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Abstract. Given a finite non-decreasing sequence d = (d1, . . . , dn) of
natural numbers, the Graph Realization problem asks whether d is
a graphic sequence, i.e., there exists a labeled simple graph such that
(d1, . . . , dn) is the degree sequence of this graph. Such a problem can be
solved in polynomial time due to the Erdős and Gallai characterization
of graphic sequences. Since vertex degree is the size of a trivial edge cut,
we consider a natural generalization of Graph Realization, where we
are given a finite sequence d = (d1, . . . , dn) of natural numbers (repre-
senting the trivial edge cut sizes) and a list of nontrivial cut constraints
L composed of pairs (Sj , ℓj) where Sj ⊂ {v1, . . . , vn}, and ℓj is a natural
number. In such a problem, we are asked whether there is a simple graph
with vertex set V = {v1, . . . , vn} such that vi has degree di and ∂(Sj)
is an edge cut of size ℓj , for each (Sj , ℓj) ∈ L. We show that such a
problem is polynomial-time solvable whenever each Sj has size at most
three. Conversely, assuming P 6= NP, we prove that it cannot be solved
in polynomial time when L contains pairs with sets of size four, and our
hardness result holds even assuming that each di of d equals 1.
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1 Introduction

Graph realization is a fundamental combinatorial problem in the field of Graph
Theory, and its studies have fostered interest in and understanding of the discrete
structure of graphs. Nowadays, graph realization is a topic commonly covered
in introductory Graph Theory courses, providing those new to the world of
graphs with many insights into their combinatorial properties. The Handshaking
Lemma, for example, is usually one of the first statements that beginners come
across when they begin studying graphs. Although simple to understand, it is
the gateway to a world of more intriguing graph-related questions. By observing
that the sum of the degrees of all vertices is equal to twice the number of edges
in the graph, it follows that not every sequence of n natural numbers can be the
degree sequence of some graph with n vertices, and it becomes natural to ask
when a sequence of n natural numbers admits a graph with n vertices whose
degree sequence corresponds to the given sequence; the topic related to such a
question is called graph realization.

Given a sequence d of n natural numbers that satisfy the Handshaking
Lemma (i.e., the sum of its values is even), it is a simple exercise to verify
that it is possible to construct a multigraph (parallel edges and loops are al-
lowed) whose degree sequence corresponds to d. However, this question becomes
more intriguing when the goal is to realize a simple graph where parallel edges
and loops are not allowed. A non-decreasing sequence d = (d1, . . . , dn) of natural
numbers is said to be graphic if it is realizable by a simple graph, that is, if there
exists a labeled simple graph G with n vertices such that d is its degree sequence.
Formally, the classical Graph Realization problem is stated as follows:

Input: A non-decreasing sequence d = (d1, . . . , dn) of natural num-
bers.

Question: Is d a graphic sequence?

Graph Realization

In 1960, Erdős and Gallai provided necessary and sufficient conditions for a
sequence of non-negative integers to be graphic, proving the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (Erdős and Gallai [15]). A non-decreasing sequence d = (d1, . . . , dn)
of natural numbers is graphic if and only if

1.
n
∑

i=1

di is even, and 2.
k
∑

i=1

di ≤ k(k−1)+
n
∑

i=k+1

min{di, k}, for every 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

It is not difficult to see that the conditions presented by Erdős and Gallai are
necessary. However, the sufficiency proof provided by Erdős and Gallai is quite
elaborated. Several alternative proofs for this sufficiency condition have been
shown since then until recently, such as Harary [23] in 1969, Berge [9] in 1973,
Choudum [13] in 1986, Aigner and Triesch [2] in 1994, Tripathi and Tyagi [34]
in 2008, and Tripathi, Venugopalan, and West [35] in 2010. From Theorem 1, it
follows that Graph Realization can solved in polynomial time. Additionally,
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Tripathi, Venugopalan, and West [35] presented a simple constructive proof of
Theorem 1 that allows us to obtain the graph to be realized in O(n ·

∑n

i=1 di)
time. Furthermore, algorithms like the one provided by Havel and Hakimi [24,21],
which iteratively reduce the degree sequence while maintaining its realizability,
also give a constructive approach to finding such graphs if one exists. Havel and
Hakimi’s algorithms run in O(

∑n

i=1 di) time, which is optimal.

Variants of the Graph Realization problem requiring that the realizing
graph belongs to a particular graph class have also been studied in the litera-
ture. Examples of already studied classes included trees [20], Split graphs [22,11],
Chordal, interval, and perfect graphs [12]. Besides that, sequence pairs represent-
ing the degree sequences of a bipartition in a realizing bipartite graph were also
studied in [10]. Surprisingly, the question regarding Graph Realization for
the class of bipartite graphs appears to remain open for over 40 years [6,33].
In addition, the problem of determining whether a given sequence defines a
unique realizing simple graph was studied in [2,26,30], and Bar-Noy, Peleg, and
Rawitz [8] introduced the vertex-weighted variant of Graph Realization where
we are given a sequence d = (d1, d2, . . . , dn) representing a “weighted degree” se-
quence, and a vector w = (w1, w2, . . . , wn) representing vertex weights, and asked
whether there is a graph with vertex set V = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} such that for each
vi the sum of the weights of its neighbors is equal to di.

In today’s interconnected world, many fields face the challenge of structuring
systems with specific connectivity requirements. For instance, in social network
analysis, building a network where individuals (vertices) have a fixed number
of connections (degree) is crucial for analyzing influence, community structures,
and information diffusion. Similarly, urban planners confront similar issues when
designing road networks, where intersections must be connected with a specific
number of roads to optimize traffic flow. These examples highlight the signifi-
cance of addressing connectivity challenges in various fields where specific con-
nectivity patterns must be achieved. One of the most studied problems in this
context is the realization problem that deals with degree sequences. According to
Bar-Noy, Böhnlein, Peleg, and Rawitz [7], Graph Realization and its variants
have interesting applications in network design, randomized algorithms, analysis
of social networks, and chemical networks.

In this paper, in the same flavor as Bar-Noy, Peleg, and Rawitz [8], we in-
troduce another natural variant of the Graph Realization, which we propose
calling Graph Realization with Cut Constraints. First, we start with
some definitions. For a vertex set V = {v1, . . . , vn}, a cut list is defined as a list
of pairs L = {(S1, ℓ1), . . . , (Sm, ℓm)}, where each pair (Sj , ℓj) ∈ L consists of a
nonempty, proper subset Sj ⊂ V and a natural number ℓj . Given a cut list L for
a set V and a graph G with vertex set V , we say that G realizes L if, for every
pair (Sj , ℓj) ∈ L, the edge cut ∂(Sj) has size ℓj . For a cut list L, we denote by
w(L) = max

j
|Sj | the largest size among the subsets Sj in L. Now, we define our

problem:
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Input: A cut list L for a set of vertices V = {v1, . . . , vn}, and a non-
decreasing sequence d = (d1, . . . , dn) of natural numbers.

Question: Does there exist a simple graph with vertex set V such that,
for every i, vi has degree di and G realizes L?

Graph Realization with Cut Constraints (GR-C)

Recall that the degree of a vertex vi of a graph G is the size of the trivial
edge cut ∂({vi}) in G. Therefore, one can see Graph Realization as given a
cut list d of all trivial edge cut sizes ({vi}, di), decide whether there is a graph G
realizing d. In GR-C, we assume that L is a list of some nontrivial edge cut sizes
for the realizing graph, i.e., each Sj has a size of at least two and at most n− 2.
If L = ∅, then the problem becomes the original Graph Realization problem.
So, through this work, we always consider L 6= ∅ and w(L) ≥ 2.

Although our problem, as we have defined, has never been explored before,
it was motivated by an active research topic with several recent results [5,27]
that aims to learn an unknown graph G or properties of G via cut-queries. In
this context, given a graph G = (V,E) with a known vertex set but an unknown
edge set, the objective is to reconstruct G or compute some property of G with
a minimal number of queries. A cut-query receives S ⊆ V as input and returns
the size of the edge cut ∂(S). One of the main driving interests in this model is
its connection with submodular function minimization [29]. Furthermore, these
active learning questions have applications in fields like computational biology
[19] and relate to data summarization, where queries reveal “relevant informa-
tion” about the graph. More generally, this type of question can be viewed as
a means of determining a property of an unknown object via indirect queries
about it [1,14].

Within this framework, our problem can be viewed as a validity check to test
whether the cut queries are consistent and if there is some graph that satisfies
them. Also, it can be viewed as a variant, where we cannot choose the queries,
but rather, we are given cut constraints and want to find one satisfying candi-
date graph. Concerning cut-queries, knowing ∂({u}), ∂({v}), and ∂({u, v}), we
find out whether or not there is an edge between u and v in G. Thus, with at
most

(

n
2

)

+ n queries, one can always obtain the edge set of G. Similarly, re-
garding GR-C, if L contains all possible sets of size two, then the problem is
trivial. Therefore, in this paper, we are mainly interested in the case where L
has polynomial size with respect to n and does not contain all sets of size two.

Our Contribution. In this work, we study the GR-C problem and provide a
comprehensive characterization of its computational complexity, focusing on the
size of the cut sets involved. We show that it is polynomial-time solvable for
instances where w(L) ≤ 3. Specifically, when w(L) = 2, the problem reduces to
the classic f -factor problem, which can be solved in polynomial time. Addition-
ally, we show that cuts of size three, surprisingly, do not increase complexity.
Instances involving such cuts can be transformed into equivalent ones where
size-three constraints are replaced by cut constraints involving only sets of size
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at most two, all while preserving the same realizability. This shows that even
with cut constraints using sets of size three, the problem remains polynomial-
time solvable. On the other hand, we also prove that when cut sets of size four
or larger are allowed, the problem cannot be solved in polynomial time unless
P = NP. This provides a complete dichotomy regarding the computational com-
plexity of the problem and the size of the cut sets. In addition, we also prove the
NP-completeness for w(L) = 6 when the cut constraints restrict the possibility
graph, formally defined in Section 2, to be subcubic and bipartite. In contrast,
when the cut constraints restrict the possibility graph to be a tree, the problem
is solvable in polynomial time.

Related work. Several other generalizations and related problems exist in the
study of degree sequences and graph realizability. Aigner and Triesch [2] ex-
plored the realizability and uniqueness of graphs based on two types of invari-
ants (degree sequences and induced subgraph sizes), focusing on both directed
and undirected graphs and their computational complexity. Similarly, Erdős
and Miklós [17] discussed the complexity of degree sequence problems, focus-
ing on the second-order degree sequence problem, which is shown to be strongly
NP-complete. Erdős et al. [16] presented a skeleton graph structure for a more
general restricted degree sequence problem, studying two cases with specific edge
restrictions and examining the connectivity of the realization space. Iványi [25]
explored conditions and algorithms for determining if a sequence is the degree
sequence of an (a, b, n)-graph, which is a (directed or undirected) graph whose
vertices degrees are in the [a, b] range.

Another field in Graph Theory that is closely related to the Graph Real-
ization problem is the study of graph factors and factorizations. A factor of a
graph G is simply a spanning subgraph of G. There have been several studies
on graph factors under different constraints, such as conditions on their degrees
or restrictions on the classes that they must belong to. Here, we are particularly
interested in graph factors described by their degrees, which we call degree fac-
tors. In this context, given an integer k, a k-factor of a graph G is a k-regular
spanning subgraph of G. This generalizes many problems, for instance a 1-factor
is the same as a perfect matching, and studies in this area date back to the
19th century when Petersen [31] gave one of the first sufficient conditions for a
1-factor.

The concept of k-factors has been generalized to consider other values of
degrees rather than a fixed number. Given two functions g, f : V → N such
that g ≤ f , a spanning subgraph H of the graph G = (V,E) is a (g, f)-factor
if for every vertex v, it holds that g(v) ≤ dH(v) ≤ f(v). If g = f , then it
is simply called an f -factor. The problem of determining if a graph admits a
(g, f)-factor is known to be solvable in polynomial time [4]. As will be shown
later, the GR-C problem generalizes the f -factor problem. Classical results in
this field include Tutte’s theorem on f -factors [36] and Lovasz’s characterization
of (g, f)-factors [28]. For a detailed treatment of this topic, we refer the reader
to the surveys of Akiyama and Kano [3] and Plummer [32].
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Organization of the text. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2, we introduce key definitions and notations related to the GR-C
problem, including some conditions for the realizability of a GR-C instance. In
Section 3, we investigate the GR-C problem with cut sizes restricted to three,
while Section 4 focuses on instances with cuts of size at least four. Finally, in
Section 5, we summarize our results and discuss potential extensions of this work.
Due to space constraints, some proofs have been omitted.

2 Preliminaries

Let S be a set of vertices of a graph G = (V,E). We denote the total degree of
vertices in S by d(S) =

∑

u∈S du, where du represents the degree of vertex u.
A simple observation is that the size of the edge cut ∂(S) is determined by the
degree of the vertices in S and the edges between vertices of S. If there are k
edges between vertices of S, then |∂(S)| = d(S)− 2k. Since the number of edges

in S may vary from 0 to
(

|S|
2

)

, a necessary condition for the realizability of an
GR-C instance is as follows.

Remark 1. A GR-C instance (d,L) is realizable only if, for each cut (S, ℓ) ∈ L,

we have ℓ ∈ {d(S)− 2k : 0 ≤ k ≤
(

|S|
2

)

}.

Since this condition is easily verifiable, we assume henceforth that it holds for
any GR-C instance. In particular, for cuts of size two, this observation implies
that only two feasible values are possible, determining whether an edge must
exist between the corresponding vertices, as detailed below.

Remark 2. Given an instance I = (d,L) of GR-C, in any realization G of I, if
({u, v}, du + dv − 2) ∈ L, then uv ∈ E(G), and if ({u, v}, du + dv) ∈ L, then
uv /∈ E(G).

Based on this, we say that an edge uv is fixed if ({u, v}, du + dv − 2) ∈ L
and is forbidden if ({u, v}, du + dv) ∈ L. We apply similar terminology when
constructing an instance of GR-C. Given an instance (d,L) of GR-C, to fix or
forbid an edge uv means adding the cut ({u, v}, du + dv − 2) or ({u, v}, du + dv)
to L, respectively.

Remark 2 implies that the GR-C problem, when limited to cuts of size two, is
equivalent to the GR problem with added constraints: a subset of edges is fixed,
and another disjoint one is forbidden. Moreover, we can simplify the problem
by focusing only on forbidden edges by reducing the degree of vertices incident
to fixed edges and then marking those edges as forbidden. Formally, given an
instance (d,L) and a cut ({u, v}, du + dv − 2) ∈ L, in which case the edge uv is
fixed, we can produce an equivalent instance (d′,L′) as follows. For all i /∈ {u, v}
set d′i = di. Reduce d′u = du − 1 and d′v = dv − 1; and L′ is obtained from L by
replacing ({u, v}, du + dv − 2) with ({u, v}, du + dv).

The resulting instance (d′,L′) has a realization if and only if (d,L) has a
realization. If G = (V,E) is a realization of (d,L), then, as discussed above, we
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must have uv ∈ E, and G−uv is a realization of L′. Conversely, if G′ = (V,E′) is
a realization of (d′,L′), then necessarily uv /∈ E′ due to the cut ({u, v}, du+dv),
and G′ + uv is a realization of (d,L).

Thus, cut restrictions involving sets of size two can be simply reinterpreted
as forbidding edges. Let F be the set of all forbidden edges that cannot appear
in any realization of instance (d,L). Then G = Kn − F is what we call the
possibility graph, which must be a supergraph of any valid realization of (d,L).

3 Small Cuts

In this section, we show that the GR-C problem can be solved in polynomial
time for instances (d,L) where w(L) ≤ 3. Reinterpreting the size-two cuts of L
as forbidden edges allows us to transform the GR-C problem into an equivalent
formulation of the classic f -factor problem whenever w(L) = 2. This leads us to
the following conclusion.

Lemma 1. Any instance I = (d,L) of the GR-C problem can be solved in poly-

nomial time if w(L) = 2.

Proof. Given the instance I, we apply the aforementioned method to fixed edges
to produce an equivalent instance I ′ = (d′,L′) containing only forbidden edges.
The problem then reduces to finding a subgraph of the possibility graph G of I ′

that realizes the degree list d
′. By interpreting d

′ as a function f : V → N, the
problem becomes finding an f -factor of G, which is solvable in cubic time using,
for example, the algorithm of Anstee [4]. ⊓⊔

Interestingly, the GR-C problem remains solvable in polynomial time even
when cuts of size three are present. This is because cuts of size three actually
have no more restraining power on realizability than cuts of size two, in the sense
that we can construct an equivalent instance containing only cuts of size at most
two that maintain the same realizability as the original instance.

Theorem 2. Any instance I = (d,L) of the GR-C problem can be solved in

polynomial time if w(L) = 3.

u

v w

u

v w

d(S)

(a) ℓ = d(S)

u

v w

u

v w

d(S)− 6

(b) ℓ = d(S)− 6
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u

v w

u

v w

d(S)− 2
x

(c) ℓ = d(S)− 2

u

v w

u

v w

d(S)− 4

x

y

(d) ℓ = d(S)− 4

Fig. 1: Illustration of all cases for a cut (S, ℓ) with S = {u, v, w}, assuming
du = dv = dw = 2 (so d(S) = 6). Solid edges represent possible edges, dashed
edges are forbidden, and blue-highlighted edges belong to a realization. In each
case, the left image shows a realization satisfying (S, ℓ), while the right image
shows the equivalent realization of the modified instance without the cut.

Proof. We will show that it is possible to construct, in polynomial time, an
instance (d′,L′) such that w(L′) = 2 and (d′,L′) is realizable if and only if (d,L)
is realizable. This will complete our proof by applying Lemma 1 to (d′,L′). To
achieve this, consider a cut (S, ℓ) ∈ L where S = {u, v, w}. From Remark 1,
we know there are exactly four possible values for ℓ: d(S), d(S) − 2, d(S) − 4,
and d(S) − 6. In each case, we show that (S, ℓ) can be replaced by cuts of size
two, along with, possibly, some additional vertices. Recall that forbidding or
fixing an edge uv is a constraint that we can express through a cut constraint
({u, v}, du + dv) or ({u, v}, du + dv − 2), respectively.

Case 1: ℓ = d(S). In this case, all edges incident to S must be included in
the edge cut ∂(S). So, this cut effectively forbids the edges uv, uw, and vw, as
shows Figure 1a.

Case 2: ℓ = d(S) − 6. This case is similar to Case 1, but we require here all
three edges between vertices in S to be present. Therefore, we fix the edges uv,
uw, and vw, as in Figure 1b.

Case 3: ℓ = d(S)− 2. This cut enforces that exactly one edge within S must
be included in any realization. Equivalently, this constraint requires selecting
two vertices from S to decrease their degrees by 1 each.

To eliminate this cut from L (see Figure 1c), we proceed as follows. We
create a new vertex x, set dx = 2, and forbid all edges between x and vertices
outside S. Additionally, we forbid the edges between the vertices within S. In
this setting, the two vertices in S adjacent to x will simulate the selection of an
edge in a realization of the original instance. Assume, without loss of generality,
that a realization G of the original instance exists with vw ∈ E(G). Then, in the
modified instance, a realization G′ exists in which x is adjacent to both v and w
and vw is not present. The converse also holds, ensuring that this modification
to L preserves the realizability of the instance.
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Case 4: ℓ = d(S) − 4. In this case, exactly two edges within S must be
included in any realization. Following the same rationale as in the previous case,
this amounts to the degrees of two vertices in S being reduced by 1, while the
degree of the remaining vertex is reduced by 2. Note that since we only have
three vertices and, therefore, three possible edges, the choice of the two edges
can be defined by selecting which vertex of S will have its degree decreased by
2.

This can be equivalently accomplished by proceeding as follows (see Fig-
ure 1d). We create two new vertices, x and y, and set dx = 3 and dy = 1. We fix
all three edges from x to S, forbid all edges between y and vertices outside S,
and forbid the edges within S. Note that the fixed edges from x to S reduce the
degree of each vertex in S by 1, while the vertex in S that connects to y will
have its degree reduced by an additional 1, simulating the required decrease of 2.
Therefore, without loss of generality, there is a realization G of the original in-
stance such that uv, vw ∈ E(G) if and only if there is a realization G′ of the
modified instance with xu, xv, xw, yv ∈ E(G′) and uv, vw /∈ E(G′).

We apply these modification rules to each cut (S, ℓ) of size three in L, resulting
in a new instance I ′ = (d′,L′) with w(L′) = 2 and the same realizability as
(d,L). In Cases 1 and 2, each cut (S, ℓ) is replaced by three smaller cuts, while
in Cases 3 and 4, O(n) additional cuts are required. Nevertheless, the total size
of L′ and the number of vertices are only increased polynomially. Therefore, by
applying Lemma 1 to I ′, we solve our original instance in polynomial time. ⊓⊔

4 Large Cuts

Now we discuss the GR-C with w(L) ≥ 4. Interestingly, we get a dichotomy and
can no longer solve GR-C within polynomial time unless P = NP. Our hardness
result holds even if d is a sequence of ones. Additionally, we explore restrictions
over the possibility graph G and show that GR-C is NP-complete for w(L) = 6
even if G is bipartite and subcubic. In contrast, if G is a tree, we argue how the
problem can be efficiently solved.

4.1 Cuts of Size Four

Regarding the size of cuts, one might initially think that the approach of Theo-
rem 2, which reduces an instance with w(L) = 3 to one with w(L) = 2, could be
extended to larger cuts. However, this extension is not feasible. For cuts (S, ℓ)
of size three, the number of edges within S uniquely determines how much the
degrees of each vertex are affected. In contrast, when |S| = 4, this property
already does not hold. Consider, for instance, a cut (S, ℓ) where S = {u, v, w, x}
and ℓ = d(S) − 4. In any realization, there must be exactly two edges within
S. If, in a realization G, these edges are disjoint (e.g., uv, wx ∈ E(G)), then
each vertex in S has its degree decreased by 1. On the other hand, the edges
might not be disjoint (e.g., uv, uw ∈ E(G)). In this case, one vertex has its



10 V. G. Chagas et al.

degree decreased by 2, two vertices have a reduction of 1, and one vertex re-
mains unchanged. Since it is impossible to determine beforehand which of these
configurations applies, the reduction strategy used in Theorem 2 cannot be gen-
eralized.

In fact, we show that when w(L) = 4, the GR-C problem cannot be solved in
polynomial time unless P = NP. We use a restricted variant of the 1-in-3-SAT
problem [18] in our proof. In our case, we consider propositional formulas in
conjunctive normal form where every variable appears exactly three times, two
times as a positive literal (i.e., not negated) and one time as a negative literal
(i.e., negated). We ask if it is possible to find a satisfying assignment such that
each clause has exactly one literal that evaluates to true while the rest are false.
Additionally, we require that each clause has two or three literals (it is trivial to
handle clauses with only one literal, so we assume they are preprocessed away).
We call this variant 1-in-3-SAT(2,1), and although pretty restricted, this problem
remains NP-complete.

Input: A set of variables X and a formula φ in conjunctive normal
form over X such that:

– each variable of X occurs twice as a positive literal and
once as a negative literal;

– each clause of φ has two or three literals.

Question: Is there a truth assignment of X such that exactly one literal
in every clause of φ is true?

1-in-3-SAT(2,1)

Lemma 2. 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) is NP-complete.

Proof. Notice that the problem is in NP. To prove that it is NP-hard, we show
a reduction from Positive 1-in-3-SAT, the monotone version of 1-in-3-SAT in
which all literals are positive. This problem is known as NP-complete [18].

Let (X , φ) be an input of the Positive 1-in-3-SAT problem. We will show how
to add clauses and variables to (X,φ) to obtain an equivalent instance (X ′, φ′)
of 1-in-3-SAT(2,1). We start with X ′ = X and φ′ = φ. Let x ∈ X . First, consider
that x only occurs once in φ (we know it appears as a positive literal). Then we
add to φ′ the redundant clause (x + x). Now x occurs in φ′ twice as a positive
literal and once as a negative one, and φ′ is equivalent to φ.

Now suppose x has two appearances in φ. Then we create a new variable a;
we add the clause (x + a) to set a logical equivalence between x and a (since
exactly one of x and a must be true in a satisfying truth assignment, x ≡ a in
any feasible assignment). This allows us to replace the second occurrence of x
with its equivalent variable a. The resulting φ′ is equivalent to φ, and by also
adding the redundant clause (a+ x) to φ, both x and the new variable a occur
twice as a positive literal and once as a negative one.

Finally, we generalize this last idea. Lets say that x occurs t times, t ≥ 2.
We create t − 1 variables, a1, a2, . . . , at−1, which will be all equivalent to x. To
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this end, we add t clauses to φ′: (x+ a1), (a1 + a2), . . . , (at−2+ at−1), (at−1 +x).
Now x and the new variables a1, . . . , at−1 are all equivalent, i.e., they must have
the same truth value in any assignment that satisfies exactly one literal of every
clause. In φ′, we maintain the first appearance of x, but the second one is replaced
by a1, the third is replaced by a2, and so forth. The resulting φ′ is still equivalent
to the original φ, and if we do this for every variable in X , we obtain an instance
(X ′, φ′) that is an instance of 1-in-3-SAT(2,1). Furthermore, we remark that in
φ′, every clause that comes from φ has three literals, and every clause that we
created for the reduction has two literals; thus, φ′ only has clauses of sizes two
and three. ⊓⊔

To argue the hardness of GR-C with w(L) = 4, it will be useful to know
beforehand how many variables in a 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) instance must be set to
true. To this end, we consider a more restricted problem, which remains hard.

Input: A tuple (X,φ, k), where (X,φ) is an instance of
1-in-3-SAT(2,1) and k is a nonnegative integer.

Question: Is there a feasible solution to (X,φ) in which exactly k vari-
ables are assigned to true?

k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1)

Lemma 3. k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) cannot be solved in polynomial time unless

P = NP.

Proof. Follows directly from Lemma 2. Suppose that A is an algorithm that
decides k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) in polynomial time. Given an instance (X,φ) of
1-in-3-SAT(2,1) with n variables, we run A on inputs (X,φ, 0), . . . , (X,φ, n). If
A accepts any of these, we determine that the answer to φ is YES; otherwise,
it is NO. Therefore, we can solve 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) in polynomial time, implying
that P = NP. ⊓⊔

Equipped with the k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) problem and by knowing that it
cannot be solved in polynomial time unless P = NP, we can proceed to show
the hardness of the GR-C problem when w(L) = 4.

Theorem 3. The GR-C problem cannot be solved in polynomial time unless

P = NP even when w(L) = 4 and all degrees in the degree sequence d are 1.

Proof. We present a reduction from the k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) to the GR-C
problem with the desired properties. To this end, let (X,φ, k) be an instance
of the k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1). We now describe the building of the instance
I = (d,L) of GR-C. Refer to Figure 2 for an illustrative example. We start with
d and L empty, and we let V be the corresponding set of vertices and G be its
possibility graph. First, for each variable xi in X , we build a variable gadget as
follows. Let Xi be a set of four vertices, namely Xi = {xi

T1
, xi

T2
, xi

F1
, xi

F2
}. We

add Xi to V and set du = 1 for each u ∈ Xi, we add the edges xi
T1
xi
T2

and
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s

x1

T

F

x2

T

F

x3

T

F

x4

T

F

C1

x̄1 x3

C2

x1

x2 x4

C3

x1 x̄4

C4

x̄2 x̄3

C5

x2

x3 x4

Fig. 2: Illustration of the possibility graph G built from an instance
(X,φ, k) of k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) with X = {x1, x2, x3, x4}, φ =
(x̄1+x3)(x1+x2+x4)(x1+x̄4)(x̄2+x̄3)(x2+x3+x4) and k = 1. Gray vertices rep-
resent artificial vertices created for clauses with only two literals. The highlighted
edges show an example of a feasible realization for such an instance.

xi
F1
xi
F2

to G, and we add the cut (Xi, 2) to L. Moreover, for each clause Cj of φ,
we define its clause gadget. We create a new vertex for each literal that occurs
in Cj . If Cj has only two literals, we create another artificial one. Let Yj be this
set of three vertices. We add Yj to V and set dv = 1 for each v ∈ Yj , we add all
the edges between vertices of Yj to G, and we add the cut (Yj , 1) to L.

To conclude the definition of the vertices V , we create a vertex s and set
ds = n− k. The set V of our instance is thus composed of s and the vertices of
each variable and clause gadget. To finish G’s construction, we join the vertex
and clause gadgets as follows. For each variable xi, let Ci1 and Ci2 be the two
clauses where xi appears as a positive literal, and Ci3 the clause in which it
appears as a negative literal. We connect xi

T1
, xi

T2
and xi

F1
to the vertex that

corresponds to its literal in Ci1 , Ci2 and Ci3 , respectively, while xi
F2

is connected
to s. The final cut list L is given by the aforementioned cuts in the vertex and
clause gadgets, plus the ones defining G. Now we show that there is a realization
for such (d,L) if and only if (X,φ) is satisfiable using exactly k variables as true.

Let x̂ be a feasible solution to (X,φ) using exactly k variables as true. Let G
be a spanning subgraph of G, initially with no edges. For each x̂i from x̂, if x̂i = T ,
we add to G the edge xi

F1
xi
F2

along with the edges from xi
T1

and xi
T2

to their
corresponding positive literals in the clause gadgets. Similarly, if x̂i = F , then
we add to G the edge xi

T1
xi
T2

along with the edges from xi
F1

to its corresponding

negative literal in the clause gadget and from xi
F2

to s. At last, for each clause Cj

in φ, let x̂j1 and x̂j2 be the corresponding vertices of the two literals in Cj that
were evaluated as false in x̂ in case Cj has three literals, or the literal evaluated
to false and the artificial vertex added in the clause gadget of Cj , otherwise.
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We then add the edge x̂j1 x̂j2 to G for each clause Cj . In both cases, in G we
have that ∂(Xi) = 2. Since x̂i is a feasible solution, in each clause Cj , exactly one
variable is evaluated to true, which implies that ∂(Yj) = 1 in G. Furthermore,
the degree of all vertices except for s is 1, and since there are exactly k variables
in x̂ assigned to true, there are n − k edges in G from vertices xi

F2
to s, thus

respecting ds. Therefore, G is a realization of (d,L).
Conversely, let G be a realization of (d,L). Since (Xi, 2) ∈ L for each variable

xi, du = 1 for each u ∈ Xi, and E(G[Xi]) = {xi
T1
xi
T2
, xi

F1
xi
F2
}. It holds that

either xi
T1
, xi

T2
or xi

F1
, xi

F2
have neighbors outside Xi in G. Therefore, we define

an assignment x̂ to (X,φ) as follows: xi = T if xi
T1
, xi

T2
have neighbors outside

Xi in G, otherwise xi = F . As (Yj , 1) ∈ L for each clause Cj , it follows that each
clause of φ has exactly one literal assigned to true in x̂. Given that d(s) = n−k,
the vertex s has n− k neighbors in G. By construction, each neighbor of s in G
is a xi

F2
vertex for some i. Thus, x̂ has exactly n− k negative literals evaluating

true, and therefore x̂ is a feasible solution to (X,φ) in which exactly k variables
are assigned to true.

To have all degrees in the degree sequence d equal 1 is enough to modify the
construction, replacing s by n− k copies each with desired degree equals one in
d. Thus, from this reduction, we conclude that if the GR-C problem is solvable
in polynomial time, then we can also solve the k-True 1-in-3-SAT(2,1) problem
in polynomial time, which would imply that P = NP due to Lemma 3. ⊓⊔

4.2 Restricted Possibility Graph

We now move our attention to particular instances (d,L) of GR-C in which
w(L) is not bounded, but the possibility graph G belongs to a restricted graph
class. If G is a tree, we can solve the GR-C in polynomial time. For instance, we
can construct a candidate realizing graph G by processing G’s leaves iteratively,
ensuring at each step that the degree constraints are met. If a violation occurs
or the final vertex has a nonzero degree, we return NO; otherwise, we can verify
whether G realizes L in polynomial time.

Proposition 1. Given an instance (d,L) of GR-C with a tree possibility graph

G, we can decide if there is a solution in polynomial time.

As it turns out, if we relax the restrictions on G and allow a bipartite
graph, we get a NP-complete problem. To show this, we will make use of the
3-Dimensional Matching problem, which is defined next.

Input: 3 disjoint sets X , Y , and Z with |X | = |Y | = |Z| = n, and
a set of triples T ⊆ X × Y × Z.

Question: Is there a subset M ⊆ T such that |M | = n and no two
triples of M intersect?

3-Dimensional Matching – 3DM

This problem remains NP-complete if no element occurs in more than three
triples [18]. We refer to this particular case as 3DM-3.
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Theorem 4. The GR-C problem is NP-complete when the possibility graph G
is subcubic and bipartite, even when w(L) = 6 and d is a sequence of ones.

Proof. The GR-C is clearly in NP. We show a reduction from 3DM-3 to prove its
hardness. Consider an instance (X,Y, Z, T ) of 3DM-3 where |X | = |Y | = |Z| =
n. Without loss of generality, assume that every element in X , Y , and Z appears
in at least one triple in T (see Figure 3 for an illustration of the reduction).

To construct the vertex set V for our GR-C instance, we proceed as follows:
for each element xi ∈ X , we create a corresponding vertex xi in V . For each
element yj ∈ Y , we construct a group of vertices Vj , determined by the number
of triples in T containing yj. If yj appears in l triples, where 1 ≤ l ≤ 3, we

create 2l vertices labeled yj1,a, . . . , y
j
l,a and yj1,b, . . . , y

j
l,b, and group these into

two sets, Y j
a = {yj1,a, . . . , y

j
l,a} and Y j

b = {yj1,b, . . . , y
j
l,b}. Define Ya =

⋃

j Y
j
a and

Yb =
⋃

j Y
j
b . Lastly, for each element zk ∈ Z, we create a vertex zk in V . In total,

this construction yields 2(|T |+ n) vertices, where V = X ∪ Ya ∪ Yb ∪ Z.
We define the degree sequence d such that each vertex in V has a degree

exactly one. This degree constraint ensures that each vertex is matched with
only one other vertex, guaranteeing that any feasible solution forms a matching.
Next, we construct the cut list L. For each group Vj , we add the pair (Vj , 2) to
L. This is the largest cut with a size of at most six, enforcing exactly two edges
connecting vertices in Vj to vertices outside of Vj . We will later argue that they
specifically connect to a vertex of X and a vertex of Z.

We then add cuts of size two, as per Remark 2, to L to prohibit all edges
except those allowed by the following rules. For each yj ∈ Y , let (xi1 , yj , zk1

), . . . ,
(xil , yj, zkl

) denote the l triples of T in which yj appears. We only allow edges

from xiu to yju,a, from yju,a to yju,b, and from yju,b to zku
, for each 1 ≤ u ≤ l.

The construction encodes the selection of a triple (xiv , yj, zkv
) by including the

edges xivy
j
v,a and yjv,bzkv

in the realization, while the remaining vertices in Vj

forms a matching. Observe that this instance’s possibility graph G is bipartite
and subcubic. Each vertex of Ya ∪Yb has degree two, while the vertices in X ∪Z
have a degree at most three, as no element occurs in more than three triples.

If a feasible matching M ⊆ T exists in the 3DM-3 instance, we can map it
directly to the edges of a valid realization G for the constructed GR-C instance.
For each (xiu , yj , zku

) ∈ M , using the uth occurrence of yj , we add the edges

xiuy
j
u,a and yju,bzku

to G. For each (xiv , yj , zkv
) ∈ T \M , we add the edge yjv,ay

j
v,b.

Since M is a solution, each vertex in X ∪Z has degree one, satisfying the degree
constraints. Additionally, within each group Vj , exactly two vertices—yju,a and

yju,b from a triple in M—connect to vertices in X and Z, respectively. All other
vertices within Vj correspond to triples not included in M , forming a matching
within Vj . Therefore, G fulfills both the degree sequence d by assigning degree
one to every vertex and the cut list L, meeting all the required constraints for a
valid realization.

Conversely, if a graph G exists that realizes both the degree sequence d and
the cut list L, we can construct a feasible matching M ⊆ T for the 3DM-3
instance. Since d specifies a degree of one for each vertex, the edges of G form a
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x1

y1

z1

x2

y2

z2

x3

y3

z3

(a) A 3DM-3 input instance

x1

z1

V1

y1

1,a

y1

1,b

y1

2,a

y1

2,b

x2

z2

V2

y2

1,a

y2

1,b

y2

2,a

y2

2,b

y2

3,a

y2

3,b

x3

z3

V3

y3

1,a

y3

1,b

(b) The corresponding GR-C instance

Fig. 3: A 3DM-3 instance example where T = {(x1, y1, z1), (x1, y2, z2),
(x2, y1, z1), (x2, y2, z1), (x3, y2, z2), (x3, y3, z3)}. Distinct edge types are assigned
to each triple, with a solution highlighted. The right image depicts the possibility
graph of the reduced GR-C instance, with a feasible realization highlighted.

matching. Additionally, exactly two vertices within each group Vj are matched
to vertices of X ∪ Z, meaning the remaining vertices within each Vj form an
internal matching. These two externally matched vertices must correspond to
the same triple in T ; otherwise, the remaining vertices in Vj could not be paired
and meet the type (Vj , 2) cut constraint. Let M consist of the triples in T for

which the associated yju,a and yju,b vertices in Vj are connected to vertices in X

and Z, respectively. Thus, by construction, vertex xi connects to yju,a and yju,b to
zk if and only if the triple (xi, yj , zk) of T belongs to M . So M contains exactly
one triple per Vj , covering each element of Y exactly once, thus |M | = n. Since
G realizes L, no edges exist between vertices in X and Z. Hence, given that G
is a matching, each vertex in X connects to exactly one vertex in Ya, and each
vertex in Z connects to exactly one vertex in Yb. Consequently, M constitutes a
valid matching for the 3DM-3 instance. ⊓⊔

5 Final Remarks

We introduced the Graph Realization with Cut Constraints problem in
this work. This problem is interesting because it combines different graph theory
concepts, including degree sequence, cut constraints, f -factors, and graph real-
ization. We provide a detailed characterization of its computational complexity
based on the size of the cuts. Our results show that the problem can be solved in
polynomial time when the cuts are small enough (size at most three). However,
the complexity significantly increases when the cuts are larger, and we proved
that it becomes NP-hard. An interesting direction for future work is identifying
other graph classes where the possibility graph G of a GR-C instance ensures
polynomial-time solvability. For example, the idea of Proposition 1 might extend
to cactus or, more generally, to graphs with bounded degeneracy or treewidth.
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The case of a planar possibility graph also deserves further investigation. We also
ask about the complexity of 1-in-3 SAT(2,2), the variant of 1-in-3 SAT where each
variable occurs exactly four times, twice positive and twice negative.
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