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Abstract

We explore the connections between clusters and least common ancestors (LCAs) in directed acyclic graphs
(DAGs), focusing on DAGs with unique LCAs for specific subsets of their leaves. These DAGs are important in
modeling phylogenetic networks that account for reticulate processes or horizontal gene transfer. Phylogenetic
DAGs inferred from genomic data are often complex, obscuring evolutionary insights, especially when vertices
lack support as LCAs for any subset of taxa. To address this, we focus on I-lca-relevant DAGs, where each vertex
serves as the unique LCA for a subset A of leaves of specific size |A| ∈ I. We characterize DAGs with the so-
called I-lca-property and establish their close relationship to pre-I-ary and I-ary set systems. Moreover, we build
upon recently established results that use a simple operator ⊖, enabling the transformation of arbitrary DAGs
into I-lca-relevant DAGs. This process reduces unnecessary complexity while preserving the key structural
properties of the original DAG. The set CG consists of all clusters in a DAG G, where clusters correspond to the
descendant leaves of vertices. While in some cases CH = CG when transforming G into an I-lca-relevant DAG
H, it often happens that certain clusters in CG do not appear as clusters in H. To understand this phenomenon
in detail, we characterize the subset of clusters in CG that remain in H for DAGs G with the I-lca-property.
Furthermore, we show that the set W of vertices required to transform G into H = G⊖W is uniquely determined
for such DAGs. This, in turn, allows us to show that the transformed DAG H is always a tree or a galled-tree
whenever CG represents the clustering system of a tree or galled-tree and G has the I-lca-property. In the latter
case CH = CG always holds.

Keywords: Regular DAGs; Hasse Diagram; Phylogenetic Network; Cluster; Hierarchy; Galled-tree; I-ary set
systems

1 Introduction
Rooted networks and, more generally, directed acyclic graphs (DAGs), play a crucial role in mathematical phy-
logenetics for modeling complex evolutionary relationships that traditional rooted trees cannot fully capture [8–
10]. However, DAGs and networks inferred from genomic data are often highly complex and tangled, frequently
containing redundant information [3, 4]. Consequently, several methods have been developed to simplify DAGs
or networks in various ways while preserving their most significant features to highlight a “trend of evolution”
[4, 5, 7, 11].

In this work, we build upon the ideas introduced in [11]. Let G be a DAG, and let L(G) denote the set of
leaves (also known as sinks) in G. A least common ancestor (LCA) of a subset A ⊆ L(G) is a vertex v that is
an ancestor of all x ∈ A and has no descendant that also satisfies this property. LCA vertices represent ancestral
relationships with clear phylogenetic signals, while non-LCA vertices lack this direct relevance to the observed
ancestral relationships in the data and may, therefore, be considered less relevant in an evolutionary context. A
DAG G is I-lca-relevant if every vertex is the unique LCA of some set of leaves A with size |A| ∈ I. As shown
in [11], every DAG G can be transformed into an I-lca-relevant DAG using a simple operator ⊖ that acts on the
vertices and edges of G. For a given subset W of non-leaf vertices in G that prevent G from being I-lca-relevant,
the transformed DAG, written as G⊖W , preserves the essential structural properties of G. However, sets W
such that G⊖W is I-lca-relevant are, in general, not uniquely determined. Nevertheless, for such sets W , G⊖W
contains only clusters that are part of G. More precisely, CG denotes the set of all clusters in G, where clusters
correspond to the descendant leaves of vertices and it always holds that CG⊖W ⊆ CG. Thus, for different sets W
and W ′ that make G⊖W and G⊖W ′ I-lca-relevant, we may obtain different sets CG⊖W and CG⊖W ′ , both being
subsets of CG. It is therefore of interest to understand which types of clusters lie in CG \CG⊖W and which do not.
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Moreover, what is the minimum sized set W that ensures that G⊖W is I-lca-relevant? As these questions cannot
be easily answered for general DAGs, we focus on addressing it for DAGs with the I-lca-property, i.e., DAGs
for which a unique least common ancestor exists for all subsets A ⊆ L(G) of size |A| ∈ I. As we shall see, in
this case, the set W ensuring that G⊖W is I-lca-relevant is uniquely determined and there is a close connection
between the remaining clusters in CG⊖W and so-called I-ary set systems. This, in particular, generalizes results
established for binary or k-ary clustering systems, as established in [2, 13]. We finally show that for DAGs G
with the I-lca-property, for which CG represents the clustering system of a rooted tree or galled-tree, it always
holds that CG⊖W = CG, that is, although many vertices are “removed” from G, the clusters in CG remain intact
in G⊖W . Moreover, in the latter case, G⊖W is always the unique rooted tree or galled-tree T with clustering
system CT = CG.

2 Basics
Sets and set systems. All sets considered here are assumed to be finite. A set system C (on X) is a collection
of subsets of X . For I⊆ {1, . . . , |X |}, we write X(I) for the set system comprising all subsets A of X with |A| ∈ I

elements. We put 2X := X({1, . . . , |X |}) to denote the powerset of X . A set system C on X is grounded if {x} ∈ C
for all x ∈ X and /0 /∈ C, while C is a clustering system if it is grounded and satisfies X ∈ C. Two sets M and M′

overlap if M∩M′ /∈ { /0,M,M′}.

Directed Graphs. We consider directed graphs G = (V,E) with nonempty vertex set V (G) := V and edge
set E(G) := E ⊆ (V ×V )\{(v,v) | v ∈V}. For directed graphs G = (VG,EG) and H = (VH ,EH), an isomorphism
between G and H is a bijective map ϕ :=VG →VH such that (u,v)∈ EG if and only if (ϕ(u),ϕ(v))∈ EH . If such
a map exist, then G and H are isomorphic, in symbols G ≃ H.

A directed graph G is phylogenetic if it does not contain a vertex v such that outdegG(v) :=
|{u ∈V : (v,u) ∈ E}| = 1 and indegG(v) := |{u ∈V : (u,v) ∈ E}| ≤ 1. i.e., a vertex with only one outgoing
edge and at most one incoming edge.

A weak v1vn-path P = (V,E) has an ordered vertex set V = {v1,v2, . . . ,vn} and the edges in E are precisely
of one of the form (vi,vi+1) or (vi+1,vi), i = 1,2, . . . ,n−1. A directed graph G is weakly connected (or simply
connected) if there exists a weak xy-path between any pair of vertices x and y. A directed graph G is biconnected
if the removal of any vertex and its incident edges from G yields a connected graph. If all edges in P are precisely
of the form (vi,vi+1) for each i = 1,2, . . . ,n− 1, then P is called directed. A directed path to which the edge
(vn,v1) has been added is a directed cycle. A directed acyclic graph (DAG) is a DAG that does not contain
directed cycles.

We can associate a partial order ⪯G with G on the vertex set V (G), defined by v ⪯G w if and only if there
is a directed wv-path. In this case, we say that w is an ancestor of v and v is a descendant of w. If v ⪯G w and
v ̸= w, we write v ≺G w. If (u,v) ∈ E(G), then u is a parent of v and v a child of u. Two vertices u,v ∈V (G) are
⪯G-incomparable if neither u ⪯G v nor v ⪯G u is true. We denote by L(G)⊆V (G) the ⪯G-minimal vertices of
G, and we call x ∈ L(G) a leaf of G. If L(G) = X , then G is a DAG on X . A vertex v ∈ V (G) of a DAG G that
is ⪯G-maximal is called a root, and the set of roots of G is denoted by R(G). Note that L(G) ̸= /0 and R(G) ̸= /0
for all DAGs G [11]. A (rooted) network N is a DAG for which |R(N)|= 1, i.e., N has a unique root ρ ∈V (N).
A (rooted) tree is a network that does not contain vertices with indegG(v)> 1.

For every vertex v ∈ V (G) in a DAG G, the set of its descendant leaves CG(v) := {x ∈ L(G) | x ⪯G v} is a
cluster of G. We write CG := {CG(v) | v ∈V (G)} for the set of all clusters in G. Note that CG is a grounded set
system on L(G) for every DAG G [11]. Moreover, CN is a clustering system for every network N; cf. [6, Lemma
14].

An edge e = (u,w) in a DAG G is a shortcut if there is a vertex v ∈ V (G) such that w ≺G v ≺G u. A DAG
without shortcuts is shortcut-free. We denote with G− the DAG obtained from G by removing all shortcuts. For
later reference, we provide

Lemma 2.1 ([11, L. 2.5]). Let G = (V,E) be a DAG on X and e be a shortcut in G. Then, for all u,v ∈ V , it
holds that u ≺G v if and only if u ≺G′ v and, for all v ∈ V , it holds that CG(v) = CG′(v). In particular, G− is
uniquely determined for all DAGs G.

For a given a DAG G and a subset A ⊆ L(G), a vertex v ∈ V (G) is a common ancestor of A if v is ancestor
of every vertex in A. Moreover, v is a least common ancestor (LCA) of A if v is a ⪯G-minimal vertex that is an
ancestor of all vertices in A. The set LCAG(A) comprises all LCAs of A in G. We will, in particular, be interested
in situations |LCAG(A)| = 1 holds for certain subsets A ⊆ X . For simplicity, we will write lcaG(A) = v in case
that LCAG(A) = {v} and say that lcaG(A) is well-defined; otherwise, we leave lcaG(A) undefined.

For later reference, we provide a connection between clusters and lcas.
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Lemma 2.2 ([13, L 2.4 & Obs. 2.5]). Let G be a DAG on X, /0 ̸= A ⊆ X, and suppose lcaG(A) is well-defined.
Then the following is satisfied:

(i) lcaG(A)⪯G v for all v with A ⊆ CG(v).

(ii) CG(lcaG(A)) is the unique inclusion-minimal cluster in CG containing A.

Moreover, if u ⪯G v, then CG(u)⊆ CG(v) for all u,v ∈V (G).

Lemma 2.2 shows that if two vertices are ⪯G-comparable, then their respective clusters are comparable with
respect to inclusion. The following property ensures the converse, namely, ⪯G-comparability of vertices u and v
based on subset-relations between the underlying clusters CG(u) and CG(v).

Definition 2.3 ([6]). A DAG G has the path-cluster-comparability (PCC) property if it satisfies, for all u,v ∈
V (G): u and v are ⪯G-comparable if and only if CG(u)⊆ CG(v) or CG(v)⊆ CG(u).

As we shall see soon, for every grounded set system C there is a DAG G with CG = C that satisfies (PCC).
This result builds on the concepts of Hasse diagrams and regular DAGs.

The Hasse diagram H(C) of a set system C⊆ 2X is the DAG with vertex set C and directed edges from A ∈ C
to B ∈ C if (i) B ⊊ A and (ii) there is no C ∈ C with B ⊊ C ⊊ A. We note that H(C) is also known as the cover
digraph of C [1, 12]. A DAG G = (V,E) is regular if the map ϕ : V → V (H(CG)) defined by v 7→ CG(v) is an
isomorphism between G and H(CG) [1].

In general, we are interested in DAGs G with certain properties and that satisfy CG = C for a given grounded
set system C. Structural properties of H(C) are, in this context, often helpful. However, CH(C) ̸= C holds as the
leaves of H(C) are labeled with the inclusion-minimal elements in C, i.e., as sets. To circumvent this, we write
G .
=H(C) for the directed graph that is obtained from H(C) by relabeling all vertices {x} in H(C) by x. Thus,

for G .
=H(C) it holds that CG = C provided that C is a grounded set system on X .

Lemma 2.4 ([11, Lemma 4.7]). For every set system C, the directed graph G .
=H(C) is a shortcut-free DAG

that satisfies (PCC). Moreover, if C is grounded, then H(C) is regular and phylogenetic.

The ⊖-Operator and I1-lca-REL DAGs.
Definition 2.5. Let G be a DAG on X and I be a set of integers. A vertex v is an I-lca vertex if v = lcaG(A) for
some A ∈ X(I). Moreover, G is I-lca-relevant (in short I-lca-REL) if all vertices in V (G) are I-lca vertices.

As an example, consider the DAG G in Figure 1(left), where the vertex {b,c} is not an I-lca vertex for any
set of integers I while vertex {b,c,d} is a {2}-lca and a {3}-lca vertex but not a {k}-lca vertex for any k ̸= 2,3.
Hence, the vertex {b,c,d} is a I-lca vertex for any set I that contains 2 or 3. Due to the vertex {b,c}, G is not
I-lca-REL for any set I. In contrast, the DAG in Figure 1(right) is I-lca-REL for any I with 1,2 ∈ I. Note that
any leaf x in G is a {1}-lca but not a {k}-lca vertex for any k ̸= 1. The latter is, in particular, true for any DAG
since all DAGs have at least one leaf. Thus, there exist no DAG that is I-lca-REL for any I with 1 /∈ I. To address
this issue, we use

Definition 2.6. For any DAG G considered here, the set I1 denotes a subset of {1, . . . , |L(G)|} that satisfies
1 ∈ I1.

Proposition 2.7 ([11, Cor. 4.9]). For every I1-lca-REL DAG G, the DAG G− is regular.

Not all DAGs are I1-lca-REL (cf. Figure 1). As shown in [11], it is possible to “transform” a non-I1-lca-REL
DAG G into an I1-lca-REL DAG H while preserving essential structural properties of the original DAG G using
the following ⊖-operator.

Definition 2.8 ([11, 13]). Let G = (V,E) be a DAG and v ∈ V . Then G⊖ v = (V ′,E ′) is the directed graph
with vertex set V ′ = V \{v} and edges (p,q) ∈ E ′ precisely if v ̸= p, v ̸= q and (p,q) ∈ E, or if (p,v) ∈ E and
(v,q) ∈ E. For a non-empty subset W = {w1, . . . ,wℓ}⊊V , define G⊖W := (. . .((G⊖w1)⊖w2) . . .)⊖wℓ.

In simple words, the directed graph G⊖ v is obtained from G by removing v and its incident edges and
connecting each parent p of v with each child q of v. In case v is a leaf or a root, v and its incident edges are
just deleted. As shown next, the operator ⊖ can be used to transform any DAG into an I1-lca-REL version while
preserving key structural properties of the original DAG.

Theorem 2.9 ([11]). Let G be a DAG on X and W ⊆V (G) be a non-empty subset of vertices that are not I1-lca
vertices in G. Then, H := G⊖W is a DAG on X that satisfies

(S0) CH ⊆ CG, meaning no new clusters are introduced.

(S1) H remains a DAG on X, meaning the leaves of H remain the same as in G.

(S2) V (H)⊆V (G), meaning no new vertices are introduced.
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(S3) H preserves the ancestor relationship ≺G, i.e., u ≺G w if and only if u ≺H w for all u,w ∈V (H).
(S4) H is I1-lcaG-preserving, i.e., lcaH(A) = lcaG(A) for all A ∈ X(I1) for which lcaG(A) is well-defined.

In particular, CG(u) = CH(u) for all u ∈ V (H). Moreover, if W contains every vertex of G that is not an I1-lca
vertex of G, then G⊖W is I1-lca-REL.

Hence, the ⊖-operator preserves essential structural features (S0) – (S4) of G. Moreover, if H := G⊖W is
I1-lca-REL, then Proposition 2.7 implies that H is regular. Thus, H ≃H(CH) where, by (S0), CH ⊆ CG holds.
In other words, “removal” of all non-I1-lca vertices via the ⊖-operator from G results always in a DAG H that
is the isomorphic to the Hasse diagram of a subset of CG. This raises the question of how the set systems CG
and CG⊖W are related. Since CG⊖W ⊆ CG for any set W consisting of non-I1-lca vertices in G, it is of particular
interest to understand which clusters are contained in CG \CG⊖W , if there are any. As an example see Figure 1
for the case CG \CG⊖W ̸= /0 and Figure 3 for the case CG \CG⊖W = /0. We will answer this question for DAGs
having the so-called I1-lca property in the next section. Before, we provide the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Let G = (V,E) be a DAG on X, the edge e ∈ E be a shortcut in G and G′ = (V,E \{e}). Then, G′

satisfies (S0) – (S4). If G is I1-lca-REL, then G′ is I1-lca-REL.

Proof. Let G = (V,E) be a DAG on X and e be shortcut in G. Put G′ = (V,E \{e}). By Lemma 2.1 and since
V (G′) = V , G′ satisfies (S0) – (S3) and, even more, CG(v) = CG′(v) for all v ∈ V . To see that (S4) is satisfied,
assume that u := lcaG(A) is well-defined for some A ∈ X(I1). In particular, u is the unique ⪯G-minimal vertex
with the property that A ⊆ CG(u). Since G′ is ≺G-preserving and CG(w) = CG′(w) for all w ∈ V it follows that
u is the unique ⪯G′ -minimal vertex with the property that A ⊆ CG′(u). Hence, u = lcaG′(A). It is now a direct
consequence of (S4) that, if G is I1-lca-REL, then G′ is I1-lca-REL.

3 I1-ary Set Systems and DAGs with I1-lca-Property.
In the following, we consider a generalization of so-called lca-networks introduced in [6] and k-lca-DAGs intro-
duced in [13].

Definition 3.1. A DAG G on X has the I1-lca-property if lcaG(A) is well-defined for all A ∈ X(I1).

Note that there is no loss of generality assuming that 1 ∈ I1 in the definition of the I1-lca-property, since
lcaG({x}) = x is well-defined for every leaf x. DAGs or networks G with {1,2, . . .k}-lca-property are known as
k-lca-DAGs and, if additionally k = |L(G)|, then G is an lca-DAG [13].

A simple structural property of DAGs with I1-lca-property is as follows.

Lemma 3.2. Every DAG G with the I1-lca-property for some |I1|> 1 is connected.

Proof. Let G = (V,E) be a DAG on X with the I1-lca-property for some I1 such that |I1| ≥ 2. Assume, for
contradiction, that G is not connected. In this case, there are two leaves x,y ∈ X for which there is no weak
xy-path. Hence, there is no common ancestor of {x,y}. This, in particular, remains true for any subset A ∈ X(I1)
that contains x and y in which case lcaG(A) is not well-defined; a contradiction.

The requirement that |I1| > 1 cannot be omitted from Lemma 3.2. To see this, consider the DAG G =
({x,y}, /0) which has the {1}-lca-property but it is not connected. We now show that the I1-lca-property is
preserved under the ⊖-operator.

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a DAG with the I1-lca-property and W the set of all vertices that are not I1-lca vertices of
G. Then G⊖W has the I1-lca-property.

Proof. Since G has the I1-lca-property, lcaG(A) is well-defined for each A ∈ X(I1). By Theorem 2.9, G⊖W
satisfies (S4) and, therefore, lcaG⊖W (A) = lcaG(A) is well-defined for each A ∈ X(I1). Consequently, G⊖W has
the I1-lca-property.

We now examine how the structural properties of a DAG G that are I1-lca-REL or possess the I1-lca-property
relate to the properties of the underlying set system CG. To this end, we need the following definition.

Definition 3.4. A set system C on X is pre-I-ary if, for all A ∈ X(I), there is a unique inclusion-minimal element
C ∈ C such that A ⊆C. A pre-I-ary set system C on X is called I-ary if all C ∈ C satisfy property

(I-C) there is some A ∈ X(I) such that C is the unique inclusion-minimal element in C with A ⊆C.

A pre-{1,2}-ary, resp., {1,2}-ary set system is known as pre-binary, resp., binary set system [2]. Moreover,
pre-{1, . . . ,k}-ary and {1, . . . ,k}-ary set systems have been studied in [13].

First note that in a DAG with I1-lca-property, Lemma 2.2(ii) implies that C(lcaG(A)) is the unique inclusion-
minimal cluster in CG containing A for every A ∈ X(I1). Hence CN is pre-I1-ary.
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Figure 1: Shown is a network G and a regular network H = G⊖ v. While H satisfies (PCC), G does not due
to the incomparable vertices associated with the cluster {b,c} and {b,c,d}. The set CG is pre-{1,2}-ary, but
CH is not since both cluster {a,b,c} and {b,c,d} are inclusion-minimal ones that contain {b,c}. Both, CG and
CH , are I1-ary for any I1 with 2 /∈ I1. Neither G nor H has {1,2}-lca property since the two leaves b and c do
not have a unique LCA in G and H. However, both, G and H, have the I1-lca-property for any I1 with 2 /∈ I1.
While H is I1-lca-REL for all I1 containing 2 or 3, G is not I1-lca-REL for any I1 due to vertex v.

Observation 3.5. For every DAG G with I1-lca-property, the set system CG is pre-I1-ary.

The converse of Observation 3.5 is, in general, not satisfied as shown by the DAG G in Figure 1. In
this example, the clustering system CG is pre-{1,2}-ary but G does not have the {1,2}-lca-property since
|LCAG({b,c})| > 1. Note also that I1-lca-REL does, in general, not imply the I1-lca-property or that CG is
pre-I1-ary, see Figure 1. In this example, the network H is {1,2}-lca-REL. However, since lca({b,c}) is not
well-defined, H does not have the {1,2}-lca-property. Moreover, both clusters {a,b,c} and {b,c,d} in CH
are inclusion-minimal clusters containing {b,c} and, thus, CH is not pre-I1-ary. Nevertheless, we obtain the
following result which generalizes [13, Prop. 3.6].

Theorem 3.6. Let G be a DAG that satisfies (PCC). Then, G has the I1-lca-property if and only if CG is pre-I1-
ary.

Proof. The only if -direction holds by Observation 3.5. Suppose now that G is a DAG on X that satisfies (PCC)
and such that CG is pre-I1-ary. Let A ∈ X(I1). We show that lcaG(A) is well-defined. Since CG is pre-I1-ary,
there is a unique inclusion-minimal element CG(z) ∈ CG such that A ⊆ CG(z). Thus, z is a common ancestor
of A which, in particular, implies that LCAG(A) ̸= /0. Assume, for contradiction, that |LCAG(A)| ≠ 1 and let
u,w ∈ LCAG(A). Since CG(z) is the unique inclusion-minimal element in CG that contains A, CG(z) ⊆ CG(u)
and CG(z) ⊆ CG(w) must hold. Hence, CG(z) ⊆ CG(w)∩CG(u). Since both u and w are ⪯G-minimal ancestors
of the vertices in A, neither u ≺G w nor w ≺G u can hold. Since G satisfies (PCC), neither CG(w) ⊆ CG(u) nor
CG(u)⊆ CG(w) can hold. This together with CG(w)∩CG(u) ̸= /0 implies that CG(w) and CG(u) must overlap and,
in particular, CG(z) ⊊ CG(u) and CG(z) ⊊ CG(w). This and the fact that G satisfies (PCC) implies that u and z
are ⪯G-comparable. If, however, u ⪯G z, then CG(u) ⊆ CG(z) (cf. Lemma 2.2). Thus, z ⪯G u and, by similar
arguments, z ⪯G w must hold. This, however, contradicts the fact that u and w are ⪯G-minimal ancestors of the
vertices in A. Consequently, |LCAG(A)|= 1 must hold and G satisfies the I1-lca-property.

We now provide a characterization of grounded pre-I1-ary set systems in terms of the DAGs from which they
derive, which generalizes [13, Thm. 3.7].

Theorem 3.7. A set system Q is pre-I1-ary and a grounded set system on X if and only if there is a DAG G on
X with I1-lca-property and CG =Q.

Proof. Suppose that Q is a pre-I1-ary and grounded set system on X . Consider the DAG G .
= H(Q). By

definition, G is a DAG on X and CG = Q. By Lemma 2.4, G satisfies (PCC). By Theorem 3.6, G has the I1-
lca-property. Conversely, suppose that G is a DAG on X with I1-lca-property and CG =Q. Clearly, Q is thus a
grounded set system on X . By Observation 3.5, Q is pre-I1-ary.

Lemma 3.8. If G is an I1-lca-REL DAG with the I1-lca-property, then CG is an I1-ary set system.

Proof. Let G = (V,E) be an I1-lca-REL DAG on X with I1-lca-property. By Obs. 3.5, CG is pre-I1-ary. To show
that CG is I1-ary, let C ∈ CG. Since CG is the set of clusters C(w) with w ∈ V , it follows that there is a vertex
w ∈ V with C = C(w). Moreover, since G is I1-lca-REL, there is some A ∈ X(I1) such that w = lcaG(A). By
Lemma 2.2(i), for all v ∈ V with A ⊆ C(v) it holds that w ⪯G v an thus, C = C(w) ⊆ C(v) (cf. Lemma 2.2).
Hence C = C(w) is the unique inclusion-minimal cluster in CG that contains A, i.e., C satisfies (I1-C). Thus, CG
is I1-ary.
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The following result extends Theorem 3.7, characterizing the types of DAGs that give rise to grounded and
I1-ary set systems.

Theorem 3.9. A set system Q on X is I1-ary and grounded if and only if there is an I1-lca-REL DAG G on X
with the I1-lca-property such that CG =Q.

Proof. Suppose that Q is an I1-ary and grounded set system on X . Consider the DAG G .
=H(Q). By definition,

G is a DAG on X and CG =Q. By Lemma 2.4, G satisfies (PCC). Since Q is I1-ary it is, in particular, pre-I1-ary
and Theorem 3.6 thus imply that G has the I1-lca-property. It remains to show that G is I1-lca-REL. To this end,
let v be a vertex of G and put C := CG(v). Since C ∈ CG =Q and Q is I1-ary, there exist some A ∈ X(I1) such that
C is the unique inclusion-minimal set in Q containing A. Since G has the I1-lca-property, lcaG(A) is well-defined
and it holds, by Lemma 2.2, that C = CG(lcaG(A)). Note that by definition of G, there is no vertex u ̸= v in G
such that CG(u) =C. By the latter two arguments, we can thus conclude that v = lcaG(A) for A ∈ X(I1), that is,
G is I1-lca-REL.

Conversely, suppose that G is a I1-lca-REL DAG with the I1-lca-property such that CG =Q. By Lemma 3.8,
Q is I1-ary.

The following subset of clusters plays an essential role in results that follow.

Definition 3.10. For a given set system C on X, let C(I1) denote the subset of C that contains each cluster C ∈ C
that satisfies (I1-C).

We emphasize that C(I1) need not be pre-I1-ary and, consequently, not I1-ary. For example, consider the
clustering system C = {{a,b,c,d},{a,b,c},{b,c,d},{a},{b},{c},{d}} on X = {a,b,c,d}. Note that C = CH
of the DAG H .

=H(C) as shown in Figure 1(right). Here, C = C({1,2}). However, C is not pre-I1-ary, as both
{a,b,c} and {b,c,d} are inclusion-minimal sets in C containing {b,c} ∈ X({1,2}). As we will show next, this
situation changes when C= CG for some DAG G with the I1-lca-property.

Lemma 3.11. Let G be a DAG on X with I1-lca-property and W be the set of all vertices that are not I1-lca
vertices in G. Then, CG(I

1) = CG⊖W is an I1-ary set system.

Proof. Let G be a DAG on X with I1-lca-property and W be the set of all vertices that are not I1-lca vertices in
G. Since G has the I1-lca-property, Observation 3.5 implies that CG is pre-I1-ary.

We show that CG⊖W = CG(I
1). To this end, let first C ∈ CG(I

1). Thus, C satisfies (I1-C) and hence, there
is some A ∈ X(I1) such that C is the unique inclusion-minimal cluster in CG that contains A. Since G has
the I1-lca-property, v = lcaG(A) exists and thus, v is an I1-lca vertex and therefore, not an element of W . By
Lemma 2.2(ii), it holds that CG(v) = C. This together with v /∈ W and Theorem 2.9 implies that C ∈ CG⊖W .
Hence, CG(I

1) ⊆ CG⊖W . Now let C ∈ CG⊖W . Hence, there is some vertex v ∈ V \W in G ⊖W such that
C = CG⊖W (v). By Theorem 2.9, C = CG⊖W (v) = CG(v). Since v /∈ W , v is an I1-lca vertex in G, i.e., there is
some A ∈ X(I1) such that v = lcaG(A). This together with Lemma 2.2(ii) implies that C = CG(v) is the unique
inclusion-minimal cluster in CG that contains A. Therefore, C ∈ CG(I

1). Hence, CG⊖W = CG(I
1).

By Theorem 2.9 and Lemma 3.3, G⊖W has the I1-lca-property and is I1-lca-REL. This allows us to apply
Lemma 3.8 and to conclude that CG(I

1) is I1-ary.

We note that CG(I
1) is, in general, not the unique inclusion-maximal I1-ary subset of CG. By way of example,

consider G .
= H(2X ) with with X = {a,b,c} and I1 = {1,2}. Hence, CG = 2X . Although, G has the I1-lca-

property, there is no element A ∈ X(I1) = 2X \{X} such that the cluster X ∈ CG is the unique inclusion-minimal
cluster that contains A. Hence, X does not satisfy (I1-C). In particular, CG(I

1) = CG \{X} is I1-ary. In contrast,
however, C∗ = CG \{{a,b}} is another subset of CG that is inclusion-maximal w.r.t. the property of being I1-ary.
Nevertheless, as shall see next, the set W of vertices used to transform a DAG G with the I1-lca-property into an
I1-lca-REL DAG G⊖W that satisfies (S0) – (S4) is uniquely determined.

Theorem 3.12. Let G be a DAG on X with the I1-lca-property and W the set of all vertices that are not I1-lca
vertices in G. Then

(G⊖W )− ≃H(CG(I
1)).

In particular, G⊖W and (G⊖W )− are I1-lca-REL regular DAGs on X with the I1-lca-property that satisfies
(S0) – (S4) and for which the set system CG⊖W = C(G⊖W )− = CG(I

1) is I1-ary. Moreover, W is the unique and,
therefore, smallest subset of V (G) such that G⊖W as well as (G⊖W )− is lca-REL and satisfies (S0) – (S4) w.r.t.
G.

Proof. Let G be a DAG on X with the I1-lca-property and W the set of all vertices that are not I1-lca vertices in
G. By Theorem 2.9 and Lemma 3.3, G⊖W is an I1-lca-REL DAG on X that satisfies (S0) – (S4) and that has
the I1-lca-property. Lemma 3.11 implies that CG⊖W is I1-ary.
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Figure 2: An example showing that there are DAGs G that satisfy (G⊖W )− ≃ H(CG(I
1)) but that do not

have the I1-lca-property. In particular, for I1 = {1,2}, the network G does not satisfy the I1-lca-property, since
e.g. LCAG({a,c}) = {u,v}. However, the clustering system CG(I

1) = {{a,b,c,d},{a,b},{a},{b},{c},{d}}
is I1-ary and we have (G⊖W )− = G⊖W ≃H(CG(I

1)) where W = {u,v} is the set of all vertices that are not
I1-lca vertices.

Consider now (G⊖W )−. By Lemma 2.1, (G⊖W )− is uniquely determined and C(G⊖W )− = CG⊖W . Thus,
C(G⊖W )− is I1-ary. Proposition 2.7 implies (G⊖W )− ≃ H(CG⊖W ). By Lemma 3.11, CG⊖W = CG(I

1) and it
follows that (G⊖W )− ≃ H(CG(I

1)). Finally, repeated application of Lemma 2.10 together with the fact that
(G⊖W )− is uniquely determined shows that (G⊖W )− satisfies (S0) – (S4).

We continue with showing that W is the unique subset of V such that H := G⊖W is I1-lca-REL and satisfies
(S0) – (S4). Let W ∗ be some subset of V such that H∗ := G⊖W ∗ is I1-lca-REL and satisfies (S0) – (S4). Since
G has the I1-lca-property, lcaG(A) is well-defined for all A ∈ X(I1). This together with the fact that H and H∗

satisfy (S4) implies that
lcaG(A) = lcaH(A) = lcaH∗(A) for all A ∈ X(I1). (1)

In particular, this implies that H and H∗ have the I1-lca-property. Furthermore, since H is I1-lca-REL, there is
for each vertex v of H some A ∈ X(I1) such that v = lcaH(A). The latter two arguments imply that V (H) =
∪A∈X(I1) lcaH(A). Analogously, V (H∗) =∪A∈X(I1) lcaH∗(A). The latter two equalities together with Equation (1)
imply V (H) = ∪A∈X(I1) lcaG(A) = V (H∗) and consequently, W ∗ = V (G) \V (H∗) = V (G) \V (H) = W . Anal-
ogous arguments show that W is the unique subset of V such that (G⊖W )− is I1-lca-REL and satisfies (S0) –
(S4).

We note that the converse of the first statement in Theorem 3.12 is, in general, not satisfied, i.e., there
are DAGs G that satisfy (G⊖W )− ≃ H(CG(I

1)) but that do not have the I1-lca-property, see Figure 2 for an
illustrative example. Moreover, the uniqueness of the set W required to transform a DAG G with the I1-lca-
property into an lca-REL DAG G⊖W satisfying (S0) – (S4) is, in general, not guaranteed for arbitrary DAGs
(cf. e.g. [11, Fig. 6]).

4 DAGs with tree-like and galled-tree-like clustering systems.
In what follows, we aim to determine the structure of (G⊖W )− for DAGs G with clustering system CG that
satisfies one or more of the following properties. A clustering system is tree-like if it does not contain any
overlapping elements. Tree-like clustering systems are also known as hierarchies. A set system satisfies (N3O)
if it does not contain three pairwise overlapping elements and a DAG G is an (N3O)-DAG if CG satisfy (N3O).
A set system C satisfies property (L) if C1 ∩C2 = C1 ∩C3 for all C1,C2,C3 ∈ C where C1 overlaps both C2 and
C3. A set system C is closed if A,B ∈ C and A∩B ̸= /0 implies A∩B ∈ C for all A,B ∈ C. A network N is a
galled-tree if each maximal biconnected subgraph K in N is either a single vertex, an edge or K is composed of
exactly two directed uv-paths that only have u and v in common [6]. A clustering system C is galled-tree-like
if C is closed and satisfies (L) and (N3O). Note that CG can be galled-tree-like or tree-like, although G is “far
away” from being a galled-tree or tree, see Figure 3 for an illustrative example.

The following theorem, resp., lemma summarizes some results from [12, Sec. 3.5] and [6, Thm. 11], resp.,
[11, Cor. 4.11 & L. 7.9].

Theorem 4.1. C is a clustering system of a tree if and only if C is tree-like. In this case, H(C) is a tree. Moreover,
C is a clustering system of a galled-tree if and only if C is galled-tree-like. In this case, H(C) is a galled-tree.

Lemma 4.2. For every grounded set system C, there is a phylogenetic {1, . . . , |L(G)|}-lca-REL DAG G with
CG = C. Moreover, in an (N3O)-DAG G, each non-leaf vertex v ∈V (G)\L(G) is a {k}-lca vertex for some k ≥ 2
if and only if v is an {ℓ}-lca vertex for every ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , |CG(v)|}.
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Figure 3: Shown is a DAG G with {1,2}-lca-property and galled-tree-like clustering system CG. The vertices
in the set W of all non-{1,2}-lca vertices are marked in blue. According to Theorem 4.5, the DAG (G⊖W )−

is a galled-tree that is isomorphic to H(CG({1,2})) =H(CG).

As a direct consequence of Lemma 4.2, we obtain

Corollary 4.3. For every grounded set system C that satisfies (N3O), there exists an (N3O)-DAG G with CG = C
and such that each non-leaf vertex v ∈V (G)\L(G) is an {ℓ}-lca vertex for every ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , |CG(v)|}.

In the following, we call a DAG G non-trivial, if there is some C ∈ CG with |C| > 1. Moreover, put κG :=
min{|C| : C ∈ CG, |C|> 1}, i.e., κG is the second smallest size of a cluster in CG.

Lemma 4.4. If G is a non-trivial (N3O)-DAG and I1 is a set such that k ∈ I1 for some integer k with 1 < k ≤ κG,
then CG = CG(I

1).

Proof. Let G be a non-trivial (N3O)-DAG on X . Since G is non-trivial, we have κG > 1. Hence, there is some
integer k with 1 < k ≤ κG. Suppose that I1 contains k ∈ I1. Put C := CG and note that C is grounded.

By Corollary 4.3 there exist a DAG H with CH = C and such that each non-leaf vertex v of H is an {ℓ}-lca
vertex for every ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , |CH(v)|}. To show that C(I1) = C holds, observe that, by construction, C(I1) ⊆ C.
Thus, it remains to show that C ⊆ C(I1). To this end, let C ∈ C. Since C = CH , there is a vertex v ∈ V (H) with
CH(v) =C. If v is a leaf, then |CH(v)|= 1 and 1 ∈ I1 implies that CH(v) ∈ C(I1). Suppose that v is not a leaf. As
ensured by Corollary 4.3, this vertex v is a is an {ℓ}-lca vertex for every ℓ ∈ {2, . . . , |CH(v)|}. By assumption,
k ∈ {2, . . . , |CH(v)|}. The latter two arguments imply that there is some A ∈ X(I1) such that v = lcaH(A). By
Lemma 2.2(ii), CH(v) is the unique inclusion-minimal cluster of CH containing A. By definition, CH(v) ∈ C(I1).
In summary, C(I1) = C.

Theorem 4.5. Let G be a non-trivial DAG with I1-lca-property where I1 contains an integer k with with 1 < k ≤
κG. Moreover, let W be the set of all vertices that are not I1-lca vertices in G. If CG is tree-like, then (G⊖W )− is a
phylogenetic tree T that satisfies CT = CG. If CG is galled-tree-like, then (G⊖W )− is a phylogenetic galled-tree
N that satisfies CN = CG.

Proof. Lemma 4.4 implies CG = CG(I
1). This together with Theorem 3.12 implies that (G⊖W )− ≃ H(CG).

Since CG is grounded for every DAG G, Lemma 2.4 implies that (G⊖W )− is phylogenetic. The latter arguments
together with Theorem 4.1 imply that (G⊖W )− is a phylogenetic tree T with clustering system CT = CG if CG
is tree-like and that (G⊖W )− is a phylogenetic galled-tree N with clustering system CN = CG if CG is galled-
tree-like.
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