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Abstract. We study approximation algorithms for the forest cover and bounded forest cover problems.
A probabilistic 2+ ϵ approximation algorithm for the forest cover problem is given using the method of
dual fitting. A deterministic algorithm with a 2-approximation ratio that rounds the optimal solution
to a linear program is given next. The 2-approximation for the forest cover is then used to give a
6-approximation for the bounded forest cover problem. The use of the probabilistic method to develop
the 2 + ϵ approximation algorithm may be of independent interest.
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1 Introduction

Let G = (V,E) be an undirected graph with positive weights in the interval [0, 1] on the edges given by
w : E → [0, 1]. A vertex cover C ⊆ V is a subset of vertices such that every edge in E is incident on
some vertex in C. A minimum vertex cover is a vertex cover of minimum cardinality. A tree is a connected
component without any cycles. A collection of trees is called forest. The weighted index (wi) of a forest
F = {T1, T2, . . . Tk} is calculated as follows: wi(F ) =

∑
e∈E(F ) we + k, where we is the weight of edge

e, k is the number of connected components in F and E(F ) is the set of edges in F . The number of
connected components k =

∑k
i=1 |Ti| − |E(F )| where |Ti| is the number of vertices in tree Ti. So, wi(F ) =∑

e∈E(F ) we +
∑k

i=1 |Ti| − |E(F )| which can be rewritten as

wi(F ) =

k∑
i=1

|Ti| −
∑

e∈E(F )

(1− we).

Our goal is to find a pair (C,F ) where C ⊆ V is a vertex cover and F ⊆ E is a forest in C such that
wi(F ) is the minimum possible. This problem is referred to as the forest cover problem.

This is a generalization of the unweighted vertex cover problem. The unweighted vertex cover problem
is one of the original 21 NP-complete problems [20]. Papadimitriou and Steiglitz [25, p 432] attibute a 2-
approximation algorithm using maximal matching to Gavril and Yannakakis. Vertex cover in bounded degree
graphs was studied by Berman and Fujito [5] who have a 2−5/(d+3)+ϵ algorithm for graphs with maximum
degree d, and Hochbaum gave 2− 2/d approximation algorithm for graphs with degree d [18]. Vertex cover
is hard to approximate within 2 − (2 + od(1))

log log d
log d under an assumption known as the unique games

conjecture [4]. This lower bound on the approximability matches the upper bound due to Halperin [15] up to
od(1) factor. An unconditional lower bound of 1.36 on the approximation ratio is due to Dinur and Safra [7].
No approximation algorithm with approximation ratio 2− ϵ for a constant ϵ is known for unweighted vertex
cover. Han, Punnen and Ye [16] have 3/2+χ approximation algorithm for a parameter χ; no examples where
χ > 0 were discovered in their extensive empirical evaluation. Parameterized algorithms for vertex cover
have been studied for a while. Very recently, Harris and Narayanswamy [17] gave a O∗(1.25284k) algorithm
to find a vertex cover of size k. This beats the previous long-standing bound of O∗(1.2738k) of Chen, Kanj
and Xia [6] since 2010.
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Given an unweighted vertex cover instance, we can create an instance of the forest cover problem by
assuming a weight function that assigns a weight of 1 to every edge. This is an approximation preserving
reduction. Therefore, the problem is NP-complete, and the best approximation ratio that we can hope for is
2 for the forest cover problem as an approximation ratio of α gives the same approximation ratio for vertex
cover.

We study another related graph covering problem; the bounded forest cover problem (BFC). Given a
graph G = (V,E) with positive weights on the edges and a parameter λ ≥ 0. The goal is to find a minimum-
sized collection of trees T1, T2, . . . Tk such that the total weight of the edges in each tree Ti is at most lambda
and the vertices in ∪k

i=1Ti form a vertex cover of the graph. By minimum-sized collection, we mean k should
be the smallest possible. We call this forest cover as opposed to tree cover because tree cover is already used
with a different meaning.

The forest cover problem is inspired by graph covering problems and min-max vehicle routing problems
[2, 3, 9, 11, 12, 22]. It is also motivated by the need to dig tunnels or create crossing paths in mine-ridden
areas [2]. Similarly, the forest cover problem aims to establish tree-shaped facilities, considering a more
general cost function with two components. One part evaluates the cost of travel, while the other accounts
for the capital cost of deploying vehicles/robots, etc. The main goal is to minimize deployment and operating
costs.

The bounded forest cover problem [11] addresses the gap between tree cover, minimum tree cover, and
min-max tree cover problems. It focuses on a variant where the cost function is the same as in the minimum
tree cover problem [3], and the goal of graph covering is similar to the tree cover problem in [2]. This problem
is motivated by the applications of the tree cover problem [2], with an additional constraint on the weights of
trees that need to be selected for covering tasks. This constraint is inspired by modern technologies such as
drones and electric vehicles, which can travel limited distance on one full charge. The bounded forest cover
problem is relevant to applications of the tree cover problem where the coverage task must be completed
using devices with limited operational duration before refueling or recharging.

There are two popular variants of graph covering problems. The first variant seeks covering of the edges,
while the second requires a covering of the vertices [2,3,22]. Vertex cover belongs to the former category, while
minimum spanning tree and traveling salesman problem are of the latter type. Given a weighted graph and
a positive λ, the bounded tree cover problem is to find a collection of trees, each with weight at most λ, such
the union of the vertices in the trees is the vertex set itself. Khani and Salvatipour gave a 2.5 approximation
algorithm for the bounded tree cover [21]. The special case of when the tree is a path was studied by Levin et
al. [3] who gave a 3-approximation algorithm. The bounded path cover problem is a vehicle routing problem
where each vehicle travels at a distance of at most λ and the set of vehicles serves all the nodes. A variant
occurs when λ is unbounded, and there is a restriction on the number of vehicles (at most k). Here, given a
weighted graph, the goal is to find a collection of k paths that cover all the vertices; here, Wu et al. [26] gave
a 3/2 approximation algorithm under the assumption that the edge weights satisfy triangle inequality and
each vertex is visited exactly once. Suppose we choose the covering subgraph to be a cycle. In that case, we
obtain the bounded cycle cover problem, where the vertices of a given graph have to be covered by cycles.
The objective is to minimize the number of cycles subject to a maximum length. A 32/7 approximation for
the bounded cycle cover problem is due to Yu et al. [27]. The literature on covering graphs by subgraphs is
vast, and its numerous approximation algorithms are known. Results in the following papers are the closest
to the forest cover problem [2,9,11,21,24]. The main difference between the problems listed in this paragraph
and the bounded forest cover problem considered here is the coverage constraint. The coverage constraint
in bounded forest cover is on edges; each edge needs to be covered by some vertex in the vertex cover as
opposed to covering all the vertices.

1.1 Contributions

Both the forest cover and the bounded forest cover problems are NP-complete. We study approximation
algorithms for them. For the forest cover problem, we give a probabilistic algorithm with 2+ϵ approximation
ratio in Theorem 3. We give a deterministic algorithm with 2 approximation ratio in Theorem 5. For the
bounded forest cover problem we give a 6 approximation algorithm. This is the first study on the forest cover
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problem, and the approximation ratio in this paper is best expected given the conditional hardness results
for vertex cover [4,7]. The bounded forest cover problem was first studied in [11], where an 8-approximation
algorithm was given. The result in Theorem 6 improves the approximation ratio to 6.

We use the probabilistic method [1] to obtain the 2 + ϵ-factor approximation algorithm for the forest
cover problem. First, we show using the method of dual fitting,in Theorem 2, that the restriction of the
forest cover problem admits a 2-approximation. Now, given a graph with weights in the interval [0, 1] on
the edges, we create a family of LP relaxations that are easy to solve using the result in Theorem 2. We
show in Theorem 3 that the average solution to the family satisfies the LP dual of the problem. Each dual
solution in the LP family has a corresponding 2-approximate integral solution. We pick the primal integral
solution with the smallest value. Such a solution satisfies the primal constraint (to the original problem) and
is guaranteed to exist, and is a 2 + ϵ-approximate solution (Theorem 4). The novel use of the probabilistic
method is an essential contribution to this paper, and it might have independent applications.

We present a deterministic algorithm with a 2-approximation ratio for the forest cover problem using LP
rounding which is placed in Section 4 due to space limit. The algorithm rounds the variables in the solution
of the relaxed LP formulation to obtain a forest cover. Each connected component in the subgraph induced
by the non-zero variables in the LP optimal solution is treated separately. A minimum spanning tree (MST)
is constructed in each component; pendent vertices of MST with low fractional values and edges incident on
such vertices are discarded without violating the covering constraint.

2 Forest cover problem (FC)

FC Problem: Consider an undirected weighted graph G = (V,E,w) where w : E → [0, 1]. A forest is an
acyclic subgraph of a graph G. We denote the edges in a forest F as E(F ). A vertex cover C ⊆ V is a set of
vertices such that for every edge e = (u, v) ∈ E, at least one of u, v is in C. A forest cover of a graph G is
a forest in G such that the vertices in the forest form a vertex cover. The weighted index (WI) of a forest
F = {T1, T2, . . . Tk} is calculated wi(F ) =

∑k
i=1 |Ti| −

∑
e∈E(F )(1−we), where |Ti| is the number of vertices

in tree Ti. The objective is to find a forest cover for a given graph with a minimum weighted index. The
decision version asks whether a given graph has a forest cover with WI at most d for some non-negative real
number d.

An approximation preserving reduction is given below to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The forest cover (FC) problem is NP-complete.

Proof. Let (G′, k′) be an instance of the vertex cover problem where G′ = (VG′ , EG′) be an undirected graph,
and the objective is to answer whether G′ has a vertex cover of size at most k′. Given (G′, k′) create an
instance of forest cover problem (Ĝ, k̂) where k̂ = k′, Ĝ = (VĜ, EĜ, wĜ) such that VĜ = VG′ , EĜ = EG′ and
wĜ : EĜ → {1}. Note that, G′ has a vertex cover of size at most k′ iff Ĝ has a forest cover with weighted
index at most k̂.

If J={v1, v2, · · · , vj} of size j is a vertex cover in G′ where j ≤ k′. Consider a forest F = (VF , EF ) in Ĝ

where VF = J and EF = ∅. F is a forest cover of Ĝ. The weighted index of F , wi(F ) =
∑

e∈EF
w(e) + cF is

equal to |J |, that is F is a forest cover of Ĝ with WI at most k̂ = k′.
Conversely, let F = (VF , EF ) be a forest cover of Ĝ with wi(F ) ≤ k̂. Since F is a forest cover of Ĝ, VF is

a vertex cover of Ĝ. therefore, VF is also a vertex cover in G′. If cF is the number of connected components
in forest F . Then, the sum of the weights of edges in EF is equal to wi(F )− cF . As the weight of every edge
in Ĝ is 1; |EF | = wi(F )− cF . F is a forest, therefore, |EF | = |VF | − cF . So, |VF | = wi(F ). Hence, G′ has a
vertex cover VF of size at most k. ⊓⊔

2.1 ILP formulation for Forest Cover

In this section, we give an integer linear programming formulation for forest cover. This formulation is similar
to the ones in [10,13] for the Steiner tree problem.
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We use binary variables xi for each vertex i ∈ V and yij for each edge (i, j) ∈ E. The variable xi is set to
1 if vertex i is present in the forest cover. Otherwise, xi is 0. Similarly, the variable yij is set to 1 if edge (i, j)
is in the forest cover, otherwise, yij = 0. For S ⊆ V , we use E(S) to refer to the edges with both endpoints
in S.

min
∑
i∈V

xi −
∑

(i,j)∈E

yij(1− wij)

xi + xj≥ 1 ∀(i, j) ∈ E

xi ≥ yij ∀i ∈ V,∀(i, j) ∈ E∑
i∈S

xi −
∑

(i,j)∈E(S)

yij≥ 1 ∀S ⊆ V, s.t. E(S) ̸= ∅

xi ∈{0, 1} ∀i ∈ V

yij ∈{0, 1} ∀(i, j) ∈ E

The first constraint ensures that at least one end vertex of each edge must be present in the solution. The
second constraint ensures that an edge is present in the solution only if both end vertices are present. The
third constraint ensures that cycles are absent. The objective function is the weighted index of the forest
determined by the values of the variables x, y. The number of constraints in the above ILP is exponential.
The following lemma establishes that the optimal solution of the corresponding relaxed LP can be obtained
in polynomial time.

Lemma 1. The relaxed linear programming problem of the above ILP can be solved optimally using the
ellipsoid method.

Proof. To prove the polynomial time solvability, it is enough to show the existence of a polynomial time
separation oracle for the constraints of the third type (the third constraint of the ILP in Section 2.1). The
description of the separation oracle is given below.

Given a solution x∗, y∗ to the LP, a separation oracle returns S∗ ⊆ V with E(S) ̸= Φ, such that∑
i∈S∗

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈E(S∗)

y∗ij < 1,

if such an S∗ with E(S∗) ̸= Φ exists. If no such S∗ exists, then all the constraints of the third type are
satisfied, and x∗, y∗ is the optimal LP solution to the Forest Cover LP.

If x∗, y∗ is the current solution. For each edge (s, t) ∈ E(V ), we define the following linear program Ps,t.

min
∑
i∈V

x∗i xi −
∑

(i,j)∈E

y∗ijyij

yij = min{xi, xj} ∀(i, j) ∈ E

yst = 1

xs = 1

xt = 1

xi, yij ∈ {0, 1} ∀i ∈ V, (i, j) ∈ E

Note that the min constraint can be linearized as yij ≤ xi, yij ≤ xj and yij = 1 if both xi, xj are 1.
To minimize the objective function, the above-mentioned ILP would implicitely try to enforce that yij = 1
if both xi, xj are 1. Therefore, every min constraint yij = min{xi, xj} can be replaced by two constraints
yij ≤ xi and yij ≤ xj . The integer solution corresponds to a subset of vertices in S, and all the edges
E(S) that are contained in S. If the objective value is < 1 for at least one Pst, for (s, t) ∈ E(V ) then the
corresponding set S = {i|xi = 1} violates the constraint of the third type.

Each constraint has at most two variables for each of the above Pst. Hence, following the result in [19],
Ps,t can be solved in polynomial time. ⊓⊔
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3 Probabilistic Algorithm for Forest Cover

In this section, we propose a probabilistic algorithm for forest cover with approximation factor arbitrar-
ily close to 2. The algorithm is described in two steps. In the first step, we present a deterministic 2-
approximation algorithm for forest cover where the weights on the edges are either 0 or 1. In the second step,
we use the algorithm for binary weights as a subroutine and give a probabilistic (2+ϵ)- factor approximation
algorithm for forest cover, where ϵ is a positive real close to 0.

3.1 Binary Weights

Let G = (V,E) be a graph with binary weights on the edges, i.e., the edge weights are either 0 or 1. We say
edge e ∈ E(S), for S ⊆ V if both the endpoints of e are in the vertex set S. We also use u ∈ e to refer to the
fact that edge e is incident on a vertex u. Let us recall the primal integer program for the forest cover but
this time we use different labels for the indices. We call this linear program as P .

min
∑
u∈V

xu −
∑
e∈E

ye(1− we) (1)

xu + xv ≥ 1 ∀e = (u, v) ∈ E (2)
xu − ye ≥ 0 (3)
xv − ye ≥ 0 ∀e = (u, v) ∈ E (4)∑

u∈S
xu −

∑
e∈E(S)

ye ≥ 1 ∀S ⊆ V, s.t. E(S) ̸= ∅ (5)

xu, ye ∈ {0, 1} ∀u ∈ V, e ∈ E (6)

The dual variables associated with the first set of constraints is ze, zue, zve are dual variables associated with
the next two constraints, and the dual variable associated with the last set of constraints is zS .

The linear programming dual of the integer program above is

max
∑
e∈E

ze +
∑
S⊆V

zS (7)

∑
e:u∈e

ze +
∑
e:u∈e

zue +
∑

S:u∈S
zS ≤ 1 ∀u ∈ V (8)∑

S:e∈E(S)

zS + zue + zve ≥ (1− we) ∀e ∈ E (9)

ze, zue, zve, zS ≥ 0 ∀e ∈ E, ∀u ∈ V, S ⊆ V (10)

Let Ei be the set of edges of weight i ∈ {0, 1}. Let V0 be the set of vertices incident on some edge in E0

and V1 = V \ V0. Let Ei(V
′) be the set of edges in Ei where i ∈ {0, 1} with both the endpoints in V ′ ⊆ V .

Notice that there are edges of weight 1 with both the endpoints in V0, and any such edge is not in E0(V0).
The only edges with both endpoints in V1 are of weight 1. The edges with one endpoint in V0 and the other
in V1 are all of weight 1.

G0(V0, E0(V0)) is the subgraph with vertices in V0 and all the edges in G0 are of weight 0. Similarly, we
define G1(V1, E1(V1)). Stated otherwise, G0(V0, E0(V0)) is the subgraph of G with edges with weight 0, and
all the vertices in V0 are incident on some edges in E0. The subgraph G1(V1, E1(V1)) contains vertices that
are not incident on any weight 0 edges, and all edges in this subgraph have weight 1.

Let the number of connected components C1, C2, . . . , Ck in G0(V0, E0(V0)) be k. For each connected
component Ci we identify a tree Ti with |Ci| − 1 edges. In the subgraph G1(V1, E1(V1)) we find a maximum
cardinality matching M .

We will show that |M | + k is a lower bound on the value of the optimal solution to the forest cover
problem. We will construct a feasible solution to the dual with-value k + |M |.
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Lemma 2. |M |+ k is a lower bound on the value of the optimal solution to the forest cover problem.

Proof. Recall, the k connected components of G0(V0, E0(V0)) are C1, C2, . . . , Ck. For each connected compo-
nent Ci, we have a tree Ti with |Ci|−1 edges. Starting with an initial solution in which all the dual variables
are 0, compute a feasible solution as follows:

– For each set of vertices S equal to some Ci, set zS = 1.
– For each edge e = (u, v) ∈ M , set zS = 1, where S = {u, v}.

Note that the sets S ⊆ V for which zS = 1 are pairwise disjoint. The objective function value is k+ |M |.
What remains to be shown is that the solution is feasible.

First we show that constraints given by (8) are satisfied. Each vertex u ∈ V0 is in one connected compo-
nent. Each vertex u ∈ V1 is incident on at most one edge e ∈ M. In both the cases∑

S:u∈S
zS ≤ 1 and

∑
e:u∈e

ze +
∑
e:u∈e

zue = 0

Therefore, the first constraint is satisfied for all the vertices. Constraint (9) is interesting only for edges with
0 as it is trivially satisfied for edges with weight 1. Each edge weight 0 is in some connected component Ci

(and only one). Therefore,
∑

S:e∈E(S) zS = 1 for any edge with weight 0.
Since the solution is a feasible one, the LP relaxation of the primal has a value at least k+ |M | (by weak

duality). The optimal value for the LP relaxation of the primal is a lower bound on the optimal value of
forest cover. ⊓⊔

This lower bound gives us a simple 2-approximation algorithm (Algorithm 1) for the forest cover problem.
There are two stages. In the first stage, we compute the connected components in G0(V0, E0(V0)) and create
an assignment to the primal variables based on the connected components. In the second stage, we compute
a maximum matching G1(V1, E1(V1)) and determine the values of the primal variables. The solution that we
construct will be feasible.

The following lemma shows that the solution obtained according to Algorithm 1 is a feasible solution to
the primal integer linear program.

Lemma 3. The solution (x, y) returned by Algorithm 1 is a feasible solution of the primal integer linear
program for forest cover.

Proof. Every edge is incident on some vertex in Ci or incident on an edge in M , therefore, constraint (2)
is satisfied. Take any edge e = (u, v) with ye = 1, both the variables xu.xv are set to 1. So, (3) and (4) is
satisfied. Finally, for any S ⊆ V , if e ∈ S and ye = 1 then both the endpoints of edge have xu, xv set to 1:
either the ye was set to 1 in the matching or in the construction of the connected components. Edges in S
with ye = 1 form a forest, therefore, constraint (5) is satisfied. ⊓⊔

The solution constructed above is a feasible integer solution to the primal, and the objective function
value is k + 2|M |. Therefore, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Algorithm 1 is a 2-factor approximation algorithm for the forest cover problem on graphs with
binary weights.

Algorithm 1: ForestCoverBinary(G)
1 Let the k connected components of G0(V0, E0(V0)) be C1, C2, . . . , Ck. For each connected component Ci we identify a tree Ti

with |Ci| − 1 edges.
2 for each vertex u ∈ ∪k

i=1Ci do
3 set xu = 1.
4 for each edge e ∈ ∪k

i=1Ti do
5 Set ye = 1. The edges that are in this subgraph but not in any tree are assigned a value of 0.
6 Find a maximum matching M in G1(V1, E1(V1)) .
7 for each edge e = (u, v) ∈M do
8 Set xu = 1, xv = 1, and ye = 1.
9 For all the other vertices, set xu = 0.
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3.2 Real Weights

Now we consider the case when the weights on the edges are in the closed interval [0, 1]. Let ϵ be a very
small positive real close to 0 and δ = ϵ2. Let us introduce a very small error δ to the objective function of
the linear program P as follows. ∑

u∈V
xu −

∑
e∈E

ye(1− we − δ) (11)

where δ is a small real positive arbitrarily close to 0. With equation 11 as the objective function and the
same set of constraints as in P , we call this linear program P ′. For arbitrarily small δ, P and P ′ admits the
same optimal solution (X∗, Y ∗). Let OPT and OPT ′ be the optimal values of the objective functions of P
and P ′, respectively. Then OPT ′ = OPT + δ

∑
e y
∗
e .

For ϵ very small, ϵ
∑

e y
∗
e is smaller than OPT , therefore δ

∑
e y
∗
e ≤ ϵOPT . This implies that OPT ′ ≤

(1 + ϵ)OPT .
Let D′ be the dual of P ′. Then D′ has the same objective function and the constraint 8 as D. The

constraint 9 of D is changed to the following inequality.∑
S:e∈E(S)

zS + zue + zve ≥ 1− we − δ ∀e ∈ E (12)

With the definition of D′, we are now ready to explain the algorithm in this section.
For any edge e ∈ E, let We be an indicator variable which is 1 with probability (1−we) (0 with probability

we). We replace the RHS in the last constraint of the D with this indicator variable. This gives a family of
linear programs in which each edge has a weight of 0 or 1.

max
∑
e∈E

ze +
∑
S⊆V

zS (13)

∑
e:u∈e

ze +
∑
e:u∈e

zue +
∑

S:u∈S
zS ≤ 1 ∀u ∈ V (14)∑

S:e∈E(S)

zS + zue + zve ≥ We ∀e ∈ E (15)

ze, zue, zve, zS ≥ 0 ∀e ∈ E,S ⊆ V (16)

Similarly, the last constrain of D′ becomes∑
S:e∈E(S)

(zS + zue + zve) ≥ We − δ ∀e ∈ E (17)

For an experiment, we randomly generate the values We ∈ {0, 1} for all edges. This gives us an instance with
binary edge weights in {0, 1}. We can compute a lower bound for this instance and also an upper bound
using the results in the previous section.

Suppose we run m such experiments E1, . . . , Em. Each of these experiments gives us a feasible solution
zi to the dual LP where i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Let z be the average value of the variables in all the solutions.

Theorem 3. The average solution z over m experiments, where n is the number of edges, m = n/(2δ2) and
0 < δ < 1, is a feasible solution to D′ with a high probability, and the objective function value given by the
average solution of all the experiments,

∑
e∈E ze+

∑
S⊆V zS is a lower bound on OPT ′, the minimum value

of the objective function of P ′.

Proof. Since zi is a feasible solution of D corresponding to the i-th experiment, we have the following
sequence of inequalities. ∑

e:u∈e
zie +

∑
e:u∈e

ziue +
∑

S:u∈S
ziS ≤ 1

7



m∑
i=1

∑
e:u∈e

zie +

m∑
i=1

∑
e:u∈e

ziue +

m∑
i=1

∑
S:u∈S

ziS ≤ m

∑
e:u∈e

m∑
i=1

zie +
∑
e:u∈e

m∑
i=1

ziue +
∑

S:u∈S

m∑
i=1

ziS ≤ m∑
e:u∈e

ze +
∑
e:u∈e

zue +
∑

S:u∈S
zS ≤ 1

This shows that z satisfies the first constraint (14) of D′, as the first constrain is same for D and D′.
For each i, the last constraint in D is satisfied, summing it over all i and after taking the average we get

the following. ∑
S:e∈E(S)

ziS + ziue + zive ≥ W i
e

∑
S:e∈E(S)

m∑
i=1

ziS +

m∑
i=1

ziue +

m∑
i=1

zive ≥
m∑
i=1

W i
e

∑
S:e∈E(S)

zS + zue + zve ≥
1

m

m∑
i=1

W i
e

From Chernoff-Hoeffding bound [8], we know that

Pr[
1

m

m∑
i=1

W i
e ≤ (1− we)− δ] ≤ 1

e2mδ2

If we choose m = n/(2δ2) where n is the number of edges then Pr[ 1m
∑m

i=1 W
i
e > (1−we)− δ] ≤ 1− 1

en .
Each edge is set to 0 or 1 with probability we independent of other edges. Since there are n constraints, the
probability that the above inequality satisfies for every edge is close to 1. Hence, z is a feasible solution of
D′ with very high probability. This implies that the objective function value of D′ for the solution z is a
lower bound of the optimal value of P ′ with high probability. ⊓⊔

Below, we describe the algorithm for real weights.
Algorithm: For each experiment Ei we have a feasible solution Di to the dual and a solution Pi to

the primal problem (for integer weights) given the algorithm (Algorithm 1) in the previous section where
W i

e be the indicator variable with value in {0, 1} which takes the value 1 with probability 1− we in the ith

experiment. The algorithm returns the solution Pj , which has the minimum objective function value among
all Pi’s.

The following theorem proves that the above algorithm is an approximation algorithm with factor close
to 2 with very high probability.

Theorem 4. The proposed algorithm is a (2 + ϵ) factor approximation algorithm for Forest cover problem
with high probability.

Proof. Let P (D) be the average value of the primal (dual) solutions. Then, P =
∑m

i=1 Pi/m, where

Pi =
∑
u∈V

xi
u −

∑
e∈E

yieW
i
e + 2|Mi|

and the value of the dual solution Di is

Di =
∑
e∈E

zie +
∑
S⊆V

ziS
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and Mi is the maximum matching in G1(V1, E1(V1)); in the graph obtained in the ith experiment. The
average value D =

∑m
i=1 Di/m.

Since each primal solution is a two approximate solution (to the instance) Pi ≤ 2Di, the following
inequality holds:

mP =

m∑
i=1

∑
u∈V

xi
u −

m∑
i=1

∑
e∈E

yieW
i
e +

m∑
i=1

2|Mi| ≤ 2mD

Let us rewrite the middle term. The binary value of yie is given by the Algorithm in the previous section
and it is fixed. The expected value of yieW i

e ,

E[yieW i
e ] = yieE[W i

e ] = yie(1− we).

Therefore, we can rewrite the previous equation (in expectation) as

mP =

m∑
i=1

∑
u∈V

xi
u −

m∑
i=1

∑
e∈E

yie(1− we) +

m∑
i=1

2|Mi| ≤ 2mD

P =
∑
u∈V

xu −
∑
e∈E

ye(1− we) + 2|M | ≤ 2D

Since D and D′ have the same objective function, the value of the objective functions of both D and D′ are
same for the average solution z. Therefore P ≤ 2D′. Also, D′ is a lower bound of Opt′ with high probability.
Hence, with high probability, D′ ≤ Opt′ ≤ Opt(1 + ϵ). Hence, with high probability, P ≤ 2 ·Opt · (1 + ϵ).

Each xi
u, y

i
u for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} is a feasible solution, so there is a feasible primal solution with value

at most twice the average value of the dual solution. Since we have selected the solution which gives the
minimum objective function value among all xi

u, y
i
u for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, our proposed solution is an integer

solution to the primal with value at most the average value of the primal solutions. Therefore, we have a
(2 + ϵ)-approximate solution with probability close to 1. ⊓⊔

4 Deterministic Algorithm for Forest Cover using LP rounding

In this section, we present a deterministic algorithm with a 2-approximation ratio for the forest cover prob-
lem using LP rounding.

Algorithm and Analysis Idea: The algorithm rounds the variables in the solution of the relaxed LP
formulation to obtain a forest cover. Each connected component in the subgraph induced by the non-zero
variables in the LP optimal solution is treated separately. A minimum spanning tree (MST) is constructed
in each component; pendent vertices of MST with low fractional values and edges incident on such vertices
are discarded without violating the covering constraint.
Theorem 5 gives a solution constructed using a deterministic algorithm to the forest cover problem that is
2 approximate. The proof of this theorem is based on the bounds established in Lemma 5 on the in-part
rounded solution in each subgraph component. This theorem shows that the cost of the rounded solution for
connected component is at most two times the cost of the optimal fractional solution for that component.
The proof of Lemma 5 relies on several lemmas and corollaries. During the analysis, we partition the variables
based on the types of edges (tree edges, non-tree edges, deleted edges, etc.) in a component. This approach
helps us to better understand the behaviour of the algorithm and simplify the proof. We ensure that the
number of components doesn’t increase during rounding. We first establish an upper bound on the cost of a
tree in the rounded solution based on the optimal fractional cost of the component in which that tree was
constructed. We prove the upper bound by establishing a loop invariant property that holds at the end of
every iteration during the construction of the MST.
A detailed analysis considering all types of edges in the rounding solution is required because we do not
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perform rounding of variables for edges based on the fraction values. Rounding is done based on whether
edges are chosen in MST construction, which takes edge weights into account. There may be a large inte-
grality gap for some edge variables due to this reason. Therefore, the bound on the overall cost of the forest
cover is established using both variables for edges and vertices. We establish loop invariant properties that
hold at the end of every iteration while constructing minimum spanning trees. The analysis proceeds for all
edges of a component in the order given by Kruskal’s algorithm [23]. The sequence of edges of a component
is partitioned into two carefully chosen groups; if a suffix (a sub-sequence of edges) exists which may violate
the bound due to a larger integrality gap. We consider the corresponding terms for the edges and vertices
of both partitions separately to derive inequalities. We then add the derived inequalities to prove Lemma 5.
Deleting non-essential vertices and edges reduces the cost of forest cover without increasing the number of
components. Therefore, this step may only improve the approximate solution.

Next we give the deterministic 2-approximation algorithm for forest cover.
Let (x∗, y∗) be the optimal solution to the LP formulation of forest cover given in Section 2.1. Consider

a subgraph G∗ = (VG∗ , EG∗) of G = (V,E) formed by the vertex set VG∗ = {i ∈ V | x∗i > 0} and edge set
EG∗={(i, j) ∈ E | y∗ij > 0}. A connected component is a non-empty subgraph in which every pair of vertices
is connected by a path. Let C = {C1, C2, · · · , Ck} be the set of all connected components in the graph G∗.
Let Ĉ be the set of all isolated vertices in G∗, i.e., for each vertex i ∈ Ĉ, x∗i > 0 and

∑
j:(i,j)∈E

y∗ij = 0.

For each connected component C ∈ C, let C = (VC , EC). We then partition VC into two subsets:
V ≥0.5C ={i ∈ VC | x∗i ≥ 0.5} and V <0.5

C ={i ∈ VC | x∗i < 0.5}. Similarly, we partition Ĉ into two subsets:
ĈA={i ∈ Ĉ | x∗i ≥ 0.5} and ĈB={i ∈ Ĉ | x∗i < 0.5}.

Algorithm 2: LP rounding for Forest Cover
1 Solve the LP relaxation. Let (x∗, y∗) be the optimal solution.
2 Consider the subgraph G∗ = (VG∗ , EG∗ ) as defined earlier.
3 Find C = {C1, C2, · · · , Ck}, the set of all non-empty connected components in the graph G∗.
4 Find Ĉ, the set of isolated vertices in the graph G∗. Partition Ĉ into ĈAand ĈB as defined above.
5 Let F = (VF , EF ) be an empty forest. Set F = ĈA.
6 for each C = (VC , EC) ∈ C do
7 Partition VC into V≥0.5={i ∈ VC |x∗

i ≥ 0.5} and V <0.5
C ={i ∈ VC |x∗

i < 0.5}.
8 Find an MST M on C using Kruskal’s algorithm.
9 In tree M , delete all pendant vertices from the set V <0.5

C .
10 Let T be the remaining tree after deletion.
11 F ← F ∪ T.

12 for each i ∈ V do
13 if i ∈ VF then
14 x′

i ← 1
15 else
16 x′

i ← 0

17 for each (i, j) ∈ E do
18 if (i, j) ∈ EF then
19 y′

ij ← 1

20 else
21 y′

ij ← 0

22 (x′, y′) is the rounded solution.
23 Return F and (x′, y′).

Algorithm 2 computes a forest cover using the optimal solution derived from the LP relaxation. First,
we create a subgraph G∗ by including only the vertices and edges with non-zero values in the LP solution.
Next, we consider every non-empty connected component C in G∗ with at least one edge. Using Kruskal’s
method, we create a minimum spanning tree (MST) M for each component C. The vertices in M can be
divided into two groups, V ≥0.5C and V <0.5

C , based on their respective values in the optimal solution. The tree
M constitutes a tree cover for C. Finally, we remove all the pendant (degree one) vertices in V <0.5

C from M ,
along with any edges that are incident on such vertices.
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We define VD as the set of all vertices from V <0.5
C that have a degree of one in M . Similarly, we define ED

as the set of all edges removed from M due to the deletion of vertices from the set VD. By deleting all such
vertices and edges, we obtain a tree T = (VT , ET ) from M . Since deleting pendant vertices and corresponding
edges from V <0.5

C does not violate coverage of C, T is also a tree cover of C. We repeat this process for each
non-empty component Cℓ in C = {C1, C2, ..., Ck}, and obtain a tree cover Tℓ for each component. Finally, we
return F =

⋃k
ℓ=1 Tℓ

⋃
ĈA as the forest cover of the graph G. An illustration of Algorithm 2 is given below.

C1

C2

ĈAĈB

V <.5
C1 V

≥.5
C1

(a) Graph G∗

ĈAĈB

M1

M2

V <.5
C1

V
≥.5
C1

(b) MST in each non-empty com-
ponent of G∗

ĈAĈB

V <.5
C1

V
≥.5
C1

T2

T1

(c) Forest F in G∗

Fig. 1: Steps to find a forest cover F in G∗

Figure 1 illustrates Algorithm 2. An instance of a graph G∗ with two non-empty connected components
C1 and C2 and an isolated vertex in each set ĈA and ĈB is shown in Figure 1a. The minimum spanning
trees M1 and M2 in components C1 and C2, respectively, are in Figure 1b. The trees T1 and T2 constructed
by deleting the pendant vertices in VD1

and VD2
are shown in Figure 1c.

Forest F is constructed by taking union of all trees T , for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ k, and all vertices in ĈA. The algorithm
computes two vectors x′, of size |V |, and y′ of size |E| as follows. For each i ∈ V , x′i = 1 if i ∈ F , else x′i = 0.
For each (i, j) ∈ E, y′ij = 1 if (i, j) ∈ F , else y′ij = 0. The algorithm outputs (x′, y′) as the rounded solution
which is a forest cover.

4.1 Correctness and Approximation Ratio

The following lemma shows that Algorithm 2 returns a forest cover.

Lemma 4. Set F is a forest cover of G.

Proof. Given the covering constraints in the LP formulation, for each (i, j) ∈ E, there must be at least one
vertex i where x∗i ≥ 0.5. Thus, if we consider the set V ≥0.5 of all vertices of V with x∗i ≥ 0.5, we have a
vertex cover of G. The vertex set VF of F contains all vertices of V with x∗i ≥ 0.5 and some vertices with
x∗i < 0.5. Also there are no cycles in F . Therefore, we have a forest cover of G. ⊓⊔

Algorithm 2 generates a tree T for each non-empty component of G∗. These trees are then combined
to form a forest. The theorem below states that the cost (weighted index wi) of forest cover computed the
algorithm for each non-empty component C ∈ C of G∗ is at most twice the cost of the fractional solution
restricted to the component C.

Lemma 5. Given a graph G∗ based on the optimal solution of the LP relaxation for the forest cover problem
on a weighted graph G = (V,E,w), the following inequality holds for each non-empty connected component
C in G∗

11



∑
i∈VC

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EC

y∗ij(1− wij) ≥
1

2

[∑
i∈VT

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈ET

y′ij(1− wij)
]
.

The proof of Lemma 5 is in appendix 4.2. The proof is routine but long. We use it to show that Algorithm
2 is a 2-factor approximation algorithm (Theorem 5).

Recall that the weighted index (wi) of a forest F is calculated as follows: wi(F ) =
∑

e∈EF
w(e) + cF ,

where cF stands for the number of connected components in the forest F , and EF is the set of edges in
F . Let OPTFC be the optimal solution of the forest cover problem over graph G, and let wi(OPTMC) be
its weighted index. The approximate solution APXFC obtained using the LP rounding, Algorithm 2, has a
weighted index value of wi(APXFC).

Theorem 5. wi(OPTFC) ≥ 1
2wi(APXFC).

Proof. In the algorithm we round up each isolated vertex i in ĈA such that x∗i ≥ 1
2x
′, and round down each

isolated vertex i in ĈB such that x∗i ≥ x′ = 0, then
∑

i∈ĈA

x∗i ≥ 1
2

∑
i∈ĈA

x′i. Similarly,
∑

i∈ĈB

x∗i ≥ 0.

By summing over all non-empty connected components in graph G∗ and the set of isolated vertices of
ĈA and ĈB , we obtain the following equation.∑

C∈C

∑
i∈VC

x∗i −
∑
C∈C

∑
(i,j)∈EC

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈ĈA

x∗i +
∑
i∈ĈB

x∗i

≥ 1

2
[
∑
T∈F

∑
i∈VT

x′i −
∑
T∈F

∑
(i,j)∈ET

y′ij(1− wij)] +
1

2

∑
i∈ĈA

x′i

∑
i∈VG∗

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EG∗

y∗ij(1− wij) ≥
1

2

∑
i∈VF

x′i −
1

2

∑
(i,j)∈EF

y′ij(1− wij) (18)

Recall, x∗i > 0 for each i ∈ VG∗ and x∗i = 0 for each i ∈ VG \VG∗ . Similarly, y∗ij > 0 for each (i, j) ∈ EG∗ and
y∗ij = 0 for each (i, j) ∈ EG \ EG∗ . Hence, we have∑

i∈VG

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EG

y∗ij(1− wij) =
∑

i∈VG∗

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EG∗

y∗ij(1− wij).

The weighted index(wi) of a forest F is defined as wi(F ) =
∑

e∈EF
w(e) + cF , where cF is the number of

connected components in F and EF is the set of edges in F . The solution of relaxed LP formulation of the
forest cover problem provides a lower bound on wi(OPTFC). Hence,

wi(OPTFC) ≥
∑
i∈VG

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EG

y∗ij(1− wij).

If APXFC is the approximate solution of the forest cover problem with weights index wi(APXFC) obtained
using the Algorithm 2, then using (18), we get the desired bound. wi(OPTFC) ≥

∑
i∈VG

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EG

y∗ij(1 −

wij) ≥ 1
2

∑
i∈VF

x′i − 1
2

∑
(i,j)∈EF

y′ij(1− wij) =
1
2wi(APXFC). ⊓⊔

4.2 Proof of Lemma 5

The steps involved in proving Theorem 5 are as follows: we first derive Corollary 1, which establishes a
partial relationship between the left-hand side (LHS) and the right-hand side (RHS) of the inequality given
in Lemma 5, without the terms multiplied by wij . This corollary is derived from Lemma 6, which proves that
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the relationship stated in the corollary is a loop invariant property that holds at the end of every iteration
of Kruskal’s algorithm [23] used in Algorithm 2 for constructing the MST M on a component C.

Next we derive Lemma 7 from Corollary 1, Corollary 2 and Lemma 6 by splitting the terms in the LHS of
the inequality stated in Corollary 1 and Lemma 6, respectively, based on the types of edges (remaining tree
edges, non-tree edges, deleted edges etc.) in the non-empty component. The next step is to prove Lemma 8,
which states that if the terms involving edges in LHS of the inequality stated in Lemma 7 are multiplied
by (1-wij), then the modified LHS remains greater than zero. Finally, we prove Lemma 5 using Lemma 8
by adding the terms given in the RHS of the inequality stated in Lemma 5 to both sides of the inequality
stated in Lemma 8.

If C = (VC , EC) is a connected component in G∗ (with at least one edge), then Algorithm 2 computers
MST, M on C. After deleting all the pendant vertices of M from the set V <0.5

C , we get the tree T . VD is
the set of vertices that were deleted from M , while ED is the set of edges that were deleted along with the
vertices of VD. ENT is the set of edges EC \ EM .

Let SoEC = (e1, e2, · · · , e|EC |) be the ordered sequence of edges in EC that were added by Kruskal’s
algorithm while forming MST M on C. The edges in SoEC are arranged in non-decreasing order of weights,
i.e., wep ≤ weq if p ≤ q. We define SoE

(1,r)
C as the sub-sequence of SoEC that contains the first r consecutive

edges of SoEC . Let an edge set EHr contains these r edges. Furthermore, let VHr be the set of all vertices
that are endpoints of edges in EHr . The edge set EHr over vertex set VHr forms a sub-graph Hr of C, where
Hr has a set of k non-empty connected components S1

r , · · · , Sk
r .

Let Mf
r = (VMf

r
, EMf

r
), where EMf

r
is the set of edges present in Sf

r that also appear in the minimum
spanning tree M , and VMf

r
is the set of all vertices that are endpoints of edges in EMf

r
. Similarly, let

T f
r = (VT f

r
, ET f

r
), where ET f

r
is the set of edges present in Sf

r that also appear in the tree T , and VT f
r

is the
set of all vertices that are endpoints of edges in ET f

r
. Let ENT f

r
be the set of edges in Sf

r that are not in
Mf

r . Let VDf
r

be the set of vertices that are in Sf
r as well as in VD. Finally, let EDf

r
be the set of all edges

deleted from M due to the deletion of vertices in the set VDf
r
.

Then the following lemma holds true, which states a partial relationship, without involving the terms
multiplied by wij , between the LHS and the RHS of the equation given in Lemma 5. This relationship holds
true at the end of every iteration of Kruskal’s algorithm while constructing a minimum spanning tree M on
C.

Lemma 6. In any non-empty connected component C of G∗, If Hr is a sub-graph of C formed by taking
the first r edges considered by Kruskal’s algorithm while constructing minimum spanning tree M on C, and
only the corresponding end vertices. Then, the following relationship holds:

∑
i∈VHr

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EHr

y∗ij ≥
k∑

f=1

 ∑
i∈V

T
f
r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

f
r

y′ij

 .

Proof. Hr has k non-empty connected components S1
r , · · · , Sk

r , therefore,
∑

i∈VHr

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EHr

y∗ij can be

rewritten as
k∑

f=1

(
∑

i∈V
S
f
r

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
S
f
r

y∗ij). We prove it by contradiction. Let us assume that

k∑
f=1

(
∑

i∈V
S
f
r

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
S
f
r

y∗ij) <

k∑
f=1

(
∑

i∈V
T

f
r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

f
r

y′ij)

.
This implies that there exists at least a sub-component Sh

r in Hr, for 1 ≤ h ≤ k, in which∑
i∈V

Sh
r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Sh
r

y′ij <
∑

i∈V
Mh

r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Mh

r

y′ij
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.
Recall that VSh

r
denotes the vertex set of the sub-component Sh

r , which is formed due to the edge set
ESh

r
. ESh consists of all the edges in G∗ that connect vertices within VSh

r
. Given the constraint of the LP

formulation, we have a set of vertices VSh
r
⊆ V such that∑

i∈V
Sh
r

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Sh

y∗ij ≥ 1 (19)

We only include the r least weight edges of C in the set EHr . However, there may be some high-weight
edges in EG∗ that have both end vertices in the set VSh

r
, but are not present in the set ESh

r
. The set ESh

r

consists of edges in the sub-graph of G induced by the vertex set VSh
r
, which means that ESh

r
⊆ ESh . We

can rewrite (19) as follows: ∑
i∈V

Sh
r

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Sh
r

y∗ij ≥ 1 (20)

Next, we prove that the sub-graph Mh
r is a spanning tree on Sh

r . Suppose that the sub-graph Mh
r is not

a spanning tree on Sh
r . Note that Mh

r is also a sub-graph of MST M on C. Therefore, edges in Mh
r do not

form a cycle. This means that for Mh
r to not be a spanning tree on Sh

r , the graph (VSh
r
, EMh

r
) must have

more than one connected component. It is important to note that these components are connected to each
other in Sh

r through edges that are not present in Mh
r . In Sh

r , each connected component in the graph (VSh
r
,

EMh
r
) is connected to another such component via an edge that is present in Sh

r , but not in Mh
r .

e

e′

Mh,2
rMh,1

r
Sh
r

Fig. 2: The sub-graphs of Mh
r in the sub-component Sh

r .

Consider the graph (VSh
r
, EMh

r
) and let Mh,1

r and Mh,2
r be two of its connected components that are

connected in Sh
r by some edges. Let e = (i, j) ∈ ESh

r
be the edge with the least weight, connecting Mh,1

r and
Mh,2

r , where i ∈ VMh,1
r

and j ∈ VMh,2
r

. Although i and j are disconnected in (VSh
r
, EMh

r
) as e /∈ EMh

r
, they

are still connected in M . Therefore, a path P (i, j) must exist from node i to node j in M .
The weight of every edge e′ on the path P (i, j), denoted by w(e′), should be less than or equal to the

weight of edge e. Furthermore, every edge e′ on the path P (i, j) with a weight equal to w(e) must have been
considered before edge e in Kruskal’s algorithm. Otherwise, e′ would not have been selected in M , and e
would have been chosen in M , which is not possible. Therefore, all edges e′ on the path P (i, j) must have
been considered before edge e by Kruskal’s algorithm for finding M .
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If e is in Hr, then all edges e′ on the path P (i, j) must also be present in Hr and further in Sh
r connecting

node i and node j. Since all the edges in the path P (i, j) are in M , node i and node j will also be connected
via path P (i, j) in the graph (VSh

r
, EMh

r
). This contradicts the assumption that node i and node j belong

to two different connected components Mh,1
r and Mh,2

r , respectively, which are not connected in the graph
(VSh

r
, EMh

r
). Hence, Mh

r is a spanning tree on Sh
r .

After removing the vertices of the set VDh
r

and the edges of EDh
r

from Mh
r , the remaining sub-graph Th

r

is a tree over the vertex set VTh
r
. The number of edges in Th

r is exactly one less than the number of vertices,
i.e.

|VTh
r
| − |ETh

r
| = 1, =⇒

∑
i∈V

Th
r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Th
r

y′ij = 1

.
This is due to the rounding algorithm, which picks all the vertices and edges of T by rounding up the

values corresponding to the vertices and edges of T in the fractional solution.∑
i∈V

Sh
r

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Sh
r

y∗ij ≥ 1 =
∑

i∈V
Th
r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Th
r

y′ij .

Therefore, (20) can be re-written as∑
i∈V

Sh
r

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Sh
r

y∗ij ≥
∑

i∈V
Th
r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
Th
r

y′ij (21)

This contradicts the assumption that there exists at least a sub-component Sh
r ∈ Hr, in which

∑
i∈V

Sh
r

x′i −∑
(i,j)∈E

Sh
r

y′ij <
∑

i∈V
Th
r

x′i−
∑

(i,j)∈E
Th
r

y′ij . By taking sum over all the components Sf
r ∈ Hr, we get the relationship

stated in the statement of the Lemma. ⊓⊔

Lemma 6 states that in a non-empty connected component C of G∗, if r = |EC |, then C = H|EC |.
Therefore, we can derive the following corollary.

Corollary 1. In a non-empty connected component C of G∗, Let T be the remaining tree derived from C
using Algorithm 2 (Steps 6-8). Then, the following relationship holds:∑

i∈VC

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EC

y∗ij ≥
∑
i∈VT

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈ET

y′ij .

We split the terms on the left-hand side of the inequality (in Collolary above) based on the types of edges
in the component C. The edge set EC is partitioned into three sets: ET (tree edges), ED (deleted edges),
and ENT (non-tree edges). ET can be further divided into two sets: ET≥.5 = {(i, j) ∈ ET | y∗ij ≥ 0.5} and
ET<.5 = {(i, j) ∈ ET | y∗ij < 0.5}. In addition, the vertex set VC is partitioned into VT and VD. These sets
are related as follows:

∑
i∈VT

x∗i +
∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗i,j −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

y∗i,j −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

y∗i,j −
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗i,j

≥
∑
i∈VT

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

y′i,j −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

y′i,j (22)

We define some constants as follows. For each (i, j) ∈ ET≥.5 , βij = y∗ij − 1
2y
′
ij where 0 ≤ βij ≤ 1

2 . For
each (i, j) ∈ ET<.5 , ζij = 1

2y
′
ij − y∗ij where 0 ≤ ζij ≤ 1

2 . For each i ∈ VT , γi = x∗i − 1
2x
′
i where −12 ≤ γi ≤ 1

2 .
Using these constants, (22) can be rewritten as
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∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗ij +
∑
i∈VT

[
1

2
x′i + γi]−

∑
(i,j)∈E

T≥.5

[
1

2
y′ij + βij ]

−
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

[
1

2
y′ij − ζij ]−

∑
(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ij ≥
∑
i∈VT

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

y′ij −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

y′ij (23)

If we subtract 1
2

∑
VT

x′i,
1
2

∑
E

T≥.5
y′ij , and 1

2

∑
ET<.5

y′ij from both sides of (23), we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 7. In a non-empty connected component C of G∗, the following holds:∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗ij +
∑
i∈VT

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζij −
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ij ≥

1

2

∑
i∈VT

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

y′ij −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

y′ij


Lemma 6 states that in a non-empty connected component C, if Hr is the sub-graph formed by considering

the first r edges of Kruskal’s algorithm from EC , then the following inequality holds.

∑
i∈VHr

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EHr

y∗ij ≥
k∑

f=1

(
∑

i∈V
T

f
r

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

f
r

y′ij).

It is possible to perform the same partitioning of the edge set and vertex set as was done to derive Lemma 7
for the above relationship. The edge set EHr

is partitioned into three sets: ETr
= {(i, j) ∈ EHr

|(i, j) ∈ T},
EDr

= {(i, j) ∈ EHr
|(i, j) ∈ ED}, ENTr

= {(i, j) ∈ EHr
|(i, j) ∈ NT}. The set ETr

is further partitioned into
two sets: E

T
≥.5
r

= {(i, j) ∈ ETr |y∗ij ≥ .5} and ET<.5
r

= {(i, j) ∈ ETr |y∗ij < .5}. Similarly, the vertex set VHr is
partitioned into VTr (the set of all vertices which are endpoints of edges in ETr ) and VDr = {i ∈ VHr |i /∈ VTr}.

Note that EHr
=

k∑
f=1

ESf
r
, ETr

=
k∑

f=1

ET f
r
, EDr

=
k∑

f=1

EDf
r
, ENTr

=
k∑

f=1

ENT f
r
, VHr

=
k∑

f=1

VSf
r
,

VTr =
k∑

f=1

VT f
r
, and VDr =

k∑
f=1

VDf
r
.

Then, the following corollary can be derived.

Corollary 2. In a connected component C, if we consider the first r edges from EC using Kruskal’s algorithm
to form the sub-graph Hr, then we have:

∑
i∈VDr

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDr

y∗ij +
∑

i∈VTr

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
r

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
r

ζij −
∑

(i,j)∈ENTr

y∗ij ≥

1

2

 ∑
i∈VTr

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
r

y′ij −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
r

y′ij


T is a connected sub-tree of MST M on component C. Hence, |VT | − |ET | = 1. ET is partitioned into

two sets ET≥.5 and ET<.5 . Therefore,∑
i∈VT

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

y′ij −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

y′ij = 1.
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Then, from Lemma 7 we have

∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗ij +
∑
i∈VT

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζij −
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ij ≥ 1

2

Since 0 ≤ (1 − wij) ≤ 1, for each (i, j) ∈ ED multiplying (1 − wij) with the corresponding y∗ij for each
(i, j) ∈ ED in the above equation yields the following inequality:

∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈VT

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζij

−
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ij ≥
1

2
(24)

The next lemma states that if the terms involving edges in LHS of the inequality stated in Lemma 7 are
multiplied by (1-wij), then the modified LHS remains greater than zero.

Lemma 8. In a non-empty connected component C of G∗, the following holds:∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈VT

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βij(1− wij)

+
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ij(1− wij) ≥ 0 (25)

LHS of (25) in Lemma 8 is obtained by adding∑
(i,j)∈E

T≥.5

βijwij −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ijwij

to the LHS of (24).
We refer to the terms βijwij , ζijwij , and y∗ijwij as edge-weight-multiplied terms in (24). We classify

ζijwi,j as the negative additive term and the other two as positive. Using (24) it is easy to note that if∑
(i,j)∈ET≥.5

βijwij −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ijwij ≥ 0 then (25) is true. But when
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βijwij −∑
(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ijwij < 0, then it is not straightforward.

To prove Lemma 8, we partition the edge set EC into two non-trivial partitions, the procedure for which
is discussed below. We then capture the relationships within each partition using a few lemmas. We evaluate
the summation of corresponding terms for the edges and vertices of both partitions separately. Finally, we
add the derived inequalities to prove the Lemma.

Recall that SoEC = (e1, e2, · · · , e|EC |) is defined as the sequence of all edges in EC taken in the
same order in which Kruskal’s algorithm considered edges while forming the MST M on C. Each edge
is present in exactly one of the edge partitions ET≥.5 , ET<.5 , ED or ENT of EC . We break SoEC into k

sub-sequences SoE(1,r1)
C , SoE

(r1+1,r2)
C , · · · , SoE(rk−1+1,|EC |)

C , where SoE(rz+1,r(z+1))

C denotes the sub-sequence
(erz+1, erz+2, · · · , er(z+1)

).
We refer to the sum of edge-weight-multiplied terms corresponding to the edges in a sub-sequence as

the sum of weighted terms. For each (i, j) ∈ ET<.5
t

, we add −ζijwij to the sum of weighted terms. For each
(i, j) ∈ E

T
≥.5
t

, we add βijwij to the sum of weighted terms. For each (i, j) ∈ ENTt , we add y∗ijwij to the sum
of weighted terms. Our idea of breaking SoEC is to create sub-sequences that facilitate the computation of
the sum of weighted terms for each edge partition is as follow.
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– Step1: The set SoE
(1,r1)
C contains all edges that appeared before the arrival of the first edge from set

ET<.5 . The sum of the edge-weight-multiplied terms corresponding to the edges in the sub-sequence
SoE

(1,r1)
C is positive as only edges from the sets ET≥.5 or ENT have appeared so far and the corresponding

edge-weight-multiplied terms are positive additive terms.
– Step 2: The first edge in SoE

(r1+1,r2)
C is from set ET<.5 , and therefore, the corresponding edge-weight-

multiplied term is a negative additive term. Hence, the sum of weighted terms for this sub-sequence so
far is also negative. We keep adding more edges of any type to SoEC until the sum of weighted terms
for this sub-sequence becomes non-negative for the first time. At this point, if the upcoming edges are
from the sets ET≥.5 , or ENT , we add them to the sequence until the arrival of the next edge from set
ET<.5 til the sum of weighted terms for this sub-sequence became non-negative for the first time. The
edges added so far form a sub-sequence SoE

(r1+1,r2)
C where the last edge er2 is definitely from ET≥.5 , or

ENT . Note that the sum of weighted terms, i.e., the sum of edge-weight-multiplied terms corresponding
to the edges in the sub-sequence SoE

(r1+1,r2)
C is positive.

We repeat Step 2 to form the remaining sub-sequences, ensuring the sum of weighted terms of all sub-
sequences except the last one is positive. If∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βijwij −
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗ijwij < 0,

then the sum of weighted terms of the last sub-sequence is negative.
Let SoEC be partitioned into p sub-sequences as above. Let et = er(p−1)

be the last edge of (p − 1)th

sub-sequence. Let et+1 = (u, v) be the first edge in the last sub-sequence SoE
(rp−1+1,|EC |)
C which is the

(t+1)th edge, i.e., (r(p−1)+1)th edge in sequence SoEC . Let EHt
be the set of the first t edges in SoEC . Let

EHt
= EC \EHt be the set of all edges considered since consideration of (u, v) by Kruskal’s algorithm from

EC . EHt = {e1, e2, · · · , et} and EHt
= {et+1, et+2, · · · , e|EC |}. Let VHt be the set of all vertices corresponding

to EHt
appearing before (u, v). Let VHt

be the set of all vertices which are endpoints of edges in EHt
and

have not appeared in VHt
. The edge set EHt

is partitioned into: EDt
, E

T
≥.5
t

, ET<.5
t

, and ENTt
, similar to

the partitioning done earlier. Note that ET<.5
t

∪ E
T

≥.5
t

is collectively referred as ETt . The edge set EHt
is

partitioned into: EDt
, E

T
≥.5
t

, E
T<.5
t

, and ENTt
. The vertex set VHt

is partitioned into: VDt
and VTt

. Further,
the set VTt

is partitioned into V
T

≥.5
t

and VT<.5
t

. The vertex set VHt
is partitioned into: VDt

and VTt
. Further,

the set VTt
is partitioned into V

T
≥.5
t

and V
T<.5
t

.

Lemma 9. Let et be the last edge of (p−1)th sub-sequence. Let Ht be a subgraph of a non-empty component
C constructed based on edge set EHt

which is the set of the first t edges in SoEC , i.e, EHt
= {e1, e2, · · · , et}.

Let Ht has Q connected components. Then, the following relationship holds:∑
i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈VTt

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij(1− wij)

+
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij(1− wij) ≥
Q

2
(26)

Proof. Consider Ht which is formed by taking the set of the first t edges in SoEC based on component C,
from Corollary 2, we have:∑

i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij +
∑
i∈VTt

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij −
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij ≥

1

2

 ∑
i∈VTt

x′i −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

y′ij −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

y′ij


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Note that (VTt , ETt) has Q connected components because removal of VDt , EDt , and ENTt from Ht results
in (VTt , ETt) without any change in the number of connected components. Therefore,

∑
i∈VTt

x′i−
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

y′ij−∑
(i,j)∈E

T<.5
t

y′ij ≥ Q. Hence,

∑
i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij +
∑
i∈VTt

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij −
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij ≥ Q

2
.

Since the sum of weighted terms for all the sub-sequences except for the last sub-sequence occurring after
edge et, i.e.,

∑
(i,j)∈E

T
≥.5
t

βijwij −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ijwij is positive, adding it to the left hand side

of the above equation give us:∑
i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij +
∑
i∈VTt

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij(1− wij)

+
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij(1− wij) ≥
Q

2

For each (i, j) ∈ EDt
, (1− wij) ≤ 1, after multiplying corresponding (1− wij) with y∗ij we get (26). ⊓⊔

Next, we analyse the edges in EHt
= {et+1, et+2, · · · , e|EC |}. The sum of weighted terms of the last

sub-sequence containing these edges is negative. We can express it as:∑
(i,j)∈E

T<.5
t

ζijwij ≥
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ijwij (27)

Recall, each (i, j) ∈ E
T<.5
t

adds −ζijwij , each (i, j) ∈ E
T

≥.5
t

, adds βijwij , and each (i, j) ∈ ENTt
adds

y∗ijwij to the sum of weighted terms. The first edge in the last sub-sequence et+1 belongs to E
T<.5
t

. Hence,
the sum of weighted terms for the last sub-sequence is negative. The sum of weighted terms in the last
sub-sequence never becomes positive and remains negative as each subsequent edge is considered, starting
from the appearance of the first edge et+1 in the sub-sequence. This is true even if the edges considered
after et+1 belong to E

T
≥.5
t

or ENTt
, which add positive edge-weight-multiplied terms to the sum of weighted

terms for this sub-sequence.
Next, we prove the following lemma, which states that the inequality mentioned in (27) holds even when

weight coefficients are ignored.

Lemma 10. The following relationship holds among the edges from ETt∑
(i,j)∈E

T<.5
t

ζij ≥
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij (28)

Proof (Proof Idea:).
The first edge in the last sub-sequence is et+1 = (u1, v1) which belongs in E

T<.5
t

, therefore, the sum of
weighted terms for the last sub-sequence is initialized with −ζu1v1wu1v1 . Let et+s = (u2, v2) be the second
edge of type E

T<.5
t

in the sub-sequence SoE
(rk−1+1,|EC |)
C . Then, the weighted sum corresponding to the edges

of type E
T

≥.5
t

and ENTt
occurring between et+1 and et+s is
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∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈E

T
≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}
βijwij +

∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt

| 1<k<s}
y∗ijwij . Recall the sum of weighted terms for the

last sub-sequence never becomes non-negative and remains negative at each step of considering the next
edges since consideration of et+1. Therefore,

ζu1v1wu1v1 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ijwij .

Since, wet+1 ≤ wet+2 ≤ · · · ≤ wet+s , we have

ζu1v1 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ij (29)

As wu1v1 ≤ wu2v2 , hence from the the above equation, we have

ζu1v1wu1v1 −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βijwu1v1 −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ijwu1v1

≤ ζu1v1wu2v2 −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βijwu2v2 −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ijwu2v2

Since, wu1v1 = wet+1
≤ wet+2

≤ · · · ≤ wet+s
= wu2v2 , We can rewrite the above equations as

ζu1v1wu1v1 −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βijwij −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ijwij

≤ ζu1v1wu2v2 −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βijwu2v2 −
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ijwu2v2 (30)

Let et+z = (u3, v3) be the third edge of type E
T<.5
t

in the sequence SoE(rk−1+1,|EC |)
C . The sum of weighted

terms for the last sub-sequence just before consideration of et+z = (u3, v3) is −ζu1v1wu1v1 − ζu2v2wu2v2 +∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈E

T
≥.5
t

| 1<k<z}
βijwij +

∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt

| 1<k<z}
y∗ijwij . Since it is negative, we have the following

ζu1v1wu1v1 + ζu2v2wu2v2 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<z}

βijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<z}

y∗ijwij .

If we regroup the positive edge-weight-multiplied terms for the edges in the sub-sequence {et+2, · · · , et+s−1}
and {et+s+1, · · · , et+z−1} separately, we have

ζu1v1wu1v1 + ζu2v2wu2v2 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ijwij

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| s<k<z}

βijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| s<k<z}

y∗ijwij .

Using (30), we may rewrite the above equation as
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ζu1v1wu2v2 + ζu2v2wu2v2 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βijwu2v2 +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ijwu2v2

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| s<k<z}

βijwij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| s<k<z}

y∗ijwij .

Dividing both sides by wu2v2 , we get

ζu1v1 + ζu2v2 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ij

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| s<k<z}

βij
wij

wu2v2

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| s<k<z}

y∗ij
wij

wu2v2

.

Since, wu2v2 = wet+s
≤ wet+s+1

≤ · · · ≤ wet+z
= wu3v3 , we have

ζu1v1 + ζu2v2 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ij

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| s<k<z}

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| s<k<z}

y∗ij .

If we merge the positive edge-weight-multiplied terms for the edges in the sub-sequence
{et+2, · · · , et+s−1} and {et+s+1, · · · , et+z−1}, we have

ζu1v1 + ζu2v2 ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<z}

βij +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<z}

y∗ij (31)

We can now prove Lemma 10 by induction. ⊓⊔

Using similar arguments, we prove the next lemma.

Lemma 11. The following relationship holds among the edges from ETt
:∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij(1− wij) ≥
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij(1− wij) (32)

Proof (Proof Idea:). To establish the base case, we multiply with (1 − wu1v1) on both sides of (29). This
gives the following inequality,

ζu1v1(1 − wu1v1) ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij(1− wu1v1) +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ij(1− wu1v1)

Since wu1v1 = wet+1 ≤ wet+2 ≤ · · ·wet+s−1 ≤ wet+s = wu2v2 =⇒ (1−wu1v1) = (1−wet+1) ≥ (1−wet+2) ≥
· · · (1−wet+s−1) ≥ (1−wu2v2) = (1−wet+s). Hence, (1−wu1v1) ≥ (1−wij) for (i, j) ∈ {et+k ∈ E

T
≥.5
t

| 1 <

k < s}. Therefore, we can rewrite the above equation as
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ζu1v1(1 − wu1v1) ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ij(1− wij)

Similarly, if we multiply (1− wu2v2) on both sides of (31), we get the following.

ζu1v1(1− wu2v2) + ζu2v2(1− wu2v2) ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij(1− wu2v2)+

∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt

| 1<k<s}

y∗ij(1− wu2v2) +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| s<k<z}

βij(1− wu2v2)

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| s<k<z}

y∗ij(1− wu2v2). (33)

Since wu1v1 ≤ wu2v2 =⇒ (1− wu1v1) ≥ (1− wu2v2), from (29), we have

=⇒ ζu1v1(1− wu1v1)−
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij(1− wu1v1)

−
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ij(1− wu1v1) ≥ ζu1v1(1− wu2v2)

−
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij(1− wu2v2)−
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| 1<k<s}

y∗ij(1− wu2v2)

Using the inequality above, (33) is rewritten as

ζu1v1(1− wu1v1) + ζu2v2(1− wu2v2) ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij(1− wu1v1)+

∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt

| 1<k<s}

y∗ij(1− wu1v1) +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| s<k<z}

βij(1− wu2v2)

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| s<k<z}

y∗ij(1− wu2v2). (34)

Recall, wu1v1 = wet+1 ≤ wet+2 ≤ · · ·wet+s−1 ≤ wu2v2 = wet+s ≤ wet+s+1 ≤ · · · ≤ wet+z−1 =⇒
(1−wu1v1) = (1−wet+1) ≥ (1−wet+2) ≥ · · · (1−wet+s−1 ≥ (1−wu2v2) = (1−wet+s) ≥ (1−wet+s+1) ≥ · · · ≥
(1−wet+z−1

)). Hence, (1−wu1v1) ≥ (1−wij) for (i, j) ∈ {et+k ∈ E
T

≥.5
t

| 1 < k < s} and (1−wu2v2) ≥ (1−wij)

for (i, j) ∈ {et+k ∈ E
T

≥.5
t

| s < k < z}. Therefore, we can rewrite as

ζu1v1(1− wu1v1) + ζu2v2(1− wu2v2) ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<s}

βij(1− wij)+

∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt

| 1<k<s}

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| s<k<z}

βij(1− wij)

+
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt
| s<k<z}

y∗ij(1− wij).
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If we regroup the positive edge-weight-multiplied terms for the edges in the sub-sequence
{et+2, · · · , et+s−1} and {et+s+1, · · · , et+z−1} separately, we have

ζu1v1(1− wu1v1) + ζu2v2(1− wu2v2) ≥
∑

(i,j)∈{et+k∈E
T

≥.5
t

| 1<k<z}

βij(1− wij)+

∑
(i,j)∈{et+k∈ENTt

| 1<k<z}

y∗ij(1− wij).

We can use the above idea to prove (32) using induction. ⊓⊔

Finally, we consider the vertices from VTt
which are further partitioned into V

T
≥.5
t

and V
T<.5
t

. Each vertex

i ∈ V
T

≥.5
t

contributes in terms of γi for 0 ≥ γi ≥ 1
2 and each vertex i ∈ V

T<.5
t

contributes in terms of γi for
−1
2 ≤ γi ≤ 0.

Lemma 12. If Ht has Q connected components then the following relationship holds among the vertices
from VTt

: ∑
i∈V

T<.5
t

γi +
∑

i∈V
T

≥.5
t

γi ≥
−Q

2
(35)

Proof. Let E
TA
t

be the set of edges with endpoints in the set V
T

≥.5
t

or one end is in the set V
T

≥.5
t

and the
other in VTt = VT<.5

t
∪V

T
≥.5
t

. Let E
TB
t

be the set of edges whose one end vertex is in the set V
T<.5
t

and other
end vertex is either in the set V

T
≥.5
t

or V
T

≥.5
t

. Then, the edge set ETt
is partitioned into E

TA
t

and E
TB
t

.
From T , if we delete all the edges from the set E

TB
t

, we get a set of non-empty connected components S

over vertex set VTt ∪V
T

≥.5
t

and all the vertices from set V
T<.5
t

are now isolated vertices. Let S′ be the set of all

those connected components in S which are formed over vertices from a subset of V
T

≥.5
t

. Let S′′ be the set of
those connected components in S that contain at least one vertex from the set VTt

. Note that some connected
components in S′′ may also contain some vertices from the set V

T
≥.5
t

. Then, S may be partitioned into S′ and

S′′. Recall that (VTt , ETt) has Q connected components. (VTt , ETt) is a subgraph of S′′. In addition to ETt ,
S′′ may contain some edges from E

TA
t

whose one end vertex is in VTt
and other end vertex is in V

T
≥.5
t

. Note

that such edges either merge connected components from (VTt , ETt) or extend some connected component
from (VTt , ETt) by adding some edges from E

TA
t

to form connected components in S′′. In both cases, the
number of connected components doesn’t increase but may decrease. Therefore, |S′′| ≤ Q. Degree of each
vertex i ∈ V

T<.5
t

is at least two. Therefore, the number of incident edges on the vertices from set V
T<.5
t

is at
least 2 · |V

T<.5
t

| i.e. |E
TB
t
| ≥ 2 · |V

T<.5
t

|.
Let T ′ = (VT ′ , ET ′) be a tree obtained from T when all edges of each component in S have been contracted.

Note that in this process, all edges of a component in S form a vertex after contraction. Let U be the set of all
such vertices formed after contracting the edges of the components, i.e, and |U | = |S|. Then, VT ′ = V

T<.5
t

⋃
U

and ET ′ = E
TB
t

. In tree T ′, |VT ′ | = |ET ′ |+ 1 ≥ 2|V
T<.5
t

|+ 1. It implies that |V
T<.5
t

|+ |U | ≥ 2|V
T<.5
t

|+ 1 or
we can rewrite |V

T<.5
t

|+ |S| ≥ 2|V
T<.5
t

|+ 1. Hence, |S| ≥ |V
T<.5
t

|+ 1.
A matching in a graph is a subset of edges with no common end vertex. A graph is bipartite if its vertex

set can be split into two sets such that every edge has one end vertex in each set. In a bipartite graph, a
matching M saturates a vertex partition V1 if for each vertex in V1, there is an edge in M that is incident
on that vertex. The neighborhood of a vertex set X is defined as N(X) = {j|(i, j) ∈ E and i ∈ X}. Hall’s
theorem [14] states that a bipartite graph has a matching that saturates V1 if and only if |N(X ′)| ≥ |X ′| for
all X ′ ⊆ X.
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Tree T ′ = (VT ′ , ET ′) is a bipartite graph (V
T<.5
t

∪U,E
TB
t
) with vertex partitions V

T<.5
t

and S. Degree of
each vertex i ∈ V

T<.5
t

is at least 2 and there is no cycle in T ′. Therefore, |N(X ′)| ≥ |X ′| for all X ′ ⊆ V
T<.5
t

.
Hence, by Hall’s theorem, T ′ has a matching M that saturates V

T<.5
t

. We have a matching, denoted by M ,
which connects the vertices from V

T<0.5
t

to distinct vertices in U , using edges present in M . There are two
kinds of vertices in U , one due to contracting the edges in the components present in S′ and the other due
to contracting the edges in the components present in S′′. Next, we analyze the edges in matching M . First,
we consider the edges that link the vertices from V

T
≥.5
t

with some vertices in U corresponding to components

in S′, Afterwards, we consider the edges that link vertices from V
T

≥.5
t

with some vertices in U corresponding

to components in S′′.
Recall, each vertex i ∈ V

T
≥.5
t

contributes 0 ≥ γi ≥ 1
2 and each vertex i ∈ V

T<.5
t

contributes −12 ≥ γi ≥ 0.

Given the first constraint of the LP, x∗i +x∗j ≥ 1 for each edge. Therefore, for each edge (i, j), where i ∈ V
T<.5
t

and j ∈ V
T

≥.5
t

, γi + γj ≥ 0. For each edge (i, j) ∈ M , where i ∈ V
T<.5
t

and j ∈ U corresponding to some

component S′, i.e. j ∈ VS′ ⊆ V
T

≥.5
t

, we have γi + γj ≥ 0.

For each edge (i, j) ∈ M , where i ∈ V
T<.5
t

and j ∈ U corresponding to some component S′′, we have

γi ≥ −1
2 . Recall that |S′′| ≤ |Q|, and there are at most S′′ many edges present in the matching that connect

some vertices from V
T<.5
t

with some vertices in U corresponding to components in S′′. Therefore, we have∑
i∈V

T<.5
t

γi +
∑

i∈V
T

≥.5
t

γi ≥
−Q

2

⊓⊔

Now we are ready to prove Lemma 8.

Proof (Proof of Lemma 8:).
After adding (26) and (32) we get the following equation:

∑
i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈VTt

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βi,j(1− wij)

+
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζi,j(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗i,j(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij(1− wij)

−
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij(1− wij) ≥
Q

2
. (36)

In the sub-graph Ht,
∑

i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij ≥ 0 and wijy
∗
ij ≥ 0 for all (i, j) ∈ EDt

. Hence, we have∑
i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

(1− wij)y
∗
ij ≥ 0. Therefore, given VDt

and edges from EDt
, (36) is rewritten as

∑
i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈VTt

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βi,j(1− wij)

+
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζi,j(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗i,j(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij(1− wij)

−
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑

i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij(1− wij) ≥
Q

2
(37)
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After adding (37) and (35) we get,

∑
i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈VTt

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij(1− wij)

−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈E
T<.5
t

ζij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈E
T

≥.5
t

βij(1− wij)

−
∑

(i,j)∈ENTt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑

i∈VDt

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈EDt

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑

i∈V
T<.5
t

γi +
∑

i∈V
T

≥.5
t

γi ≥ 0 (38)

E
TB
t E

TA
t

V
T<.5
t

V
T<.5
t

V

T
≥.5
t

V
T

≥.5
t

E
TB
t

E
TA
t

Fig. 3: Partition of vertices and edges

To (38), we add terms of sub-graph Ht and Ht, i.e, VD = VDt
∪ VDt

, ED = EDt
∪ EDt

, VT = VTt
∪ VTt

,
ET≥.5 = E

T
≥.5
t

∪ E
T

≥.5
t

, ET<.5 = ET<.5
t

∪ E
T<.5
t

, and ENT = ENTt
∪ ENTt

. Then, the following inequality
holds in a connected component C.

∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗ij(1− wij) +
∑
i∈VT

γi −
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βi,j(1− wi,j)

+
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζi,j(1− wi,j)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗i,j(1− wi,j) ≥ 0. (39)

This proves Lemma 8. ⊓⊔

Finally, we prove Lemma 5 based on the lemmas and results derived in this section.

Proof (Proof of Lemma 5).
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After adding 1
2

∑
VT

x′i term, − 1
2

∑
E

T≥.5

y′ij(1 − wij) term, and − 1
2

∑
ET<.5

y′ij(1 − wij) term to both sides of

(25) of Lemma 8, we get

∑
i∈VD

x∗i −
∑

(i,j)∈ED

y∗ij(1− wij) +
1

2

∑
VT

x′i +
∑
i∈VT

γi −
1

2

∑
E

T≥.5

y′ij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈E
T≥.5

βi,j(1− wi,j)

− 1

2

∑
ET<.5

y′ij(1− wij) +
∑

(i,j)∈ET<.5

ζi,j(1− wi,j)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗i,j(1− wi,j)

≥ 1

2

∑
VT

x′i −
1

2

∑
E

T≥.5

y′ij(1− wij)−
1

2

∑
ET<.5

y′ij(1− wij)

=⇒
∑
VD

x∗i +
∑
VT

x∗i −
∑
VD

y∗ij(1− wij)−
∑

E
T≥.5

y∗ij(1− wij)−
∑

ET<.5

y∗ij(1− wij)−
∑

(i,j)∈ENT

y∗i,j(1− wi,j) ≥

1
2

∑
VT

x′i − 1
2

∑
E

T≥.5

y′ij(1− wij)− 1
2

∑
ET<.5

y′ij(1− wij)

=⇒
∑
VC

x∗i −
∑
EC

y∗ij(1− wi,j) ≥ 1
2

[∑
VT

x′i −
∑
ET

y′i,j(1− wi,j)
]

⊓⊔

5 Improved Approximation for Bounded Forest Cover (BFC)

Bounded Forest Cover (BFC) was studied in [11], where they show that the problem is NP-complete and
gave an 8-approximation algorithm. We improve this factor to 6 using the 2-factor approximation algorithm
for the forest cover problem given in Sectio 4. We define the bounded forest cover problem next.
Bounded Forest Cover(BFC): We are given a graph G with positive weights on the edges and a param-
eter λ ≥ 0. The goal is to find a minimum-sized collection of trees T1, T2, . . . Tk such that the weight of each
Ti ≤ λ and the vertices in ∪k

i=1Ti form a vertex cover of the graph. By minimum-sized collection, we mean
k should be the smallest possible. We can assume that the weight on any edge is at most λ.

We will construct a new graph G′ from G with weights on the edges in the interval [0, 1] as follows: the
vertex and edge set remains unchanged, if we is the weight on edge e ∈ G then w′e the weight on e ∈ G′ is
defined as follows:

w′e =

{
1, ifwe > λ/2

2we/λ, otherwise.

Lemma 13 (Lemma 2 in [21]). Given a tree T with weight w(T ) and a parameter β > 0 such that all the
edges of T have weight at most β, we can edge-decompose T into trees T1, . . . Tk with k ≤ max{w(T )/β, 1}
such that w(Ti) ≤ 2β for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Next, we solve the forest cover problem approximately using the results in the previous section. This approx-
imate solution gives us a collection C of k trees in G′. Each tree Ti in the collection C is edge-decomposed
into a collection Si of tree T1, T2, . . . , Tm using Lemma 13 (with β = 1). Each tree in collection Si has weight
at most 2 in G′.

Observation 1 Let OPT ′ be the value of the optimal solution to the forest cover problem. Let the optimal
solution (trees; each with weight at most λ) to BFC be Λ1, . . . , ΛOPT . Then, the value of the optimal solution
to bounded forest cover is OPT. Since the optimal solution to BFC is a feasible solution the forest cover
problem and w′(Λi) ≤ 2 (feasible solution to BFC), we get OPT ′ ≤

∑OPT
i=1 w′(Λi) +OPT ≤ 3OPT .

Next, we need to convert the solution in G′ to a solution to the bounded forest cover problem and analyze
the performance ratio. All the vertices that are in the solution to the 2-approximate solution to the forest
cover problem forms a vertex cover in the bounded forest cover problem. The trees in Si obtained using the
edge-decomposition in Lemma 13 (for all i) are the trees in the approximate solution to the BFC.
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Observation 2 If any of trees use a weight of edge 1, then we simply remove the edge from the solution; this
does not change the objective function value of the forest cover problem. Therefore, without loss of generality,
we assume that all the trees use only edges with weights < 1 in G′. Equivalently, in G, the weight of the
edges of all the trees is at most λ/2.

The number of trees in BFC, by Lemma 13 are
∑k

i=1 max{w′(Ti), 1} ≤
∑k

i=1( w′(Ti) + 1) where each
Ti is a connected component in some G0 (the graph with weights 0/1 used in the previous section) and
w′(Ti) =

∑
e∈Ti

w′e and k is the number of connected connected components.
∑k

i=1(w
′(Ti)+1) is by definition

the value of the 2-approximate solution to the forest cover problem. Therefore, using Observation 1, we get∑k
i=1(w

′(Ti) + 1) ≤ 2OPT ′ ≤ 6OPT . Therefore, the number of trees is at most a multiplicative factor of 6
of the minimum possible. Each tree has weight w(T ) =

∑
e∈T we =

∑
e∈T w′eλ/2 (by Observation 2). Also,∑

e∈T w′e ≤ 2, therefore w(T ) ≤ λ. Therefore, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6. There exists a 6-factor approximation algorithm for the bounded forest cover problem.

6 Conclusions

We suggest an improved method to approximate the bounded component forest cover problem using LP-
rounding. This method is based on the 2-approximation algorithm for the forest cover problem also developed
here. We also give a probabilistic approximation algorithm for forest cover with an approximation factor of
2 + ϵ. The probabilistic technique may be of independent interest. It would be valuable to explore ways to
improve the approximation factor and consider covering graphs with other types of subgraphs. Additionally,
we could investigate bidirectional linear programming formulations for the forest cover problem.
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