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Abstract

A temporal graph has an edge set that may change over discrete time steps, and a tempo-
ral path (or walk) must traverse edges that appear at increasing time steps. Accordingly, two
temporal paths (or walks) are temporally disjoint if they do not visit any vertex at the same
time. The study of the computational complexity of finding temporally disjoint paths or walks
in temporal graphs has recently been initiated by Klobas et al. [IJCAI "21]. This problem is mo-
tivated by applications in multi-agent path finding (MAPF), which include robotics, warehouse
management, aircraft management, and traffic routing.

We extend Klobas et al.’s research by providing parameterized hardness results for very
restricted cases, with a focus on structural parameters of the so-called underlying graph. On
the positive side, we identify sufficiently simple cases where we can solve the problem efficiently.
Our results reveal some surprising differences between the “path version” and the “walk version”
(where vertices may be visited multiple times) of the problem, and answer several open questions
posed by Klobas et al.

1 Introduction

Deciding whether a set of vertex pairs (called source-sink pairs) in a graph can be connected by
pairwise vertex disjoint paths is a problem that is of fundamental interest in algorithmic graph
theory. It was among the first problems that were shown to be NP-complete |15] and the further
study of the problem is closely tied to one of the most ground-breaking achievements in discrete
mathematics in recent history, graph minor theory |24, 25]. The disjoint path problem is known to
be solvable in quadratic time if the number of vertex pairs that need to be connected is constant,
that is, the problem is fixed-parameter tractable for the number of sought paths [16]. On directed
graphs, finding two disjoint paths is already NP-hard [10], but on directed acyclic graphs the
problem is solvable in polynomial time if the number of paths is a constant |2§].
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Klobas et al. [18] recently introduced and studied two natural temporal versions of the dis-
joint path problem, called TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS.
Informally speaking, a temporal graph has an edge set that may change over discrete time steps.
Accordingly, temporal paths must traverse edges that appear at increasing time steps and may visit
each vertex at most once, whereas a temporal walk may visit each vertex multiple times. Further,
two temporal paths (or walks) are temporally disjoint if they do not occupy any vertex at the same
time. So, analogously to the non-temporal setting, the goal is to find temporal paths (or walks)
connecting vertex pairs of a given multiset such that those paths (or walks) are pairwise temporally
disjoint. We give a formal definition in Section 21

Due to the asymmetric and non-transitive nature of connectivity in temporal graphs, path-
finding related problems behave quite differently in the temporal setting than in the static setting.
In fact, there are many natural temporal path-finding problems that do not have a direct analogue
in the static setting [5, [11]. For TEMPORALLY DiSJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY DISJOINT
WALKS the situation is similar. Among other results, Klobas et al. [18], for example, showed
that both problems are NP-hard if the underlying graph@ is a path, a setting where the static
disjoint path problem is trivial. Furthermore, they revealed somewhat surprising differences in the
computational complexity of TEMPORALLY DI1SJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS.
We build on the work of Klobas et al. [18] and continue the systematic study of the (parameterized)
computational complexity of TEMPORALLY DI1SJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS.
We provide several new hardness and algorithmic results that expose further interesting differences
of the two problem variants and that resolve some of the open questions by Klobas et al. [18].

One of the main application areas for the temporal disjoint path problems is multi-agent path
finding (MAPF), an area that has attracted a lot of research from the AT and robotics community
in recent years |26, 30, 31]. The goal here is to find paths for multiple agents with the property
that all agents can follow these paths concurrently without colliding. The main difference between
classical disjoint path problems and the basic setting of multi-agent path finding problems is that
in the latter, we assume the agents move along the paths one step at a time and only collide when
they move to the same vertex at the same time. This means that the paths in a solution to a
MAPF problem are not necessarily vertex disjoint, but if two paths have a common vertex, that
vertex cannot be at the same ordinal position in both paths. A key difference between the classical
MAPF settings and the problems we study in this work is the assumption that the network or graph
structure may change over time while the agents move through it. Real-world applications of MAPF
include autonomous vehicles, robotics, automated warehouses, and airport towing [26, 30, 31],
where predictable changes over time in the network topology are well-motivated in many real-world
scenarios [13, 20, 23].

Related Work. The (non-temporal) disjoint path problem is one of the most central problems
in algorithmic graph theory, and hence has been extensively studied in the literature for the past
few decades. For an overview, we refer to Korte et al. [19].

In recent years there has also been intensive research on (non-temporal) multi-agent path finding
problems (MAPF) in multiple variations, mostly in the AI and robotics community [26, [30, 31].
MAPF can hence be seen as a generalization of so-called pebble motion problems on graphs and it is
known to be NP-hard [12,134]. To the best of our knowledge, the current state of the art (optimal)

The underlying graph of a temporal graph is the static graph containing all edges that appear at least once in
the temporal graph.



algorithms for MAPF problems employ the so-called conflict-based search approach [27].

In the area of MAPF, various different settings and problem variations have been considered,
including cooperative settings [29], robustness requirements [3] or presence of delays [22], online
settings |32], continuous time settings 2], explainability requirements [1], settings with large agents
(that may occupy multiple vertices) [21/], and many more. For a more extensive overview, we refer
to Stern [30] and Stern et al. [31].

Klobas et al. |18] started the study of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY Dis-
JOINT WALKS, which can be interpreted as MAPF settings where the availability of edges in the
graph may change while the agents are moving. Using the MAPF terminology of Stern et al.
[31], the problem setting considers both so-called “vertex-conflicts” and “edge-conflicts” between
agents, that is, two agents cannot occupy the same vertex at the same time and cannot traverse
the same edge at the same time. Furthermore, it uses the “disappear at target” assumption, that
is, once an agent reaches the target vertex, another agent can occupy this vertex again. We point
out that Klobas et al. [18] consider so-called non-strict temporal paths, that traverse edges that
appear at non-decreasing time steps. In this work, we consider so-called strict temporal paths
that, as described earlier, must traverse edges that appear at (strictly) increasing time steps. The
latter models the common assumption in MAPF, that agents can move along at most one edge
at each time step [30]. A closer inspection of the proofs by Klobas et al. |18] reveals that the
results we mention in the following also hold for the strict case. TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS
is NP-hard even for two source-sink pairs, whereas TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS is W[1]-hard
for the number of source-sink pairs but can be solved in polynomial time for a constant number
of source-sink pairs [18]. Furthermore, both problem variants are NP-hard even if the underlying
graph is a path [18]. Nevertheless, TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is fixed-parameter tractable
with respect to the number of source-sink pairs if the underlying graph is a forest [18].

Finally, we remark that a different version of disjoint paths in temporal graphs has been studied
by Kempe et al. |[17]. They consider two temporal paths to be disjoint if they to not visit a common
vertex, even if that vertex is not occupied by the two temporal paths at the same time. They show
that finding two such paths in NP-hard.

Our Contribution. The goal of our work is to further understand which structures of the
underlying graph can be exploited to solve TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY
D1sJOINT WALKS efficiently (in terms of parameterized computational complexity). Our first main
computational hardness result shows that presumably, we cannot solve TEMPORALLY DISJOINT
PATHS and TEMPORALLY DIsJOINT WALKS efficiently even in the very restricted case where the
number of vertices in the graph is small and the underlying graph is a star (a center vertex that is
connected to leaves).

e TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY D1sJOINT WALKS are NP-hard and W[1]-
hard for the number of vertices even if the underlying graph is a star.

Recall that we have a multiset of source-sink pairs, that is, the number of source-sink pairs
in the input may be much larger than the number of vertices. This leads us to focusing on cases
where we consider the number of source-sink pairs as (part of) the parameter. As mentioned
before, Klobas et al. |[18] showed that TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is fixed-parameter tractable
with respect to the number of source-sink pairs if the underlying graph is a forest. They left open
whether this algorithm can be generalized to an FPT-algorithm where the parameter is the number



of source-sink pairs combined with some distance-to-forest measure for the underlying graph. They
also left open whether a similar algorithm can be found for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS. We
resolve both of these open questions.

For TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS we show that we presumably cannot obtain an FPT-
algorithm even if we combine the number of source-sink pairs with the vertex cover number of
the underlying graph.

e TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is W[1]-hard for the combination of the number of source-sink
pairs and the vertex cover number of the underlying graph.

This result excludes several popular distance-to-forest measures as potential parameters, such as
the treewidth or the feedback vertex number, which are smaller than the vertex cover number. On
the positive side, we can show that we can use the feedback edge number (which is a distance-
to-forest measure that is incomparable to the vertex cover number) as an additional parameter to
obtain tractability.

e TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is fixed-parameter tractable with respect to the combination
of the number of source-sink pairs and the feedback edge number of the underlying graph.

The parameterized complexity of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS is surprisingly different. For
this problem we can show that, in contrast to the path version, we presumably cannot obtain an
FPT-algorithm for the number of source-sink pairs even if the underlying graph is a star.

e TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS is W[1]-hard for the number of source-sink pairs even if the
underlying graph is a star.

This is quite surprising given that Klobas et al. [18] showed that TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS
is easier to solve than TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS when the number of source-sink pairs is
considered as a parameter and the underlying graphs is unrestricted. As mentioned before, they
showed that in general, TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS can be solved in polynomial time if the
number of source-sink pairs is constant whereas TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is NP-hard already
for two source-sink pairs. On the positive side, if the underlying graph is restricted to be a path,
we can achieve fixed-parameter tractability for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS.

e TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS is fixed-parameter tractable with respect to the number of
source-sink pairs if the underlying graph is a path.

Our results provide a quite complete picture of the parameterized complexity of TEMPORALLY
DisjoINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS when the number of source-sink pairs and
structural parameters (particularly ones that measure similarity to forests) of the underlying graph
are considered. We point out remaining open cases and future research directions in Section [l

2 Preliminaries and Problem Definition

We denote by N and Ny the natural numbers excluding and including 0, respectively. An interval
on Ny from a to b is denoted by [a,b] .= {i € Ny | @ <i < b} and [a] :== [1,a]. A static undirected
graph G = (V, E) consists of a vertex set V' and an edge set £ C (‘2/) A (s, 2)-walk (or walk from
s to z) in G of length k from vertex s = vy to vertex z = vy is a sequence P = (vi_l,vi)le of



static transitions such that for all ¢ € [k] we have that {v,_1,v;} € E. The (s, z)-walk P is called a
(s,2)-path (or path from s to z) if v; # v; whenever i # j.

A temporal graph G = (V,Ey,...,Er) or G = (V,(E¢)eqr)) consists of a vertex set V and T'
edge sets Fq,...,Ep C (‘2/) The underlying graph of G is the static graph Gy = (V, Ey) with
By = UiTzl FE;. The indices 1,...,T are the time steps of G. The temporal graph G is a temporal
tree, star, or line, respectively, if its underlying graph is a tree, star, or path. We call the pair (e, )
a time edge of G if e € F;. The graph (V, E;) is the i-th layer of G. We will say that a vertex v € V
is isolated in a layer i € [T] if it is not incident to any edges in E;. It is active active in the time
step ¢ € [T, if there are (not necessarily distinct) layers j, j' € [T] such that j < i < j" and v is not
isolated in E; or Ej.

A temporal (s, z)-walk (or temporal walk from s to z) in G of length k from vertex s = vy to
vertex z = vy, is a sequence P = ((v;—1,v;, ti))le of transitions such that for all i € [k] we have that
{vi—1,v;} € Ey; and for all i € [k — 1] we have that ¢t; < t;41. The temporal (s, z)-walk P is called a
temporal (s, z)-path (or temporal path from s to z) if v; # v; whenever i # j. The arrival time of P
is t;,. We say that P wisits the vertices V(P) := {v; | i € [0, k]} in order v, v1,...,v;. We say that
P occupies vertex v; during the time interval [t;,t;11], for all i € [k—1]. Furthermore, we say that P
occupies vy during time interval [t1,t1] and P occupies vy during time interval [t,tx]. We say that
P follows the (static) path or walk P/ = (vi_l,vi)le of the underlying graph of G. If the arrival
time of P is the smallest possible among all temporal (s, z)-walks in G, we call P foremost. If for all
v; with 7 € [k] we have that ¢; is the arrival time of a foremost (s, v;)-path in G, then we call P prefiz
foremost. If there is a temporal (s,z)-path in G, then there also always exists a prefix-foremost
(s, z)-path and such a path can be computed in polynomial time [33]. Given two temporal walks
Py, P, we say that P; and P, temporally intersect if there exists a vertex v and two time intervals
[a1,b1], [ag, bo], where [a1,b1] N [ag, ba] # 0, such that v is occupied by P; during [a1,b1] and by P,
during [ag, bo]. We say that P; and P, temporally disjoint if they are not temporally intersecting.
The problem TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is formally defined as follows.

TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS

Input: A temporal graph G = (V, (Ey)¢c[r)) and a multiset .S of source-sink pairs containing
elements from V x V.

Question: Are there pairwise temporally disjoint temporal (s;, z;)-paths for all (s;,z;) € S?

The problem TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS receives the same input but asks whether there
are pairwise temporally disjoint temporal (s;, z;)-walks for all (s;,2;) € S. Given an instance of
TEMPORALLY DISJOINT (PATHS/WALKS), we use S to denote the set of vertices in V that appear
as sources or sinks in S, that is, S = {s € V | (s,2) € Sforsome z € V}U{z € V | (5,2) €
S for some s € V'}.

We study the (parameterized) computational complexity of the two problems introduced above.
We use the following standard concepts from parameterized complexity theory |6, [7,9]. A parame-
terized problem L C {(z, k) € ¥* xN} is a subset of all instances (z, k) from ¥* x N, where k denotes
the parameter. A parameterized problem L is in the class FPT (or fized-parameter tractable) if
there is an algorithm that decides every instance (z,k) for L in f(k) - || time, where f is
any computable function that depends only on the parameter. If a parameterized problem L is
W/[1]-hard, then it is presumably not fixed-parameter tractable |6, |7, 9].



3 Parameterized Hardness of Temporally Disjoint (Paths/Walks)

In this section, we analyze the parameterized hardness of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT (PATHS/WALKS)
with respect to structural parameters of the underlying graph (combined with the number of source-
sink pairs). We first consider the number |V| of vertices in the input temporal graph as a parameter,
which one might consider as the largest structural parameter of the underlying graph. In Section B.1]
we show that TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is W[1]-hard when parameterized by the combination
of the vertex cover number of the underlying graph and the number of source-sink pairs. In
Section B.2] we show that TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS is W[1]-hard when parameterized by the
number of source-sink pairs even if the underlying graph is a star.

We first show that TEMPORALLY DISJOINT (PATHS/WALKS) is NP-hard W[1]-hard when pa-
rameterized by |V| and that this hardness holds even on temporal stars.

Theorem 1. TEMPORALLY DISJOINT (PATHS/WALKS) on temporal stars is NP-hard and W{1]-
hard with respect to the number |V| of vertices.

We will prove Theorem [l for TEMPORALLY DiSJOINT WALKS by a parameterized reduction
from the W[1]-hard problem UNARY BIN PACKING parameterized by the number of bins [14]. In
our reduction, all temporal walks in any solution will be paths, hence the result also holds for
TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS.

In UNARY BIN PACKING, the input consists of m items of sizes z1,...,x, € N, a number of
bins b € N, and a bin size B € N with all integers encoded in unary. One is asked to decide whether
there is an assignment f: [m] — [b] of items to bins such that > ;.1 @; < B for all j € [b],
that is, the total size of the items assigned to any bin is at most B. The parameter is b. We may
assume without loss of generality that S := > "" | x; = bB. If S > bB, then the instance is a clearly
a no-instance. If S < bB, then one can add bB — S items of size 1 without changing whether or
not the instance is a yes-instance. Intuitively, the advantage of this restriction is that the problem
can then be thought of as trying to fill every bin completely.

The idea behind the reduction is as follows. For each bin j € [b], there are B copies of a
terminal pair representing that bin (and there is also an additional “dummy” terminal pair). The
reduction outputs a temporal graph that, for each item i € [m], contains a sequence of consecutive
layers representing that item. The gadget representing item ¢ is constructed in such a way that
the following holds: in order to be able to send a sufficient number of pairwise temporally disjoint
temporal walks between each terminal pair, one is forced to send exactly x; temporal walks between
the same terminal pair in the gadget for item q.

We will now give the formal construction for the parameterized reduction from UNARY BIN
PACKING parameterized by b to TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS parameterized by |V].

Construction 1. Let (x1,...,%,,b, B) be an instance of UNARY BIN PACKING with the afore-
mentioned restriction. We will define an instance (G, S) of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS. The
vertex set of G is V = {s1,...,8,21,...,2p, 8, 2,c}. Hence, |V| = 2b+ 3. We let the multiset S
contain B pairs (sj,z;) for every j € [b] and m(b — 1) pairs (5,2). We will now define the layers
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Figure 1: Illustration of Construction [It Labels on the edges indicate the indices j such that the
edge is contained in E;, where j and 7’ range over the values indicated at the bottom. The central
vertex c is represented by the square.

of G. For every item i € [m], we add a sequence of layers Ei, ... By, We let

Egj_l = {{5,c}} for all j € [b],
E;] = {{c, Z},{sj,c}} for all j € [b],
E;bj’—',-j ={{c,2;}} for all j € [b],5" €|
Epjrjr = {{sj.c}} for all j € [B], ' € [w; — 1],
Eipersajr = {{e:23}, {5,¢}) for all j € [, and
Eébxﬁ_% = {{c, 2}} for all j € [b].

The layers corresponding to an item are illustrated in Figure [l We place the layers for the first
item first, followed by the layers for the second item, and so on. o

x; — 1],

With this, we now prove Theorem [I1

Proof of Theorem[1. The proof is based on the reduction described in Construction [Il Clearly,
Construction [ can be computed in polynomial time and the number of vertices in the output
instance is bounded by a function in the parameter b.

It remains to show that the input instance (z1,...,%m,b, B) for UNARY BIN PACKING is a
yes-instance if and only if the output instance (G,S) for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS is a
yes-instance.

(=) Suppose that f: [m] — [b] is an assignment such that 3 ;cs—1(;z; < B for all j € [b].
Because S == > " x; = bB and >, 1) @i < B for all j € [b], it follows that } ;e 1@ = B
for all j € [b]. We create a set S of temporally disjoint S-walks in G as follows. For each item
i € [m], we add z; walks from s4(;) to Zf(i) as well as b— 1 walks from § to 2. For j € [z;], the j—th
(sf(i), Zf( )) -walk moves from sy ;) to ¢ in layer E%(j 1)+2£() and from c to zy(;) in layer E2b]+2f( )—
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When it comes to the b — 1 walks from § to Z, the first f(i) — 1 of these walks move from § to ¢
in layers Ei Ei, ... ’Eéf(i)—l and from ¢ to Z in ES, Ei, ... ’Eéf(i)‘ The remaining b — f(i) walks

from § to Z, take place in the layers Eéb:ci +of( . ,Eéxib. In all, this means that the number of

FRTER
(sj,2;)-walks is Z x; = B and the number of (3, Z)-walks is m(b — 1).
i€[m]
f@)=s
(<) Suppose that S is a set of temporally disjoint walks for S in G. First, consider any item
i € [m] and the corresponding layers Ef, ..., Sbz,- At most z; paths may move from any s; to z;

in those layers, because each of the edges {s;,c} and {c, z;} is only present z; times. Since a total
of bB =" x; walks must move from some s; to z;, it follows that exactly z; paths must go from
any s;j to z; in the layers corresponding to each item. Then, for each item at most b — 1 walks can
move from § to Z and, therefore, exactly b — 1 walks must do this. The only way to achieve this is
if the layers corresponding to a particular item only contain (sj, z;)-paths for a single index j. Let
f(i) be that index for item 4. Since only B paths from any particular s; to z; are needed, it follows
that > .. FG) T < B. Hence, f is an assignment of items to bins with the required properties. [

3.1 Parameterized Hardness of Temporally Disjoint Paths

In this section, we show that TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is W[1]-hard when parameterized by
the combination of source-sink pairs and the vertex cover number of the underlying graph. This
shows to which extend we can expect to generalize the FPT-algorithm for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT
PATHS for the number of source-sink pairs on temporal forests by Klobas et al. |[18]. Our result rules
out FPT-algorithms for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS parameterized by the number of source-
sink pairs combined with e.g. the treewidth or the feedback vertex number of the underlying graph,
since both of theses parameters are smaller than the vertex cover number. To obtain tractability,
we have to use parameters that are larger or incomparable to the vertex cover number, such as the
feedback edge number. In Section .1l we show that this is indeed possible.

Theorem 2. TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is W/[1/-hard when parameterized by the combination
of the number |S| of source-sink pairs and the vertex cover number of the underlying graph.

We will prove Theorem [l by a parameterized reduction from the W[l]-hard problem MUL-
TICOLORED CLIQUE parameterized by the number of colors [§]. Here, given a k-partite graph
G=WViwVaW...u Vg, E), we are asked whether G contains a clique of size k. The parameter
is k. If v € V;, then we say that v has color i. W.l.o.g. we assume that [Vi| = [Vo| =... = |Vk| =n
and that every vertex has at least one neighbor of every color. Let E; ; denote the set of all edges
between vertices from V; and V;. We assume w.l.o.g. that |E; ;| = m for all i # j.

Before we give the complete description on how we construct an instance of TEMPORALLY
D1sJOINT PATHS we define the following gadget H(p,q,t). We will use this gadget for “vertex
selection” as well as “edge selection”. Each gadget has one source-sink pair associated with it and
each gadget has three parameters: p, ¢, and . Intuitively speaking, p determines how many options
there are for a temporal path from the source to the sink of the gadget. Parameter g determines
how many other temporal paths can traverse the gadget without temporally intersecting each other
and the temporal path corresponding to the source-sink pair of the gadget. Finally, ¢ is a temporal
offset.

Informally speaking, when we use H(p,q,t) as a vertex selection gadget for some color i, we
will set p to the number of vertices of color i. Hence, choosing a temporal path from the source



to the sink of the gadget corresponds to selecting a vertex of color i. We will set ¢ to k — 1, that
is, for each color different from i, one temporal path can traverse the gadget. Intuitively, each of
those temporal paths will verify that the vertex we selected for color ¢ has an edge to each vertex
we selected for the other colors.

When we use H(p,q,t) as an edge selection gadget for color combination i,j, we will set p to
the number of edges between vertices of color ¢ and vertices of color j. Hence, choosing a temporal
path from the source to the sink of the gadget corresponds to selecting an edge of color combination
i,7. We will set ¢ to one, that is, only one other temporal path can traverse the gadget. This will
be the temporal path verifying that the vertex we selected for color i has an edge (the one selected
in this gadget) to the vertex we selected for color j.

Formally, the gadget is defined as follows.

Construction 2. We construct a temporal graph H(p,q,t) with one source and one sink vertex
as follows.

e The “skeleton” of the gadget consists of four vertices s, z, ¢, ¢’ and two edges {s,c}, {c, z}.

e The “body” of the gadget consists of p different (g+1)-tuples of vertices, (w(()é) ) wgé) ) wéé), e w((f))

for ¢ € [p].
It additionally contains 2p(q + 1) edges, {c, wr(,é)}, {wr(,é), d}forlepland 0 <r <gq.
The gadget is labelled as follows.

e Edge {s,c} is labelled with one and {c/, 2} is labelled with 4n® (this will be the largest time
label in the constructed temporal graph).

e For the (¢ + 1)-tuple (w(()g), wgz),wgz)’ . ,wt(f)) we add the following labels.

— We label {ec, w(()g)} with ¢ + (2¢ — 1)g — 1 and we label {w((f), '} with t + 20q + 2.

— For r € [q] we label {c, w,@} with ¢t 4+ (20 — 1)g + 2r — 1 and we label {wy),c’} with
t+ (20— 1)g + 2r.

This finishes the construction of gadget H(p,q,t), it is illustrated in Figure 2l We call (s, z) the
source-sink pair of the gadget, we call vertex ¢ the entry of the gadget, and we call vertex ¢ the
exit of the gadget. o

We first prove some properties of H(p, q,t), reflecting the intuition we gave in the beginning.

Lemma 3. Consider a temporal path P from s to z in gadget H(p,q,t). If P visits wy) for some
¢ € [p] and r € [q] (that is, r # 0), then every temporal path P' from the entry vertex of the gadget
to the exit vertex of the gadget temporally intersects P.

Proof. Let P be a temporal path from s to z in gadget H(p,q,t) that visits wr(,é) for some ¢ € [p]

and r € [g]. Note that edge {s,c} has label one and edge {c/, z} has label 4n3. Edges {c, wr(,é)} and
{wg),c’ } have consecutive labels for 7 # 0, say x and  + 1 with 1 < = < 4n3 — 1. Hence, vertex
c is occupied by P from time 1 to z and vertex ¢ is occupied by P from time x + 1 to 4n3. Now
any path P’ from ¢ to ¢ needs to start at ¢ at some time ¢ > x. However, then it cannot arrive at
¢ earlier than x + 1. Hence, P’ is temporally intersecting P. O
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Figure 2: Illustration of gadget H(p,q,t). Only one (g + 1)-tuple (wy’,wy ,wy",...,wqg ") is de

picted. The gray vertices ¢, form a vertex cover of the gadget.

Lemma 4. Consider a temporal path P from s to z in gadget H(p,q,t) such that P visits wé@ for
some £ € [p]. Then there are exactly q temporal paths Py, ... ,Pé from the entry vertex of the gadget

to the exit vertex of the gadget that pairwise are not temporally intersecting and do not temporally

intersect P. Furthermore, each temporal path Py, ... ,Pé visits one of the vertices wgé), . ,wt(f).

Proof. 1If P visits wé@ for some ¢ € [p], then it occupies the entry vertex c from time 1 to ¢ + (2¢ —

1)¢ — 1 and P occupies the exit vertex ¢’ from time t + 2¢q + 2 to 4n3. Now let P’ be a temporal

path that starts at ¢, then continues to wg,), and then arrives at ¢’2. Assume that P does not

temporally intersect P.. Note that if £ # ¢/, then P! temporally intersects P in either ¢ or ¢’. Hence
(0

we can conclude that ¢ = ¢'. Furthermore, if 7 = 0, then P, and P temporally intersect in wyg’.

It follows that r # 0. We have that P/ starts at ¢ (at the latest) at time ¢ + (20 — 1)g +2r — 1

T

and arrives at ¢ at time ¢t 4 (2 — 1)g + 2r. It is straightforward to check that P, and P!, do not

T
temporally intersect if and only if r # 7’. The lemma follows. O

We now continue with the construction of the temporal graph G and the set of source-sink
pairs S.

Construction 3. Let G = (Viw Vo W... W Vi, E) be an instance of MULTICOLORED CLIQUE. For
each color i we create one gadget H(n,k —1,2(i —1)(kn +m) + 2k) and add its source-sink pair to
S. For each color combination ¢, j with ¢ < j we create one gadget H(m,1,2(i — 1)(kn +m) + 2kn)
and add its source-sink pair to S. For each color ¢ let the vertices in V; be ordered in a fixed

but arbitrary way, that is, V; = {fugi),fug), . ,v,(f )}. For each color combination ¢, 7 with ¢ < j let

10



the edges in E;; be ordered in a fixed but arbitrary way, that is, E; ; = {e(l’] (2’] , e%’] )}.

We, additionally, add: two vertices s; ], z, g and add source-sink palr (i, %i,j) to S 2m vertices

{ve, v, | e € E; ;}; and 2n vertices {u i-3) | vé e V;ju {v i3 ] v ) e V;i}. We add the following
edges.

e We add an edge between s; ; and each vertex u?’j ) (with véi) e Vi).

e We add an edge between each vertex ugi’j ) (with vzi) € V;) and the entry of the gadget
corresponding to color .

e We add an edge between z; ; and each vertex véi’j ) with véj ) ¢ Vj.

e We add an edge between each vertex vg 7 (with vé 7 ¢ V;) and the exit of the gadget corre-

sponding to color j.
e For every e € E; ; we add the following edges.

— We add an edge between v, and the exit of the gadget corresponding to color 3.
— We add an edge between v, and the entry of the gadget corresponding to color combi-
nation 1, j.
— We add an edge between v/, and the exit of the gadget corresponding to color combina-
tion 1, j.
— We add an edge between v, and the entry of the gadget corresponding to color j.
For each edge egi’j ) = {véf),véf;)} € E; ; with i < j we add the following time labels.
e We add label 1 to the edge between s; ; and u(l’]).

e We add label 2(i — 1)(kn+m) 4+ 2k + (2¢' —1)(k — 1) +2(j — 1) — 2 to the edge between ué,’j)
and the entry of the gadget corresponding to color 1.

e We add label 2(i — 1)(kn 4+ m) + 2k + (2¢' — 1)(k — 1) +2(j — 1) + 1 to the edge between v,
and the exit of the gadget corresponding to color 1.

e We add label 2(i — 1)(kn + m) 4+ 2kn + 2¢ — 1 to the edge between v, and the entry of the
gadget corresponding to color combination ¢, j.

e We add label 2(i — 1)(kn + m) + 2kn + 2¢ 4+ 2 to the edge between v, and the exit of the
gadget corresponding to color combination ¢, j.

e We add label 2(j — 1)(kn 4+ m) + 2k + (2¢” — 1)(k — 1) 4+ 2i — 2 to the edge between v/, and
the entry of the gadget corresponding to color 3.

e We add label 4n3 to the edge between z;; and véf,’j ),

e We add label 2(j — 1)(kn +m) + 2k + (2¢” — 1)(k — 1) + 2i + 1 to the edge between véf,’j) and
the exit of the gadget corresponding to color j.

11



i Gadget (1,7) Gadget j Gadget

Figure 3: Illustration of vertices and edges added for color combination ¢,j. Notice that gray
vertices form a vertex cover.

This finishes the construction of the TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS instance (G = (V, (E;)ierr), S)-
We give an illustration in Figure Bl o

The temporal graph G described in Construction [3] can clearly be computed in polynomial time.
Note that |S| € O(k?). Furthermore, let X be the set of all vertices that are entry or exit to some
gadget. Note that X U S forms a vertex cover for the underlying graph of G and we have that
I X US| eO(k?).

Before we prove the correctness of the reduction, we show the following two properties of the
constructed temporal graph G. Intuitively, we show that once a temporal path enters a gadget, it
has to traverse the body of the gadget and then exit the gadget.

Lemma 5. Let P be a temporal path in G that visits the entry vertex ¢ of some gadget H(p,q,t)

present in G and afterwards at least two more vertices. Then after c, the path P visits a vertex wg)
for some £ € {0,1,...,p} and r € [q] of the body of the gadget, and then the exit vertex ¢’ of the
gadget.

Proof. Let P be a temporal path in G. We show the lemma assuming that P visits the entry
vertex ¢ of the gadget corresponding to color ¢ and afterwards at least two more vertices. By an
analogous argument we can also show that the claim holds if P visits the entry vertex of a gadget
corresponding to a color combination 4, j.

Assume for contradiction that( P) does not visit a vertex of the body of the gadget. Then by
0.

construction it is either a vertex v for some j > i, or some v, for some e € E;; with j < i. Note

that both véi’j ) and vl have degree two in the underlying graph, hence there is only one possible

way for a path to continue. In the first case where P visits 0" for some 7 > i, the path would

need to continue to s; ;. However, the edge {véw), si ;} has a smaller label than the edge {c, fug’j)}.
Hence we can rule out that P . visits vgl’] ). In the second case where P visits v/ for some e € E;;
with j < 4, the path would need to continue to the exit of the gadget corresponding to the color
combination j,i. Again, we have that the second edge that the path would have to use has a smaller
label than the first one. Hence we can also rule out that P visits v.,. We can conclude that the
vertex visited by P directly after ¢ is some vertex of the body of the gadget. All vertices in the
body of the gadget have degree two, hence we have that the next vertex visited by P is the exit

vertex c. O
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Lemma 6. Let P be a temporal path in G that visits the exit vertex ¢ of some gadget H(p,q,t)

present in G and before at least two more vertices. Then before ¢, the path P wvisited a vertex wg
for some £ € {0,1,...,p} and r € [q] of the body of the gadget, and before that it visited the entry
vertex ¢ of the gadget.

Proof. This lemma can be proven in an analogous way as Lemma [5l O

Assuming (G = (V, (Ei)ieqm), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS, we use
Lemmas Bl and [ to show an important property of temporal paths in a solution P to (G =
(V, (Et)ierr)), S) that connect source-sink pairs (s; j,z;,7) with 1 < i < j < k. Intuitively, here we
show that these temporal path traverse the gadgets as illustrated in Figure Bl

Lemma 7. Assume (G = (V,(Ei)eir)), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS
and let P be a solution. Let 1 <i < j <k and let P € P be a temporal path in G from s;; to z; ;.
Then P wisits a vertex in the body of each of the following gadgets.

o The gadget corresponding to color i.
o The gadget corresponding to color j.

o The gadget corresponding to color combination i, 7.

Proof. By construction of G, the temporal path P first visits some vertex vgf’] ) and then visits
the entry vertex ¢; of the gadget corresponding to color i (see Figure [3)). Since z; j is not directly
connected to c;, we have that P visits at least two more vertices and by Lemma [B we have that it
visits some vertex in the body of the gadget corresponding to color ¢ and then the exit vertex ¢, of
the gadget.

Similarly, path P visits some vertex véf,’] ), before arriving at vertex z; ;. Before visiting véf,’j ),
path P visited the exit vertex cg- for the gadget corresponding to color j. Since s; ; is not directly
connected to c;, we have that P visited at least two more vertices before and by Lemma 6] we have
that it visited some vertex in the body of the gadget corresponding to color j and before that it
visited the entry vertex c; of the gadget.

The exit vertex ¢, of the gadget corresponding to color ¢ is connected to vertices v, for some
e € E; y with ¢ < ¢ and to vertices véll’l) for some 7’ < i. We can exclude that P visits a vertex of the
latter kind, since those are afterwards only connected to vertices zy ; from which (by construction
of G) P would not be able to continue. Hence, we can assume that P visits a vertex v, for some
e € E; y with ¢ < ¢ after the exit vertex ¢ of the gadget corresponding to color 7. From there, path
P has to continue to the entry vertex c¢; ; of the gadget corresponding to color combination 4,7 and
since z; ;» is not connected to ¢; 7, we have that P visits at least two more vertices and by Lemma [l
we have that it visits some vertex in the body of the gadget corresponding to color combination
1,7 and then the exit vertex of the gadget.

Now consider the gadget corresponding to color combination 4,7’. By Lemma @ we have that
at most two paths in P can traverse the gadget, one of which is the one corresponding to the
source-sink pair of the gadget. Above we have shown that every path P € P from s;; to z; ; with
1 < i < j <k visits at least one gadget corresponding to a color combination. If path P visits
two or more different color combination gadgets, then there is one color combination gadget that is
visited in total by at least three paths. By Lemma [ this is a contradiction to all paths in P being
pairwise temporally non-intersecting. O

13



Now we are ready to prove Theorem 21

Proof of Theorem[2. Let (G = (V, (Ei)er)), S) be the TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS instance
described by Construction [3] for MULTICOLORED CLIQUE instance G = (Vi W ... W Vi, E). Recall
that (G = (V, (E¢)ieqm), S) can be computed in polynomial time and the vertex cover number of
the underlying graph of G is in O(k?). We show that (G = (V, (E¢)ser)), S) is a yes-instance of
TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS if and only if G contains a clique of size k.

(=): Assume (G = (V,(Ei)ie[r), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS and
let P be a solution. Note that in the constructed instance (G, S) the multiset S does not contain
multiple copies of the same source-sink pair, that is, it is actually a set. Hence, for every (s,z) € S
we use Ps , € P to denote the temporal path from s to 2z in P.

Consider the gadget for color i. Let (s;,2;) be the source-sink pair of the gadget. Since s; is
only connected to the entry vertex c; of the gadget and z; is not connected to ¢;, we have that P, .,
visits the entry vertex ¢; of the gadget and then at least two more vertices. By Lemma [Bl we have
that P, ,, visits a vertex of the body of the gadget and then the exit vertex ¢,. Afterwards Ps, ,
needs to continue to z;, otherwise the path would have to revisit c;.

We can conclude that P, ., has the following form: starting at s; it first visits the entry ¢; of
the gadget, then it visits exactly one vertex of the body of the gadget, then it visits the exit ¢, of
the gadget, and finally it reaches z;.

Let w'” with ¢ € [n] and r € {0,1,...,k — 1} be the vertex in the body of the gadget that is
visited by P, .,. We say that w,(«g) is selected in the gadget corresponding to color 4.

Let X ={vpeV;|iel[k]A w is selected in the gadget corresponding to color i for some r €
{0,1,...,k—1}}. We show that X is a clique in G. Assume for contradiction that X is not a clique
in G. Then there are vertices vy € X N'V; and vy € X N'V; for some 4,5 € [k] with i # j such that
{ve, v} ¢ Eij.

Consider the source-sink pair (s; j, 2 ;) and let P;; denote the temporal path in P from s;;
to z; ;. By Lemma [l we know that P ; first traverses the gadget corresponding to color 4, then the
gadget corresponding to color combination ¢, j, and lastly the gadget corresponding to color j.

By construction of G, there exists an e € F;; such that P;; visits v, right before entering
the gadget corresponding to color combination ¢,j and P; ; visits v, right after exiting the gadget
corresponding to color combination 4, j. In any other case, by Lemma [l we have that P;; would
temporally intersect with the temporal path in P corresponding to the source-sink pair of the
gadget.

Now by the construction of G and Lemma M we have that vy and vy are the two endpoints of
edge e, otherwise P;; would temporally intersect with the temporal path in PP corresponding to
the source-sink pair of one or both of the gadgets corresponding to colors ¢ and j. Hence, we have
that {vy, v} € E; 4, a contradiction.

(«<): Assume G is a yes-instance of MULTICOLORED CLIQUE and let X C Ule Vi with | XNV;| =
1 for all ¢ € [k] be a multicolored clique in G.

We use the following temporal paths to connect source-sink pairs of gadgets corresponding to
colors. Let i € [k] and let (s;, ;) be the source-sink pair of the gadget corresponding to color i. Let
{v/)} = X NV,. Let ¢; denote the entry vertex and ¢; the exit vertex of the gadget corresponding
to color 7. We use the path starting at s;, then continuing to ¢;, then to w((f), then to ¢, and
finally arriving at z;. Note that since every edge in G has exactly one time label, this uniquely
specifies the temporal path. By construction of the gadgets, the time edges used by the path have
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strictly increasing time labels. It is easy to see that temporal paths connecting the source-sink
pairs of gadgets corresponding to different colors do not temporally intersect, since they do not
visit common vertices.

We use the following temporal paths to connect source-sink pairs of gadgets corresponding to
color combinations. Let 1 < i < 57 < k and let (s;j,zg’j) be the source-sink pair of the gadget
corresponding to color combination 7,j. Let {véf)} =XNV,let {vé,j,)} =X NV;, and let eéi’j ) =
{Uéf) , vé,],)} € L; j. Let ¢; j denote the entry vertex and c; ; the exit vertex of the gadget corresponding

to color combination 7,5. We use the path starting at s’ )

;.j» then continuing to ¢; ;, then to w,”,
then to c;j, and finally arriving at zéj. Note that since every edge in G has exactly one time label,
this uniquely specifies the temporal path. By construction of the gadgets, the time edges used
by the path have strictly increasing time labels. It is easy to see that temporal paths connecting
the source-sink pairs of gadgets corresponding to different colors combinations do not temporally
intersect, since they do not visit common vertices.

We can further observe that temporal paths connecting source-sink pairs of gadgets correspond-
ing to colors do not temporally intersect temporal paths connecting source-sink pairs of gadgets
corresponding to color combinations, since they do not visit common vertices.

Next, we describe how to connect source-sink pairs (s; j, z; ;) with 1 < i < j < k with a temporal
path P ;. Again, let {véf)} = XNV, let {v(?,)} = X NVj, and let egl’]) = {véf),véf,)} € E;j. See
Figure [3] for an illustration of the gadgets and vertices traversed and visited by F; ;. Starting at

s; j, the path P;; continues to vé,i’j ), then it traverses the gadget corresponding to color ¢ in the

following way: it continues to the entry vertex of the gadget, then to the vertex fw](-é_l)1 in the body of
the gadget, and then to the exit vertex of the gadget. After the gadget corresponding to color ¢, the
path continues to vertex v.. Then it traverses the gadget corresponding to color combination i, j in
the following way: it continues to the entry vertex of the gadget, then to the vertex wgé) in the body
of the gadget, and then to the exit vertex of the gadget. After the gadget corresponding to color
combination i, j, the path continues to vertex v,. Then it traverses the gadget corresponding to
color j in the following way: it continues to the entry vertex of the gadget, then to the vertex wgéu)
in the body of the gadget, and then to the exit vertex of the gadget. Finally, the path continues to
véf,’j ) and then to z; ;.

First, we argue that P; ; is indeed a temporal path, that is, the labels on the time edges used

by the path are strictly increasing. The path traverses the following time edges:
.. (7’7]) 1
L. {s,v,’} with label one.

2. {vé,i’j ), ¢i }, where ¢; denotes the entry vertex of the gadget corresponding to color i, with label
20— 1)(kn+m)+2k+ (20 —1)(k—1)+2(j — 1) — 2.

3. {a, fw](g_l)l} in the body of the gadget corresponding to color i, with label 2(i — 1)(kn +m) +
2k+ (20 = 1)(k—1)+2(j — 1) — 1.

4. {w](-gl), ¢;} in the body of the gadget corresponding to color i, with label 2(¢ — 1)(kn +m) +
2k + (200 —1)(k—1)+2(j — 1).

5. {c,,v.}, where ¢, denotes the exit vertex of the gadget corresponding to color 4, with label
20— 1)(kn+m)+2k+ (20 = 1)(k—1)+2(j — 1) + 1.
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6. {ve,ci;}, where ¢; ; denotes the entry vertex of the gadget corresponding to color combination
i,7, with label 2(¢ — 1)(kn +m) + 2kn + 2¢ — 1.

7. {Ci,j,wy)} in the body of the gadget corresponding to color combination %,j, with label
2(1 — 1)(kn 4+ m) + 2kn + 2¢.

8. {wgg),ci,j} in the body of the gadget corresponding to color combination i,j, with label
2(i — 1)(kn 4+ m) + 2kn + 20 + 1.

9. {cg > vL}, where ¢ j denotes the exit vertex of the gadget corresponding to color combination

i, 7, with label 2(i — 1)(kn + m) + 2kn + 20 + 2.

10. {v.,¢;}, where ¢; denotes the entry vertex of the gadget corresponding to color j, with label
27 — D(kn+m) + 2k + (20" —1)(k — 1) + 2i — 2.

11. {¢j, wgz”)} in the body of the gadget corresponding to color j, with label 2(j — 1)(kn +m) +
%+ (20 — )k —1) +2i — 1,

12. {wy”), c;} in the body of the gadget corresponding to color j, with label 2(j — 1)(kn +m) +
2k + (20" = 1)(k — 1) + 2i.

13. {c;-, véf,’j )}, where c;» denotes the exit vertex of the gadget corresponding to color j, with label
2 —1)(kn+m)+2k+ (20" = 1)(k - 1) +2i+ 1.

14. {vg,’j), z; ;} with label 4n3.

In most cases it is obvious that the labels are strictly increasing. For the 5th and 6th label, note
that we assume k < n. For the 9th and 10th label, note that we have that ¢ < j.

Next, we show that P;; does not temporally intersect other temporal paths we constructed.
Note that P; ; only shares vertices with temporal paths that also traverse the gadget corresponding
to color ¢, the gadget corresponding to color j, and temporal paths that also traverse the gadget
corresponding to color combination %, j. Temporal paths that traverse the gadget corresponding to
color ¢ are temporal paths P, ;s for some i < j' # j, temporal paths Py ; for some i’ < ¢, and the
temporal path connecting the source-sink pair of the gadget corresponding to colors ¢. Similarly,
temporal paths that traverse the gadget corresponding to color ¢ are temporal paths Py ; for some
i # 1 < j, temporal paths P; j; for some j < j', and the temporal path connecting the source-sink
pair of the gadget corresponding to colors j. Lastly, the only other temporal path traversing the
gadget corresponding to color combination %,j is the one connecting the source-sink pair of the
gadget.

Consider the gadget corresponding to color i. The only vertices shared by the constructed
temporal paths are the entry vertex ¢; and the exit vertex ¢ of the gadget. The temporal path P
connecting the source-sink pair of the gadget visits ¢; from time one to time 2(i — 1)(kn + m) +
2k + (20 — 1)(k — 1) — 1. Temporal paths P; j; with i < j’ visit ¢; from time 2(i — 1)(kn +m) +
2k + (200 = 1)(k—1)+2(j’ —1) —2 to time 2(s — 1) (kn+m) + 2k + (2¢/ = 1)(k— 1) +2(3' — 1) — 1.
Hence, they do not temporally intersect P; (since j° > 1) in ¢; and they do not temporally intersect
each other in ¢;. Similarly, temporal paths Py ; with ¢/ < ¢ visit ¢; from time 2(¢i — 1)(kn +m) +
2k + (20 — 1)(k — 1) + 2i' — 2 to time 2(i — 1)(kn +m) + 2k + (2¢/ — 1)(k — 1) + 2’ — 1. Hence,
they also do not temporally intersect P; in ¢; and they do not temporally intersect each other in
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¢;. Furthermore, temporal paths of the form F; j» do not temporally intersect temporal paths of
the form Py ; in ¢;, since j/ > i and ' < i. By inspecting the arrival and departure times of the
constructed temporal paths at exit vertex ¢ of the gadget, we can conclude in an analogous way
that the paths do not temporally intersect in c;.

By analogous arguments, we can show that none of the constructed temporal paths temporally
intersect P; ; in the gadget corresponding to color j.

Lastly, consider the gadget corresponding to color combination ¢,j. The only temporal path
that P; ; shares vertices with of that gadget is the temporal path P connecting the source-sink pair
of the gadget. Again, the two temporal paths both visit the entry vertex ¢ and the exit vertex ¢
of the gadget. Path P visits ¢ from time 1 to time 2(i — 1)(kn +m) + 2kn + 2¢ — 2. The temporal
path P; ; visits ¢ from time 2(i — 1)(kn +m) + 2kn 4 2¢ — 1 to time 2(i — 1)(kn + m) + 2kn + 2¢.
Hence, the two temporal paths do not temporally intersect in c. By inspecting the arrival and
departure times of the constructed temporal paths at exit vertex ¢ of the gadget, we can conclude
in an analogous way that the paths do not temporally intersect in ¢

It follows that the constructed temporal paths pairwise do not temporally intersect. This
concludes the proof. O

3.2 Parameterized Hardness of Temporally Disjoint Walks

Klobas et al. [18] left the parameterized complexity of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS with respect
to the number |S| of source-sink pairs on temporal trees as an open question. In this section, we
answer this question by showing that the problem is W[l]-hard for this parameterization, even
on temporal stars. This may be somewhat surprising considering that Klobas et al. [18] showed
that TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is fixed-parameter tractable on trees. This implies that while
TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is harder than TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS on arbitrary graphs
for |S| as the parameter (the former is NP-hard for |S| = 2, while the latter is solvable in polynomial
time for constant |S|), TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS is harder than TEMPORALLY DISJOINT
PATHS on temporal trees.

Theorem 8. TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS on temporal stars is W[1]-hard when parameterized
by the number |S| of source-sink pairs.

We will give a parameterized reduction from the W[1]-hard [§] problem MULTICOLORED CLIQUE.
The input for this problem consists of an integer k and a properly k-colored graph G = (V; W V5 ©
...w Vg, E) and one is asked to decide whether G contains a clique of size k. Any such clique must,
of course, contain exactly one vertex from each color class.

Construction 4. Let (G = (V1w VaW... WV, E), k) be an instance of MULTICOLORED CLIQUE.
We may assume w.l.o.g. that [Vi| = |Va| = ...|Vk| = n. Suppose that V; = {vt,... v¢}. We will
now construct an instance (G = (V, (Et)ie[r)), S) of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS.

We start by describing S. For every i € [k], there are two terminal pairs (s;, z;) and (8;, Z;). The
temporal walks that connect these two pairs will encode the selection of a vertex in V;. Additionally,
for every i,j € [k] with ¢ < j there is a terminal pair (s;;, 2 ;). The temporal walk for this pair
verifies that at least one vertex has been selected in each of V; and V; and that those two vertices
are adjacent. Let S denote this set of terminal pairs.

Next we will define G = (V, Ey, ..., Er). We start by giving V. For every i € [k] there are two
sets of vertices, the first, W;, is intended to be used by the temporal walk connecting (s;, z;) and
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the other, W;, by the temporal walk for (3;,%). Let W, == {wi, ... wi 2%, ... 20 .y}, ..., y5} and
W; = = {wt,..., o &, ..., 3 §,..., 55} Then, for every edge e = {u,v} € E with u € V; and
v € Vj for some ¢ < j there are vertices W, = {ozu, Be,7:}. Finally, there is a central vertex c, to
which every edge will be incident. Let V := {c} U (U(S’Z)es{s, z}) U (Uie[k] W UW) U (Ueer We)-

It remains to define E1, ..., Ep. For every i € [k], there is a sequence of edge sets E, . . Eéllkn 46
Informally speaking, in this sequence the temporal walks connecting (s;,2;) and (§,~,z,) select a
vertex in V;. The temporal walk connecting (s; j, 2 ;) for j # i verifies that the selected vertex is
adjacent to the one selected in Vj. First, for ¢ € [kn], the vertices wé are adjacent to c in the layers
Ey_3 and EM, and the vertices wé have an edge to ¢ in E}M , and E4€+2 Next, for ¢ € [kn], the
vertices z, are adjacent to ¢ in Et, , and EMJrl and 7% have edges to ¢ in E4z and E4£+3 Fmally,
for ¢ € [n], the vertices ye are adjacent to c in the layers E4k(é )41 and E4M+1, while for 7; those

layers are E AR(—1)+3 and E4M 13- Additionally, the starting vertex s; is adjacent to c in the layer

+
E} and z; has an edge to ¢ in E4,m+4. Similarly, for §; and Z;, those layers are Ej and E4,m+6,

respectively.

For any i, j € [k] with i < j, there is a layer Eij , which contains the edge {s; ;,c} and a second
subsequent layer E;J , which contains {c, a{,} for all v € V; that have a neighbor in V;. There is
also a layer Ei’j 1» Which connects ¢ to 7% for all v € V; that have a neighbor in V;, and ﬁnally b
connecting z; ; to c. Next, con81der edge e € E. Suppose that one endpoint of that edge is v}, € V
and the other endpoint is vb € Vj, with ¢ < j. Then, there is an edge from a to ¢ in the layer

E4k(a 1)+4(j-1

", vl in E4k(b 1)+4i42°

) from c to 3. in layer E! and from c to

4k(a—1)+4(j—1)+2° from 56 to ¢ in E 1k(

b—1)+4i°

The order of the layers in G is as follows. The layers Eij and E;J for each i, j € k are consecutive
to one another and all such layers come at the very beginning of the temporal graph. Then, come
the layers Ell, .. Eik 16 followed by El, ... Ez,m 16> and so on. The temporal graph concludes

with the layers E v 7, and E f’J for each 7,5 € k being consecutive to one another. We give an
illustration of the constructlon in Figure [ o

We will now give a brief overview of the intuition as to why this construction is correct before
proving this claim formally. First, consider for any i € [k] temporal walks P; and P; that connect
(84, 2i) and (8;, Z;), respectively. For the purpose of explanation, assume for now that the vertices
yé and gé did not exist. The first walk, P;, must move from s; to ¢ in layer Ej, because s; is
subsequently isolated. The second walk, P;, must similarly arrive in ¢ in E%. Hence, P; must leave
c in E}, otherwise it temporally intersects P,. Tt must move to wi. That vertex is again adjacent
to ¢ in layer E% and isolated after that. Hence, P; must return to c in that layer. Therefore, P,
must leave ¢ in layer Eé, otherwise it temporally intersects P;. It must move to @. We can see
that the two walks P;, P; are “locked” into alternatingly moving from the center ¢ to vertices wé
and u?é, respectively. For an illustration see Figure @l

Now consider that the vertices yé and g;; exist. The pattern in which P, and P, move can be
“broken” if P; or P; moves to yé or g;;, respectively. Now we can make two observations.

e If the two walks do so almost simultaneously it creates a interval of size O(k) where neither of
the two walks occupy the center vertex c. This interval corresponds to a vertex in V;. Hence,
by choosing when to move to y; and 7, respectively, a vertex from V; is “selected”.
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Figure 4: Illustration of the part of the temporal graph G as defined by Construction M that
corresponds to color i« = 2 for k = 3 colors. Vertices are represented by horizontal lines. The
horizontal position of the lines indicate the “vertex type” (w, %, ys, wh, @3, §i for £ € [n], and ¢), as
described to the left. The non-horizontal lines represent time edges, where the label corresponds
to the position of their connection to the center vertex ¢ (black horizontal line in the middle).
Positions further to the left correspond to earlier time labels. Edges e, e’ connect vertices of color 1
to vertex v of color 2. Edges ¢”,¢” connect vertices of color 3 to vertex v of color 2.

o After the two walks move back to ¢, they are locked in a similar pattern, where they alter-
natingly move from the center to vertices z, and g, respectively. (This happens also if only
one of the walks move to yé or g;;.) From this pattern, they cannot move to vertices yé or gg;,
hence at most one vertex is selected per color.

If no vertex is selected, that is, no vertices yé or gjé are visited, then the temporal walk P;; from
sij to z;; for any i < j will temporally intersect FP; or P (If i = k we make an analogous
observation, where i and j exchange their role.) Hence, we can assume that one vertex of every
color is selected. We can observe that P; ; first must move from s; ; to ¢ and then to o, where e
is any edge connecting a vertex in V; to a vertex in Vj. Informally speaking, this is only possible
without temporally intersecting any of the temporal walks P;, P;, P, 15j if the endpoints of e are
selected as vertices for colors ¢ and j, respectively. Thereby, we verify that the selected vertices
indeed form a clique in G.

Now we prove the correctness of our reduction. We start by formally showing that the above

claimed properties of temporal walks P;, P; connecting (s;, z) and (8;, %), respectively, hold.

Lemma 9. Let Py, P; be temporal walks connecting (si, z;) and (3;,%;), respectively, such that P;
and P; are temporally disjoint. Then the following holds.

e If P, visits no vertez y! with € € [n] and P; wisits no vertex §i with £ € [n], then P; visits all
vertices wy,...,wy, and P; visits all vertices wi,...,w;,,.
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P; wvisits at most one vertex y, with £ € [n] and no vertex §, with ¢ € [n].

If P, visits yé, then P; wvisits all vertices w’i, . wk(é 1 and all vertices :EM_H, ,xﬁm Fur-

thermore, P; visits all vertices 0%, .. ., k(é 1 and all vertices kaH, ,iﬁm

o P wisits at most one vertex §, with £ € [n] and no vertex §j with ¢ € [n].

If P, visits yz,, then P; wvisits all vertices wl,.. wk(z, 1 and all vertices ka—l’ . ,:ﬁ}'m.

Furthermore, P; visits all vertices wl, R k(@, 1 and all vertices xké,ﬂ, ey T

o If P; wisits y} and P; visits i, then { = (.

Proof. Before we start, observe that each edge in the constructed graph G has at most two labels.
This means that if a temporal walk visits a leaf vertex (that is not its source or sink), then it is
determined when the walk arrives at that vertex and when it leaves the vertex. Inspecting the
labels on edges {c,od}, {c, B}, and {c,~]}, we can observe that P; and P; do not traverse these
edges.

Assume that P; visits no vertex y} with ¢ € [n] and P; visits no vertex g} with ¢ € [n]. By
construction, P, must move from s; to ¢ in layer Ej, because s; is subsequently isolated. Similarly,
P; must move to ¢ in E}. Hence, P; must leave ¢ in E}, otherwise it temporally intersects P;. It
must move to wl, since we assume that it does not move to yl That vertex is again adjacent to ¢
in layer E} and isolated after that. Hence, P; must return to c¢ in that layer Therefore, P; must
leave c in layer E}, otherwise it temporally intersects P;. It must move to 0}, since we assume that
it does not move to yt. By repeating this argument, we can see that the two walks P; and P; are
“locked” into alternatingly moving from the center ¢ to vertlces wz and wz, respectively. For an
1llustrat10n see Figure @ It follows that P; visits all vertices w?, .. ,wt and P, visits all vertices
wh, .. . '

The temporal walks P; and P; can only deviate from the above pattern if P; visits a vertex y;
with ¢ € [n] or P; visits a vertex ¢ with ¢ € [n]. Assume that P; is the first walk that visits a
vertex y, with ¢ € [n]. The case where P, visits a vertex gy with ¢ € [n] first is analogous. By
the arguments above we immediately get that P; visits all vertices w?, ... ,w,i(g_l) and P, visits all

vertices i, . .. ,12)};(5_1). Now we take a closer look on when P; moves back to ¢ from yé and which

consequences that as on how P; and 152 continue. Let ¢ denote the time step when P, moves back
to ¢ from yé, that is, let £ be the larger of the two time labels on edge {yé, c}. By construction, ¢
is also the smaller time label on edges {y;,,c} and {w},,,c}, see Figure @ for an illustration. It
follows that P; can neither visit y, 41 Dor wi, 1 Now we investigate the behavior of P;. Clearly, P
cannot occupy the center vertex c at time ¢, since then it would temporally intersect P;. It follows
that at time ¢, walk P; occupies wM, xM, or yg, see Figure Ml for an illustration. If P; occupies wM
at time ¢, then P; would move to ¢ at time ¢+ 1 and temporally intersect P;. We can conclude that
ISZ- occupies 5:25 or ﬂé at time t. In both cases ISZ- moves back to ¢ at time ¢t + 2. It follows that P;
cannot occupy c at time ¢ + 2. The only way to realize this is for P; to move to 332@ 41 at time ¢+ 1.
Then P; moves back to ¢ at time t 4+ 4, which means that ]SZ, must leave ¢ at time ¢ 4+ 3. The only
way to realize this is for P; to move to i};@rl and then move back to c at time ¢t 4+ 6. By repeating
this argument, we can see that the two walks P, and P; are now “locked” into alternatingly moving
from the center ¢ to vertices :EZ, and :EZ,, respectlvely, for E’ > kf 4+ 1. It follows that P; visits all
vertices a:M FRTRRS ,a:k and P; visits all vertices Typiqs---sTp,. Furthermore, we have that P; visits
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no yj, with ¢ # ¢ and no vertex g, with ¢ € [n], and if P; visits a vertex i, for some £’ € [n], then
it needs to be ﬂé. By an analogous chain of arguments, we can show an analogous behavior if P;
and P; switch their roles. O

Lemma 10. Assume (G = (V, (Ei)ier)), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS
and let P be a solution. Let P;, P; be temporal walks connecting (s;,z;) and (8;,%;), respectively,
such that P, and P; are temporally disjoint. Let Py € P with i =i or j' =i be a temporal walk
connecting (sy jr, zir jr). If one of P; and P, visits no vertex Yy with £ € [n] and no vertex g} with
¢ € [n], then Py ji temporally intersects P; or P;.

Proof. Consider the case where ¢/ = i, the case where j' = ¢ can be shown in an analogous way.
Assume that P; visits no vertex y} with ¢ € [n] and no vertex g} with ¢ € [n]. The case where P
visits no such vertex is analogous.

Temporal walk P; j» (with i < j') starts at s; J' and then moves to the center vertex c. In the next

time step, F; j» has to move to some vertex a{, with v € V;, otherwise P; ;o temporally intersects

some other temporal walk P j» connectmg (8,// "y zin jn) or the temporal walk P; connecting

(s1,21). By construction, P; j returns from ozv to ¢ at some time step ¢ that is larger than the time
label on {s;,c} and smaller than the time label on {¢, zi}. More precisely, by construction, there
exist a vertex wj, for some ¢* € [kn] such that the larger of the two labels on {wé*,c} is also t.
Now consider the case where P; also visits no vertex yp with £ € [n] and no vertex g with £ € [n].
Then by Lemma [0l we have that P; visits all vertices wyj, ... ,wfm and hence P; and P; j» temporally
intersect.

It remains to consider the case where P; visits some vertex yh with £ € [n] or some vertex g} with
¢ € [n]. By Lemma [ we have that P; visits exactly one vertex Ybow With £ € [n] and no vertex s
with ¢ € [n]. Furthermore, Lemma [0l gives us that in this case P; visits all vertices wl, .. wk(z**—n
and all vertices :EM**_H, ...zt . We immediately get that if ¢* < k(¢** — 1), then P; and P, js
temporally intersect. By construction, we also have that ¢ is exactly by one smaller than the larger
label on the edge {xé*, c}. Hence, if £* > k0** 41, then P; and P; j temporally intersect.

We can conclude that k(¢** —1) < ¢* < k¢**+1. For this remaining case we need to consider all
temporal walks Py j; € P with i =i or j' = i connecting (s j, zi7 j). Above we analysed the case
that ¢/ =7 and 7 < 5. We observed that, by construction, every temporal walk P; j; returns from

some o to ¢ at some time step ¢; and there exist a vertex w}. for some €7, € [kn] such that the
J,

larger of the two labels on {w}. ,c} is also ¢;. Hence, we have that k(¢** —1) < 5, < k€ +1 holds
Jl

for all j* > 4. Furthermore, we must have £, # €5, for all i < j* < j”, since otherwise temporal
walks P; j and P; j» temporally intersect.

Now consider the case that i’ < i and 7 = j'. Similarly, here we can observe that, by construction,
every temporal walk Py ; has to move from c to some i at some time step t; and there exist a vertex
wz* for some ¢ € [kn] such that the larger of the two labels on {wz* c} is also ty. By a similar

chain of arguments as made before, we can arrive at the conclusmn that E(0*—1) <y <kC*+1
must hold for all 7/ < i, and £, # ¢}, must hold for all / < i” < 4. Finally, by construction of
G, we have that ¢, # (5 must hold for all ¢/ < i < j'. Note that k({** —1) -kl +1 =k — 1.
Since there are k — 1 different temporal walks Py j» with ¢/ = i or j' = i, we get the following.
Each temporal walk P; j» with ¢ < j/ must leave ¢ by moving to a next possible vertex . for some
e € E. Similarly, each temporal walk Py ; with i < ¢ must have arrived at ¢ by moving from a
latest previously possible vertex 3, for some e € E. This means that each P; j; and Py ; occupies c
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for three consecutive time steps. Furthermore, we have that P; cannot move from ¢ to vertices a{;/,
Be, Or 75 with out temporally intersecting with some FP; ;o or Py ;. However, if P; moves from c to
some vertex wy, Ty, Yy, Wy, Ly, Y, for some £ € [n], it has to move back to c three time steps later.
Hence, there are no three consecutive time steps where ¢ is not occupied by P;. It follows that P;

temporally intersects P; ;. O

Lemmas [ and [10] essentially show that the vertex selection in our reduction works as intended.
We obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 11. Assume (G = (V, (Et)ic[r)), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS
and let P be a solution. Let P;, P; € P be temporal walks connecting (s;, z;) and (3;, Z;), respectively.

There exists an € € [n] such that P; wvisits yé and P; wvisits y,. Furthermore, P; visits no y, with
0" # € and P; visits no g, with ¢’ # (.

Next, we show a property of the temporal walks P;; connecting (s;, 2 ;) for i < j in yes-
instances.

Lemma 12. Assume (G = (V, (Ei)ier)), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS
and let P be a solution. Let P;;j € P be the temporal walk connecting (s;j,zi ;) for i < j. There
exists an e = {u,v} € E with u € V; and v € V; such that P, ; has the transitions

i (Si,j7cat1)7 b (CYZ,,C, t3)7 L (/86767 t5); L (75767 t7)7
L4 (C7 a‘leatQ)y L4 (C7 567t4); L (C7 ’Yf}atG); L4 (C7 Zi,jatS);
for some t1 <ty <...<tg.

Proof. Temporal walk P; ; (with i < j) starts at s; ; and then moves to the center vertex c. Hence,
the first transition of P;; is (s;j,c,t1) for some ¢;. In the next time step, P;; has to move to
some vertex o, with u € Vi, otherwise P; ; temporally intersects some other temporal walk Py j/
connecting (sir7j/,zir7j/) or the temporal walk P; connecting (s1,21). It follows that the second
transition of P ; is (c, aﬁ,tg) for to = t; + 1 and the third transition of F;; is (aﬁ,c, t3) for some
t3 > to.

Next, we consider the last three transitions of P; ;. The last one is clearly (c,z; ;,tg) for some
tg. The previous transition must occur at time ¢7 = tg — 1 since otherwise P; ; temporally intersects
some other temporal walk Py j; connecting (s j, zy ;) or the temporal walk P}, connecting (sy, zi).
It follows that the second-last transition of P;; is (7%,c,t7) for some v € V; and the third-last
transition is (¢,7%,tg) for some tg < t7.

It remains to show what happens between the third and the third-last transition of F; ;. Let
P;, P; € P be temporal walks connecting (s;, z;) and (3, %), respectively. By Corollary [[T] we have
that there exists an £ € [n]| such that P; visits yé and 1—:’Z visits gj@. Furthermore, we have that P;
visits no yé, with ¢ # ¢ and P, visits no 372, with ¢ # (. Tt follows that, by construction, there is
one interval of size 4(k — 1) where ¢ is neither occupied by P; nor P; (when the walks move to Y
and gg;, respectively), that we associate with color i. Analogously, there is one such interval that
we associate with color j. We have that with (oz%, ¢,t3) the temporal walk P; ; enters the interval
corresponding to color i and with (c,~?,tg) leaves the interval corresponding to color j, otherwise
P; ; would temporally intersect at least one of the walks Pi,lﬁi,Pj,lﬁj, where Pj,pj € P are the
temporal walks connecting (s;, z;) and (§;, Z;), respectively. We can observe that at most k& — 1
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walks Py j € P connecting (s j, 2y j) can enter and leave the interval corresponding to a color.
2) such walks and each such walk needs to enter at least
two such intervals. By the pigeonhole principle we have that if P; ; enters more than two intervals,
that is, the one of color i, the one of color j, and at least one more of some color 7', then there is
one interval that is visited by k walks, a contradiction to the assumption that all temporal walks
in P are pairwise temporally disjoint. It follows that after F;; leaves the interval of color ¢, the
next time it visits the center vertex ¢ needs to be in the interval of color j. This is only possible if
e = {u,v} € E and P, ; can use transitions (c, B¢,t4) and (fe, ¢, t5) with t3 <ty < t5 < ts. O

There are k such intervals, there are (k

We are now ready to prove Theorem [§

Proof of Theorem[8. Let (G = (V,(Et)eir),S) be the TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS instance
described by Construction [ for MULTICOLORED CLIQUE instance G = (Vi & ... W Vi, E). The
instance (G = (V, (E¢)ter)), S) can clearly be computed in polynomial time and we can observe
that |S| € O(k?). We show that (G = (V, (E¢)serr]), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT
WALKS if and only if G contains a clique of size k.

(=): Assume (G = (V, (Et)ie[r), S) is a yes-instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS and let
P be a solution. Consider color 7 and let P;, 152 € P be temporal walks connecting (s;, z;) and (8;, Z;),
respectively. By Corollary [Tl we have that there exists an ¢ € [n] such that P; visits y} and P, visits
ﬂé. Furthermore, P; visits no yé, with ¢/ # ¢ and P, visits no g;;, with ¢/ # ¢. Note that this implies
that £ is uniquely defined. We say that v} is the selected vertex of color i. Now let X be the set of the
selected vertices of all colors, that is, X = {v} € V; | i € [k] and v} is the selected vertex of color 4}.
We claim that X is a clique in G. Note that by definition, X contains exactly one vertex of each
color.

Assume for contradiction that X is not a clique in G. Then there exist vé,vg, € X with i # j
such that {v}, vg,} ¢ E. Consider the temporal walk P; ; € P that connects (s; ;, 2; ;). By Lemmal[l2]
we have that there is some e = {u,v} € F with u € V; and v € Vj such that P;; visits vertices
o, B, and ~i. Let P;, P; € P be temporal walks connecting (s;,z;) and (8, Z;), respectively, and
let P, I5j € P be temporal walks connecting (sj, 2;) and (5, Z;), respectively. By the construction
of G (Construction @), we have that the temporal walks P; ;, P;, P;, Pj, P; can only all be pairwise
temporally disjoint if u = vz and v = vg,, and hence e = {vé, v?,} € F, a contradiction.

(«<): Assume G is a yes-instance of MULTICOLORED CLIQUE and let X C Ule V; with | XNV;| =
1 for all i € [k] be a multicolored clique in G. We construct a solution P for (G, S) as follows. For
cach i € [k], let a; € [n] be chosen such that v, € X NV;. For each (s,z) € S, we must give a
temporal (s, z)-walk and then show that these walks are pairwise temporally disjoint.

We start with (s; ;, ;) for i,j € [k] with i < j. Let v := v}, v' == v}, and e := {v,v'}. Observe
that, because v,v" € X, the edge e is present in G. The (s; ;, z j)-walk P; ; starts in s; j, moves to ¢
in the layer Ei] , and continues to «,, in layer E;J . It remains there until the layer Eik(ai—l) A(j—1)

at which point it returns to ¢. It then moves on to (. in layer Eflk( ai—1) From there, the

+A(—1)+2°

and on to 7, in EJ Finally, in the layers E}J_ 1

; J
walk moves to c in layer E4k( To(ay—1)-+4i+2°

aj—1)+4i

and E}] , it moves through c to z; ;.
Next consider the walks P; and P; for i € [k] connecting (s;, z;) and (5;, %), respectively. In E},

the walk P, moves to from s; to c. For £ € [(a; — 1)k], it moves from ¢ to w} in layer £, 5 and back

to ¢ in EZQ. In layer Ei( a—1)k+10 the walk then proceeds to yg, , remaining there until it returns to
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cin Ej;aikﬂ. For every ¢ € [(a; 4+ 1)k, nk], the walk moves from ¢ to 2} in E}, , and back to ¢ in
Efw 41- In Ej;,m 14, the walk reaches its goal z;. The walk for P, is analogous.

We must now argue that none of the constructed walks temporally intersect. The only vertex
used by more than one walk is ¢, so the constructed walks cannot temporally intersect in any other
vertex. They also cannot temporally intersect in ¢ in a layer E;? with r € {1,2, f — 1, f} because
only P; ; occupies c in those layers. In the layers E!, the vertex ¢ is occupied by the walks P;, P,

P, ; with j € [i + 1,k] and P;; with j € [i — 1]. The walk P, only occupies c in layers E! with
e rmod4 € {0,1} and r < 4(a; — 1)k or
e rmod4 € {1,2} and r > 4(a; + 1)k + 1.
The walk P; only occupies ¢ in layers E! with
e rmod 4 € {2,3} and r < 4(a; — 1)k or
e rmod4 € {0,4} and r > 4(a; + 1)k + 1.

Hence, those two also do not temporally intersect. Meanwhile, the walks P; ; and P;; only occupy

¢ in the layers Eik(ai_1)+4+(j_1), e 7E421k(ai—1)+4+(j—1)+2’ so they also do not intersect pairwise or

with P; and p@ O

4 Algorithms for Temporally Disjoint (Paths/Walks)

In this section, we present two new algorithms, one for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS and one for
TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS. For TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS, we present in Section (4.1
an FPT-algorithm for the combination of the number of source-sink pairs and the feedback edge
number of the underlying graph as a parameter. For TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS, we give
in Section an FPT-algorithm for the number of source-sink pairs that requires the underlying
graph of the input to be a path.

In both cases we generalize results and resolve open questions by Klobas et al. [18]. Further-
more, our computational hardness results in Section [Bl imply that our algorithmic result cannot be
improved significantly (from a classification standpoint).

4.1 Algorithm for Temporally Disjoint Paths

In this section, we present an FPT-algorithm for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS parameterized
by the combination of the number of source-sink pairs and the feedback edge set number of the
underlying graph. This generalizes the FPT-algorithm by Klobas et al. [18] for TEMPORALLY
Di1sJOINT PATHS parameterized by the number of source-sink pairs for temporal forests. Theorem
implies that we presumably cannot replace the feedback edge set number of the underlying graph
by a smaller parameter such as the feedback vertex number or the treewidth and still obtain fixed-
parameter tractability.

Theorem 13. TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS is fixed-parameter tractable when parameterized
by the combination of the number |S| of source-sink pairs and the feedback edge number of the
underlying graph.
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The high-level idea of the algorithm is as follows. We can bound the number of paths in the
underlying graph between any source-sink pair in a function of its feedback edge number. We can
do the same for the number of how often two such paths intersect. Hence, for a given set of paths,
the total number of such intersections is bounded by a function of the feedback edge set number
and the number of source-sink pairs. For each such intersection, we can consider all possibilities
in which order it is traversed by the temporal paths. This gives us enough information to verify in
polynomial time whether the possibility of how and in which order the source-sink pairs should be
connected is realizable.

Proof of Theorem[13. Let (G = (V, (Et)eir]), S) be an instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS
such that the underlying graph of G is a path. Let G denote the underlying graph of G. Recall
that S denotes the set of all vertices in V that appear as sources or sinks in S.

Since we only consider temporal paths in the solution, we can perform the following preprocess-
ing step. We exhaustively remove all vertices v € V' that have degree at most one in the underlying
graph G and that are not sources or sinks, that is, v ¢ S. A temporal (s,z)-path for (s,z) € S
cannot visit such vertices. Let G’ denote the underlying graph after the preprocessing step and let
F be a minimum feedback edge set of G'. We call a vertex v of G’ interesting if one of the following
properties hold.

e Vertex v is a source or a sink, that is, v € S,
e Vertex v is incident with a feedback edge.
e Vertex v has degree at least three in G’.

Let D denote the set of interesting vertices. We have that there are O(|F|+|S|) interesting vertices
in G, that is, |D| € O(|F| +|S|). Furthermore, there are O(|F| 4 |S|) interesting path segments in
G’, that is, paths in G’ start and end at interesting vertices and have no internal vertices that are
interesting [4, Lemma 2]. Let P denote the set of interesting path segments. Clearly, every temporal
(s, z)-path for (s,z) € S follows a path in G’ that is composed of interesting path segments. For
each (s,z) € S there are 20(FI+ISD) different set of interesting path segments that are visited by
a temporal (s, z)-path. For a temporal (s, z)-path P, we call the set of interesting path segments
that are visited by P the configuration of P. Note that there is one unique order and direction for
P to traverse the interesting path segments in its configuration. Considering all source-sink pairs,
we have 20U F|-ISI+IS?) possible sets of configurations for the temporal paths in a solution.

For each such set of configurations we consider in which order the temporal (s, z)-paths with
(s,2) € S occupy the interesting vertices D. For a fixed set of configurations there are |S|9(S5)
possible orderings for one fixed interesting vertex. Hence, since |D| € O(|F| + |S|), there are
|S|OUFT1SI+]S ) possible sets of orderings for all interesting vertices. However, some of these or-
derings may not be compatible with each other, that is, they are not realizable without making
the temporal (s, z)-paths temporally intersect. Consider a fixed set of configurations. We add the
following constraint to the set of orderings.

e If the two temporal paths P, P’ connecting (s,2) € S and (s',2') € S, respectively, have the
same interesting path segment in their configuration, then they must have the same relative
order in both endpoints of the path segment.
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Figure 5: Illustration of an interesting path segments from interesting vertex v; to interesting
vertex vy and two temporal paths that follow the segment (red and blue). The horizontal position
of the colored edges represents the time labels. Vertex vy is occupied first be the red path and
then by the blue path. Vertex vy is occupied first by the blue path and then by the red path.
On both sides, the red temporal path follows the interesting path segment from v to vs. On the
right side, the blue temporal path also follows the segment from v; to vo, and on the left side, the
blue temporal path follows the segment from vs to v;. We can see that in both cases, the paths
temporally intersect in v*.

If both temporal paths traverse the interesting path segment in the same direction, they cannot
“overtake” each other without temporally intersecting, that is, if the order in which they occupy the
first vertex of the segment is the reversed order in which they occupy the last vertex of the segment,
then there must be a vertex in the path segment where the two paths temporally intersect. Similarly,
if they traverse the path segment in opposite directions the earlier temporal path must finish
traversing the segment before the later temporal path can start, otherwise they would temporally
intersect. This is illustrated in Figure Bl

Furthermore, we can consider each set of orderings as a partial order <; over D x S, that is, all
combinations of an interesting vertex and a source-sink pair. For each source-sink pair (s, z) € S
the configuration of temporal (s,z)-path implicitly defines an ordering in which the interesting
vertices are visited by the path. Considering those orders for all source-sink pairs, we get another
partial order <5 over D x S. Let <* denote the transitive closure of the relation <15 over D x S
with x <12 y if z <1 y or x <o y. If <* is a partial order, that is, there are are no z,y € D x S such
that z <* y and y <* z, then <7 and <35 have a common linearization which we call the iteration
order. If this is the case and the set of orderings also meets the above constraint, then we call the
set of orderings wvalid. Note that we can check in polynomial time whether a given set of orderings
is valid and if so compute an iteration order in polynomial time.

Having a configuration together with a valid set of orderings, we show that we can check in
polynomial time whether it is realizable by pairwise temporally disjoint (s, z)-paths for all (s, z) € S.
Formally, the algorithm executes the following steps.

1. Exhaustively remove vertices with degree < 1 from the underlying graph G, except sources
or sinks, that is, vertices in S. Let G’ be the resulting (static) graph.

2. Compute a minimum feedback edge set F' of G'.

3. Let V=3 denote all vertices of G’ with degree at least three. Partition the forest G’ — F into
a set of maximal paths P with endpoints in D = | J,cpeU V23U S, and intermediate vertices
all of degree 2. It holds that |P| € O(|F| + |S]) |4, Lemma 2].

Here, D is the set of interesting vertices and P is the set of interesting path segments.

26



4. Tterate over all configurations for all temporal (s, z)-paths with (s, z) € S.

5. Consider a fixed configuration for all temporal (s, z)-paths with (s, z) € S.

Iterate over all valid sets of orderings in which the temporal (s, z)-paths in the solution occupy
the vertices in D.

6. Consider a fixed valid set of orderings. Compute an iteration order for D x S and iterate over
the combinations of interesting vertices and source-sink pairs in that order. Let (v, (s, z2))
with v € D and (s, z) € S be the current combination.

e If v = s, then let v© € D denote the next interesting vertex that is visited by the
temporal path connecting s and 2. Let v/ be the vertex in the path segment from v to
v™T that is right before v™. Compute a prefix-foremost temporal path P (earliest possible
arrival time at every vertex) from v to v’ that follows the path segment from v to v™.

If no such temporal path exists, discard the current combination of configuration with
valid set of orderings. Otherwise, for each transition (v,w,t) in P, remove all time edges
incident with v or w that have a time label ¢ < ¢.

e If v = z, then let v~ € D denote the previous interesting vertex that is visited by the
temporal path connecting s and z. Let v' be the vertex in the path segment from v~
to v that is right before v. Let ({v',v},t) be the time edge between v' and v with the
smallest time label.

If no such time edge exists, discard the current combination of configuration with valid
set of orderings. Otherwise, remove all time edges incident with v’ or v that have a time
label ¢/ < t.

o If s # v # z, then let v+ € D denote the next interesting vertex that is visited by the
temporal path connecting s and z and let v~ € D denote the previous interesting vertex
that is visited by the temporal path connecting s and z. Let v; be the vertex in the
path segment from v~ to v that is right before v and let vy be the vertex in the path
segment from v to v* that is right before v™. Compute a prefix-foremost temporal path
P (earliest possible arrival time at every vertex) from v; to ve that visits v right after
v1 and then follows the path segment from v to v*.

If no such temporal path exists, discard the current combination of configuration with
valid set of orderings. Otherwise, for each transition (v, w,t) in P, remove all time edges
incident with v or w that have a time label ¢ < ¢.

Proceed with the next combination of interesting vertex and source-sink pair. If there is no
further combination, output YES.

7. If all combinations of configuration with valid set of orderings were discarded, output NO.

Since we have 20UFISI+15) possible configurations and \S\OGF"‘S'HS'Z) possible valid sets of or-

derings, the running time of the algorithm is in 20((FISI+ISI)?log|S]) . 1G|°M). Note that with
polynomial overhead, the algorithm can also output the solution.

By the arguments made before, it is easy to check that if the algorithm outputs YES, then we
face a yes-instance.

For the other direction, assume that we face a yes-instance and thus there is a solution S. For
each (s, z) € S, the corresponding temporal (s, z)-path in S follows a path in the underlying graph
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G. Since the temporal paths do not revisit vertices, all degree one vertices (that are not sources or
sinks) can be exhaustively removed. It follows that each temporal (s, z)-path in S follows a path
in G’. Consider the corresponding paths in G’. Each of them can be segmented into interesting
path segments, where the set of segments implicitly defines the order and direction in which they
are traversed. Hence, we can assume that in some iteration of the algorithm, we are considering for
each (s,z) € S the set of interesting path segments that is traversed by the temporal (s, z)-path
in S, that is, the path’s configuration. Naturally, we also have that every interesting vertex is
occupied by (a subset of) the temporal (s, z)-paths in S in a certain order. By the arguments in
the description of the algorithm, we have that if the two temporal paths in S connecting (s,z) € S
and (s',2') € S traverse the same interesting path segment, then they must have the same relative
order in both endpoints of the path segment. Hence, we have that the set of orderings is valid and
will be considered by the algorithm.

Lastly, note that we can assume w.l.0.g. that the temporal (s, z)-paths in S traverse the inter-
esting path segments in a prefix-foremost (among the ones that do not temporally intersect) way
up until the second-last vertex in the segment, and the last vertex is visited at the earliest possible
time. If they are not, we can simply replace the temporal path segments (up to the second last
vertex) with prefix-foremost ones and replace the last transition with the earliest possible one. We
can conclude that the algorithm outputs YES. U

4.2 Algorithm for Temporally Disjoint Walks

In this section, we present an FPT-algorithm for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS parameterized
by the number of source-sink pairs for the case where the underlying graph is a path. Recall that
a temporal graph that has a path as underlying graph is called a temporal line. Klobas et al. [1§]
showed that TEMPORALLY DiSJOINT WALKS is NP-hard on temporal lines and they gave an FPT-
algorithm for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS parameterized by the number of source-sink pairs
for temporal forests. Theorem [ implies that we presumably cannot adapt this FPT-algorithm
for TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS. However, we can obtain tractability for the case of temporal
lines. This answers an open question by Klobas et al. [1§].

Theorem 14. TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS on temporal lines is fized-parameter tractable with
respect to the number |S| of source-sink pairs.

Before we prove Theorem [[4] we first investigate properties of solutions S to an instance of
TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS that minimize the sum of the lengths of its walks (our algorithm
will produce such a solution). We show that we can upper-bound the number of times a temporal
walk in such a solution S changes its direction by a function of |S|. Furthermore, we show that
the direction changes always occur in “regions” (whose size is upper-bounded by a function of
|S|) “around” the sources and sinks in S. Intuitively speaking, this allows us to iterate over all
possibilities in which direction, how often, and in which order the temporal walks connecting the
source-sink pairs move through the regions around the source and sink vertices in S. Given such
a possibility, we have enough information to check whether there exist temporally disjoint walks
that realize this behavior.

For the remainder of this section, let S be a solution to an instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT
WALKS that minimizes the sum of the lengths of its temporal walks. We first show that if a
temporal walk in § changes its direction, there has to be another temporal walk in S that enforces
this behavior as follows.
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Lemma 15. Let W be a temporal (s, z)-walk in S such that (a,b,t), (b,a,t") with t <t are con-
secutive in W. Then, there exists a temporal (s, 2")-walk W' in S with (c,a,t") or (a,c,t") in W'
where t <t <t

Proof. Let (a’,a,t_1) be the transition in W before (a, b,t) and let (a,a”,t/, ;) be the transition in W
after (b, a,t’). Now consider W that is obtained from W by removing the transitions (a,b,t),(b,a,t’).
Clearly, W is a temporal (s, z)-walk and its length is smaller than the length of W. Since W ¢ S,
there must be a W’ € S that temporally intersects with W but not with W. Comparing W
with W, the only vertex that is occupied by W for a longer time than by W is vertex a. The
temporal walk W occupies a from time ¢_; to time ¢ and then again from time ¢’ to time ¢/ ; (with
t_1 <t <t <t), whereas the temporal walk 1474 occupies vertex a from time t_; to time #/ ;.
Hence, the time period where a is occupied by W but not by W is (t,t'). It follows that W' has
to occupy a at least once at some time t” with ¢t < ¢” < ¢'. Assume that W arrives at a at time
t” then W has to contain a transition (c,a,t”) for some vertex c. If W never arrives at a, then it
must start at a and contain a transition (a,c,t”) for some c. O

Having Lemma [I8] we can inductively show if a temporal walk W} in S changes direction, then
there is a sequence of temporal walks in S that change direction right before Wy followed by a
temporal walk in S that is either starting at its source or arriving at its sink.

Lemma 16. Let Wy be a temporal (so, zo)-walk in S such that (ao, bo, to), (bo, ao, ty) with ty < 1
are consecutive in Wy. Then, there exist temporal (s1,z1)-walk W1, ..., temporal (s, z,)-walk W,
inS and ay,by,t1,t), ..., ar, by, tr, t. so that:

e For every 1 < i <, (ai,bi,t;), (b;,a;,t;) are consecutive in Wy, ti_q < t; < t, < t,_; and
;1 = b,’.

e cither (ay,by,ty) or (by,ap,t,) in Wy, t,—1 < t, <t _,, ap_1 = b, and either b, = z, or
b, = s,.

Proof. Consider Wy. We prove the statement by induction on t{, — to, that is, the time difference
between when W leaves vertex ag and when it comes back. By Lemma [I5] there exists an (s, 2/)-
walk W’ in S with (¢, ag,t”) or (ag,c,t”) in W’ where tg <t < t,. If a9 = s’ or ap = 2/, then we
have r = 1 and W’ = W, and the statement holds.

Otherwise, we have the following. Assume that s’ # a9 # z’. Rename ¢ = ay, ag = by,
s = 51, 2 = 2z, and W = W;. By Lemma we have that (a1,b1,t1) or (b1, a1,t1) with
to < t1 < t{, are transitions of W;. However, since s; # by = ag # z1, we have that both transitions
must be consecutive in Wi, where (aq,b1,t1) is the first and (by,aq,t}) is the second for some
ty >t} > t1 > to, otherwise W would temporally intersect with Wp.

Now W; is an (s1,21)-walk in S such that (a1,b1,t1), (b1,a1,t]) are consecutive in Wi, with
th —t1 < t{, — to. Hence, by induction we know that there exist (sg,22)-walk Wa, ..., (s, z,)-walk
W, in S and ag, b, ta, th, ..., ar, by, tr,t, so that:

e For every 2 < i <, (a;,b,t;), (b;,a;,t};) are consecutive in W; and b; is closer to u; than a;,
tio1 <t; < t; < t;—l and a;_1 = b;.

e cither (a,, by, t,) or (by,ap,t,) in Wy, t,—1 < t, <t._y, a1 = b, and either b, = z, or b, = s,.

Hence, the lemma follows. O
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Figure 6: Illustration for Lemma and Corollary 7 The colored paths represent temporal
(Sr,2r)- t0 (80, 20)-walks. The horizontal position of the colored edges represents the time labels.
The diamond shaped vertex b, = a,_1 equals s, or z,. and hence is a vertex of interest. Since
r < |S], the distance between b, and by is also at most |S].

From Lemma[I6 we can draw two important corollaries that will help us to design the algorithm
and prove its correctness. We give an illustration in Figure [l The first corollary is that direction
changes of temporal walks in S occur not too far away from source or sink vertices.

Corollary 17. Let W be an (s, z)-walk in S such that (a,b,t), (b,a,t’) are consecutive in W with
t < t'. Then, there exists an (s',2")-walk W' # W in S with at least one among (s',a’,t") or
(d, 2/, t") in W' for some a', where t <" <t and the distance between a and a' in the underlying
path of the temporal graph is at most |S]|.

The second corollary is that the temporal walks in & do not change their direction too often.

Corollary 18. Let W be an (s,z)-walk in S. Then at most 2|S| pairs of triples of the form
(a,b,t), (b,a,t") with t <t' are consecutive in W.

We now have all the pieces we need to prove Theorem [I41

Proof of Theorem [1]]. Let (G = (V, (Et)ie[r), S) be an instance of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT WALKS
such that the underlying graph of G is a path. Let G denote the underlying graph of G. Recall
that S denotes the set of all vertices in V that appear as sources or sinks in S. We know by
Corollary [Tl that we may assume w.l.o.g. that all temporal walks in a solution to (G, S) change
direction only at vertices that are of distance (in G) at most |S| from some vertex v € S. Let
D = {v eV | I e 8 such that distg(v,v') < |S|} denote the set of all vertices in V where
some temporal walk in the solution potentially changes direction. Observe that |D| < 4|S|2. By
Corollary [[8§ we know that w.l.o.g. all temporal walks in a solution to (G, S) change direction at most
2|S| times. It follows that for each source-sink pair in (s, z) € S, there are |S|9U5) possibilities we
need to consider for where the temporal (s, z)-walk in the solution changes directions. Considering
all source-sink pairs, we have |S |O(|S %) possible configurations the we need to consider for where
the temporal walks in the solution change directions.

Consider one specific configuration. We now analyse how many different relative orderings of
the temporal walks we need to consider. To do this, we treat every temporal walk as at most 2|S]
temporal path segments that form the walk, that is, at the endpoints of each path segment, the
walk changes direction (or starts/ends). In total, this gives us 2|S|? temporal path segments. Note
that any two of these path segments P, P’ have to property that they either do not visit common
vertices, or if they do, then for all common vertices we have that either P occupies each of them
before P’ or vice versa. Otherwise, P and P’ would be temporally intersecting. It follows that there
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exist a total ordering of all path segments such that whenever two path segments visit common
vertices, the ordering defines which of the two path segments occupies each of the common vertices
first. Overall, we have |S \O(|S ) possible orderings for the path segments.

However, some of these orderings might not yield pairwise temporally disjoint walks when
we reconnect all path segments to form the respective temporal walks. Let P, and P> be two
consecutive path segments of some temporal walk W such that Pj is the path segment right before
P, then the ordering must obey two requirements.

1. Path segment P, must occur before path segment P, in the ordering.

2. Let vertex v be the endpoint of P, and the starting point of P, implying that W changes
direction at vertex v. Then for each path segment P’ that contains vertex v we have that P’
either must be before P; and P, in the ordering or P’ must be after P; and P, in the ordering.

The first requirement must be met, since otherwise connecting P; and P, does not yield a temporal
walk. To see why the second requirement must be met, let W’ be the temporal walk of which P’
is a path segment. If W = W/, then the first requirement is not met. If W # W', then the two
temporal walks would temporally intersect in vertex v.

We call an ordering of the path segments valid if both the above requirements are met. Given
an ordering, we can clearly check in polynomial time whether it is valid or not.

The algorithm now proceeds as follows:

1. Iterate over all possible configurations for where the temporal walks in the solution change
directions.

2. For each configuration, iterate over all valid orderings of the path segments implicitly given
by the configuration.

3. For each configuration with a valid ordering, iterate over the path segments according to the
ordering.

For each path segment, compute a prefix-foremost temporal path P (earliest possible arrival
time at every vertex) from the starting point to the endpoint of the path segment.

If no such temporal path exists, discard the current combination of configuration with valid
ordering. Otherwise, for each transition (v,w,t) in P, remove all time edges incident with
v or w that have a time label ¥ < t. Continue with the next path segment. If there is no
further path segment, output YES.

4. If all combinations of configuration with valid ordering were discarded, output NO.

Since we have |S|9(S %) possible configurations and |S|°(S %) possible valid orderings, the running
time of the algorithm is in |$|2U051) . |G|°M . Note that with polynomial overhead, the algorithm
can also output the solution.

By the arguments made before, it is easy to check that if the algorithm outputs YES, then we
face a yes-instance.

For the other direction, assume that we face a yes-instance. Then there is a solution S that
minimizes the sum of the lengths of its temporal walks. Corollaries [[7 and [I8] imply that each
temporal walk in the solution changes direction at most 2|S| times at vertices that are of distance

at most \S \ to a vertex that appears as a source or sink in S. Hence, we can segment every temporal
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walk in the solution into at most 2|S| temporal paths that have endpoints in the set D (defined at
the beginning of the proof). The path segments form a partially ordered set, if we define a path
segment P to be smaller than P’ if the two path segments have common vertices and each of the
common vertices is occupied by P earlier than by P’. Note that for all pairs of path segment P, P’
that have common vertices, we have that P is either smaller than P’ or vice versa, otherwise P and
P’ would be temporally intersecting. Hence, we have that any linearization of the partial ordering
is a valid ordering of the path segments.

If follows that there exists a combination of configuration with valid ordering that agrees with
the solution. Lastly, note that we can assume w.l.o.g. that the temporal path segments in the
solution are prefix-foremost (among the ones that do not temporally intersect), since if they are
not, we can simply replace a temporal path segment with a prefix-foremost one. We can conclude
that the algorithm outputs YES. O

5 Conclusion

Building upon the work of Klobas et al. [18], we presented an almost complete picture of the param-
eterized computational complexity of TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS and TEMPORALLY DISJOINT
WALKS when structural graph parameters of the underlying graph combined with the number of
source-sink pairs are considered. For both problem variants, we showed W[1]-hardness for the num-
ber of vertices as the parameter even for instances where the underlying graph is a star, indicating
that solely restricting the structure of the underlying graph is insufficient for obtaining tractability.
Consequently, we considered the number of source-sink pairs as an additional parameter. For TEM-
PORALLY DISJOINT PATHS we showed that even combining the number of source-sink pairs with the
vertex cover number of the underlying graph is presumably insufficient to obtain fixed-parameter
tractability. However, we showed that the problem is in FPT when parameterized by the feedback
edge number combined with the number of source-sink pairs. For TEMPORALLY DISJOINT PATHS
we showed that the problem remains W[l]-hard when parameterized by the number of source-sink
pairs even if the underlying graph is a star. However, the problem is in FPT for the same parameter
if the underlying graph is a path. Our results revealed surprising differences between the path- and
the walk-variant of our problem and resolved open questions by Klobas et al. [18].

We leave several directions for future research. Our hardness results rule out many structural
graph parameters as further options for obtaining tractability. However, there are some candidates
that are unrelated to the vertex cover number and the feedback edge set, and are also large on star
graphs, leading to the following question.

e Is TEMPORALLY DISJOINT (PATHS/WALKS) in FPT or W[1]-hard when parameterized by
the combination of the number of source-sink pairs and the cutwidth or bandwidth of the
underlying graph?

In MAPF, one is often interested in finding solutions that minimize the sum or maximum of
steps or actions that each agent needs to take to arrive at their destination [30]. In our setting,
the number of transitions of a temporal path or walk corresponds to the number of steps and the
difference between the time label of the last and first transition (also called duration) corresponds
to the number of actions (where waiting for one time step is considered an action). We can observe
that the number of transitions of temporal paths or walks is constant in the reductions of Theorem [I]
and Theorem 2] indicating that finding solutions with few transitions is still hard. We believe that
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the duration might be a more promising parameter, since it is large in the reductions of Theorem
and Theorem [B] leading to the following question.

e Is TEMPORALLY DI1sJOINT (PATHS/WALKS) in FPT or W[1]-hard when parameterized by the

combination of the number of source-sink pairs and the maximum duration of any temporal
(path/walk) in the solution?

Finally, we leave open whether our results also hold for the non-strict case, where temporal

(paths/walks) use transitions with non-decreasing (instead of increasing) time labels. We conjecture
that all our results can be adapted for this case.
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