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Abstract

We extend Babai’s quasipolynomial-time graph isomorphism test (STOC 2016) and de-
velop a quasipolynomial-time algorithm for the multiple-coset isomorphism problem. The
algorithm for the multiple-coset isomorphism problem allows to exploit graph decomposi-
tions of the given input graphs within Babai’s group-theoretic framework.

We use it to develop a graph isomorphism test that runs in time nP°¥1°8(k) where n is
the number of vertices and k is the minimum treewidth of the given graphs and polylog(k)
is some polynomial in log(k). Our result generalizes Babai’s quasipolynomial-time graph
isomorphism test.

1 Introduction

The graph isomorphism problem asks for a structure preserving bijection between two given
graphs G and H, i.e., a bijection ¢ : V(G) — V(H) such that vw ¢ E(G) if and only if
e(v)p(w) € E(H). One central open problem in theoretical computer science is the question
whether the graph isomorphism problem can be solved in polynomial time. There are a few
evidences that the problem might not be NP-hard. For example, NP-hardness of the problem
implies a collapse of the polynomial hierarchy [Sch88]. Moreover, NP-hardness of the graph
isomorphism problem would refute the exponential time hypothesis since the problem can be
decided in quasipolynomial time [Babl16].

The research of the graph isomorphism problem started with two fundamental graph classes,
i.e., the class of trees and the class of planar graphs. In 1970, Zemlyachenko gave a polynomial-
time isomorphism algorithm for trees [Zem70]. One year later, Hopcroft and Tarjan extended
a result of Weinberg and designed a polynomial-time isomorphism algorithm for planar graphs
[HT71],[Wei66]. In 1980, Filotti, Mayer and Miller extended the polynomial-time algorithm to
graphs of bounded genus [MilSO],[FMSO]. The genus is a graph parameter that measures how
far away the graph is from being planar.

In Luks’s pioneering work in 1982, he gave a polynomial-time isomorphism algorithm for
graphs of bounded degree [Luk82]. His group-theoretic approach laid the foundation of many
other algorithms that were developed ever since. It turns out that the research in the graph

"Myrvold and Kocay pointed out an error in Filotti’s techniques [MK11]. However, different algorithms have
been given which show that the graph isomorphism problem for graphs of bounded genus is indeed decidable
in polynomial time [Mil83] [Gro00, [Kaw15].
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isomorphism problem for restricted graph classes was a promising approach in tackling the
graph isomorphism problem in general. Shortly after Luks’s result, a combinatorial partitioning
lemma by Zemlyachenko was combined with Luks’s framework. This resulted in an isomorphism
algorithm for graphs with n vertices in general that runs in time 20(vVnlogn) [ZKTS85],[BL83].
This algorithm was the fastest for decades.

In 1983, the seminal work of Robertson and Seymour in graph minors started a new era of
graph theory [RS83]. At the same time, Miller extended Luks’s group-theoretic framework to
hypergraphs [Mil83]. It turned out that the study of general structures such as hypergraphs was
also a promising approach in tackling the graph isomorphism problem. In 1991, Ponomarenko
could in fact use Miller’s hypergraph algorithm to design a polynomial-time isomorphism algo-
rithm for graphs excluding a minor [Pon91].

The work of Robertson and Seymour also rediscovered the notion of treewidth [Diel2], a graph
parameter that measures how far away the graph is from being a tree. The treewidth parameter
was reborn and has been studied ever since. So, researchers went back to the roots and studied
the isomorphism problem for graphs of bounded treewidth. In 1990, Bodlaender gave a simple
isomorphism-algorithm for graphs of treewidth k with n vertices that runs in time n©®) [Bod90].
However, no FPT-algorithm was known, i.e., an isomorphism algorithm with a running time
of the form f(k) -n@M) " The search of a FPT-algorithm occupied researchers over years and
this open problem was explicitly stated by several authors [YBAET99, BCC*06, KMO08| [KS10,
Otal2, BDK12, [DF13l [GM15]. In 2017, Lokshtanov, Pilipczuk, Pilipczuk and Saurabh finally
solved this open problem and designed a FPT-algorithm for the graph isomorphism problem
[LPPS17]. Their algorithm runs in time 20K 1ogk) O(1) where n is the number of vertices and
k is the minimum treewidth of the given graphs.

At the same time, Babai made a breakthrough and designed a quasipolynomial-time algorithm
for the graph isomorphism problem in general [Babl6]. His algorithm runs in time ppolylog(n)
where n is the number of vertices and polylog(n) is some polynomial in log(n) (according
to Helfgott’s analysis the function polylog(n) can chosen to be quadratic in log(n) [HellT)).
To achieve this result, Babai built on Luks’s group-theoretic framework, which actually solves
the more general string isomorphism problem. One of the main questions is how to combine
Babai’s group-theoretic algorithm with the graph-theoretic techniques that have been developed.
For example, it is unclear how to exploit a decomposition of the given graphs within Babai’s
framework since his algorithm actually processes strings rather than graphs.

Recently, Grohe, Neuen and Schweitzer were able to extend Babai’s algorithm to graphs of
maximum degree d and an isomorphism algorithm was developed that runs in time nP°s(d)
[GNS18]. They suggest that their techniques might be useful also for graphs parameterized
by treewidth and conjectured that the isomorphism problem for graphs of treewidth k£ can be
decided in time nPolos(k)

In |[GNSWIS]|, the graph-theoretic FPT-algorithm of Lokshtanov et al. was improved by
using Babai’s group-theoretic algorithm and the extension given by Grohe et al. as a black box.
They decomposed a graph of bounded treewidth into subgraphs with particular properties.
They were able to design a faster algorithm that computes the isomorphisms between these
subgraphs. However, they pointed out a central problem that arises when dealing with graph
decompositions: When the isomorphisms between these subgraphs are already computed, how
can they be efficiently merged in order to compute the isomorphisms between the entire graphs?
This problem was named as multiple-coset isomorphism problem and is formally defined as
follows. Given two sets J = {pyASan _ p A}y and J' = {pf A'T*™ ... plA/S™) where p; :
V - n,pl: V' > n are bijections and AY™™ A’ Z-C&n < Sym([n]) are permutation groups for all
i € [t], the problem is to decide whether there are bijections ¢ : V — V' 7 : [t] - [t] such that



Al-can = A'S?;; and ¢ € piAganp;(l.) for all ¢ € [t]. By applying the group-theoretic black box
algorithms, they achieved an improved isomorphism test for graphs of treewidth k& that runs in
time 2FPolylog(k),0(1) - However, for further improvements, it did not seem to be enough to use
the group-theoretic algorithms as a black box only. The question of an isomorphism algorithm
that runs in time nP°¥1°8(%) remained open.

In [SW19], the study of the multiple-coset isomorphism problem continued. Rather than us-
ing group-theoretic algorithms as a black box, they were able to extend Luks’s group-theoretic
framework to the multiple-coset isomorphism problem. In order to facilitate their recursion,
they introduced the class of combinatorial objects. Their class of combinatorial objects contains
hypergraphs, colored graphs, relational structures, explicitly given codes and more. However,
the key idea in order to handle the involved structures recursively, was to add so-called label-
ing cosets to their structures. By doing so, they could combine combinatorial decomposition
techniques with Luks’s group-theoretic framework. This led to a simply-exponential time algo-
rithm for the multiple-coset isomorphism problem. Although the achieved running time was far
away from being quasipolynomial, their result led to improvements of several algorithms. For
example, it led to the currently best algorithm for the normalizer problem (a central problem
in computational group theory) [Wie20]. However, they were not able to extend also Babai’s
techniques to their framework and the question of a graph isomorphism algorithm running in
time nPo18(k) remained open.

Our Contribution In this paper, we give a quasipolynomial-time algorithm for the multiple-
coset isomorphism problem. This leads to an answer of the conjecture in |[GNS18] mentioned
above.

Theorem (Theorem E3). The graph isomorphism problem can be decided in time nP°¥'s(k)
where n is the number of vertices and k is the minimum treewidth of the input graphs.

When k = polylog(n), our algorithm runs in time n®1°8(96™)) (for some constant ¢) and is
significantly faster than Babai’s algorithm and existing FPT-algorithms for graphs parameter-
ized by treewidth.

For the present work, we exploit the fact that Babai’s algorithm was recently extended to
canonization [Babl9]. A canonical labeling of a graph is a function that labels the vertices V'
of the graph with integers 1,...,|V] in such a way that the labeled versions of two isomorphic
graphs are equal (rather than isomorphic). The computation of canonical forms and labelings,
rather than isomorphism testing, is an important task in the area of graph isomorphism and
is especially useful for practical applications. Also the framework given in [SW19)] is actually
designed for the canonization problem. The present paper is based on these works and our
algorithms provide canonical labelings as well. Only the algorithm given in the last section
depends on the bounded-degree isomorphism algorithm of Grohe et al. for which no adequate
canonization version is known.

The first necessary algorithm that we provide in our work is a simple canonization algorithm
for hypergraphs.

Theorem (Theorem [IH). Canonical labelings for hypergraphs (V, H) can be computed in time
(V] +[H[PotalV],

There is a simple argument why this algorithm is indeed necessary for our main result. It is
well-known that a hypergraph X = (V, H) can be encoded as a bipartite graph Gx = (VuH, E)
(the bipartite graph Gx has an edge (v, S) € E, if and only if v € S). It is not hard to show that



the treewidth & of this bipartite graph Gx is at most |V|. The bipartite graph Gx uniquely
encodes the hypergraph X, in particular, two hypergraphs are isomorphic if and only if their
corresponding bipartite graphs are isomorphic. This means that an isomorphism algorithm for
graphs of treewidth k running in time nPolog(k) would imply an isomorphism algorithm for
hypergraphs running in time (|V|+ |H |)p01ylog|v|. However, applying Babai’s algorithm to the
bipartite graph would lead to a running time of ([V|+ [H|)PoYosUVI+IHD  Instead of applying
Babai’s algorithm to the bipartite graph directly, we decompose the hypergraph and canonize
the substructures recursively. To merge the canonical labelings of all subhypergraphs, we use
a canonical version of the multiple-coset isomorphism problem. However, for the hypergraph
algorithm, it suffices to use Babai’s algorithm as a black box only.

Our decomposition technique for hypergraphs can also be used to design a simple canonization
algorithm for k-ary relations.

Theorem (Theorem [I3)). Canonical labelings for k-ary relations R < V* can be computed in
time 2p°1y1°g‘v‘|R|0(1).

The algorithm improves the currently best algorithm from |[GNSIS8|. As graphs can be seen
as binary relations, our algorithm generalizes the quasipolynomial-time bound for graphs. The
achieved running time is the best one can hope for as long as the graph isomorphism problem
has no solution better than quasipolynomial time.

Our main algorithm finally solves the multiple-coset isomorphism problem. In fact, the algo-
rithm computes canonical labelings as well.

Theorem (Theorem 22)). Canonical labelings for a set J consisting of labeling cosets can be
computed in time (|V|+ |J|)p°1y1°g‘v|,

This result is actually of independent interest as it also implies a faster canonization algorithm
for the entire class of combinatorial objects (Corollary [30]).

To solve this problem, the simple hypergraph canonization algorithm can be used as a sub-
routine in some places. However, we do not longer use Babai’s and Luks’s techniques as a black
box only. To extend their methods, we follow the route of [SW19] and consider combinatorial
objects that allows to combine combinatorial structures with permutation group theory. In
particular, we can extend Luks’s subgroup reduction and Babai’s method and aggregation of
local certificates to our framework. All these methods were designed for the string isomorphism
problem and need non-trivial extensions when dealing with a set of labeling cosets rather than
a string.

Related Work Another extension of Babai’s quasipolynomial time algorithm has been indepen-
dently proposed by Daniel Neuen [Neu2(] who provided another algorithm for the isomorphism
problem of hypergraphs. However, Neuen can exploit groups with restricted composition factors
that are given as additional input in order to speed up his algorithm. This can be exploited in
the setting of graphs of bounded Euler genus. He provides a graph isomorphism algorithm that
runs in time nP°Y°8(9) where n is the number of vertices and ¢ is the minimum genus of the
given graphs.

On the other hand, his algorithm is not able to handle labeling cosets occurring in the
combinatorial structures. In particular, his algorithm is not able to solve the multiple-coset
isomorphism problem in the desired time bound, which we require for our isomorphism algorithm
for graphs parameterized by treewidth. Moreover, his techniques do not provide canonical
labelings.



We hope that both algorithms can be combined to give a faster isomorphism test for the large
class of graphs excluding a topological subgraph. This large class of graphs includes the graphs of
bounded treewidth, graphs of bounded genus, graphs of bounded degree and graphs excluding a
minor. In fact, Grohe and Marx provide a structure theorem which shows that the graph classes
mentioned above also characterize graphs excluding a topological subgraph. Informally, they
showed that graphs excluding a topological subgraph can be decomposed into almost bounded-
degree parts and minor-free parts which in turn can be decomposed into almost-embeddable
parts [GM15]. Therefore, we hope that the improved algorithms for the isomorphism problem
for bounded-degree graphs and bounded-genus graphs can be combined with our algorithm to
exploit the occurring graph decomposition.

Organization of the Paper In Section[3] we show how the multiple-coset isomorphism problem
and its canonical version can be reduced to a string canonization problem which in turn can
be processed with Babai’s algorithm. However, this reduction does not lead to the desired time
bound and only works efficiently when the instance is small enough. Section Ml deals with k-ary
relations R € V¥ over a vertex set V. We demonstrate how a partitioning technique can be
used to reduce the canonization problem of a k-ary relation to instances of small size in each
decomposition level. Since we only need to handle small instances at each decomposition level,
we can make use of the subroutines given in the previous section. As a result, we obtain a
canonization algorithm for k-ary relations that runs in time 2p°1y1°g|v‘|R|O<1). In Section [B], we
extend our technique to hypergraphs and so-called coset-labeled hypergraphs. The algorithm
for coset-labeled hypergraphs is used as a subroutine in our main algorithm given in the next
section. In Section [B we finally present our main algorithm which canonizes a set of labeling
cosets and solves the multiple-coset isomorphism problem. Our main algorithm is divided into
five subroutines. In the first subroutine, we extend the partitioning technique to families of
partitions. The second subroutine extends Luks’s subgroup reduction to our framework. The
third subroutine reduces to the barrier configuration which can be characterized by a giant
representation. The fourth and fifth subroutine extend Babai’s method and aggregation of local
certificates to our framework. In Section [1l a straightforward application of the multiple-coset
isomorphism problem leads to an isomorphism algorithm that runs in time nP°¥1°8(%) where n
is the number of vertices and k is the treewidth of the given graphs.

2 Preliminaries

We recall the framework given in [SW19].

Set Theory For an integer ¢, we write [t] for {1,...,t}. For a set S and an integer k, we write
(}j) for the k-element subsets of S and 2° for the power set of S.

Group Theory The composition of two functions f:V — U and ¢g: U — W is denoted by fg
and is defined as the function that first applies f and then applies g. The symmetric group on a
set V is denoted by Sym(V') and the symmetric group of degree ¢ € N is denoted by Sym(¢). In
the following, let G < Sym(V') be a group. The index of a subgroup H < G is denoted by (G : H).
The setwise stabilizer of A <V in G is denoted by Stabg(A) :={g € G |g(a) € A for all a € A}.
The pointwise stabilizer of A €V in G is denoted by G(4) = {g € G| g(a) = a for all a € A}.
Analogously, the stabilizer of a vertex v € V in G is denoted by G(,) = G(p}). A set AcV
is called G-invariant if Stabg(A) = G. A set v¥ = {g(v) | g € G} is called G-orbit of v € V.



The G-orbit partition of V is the partition of V in which each part is a G-orbit (for some
v € V). partition. A group G < Sym(V') is called transitive if V is one single G-orbit. A
partition of V = Vj u... vV} is called G-invariant if each part V; and each g € G it holds
V7 :={g(v) |veV;} € G. For transitive groups G, the G-invariant partitions of V are also called
block systems for G. A group G < Sym(V) is called primitive if there are no non-trivial block
systems for G.

Labeling Cosets A labeling of a set V' is a bijection p: V — {1,...,|V|}. A labeling coset of a
set V' is a set of bijections A such that A = Ap = {0p | § € A} for some subgroup A < Sym(V') and
some labeling p: V — {1,...,|V|}. We write Label(V') to denote the labeling coset Sym(V')p =
{op| o e Sym(V)} where p is an arbitrary labeling of V. Analogous to subgroups, a set O7 is
called a labeling subcoset of Ap, written O1 < Ap, if the labeling coset O is a subset of Ap.

Hereditarily Finite Sets and Combinatorial Objects Inductively, we define hereditarily finite
sets, denoted by HFS(V'), over a ground set V.

o A vertex v eV is an atom and a hereditarily finite set v €e HFS(V'),

o a labeling coset Ap < Label(V) is an atom and a hereditarily finite set Ap e HFS(V),
o if Xi,...,X; e HFS(V), then also X = {X3,...,X;} e HFS(V) where t e Nu {0}, and
o if Xy,...,X; e HFS(V), then also X = (X1,...,X;) e HFS(V') where t e Nu {0}.

A (combinatorial) object is a pair (V,X) consisting of a ground set V' and a hereditarily finite
set X € HFS(V'). The ground set V is usually apparent from context and the combinatorial
object (V,X) is identified with the hereditarily finite set X. The set Objects(V') denotes the
set of all (combinatorial) objects over V. The transitive closure of an object X, denoted by
TClosure(X), is defined as all objects that recursively occur in X. All labeling cosets that
occur in X are succinctly represented via generating sets. The encoding size of an object X' can
be chosen polynomial in | TClosure(X)| + [V| + tjmax Where tyax is the maximal length of a tuple
in TClosure(X).

Ordered Objects An object is called ordered if the ground set V is linearly ordered. The
linearly ordered ground sets that we consider are always subsets of natural numbers with their
standard ordering “<”. An object is unordered if V is a usual set (without a given order).
Partially ordered objects in which some, but not all, atoms are comparable are not considered.

Lemma 1 ([SW19]). There is an ordering “<” on pairs of ordered objects that can be computed

in polynomial time.

Applying Functions to Unordered Objects Let V be an unordered ground set and let V'
be a ground set that is either ordered or unordered. The image of an unordered object X ¢
Objects(V') under a bijection p: V' — V' is an object X* € Objects(V') that is defined as follows.

o o= p(v),

o (Ap)t=ptAp,

o {Xi,... . Xy ={Xl, ... X}'} and
o (Xp,o, Xl (X0 X1,



Isomorphisms and Automorphisms of Unordered Objects The set of all isomorphisms from an
object X € Objects(V') and to an object X’ € Objects(V') is denoted by Iso(X;X") :={p:V -
V| X% = X"}, The set of all automorphisms of an object X is denoted by Aut(X) := Iso(X; X).
Both isomorphisms and automorphisms are defined for objects that are unordered only.

For two unordered sets V' and V', the set Iso(V;V’) is also used to denote the set of all
bijections from V to V'. This notation indicates and stresses that both V' and V' have to be
unordered. Additionally, it is used in a context where ¢ € Iso(V; V") is seen as an isomorphism
@ € Iso(X; X7).

Induced Groups and Labeling Cosets In the following, let X € Objects(V') be a set and
A < Aut(X) < Sym(V) be a group consisting of automorphisms of X. For a permutation § € A,
we define the permutation induced on X, denoted by §[ X], as the permutation that maps X € X
to J[X](X) == X% € X. We define the group A induced on X, denoted by A[X] < Sym(X), as
the group consisting of the elements §[X'] € Sym(X') for § € A. Similarly, for a labeling p of V,
we define the labeling p induced on X, denoted by p[X]: X — {1,...,|X|}, as the labeling that
orders the elements in X' according to the ordering “<” from Lemma [ i.e., p(X;) < p(X;) if
and only if X ip <X jf? . Furthermore, for a given labeling cosets Ap < Label(V'), we define the
induced labeling coset on X, denoted by (Ap)[X] < Label(X), as A[X]p[X].

Generating Sets and Polynomial-Time Library For the basic theory of handling permutation
groups given by generating sets, we refer to [Ser03]. Indeed, most algorithms are based on
strong generating sets. However, given an arbitrary generating set, the Schreier-Sims algorithm
is used to compute a strong generating set (of size quadratic in the degree) in polynomial time.
In particular, we will use that the following tasks can be performed efficiently when a group is
given by a generating set.

1. Given a vertex v € V and a group G < Sym(V'), the Schreier-Sims algorithm can be used
to compute the pointwise stabilizer G, in polynomial time.

2. Given a group G < Sym(V'), a subgroup that has a polynomial time membership problem
can be computed in time polynomial in the index and the degree of the subgroup.

3. Let S =Aqp1,...,A¢p: < Label(V) be a sequence of labeling cosets of V. We write (S) for
the smallest labeling coset A such that A;p; € A for all ¢ € [t]. Given a representation for
S, the coset (S) can be computed in polynomial time. Furthermore, the computation of
(S) is isomorphism invariant w.r.t. S, i.e., o 1(S) = (¢ 1S) for all bijections ¢ : V — V.

Definition 2 ([SW19]). Let C be an isomorphisms-closed class of unordered objects, i.e., for
all X € C over a ground set V and all bijections ¢ : V — V' it holds that X¥ € C. A canonical
labeling function CL is a function that assigns each unordered object X € C a labeling coset
CL(X) = A <Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CL(X) = ¢ CL(X?) for all ¢ € Iso(V; V"), and
(CL2) CL(X) = Aut(X)~ for some (and thus for all) 7 € CL(X).

In this case, the labeling coset A is also called a canonical labeling for X.

Lemma 3 ([SW19], Object Replacement Lemma). Let X = {X,..., X} be an object and let
CL and CLge be canonical labeling functions. Define X5 := {A1py,...,Aipi} where Ajp; =
CL(X;) is a canonical labeling for X; € X. Assume that X! = X]Pj for all i,j € [t]. Then,

CLobject (X) = CLsget (X5) defines a canonical labeling for X.



3 Handling Small Objects via String Canonization

We consider the canonical labeling problem for a pair (E,Ap) consisting of an edge relation
E ¢ V? and a labeling coset Ap < Label(V).

Problem 4. Compute a function CLgapn With the following properties:

Input (E,Ap) € Objects(V) where E € V2, Ap < Label(V) and V is an unordered set.
Output A labeling coset CLGraph (£, Ap) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CLGraph(E, Ap) = ¢ CLGraph (E?, o 1 Ap) for all ¢ € Iso(V; V).

(CL2) CLGraph (E, Ap) = Aut((E, Ap))m for some (and thus for all) 7 € A.

The automorphism group of (E,Ap) is precisely Aut((E,Ap)) ={d e A | (v,w) ¢ E <—
(0(v),0(w)) € E}. For Ap = Label(V'), this is exactly the canonical labeling problem for directed
graphs. However, for labeling cosets Ap < Label(V) in general, the problem is equivalent to
the string canonization problem (this can be shown by defining a string r : V2 - {0,1} with
positions V2 such that ¢((v,w)) =1 if and only if (v,w) € E).

Theorem 5 ([Babl19]). A function CLgyaph for Problem[§) can be computed in time gpolylog|V],
The next problem can be seen as a canonical intersection-problem for labeling cosets.

Problem 6. Compute a function CLy,; with the following properties:

Input (©7,Ap) € Objects(V) where O, Ap < Label(V') and V is an unordered set.
Output A labeling coset CLy,(©7,Ap) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CL1yt (©7,Ap) = o CLint (0107, 071 Ap) for all ¢ € Iso(V; V).

(CL2) CLnt (©7,Ap) = (O n A)r for some (and thus for all) 7€ A.

Lemma 7. A function CLyy solving Problem[8 can be computed in time gpolylog |V,

Proof. Tt is know that this problem reduces to graph canonization in polynomial time [SW19].
O

Next, we define the central problem of this paper which is introduced in [GNSWIS]|,[SW19].
This problem is a canonical version of the multiple-coset isomorphism problem.

Problem 8. Compute a function CLge with the following properties:

Input J € Objects(V') where J = {A1p1,...,A¢p}, Aipi < Label(V) for all i € [¢] and V is
an unordered set.

Output A labeling coset CLget(J) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CLget(J) = ¢ CLget (J¥) for all o € Iso(V; V).

(CL2) CLget(J) = Aut(J)7 for some (and thus for all) 7€ A.

The automorphism group of J is precisely Aut(J) = {o € Sym(V) | 3¢ € Sym(t)Vi € [¢] :
o Nip;i = Ay pw(i)}. We explain why this problem is the central problem when dealing with
graph decompositions.

The Intuition Behind this Central Problem We want to keep this subsection as simple as
possible and do not want to introduce tree decompositions yet. For our purpose, we consider a
simplified formulation of a graph decomposition. In this subsection, a graph decomposition of a
graph G = (V, E) is a family of subgraphs { H; };c[;] that covers the edges of the entire graph, i.e.,
E(G)=E(Hy)U...UE(H;). We say that a graph decomposition is defined in an isomorphism-
invariant way if for two isomorphic graphs G,G" the decompositions {H;}ic(], {H; }ie[s] are



defined in such a way that each isomorphism ¢ € Iso(G;G") also maps each subgraph H; of
the decomposition of G to a subgraph H ]’ of the decomposition of G’. In particular, such a
decomposition has to be invariant under automorphisms of the graph.

Assume we have given a graph G for which we can construct a graph decomposition {Hi}ie[t]
in an isomorphism-invariant way and our task is the computation of a canonical labeling for G.
A priori, it is unclear how to exploit our graph decomposition. In a first step, we could compute
canonical labelings A;p; := CL(H;) for each subgraph H; recursively. The central question is
how to merge these labeling cosets A;p; for H; in order to obtain a canonical labeling Ap for
the entire graph G.

The easy case occurs when all subgraphs H;, H; are pairwise non-isomorphic. In this case,
the subgraphs cannot be mapped to each other and indeed Aut(G) = Aut(Hy) n...n Aut(Hy).
Therefore, the computation of Ap reduces to a canonical intersection-problem. In fact, the
algorithm from Lemmal7lcan be used to compute canonical labelings A;;p;; := CLn (Aipi, Ajpj)
with Aj; = Ay nAj = Aut(H;) n Aut(H;). By an iterated use of that canonical intersection-
algorithm, we can finally compute Ap with A = Ajn...nA; = Aut(Hp)n...nAut(Hy) = Aut(G).
Actually, the order in which we “intersect” the canonical labelings A;p; does matter and we need
to be careful in order to ensure isomorphism invariance (CL1). (For example, there might be
a canonical labeling function with CLyy((Label(V'),Ap)) = Ap and CLyy ((Ap, Label(V))) =
Apm for Ap # Label(V') where 7 is a permutation of {1,...,|V]|} that swaps 1 and 2 and fixes
all other elements. Clearly, CLp,; can be extended to a canonical labeling function satisfying
(CL1) and (CL2). However, CLyy((Label(V'), Ap)) # CLy ((Ap, Label(V)))).

Let us consider the second extreme case in which all subgraphs H;, H; are pairwise isomorphic.
In such a case, we have that Aut(G) = {0 € Sym(V') | 3(t)Vi € [t] : 0 € Iso(H;; Hygy)}-
Equivalently, we have that Aut(G) = Aut({A1p1,...,A¢p:}). Therefore, by the definition of
Problem[§] the canonical labeling Ap := CLget ({A1p1, ..., Arpt}) defines a canonical labeling for
the entire graph G. Alternatively, one can use object replacement (Lemma [3) which intuitively
says that for the purpose of canonization the subgraphs H; can be replaced with their labeling
cosets A;p;. This also shows that Ap := CLget({A1p1,---,A¢pt}) define a canonical labeling for
the entire graph GG. Roughly speaking, Problem [} can be seen as the task of merging the given
labeling cosets.

The mixed case in which some (but not all) subgraphs H;, H; are isomorphic can be handled
by a mixture of the above cases.

The main algorithm (Theorem 22]) solves Problem [§in a running time of (|V|+|J])
In Section [, we apply this problem to graphs G with n vertices of treewidth k. In fact, we are

able to bound |V| < k and |J| < n in this application which leads to the desired running time of
nPolylog(k)

polylog |V

But first of all, we give a simple algorithm that has a weaker running time which is quasipoly-
nomial in |V|+ |J].

Lemma 9. A function CLge; solving Problem[8 can be computed in time (|V|+|J|)Polee(VI+IJD,

The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 23 in the arXiv version of [GNSWI1S8]. By
increasing the permutation domain V' by a factor |J|, Problem [§ can actually be reduced to
a graph canonization problem. For the sake of completeness, we give the detailed proof in
Appendix [Al

We consider the canonization problem for combinatorial objects.

Problem 10. Compute a function CLopject With the following properties:



Input X € Objects(V') where V' is an unordered set.

Output A labeling coset CLopject (X) = A < Label(V') such that:
(CL1) CLoObject (X) = ¢ CLopject (X¥) for all ¢ € Iso(V; V).
(CL2) CLobject (X) = Aut(X)7 for some (and thus for all) 7€ A.

For an object X € Objects(V'), let tmax(X') be the size of the largest set involved in X, i.e.,
tmax(v) = 0 and tmax(Ap) = 0 for vertices v € V and labeling cosets Ap < Label(V') and induc-
tively tmax ((X1,...,Xs)) = MaXe[ ] tmax (&) and tax ({ X1, ..., Xs}) = max{maxie[s] tmax(Xi), s}
It is known that canonical labeling for combinatorial objects (on a ground set V') reduces to
canonical labeling for instances of Problem [ (on the same ground set V') and instances of
Problem [§] (on the same ground set V' and of size tyax) in polynomial time [SW19]. Therefore,
Problem [ is a central problem when canonizing combinatorial objects in general.

Corollary 11. A function CLopject solving Problem[I0 can be computed in time gpolylog(|V|+tmax) , O(1)

where n is the input size (as defined in the preliminaries) and tmax <n is the size of the largest
set involved in X.

A later algorithm (Corollary [35) shows that canonical labelings for combinatorial objects can
actually be computed in time nP°¥°2IVl (or more precise ([V|+ tmax )PV 18 VInO M),

4 Canonization of k-ary Relations

In this section, we consider the canonization problem for k-ary relations. As graphs can be seen
as binary relations, this problem clearly generalizes the graph canonization problem.

Problem 12. Compute a function CLge with the following properties:

Input R € Objects(V) where R ¢ V¥ for some k € N and V is an unordered set.

Output A labeling coset CLge(R) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CLRel(R) = ¢ CLRe (R?) for all ¢ € Iso(V; V).

(CL2) CLRe(R) = {0 € Sym(V) | (z1,...,2x) € R < (o(x1),...,0(x)) € R}w for some
(and thus for all) 7 € A.

One way to canonize k-ary relations is by using a well-known reduction to the graph can-
onization problem [Mil79]. Alternatively, the algorithm from Corollary [l for combinatorial
objects in general could also be applied to k-ary relations. However, both approaches lead to a
running time that is quasipolynomial in |V|+|R|, i.e., opolylog(IVI+IRD 1 this section, we will give
a polynomial-time reduction to the canonization problem for combinatorial objects which are of
input size polynomial in [V| (which does not depend on |R|). With this reduction, we obtain an
improved algorithm that runs in time 2p01ylog‘v||R|O(1). Our bound improves the currently best
algorithm from [GNSI§|. Moreover, our time bound is also optimal (when measured in |V| and
|R|) as long as the graph isomorphism problem can not be solved faster than quasipolynomial
time.

Partitions An (unordered) partition of a set X € Objects(V') isaset P ={P,..., Py} such that
X =Piu...uP, where @ # P; ¢ X for all P; € P. In the algorithms that follow, our constructions
can lead to “partitions” with a non-empty part. In such a case, we implicitly forget about the
empty set in the partition. We say that P is the singleton partition if [P| =1 and we say that
P is the partition into singletons if |P;| = 1 for all P; € P. A partition P is called trivial if P is
the singleton partition or the partition into singletons.
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The Partitioning Technique We suggest a general technique for exploiting partitions. In this
setting, we assume that we are given some object X € Objects(V') for which we can construct a
partition P = {P,..., P,} in an isomorphism-invariant way such that 2 < |P| < 2P°W1o8IVI The
goal is the computation of a canonical labeling for X by using an efficient recursion.

Using recursion, we compute a canonical labeling A;p; for each part P; ¢ X recursively
(assumed that we can define a partition for each part again). So far, we computed canonical
labelings for each part P; ¢ X independently. The main idea is to use our central problem
(Problem [§)) to merge all these labeling cosets. Let us restrict our attention to the case in which
the parts F;, P; € P are pairwise isomorphic. In this case, we define the set pSet .= {A;p; | P; €
P} consisting of the canonical labelings A;p; for each part. Moreover, by object replacement
(Lemma [3)), a canonical labeling for P5¢* defines a canonical labeling for P as well. A canonical
labeling for P in turn defines a canonical labeling for X since we assume the partition to be
defined in an isomorphism-invariant way. Therefore, it is indeed true that a canonical labeling
for PS¢t would define a canonical labeling for X. For this reason, we can use the algorithm from
Lemma [ to compute a canonical labeling for P5¢*. The algorithm runs in the desired time
bound since [P5| = |P| < 2P°W18IV] is hounded by some quasipolynomial.

Let us consider the number of recursive calls R(X) of this approach for a given object X.
Since we recurse on each part P; € P, we have a recurrence of R(X) = 1+ Y pp R(F;) leading
to at most |X |O(1) recursive calls. The running time for one single recursive call is bounded by
opolylog |Vl o this reason, the total running time is bounded by 2p°1y1°g|v||)( |0,

Theorem 13. A function CLge solving Problem[I2 can be computed in time 2P°Y108IVI|R|OC),

Proof. An algorithm for CLge(R):

If|R| <1:
Compute and return A := CLopject (R) using Corollary [Tl
> Since the size of the largest set involved in R is the set R itself, the algorithm from
Corollary 11 runs in time 2P°W1osIV],

If|R| >2:

> In this case, it is possible to define a partition P of R in an isomorphism-invariant way.
We will use this partition for a recursion as described in the partitioning technique.

Let r be the first position in which R differs, i.e., the smallest r € [k] such that there are

(z1,-.,2%), (y1,---,yx) € R with =, # y,.

Define an (unordered) partition P := {P, | v € V'} of R = Jyey P, where P, := {(x1,...,z1) €

R| x, = v}.

> By the choice of r € [k], this is not the singleton partition. On the other side, the size
[P| < |V is obviously bounded by a quasipolynomial in |V|.

Compute A, p, = CLRe(P,) for each subrelation P, € P recursively.

Define PS5 = {(A,py,v) | P, € P}.

> We define an ordering according to the isomorphism type of the subrelations P,,ve V.

Define an ordered partition P:= (Py,...,P,) of PS¢ =P u...uP, such that:

PP < Phv, if and only if (Aypy,v) € P; and (Aypy, w) € Pj for some i, j € [p] with i < j.

Compute A; := CLge (P;) for each Py, i € [p] using Lemma [0

> Since [P;] < [P5¢Y| = [V, the algorithm from Lemma [d runs in the desired time bound,
i.e., opolvlog|V],

Compute and return A := CLopject ((A1,...,Ap)) using Corollary [Tl

> Since (A1,...,Ap) is a tuple consisting of atoms, no set is involved in this object.

Therefore, the algorithm from Corollary 1l also Tuns in the desired time bound, i.e.,
gpolylog| V|

11



(CL1.) We consider the Case |R| > 2. Assume we have RY instead of R as an input. We
obtain the partition P¥ instead of P. By induction, we compute ¢ 'A,p, instead of A,p, and
obtain (P5¢%)¢ instead of P, By (CL1) of CLge;, we obtain ¢ 'A; instead of A;. By (CL1)
of CLopject, We obtain o 'A instead of A, which was what we wanted to show.

(CL2.) We consider the Case |[R| > 2. We return A = CLopject ((A1,...,Ap)). By object
replacement (Lemma [3), the labeling coset A defines a canonical labeling for (Py,...,P,) as
well. The ordered partition P = (Py,...,P,) of PSet is defined in an isomorphism-invariant way
and therefore A defines a canonical labeling for PS¢, Since P orders PS5 according to the
isomorphism type of the subrelations the object replacement lemma (Lemma [B]) implies that
A defines a canonical labeling for P as well. The (unordered) partition P = {P, |v eV} of R
is defined in an isomorphism-invariant way and therefore A defines a canonical labeling for R,
which was what we wanted to show.

(Running time.) We claim that the number of recursive calls N(R) is at most T := |R|?. By
induction, it can be seen that

inducti
N(R) 14 ZN(PU)ln ugct10n1+ Z |PU|2§T-
veV veV

We consider the running time of one single recursive call. The algorithm from Corollary [Tl runs
in time 2P°¥18Vl Therefore, the total running time is bounded by 2p01ylog‘v||R|O(1). O

5 Canonization of Hypergraphs

In this section, we consider hypergraphs and later so-called coset-labeled hypergraphs.

Problem 14. Compute a function CLyype, with the following properties:

Input H e Objects(V') where H = {S1,...,S:}, Si ¢V for all i € [t] and V is an unordered
set.

Output A labeling coset CLpyper(H) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CLttyper (H) = ¢ CLpryper (H?) for all ¢ € Iso(V; V).

(CL2) Clpyper(H) = {0 € Sym(V) | S € H <= 57 € H}r for some (and thus for all)
meA.

We want to extend the previous partitioning technique to hypergraphs. However, for hy-
pergraphs a non-trivial isomorphism-invariant partition H = Hy u...u Hy of the edge set does
not always exist, e.g., the hypergraph (V,{S c V | |S| = 2}) does not have a non-trivial parti-
tion of the edge set that is preserved under automorphisms. Therefore, we can not apply the
partitioning technique to this setting. For this reason, we introduce a generalized technique in
order to solve this problem. This generalized technique results in a slightly weaker time bound
of (|V]+|H]|)P°Y eVl (where the dependency on |H| is not polynomial). Indeed, it is an open
problem whether the running time for the hypergraph isomorphism problem can be improved
to 2povloe VI | |00 [BabIg].

Covers A cover of a set X € Objects(V') is a set C = {C1,...,C.} such that X =C1u...uC,
where @ # C; € X for all C; € C. In contrast to a partition, the sets C;,C; are not necessarily
disjoint for i # j. We say that C is the singleton cover if |C| =1 and we say that C is the cover
into singletons if |C;| = 1 for all C; € C. A cover C of X is called sparse if |C;| < %|X| for all C; € C.
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The Covering Technique Extending the partitioning technique, we suggest a technique to
handle covers. In this setting, we assume that we have given some object X € Objects(V') for
which we can define a cover C = {C1,...,C.} in an isomorphism-invariant way. Also here, we
assume that 2 < |C| < 2P°Y1e VI The goal is the computation of a canonical labeling of X using
an efficient recursion.

First, we reduce to the setting in which C is a sparse cover of X. This can be done as follows.
We define C} := C; if |C;] < 3|&| and we define C} := X' \ C; if |Cy] > 3|X|. By definition, we
ensured that |C}| < 3|X| for all i € [c]. Let X* := Uie[¢] CF - Next, we consider two cases.

If X* ¢ X, then we have found a non-trivial partition X = X* u X° where X° := X\ X*. We
proceed analogously as in the partitioning technique explained in Section Ml

Otherwise, if X* = X, then C* := {CY,...,C}} is also a cover of X. But more importantly, the
cover C* is indeed sparse. In the case of a sparse cover, we also proceed analogously as in the
partition technique explained in Section[dl However, the key difference of the covering technique
compared to the partitioning technique lies in the recurrence for the number of recursive calls
since the sets C;,C7 € C* are not necessarily pairwise disjoint. The recurrence we have is

R(X) =1+ Ycrecr R(C). By using that [C*] = [C] < opolvlog |Vl and that |Cf| < %|X|, we obtain
at most |X|P°Y1°8 V] recursive calls. This is exactly the reason why the algorithm for relations
is faster than the algorithm for hypergraphs.

Theorem 15. A function CLpyper for Problem[I7) can be computed in time (|V|+ |H|)Pelog V1,

Proof. An algorithm for CLpyper(H):

If|H|<1:
Compute and return CLopject (/) using Corollary 11

> Since H consists of at most one hyperedge, the largest set involved in H is bounded by
|V'|. Therefore, the algorithm from Corollary 11l runs in time gpolylog|V],

If|H|>2:
> In this case, it is possible to define a cover of the hypergraph H in an isomorphism-
invariant way.
Define a cover C:= {C, |v eV} of H = Uyey Cy where C, := {S; € H|v e S;}.
> Since |H| > 2, this is not the singleton cover. On the other side, the size |C| < |V| is
obviously bounded by a quasipolynomial in |V |. However, the cover might not be sparse.
Next, we want to find a sparse cover.
Ch, if |Co| < 5|H|
H~Cy, otherwise if |Cy| > %|H|
Define H* = Uyey C; .

IfFH" ¢ H:
> In this case, we found an ordered partition of H and proceed with the partitioning

technique.
Define an ordered partition H = (H*, H®) of H where H°:= H\ H".

Compute Ay = CLpyper (H™) recursively.

Compute Ag := CLpyper (H°) recursively.

> Next, we combine the two labeling cosets by using a canonical intersection-problem.
Compute and return A := CLopject ((A1,A2)) using Lemma [7] or Corollary [Tl

IfFH" =H:
> In this case, we found a sparse cover of H and proceed with the covering technique.

Define C}, =
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Define a sparse cover C* :={Cy |veV} of H =U,y C,.

Compute A,py = CLiyper(Cy) for each subhypergraph C; € C* recursively.

Define C*5° := {(Aypy,v) | CF € C*).

> We define an ordering according to the isomorphism type of the subhypergraphs
CreC*.

Define an ordered partition P := (Py,...,Pp) of cSt=pru.u P, such that:

(Cy)Pe < (Cy)Pw, if and only if (Aypy,v) € P; and (Aypw, w) € Pj for some i, j € [p]

with i < j.

Compute A; := CLge (P;) for each Py, i € [p] using Lemma [0

> Since |P;| < [P35 = |V|, the algorithm from Lemma [ runs in the desired time
bound, i.e., gpolylog |V

Compute and return A := CLopject ((A1,...,Ap)) using Corollary [Tl

> Since (A1,...,Ap) is a tuple consisting of atoms, no set is involved in this object.

Therefore, the algorithm from Corollary 11 also runs in the desired time bound,
i.e., 2polvlog|V],

The proof for conditions (CL1) and (CL2) is similar to the proof of Theorem [I3]

(Running time.) We claim that the number of recursive calls R(H) is at most T := |H |82 V1,
For the case H* ¢ H, we have that

R(H)=1+R(H")+R(H°)

induction

<1+ |H*|210g2 VI, |H°|210g2 Vi<
For the case H* = H, we have that

R(H)=1+Y R(C})
veV
induction 2log, |V

<1+ ) 1G]
veV

|H|2log2 Vi

1
<1+|V| <T (using |C] < §|H|)

v

We consider the running time of one single recursive call. The algorithm from Corollary [Tl runs
in time 2P°Y1°8IVI Therefore, the total running time is bounded by ([V|+|H|)Po¥lee V1, O

Giants, Johnsons and Cameron Groups The groups Alt(V') and Sym(V') are called giants.
The groups Alt(V)[(‘s/)] and Sym(V)[(‘S/)] (the alternating group and the symmetric group
on V acting on the s-element subsets of V') are called Johnson groups where s < %|V| The
size |V| is called the Johnson parameter. A group A < Sym(V) is called a Cameron group,
if V= (V:)k for some set W and some integers k > 1 < s < || > 2 and (Alt(W)[(VSV)])k <
A< Sym(W)[(V;/)] 2 Sym(k) (primitive wreath product action). Additionally, we require that
the induced homomorphism h : A - Sym(k) is transitive and that s # %|W| These additional
requirements ensure that Cameron groups are primitive.

Composition-Width For a group A < Sym(V'), the composition-width of A, denoted as cw A,
is the smallest integer k such that all composition factors of A are isomorphic to a subgroup of

Sym(k).
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Proposition 16. Let A < Sym(X) be a primitive group on a set X with cw A < d. Then at
least one of the following is true.

1. |Al e |x|CUed) o
2. dl <|X|, or

3. there is a sparse cover C = {C1,...,C.} of X = Cyu...uC, with 2 < |C| < d® which is
A-invariant.

Moreover, there is a polynomial-time algorithm that determines one of the options that is sat-
isfied and in case of the third option computes the corresponding cover C of X.

Proof. The well known O’Nan-Scott Theorem classifies primitive groups into the following types:
I. Affine Groups, II. Almost Simple Groups, III. Simple Diagonal Action, IV. Product Action,
V. Twisted Wreath Product Action. For groups A < Sym(X) of Type I, IIT or V it holds that
|A] € |x|CUgd) [GNSTS].

Assume that A is of Type II. Then, |A| € |X|©0°69 or A is permutationally isomorphic to
a Johnson group with parameter |V| < d |[GNSI8]. We identify X = (Z) We define a cover
C={Cy|veV}of X = (Z) where C, = {X € (Z) | ve X cV}. Observe that C| = [V] < d.
Moreover, this cover is sparse and A-invariant.

Assume that A < Sym(X) is of Type IV. Then, |A| € |X]|90989) or A is a subgroup of a
Cameron group P: ¥ where P is a Johnson group with parameter |V| < d and ¥ < Sym(k) is

transitive with cw ¥ < d. We identify X = (‘S/)k We define a cover C := {C,; | v e Vi € [k]}
of X = (Z)k where Cy; = {(X1,...,X}y) € (Z)k | v e X; € V}. Again, C is sparse and A-

k
invariant. Observe that |C| < |V|-k. Since |X| = ('Z‘) , it follows that k <log, |X|. Furthermore,
we can assume that d! > |X| because otherwise Option 2] of the Lemma holds. Therefore,
log, |X| < dlogy(d). This leads to |C| < d-k < d°. O

Canonical Generating Sets A canonical generating set can be seen as a unique encoding of a
group A" < Sym(V4) over a linearly ordered set Vo = {1,...,[V]}.

Lemma 17 (JAGvMT18|, Lemma 6.2, [GNSWI18], Lemma 21 arXiv version). There is a
polynomial-time algorithm that, given a group A < Sym({1,...,|V|}) via a generating set,
computes a generating set for A, The output only depends on A®® (and not on the given
generating set).

The applications of canonical generating sets to our framework are discussed in [SW19].
Assume that we want to use an algorithm A as a black box in our framework which gets as input
an encoding of a permutation group A < Sym(V') and produces some output A(A) € Objects(V').
For example, the algorithm from Proposition [I6] gets as input a group A < Sym(V') and might
produce a cover C of V. Another example could be an algorithm that gets as input a group
A < Sym(V') and produces a minimal block system B for A. When designing a canonization
algorithm, it is important that the subroutines that are used behave in an isomorphism-invariant
way. That means that for all bijections ¢ : V' — V' the algorithm satisfies A(A%®) = A(A)%.
We can achieve this as follows. We ensure that black box algorithms are applied to groups
A% < Sym(VCa) over the linearly ordered set V% = {1,...,|V|} only. The benefit is that
isomorphisms ¢ : V' — V' act trivially on ordered groups, i.e., (Acan)‘p = A®" For this reason,
it remains to ensure that A(A“*) only depends on A“®" (and not on the representation of
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A% Here, we use canonical generating sets to represent a group uniquely. We will use this
trick in the proof of Lemma

After we consider canonization problem for explicitly given structures such as k-ary relations
and hypergraphs, we will now turn back to sets J consisting of implicitly given labeling cosets.

Problem 18. Compute a function CLggiget With the following properties:

Input (J,L,a, Ap) € Objects(V) where J = {A1p1,...,Aepr}, L={A1,.... A}, Dipi, Aj <
Label(V), a: J — L is a function with a(A;p;) = A;, Ap < Label(V') and V is an
unordered set. We require that A < Aut(.J).

Output A labeling coset CLgetget (J, L, at, Ap) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CLgetset (J, L, o, Ap) = ¢ CLgetser (J#, L, a?, 0™ Ap) for all ¢ € Iso(V; V7).

(CL2) CLgetset (J, L, a, Ap) = Aut((J, L, v, Ap) ) for some (and thus for all) 7 € A.

In fact, a function «: J - L can be seen as a set consisting of pairs (A;p;, a(A;p;)) is an
object in our framework. In this problem, we assume that for each A;p; € J a second labeling
coset A; € L is given. Moreover, we assume that the group A < Sym(V') already permutes
the set of labeling cosets J = {Aip1,...,A¢pi}, ie., A < Aut(J). The automorphisms of the
instance (J, L,, Ap) are all permutations 6 € A such that if (A;p;)? = Ajp;, then 0 also maps
the corresponding labeling coset A; to the corresponding labeling coset A;. Formally, this means

AU((T, Ly, Ap)) = {6 € A Vi j € [1]: (Aupi) = Agpy —> AD = Ay}
Lemma 19. A function CLseset solving Problem[I8 can be computed in time (|V|+|J|)Po¥1es V1,

Proof. An algorithm for CLgetget (J, L, , Ap):

If]J] < 1:
Compute and return CLopject ((J, L, o, Ap)) using Corollary [Tl

> Since A < Aut(J), the group A induces a permutation group A[J] < Sym(J).

If A[J] is intransitive:
> We proceed with the partitioning technique.
Define an ordered partition J := (Jy,J3) of J = J; uJy where Jy is the A[J]-orbit such
that J? is minimal w.r.t. to the ordering “<” from Lemma [Il
Define an ordered partition £ := (Lq,Ls) of L = Lj v Ly where L; := J® for both ¢ = 1,2.
Compute Aj := CLgetset (J1, L1, @7y, Ap) recursively.
Compute Ag := CLgetset (J2, Lo, @l s, Ap) recursively.
Compute and return A := CLopject ((A1,A2)) using Lemma [7 or Corollary [T

If A[J] is transitive:

> We want to find a cover by using Proposition [I6. However, the lemma requires a group
that is primitive. For this reason, we will define a minimal block system on which A
acts as a primitive permutation group. Moreover, we do not want that the cover found
by Proposition [18 depends on the representation of A. For this reason, we use the trick
of canonical generating sets and apply the lemma to a group on a linearly ordered set.

Define V.= {1,... [V]}.

Define A€ := (Ap)? = p~'Ap < Sym (V™).

Define J2 := J? € Objects(V 1),

> Both A and J do not depend on the choice of the representative p of Ap.

Compute a minimal block system B := {BYan ... BPan} for ACan[jan] acting on

JCan = prany  u BN,
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Apply the algorithm from Proposition I8 to the primitive group A“**[B2] < Sym(BC")
of composition-width at most d := |V].
> By using a canonical generating set from Lemma[I7 for A, we ensure that the output
of that algorithm only depends on A“® (and not on the representation of AC).
Depending on the cases of Proposition [T6] we do the following.
If |ACan[BCan]| < |BCan|O(log2 \V|)
> In this case, the group A < Sym(V') acting on the block system is small enough to
iterate over all permutations of the blocks.
Define %" := Stab s can (B, . .. ,B,?an) < Sym(V©an),
Decompose AP into left cosets of ¥ and write AC*" = Ure[s] 5?5‘”\1/03“.
> This composition can be computed in time polynomial |V| and in the index s =
|ACan [BCan]l < |BCan|O(log2 V1) ]
Compute O;7p := CLgetset (J, L, pégcan\llcan) for each £ € [s] recursively.
> The multiplicative cost of the recursion corresponds to the index s of W jn ACa1
which is bounded by s < |BC|OUog2 VD)
Define J := {©y7y | £ € [s]}.
> We collect the canonical labelings ©,1y leading to minimal canonical forms of the
nput.
Define Jyiy := arg minemej(J, L,o, Ap)™ ¢ J where the minimum is taken w.r.t. the
ordering “<” from Lemma [Tl

—

Return A := (Jipin)-
> This is the smallest coset containing all labeling cosets in Jyin as defined in the
preliminaries. The correctness proof for (CL2) is given below the algorithm.
If [V < |B%an):
> This case can actually not occur. Since A < Sym(VE™), it follows that
|ACan[BCan] | < |ACE| < V|1, Since A is transitive on B, it follows that
|BCan| < |ACR[ BN ]| Therefore, |BC20| < [V].

If there is a sparse cover Cg™ of BY*™ with 2 <|C5™| < [V|* which is A®*-invariant:
> We proceed with the covering technique. Observe that the cover we found so far is
a cover for B (rather than a cover for J* ). However, we can easily define a
cover for JO as well by taking unions of blocks.
Define a sparse cover Y% = {C'Can  CCany of jCan - ¢Cany  y O where
cfam =y C’gain c JO for each ngn e Cg™™.
> In the next step, we define the cover corresponding to J.
Define a sparse cover C := {C1,...,C.} of J=Cju...uC, such that C’ip = C’ican for
each C’ican e CCan,
> Observe that C does not depend on the choice of the representative p of Ap and is
defined in an isomorphism-invariant way.
> Next, we will recurse on the cover C.
For each C; € C do:
Define C5" € C®®1 be the minimal (w.r.t. “<”) image of C; under Ap.
Define Ac,pc; = {\ e Ap | CA = CSan}.
> The labeling coset Ac,pc, is essentially a canonical labeling for (Ci,Ap).
Moreover, Ac,pc; < Ap can be computed in polynomial time since the index
(A:Ag,) is bounded by |C| < [V .
Compute ©;7; := CLgetset (Ci, CF, a|c; , Ac, pe, ) recursively.

Define €5 := {©;7; | C; € C}.
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> We define an ordering according to the isomorphism type of C; € C.

Define an ordered cover C:=(Cy,...,Cer) of C5¢ =Cy U ... UCy such that:

(Cr,C, ey, Acypc, )™ < (Crr, Criyale,,, Ac,, po,, )™, if and only if ©47; € C; and

O i € Cj for some 4, € [¢'] with ¢ < j.

Compute A; := CLget (C;) for each C;,i € [¢'] using Lemma [0

> Since |G| < [C5°| = |V, the algorithm from Lemma [d runs in the desired time
bound, i.e., 2Polog|V]

Compute and return A := CLopject ((A1,...,Ax)) using Corollary [Tl

> Since (A1,...,A) is a tuple consisting of atoms, no set is involved in this object.
Therefore, the algorithm from Corollary Il runs in the desired time bound, i.e.,
gpolylog| V|

Condition (CL1) holds as usual.

(CL2.) We have to show that A = Aut((J,L,«,Ap))w for m € A. In the intransitive case, we
have that A; = Aut((J;, L, alj,,Ap))m; for both i = 1,2 by induction. Then, Condition (CL2)
follows from Condition (CL2) of Lemma [7l

Consider the case in which Option 1 of Proposition[I6holds. The inclusion Aut((J, L, a, Ap))x
A already follows from the isomorphism invariance (Condition (CL1)) of this algorithm, i.e.,
CL(X) = o CL(X?) = 0 CL(X) for 0 € Aut(X) implies that Aut(X)r ¢ CL(X) for some
m € CL(X). We have to show the reversed inclusion. By induction, we have that ©,
Aut((J, L, o, pog*wCen)) ¢ Aut((J,L,a,Ap)). Therefore, we also have the inclusion A
(Tmin) € Aut((J, L, o, Ap)) .

The cover case (Option 3) is similar to the recursion in the algorithm of Theorem [I3]
(Running time.) Let k := orb jcan (A®*) be the size of the largest A“**[JC ]-orbit. Let c e N
be the constant from Proposition [I6 that is hidden in the O-notation in the exponent. We claim
that the maximum number of recursive calls R(J, A®") is at most T := k*1°82[VI|J2. In the
intransitive case, this is easy to see by induction:

R(J,AS™™) =1+ R(J;, A%") + R(Jy, A“™)
duct
P e V(L P 4 | BP) < T
We consider the transitive case in which Option 1 of Proposition holds. Since A[J] is
transitive, it holds k = |J*|. The recursive calls are done for the subgroup ¥¢ < A%an
of index s < [BC|cl82lVI Moreover, we reduce orbit size for the recursive calls and have

Can
orb Jcan(\Pcan) < ;éc‘m“. This leads to the recurrence

R(J,A®®) =1+ 5. R(J, U°™)

<1+ —

induction |BCan|clog2|V\ ' |JCan|
|BCan|

4clog, |V
) |JJ? < T.

In the cover case, we obtain

R(J,A%™) =1+ Y R(Cy, AG™)
CZ'GC

induction

<1+ Z |Ci|4clog2\V\|J|2
CZ'GC

|JCan|4clog2 \%!
VT

1
<1+ VP JP<T (using [C| < [V]* and |Cy] < §|Jcan|).
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We consider the running time of one single recursive call. The algorithm from Corollary [I1]
runs in time 2P°Y1°8 IVl Therefore, the total running time is bounded by (|V]+|J[)P°¥eslVl O

We consider coset-labeled hypergraphs, which were introduced in [GNSWI8]. A coset-labeled
hypergraph is essentially a hypergraph for which a labeling coset is given for each hyperedge.
This problem generalizes the canonical labeling problem for hypergraphs, but is not that general
as Problem Bl

Problem 20. Compute a function CLgetyper With the following properties:

Input (H,L,a) € Objects(V) where H = {S1,...,S5:}, L = {A1,...,A¢}, S; € VJA; <
Label(V) for all i € [t], « : H — L is a function with «(S;) = A; and V is an
unordered set.

Output A labeling coset CLgettyper (H, L, ) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CLsettyper (H, L, ) = ¢ CLgettyper (H?, LY, %) for all € Iso(V; V).

(CL2) CLgettyper (H, L,a) = {o € Sym(V) | F e Sym(t)Vi € [t] : (S;, M) =
(Sy(i)s Ay(iy) y for some (and thus for all) e A.

Remember that we already have an algorithm that canonizes hypergraphs. Therefore, the
previous lemma implies that we can also canonize hypergraphs for which a labeling coset is
given for each hyperedge.

Lemma 21. A function CLgctHyper for Problem (20 can be computed in time (|V|+|H]|)PeWloe V1,

Proof. Assume we are given an instance (H,L,a : H — L). First, we compute a canonical
labeling Ap := CLpyper(H) using Theorem Let J := {A1p1,...,A¢pr} where Ap; is a
canonical labeling for S; for each i € [t]. The set J is polynomial-time computable since each A;
is a direct product of two symmetric groups Sym(.S;) and Sym(V'\ S;). We define oy : J - L by
setting ay(A;p;) == a(S;) = A;. Observe that A = Aut(H) = Aut(J). We compute and return
the canonical labeling A := CLgetset (J, L, vy, Ap) using Lemma [T9 O

6 Canonization of Sets and Objects

We recall the central problem that we want to solve.

Problem 8. Compute a function CLget with the following properties:

Input J € Objects(V') where J = {A1p1,...,A¢pi}, Aip; < Label(V) for all i € [¢] and V is
an unordered set.

Output A labeling coset CLget(J) = A < Label(V') such that:

(CL1) CLget(J) = ¢ CLget (J¥) for all o € Iso(V; V).

(CL2) CLget (J) = Aut(J)7 for some (and thus for all) 7€ A.

Giant Representations A homomorphism A : A — Sym(W) is called a giant representation if
the image of A under h is a giant, i.e., Alt(W) < h(A) < Sym(W)

Theorem 22. A function CLge; solving Problem8 can be computed in time (|V]+|J|)PoViosIVI,

Proof Outline For the purpose of recursion, our main algorithm CLge needs some additional
input parameters. The input of the main algorithm is a tuple (J, A, A®" ¢Ca) consisting of
the following input parameters.

o J is a set consisting of labeling cosets,
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e ACV is a subset which is A;-invariant for all A;p; € J,
o ACM < Sym (V1) is a group over the linearly ordered set VO = {1,...,|V]|}, and

o gl AC L Qym (W) is a giant representation where W& = {1,...,|[W%|} is a
linearly ordered set.

We will define the additional parameters besides J in an isomorphism-invariant way. The
additional parameters are used for recursion and can provide information, however, canonical
labelings for an instance (J, A, A®2", g€am) correspond to canonical labelings for .J.

Initially, we set A := V and we let g“®" := 1 be undefined. Furthermore, we require three
properties that hold for our input instance:

(A) (Aipi)l\/\A = (Ajpj)|V\A for all Aipiijpj € J, and

(B) for all A;p; € J it holds that (A;p;)?* = A“® and there is a subset A% c {1,...,|V]|}
such that for all A;p; € J it holds that A” = ACan

(g) if g© # 1 (ie., g° is defined), then g™ : AC2" - Sym(W ") is a giant representation
where [IW3| > 2 + log, [V] and |[W 3| is greater than some absolute constant and A"

is transitive on A" and Afjgan) < ker(g®) (the pointwise stabilizer of A“*" in ACan),

With the initial choice of A := V Property (A) holds. Initially, ¢© := | is undefined and
therefore Property (g) also holds. Furthermore, we can assume that Property (B) holds, other-
wise we can define an ordered partition of J and recurse on that, i.e.,

If Property (B) is not satisfied:

Define A?an = APt for some A;p; € J.

> We will define an ordered partition of J according to the ordering “<” from Lemma [l
that is defined on the elements (Aican,AEan).

Define an ordered partition J := (Ji,...,Js) of J =Jy u...u Jg such that:

(Afan APany (A]Can,A]Can), if and only if A;p; € J, and Ajp; € J, for some p,q € [s]

with p < q.

Recursively compute A; := CLge (J;, A, A®*" g€ for each i € s].

Return A := CLopject ((A1,- .., As)) using Corollary Il

> Since there is no set involved in the tuple (Aq,...,As), the algorithm from Corollary 1]
runs in time 2POYEIVI(|V| 4 [J[)O M)

Property (B) also implies that A can be defined out of J in an isomorphism-invariant way.

In particular, Aut(J, A) = Aut(J).

The Measurement of Progress By orb ycan (A“®"), we denote the size of the largest ACan-
orbit on A%, Let 6(g“*") = 1 if g“® is defined and let 6(g“*) = 0 if g“*" = 1 is undefined.
We will show that the number of recursive calls R(J, A, AL gcan) of our main algorithm is at
most

T .= 9loga (IV[+2)? (211og, (V] +4)-logy | |+21ogy (orb 4 can (AT™)) 1712 |4] - |V|2*25(gca“)_ (T)

The function looks quite complicated, but there are only a few properties that are of impor-
tance. We list these properties. First, observe that T < (|V|+|J])P°¥1°&lVI. Moreover, if we can
show that the number of recursive calls R of our main algorithm satisfies the recurrences listed
below, then it holds that R <T. We will allow the following types of recursions for the main
algorithm which we refer to as progress.
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« We split J while preserving A®*" and ¢“*, i.e

b

R(J,A,Acan,gcan) =1+ Z R(Ji,A,Acan,gcan), (Linear in J)
€[ s]

where J=Jju...uJ,.

o We reduce the size of A while preserving A®®® and ¢©*»

=1, 1ie.,
R(J,A, A% 1) =1+ R(J, A", A" 1), (Linear in A)
where |A| < |Al.

« At a multiplicative cost of 2182(P)*og2(VD* 'we divide the size |J| by p and at a multiplica-
tive cost of 219820VD" e reduce the size of |7| to p while resetting the other parameters
A:=V and g:=1, i.e.,

R({LA7 ACan’gCan) =1+ 210g2(p)+10g2(|V\)4 'R(J,7A7 ACan’gCan)
n 210g2(|V\)4 'R(J”7V, ACan’l)’ (In J)
where |J'| < %|J| and |J"'] < p for some pe N with 1 <p< %|J|

e At a multiplicative cost of 21°g2(‘v|)3, we halve the size of the largest A®*-orbit while
resetting ¢“ := 1, i.e.,

R(J7A7ACan’gCan) -1+ 21og2(|V\)3 'R(:f, A, \PCan7l)7 (In ACan)
where |J] < |J] and orb jca (¥€*") < LTorb 4can (AT,
o At a multiplicative cost of |V, we find a giant representation, i.e.,
R(J, A, A% 1) = 1+|V|- R(J, A, W gCm), (In g®em)

where |J] < |J| and orb 4can (U€2) < orb ycan (AC?) and g©*" is defined.

The main algorithm calls the subroutines REDUCETOJOHNSON, PRODUCECERTIFICATES and
AGGREGATECERTIFICATES described in Lemma 28, Lemma and Lemma [B4], respectively.
These subroutines in turn use the subroutines RECURSEONPARTITION and REDUCETOSUBGROUP
given in Lemma 23 and Lemma We will ensure that progress is achieved whenever the main
algorithm is called recursively. See Figure [l for a flowchart diagram.

Equipartitions and Partition Families An equipartition is a partition P in which all parts
P; € P have the same size |P;|. A partition family of X € Objects(V') is a family P := {Py }kex

where each member Py, = {Py1,...,Pgp, } is a partition of X = P, w...u P, . A partition
family P is called trivial if all partitions P € P are trivial. The notion of partition families
generalizes the notion of covers. More precisely, for each cover C = {C1,...,C.} of X we can

define a partition family P := {P; };[.] by setting P; := {C;, X \ C;} for each i € [c]. In this case,
we say that P is induced by C.
The next lemmas shows that we can exploit partition families {Py }rex of J algorithmically.
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{ Main algorithm CLget

Progress via

Progress via

(Linear in .Jl)

Progress via

or (In_Jl (Cinear in_J))
or ([n A% or (Tn_J)
or (_i" W)
[ REDUCETOJOHNSON } [ PRODUCECERTIFICATES }
Certificate
found

[ AGGREGATECERTIFICATES }

Figure 1: Flowchart of the algorithm for Theorem [22]

Lemma 23. There is an algorithm RECURSEONPARTITION that gets a input a pair (X,P) where
X = (J, A, A ¢ s g tuple for which Property (A), (B) and (g) hold and P = { Py }rek is a
non-trivial partition family. In time 2p°1y1°g(‘v|+|m), the algorithm reduces the canonical labeling
problem of the instance X to canonical labeling of either

1. two instances (Jy, A, A% gC) and (Jy, A, A €80 with |Jy| + |Jo| = |J|, or

2. |K|p-many instances (Jxi, A, A g) of size |Jii| < %|J| and to additionally |K|-many
instances (Ji,V, Agan, 1) of size |Ji| < p for some pe N with 1 <p < %|J|

In case that |K| is quasipolynomially bounded (or more precisely, bounded by 21°g2(‘v|)4) the
the lemma facilitates a recursion that leads to progress (In_J).
In the following, we sketch the idea how to exploit a partition family.

The Partition-Family Technique Extending the covering technique, we suggest a technique
for handling partition families that we use to prove Lemma 23l In this setting, we assume
that we are given a set J € Objects(V') consisting of labeling cosets for which we can define a
non-trivial partition family P = {Py}rex in an isomorphism-invariant way. We do not require
any bound on the size of the partitions Pi. The goal is the computation of a canonical labeling
of J using an efficient recursion.

Let P' := {Py, € P | Py is non-trivial} be the non-empty set of non-trivial partitions. We can
assume that P’ = P, otherwise we continue with P := P’. We distinguish between two cases.

Case 1: There is a partition Py = {Pg1,..., Py p,} € P that is an equipartition of J. Again,
we assume each Py € P is an equipartition, otherwise consider the partition family P:= {Py € P |
Py is an equipartition}. Moreover, we can assume that all parts have the same size |Py ;| even
across all equipartitions, otherwise we would consider a subset P := arg minp, cp |Px|. Now, we
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use recursion and compute a canonical labeling ©y, ;7 ; for each part Py ; € J. For simplicity, we
assume that all parts Py ; and P ; are isomorphic. Let ?Set ={Ok,iTki | Pri € Pr}. By object
replacement (Lemma []), a canonical labeling for Pset also defines a canonical labeling for Py.
To compute a canonical labeling @7 for Pset we use recursion again.

Next, we compute a canonical labeling @7’ for J. We choose the canonical labelings which
lead to a minimal canonical form for J. More precisely, let K := argming,, J™ where the
minimum is taken w.r.t. the ordering “<” from Lemma/[ll We let ©7 be the labeling coset that
is generated by all ©p7y for k € K.

We analyze the recurrence of this approach. Let p € N be the size p = [Pg| which is uniform
over all partitions Py, € P. We have |K|p-many recursive calls for instances Py, ; of size %|J |. After

that, we have |K|-many recursive calls for instances Pyt of size p. In case that |K| < 2PoWlelV],
this recurrence is progress via ([n_J)).

Case 2: Each partition Pj, € IP is not an equipartition. If a partition Py, is not an equipartition
of J, then P induces a non-trivial ordered partition Py := (Pl,...,PILJ‘) of J where P} :=
UP, P |Py.if=z Piii for @ € {1,...,|J[}. Moreover, let Py := Py where z € N is the smallest
number such that 1 < |P}| < 2|J| We define J* := Up,cp P, .

In the case in which J* ¢ J, we found a non-trivial ordered partition of J = J* v J \ J* and
proceed with the partitioning technique. This will lead to progress via (Cinear in .J)).

In the other case in which J* = .J, we found a cover of J = Up,ep P, and proceed with the
covering technique. In case that [K| < 2P°W1e IVl this will ensure progress via ([n_J).

Proof of Lemma[Z3. An algorithm for RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, AC" gCan p).
> We simplify to the case in which all partitions Py € P are non-trivial.
Define P := {P}, € P | Py is non-trivial}.

If there is a partition Py € P that is an equipartition:
> We simplify to the case in which all Py, € P are equipartitions.
Define P := {Py, € P | Py is an equipartition}.
> We simplify to the case in which |P| are equal for all Py € P.
Define P := argminp, «p [Py
> Now, there is a number p € N such that p = |Py| for all partitions Py, € P.

For each Py, € P do:

> We show how to compute a canonical labeling Oy for the pair (J,Py) for each
partition Py € P. Roughly speaking, the instance (J,Py) can be seen as an individ-
ualization of J obtained by individualizing one partition Py, € P.

Recursively compute Oy, ;7x ; *= CLget (P i, A, ACan gCany for each part Py i€ Py.

> We have a multiplicative cost of |P|-p and recursive instances of size |Py ;| = |J|/p.

Define jset ={(Ok,iTk;, P ]“ Y| Pri € Pr}-

> In previous algorithms, we computed a canonical labeling for j,f’et by using Corol-
lary 11. However, in this case, the size |j,§’et| = p might not be bounded by a
quasipolynomial. For this reason, we use a recursive approach to compute a canon-
ical labeling for J, Set. First, we define an ordering according to the isomorphism
type of the parts P/w € Px.

Define an ordered partition J3° := ks’it, . jksfflk of JPt j,f"it U u TP Set . such
that:

Pl;’;’l < Pl:“]!], if and only if (@k7iTk7Z’,P]:;’Z) € ,S;t and (@k,kaJ,P;’“j’]) € ,Sgt for some
p<qe[my].
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Define Wl(jset) ={OkiTh,i | (Ok,iTk, P, T’“ Z) € jset} for each ¢ € [my].

> The ordering ensures that Property (B) holds for all instances w1 (T et) for some
group @C"m.

Recurswely compute Ay ¢ = CLSet(m(Jkset)) v, @g*}n, 1) for each £ € [my].

> For our running time T(|J]) given in (L)), we have that ¥ e, T(|JS‘3t|)
T(X te[my] |jkset|) = T(|j,§’et|) Therefore, in the worst case, we h(we my =1 and

|7, S”3t| = |jkset| = p. Therefore, we have a multiplicative cost of |P|-my = [P| and
recursive instances of size p.

Compute Oy 7y, := CLget ((Ak,1,- -, Akm,)) using Corollary [Tl

> Observe that Oy1k is a canonical labeling for (J,Py).

Define P5 := {©y 7 | Py, € P}.

> To obtain a canonical labeling A for J for the given Oy we will proceed as follows. We
compare the canonical forms J™ that we obtain for each individualized partition Py € P.
Then, we collect the canonical labelings leading to a minimal canonical form w.r.t. “<”.

Define IP’IS;ﬁtn = argming, ;, epset JF C Pt where the minimum is taken w.r.t. the ordering

“<” from Lemma [I1

Return A := (PS¢ ).

min

> This is the smallest coset that contains all labeling cosets in PSS as defined in the pre-

liminaries. The correctness proof for (CL2) is similar to the (CL2)-proof of Lemma [19.

> Now, each partition Py € P of J is not an equipartition.

For each Pj, € P do:
Define an ordered partition Py, := (Pl,...,P]L‘”) of J where P := Up, ,ep, [Py |-z Pk, for
ze{l,...,|J|}. ’ ’
Define P} := PP ¢ J where z € N is the smallest number such that 1 < |Pf| < 3| J].

Define P* = Up,ep P, -

IfP*g¢J:
> We found an ordered partition of J and proceed with the partitioning technique.
Define an ordered partition P = (P*,P°) of J = P* u P° where P°:=J \ P*.
> The partition is non-trivial since P is non-empty by the definition of each part P; ¢ J.
Recursively compute A; := CLget (P*, A, ACan gCan),
Recursively compute Ay := CLget (P°, A, A®21 gCan),
> We have that |P*| +|P°| = |J| and therefore Option [l of Lemma[23 is satisfied.
Compute and return A := CLopject ((A1,A2)) using Lemma [1 or Corollary [T
> The algorithm from Lemma [ and Corollary L1 runs in time 2P°W1osIV],

If P*=J:
> We found a sparse cover of J and proceed with the covering technique.
Define a sparse cover C:= {C}, | P, € P} of J = Upex Ck where Cj, := P}
For each C} € C, compute O 7y, := CLge (C, A, A" g©81Y recursively.
> We have a multiplicative cost of |P| and recursive instances of size |Ck| < %|J| and
therefore Option (2 of Lemma[23 is satisfied.
Define PS¢t := {Ok7k | Pr € P}.
Define an ordered cover C:= (Cy,...,C.) of PS¢ =C; U...UC, such that:
(Cr)™ < (Cyr)P¥, if and only if O7y, € P; and Oy 1y € Pj for some 4, j € [¢] with i < j.
> In fact, C might not be a partition since Oy, = Ot for k k' might hold.
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Compute A; := CLge(C;) for each C;,i € [¢] using Lemma [0

> Since |C;| < [P5Y| = |P|, the algorithm from Lemma [ runs in time 2

Compute and return A := CLopject ((A1,...,A¢)) using Corollary [Tl

> Since (A1,...,A:) is a tuple consisting of atoms, mo set is involved in this object.
Therefore, the algorithm from Corollary D runs in time 2P°YO8VI(|V| + |P|)OM),

polylog(|V|+[B])

O

Relative Minimal Base Size Recall that the pointwise stabilizer of a subset X € V in a group
A < Sym(V') is denoted by A(xy. The minimal base size of a group A < Sym(V') relative to a
subgroup ¥ < A, denoted by rb(A, ¥), is the smallest cardinality |X| among all subsets X ¢ V'
such that A x) <.

Example 24. We give some examples.

1. The minimal base size of A is defined as b(A) :=rb(A,1) where 1 < Sym(V') denotes the

trivial group. It can easily be seen that rb(A, V) < b(A) <log, |A|.

. Let W := Staba (A) where A € V. We show that rb(A, V) < logy(A : ¥). We assume that
U < A, otherwise rb(A, ¥) =0 =logy (A : ¥). Since the ¥-orbit partition is a refinement of
the A-orbit, there is a W-orbit U and a A-orbit W with U ¢ W and |U| < 2|W/|. Let v e U.
It holds that (A : ¥)- (U : \If(v)) =(A: A(U)) . (A(U) : \Il(v)) Moreover, (W : \Il(v)) = |U|
and (A :A,)) = [W]. Therefore, (A, : ¥(y)) < $(A: ¥). By induction on the index, it
holds that rb(A, W) <Tb(A, A()) +1h(Ay), U(yy) < 1T +10gy(Ayy 1 Wyy) <1+ log2(%(A :
U)) =logy(A: D).

. Let U := Staba(Bi,...,By) where B := {By,..., By} is a partition of V = By u...u By,
We show that rb(A,¥) < 2-logy(A : V). Let © := Aut(B) n A. Since ¥ < O < A, it
follows that rb(A, V) < rb(A,0) +rb(©, V). By the definition of O, for each 6 € © and
each B € B it holds that BY € B and therefore B? is equal to B or disjoint from B (if
© would be transitive on V, then B is a block system for ©). Therefore, fixing a point
v € B e B also fixes the set B € B, i.e., ©(,)[B] < O[B](p) for all ve BeB. Let X ¢ B and
X = Upex B €V and assume O[B](x) < ¥[B]. Then, Ox)[B] < O[B]x) < VY[B] = 1[B]
and thus ©(x) < V. This gives rb(©,¥) < rb(O[B], ¥[B]). Moreover, rb(O[B], ¥[B]) =
b(O[B]) < log, [O[B]| = logy(O : ¥). Next, we show rb(A,0) < 2-logy(A : ©). Consider
the permutation groups O[V?] and A[V?] induced on V2. Fixing two points v,w in
the domain of A also fixes the point (v,w) in the domain of A[V?], i.e., Afy)[V?] <
ATV?] (o) for all v,w € V. Moreover, A(x)[V?] < O[V?] implies that ASX) < © for all
X c V. Therefore, th(A,0) < 2-rb(A[V?],0[V?]). Let A := {(v,w) € V* | {v,w} € B;
for some B; € B}. Then, O[V?] = Stabspy2)(A). Therefore, 2 - rb(A[V?],0[V?]) <
2-logy(A[V?]: ©[V?]) = 2-logy(A: ©).

. Let U := Alt(V) < A:=Sym(V). This is an example where the relative base size is large
compared to the index of the subgroup. It is easy to see that rb(A, V) = |V|- 1.

The next lemma facilitate a subgroup reduction, similar as in Luks’s framework. The multi-
plicative cost of this recursion corresponds to the index of the subgroup.

Lemma 25. There is an algorithm REDUCETOSUBGROUP that gets as input a pair (X, ¥C)
where X = (J, A, A gCan) s o tuple for which Property (A), (B) and (g) hold and ¥ <
AC s q subgroup. Let cing = (A : WY and ¢y = rb(AC WY | In time polynomial in
the input and output size, the algorithm either
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1. finds a non-trivial partition family P = {Py}rex of J with |K| < ¢ipq - |V, or

2. reduces the canonical labeling problem of X to the canonical labeling problem of cinq-many
instances (J;, A, WO 1) with |J;| < |J| for i € [cina]-

In contrast to Luks’s subgroup reduction, the present reduction splits all labeling cosets in J
simultaneously. We describe the idea of this algorithm.

Intuition of the Subgroup Recursion We consider the decomposition into left cosets of A®*" =
Ure[s] 5FWCan and define J = {p; 07 MW | i e [t],£ € [s]}. Surprisingly, we can show that
Aut(J) = Aut(J). This means that a canonical labeling for J defines a canonical labeling for
J as well and vice versa. Therefore, the first idea that comes to mind would be a recursion on
the instance (j, A, pCan 1). However, there are two problems when recursing on J. First, the
instance J does not necessarily satisfy Property (A). To ensure, Property (A) for the recursive
instance, one could reset A := V', but this would not lead to the desired recursion. Second, it
holds that |J] > |J| (assumed that UC» < ACa" i a proper subgroup). Also this blow-up in the
instance size would not lead to the desired recursion. The given subroutine is designed to fix
exactly these two problems. In particular, we construct a decomposition of J = J; u...uJ, such
that r < ¢jnq and |J;] < |J| and such that Property (A) holds for each instance (J;, A, ¢ 1),

Proof of Lemma[Z5. An algorithm for REDUCETOSUBGROUP(.J, A, A®an gCan gCan).

Decompose A" = Ure[s] 5?3‘“\1/03“ into left cosets of W&,

Define J := {piégan\llcaﬂ i€[t],le[s]}. R R

> We claim that Aut(J) = Aut(J). It is not difficult to see that Aut(J) < Aut(J) since J
is defined in an isomorphism-invariant way. On the other side, let o € Aut(J). Therefore,
for each labeling coset piéganklfcan € J there is a labeling coset piréganllfcan € J such that
(pidgenwCamye = 5, GG or equivalently o € piéécan\lfcan%c,an_lp;,l. In particular, o €
piAY oL or equivalently (p; A = py ACAY. Therefore, o € Aut(J).

Let X©an = (wlcan,...,xgin) e (VO)erb he the minimal (w.r.t. the ordering “<”) tuple such
that AC% < plan,

({afon,...alan}) =
We say that X € V&b identifies the subcoset piézcanllfcan < Ajp; if X Pidg Y _ xCan 0 come
wCan € \I}Can.
> We claim that each X € V& identifies at most one subcoset piégan\l’can < Ajp; of each
A;p; € J. Assume that X € Vo jdentifies both piégcan\llcan,piéec,an\llcan < Ajp; for some
Can ,/,Can
A;p; € J. We show that £ ={'. There are wcan,z/zcan’ € WO guch that XPioe™"v—" = xCan _
XPOE ™ T implies (5£Caanan)7152aanan’ e ACa < WO gnd therefore

({2, xGan}) =

(503) 16550 ¢ GO g thus 55 = 550,
Define an (unordered) partition J := {J1,...,J.} of J = J; u...u J, such that:
piégan\llcan,pirégan\ﬂcan ¢ Jp, for some J; € J, iff (piégan\lfcanﬂv\A = (pirégan\lfcanﬂv\A and
there is a tuple X € V4 that identifies both piéganklfcan and py&?aﬂ\lfcan.
> As already observed, each X € V® identifies at most one subcoset piégcan\ﬂcan < A;p; of Aip;.

For this reason |Ji| < |J| for each Ji € J. On the other side, |T| < cing - |V]*.
Define a cover C := {C1,...,C;} of J=CyuU...uC, such that:
A;p; € Cy if there are £ € [s] such that piéganklfcan € J.
Define IP := {Py } ] as partition family induced by C, i.e., Py := {Py1, P2} where Py 1 = Cy,
and Py o= J\ Cj, for ke [r].
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If P is non-trivial: Return P.
> In this case, Option[dl of Lemma [2] is satisfied.

If there is Py, € P that is the partition into singletons:
Return A := CLopject (J) using Corollary [Tl
> Since Py € P is the partition into singletons and has size |Py| < 2, it follows that |.J| < 2.

> Now, each Py, € P is the singleton partition. This means that for each J, € J and each Aipied
there is a subcoset pl(Scan\Ilcan < A;p; that is contained in Ji. The same argument that shows
Aut(J) < Aut(J) also shows that Aut(Jy,) < Aut(J) Jor each Ji. € J. Roughly speaking, this
means that Jy, can be seen as an individualization of J.

Compute Op7y, := CLset(Jk, A, wCan 1) for each TeeT recursively.

> In this case, we satisfy Option[Q of Lemma [23.

Define jSet = {@ka | :];g € j}

> We collect the canonical labelings Oy, of Ji, leading to minimal canonical forms of the input.

Define J5¢ := arg ming . 7ser J™* € T where the minimum is taken w.r.t. the ordering “<”

from Lemma [II

Return A := (75).

> This is the smallest coset containing all labeling cosets in Tmin as defined in the preliminaries.

The correctness proof for (CL2) is similar to the (CL2)-proof of Lemma [I9.
]

Theorem 26 ([Babl5], Theorem 3.2.1.). Let A < Sym(V') be a primitive group of order |A| >
V|02 VI where |V| is greater than some absolute constant. Then A is a Cameron group and
has a normal subgroup N of index at most |V| such that N has a system of imprimitivity on
which N acts as a Johnson group. Moreover, N and the system of imprimitivity in question
can be found in polynomial time.

Lemma 27. Let N <A <Sym(V') be the group from Theorem[28. Then, rb(A, N) <log,|V|.

Proof. As A < Sym(V') is a Cameron group, we have (Alt(W)[( DE <A< Sym(W)[( )]
Sym(k). We identify V = (S )k We have an induced homomorphism h : A - Sym(k). I
follows from the proof of Theorem 26] that N = ker(h). For each i € [k], we choose two points
A; = (a1,...,ax),B; = (b1,...,by) € (Vg)k such that a; = b; and a; # b; for i # j. We define
X = Uikt A4is Bi}. Observe that |X| = 2k < 21°g2||1¥,|‘ < logy|V]. We claim that A(xy < N.
Observe that h(A(a;,B:1)) < Sym(k);y for all i € [k]. Therefore, h(A(x)) < Sym(k)(1,..x}) =1
and thus A(x) <ker(h) = N. O

Lemma 28. There is an algorithm REDUCETOJOHNSON that gets as input an instance (J, A, ACan 1)
for which Property (A), (B) and (g) hold. In time (|V|+|J|)P°Y1°e IVl the algorithm reduces the
canonical labeling problem of (J,A,Acan, 1) to canonical labeling of either

e (progress (Linear in J))) two instances (Ji, A, A 1) and (Jo, A, A 1) with | Jy|+|Jo| =
|J|, or

e (progress ([incar in A)) one instance (J, A', AC® 1) with |A’| < |A|, or

e (progress (In_J)) glogz ploz2(VD* ppany instances (Jrir A, AC 1) of size |y < %|J| and

to additionally 21°g2(‘v|)4—many instances (Jk,V,Agan,J_) of size |Ji| < p for some p € N
with 1<p < 1|, or
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e (progress (L AC™) ) 21052UVD* _mmany instances (J;, A, ¥C0 | 1) with |J;| < |J| and such that
orb goan (T) < Torb 4cun (AY™), or

e (progress (In g“*)) |V|-many instances (J;, A, ¥ gCan) where |J;| < |J| and such that
orb gcan (FC) < orb 4can (AC) and g™ is defined.

Intuition of the Johnson Reduction First of all, we want to reduce to the case in which all
A; < Sym(V') are transitive on A € V. To achieve transitivity, Babai’s algorithm uses Luks’s idea
of orbit-by-orbit processing. However, the orbit-by-orbit recursion is a tool that is developed
for strings and needs a non-trivial adaption when dealing with a set of labeling cosets J. To
achieve transitivity, the present algorithm uses an adaption of the orbit-by-orbit recursion that
was developed in [SW19]. In the transitive case, we proceed similarly to Babai’s algorithm.
First, we define a block system B on which A®" acts primitively. If the primitive group
acting on B is small, we use the subgroup reduction from Lemma 23] to reduce to a subgroup
plan < ACan that is defined as the kernel of that action. In case that the primitive group is
large, we use Cameron’s classification of large primitive groups which implies that the primitive
group is a Cameron group. Using Theorem 26] we reduce the Cameron group to a Johnson
group by using the subgroup reduction from Lemma 25l The Johnson group (acting on subsets
of a set W) in turn can be used to define a giant representation g©* : A®*" — Sym(W<an),

Proof of Lemma[28. An algorithm for REDUCETOJOHNSON(.J, A, A" 1):

If |A] is smaller than some absolute constant:

Return CLopject (J) using Corollary [Tl

> We claim that Property (A) and (B) imply that |J| is smaller than some absolute
constant. By Property (B), it holds that A;p; = p;AC™ for all Nip; € J. Let
A:={XeLabel(V) | A\ly.a = p1lv~a}. By definition, |A| <|A|!. By Property (A), for all
piAC® there is a representative p; € i AC with p; € A. The representatives p;, p; for
i #j are pairwise distinct since otherwise p; A“*" = p;’Acan = p;Acan = ijCan. There-
fore, |J| = [{p7,...,pi}| < |A| < |A|! which proves the claim. Therefore, the algorithm
from Corollary 11 runs in constant time.

If A; is intransitive on A for some (and because of (B) for all) A;p; € J:
Define A" ¢ ACa" 55 the AC"_orbit on A“®" that is minimal w.r.t. the ordering “<”
from Lemma [
For each A;p; € J, define A¥ ¢ A as the Aj-orbit such that (A})ri = A",
Define an (unordered) partition P :={Pj,...,P,} of J = P u...u P, such that:
A;pi, Ajpj € Py for some Py e P, if and only if Af = A7

If P is non-trivial:
> The singleton {P} can be seen as a non-trivial partition family consisting of one
single partition.
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, A% | {P}) using Lemma 231
> Since [{P}| =1, we make progress (In_J)) or (Linear in .Jl).

If P is the partition into singletons, i.e., A} # A% for all A;p; # Ajpj e J:
> In this case, we can define a coset-labeled hypergraph (H,J, ).
Define the hypergraph H := {A],..., Af}.

Define a: H — J by setting a(A]) = A;p; for each A7 € H.
Return A = CLgettyper (J, H, o) using Lemma 211
> The algorithm from Lemma 2D runs in time (|V|+].J])PoleelV1,
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If P is the singleton partition, i.e., A7 = A% for all Aip;, Ajp; e J:
Define A* := A7 for some A;p; € J.
> The set A* is well-defined and does not depend on the choice of A;p; € J.
Define A; := (A;p;)|v~a+ for each A;p; € J.
Define an (unordered) partition Q :={Q1,...,Qq} of J=Q;u...uQ, such that:
Aipi, Ajpj € Qq for some Qg € Q, if and only if A; = A;.
If Q is non-trivial:
> The singleton {Q} can be seen as a non-trivial partition family consisting of
one single partition.
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, A% | {Q}) using Lemma 23l
> Since [{Q}| =1, we make progress (In_Jl) or (Linear in .JI).
If Q is the singleton partition, i.e., A; = A; for all A;p;, Ajpj e J:
Recurse and return A := CLge (J, A*, A®" 1),
> By definition of the partition, Property (A) also holds with A* ¢ A in place of
A. We have progress .

If Q is the partition into singletons, i.e., A; # A; for all Ajp; + Ajpj e J:

Define A? := Aj[V N A*] x Sym(A*) > A; and define J° := {AJp1,...,Afpt}.

> Since Q is the partition into singletons, |J°| = |J|.

Define A°“*" := p71 A2p; for some i € [t].

Recursively compute Ap := CLget (J°, AN A™, AeCan 1).

> We claim that Property (A) holds for this instance with A~ A* in place of A.
Observe that V \ (AN A*) = (VNA)uwA*. Since A} is a direct product, we can
consider both direct factors separately and obtain (Aip;)lva = (Ajp;)|lv.a and
(Aipi)|ax = Sym(A*)pi|lax = Sym(A*)pjlas = (Ajpj)lax for all Nip; # Ajpj €
J. Since AN A" ¢ A, we have progress .

Define ac: J° = J by setting a(A7p;) := A;p; for each Ap; e J°.

Return A := CLgetset (J°, J, , Ap) using Lemma, [T9]

> The algorithm from Lemma I runs in time (|V|+|J])Po¥leelV],

If A; is transitive on A for some (and because of (B) for all) A;p; € J:
> We reduce the group to the primitive case.
Compute a minimal block system for B" = {Blcan, e ,Bgan} for A€ acting on A“2",
> By using a canonical generating set from Lemma [T for AC*™, we can ensure that the
block system BC™™ only depends on AC™ (and not on the representation of Acan).
Observe that A [BY41] < Sym(BY*™) is a primitive group.

If AC*»[BC21] s smaller than or equal to [V |>*1o82V:
Define W := Stabpcan (BY20, ..., BE™).
> The group can be computed using a membership test as stated in the preliminaries.
Apply REDUCETOSUBGROUP(J, A, A®a" | WCan) ysing Lemma

If REDUCETOSUBGROUP returns a non-trivial partition family P:
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(J, A, A®2" | P).
> It holds that [P| < cing - [V where cipg = (A : @Oy < [y Pprlos VI 4
in Ezample [Z[3, we have cy, = th(AY WY < 2. logy(cing). This leads to
progress (In_.Jl) or (Linear in .JI).

If REDUCETOSUBGROUP reduces to cinq-many instances (:];, A, wCan Y-

Recurse on these ¢jpq-many instances (Jp, A, U 1) . (J. A0 1) as

Cind
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suggested by the subroutine.

> We analyze the recurrence. The multiplicative cost is cing = (Acan : \Ilcan) <
[V3+182 VI Moreover, orb you (C2) = |AC20|/|BC| < Torb yoan (A“™™). This
leads to progress .

If AC*»[BC2n] js greater than |V|*+1og21V1:

> Since |BC|! > |AC[BCa]| > |VPHoslVI > | APHoe Al gnd |A] is greater than
some absolute constant we can apply Theorem [28. It follows that Acan[Bcan] s a
Cameron group. Next, we will reduce the group to the Johnson case.

Define N g ACan[BCan] < Sym(Be") as the subgroup of index at most b < [V/|

which has a system of imprimitivity on which N®*" acts as a Johnson group as in

Theorem

Define ¢ g A" < Sym (V%) as the corresponding normal subgroup for which

\IICan[BCan] — NCan holds.

> Also W g A 45 of index at most b < |V| and has a system of imprimitivity
on which it acts as a Johnson group. By using a canonical gemerating set from
Lemma [I7 for Acan[Bcan], we can ensure that N and ¥ only depend on
AC[BC] (and not on the representation of AC**[BCa"]).

Apply REDUCETOSUBGROUP(J, A, A®" | ¥Ca) ysing Lemma

If REDUCETOSUBGROUP returns a non-trivial partition family P:
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, A®" | P).
> It holds that |P| < cing - V|4 where cipg = (A% : ) < b < |V|. By
Lemma [Z3, it follows that cy, = th(AY™ W) < log, |V|. This leads to
progress (In_.Jl) or (Linear in .JI).

If REDUCETOSUBGROUP reduces to b-many instances (j;, A, wCn )
Now, there is a system of imprimitivity on which ¥©" acts as a Johnson group
Can
and therefore there is a homomorphism R : gCan Sym(Wcan)[(W )]

s
Can

Define g©a" : U2 o Sym (W) as the giant representation obtained from A"

whose image is acting on W (rather than acting on subsets of Wcan).

> Since |[ACR[BCa]| > |V3e2 VI Gt follows from the proof of Theorem [28 that
[WCan| > 2 4 log, |V].

Recurse on the b-many instances (J, A, B0, gCan) . (J,, A, wCan gCan)

> Observe that the algorithm recurses on the instances (:];,A, \Ilcan,gcan) rather
than (j;,A, \Ifcan,i). We analyze the recurrence. We have a multiplicative
cost of at most b < |V| and recursive instances where g is defined. This

leads to progress (In g“*%).

O

Definition 29 ([Babl6]). Let A < Sym(V) and let g : A - Sym(W) be a giant representation.
We say that v € V' is affected by g if g does not map A, the pointwise stabilizer of v in A,
onto a giant, i.e., it does not hold Alt(W) < g(A(,y) < Sym(W). A set S €V consisting of
affected points is called affected set.

Theorem 30 ([Babl6], Theorem 6). Let A < Sym(V') be a permutation group and let k denote
the length of the largest A-orbit of V. Let g : A — Sym(W) be a giant representation. Let
U cV denote the set of all elements of V' that are not affected by g. Then the following holds.
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1. (Unaffected Stabilizer Theorem) Assume |W|>max{8,2+logyk}. Then g maps Gy, the
pointwise stabilizer of U in G, onto Alt(W) or Sym(W) (so g: Gy — Sym(W) is still
a giant representation). In particular, U ¢V (at least one element is affected).

2. (Affected Orbits Lemma) Assume |W| > 5. If S is an affected A-orbit, i.e., SNU = &,
then ker(g) is not transitive on S; in fact, each orbit of ker(g) in S has length at most
|S1/[W1.

Definition 31 (Certificates of Fullness). A group G < Sym(V) is called certificate of fullness
for an instance (J, 4, A% gCan) if

1. G < Aut(J),

2. G := GPi < AP does not depend on the choice of A;p; € J, and

3. g G & Sym(W ) s still a giant representation.

Lemma 32. There is an algorithm PRODUCECERTIFICATES that gets a input an instance
(J, A, ACa gCan) for which Property (A), (B) and (g) hold where g“® is defined. In time
(V| + |J|)p01ylog|v|, the algorithm reduces the canonical labeling problem of (J, A, A®* g2 to
canonical labeling of either

e (progress (Lincarin.J))) two instances (Jy, A, A% ¢“) and (Jo, A, A ¢g©o0) with
[Tl + [ 2] = |1, or

e (progress (In2)) 21og2p+log2(|V\)4_many instances (JM’A’ACan,gCan) of size |y < %|J|

and to additionally 21°g2(‘v|)4—m(my instances (Jk,V,Agan,L) of size |Ji| < p for some
peN with 1<p<ilJ|, or

e (progress (L AC™) ) 2°e2(VD’ _mmany instances (J;, A, W 1) with |J;| < |J| and such that
orb gcan (TC) < %OrbACan(Acan), or

e (Fullness certificate) finds a certificate of fullness G < Sym(V') for the input instance.

Intuition of the Certificate Producing Algorithm We describe the idea of the algorithm. The
algorithm picks a subset 7¢*" ¢ W of logarithmic size. We call this set T a canonical test
set. Next, we define the group Agan < A% which stabilizes T in the image under ¢“*. By
doing so, we can define a giant representation g%an : A%aﬂ — Sym(T°"). Let §¢an, y©an ¢ yCan
be set of elements affected and unaffected by ggan, respectively. We have a technical difference in
our algorithm in contrast to Babai’s method. In Babai’s method of local certificates, he processes
a giant representation g : A — Sym(W') and considers multiple test sets 7' ¢ W (one test set
for each subset of logarithmic size). In our framework, we define the giant representation for a
group A% over a linearly ordered set V2. This allows us to choose one single (canonical) test
set 7O c W only. Here, canonical means that the subset is chosen minimal with respect
to the ordering “<”. However, when we translate the ordered structures V" to unordered
structures over V, we implicitly consider multiple test sets and giant representations. More
precise, by applying inverses of labelings in A;p; € J to the ordered group A%an < Sym(VCan),
we obtain a set of groups over V, i.e., {AiAganAgl | \i € Ajp;}. Similarly, we can define a set of
giant representations {(g:(pjan))‘;1 | \i € Ajp;} (where (g%an)Afl(él-) = gEA(AL8 ) for 6; € A;)
and a set of affected points H; := {S c V| S = §Can for some A; € Ajp;}. Therefore, when
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dealing over unordered structures, we need to consider multiple groups and homomorphisms.
It becomes even more complex, since we are dealing with a set J consisting of labeling cosets
rather than one single group only. In fact, we obtain a set of affected point sets H; for each
labeling coset A;p; € J. However, it turns out that the hardest case occurs when H; = H; for
all A;p;, Ajp; € J. Roughly speaking, we will apply the following strategy.

We restrict each labeling coset in J to some set of affected points S € H; and define a set of
local restrictions Jg that ignore the vertices outside S. The precise definition of J§ is given in
the algorithm. Intuitively, the algorithms tries to analyze the labeling cosets locally.

Case 1: The local restrictions Jg are pairwise distinct. In this case, we canonize the local
restrictions Jg recursively. Observe that a canonical labeling Ap for Jg does not necessarily
define a canonical labeling for J. However, we can define a function o : J§ — J that assigns
each local restriction its corresponding labeling coset A;p; € J. This function is well-defined
since we assumed the local restrictions to be pairwise distinct. Now, we can use the algorithm
from Lemma [I9] to canonize the instance (Jg,J, o, Ap).

Case 2: Some local restrictions in Jg are pairwise different and some local restrictions in Jg
are pairwise equal. In this case, we can define a non-trivial partition of J in the following way.
We say that two labeling cosets A;p;, Ajp; are in the same part, if and only if the corresponding
local restrictions in J§ coincide. Actually, this leads to a family of partitions since we obtain one
partition for each choice of an affected set S € H;. We exploit this partition family by recursing
using the subroutine RECURSEONPARTITION from Lemma 23]

Case 3: The local restrictions Jg are pairwise equal. In this case, it is possible to find
automorphisms Gg < Sym(V') of J which fix the unaffected points V' \ S. In fact, we can find
such automorphisms for all choices of S € H;, otherwise we are in a situation of a previous case.
Finally, we consider the group of automorphisms G < Aut(J) generated by all Gg for S € H;.
We can show that G is indeed a certificate of fullness.

Proof of Lemma[33 An algorithm for PRODUCECERTIFICATES(.J, A, ACan gCan).

Let g : ACan o Gym (W) be the giant representation.
> By Property (g), the set A is an orbit, [W| > 2 +log, |V] > 2 + logy |A“21|, [WCan| s
greater than some absolute constant and A?jgan) < ker(¢®). By the Unaffected Stabilizer

Theorem [30, and since A(ngan) <ker(g®™), at least one element in A% is affected by g©>".

Define TI“*" as the kernel of g“*".

> By the Affected Orbits Lemmal30, the orbits of TI® on A®™ have size at most |AC|/|W 20|,

Define 7% := {1,...,3 + |logy [V|]} ¢ W,

> The set T was referred to as canonical test set in the above paragraph.

Define A2 := {§¢an ¢ ACan | gCan(§Can) Stabsym(wcan)(Tcan)}.

Define ggan : A%aﬂ - Sym(Tcan) as the giant representation that is obtained by restricting the

image of ¢©a".

> By the Unaffected Stabilizer Theorem [30, at least one element in V™ is affected by g%an.
Moreover, since we assume that A(ngan) < ker(gcan), it follows that at least one element in
AC s affected by ggan.

Decompose VO := §Can oy 7Can where €2 contains the points affected by g%an and where

UCan .- yCan { § contains the unaffected points.

> By the Unaffected Stabilizer Theorem [30, ggan : A%‘(I;JCM) - Sym(T°) is still a giant
representation.

> We have the subgroup chain Hcan,A%a(r;JCan) < Agaﬂ < A < Sym(VC) . However, TIC2®
and Aga(rlljc“) might be incomparable under the subgroup relation.
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Define WO := Stab A can (SC).

> Observe that Agan < gCan ¢ ACan,

Decompose A" = Ure[s] 5?”\110” into left cosets of W&,

> This can be done in time polynomial in |V| and (AC™ : wCan) < |3+l [V,

Define the hypergraph H;:={Sc V| SPi0E™ = §Cam for some £ e [s]} for each A;p; € J.

> The hypergraph H; can be seen as the preimages of affected points for each N;p; € J. By
definition of W the hypergraph H; does not depend on the choice of the representative p;
of A;p;. However, H; might depend on the choice of the labeling coset A;p; € J. We want to
reduce to the case in which H; = H; for all A;p;,Ajpje J.

Define an (unordered) partition P := {Py,..., Py} of J = Py u...u P, such that:

Aipiijpj € Pg for some Pg € 73, if and only if Hz = Hj.

If P is non-trivial:
> The singleton {P} can be seen as a non-trivial partition family consisting of one single
partition.
Compute and return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, A®" €21 [P1) using Lemma 23l
> Since {P}| =1, we make progress (In_J)) or (Linear in .J)).

If P is the partition into singletons, i.e., H; # H; for all Ajp; + Ajpj € J:
> It holds that |Hy| < (AC™ : wC) < [VP*los2 VI We want to use the hypergraphs H; to
define a partition family of J.
Define K := {(k1,k2) | k1, k2 € V,|k1], |k2| < ¢} as the set of pairs of subsets of V' of size at
most ¢ := log, (|V|>*10821V1),
> Observe that |K| < 2log2(IVD* gince [V| > |A| is greater than some absolute constant.
We say that (ki,ks) € K is compatible with a set ScV if ky €S and ko €V N S.
We say that (k1,ko) € K identifies the hyperedge S € H; in the hypergraph H; if (ki,ks)
is compatible with S and (ki,ks2) is not compatible with each S’ € H; with S’ # S.
> We claim that for each hypergraph H; there is a k € K that identifies a hyperedge in H;.
Let H; be a hypergraph with logy(|H;|) < c. We prove the claim by induction on |H;|. If
|H;| =1, then (3,2) € K identifies the hyperedge in H;. Assume that |H;| >2. Let veV
such that the partition {H; ., H;5} of H is non-trivial where H; , = {S € H; |ve S} and
Hiz:={SeH;|v¢S}. Assume that 1 <|H;,| < 1|H;| and therefore logy(|H;,|) < c - 1.
By induction, there is a k = (ki,k2) with |ki|,|k2| < ¢ =1 that identifies a hyperedge
S e H;, in Hi,. Therefore, (k1 u{v}, ko) € K identifies the hyperedge S € H; in H;.
The other case in which 1<|H; 3| < £|H;| is analogous.
> We reduce to the case in which there is a k € K that identifies a hyperedge in each
hypergraph H;.
Define a cover C := {Cy | k € K} of J = C} such that:
A;p; € Cy if k € K identifies a hyperedge S € H; in the hypergraph H;.
Define P := {P} }rex as partition family induced by C, i.e., Py := {Py1, Pr2} where Py :=
Cr and Py o= J\C}, for k e K.
If P is non-trivial:
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, A®" ¢Can P) ysing Lemma 231
> Since [P| = |K| < 2082(VD' e make progress ([n_J) or (Linecar in .JI).
If there is a partition Py, € P that is the partition into singletons:
Return A := CLopject (J) using Corollary [Tl

> Since Py € P is the partition into singletons and has size [Py| < 2, it follows that
|J] <2.
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> Therefore, there is a singleton partition Pj € P. This means that there is a k € K that
identifies a hyperedge in each hypergraph H;. We simplify to the case in which each
k € K identifies a hyperedge in each hypergraph H;.

Define K :={k e K | P, = {J} = {Cy} is the singleton partition }.

> Now, each k € K identifies a hyperedge in each hypergraph H;. By definition, each k € K

identifies exactly one hyperedge S € H; in each hypergraph H;.
Define E}, := {S | k identifies the hyperedge S € H; in some hypergraph H;} for each k € K.

> By definition, |Ex 0 H;| =1 for all k € K and all hypergraphs H;.

Define a partition family Q := {Qp }rex of J = Qp1U...wQy 4, Where Qp == {Qr1,...,Qk.q. }
such that:

Nipi, Njpj € Qg o for some Qo € Qy, if and only if Ey n H; = Ej, 0 Hj.

If Q is non-trivial:
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, A®" ¢Ca" () using Lemma 23
> Since |Q| = | K| < 2oe2(VD* e make progress (In_Jl) or (Linear in .JI).

If there is a partition Q. € Q that is the singleton partition:

> This means that there is a k € K such that Ey, n H; = K, 0 H; for all hypergraphs.

Define §:= {S € Exn H; | Qk € Q is the singleton partition}.

> We have that S € H; for all hypergraphs H;. The case that S = H; for all
hypergraphs cannot occur since we are in a situation with H; + Hj; for all
Aipi * Ajpj elJ.

Define H] := H; \ S for all hypergraphs H;.

Go to the outer case with H] in place of H;.

> Again, we have H] # H; for all Ajp; # Ajpj € J.

If all partitions Q. € Q are partitions into singletons:
> This means that for all k € K, the sets Exyn Hy,..., Exn Hy are pairwise distinct.

For each k € K do:

> We will compute a canonical labeling for (J, k). We will define a coset-labeled
hypergraph.

Define a function ay, : By, — J by setting a(S) := A;p; for {S} = Ex, n H;.

> This is well-defined, since |H; N Ex| =1 and the sets Ex, n Hy,...,Exn Hy are
pairwise distinct.

Compute O7, = CLsetHyper (Fk, J; o) using Lemma, 211

> The algorithm from Lemma 21 runs in time (|V |+ |J])PoleelV],

Define K5 := {Qp7 | ke K.

> We collect the canonical labelings Oy leading to minimal canonical forms of the
nput.

Define K5¢ := arg ming, ,, exset J* S K5t where the minimum is taken w.r.t. the

ordering “<” from Lemma 1

Return A := (K5¢).

> This is the smallest coset containing all labeling cosets in K55 as defined in the

preliminaries. The correctness proof for (CL2) is similar to the (CL2)-proof of
Lemma [19.

> Now, the partition P is the singleton partition, i.e., H; = H; for all A;p;, Ajp; e J.

Define H := H; for some A;p; € J.

> This does not depend on the choice of A;jp; € J.

For each S € H, define a representative \; g € A;p; such that Ghis = gCan

Define J := {p; 072 W | j e [t], £ e [s]} = {NsPCe |ie[t],S e H}.
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> It follows that Aut(J) = Aut(.J) using the same argument as in the REDUCETOSUBGROUP

subroutine. L
Define Jg := {); g 002" |ie[t]} for each S e H and define J :={Jg|S e H}.

> We claim that Aut(Js) < Aut(J) for all Js € J. Forall Js € T and all Aip; € J there is
a subcoset \;, S\Ilcan < Ajp; in JS This proves the claim with the same argument as in the

REDUCETOSUBGROUP subroutine.
Define a partition family P := {Pg}ger of J = Psj ... u Pg,, where Pg = {Ps1,...,Psp.}

such that:
Az‘pi7Ajpj € PS,g for some PS,Z € 735, if and Only if ()\LS\I,Can)lV\A = ()\j7S\I/Can)|V\A.

If P is non-trivial:
Compute and return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, A®2" ¢Can P) ysing Lemma 231
> We have that [P| = |H| < (AC . wCan) < |V 3082Vl gnd therefore we make progress
(In_.Jf) or (Linear in .JI).

If there is a partition Pg € P that is the partition into singletons:
Return CLopject (J) using Corollary [Tl
> Since Pg is the partition into singletons and [Ps| < (A : wCan) < |y p+loslVl g
bounded, it follows that |J| < |V[*°82IVI. Therefore, the algorithm from Corollary I
runs in time 2POW1ogIV1,

Can

> Now, all partitions Pg € P are singleton partitions. This means that Property (A) holds for
each instance Jg € J. In the next steps, we analyze the sets )\i,g\Ifcan locally. More precisely,
we consider the restrictions ()\i75\IJC3n)|5. We consider different cases depending on whether

these local restrictions coincide or not. We define the following partition family.

Define a partition family Q := {Qg}sey of J = Qgs1W... v Qgqs Where Qg :={Qg1,...,Qs,4s}
such that:

Aipi, Ajpj € Qg for some Qgy € Qg, if and only if ()\Z-75\I’0an)|g = ()\j,S\I’C”NS.

If Q is non-trivial:
Compute and return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(J, A, A®®" a1 Q) using Lemma 23
> We have that |Q| = |[H| < (AC : wCan) < [V 3+oe2 IVl and therefore we make progress
(In_.J) or (Linear in .JI).

If there is a partition Qg € Q that is the partition into singletons:
> This means that there is S € H such that (M g% ™)|g = (\; s¥C)|s are pairwise
distinct for all A;pi, Ajpj € J. We simplify to the case in which Qg is the partition into

singletons for all Qg € Q.
Define H := {S € H| Qg € Q is the partition into singletons}.

> Now, for all S € H the local restrictions are pairwise distinct.

For each S € H do:

> We will compute a canonical labeling for (J,S).

Define \I,*Can - \I,Canl:sCan] « Sym(vcan N SCan) > pCan

Define :]\g = {)\,~7S\II*C3Ln | )\LS\I/C"m e Jg}. N R

> Since Qg is the partition into singletons, it follows that |Jg| = |Js].

Define As:=AnS.

> Since Property (A) holds for Js with Ag in place of A, it follows that Property (A)
also holds for the instance jts* (with Ag in place of A).

Define ©¢a" < AGan < U4 t6 he the kernel of ¢S : AT — Sym(TC0).

> Observe that all poInts in Acan c SO gre affected by gCaLn By the Affected Orbit
Lemma [31, the ©C*-orbits of AS™ have size at most |Acan|/|Tcan|.
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Define ©*“%" = Stab.can (A0, ... AS81) be the stabilizer of those orbits.
Let cing = (U* 9% : 0% and let ¢y = rh(U* 80 @*Can),
Apply the subroutine REDUCETOSUBGROUP(J§, Ag, g*Can g*Cany ysing Lemmal25

> We consider two cases depending on which option of Lemma is satisfied for the
subroutine REDUCETOSUBGROUP.
If for all S € H the subroutine reduces to cinq-many instances with the subgroup ©* "
For each S € H, define Agpg = REDUCETOSUBGROUP(QE,AS,\I’*Can, @*Can).
4

> We analyze the recurrence. We have a multiplicative cost of H - ¢cing < (\TCan\)'

|TCan1 < |V||TCanl < [VPos2Vl and recursive instances with orb ycan (0*9™) <
|AGen /| T < 4 |Acan| Therefore, we make progress

For each S € H, define ag : JS - Jg by setting ozs()\%s\lf*can) = )\Z, g Can,

> Observe that Ag < Aut(J3). R

For each S € H, compute Og7g := CLgetset (J3, Js, as, Asps) using Lemma [T9

> The algorithm from Lemma 19 runs in time (|V|+|T5|)Potos!Vl,

Define H> := {@g7g | S e H}.

> We collect the canonical labelings © g leading to minimal canonical forms of the

input.
Define H5¢' := arg ming . epset J 5 € H5* where the minimum is taken w.r.t. the
ordering “<” from Lemma [T

Return A = (H5¢).

min
> This is the smallest coset containing labeling cosets in HS as defined in the

min
preliminaries. The correctness proof for (CL2) is similar to the (CL2)-proof of
Lemma [19.

If for some S € H the subroutine returns a non-trivial partition family Py of:]:é:
> We simplify to the case in which we have a non-trivial partition family for all

SeH.
Define H := {S € H | the subroutine returns a partition family Pg for Jg}.

> The partition family Pg for Jg also induces a partition family PS of J.

For each S € H, define a non-trivial partition family Pg := {Pg | Pg € IP’S} of J where
Ps := {Pg | Ps € Ps} such that: A;p; € Ps, if and only if \; ¥~ Can ¢ Py

> By taking a union, we combine all partition families into one single partition family

Dgi'ne a non-trivial partition family P := Ugcyg Pg of J.

Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(.J, A, ACn gCan p)

> We analyze the recurrence. In this case |P| < |H|- |Pg| < |H|: ¢ina - [V|*®. We have
Cind < |V|3+1°g2W| and by Example [Z4)[3, we have c1, < 2 -logy(cing). In total, we
have |P| < 2loe2(VD" which leads to progress (In_]) or (Linear in.J)).

> Now it holds that Qg is the singleton partition for each S € H. This means that the local
restrictions pairwise coincide. More precisely, this means that (A;lsAjﬁ)[Scan] ¢ ylan[gCan]

fO?” all )\LS\IICan’ )\jﬁq}Can € :]tg

For each S € H do:
> Now, we compute automorphisms Gg < Aut(Jg) < Aut(J) for each Jg € j.

Define G := ((Agirbcém))q’caw <4 WCn the normal closure of AS?

Define Gg := )\i,gGgan)\;S <A; <Sym(V') for some A;p; € J.

Can
T(UCan) \II & .
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> We claim that Gg depends meither on the choice of A;p; € J nor on the choice of the
representative \; s € A;jp;. First, we show that Gs does not depend on the choice of
the representative \; 5 € N;jp;. Let )\;75 € A;p; be a second representative. Observe
that )\;IS)\; g€ TCa and since Ggan 4 WO the permutation )\;};)\; g normalizes Ggan.
FEquivalently, this means that ALSG(SJ”)\;}@ = ; SGgan)\; 571 which was what we wanted
to show. We show that G's does not depend on the choice of A;p; € J. Let Ajpj €
J. We have that ()\;g)\j7s)[Scan] e YOO and since GS[SYN] g pCan[GCan]
the permutation (A;’}g)\j,s)[SCan] normalizes GS*[SC*]. Moreover, the permutation

(A;}q)\j75)[Ucan] obviously normalizes G§* U] = Aga&lj%n)[Ucan] = 1. In total,

)\;}q)\jﬁ normalizes Ggan or equivalently ALSGgan)\;}g = )\j75Ggan)\;-7ls.
> In particular, Gg < Aut(Js) < Aut(.J).
> In particular, Ggi’s = Ggan for all )\i75\Ilcan € J.

> In the next step, we will consider the group of automorphisms G generated by all groups Gg

and show that G is a certificate of fullness.
Define G < Sym(V') as the group generated by all Gg for all S € H.
> We have G < Aut(J) since Gg < Aut(J) for all Se H.
Define G2 := ((A%‘(I;]Can))Acan> <1 A% the normal closure of A%‘(%Can) in ACan,
> We claim that GPi = GC* for all Nip; € J. Let Nip; € J. We have GPi = p;l()\¢75Ggan)\;}g |
an an sCan~1 an) ACan an
Se H)p; = (S GG s5™ | Le [s]) = ((G§*™)™ ) = GO
> We claim that ¢© : GC* - Sym(W ) is a giant representation. Since GO 9 ACn

follows that gcan(Ag‘e‘g}JCan)) < v (@l g gCan(ACA) - Moreover, each non-trivial normal

subgroup of the giant g®**(AC) is a giant as well.
Return the certificate of fullness G. O

Automorphism Lemma For an object X € Objects(V') and a group G < Sym(V'), we define
XY :={X9 ] geG} eObjects(V).

Lemma 33 (Automorphism Lemma). Let X € Objects(V') be an object, let G < Sym(V') be
a group and let CL be a canonical labeling function. Assume that Aut(X) < Aut(X%). Then,
CLObjeCt(XG) = GCL(X) defines a canonical labeling for X©.

Proof. We claim that Aut(X®) = G Aut(X). The inclusion G Aut(X) < Aut(X%) follows by
the assumption Conversely, we show Aut(X%) < G Aut(Xx). Let o € Aut(X%). Therefore,
X7 = X9 for some g € G. This implies g7l € Aut(X) and thus o € G Aut(X). O

Lemma 34. There is an algorithm AGGREGATECERTIFICATES that gets as input a pair (X,G)
where X = (J, A, AC? ¢“30Y js q tuple for which Property (A), (B) and (g) hold where g“*"
is defined and G < Sym(V') is a fullness certificate. In time (|V|+|J]|)Po¥e VI the algorithm
reduces the canonical labeling problem of X to canonical labeling of either

e (progress ([incarin J)) two instances (Ji, A, A% gCa) and (Jy, A, A%, gCan) with
[ il + [ 2] = |1, or

. (pmgress (M)) 210g2p+10g2(|v‘)4_many instances (JkJ’A’ACan,gCan) of size |Jk,z| < %|J|

and to additionally 21°g2(‘v|)4—m(my instances (Jk,V,Agan,L) of size |Ji| < p for some
peN with 1<p<i|J|, or
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e (progress (L AC™) ) 21052UVD* _mmany instances (J;, A, ¥C0 | 1) with |J;| < |J| and such that
OrbACan (\I,Can) < %OrbACan (Acan)

Intuition of Certificate Aggregation We describe the overall strategy of this subroutine. Let
us consider the less technical case in which gcan(Gcan) is the symmetric group (rather than
the alternating group). In this case, it holds that GCanTCan = ACan where TN is the kernel
of ¢®". Similarly to the REDUCETOSUBGROUP and PRODUCECERTIFICATES subroutine, we
consider the decomposition of ACa" = Ure[s] 5?”\1103“1 into left cosets of the kernel and define
T = {p;0S2nwCan | j e [t],£ € [s]}. Again, we have Aut(J) = Aut(J). The key observation is that
G is transitive on J since (,01-6?"“\Ifcan)f1 = pigP 0¢ WY for all g e G and GEARPCan = ACan,

First, consider an easy case in which J = {A1p1} consists of one single labeling coset. In this
case, we have a set of automorphisms G acting transitively on the subcosets J = {plégan\lfcan |
¢ € [s]}. Moreover, each subcoset satisfies Aut(pyd5®» W) < Aut(J) and can be seen as an
individualization of J. This means, we can choose (arbitrarily) a subcoset plégcan\llcan <Aipr
and recurse on that. Since the automorphisms in G' can map each subcoset to each other
subcoset it does not matter which subcoset we choose. By recursing on one single subcoset
only, we can measure significant progress. At the end, we return GA where A is a canonical
labeling for the (arbitrarily) chosen subcoset and G is the group of automorphisms (acting
transitively on the set of all subcosets).

However, the situation becomes more difficult when dealing with more labeling cosets J =
{A1p1,...,A¢p} for t > 2. The first idea that comes to mind is the following generalization. We
choose (arbitrarily) some ¢ € [s] and define the set of subcosets J; := {p; 0722w | j e [t]} € T,
The set J; contains exactly one subcoset piégan\ﬂcan < A;p; of each Ajp; € J. However, the
partition 7 = {J; | £ € [s]} might not be G-invariant and G might not be transitive on it. The
goal of the algorithm is to find a suitable partition 7 := {J1,...,J,} of the subcosets J on which
G is transitive.

Proof of Lemma[34. An algorithm for AGGREGATECERTIFICATES(J, A, AC gCan ).

Define TI®" g A1 a5 the kernel of g©a" : A“8n — Sym (W Can),

Define M := Sym(Wcan)({37“.’|Wcan‘}), the pointwise stabilizer of all points excluding 1,2 € N.
Define \I,Can . gCanfl(MCan) < ACan‘

> It holds that TI®® < ¢ < AC where the former subgroup relation is of index 2. Moreover,

GCan\I,Can — ACan.
We consider (but not compute) the decomposition of ACan = Ure[s]

and define J = {p; 07 W | Aip; € J, 0 € [s]}.
> This decomposition is for the analysis only and its computation is not part of the algorithm.

5gcan\Ifcan into left cosets

IFTICan [y Can ( ACan] « ACan[yCan ( ACan] js 5 subgroup of index greater than 2:

Define the homomorphism h : A% — ACan[y/Can  ACan] by restricting the image to

VCan N ACan.

Define N1 := ker(h) < A®® as the kernel of the homomorphism h.

> We claim that N© < T Since I NC1 g A ye have that TIC™ <
[ICan NyCan g ACan — Opserve that AC* [TIC* s isomorphic to a giant and all nor-
mal subgroups of a giant with index greater than 2 are trivial. By assumption,
(ACan ; TICan NCan) > (p(ACA) ¢ p(IICenNCanYY 5 2. By the Correspondence Theo-
rem, I1C2n NCan = T1Ca0 yhich proves the claim.

We consider (but not compute) the decomposition T = {:fl, .. ,:];} of T=Ju...uld,

such that:

38



piégcanllfcan,pifégan\lfcan € J for some Jj € j, if and only if (piégcan\l’canNV\A equals

(pi,(sganq/Can)lv\A.

> We claim that |J| = |J| and Aut(Jy) < Aut(J). We show a stronger statement, i.e., for
each k € [r], Aipi € J there is exactly one £ € [s] such that p; 6™ ¥ € Ji.. Property (A)
implies that for all k €[], Aip; € J there is at least one € € [s] such that p;6S* W™ ¢ T, .
On the other side, let piégcan\llcan,pidgan\llcan € Jy. By definition of Ji, it holds that
((5Ean)—16gan)|:v(3an N ACan] € \I,Canl:v(Jan N ACan] or equivalently h((&?an)—légan) c
h(WCanY. Therefore, (5727)1o5an e wCanNCan - wCan - Thys ¢ = ¢ which proves the
claim.

Define Jy := Ji for some arbitrarily chosen k € [r] (which can depend on the choice of

kelr]).

> To compute Jo, one can use the Schreier-Sims algorithm as follows. First, we pick
p1 U and define Jo as the part J;, such that p1ICan ¢ Jy.. Then, we compute the coset
A= (Aipipfl)(V\A) (which is non-empty) and pick an element 6" € A; for each A;p; €
J. Then, 8 pr U < Ajp; and ' pr U |y 4 = pr O 4 and therefore §' py U™ also
belongs to Jy. Therefore, we can compute the entire set Jy. We claim that G is transitive
on J and therefore (Jo)¢ = J. This follows from the fact that G is transitive on J and
that J is an automorphism-invariant partition of J.

Compute A := CLset (Jo, A, ¥ 1) recursively.

> As already observed, it holds that orb ycan (FE*) < 2 orb 4can (TTC) < 2| ACR| /| Ca2) <
%orb can (AC) | This leads to progress (In_AY™).

Return A := GA.

> Since (Jo)¢ = T, it follows that Aut(A) = Aut(7) = Aut(J) = Aut(J) by Lemma [33.

IFTICan [ Can | ACan] ¢ ACan[yCan ( ACan] pas index 1 or 2:
For each A;p; € J, define II; := piﬂcanpi’l a4 A; <Sym(V).
> The group II; does not depend on the representative of Aip;, because the kernel II*™ 4

A s a4 normal subgroup.
For each A;p; € J define the II;-orbit partition B; := {B € A | B is a II;-orbit} of A.

Define an (unordered) partition P := {Py,...,P,} of J = Py u...u P, such that:
Aipi, Ajp; € Py for some Py e P, if and only if B; = B;.

If P is a non-trivial partition:
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(J, A, A®" ¢Can [P} yusing Lemma 231

> We have [{P}| =1 which leads to progress (In_J)) or (Linear in .J)).

If P is the partition into singletons:
> This means that B; # Bj for all Ajp; + Ajp; € J. We will define a non-trivial cover

C.
Define a cover C:= {Cyy | (v,w) € A%} of J = U(yw)ea2 Cow such that:

A;p; € Cyy, if and only if {v,w} € B for some B € ;.
Define P := {pvw}(y7w)€A2 as partition family induced by C, i.e., Pyw = { Pyw,1, Pow,2}
where Py 1 := Cyy and Py 2 := J N\ Cyy, for (v,w) € A2,
Return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(J, A, A®" ¢ P) using Lemma 231
> We have |P| = |A2| < |V |* which leads to progress (In_J)) or ([incar in J)).
> Now, the partition P is the singleton partition. This means that B; = B; for all
AiPz‘, Ajpj elJ.
Define B := B; for some A;p; € J.
> The partition B does not depend on the choice of Ajp; € J.
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Define an (unordered) partition Q :={Q1,...,Qq} of J=Q;u...uQ, such that:
Nipi, Ajp; € Qp for some Qg € Q, if and only if (A;p;)[B] = (Ajp;)[B].
If Q is a non-trivial partition:

Compute and return A := RECURSEONPARTITION(J, A, A€ gCan Q1)

> We have |{Q}| =1 which leads to progress (In_J)) or (Linear in J).

If Q is a partition into singletons:
> This means that A;p;[B] + Ajp;[B] for all Njp; # Ajpj e J.
> We will use the following strategy. We individualize a labeling coset A1pyr € J at a
multiplicative cost of | J|. Then, we choose arbitrarily a subcoset plégcan\lfcan <Apr
(no multiplicative cost since the group of automorphisms G is transitive on the
set of all possible chosen subcosets). Again, we individualize a subcoset Ty :=
pléganw,ganﬂcan < plégan\lfcan at a multiplicative cost of 2. With respect to the
individualized subcoset Ty, we can define a linear ordering on J and solve the
canonization problem without further recursive calls.
For each A;p; € J do:
> We will compute a canonical labeling for (J,A;p;).
We consider (but not compute) J; := {p;052 @20 | ¢ [s]} of Ajp;.
Define T'; g := p;0S* @O ¢ J; for some arbitrarily chosen ¢ € [s] (which can
depend on the choice of £ € [s]).
> We will compute a canonical labeling for (J,Iio). Again, G is transitive on
J; and therefore I’Z 0= =7J;.
Compute the decomposition of W& = z/)fanﬂcan W z/)ganﬂcan into left cosets.
Decompose Fi,O = Fi,O,l U] Pi,O,Q where Fi,O,Z = piéganwganHCan < Azpz for k = 1, 2.
For each k =1,2 do:
> We will compute a canonical labeling for (J,T'; o).
Compute ©; 01 ;7i0.k,; = CLget (I'i,0,k, Ajp;) using Lemma [7] or Corollary [I1]
for each Ajp; e J.
Rename indices [t] such that: (I'; ok, A1p1)™0%1 < ... < (T 0k, Aepe) 000t
> We claim that the ordering is strict. Assume that (I'; o, Ajpj)T00k3 =
(Ti,0,k, Ajr pjr ) Tis0ks" On the one side, F;i(’)?}ﬁk’j = FZ'OOI:J implies
Ti,0,k,j’ i_&kj[B] =1 and on the other side (Ajp;)To0%3 = (Ajipjr)Ti0kd"
implies T; 0 k. T, ij[B] € pijcanpjfl[B]. Since Ajp;[B] # Ajipj[B] for
all Njp;j # Njipjr € J, it follows that j = j which proves the claim.
Define ©; 0 170,k := CLObject((Al,Ol, ..., A¢pt)) using Corollary [T1]
> Observe that ©; 0 kT 0.k defines a canonical labeling for (J,T;o ).

(0i0,17i,0,1,Oi,0,27i0,2), if JTOL = JTH02

ei,O,kTi,O,k7 if JTi’ka < JTi’Ov3’k . '

> Observe that ©;07; o defines a canonical labeling for (J,T;p).

Define ©; T = G@ ,074,0-

> We claim that ©;7; defines a canonical labeling for (J Aip;). By Lemmal33, we
have that ©;7; defines a canonical labeling for (J, J; ) since F@ 0= = J;. Moreover,

Ji is an isomorphism-invariant partition of Aip; which proves the claim.

> Next, we compute a canonical labeling A for J.

Define J5 = {©;7; | Aip; € J}

> We collect the canonical labelings ©;7; leading to minimal canonical forms of the
input.

Define ©; ¢ := {
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Define J5¢ := argming ;¢ ysec J* C J5 where the minimum is taken w.r.t. the
ordering “<” from Lemma [Il

Return A := (J5¢).

> This is the smallest coset containing labeling cosets in JS as defined in the

preliminaries. The correctness proof for (CL2) is similar to the (CL2)-proof of
Lemma [19.

> Now, Q is the singleton partition. This means that A;p;[B] = Ajp;[B] for all
AiPz‘, Ajpj elJ.
Define B := {B{an ... Bfa1} as the II%M-orbit partition of A“2",
> By definition, BP* = B for all Aip; € J.
Define the homomorphism h : A®*"  ACan[gCan],
Define N1 := ker(h) < A®® as the kernel of the homomorphism h.
> Again, we claim that N < 1" Since TI%%" NCan g AC20 - ye have that TIO™ <
[ICan yCan g ACan — Observe that A [TI®* is isomorphic to a giant and all nor-
mal subgroups of a giant with index greater than 2 are trivial. We have (Acan :
[1Can yCany > (p(ACa) : R(TIC2n NCan)) = |B(ACA)|. Since AC s transitive on AY*"
(Property (g)) it holds that h(AC*) = AC[BCN] s transitive on B and there-
fore h(AY™)| > |BC2|. By the Affected Orbits Lemma [30, each BF*™™ € B has size
at most |AC|/|[W | and therefore |BY*| > [WC|.  Moreover, [WC| > 3 is as-
sumed the be greater than some absolute constant. By the Correspondence Theorem,
[1Can N Can — [1Ca0 yyhich proves the claim.
We consider (but not compute) the decomposition T={T,....  of T=Tu...ul,
such that:
piégcan\ﬂcan,pifdgan\llcan i:]; for some Jy, eg, iff piégcan\llcan[B] = pi/5gc,an\llcan[8].
> Again, we claim that |Ji| = |J| and Aut(J;) < Aut(J). We show a stronger statement,
i.e., for each k€ [r],Aip; € J there is at exactly one £ € [s] such that p;6g*nwCan ¢ J; .
Because of Nipi[B] = Ajp;[B], it holds for all k € [r],A;p; € J there is at least one
¢ € [s] such that piégcan\llcan € Jp. On the other side, let piéganwcan,piéganﬁlcm €
Jx. By definition of Ji, it holds ((67*)~16G2)[BY] € WO [BCan] or equivalently
h((657)L552™) € h(WC™). Therefore, (552) 155 e wlan NCan = yCan  Thyg ¢ = ¢/
which proves the claim.
Define Jy = Jj, for some arbitrarily chosen k € [r] (which can depend on the choice of
ke [r]).
> Again, G is transitive on T and therefore (:fo)G =7.
Define K := {(p;6580 W) |1 4 | p;0T2 WO € Jo 1
If|K|=1:
> In this case, Property (A) is satisfied for Jy.
Compute A := CLSet(jB, A, WCn 1) recursively.
> As before, it holds that orb ycan (PE) < %orb can (AC™) . This leads to progress
AT,
Return A := GA.
> Since (Jo)€ = T, follows that Aut(A) = Aut(7) = Aut(J) = Aut(J) by Lemma[33.
If|K|>2:
> Actually, we are in a case in which |K| =2 since we are still in the case in which
HCanl:vCan N ACan] < ACan[vCan N ACan] has index 1 or 2.
For both k € K, define Jo, := {p:07* 0 € Jo | (p;6Fen W)y, 4 = k}.
> Now, Property (A) is satisfied for both jz),k-
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Compute O7y, := CLSet(jo,k, A, T 1) recursively for both k € K.

> Again, orb ycan (W) < %orb can (ACY) . The multiplicative cost is 2 which leads
to progress .

Define 75 := {(Ox7k, (Jox)™) | k € K}.

Compute A = CLobject(j.S °t) using Corollary [Tl

> By Lemma[3, it follows that A defines a canonical labeling for Jy.

Return A := GA.

> Since (Jo)C = T, follows that Aut(A) = Aut(7) = Aut(J) = Aut(J) by Lemma[33.

O

We have all tools together to give the algorithm for Theorem

Proof of Theorem [22. An algorithm for CLge (J, A, A®21, gCan):

If Property (B) is not satisfied:
We recurse as described in the beginning of this section.

If g©2™ = 1 is undefined:
Recurse and return A := REDUCETOJOHNSON(J, 4, A% 1) using Lemma

If g“a" s defined:
Apply the subroutine PRODUCECERTIFICATES(.J, A, A% ¢Ca") using Lemma

If the subroutine returns a certificate of fullness G < Sym(V'):
Return A := AGGREGATECERTIFICATES(J, A, A% ¢33 using Lemma [341

If the subroutine finds a canonical labeling A using recursion:
Return A.

(Running time.) The number of recursive calls of the algorithm CLge is bounded T < (V] +
|J |)p°1y1°g‘v‘ where T is the function given in (T]). Also each recursive call takes time bounded
in (|V] +]J])peiesVi, O

By improving the running time of Problem [§, we also obtain an improved version of Corol-

lary [I11

Corollary 35. Canonical labelings for combinatorial objects can be computed in time nPYslV

where n is the input size and V' is the ground set of the object.

7 Isomorphism of Graphs Parameterized by Treewidth

Graph Theory We write Ng(v) = {w € V(G) | {v,w} € E(G)} to denote the (open) neigh-
borhood of v € V(G) in a graph G. We also write Ng(.S) := Uyes Na(v) to denote the (open)
neighborhood of a subset S ¢ V(G). We write G[U] to denote the subgraph induced by
UcV(G) in G.

Definition 36 (Tree Decomposition). A tree decomposition of a graph G is a pair (T, 3) where
T is a tree and B : V(T) — 2V() is a function that assigns each node t € V(T') a subset
B(t) € V(Q), called bag, such that:

(T1) for each vertex v € V(G), the induced subtree T'[{t € V(T) | v € 5(¢)}] is non-empty and
connected, and
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(T2) for each edge e € E(G), there exists ¢t € V(T') such that e € 5(¢).

The sets B(s) n B(t) for {s,t} € E(T) are called the adhesion sets. The width of a tree
decomposition 7" is equal to its maximum bag size decremented by one, i.e. max,cy 1y [B(¢)]-1.
The treewidth of a graph, denoted by tw G, is equal to the minimum width among all its tree
decompositions.

Separations and Separators Let G = (V, E) be a graph and let v,w € V(G). A pair (A, B)
is called a (v, w)-separation if Au B =V (G) and v e AN B,w € B\ A and there are no edges
with one vertex in V/(G) \ A and the other vertex in V(G) \ B. In this case, An B is called a
(v, w)-separator. A separator An B is called clique separator if An B is a clique in G. Among
all (v, w)-separations (A, B) with minimal |A n B| there is a unique separation (A*, B*) with
an inclusion minimal A*. In this case, Sy = A* N B* is called the leftmost minimal (v, w)-
separator. It is known that S, ,, can be computed in polynomial time using the Ford-Fulkerson
algorithm.

Improved Graphs The k-improvement of a graph G is the graph G* obtained from G by
connecting every pair of non-adjacent vertices v, w for which there are more than k pairwise
internally vertex disjoint paths connecting v and uE The separability of a graph G, denoted by
sep G, is the smallest integer k such that G* = G. Equivalently, sep G equals the maximum size
|Sv,w| of a leftmost minimal separator among all non-adjacent vertices v,w € V(G).

The next lemma says that one can k-improve a graph for some k > tw (G and reduce the
separability of that graph while preserving the treewidth of that graph.

Lemma 37 ([LPPS17]). Let G be a graph and k € N.
1. There is a polynomial-time algorithm that for a given (G,k) computes G*.

2. It holds that (G*)* = G* and therefore sep GF < k.

3. Every tree decomposition of G of width at most k is also a tree decomposition of G* and
therefore tw G < k implies tw G* = tw G.

The next theorem says that one can decompose a graph into clique-separator-free graphs. By
possibly introducing new bags, we can assume that the adhesion sets inside each bag are either
pairwise equal or pairwise distinct. This ensures the third property in the following theorem.

Theorem 38 ([Lei93|,[ES16]). Let G be a graph. There is an algorithm that, given a graph G,
computes a tree decomposition (T, ) with the following properties.

1. For every t e V(T) the graph G[B(t)] is clique-separator free,
2. each adhesion set of (T, ) is a clique in G, and

3. for each bag [(t) either the adhesion sets are all equal and |5(t)| < (twG) + 1 or the
adhesion sets are pairwise distinct.

The algorithm runs in polynomial time and the output of the algorithm is isomorphism-invariant.

’In [LPPS17], a slightly different notion of improvement is used where an edge is also added when there are
exactly k pairwise internally vertex disjoint paths connecting non-adjacent vertices.
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We make use of the bounded-degree graph isomorphism algorithm given by Grohe, Neuen
and Schweitzer. In fact, they proved a stronger statement and designed a string isomorphism
algorithm for groups of bounded composition-width. This implies the following result.

Theorem 39 (|[GNSIS|). Let G1,G2 be two graphs and let Ap <Iso(V(G1);V(G2)). There is
an algorithm that, given a triple (G1,Ga,Ag), computes the set of isomorphisms Iso(G1;G2) N
Ay in time |V(G1)|p°1y1°g(CWA).

We give an isomorphism algorithm for the clique-separator-free graphs. The algorithm uses
the ideas from [GNSW18§].

Lemma 40. Let G1,G> be two clique-separator-free graphs. There is an algorithm that, given a
pair (G1,Gs), computes the set of isomorphisms Iso(G1; Ga) in time |V (Gy)[PoWylos(tw Gi+sepGa),
Moreover, there is a vertexr vy € V(G1) such that cw Aut(G1)(,,) < max(tw G,sep G1).

Proof. Let minDeg G; := min,ey (g, NG, (v)| be the minimal degree among all vertices. It is
well-known that minDegG; < tw @G, for all graphs G;. Let S; := {Ng,(v) € V(G1) | v €
V(Gi),|Ng,;(v)| = minDeg G;} be the non-empty set of minimal size neighborhoods for both
i=1,2. We assume |S;| = |Ss|, otherwise we reject isomorphism. Since G; does not have clique
separators, it follows that each S; € S; is not a clique for both i = 1,2. Since Iso(G1;G2) =
Us, 81,5068, 180(G1, S1; G2, 82), it suffices to compute the isomorphisms from G to G that
map S7 to Sy for all possible choices of S € §1,.55 € Ss.

We give an algorithm that gets as input (Gq,S1,G2,S2,Ap) where S; ¢ V(G;) is not a
clique for both i = 1,2 and Ay > Iso(G1, S1;Ge,S2)[S1] with cw A < max(tw G1,sep G1). The
algorithm outputs Iso(G1,S1;G2,S2). Initially, we call the algorithm for some Sy € 81,55 € Sy
and Ay := Sym(Sy)p for some bijection ¢ : S — So.

An algorithm for Isogagic(G1, S1, G2, S2, Ap):

IfS1 ¢ V(Gy):
Let S} := S; U Uy wes, {v,w}¢B(G:) Svw for both i = 1,2, We claim that S; 2 .5; for both
i=1,2. Let Z; € V(G;) be the vertex set of a connected component of G; — S;. Since G;
does not have clique separators, it follows that Ng,(Z;) is not a clique. Therefore, there
are v,w € Ng,(Z;) € S; with {v,w} ¢ E(G;). Moreover, there is a path from v to w with all
internally vertices lying in Z;. Therefore, S, ., N Z; # @ and thus S, 2 S; W (Syw N Z;) 2 5.
Observe that |5, | < sep G for all v,w € S; and both i =1,2.

First, we ensure for all ¢ € Ay that S, ., and S, ) have the same cardinality. To do so,
we define an edge relation X := {(v,w) | |Syw| = k} for each k < n := [V(G;)| and both
i=1,2. We compute Ay :=TIso(X7{,..., X7 X2, ..., X2) n Ap using Theorem

Second, we define a wreath product with Sym(S,.,) and A. More precisely, we define S =
Si Uy, wes; {v,w)eE(G) §v7w where §v7w = Sy,w x {(v,w)} is a disjoint copy of S, ,, for both
i=1,2. We define Ap < Iso(51;5) as {@: 51 - Sy | §[S1] € Ap,Vo,w e S : P(Spw) =

—_

Se(v),3(w)

Third, we define the group A’y’ > Iso(G1, S1; Go, S5)[S1] by identifying the corresponding
vertices. More precisely, we define an edge relation X; = {((s,v,w), (s,0",w")) € Spap %
Surw} U{((s,v,w),8) € Sy x S;} for both i = 1,2. Observe that S/ can be identified
with the equivalence classes of X; for both i = 1,2. Now, compute A’p’ := (Iso(X1; X2) N
A®)[S!] using Theorem

Finally, we compute and return Isopasic(G1, 57, G2, S5, A’p") recursively.

}. Observe that cw A < max(maxy yes, |Svwl, cw A) < max(tw Gq,sep Gy).
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If Sy = V(G1):
Compute and return Iso(G1; G2) N Ap using Theorem

(Running time.) The number of recursive calls is bounded by [V (G7)|. In each call, we use the
algorithm from Theorem [39 which runs in time [V (G )[PeW!es(tw GrrsepGi) O

With the above algorithm it is possible to compute the isomorphisms between the clique-
separator-free parts of the decomposition from Theorem The adhesion sets (which are
the intersections between two clique-separator-free graphs) are cliques in the graph. The next
lemma is used in order to respect the adhesion sets of the clique-separator-free parts. Also this
lemma uses an idea similar to [GNSW18], Lemma 14 arXiv version.

Lemma 41. Let G1,Gs be two clique-separator-free graphs and let Hy < 2V(G1) H, c 2V(G2)
be sets that contain cliques in the graphs G1,Gs, respectively. There is an algorithm that,

given a tuple (Gy,H1,Go, Hy), computes the set of isomorphisms Iso(G1, H1; G, Hy) in time
|V(G1)lpolylog(th1+sepG1)_

Proof. In the first step, we define a cover capturing all cliques. More precisely, we claim that
there is a function o : V(G) - K where K ¢ 2V(%) such that

1. |S] < (twG) + 1 for all S e K, and
2. if C <V (QG) is a clique, then there is a S € K with C' ¢ S.

Moreover, this function is polynomial-time computable and is defined in an isomorphism-
invariant way. This can be shown by induction on |V (G)|. If [V (G)| < 1 the statement is trivially
true. So assume [V (G)| > 2. Let minDeg G = min,ey (¢ [Ng(v)| be the minimal degree among
all vertices. It is well-known that minDeg G' < tw G. Let U = argmin,ey () [Na(v)| € V(G) be
the non-empty set of vertices of minimal degree. Let G’ := G[V(G)\U] and let o' : V(G') - K’
be the function obtained inductively. Now, define o : V(G) - K as a(v) :=a/(v) if v e V(G)
and as a(v) := Ng(v) u{v} if v € U. It easily follows that |a(v)| < twG; + 1. Moreover, if
C < V(Q) is a clique, then either C ¢ V(G") or there is a vertex v € CnU. In the latter case,
C < Ng(v)u{v} = a(v). This proves the claim. We will use this claim in order to compute the
isomorphisms between the instances.

First of all, we compute the isomorphism Ay := Iso(G1;G2) between the two graphs G; and
G- using Lemma A0

It remains to respect the hyperedges. We compute «; : V(G;) - K; for both 7 = 1,2. We define
hypergraphs H,, :={S € H; | S ¢ a;(v;)} € H; for v; € V(G;) and both ¢ = 1,2. For each pair of
vertices (v1,v2) € V(G1)xV(G2), we compute the isomorphisms Ay, @y, v, = Is0(Hy, ; Hy, ) (seen
as hypergraphs on a(v1), as(ve), respectively) using Theorem Since |y (v1)| < (tw G1) + 1,
the algorithm runs in the desired time bound.

First, we ensure for all ¢ € Ap that the hypergraphs H,, and H,, ) are isomorphic. To do so,
we define a vertex-colored graph X; that colors a vertex v; € V(X;) according to the isomorphism
type of H,, for both i = 1,2. We compute Ay := Iso(X1;X2) N Ap using Theorem To
analyze the running time of the algorithm from Theorem B9l we observe that cw A is not
necessarily bounded by max(tw G1,sep G1). However, there is a point v; € V(G1) such that
ew A,y < max(tw G1,sep G1). By applying Theorem [39 to each coset of the subgroup A, ),
we still achieve a running time of [V (G )|PeWlos(tw GrtsepGr)

Second, we define a wreath product A, ¢y, v, With Ap. More precisely, we define U; :=
V(Gi)uUpev(a,) Sv where S, := a;(v) x{v} is a disjoint copy of a;(v) for both i = 1,2. We define
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AP <Iso(Up;Uz) as {§: Up —» Uz | §IV(G1)] € A, YVv1 € V(G1)3py, € Dy 0y, 5001  P(u,v1) =
(v, (w),P(v1))}. Again, there is a point v; € V(G7) such that CWZ(UI) < max((tw Gy) +
1,sep G1), which can be seen as follows. Consider the homomorphism h that restricts Z(Ul) to
the set V(G1). By construction, the image of h is A,y which composition-width is bounded by
max(tw G1,sep G1). Moreover, the kernel of h has orbits bounded by |S,| = |a(v)| < (twGy) +1
for some v € V/(G1), which gives us the bound.

Third, we define the group Ay := Iso(G1, H1; G2, H2) by identifying the corresponding ver-
tices. More precisely, we define an edge relation X; := {((u,v), (u,v")) € Sy x Sy} u{((u,v),u) €
Sy x V(G;)} for both i = 1,2. Observe that V; can be identified with the equivalence classes
of X; for both i = 1,2. Then, we compute and return Ay := (Iso(X1; X2) n A@)[V(G1)] using
Theorem [39 By applying Theorem Jto each coset of A(,) < A, we still achieve a running time
of |V(G1)|polylog(tw G1+sep Gl). O

We recall the coset-labeled hypergraphs from Lemma Il A coset-labeled hypergraph is a
tuple (V) H,J,a) where H is a set of hyperedges S; ¢ V and J is a set of labeling cosets
Ajp; < Label(V) and o : H — J is a function with a(S;) = A;¢;.

Lemma 42 ([GNSWIS|, Lemma 9, see [Neul9]). Let Hy = (Vi,Hi,J1,00),Hi = (Va, Ha, Jo, a2)
be two coset-labeled hypergraphs and let Ay < Iso(Hy; Ho) be a coset that maps the hyperedges

in Hy to hyperedges in Hy. There is an algorithm that, given a triple (Hi,Ha, Ap), computes
the set of isomorphisms Iso(H1; Ha) N Ag in time (|Vi| + |H;|)Poylos(ewa)

Theorem 43. Let G1,Go be two connected graphs. There is an algorithm that, given a pair
(G1,Gs), computes the set of isomorphisms Iso(Gy;Ga) in time [V (Gy)[PeWlos(twGr),

Proof. It is known that the treewidth can be approximated (up to a logarithmic factor) in
polynomial time [Ami01]. Let k € (tw G1)®™) be such an upper bound on the treewidth of Gj.
We compute the k-improved graphs Gf using Lemma [B7] for both i = 1,2. We compute the
tree decompositions (73, 3;) from Theorem for the k-improvements Gf for both i =1,2. In
particular, (73, 3;) is also a tree decomposition for G; for both i = 1,2. Let (73, 5;,7;) denote
the tree decomposition of G; rooted at r; € V(T;) for both ¢ = 1,2. Tt suffices to give an
algorithm for rooted tree decompositions. We give an algorithm that gets as input (/'?1,/?2)
where X; = (G;, T}, Bi,7i,S;) for both i = 1,2 and outputs the set of isomorphisms Iso(X;; X3).
An algorithm for Isoryee (X1, X2):

Define G; := G;[i(r)] as the induced subgraph for both i = 1,2.

Define Y; := @f [Bi(r;)] as the induced subgraph of the k-improved graph @f for both =1, 2.
Define C; = {t; 1,... ,ti7|0i‘} c V(T;) as the set of children of r; for both ¢ = 1,2.

Define H; := {5;(ri) n Bi(t) | t € C;} as the set of adhesion sets of the root r; for both i =1,2.
Let (Ti4,Bit) be the tree decomposition of the subtree rooted at t € C; and let @i,t be the
subgraph of G; corresponding to (Tt Bit)-

Define X; 4 := (Gis, Tit, Bitst, Bi(ri) n Bi(t)) for all t € C; and both i = 1,2.

Recursively, compute Ztl Dty to = ISOTree(‘)’gl,tla‘)’g?,tQ) for all t1 € C1,t9 € Cs.

Define Ay, 1,1, = (By, Bry.12) [V (G3)] as the set of isomorphisms restricted to the root bags for
all t € Cl,tg € 02.

Define py : V(G2) - {1,...,|V(G2)|} as some arbitrary labeling.

For each t € C1uCy, we choose a representative t* € Cy in the isomorphism class, i.e., it holds that
X+ & X1 4+ are isomorphic and that for two isomorphic & ;, = &b, it holds that leti = Xl,t;-
Define J; := {A; | t € C;} where Ay = Aypy 4+ py for both i =1,2.
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If the adhesion sets in H; are all equal for both i =1,2:

Assign each representative t* € Cy a different natural number k(¢*) € N and assign each

t € C; the number m(t) :==|{t' e C; | t"* =t* and Ay = Ap }|.

Define a function «; : J; - N that assigns each A; € J; a pair (k(t*),m(t)) € N? for both

i=1,2.

> The number k(t*) encodes the isomorphism type of the subgraph corresponding to t € C;
and the number m(t) encodes the multiplicity of Ay in its isomorphism class.

> We claim that Iso(Gi,Jy,01;Ge,Ja,a0) = Iso()?l;/'?g)[V(Gl)]. Let ¢ €
Iso(G1,J1,01; Ga, Ja,0). Therefore, for each pair in Ay, € Jy there is a pair Ay, € Jy
such that Ai = Ay,. Since af = ag, it follows that X1 = Xoy, and thus t] = t5.
Therefore, w‘lAtlcptht;pl = Afl =N\, = Athth?t;pl. Equivalently, for all Ay, € Jy
there is a Ay, € Jo such that ¢ € Ay Al = SDtl,t;At;SD;t; = Tso( Xy 43 Xoi, ) [V (GY)].
In other words, there is a function i : Ji — Jy such that for all Ay, € Jy it holds
that @ € Ay (A )7L, Moreover, ¢ = Ji — Jo is injective (and thus bijective),
which can be seen as follows. Assume that Y(Ay) = (Ay) = Ay,.  Then, ¢ €
Ts0( X1 4,3 X1, ) [V(G1)] ﬂIso(56\17tr1;/?27t2)[V(G1)]. Therefore, Iso(2’6'\17t1;5(’\17tr1)[V(G1)]
contains the identity, which means that Ay, Ay intersect non-trivially. Since X4, X1 v
are isomorphic, A¢, Ay are cosets of the same group and thus Ay = Ay, which shows that
Y is bijective. Since (A, ) = Ay, implies m(t1) = m(te), there is a bijective function
Y Cy —» Cy with Agryy = (M), Therefore, ¢ e Iso(Xy; %) [V (GY)].

Compute Ay :=1s0(G1, J1,a1;Ga, Jo, as) using Corollary [35]

> By the properties of the decomposition from Theorem [38, it holds that |V(G1)| =
1B1(r1)] € twGF) +1 = (twGy) +1 < k+ 1. Moreover, |Ji| < [V(T1)] € [V(G1)[CD.
For this reason, the algorithm from Corollary [38 runs in time |V (Gy)[Pe1o8(%),

If the adhesion sets in H; are pairwise distinct for both i = 1,2:

Define a function «; : H; - J; that assigns each adhesion set 3;(r;) n 3;(¢;) € H; the coset

Ay, € J; for both i =1, 2.

> Again, it holds that Iso(G1, J1, a1;Ga, Jo, a0) = Iso(??l;fg)[V(Gl)].

Compute Ay :=1s0(Y7, H1; Y2, He) using Lemma A1

> The lemma can be applied since Theorem ensures that the adhesion sets in Hyi, Ho
are cliques in Y1,Ys, respectively. By Lemmal3d, it holds that sep Y1,tw Y, < k. For this
reason, the algorithm from Lemma [{1] runs in time ppolylog(k)

Compute Ay :=1s0(V(G1), Hy, J1,a1; V(G2), Ha, Jo, ) N Ay using Lemma 421

> We have |Hy| < [V(T1)| € [V(G1)|M) . Furthermore, there is a point vi € V(G1) such
that cw A,y < max(sep Y1,tw Yy < k) < k. For this reason, the algorithm runs in time
|V(§1)|polylog(k)‘

Compute Ay :=1s0(G1;G2) N Ap using Theorem

> The algorithm from Theorem [39 runs in time |V (Gy)[Poylos(k)

> In both cases, we found the isomorphisms restricted to the root bag, i.e., Ap =
Iso(&1; ) [V(G1)].
We define AP := Iso(X; Xs).

47



> This can be computed as follows. We consider the homomorphism h : A > A that maps
5 e tod[V(G1)] € A. First, we explain how to compute the kernel K := ker(h) < A. The
pointwise stabilizers @tl = (Ktl)(ﬁl(r)ﬁﬁl(tl)) for t1 € C1 are polynomial-time computable.
Let @21 < Sym(V(G1)) be the group that acts like Oy on V(Giy) and fizes all points in
V(G1) NV (Giyt,). Then, the kernel K < Sym(V(Gh)) is the group generated by all groups
@21 <Sym(V(G,)) for t; € Cy. Next, we can compute a subgroup © < A with O[V (G1)] = A
by extending each generator of A in an arbitrary way. In the same way, we can compute an
isomorphism @ € Zg’p‘ with [V (G1)] = ¢. Finally, we define A as the group generated by the

groups K,0 < A.
O

8 Outlook and Open Questions

One could ask the question whether our isomorphism algorithm for graphs can be improved
to a FPT-algorithm that runs in time 2P°108(k)pO() where n is the number of vertices and k
is the maximum treewidth of the given graphs. There are various reasons why this might be
difficult. One reason is that our approach would require a FPT-algorithm for the isomorphism
problem of graphs of maximum degree d that runs in time 2P°W1o8(d) O - However, it is an
open question whether any FPT-algorithm for the graph isomorphism problem parameterized
by maximum degree exists. Another reason is that an algorithm for graphs running in time
gpolylog(k) , O(1) would imply an isomorphism algorithm for hypergraphs (V, H) running in time
2p°1y1°g|v‘|H |0(1). It is also an open question, whether such a hypergraph isomorphism algo-
rithm exists [BablI§|. If this were indeed the case, one could hope for an improvement of our
canonization algorithm for a set .J consisting of labeling cosets that runs in time 2r°viog |V |J |0(1).

Recently, Babai extended his quasipolynomial-time algorithm to the canonization problem
for graphs [Bab19]. With Babai’s result, it is a natural question whether the bounded-degree
isomorphism algorithm of [GNS18] extends to canonization as well. The present isomorphism
algorithm for graphs parameterized by treewidth should then be amenable to canonization as
well.

Another question that arises is about permutation groups G < Sym(V'). The canonical la-
beling problem for permutation groups is of great interest because it also solves the normalizer
problem. In our recent work, we gave a canonization algorithm for explicitly given permutation
groups running in time 2°UVD|GIOM) [SWT9]. Recently, the framework was extended to permu-
tation groups that are implicitly given and the running time was improved to 20(VD) [Wie20].
The present work implies a canonization algorithm running in time ([V|+ |G|)P°Y°elVI. An
important question is whether the present techniques can be combined with the canonization
techniques for implicitly given permutation groups to obtain a canonization algorithm running
in time 2roWleg|V],

Finally, we ask whether the isomorphism problem can be solved in time nPolog((V(H)) where
n is the number of vertices and H is an excluded topological subgraph H of the given graphs.
Even for excluded minors H, we do not have such an algorithm.

A Proof of Lemma 9

Proof of Lemma[9. Let U := VuVju...uV; where V; := V'x{i}. The sets V; can be seen as disjoint
copies of V. Let Azcan = pi_lAl-pi for all A;p; € J (this is well defined and does not depend on
the representative p; of A;p;). We define a labeling coset Aypy < Label(U). Informally, the
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labeling coset Aypy orders the set of components {Vi,...,V;} according to the ordering “<”
defined on A?an for ¢ € [t], and it orders the component V; according to a labeling in A;p;.
More formally, we define Aypy = {\y € Label(U) | Ay|y € Label(V') and 3A; € Aypy... 3\ €
AipIkr,. ..k € NVi g e [t],v eV i AP0 < Afﬂn = k; < kj and A\y(v,i) = \i(v) + ki - |V}
We define a graph G = (U, E') which identifies the vertices in V' with their corresponding copies
in V; for all i € [t]. More formally, we define E = {(v,(v,7)) | v € V, (v,4) € V;,i € [t]} € U
We compute Oy 1y = CLgraph (F, Aypy) using Theorem Bl We claim that the labeling coset
Ap:= (Oy1y)[V] induced on V defines a canonical labeling for J.

(CL1.) Assume we have J¥ instead of J as an input. We have to show that the algorithm outputs
¢ Ap instead of Ap. The group A?an does not depend on ¢ since p; 1 A;p; = (071 p;) LT Aip;.
By construction, we obtain w&lAUpU,E*"U instead of Aypy, E where ¢y is a bijection with
wulv = ¢. By (CL1) of CLgraph, We obtain ¢ 'Oy Ty instead of Oy7y. Finally, we obtain
(piOuT)[V?] = ¢ ' Ap instead of Ap.

(CL2.) We have to show that A = (Aut(E) n Ay)|y = Aut(J). The inclusion Aut(J) ¢ A fol-
lows from (CL1) of this reduction. We thus need to show the reversed inclusion (Aut(E) n
Ap)lv € Aut(J). So let oy € Aut(E) n Ay. Since oy € Ay, it follows that there are
AMyooy Ay Ay A and k... ke kY.L k) € Nosuch that for all ¢ € [¢], (v,i) € V; it holds
that oy (v, 1) = ()\;71()\1'(@) +ki - [V =k} |V]),7) for some j € [t]. It must hold that k; = k} and
therefore oy (v,i) = (A;_l(Ai(v)),j). In particular, j € [t] only depends on the choice of i € [t]
(and not on the choice of v € V;). Therefore, there is a ¥ € Sym(¢) such that for all (v,i) € U it
holds that oy (v,7) = (w,(i)) for some w € V. Since oy € Aut(E), it follows that for all 7 € [¢]
there are )‘2 € Azpz = piAiCan and )\w(z) € Aw(l)pw(l) = p¢(l)Ai?3 such that O'U|V = )\1)\@%@) Since
Afan = Ai?ln) this is equivalent to (oy|y) 1 Asp; = AyiyPy(iy- This implies oyly € Aut(J). O
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