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Abstract

In this work, we study methodical decomposition
of an undirected, unweighted complete graph (K,
of order n, size m) into minimum number of edge-
disjoint trees. We find that z, a positive integer,
is minimum and x = [§] as the edge set of K, is
decomposed into edge-disjoint trees of size sequence
M = {mi,ma,...,my} where m; < (n — 1) and
T m; = @ For decomposing the edge set
of K, into minimum number of edge-disjoint trees,

our proposed algorithm takes total O(m) time.

1 Introduction

Graphs are ubiquitous in applications that we can
see around us. For example, social media websites
have underlying follower-followee networks, which
can be represented as graphs structures. Such net-
works arise due to interactions among the users of
the social media motivated by a common objective.
Such networks are massive in terms of number of
vertices. As a result, many graph-based algorithms
do not prove to be scalable for these graphs. On the
other hand, special graphs, such as trees, even with
similar number of vertices, have better scalability.
Therefore, it could be interesting to investigate the
problem of decomposing a graph into multiple trees
to increase the scalability of the algorithm by re-
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ducing the running time complexity.

Prior works suggest different ways of organiz-
ing subsets of vertices or edges of a graph. Many
problems in graph theory can be represented as a
decomposition problem e.g., graph coloring, mini-
mum vertex covering number, etc. A decomposi-
tion is uniform, if all the decomposed subgraphs
are of the same size. These are useful for minimiz-
ing the imbalance in the sizes of the resultant sub-
graphs to ensure each of them handles comparable
load e.g., distributing computational tasks evenly
across multiple processing units in parallel comput-
ing. Arboricity [1], treewidth [2], tree number [3],
spanning tree packing number [4], etc. are often
considered as important graph decomposition pa-
rameters [3, B, [6]. In this context, the packing
and covering of dense graphs [7, 8] are active re-
search area of graph theory. The general packing
or covering problem in graph theory deals with the
maximum or minimum number of graphs, whose
edge set (pairwise edge-disjoint) union becomes an-
other graph of larger size. An alternative approach
to such problem is graph factorization [9]. It is a
way of representing a graph as the union of disjoint
paths or edge-disjoint components (subgraphs) as
e.g. stars [10], trees, etc.

Graph decomposition and graph partition prob-
lems have been active areas of research since at least
1960. Starting with the seminal work of Tutte [9],
Nash-Williams [11] and Beineke [12], we only men-
tion the part of literature work which is the most



relevant to our considered problem. During 1961,
Tutte [9] & Nash-Williams [I1] individually stud-
ied how many edge-disjoint spanning trees a finite
graph can have. Nash-Williams [I] (1964) gener-
alized the previous results to forests and provided
necessary constraints. The problem of graph de-
composition into minimum number of edge disjoint
trees, from a theoretical standpoint, shares a con-
nection with the k-tree partition problem [I3] in
which edge set of an input graph is partitioned
into k£ number of edge-disjoint trees. Alternatively,
one can represent the edge set of the graph be-
ing colored by k colors, where each color represents
a tree. Biedl & Brandenburg established the NP-
hardness of this optimization problem for general
graphs with k£ > 2.

Among different types of graph decomposition
methods studied and reviewed in graph theory lit-
erature, star decomposition is a well studied graph
decomposition problem that describes a graph as
union of line/edge disjoint star graphs. In this con-
text, researchers have explored the decomposition
of complete graphs into stars [14], subsequently into
paths and stars [I5], etc. These (acyclic decom-
position of a graph) are useful in applications like
scheduling, load balancing [16], optimal file orga-
nization scheme with respect to lesser redundancy,
parallel computing e.g. Master-Slave paradigm in
grid or P2P infrastructure where master is respon-
sible to allocate different tasks on the slaves and
collect individual results to produce the final re-
sult, etc. Besides general graph, considerable at-
tention has been paid to the graph decomposi-
tion problem where the input graph is a complete
graph. In this regard, from application point of
view, Yamamoto et al. in [I7] studied the prob-
lem of decomposition of a complete graph into a
union of line disjoint claws or stars towards design-
ing a balanced file organization scheme. Abueida
& Daven in [I§] examined variations to the prob-
lems of subgraph packing, covering and factoriza-
tion for establishing an effective way to decompose
large complete graph into reasonably well-behaved
subgraphs. The authors further commented that
the general multi-decomposition problem may take
an interesting turn if copy of one or both the non-
isomorphic subgraphs obtained from the decompo-
sition is a spanning subgraph. Later, Bryant in [19]
established the necessary conditions for packing
pairwise edge-disjoint paths of arbitrary specified

lengths for complete graph. Recently, Sethuraman
& Murugan in [20] have proposed a new conjec-
ture to decompose a complete graph into copies of
two arbitrary trees and also discussed related open
problems. In the realm of computer networking
and distributed systems, problems are frequently
represented in terms of graph theory. Graph the-
oretic methods offer a powerful framework for un-
derstanding and addressing challenges inherent in
these systems. Thus graph decomposition prob-
lem is motivated by the desire to partition networks
into subsets with specific properties, such as being
acyclic or containing a defined number of nodes or
cycles of certain sizes. This restructuring has the
potential to enable system administrators to de-
vise strategies for enhancing performance, improv-
ing fault tolerance, etc.

Although various types of graph decomposition
exist, we here focus on graph decomposition prob-
lem concerning its edge set; particularly, in the con-
text of decomposing edge set of an undirected com-
plete graph (K,) into minimum number of edge-
disjoint trees, such that union of the decomposed
tree-edges constitute the original edge set of K,
with size (g), for n > 2 whereas the cases n = 1
and 2 is trivial.

2 Problem Formulation

Given an undirected graph G of order n and size
m, let V(G) and E(G) denote its vertex set and
edge set, respectively. We start the section by re-
stating two well-known theorems from Tutte and
Nash-Williams on decomposition of finite graphs
into edge-disjoint spanning trees. Both Tutte
and Nash-William independently investigated The-
orem [I] which was later generalized for forests by
Nash-Williams, as Theorem

Theorem 1 (Tutte [9] & Nash-Williams [11)],
1961): Let G be a graph and k be a positive in-
teger. Then G contains k edge-disjoint spanning
trees if and only if

|Ep(G)| = k(|P| - 1) (1)

holds for every partition P of V(G) and Ep(G) is
the set of the edges of G joining vertices belonging

to different members of P. Therefore, Gp denotes
a graph of vertex set P and edge set Ep(G).



Theorem 2 (Nash-Williams [1], 1964): Let G be
a graph and k be a positive integer. Then edge set
of G is decomposable into r forests if and only if G
1S sparse, i.e.,

[E(X)| < (X[ -1) (2)

where X C V(G), X # 0 and |E(X)| is the number

of edges joining elements of X.

Now we outline three definitions that are relevant
for this study.

Definition 1 Spanning Tree Packing number (o ):
Spanning Tree Packing (STP) number, denoted
by o(G), is the mazimum number of edge-disjoint
spanning trees contained in G. Palmer [J)] further
investigate STP number for several important fam-
ilies of graphs.

Table 1: STP number (o) for some useful families
of graph from [4]

Graph(QG) o(G)
K, (n > 1) [n/2]
K’l’L],TlQ (1 S ny S n2) %
Maximal Planar 2

Definition 2 Arboricity (a): Arboricity [1] of a
graph G, denoted as o(G), is defined as the mini-
mum number of edge-disjoint forests that could de-
compose edge set of G. It can be formulated as

(@) = hvléEG()Ci)' J - [nﬂj J

so that G is sparse if decomposable into forests.

3)

Arboricity («) and STP number (o) are both
used to measure the connectivity structure of a
graph, but they are conceptually distinct. The dif-
ference between these two graph parameters lies in
the lack of connectivity. Graph arboricity repre-
sents how well-connected the graph is, with lower
arboricity indicating higher connectivity. On the
other hand, STP number ensures extraction of
spanning trees (therefore connected), while arboric-
ity does not impose such a restriction on connectiv-
ity. Theorem [1| provides a useful lower bound for

o, which matches well with «, if the input graph
is densely connected (for example, an undirected
complete graph). This motivates us to study graph
edge set decomposition into minimum number of
edge-disjoint trees, which may not always be span-
ning trees. Therefore, to reduce the constraints im-
posed by the earlier definitions, we look into tree
covering number [21].

Definition 3 Tree Covering number (1): Tree
Covering number of a graph G denoted as 7(G) is
the smallest number of edge-disjoint trees to cover
the edge set of G. T can be formulated as

7(G) = min{|T|} (4)
where T = {G1,G2,Gs, ..., Gp} represent a collec-
tion of acyclic subgraphs of G. Then, T is consid-
ered a tree cover of G if for every edge e € E(G),
there exists G; € T such that e € E(G;) for
i = 1,2,...,p. Therefore, in terms of definition,
the parameter 7 serves as a bridge linking ¢ and
«, which is relevant to the problem statement con-
cerning the presently considered problem.

2.1 Problem Statement

Given a finite, undirected, unweighted complete
graph (K,) with vertex set V(K,,), edge set E(K,,)
of order n and size m = (}), find a tree set (cover)
T containing minimum (7-many) number of pair-
wise edge-disjoint trees. Mathematically, F(K,,) is
to be decomposed into 7 many edge-disjoint trees as
T[1 : 7] with size sequence M = {my, ma,...,m},
such that ¥7_,m; = nnzl),

Next we discuss three lemmas that are instru-
mental in addressing our considered problem of de-
composing the complete graph (K,) into the min-
imum number of edge-disjoint trees.

Lemma 1 Let n,m be the order, size of K,

and x be a positive integer such that M =

{mi,ma,...my} be a set of positive integers.

There exists x pairwise edge-disjoint trees of sizes

my, Ma, ...,my in K, if and only if, m; < (n —1)
_n(n-1)

Joralli=1,2,..,x and 3{_jm; =——F5—.

Proof. We see that the condition X%_;m; = ”("271)

where m; < (n—1) for ¢ = 1,2, ..., is necessary for
complete edge set decomposition of K,, into acyclic
subgraphs. However, case n = 1 and 2 are trivial.




Here, the condition, m; being less equal to (n —
1) is sufficient to verify that each of the obtained
subgraph is a tree.

Lemma 2 Let n,m be the order, size of K,

and x be a positive integer such that M =

{mi,ma,....,mz} be a set of positive integers giving
_ n(n-1) . . .o

—mp = T fori=1,2 ...,x. x is minimum,

when |my| is either (n—1) or (n—1)/2 or (n—2).

Proof. From the definition of arboricity, this
lemma naturally holds true when n is even. If not,
then we have two solutions: a) a trivial lower bound
of graph arboricity is obtained by dividing the num-
ber of edges by n — 1, as this is the best one can
do for covering all graph edges with a set of edge-
disjoint spanning trees. When n is odd, n/2 is not
an integer but (n— 1) is a multiple of 2. Since, n/2
and (n —1)/2 are only 1/2 apart and one of them
is an integer. Therefore, (n — 1)/2 is the largest
integer less than n/2. b) Moreover, the below re-
currence relation,

n n—1 n—1
(-G () o
for all integers n,k where n > 0 and 1 < k < n,
gives @ > (n—1)mod(n—2) when k = 2. Now
consider a scenario where |m;| is either (n — 1) or
(n — q) where ¢ > 2 and we still obtain a valid
solution. But we claim that this is not possible for
2 to be minimum when ¢ > 2 and additionally, find
that Eq. [5] leads to,
n(n —1) (n—1)(n—-2) (©6)
2 2
when £ = 2 and n is odd. Thus the lemma is
proved.

—(n-1)=

Lemma 3 Edge set of K,, can be decomposed into
a set of minimum number of edge-disjoint trees of
size sequence M consisting of

n
o =

5 occurrences of n — 1, if n is even.

° "7*1 occurrences of n — 2 and 1 occurrence of

n—1, if n is odd.

Proof. It can be trivially shown for a complete
graph of even order. On the other hand, when n is
odd, we can prove this Lemma following Lemma
and Eq. [f| Thus we obtain 7(K,) = [n/2].

3 Algorithm

In this section, we present our proposed algo-
rithms namely Complete Graph Decomposition: a)
DECK-E in Algorithm [I] for even order complete
graph and b) DECK-O in Algorithm[2|for odd order
complete graph. Their objective is to decompose
the edge set of an undirected, unweighted complete
graph (K,,) of order n into minimum number (7)
of edge-disjoint trees as tree set T'[1 : 7].

T[2]

®)
(©)

T[3]

ORONOCSOBOFO,

T[1]

Figure 1: The resulting tree set T[1 : 3] obtained
using algorithm [t DECK-E where the input graph
is KG-

Initially, we emphasize the importance of
Lemmal[I]- [3]in the proposed algorithms. Lemmal]
structures the considered problem of decomposing a
complete graph into the minimum number of edge-
disjoint trees (with no edge repetition) in accor-
dance with the definition of arboricity. Lemma
addresses the potential size sequences of any re-
sulting tree in T', derived from arranging the edge
set of the input graph K, into minimum number
of edge-disjoint trees. Continuing from this point,
Lemmal 3] gives us the size sequence to follow for the
edge set decomposition of K, into the minimum
number of edge-disjoint trees, focusing on the what
rather than the how. Following that, we illustrate
the algorithm steps as a result.



3.1 Results

Here, we illustrate the step-by-step construction of
the edge set for the resulting edge-disjoint tree set
T when our proposed algorithms are individually
applied to any input complete graph K,. Specifi-
cally, we have examined and showcased the decom-
posed results for input graph Ky in Fig. [1] and K

in Fig.

Algorithm 1: Decomposition of an even-
ordered complete graph (DECK-E(K,))
into the minimum number of edge-disjoint
trees
Input: K,, where n is even
Output: Tree set T
1 7+ mid < [n/2]
2 p,q < mid, 1 + mid
// tree set T'[1 : 7] initialization
3 for i+ 1 to 7 do
a | T[]0
// tree set T[1] to build as following
5 T[] < T[1]Ue(p.q)
6 fori+ 1top—1do
7 T[] < T[1]Ue(i,q)
8 T[]« T[1]Ue(n —i+1,p)
// tree set T[2] to build as following
9 for i + 1 to n do

10 if i # p then
11 | T[2] < T[2] Ue(i, (i 4 1)%n)
12 z; 1

13 ptp—i,ql<q+1t
// tree set T'[3,...,7] to build as following

14 for t + 3 to 7 do

15 T[t] < T[t] U e(pt, qt)

16 for j < 1topt—1do

17 T[t] < T[t] Ue(y, qt)

18 T[t] + Tlt]Ue(n —j+1,pt)
19 j—i+1

20 for j+ito1ldo

21 T[t] « T[t]Ue(j,pt+ j)

22 T« Tt]Ue(n—7+1,qt — §)
23 j+—5—1

24 11+ 1,pt—pt—1,qt < qt+1

25 return T'[1 : 7]

To effectively demonstrate the steps of both algo-

rithms, the vertices are arranged vertically down-
ward. For better clarity, refer to Figs. 3] and [4]
in appendix for larger graph sizes. Subsequently,
we provide a brief demonstration of the sequential
construction of the edge set for the resulting edge-
disjoint tree set T, focusing separately for even or-
der and odd order complete graphs as input.

Algorithm 2: Decomposition of an odd-
ordered complete graph (DECK-O(K,))
into the minimum number of edge-disjoint
trees
Input: K,, where n is odd
Output: tree set T'
1 7+ mid + [n/2]
2 p,q mid—1,mid+1
// tree set T'[1 : 7] initialization
3 for i+ 1to 7 do
a | T[]« 0
// tree set T[1] to build as following
5 for i < 1 ton do
6 if © # mid then
7 L T[1] « T[1] U e(i,mid)

// tree set T[2] to build as following
f

8 for 1 < 1 ton do

9 if ¢ #£ p or i # mid then

10 | T[2] + T[2]Ue(i, (i + 1)%n)
11 10

12 pt < p,qlt < ¢q
// tree set T'[3, ..., 7] to build as following
13 for t < 3 to 7 do

14 T[t] + T[t] Ue(pt, qt)

15 for j < 1topt—1do

16 T[t] «+ Tt Ue(d, qt)

17 T[t] «+ Tit]Ue(n —j+1,pt)
18 | J<J+1

19 for j < ito1ldo

20 T[t] «+ T[t] Ue(j,pt + j)

21 Tt + TiHlUe(n—j+1,qt —j)
22 | J<J—1

23 ¥i<—i+1,ptept—1,qt<—qt+1
24 return T'[1 : 7]

n even case: Here, we elaborate on the steps of
our proposed algorithm, denoted as Algorithm
DECK-E. As depicted in Fig. [I} the application of



the algorithm DECK-E to Kj results in the tree
set T[1 : 3]. By leveraging Lemma [3| and Table
one can readily observe that the edge set of K¢ can
be decomposed into three non-repeating copies of
edge-disjoint spanning trees. Following the initial-
ization of an empty tree set T', steps 5 to 8 con-
structs the first tree T'[1], steps 9 to 11 produce
the second tree T'[2] and finally, steps 14 to 24 pro-
vide the edges of the last tree (or set of trees for
complete graphs of even order K,~¢) T[3] as edge
set of Kg is decomposed using algorithm DECK-
E. It is worth noting that Kjg is the smallest even
order complete graph for which every steps of Al-
gorithm [1} is executed at least once.
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Figure 2: The resulting tree set T[1 : 4] obtained
using algorithm [2} DECK-O where the input graph
is K7.

n odd case: Here, we delve into the steps of
our proposed algorithm, denoted as Algorithm
namely DECK-O. Referring to Lemma [3) we ob-
serve that the application of algorithm DECK-O
to K7 yields the tree set T[1 : 4] (with no edge
repetition), as depicted in Fig. Following the
initialization of an empty tree set 7', steps 5 to 7
constructs the first tree T[1], steps 8 to 10 produce
the second tree T'[2], and finally, steps 13 to 23 it-

eratively arrange the edges for the remaining trees
(or next set of trees for complete graphs of odd or-
der K,~7) T[3] and T[4] as the edge set of K7 is
decomposed using DECK-O. Note that K7 is the
smallest odd order complete graph for which every
steps of Algorithm [2]is executed at least once.

To accomplish the goal, our algorithm takes total
O(m) time to process every edge of K,,.

4 Discussion

Graph decomposition refers to the process of break-
ing down a graph into smaller, more manage-
able components. Different graph decomposition
methods include tree decomposition, clique decom-
position, edge decomposition, and more. Each
type of decomposition serves distinct purposes and
proves valuable in analyzing and resolving prob-
lems within graph theory. To address diverse ap-
plications, the study of graph decomposition, parti-
tioning, packing, and covering problems is a widely
explored area in graph theory research [5] [0, [7], §].
However, the graph decomposition problem shares
similarity to the k-tree partition problem, which
has been shown to be hard for general graphs when
k> 2in [I3].

In this study, we have considered the problem
of decomposing the edge set of a finite, undirected
and unweighted complete graph (K,) of order
n into minimum number of edge disjoint trees.
To accomplish the task, we have studied two
well known theorems by Tutte and Nash-William
as Theorem [I] - definitions of useful graph
decomposition parameters namely STP number
(o), arboricity («), tree covering number (1)
in Definition [ - Bl and thereafter formulated
Lemma, [T] - [3] which further lead to our proposed
linear-time algorithms as a) Algorithm DECK-E
and b) Algorithm 2} DECK-O for decomposing the
edge set of even and odd order K, respectively.
The algorithm steps are then illustrated using
examples for both even and odd order inputs. We
have summarized the findings regarding spanning
tree packing number (o) using Eq. [I| and Table
arboricity («) using Eqgs. [2| and tree covering
number (7) using Lemma 3| for complete graphs
(given upto order 20) in Table [2]and [3] We noticed
that our considered problem can be directly
mapped to the spanning tree packing problem [22]



Table 2: A comparative analysis of important
graph decomposition parameters such as the STP
number (¢), arboricity («) and tree covering num-
ber () for K, of even order (upto n = 20, case
n = 2 is trivial), using Table [1} Egs. [1] - [2| and
Lemma 3

n | m | oK, =aK,)=1(K,)
4 6 2
6 15 3
8 | 28 4
10 | 45 )
12 | 66 6
14 1 91 7
16 | 120 8
18 | 153 9
20 | 190 10

when the order of the complete graph is even, see
Tables [I] and However, when the graph order
is odd, the result obtained from our approach
(using Lemma|3) that initially extracts a spanning
tree and then distributes the remaining graph
edges into (7 — 1) number of edge-disjoint trees,
does not surpass the bound of graph arboricity,
see Table Bl We observe that in cases where the
graph’s density is high, it might be feasible to
cover the edge set using the minimum number
of trees [II], or alternatively, forests. However,
this does not align with the characteristics of real-
world graphs, which tend to be generally sparse [1].

Besides theoretical significance, our study holds
practical value across various applications, includ-
ing graph drawing, parallel computing, distributed
systems, and reliability, among others. In net-
work theory, the concept of multiple disjoint paths
refers to the existence of several routes between
a pair of nodes that do not share common edges.
The availability of multiple disjoint paths enhances
fault tolerance, load balancing, and overall net-
work resilience, making them essential in various
applications such as routing protocols [22], net-
work design, fault-tolerant systems, fault tolerance
of transportation networks [23], etc. Although
these paths increase the effective bandwidth be-
tween pairs of vertices, they also contribute redun-

Table 3: A comparative analysis of important
graph decomposition parameters such as the STP
number (¢), arboricity («) and tree covering num-
ber (7) for K, of odd order (upto n = 20, case
n = 1 is trivial), using Table [1} Egs. [1| - [2| and
Lemma [

n | m | o(K,) | a(K,)="1(K,)
3 3 1 2
) 10 2 3
7 21 3 4
9 36 4 )
11 | 55 5 6
13 | 78 6 7
15 | 105 7 8
17 | 136 8 9
19 | 171 9 10

dancy and resilience to the network, ensuring reli-
able communication even in the presence of failures
or congestion [24] 25]. Our proposed technique of-
fers an efficient method for decomposing the edge
set of any undirected and unweighted complete
graph into the minimum number of edge-disjoint
trees. We believe that our work adds to the existing
body of literature on decomposing graph edge sets
into the minimum number of trees by presenting
a linear-time algorithm for complete graphs. Next
it would be interesting to explore the same prob-
lem for general graphs as input, which poses both
theoretical challenges, given its complexity [I3] in
graph theory, and practical applications in network
design, optimization, etc.
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Figure 3: The tree set T[1 : 7] obtained by decomposing edge set of K,—_14 into the minimum number
(1 = 7) of edge-disjoint trees, following our proposed Algorithm |1 DECK-E, designed specifically for
even values of n.
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