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LARGE VERTEX-FLAMES IN UNCOUNTABLE DIGRAPHS
FLORIAN GUT AND ATTILA JOO

ABSTRACT. The study of minimal subgraphs witnessing a connectivity property is an
important field in graph theory. The foundation for large flames has been laid by Lovész:
Let D = (V, E) be a finite digraph and let » € V. The local connectivity xp(r,v) from
r to v is defined to be the maximal number of internally disjoint » — v paths in D. A
spanning subdigraph L of D with kr,(r,v) = kp(r,v) for every v € V — r must have at
least ), i _, kp(r,v) edges. Lovdsz proved that, maybe surprisingly, this lower bound
is sharp for every finite digraph.

The optimality of an L satisfying the min-max criteria from Lovasz’ theorem may
instead also be captured by the following structural characterization: For every v € V —r
there is a system P, of internally disjoint » — v paths in L covering all the ingoing edges
of v in L such that one can choose from each P € P, either an edge or an internal vertex
in such a way that the resulting set meets every » — v path of D. The positive result for
countably infinite digraphs based on this structural infinite generalisation were obtained
by the second author.

In this paper we extend this to digraphs of size R; which requires significantly more
complex techniques. Despite solving yet the smallest uncountable case, the complete
understanding of the concept and potentially a proof for arbitrary cardinality still seems
to be far away.

1. INTRODUCTION

The starting point of our investigation is the following theorem of Lovasz.

Theorem 1.1 (Lovéasz, consequence of [8, Theorem 2] ). Let D be a digraph with r € V(D).
Then there is a spanning subdigraph L of D in which for every v € V(D) —r the following

three quantities are equal: the local connectivities kp(r,v) and kr(r,v), and the in-degree
of v in L.

Let us call a spanning subdigraph L of a finite ‘r-rooted’ digraph D = (V| E) large
(w.r.t. D) if L preserves all the local connectivities from the root, i.e. kp(r,v) = kp(r,v)
for every v € V' — r. Furthermore, a finite r-rooted digraph D = (V| E) is defined to be a
vertex-flame if kp(r,v) = |inp(v)| for every v € V' — r, where inp(v) is the set of ingoing
edges of v. Using this terminology, Lovasz’ theorem says that every finite rooted digraph
admits a large vertex-flame. It was shown by Calvillo Vives in [2], that in every finite
r-rooted digraph D every vertex-flame subgraph (with respect to root r) can be extended
to a large vertex-flame of D. This was further generalised by the second author by proving
that the edge sets of the vertex-flame subdigraphs of a finite rooted digraph D = (V, E)
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are the feasible sets of a greedoid on F whose bases are exactly the large vertex-flames in
Lovész’ theorem (see [5, Theorem 1.2]).

There are many results in infinite graph theory that were first proved only for finite graphs
and a deeper understanding of the underlying concept and more complex arguments were
necessary to generalise them to infinite ones. Sometimes even the appropriate formulation
of the problem for infinite graphs is already non-trivial because the equivalent forms in the
finite case might not be equivalent in general. For example it is well-known and easy to
prove that the edge set of a finite graph can be partitioned into cycles if and only if there
is no vertex with odd degree. The condition can be rephrased as the non-existence of odd
cuts. A deep theorem of Nash-Williams [9, p. 235 Theorem 3] says that the reformulated
condition is actually sufficient to partition the edges of a graph of any size into cycles,
whereas the original condition is insufficient which is for example witnessed by the two-way
infinite path. Other classical results fail at some cardinalities; for example every countable
graph admits a normal spanning tree but an uncountable complete graph does not.

For one of the most influential theorems in infinite graph theory the necessity of
choosing the “right” formulation was also true. The result in question is the generalisation
of Menger’s theorem for arbitrary graphs which will play an important role in the main
result of the paper. Erdds observed that the maximal size of a system of pairwise disjoint
paths in a graph between two prescribed vertex sets and the minimal size of a vertex set
meeting all the paths between these two sets is the same regardless of the size of the graph.
He realized that considering this minimax formulation of Menger’s theorem does not lead
to a really strong infinite generalisation. Indeed, choosing the path-system inclusion-wise
maximal and taking all the vertices of these paths as a separator is suitable whenever
the path-system in question is infinite, although this separator is clearly way too “big” in
a structural sense. Erdods conjectured the following structural infinite generalisation of
Menger’s theorem (it was known as the Erdds-Menger conjecture) which was eventually
proved after several partial results by Aharoni and Berger:

Theorem 1.2 (Aharoni & Berger [1, Theorem 1.6]). For every digraph D and X,Y C
V(D), there is a system P of pairwise disjoint X — Y paths in D such that one can
choose exactly one vertex from each path in P in such a way that the resulting vertex set
S separates Y from X in D.

As in the case of the Erdés-Menger conjecture, quantities are not appropriate to obtain
the right infinite generalisation of Theorem 1.1, thus we need to look at the structural
properties of L. We extend the definition of vertex-flames for rooted digraphs of any size
by demanding for every v # r the existence of internally disjoint r — v paths covering
all the ingoing edges of v instead of just the equality of the in-degree of v and the local
connectivity from 7 to v.! The condition xp(v) = k1 (v) translates to the existence of a
maximal-sized internally disjoint » — v path-system P of D that lives in L. We strengthen
this by asking P to be “big” not just cardinality-wise but in a structural Erdos-Menger
way. Namely, we demand the existence of a separation of v from r in D that can be

obtained by choosing exactly one edge or one internal vertex from each path in P. (The

'One can define edge-flames by considering edge-disjoint paths.
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existence of such a P is equivalent with Theorem 1.2). A spanning subdigraph is called
large if there is such a P for every v # r. We will see that in a large vertex-flame for each
v the path-system witnessing largeness and the path-system covering the ingoing edges of
v can be chosen to be the same (see the promised P, in the abstract).

The existence of large vertex-flames in the sense above in countable rooted digraphs was
shown by the second author [7, Theorem 1.2]. He proved later with Erde and Gollin the
strengthened of this result stating that every vertex-flames of a countable rooted digraph
can be extended into a large one [4, Theorem 1.3]. The main result of the paper is leaving
countable digraphs behind and handling the smallest uncountable case:

Theorem 1.3. Fvery rooted digraph of size at most Ny admits a large vertex-flame.

As in the case of the infinite version of Menger’s theorem 1.2, the construction and the
necessary arguments are getting significantly more complex when the considered digraphs
are uncountable. Although several of our tools can be used to approach the problem for
arbitrarily large digraphs, our proof relies strongly on the fact that there is an enumeration
of the vertex set in which the proper initial segments are countable. We expect that
Theorem 1.3 remains true without any size restriction on the digraph but we feel that,
despite of solving yet the smallest uncountable case, the complete understanding of the

concept is still far away.
Conjecture 1.4. Every rooted digraph admits a large vertex-flame.

The following edge-variant of the problem is wide open even in the countable case,
but known for finite digraphs even in a fractional variant with edge-capacities and “flow-
connectivity” (see [5, Theorem 4.1]).

Question 1.5. Let D be a countable digraph with » € V(D). Is it always possible to
find a spanning subdigraph L of D such that for every v € V(D) — r there is a system P,
of edge-disjoint r — v paths in L covering all the ingoing edges of v in L such that one
can choose exactly one edge from each P € P, in such a way the resulting edge set is an
rv-cut in D?

2. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION

2.1. Digraphs. All the digraphs D in the paper are simple and have no ingoing edges
to their ‘root vertex’ r whenever they have such a root. We denote the set of ingoing
edges of a vertex set X by inp(X) and outp(X) stands for the set of the outgoing
edges. For the in-neighbours of X (i.e. the tails of the edges in inp(X)) we write Np (X)
and the out-neighbours N, (X) defined analogously. The subdigraph induced by a
vertex set U is D[U]| and H C D expresses that H is a subdigraph of D. We define
Do N Dy :=(VonVy, EgN Ey) it D; = (V;, E;) are digraphs.

2.2. Paths. All the paths in the paper are finite and directed, repetition of vertices is
not allowed. A path is trivial if it consists of a single vertex. An X — Y path is a path
such that exactly its first vertex is in X and exactly its last vertex is in Y. For paths P
and @ with v € V(P)NV(Q), let PvQ be the digraph consisting of the initial segment
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of P up to v and the terminal segment of @) from v. A path-system (i.e. set of paths)
P is disjoint if the paths in it are pairwise vertex-disjoint. We define internally disjoint
similarly except that the first and last vertices are allowed to be shared. We denote the
united vertex set and edge set of the paths in P by V(P) and by E(P) respectively. Let
us write V= (P) and VT (P) for the respective set of the first and last vertices of the
paths in P. We define E~(P) and E*(P) similarly with edges but only for path-systems
without trivial paths. We write simply inp(v) for the set of the ingoing edges of v in the
digraph (Upep V(P),Upep E(P)). A v-fan is a system of paths sharing only their initial
vertex v. A v-infan is what we obtain by reversing the edges of a v-fan. A set X CV —wv
is linked from v in D if there is a v-fan P in D with V*(P) = X. Similarly, X is linked to
v if there is a v-infan P with V—(P) = X.

2.3. Vertex-flames. Let VV be some fixed vertex set with a prescribed ‘root vertex’ r € V.
For a(n r-rooted) digraph D, v € V' —r and an arbitrary set I we write D [, I for the
subdigraph we obtain from D by deleting those ingoing edges of v that are not in I + rv.
For v € V. —r we denote by Gp(v) the set of those I C inp(v) for which there exists an
internally disjoint » — v path-system P in D with E*(P) = I. We say that D has the
vertex-flame property at v € V —r if inp(v) € Gp(v) and we call D a vertez-flame if it has
the vertex-flame property at every v € V — r. The quasi-vertex-flame property at v means
that all the finite subsets of inp(v) are in Gp(v) and D is a quasi-vertez-flame if it has the
quasi-vertex-flame property at every v € V —r.

2.4. Erdds-Menger separations and path-systems. For S CV —r—wv let Pp(v, S)
be the set of those internally disjoint » — v path-systems P in D that are orthogonal to
S, i.e. for which S can be obtained by choosing exactly one internal vertex from each
P € P (observe that a path consisting of a single edge cannot be in Bp(v,S)). For
v €V —r, we define &p(v) to be the set of Erdds-Menger separations between r and
v, i.e. the set of those S C V — r — v that separate r from v in D — rv (separation
means that every r — v path in D — rv meets S) and for which Bp(v,S) # @. We
call Bp(v) := U{Pp(v,S) : S € Sp(v)} the set of the Erdds-Menger paths-systems.
Note that the infinite version of Menger’s theorem 1.2 applied to X = Nj_  (r) and
Y = Nj_,,(v) in D — rv ensures that &p(v) # @ and therefore Pp(v) # @. Observe
that an S € &p(v) is always a minimal rv-separation in D — rv since for every s € S each
P € PBp(v,S) contains some r — v path P; that meets S only at s. One can show (see
[6, Theorem 3.5]) that &p(v) is a complete lattice with respect to the partial order in
which S < T if S separates T from r (equivalently T" separates S from v) in D — rv. We
denote the smallest and the largest element of &p(v) by Sp,, and Tp,,, respectively.

2.5. Large spanning subdigraphs. A system P of internally disjoint » — v paths in
D is called strongly mazimal w.r.t. D if for every internally disjoint » — v path-system Q
we have |[Q\ P| < |P\ Q|. In a finite D strongly maximal simply means ‘maximal-sized’
but in general digraphs it is a stronger assumption than cardinality-wise maximality. It
is not too hard to prove that the set of the strongly maximal internally disjoint r — v
path-systems in D is exactly Bp(v) if rv ¢ E(D) and the extensions of the elements of
Bp(v) with the single-edge path rv if rv € E(D) (see for example [7, Proposition 3.4]).
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For a fixed D and v € V(D) — r we call a spanning subdigraph L of D v-large w.r.t. D
if there is a strongly maximal internally disjoint » — v path-system of D that lies in
L, moreover, L is D-large (shortly large if D is fixed) if it is v-large w.r.t. D for every
v eV —r. For a finite D the largeness of L C D is equivalent with the preservation of
the local connectivities from the root, i.e. with x(v) = kp(v) for every v € V — r but it
has a stronger structural meaning for general digraphs. Largeness of L can be rephrased
as: Pp(v) N PL(v) # @ (equivalently Sp(v) N SL(v) # @) for every v € V — r and
outp(r) C L.

3. PRELIMINARIES AND PREPARATIONS

3.1. Elementary submodels. Elementary submodels are defined for first order structures
in logic but for simplicity let us talk only about the special case we use. An elementary

submodel of a set A is an M C A such that for every first order formula ¢(xy,...,z,) in
the language of set theory (with free variables z1,...,z,) and for every ay,...,a, € M,
the statement ¢(ay, ..., a,) is true in the first order structure (A, €|ax4) if and only if

it is true in (M, €|prxar). Elementary submodels provide a powerful method in topology,
infinite combinatorics and in other fields to cut off uncountable structures into smaller
“well-behaved” pieces. In these applications A usually consists of the sets whose transitive
closure is less than cardinal A (denoted by H(A)), where A is chosen in such a way that
H(\) contains all the sets that are relevant in the proof. By elementary submodel we always
mean an elementary submodel of H()) for a large enough A. For a detailed introduction
for elementary submodel techniques and their applications in infinite combinatorics we
refer to [11]. For an elementary submodel M and digraph D = (V, E) we let D N M :=
(VNM,ENM).

3.2. A reduction to quasi-vertex-flames.

Lemma 3.1 ([7, Lemma 2.1]). For every rooted digraph D, there is a quasi-vertez-flame
F C D such that whenever an L C F' is F-vertex-large it is D-vertez-large as well.

Corollary 3.2. One may assume without loss of generality in the proof of Theorem 1.3
that D is a quasi-vertex-flame.

3.3. Linkability of finite sets from r.

Lemma 3.3 ([7, Claim 3.14]). If a finite U CV — r is linked from r in D and L is large,

then U is linked from r in L as well.

Corollary 3.4 ([7, Lemma 2.3]). If D is a quasi-vertex-flame and L is large, then L is
also a quasi-vertez-flame.

3.4. Variants of Pym’s theorem.

Theorem 3.5 (Pym’s theorem [10, The Linkage Theorem]). Let X, Y C V| furthermore,
let P and Q be disjoint systems of X — Y paths. Then there is a system R of disjoint
X =Y paths such that V—(R) 2 V—(P) and VT (R) 2 V*(Q), moreover, each R € R is
either in P U Q or there are P € P, Q € Q and vg € V(P)NV(Q) such that R = PvgQ.
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Corollary 3.6. Suppose that P links S to v and Q is a v-infan with V(Q)NS =V~—(Q).
Then there is a v-infan R with V—(R) = S covering E*(Q), furthermore, each R € R is
either in P U Q or there are P € P, Q € Q and vg € V(P)NV(Q) such that R = PurQ.

We need one more version of the theorem in which » € S and more than one path in P
and in R may start in . This variant can be reduced to Corollary 3.6 by splitting r into
a vertex set V. := {r. : e € outp(r)} where r. inherits the single outgoing edge e of r.

Corollary 3.7. Suppose that P is a system of S — v paths with v ¢ S such that
V(P) NV (P) —v C {r} for every Py # P from P and suppose Q is a v-infan with
V(Q)NS =V —(Q). Then there is a system R of S — v paths with V (Ry)NV (Ry)—v C {r}
for every Ry # Ry from R covering V—(P)U E*(Q), furthermore, each R € R is either
in PUQ or there are P € P, Q € Q and vg € V(P)NV(Q) such that R = PvgQ.

Corollary 3.8. Let S € &p(v) and let I € Gp(v). Then there is an R € Pp(v,S) with
I—rvC ET(R).

Proof. Let P € Pp(v,S) and let Q be a witness for I € Gp(v). We define Q' to be the set
the of the terminal segments of the paths in Q from the last intersection with S. Let P’
consist of the terminal segments of the paths in P from S. We apply Corollary 3.6 with
P’ and Q' and extend the paths in the resulting R’ backwards to r by the initial segments
of the paths in P up to S to obtain R. 0

3.5. Preservation of the vertex-flame property.

Lemma 3.9 ([4, Lemma 4.10]). Suppose that I € Gp(w) such that (I + f) € Gp(w) for
every f € inp(w) \ I. Assume that there is a uv € E(D) with u # r,v # w in such a way
that I ¢ Gp_yw(w). Then there exists a set S CV —r with v € S which is linked from r
by a path-system P, such that S separates N (v) —u from r. In particular, uwv is the last
edge of some P,, € P.

We are interested only in the special case where I = inp(w):

Corollary 3.10. Suppose thatinp(w) € Gp(w) and there is a uwv € E(D) withu # r,v # w
for which inp(w) ¢ Gp_yp(w). Then there exists a set S CV —r with v € S which is
linked from r by a path-system P, such that S separates N, (v)—u from r. In particular, uv
is the last edge of some P,, € P.

A digraph D has the G-quasi-vertez-flame property for some G C D at v € V — r if
Gp(v) contains every I C inp(v) for which I\ ing(v) is finite. (For a single v only the

edges ing(v) are relevant for the G-quasi-vertex-flame property at v.)

Lemma 3.11 ([4, Lemma 2.10]). Assume that D = (V, E) is a countable r-rooted digraph,
veV —rand G C D. Then there is an I* € Gp(v) such that D [, I* has the G-quasi-
vertex-flame property for every uw € V.—r for which D has this property.

On the one hand, we are interested only in cases where GG has a certain special form.
On the other hand we want to weaken the assumption that D is countable. The following
variant will be suitable for our purpose:
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Corollary 3.12. Assume that D = (V, E) is an r-rooted digraph, v € V —r and W C
V — v —r is a countable set such that D has the vertex-flame property at every w € W.

Then there is an I* € Gp(v) such that D [, I* also has the vertez-flame property for every
weW.

Proof. Let G := (V,Uyew inp(w)). We pick a countable elementary submodel M with
v,r,D,G,W € M and apply Lemma 3.11 with DN M, v and G N M. This yields an
I* € Gpry(v) such that D N M [, I* has the flame property at every w € W.

We shall show that D [, I has the flame property at every w € W. Let w € W be fixed.
Let us pick a P witnessing the flame property of DN M [, I* at w and a Q € M showing
the flame property of D at w. We claim that R := PU(Q\ M) witnesses the flame property
of D [, I at w. Indeed, for any path @ € Q using a vertex u € (V —r —w) N M, we must
have Q € M because @) is definable from u and Q. Since @ is finite, ) C D N M follows.
This shows that R is an internally disjoint path-system. Furthermore, if e € inp(w), then
e is the last edge of a path in P or in Q \ M depending on if e € M. This completes the
proof of the corollary. O

3.6. Preservation of largeness. We introduce some terminology that we are going to
use only locally to prove some lemmas applying previous results. For an X C V — r, the

entrance of X with respect to D is
entp(X) ={ve X : Juw e E(D) with u ¢ X},

and intp(X) stands for its interior X \ entp(X). A set B C V —r is a v-bubble with
respect to D if there exists a v-infan P = {P, : u € entp(B) — v} in D[B] where P, starts
at u. Let us denote the set of the v-bubbles in D by bubbp(v). Clearly {v} € bubbp(v)
since either the trivial path consisting of the single vertex v or the empty set is a witness
for it depending on if v € entp({v})).

Lemma 3.13 (Bubble uniting lemma, [7, Lemma 3.5]). Let a be an ordinal number.
Suppose that (Bg : B < ) is a sequence where Bg € bubbp(vg) for some vg € V. —r. Let
us denote U3 By by B<g. If for each 3 < a either vg = vy or vg € intp (B<g), then
B, € bubbp(vy).

Note that for an S € &p(v), the set Bp g, of vertices that are separated from r by S
in D — rv form a v-bubble with entp_,,(Bp.s,) = S such that N;_,,(v) C Bp g.,.

Corollary 3.14. There is a C-largest v-bubble Bp,, in D for everyv € V. —1r and it

contains Np,_,.(v).

Lemma 3.15 ([7, Lemma 3.10]). A spanning subdigraph L of D is large if and only if
u € By, for every uwv € E(D)\ E(L). Furthermore, if L is large and v € V —r, then
SL,’U = entL_m(Bva) = entD_m(BL,v) € SD(’U).

Corollary 3.16. [7, Lemma 2.2] Assume that outp(r) € L C D such that for every
veV —r withing(v) Cinp(v) there is a P € Pp(v) that lies in L. Then L is large.

We call an A C V' —r anti-bubble in D if entp(A) is linked from r in D. It is easy
to see that the family of anti-bubbles are closed under arbitrary large intersection. For
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S € Gp(v) the set Bp g, is not just a v-bubble but also an anti-bubble that contains
Np_,,(v). Moreover, if X is a v-bubble and also an anti-bubble and contains N,_,, (v),
then entp_,.,(X) € &p(v). Let Ap, be the intersection of all anti-bubbles in D containing

{v} U NB*?"’U(/U)‘

Proposition 3.17. For everyv € V —r, Ap, is a v-bubble in D, furthermore, we have
Tp.,:=entp_(Apy) € Sp(v).

Proof. We apply the Aharoni-Berger Theorem 1.2 in D[Ap ,| with T, and N (v). If the
resulting separation S is not Tp , itself, then Bp g, € Ap, is an anti-bubble containing
{v}UNp_,,(v), which contradicts the minimality of Ap,. Thus S = Tp,, and hence the
path-system given by the Aharoni-Berger theorem witnesses that Ap, is a v-bubble. Since

Ap, is an anti-bubble as well and contains N,_,,(v), we have Tp, € Sp(v). O

Remark 3.18. It is easy to see that Sp, and Tp, are indeed the smallest and the largest
elements of Sp(v) respectively as we introduced them at the end of Subsection 2.4.

Before we proceed we need another lemma. One of the standard proofs of Menger’s
theorem is based on the so called Augmenting walk lemma. For a given disjoint system P
of X — Y paths it either provides a bigger such system or an X-Y-separation consisting
of choosing exactly one vertex from each of the paths in P. The infinite generalisation
of this lemma (see Lemmas 3.3.2 and 3.3.3 in [3]) was an important tool in the proof of
the infinite version of Menger’s Theorem 1.2. There are several variants of the lemma
depending on whether the paths are edge-disjoint or vertex-disjoint, whether we consider
graphs or digraphs etc. but the proofs of these variants are essentially the same. We make

use of the following variant:

Lemma 3.19 (Augmenting walk). Assume that D = (V, E) is a digraph, X C 'V and
veV\X. Let P be a v-infan with V(P)NX =V~ (P). Then there is either an S that
separates v from X consisting of choosing a unique vp € V(P) — v for every P € P or
there is a v-infan Q with V(Q)NX =V ~(Q) such that [P\ Q|+ 1=|Q\ P| < Ny and
V=(Q) 2V (P).

We say that the augmentation is successful if the second case occurs and we say that it
is unsuccessful otherwise.

Lemma 3.20. Assume that I C inp(v) such that Tp, remains linked to v in D' := D [, I.
Then for every u € V. —r every S € &p(u) remains linked to w in D',

Proof. Let w € V —r — v be given and let P be a path-system that links S to v in D. We
may assume that there is some e € F(D) \ E(D’) such that there is a P, € P through e
since otherwise P is a path-system in D’ as well and we are done. Note that v is the head
of e. It follows v € intp(Bp s.) because V~(P) = entp(Bp su) — u with u # v and the
paths in P are pairwise disjoint. Thus Ap, C Bp g, because Bp s, U Ap, € bubbp(u)
by Lemma 3.13 but Bp g, is the C-largest element by definition.

We apply Lemma 3.19 in D" with S, u and P — P.. If the augmentation is successful, we
are done. Otherwise, we can choose a unique vp € V(P) — u from each P € P — P, such
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that the resulting 5" separates u from S in D’. Then Bp/ g, € Bp g, is a u-bubble in D'.
We know that the terminal segment vP,u of P, must lie in By g, since otherwise S’ would
not separate u from S in D’. In particular v € Bp g, and since v ¢ S’ by construction,
we conclude v € intp/(Bpr s4). We know Ap, € bubbp/(v) by the linkability of 7, to v
in D', thus we obtain B := Ap, U Bp g, € bubbp/(u) via Lemma 3.13. Since every edge
in E(D) \ E(D’) is spanned by Ap,, we can take the initial segments of the paths in P
until the first common vertex with B and extend them forward to a path-system that
links S to w in D’ by using the fact that B € bubbp,(u). O

Lemma 3.21. Assume that L is large and Q, € P (v, SL,) for somev € V —r. Then
L':=L |, EY(Q,) is large, moreover, S, = Sp., for everyu € V —r.

Proof. Since L is large, Lemma 3.15 and Corollary 3.14 ensure that N,_,,(u) C Br, for
every u € V —r. In particular, all the edges in E(L) \ E(L') are spanned by By ,. We are
going to prove that By, € bubby/(u) holds for every u € V' —r. Let us first show that this
is sufficient. First of all it implies By, 2 Br, for u € V —r because By, is the C-largest
element of bubby/(u). By Lemma 3.15 this implies the largeness of L'. Let u € V —r be
given. If ent;_,.,(Br ) = entp (B y), then entr(Br ) —u = enty(Bp ) — u which
implies By, € bubby(u) and hence By, O By, therefore By, = Bp/,. But then

SL,u = enthru(BL,u) = enthru(BL/,u) = entL’fru(BL’,u> = SL’,u-

Suppose for a contradiction that ent,_,,(Br ) # entp (B ). Then we must have
enty (B w) 2 enty—py(Br ) with entp (B o) \ enty .y (Brr ) = {v}. This means
that v € inty/_,.,(Br.,) and there is some wv € E(L) \ E(L') with w ¢ B, ,. Then either
v € inty/(Bp,) or w = wv. Thus by applying Lemma 3.13 with By, and By, € bubb/(v)
we conclude that By, U By, € bubby/(u). It follows that actually By, 2 By, because
By, is the C-largest element of bubby/(u) by definition. But then

w e BL,U g BL’,u 3 w,

a contradiction.

Now we turn to the proof of By, € bubby/(u) for every u € V —r. For w = v this is
witnessed by the terminal segments of the paths in Q, from S ,. Let u € V —r —v be
arbitrary and let P be a path-system that witnesses By, € bubby(u). We can assume that
P uses some e := wv € E(L)\ E(L'), since otherwise P ensures that By, € bubby,(u) and
we are done. Let P, be the unique path in P through e. The head v of e must be in inty, (B, )
because V= (P) = entr(Br,) — u with v # v and the paths in P are pairwise disjoint.
Then By, O B, since otherwise Lemma 3.13 would give By, ,, C (B, UBL,) € bubby(u)
which is a contradiction. We apply Lemma 3.19 in L’ with enty,(Bg ) —u,u and P — P,. If
the augmentation is successful, the resulting path-system must lie in L'[ By, ,,| and witnesses
By, ., € bubby/(u) thus we are done.

Suppose that the augmentation is unsuccessful, we depict this situation in Figure 1.
Then we can choose a unique vp € V(P) —u from each P € P — P, such that the resulting
S separates u from ent;(Bp,) —uw in L’. We know that the terminal segment vP,u of
P. must lie in By, g, since otherwise S would not separate u from ent;(By,) — v in L.
Thus in particular v € B g, with v ¢ S, i.e. v € inty/ (B g,). But then Lemma 3.13
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ensures B := By g, UBy, € bubby/(u). Let P’ consist of the initial segments of the paths
in P until the first common vertex in B. All the edges in E(L) \ E(L') are spanned by
B because they are spanned by Br, and B D By, by construction, therefore P’ is a
path-system in L' (and not just in L). But then by using the fact B € bubb;/(u), each
path in P’ can be continued forward in L’ to reach u in such a way that the resulting
paths meet only at u. This path-system witnesses By, ,, € bubby/(u) which completes the
proof.

FIGURE 1. The situation when the augmentation in the proof of Lemma 3.21

is unsuccessful.

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

4.1. Definitions and a sketch of the construction. Let an r-rooted digraph D =
(V,E) of size X; be fixed. First of all, we can assume by Corollary 3.2 that D is a
quasi-vertex-flame. Let (M, : a < w) be a sequence such that

o My =,

M, is an elementary submodel for each a > 0;

My = Upgcq Mg if o is a limit ordinal;

M, is countable for a@ < wq;
D.r,(Ms: B <a),a€ My for a <w;.

Observation 4.1. Mz U {Mg} C M, for f < a < wy.
Let M := My1\ M, for @ < w; and we define V,, := VN M,, D, := DN M, = D[V,]
for a < w; as well as
Ve =V nM*,
D® := (DN Myi1) \ [E(Dy) Uoutp(V, — 1)),
D*s .= D\ [E(D,) Uoutp(V, — )]
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for o < wy. We choose enumerations V, —r = {van 1 n <w} and V* —r = {v% :n < w}
for v < wy (technically we fix a choice function ¢ € M; and we choose the enumerations
accordingly). Recall that every countable ordinal number can be written uniquely in the
form wa 4+ n where n < w. We obtain an enumeration V' —r = {ve : £ < w;} by letting
Vwatn = V5. Observe that V,, —r = {ve : { < wa} for @ < w;. We shall construct a
sequence (L¢ : £ < wy) of large subdigraphs of D with

o Ly=D;
e we obtain Lgy; by the deletion some of the ingoing edges of v¢ from Lg;
® L, = ¢y L¢ if v is a limit ordinal.

Before giving the complete list of properties of the recursive construction, we need some
definitions. We also explain roughly the ideas behind what we are going to do in order
to make it easier to follow the formal proof afterwards. First of all, L,, will be a large
vertex-flame which completes the proof of Theorem 1.3. For v = v g4, let Sy := Sp_; -
Note that after L, is defined, the separations S, will be defined for the following countably
many vertices, namely for the vertices in V?. By guaranteeing that L¢ is large for every
¢, we will automatically ensure S, € &p, by Lemma 3.15. We strive to end up with
path-systems P, € P, (v,S,) with E¥(P,) = iny,, (v) —rvin Ly, for every v € V —r.
Note that the path-system P, promised in the abstract can be chosen to be the P, we are
about to construct whenever rv ¢ E(D), otherwise the single-edge path rv needs to be
added to get a promised path-system. The path-systems P, are witnessing that L, is
indeed a large vertex-flame. For each v € V — r we build the path-system P, “layer by
layer” according to our chain of elementary submodels (see Figure 2) in the following sense.
If v = vys1n, then we construct first a segment P, 511 € Br, npy,, (v, Sy N Vay1) with
E*(Py 1) =inp, nps,, (v) —7v. In every new layer we extend this by a new segment: For
every v with 8+ 1 < < w; we construct a path-system P) € By, np- (v, S, N V7) with
E*(P)) = inL, np+(v). Since by the definition of D7 the paths in PP are internally disjoint
from V,,, the new segments never share any internal vertex with the already constructed

segments. By letting

Pv a - — Pv,ﬁ+1 U U P;Y

B+1<y<a

for 4+ 1 < a < wy, the path-system P, := P, ,, will be as desired.
Instead of constructing P, 41 and P) “directly” we are going to build some supersets
of them and throw away the surplus paths. For this we let L*A+™ := [ 5., N DS,
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DB+2

FIGURE 2. A sketch of the strategy to build P,.

4.2. The conditions of the recursion. Let us now make the construction precise. We
shall define by transfinite recursion sequences

(Q¢ - & <wr), <Q’5:w§§<w1> and (Lg¢ : € <wy)

satisfying the following properties:

(1) Lo = D;

(2) Q¢ € Pre(ve, Sue);

(3) Lesr = Le loe E7(Qe);

(4) L, = Ng<y Lg if v is a limit ordinal;

(5) L¢ is D-large;
(6) SLowinw = Sy for every wa+n < w; and v € V4,
(7) For every wa+n <w;y and v € V,, —r:

(a) Sy \ Va € Gruwatn(v);

(b) L¥**™ has the vertex-flame property at v;

(c) If v = vy, then Q"™ € Pruasn (v, S, \ Vo) with

ET(Q¥*") = infwain (v);

(8) (Qe: & <), <Q5:w§§<y>, (Le : £ <v) € Moy for v =wa +n < wy;
(9) For v = vya4m:

U ingus.n(v) € ET(Qupim) +rv if f =0 and

n<m
U ingussn (0) U U ing,uy, (v) € ET(Qupim) + 10 if > 0.
n<m n<m

Note that L, is uniquely determined by (Q¢ : & < v) (see properties (1)-(4)), thus we are
going to always have at most one suitable choice for L¢ but we still need to check if it
respects the conditions. The preservation of property (8) will follow immediately from
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the fact that the definitions of (Q¢ : £ < wa+ n) and <Q£ tw <€ <wa+ n> rely only on
parameters that are in M,1, namely D,r, (Mg, 3 < a), c and vertices vk, Vax fOr

k < n (where ¢ is some fixed choice function).

4.3. The path-systems P, 31 and P]. Let v < w; and suppose that Q and L
are defined for ¢ < v and Qf is defined for w < ¢ < v and none of the conditions
(1)-(9) is violated so far. Let v = v 54, for some wf + n < v be fixed. We define
Pos+1 = Quptn N Ma1. By the definition of enumerations {v,, : n < w}, for every
with f+1 < < w; there is a unique m,, < w with v, =v. Welet P := QUItM M,y
whenever 8+ 1 < vy and wy +m, < v.

Property (9) is designed to prevent the deletion of edges of the path-systems P, 541 and
P

Lemma 4.2. Let v = vyg4n for some wfB+n < v. The path-systems P, g1 and P, lie in
L¢ for every & < wv.

Proof. Since Q4+, is a path-system in Lz, (see property (2)) so is P, gy1. It follows
from properties (1)-(4) that L, is a C-decreasing function of &, this implies that P, g1
is a path-system in L¢ for £ < wf + n. By property (3), we do not delete any edges of
Qupt+n 2 Py p+1 when we obtain Lyginy1 from L,gi,. Property (9) applied to vertices
Vwgtm With n < m < w together with property (3) guarantees that none of the edges of
Py p+1 is deleted when we construct L,g4,, for m > n. Thus P, g1; is a path-system in
Ly (s+1) as well by property (4). Whenever P € Mg, is a path, we have V(P) C Mg, 1,
therefore P, s11 lies completely in Dg,y and after step w(8 + 1) we delete only edges
e whose head is in V' \ Vz;1. Thus the path-system P, s41 lies in L¢ for every  with
w(f+1) <& < v as well. The proof for P goes similarly. O

Proposition 4.3. If v = v,p4n for some wf +n < v, then Pyg1 € PBp,,, (v, Sy N Vi)
Furthermore, inp (v) N E(Dgy1) — v = ET(Py 311) for every £ € (wB +n,v).

Proof. Note that wB+n € Mgz, because § € Mg,y by assumption. Hence by property (8),
Qupin € Mayq. Each P € 9,34, which has an internal vertex u in Vjy, is definable
from Q,p+, and u and therefore must be in Mpyq. This means that for each P € Q. s,
either V(P) C Vjyy or P is internally disjoint from Vzyq. Thus by property (2), it
follows that P, s11 € PBp,,, (v, S N Vsy1). Moreover, by property (3), Py, s11 covers
iNL,gyni (V) N E(Dgy1) — rv which is the same as inp (v) N E(Dgy1) — rv whenever
wh+n+1<E < v by properties (1)-(4). O

Proposition 4.4. If v = vy = Vuptn with wy +m, < v, then P} € Pp+(v, S, N V7).
Furthermore, inp,np+(v) = ET(P)) for every & € (wB +n,v).

Proof. Note that 3 < v because v € V,, by v = v,,,, and 3 + 1 is the smallest ordinal
with v € V11 by v = vp4n (see the definition of the enumerations after Observation 4.1).
Since Q“7*" € M, .1, we obtain via property (7)/(c) that P} € Bp~ (v, (S, \ V) N Vi4q)
and ET(P)) = inpwr+myn p,..(v). The first part of the proposition follows by observing
that (S, \ V;) N V,41 =S, N V7 by definition. The second part follows from the fact that:
L™ N Dy = L7 N DY (which is also a direct consequence of the corresponding
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definitions). Finally inj¢(v) remains the same for every £ € (wf + n,v) by properties
(1)-(4). O

Lemma 4.5. If v = v,54+y for some wf +n < v and f < a < w;y, then we have
Qwﬁ-ﬁ-n \ Ma € mea (U, Sv \ Va)' Furthermore, inL{ (U> N E(Dag) = E+<Qw5+n \ Ma) fO?"
every £ € (wf + n,v).

Proof. First of all, Q,z4, lies in Lz, according to property (2) and we have already
seen that Qus41n € M1 C M,. Thus each path in Qg4 \ M, is internally disjoint from
V.. This gives via property (2) that Qusin \ Mo € Prwsn (v, S, \ V). In order to obtain
L¥® from L¥P*" we delete only edges whose heads are in V, — r. The only such edges in
E(Qup+n \ M,) are also in ET(Q,5.,) but we do not delete any of those by property (3),
therefore Q pn \ My € Prwa(v, S, \ V,). The second part follows directly from properties
(1)-(4). O

4.4. Limit step. Suppose now that v = wa for some o < w; and as earlier assume that
Q¢ and L are defined for £ < v and QFf is defined for w < ¢ < v and none of the conditions
(1)-(9) is violated so far. If & = 0, then let Ly := D which is our only possible choice
according property (1) and this choice does not violate any of the conditions for trivial
reasons. If a > 0, then our only option is to let Luq := Necwa Le (see property (4)). We
need to check that none of (1)-(9) is violated. Preservation of (1)-(4) is obvious. We
intend to apply Lemma 3.16 to demonstrate the largeness of L, (property (5)). Clearly
outp(r) C Ly, because we never delete any outgoing edge of r (it was built in the definition
of “I,”). Note that iny__(v) C inp(v) may happen only for v € V, —r. For every v € V,, —r
there is some § < o and n < w such that v = v,p4,. We know by property (5) that L,z is
large but then Sg_, . (which is S, by definition) is in &p(v) (see Lemma 3.15). We define
Po,a = Pyp+1 U U P
B+1<y<a

Note that ing,,, (v) N E(Dgt1) —rv = ET (P, p41) and ing qpr(v) = EY(PY) follow from
Propositions 4.3 and 4.4 respectively via Lyq = N¢<, Le. Thus these propositions have the
following consequence:

Corollary 4.6. For everyv € Vo, —r, Py € B, (v, 5, NVa) with EY (P, ) = ing,, (v) N
E(D,) —rv.

It follows from Lemma 4.5 and Corollary 4.6 that if v = v,g4, € Vo — r, then

Pv,a U (QwBJrTL \ Ma) € (’BLwa (U7 SU)

Thus L, is large by Lemma 3.16. Property (6) for n = 0 is true by the definition of
Sy. Property (7)/(a),(c) for v = v,p1y is witnessed by Q,p4n \ M, according to Lemma
4.5 while (¢) demands nothing new. Property (8) is maintained, because as we already
argued the transfinite recursion so far can be carried out in M, since it relies only on
the parameters D, r, (Qg¢ : £ < wa) , ¢ € Myyy. Finally, for wa = wa + 0 the union on the
left side at property (9) is the empty set and therefore we do not violate (9).

Lemma 4.7. L,, N D, is a D,-large vertez-flame. In particular, if a = w, then Ly, is
a large vertex-flame.
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Proof. We know by Corollary 4.6 that P, , € Pp, (v, S, N V,) with ET(P, ) =ing_, (v)N
E(D,) — rv. Note that S, NV, separates v from r in D, — rv because so does S, in
D —rv. Thus S, NV, € &p,(v) witnessed by P, ,. Since the path-systems P, , for
v eV, —rliein L,, (see Lemma 4.2 and property (4)) they show that L., N D, is a

D,-large vertex-flame. 0
We will make use of the following consequence.

Corollary 4.8. For every finite U C V, — r which is linked from r in D, it is linked from
r also in L, N D,.

Proof. 1t follows directly from Lemma 4.7 via Lemma 3.3. O

4.5. Successor step. Suppose that there is some wa + n < w; such that the following
are already defined without violating the conditions:

o L for £ Swa +n;
o O for { <wa+n;
o OFf for w < ¢ < wa +n.

Let v = vya1n- Note that L.y, is a quasi-vertex-flame by Corollary 3.4 because D is a
quasi-vertex-flame by assumption and L.+, is large by property (5). Suppose first that
a=0. Let I := U, ing,(v). Since |I| <n, we have I € G, (v) by the quasi-vertex-flame
property. We have S,, € &p(v) by property (6). By applying Corollary 3.8 we pick a
Q. € P, (v,S,) that covers I — rv. We define L, 1 := L, [, ET(Q,). Preservation
of properties (2), (3) and (9) follow directly from the construction. Conditions (1) and
(4) do not demand anything new for this step. Properties (5) and (6) are preserved by
Lemma 3.21. Since Vy = @, property (7) says nothing so far. The definition of Q,, and
L1 used only L,, v, and choice function ¢ as parameters all of which are in M, thus (8)
is preserved.

Assume now that « > 0. In this case (7) has also demands. To fulfil them we are going

to pick an I according to the following claim.

Claim 4.9. There exists an I € G .. (v) such that:

(I) For everyu € Vo, — 1, Sy \ Vo € Spwasn,r(u);
(II) L¥**" 1, I has the vertex-flame property for every u € Vo, — r;
(111)
1D U ingua+s (v) U U ing,...(v) = F.
k<n k<n

Suppose that we already know Claim 4.9. By Corollary 3.8 we can pick a path-system
Quatn € Proesn (v,8,) that covers I —rv. We define Lyaint1 = Luatn [v ET(Quatn)-
Conditions (1)-(6) are preserved for the same reason as in the case @ = 0. Conditions
(I) and (II) guarantee (7)/(a) and (7)/(b) respectively. Preservation of (9) is ensured by
(IIT). We choose Q“**™ according to (7)/(c) which is possible by combining (7)/(a) and
(7)/(b) via Corollary 3.8. The definition of Qqin, Q**T" and Lyqini1 rely only on the
parameters Lyatn, Vwatn, ¢ and M, all of which are in M, 1, thus we keep (8) as well.
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Proof of Claim /.9. Note that the properties (I) and (II) of the desired set I are increasing
in the sense that if they hold for some I, then they remain true for every I’ O I. Indeed,
the path-systems witnessing these properties for I are also witnessing them with respect
to I'. Since F' is finite (|F| < 2n follows directly from its definition) and L ain is a
quasi-vertex-flame, we have F' € Gy . (v). We claim that it is possible to choose a witness
Or ={Q.:ec I} for Feg,,, (v) (where e is the last edge of @).) in such a way that
whenever a path in O leaves V,, it never returns, in other words no path in Qr has an
edge in inp(V,). Indeed, suppose that Q% is an arbitrary witnesses for F' € Gr__ . (v)
and let Up be the set of the last common vertices of the paths in Q% with V,,. Then
Ur — r is a finite subset of V, — r which is linked from r in D. But then, since M, is
an elementary submodel, Up — r is linked from r in D, as well. It follows from Lemma
3.3 via the D,-largeness of L,, N D, (see Lemma 4.7) and L., N Dy = Lyain N D, that
Up — r remains linked from r in L .., N D,. It means that we can replace the initial
segments of the paths in Q% up to Up in Lya4n N D, in such a way that these new initial
segments have vertices only in V,. This modification of Q' provides the desired Qp.

We build an auxiliary digraph A by adding a “dummy” vertex w, for every u € V, — r
to L¥*™™ whose in-neighbours are S, \ V,, and which has no out-neighbours. Let W :=
(Vo —r)U{wy, : u €V, —r}. Then A has the vertex-flame property at every w € W
by properties (7)/(a) and (7)/(b), moreover, W is countable. We are going to choose I
in such a way that A [, I also has the vertex flame property for every w € W. For the
original digraph L“**™ it means that L**™™ |, I has the vertex-flame property for every
u € V,, — r (demanded by (II)), furthermore, the preservation of the vertex-flame property
for dummy vertex w, ensures that S, \ V, remains linked from r in L“*™" |, I which is
the “half” of condition (I).

By applying Corollary 3.12 with A,v = vy41, and W, we obtain an I* € Ga(v) =
Grwa+n(v) such that A [, I* has the vertex-flame property for every w € W. Let Q be a
system of internally disjoint » — v paths in L, such that

(i) FCEYQ) CFUTIK
(ii) I*\ ET(Q) is finite;

(iii) Whenever some @ € Q is not a path in L¥**" then Q) € Qp;

(iv) I*\ E*(Q) is minimal among path-systems satisfying the properties (i)-(iii).

First of all Q is well-defined. Indeed, if we take a path-system Q. witnessing I* € Ga(v),
then (since Qp is finite) there is a co-finite subset Q). of Qp« for which the path-system

"« U Qp is internally disjoint and hence satisfies the properties (i)-(iii). We claim
that E*(Q) still has the property that I* had, namely A [, E*(Q) has the vertex-flame
property for every w € W. Suppose for a contradiction that A [, E*(Q) does not have
the vertex-flame property at some w € W. Let P, be a witness for ing(w) € Gap,r«(w).
Then P, uses an edge uv € I*\ E*(Q). Note that u # r, moreover, rv ¢ E(D) since
otherwise 7v € E(A) and hence the initial segment of the unique path in P, through uv
until v can be replaced by the single edge rv and it shows that ina(w) € Gap, p+(0)(w),
which contradicts the choice of w. By applying Corollary 3.10 with A [, ET(Q) + uwv,
w and uv, we obtain a vertex set S 3 v which is linked from r in A [, ET(Q) + uv by
a path-system Pg, such that S separates Ny e+ (Q)+uv (v) — u from 7. In particular, uv
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is the last edge of some P, € Ps. We can assume SNV, = & by taking S := S\ V,
instead, because the vertices in V,, —r do not have outgoing edges in A and hence it is still
a separator. We modify Q in the following way. Whenever a () € Q does not meet S — v,
then we let Q' := Q. If Q € Q meets S — v, then we take the last common vertex vg of @
with S — v and replace the initial segment QQug by the unique path in Pg that terminates
at vg to obtain ). Then Q' :={Q': Q € Q} U{P,,} satisfies (i)-(iii) and witnesses via
uv that Q does not satisfy (iv), a contradiction.

Choosing I to be ET(Q) is “almost” suitable. Indeed, properties (II) and (III) would
be satisfied as well as “half” of (I). We shall define I as a superset of E*(Q) guaranteeing
the “other half” of (I), namely that S, \ V, remains linked to w in L***" [, I for every
u € Vo —r. Note that for T := Tjwe+n, (see the definition right before Lemma 3.20) we
have TNV, = & because in L***™ the vertices in V,, — r have no outgoing edges and T is
a minimal separation. We are going to choose [ in such a way that 7' remains linked to v
in L«>t™ I, I. By Lemma 3.20 this ensures that S, \ V, remains linked to u in L¥**" |, T
for every u € V,, — r. Let P € Prwa+n(v,T) and let P’ consists of the terminal segments
of the paths in P from 7. For Q) € Q, let )’ be the terminal segment of ) from the last
common vertex with T"UV,,. Corollary 3.7 applied in digraph L., with vertex set T"UV,,
and vertex v together with path-systems P’ and Q' provides a system R’ (see Figure 3) of
T UV, — v paths such that V/(Rg) NV (Ry) C {r,v} for every distinct Ry, Ry € R,

I:=FE"(R)2E"Q)=E"Q)

and for every t € T there is a unique R; € R’ with first vertex t. We claim that paths R;
lie completely in the subdigraph L““*" of L ,.,. It is true by definition for R, € P’. If
this is not the case, then R; consists of the initial segment of some P € P’ up to some vgr
and the terminal segment of some Q € Q' from vg. If Q itself lies in L““*™ then we are
done again. If this is not the case, then @ is a terminal segment of a path in Qp (see (iii)).
Clearly vg ¢ V, because no paths in P’ meets V. But then the terminal segment of Q
from wvg lies entirely in L“**" because the paths in Qp never return to V,, once they left
it. Therefore R, lies in L**™™ in all possible cases. Thus the paths {R, : ¢ € T} linking T’
to v in LYot

We extend the paths in R’ backwards to obtain a path-system R witnessing [ €
Growrn(v). For t € T, we take the initial segment of the unique P, € P through t until
t. These extended paths meet V,, only at r because in L““*™ the vertices in V,, — r have
no outgoing edges. There are only finitely many paths R in R’ whose first vertex is in
V,, each of which is a terminal segment of a path Qr € Q. By property (iii) these Qg
are in Qp. As a backward extension of such an R we choose simply () itself. The new
initial segments in this case have vertices only in V, and therefore meeting the initial
segments added to paths R; only at r. Thus the resulting R is really internally disjoint
which completes the proof of Claim 4.9. O
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F1cURE 3. The path-system R.
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