects X, Y on the same level will satisfy num(X) = num(Y") if and only if X and
Y are “locally isomorphic”, where the meaning of a “ local isomorphism” depends on the
type of the objects (informally, two objects X, Y are locally isomorphic if the parts of the
graph G induced by the vertices from the subtrees rooted at X and at Y are isomorphic).
Given computed the numbers num(-) for the objects from level 41, we process the objects
from level [. First, we compute a tuple canon(X) for every object X from level I. The
tuple canon(X) encodes the object X (in particular, it uses the numbers num encoding the
local isomorphism type of the children of X from level [ + 1) so as for two objects X and
Y at level [ we have canon(X) = canon(Y') if and only if X and Y are locally isomorphic.
Roughly speaking, canon(X) is the lexicographically smallest tuple among appropriately
defined linear representations of the members of the set II(X). We sort all the tuples
canon(X) for the objects X from level [ and we identify those that share canon(-) (those
that are locally isomorphic). All the tuples canon(-) are stored in the table canon, indexed
with the consecutive natural numbers starting from Num = 0. The variable Num always
indicates the first free index in the canon table. The tuple canon(X) for the object X is
stored at the position num(X), that is,

canon(X) = canon[num(X)] holds for every object X € £L°U LU N(T).

Summing up, the group of locally isomorphic objects is represented by one entry in the
table canon, stored at the position num which is common for the objects of this group
(that is, num = num(X) for every object X in this group). The tuples canon for objects
from the same level are stored in a contiguous block of the table canon. Eventually,
canon((G, mg, ug) is defined as a linearisation of the table canon.

We start by showing how the algorithm computes the values canon(L’) and num(L’)
for the metachords L’ in the set (£°U £');. We assume that num(LL’) and canon(LL') are
computed for all L' € (£°U £');;;. We assume also that num(L’) = num(R’) holds for
every two metachords I/, R’ € (LU L), if and only if ' and R’ are locally isomorphic
according to the following definition.

Definition 11.3. Suppose L' = (L', L", <)) and R = (R, R",<!3) are two metachords
such that level(L") = level(R’), where
L — (L%, LY, <% if 1L/ eLd i R — (RO, R',<%) if R el
(LY, L0 <y 4f L'e ! (RY, R, <}) if R ecl!
Let « be a bijection from L to R. We say that « is a local isomorphism from I to R’ if
for every u,v € L:
(1) u < v <= au) <y a(v),
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and for every u € L:

(2) u is oriented from L' to L" <= «(u) is oriented from R to R",
(3) ma(u) = ma(au)).

We say I’ and R are locally isomorphic if there is a local isomorphism from I to R’.

Let L' = (L', L”,<}) is a metachord from (£°U L"), and let S € S be such that L C S.
The tuple canon(L') is defined as follows:

o If L = {u}is aleaf in M(S,~), then

canon(L') = ([u” € L], mg(u) + Num),
where [u € L'l =1ifu’ € I’ and [u® € L'] =0 if u® ¢ L.

e If L in a non-leaf in M(S, ~) with children Ly, ..., Ly, then canon(L') is the lexico-
graphically smallest tuple canon (L', (L)) over all members m(L') of II(L'), where
for 7(L’) € II(L') of the form n(L') = (Lg,(l), s Ly )y (Lgirys - - - Lg//(k))) for some
permutations ¢, 6" of [k] we set

num(]Lg,(l)), pos(Lg,(l), (Lg,,(l), ce Lg,,(k))),
canon (L/,W<L,)) = :
num(]Lg,(k)), pos(Lg,(k), (Lg,,(l), . L(;u(k))),

where pos(Lg’,(i), (Lg’,/(l), . .,Lg//(k))) is the position of L' in (Lg,,(l), . .,Lg,,(k)) in-
creased by the current value of Num. See Figure [[1.1] for an example.

Note that the type of the module L can be easily recovered from the entries pos(-).

Lo

0

[T i

0 0 0
L3 L Ly
[yl 00][5,0 wLlle0 ol 40

.1 .0 A1 \0 \0\ [0 '0 11\ T .1
Le U?thl Uz Va||V9 Vg vlﬂt’zx USJ
T T T T
Lj Ly Ly L

FIGURE 11.1. The pair ((L9, LS, L, LY), (L3, L}, L1, L})) is in TI(L?). As-
suming Num = 0 we have canon(IL, ((L9, L3, LY, LY), (L%,Li,L%,L%))) =
(num(LY), 3, num(L3), 1, num(LJ), 4, num(LY), 2).

Claim 11.4. Let L' and R’ be two metachords from (L°U LY);. Then, L' and R’ are
locally isomorphic if and only if canon(L') = canon(R’).
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Proof. Suppose L is a strong module in M (S, ~) and R is a strong module in M(Sg, ~)
for some S, Sk € S.

Assume that canon(IL’) = canon(R’). Suppose L and R are leaves, say, L = {u} and
R = {u'}. Since canon(LL’) = canon(R’), the mapping a : L — R such that a(u) = o’
establishes a local isomorphism between " and R’. Suppose L and R are non-leaves. Let
L1, ..., L; be the children of L, enumerated such that

canon(L’) = canon <L” ((L’l, o Ly, (Lg’(l), cee g(k))))

for some ((L’l, L), (Lg(1
enumerated such that

canon(R’):canon(R', ((Rll,-- R, (R (1) - g(k))))

for some ((R}, ..., Ry), By Rg(k))) € II(R’). Since canon(LL’) = canon(R’), we have
num(L!) = num(R}) and 0 = o. Since num(LL}) = num(RR}), L! is locally isomorphic to R
for every i € [k]. Suppose that «; establishes a local isomorphism between L/ and R..

yrooo L)) € TI(IY). Let Ry, ..., Ry be the children of R,

We claim that o : L — R, where a = Ule a;, establishes a local isomorphism between
" and R’. Clearly, « satisfies conditions [T.3(2)-(B]) as «; satisfies [T.3l ([2)-(3) for every
€ [k]. Also, « satisfies condition TT3l (1) as «; satisfies [L3 (1) and 6 = o.

Suppose « is a local isomorphism between L' and R’. If L and R are leaves, then
canon(L’) = canon(R’) as « satisfies conditions T3l (2)-(3]). If L and R are non-leaves,
then L and R have the same number of children in M(Sp, ~) and in M(Sg, ~), respec-
tively. Suppose L}, ... L) are the restrictions of I." to the sets Li,..., L, and R}, ... R},
are the restrictions of R’ to the sets Ry,..., Ry, where Lq,..., Ly and Ry, ..., Ry are the
children of L and R, respectively, enumerated such that a(L;) = R; for every i € [k].
Clearly, L, ... L, and R}, ..., R} are from level [ + 1. Now, note that the mapping

((Lgl(1)7 ceey LI&’(I{:))’ ( gll(l), s ey Ié/ll(k;))) % ((Rgl(1)7 e ey Rlél(k.)) (R&N 1)7 .. Réll(k ))

establishes a bijection between the members of II(L') and the members of II(R’). Since
a|L; establishes a local isomorphism between L) and R., we must have canon(L;) =
canon(RR;) and num(L;) = num(RR;) for every i € [k]. Thus, we have canon(IL’) = canon(R’).

UJ

Next, we claim we can compute canon(I’) and num(L') for all L' € (£° U £'); in total
time linear in the size of the set (£°U L');;4;. Clearly, if L is prime or parallel, then
ITI(L")| < 2, and canon(L’) can be computed in linear time in the number of the children
of L. Suppose L is serial and suppose Lq,..., L; are the children of L. To compute
canon(LL') it suffices to sort the numbers in the tuple (num(L), ..., num(L})). Note that
the numbers num(LL}) are integers from the interval whose length is bounded by the size of
(LU LY);11. Since the total number of the entries in the tuples (num(LL}), ..., num(L}))
for all I/ € (£°U L£'); is bounded by the size of (£ U £');41, we can sort the entries in
all such tuples in time linear in the size of (£°U £1);y1, which follows from the following
proposition.
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Proposition 11.5. Let T be a set of arbitrarily length tuples, t be the total number of the
entries in T, and d be the difference between the maximum and the minimum entry among
all the tuples from T. We can sort the entries of every tuple from T in time O(t + d).

Proof. We use a modified counting-sort algorithm. First, we find the minimum entry Min
in all the tuples from 7 and we subtract Min from every entry of every tuple in 7. Now,
every entry is in the interval [0,d]. Next, for every x € [0,d] we compute the set p(x)
containing the pointers to the tuples T' from 7 which contain . We clear all the tuples
in 7. Then, we proceed the table p from d down to 0, and for every pointer to the tuple T'
in the set p(x) we insert the entry (x + Min) to the tuple T" at the first position. Clearly,
the algorithm works in time O(¢ + d) and sorts the entries of all tuples in 7. U

Suppose that the tuples canon(IL’) are computed for all I/ € (£° U £!);. Note that
the total number of the entries in all those tuples, excluding those corresponding to the
leaves L in £; (one entry in canon(IL?) and canon(LL!) encodes the number of twins of the
vertex in L), is linearly bounded by the size of the set (L°UL'); ;41 and every such entry is
an integer from the interval whose length is linearly bounded by the size of (£°U L)1 1.
The next proposition asserts we can sort all those tuples in time linear in the size of

(LOU LY 01

Proposition 11.6 ([I]). Let T be a set of arbitrarily length tuples, t be the total number
of the entries in T, and d be the difference between the mazximum and the minimum entry
among all the tuples from T. We can lexicographically sort the tuples from T in time

O(t +d).

Also, we can sort the tuples canon(IL') for leaf metachords I” € (£L°ULY); in time linear
in Y {m(v) : {v} is a leaf module from (£);}.

Let n = |[V(G")|. Since |£L°U L] < 4n, we deduce that we can perform the first step of
the canonization procedure in time O(n).

We proceed to the second step of the canonization procedure. Our goal is to compute
canon(N) and num(N) for every inner node of the PQS-tree T; for leaves S° and S* (which
are slots of G) in T we set canon(S7) = canon(S’) and num(S?) = num(S?) for j € {0,1}.
We assume that num(N;) = num(Ns) for every two locally isomorphic nodes Ny, Ny in
N(T);41, where the local isomorphism between the inner nodes of T is defined as follows.

Definition 11.7. Suppose Ni, Ny are two inner nodes of the PQS-tree T such that
level(N1) = level(Ny). Let o be a bijection from Vi(Ny) to Vi(N2). We say a is a
local isomorphism between Ny and Ny if for every u,v € Vp(Ny):

(1) mg(u) = ma(a(u)),

(2) u € left(v) <= a(u) € left(a(v)),

(3) u € right(v) <= a(u) € right(a(v)).

Moreover, if Ni and N} are the parents of Ny and Ny in T, for every v € Vp(Ny):

(4) Ni € left(v) <= Nj € left(a(v)).

(5) Ni € right(v) <= NJ € right(a(v)).

Observe that if « establishes a local isomorphism from N; to Ns, then:
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e if Ni, Ny € N(T), for some [ > 1, then both Ny and N, are either P-nodes or Q-nodes,
e if Ny = Ny is theroot of T, then « is an isomorphism from (G, mg, ug) to (G, mg, ug).

Suppose « is a local isomorphism between N7 and Ny. For convenience, we introduce the
concept of the “image by a” for words and subsets of Vj(N;) U Vp(Ny). Suppose w; is a
word consisting of some letters from V7 (Ny) U Vp(Ny). The image of 7 by «, denoted by
a(T), is a word that arises from 7 by replacing every letter u’ of 7 from V;*(N;) by a(u)’
and every letter u of 7 from Vp(N;) by a(u). We use an analogous notation for subsets
of Vr]fk(Nl) U V’E(Nl)

Now, we define canon(-) for every node in N(T);. Suppose @ is a Q-node in N(T),.
We transform every circular word 7(Q) in II(Q) into a tuple canon(Q, 7(Q)), as follows.
First, we let 7/(Q)) to be a circular tuple that arises from the circular word 7(Q) such
that:

e for every S € §(Q) and every i € {0,1} we replace the slot S* in 7(Q) by two
entries, num(S’) and dist(S?, S, 7(Q)), where dist(S*, S’ 7(Q)) is the number of
the letters between S* and S'~* in 7(Q) increased by the current value of Num.

e for every P-node P neighbouring ) from level (I + 1) we replace P in 7(Q) by the
entry num(P).

If @ has a parent P in T, we set canon(Q, 7(Q)) such that the circular word P-canon(Q, 7(Q))
equals to 7'(Q)) (note that canon(Q@,n(Q)) is a non-circular word). Otherwise (@ is the
root of T), we set canon(Q@,(Q)) as the lexicographically smallest word that satisfies
7'(Q) = canon(Q, 7(Q)) (i.e. canon(Q, m(Q)) is the lexicographically smallest word which
made circular gives 7'(Q))). Eventually, we set canon(Q) as the lexicographically smallest

tuple in the set {canon(Q,7(Q)) : 7(Q) € II(Q)}.

We claim that the tuple canon(Q) can be computed in time linear in the size of the set
S(Q). If @ has a parent in the PQS-tree T, I1(Q)) has exactly two admissible orders, each
of size at most 4|S(Q)|, and hence canon(Q)) can be computed in linear time in |S(Q)].
Suppose @ is the root of T. Again, the set II(Q)) contains exactly two elements, each of
size at most 4|S(Q)|, for the cases where V is parallel/prime in M(G,,). Moreover, each
entry in the tuple 7/((Q)) is contained in the interval whose length is linearly bounded in
|IN(T)| (and hence in time linear in the size of G). The next proposition asserts we can
compute canon(() in linear time in |N(T)].

Proposition 11.8 ([3]). Suppose @' is a circular word of size t whose letters are inte-
gers from the interval of length at most d. Then, in time O(t + d) we can compute the
lezicographically smallest (simple, non-circular) word ™ such that T = 7',

Finally, assume that @ is serial in M(G,,). That is, we have Q = V. In this case we
have

(num(S’l),Num +|S| —1,...,canon(S,), Num + |S| — 1,

canon(V') =
V) num(SY), Num + |S| — 1,...,canon(S}), Num + |S| — 1),
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where S, S! are such that {S',S"} = {S° S'} and S, = min{num(S?), num(S})}, and

17 1

the sets Sy,..., S, in S are enumerated such that we have num(S}) < num(S)) for ev-
ery ¢ < j. Hence, to compute canon(V') it suffices to sort the numbers from the set
{num(S}),...,num(S})}, which can be done in linear time in |S].

Claim 11.9. Suppose Q1 and Q2 are two Q-nodes such that level(Q1) = level(Qs) with
parents Py and Py in T. Then, Q1 is locally isomorphic to Qs if and only if canon(Q);) =

canon(Qs).

Proof. Suppose « is a local isomorphism between (); and );. Note that a maps the
vertices of @1 into the vertices of Q. Moreover, ¢||Q7 is a conformal model of (Qq,~)
and the image a(¢]|Q7) of ¢||@QF by « is a conformal model of (Q)3, ~). Moreover, observe
that:

e For every S € §(Q1), the image a(S) of a CA-module S € §(Q1) is a CA-module in
S(Q2) and the mapping S — «a(5) for S € S(Q1) establishes a bijection between the
sets in S(Q1) and the sets in S(Q2).

e For every S € §(Q;) the images a(S°), a(S?) of the slots S°, S of S are the slots of
a(S). Moreover, a restricted to S establishes a local isomorphism between the meta-
chords S% S' and «a(S?), a(S'), respectively. Hence we have num(S") = num(«a(S"))
and num(S') = num(a(Sh)).

e For every P € Np(Q) ~ {P1}, o maps the set Vp(P) into the set Vr(P’) for some
P’ € Np(Q2)~{ P} and « restricted to V(P) establishes a local isomorphism between
P and P’. Hence we have num(P) = num(P’).

Given the above observations we easily check that canon(Q;) = canon(Qs).
Suppose canon(Q);) = canon(Q2). Let m(Q1) € I1(Q;) and 7(Q2) € II(Q2) be such that

canon(Q®1) = canon(@y,m(Q)1)) and canon(Q2) = canon(Qs, T(Q2)).

Let P, P’ be nodes from Np(Q1)~{P1} and Np(Q2)~{P,}, respectively, such that num(P)
and num(P’) appear in canon(Qq,7m(Q1)) and canon(Qs, 7(Q2)) at the same position.
Since canon(Qq, 7(Q1)) = canon(Q2, 7(Q2)), num(P) = num(P’), and hence P is locally
isomorphic to P’. Suppose ap : Vi(P) — Vp(P’) establishes a local isomorphism between
P and P'.

Let S be a CA-module from §(Q;). Suppose R’,R” are the metachords in (£°U L),
such that {R’,R”"} = {R% R!} for some R € S(Qz) and num(R’), num(R”) are at the
same positions in canon(Qq, 7(Q2)) as num(SY), num(S!) in canon(Qy, 7(Q;)). Clearly,
such R’ R” exists as canon(@Q,m(Q1)) = canon(Qy, m(Q2)). In particular, it means that
S? and R’ are locally isomorphic. Suppose ag : S — R establishes a local isomorphism
between SY and R’. Now, we can easily check that the mapping

a = U{ap : P € Np(Qy) N {P,}} U U{Oés 195 eS(Q)}

establishes a local isomorphism between () and Q)». ([l
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Suppose P is a P-node in T. We arrange the children of P in T into a sequence
Q1, ..., Qp such that num(Q;) < num(Q);) for every i < j. We set

canon(P) = (num(Q1), ..., num(Qx)).

Clearly, by Proposition 1.5, we can compute canon(P) for all P-nodes P € N(T); in
linear time in the size of N(T);;.

Claim 11.10. Suppose Py and Py are two nodes such that level(Py) = level( Py) with the
parents Q1,Qo in T. Then, Py is locally isomorphic to Py if and only if canon(P;) =
canon(Fs).

Proof. Suppose « is a local isomorphism between P; and P,. Note the o maps a child Q' of
Py into a child Q" of P, and the restriction of a to V(@) establishes a local isomorphism
between " and Q" (and hence num(Q’) = num(Q")). Suppose @, ..., @} are the children
of P, in T and @Y, ..., Q} are the children of P in T such that « restricted to Vp(Q?) is a
local isomorphism between @; and Q7. So, we have num(Q%) = num(Q?) for every i € [k],
and hence canon(P;) = canon(F).

Suppose canon(P;) = canon(P,). Suppose canon(P;) = (num(Q}),...,num(Q})) and
canon(Py) = (num(QY),...,num(Q%)), where @1, ..., Q) and QF,...,Q} are the children
of P, and P,, respectively, in T. Since canon(P;) = canon(P,), we have num(Q}) =
num(QY) for every ¢ € [k]. It means that @} and Q7 are locally isomorphic. Suppose that
a; : V(@) — Vp(QY) is a local isomorphism between @ and @ for ¢ € [k]. Now, one
can easily check that the mapping o = Ule «; establishes a local isomorphism between
P1 and PQ. U

Eventually, suppose TF? is bicentered and R is the root of T?. In this case we set
canon(R) = (num(P),num(Q)),

where P and @) are the children of R.
Summing up, the observations made above assert that we can compute canon(N) and
num(N) for all nodes in N(T); in time linear in the size of

IN(T)aa] + > {1S(Q)] : Q is a Q-node in N(T), }.
So, the second step of the canonization procedure can be performed in linear time in the
size of GG. Eventually, we set
canon(G, mg, ug) = (ug, Num — 1,canon(Num — 1),...,2,canon(2), 1, canon(1))
and
canon(G") = canon(G, ug, mg).
As we have argued, canon(G’) can be computed in time O(n), where n = |V (G")|. Note

that the size of canon(G’) is linear in n, and each entry in canon(G’) is a natural number
in the range O(n) . So, to prove Theorem it remains to show

G'" and H' are isomorphic if and only if canon(G") = canon(H’)

for every two circular-arc graphs G’ and H'.
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Proof of Theorem[1.2. Suppose G’ and H’ are isomorphic circular-arc graphs, represented
by (G,mg,ug) and (H,my,uy), respectively. Suppose « establishes an isomorphism
between (G, mg, ug) and (H, my,uy). Hence, a establishes a local isomorphism between
the root of the PQS-tree T of G and the root of the PQS-tree Ty of H. Since «
establishes a local isomorphism between the metachords of G and of H, and between the
nodes of T and Ty, the tables canong: and canony: computed for G' and H' contain the
tuples with the same entries. Hence, we have canon(G, mg, ug) = canon(G, my, uy).
Suppose that canon(G, mg,ug) = canon(G, mg,uy). To show that (G, mg,us) and
(H, myg,upy) are isomorphic, we traverse the tables canong and canony from the first to
the last entry and we prove, as in Claim [[1.4] and Claims [T.9HIT.10, that the tuples
stored at the same position in tables canong and canony encode the objects (metachords
or nodes of the PQS-trees) of G and of H that are locally isomorphic. In particular,
the roots of Tg and of Ty are locally isomorphic, which shows that (G, mg,ug) and
(H,my,up), and hence G' and H’, are isomorphic. O
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