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POLYNOMIAL DELAY ALGORITHM FOR LISTING MINIMAL EDGE
DOMINATING SETS IN GRAPHS

MAMADOU MOUSTAPHA KANTE, VINCENT LIMOUZY, ARNAUD MARY, LHOUARI NOURINE,
AND TAKEAKI UNO

ABSTRACT. A hypergraph is a pair (V,&) where V is a finite set and £ < 2" is called the
set of hyper-edges. An output-polynomial algorithm for C < 2" is an algorithm that lists
without repetitions all the elements of C in time polynomial in the sum of the size of H and
the accumulated size of all the elements in C. Whether there exists an output-polynomial
algorithm to list all the inclusion-wise minimal hitting sets of hyper-edges of a given hypergraph
(the TrRANs-ENUM problem) is a fifty years old open problem, and up to now there are few
tractable examples of hypergraph classes. An inclusion-wise minimal hitting set of the closed
neighborhoods of a graph is called a minimal dominating set. A closed neighborhood of a
vertex is the set composed of the vertex itself with all its neighbors. It is known that there
exists an output-polynomial algorithm for the set of minimal dominating sets in graphs if and
only if there is one for the minimal hitting sets in hypergraphs. Hoping this equivalence can
help to get new insights in the TRANS-ENUM problem, it is natural to look at graph classes.
It was proved independently and with different techniques in [Golovach et al. - ICALP 2013]
and [Kanté et al. - ISAAC 2012] that there exists an incremental output-polynomial algorithm
for the set of minimal edge dominating sets in graphs (i.e. minimal dominating sets in line
graphs). We provide the first polynomial delay and polynomial space algorithm that lists all
the minimal edge dominating sets in graphs, answering an open problem of [Golovach et al. -
ICALP 2013]. Besides the result, we hope the used techniques that are a mix of a modification
of the well-known Berge’s algorithm and a strong use of the structure of line graphs, are of
great interest and could be used to get new output-polynomial algorithms.

1. INTRODUCTION

The MINIMUM DOMINATING SET problem is a classic and well-studied graph optimization
problem. A dominating set in a graph G is a subset D of its set of vertices such that each
vertex is either in D or has a neighbor in D. Computing a minimum dominating set has
numerous applications in many areas, e.g., networks, graph theory (see for instance the book
[10]). The MiNIMUM EDGE DOMINATING SET problem is a classic well-studied variant of
the MINIMUM DOMINATING SET problem [10]. An edge dominating set is a subset F' of the
edge set such that each edge is in F' or is adjacent to an edge in F. In this paper, we are
interested in an output-polynomial algorithm for listing without duplications the (inclusion-wise)
minimal edge dominating sets of a graph. An output-polynomial algorithm is an algorithm whose
running time is bounded by a polynomial depending on the sum of the sizes of the input and
output. The enumeration of minimal or maximal subsets of vertices satisfying some property in a
(hyper)graph is a central area in graph algorithms and for several properties output-polynomial
algorithms have been proposed e.g. |2l [4, [6] [7, 20, 24) 28], while for others it was proven that
no output-polynomial time algorithm exists unless P=NP [16] [17, 19} 20, 26].

The existence of an output-polynomial algorithm for the enumeration of minimal dominating
sets of graphs (DOM-ENUM problem) is a widely open question and is closely related to the well-
known TRANS-ENUM problem in hypergraphs which asks for an output-polynomial algorithm
for the enumeration of all minimal transversals in hypergraphs. A transversal (or a hitting-set)
in a hypergraph is a subset of its vertex set that intersects every of its hyper-edges. This is
a long-standing open problem (see for instance [5]) and is well-studied due to its applications
in several areas [5, [6, @, [I8] 23]. Up to now only few tractable cases are known (see [I1] for
some examples). It is easy to see that the minimal dominating sets of a graph are the minimal
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transversals of its closed neighbourhoodsﬂ and then, as a particular case, it seems that the Dowm-
ENUM problem is more tractable than the TRANS-ENUM problem, but some of the authors
have very recently proved in [I2] that there exists an output-polynomial algorithm for Dom-
ENuUM if and only if there exists one for TRANS-ENUM. It is therefore interesting to look at the
TRANS-ENUM problem in the perspective of graph theory and to investigate graph classes where
the DOM-ENUM problem is tractable. Indeed, the authors have exhibited several new tractable
cases split graphs [11], undirected path graphs [13], permutation graphs [14] and chordal P6-free
graphs [I1]. It is proved in [I3] (and independently in [§]) that the enumeration of minimal edge
dominating sets can be done in (incremental) output-polynomial. In this paper we improve
drastically these two algorithms and give the first algorithm with polynomial delay (the time
between two consecutive outputs is bounded by a polynomial on the input size) and that uses
polynomial space.

The strategy of our algorithm is based on a modified version of Berge’s algorithm [3] for enu-
merating minimal transversals. Berge’s algorithm consists in ordering the hyper-edges F1, ..., En,
of a given hypergraph H and for each i computes the minimal transversals of the hypergraph H;
with set of hyper-edges {E1, ..., F;} from the minimal transversals of H;_1. The main drawback
of Berge’s algorithm is that a minimal transversal of H; is not necessarily a subset of a minimal
transversal of H, and therefore Berge’s algorithm does not guarantee an output-polynomial al-
gorithm. Indeed, it is proved in [27] that there exist hypergraphs for which Berge’s algorithm is
not output-polynomial for any ordering. We will propose a new version of Berge’s algorithm that
consists in grouping the hyper-edges of a given hypergraph with respect to the hyper-edges of a
maximal matchingﬂ. This overcomes the inconvenient of Berge’s algorithm, but the counterpart
is the difficulty in the extension of the already computed sub-transversals (which was trivial in
Berge’s algorithm). We will show how to solve this extension part in the case of minimal edge
dominating sets. It is worth noticing that a strategy similar to the Berge’s algorithm exists
for enumerating maximal subsets satisfying a certain property [20]. It consists in ordering the
vertices x1,..., T, of a hypergraph and for each ¢ computes the maximal sets that are maximal
within {1,...,4}. But contrary to Berge’s algorithm every sub-solution computed at step i is a
subset of a solution, and therefore as in our version of Berge’s algorithm if one can compute the
maximal sets that are maximal within {1, ... 4} from those that are maximal within {1,...,i—1}
one gets an output-polynomial algorithm. This strategy has been used by Lawler et al. in [20]
to give output-polynomial algorithms for enumerating maximal set packings, maximal complete
k-partite subgraphs, the bases of the intersection of m matroids for fixed m, ...

The remainder of the text is as follows. In Section [2] we give some necessary definitions.
Section [3] explains the strategy for the enumeration and give an informal description of the
algorithm. Section [4] is devoted to the technical parts of the paper. We sum up all the details
of the algorithm in Section [5] and conclude with some open questions in Section [0}

2. PRELIMINARIES

If A and B are two sets, A\B denotes the set {x € A | z ¢ B}. The power-set of a set V' is
denoted by 2V. For three sets A, B and C, we write A= BuCif A=BuCand BnC = (.
The size of a set A is denoted by |A|. We refer to [1] for graph terminology. A graph G = (V, E)
is a pair of vertex set V and edge set E < V x V. We only deal with finite and simple graphs.
An edge between z and y in a graph is denoted by xy (equivalently yz) and sometimes it will
be convenient to see an edge xy as the set {z,y}, but this will be clear from the context.

Let G := (V, E) be a graph. For a vertex x, we denote by N (z) the set of edges incident to z,
and N(z) denotes the set of vertices adjacent to x. For every edge e := zy, we denote by N|e]
the set of edges adjacent to e, i.e. N[e] := N(z) u N(y). A subset D of E is called an edge
dominating set if for every edge e of G, we have N[e] n D # ¢J, and D is minimal if no proper
subset of it is an edge dominating set.

IThe closed neighborhood of a vertex v in a graph is the set containing v and all its neighbors.
2A mazimal matching in a hypergraph is a set of disjoint edges maximal with respect to inclusion.
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If V is a finite set and C < 2V, then the size of C, denoted by [C| is Yrce |C|- A hypergraph
H is a pair (V, F) with a vertex set V and a hyper-edge set F < 2V. It is worth noticing that
graphs are special cases of hypergraphs. The size of a hypergraph #, denoted by |#|, is defined
as [V + | F].

Let H be a hypergraph and let C be a subset of 2V. An output-polynomial algorithm for
C is an algorithm that lists the elements of C without repetitions in time O (p (|*],|C|)) for
some polynomial p. We say that an algorithm enumerates C with polynomial delay if, after a
pre-processing that runs in time O(p(|H|)) for some polynomial p, the algorithm outputs the
elements of C without repetitions, the delay between two consecutive outputs being bounded
by O(q(||H]])) for some polynomial ¢ (we also require that the time between the last output
and the termination of the algorithm is bounded by O(q(||#]))). It is worth noticing that an
algorithm which enumerates a subset C of 2V in polynomial delay outputs the set C in time
O (p(|H]) + q(|H]) - IC] + |IC|) where p and g are respectively the polynomials bounding the
pre-processing time and the delay between two consecutive outputs. Notice that any polynomial
delay algorithm is obviously an output-polynomial one, but not all output-polynomial algorithms
are polynomial delay [26]. We say that an output-polynomial algorithm uses polynomial space if
there exists a polynomial g such that the space used by the algorithm is bounded by ¢(|G]). The
output polynomiality is one of a criteria of efficiency for enumeration algorithms, and polynomial
delay is that of more efficiency. This paper addresses the following question.

Question: Is there a polynomial delay polynomial space algorithm to enumerate all minimal
edge dominating sets of a given graph?

Let H := (V,F) be a hypergraph. A private neighbor of a vertex x with respect to T < V
is a hyper-edge that intersect T only on z, and the set of private neighbors of x is denoted by
Py(z,T), i.e. Py(z,T):={FeF|FnT={x}}. AsubsetT of V(H) is called an irredundant
set if Py(x,T) # & for all z € T. We denote by TR(H) the set of irredundant sets of H.

A transversal (or hitting set) of H is a subset of V that has a non-empty intersection with every
hyper-edge of F; it is minimal if it does not contain any other transversal as a proper subset. It
is known that 7' is a minimal transversal if and only if T" is a transversal and Py/(x,T) # & for
all x € T. The set of all minimal transversals of H is denoted by tr(H). The edge neighborhood
hypergraph H(G) of G is the hypergraph (F,{N|e] | e € E}). The following proposition is easy
to obtain.

Proposition 1. For any graph G := (V,E), T < E is an edge dominating set of G if and only
if T is a transversal of H(G). Therefore, T < E(G) is a minimal edge dominating set of G if
and only if T is a minimal transversal of H(G).

Our algorithm is based on algorithms developed for enumerating minimal transversals. Thus,
we introduce the dominating set version of the above notions. For an edge set T' € F, a private
netghbor of an edge e with respect to T is an edge f that is adjacent to e but not to any edge in
T\{e}. The set of private neighbors of e is denoted by Pg(e,T'). For an edge subset E’ of E, an
edge set T is called transversal (or hitting set) of E’, if for any edge e of E’, T includes at least
one edge f of F that is adjacent to the edge e. A transversal of E’ is minimal if it does not
contain any other transversal of £ as a proper subset. Again T' € E is a minimal transversal of
E’ if and only if T is a transversal of E' and Pgs(e,T) # ¢ for all e € T. The set of all minimal
transversals of E’ is also denoted by tr(E’).

3. BERGE’S ALGORITHM AND BASIC STRATEGY

Hereafter, we explain our approach to enumerate all minimal edge dominating sets. Our
strategy for the enumeration is based on Berge’s algorithm [3]. For a given hypergraph with
hyper-edges enumerated as Fi,..., Fy,, let F; be {Fi,..., F;} for each 1 < j < m. Roughly,
Berge’s algorithm computes, for each 1 < j < m, tr(F;) from tr(F;_1). Although the algorithm
is not polynomial space, there is a way to reduce the space complexity to polynomial. For j > 1
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and T € tr(F;), we define the parent Q'(T,j) of T as follows

oy {7 ET e,
S T\{v} if v is such that Pr,(v,T) = {F}}.

We can observe that T' ¢ tr(F;_1) if and only if Pr,(v,T) = {F}} holds for some v € T', thus
the parent is well defined and always in tr(F;_1) [15,[22]. One can moreover compute the parent
of any T € tr(F;) in time polynomial in |H|. This parent-child relation induces a tree, rooted
at (J, spanning all members of [ J ¢r(F;). We can traverse this tree in a depth-first search

1<jsm
manner from the root by recursivjely generating the children of the current visiting minimal
hitting set. Any child is obtained by adding at most one vertex, then the children can be listed
in polynomial time. In this way, we can enumerate all the minimal hitting sets of a hypergraph
with polynomial space.

Formally and generally, we consider the problem of enumerating all elements of a set Z that is
a subset of an implicitly given set X'. Assume that we have a polynomial time computable parent
function P : X — X u {nil}. For each X € X, P(X) is called the parent of X, and the elements
Y such that P(Y) = X are called children of X. The parent-child relation of P is acyclic if any
X € X is not a proper ancestor of itself, that is, it always holds that X # P(P(--- P(X))---).
We say that an acyclic parent-child relation is i¢rredundant when any X € X has a descendant
in Z, in the parent-child relation. The following statements are well-known in the literature
2, 25, 21, 15, 22].

Proposition 2. All elements in Z can be enumerated with polynomial space if there is an
acyclic parent-child relation P : X — X U {nil} such that there is a polynomial space algorithm
for enumerating all the children of each X € X u {nil}.

Proposition 3. All elements in Z can be enumerated with polynomial delay and polynomial space
if there is an irredundant parent-child relation P : X — X U {nil} such that there is a polynomial
delay polynomial space algorithm for enumerating all the children of each X € X U {nil}.

With acyclic (resp., irredundant) parent-child relation P : X — X u {nil}, the following
algorithm enumerates all elements in Z, with polynomial space (resp., with polynomial delay
and polynomial space).

Algorithm ReverseSearch(X)

1. if X € Z then output X

2. for each Y satisfying X = P(Y') do
3.  call ReverseSearch(Y)

4. end for

The call ReverseSearch(nil) enumerates all elements in Z. Since the above parent-child relation
for transversals @’ is acyclic, the algorithms proposed in [15] 22] use polynomial space. However,
the parent-child relation Q' is not irredundant and hence ReverseSearch(nil) does not guarantee
a polynomial delay neither an output-polynomiality. Indeed, we can expect that the size of
tr(F;) increases as the increase of j, and it can be observed in practice. However, tr(F;) can
be exponentially larger than ¢r(F,,), thus Berge’s algorithm is not output polynomial [27].
Examples of irredundant parent-child relations can be found in the literature |2} 25] 21].

One idea to avoid the lack of irredundancy is to certificate the existence of minimal transversals
in the descendants. Suppose that we choose some levels 1 = 1y,...,l; = m of Berge’s algorithm,
and state that for any T' € tr(F,), we have at least one descendant in ¢r(F,_ ). This implies
that any transversal in tr(F;,) has a descendant in tr(F,,), thus we can have an irredundant
parent-child relation by looking only at these levels, and the enumeration can be polynomial
delay and polynomial space.

We will use this idea to obtain a polynomial delay polynomial space algorithm to enumerate
the minimal edge dominating sets, the levels are determined with respect to a mazimal matching.
From now one we assume that we have a fixed graph G := (V, F) and we will show how to
enumerate all its minimal edge dominating sets. A subset of F is a matching if every two of
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its edges e and f are not adjacent. A matching is maximal if it is not included in any other

matching. Let {b1,...,br} be a maximal matching of G, and let b; = z;y;. For each 0 < i < k,
let Vi :=V\( U bg), and let F; := {e | e € V;}). Let B; := E;\F;_1 for i > 1. Note that
i'>1

any edge in E7 is adjacent to by and by definition B; never includes an edge b; # b;. Without
loss of generality, we here assume that we have taken a linear ordering < on the edges of G so
that: (1) for each e € B; and each f € E;_; we have e < f, (2) for each e € N(z;) n B;,
each f € N(y;) n B; we have b; < e < f. Observe that with that ordering we have e < f
whenever e € B; and f € Bj with i < j. We consider that Berge’s algorithm on H(G) follows
that ordering. In fact we will prove using Berge’s algorithm that we can define an irredundant
parent-child relation to enumerate tr(E;) from tr(E;_1).

Lemma 4. Let 1 <i< k. Any T € tr(F;_1) has at least one descendant in tr(FE;).

Proof. It T' € tr(E;) satisfies T = T, then T" is a descendant of T since the parent is never
greater than the child. If T' ¢ tr(E;), some edges X of B; are not dominated by 7', and consider
T :=T u {b;}. We observe that b; is adjacent to all edges of B; and the edges in X are private
neighbors of b; in T”, thus 7" is included in ¢tr(F;). Let us compute the ancestor of 7" in E;_1 as
follows: set T” := T and repeatedly compute the parent of 7” and set T” to its parent, until
reaching a minimal transversal in ¢r(F;_1). In this process no vertex of T is removed since each
vertex in T has a private neighbor in E; 1. But, at some point b; is removed from 7" since it is
the only one in 7" which has a private neighbor in B;. This means that T is an ancestor of 7",
and thus T always has a descendant in tr(Ej;). O

For conciseness, we introduce a new parent-child relation for edge dominating set enumeration.
For T' € tr(E;), let Q) (T, |E;|) be the ancestor of T' located on the j-th level of Berge’s algorithm,
Le, Q}(T,|Ei|) = Q(Q'(--- (T, |Ei]), |Es| =1),- -+, j+1). Then, we define the skip parent Q(T', 1)
of T by QiEi—”(T’ |E;|). T is a skip-child of T € tr(F;—1) if and only if 7" € tr(E;) and
Q(T',i) = T. The set of skip-children of T € tr(E;) is denoted by C(T, ). From Propositions
and [3] and Lemma [4 we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5. If we can list all skip-children of T € tr(E;), for each 1 < i < k, with polyno-
mial delay and polynomial space, then we can enumerate all minimal edge dominating sets with
polynomial delay and polynomial space.

But, as we will show in the next section, for a transversal 7" in tr(F;_1), the problem of
finding a transversal of ¢r(FE;) including T' is NP-complete in general. In order to overcome
this difficulty, we will identify a pattern, that we call an H-pattern, that makes the problem
difficult. We will first show that one can enumerate with polynomial delay and polynomial
space all the skip-children that include no edges from H-patterns, and then define a new parent-
child relation that will allow to enumerate also with polynomial delay and polynomial space the
other skip-children in a different way. In the following sections, we explain the methods for the
enumeration.

4. COMPUTING SKIP-CHILDREN

Let T be in tr(E;—1) and T' € tr(FE;) a skip-child of T. First notice that every edge in T'\T'
can have a private neighbor only in B;. Indeed every edge in E; 1 is already dominated by
T and an edge in T"\T is only used to dominate an edge in B;. Moreover, an edge e # b; in
N(z;) n (T'\T) (resp. in N(y;) n (T"\T)) can have private neighbors only in N(z;) n B; (resp.
N(z;) n B;). And from the proof of Lemma 4 if b; € T'\T then T'\T = {b;}.

Let us first consider the case that every edge in T7'\T is adjacent to b;. From our discussion
above, when two edges in T"\T are incident to x; (resp. y;), they cannot have both private
neighbors. Thus 7"\T can include at most two such edges. Therefore, by choosing all combina-
tions of one or two edges adjacent to b;, adding them to T and then checking if the skip-parent
of the resulting set is 7', we can enumerate all the skip-children 7" of T' such that T'\T' < B;
with polynomial delay and polynomial space.
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We now consider the remaining case that an edge in 7'\T is not adjacent to b;. We call such
a skip-child extra. We can see that at least one edge f # b; adjacent to b; has to be included
in 7" to dominate b;. Actually, since b; < e for any e € B;\{b;}, any extra skip-child of T is a
descendant of some T'u {f} with f # b; incident to x; or y; in the original parent-child relation.
So, without loss of generality, we will assume that such an edge f # b; is incident to x; and
is included in T. Hereafter, we suppose that N(y;) := {z1,...,2;} and assume T’ is an extra
skip-child of T'.

A vertex z, € N(y;) NV is free if it is not incident to an edge in 7', and is non-free otherwise.
A free vertex is said to be isolated if it is not incident to an edge in F;_;. Clearly, if there is an
isolated free vertex, then T  has no extra skip-child. Thus, we assume that there is no isolated free
vertex. Edges in E;\B; that are incident to some free vertices are called border edges. Observe
that any border edge vz incident to a free vertex zj, is adjacent to an edge vw € T if v e V;_1.
The set of border edges is denoted by Bd(T,i). Note that no edge in Bd(T,i) is incident to
two free vertices, otherwise the edge is in F;_; but not dominated by 7', and then any border
edge is incident to exactly one free vertex. We can see that an edge of B; incident to y; is not
dominated by T if and only if it is incident to a free vertex, and any edge in T"\T that is not
incident to x; is a border edge. Then, for any border edge set Z < Bd(T,i), T v Z € tr(E;) only
if each free vertex has a border edge e € Z incident to it. Since any border edge is incident to
exactly one free vertex, for any Z < Bd(T,i) such that T'U Z is irredundant and for any edge
vzp, € Z with free vertex zp, Pg,(e,T U Z) is always {vzp}. This implies that T'U Z is in tr(E;)
only if Z < Bd(T,1) includes exactly one edge incident to each free vertex. We call such an edge
set Z a selection. We observe that all border edges are dominated by Z. We have the following
lemma which is straightforward to prove.

Lemma 6. For any edge subset Z with Z n'T = &, there holds T v Z € tr(E;) only if Z is a
selection.

An edge e € T is called redundant if all edges in Pg, ,(e,T) are border edges and no edge
yizp is in Pg, (e, T).

Lemma 7. If T has a redundant edge, then any selection Z does not satisfy T U Z € tr(FE;).

Proof. Let e be a redundant edge of T'. Since any border edge f is incident to a free vertex zp,
any selection Z should contain one edge incident to zp and then if f is incident to e, we have
f ¢ Pg,(e,T U Z). Since no edge y;z, is in Pg,(e,T'), there holds that Pg,(e,T v Z) = & for
any selection Z. O

Let Xp :={e€ Bd(T,i) | 3¢/ € T and Pg,(¢/,T U {e}) < Bd(T,i)}. The addition of any edge
e € Xp to T transforms an edge €’ of T into a redundant one with respect to T' U {e}, and thus
by Lemma [7| for any Z < Bd(T,i), T u Z € tr(E;) holds only if Z n X7 = . Therefore, the
following follows.

Lemma 8. If a free vertex is not incident to an edge in Bd(T,i)\Xr, then any Z < Bd(T,1)
does not satisfy T Z € tr(E;).

One can hope that we can characterize the selections Z not intersecting X such that Tu Z €
tr(E;) and be able to use it for listing the extra skip-children. Unfortunately, checking whether
there is such a selection Z is NP-complete.

IRREDUNDANT MINIMAL TRANSVERSAL (IMT).
Input. A minimal transversal T of tr(E;_1).
Output. Is there a selection Z, Z n X1 = J, such that T'u Z € tr(E;)?

Theorem 9. IMT is NP-complete.

Proof. We reduce the 3SAT problem to IMT. Let C = C1,Cs, -+, Cy, be the sets of clauses of
a 3SAT instance over variables z1, ..., x,. We create an instance of IMT as follows:
6
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T'= {075 | § < n} U {aw)

&

<

S

Notice that X7 = ¢, and then any selection Z is such that Z n X7 = . Now we claim that
the 3SAT instance is satisfiable if and only if there is an edge set Z < Bd(T,i) with ZnT =
such that T'U Z is included in tr(E;).

Note that here we have Bd(T,i) = {z;C}, | x; € Ch} U {Z;C}, | Tj € Cy}. Notice now that a
subset Z of Bd(T,i) is such that T U Z ¢ tr(E;) if and only if Z contains an edge of N (z;) and
an edge of N (z;) for some i < n.

Let f : {z1,--- ,zn} — {0,1} be an assignment to the variables which satisfies the 3SAT
formula. Then consider the following subset Z of Bd(T),1),

Z = ) N(y)nBd(T,i) |u | N@)n Bd(T,i)
zjlf(xj)=1 zj|f(z)=0
Clearly, since f satisfies the formula, Z is a selection in Bd(T, i) since otherwise a clause would
not be satisfied by f. Notice now that by construction, either N (xj)NZ = Jor N (Tj)nZ =
for every j < n, and then there exists Z' < Z such that T u Z’ is in tr(E;).

Assume now that there exists a selection Z such that T'u Z € tr(E;). Let f: {z1, - ,zp} —
{0,1} be such that:

1 if Naj)nZ#O
flaj) = P
0 fNZ)nZ#.

Notice first that f is well-defined. Indeed, assume that for some z;, we have N (xj)NnZ #+
and N(z;) n Z # . Then the private neighbor of the edge x;z; with respect to T' U Z would
be empty, contradicting the fact that T'u Z € tr(E;). Now since Z is a selection of Bd(T, 1), for
every h <m, Z n N(C}) # & and then there exists either x; € Cj, with f(z;) =1 or z; € C),
with f(x;) = 0. Thus f satisfies all clauses. O

In order to overcome this difficulty, we identify a pattern, that we call an H-pattern, that
makes the problem difficult.

Definition 10 (H-Pattern). A verter set {zs, vy, zj,vj} is an H-pattern if z;, and z; are free

vertices, vev; is in T, and vev; has two non-border private neighbors in E;_1\T': one is adjacent

to vy and the other to vj. We also say that the edges zpve, zjvj and vev; induces an H-pattern.
7



up, Uj

v vj

FIGURE 1. Examples of H-patterns: u; and u; are the free vertices and vjv; is
the edge in T'

We will see that the difficulty of IMT comes from the presence of H-patterns. Indeed, for an
H-pattern {2, vy, zj,v;}, any private neighbor of v,v; is adjacent to either zyvy or to z;v;, thus
we cannot add both to a selection Z since in that case Pg,(vev;, T U Z) will be empty. Let Hp
be the set of border edges included in an H-pattern. In the next two subsections we will see
how to list selections including no edge from Hp, and those that do.

Lemma 11. If T has no redundant edge, then T U Z € tr(E;) holds for any selection Z <
Bd(T,Z)\(XT o HT)

Proof. From the definition, T'u Z dominates all the edges in F; and for each e € Z it holds that
Pg,(e,T v Z) # . Since Z includes no edge from Hr u X7, and T has no redundant edge,
one easily checks from Lemmas [6] [7] and [§] by case analysis that any edge e € T has a private
neighbor f that is adjacent to no border edge, or an edge y;z;, is adjacent to e and not to edges
in T\{e}. Thus, either f € Pg,(e,T U Z) or y;zp, € Pg,(e,T v Z). These imply that T'u Z is in
tT‘(EZ'). ]

4.1. Dealing with Redundancies. The lemmas above demonstrate how to construct transver-
sals T" € tr(E;) from T, but some generated transversals may not be extra skip-children of 7.
This is because such 7" can be also generated from another transversals in tr(E;_1). Such re-
dundancies happen for example when two edges f1 and f2 in 7" have private neighbors only in
B;, but after the removal of either one from 7", the other will have a private neighbor outside
B;. Assuming in this case that f; € T and fo € T/\T), it holds that 7" can be generated from T
or from (T\{f1}) v {f2}. And since the number of selections Z such that T'u Z € tr(E;) can be
arbitrarily large, we need to avoid such redundancies.

To address this issue, we state the following lemmas to characterize the edges not to be added
to selections Z such that T U Z is an extra skip-child of T. We say that a border edge vzy
is preceding if there is an edge vzp, in T satisfying Pg, ,(vzp,T) S Nlvze] and yize < yizn,
and denote the set of preceding edges by X7.. We also say that an edge vz, € T is fail if
Pg, (vzp,T) < Bd(T,i), yiz, is in Pg,(vzp,T), and no edge wzy € Pg, ,(vzp,T) satisfies
Yizh < YiZe.

Lemma 12. For any selection Z including a preceding edge, T' U Z is not an extra skip-child of
T.

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that T'u Z € tr(E;), otherwise the statement
holds. Suppose that there are several edges v1zp,, - ,v12p, in T' that are adjacent to preceding
edges included in Z, and among them let v;25; be such that y;zp; is greater than any y;zp, for
I <{<pand/{+#j, and let vz, be the preceding edge included in Z such that Pg, , (Uzhj ,T) <
N[Ungj]. Let ¢ be the index of y;zp; in our ordering of the edges of E and let F; be the
first ¢ edges of £ in our ordering (which includes of course y;2p,). Since Pg,_,(vzp,,T) <
Nlvjzg,] no edge of T' but v;zp; is adjacent to y;zp, otherwise Pg,(vjzn,, T U Z) would be
8



empty, and then Pg,(vjzp,,T U Z) = {y;zp,}. From the choice of v;zy; it follows that for any
edge e € T that is adjacent to a neighbor zj, of y; and such that y;z, > yizp,; there exists
an edge f € E;_1 n Pg,(e,Q(T u Z,|E;])). Thus, every edge in T has a private neighbor
in F; and hence Qi(T u Z,|E;|) includes all edges of T. But since y;z;, has index ¢ and
Pr,(vjzn;, T v Z) = Pg,(vjzn;, T U Z) = {yizn,; }, we can conclude that Q; (T u Z, |E;|) does
not contain v;z2p;, and then the skip-parent of T'U Z does not include v;zp;. Therefore, T'U Z
is not an extra skip-child of T'. O

Lemma 13. IfT has a fail edge, then T U Z is not an extra skip-child of T for any selection Z.

Proof. Let vzp, be a fail edge of T' and let Z be a selection. Suppose without loss of generality
that T Z € tr(E;). Since Pg, ,(vzp,T) < Bd(T,i) and each free vertex should be incident
to an edge in Z we can conclude that Pg,(vzp, T U Z) = {yizn}. Now let ¢ be the index of
yizp in the ordering of E and let F; be the first ¢ edges in this ordering. Assume also that
Q,(T v Z,|E;|) contains all edges of T, otherwise T' U Z is not an extra skip-child of 7. But,
since Pr,(vjzn,, T v Z) = Pg,(vjzn,, T U Z) = {yizn}, we can conclude that Q} (T u Z,|Ey|)
does not contain v;zp, and then the skip-parent of 7" U Z does not include vjzp,;. Thus, T'u Z
is not an extra skip-child of T'. O

We are now able to characterize exactly those selections Z not intersecting Hr and such that
T v Z is an extra skip-child of T'.

Lemma 14. Suppose that T has neither redundant edge nor fail edge and any free vertex is
incident to an edge in Bd(T,i). Then, T U Z with T n Z = & is an extra skip-child of T
including no edge of Hr if and only if Z is a selection including no edge of X1 v X5 v Hr.

Proof. The only if part is clear from lemmas [0} [T} [I2] and [I3] Let us now prove the if part.
Suppose that we have a selection Z including no edge in X7 u X7, U Hy. By Lemmas |§ and
it holds that T'u Z € tr(E;). Suppose now that Q(T u Z,i) # T. Then, let us consider the
computation of Q(T U Z,i) in E;: we compute Q' (T v Z,|E;]), Q(Q(T v Z,|E;|), |Ei| — 1),
and so on. Let F' be the set of edges not in B; incident to the neighbors of y; in V;, i.e.
F := N(N(y))\N(y;). First notice that T\F = Q(T U Z,i)\F. So, T and Q(T U Z,i) can differ
only on edges in F'. So, let vz, be the first edge removed among T\Q(T U Z, i) in this operation
sequence, i.e., Q;-H(T U Z,|E;]) includes all edges in T\Q(T v Z,1), but Q;(T v Z,|E;]) does
not include vzj,. Let F; be the first j edges in our ordering. Notice that all edges in E;_; are in
Fj. Then, we can see that Pg,(vz,, T U Z) = {y;z}. This implies that any private neighbor in
Pg, (vzp,T) is dominated by some edges in Z, and no edge in (T'\{vzx}) U Z is adjacent to zp.
We further see that if there is a private neighbor uv € Pg, . (vzp,T) that is not a border edge,
then no border edge is incident to u. Indeed, u is not a free vertex and is necessarily in V;_4
and if there is a border edge uzy this edge should be in E; 1 and since it should be dominated
by T' and vu € Pg, ,(vzp,T), there would exist an edge in T incident to z, contradicting that
uzy is a border edge. Similarly if there is a non border uzp, € Pg, ,(vzp,T), then no border edge
is incident to w.

Suppose that all edges in Pg, ,(vzp,T) are border edges. Since vz, is not a fail edge, there
exists an edge wzy € Pg, ,(vzy, T) satisfying y;z;, < yize. This implies that the edge wz, €
Pr,(vzp, Q1 (T v Z,|E;|)), and then vz, should be in Q(T'v Z, | E;|), otherwise wz, would not
be dominated by Q; (T v Z,|E;]), thus yielding a contradiction.

Suppose now that there is a non-border edge vu in Pg, ,(vzp,T). We note that u can be
zp, so that vu = vzy,. Since vzp is not in Q}(T U Z,|E;|), there should be a border edge in Z
adjacent to vzy. We can observe that u is incident to no edge in T\{vz}, thus any border edge
adjacent to uv is incident to v. If Py, (vzy, T) < N(v), then since T' has no preceding edge
any border edge vzy € Z satisfies that y;2z, < y;z¢. This implies that Q; 1 (T'u Z,|E;|) includes
no such border edge, and uv is a private neighbor of vzy, in Pr,(vzn, Q)1 (T' v Z, |E;|)). This
implies that vz, is included in Q;(Tu Z,|FE;|), yielding a contradiction. So, there is a non border
edge zpw € Pp, ,(vzp,T). Let z and z, be free vertices adjacent respectively to zj, and v and
such that zjzs and vz, are in Z. If zg # z,, then {zq, 23, 2p, v} would form an H. So there is
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at most one free vertex z; such that vz and zpzs are in Z. If such a zs exists, then one of zj,z;
and vz, is not in Z. And then in this case either wzy, or vu is in Pr;(vzn, Q) (T U Z, |Ej])),
contradicting that vz, is not in Qj(T' v Z, |E;]). If z), is not adjacent to a border edge, then
wzp, € Pr;(vzn, Q)1 (T v Z,|E;l)), and then again vz, would be in Q(T v Z,|El).

From the discussion, we have that T\Q(T v Z,i) = . Since Q(T' u Z,i) and T are both
minimal in ¢r(E;_1), we have Q(T v Z,i) = T. O

As a corollary we have the following.

Proposition 15. One can enumerate with polynomial delay and space all the extra skip-children
of T that do not contain edges of Hr.

Proof. If T has redundant edges or fail edges or has a free vertex not incident to an edge in
Bd(T,i)\Xr, then by Lemmas and [13| we can conclude that T' has no extra skip-child.
Since we can compute X7 in polynomial time and check in polynomial time whether an edge
is redundant or is a fail edge, this step can be done in polynomial time. So, assume T has no
redundant edge nor fail edges and every free vertex is incident to an edge in Bd(T,7)\Xr. By
Lemma by removing all edges in Hr u X7 u X/, any selection Z is such that T' U Z is a
skip-child of T. One easily checks that the enumeration of these selections can be reduced to
the enumeration of the minimal transversals of a hypergraph of degree at most 2, and in these
hypergraphs minimal transversals can be enumerated with polynomial delay and polynomial
space [6]. O

4.2. Dealing with the Presence of H-Patterns. As we saw in Theorem [9] it is hard to
enumerate all extra skip-children having some edges in H-patterns from a given transversal
T € tr(FE;—1). Let us call these children H -children. We approach this difficulty by introducing
a new parent-child relation among H-children, and enumerate them by traversing the forest
induced by the new relation. In this way, we now do not follow the skip-parent skip-child
relation for H-children. However, the root of each tree in the induced forest is a transversal
obtained with the skip-child skip-parent relation. Let us be more precise now. For two sets S
and S’ of edges we write S <, S’ if min(SAS’) € S, called lexicographical ordering.

Hereafter, we consider an extra skip-child 7" = T v Z of T € tr(F;_1) such that 7" n Hy # &.
Let H*(T") := {vpzn,veze, vpve} be the lexicographically minimum H-pattern among all H-
patterns of T that includes an edge of Z. Without loss of generality, we assume that vpzy is in
Z. Let uzp, be the edge in Z incident to zj,. Notice that such an edge exists because z, is a free
vertex. Then, we define the slide-parent Q*(T",i) of T' by T" U {vpzp}\{uzp, vave}.

Lemma 16. The slide-parent of T" is well-defined and is a member of tr(E;).

Proof. Since zj is a free vertex for T', Z includes exactly one edge in Z, thus uz, is uniquely
determined, and thus the slide-parent is uniquely defined. Since uzp is a border edge, either
u ¢ V;_1 or u is incident to an edge of 1. This together with that vz, and vyzy dominate all
edges in N[vpvg] leads that Q*(T”,7) dominates all edges in E;.

By the addition of vz, to T”, no edge in T"\{uzp, vyve} loses its private neighbor. The edge
vpzp, 1s adjacent to no edge in T"\{uzp, vyve}, and then vy zp, € P, (vp2p, Q*(T”,4). These imply
that Q*(T",4) is a member of tr(E;). O

The slide-parent of 7" has less edges than 7', thus the (slide-parent)-(slide-child) relationship
is acyclic, and for each T” € tr(E;), there is an ancestor T” € tr(E;) in the (slide-parent)-(slide-
child) relation such that the skip-parent of 7" has no H-pattern. Similar to the depth-first search
versions of Berge’s algorithm [I5] 22], we will traverse the (slide-parent)-(slide-child) relation to
enumerate all transversals including H-pattern edges. The following follows from the definition
of slide-parent.

Proposition 17. Any slide-child T' of T" is obtained from T" by adding two edges and remove

one edge.
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The computation of the slide-parent of any 7" € tr(E;) including edges of H-patterns can be
easily done in polynomial time: compute its skip-parent 7" in polynomial time, choose H*(T)
and then compute its slide-parent in polynomial time as described above. Proposition [17|shows
that there are at most m?® candidates for slide-children, thus the enumeration of slide-children
can be done with polynomial delay and polynomial space.

Lemma 18. For any T’ € tr(E;), all its slide-children can be enumerated with polynomial delay
and polynomial space.

5. SUMMARY

We can now summarize the steps of the algorithm.

e all transversals in ¢r(FE;) can be enumerated with polynomial delay and polynomial
space, since they include at most two edges from N|[b;].

e In Section 4| (second paragraph), we have explained how to enumerate all non-extra
skip-children with polynomial delay and polynomial space

e By Proposition [L5] all the extra skip-children not including any edges of H-patterns can
be enumerated with polynomial delay and polynomial space.

e Let T be the set of all extra skip-children including some edges from H-patterns of their
skip-parent. We proved in Section how to enumerate all the members of 7 with
polynomial delay and polynomial space, by traversing the (slide-parent)-(slide-child)
relation, i.e., recursively listing all the slide-children of the current visiting transversal.

e Therefore, by executing these three enumeration algorithms for each transversal in
T € tr(E;—1), we can generate all the members in ¢r(FE;) with polynomial delay and
polynomial space.

All these show that the conditions of Proposition [5] are satisfied. And thus we can state our
main result.

Theorem 19. All edge minimal dominating sets in a graph G can be enumerated with polynomial
delay and polynomial space.

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a polynomial delay polynomial space algorithm for listing all minimal
edge dominating sets in a given graph. This improves drastically the previously known algorithms
which were incremental output-polynomial and use exponential space. We state furthermore
that usual approaches with Berge’s algorithm involves an NP-complete problem, and thus it is
difficult with usual approaches of Berge’s algorithm to produce an efficient algorithm. To cope
with this difficulty, we introduce a new idea of “changing the traversal routes in the area of
difficult solutions” (the notion of skip-children and the removal of edges involved in H-patterns).
Based on this idea, we give a new traversal route on these difficult solutions, that is totally
independent from Berge’s traversal route (the (slide-parent)-(slide-child) relation). As a result,
we are able to construct a polynomial delay polynomial space algorithm.

The idea of changing the traversal routes seems to be new and to be able to apply to many
other kind of algorithms in enumeration area. Interesting future works are applications of this
idea to other kind of enumeration algorithms, e.g. the one used by Lawler et al. for enumerating
maximal subsets [20] or other algorithms for enumerating minimal transversals (see for instance

[6]).
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