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Given an undirected graph G, the Maximum-Leaf Spanning Tree Prob-
lem is to find a spanning tree in G, whose number of leaves (degree-1
vertices) is maximum. The problem is NP-hard, and several approxi-
mation algorithms, that is, lower bounding computations, are proposed.
This paper concerns with upper bounding computations. First, we pro-
vide two kinds of 0-1 integer programming formulations’ of the problem.
Next, we give necessary and sufficient conditions that the constraints in
each formulation define facets of a polytope which is defined as a con-
vex hull of the set of feasible solutions. Finally, relaxation problems are
considered.



1 FLoHIZ

G=(VE)ZEREEV ERERENLRIEAZT7ET 5. G DLk (span-
ning tree) & it, BRECTHEEEERLVWEO 57T = (VE)DZ L Ths. 2k
T=VE)CBOT, HRveVOREN1IZE LWL &, 0 2T —T LR KA —7
SARIE (Maximum-Leaf Spanning Tree Problem : MLSTP) & i3, G O&ADHT
V—T7EBRObDOEROZMETHS. ZOMBEIINP-RETHIZ LB TVS
[6]. Lu and Ravi[7, 8] iZ#-> 0 DEMREER S5 2 TNS. #5 DB~ R EOFLIERET 3
THD. ThbL, PR LLBEED1/3D) —7 2 o2 AZHATS. —%, Gal-
biati, Maffioli and Morzenti[5] iX Z DREEA MAX-SNP H#THD - L 2R LE. ko
T, IERE (14 ¢) PORBAEZROZMBERNP- BEHTH DL 9% ¢ > 0 BEET 3.

AT, EREFHBICEE L T, MLSTP 0 k%174 5. £ LT, ZfF a0 N
ELTERSNDZZEEOEKE (facet), BLURYUFRLERICBET 2RERXELXS. T,
BRAMEICOWTHNS. AT, B, 2 20BRILE 52 5. 82 i, BESLTEA
REHETIEELAVEERLTH Y, 853 i, HRAESCHYT 2ERKOHE AN
RERMETH S, 28, ZMORRIL B LESVTWE. Tk, XROERO—EIL 2] T
Exbh T3,

1.1 #4§

G=(V.E)2RAZ77L42. SCVIRMLT, ES)={(G,j)€E|ijeS} ek
&L, G[S|=(S,E(9) & G OBMRY 77 LR, £, FCERHLT, V(F) & F
DERICBET ZTRREE LTS, 0L & GF = (V(F),F) % G OKBHMEEsS 757 LI
& SCVIEHLT, G\S=G[V\S],é6c(S)={e=(i,j)€ E|i€S,jeV\Sorje
S,i € V\S} LEETD. BRT DL IZANELLRBA, 6(S) =66(S) L bBL. FCE
KHLT, G\F=(V,E\F) L E&TS. B0, G\ {i} 2G\i, bc({i}) % 66(d),
G\{e} 5 G\e oL LEIEA LD S,

GZRERKI77L3S5. HRv e VIR G\ vBFERTHILE Iy FESRE S
Ay MAREZEBERVER I 7O L2 2E/EIS 7LV, FST7GDTavy L,
GOBRR2ERBMY T Z 7D ETHD. I<HAMLATVE LI, GRVLSHhDT
By Gy, G, ... ,Gg LR EN, 2O0DMBRDT 0y JidHa 1 DOEAEREEL, %
DIER/IIH Yy NERIZRS.

OZFT_TOERPBODRY ML ET D e 28 i RN 1, MO 0 DEfT~<2 K
et B Fl, X7 v e eRE L FCERMLT, oF) = Y oz LEHETD. &5

ecF

o, RE E LXOB|MARE T IR LT, #lERZ Mg xr € {0,1}E LB, +4bb,
xr DEeRHB1LIZE LW s ec Tl Thb.



2 BEHLAREHICLSENL

AHTiX, MLSTP @, 0-1 X2 kL (2,y) € {0,1}E x {0, 1}Vl 2 iRk 2 5%
5. ZIT, z IBES, y RESEAITHYEL, GOSRAT = (V,E') TxL T,

Te=1 < e € FE,
=1 = i1XTDY)—7

EEDB. ZDEE, MLSTP B3RO LS CERLEN S !

BRE Y u | 1)

& # z(E)=|V]|-1, : (2)
2(E(S)) < |S| -1 (S CV |5 > 2), 3)
z(6(3)) + (16(0)] - Vu: < 16()| (G € V), 4)
ze >0 (e € E), (5)
v >0@GEeV), (6)
z. : Bt (e E), (7)
i BE(ieV). (8)

HRRX (2), (3), (6), (X, ¢ NG OLBAERELTWHZ LERIET S (B9 &
BR). T LT, &Y OHIFHR (4), (6), 8) ITXoT, y FLBA z DY —T7BHES DKM
Ry MVERD. T, BREERN (1) THEHOT, (2%, y*) & (1)~B) 0RERE T3
LE y REEK e OV —TEESORNENRY M/&Jxé X->T, (1)~(8) IX MLSTP @
RYURERILTHS.
Fernandes and Gouveia[l] 13, BE DRI OF T, MLSTP 0REERENLE 5 2 7. #
b DERILTIIRDOHMNEZFTATNDS

@(6(i)) 22—y (ieV). (9)

EE MR (9) 1L, y BRBA z 0V —TEEOREREATS () —THABEA BT
3) LEXICBETHS. 1] T, V—TEBHEREL B LWL 5 R &ARRBELZX T
BY, 20k ) 2EETEEMR (9) 2BRETSZ LT TERY. LiL, MLSTP Ttk
R (9) ERET BT LN TE, T, AHOERITHNR (9) ¥BELATHIZBS - 2
BTER.
2.1 BEH Poy

AHTIX, BRIL (1)~(8) ICBIE L =S EHE Py OBELRARS. 2T,

Pgy = conv({(z,y) € {0, 1} x {0, 1} | (2,y) i%(2),..., (&) &WT })



Thb. if:, Pgy @%%&CIOT, IhIZ2HoDEEE

"Pg = conv ({m € {0,1}/#l ' 3y such that (z,y) € Py })
= conv ({z € {0,1}/7] 2 1 (2),(3),(5),(7) & W }),
Py, = conv ({y € {0,1}V \ 3z such that (x,y) € Pgy }) .

BEETED. Pp I3 ALEE (spanning tree polytope) & T, F OHEEIZI 5 A
72 o>TWB (9. Py 138 318 THPND. MLSTP Tit, Ppy & Py REETHSE = &
AL TH B.

if, Pgy (ZB8 L TRDOFREDRL Y 3L,

BE 2.1 GRERES2ERETIEANS 7L+, we Viaby NEREL, G, =
(VLE), Gy = (Vo E)ZViUVa = V, inV, = {0} ThALHRBEBHS T 7
YFB. SBIC, k=121 LT, Pk, ¥ G ic BT3B EHE L, (af, yk) 22 b
(z,y) € Poy DHIBETS. 2Dk %,

k ok k '
Pgy = {(:c,y) e RE x pVI (<%, y") € Py }n{(m,y) € REl XRW'Iyu:O }

(k=1,2)

Thd. |
IORBIZEY, GE 2EEST T LRET .
8 2.2 Ppy ‘fD affine hull iX

aff(Ppv) = {(x,y) € R¥ x RM | 2(E) = [V| -1 }
TEZ LS. ' [
% 2.3 dim (Pay) = V| + |E| - 1. _ -
UTORREL, B (3)~(6) #, Poy OBKEL X BEDORIHT 55O TH D,

il 24 ec EITRL, ., > 02 Pgy OBAEEED DD OLE+HEMEIT, G\ et
QEFETTTLRDIELETHD. ]

B 2.5 i€ VIGALT, 3 > 01X Pyy OBXEREH S, | .

W 2.6 S CV,[S| > 212x L, 2(B(S)) < |S| — 175 Poy DEAEEED B7dDLE
5y R,

(i-1) |S| > 3 D & & G[S] 12 2 Ak

(i-2) S| =2 D & & G[S]1xE;

(i) G\ S 1R,



TEZLRB. | .
Beigic, SRR (4) O— R L FEREE LS.

WE 2.7 ic V,F C6() (|[F|>2) T LT,

x(F)+ (IF| - 1)y < |F| (10)
iX Py OREFREANTHD. n
Eﬁzﬁie%Fgém(wnzmKﬁbfxwmﬂ%voﬁkﬁéibékwwﬁg+
&Mk, FOEOHS G\iOhy PEALBEELTWARVI L THD. =
% 2.9 6()| =2 72 I (4) 1% Ppy DBREEED D, =

2.2 FOHOZHUFRFR |
mnﬁﬁdh%5;5gloﬁﬂf%v@%%*%beé.X%TﬁJﬁV®§¥$%
ifﬁ@&wyrﬁﬁﬂBméﬁié.:n%%%*%ﬁﬁﬁkﬁ%ﬁbé%§+ﬁ%ﬁm
RBETHDHN, ZEEOHAFIET 1S T b cdd [4 ERAVETHERCLDSE, Ihb
£ DORUREXPBREELZED TV D.
ROFTERORYMIIBEZ AT DI LN TES.
& 2.10
o G\ SHFEHEETHDHEIRSCVITHLT,
y(S) < [S]—1 (11)
X Ppy DEETRERXTHD.

e e=(i,j) € EITHLT,
Te+Yi+y; <2 (12)

X Ppy DEETEXTHD.

$%ﬂ%n)m%3%fﬁ0ﬁbiﬁé.Kﬁ@iﬁ%ﬂ&ﬂ»ﬁ@—ﬁk?bé&@%%
REXTH 5.

FH 2.11 GF = (S,F) % F C E OBHERN T 773 5. T, GF iZERETH DB
2ERETIRRVWERETS. &bIT,

G{Z(Sk,Fk) (kzl,...,K) . GFoTuyr,
Up (¢=1,...,.L) : GF oIy AR,
be (t=1,...,L) : wEEGIvyIH



LEBETDH. DL E
L
e(F)+Y (be— 1)y <|S] -1 (13)
=1
bnﬁv@%%K%ﬁ?%étb@ﬁi+ﬁ%ﬁﬁ;&@%#%ﬁt?jnyaGf:@@ﬂ)
PEELRNZLTHS:

(i) Sy DI RTOERBGF OHy VERTH S ;
(i) G\ Sk BEFRETH 5.

2.3 BEMME

A TIX, BRAL (1)~(8) ORFIBEEE X5, T, (8) BBV, (1) ~ (7) TEHES
NOBRMBEEERD. BHICOH»D L 51C, ZORMBMBEOEROREMIT, HHX (4)
PEXTHEZT. £oT,

_ 16G)| —=(8(2)) .
e G (ieV). (14)

TIT, 2. <1 THD (KB e=(i,j) DL, (3) TS={ij} L LEbDIrz, <1 &%
3) 0T, (14) ROy, BFATH B, LT, BREEIRORALRAREL SHEch S
ZERbRB,

_ > 16(2)] — =(6(4))
21 = EKAb iev—’W—l_
1 1

_ 6@ x (15)
2 -1 ez(?j)@(w(m Tt =)

& B 3G OREARDEERS ML,

WIC, HIROR (4) KBIT 55 75 Y a@EEx 5. <7 b A= (A,..., Ay)T &%
ATBE, 57592 @REER

zpp = min zzp(A),
A>0

=L,
zip(A) = BKRIE 3w+ 30 A (160)] — =(6(2) — (16(2)] - 1gs)
% l(fzzv,y) &;‘:6{2),(3),(5),(6),(7),(8) EWT
LB, —RIZ, zpp BERDDZDIIES T2, KBBEOHBITIIKRBRENS.
&8 2.12 z1p = 21 .

(15) DEEMRE 52 52k, $< OV —7 2oL RELAV T LILEES 5, EE
ERIZ T 7 (regular graph) ®H&, (15) BN 2 2, DREIITRTE LY, £EDL
AN (15) ORERIZ2D. 8T, BRI T TOHE, BEXV—THEM |V|-1ThBDIC
ML, Y—=TH2DNINVPUED (15) ORERTH 5.



3 BERZE#I-LZERL

EREGICHAYTIER y oA EAVWEERILIL, KOXS5ICLTELLNRS.

>[4 Zy,- (16)
i€V

% # ye(V) <|V]-1, (17)
y(S) <IS| -1 (S CV,G\ S idFkEs), (18)
u<1(ieV), ‘ (19)
v >0(i€V), (20)
yi : BE (i V). (21)

TOERLOZYUMEIL, KOFEEEZRAVWTRTIENTE B,
FE31 SCVIRLT, SHHILHEADY —7EHHESICRVEL-DDOSLEFSE
X, ZFEOTCSITHLTG\THEREREZLTHS. .

3.1 ZH& P,

RETIL, BEE Py OWELRD5. SEE Pry LRI, G2 28RS T 7 LIRET
EXAR

8 3.2 Py i full dimensional Th 3. » [
BT OfERiZ, #l#R (17)~(21) 28 Py OBKEZ 52 57D DEHICET LD TH S,

HWE33 e VIIHLT, 3, >01F Py DEBBKEELEDS. n

B34 i€ VIIRLT, 3 <12 Py OBKEEXED B -DOLEFHEEL G\ i 282
EELRBILTHB. .

i 3.5 y(V) < |V| - 18 Py OBKEEZED BT DMEFRIEL, G RELS 57
ERBIETHB. =

THE 3.6 G\SHHERTHDILIRSCVIZHLT, (18) 2 Py DEBREEED B 7=
DB+ FRMFIZ,

() EROEHNES S C SIKRHLT, G\ S IHERETHS :

(i) Gy = G[Si],...,Gk = G[Sk] & G\S DERHEH LT H. 22T, Sy,..., 5k
RV\SORETHS. Fk,j e V\SIKHL, j € S, THHEX
0(j) =k LtEBETD. ZDEE, EBEDjeV\SITHL, i SBHEEL
TG} USe \ j] BEREL 725,
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BhHYIZ

AR TH, BAKY — 7 2RABBEICNT 2 EREHEOT 7o —F L LT, 2@Y DEX

{L&fT72\V, BET 22 EEEEL R L. £, 1 2 BDERLIT OV TIEMEEIC2
WTEBLEZ. S%IT, ChoDFEEZRETIILARETHD. FPHRERICLDE, B
938 TH Z BRI, BHERRTIRE O, EENNE R DI ON T EREOKEES
B RS, LEEdoT, 20k 2B LT, 2 2B0ERLOBMBEIZE S L
FEHERLELBbh, SBOBRETHD.
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