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Abstract

We consider integer programs (IPs) whose constraint matrix has a special block structure.
More precisely, we consider IP: min{f(x) : Heomx = b,1 < x < u,x € Z!5+t"4} in which the
objective function f is separable convex and the constraint matrix H..y is composed of small
submatrices A4;, B, C, D; such that the first row of Heop, is (C, D1, Da, ..., Dy,), the first column
of Heom is (C, B, B,...,B)", the main diagonal of Heop, is (C, Ay, As, ..., A,), and the rest
entries are 0. Furthermore, the rank of submatrix B is 1.

We study fixed parameter tractable (FPT) algorithms by taking as parameters the number
of rows and columns of small submatrices, together with the largest absolute value over their
entries.

We call the IP studied (almost) combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. It generalizes the generalized
n-fold IP and is meanwhile a special case of the generalized 4-block n-fold IP. In the literature,
existing FPT algorithms for block-structured IP rely on bounding the £1- or £.-norm of elements
of the Graver basis. The existence of FPT algorithms for 4-block n-fold IP is a major open
problem and Chen et al. [ESA 2020] showed that the {o-norm of the Graver basis elements of
4-block n-fold TP is Q(n). This motivates us to study special cases of the generalized 4-block
n-fold IP to find structural insights.

We show that, the {.-norm of the Graver basis elements of combinatorial 4-block n-fold
IP is also Q(n). However, there exists some FPT-value A such that for any nonzero element
g € {x: HeomXx = 0}, A\g can always be decomposed into Graver basis elements in the same
orthant whose £-norm is FPT-bounded (while g itself might not admit such a decomposition).
This seems to exhibit an “intermediate” phenomenon. Based on this, we are able to bound the
{so-norm of Graver basis elements for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP by Oppr(n) and develop
an OFPT(n4i/2)—time algorithm (here the O pr hides a multiplicative FPT-term, and L denotes
the logarithm of the largest number occurring in the input).

As applications, we show that combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP can be used to model
important generalizations of the classical scheduling problems, including scheduling with
rejection and bicriteria scheduling, which implies that our FPT algorithm establishes a general
framework to settle the classical scheduling problems.
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1 Introduction

Integer programs (IPs) whose constraint matrix has a special block structure have received a con-
siderable attention in recent years. As an important subclass of the general IP, it finds applications
in a variety of optimization problems including scheduling [7, 24} 28], routing [7], stochastic integer
multi-commodity flows [18], stochastic programming with second-order dominance constraints [15],
etc.

First, we consider a block-structured IP as follows:

(IP)n by, : min{f(x): Homx=b,1<x<u,x€ ZtB+”tA}, (1)

where f : RfB+74 4 R is a separable convex function, and Heoy, consists of small submatrices A;,
B, C and D, as follows:

C D Dy --- D, C Dy Dy --- D,
B A O 0 By A O 0

Hcom = B 0 Ag 0 , H = B2 0 A2 0 . (2)
B 0 0 A, B, 0 0 A,

Here, A;’s (or B or C or D;’s, resp.) are s4 X t4 (or sg X tp or s¢ X t¢ or sp X tp, resp.) matrices,
and furthermore, the rank of matrix B is 1.

Note that when C = B = 0, the above problem reduces to the generalized n-fold IP. In the
meantime, IP is a special case of the generalized 4-block n-fold IP [19] where the constraint
matrix H consists of submatrices A;, B;, C and D; as Eq . It is worth mentioning that the
overall structure of H implies that s = sp, s4 = s, tg =tc and t4 = tp.

Let A be the largest absolute value among all the entries of A;, B,C and D;. The goal of this
paper is to study FPT algorithms for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP by taking A, s, sB, Sc, Sp
and t4,tp,tc,tp as parameters, i.e., we aim for an algorithm that runs polynomially in n.

When sg = sp = 1, we call IP combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP (and Heom combinatorial
4-block n-fold matriz) as it generalizes the combinatorial n-fold IP studied in [28] (combinatorial
n-fold IP can be viewed as a special case where C'= B = 0 and all the entries of A;’s are 1).

To be consistently, when the rank of matrix B is 1, IP is called almost combinatorial 4-block
n-fold IP. To tackle this problem, first we are focused on combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP while
sg = s4 = 1. Then we show that all results achieved remain true for almost combinatorial 4-block
n-fold IP.

There are two facts that make (almost) combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP an interesting subclass
of the general block-structured IP.

From an application point of view, combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP generalizes combinatorial
n-fold TP and thus offers a stronger tool for optimization problems. In particular, Knop and
Koutecky [27] modeled parallel machine scheduling problems R||Ciax and R|| )", wC; as n-fold
IPs and developed FPT algorithms (parameters include the largest job processing time, different
types of machines and different types of jobs). Utilizing combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP, we are able
to model a broader class of scheduling problems and derive similar FPT algorithms. Specifically,
we consider two generalizations of the classical scheduling model. One is the bicriteria scheduling
problem R||0Cax + Y, weCy, which considers the combination of two common scheduling objec-
tives. The other is the scheduling problem with job rejection R||Cpax + E, where jobs can be
rejected at a certain cost and the goal is to minimize the scheduling cost plus the total rejection



cost. The reader may refer to Section [f| for the precise definitions of the two problems and the
corresponding FPT algorithms.

From a theoretical point of view, combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP exhibits an interesting “in-
termediate” phenomenon in its Graver basis (see Section [2| for the definition). As we will provide
more details later in the related work, FPT algorithms have been developed for several special cases
of the generalized 4-block n-fold IP (see, e.g., [4, O 20, 24, 29]). All of these algorithms rely on
the fact that the fo-norm (or even ¢;-norm) of the Graver basis elements for these special cases
are bounded by some FPT-value. Unfortunately, Chen et al. [6] showed very recently that the
lso-norm of Graver basis elements for 4-block n-fold IP is ©(n). It thus becomes a challenging
problem that without the boundedness of /,,-norm, what other properties can we expect from the
Graver basis elements which may lead to an FPT algorithm? In this paper, we observe an inter-
esting phenomenon: On the one hand, the /,,-norm of the Graver basis elements for combinatorial
4-block n-fold IP is still Q(n) even if sp = 1 (see Theorem [3). On the other hand, Graver basis
elements whose £,,-norm is bounded by some FPT-value seem to be strong enough for the purpose
of decomposition. More precisely, we have the following Theorem [I} which states that for some
fixed A and any g € kerz(Hcom ), Ag can always be decomposed into the summation of Graver basis

elements with £,.-norm bounded by some FPT-value. Interestingly, this A only depends on tp and
A.

Theorem 1. Let Heom be a combinatorial 4-block n-fold matriz. Then there exists a positive integer
O(t% log(tgA))

2 < 2% (which is only dependent on tp and A) such that for any g € kery(Heom), we
have A\g = gy + g3+ -+ + g, for some p € Z~¢ and g; € kerz(Heom), and furthermore, g; C g
R s o O(t% log A)
and |Jg; oo = 220045 S 0t0 1052227

Here the upper bounds for A and ||g;||o’s are triply exponential in the parameters.

Utilizing Theorem |1, we are able to show that [|g||lcc = Oppr(n) for any Graver basis element
g, and develop an algorithm of running time Oppp(n*L?) for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP,
where Oppr hides a multiplicative factor that only depends on A, s4, sg, sc, Sp,ta,tB,tc,tp, and
L denotes the logarithm of the largest number occurring in the input. The special feature implied
by Theorem [1| as well as our techniques may be of separate interest for a broader class of IPs.

Remark. Theorem (1| and our FPT algorithm for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP remain true for
almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Such a generalization allows submatrices A;’s to contain
multiple rows subject to that these rows are “local constraints”. It is, however, not clear whether
Theorem still holds if we allow the n submatrices B € Z'*'B to be different.

Related work. The existence of FPT algorithms for the generalized 4-block n-fold IP (where
the constraint matrix is given by H in Eq ) remains as one major open problem in the area of
integer programming. However, important progress has been achieved in recent years on its special
cases. In particular, extensive research has been carried out on three fundamental subclasses —
4-block n-fold IP, the generalized n-fold IP and the generalized two-stage stochastic IP.

When A; = A, B; = B and D; = D, the generalized 4-block n-fold reduces to 4-block n-fold IP,
which has been studied before mainly by Hemmecke et al. [19] and Chen et al. [6]. In particular,
Chen et al. [6] showed that the infinity norm of Graver basis elements for such 4-block n-fold
IP is bounded by min{n®(4) n®n)} and developed a min{n®its) pOpte)} time algorithm.
Consequently, their results do not yield FPT algorithms for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Very
recently Chen et al. [5] studied 4-block n-fold IP when A is not part of the parameters, and proved



that when t4 = s4 + 1 and rank(A) = s4, 4-block n-fold IP can be solved in (t4 + tB)O(tA+tB) .
nOU) . poly(log A) time.

When C' = B; = 0 for all 4, the generalized 4-block n-fold TP reduces to the generalized n-fold
IP, and we denote the constraint matrix as H* %4, This IP was initialized by De Loera et al. [11].
In 2013, Hemmecke et al. [20] developed the first FPT algorithm. Later on, a series of researches
have been carried out to further improve its running time [3, O 12, [13], 24, 25]. Most recently,
Cslovjecsek et al. [9] presented an algorithm of running time 29450 (55 4 A)O($aF545D) (g 4)1He(D)
for the generalized n-fold IP.

When C = D; = 0 for all 4, the generalized 4-block n-fold IP reduces to the generalized two-
stage stochastic IP, and we denote the constraint matrix as H'Wosta¢  This IP was first studied by
Hemmecke and Schultz [21] and Aschenbrenner and Hemmecke [4]. Their result was improved by in
a series of subsequent papers [13, 23] 26, 29]. The current best-known algorithm for the generalized
two-stage stochastic IP runs doubly exponential in the parameters A, s4,tp by Klein [26].

2 Notations and Preliminaries

Notations. We write column vectors in boldface, e.g., x,y, and their entries in normal font,
e.g., 5,y If x € Z4 and y € Z%, then we abuse the notation by using (x,y) to denote a column
vector in Z41+92, Recall that a solution x for 4-block n-fold IP is a (tp + nt 4)-dimensional column
vector, and we write it into n + 1 bricks, such that x = (x°,x!,--- ,x") where x* € Z!8 and each
xt € 7!, 1 < i < n. We call X’ the i-th brick for 0 < i < n. For a vector or a matrix, we write || || oo
to denote the maximal absolute value of its elements. For two vectors x,y of the same dimension,
x -y denotes their inner product. We use [i] to represent the set of integers {1,2,--- ,i}, and [i : j]
for {i,i+1,---,j} where i < j.

Two vectors x and y are called sign-compatible if x; - y; > 0 holds for every pair of coordinates
(zi,yi). Recall the matrix Heom in Eq (2). We denote by H%0M the submatrix obtained from
Heom by removing the first column (C, B, B,---,B)", and HEYOS™8e the submatrix obtained by
removing the first row (C, Dy, -+, Dy).

Throughout this paper, we use Opppr(1l) to represent a parameter that depends only on
A,s4,88,80,8D,tA,tB, tc,tp where A is the maximal absolute value among all the entries of
A, Bi, C, D;. In other words, Oppr(1) is only dependent on the small matrices A;, B;, C, D; and is
independent of n. For any computable function g(z), we write Oppr(g) to represent a computable
function ¢’(x) such that |¢'(z)| < Oppr(1) - |g(z)].

Graver basis. We define C to be the conformal order in R? such that x C y if x and y
are sign-compatible and |x;| < |y;| for each i = 1,...,d. Given any subset X C R? we say x is a
C-minimal element of X if x € X and there does not exist y € X,y # x such that y C x. It is
known that every subset of Z? has finitely many C-minimal elements.

Then the Graver basis ([16]) of an integer matrix A is defined the finite set G(.A), which consists

of all C-minimal elements of kerz(.A)\{0}, where kerz(A) = {x € ZN\AX = 0}.

Graver-best augmentation. Consider a general IP
min{ f(x) : Ax =b,1 <x < u,x € 29}, (3)

We call x a feasible solution if Ax = b and 1 < x < u. Given a feasible solution x to IP (3], we
call g a feasible step if x + g is feasible for the IP. Furthermore, if f(x + g) < f(x), a feasible step
g is called augmenting. An augmenting step g and a step length p € Z form an x-feasible step pair



with respect to a feasible solution x if 1 < x + pg < u. An augmenting step h with py € Z is a
Graver-best step for x if f(x + poh) < f(x + pg) for all x-feasible step pairs (g, p) € G(A) x Z.

The Graver-best augmentation procedure for an IP and a given feasible solution xg work as
follows:

1. If there is no Graver-best step for xq, return it as optimal.

2. If a Graver-best step (h, p) for xq exists, set x¢ := xo + ph and go to 1.

The following Lemma [I] tells us that it is sufficient to focus all our attention on finding Graver-
best steps.

Lemma 1 ([10], implicit in Theorem 3.4.1). Given a feasible solution xo, and a separable conver

function f, the Graver-best augmentation procedure finds the optimum in at most (2n — 2)log(f)
steps, where f = f(xo) — f(x*) for some integer optimum x*.

Lemma 2 ([31], Lemma 3.2). Every integer vector x # 0 with Ax = 0 is a sign-compatible
sum x = Y. g; of Graver basis elements g; € G(A), with some elements possibly appearing with
repetitions.

Theorem 2 ([26], Theorem 2). Let g be a Graver element of a generalized two-stage stocastic IP
with constraint matriz H™ 58 Then ||g|loo < goo (H™WOS'8%)  where goo (H™O5138) only depends

. O(spts log(sgA))
on sp,tp, A and goo(HTWOstage) < 927 "F B EEETS

By Lemma [2| and Theorem [2) we conclude that for the constraint matrix of a generalized
two-stage stocastic IP, any one basis x satisfying H'™°s'38°x = ( can be decomposed into a
sign-compatible sum of Graver bases; i.e., x = Y .g; where g; € G(H™52) and |[/g;]|cc <
QQO(SBRB log(sBA))‘

The Steinitz Lemma ([17,32]). Let an arbitrary norm be given in R?, and let x1, ..., X, €
R? with ||x;|| < ¢ for i = 1,...,m. If 3" x; = x. Then there is a permutation 7 such that for
each ¢ € {1,...,m} the norm of the partial sum || Zle Xr(i) — %XH < dC.

The above Steinitz Lemma is commonly used to bound the £,-norm of Graver basis elements,
and is also used in our paper. In particular, Lemma [3] follows from the Steinitz Lemma.

Lemma 3 ([6]). Let x1,X2,--+ ,X;, be a sequence of vectors in Z¢ such that x = Y_.* x;, and
IXilloo < . Then the set [m] can be partitioned into m’ subsets T1,To,- - , T,y satisfying that:

;”:'ITj = [m], and for every 1 < j < m/ it holds that ZieTj x; Cx, |Tj| < (cO)® for some constant
c. In particular, if d = 1, then |Tj| < 6¢ + 2 for all j.

When applying combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP to solve optimization problems, we may establish
IPs with the constraint being H.omx < b. The following observation ensures that such a constraint
can be transformed to a standard form Eq without destroying the structure of the constraint
matrix.

Observation 1. Considering the IP min{f(x) : HeomXx < b,1 <x < u,x € Z!'5T4} where Heom
is defined as in and B € ZY*'B | we can make the constraint Heomx < b tight (H! ,x = b)
by adding n(sp + 1) slack variables in total and keep the new constraint matriz Hl,, being in the

form of . Specifically, we write the constraints in as follows:

cx’ + Z Dix' < b (4)
=1
Bx" 4+ A;x' < b, Vi<i<n (5)



For Constraint , notice that there are in fact sp inequalities, and for each inequality, we add n
slack variables. Similarly, since B is a vector, Constraint includes n inequalities, and for each
inequality, we add 1 slack variable. Thus we have the new constraint matriz Hl,, in (0)).

C Dy Dy --- D, C Dy D, --- D
B A 0 0 B A} 0 0

Heom = B 0 A 0 ’ Héom —|B 0 A4 0 , (6)
B 0 0 A, B 0 0 Al

where D) has dimension sp X (ta+ 14 sp) and Al has dimension 1 X (t4 + 1+ sp), and

010 -0
0 0 1 0
/ Dii ., » /
Di: o . R AZ:(A“]_,O,,O)
0 00 1 I
1+SD

3 Structural Results for Combinatorial 4-block n-fold

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [I} based on which in Section 4] we will be able to
bound the ¢s-norm of the Graver basis elements of combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP, and design an
FPT algorithm using the iterative augmentation framework developed in a series of prior research
works (see Graver-best augmentation in Section .

Towards the proof of Theorem (1] we first give an example.

Example. Let Hy be a 4-block n-fold matrix where C = (—-1,-1,-1), D = (5,3), B =
(0,—1,1) and A = (3,4). Let g = (g% g',---,g") such that g = (1,n — 1,n) and g' = (1,—1)
for all i (see the left side of Eq where g is written explicitly). It is not difficult to verify that
Hyg = 0. Moreover, we are able to prove that g is a Graver basis element, thus proving Theorem
(see Appendix for the omitted proof).

Theorem 3. There exists a 4-block n-fold IP where sg = sp = 1 such that ||g||lecc = Q(n) for some
Graver basis element g.

Despite that the g constructed in the proof cannot be decomposed into “thin” kernel elements in
the same orthant, we observe that, interestingly, by multiplying g with some small value (bounded
by Orpr(1)), such a decomposition follows. More precisely, we have the following.



—_
=}
=)
=)
=)
—
—_

n—1 0 11 11 11 0
n 11 11 11 11 0
1 8 0
—1 -5 —6 0 0 0
1 3 0 8 : 0
11 x -1 =l_5{*Tlo|lt|=6]T T O 1 0 (7)
: : 0 0
1 3 0 0 8 0
1 5 0 6 0
1 7 0 0 0 4
1 8 0 0 0 —3

Notice that there are in total n + 1 vectors on the right side of Eq and let them be
81,82, " ,8n+1: Among g;’s the first vector g; = (0,0,11,3,-5,---,3,-5,7,—8) consists of
g? = (0,0,11), n — 1 copies of g{ = (3,—5) and one copy of gf = (7,—8). Each of g, to g,
consists of (0,11,11), one copy of (8, —=6) and 0’s. And the last vector g, ,; consists of (11,0,0),
one copy of (4,—3) and 0’s. It is easy to verify that g; C 11g and Hog; = 0.

A high level overview on the proof of Theorem Recall that H.o is a combination
of two submatrices, the first row (C,Dy,---,D,) and a two-stage stochastic matrix Hege 5.
Therefore, any g € kery(Hcom) also satisfies that g € kery (H(E;Vr?{stage), and by Theorem [2| for any
A € Zso we have \g = Zle ¢; where [|€j]lo = Orpr(1), & T Ag and &; € kerg(Heom ).
Note that (C,Dy,---,Dy)€; is not necessarily 0 and hence &;’s may not belong to kerz(Hcom).
To show Ag can be decomposed into sign-compatible elements of kery(Hcom) with bounded -
norm, it suffices to show that if L (and consequently [|Ag||oo) is too huge, then there exists some
n € kery(Heom) such that n C Ag and ||n||cc = Orppr(1). Afterwards, we proceed to decompose
Ag—n. A natural idea to construct such an 7 is to select a subset S with an Oppr(1) number of §;’s
such that (C, Dy, Do, -+, Dy) ZjeS &; = 0. Unfortunately, the cardinality of S needs to be €(n)
to make (C,D1,Da,-+,Dyp) > cq€&; = 0 observed by Chen et al. [6]. To bypass this obstacle, n
needs to be constructed in a way more “flexible” than a direct summation of £;’s. Thus, we try to
enable a “cross-position” construction, that is, we will allow each brick 1’ to consist of bricks from

u +£§22 where i1, 79 may be different from ¢. This will cause a

different positions of &;’s, e.g., n' = 5]'1
critical problem. Suppose ¢ = E;ll + 5322 and ' = E’;z + 5;-1 , then how should we set the value of n°
to ensure that Bn® 4+ A;n" = 0?7 We observe that, if the decomposition A\g = Zle & satisfies that
BS? equals the same value for all j (called the uniform condition), and additionally if it holds that
A; = A;, = A;, and Ay = A;, = A;,, then by setting n® = ?1 —1—592 (or equivalently, n° = ?3 —1—594)
we have Bn® + A;n' = B.’E?1 + Ailééll + BE?Q + A1-2£;22 = 0, and similarly Bn® + Ayn’ = 0. That
means, “cross-position” construction is possible if the uniform condition is met. Unfortunately,
the uniform condition is not necessarily true. Only for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP and some
suitably chosen A\ = Oppr(1) we can guarantee the uniform condition (nevertheless, our proof
remains true for almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP, as we discuss at the end of Section [3.2])
With the uniform condition, the construction of n still has two major challenges. One is that n
must satisfy (C, Dy, -+, D,)n = 0. We will generalize the Steinitz Lemma to a “colorful” variant
to handle it (see Lemma. The other challenge is more fundamental and is due to “cross-position”



construction itself. Say, e.g., n' = Eﬁ + {g While we know 5;11 C Ag® given that &;, C Ag, it is
not necessary that 5;11 C Ag’. How can we select the right bricks so that n° C Ag’ for all i? Indeed,
is it even possible or not? Towards this, our rough idea is as follows: we consider every coordinate
of \g’. If one coordinate is sufficiently large (larger than some threshold ¢ = Orpr(1)), then the
summation of any Oppr(1) bricks &;’s should never exceed it. Otherwise, n' C Mg’ may be violated
and this coordinate becomes critical. We will introduce a hierarchy over Ag'’s depending on each
of its coordinate being critical or not, and the “cross-position” construction will only be carried
out for positions (e.g., i1 and i in n° = 5;11 + 5;22) in the same level under the hierarchy. We will
show that, by doing so, if ||Ag|lo is sufficiently large, then 7 T Ag can be guaranteed through a
counting argument.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem Towards this, we first
introduce some concepts.

Consider the generalized 4-block n-fold IP with constraint matrix H and let g € kery(H) be
an arbitrary kernel element. A decomposition g = Z;V: 1 M; is called uniform, if for all j it holds
thatn; C g, H tWO‘Stagenj = 0, and moreover, there is some fixed q € Z*B, q # 0, such that for any
J €[N,

Bm? =0,Yi € [n] or Bmg =q,Vi € [n]. (8)

That is, for all ¢ and 7, Bm? may only take two possible values. For each j, Bm? must be the same
for all 7. We say n; is tier-0 if Bm? =0, and n; is tier-1 if Bm? = q. Consequently, Amé =0 for
all 7 or Ajn’ = —q for all 7.

In case of combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP, B; = B and sp = 1, and hence Eq is simplified
such that Bn? is either 0 or ¢ for all j.

Consider an arbitrary g € kerz(H) that admits a uniform decomposition g = Zjvzl 7n; such that
17;loc < Tmax- As each 7 is either tier-0 or tier-1, we denote by Ny (or N1) the number of tier-0
(or tier-1) vectors among 7; to 75. We say that the decomposition is w-balanced if Ny < wiVy,
and exact w-balanced if the equality holds. In particular, we define that 0 admits an w-balanced
uniform decomposition.

Lemma 4. For any g € kerz(H), if g admits a uniform decomposition g = Z;VZ1 n; where ||7;]lc <
Nmax, then there exists g € kerz(H) such that g C g, B;(g° — g%) = 0 for all i € [n], and g admits
an w-balanced uniform decomposition for w < (AtDﬁmaX)O(S?D). Moreover, if g — g # 0, then we
have g — g = g1 + gy + -+ + g, for some p € Z and g; € kerz(H), and furthermore, g; C g —g
and ngHoo < (AtDﬁmaX)o(SQD)-

Remark. If g° = 0, then Lemma @ holds for g = 0.

It suffices to focus on a balanced uniform decomposition. Further notice that if 1, is tier-1 and
7, is tier-0, then 1, + n;, is tier-1. Hence, we have the following.

Lemma 5. Ifg = Zé\ll 7; is an w-balanced uniform decomposition where fmax = MaxX [y 172100
then g admits a uniform decomposition g = Zj\le n; such that every m; is tier-1, and Nmax =
maxX;e[N] H'r]jHoo < Whmax-

We will prove the following Lemma [6] in Section Then we show the existence of such
decomposition for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP, thus concluding Theorem [I] in Section



Lemma 6. Suppose g € kerz(H) admits a uniform decomposition g = Z;\le n; such that ||n;]le <

Nmax, and every m; is tier-1. There exists T = (AnmaX)AO(SAtA+sDtD) such that if ||g||cc > T, then
there[ e?ists n € kerz(H) such that n C g and ||n]|ec < 7, and furthermore, n° = >jes 775J for some
S C[N].

3.1 Proof of Lemma
3.1.1 A hierarchical structure over bricks of g

As we describe in the overview, we will construct 7 in Lemma |§| from the bricks né’s via “cross-
position” construction. For each n’, there will be some restrictions regarding which brick 17;/ can
be used, indicated by the hierarchical structure we introduce in the following.

We first observe that as A;’s and D;’s are small submatrices with the largest coefficient bounded
by A, there are in total at most AC(atatsptp) different kinds of A;’s and D;’s, and hence p <
AOGatatsptn) — Oppp(1) different pairs of (A;, D;). By re-indexing, we may divide [n] into ¢
subsets as [n] = J;_,[rk—1 + 1 : rg] where 0 =19 <7y <ry <--- <r, =nsuch that (4;, D;)’s are
identical for every i € [rp—1 + 1 : rg]. Let Ip = {0} and Iy = [rx—1 + 1 : rg]. For simplicity we let
Dy, = Do = C, then (C, D1, D2, -+, Dp)n; = 2200 > ier, Do)y

We define type and subtype for integer vectors. Let o be some sufficiently large value (it suffices
to take o = (Anmax)AO(sAtA“DtD) as we will explain later). We classify each integer x into one of
the five types:

e 0,if x =0,

e close-positive, if 1 <z < o,

o faraway-positive, if z > o,

e close-negative, if —o <z < —1, and
e faraway-negative, if x < —0o.

We can further classify all integers into 20 + 3 subtypes by sub-dividing the type close-positive
(or close-negative) into o categories, that is, x is called of subtype-z if —o0 <z < 0.

We now extend the definitions of types and subtypes to vectors. All d-dimensional vectors can
be classified into 5% types (or (20 4 3)? subtypes) such that two vectors x and y belong to the same
type (or subtype) as a vector if and only if for every 1 < ¢ < d, the ¢-th coordinate of x and y have
the same type (or subtype) as an integer.

Now we classify the indices 0 < i < n based on g as follows:

e Megazone. Each I, 0 < k < ¢ is called a megazone. There are ¢ + 1 = AO(satatsptp)
megazones.

e Zone. A megazone is sub-divided into zones such that indices 7,4 belong to the same zone if
and only if they belong to the same megazone and g’ and gi/ have the same type. There are
at most 1 + 54 = AOGatatsotp) (different zones. For 0 < v < 5tap, let B, € Z>o be the
number of indices belonging to zone-v.

e Subzone. A zone is sub-divided into subzones so that indices 4,7 belong to the same subzone
if and only if they belong to the same zone and g’ and gi/ have the same subtype. There are
at most (20 + 3)4 - (1 + 5'4¢) subzones. For 0 < ¢ < (20 + 3)!4(1 + 5t4p) — 1, let v, € Z>o
be the number of indices belonging to subzone-¢.



e Slot. Every index 0 < i < n is called a slot. There are n + 1 slots.

Figure [1] in Appendix illustrates the relationships among megazones, zones and subzones.
It is remarkable that the number of zones, 1 + 5'4¢, is independent of the value of 0. ¢ only
comes into play at subzone level, which is crucial to our proof. Further, note that megazone-0 only
contains one zone, and this zone contains one subzone, and this subzone contains one slot, which
is slot-0. For simplicity, we let slot-0 be in subzone-0 and zone-0.

For ease of description, we will take a viewpoint of the Scheduling problem. We view each brick
17;'» as a job and there are N(n + 1) jobs. We assume there are n + 1 machines (from machine 0 to
machine n), and think of each job 77;- as a job originally scheduled on machine ¢. Machines can be
divided into megazones, zones and subzones based on their indices. A job (brick) that is originally
scheduled on a machine in megazone-k (or zone-v or subzone-t¢, resp.) is called a megazone-k (or
zone-v or subzone-¢, resp.) job (brick). We add up jobs on each machine just like adding up vectors,
whereas the load of machine i in the original schedule is g'.

Constructing a new vector n C g is like rescheduling jobs. That is, we remove jobs from
machines in the original schedule, and then select and re-assign a subset of suitable jobs to machines.
By doing so, we obtain a partial schedule. The load of machine ¢ in the partial schedule, which is
the summation of jobs assigned to it, will be 5°. We will take g’ as the capacity of machine 4. If
the summation of several jobs equals x T g’, then we say the jobs fit machine 1.

To prove Lemma @ we need to construct a partial schedule 1 such that (i) n =0,
(ii) (C,D1,--+ ,Dp)n =0 and (iii) n C g. In the following Subsection Subsection and
Subsection [3.1.4], we will identify the conditions for the partial schedule to satisfy each property
respectively, and finalize the proof of Lemma [6] in Subsection 3.1.5

Htwo—st age

3.1.2 Selecting jobs to satisfy property (i) - H'Wostagey = 0

Recall that A;’s are the same for ¢ in each megazone (and hence in each zone). For v > 1, let
machine ¢ be an arbitrary zone-v machine and 77;"/1 be an arbitrary zone-v job. Then Am}ll =—q

by the definition in Eq . If we put one zone-v job n?l on machine ¢ and meanwhile put one

zone-0 job 17?2 on machine 0, then it holds that Bm?-2 + Amg1 = 0. Hence, we have the following
observation.

Observation 2. Let h be an arbitrary non-negative integer. Let n = (n°,n',--- ™) be a partial
schedule where we assign arbitrary h jobs in zone-v to each zone-v machine (i.e., for every i in
zone-v, n' is the summation of h zone-v jobs). Then H™Wostagen — Q.

3.1.3 Selecting jobs to satisfy property (ii) - (C,Dy,---,D,)n =0

Recall that Dy = C and (Dg, D1,---,Dy) Zjvzl n; = 0, which is a long sequence of addition
consisting of (n+1) N summands. We are interested in a subsequence whose sum is 0 and meanwhile
respects Observation 2| that is, we want to select exactly hf3, jobs from zone-v such that their sum
(after multiplying corresponding D;’s) is 0 (while recall that there are exactly (3, zone-v machines).
Towards this, we first prove the following lemma, which gives a “colorful” version of the Steinitz

Lemma.

Lemma 7. Let xy,...,X) € Z% be a sequence of vectors such that ||X;||cec < ¢ for some ¢ > 1
and every i =1,..., M. Furthermore, there are u colors, and each vector X; is associated with one
color. There are in total aym vectors of color j where aj,m € Z~o and Z;L:l aj = o, M = am.

Supposing that Zf\il x; = 0 and M is sufficiently large (i.e., M > (2d¢+2u¢ + 1) a+a+d+p),



then among x1,--- , Xy we can find a;m vectors of each color j such that their summation is 0,
and m < (2d¢ 4 2u + 1)THH,

By the Steinitz Lemma, it is easy to see the existence of a subset of vectors that add up to O.
Lemmal[7] further indicates that the number of vectors of each color in this subset is proportional to
their number in the whole set of M vectors. Notice that 72 and m are independent with each other.
m may be very large, while m can be bounded by an FPT-value. See the proof in Appendix [A4]

Now we apply Lemmal|7|to the equation (Dgy, D1, -, Dy,) Zjvzl n; = ZZ-’M Dg?’];- = 0 as follows.
If i belongs to some zone-v (which further belongs to some megazone-k), then we take each summand
Dg’l’];'- as a vector in Z*P of color v. Consequently, we have in total 1 + 5l4p = AO(satatsptp)
different colors, and M = (n + 1)N vectors where the number of vectors in each color v is Npj,.
Further notice that HDﬂ?;"Hoo < tpAnmax. Hence, as long as M = (n+ 1)N > p(n + 1) for
R
mf, jobs in zone-v) such that m < (Anmax) , and they sum up to 0. Moreover,
Lemma 7| can be applied iteratively until there are fewer than p(n + 1) jobs left. Our argument
above implies the following.

, we can always find out mf, summands in color v (corresponding to
AO(sata+sptp)

Lemma 8. There exist some m, p = (Anmax)AmsAtA“DtD) such that if N > p, then all the (n+1)N
jobs (bricks) can be divided into L%J +1:=1 + 1 groups such that
o FExcept the last group, each group consists of B,m zone-v jobs for all v.
e The last group consists of B,m’ zone-v jobs where m’ < p+m.
o If we evenly distribute jobs in every group to machines such that a zone-v machine is as-
signed m jobs (or m' jobs if it is the last group), then the partial schedule n satisfies that
(C, Dy, , Dy)n = 0.

Remark. Note that the number of zones, and thus m,p,, are all independent of o. We pick
o > (p + m)Nmax which guarantees that when we evenly distribute jobs in each group to machines,
the infinity norm of their sum never exceeds o.

Notice that since we assign the same number of zone-v jobs to zone-v machines, by Observation 2]
the partial schedule 77 in Lemma, [8| also satisfies that H"™°st3¢y = 0, and hence Hn = 0.

3.1.4 Selecting jobs to satisfy property (iii) - nC g

According to Lemma [8] by evenly distributing jobs to machines in each zone, every group of jobs
induces a partial schedule . We show in this subsection that if there are sufficiently many groups,
then there must be a group which induces n C g. For simplicity we ignore the last group and focus
on remaining groups.

We first briefly argue why evenly distributing jobs to machines in each zone in an arbitrary way
may generate a partial schedule that is Z g. Note that when we apply Lemma[7] to divide jobs into
groups, we can only guarantee there are $,m jobs from each zone-v (and hence every machine in
zone-v can get exactly m jobs in zone-v), but we cannot guarantee there are v,m jobs from each
subzone-t. Hence, when we evenly distribute jobs, some machine in subzone-t; may get jobs from
subzone-to. As the subtypes of g*' and g*? are different, a job that fits a subzone-to machine does
not necessarily fit a subzone-t; machine.

Note that megazone-0 only contains one zone (and one subzone). Thus all megazone-0 jobs
(and thus megazone-0 jobs in each group), fit machine 0. From now on we only consider machine 1
to machine n, and only consider groups of jobs which are not the last group.

Consider machines and jobs in each zone-v. Since in each zone g’’s have the same type, we
know if some coordinate, say, the h-th coordinate of g’ is 0, then the h-th coordinate of any zone-v
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job is also 0. Recall that we have set o > (m + p)nmax to be sufficiently large such that if we add
any m jobs, the absolute value of each coordinate of the sum is no more than ¢. Hence, when we
distribute jobs to machines in each zone-v, if the sum of m jobs does not fit machine i (i.e., [Z g°),
then the violation must occur at some coordinate of g which is close-positive or close-negative (i.e.,
with a value in [1,0] U [0, —1]). We call all close-positive or close-negative coordinates of each g'
as critical coordinates. Recall that g'’s in the same zone share the same type, and hence the same
critical coordinates. Let CI, = {hY,hY,--- »hie Iul} be the set of critical coordinates for zone-v,
that is, for any ¢ in zone-v, the hY-th coordinate of g* falls in [1,0] U [0, —1].

We consider the hj-th coordinate of every job in zone-v. We say a job is good if its hj-th
coordinate is 0 for all 1 < ¢ < |C1,|, and is bad otherwise (i.e., its hj-th coordinate is nonzero for
some /). It is clear that good jobs never cause trouble in the sense that any m good jobs in zone-v
fit a zone-v machine. It suffices to consider the scheduling of bad jobs.

Recall there are +, slots (and hence 7y, machines) in each subzone-.. We say a group is bad in
subzone-¢ if it contains more than ~, bad jobs in subzone-t¢, and is good if it is not a bad group in
any subzone. We have the following lemmas regarding good and bad groups.

Lemma 9. If a group is good and is not the last group in Lemmal8, then there is an assignment of
jobs to machines such that the partial schedule m satisfies that Hn = 0, |||l < MNmax and n C g.

Proof. Notice that a good group does not necessarily contain exactly m~, jobs in each subzone-¢,
but it contains no more than -, bad jobs in each subzone-.. Hence, we reschedule jobs to obtain
a partial schedule such that every machine in subzone-¢ is assigned 1 or 0 bad job in subzone-¢,
together with m — 1 or m good jobs in zone-v (that contains subzone-¢). We claim that, this partial
schedule 7 satisfies Lemmal(9] First, by Lemmalg] jobs in every zone-v is evenly distributed among
machines in zone-v, and hence Hn = 0. Next, by the definition, a subzone-. job is originally
scheduled on a subzone-t machine, and hence in the rescheduling it either stays at the original
machine or moves to another subzone-t machine. By the definition of a subzone all machines in
subzone-: share the same value on critical coordinates. This means, a single bad job in subzone-¢
fits any machine in subzone-c. Recall that the critical coordinate of a good job always has value 0,
so m good jobs, or a bad job with m — 1 good jobs fit any machine in subzone-.. Hence, n C g. [

In the meantime, there are not too many bad groups as implied by the following lemma.
Lemma 10. The total number of bad groups is bounded by (20 + 3)*A(1 + 54p)at 4.

Proof. Consider any slot ¢ in a subzone-v contained in zone-v, and there are |CI,| critical coordi-
nates. Let g' = (g'[1],8'[2], -+ ,&'[t4]). Recall there are ~, slots (indices) in subzone-t. Consider
the summation of absolute value over critical coordinates of g’s in each subzone-i, we have

> N gl < ICLlov < ot

i€subzone—t heC1I,

Note that every bad job in subzone-¢ lies in the same orthant with nonzero value at some critical
coordinate, and must thus contribute at least 1 to the above value. Recall that a bad group must
be bad in at least one subzone, and any bad group in subzone-t contains more than 7, bad jobs in
subzone-t. Hence, a bad group in subzone-¢ contributes at least -, in total, which implies that there
can be at most ot4 bad groups in subzone-i. Given that there are (20 + 3)!4(1 + 5'4¢) subzones,
there can be at most (20 + 3)!4(1 + 5'4¢)ot4 bad groups, and Lemma [10| is proved. O

11



3.1.5 Finalizing the proof of Lemma [6]

By Lemma |8 except the last group, there are v = LMJ groups, where each group is either bad

m

or good. By Lemma m there are at most (20 + 3)'4 (1 + 5'4¢)ota = (Afmax)®" A7) bad
groups. Hence if % > (20 +3)tA(1 +5%¢)ot 4 + 1, there will be at least one good group, and by
Lemma [9]it induces some 7 such that n C g, [|[1]|oc < mnmax < 7 and Hn = 0. Further notice that
only zone-0 jobs will be put on machine 0, and thus n° is the summation of some n?’s. Therefore

Lemma [6] is proved.

3.2 Proof of Theorem [1]

Now we are ready to prove Theorem Consider an arbitrary g € kerg(Heom). As g €
kerz(Heom ™8%), there exists a decomposition g = >; & where §; € kerz (Heom " 8%), 1€;]l00 =
Oppr(1) and §; C g. But when can we guarantee that this can lead to a uniform decomposition?
We observe that BE?’S are integers when sp = 1, and ng + Ai£§- = 0. If we aim for a uniform
decomposition by merging &;’s, then the question becomes whether we can partition £;’s into dif-
ferent groups such that BE?’S within each group sum up to the same value (bounded by Oppr(1)).

An even partition does not need to exist, but we have the following sufficient condition.

Lemma 11. Let x1,29, - ,Zm € Z and ( € Z~q be integers such that |x;| < ( for i € [m] and
Yot xi = x. If x is a multiple of (6¢% +2¢ + 1)!, then the m integers can be partitioned into m’'
subsets Ty, Ty, -+ , Ty such that UZL:/l T}, = [m], and for all k € [m'] it holds that |T;| < 20”1080
>ier, i € {0,sgn(x) - (6¢2 + 2¢ + 1)!} where sgn denotes the standard sign function such that
sgn(z) =1 if x > 0, sgn(z) = —1 if £ < 0, and sgn(zx) =0 if x = 0.

With Lemma [T1], we are able to prove the following.

Lemma 12. Let g € kery(Hcom). Let

2
O(t% log A) 2o(zQB log A)

A= (603 + 20 + 1)1 = 2% , where Ag := At pgoc(HIS™ %) = 2
If Bg® is a multiple of \, then g admits a uniform decomposition g = Z;VZI n; such that ||n;lle <
O(t% log A)

22* . Purthermore, BTI? 1s a multiple of \ for all j.

Now we are ready to prove our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem [l Consider any g € kerz(Heom). Clearly B(Ag®) is a multiple of A, thus by
O(t% log A)
Lemma (12, Ag admits a uniform decomposition Ag = Z;VZI n; where [0l < Nmax = 922 ¥

and every Bng is a multiple of A.

If this decomposition is not w-balanced for w < (At Dnmax)o(s%), then by Lemma [4| we obtain
n C Ag with ||7]|lec < (AtDnmaX)o(SQD), N € kerz(Heom) and B(Ag?—n") = 0. Bn® is a multiple of \.
Otherwise /this decomposition is w-balanced. By Lemma [f] we can obtain a uniform decomposition
g = Z;VZI n; such that max; |0} < wimax and all n’s are tier-1. According to Lemma (6} if
O(t2, log A)
A|glloo > 7 for T = (WA max ¥ , then we are able to

find some 1 C Ag such that Heommn = 0, ||9]|cc = Oppr(1) and n° = >jes 17(; for some S C [N].
As every Bn? is a multiple of A, Bn® is also a multiple of X\. In both cases, we find n C A\g where

)AO(sAtA+sDtD) o 22O(sAtA log A+sptp log A) 92

Bn° is a multiple of \.
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Now consider Ag —n. Obviously A\g —n € kerz(Heom). It is easy to see B(Ag?—n°) is a multiple
of X\. Thus, if ||A\g — n||lcc > 7 we can continue to decompose A\g — m using our argument above.
Observing that s4 = 1, Theorem [I] is proved. ]

Remark. Theorem[]]is also true for almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Now B is not a 1 xtp
matriz, but rather an sg X tg matrix with rank 1. For such a matriz B, we can always transform it
into B, in which the first row is rlT, and all the other rows are 0. It implies that when rank(B) =1,
it is sufficient to consider such a case B = (ry,0,...,0)T, where ry # 0. Then we observe that for
any x € Z'3, Bx = (r1 -x,0,---,0). Hence, our argument in the proof above applies directly, i.e.,
Theor@m holds for almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP (see Appendia:for a formal proof).
In other words, Theorem[d] and our FPT algorithm for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP remain true
for almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Such a generalization allows submatrices A;’s to contain

multiple rows subject to that these rows are “local constraints”.

4 Algorithms

Using Theorem [1, we are able to bound the /o-norm of the Graver basis elements:

Theorem 4. Let g € G(Heom) be a Graver basis element, then ||g|lcc = 9oo(Heom) where
O(tQBlogA)

2O(tA log A+sptp 10gA)_22 o
) §2 -n—OFpT(TL).

goo(Hcom

Utilizing Theorem |4] and the iterative augmentation framework (see Section , we are able to
prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5. Consider combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP with a separable convex objective function
[ mapping Z'51"A to Z. Let P be the set of feasible integral points, and let f := max, yep(f(z) —

O(t% log A) R R R o
f(y)). Then it can be solved in -n*L2log?(f) = Oppr(n*L?log?(f))
time, where L denotes the logarithm of the largest number occurring in the input.

220(tA log A+sptp log A).22

The running time can be improved to (’)FpT(n5+°(1)) if the objective function is linear. See
Appendix for the proof.

5 Applications in Scheduling with High Multiplicity

It has been shown by Knop and Koutecky [27] that the classical scheduling problems R||Cinax
and R|| >, w,Cy can be modeled as n-fold IPs, based on which FPT algorithms can be developed.
However, when we try to model more sophisticated scheduling problems, especially scheduling with
rejection R||Cmax + E or bicriteria scheduling R||0Cmax + Y, weCy, we run into 4-block n-fold IP.
This is because for these problems, Cphax needs to be taken as a variable in the IP, while for R||Cax
we can use binary search on Cpax and hence n-fold IP is sufficient.

We formally describe the scheduling problem. Given are m machines and k different types of
jobs, with Nj jobs of type j. A job of type j has a processing time of pé- € Z>g if it is processed by
machine 1.

For scheduling with rejection R||Cmax + E, every job of type j also has a rejection cost uj. A
job is either processed on one of the machine, or is rejected. The goal is to minimize the makespan
Chnax plus the total rejection cost E.

(1) 220(k2 log pmax) 920 (108 Pmax

)
Theorem 6. R||Cyax + E can be solved in m>*° + |I| time, where |I|

denotes the length of the input.
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More precisely, |I| is bounded by O(kpmax(max{log Nmax,10g umax})) where Npax = max; N;
and Umax = max; u;. One may suspect that the problem can be solved through the generalized
n-fold IP by guessing out the value of Cyax. However, this will require pyax - max; N; enumerations.
See Appendix for a detailed proof of Theorem [6}

For bicriteria scheduling R|[0Cmax + >, weCy, each job £ of type j has a weight w;, and the
goal is to find an assignment of jobs to machines such that 0Cpax + >, weCy is minimized, where
Cy is the completion time of job ¢, and 0 is a fixed input value.

Theorem 7. R||0Cnax + >, wCy can be solved in m4220(k2 tog Pmax) 2718 Pmes)
denotes the length of the input.

|I|* time, where |I|

More precisely, |I| is bounded by O(kpmax(max{log Nmax,10g Wmax})) where Npax = max; N;
Wiax = max; wj. See Appendix [C.2) for a detailed proof of Theorem [7}
For identical machines, k < ppax and we obtain FPT algorithms parameterized by pmax-
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A Omitted contents in Section [3

A.1 Proof of Theorem [3

Theorem |3\ There ezists a 4-block n-fold IP where sp = sp = 1 such that ||g]|cc = 2(n) for some
Graver basis element g.

Proof. Consider the 4-block n-fold IP where its constraint matrix is defined by Hy in which C =
(_15_17_1)7 D = (573)7 B = (07_171) and A = (3a4) Let g = (g0>g17"' ’gn) where gO =
(1,77,— 17“)7 and gl = g2 =...=gh= (17—1)

It is easy to see that ||g|lcc = n. Meanwhile we have the following:

n
Cgo + ngl =(-1,-1,-1)-(L,n—1,n)+(5,3) - (n,—n) =0,
i=1
Bg® + Ag' = (0,—1,1) - (1,n — 1,n) + (3,4) - (1,-1) =0, V1<i<n,
which means that Hyg = 0. In what follows, we prove that g is a Graver basis element, i.e., there

does not exist any non-zero 17 C g such that Hyonp = 0. Towards this, we assume on the contrary
that there exists a vector n C g such that Hynp = 0. Consequently, we have

Cn°+D> n' =0, 9)
=1
B+ An' =0, V1i<i<n. (10)

Let n° = (a,b,c) and n* = (a;,b;). We first make the following claim.
Claim 1. Bn° # 0.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that Bn® = 0. Given that n° = (a;,b;) C (1, —1), we get a; € {0,1}
and b; € {0, —1}. By (10), An' = 3a;+4b; = 0. Consequently, we have a; = b; = 0. Plug n* = (0,0)
into the Eq (9), we get Cn® = 0. That is, (—1,—1,—1)-n" = —a—b—c = 0. Since n° C (1,n—1,n),
we get a,b,c > 0, implying that a = b = ¢ = 0. Hence, n = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus,
Bn® # 0 and the claim follows. O

Recall that a; € {0,1},b; € {0, —1} for every i. It is easy to see that there are three possibilities
regarding the value of Bn®: i) Bn® =4 if a; = 0, b; = —1 for some i. ii) Bp® = —3ifa; =1, b; =0
for some i. iii) Bn® = 1if a; = 1, b; = —1 for some i. Consequently, in each case all a;’s (b;’s) must
take the same value, i.e., there are three possibilities regarding the values of a;’s and b;’s:

e a; =0,b; = —1for all i. Then we have Cn’+D> " n'=(-1,-1,-1)-n°+(5,3)-(0,—n) =
—(a+b+c)—3n. Since n° C (1,n — 1,n), a,b,c > 0, whereas Cn® + DY I n* < 0,
contradicting Eq (9).

e a;=1,b; =0 for all i. Then we have Cn°® + DY "  n' = (-1,-1,-1)-n° + (5,3) - (n,0) =
—(a +b+¢c)+5n. Using that n° C (1,n — 1,n), a < 1, b < n—1 and ¢ < n, whereas
Cn°+ DY n' > —2n+ 5n > 0, contradicting Eq @

e a; =1,b; = —1foralli. Then we have Cn°+ DY " 0’ = (-1,-1,-1)-n°+(5,3)-(n, —n) =
—(a+ b+ ¢) + 2n. Using that a € [0,1],b € [0,n — 1] and ¢ € [0,n], —(a + b+ ¢) +2n =0 if
and only if a = 1,b=n — 1 and ¢ = n. Hence, n° = (1,n — 1,n).

The above argument implies that n = (n°,n',--- ,n") where n° = (1,n—1,n) and n° = (1, 1)
for all ¢, and thus n = g, implying that g is a Graver basis element. Hence, Theorem 3]is proved. [
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A.1.1 Proof of Lemma [4]

Lemma For any g € kerz(H), if g admits a uniform decomposition g = Zjv_zl n; where |7l <
Nmax, then there exists g € kerz(H) such that g C g, B;(g° — g®) = 0 for all i € [n], and g admits
an w-balanced uniform decomposition for w < (AtDﬁmax)O(S%). Moreover, if g — g # 0, then we
have § — g = g + gy + -+ + 8, for some p € Z and g; € kerz(H), and furthermore, g; C g — g
and |lg;lloe < (Atpima) ).

Proof. For simplicity let Dy = C' and we consider the equation below:

n N 4
i =>_> Dini. (11)

i=0 j=1

3

N
0= (Do,D1,-++,Dp) >
j=1

Obviously each summand on the right side of Eq is an sp-dimensional vector such that
||Dm§-Hoo < Atpimax. We say Dm; is a tier-0 (or tier-1) summand if %, is tier-0 (or tier-1).
Consequently, there are (n + 1)Np tier-0 summands and (n + 1)N; tier-1 summands. According to
Lemma, 3], all the summands can be divided into m’ subsets Ty, Tb, - - -, T,,» such that each subset
contains at most u := (Atpimax) ) summands, and consequently m’ > (n + 1)N/u. It is easy
to see that if (n + 1)N/u > (n+1)N; (or equivalently, Ng > (u— 1)N7), then m’ > (n+1)N7, and
by Pigeonhole principle there exists some T} such that Tj does not contain any tier-1 summand.
Consider such 7}, and let it contain summands Dilﬁéll to Diuﬁéz where every n;, is tier-0.

Now we let 7 = (n°,--- ,n") be such that n = ZMZ:Z- 1‘7;5; (specifically, n° = 0 if i, # i for
all £). Then it follows directly that (Dgy, D1, - ,D,)n = 0. Furthermore, by the definition of
tier-0, for 7y = 0 we have Bm?[ = 0 for all ¢ € [n], and for any iy > 1 we have Aizﬁjﬁ = 0.
Hence, H"™osta8¢y — 0. Consequently, Hn = 0 and n C g. As n consists of at most u bricks,
[7l[00 < Unmax = (AtDﬁmaX)O(szD)'

To summarize, as long as No > (u — 1)Ny for u = (Atpimax) D) we can find n € kerz(H)
satisfying that Hn = 0, n C g and ||9|lcc < UNmax = (Atpﬁmax)o(s%). Hence, we can iteratively
apply our argument above to decompose g until it becomes (u — 1)-balanced, and Lemma (4| is
proved. O

A.2 Proof of Lemma [5l

Lemma Ifg = Zjv;l 7, is an w-balanced uniform decomposition where fmax = MaX [ 172,00
then g admits a uniform decomposition g = Zévzl n; such that every n; is tier-1, and Nmax =
maxc(n] |17 llco < Wimax-

Proof. Consider the w-balanced uniform decomposition g = Zjvzl 7n; and suppose (W —1)N; <
No < w'Nj for 1 < w' < w. Then we pick Ny — (w' — 1)N; < N tier-0 vectors, and merge each
of them with a distinct tier-1 vector. By doing so we obtain an exact (w’ — 1)-balanced uniform
decomposition. Next, we merge each tier-1 vector with exactly w’ — 1 distinct tier-0 vectors. Then
we obtain a uniform decomposition with only tier-1 vectors. It is easy to see that at most ' < w
vectors are merged together, and thus the infinity norm increases by at most w times. Hence,
Lemma [B is true. O

A.3 A figure in Section |3.1.1

Notice that two adjacent bricks in the same megazone in a column are not necessarily belonging to
the same zone. Two adjacent bricks in the same zone in a column are not necessarily belonging to
the same subzone.
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Figure 1: The relationships among megazones, zones and subzones.

A.4 Proof of Lemma

Lemma Let x1,...,xy € Z% be a sequence of vectors such that |X;||ec < ¢ for some ¢ > 1
and every it =1,..., M. Furthermore, there are u colors, and each vector x; is associated with one
color. There are in total aym vectors of color j where o, m € Z~qo and Z?:l aj = o, M = am.

Supposing that "M x; = 0 and M is sufficiently large (i.e., M > (2d¢ +2uC + 1) a+a+d+pu),
then among x1,--- ,Xy we can find aym vectors of each color j such that their summation is 0,
and m < (2d¢ + 2u¢ + 1)%HH,

Proof. We lift the vectors in Z% to Z4*# such that if x; is of color j, then it is mapped to y; = (x;, e;)
where e; = (0,0,---,0,1,0,---,0) is the vector with its j-th coordinate being 1. Given that there
—_———— ———

Jj-1 u—=j
are a;m vectors of color j, we have:

M
ZyZ - (0707 ,O,Ctlm,CEQm,"' 7a,um)'
=1 d

Denote by y the right side of the above equation. Note that ||yi|lcc < (. Applying the Steinitz
Lemma, then there exists a permutation 7 such that for every ¢ € [M] we have

¢
b—d—p
1Y Vi) — 7 Yl = (d+p)¢.
i=1
Notice that M = am, and we have

b—d—p
L —(l—d— ) - o0 2L 2 e 12
M y (E d /’L) (0707 707 a? a? ) a )7 ( )
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and note that if £ —d — p is a multiple of «, then the right side is an integral vector. Consider
Uy = ka+d+ p for k € Z~g, so by Eq zj 1= ngl V(i) — ek_j\f[l_“y is a (d + p)-dimensional
integral vector whose £so-norm is bounded by (d+ p)¢. Hence, there are at most (2d¢ 4 2u¢ +1)4#
distinct zg’s, which implies that if M is large enough (and thus induces sufficiently many z’s), i.e.,
M > ((2d¢4-2u¢+1)4TH41)a+d+pu, then there must exist two integers ki, ko < (2d¢+2ul+1)H 41
such that zy, = zy,, and consequently

koo+d+p B (kg . k1>a B
Z YTI'(’L) - Ty - (kQ _kl) : (0707 aoaalaOQa"' ,Oé“).
i=k1a+d+p+1 d

This means, we have found a subset of x;’s with at most (2d¢ 4 2u¢ + 1)« vectors which add
up to 0, and furthermore, the total number of vectors of each color j is proportional to «;. ]

A.5 Proof of Lemma [11]

To prove Lemma we need the following lemma.

Lemma 13. Let x1, 22, ,&m € Zso with x; < ¢ fori € [m] and > x; = x. If x is a multiple
of (C+1)!, then the m integers can be partitioned into m' = x/({ + 1) subsets Ty, Ty, - -+ , Ty such
that Uy, Ti. = [m], and 37, @i = (C+ 1)! for all k € [m/].

Proof. Since x;’s can only take at most ¢ distinct values, we let u; be the total number of z;’s

. . o . . Uqj .
. . '.7 ,
taking the value j < ¢. We can divide the u; numbers into [? a | groups, with all except 1 group
containing ¢ numbers, and one group containing res; = u; — —Cj! L%j ] numbers. Consequently, we

obtain a grouping of z;’s such that there are { groups where the summation of numbers inside is
Jj -resj < (!, together with h other groups where the summation of numbers inside any group is
exactly ¢!. Notice that

¢
x:Zj-resj+C!-h,
j=1

and x is a multiple of (!, hence ZEzlj -resj < (- (!is also a multiple of ¢!, and we let it be
aC! for a < (. Agglomerating these ¢ groups, we obtain h + 1 groups, where the summation
of numbers within 1 group (called extra group) is al! and the summation of numbers within
any other group (called regular group) is exactly ¢!. Given that z = aC! + h{! is a multiple
of (¢ + 1)!, we can further agglomerate the extra group with ¢ + 1 — a regular groups, that is,
x = [all+(C+1—a)!|4+ (h—(—1+4a)(!, and then the remaining regular groups are evenly divided
into subsets such that each subset contains ¢ 4+ 1 regular groups. This is possible since x — (¢ + 1)!
is a multiple of (¢ + 1)!. It is easy to see that now the numbers within every agglomerated group
sum up to (¢ +1)!, and Lemma [13]is proved. O

Now we are ready to prove Lemma

Lemma Let x1,x9, -+ ,xy € Z and ( € Zsq be integers such that |x;| < ¢ for i € [m] and
Sz =x. If ¥ is a multiple of (6¢* +2¢ + 1)!, then the m integers can be partitioned into m’
subsets Ty, Ta, -+ , Ty such that UZL:/1 Ty, = [m], and for all k € [m'] it holds that |T;| < 20(¢*180)
>ier, Ti € {0,sgn(z) - (6¢2 + 2¢ + 1)!} where sgn denotes the standard sign function such that
sgn(z) =1 if x > 0, sgn(z) = =1 if £ < 0, and sgn(x) =0 if x = 0.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume = > 0 (If x < 0, we simply apply the argument
below to the sequence of —x;’s). Notice that x;’s do not necessarily lie in the same orthant.
We first apply Lemma [3| to the sequence of z;’s, and obtain a partition of [m] into m; subsets
T1,Ty,--- ,T},, such that for every k € [my], ZieT; z; C z and |Tj| < 6¢ + 2. Let y; = ZieT]’- x;.
If x = 0, then y; = 0 for all j and Lemma is proved. Otherwise x > 0, and it follows that
y; > 0 for all j. Consider all y;’s which are positive. Without loss of generality, let them be
Y1,Y2, " s Ymo- We know that y; > 0 for j € [mo], y; < ((6¢ +2) and 3 ;y; = 2 where x
is a multiple of (6¢? 4 2¢ + 1)!. Applying Lemma we can obtain a partition of [ms] into
mg subsets T7,Ty,--- , T} such that ZjeT,g’ y; = (6¢* +2¢ + 1)! for all k € [m3]. Given that
Yj = D ieq Ti, we let T, = {i : there exists some j € T}/ such that i € T}, then it is clear that
J

dieT, Ti = (6¢% + 2¢ + 1)!. Further, y; = 0 for j > ma. We simply let T} be Tj—mytms- Now it
is easy to verify that we obtain a partition of [m] into m’ = m; — mg + mg subsets Ty’s such that
| Th| < (6C2+2¢+ 1)1 (6¢ +2) = 20 1og0) ang > ier;, Ti €10, (6¢2 +2¢ +1)!}. Hence, Lemma
is proved.

A.6 Proof of Lemma [12]
Lemma Let g € kerg(Hcom). Let

2 22O(t23 o8 &) two-stage QO(tzB log &)
A= (6A§+2 0+ 1) =2 , where \g := Atpgoo(Hooo1%8¢) = 2 .
If Bg® is a multiple of X, then g admits a uniform decomposition g = Zjvzl n; such that ||n;llec <
O(t2 log A)
922 7 . Purthermore, Bn? 18 a multiple of \ for all j.

Proof. Asg € kerZ(H(f(V)VI?{Stage), there exists some integer L’ and §;’ssuch that: g = & +&+ - +&,
where for all j it holds that HgZVI?{Stageﬁj =0, [[§llo < goo(H(EZVI?{Stage), and &; C g. Consequently,
BE? < AthOO(HEZVgStage) = Xo. Consider the sequence B¢Y, BES,---, B&Y,. Tt is clear that
\B£9| < Ao and ), BE? = Bg' is a multiple of A\. According to Lemma we can partition
[L'] into m' subsets Ty, Ty, ---, T, such that U’,Zil T = [m], and for all k € [m’] it holds that
|Tx| < 20(Ajlog Xo) ZjeTk B&? € {0,\-sgn(Bg®)}. Let n; = ZjeTk €;. According to the definition
in Eq , we get that g = Z;n:ll 7n; is a uniform decomposition. O

A.7 Extension of Theorem [I] to almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold TP

The extension of Theorem [1] to almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP is straightforward. For the
completeness of the paper, we give the formal proof below.

When considering such an sp x tp matrix B with rank 1, we can always transform B into B,
in which the first row is rlT, and all the other rows are 0. It implies that when rank(B) = 1, it is
sufficient to consider such a case B = (r1,0,...,0) ", where r; # 0.

Thus, without loss of generality, we assume that all almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold matrices
always have the common feature that B = (ry,0,...,0)", where r; # 0. From now on we denote
by ﬁcom an almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold matrix, and by Htwo-stage t}o two-stage stochastic
matrix obtained by removing (C, D1, -- , D,) from Heom.

We first have a similar result to Lemma [121

Lemma 14. Let g € kerg(Hcom). Let

O(t% log A 2
(tplogA) 22O(tBlogA)

A= (6)\(2) +2X + 1) = 222 . where Ag := Athoo(Htwo—stage) _

com
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Let Bg® = (Bg®[1],0,---,0). If Bg[1] is a multiple of \, then g admits a uniform decomposition
O(t% log A)

g = Zjvzl n; such that HnjHoo < 92 . Furthermore, Bn? = (Bg?[l], 0,---,0) where Bg?[l]
is a multiple of \ for all j.

Proof. As g € kery(Hiso "8 there exists some integer L' and €;’s such that: g = & + & +
-+ + &, where for all j it holds that Heom ™ "5°¢; = 0, ||€;ll0 < goo(Heom  *°), and &; C g.
Consequently, BE? = (359[1},0,--- ,0) where Bé?[l] < Alpgoo(Hu ™) = X\g. Consider the
sequence BEY[1], BEY[1],---, BEY[1]. Tt is clear that |B£9[1]| < X and ) _; Bﬁg[l} = Bg'[1] is a
multiple of A\. According to Lemma we can partition [L'] into m’ subsets Ty, T, -- -, T),s such
that ", T = [m], and for all k € [m’] it holds that |T;| < 20(\lsd0), > jer, BEJI € {0,X-
sgn(Bg°)}. Let n; = ZjeTk §;. According to the definition in Eq , we get that g = Z;nzll n; is
a uniform decomposition. ]

Theorem 8. Let ffcom be an almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold matriz. Then there exists a
O(t% log(t g A))

positive integer A < 22* (which is only dependent on tp and A) such that for any
g € kerz(Heom), we have \g = g1 + gy + -+ + g, for some p € Zxo and g; € kerg(Heom), and
O(t% log A)

furthermore, g; C )\g and Hg]Hoo — 22O(sAtAlogA+sDtDlogA)_22
Proof. Consider any g € kery(Heom). Clearly B(Ag®) = ABg® = (ABg°[1],0, - - - ,0) where ABg°[1]
is a multiple of A, thus by Lemma Ag admits a uniform decomposition A\g = > j=1M; where

O(t% log A)

22 and every Bng = (Bn?[l],O, --+,0) where Bn?[l] is a multiple of A.

||77j||oo < Nmax = 2

If this decomposition is not w-balanced for w < (At Dnmax)o(%), then by Lemma |4 we obtain
n T Mg with [1]lce < (Atphmax)©CD), € kery(Heom) and B(Ag® — n°) = 0. Bn°[1] is a
multiple of A. Otherwise this decomposition is w-balanced. By Lemma [5] we can obtain a uniform
decomposition \g = Z;\Zl n; such that max; [[1}|| < whmax and all n}’s are tier-1. According to
O(t% log A)

Lemma@, if M|gllcc > 7 for T = (WANmax) , then
we are able to find some n C Ag such that Heomn = 0, ||[7]lcc = Orpr(1) and n° = > jes 779’ for
some S C [N]. As every Bnj = (Bng[l], 0---,0) satisfies that Bn?[l] is a multiple of A\, we know
Bn® = (Bn°[1],0,---,0) where Bn°[1] is also a multiple of A. In both cases, we find 7 C \g where
Bn® = (Bn°[1],0,---,0), and Bn°[1] is a multiple of .

Now consider A\g—mn. Obviously Ag—n € kerz(Heom). It is easy to see B(Ag?—n°) = (z,0,--- ,0)
where z is a multiple of A\. Thus, if |[A\g — N||cc > 7 We can continue to decompose A\g — 1 using
our argument above. Hence, Theorem |§] is proved. ]

AO(sata+sptp) o 220(5AtA log A+sptp log A) 92

B Omitted contents in Section 4

The goal of this section is to develop algorithms for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Towards this,
we first bound the infinity norm of Graver basis elements.

Theorem Let g € G(Hcom) b€2 a Graver basis element, then ||g|lcc = Ggoo(Heom) where
O(t g log Atsptp log A) 520 tB1084)
goo(Hcom) < 22 fates Diplee )2 n = OFPT(TL).

Proof. According to Theorem (1} we know for A = Oppp(1) there exist g; € kerz(Hcom) such that
g =>"_18; 8 C Agand [|gjloc = Oppr(l). To show [g[lc = Orpr(n), it suffices to show
that p = Oppr(n). Note that if any g; C g, then it will violate the fact that g is a Graver basis
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element. Let x[h] denote the h-th coordinate of a vector x. We know g; I g implies that there
exists some h;-th coordinate such that |g;[h;]| > |g[h;]|, and we call h; as the critical coordinate of
g;. If there are multiple critical coordinates, we pick an arbitrary one. Now we have a list of critical
coordinates hi, ho, - -, hy, where 1 < h; <tp+nta. We claim that every index k € [tp + nta] can
occur at most A times in the list. Supposing on the contrary some index k appears A + 1 or more
times, then there exist g; ,g;,, - 1 8jain where everyone’s k-th coordinate has an absolute value
1o less than |g[k]|. However, S)77 g;, £ A\g implies that the summation of the absolute value of
their k-th coordinates is bounded by |Ag[k]|, which is a contradiction. Hence, every index occurs
at most A times in the list, implying that p < A(¢tp + nt4). Hence, Theorem W] is proved. More

precisely,
O(t% log A)

O(t g log A+sptp log A) 92
<22 2 ‘M.

goo(Hcom) >~
]

Remark. As Theorem remains true for almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP where rank(B) =
1, Theoremm is also true for almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Denote by Heom the constraint

matriz of almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP, and denote by goo(Heom) the upper bound on its
Graver basis elements, then we have

. o . R O(t2, log A)
Goo(Hoom) < 2274 IES DI Is 812208 000y

Now we are ready to design FPT algorithms for combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP using the
iterative augmentation framework.

B.1 Linear Objective Functions

Theorem 9. Combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP with a linear objective function f(x) = wx can be
solved in time: ]
22(9(tA log A+sptp log A),QZO(tB log A)

. n5+o(1) 5+o(1)).

= Orpr(n

Proof. Utilizing the idea of approximate Graver-best oracle introduced by Altmanové et al. [3]
and implicitly by Eisenbrand et al. [T2], it is sufficient that for every p = 20,21 22 ... 2" where
h = O(n'+°M) log A) we find out an augmentation of the form py which is no worse than pg for
any Graver basis element g (i.e., py gives an improvement to the objective value larger than or equal
to any pg). Observing that Bg" € Z and |Bg®| < tpAgeo(Heom) for every Graver basis element,
we consider the following IP(p, ¢) for every fixed p and ¢ € [—tpAGooc(Heom) : tBAGoo (Heom)]:

min{w -y : Heony = 0,1 < x¢ + py < u, Byo =¢,y € ZtB+"tA}. (13)

It is clear that the optimal solution y*(p, ¢) to IP is no worse than pg for any Graver basis
element satisfying that Bg® = ¢. Taking the best solution out of all y*(p, ¢) gives the desired
augmentation.

We write down explicitly the constraints of IP(p, ¢) as follows:

n
Cyo + ZDiyi =0
i=1
By’ =¢
Ayt =—¢, Yi<i<n

Here h < log ||u—1||cc. However, utilizing the techniques of Tardos [34], Koutecky et al. [29] showed that without
loss of generality ||bl|oo, |[1]|cos |[t1]joo < 20 108M ACM),
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The constraint matrix Hy) is as follows:

C D, D, D,
B 0 0 0
0 A

Hay =10 A,
0 A,

Hence, IP(p, ¢) is a generalized n-fold IP. Using the algorithm of Cslovjecsek et al. [9], it can
be solved in time 20(450) (55 4 A)Catsash) (ng 4)1Ho(D),

The number of augmenting steps can be bounded by O(n?t°() [10], and in each augmentation
we have to solve IP(p, ¢) for all p and ¢. Thus the overall running time is

O(t% log A)

22@(tA log A+sptp log A).22 . n5+0(1) 5+O(1))

= Orpr(n

Using the same argument but replacing goo (Heom) With goo(Hcom), We have the following:

Corollary 1. Almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP with a linear objective function f(x) = wx
can be solved in time:

O(t% log A)

22(’)(3AtA log A+sptp logA)'22 . n5+0(1) 5+0(1))

= Orpr(n

B.2 Separable Convex Objective Functions

We consider a separable convex objective function. A convex function f : R¥5T4 — R is called
separable if therg are convex functions f} : R — R such that f(x) = > f*(x') = Z;il f7(@9) +
>y Zéi 1 fj(%). Henceforth, we consider the problem

min{ f(x) : HeomX = b,1 < x < u,x € Ztetnta} (14)

We assume that the objective function f is presented by an evaluation oracle that, when queried
on a vector x, returns the values f’(x’) for all ¢ = 0,1,...,n. The time complexity now measures
the number of arithmetic operations and oracle queries.

Theorem Consider combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP with a separable convex objective function
[ mapping Z'51"A to Z. Let P be the set of feasible integral points, and let f := max, yep(f(z) —
fly)). Then can be solved in Oppr(ntL?log?(f)) time. More specifically, the running time is

2
22(9(tA log A+sptp log A) 920 B 108 &)

'L log?(f),
where L denotes the logarithm of the largest number occurring in the input.

Proof. We use a similar idea as Theorem [9] It has been shown by Eisenbrand et al. [I2] that for
a separable convex function, it is still sufficient that for every p = 20,21,22 ... ,200og [u—lllsc))  ye
find out an augmentation of the form py which is no worse than pg for any Graver basis element
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g. Hence, similarly, for every p and every ¢ € [—tBAgoo(Heom) : tBAGoo(Heom)], We solve the
following:

min{f(xo + py) — f(%0) : Heomy = 0,1 < X0 + py < u, By’ = ¢,y € Z'B+"4},

The above is a generalized An—fold IP with a separable convex objective function, which can be
solved in time of n2t2L log(f)(spA)°¢D) [12], where t = max{ta,tp}. X

The number of augmenting steps can be bounded by (2n — 2)log(f) [10]. Hence, the overall
running time is
O(t% log A)

22(9(tA log A+sptp log A) 92

-n*L%1og?(f) = Oppr(n*L?log?(f)).

Using the same argument but replacing goo (Heom) With goo(Hcom), we have the following:

Corollary 2. Consider almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP with a separable convex objective
function f mapping Z!B+T™A to Z. Let P be the set of feasible integral points for , and let f =
max, yep(f(x) — f(y)). Then can be solved in Oppp(n*L2log?(f)) time. More specifically,
the running time s

22(9(sAtA log A+sptp logA).22o(t2B log A)

-n'Llog?(f),

where L denotes the logarithm of the largest number occurring in the input.

C Omitted contents in Section 5

Scheduling is a fundamental problem in operations research and computer science. The classical
scheduling problem as well as its generalizations have been studied extensively in the literature. In
particular, approximation algorithms have been developed for scheduling with rejection cost (see,
e.g., [14, 22 33]), and scheduling with the bicriteria of makespan and (weighted) total completion
time (see, e.g., [, 2, 8, B5]. In recent years, FPT algorithms have been developed for the classical
scheduling problems [27) 30]. However, not much is known regarding how these algorithms can be
generalized to deal with more sophisticated scheduling models. In particular, FPT algorithms have
been developed for single machine scheduling with rejection cost [30], while FPT algorithms for
parallel machines are still unknown. FPT algorithms for bicriteria scheduling are also unknown.

In this section, we show that combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP offers a strong tool for dealing
with these generalizations on the classical scheduling problems.

C.1 Scheduling with rejection

We restate our problem R||Cpax + E here. Given are m machines and k different types of jobs,
with N; jobs of type j. A job of type j has a processing time of pé- € Z>q if it is processed by
machine 7. Every job of type j also has a rejection cost u;. A job is either processed on one of the
machine, or is rejected. The goal is to minimize the makespan Chax plus the total rejection cost
FE, where makespan denotes the largest job completion.

FPT algorithms for scheduling with rejection has been considered by Mnich and Wiese [30].
However, they considered single machine scheduling with rejection. We are not aware of FPT
algorithms for parallel machine scheduling with job rejection cost.

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following.
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20 (k2 log pmax) 929 (108 Pmax

)
Theorem |§|. R||Cax + E can be solved in m>To()2 + |I| time, where |I|

denotes the length of the input.

Proof. We model the scheduling problem with rejection cost as a combinatorial 4-block n-fold 1P
to solve it. Let x; € Z>o denote the total number of jobs of type j assigned to machine ¢ in a
schedule, and Cpax be the makespan. Then we have the following [Pgcper:

k m
min  Chax + ZU,J‘(N]' — Z:L’;)
j=1 i=1
m
> @l <N, Vi<j<k (15)
=1
k
> plah — Cinax <0, Vi<i<m (16)
j=1

.7}; S ZZO

Here Constraint indicates that the total number of type-j jobs being processed is at most
N;. Constraint indicates that the total job processing time on every machine is bounded

by the makespan Cpax. Let all variables be ordered as a vector x = (x!,x2,...,x™), where
xt = (28,28, ... ,x}c) It is easy to see that IPgue1 has the following constraint matrix:

o 1 I I --- 1

-1 p! 0 0 0

-1 0 p% 0 0

Hay=|_-1 0 0o p3 0 |

-1 0 0 0 --- p™

where p! = (pi,pb,..., p}C) Hence, [Pghe1 is a combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP with a linear

. . . . O(k2 10 max). Qo(logpmax) . .
objective function. IPggper can be solved in mSto(1)22 (k7108 Prmacx)..2 + |I] time by using

Theorem [9, where |I| denotes the input size of the given problem. More precisely, |I| is bounded
by O(kpmax(max{log Nmax,10g Umax })) where Nyax = max; N; and umax = max; u;. O

Remark. One may suspect that IPype1 can be solved through the generalized n-fold IP by guessing
out the value of Cax. However, this will require pmax - max; N; enumerations.

C.2 Scheduling with the objective of minimizing weighted completion time plus
makespan

We restate our problem R||0Cax + >, w;Cy here. Given are m machines and k different types of
jobs, with IV; jobs of type j. A job of type j has a processing time of pé- € Z>y if it is processed
by machine ¢. Each job £ of type j also has a weight w;, and the goal is to find an assignment of
jobs to machines such that 0Cnax + Y, weCy is minimized, where C; is the completion time of job
£, Cax is the largest job processing time, and 6 is a fixed input value.

FPT algorithms for R||Crax and R|| Y, weCy have been developed by Knop and Koutecky [27].
However, their technique does not generalize to bicriteria as the natural IP formulation becomes
4-block n-fold, as we will show below.

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following.
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2O(k2 log pmax) .220(105 Pmax)

Theorem (7} R||0Cmax + >, weCy can be solved in m*2
denotes the length of the input.

|I|* time, where |I|

Proof. Again we model the scheduling problem with combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Towards this,
we need to transform the objective function to a separable convex function. Such a transformation
has been achieved by Knop and Koutecky [27]. For completeness of the paper, we briefly recap
their transformation here.

Consider jobs scheduled on each machine i. Assume a set of jobs J' := {Jy,...,J;} will be
scheduled on the machine ¢ such that d;(¢) > 9;(¢ + 1) for all 1 < g < h — 1, where 6;(q) := wq/pfl.
We denote 0;(h + 1) = 0. It is clear that these jobs will be scheduled according to the Smith rule,
and thus in the sequence of Ji, Js,- -, Jp. Denote by C’; the completion time of job .J; on this
machine 7. The following observation has been made in Lemma 2 of [27],

z 1 7
q= 1
where p'(S) = Zquspfl.
Now we are ready to set up an IP. We use ZL‘; to represent the number of jobs of type j (1 < j < k)
that are scheduled on machine i (1 <4 < m), then the following holds:

Lemma 15 ([27], Corollary 1). Given mll,,xfg representing the number of jobs of each type
scheduled to run on machine i, a permutation m; : [k] —> [k] such that 6;(m;(j)) > 6;i(mi(5 + 1)) for
all 1< j <k—1 and (mi(k+1)) =0, then fi(x)) = 530 [(h_, phah)2(0i(mi()) — 6i(mi(G +
1)) + w;pjs].

We introduce new variables as z} := %:1 pﬁlxz, then the objective function can be written as

O+ 1, £, 1), where Fi(x,21) = § S04 [(24)2(6:(mi(3)) — 6i(mi(j + 1)) + wpla]. Note
that f*(x',z") is separable convex for any i (1 <1i <m) [27].
To summarize, we have the following IPgcpeo:

m k
min  0Crmax + % > D 1EDPGi(mil)) = di(mild + 1)) + wyphat]

i=1 j=1
m
Zx;:Nj, Vi<j<k
Zp” Crnax <0, V1<i<m
Zp%z:}‘l:z;‘-, Vi<i<m,1<j<k
l’;EZZQ

It is easy to verify that the constraint matrix is as follows:

0 Dy Dy --- Dy,

B A1 0 0
H(4) _ B 0 A 0 7

B 0 0 A,
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where

10 000 0 PR B T
0 1 000 -0 Pyt

Di: . ) L o, AZ: P1 Do 0 0 -1 0
00 100 0 dop o 00 .

and B = (-1,0,...,0)".
N—_——

k
This is an almost combinatorial 4-block n-fold IP. Using Theorem [5] the above IP can be solved
2 o max O(log pmax) . . .
in time m1g20" losrme) 22 Y |I|*, where |I| denotes the length of the input, which is bounded
by O(kpmax(max{log Nmax, 10g Wmax })) where Npax = max; Nj, Wmax = max; w. O
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