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On Connectedness of Solutions to Integer Linear Systems*'

Takasugu Shigenobu? Naoyuki Kamiyama?

Abstract

An integer linear system (ILS) is a linear system with integer constraints. The solution
graph of an ILS is defined as an undirected graph defined on the set of feasible solutions
to the ILS. A pair of feasible solutions is connected by an edge in the solution graph if the
Hamming distance between them is 1. We consider a property of the coefficient matrix of
an ILS such that the solution graph is connected for any right-hand side vector. Especially,
we focus on the existence of an elimination ordering (EO) of a coefficient matrix, which is
known as the sufficient condition for the connectedness of the solution graph for any right-
hand side vector. That is, we consider the question whether the existence of an EO of the
coefficient matrix is a necessary condition for the connectedness of the solution graph for
any right-hand side vector. We first prove that if a coefficient matrix has at least four rows
and at least three columns, then the existence of an EO may not be a necessary condition.
Next, we prove that if a coefficient matrix has at most three rows or at most two columns,
then the existence of an EO is a necessary condition.

1 Introduction

An integer linear system (ILS) has an m x n real coefficient matrix A, an m-dimensional real
vector b, and a positive integer d. In this case, a feasible solution of the ILS is an n-dimensional
integer vector x € {0,1,...,d}" such that Az > b. The solution graph of an ILS is defined as an
undirected graph defined on the set of feasible solutions to the ILS. A pair of feasible solutions
is connected by an edge in the solution graph if the Hamming distance between them is 1.

We consider a property of the coefficient matrix of an ILS such that the solution graph is
connected for any right-hand side vector. Especially, we focus on the existence of an elimination
ordering (EO) of a coefficient matrix, which is know as the sufficient condition for the connect-
edness of the solution graph for any right-hand side vector. (See Section [2| for the definition
of an EO.) That is, we consider the question whether the existence of an EO of the coefficient
matrix is a necessary condition for the connectedness of the solution graph for any right-hand
side vector.

The results of this paper are summarized as follows. We first prove that if a coefficient
matrix has at least four rows and at least three columns, then the existence of an EO may not
be a necessary condition (Theorem . On the other hand, we also prove that if a coefficient
matrix has at most three rows or at most two columns, then the existence of an EO is a necessary
condition (Theorem . In fact, we prove the contraposition of the statement. That is, we prove
that if a coefficient matrix does not have an EO, then there exists an right-hand side vector
such that the solution graph is not connected.
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Kimura and Suzuki [5] proved that if the coefficient matrix of an ILS has an EO, then the
solution graph of the ILS is connected for any right-hand side vector. Precisely speaking, Kimura
and Suzuki [5, Theorem 5.1] proved that if the complexity index of the coefficient matrix of an
ILS introduced by Kimura and Makino [4] is less than 1, then the solution graph is connected.
Furthermore, Kimura and Makino [4, Lemma 3] proved that the complexity index is less than 1
if and only if the coefficient matrix has an EO. The complexity index of the coefficient matrix of
an ILS is a generalization of the complexity index for the Boolean satisfiability problem (SAT)
introduced by Boros, Crama, Hammer, and Saks [I], and it depends only on the sign of the
elements of the matrix. It is known that we can determine whether the coefficient matrix of an
ILS has an EO in polynomial time.

The connectedness of the solution graph of an ILS is closely related to a reconfiguration
problem of the ILS. A reconfiguration problem is a problem of finding a sequence of feasible
solutions from the initial solution to the target solution (see, e.g., [3, [6]). For ILS, the standard
reconfiguration problems asks whether a given pair of feasible solutions to the ILS belong to the
same connected component of the solution graph of the ILS. Therefore, if the solution graph
of an ILS is connected, then the answer is always YES. Kimura and Suzuki [5] proved that
computational complexity of the reconfiguration problem for the set of feasible solutions of an
ILS has trichotomy.

An ILS is closely related to SAT. An instance of SAT can be formulated by an ILS. It is known
that computational complexity of the reconfiguration problem of SAT has dichotomy [2] [7].

See Appendix for the proofs of the statements marked by *.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, let R and Z~y denote the sets of real numbers and positive integers, respectively.
For all integers n € Zsg, we define [n] := {1,2,...,n}. First, we formally define an integer
linear system and its solution graph. Throughout this paper, we fix a positive integer d. Define
D :={0,1,...,d}. The set D represents the domain of a variable in an integer linear system.

Definition 1 (Integer linear system). An integer linear system (ILS) has a coefficient matriz
A = (a;;) € RMXI and a vector b € RI™. This ILS is denoted by I = (A,b). A feasible
solution to I is a vector x € D" such that Az > b. The set of feasible solutions to I is denoted
by R(I) or R(A,b).

Definition 2 (Hamming distance). Define the function dist: R x RM — R by dist(x, y) :=
{je{l,....,n}:x; #y;}| for all vectors x,y € R This function is called the Hamming
distance on R,

Definition 3 (Solution graph). Let R be a subset of DI™. We define the vertex set V(R) :== R
and the edge set E(R) := {{z,y} : x,y € V(R),dist(z,y) = 1}. We define the solution graph
G(R) as the undirected graph with the vertex set V(R) and the edge set E(R). Furthermore, for
each ILS I, we define G(I) := G(R(I)).

Next, we define elimination and an eliminated matrix. These concepts are used to define an
elimination ordering (EO).

Definition 4 (Elimination). Let A = (a;;) be a matriz in RI™XM. Let j be an integer in [n].
We say that A can be eliminated at the column j if it satisfies at least one of the following
conditions.

(i) For all integers i € [m], if a;; > 0, then a;jy = 0 for all integers j' € [n]\ {j}.



(ii) For all integers i € [m], if a;; <0, then a;j» = 0 for all integers j' € [n]\ {j}.

Definition 5 (Eliminated matrix). Let A be a matriz in RIXM . Let J be a subset of [n].
We define the eliminated matriz elm(A,J) € RN\ o5 the matriz obtained from A by
eliminating the jth column for all integers j € J. We call the matriz elm(A, J) the eliminated
matriz of A by J.

Definition 6 (Elimination ordering). Let A be a matriz in R Let S = (j1, 70, ..., jn)
be a sequence of integers in [n]. Then S is called an elimination ordering (EO) of A if, for all
integers t € [n], elm(A, {j1,72,...,Jt—1}) can be eliminated at j;.

Finally, we define the sign function as follows.
Definition 7 (Sign function). For all real numbers x € R, the sign function sgn : R — {—1,0,1}

is defined as follows. If x < 0, then we define sgn(z) := —1. Ifz = 0, then we define sgn(z) := 0.
If x > 0, then we define sgn(z) := 1.

2.1 Our contribution

In this paper, we prove following theorems.

[m]x[n

Theorem 1. Suppose that m > 4 andn > 3. Then there exists a matriz A € R I satisfying
the following conditions. (i) A does not have an EO. (i) For all vectors b € RI™ | the solution
graph G(R(A, b)) is connected.

[m]x[n] [m]

Theorem 2. Let A be a matriz in R . Suppose that, for all vectors b € R | the solution
graph G(R(A,b)) is connected. Then if at least one of m < 3 and n < 2 holds, then A has an
EO.

3 Proof of Theorem (1]

First, we prove following lemma. This lemma plays an important role in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 1. There exists a matriz A € RAXB! satisfying the following conditions. (i) The matriz
A does not have an EO. (ii) For all vectors b € R¥ | the solution graph G(R(A,b)) is connected.

Proof. We define the matrix A as follows.

1 1 0
1 -1 0

A=11 0 1 (1)
10 -1

It is not difficult to see that A does not have an EO.
Suppose that R(I) is not empty. We take arbitrary vectors b € R4 and s,t € R(I). Without
loss of generality, we suppose that s; > t1. We take the path P from s to ¢ defined by

81 81 ty ty
S= 1 S92 —>u1: to —>u2: to —t= |19
83 83 83 t3

We prove that u! € R(I) because

S51+ty >t +ta > b1, s1—ta >t — 12 > bo,
—81+ 53 > b3, —s1— 532> 04



We prove that u? € R(I) because

t1 +1t2 > by, t1 —1t2 > by,
—t1 + 83> —s1 + 83 > b3, —t1 — 83> —51 — 53> by.

These imply that every vertex of P is contained in R(I). Thus, G(I) is connected. This
completes the proof. ]

Proof of Theorem[1l Let A be the matrix defined in . If m >4 orn > 3, then we add
rows and columns whose all elements are 0 to A until A becomes an m x n matrix. Lemma
completes the proof. O

4 Proof of Theorem 2

First, we prove Lemma [2| which we call Expansion Lemma. Expansion Lemma means that the
columns which can be eliminated have nothing to do with the connectedness of the solution
graph.

4.1 Expansion Lemma

Let A = (a;;) be a matrix in R™*[". Suppose that A does not have an EO. We define the
subsets A, E C [n] as the output of Algorithm We define the matrix A" = (aj;) as the
submatrix of A whose index set of columns is A. Similarly, we define the matrix A® = (af;) as
the submatrix of A whose index set of columns is E.

Algorithm 1: Algorithm for defining A and E.
1. A« (Z), E« 10

while elm(A, F) can be eliminated at some column do
Find an index j € [n] \ E at which the matrix elm(A, E) can be eliminated.
E+— EU{j}

end while

: Output A, F

A R o

Lemma 2 (Expansion Lemma). Suppose that there exists a vector b" € R™ such that the
solution graph G(I") of the ILS I" = (A",b") is not connected. Then there exists a vector
b e R"™ such that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A,b) is not connected.

Proof. We define the vector z¢ € D¥ as follows.

. {1 if the column vector Ay, is eliminated by the rule (i) in Def.
Ty =

0 otherwise.
With this vector z¢, we define the vector b¢ € D™ by

b= agd(l—af) (i € [m)]).

keE



With the vectors b° and b", we define the vector b by b := b" +b°. We prove that the solution
graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A,b) is not connected. For each vector z € D? and each vector
¢ € DF, we define the vector (z,¢) € D" by

E (kJGA)
(Z,C)k = {Ck (,ICGE)

Proposition 1. There exists a vector (' € D¥ such that (z,(') € R(I) for all feasible solutions
z € R(I").

Proof. We define the vector (' € D¥ by ¢ := d(1 — z¢) for all integers k € E.
Since z € R(I"), for all integers i € [m], we have ), A al, 2, > bj. Thus, for all integers
i € [m], we have

Z aig(2,¢ )k — b = Z aipze — by + Z afCe — b

ke[n] keA keE
> > ajl— ) ajd(l—a2f) = 0.
kEE kEE
Thus, we have (z,(’) € R(I). This completes the proof. O

Proposition 2. For all vectors z € D™\ R(I") and ¢ € DF, we have (z,¢) ¢ R(I).

Proof. Since z is not a feasible solution in R(I"), there exists an integer ¢ € [m] such that
2 ke Gk < by

We prove that there exists an integer j € A such that a; # 0. Suppose that a;; = 0 for
all integers j € A. For all vectors 2’ € R(I"), 0 = >, A alyz, > bj. Therefore, we have
Y ken Gipzr = 0> b7 It contradicts ), - af,zr < bi. There exists an integer j € A such that
a;; 7 0. We fix such an integer j € A.

We prove that, for all integers k € E, 2f, =1 (resp. zj, = 0) implies af, < 0 (resp. af > 0).
Suppose that there exist an integer £ € E such that zf = 1 (resp. z} = 0) and af, > 0 (resp.
af, < 0). Since zf, = 1 (resp. zf = 0) and k € E, the column vector Ay, is eliminated by the
rule (i) (resp. (ii)) in Definition 4l Therefore, since a$, > 0 (resp. af, < 0), for all integers
j" € In] \ {j}, we have a;; = 0. However, we have aj; # 0 and j € A C [n] \ {j}. This is
a contradiction. Thus, for all integers k € E, xf = 1 (resp. zf = 0) implies af, < 0 (resp.
ag, > 0).

We define E! (resp. E) as the set of integers k € E such that 2§ = 1 (resp. z§ = 0). For
all integers k € E', since af, < 0, we have a$,(x < a$,0 = af.d(1 —z%). Similarly, for all integers
k € EY, since a$, > 0, we have a%.(, < afd = a%.d(1 — z¢). Thus, for all integers k € E, we
have af,.(x < afd(1 — xf). We have

Do a(z Ok —bi= Y afz = b+ afle— b < Y afle — b

ke[n] keA kel keE
< Y afd(l —af) = Y agd(l - af) =0,
keE kEE
where the strict inequality follows from - A aj;zx < b;. This completes the proof. O

We take vectors p,q € R(I") that are not connected on G(I"). We take a vector ¢’ € D¥
satisfying the condition in Proposition [} We obtain (p,(’), (¢,¢') € R(I). We take an arbitrary



path P from (p,¢’) to (¢,¢') on G(DM™). Let (p,¢) = (u©,0®) = (u®, M) - ... &
(u®,v®) = (¢,¢') denote P.

Define the map F” : DI"l — DA by F7((2,¢)) := z for all vectors (z,¢) € D", Define the
path P" as F"((u©,v©)) = ... = F((u®,v®)) on G(D?) (P" may contain some duplicate
vertices). Since p, ¢ are not connected on G(I"), there exists a positive integer k < ¢ such that
Fr((u®, v)) ¢ R(I).

By Proposition Fr((u®, v®))) ¢ R(I") implies that, for any vector ¢ € D, (F"((u®,v(*)),¢) ¢
R(I). Tf we take v(®) as ¢, then we have (u®), v®)) = (F7((u® v*))) o)) ¢ R(I). This implies
that P is not a path in G(I). Thus, the solution graph G(I) is not connected. This completes
the proof. O

4.2 Two rows

In this subsection, we consider the case where the coefficient matrix of an ILS consists of two
rows.

Proposition 3 (x). Let A = (a;;) be a matriz in REXM. Suppose that A cannot be eliminated at
any column. Then for all integers j € [n], sgn(ai;) = —sgn(ag;), sgn(ai;) # 0, and sgn(az;) #
0.

Lemma 3. Let A = (a;;) be a matric in R Suppose that A cannot be eliminated at

any column. Then there exists a vector b € RE such that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS
I = (A,b) is not connected.

Proof. We define the set of integer {j1,...,71} = [n] (resp. {j?,...,j2} = [n]) by |alji’ < |a1ji+1|
(resp. ]a%g\ < ]an]%H |) for all integers k € [n — 1]. That is, we arrange the elements in each row

in non-decreasing order.
Define the vector z € {0,1}[™ by

. 0 (alk > 0)
Tk = 1 (alk < O)

Notice that Proposition [3]| implies that ai # 0.
We define the vector b € R by

Z arxd(l — ) + a1 ((d—1)(1 - xj%) + ;1)
(b1> | kemnG)
ba Z agkd(l —l'k) —I—CLQj%((d— 1)(1 —a:j%) —{—xj%)
ke[n\ {57}
Then we consider the ILS I = (A,b). We define the vectors p,q € DI as follows.
. d(1 — ) (k # j1) " d(1 — zy) (k # j2)
k= . k= .
(d=1)(1—ap) +ax (k=71), (d=1)(1 —ax) +ax (k=73).

We prove that the vectors p, ¢ belong to R(I) and they are not connected on the solution graph
G(I).
Proposition 4 (x). The vectors p,q belong to R(I).

Proposition 5 (x). For all integers j € [n], a1;(1 — 2x;) = |ay;| and ag;j(1 — 2z;) = —|ag;].



We define Y as the set of vectors y € DI such that dist(q,y) = 1. In other words, the
subset Y is the set of neighborhood vertices of ¢ on G(D!™). Then we prove that y ¢ R(I) for
all vectors y € Y.

We arbitrarily take a vector y € Y. From the definition, the following equation is obtained
for the vector y.

L (k #7)
¢ (k=)
where j is an integer in [n| and ¢ is an integer in D such that & # g;. See Appendix for the

case distinction of the following proof.
Case 1 (j # ji). If j # ji, then we have

D anye—bi= Y awge+aé—b
k€ln) ken]\{j}
= Z a1kd(l = ) + a0 ((d — 1)(1 = z51) + 251) + a15€
ke[n\{7.43}

- Y and(l—ap) +ay; ((d—1)(1 -
ke[n\{j3}
= a1;(§ — d(1 — ;).
Case 1.1 (ai; > 0). If a;; > 0, then z; = 0. Since ¢; = d(1 — z;) = d, the inequality
0 <¢ <d-—1is obtained. We have

> anyr — b = a1j(€ —d(1 - z5)) < ay;((d = 1) — d) = —a1; < 0.
k€(n]

)+ 1)

1
2

Case 1.2 (a1; < 0). If a1; <0, then 2; = 1. Since ¢; = d(1 —z;) = 0, the inequality 1 < ¢ < d
is obtained. We have

Z 1LYk — bl = alj(f — d(l — xj)) < alj(l — 0) = ayj < 0.
ke(n]
Case 2 (j = ji). If j = ji, then we have
> anye—bi= Y awg+ai;é
]

keln keln]\{j}

— Z alkd(l —:ck)+a1j((d— 1)(1 —xj)—i-xj)
ke[n]\{j}

= a1 (§ — ((d = 1)1 — ;) + z5)).
Case 2.1 (aij > 0). If ay; > 0, then 2; = 0. Thus, ¢; = (d—1)(1 —x;)+z; = d—1. Therefore,
either 0 < ¢ < d—2 or £ = d is satisfied. We have
D anyr — b= agi(€ = ((d = 1)(1 = z5) + 25)) = a1 = (d = 1))
k€(n]
Case 2.1.1 (0<¢<d—2). If 0 <& <d—2, then we have

Z arpyr — b1 = a1;(§ — (d—1)) < ay;((d—2) = (d—1)) = —a1; <O0.
ke[n]



Case 2.1.2 ({ =d). If £ = d, then we consider by.
Case 2.1.2.1 (j # j?). By Proposition if j # j2, then we have

> agkyr — b

k€[n]

= amyr— | Y, amd(l—azp) +agp((d—1)(1—zp) +xp)
keln] ke[n\{57}

= g€ — (1 — 1)) + agga(yyp — ((d— V(1 — 230) +212)

= agj(d —d(1—0)) + agj2(qz — (d = 1)(1 — z32) + x;2))

= agp2(d(l — ) — ((d = 1)(1 — zj2) + 32))

= ag;2(1 — 222) = —[ay;2| < 0.

Case 2.1.2.2 (j = j?). If j = j}, then ay; < 0 follows from a1; > 0 and Proposition I

> aokyr — b

ke[n]

=Y amy— | Y amd(l—zp) +ay((d - D)1 - z)) +a5)
ke[n] ke[n\{s}

= az;(§ — ((d = 1)(1 = z;) + x;))

= agj(d — ((d — 1)(1 — 0) -+ O)) =az; < 0.

See Appendix for the remaining part of the proof.
We obtain y ¢ R(I) for all the cases. Therefore, any neighborhood vertex of ¢ on G(D™)
is not a feasible solution. This completes the proof. ]

Lemma 4. Let A = (a;;) be a matriz in R Suppose that A does not have an EO. Then
there exists a vector b € RE such that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A,b) is not
connected.

Proof. We define A" in the same way as in Section Then A" cannot be eliminated at any
column. By Lemma 3] there exists a vector b” such that the solution graph G(R(A",b")) is not
connected. Lemma [2| completes the proof. O

4.3 Two columns

In this subsection, we consider the case where the coeflicient matrix of an ILS consists of two
columns. We prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5 (). Let A = (a;;) be a matriz in RIM*P. Suppose that A does not have an EO.
Then there exists a vector b € RI™ such that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A,b) is
not connected.

4.4 Three rows

In this subsection, we consider the case where the coefficient matrix of an ILS consists of three
rows. We prove the following lemma. At the end of this section, we prove Theorem [2}



Lemma 6. Let A = (a;;) be a matriz in RBIXM. Suppose that A cannot be eliminated at

any column. Then there exists a vector b € R such that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS
I = (A,Db) is not connected.

Proof. For all integers 41,12 € [3], we define

Aiy iy = {J € [n] : sgn(a;,;j) = —sgn(aiy;) # 0}

Proposition 6 (x). If there exist integers iy, iz € [3] such that |A;, 5| > 2, then for all integers
d € Lo, there exists a vector b € RB! such that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A,b)
s not connected.

Proposition 7 (x). If n # 3, then there exist integers iy,i2 € [3] such that |A;, ;| > 2.

Proposition 8 (x). Suppose that n = 3 and there are distinct integers i}, ib, % € [3] such that
Aiy iy N Ay o # 0. Then there exist integers i1,i2 € [3] such that [Ag, 4,] > 2.

Proposition [6] implies that if there exist integers i1,z € [3] such that |Ay 4, > 2, then the
proof is done. Suppose that, for all integers i1,i2 € [3], |Aiyi,| = 1. By Proposition E we
have n = 3. By Proposition [8| Aj2, A23, and A; 3 are pairwise disjoint. Notice that, for all
integers j € [3], there exist integers 1,42 € [3] such that j € A;, ;,. Without loss of generality
ALQ = {1}, A273 = {2}, and A173 = {3} We have a2 = a23 = A3l — 0. For example, if ai2 75 0,
then 2 € ALQ or2e A173.

We define the vector z € {0,1}5] by

0 if >0
PR S (k € [3]).
1 ifap <0

For all integers i € [3], we assume that {j%, 5, ji} = [3] and |a;ji| < lag;il < lag;|. By the
definition, for all integers i € [3], we have a;; = 0. We define the vector b € RB! by

> agd(l — ) if ji =i

b= | (i € [3)).
D aw((d—1)(1—ag) +xp) if jy # i
keln]

Then we consider the ILS I = (A, ).
We define the vectors p,q € DB as follows.

pi = d(1 — ;) (i €
gi = (d—1)(1—x;) +x; (ie

<
~—

<
~—

We prove that the vectors p, ¢ belong to R(I) and they are not connected on the solution graph
G(I).

Proposition 9 (x). The vectors p,q belong to R(I).

Proposition 10 (). For all integers j € [3], we have a;j(1 — 2x;) = |a;j|. For all integers

i € [3] and all integers s € {2,3}, if ji # i, then we have a;;i (1 — 22;:) = —|ag;i|.



We define Y as the set of vectors y € D™ such that dist(p,y) = 1. In other words, the
subset Y is the set of neighborhood vertices of p on G(D!"). Then we prove that y ¢ R(I) for
all vectors y € Y.

We arbitrarily take a vector y € Y. From the definition, the following equation is obtained
for the vector y.

) pr (k#0)
k =
¢ (k=10
where ¢ is an integer in [3] and £ is an integer in D such that & # py.
Suppose that jg = {. For all vectors y € Y, we have

> anye —be =Y amyr — Y and(l—z¢) = ap(§ — d(1 — z,)).
]

ke[3 ke(3] ke[3]

If agg > 0, then 2y = 0. Since p; = d(1 — x7) = d, the inequality 0 < £ < d — 1 is obtained.
We have

> anyr —be = ag(€ — d(1 — z¢)) < age(d —1—d) = —ag < 0.
ke(3]

If agy < 0, then 2y = 1. Since py = d(1 — x¢) = 0, the inequality 1 < ¢ < d is obtained. We
have

> anyr —be = ag (€ — d(1 —x0)) < ag < 0.
ke(3]

Suppose that jg = (. By Proposition for all vectors y € Y, we have

Z gy — be = aged(l — ) 4 ap€ — by
ke[3]
= ayy(d(1 —2y) — (A~ 1)1 —ayy) +2y0)
+ap(§ — ((d—=1)(1 —xz¢) + x¢))
= (1= 22,0) + € — (A= 1)(1 = 27) + )

— —lagy| + ag(€ — ((d - 1)(1 - ) + ).

If agy > 0, then 2y = 0. Since py = d(1 — xy) = d, the inequality 0 < £ < d — 1 is obtained.
Z agyr — be = —lagie| + ap(§ — ((d = 1)(1 — z¢) + ¢))
ke(3]
< —lagie| + ap(d =1 = (d — 1)) = —|ay;| <0.

If agy < 0, then 2y = 1. Since py = d(1 — xy) = 0, the inequality 1 < £ < d is obtained. We
have

> amye —be = —lag| + ag(€ — ((d = 1)(1 —2¢) + )
ke[3]

< —lagje] + ag(l = 1) = —lag;| <O0.

For all vectors y € Y, we obtain y € R(I). Therefore, any neighborhood vertex of p on
G(D) is not a feasible solution. This completes the proof. O

10



Lemma 7. Let A = (a;j) be a matriz in RBXM. Suppose that A does not have an EO. Then
there exists a vector b € Rl such that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A,b) is not
connected.

Proof. We define A" in the same way as in Section [£.1] Then A" cannot be eliminated at any
column. By Lemma [6] we have the vector b” such that the solution graph G(R(A",b")) is not

connected. Lemma [2| completes the proof. O
Proof of Theorem[9. We consider the contraposition of the statement in Theorem [2} If m = 2
(resp. n =2, m = 3), Lemma (resp. Lemma |5, Lemma [7]) completes this proof. O
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A Omitted Figures

A.1 Branch diagram for the proof of Lemma

/\. -

J#Ja j=Jl
’a1j>0‘ ’a1j<0‘ aj; >0 aj <0
’0§€<d—1‘ ’fzd‘ ’1<§§d‘ ’g:o‘
j# it j=Ji j# it j =it

Figure 1: The branch diagram for the proof of Lemma

B Omitted Proofs

B.1 Proof of Proposition

Proof. Since A cannot be eliminated at any column, A has at least one positive element and at
least one negative element in each column. Since A has two rows, any column of A does not
have 0 as its element. This completes the proof. O

B.2 Proof of Proposition

Proof. We use Proposition [5]in this proof. Notice that Proposition {4]is not used in the proof of
Proposition
First, we consider p. By Proposition [§, we have

Z a1kpr — b

keln]
= > aupe— | Y. awd(l —z) +ay((d—1)(1—z) + ;)
keln] ken)\{53}
= ayyy (g1 — A1 — ) + ayyy (s — ((d— D)1= ;1) + ;1))
=ay ((d=1)1 —zp) +a;) —d(l —x;))
+ap(dl —a;) = ((d =11 —zj1) +2;))
= —ay;1(1 = 2z51) + a1 (1 = 2251) = —|ay ;1] + |ag;i| = 0.

Next, we consider the element by. If jl1 = j%, then Zke[n] aokpr = ba. By Proposition |5} if
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g1 # 72, then we have

> aokpr — b

k€(n]

=) agpi - D and(l—mp) +ayp((d—1)(1—zp) +52)
keln] ke[n\{57}
= agji(pjr — d(1 —xj1)) + ag2(pjz — (d = V(1 —zj2) + 2;2))
— ay (A= 1)1 —2j0) + 2y —d(1—2))
+ag(d(l—zp2) — ((d—1)(1 —z2) + x;2))
= —ag1 (1 = 2x51) + agja (1 — 2352) = [agj| — [ag;2| = 0.

Similarly, for q, we have

Z a1k — b1

ke[n]
= Z a1xqr — Z ayd(l — zx) + a1j21((d - 11— 33]21) + x]%) = 0.
keln] ke[n)\{j3}

We consider the element by. If ji = ]1, then Zke[n] asrqr = ba. By Proposmon l if ]2 =+ ]1,
then we have

Z azkqr — b2

ke[n]

=) amar — > aged(l — 1) + agpe((d — 1)(1 — 252) + 2)
ke€[n] kem)\{52}
= g1 (g — d(1 —z51)) + agja (g — ((d = (1 — z52) + x52))
:a2j%((( 1)(1—x]21)+33j;)—d(1—xj21))
+a2j%(d(1 — xﬁ) —((d-=1(1—-= 2) +x 2))

This completes the proof. O

B.3 Proof of Proposition
Proposition 11. For all integers j € [n], 1 — 2x; = sgn(ay;) = — sgn(ag;).

Proof. If aj; > 0, then x; = 0 and sgn(ai;) = 1. If a;; < 0, then 2; = 1 and sgn(a;) = 0
Since z; = 0 (resp. ; = 1) implies 1 —2z; = 1 (resp. 1 —2z; = 0), we have 1 — 2z; = sgn(a1;).
The second equation follows from Proposition O

Proof of Proposition[5. By Proposition [I1] we have

a1;(1 — 2x;) = |ai;] sgn(ay;)(1 — 2x;) = |a1;] sgn(ay;)® = |ay].

Similarly, since 1 — 2z; = —sgn(ag;), we have
azj(1 — 2a;) = |az| sgn(ag;) (1 — 2z;) = —|az;|sgn(az;)? = —|ay]-
This completes proof. O
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B.4 The remaining part of the proof of Lemma
Case 2.2 (a1; < 0). If a;; <0, then z; = 1. Thus, ¢; = (d — 1)(1 — zj) + z; = 1. Therefore,
either 2 < ¢ < d or £ = 0 is satisfied. We have
> argye — b = ay; (€ — ((d— 1)(1 = 25) + z5)) = ar;(§ - 1).
ke[n]
Case 2.2.1 (2 <& <d). If 2< ¢ < d, then we have
Y auye — b = agi(€ —1) < aij(2 1) = ay; <0,
ke[n]

Case 2.2.2 (£ =0). In this case, we consider bs.
Case 2.2.2.1 (j # j?). By Proposition if j # j2, then we have

> gy — b

k€[n]

= anyr - Y and(l—ap) Fagp((d—1)(1 —ap) + ;)

ken] ken\{j
= az;(§ — d(1 — x)) +a2jf(yjf —((d-1D(A -z 2) +x 2))
= agj(0—d(1—1)) 4+ agj2(qz — (d = 1)(1 — z52) + z2))
= agp(d(l —2p2) = ((d = 1)(1 —zj2) + 232)) = agpe(l — 23;2) = —ag2| <0.

Case 2.2.2.2 (j = j?). If j = jI, then ag; > 0 follows from a1; < 0 and Proposition l Thus,

Z azkyr — ba

ke[n]
= Z a2kYr — Z agrd(l — xp) + azi((d — 1)(1 — z5) + z;)
ke[n] ken\{7}
= agj(f — ((d— 1)(1 — ZL‘J’) —|—£L'j)) = agj(O — ((d 1 1 — 1 —|— 1 = —ag; < 0.

B.5 Proof of Lemma [5

Proof. Since A dose not have an EQ, it cannot be eliminated at any column.
Here we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 12. There exist integers iy1,ia € [m] such that, for any integer j € [2], sgn(a;, ;) =
- Sgn(am) .

Proof. Since A cannot be eliminated at any column, there exist integers p, ¢, € [m] such that
the following conditions.

1. ap1 # 0 and apy # 0.
2. sgn(aq1) = —sgn(ap1) and age # 0.

3. sgn(a,2) = —sgn(ap2) and a,q # 0.
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First, we suppose that sgn(ap2) = sgn(ase) and sgn(api) = sgn(ar1). Then the above
conditions imply that

sgn(aq1) = —sgn(ap) = —sgn(ar1), sgn(ag) =sgn(ap) = —sgn(ar2).
Thus, if we define 41 := ¢ and iy := r, then we obtain sgn(a;,;) = —sgn(a;,;) for any integer
j € [2].
Next, we suppose that sgn(as2) = —sgn(apz). If we define i; := p and iy := ¢, then, for any
J € [2], we obtain sgn(a;, ;) = —sgn(ai,;)-
Finally, we suppose that sgn(a,1) = —sgn(ap1). If we define iy := p and is := r, then, for
any j € [2], we obtain sgn(a;, ;) = —sgn(ai,;). O

We take integers i1, io € [m] satisfying the condition in Proposition Using this, we define

the submatrix A’ of A by
A/ — <ai11 ai12>
Qi1 Qiy2

From Lemma [4] there exists a vector b’ € RI? such that the solution graph G(I’) of the ILS
I' = (A',V) is not connected. Using b/, we define b by

by (k=1i1)
b ==} bh (k =1i2)
—d- Yy lag,l (k#11,i2).
Then it is not difficult to see that the solution graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A, b) is not connected.
This completes the proof. ]
B.6 Proof of Proposition [6]

Proof. Suppose that there exist integers 41,92 € [3] such that |A;, 4,| > 2. Without loss of
generality, we suppose that i, = 1 and is = 2. We define the submatrix A" of A by

A - (@11 Q12 o Oin
© o \a21 az - a)
Since |Aj2| > 2, A’ does not have an EO. Thus, we can apply Lemma [4f to A’. That is

there exists a vector ¥ € R[? such that the solution graph G(I’) of the ILS I’ = (A’, ) is not
connected. Using b/, we define the vector b € ZB! by

by
b= bh
—d -3 lag]
Then the solution graph G(I) of the ILS I = (A,b) is not connected. This completes the
proof. O

B.7 Proof of Proposition [7]

Proof. Suppose that n = 2. Proposition [12] completes the proof.

Suppose that n > 4. By the definition of elimination, each column vector of A has at least
one positive element and at least one negative element. Each column vector of A belongs to at
least one of Aj 2, Ag3, or Ay 3. Since n > 4, at least one of A2, Aa3, and Aq 3 has at least two
elements. This completes the proof. O
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B.8 Proof of Proposition
Proof. Let £1,09, and {3 denote the elements of [n]. Suppose that ¢; € A; i i 1 Ay -

7 1
By the definition of elimination, each column vector of A has at least one poéltlve element
and at least one negative element. Each column vector of A belongs to at least one of Ay i,
Az’ Z/, andA/ /
Suppose that at least one of {5, /3 belongs to Alr il Or Alf il At least one of Az/ i, and All i
has two elements. If both ¢5 and ¢3 do not belong to A; it ity OF A,/ il then /5,03 € A ThlS

completes the proof. ]

B.9 Proof of Proposition [9]

Proof. We use Proposition [I0] in this proof. Notice that Proposition [9]is not used in the proof
of Proposition

We consider p. We take arbitrary integer i € [3]. If ji = i, then Zke[3] a;kpr = b;. Suppose
that j% # i. In this case, i = ji. By Proposition we have

Z AikPE — b = Z azkd 1-— :Uk Z azk((d — 1)(1 — l‘k) + xk)

kel[3] k€3] ke(n)
= Z alk 1 — 2[13k = CL”(l — 2.’1]2) + amé(l - 2$]5)
ke(3]

= la| — |az'j§| > 0.

This completes the proof that p belongs to R(I).
We consider q. We take arbitrary integer i € [3]. If ji # 4, then Zke[:&] a;kqr = b;. Suppose
that j = i. In this case, j4 # i. By Proposition we have

D aimgr —bi= > ap((d— 1)1 —zp) +2) — Y apd(l - zp)

ke[3] ke[3] ke[n]
=3 —ap(l - 2z;) = —a;(1 - 22;) — i (1= 2a54)
ke(3]

This completes the proof. O

B.10 Proof of Proposition
Proposition 13. For all integers j € [3], we have 1 — 2x; = sgn(aj;).

Proof. If aj; > 0, then x; = 0 and sgn(a;;) = 1. If aj; < 0, then x; = 1 and sgn(a;;) = 0. Since
xj =0 (resp. z; = 1) implies 1 — 2z; =1 (resp. 1 — 2z; = 0), we have 1 — 2z; = sgn(a;;). O

Proposition 14. For all integers i € [3] and all integers s € {2,3} if j° # i, then we have

Proof. We prove sgn(aji;:) = —sgn(a;;;). Since s # 1, we have a;;; # 0. Suppose that
sgn(ajiji) = sgn(a;;;). Since A cannot be eliminated at any column, we have sgn(a.:) =

—sgn(aji;i) = —sgn(a;;:) , where t € [3]\{j%,i}. Therefore, we have j¢ € Ay jiNAyg;. Proposition
that there exist integers i1, € [3] such that |A;, ;,| > 2. It contradicts the assumption that
|Aiyip| = 1. Thus, we have sgn(aji;:) = — sgn(a;;: ).

By Proposition we have 1-2x;; = sgn(a;i;;) = —sgn(a,;i). This completes the proof. [
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Proof of Proposition [I(. By Proposition for all integers j € [3], we have
a;j(1 = 2a;) = [aj;| sgn(a ;) (1 — 22;) = |aj;| sgn(a;y)? = lag;]-
By Proposition for all integers i € [3] and all integers s € {2, 3}, we have
aiji(1—2x5:) = [ag;i]sgn(a;: ) (1 — 2z5) = —|aij§|5gn(az‘jg‘)2 = —]agil.

This completes proof.
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