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Abstract

We consider the expander routing problem formulated by Ghaffari, Kuhn, and Su (PODC
2017), where the goal is to route all the tokens to their destinations given that each vertex is
the source and the destination of at most deg(v) tokens. They developed randomized algorithms

that solve this problem in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(
√
logn log logn) rounds in the CONGEST model, where ϕ

is the conductance of the graph. In addition, as noted by Chang, Pettie, Saranurak, and Zhang
(JACM 2021), it is possible to obtain a preprocessing/query tradeoff so that the routing queries
can be answered faster at the cost of more preprocessing time. The efficiency and flexibility of
the processing/query tradeoff of expander routing have led to many other distributed algorithms
in the CONGEST model, such as subpolynomial-round minimum spanning tree algorithms in
expander graphs and near-optimal algorithms for k-clique enumeration in general graphs.

As the routing algorithm of Ghaffari, Kuhn, and Su and the subsequent improved algorithm
by Ghaffari and Li (DISC 2018) are both randomized, all the resulting applications are also
randomized. Recently, Chang and Saranurak (FOCS 2020) gave a deterministic algorithm that

solves an expander routing instance in 2O(log2/3 n·log1/3 logn) rounds. The deterministic algo-
rithm is less efficient and does not allow preprocessing/query tradeoffs, which precludes the
de-randomization of algorithms that require this feature, such as the aforementioned k-clique
enumeration algorithm in general graphs.

The main contribution of our work is a new deterministic expander routing algorithm that
not only matches the randomized bound of Ghaffari, Kuhn, and Su but also allows preprocess-
ing/query tradeoffs. Our algorithm solves a single instance of routing query in 2O(

√
logn·log logn)

rounds. For instance, this allows us to compute an MST in an expander graph in the same round

complexity deterministically, improving the previous state-of-the-art 2O(log2/3 n·log1/3 logn). Our
algorithm achieves the following preprocessing and query tradeoffs: For 0 < ϵ < 1, we can
answer every routing query in logO(1/ϵ) n rounds at the cost of a (nO(ϵ) + logO(1/ϵ) n)-round
preprocessing procedure. Combining this with the approach of Censor-Hillel, Leitersdorf, and
Vulakh (PODC 2022), we obtain a near-optimal Õ(n1−2/k)-round deterministic algorithm for
k-clique enumeration in general graphs, improving the previous state-of-the-art n1−2/k+o(1).

As a side result of independent interest, we demonstrate the equivalence between expander
routing and sorting in the sense that they are reducible to each other up to a polylogarithmic
factor in round complexities in the CONGEST model.

∗Supported by the NUS Presidential Young Professorship startup grant.
†Supported by NSF CCF-2008422.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

03
90

8v
1 

 [
cs

.D
C

] 
 6

 M
ay

 2
02

4



Contents

1 Introduction 1
1.1 Our Contribution . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
1.2 Previous Results and Key Challenges . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
1.3 Our Approach . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

2 Preliminaries 8

3 The Hierarchical Decomposition 9

4 Reducing to Internal Routing Tasks 12

5 Core Tools: Shuffler and Expander Sorting 13
5.1 Shuffler . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13
5.2 Distributed Expander Sorting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

6 Solving Task 2 and Task 3 using Shufflers 15
6.1 Arbitrary Configuration to the Dispersed Configuration . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
6.2 Routing the Tokens to the Portals . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19
6.3 Merging Two Dispersed Configurations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20
6.4 Leaf Case for Task 2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21
6.5 The Analysis of Round Complexity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22

6.5.1 Deriving Recurrence Relation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22
6.5.2 Analyzing Round Complexity: Solving Recurrence Relations . . . . . . . . . 24

A The Construction of Hierarchical Decomposition from CS20 29

B The Construction of Shufflers 32
B.1 Cut Player . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32
B.2 Matching Player . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34
B.3 Termination . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

C Distributed Expander Sorting 36

D The Reduction from Task 1 to Task 2 38

E Routing on General Expanders 40

F Expander Routing and Expander Sorting are Equivalent 41



1 Introduction

The CONGEST model is a prominent model that captures both the locality and the bandwidth
in the study of distributed graph algorithms. In this model, the underlying network is a graph
G = (V,E), where we let n = |V |, m = |E|, and ∆ = the maximum degree of G. Every vertex
v hosts a processor with an unique ID ∈ [1,poly(n)]. The computation proceeds in synchronized
rounds. In each round, each vertex sends a distinct message of O(log n) bits to each of its neighbors,
receives messages from its neighbors, and performs local computations. The complexity of an
algorithm is measured as the number of rounds.

In this work, we focus on networks with high conductance. Throughout the paper, we say that
a graph is a ϕ-expander if its conductance is at least ϕ, and we informally say that a graph is an
expander if it has high conductance. Depending on the context, the conductance of an expander
can be Ω(1), log−O(1) n, or n−o(1).

We consider the following routing problem in a ϕ-expander G in the CONGEST model. Suppose
that each vertex v is the source and the destination of at most deg(v) tokens. The goal is to route
all the tokens to their destinations. Ghaffari, Kuhn, and Su [GKS17] developed an algorithm that
routes the tokens in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(

√
logn log logn) rounds. By using such a primitive, a minimum

spanning tree (MST) can be computed in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(
√
logn log logn) rounds in the CONGEST

model, beating the Ω(
√
n/ log n) lower bound of [PR00, SHK+12] in general graphs. Later, the

2O(
√
logn·log logn) term in the running time has been improved to 2O(

√
logn) later by Ghaffari and

Li [GL18].
Chang, Pettie, Saranurak, and Zhang [CPSZ21] leveraged the expander routing algorithms to

general graphs by developing distributed algorithms for expander decomposition. They showed
the method can be used to obtain efficient algorithms for a series of problems. In particular, they
obtained CONGEST algorithms for triangle counting, detection, and enumeration whose running
times match the triangle enumeration lower bound of [ILG17] up to polylog(n) factors. The ap-
proach is to decompose the input graph into disjoint expanders, where only a small number of edges
are crossing between different expanders. Within each expander, the ease of routing provided by
these algorithms allows one to solve the problem efficiently. They also noted that the algorithms of
[GKS17] can be tweaked to have preprocessing/query tradeoffs and used this perk in obtaining the
above optimal-round algorithms. In particular, if one spends O(nϵ) time doing the preprocessing
then each subsequent routing instance can be answered in O(logO(1/ϵ) n) time. This is particularly
useful for algorithms that need a polynomial number of queries, as each query can be answered in
polylogarithmic rounds if we spend a small-polynomial time for preprocessing.

One major issue left by [GKS17, GL18] was that their routing algorithms are randomized. As
a result, all the resulting applications are randomized. In [CS20], they made progress by giving an

deterministic algorithm that solves a routing instance in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(log2/3 n·log1/3 logn), which is
suboptimal compared to the randomized bound of poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(

√
logn·log logn). More importantly,

it did not achieve processing/query tradeoffs as in [GKS17]. Therefore, for many applications of
the deterministic expander routing, such as the aforementioned results for triangle detection and

triangle enumeration, it induces an additional factor of 2O(log2/3 n·log1/3 logn), leaving a substantial
gap between randomized and deterministic algorithms.
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1.1 Our Contribution

The main contribution of our paper is a deterministic expander routing algorithm that matches the
randomized bound of [GKS17] with preprocessing/routing tradeoffs.

Theorem 1.1. Given a graph G = (V,E) be a ϕ-expander. Let ϵ > 0 be a constant. There exists
an algorithm that preprocesses the graph in nO(ϵ) + poly(ϕ−1) · (log n)O(1/ϵ) time such that each
subsequent routing instance can be solved in poly(ϕ−1) · (log n)O(1/ϵ) rounds.

Here we see that a single routing instance can be solved in time similar to the bounds obtained
by [GKS17] by setting ϵ =

√
log logn/ log n in Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 1.2. A single expander routing instance can be solved in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(
√
logn·log logn)

rounds deterministically without preprocessing.

Corollary 1.2 is an improvement over the previous deterministic expander routing algorithm

of [CS20], which costs poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(log2/3 n log1/3 logn) rounds.
Expander routing is extremely useful as a fundamental communication primitive in designing

distributed algorithms in expander graphs. Expander routing has been used to design efficient MST
and minimum cut algorithms [GKS17], efficient subgraph finding algorithms [CPSZ21], and efficient
algorithms for sorting, top-k frequent elements, and various data summarization tasks [SV19] in
expander graphs. Expander routing allows us to transform a large class of work-efficient PRAM
algorithms into CONGEST algorithms with small overhead [GL18]. Expander routing has also been
utilized in a smooth analysis for distributed MST [CPP20] and to design sparsity-aware algorithms
for various shortest path computation tasks in the CONGEST model [CHLP21].

Our improved expander routing algorithm immediately leads to improved deterministic upper
bounds for all of the aforementioned applications. In particular, our result implies that an MST of
an ϕ-expander can be computed in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(

√
logn log logn) rounds deterministically, improving

upon the previous deterministic bound poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(log2/3 n log1/3 logn) [CS20] and nearly matching
the current randomized bound poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(

√
logn) [GKS17, GL18].

Corollary 1.3. An MST of an ϕ-expander can be computed in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(
√
logn log logn) rounds

deterministically.

Proof. Similar to the randomized MST algorithm in [GKS17], it was shown in [CS20] that an
MST can be constructed using polylogarithmic deterministic rounds and invocations of expander
routing. Therefore, an MST of an ϕ-expander can be computed in poly(ϕ−1) · 2O(

√
logn log logn)

rounds deterministically by implementing the MST algorithm using the expander routing algorithm
of Corollary 1.2.

Expander routing is also useful in designing distributed algorithms in general graphs indirectly
via the use of expander decompositions. An (ϵ, ϕ) expander decomposition of a graph removes at
most ϵ fraction of the edges in such a way that each remaining connected component induces a ϕ-
expander. In the CONGESTmodel, this decomposition is commonly applied in a divide-and-conquer
approach, where efficient expander routing algorithms are employed to solve subproblems within
ϕ-expanders. This approach has been particularly successful in the area of distributed subgraph
finding [CPSZ21, CS20, CHGL20, CHCGL21, CHLV22, CHFLG+22, EFF+22, ILGM20, LGM21].
A different use of expander decompositions and routing is to establish barrier for proving lower
bounds in CONGEST [EFF+22].
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Again, our improved deterministic expander routing algorithm leads to improved bounds for the
aforementioned applications. In particular, we obtain a near-optimal Õ(n1−2/k)-round deterministic
algorithm for k-clique enumeration in general graphs, improving the previous deterministic upper
bound n1−2/k+o(1) [CHLV22].

Corollary 1.4. There is a deterministic algorithm that list all k-cliques in Õ(n1−2/k) rounds de-
terministically.

Proof. By slightly modifying the algorithm of [CHLV22], we know that all k-cliques can be listed
using Õ(n1−2/k) deterministic rounds and invocations of expander routing on ϕ-expanders with
ϕ = 1/polylog(n). The modification needed is to alter the parameters for the deterministic (ϵ, ϕ)
expander decomposition in [CHLV22, Theorem 5]. Here we want to make ϕ = 1/polylog(n).

As discussed in [CS20], the deterministic (ϵ, ϕ) expander decomposition algorithm admits the
following tradeoff: for any 1 ≥ γ ≥

√
log log n/ log n, there is a deterministic expander decomposi-

tion algorithm with round complexity ϵ−O(1) · nO(γ) with parameter ϕ = ϵO(1) log−O(1/γ) n. In the
k-clique enumeration algorithm of [CHLV22], the parameter ϵ is set to be some constant. By select-
ing γ to be a sufficiently large constant, we can ensure that ϕ = ϵO(1) log−O(1/γ) n = 1/ polylog(n)
and the round complexity ϵ−O(1) · nO(γ) for constructing the decomposition is upper bounded by
Õ(n1−2/k).

If we implement the k-clique enumeration algorithm with the poly(ϕ−1) ·2O(
√
logn log logn)-round

deterministic expander routing algorithm of [CS20], then the overall round complexity for k-
clique enumeration is Õ(n1−2/k) · 2O(

√
logn log logn) = n1−2/k+o(1). To improve the upper bound

to Õ(n1−2/k), we use our new deterministic expander routing algorithm. Specifically, by selecting ϵ
to be a sufficiently small constant in Theorem 1.1, we can ensure that each routing instance can be
solved in poly(ϕ−1) · (log n)O(1/ϵ) = polylog(n) rounds and the cost nO(ϵ) +poly(ϕ−1) · (log n)O(1/ϵ)

of the preprocessing step is upper bounded by Õ(n1−2/k).

Our algorithm is optimal up to a polylogarithmic factor, as the upper bound Õ(n1−2/k) for k-
clique enumeration in Corollary 1.4 matches the Ω̃(n1−2/k) lower bound [FGKO18, ILG17]. Previ-
ously, such an upper bound was only known to be achievable in the randomized setting [CHCGL21].
Moreover, for k = 4, our algorithm is tight even for the easier k-clique detection problem, due to
the Ω̃(

√
n) 4-clique detection lower bound of [CK20].

Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.4 resolve an open question of Censor-Hillel,1 which asks whether
the cost of each instance of expander routing in the triangle enumeration algorithm can be made
both deterministic and has a polylogarithmic round complexity. Corollary 1.4 yields a deterministic
triangle enumeration algorithm that is optimal up to a polylogarithmic factor.

1.2 Previous Results and Key Challenges

For ease of discussion, in this section, we assume that our input graph has an O(1) maximum degree
and is an expander with constant conductance.

Randomized Approach We first summarize at a high level the general idea of [GKS17] and
explain the difficulty of de-randomization. Roughly speaking, the general idea is to partition the
current base graph X into k = nϵ parts X1, . . . , Xk with roughly equal sizes. For each part Xi,

1Open Problem 2.2 of https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06597v3.
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by using random walk techniques, they embed a virtual Erdős–Renyi graph G(|Xi|, p) onto it for
p = O(log n/|Xi|), where all the virtual edges correspond to a set of paths P with polylog(n)
congestion and dilation in X, where the congestion c is defined to be c = maxe |{P ∋ e | P ∈P}|
and the dilation d is defined to be d = maxP∈P |P |. The quantity c + d is known as the quality
of P or the quality of the embedding, as one round of communication in the virtual graph can
be simulated within O(cd) rounds in the base graph deterministically, and Õ(c + d) rounds with
randomization [LMR94, Gha15]. As Erdős–Renyi graphs are good expanders, they may recurse
on each Xi by viewing the base graph as the virtual graph G(|Xi|, p)) to further partition Xi into
k parts and embed a G(n, p) on each of them. The hierarchy goes on for O(1/ϵ) levels. Since
each level only incurs a polylog(n) blow up on the congestion and dilation. A set of paths of
subgraphs in any level with quality c + d corresponds to a set of paths in the original graph of
quality (c + d) · logO(1/ϵ) n. With such a hierarchy embedding structure, they showed a routing
instance can be routed using paths that consist of edges in the virtual graphs across different
levels with quality logO(1/ϵ) n, which translates to paths of quality (logO(1/ϵ) n)2 = logO(1/ϵ) n in the
original graph.

Now we examine the deterministic routing algorithm of [CS20] and address the reasons why it
did not obtain the randomized bound and the preprocessing/query tradeoffs.

Challenge I – Speed At a high level, the deterministic routing algorithm of [CS20] still follows
the same recursive framework used in the randomized algorithm of [GKS17]. While a low-congestion
and low-dilation simultaneous embedding of virtual expanders into X1, . . . , Xk can be obtained eas-
ily by random walks, obtaining such a simultaneous embedding of expanders is much more difficult
in the deterministic setting. In [CS20], low-congestion and low-dilation simultaneous embedding of
virtual expanders is computed recursively using an approach similar to that of [CGL+20] based on
the cut-matching game of [KKOV07].

We give a brief and informal introduction to how the cut-matching game works. The cut-
matching game is a procedure that returns a balanced sparse cut or a low-congestion and low-
dilation embedding of a virtual expander. The algorithm works by iteratively finding a sparse
cut of the virtual graph and then finding a low-congestion and low-dilation embedding of a large
matching between the two parts of the cut. If we cannot obtain a large matching at some stage
of the algorithm, then a balanced sparse cut can be obtained. Otherwise, the virtual graph is
guaranteed to be an expander. In [CS20, CGL+20], the implementation of the sparse cut algorithm
in the cut-matching game is done recursively with a recursive structure similar to that of [GKS17]
where recursion is applied to multiple smaller instances.

Due to the recursive nature of the approach discussed above, the deterministic simultaneous
embedding of virtual expanders in [CS20] has a much worse guarantee compared to the randomized
approach of [GKS17]: Specifically, within (nO(ϵ) + logO(log(1/ϵ)) n) rounds, the expanders obtained
have conductance of 1/(logO(1/ϵ) n). As discussed earlier, to build the hierarchical structure needed
to solve the routing problem, one has to repeat the process of simultaneous embedding of virtual
expanders recursively, and the depth of recursion is O(1/ϵ). Since each level incurs a blow-up of

logO(1/ϵ) n factor on the routing quality, from the bottom to the top, it introduces a logO(1/ϵ2) n
blow-up in total, as opposed to logO(1/ϵ) n in the randomized construction of [GKS17]. By balancing

the terms (nO(ϵ)+logO(log(1/ϵ)) n) and logO(1/ϵ2) n, it turns out setting ϵ = (log log n/ log n)1/3 yields

the best possible bound of 2O(log2/3 · log1/3 logn), which is sub-optimal compared to the randomized
algorithms of [GKS17].
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Challenge II – Preprocessing/Query Tradeoffs In the randomized routing algorithm
of [GKS17], it is possible to obtain a preprocessing/query tradeoff, where the preprocessing phase
builds the hierarchy of expander embeddings in (nO(ϵ)+logO(log(1/ϵ)) n) rounds. Each routing query
in the query phase can be done in logO(log(1/ϵ)) n rounds. Very different from the randomized ap-
proach, the deterministic routing algorithm of [CS20] still requires (nO(ϵ) + logO(log(1/ϵ2)) n) rounds
for every routing query, so a tradeoff between preprocessing and query cannot be achieved.

We briefly explain why the disparity occurs. In the randomized setting [GKS17], the same
collection of routing paths constructed in the preprocessing step can be reused for all subsequent
routing requests that are oblivious to the randomness used in the preprocessing step. Such an
oblivious assumption can be made without loss of generality by first using random walks to redis-
tribute the messages to be routed. In the deterministic setting [CS20], the paths for routing the
messages are recomputed from scratch for each routing request, as we explain below.

Suppose the current base graph is X. Let X1 . . . Xk be the children of X in the hierarchy. We
classify the tokens needed to be routed T1 . . . Tk based on their destinations, where Ti is the set
of tokens whose destinations are in Xi. The routing task of the current level of recursion is to
route all the tokens Ti to Xi. Once such a task has been achieved, we can just recurse in each Xi.
The deterministic algorithm of [CS20] resolves this task by iterating over all the O(k2) Xi-Xj pairs
sequentially. For each Xi-Xj pair, they find a set of paths to send the tokens Tj from Xi to Xj

with quality poly(k) · 2O(
√
logn) by adapting the maximal paths algorithm in [GPV93], which were

originally used to compute matching and DFS in PRAM. As a result, there is a poly(k) = nO(ϵ)

dependency on the query complexity, which is not needed in the randomized algorithm of [GKS17].

1.3 Our Approach

We describe how we overcome the above two challenges as follows. First, to get the bound that
matches the randomized algorithm of [GKS17], we do a one-shot hierarchical decomposition.

One-Shot Hierarchical Decomposition Instead of applying the deterministic simultaneous
expander embedding framework [CS20] as a black box and recursing on each embedded expander
to build the embedding hierarchy, we observe that for the algorithm of [CS20] to return such an
embedding of expanders in one level, the algorithm already builds some kind of a hierarchy of
expander embedding during the recursive construction. Therefore, a natural idea for improving the
deterministic routing algorithm of [CS20] is to run the simultaneous expander embedding algorithm
only once in the base level and use the hierarchical decomposition constructed in the algorithm
to solve the routing problem in a way similar to that of [GKS17, CS20]. To realize this idea, we
need to overcome some technical difficulties. In particular, here each level in the hierarchy not only
introduces a loss in the conductance guarantee but also a loss in the number of vertices covered by
the expander embedding, as the hierarchical decomposition only embeds expanders on a constant
fraction of vertices in each level. One observation of why such an approach is still plausible is
that the depth of the hierarchy is O(1/ϵ), so the expanders at the bottom level consist of 1/2O(1/ϵ)

fraction of the vertices. Therefore, it might be possible to find delegates in those bottom-level
expanders, which we will refer to as the best nodes, for every vertex in the original graph in such a
way that each best node represents at most 2O(1/ϵ) vertices. This would incur at most 2O(1/ϵ) blow
up on the congestion. Moreover, the edges in the virtual expanders in each level of the hierarchy
correspond to paths of quality at most polylog(n) in the parent level. The total blow up on the
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quality is at most (logO(1/ϵ) n)2 = logO(1/ϵ) n. This is in contrast with the algorithm of [CS20],

which has a blow-up of logO(1/ϵ2) n.
We define additional tasks and reduce the original problem to these tasks to implement the

delegation idea. However, for the ease of illustration in the introduction, let us assume for now
a base graph X is a partition into X1 . . . Xk, where an expander can be embedded into each Xi.
Also, the hierarchy has been constructed recursively on the expander of each Xi.

A Randomized, Meeting in the Middle Approach Second, to achieve a preprocessing/query
tradeoff, given base graph X, we need a routing algorithm that has no polynomial dependencies
on k that routes the tokens to the corresponding parts. We first describe a randomized version of
our approach and explain how to de-randomize it: Perform lazy random walks simultaneously for
all the tokens together until they mix. For tokens destined to Xi (call these tokens Ti), they are
now roughly equally distributed across different parts. Suppose that we call such a configuration
the dispersed configuration and the desired configuration the final configuration. To route from the
dispersed configuration to the final configuration, we start with the final configuration, transform
it into the dispersed configuration by the same method, and reverse the paths. The only problem
left now is that the two dispersed configurations can be different, and we still need to match up Ti
tokens with T ′

i tokens for each i inside each part Xj . Here, we can then embed a sorting network
into each Xj to sort the tokens so they are aligned to match up (see the Expander Sorting paragraph
at the end of the section).

De-randomization by Pre-embeddings of Shufflers Now the only issue left is to remove
the randomness needed in the process of routing tokens from any configuration to a dispersed
configuration. The cut-matching game, introduced by [KRV09], is a potential deterministic way
to achieve a similar effect of random walks. Roughly speaking, the goal of the game is to produce
a shuffler, which consists of matchings of virtual edges M1,M2, . . . ,Mλ such that the natural
random walk on the sequence of matchings converges to a nearly uniform distribution from any
initial distribution, where each M r corresponds to a set of paths of low congestion and dilation
(i.e. if (u, v) ∈ M r then there is a u-v path in the set). The natural random walk defined by
M1,M2, . . . ,Mλ is a random walk such that for r = 1, . . . , λ, if the current vertex v is matched
to u then we move to u (through its corresponding path) with probability 1/2, and stay at v with
probability 1/2. If v is not matched, then it stays at v.

Once we have such a shuffler, we can distribute the tokens deterministically according to the
behavior of a lazy random walk. In particular, at each node u, consider if the number of Ti-tokens
that are on u is xi. For r = 1 . . . , λ, if u is matched to v in M r, we need to send xi/2 Ti-token
from u to its mate v. Assuming the tokens are splittable (to be fractional). In the end, every node
would hold a roughly equal amount of Ti tokens due to the mixing property of the shuffler. This
would lead to the dispersed configuration.

Coarse-grained Shufflers However, the tokens are not splittable. To this end, instead of build-
ing a shuffler on X, we build a shuffler on Y , where Y is a multi-graph obtained from X by
contracting each Xi. By doing such a coarse-grained shuffling, the rounding error due to the
integrality of the tokens becomes negligible when |Xi| ≫ |Y |.

Yet, directly running the cut-matching game on Y will lead to insufficient bandwidth for token
distribution. If Xj is matched Xj′ by the matching player, then we need to send xi/2 Ti-tokens

6



from Xj to Xj′ in the simulation of lazy random walk, where xi is the number of Ti-tokens on Xj .
Since each matched edge only corresponds to one path and it can be the case that xi = ω(1), the
bandwidth may not be enough.

To resolve this, we implement the cut player on Y and the matching player on X to ensure the
matching player finds enough paths. This will lead the algorithm to produce a shuffler consisting
of matchings of X along their path embeddings of low congestion and dilation. The matchings of
X can be naturally translated to fractional matchings of Y by normalization. We then simulate
the token distribution on Y according to these fractional matchings, using the path embeddings in
X.

Routing to Shuffler Portals Once the shufflers are constructed, it will be ready to process
queries of routing instances. Recall that paths that correspond to a matching of the shuffler will be
used to transport the tokens. The endpoint of such paths is known as portals. To route the tokens
according to the fractional matchings, the main task is to send them to the corresponding portals
so that they can follow the paths to the corresponding parts. For example, suppose there are xi
Ti-tokens on Xj for each i. If according to the fractional matching, we need to send xi,j′ tokens
to Xj′ then we need to route these xi,j′ tokens to the portals in Xi. The routing tasks stemming
from processing a fractional matching now become parallel instances of the routing task on each
Xi. The cut-matching games end in O(log n) iterations. So the problem recurses into O(log n) of
parallel routing instances of the next level. To load balance the tokens over the portals, we again
use the expander sorting technique to resolve it without dependency on poly(k). As a result, a
query can be answered without dependency on poly(k).

Expander Sorting One particular subroutine—deterministic expander sorting—serves as a core
tool in our routing algorithm. It has been used in, e.g., the aforementioned procedure for routing
tokens to shuffler portals as well as other procedures such as re-writing token destinations and
solving the problem within leaf components.

The goal of expander sorting is to re-distribute all tokens among the vertices such that, if
we collect all the tokens from the vertex with the smallest ID to the vertex with the largest ID,
these tokens’ pre-defined keys are sorted in non-decreasing order. Su and Vu [SV19] considered a
slightly simpler version of the problem where each vertex holds a unique ID from [1, n] and gave
a randomized algorithm for it. Here, the IDs can range from [1, poly(n)]. We gave deterministic
algorithms for expander sorting along the way and developed several handy tools based on it. For
example, gathering and propagating information with custom grouping keys.

The Equivalence Between Routing and Sorting As a side result, we showed that expander
routing and expander sorting tasks are actually equivalent up to a polylogarithmic factor, in the
sense that if there is a CONGEST algorithm Aroute that solves the expander routing problem
in Troute(n, ϕ, L) rounds, then an expander sorting instance can be solved within O(ϕ−1 log n) +
O(log n) · Troute(n, ϕ, L) rounds. Conversely, if there is a CONGEST algorithm Asort that solves the
expander sorting problem in Tsort(n, ϕ, L) rounds, then an expander routing instance can be solved
within O(1) · Tsort(n, ϕ, 2L) rounds. We prove the equivalence in Appendix F.

We believe that the equivalence result is of independent interest and can contribute to the study
of the complexity of distributed graph problems in expander graphs. Much like the significance of
network decomposition in the LOCAL model, expander routing stands out as the only nontrivial
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technique in the design of distributed graph algorithms on expanders in the CONGEST model. Akin
to the theory of P-SLOCAL-completeness developed in [GKM17], an interesting research direction
is to explore the possibility of identifying a wide range of fundamental distributed problems on
expanders that are equivalent to expander routing.

2 Preliminaries

Let n denote the number of vertices and ∆ be the maximum degree. Throughout the paper, we
assume our graph has a constant maximum degree, i.e., ∆ = O(1). In Appendix E, we will show
a reduction from general graphs to constant degree graphs. We state some definitions and some
basic properties here.

Conductance Consider a graph G = (V,E). Given a vertex set subset S, define vol(S) =∑
v∈S deg(v). Let δ(S) = {(u, v) | u ∈ S, v ∈ V \ S}. The conductance of a cut S and that of a

graph G are defined as follows.

Φ(S) =
|δ(S)|

min(vol(S), vol(V \ S))
Φ(G) = min

S⊆V

S ̸=∅ and S ̸=V

Φ(S)

Sparsity The sparsity of a cut S and that of a graph G are defined as follows.

Ψ(S) =
|δ(S)|

min(|S|, |V \ S|)
Ψ(G) = min

S⊆V

S ̸=∅ and S ̸=V

Ψ(S)

We remark that the sparsity Ψ(G) of a graph G is also commonly known as edge expansion.

Diameter Given a graph G = (V,E). For u, v ∈ V , let distG(u, v) denote the distance between u
and v in G. The diameter D is defined to be D(G) = maxu,v∈V (G) distG(u, v). The following upper
bound on the diameter can be obtained by a standard ball-growing argument:

Fact 2.1. Let G be a graph with conductance ϕ. The diameter D(G) is upper bounded by
O(ϕ−1 log n).

Expander Split The expander split G⋄ of G = (V,E) is constructed as follows:

• For each v ∈ V , create an expander graph Xv with deg(v) vertices with ∆(Xv) = Θ(1) and
Φ(Xv) = Θ(1).

• For each v ∈ V , fix an arbitrary ranking of the edges incident to v. Let rv(e) denotes the
rank of e in v. For each edge e = uv ∈ E, add an edge between the ru(e)’th vertex of Xu and
the rv(e)’th vertex of Xv.

The expander split will be used to do the reduction from general graphs to constant degree graphs
in Appendix E. A key property is that Ψ(G⋄) = Θ(Φ(G)). The proof, as well as more properties
on expander split, can be found in [CS20, Appendix C].
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Quality of Paths Given a set of paths P . The quality of P , Q(P), is defined to be the
congestion + dilation of the set of paths. Notice that the smaller this quantity is, the better qual-
ity we have. Such a notion has been introduced in [HWZ21, HRG22], as there exist randomized
algorithms that route along each path simultaneously in Õ(Q(P)) rounds [LMR94, Gha15]. In the
deterministic setting, it is straightforward to execute the routing in congestion× dilation ≤ Q(P)2
rounds by spending congestion rounds per edge on the paths.

Fact 2.2. Let P be a set of precomputed routing paths. Sending one token along every path P ∈ P
simultaneously can be done in deterministic Q(P)2 rounds.

Embeddings Given graphs H1, H2 with V (H1) ⊆ V (H2), an embedding of H1 into H2 is a
function f : E(H1)→P(H2) that maps the edges of H1 to P(H2), the set of all paths in H2. The
quality of the embedding Q(f) is defined to be the quality of the set of paths

⋃
e∈E(H1)

f(e). As
the vertex set of H1 is always a subset of V (H2), we sometimes specify H1 only by its edge set.

For the ease of composition, given an embedding f , we tweak it so that it can map paths in
H1 to paths H2 by defining f(e1, . . . , el) = (f(e1), . . . , f(el)) for (e1, . . . , el) ∈ P(H1). Given an
embedding f that embeds H1 onto H2 and an embedding g that embeds H2 onto H3, (g ◦ f) is an
embedding of H1 into H3.

Given embedding f that embeds H1 to G1 and embedding g that embeds H2 to G2 with
V (H1) ∩ V (H2) = ∅, the embedding (f ∪ g) : E(H1 ∪H2)→P(G1 ∪G2) is defined to be

(f ∪ g)(e) =

{
f(e) e ∈ E(H1)

g(e) e ∈ E(H2)

Matching Embedding The following result, developed in [CS20, HHS23], allows us to embed a
matching between S and T , where S and T are two disjoint subsets:

Lemma 2.3. Consider a graph G = (V,E) with maximum degree ∆ = polylog(n) and a parameter
0 < ψ < 1. Given a set of source vertices S and a set of sink vertices T with |S| ≤ |T |, there is a
deterministic algorithm that finds a cut C and an embedding fM of a matching M between S and
T saturating S with the following requirement in 2O(

√
logn) · poly(1/ψ) rounds.

• Matching: The embedding fM has quality O(ψ−2) · polylog(n).
• Cut: Let S′ ⊆ S and T ′ ⊆ T be the subsets that are not matched by M . If S′ ̸= ∅, then C
satisfies S′ ⊆ C, T ′ ⊆ V \ C, and Ψ(C) ≤ ψ; otherwise C = ∅.

3 The Hierarchical Decomposition

Consider a constant degree graph G = (V,E). Chang and Saranurak [CS20] gave an algorithm that
either finds a balanced sparse cut C with Ψ(C) ≤ ψ and |C| ≥ |V |/4 or finds a subset of vertices
W ⊆ V such that Ψ(G[W ]) ≥ log−O(1/ϵ) n · poly(ψ) with |W | ≥ (2/3) · |V |, where 0 < ϵ < 1 is
a parameter that the running time depends on. In the latter case, it also produces a hierarchical
decomposition T , whose property we summarize in Property 3.1. We set ψ = Ψ(G)/2 to force it
to go into the latter case, as no cut C with Ψ(C) ≤ ψ/2 can be found.
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Property 3.1. Each node of T is a vertex set X ⊆ V . The root of the tree is a vertex set W
with |W | ≥ (2/3) · |V |. A node of T can be either good or bad. The number of levels ℓ(T ) in the
hierarchy is upper bounded by O(1/ϵ). Moreover:

1. Let k = |V (G)|ϵ. If a node is good, then it is either terminal or internal. A bad node or
a terminal good node has no children. A good internal node X consists of a number of good
children X1 . . . Xt, where (2/3) · k ≤ t ≤ k and they can be ordered so that maxx∈Xi ID(x) ≤
miny∈Xi+1 ID(y) for 1 ≤ i < t. Moreover, it has the same number of bad children X ′

1 . . . X
′
t. Let

X∗
i = Xi ∪X ′

i. We have X = X∗
1 ∪ . . . ∪X∗

t . There exists τ = Θ(|X|/k) such that for each i,

1

3
· |X|
k
≤ |X∗

i | ≤ 6 · |X|
k

and
2

3
(τ − 1) ≤ |X∗

i | ≤ 2 · (τ + 1)

2. Let p(X) denote the parent node of X. If a non-root node X is good then it is also associated
with a virtual graph HX with maximum degree O(log n) whose vertex set is X, and an embedding
fX that embeds HX to Hp(X). The root X is associated with the virtual graph HX = G[X] with
fX(e) = e.

Suppose X ∈ T is a good internal node. Let X1 . . . Xt be the good children of X. The embedding⋃t
i=1 fXi that embeds HX1 ∪ . . .∪HXt onto HX has quality polylog(n) ·O(ψ−1) in X if X is the

root, and polylog(n) otherwise.

In addition, for any good node X, Ψ(HX) = poly(ψ) · log−O(1/ϵ) n if X is the root and Ψ(HX) =
Ω(1/ logΘ(ℓ(T )−ℓ(X)) n) = log−O(1/ϵ) n otherwise, where ℓ(X) is the level that X is at in the
hierarchy (the root has level 0).

3. Suppose that X is a good internal node. For each HXi, it can be extended to a virtual graph
H∗

i of X∗
i by adding a matching M∗

i between Xi and X
′
i to HXi such that each vertex in X ′

i is
matched. This also implies |X ′

i| ≤ |Xi| and so

|X1 ∪ . . . ∪Xt| ≥ |X|/2

Moreover, there exists an embedding fMX
that embeds

⋃t
i=1M

∗
i onto HX with quality polylog(n)

if ℓ(X) ≥ 1, and quality of O(ψ−1) · polylog(n) if ℓ(X) = 0.

Property 3.1(1) says that every part X∗
i has roughly the same size, with up to a constant factor

difference. Property 3.1(2) describes the embedding inside each Xi. Property 3.1(3) describes the
embedding between Xi and X

′
i. See Figure 1 for an illustration of the decomposition.

Some properties listed above may not be explicitly stated in [CS20]. Thus, for the sake of
completeness we will go over the construction of [CS20] to verify these properties in Appendix A.

Theorem 3.2 ([CS20]). Let G be a constant degree ϕ-expander and k = nϵ be a parameter. Then,
there exists a deterministic CONGEST algorithm that computes a hierarchical decomposition T that
satisfies Property 3.1 in poly(ϕ−1) · (nO(ϵ) + logO(1/ϵ) n) time.

Definition 3.3. Let X ∈ T be a good node whose level is ℓ(X). The flatten embedding f0X is an
embedding that embeds HX to G, defined as

f0X = fp(ℓ(X))(X) ◦ . . . ◦ fp(2)(X) ◦ fp(X) ◦ fX
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Figure 1: An illustration of the hierarchical decomposition. The gray dotted edges denote the
expander embedding as described in Property 3.1(2). For example, the gray dotted edges inside X1

is the virtual graph HX1 . The base graph of the child node with vertex set X1 is now HX1 . The
black dotted edges between Xi and X

′
i form a matching embedding described in Property 3.1(3).

Corollary 3.4. For each X ∈ T , let PX be any collection of paths in X. Suppose that the quality
of each PX is upper bounded by Q. Let P ′ =

⋃
X∈T f

0
X(PX) be the flatten mapping of these paths

to G. We have that Q(P ′) = Q · poly(ψ−1) · logO(1/ϵ) n.

Proof. Let Ti = {X ∈ T | ℓ(X) = i}. Define f i =
⋃

X∈Ti fX to be the union of embedding

from level-i nodes to level-(i − 1) nodes. By Property 3.1(2), Q(f i) = polylogn if i > 1 and
Q(f i) = poly(ψ−1) ·polylogn otherwise. Since

⋃
X∈Ti f

0
X(PX) = (f1 ◦ . . . ◦ f i)(

⋃
X∈Ti PX), we have

Q(
⋃

X∈Ti f
0
X(PX)) = Q ·O(ψ−1) · logO(i) n. Summing this over each i = 1, . . . , O(1/ϵ), we conclude

that the quality of P ′ is at most Q ·O(ψ−1) · logO(1/ϵ) n.

Embedding a Matching To Cover the Whole Graph We note that the root W ∈ T does
not cover all the vertices in V . Using Lemma 2.3, we can pre-embed a matching between vertices
of V \W and W with good quality so that tokens can be routed to the hierarchy easily.

Lemma 3.5. Let W ∈ T be the root of the hierarchical decomposition. There exists a CONGEST
algorithm that finds an embedding fMroot of a matching Mroot between V \W and W that saturates
V \W with Q(fMroot) = ψ−2 · logO(1) n and the runtime is 2O(

√
logn) · poly(ψ−1).

Proof. Note that |W | ≥ (2/3)|V | by Property 3.1. We set S =W and T = V \W and so |S| < |T |.
We then apply Lemma 2.3 with ψ = Ψ(G)/2 so that it returns a matching embedding with the
desired quality.
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Leaf Trimming We will trim the leaves of T so that every leaf node contains at least k4 = O(n4ϵ)
vertices. This can be done level by level from the last level. Each level takes O(D′+k4) · logO(1/ϵ) n
rounds, where D′ = logO(1/ϵ) n is a diameter upper bound of HX of each X ∈ T in that level.

Definition 3.6. Given X ∈ T , define Xbest ⊆ X to be the union of the good leaf nodes in the
subtree rooted at X.

Definition 3.7. Define ρbest = maxX∈T |X|/|Xbest|.

Note that with Property 3.1, we have ρbest = 2O(1/ϵ).

4 Reducing to Internal Routing Tasks

We first consider the core setting of the expander routing problem, where the input graph G is a
constant degree expander of sparsity ψ. The main task described below summarizes the routing
task on G:

Definition 4.1 (Task 1). Let G be a constant degree ψ-expander, where each vertex of G has a
unique destination ID in {1, 2, . . . , nO(1)}. Let L be a parameter that depicts the maximum load.
Suppose that each node in G holds at most L tokens, and each node is the destination of at most
L tokens. The goal is to route the tokens to their destinations.

However, as the leaves (i.e., the best nodes) of our hierarchical decomposition do not cover
the whole graph, it would be difficult to solve Task 1 directly. Instead, we consider a routing
problem where all the destinations of the tokens are on the best nodes, specified by their ranks.
In Appendix D, we show how to reduce Task 1 to the following task by delegating it to the best
nodes and having them do expander sorting:

Definition 4.2 (Task 2). Let X be a good node in the hierarchical decomposition T of the input
constant degree ψ-expander G. Let L be a parameter. Suppose that each node holds for at most
L tokens. Each token z has a destination marker iz and there are at most Lρbest tokens for each
destination marker iz. The goal of the task is to route all tokens with destination marker iz to the
iz-th smallest vertex among Xbest.

Note that as Task 2 will be solved recursively, we defined the task on every component X of the
hierarchy T . We will now focus on solving Task 2 by using the ideas discussed in the introduction.
In the following, We identify the key task for solving Task 2 recursively.

LetX ∈ T be an internal component and letX∗
1 , X

∗
2 , . . . , X

∗
t be the parts ofX derived from The-

orem 3.2. We note that with broadcasts, it is possible for every vertex v ∈ X obtaining the number
of best vertices within all its parts during preprocessing in O((k+D(HX)) ·Q(

⋃
X′∈T f

0(HX′))) =

poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) rounds for all X ∈ T in parallel. Furthermore, by Property 3.1(1), the IDs of
the vertices in Xbest are partitioned in the sorted order. This allows the algorithm to rewrite the
destination marks at the beginning of handling a query on X: For any token z with destination
mark iz, the algorithm computes two values (jz, i

′
z), where jz ∈ {1, 2, . . . , t} is the index of the

part containing the iz-th smallest best vertex, and i′z = iz −
∑

j<jz
|Xbest ∩ X∗

j | is the next-level
destination mark.

Therefore, to solve Task 2 on X, it suffices to first route all tokens z to any vertex in the part
X∗

jz
. Finally, for any part X∗

j = Xj ∪X ′
j , through Property 3.1(3) we are able to route all tokens

X∗
j to Xj such that a next-level Task 2 can be called. We summarize this task as follows.
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Definition 4.3 (Task 3). Let X ∈ T be a non-leaf good node and X∗
1 , X

∗
2 , . . . , X

∗
t be its parts.

Each vertex holds at most L tokens for some parameter L. For each token z there is a part mark jz.
Suppose that for each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , t} there are at most L · |X∗

j | tokens having the same part mark
j. The task is accomplished whenever every token z with a part mark jz is located at a vertex in
X∗

jz
and each vertex holds at most 2L tokens.

In the following sections, we introduce tools and aim to give algorithms for Task 3.

5 Core Tools: Shuffler and Expander Sorting

As mentioned in Section 1.3, Task 3 is solved by routing all tokens into a dispersed configuration.
The tokens are routed through a shuffler. In Section 5.1, we describe an algorithm that constructs
such a shuffler. Our algorithm implements Räcke, Shah, and Täubig’s cut-matching game [RST14]
but with a twist in order to be constructed efficiently. The efficiency comes from the fact that
we already have the precomputed hierarchical decomposition T . To process queries using the
constructed shuffler, it is necessary to route the tokens to specified shuffler portals. This can be
implemented by expander sorting procedures. In Section 5.2 we introduce the expander sorting
and convenient procedures that can be applied to solving Task 3.

5.1 Shuffler

In this subsection, we define shufflers and the algorithm for constructing them during the prepro-
cessing time. Consider a good node X ∈ T with |X| ≥ n4ϵ. Let X∗

1 . . . X
∗
t be a partition of X,

where X∗
i = Xi ∪X ′

i as defined in Property 3.1.

Cut-Matching Game and Shuffler To achieve this, we run a variant of cut-matching
game [KRV09]. The cut-matching game consists of a cut player and a matching player, and they
alternatively pick a cut and add a matching to an initially empty graph. In our variant, the cut-
matching game is “played” on the cluster graph Y , which is the multigraph by contracting each of
the t parts of X. In each iteration q of the cut-matching game, the cut player first obtains a cut
on Y , which implies a cut on X.

Then, the matching player finds an embedding fMq
X

of a virtual matching M q
X on X, which we

will show how to transform to a natural fractional matching on Y . The sequence of all computed
matchings and embeddings MX := ((M1

X , fM1
X
), (M2

X , fM2
X
), . . . , (Mλ

X , fMλ
X
)) is then called the

shuffler. Now, we formally define the aforementioned terms.

Definition 5.1. Let Y denote the cluster graph obtained by contracting each X∗
i in HX . The

set of vertices V (Y ) = {v1, v2, . . . , vt} has exactly |Y | = t vertices where vi corresponds to the
vertex contracted from X∗

i . Given a subset S ⊆ V (Y ), let SX denote the corresponding vertex set
∪i:vi∈SX∗

i in X.

A fractional matching M = {xuv} of a graph Y is a mapping that maps each unordered pair
{u, v} ∈

(
V (Y )

2

)
to a real number xuv ∈ [0, 1] such that for all u ∈ V (Y ), the fractional degree is at

most one:
∑

v xuv ≤ 1. Given a matching MX in X, the corresponding natural fractional matching
M = {xuv}(u,v)∈(V (Y )

2 ) is Y of defined to be:

xuv =
|{(a, b) ∈MX | a ∈ X∗

u, b ∈ X∗
v}|

n′
, where n′ = 6|X|/k.
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Definition 5.2. Given any fractional matching M = {xuv} on Y , we define a t × t matrix RM

with

RM [i, j] :=

{
1
2 + 1

2 · (1−
∑

k ̸=i xvivk) if i = j,
1
2 · xvivj if i ̸= j.

Let (M1, . . . ,M i) be a sequence of fractional matchings. If the context is clear, we omit the sequence
and denote by Ri the product of matrices RM i · · ·RM2RM1 . For any vertex y ∈ V (Y ), let Ri[y]
be the row vector in Ri that corresponds to the vertex y. For a, b ∈ V (Y ), the b-th entry of Ri[a]
can be interpreted as the probability of a random walk that starts from b and ends up at a. It is
straightforward to verify that all entries of Ri[y] adds up to 1 for all y ∈ V (Y ).

Let 1 be the all-one vector, and for brevity, we denote 1
|Y | :=

1
|Y |1. The following definition sets

up a potential function for the cut-matching game. Let ∥ · ∥ to be the standard 2-norm function
for a vector.

Definition 5.3 ([KRV09]). Let Y be a cluster graph defined in Definition 5.1 and let
(M1, . . . ,M i, . . .) be a sequence of fractional matchings on Y . We define the potential function
Π(i) :=

∑
y∈Y (V ) ∥Ri[y]− 1

|Y |∥
2.

Definition 5.4 (Shuffler). Given X ∈ T , a shuffler of X consists of a sequence of λ matching
embeddings MX := ((M1

X , fM1
X
), (M2

X , fM2
X
), . . . , (Mλ

X , fMλ
X
)) on X such that if (M1, . . . ,M

λ) is

the corresponding fractional matching of (M1
X , . . . ,M

λ
X) in Y , the random walk induced by it nearly

mixes, as characterized by the following bound on the potential function:

∑
y∈V (Y )

∥∥∥∥Ri[y]−
1

|Y |

∥∥∥∥2 ≤ 1

9n3

In addition, for each i, 1 ≤ i ≤ λ, the embedding fM i
X

has quality logO(1/ϵ) n in X for non-root

X, and poly(ψ(G)−1) logO(1/ϵ) n if X is the root. The quality of the shuffler, which essentially has
the same order of magnitude as the quality of each embedding fM i

X
, is defined to be

Q(MX) := Q

(
λ⋃

i=1

fM i
X
(M i

X)

)
.

We prove the following lemma in Appendix B.

Lemma 5.5. There exists an CONGEST algorithm such that, given a good node X ∈ T , computes
a shuffler of X in poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) rounds. Moreover, the shuffler has λ = O(log n) matching
embeddings with quality Q(MX) = poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n).

5.2 Distributed Expander Sorting

In this subsection, we introduce several primitives that are recursively dependent on the internal
routing tasks (i.e., Task 2 and Task 3). Perhaps, the most interesting side-product result we
obtain is a deterministic sorting algorithm on an expander graph, described as follows.
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Theorem 5.6 (Deterministic Expander Sort). Let X∗ = X ∪X ′ be a virtual graph such that X is
a good node in the hierarchical decomposition T of a ψ-sparsity expander and there is an embedded
X ′-matching fM from X ′ to X with a flattened quality Q(f0M ) = poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n). Suppose that
each node holds at most L tokens, and each token z has a (not necessarily unique) key kz. Then,
there exists a CONGEST algorithm such that, when the algorithm stops, for any two tokens x and
y on two different vertices u and v with ID(u) < ID(v), we have kx ≤ ky. Moreover, each vertex
holds at most L tokens. The preprocessing time satisfies the following recurrence relations:

T pre
sort(|X∗|) = 2Q(f0Mroot

)2 + T pre
sort(|X|)

T pre
sort(|X|) =

{
T pre
2 (|X|) +O(log n) · T2(|X|, 1) + poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) if X is non-leaf,

poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf.

The query time satisfies the following recurrence relations:

Tsort(|X∗|, L) = 2Q(f0Mroot
)2 + T pre

sort(|X|)

Tsort(|X|, L) =

{
T3(|X|, L) + Lρbest ·Q(IAKS)2 + L ·Q(f0MX

)2 + Tsort(6|X|/k, L) if X is non-leaf,

L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf component.

Solving the recurrence relation requires solving the recurrence relations for Task 2 and Task
3, which we defer to Section 6.5.2.

Applications The distributed expander sort can be used for the following useful primitives,
including token ranking, local propagation, local serialization, and local aggregation. The term
local here refers to the flexibility of setting an arbitrary grouping key, such that the described tasks
are performed on each group of tokens independently but simultaneously. We state the results here
and provide detailed proofs in Appendix C.

Theorem 5.7 (Token Ranking). In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token receives a rank rz which
equals the number of distinct keys that are strictly less than kz.

Lemma 5.8 (Local Propagation). Suppose that each token has a key kz, a unique tag uz, and
a variable vz. In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token’s variable is rewritten as vz∗ where z∗ =
argminx{ux | kx = kz}.

Corollary 5.9 (Local Serialization). In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token receives a distinct
value SIDz ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,Count(kz)− 1} among all tokens with the same key. Here Count(kz) refers
to the number of tokens with key kz.

Corollary 5.10 (Local Aggregation). In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token z learns the value
Count(kz).

6 Solving Task 2 and Task 3 using Shufflers

In this section, we aim to describe our algorithms for solving Task 2 and Task 3.
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Algorithm for Task 2 The algorithm follows immediately by Lemma 6.5 and Theorem 6.10:
the algorithm routes the tokens to the corresponding parts, sends the tokens to vertices along the
matching toward the good node, and then recurse on the good nodes.

Algorithm for Task 3 To solve Task 3, we use another meet-in-the-middle idea. Suppose that
we are able to disperse all tokens with the same part mark as even as possible. Then, the algorithm
may apply the same procedure on the instance where 2L dummy tokens are created with part mark
j on each vertex at X∗

j . Once these dummy tokens are dispersed and meet the real token of the
same part mark, a desired routing is found and each dummy token brings at most one real tokens
to the goal.

Definition 6.1. Let X ∈ T be a non-leaf good node with t parts X∗
1 , X

∗
2 , . . . , X

∗
t . We say that

a configuration is a dispersed configuration, if for all i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , t}, the number of tokens on
vertices of X∗

i having part mark jz = j, denoted as |Ti,j |, satisfies

0.9
Nj

t
− 0.1

|X|
t2
≤ |Ti,j | ≤ 1.1

Nj

t
+ 0.1

|X|
t2
,

where Nj is the total number of tokens whose part mark equals j. We say that a configuration is
a final configuration, if every token with part mark jz = j is located on a vertex in X∗

j .

Notice that the condition of Task 3 requires that the number of real tokens with any part mark
j is at most L · |X∗

j |. The total number of dummy tokens generated from part j is 2L · |X∗
j |. With

the above definition Definition 6.1, if both real tokens and dummy tokens are routed to a dispersed
configuration, we will show that on each part X∗

i and for each part mark j the total number of
dummy tokens is guaranteed to be outnumbered than the number of real tokens of the same part
mark.

Suppose that we have already applied the above idea where the real tokens and the dummy
tokens are routed into dispersed configurations. There is a caveat: these tokens may be located at
different vertices within the same part X∗

i and they do not meet each other. Therefore, to complete
the route, we will have to match the real tokens and the dummy tokens of the same part mark
within each X∗

i .
In Section 6.1 and Section 6.2 we show how to transform an arbitrary configuration to a dispersed

configuration recursively. In Section 6.3, we show how to merge two potentially different dispersed
configurations. In Section 6.4, we show how to solve a leaf case of Task 2. We finish the section
with time complexity analysis in Section 6.5.

6.1 Arbitrary Configuration to the Dispersed Configuration

Let MX := ((M1
X , fM1

X
), (M2

X , fM2
X
), . . . , (Mλ

X , fMλ
X
)) be the shuffler of X, where λ = O(log n). Let

(M1, . . . ,Mλ) be the sequence of corresponding natural fraction matching in Y to the sequence
of matching (M1

X ,M
2
X , . . . ,M

λ
X). Recall from Definition 5.4 that the random walk RMλ . . . RM1

converges to nearly uniform distribution from any initial distribution. We will distribute the tokens
according to the fraction matching iteration by iteration. That is, in iteration q, we will distribute
the tokens according to FMq .

Consider a fractional matching M in an iteration s. Let Ti,l be the Tl tokens at X∗
i . In each

iteration, the goal is the following: For each i, j, l, we send ⌊(mij/2)|Ti,l|⌋ tokens in Ti,l from X∗
i to
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X∗
j . To achieve this, we will need to first route the ⌊(mij/2)|Ti,l|⌋ tokens to the portals Pi,j , where

Pi,j ⊆ X∗
i is defined as Pi,j = {x ∈ X∗

i | (x, y) ∈M
q
X for some y ∈ X∗

j }.
In Section 6.2, we describe how such a task of routing the tokens to the portals can be done

recursively. Once the tokens are routed to the portals, they can follow the path embedding corre-
sponding to the virtual matching edge to arrive in X∗

j . The following lemma shows that a dispersed

configuration is achieved after doing the token distribution according to (M1, . . . ,Mλ).

Lemma 6.2. Let (M1, . . . ,Mλ) be the sequence of natural fractional matching in Y that corresponds
to the sequence of matching in MX . For q = 1 . . . λ, suppose that during iteration q, we send
⌊(mij/2)|T q−1

i,l |⌋ tokens in T q−1
i,l from X∗

i to X∗
j for each 1 ≤ i, j, l ≤ t, where T q−1

i,l is set of tokens
in X∗

i destined to part l at the end of iteration q − 1. A dispersed configuration is achieved at the
end of the procedure.

Proof. Fix an iteration q where 1 ≤ q ≤ λ. We claim that:

RMq ·(|T q−1
1,l |, . . . , |T

q−1
t,l |)

⊺−(t, . . . , t)⊺ ≤ (|T q
1,l|, . . . , |T

q
t,l|)

⊺ ≤ RMq ·(|T q−1
1,l |, . . . , |T

q−1
t,l |)

⊺+(t, . . . , t)⊺

This is because:

|T q
i,l| =

|T q−1
i,l | −

t∑
j=1
j ̸=i

⌊(mj,i/2)|T q−1
i,l |⌋

+
t∑

j=1
j ̸=i

⌊(mj,i/2) · |T q−1
j,l |⌋

≤ t+

|T q−1
i,l | −

t∑
j=1
j ̸=i

(mj,i/2)|T q−1
i,l |

+
t∑

j=1
j ̸=i

(mj,i/2) · |T q−1
j,l |

= t+RMq [i] · (|T q−1
1,l |, . . . , |T

q−1
t,l |)

⊺

Similarly:

|T q
i,l| ≥ (−t) +

|T q−1
i,l | −

t∑
j=1
j ̸=i

(mj,i/2)|T q−1
i,l |

+
t∑

j=1
j ̸=i

(mj,i/2) · |T q−1
j,l |

= (−t) +RMq [i] · (|T q−1
1,l |, . . . , |T

q−1
t,l |)

⊺
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Let λ = O(log n) be the last iteration. We have:

(|T λ
1,l|, . . . , |T λ

t,l|)⊺ ≤ RMλ · (|T λ−1
1,l |, . . . , |T

λ−1
t,l |)

⊺ + (t, . . . , t)⊺

≤ RMλ · (RMλ−1 · (|T λ−2
1,l |, . . . , |T

λ−2
t,l |)

⊺ + (t, . . . , t)⊺) + (t, . . . , t)⊺

= RMλ ·RMλ−1 · (|T λ−2
1,l |, . . . , |T

λ−2
t,l |)

⊺ + 2(t, . . . , t)⊺

...

= RMλ ·RMλ−1 · . . . ·RM1(|T 0
1,l|, . . . , |T 0

t,l|)⊺ + λ · (t, . . . , t)⊺

≤
((

1

t
+

1

n1.5

)
· |Tl|+ λt, . . . ,

(
1

t
+

1

n1.5

)
· |Tl|+ λt

)⊺

=

(
Nl

t
+

Nl

n1.5
+ λt, . . . ,

Nl

t
+

Nl

n1.5
+ λt

)⊺

=

(
1.1

Nl

t
+ λt, . . . ,

1.1Nl

t
+ λt

)⊺

=

(
1.1

Nl

t
+ 0.1

|X|
t2
, . . . , 1.1

Nl

t
+ 0.1

|X|
t2

)⊺

0.1
|X|
t2
≥ 0.1

n4ϵ

n2ϵ
≥ 0.1n2ϵ ≥ nϵ ·O(log n) ≥ tλ

Similarly, we have:

(|T λ
1,l|, . . . , |T λ

t,l|)⊺ ≥
(
0.9

Nl

t
− 0.1

|X|
t2
, . . . , 0.9

Nl

t
− 0.1

|X|
t2

)⊺

Therefore, a dispersed configuration is achieved after iteration λ.

The following corollary is useful to control the number of tokens in each part, which can be
useful for deriving the final recurrence. Due to its similar flavor, we state it here:

Corollary 6.3. Let Nmax be the maximum number of tokens within any part at the beginning of
the routing. For any q such that 1 ≤ q ≤ λ, the total number of tokens within the part X∗

i after
sending the tokens along fraction matchings M1,M2, . . . ,M q is at most Nmax + t2q.

Proof. This can be done by an induction on q. Let N q
i be the number of tokens within the part

X∗
i after iteration q and let N q

max = maxi{N q
i }. Then, for all i we have N0

i ≤ Nmax.
We notice that each M q is a fraction matching. If the tokens are fractional as well then the

total amount of tokens does not change. However, due to the fact that tokens are integral, we have
to carefully upper bound the total number of tokens:

N q
i ≤

(
N q−1

i −
t∑

j=1

t∑
l=1

⌊
1

2
mi,j |T q−1

i,l |
⌋

︸ ︷︷ ︸
tokens sent away

)
+

t∑
j=1

t∑
l=1

⌊
1

2
mj,i|T q−1

j,l |
⌋

︸ ︷︷ ︸
tokens received

≤
(
1

2
N q−1

i + t2
)
+

1

2
N q−1

max

≤ N q−1
max + t2 .
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6.2 Routing the Tokens to the Portals

Consider a particular part X∗
i and a particular fraction matching M q. In this subsection, we

describe a subroutine that routes all tokens on X∗
i to designated portals Pi,j . The goal of this

subroutine is that for all l and for all tokens with the same specific part mark l, there will be
exactly ⌊(mi,j/2)|Ti,l|⌋ tokens being routed to vertices in Pi,j . Moreover, the tokens routed to Pi,j

should be load-balanced.

Tie-Breaking The Tokens via Serialization We would need two tie-breaking operations here:
first, for any l, each token with the part mark l learns the portal group index j (or no-op). This
can be done by invoking (1) a local aggregation procedure (Corollary 5.10) that obtains the value
|Ti,l| and (2) a local serialization procedure (Corollary 5.9) that gives each token a serial number
in {0, 1, . . . , |Ti,l| − 1}. With the serial number and the total count, we can now assign locally the
portal index j for each token.

To enforce the load-balancedness requirement, the second tie-breaking must be made such that
each node in Pi,j receives roughly the same number of tokens. This can be done by applying two
additional serialization steps. The first local serialization procedure, using the portal index j as
the key, assigns each token z that goes to the same portal group Pi,j a serial number SIDz. Using
the size |Pi,j | that is preprocessed and stored at each vertex in X∗

i , each token z obtains an index
χ(z) := SIDz mod |Pi,j |. The second local serialization procedure can actually be preprocessed —
it assigns each portal vertex in Pi,j a serial number.

We remark that all local aggregation and local serialization procedures described above are
actually running over the virtual graph of the corresponding partX∗

i . This avoids cyclic dependency
of invoking token ranking, expander sorting, and Task 3.

Now, the problem of routing the tokens to the portals reduces to the following “Task 2 style”
task. In this task, each token has a portal group index j and an index χ(z). The goal is to route
all tokens on X∗

i to the specified destination: the χ(z)-th vertex within Pi,j .

Meet-In-The-Middle Again The above task can be solved using the meet-in-the-middle trick
and running expander sorting (Theorem 5.6) twice within X∗

i . In the first expander sorting, we
assign for each token a key kz := (j, χ(z)) and sort the tokens within X∗

i . In the second expander
sorting, for each portal vertex of Pi,j with a serial index s, we create a certain number, say σj,s,
of dummy tokens all with the same key kz := (j, s). The number of dummy tokens for (j, s) will
be exactly the same as the number of actual tokens that will be sent to this vertex. We also add
dummy tokens such that every vertex reaches the same maximum load of L tokens. These two
expander sortings should now give a perfect match between the actual tokens and the dummy
tokens. Thus, by reverting the routes of dummy tokens, each dummy token brings one actual token
to the desired destination.

Obtaining the value σj,s is again can be done by running a local aggregation (Corollary 5.10)
over the instance where besides actual tokens, each portal vertex also creates one dummy token of
the same key. After running the local aggregation, this token learns the total count σj,s + 1 and
goes back to the actual portal vertex.

19



6.3 Merging Two Dispersed Configurations

In this subsection, we will describe how to merge two dispersed configurations. First, we show that
on each part X∗

i and for each part mark j the total number of dummy tokens is at least the number
of real tokens of the same part mark.

Lemma 6.4. Let T ′
i,j be the 2L · |X∗

j | dummy Ti-tokens who have part mark j but are in part i in
any given dispersed configuration. Let Ti,j be the real Ti tokens who have part mark j but are in
part i in any given dispersed configuration. For any i, j, we have |Ti,j | ≤ |T ′

i,j |.

Proof.

|Ti,j | ≤ 1.1
Nj

t
+ 0.1

|X|
t2

(by Definition 6.1)

≤ 1.1
L|X∗

j |
t

+ 0.1
|X|
t2

(condition of Task 3)

≤ 1.1
L|X∗

j |
t

+ 0.15
1

t
· |X|
k

(t ≥ (2/3)k)

≤ 1.1
L|X∗

j |
t

+ 0.45
|X∗

j |
t

(|X|/k ≤ 3|X∗
j |)

≤ 1.75
L|X∗

j |
t
− 0.2

|X∗
j |
t

(L ≥ 1)

≤ 1.75
L|X∗

j |
t
− 0.2

1

t
· |X|
3k

(|X∗
j | ≥ |X|/3k)

≤ 1.75
L|X∗

j |
t
− 0.2

1

t
· |X|
2t

(k ≤ (3/2)t)

≤ 0.9
2L|X∗

j |
t

− 0.1
|X|
t2

. (number of dummy tokens)

Fix a partX∗
i . For clarity, we denote TR as the set of real tokens and TD as dummy tokens. First

of all, a local aggregation (Corollary 5.10) is invoked on TR ∪TD such that all dummy tokens learn
Nj := Count(j)− 2L|X∗

j |, the number of real tokens of part mark j. Then, two local serializations
(Corollary 5.9) are applied to each of TR and TD separately. Now, each token can set up a new key:
for real token z ∈ TR with part mark jz and local serial number SIDz, the key is (jz, 2SIDz+1). For
a dummy token z′ ∈ TD with part mark jz′ and local serial number SIDz′ the key is (jz′ , 2SIDz′+2).
We emphasize that all dummy tokens with serial number being at least Nj will now be removed
from TD and will not participate in the final expander sorting.

Finally, an expander sort (Theorem 5.6) is invoked. We can tweak the sorting algorithm to
ensure that there will be an even number of tokens staying on every vertex after the sorting. Now,
each real token z with the key (j, 2SIDz − 1) meets the dummy token with the key (j, 2SIDz) at
the same vertex, and Task 3 can now be accomplished by each dummy token bringing a real token
back to its starting point, which is some vertex on X∗

j .
After describing the recursive steps, we discuss how we solve the leaf case in Section 6.4 and

finish the analysis on the round complexity in Section 6.5.
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6.4 Leaf Case for Task 2

In this section, we prove Lemma 6.5. That is, solving Task 2 whenever |X| = O(n4ϵ). On such
a leaf component, it is affordable for each vertex v ∈ X gathering the entire topology of X in
O(k8) + D(HX) · Q(f0HX

)2 = poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) rounds during preprocessing. However, the
routing task during the query time is still non-trivial. Fortunately, we are able to apply distributed
expander sorting here, and the algorithm is summarized as the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5 (Leaf Components). Let X ∈ T be a leaf component. Suppose that each vertex
holds at most L tokens. Each token has a destination marker iz, there are at most Lρbest tokens
having the same destination marker. Then, in poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) preprocessing time and L ·
poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) routing time, each token z is routed to the vertex with iz-th smallest ID in
Xbest.

Proof.

Preprocessing First of all, the algorithm collects the entire virtual graph HX in
poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) time. Once the topology of the virtual graph is obtained, in zero round
the algorithm locally computes an AKS sorting network IAKS over all vertices in X. The quality of
the sorting network Q(IAKS) can be set to poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) as the existence is guaranteed from
[SV19]. We remark that there is no need to compute an all-to-best route since X = Xbest for leaf
nodes.

Query Upon receiving the tokens, a meet-in-the-middle trick is applied by setting up three sorting
instances for the sorting network IAKS:

• In the first pass, we invoke a local serialization (Corollary 5.9) with each token’s key kz being
the same as the destination mark iz.

• In the second pass, each vertex v ∈ X generates a dummy token with the key being its rank
iv in X. Then, via the local aggregation (Corollary 5.10) the vertex v learns the number of
tokens that sets iv as its destination mark.

• In the third and the final pass, each vertex v ∈ X generates Count(iv) dummy tokens. The
j-th dummy token has a key being a pair (iv, 2j). Each query token z has a destination mark
iz, a local serial number SIDz. The algorithm sets each token’s key to be (iz, 2SIDz − 1).
Before running applying the precomputed sorting network IAKS, each vertex in X generates
up to 2L extra tokens with key ∞ — ensuring that each vertex in X holds the same amount
and has an even amount of tokens.

• After the sorting, each token with key (iz, 2SIDz − 1) can be paired up with a corresponding
dummy token with key (iv, 2j). Thus, by tracing back the route of dummy token, the token
z can now be taken to v where iz = iv, completing the task.

Round Complexity Analysis Preprocessing takes poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n). For the query, in-
voking sorting tasks via the precomputed sorting network with maximum load being 2L takes
O(2L log |X|) ·Q(IAKS)2 = L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) rounds, as desired.
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6.5 The Analysis of Round Complexity

We are now ready to derive the desired round complexity of our routing algorithm.

6.5.1 Deriving Recurrence Relation

Combining the cut-matching approach and the algorithm that routes the tokens to the portals, we
are now ready to analyze the round complexity.

Recall that the shuffler MX contains embeddings of all virtual matchings (M1
X , fM1

X
),

(M2
X , fM2

X
),. . ., (Mλ

X , fMλ
X
). In each iteration q ∈ {1, 2, . . . , λ}, the algorithm first routes the

tokens to the portals. Then, the tokens are sent along the precomputed embedded matching f0
Mq

X
.

We note that although all portals within any part X∗
i are sending away roughly the same amount

of tokens, it does not mean that the number of received tokens are evenly distributed among X∗
i

— they pile up at the portals. The fact that more than L tokens are piled at a vertex affects all
subsequent calls to the expander sorting procedures. For simplicity, despite available, we do not
manually apply another deterministic load-balancing algorithm such as Ghosh et al. [GLM+99].
The following lemma bounds the maximum load of a vertex after iteration q.

Lemma 6.6. After iteration q, any vertex in X holds at most L+18qL+q2/k = O(L log n) tokens.
A more detailed upper bound here is 19λL ≤ 19 · (36 · 720 · 4 · lnn) · L.

Proof. Since the number of portals in P q
i,j are proportional to mi,j = mj,i, the number of tokens

arrived at a portal v ∈ Pi,j will be at most

N q−1
max/|X∗

i | ≤ (Nmax + t2q)/|X∗
i | (by Corollary 6.3)

≤ 18L+ t2q/|X∗
i | (by Property 3.1(1))

≤ 18L+ q/k . (since |X∗
i | ≥ k3 ≥ t2k)

The proof follows by applying an induction on q.

Lemma 6.7. Let X ∈ T be a good node in the hierarchical decomposition. Suppose that initially
each vertex holds at most L tokens. Each token z has a part mark jz. Assume that the shuffler
MX is already computed. Then, there exists a CONGEST algorithm that routes all the tokens into
a dispersed configuration within

O(log n) · Tsort(6|X|/k,O(L log n)) +O(L) · (Q(MX) ·Q(f0HX
)))2

rounds.

Proof. First of all, the shuffler MX contains λ = O(log n) matchings. At the beginning of each
iteration, the algorithm routes the tokens to the assigned portals. By Corollary 6.3, each of the
destination portals will be in charge of sending at most (18+o(1))L tokens. However, by Lemma 6.6,
the initial configuration allows O(L log n) tokens on any vertex. Thus, each routing to portal
procedures described in Section 6.2 takes O(1) · Tsort(6|X|/k,O(L log n)) rounds, where 6|X|/k is
the maximum possible size of a part within X.

In each iteration, at most (18+ o(1))L tokens are sent along the shuffler MX , a straightforward
implementation by Fact 2.2 accomplishes this step in O(L)·(Q(MX)·Q(f0HX

)))2 rounds, where f0HX
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is the flattened embedding of HX . Therefore, routing all tokens into some dispersed configuration
can be done within

O(log n) · Tsort(6|X|/k,O(L log n)) +O(L) · (Q(MX) ·Q(f0HX
)))2

rounds.

Theorem 6.8. Let X ∈ T be a component in the hierarchical decomposition. Suppose that X and
its all children have been precomputed with shufflers, there exist CONGEST algorithms for Task 2
and Task 3 such that:

T2(|X|, L) =

{
T3(|X|, L) +O(L) ·Q(f0MX

)2 + T2(6|X|/k, 4L) if X is non-leaf,

Lpoly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf component.

T3(|X|, L) = O(log n) · Tsort(6|X|/k,O(L log n)) +O(L) · (Q(MX) ·Q(f0HX
)))2

Here f0MXi
is the flattened embedding from a part X∗

i to the associated good node Xi as defined in

Property 3.1(3), and MX is the shuffler for the good node X defined in Definition 5.4.

Proof. We first analyze the recurrence relation T3(|X|, L) for solving Task 3. The meet-in-the-
middle trick involves two Lemma 6.7: one for the real tokens and another for dummy tokens. After
the real tokens and the dummy tokens reach a dispersed configuration, the maximum load of any
vertex is now O(L log n). Hence, with another O(Tsort(6|X|/k,O(L log n))) rounds, all real tokens
meet the dummy tokens. By following the dummy tokens, Task 3 is completed in time proportional
to the round complexity of Lemma 6.7:

T3(|X|, L) = O(log n) · Tsort(6|X|/k,O(L log n)) +O(L) · (Q(MX) ·Q(f0HX
)))2.

We now analyze the non-leaf case of the recurrence relation T2(|X|, L) for solving Task 2.
First of all, a Task 3 is involved so it takes T3(|X|, L) rounds. After solving Task 3, each vertex
holds at most 2L tokens. Recall that from Property 3.1(3) not every vertex in X∗

i = Xi ∪ X ′
i is

in the next-level good node. The tokens on vertices in X ′
i have to be sent to the corresponding

good node Xi via the precomputed flattened embedded matching f0MX
, taking at most 2L ·Q(f0MX

)
rounds. After sending these tokens, each vertex on Xi holds at most 4L tokens. Thus, in another
T2(6|X|/k, 4L) rounds we can solve Task 2 and the recurrence relation is

T2(|X|, L) = T3(|X|, L) +O(L) ·Q(f0MX
) + T2(6|X|/k, 4L)

as desired. The leaf case of the recurrence relation in T2(|X|, L) directly follows from Lemma 6.5,
which is proved in Section 6.4.
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6.5.2 Analyzing Round Complexity: Solving Recurrence Relations

Query Time We now solve the recurrence relation and obtain the desired round compliexity for
T2(X,L), T3(X,L), and Tsort(X,L). By Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 6.8, we have the following:

Tsort(|X|, L) =


T3(|X|, L) + Lρbest ·Q(IAKS)2 + L ·Q(f0MX

)2 + Tsort(6|X|/k, L)
if X is non-leaf,

L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf component.

T2(|X|, L) =

{
T3(|X|, L) +O(L) ·Q(f0MX

)2 + T2(6|X|/k, 4L) if X is non-leaf,

L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf component.

T3(|X|, L) = O(log n) · Tsort(6|X|/k,O(L log n)) +O(L) · (Q(MX) ·Q(f0HX
)))2

We first simplify the recurrence relation by upper bounding all non-recursing terms with L ·
g(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) where g(·) is some fixed polynomial. By substituting the T3(|X|, L) term in the
recurrence relation of Tsort and merging similar the terms, we obtain

Tsort(|X|, L) ≤ (c1 log n) · Tsort(6|X|/k, c2L log n) + 3L · g(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n),

where c1 ([AKS83]) and c2 (Lemma 6.6) are some absolute constants. Thus, we obtain a geometric
series:

Tsort(|X|, L) ≤
⌊logk/6 |X|⌋∑

d=0

(c1c2 log
2 n)d · 3L · g(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n)

≤ (c1c2 log
2 n)c3/ϵ · 3L · g(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) (c3 ≤ ϵ(1 + logk/6 |X|) = 1 + o(1))

= L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n)

The recursion of Tsort also implies that:

T3(|X|, L) ≤ Tsort(|X|, L) = L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n)

as well. Finally, by substituting T3(|X|, L) in the recursion of T2 and merging the similar terms,
we obtain:

T2(|X|, L) ≤ T2(6|X|/k, 4L) + (c1c2 log
2 n)c3/ϵ · 3L · g(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n)

≤ 4c3/ϵ · (c1c2 log2 n)c3/ϵ · 3L · g(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n)

= L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) (*)

Preprocessing Time

• For Task 2, the preprocessing relies on Task 3 and the preprocessing for building the hier-
archy. Hence we do not need any extra preprocessing steps for Task 2 and thus:

T pre
2 (|X|) = T pre

3 (|X|). (1)
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• For Task 3, the preprocessing step includes building a shuffler MX , which can be done
in poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) time by Lemma B.2. The rest part of the preprocessing relies on
expander sorting. Hence, we have the following:

T pre
3 (|X|) = T pre

sort(6|X|/k) + poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n). (2)

• For expander sorting, the preprocessing step is stated in Theorem 5.6:

T pre
sort(|X|) =

{
T pre
2 (|X|) +O(log n) · T2(|X|, 1) + poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) if X is non-leaf,

poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf.

(3)
By applying Equation (*) with L = 1, we obtain the recurrence relation for T pre

sort(|X|):

T pre
sort(|X|) = T pre

sort(6|X|/k) + poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n),

which again solves to a polynomial in ψ−1, k, and log1/ϵ n.

Finally, we conclude the section with the following theorem statements for solving Task 2 and
Task 3.

Theorem 6.9. There exists a determinisitic CONGEST algorithm solving Task 2 in preprocessing
time T pre

2 (|X|) = poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) and query time T2(|X|, L) = L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n).

Proof. The statement directly follows from (1), (2), and (3).

Theorem 6.10. There exists a deterministic CONGEST algorithm solving Task 3 in preprocessing
time T pre

3 (|X|) = poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) and query time T3(|X|, L) = L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n).

Proof. The statement directly follows from (2), and (3).

Theorem 6.11. There exists a deterministic CONGEST algorithm solving expander sorting
in preprocessing time T pre

sort(|X|) = poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) and query time Tsort(|X|, L) = L ·
poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n).

Proof. The statement directly follows from (3).
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A The Construction of Hierarchical Decomposition from [CS20]

In this section, we show how the construction of [CS20] leads to Property 3.1, which we restate
again here:

Property 3.1. Each node of T is a vertex set X ⊆ V . The root of the tree is a vertex set W
with |W | ≥ (2/3) · |V |. A node of T can be either good or bad. The number of levels ℓ(T ) in the
hierarchy is upper bounded by O(1/ϵ). Moreover:

1. Let k = |V (G)|ϵ. If a node is good, then it is either terminal or internal. A bad node or
a terminal good node has no children. A good internal node X consists of a number of good
children X1 . . . Xt, where (2/3) · k ≤ t ≤ k and they can be ordered so that maxx∈Xi ID(x) ≤
miny∈Xi+1 ID(y) for 1 ≤ i < t. Moreover, it has the same number of bad children X ′

1 . . . X
′
t. Let

X∗
i = Xi ∪X ′

i. We have X = X∗
1 ∪ . . . ∪X∗

t . There exists τ = Θ(|X|/k) such that for each i,

1

3
· |X|
k
≤ |X∗

i | ≤ 6 · |X|
k

and
2

3
(τ − 1) ≤ |X∗

i | ≤ 2 · (τ + 1)

2. Let p(X) denote the parent node of X. If a non-root node X is good then it is also associated
with a virtual graph HX with maximum degree O(log n) whose vertex set is X, and an embedding
fX that embeds HX to Hp(X). The root X is associated with the virtual graph HX = G[X] with
fX(e) = e.

Suppose X ∈ T is a good internal node. Let X1 . . . Xt be the good children of X. The embedding⋃t
i=1 fXi that embeds HX1 ∪ . . .∪HXt onto HX has quality polylog(n) ·O(ψ−1) in X if X is the

root, and polylog(n) otherwise.

In addition, for any good node X, Ψ(HX) = poly(ψ) · log−O(1/ϵ) n if X is the root and Ψ(HX) =
Ω(1/ logΘ(ℓ(T )−ℓ(X)) n) = log−O(1/ϵ) n otherwise, where ℓ(X) is the level that X is at in the
hierarchy (the root has level 0).

3. Suppose that X is a good internal node. For each HXi, it can be extended to a virtual graph
H∗

i of X∗
i by adding a matching M∗

i between Xi and X
′
i to HXi such that each vertex in X ′

i is
matched. This also implies |X ′

i| ≤ |Xi| and so

|X1 ∪ . . . ∪Xt| ≥ |X|/2

Moreover, there exists an embedding fMX
that embeds

⋃t
i=1M

∗
i onto HX with quality polylog(n)

if ℓ(X) ≥ 1, and quality of O(ψ−1) · polylog(n) if ℓ(X) = 0.

In [CS20], they developed a deterministic CONGEST model algorithm for finding an induced
subgraph of high conductance or finding a sparse cut. In particular, they can solve the following
problem:

Definition A.1. Let G = (V,E) be a graph of maximum degree ∆. Let 0 < ψcut < 1 and
0 < ϕemb < 1 be any parameters. The task

(ψcut, ψemb, βcut, βleftover)-Det-Sparse-Cut

asks for two subsets W ⊆ V and C ⊆ V meeting the following conditions:
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Expander The induced subgraph G[W ] has Ψ(G[W ]) ≥ ψemb.

Cut The cut satisfies 0 ≤ |C| ≤ |V |/2 and Ψ(C) ≤ ψcut.

Balance Either one of the following is met:
• |C| ≥ βcut · |V | and W = ∅. • |V \ (C ∪W )| ≤ βleftover · |V |.
They gave an algorithm to solve the above problem, summarized as follows.

Theorem A.2 ([CS20], Theorem 4.2). Let G = (V,E) be a bounded-degree graph, and let
0 < ψcut < 1 be any parameter. The task (ψcut, ψemb = poly(ψcut) · 2−O(ϵ−1·log logn), βcut =
1/3, βleftover = 1/12)-Det-Sparse-Cut can be solved deterministically in time:

poly(D,ψ−1
cut, log n) + poly(ψ−1

cut) · 2O(ϵ logn+ϵ−1 log logn)

If we run the above algorithm with ψcut = Ψ(G)/2, then C must be an empty set. As a result,
it will find a subset of vertices W , with |W | ≥ |V |/12. Moreover G[W ] ≥ ψemb. A closer look into
the construction of their algorithm shows that to certify the conductance of W , it actually returns
an embedding HW on G[W ] with congestion and dilation of at most ψemb.

Moreover, due to the recursive nature, it actually produces a hierarchy of embeddings. We
summarize their construction for (ψcut, ψemb = poly(ψcut) · 2−O(ϵ−1·log logn), βcut = 1/3, βleftover =
1/12)-Det-Sparse-Cut. First they showed the above can be reduced to solving O(1) instances
of a weaker problem with βcut = 1/100, (ψcut, ψemb = poly(ψcut) · 2−O(ϵ−1·log logn), βcut =
1/100, βleftover = 1/12)-Det-Sparse-Cut. If the algorithm returns an embedding in the end, then
exactly one of the O(1) instances return an embedding. We describe how this weaker problem can
solved recursively as follows:

1. Let (V,E) be the current base graph. Partition V into V1 . . . Vk where each |Vi| ∈
{⌊|V |/k⌋, ⌈|V |/k⌉} and maxx∈Vi ID(x) ≤ miny∈Vi+1 ID(y) for 1 ≤ i < k.

2. For each Vi try to embed an expander Hi onto it. Each Vi may be success (an expander has
been embedded), fail (a sparse cut has been bound), or active at any given round. Hi is empty
in the beginning. For each round r = 1 . . . λ = O(log n), for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, if Vi is still active,
we try to extend Hi with one matching by performing a round of cut-matching game.

(a) Cut Player: Try to find a sparse cut of Hi by solving (ψ̂cut = 1/2, ψ̂emb = poly(ψ−1
cut, log n)·

ψemb, β̂cut = 1/3, β̂leftover = 1/12)-Det-Sparse-Cut on the current Hi.

If a cut Ci with |Ci| ≥ |Vi|/4 has been returned then proceed to the matching player.
Otherwise, an expander embedding on Ui ⊆ Vi must have been returned with |Ui| ≥ (2/3) ·
|Vi|, since |Vi| − |Ci ∪Ui| ≥ |Vi|/12, which implies |Ui| ≥ 11|Vi|/12− |Vi|/4 ≥ (2/3) · |Ui|. In
this case, the status of Vi becomes success.

(b) Matching Player: Recall that Ci is the cut found by the cut player. For each Vi that is
still active, simultaneously each Vi try to embed a matchingMi with congestion c = Õ(ψ−2

cut)
and dilation d = Õ(ψ−1

cut) from Ci to Vi \ Ci. This is done by parallel DFS algorithm in
[CS20, Theorem D.11]. For each Vi, either a large fraction of Ci is saturated, in which we
will successfully add one matching Mi to Hi. Then, it will continue into the next iteration.
Otherwise, we will find a cut that contains at least |Vi|/8 vertices and then set the status
of Vi to be fail. There is a possibility the matching player finds a global sparse cut C with
Ψ(C) ≤ ψcut and |C| ≥ |V |/8 and then terminates directly.
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It was shown in [KKOV07] that after O(log n) iterations such a cut-matching game will ter-
minate, which means each Vi is either success or fail. If a large fraction of Vi fails, then the
algorithm will return a cut. Otherwise, the algorithm tries to merge different expanders Ui ⊆ Vi
from those who succeeded.

3. In the following we describe how such an expander is constructed. The algorithm may detect
if the graph has a sparse cut during the construction, on which it will return the cut and exit.
However, we will focus on the case when an expander is returned, since this is when it will be
added to the hierarchical decomposition. Here, we do not attempt to show the correctness as
it has been proven in [CS20], but rather we focus on describing how it is constructed and how
they form the hierarchical decomposition.

W.l.o.g. let V1 . . . Vk′ be the parts that have succeeded and let U1 . . . Uk′ be the vertices where
the expanders H1 . . . Hk′ that have been embedded. Let T = U1 . . . Uk′ . They show that if
the algorithm did not return a cut (the case where a large fraction of parts succeeded), then
|T | ≥ (11/20)|̇V |. Let S = V \ T . Now run the parallel DFS algorithm of [CS20, Theorem
D.11] again to find a set of paths P of congestion and dilation polylog(n) ·O(ψcut) that connect
between S and T . The algorithm will match up most of the vertices in S except a few of them.

Let U ′
i ⊆ S be the set of vertices that are matched to Ui via paths in P. Let U∗

i = Ui ∪U ′
i . We

also create H∗
i with vertex set V (H∗

i ) = V (Hi) ∪ V (U ′
i) and edge set E(H∗

i ) = E(Hi) ∪ {(x, y) |
x ∈ Ui, y ∈ U ′

i , xy connected by some path in P}.
A crucial observation in their construction is that if the algorithm returns an expander, then
it will be the union of some U∗

i ’s, say w.l.o.g.(after reordering) we assume they are U∗
1 . . . U

∗
k′′ .

Consider G′ = G[U∗
1 . . . U

∗
k′′ ]. A property that they have shown is that for all cuts S of G′ that

respect {U∗
1 . . . U

∗
k′′}, Φ(S) ≥ ψcut/8 ([CS20, Lemma 4.7]). By combining this property with

the fact that Ψ(H∗
i ) = Ω(Ψ(Hi)) = Ω(poly(ψ−1

cut, log n) · ψemb) and that H∗
i ’s are simultaneous

embedding into G with quality Õ(ψ−1
cut), they showed that Ψ(G′) ≥ ψemb. That is, they showed

that the union of these vertices U∗
1 . . . U

∗
k′′ have slightly weaker expansion than individual H∗

i ’s.
However, since eachHi was embedded with slightly higher expansion (i.e. poly(ψ−1

cut, log n)·ψemb),
the loss on expansion in combining them still satisfies our purpose (i.e. the expansion is still lower
bounded by ψemb).

Now we describe its connection to the hierarchical decomposition. If the algorithm returns an
expander G[U∗

1 . . . U
∗
k′′ ] and |U∗

1 . . . U
∗
k′′ | ≥ (2/3) · |V |, we will create a node X and add it to T ,

where we set the X = U∗
1 . . . U

∗
k′′ . Moreover, we set t = k′′ and then we set the good children of

X, X1 . . . Xt to be that X1 = U1 . . . Xt = Uk. Note that since this recursion is proccessed in the
post-order, the children X1 . . . Xt must have been already added to T . Then we create the bad
children of X, X ′

1 . . . X
′
t, to be that X ′

1 = U ′
1 . . . X

′
t = U ′

k′′ .

First we check Property 3.1(1). Suppose that X is a good internal node. The fact that

max
x∈Xi

ID(x) ≤ min
y∈Xi+1

ID(y)
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holds because of how Vi’s are partitioned and each Xi ⊆ Vi. Moreover, for each X∗
i we have:

|X∗
i | ≤ |Xi|+ |X ′

i|
≤ 2|Xi| |X ′

i| ≤ |Xi|
≤ 2|Vi| Xi ⊆ Vi
≤ 4|V |/k |Vi| ≤ 2|V |/k
≤ 6|X|/k |X| ≥ (2/3)|V |

For the lower bound side, we have:

|X∗
i | ≥ |Xi|
≥ (2/3) · |Vi| Xi is successful embedding to Vi

≥ (1/3) · |V |/k |Vi| ≥ (1/2) · (|V |/k)
≥ (1/3) · |X|/k

For the second set of inequalities, observe that |V |/k−1 ≤ |Vi| ≤ |V |/k+1 and we set τ = |V |/k.
To verify Property 3.1(2), we observe how the parameters ψcut and ψemb in different levels of

the recursion. Suppose that the root level has level 0. Let ℓ be the current level, we have:

ψcut =

{
1/3 ℓ ≥ 1

ψ/2 ℓ = 0
ψemb =

{
1/(logO(ℓ(T )−ℓ) n) ℓ ≥ 1

poly(ψ)/ logO(1/ϵ) n ℓ = 0

If X is a good internal node, then the simultaneous embedding of X1 . . . Xt,
⋃t

i=1HXi has
congestion and dilation polylog(n) · O(ψ−1

cut) in X. Moreover, for any good node X, the recursion
must have found an expander here. Thus, we have Ψ(HX) ≥ ψemb.

Property 3.1(3) follows by the construction in Step 3 of the algorithm above, where X is formed
by the union of U∗

i . . . U
∗
k′′ , where U

∗
i = Ui ∪ U ′

i . Note that we have set Xi = Ui and X ′
i = U ′

i .
The set of paths P are paths in HX that connects between U1 ∪ . . . ∪ Uk′′ and U

′
1 ∪ . . . ∪ U ′

k′′ with
congestion and dilation polylog(n) · O(ψ−1

cut). Moreover, each vertex in U ′
i is connected to some

vertex in Ui via a path in P and each vertex in Ui is the endpoint of at most one path in P .
Therefore, |U ′

i | ≤ |Ui| and so |X ′
i| ≤ |Xi|.

B The Construction of Shufflers

In this section we prove Lemma 5.5 by giving implementation details for the cut player and the
matching player.

B.1 Cut Player

At the i-th iteration, the cut player computes two disjoint vertex subsets S, S′ ⊆ V (Y ) with the
following properties:

Property B.1.

1. |SX | < |S′
X |.

2. Consider any mapping σ : S → S′. Then,∑
y∈S
∥Ri−1[y]−Ri−1[σ(y)]∥2 ≥

1

720
·Π(i− 1) .
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Lemma B.2. There exist subsets S and S′ with Property B.1. Moreover, they can be computed in
poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) rounds.

The following Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 are very useful for the proof.

Lemma B.3 ([KRV09, Lemma 3.5]). Let v ∈ Rt be a vector with ∥v∥ = ℓ, and let r ∈ Rt be a
uniformly random vector. We have E[∥v · r∥2] = ℓ2/t.

Lemma B.4 (Properties of Al and Ar [RST14, Lemma 3.3]). Let A be any set. Consider any
mapping µ : A → R and define µ̄ = (

∑
x∈A µ(x))/|A|. There exists two disjoint sets Al, Ar ⊆ A

and a separation value γ such that the following holds:

1. Either maxv∈Al µ(v) ≤ γ ≤ minv∈Ar µ(v) or maxv∈Ar µ(v) ≤ γ ≤ minv∈Al µ(v).

2. For each v ∈ Al, |µ(v)− γ| ≥ |µ(v)− µ̄|/3.

3. |Al| ≤ |A|/8 and |Ar| ≥ |A|/2.

4.
∑

v∈Al |µ(v)− µ̄|2 ≥ (1/80) ·
∑

v∈A |µ(v)− µ̄|2.

Proof of Lemma B.2. Let r ∈ Rt be a random unit t-dimensional vector orthogonal to 1. Let
µ = Ri−1 · r. For each y ∈ V (Y ), µ[y] is a mapping of y to a real number. By Lemma B.4, with the
same µ mapping and A = V (Y ). there exists disjoint sets Al, Ar and value γ with the properties
listed in the lemma statement of Lemma B.4. Now we set S = Al and S′ = Ar.

It is now straightforward to check that Property B.1(1) holds: by Property 3.1(1), there exists
τ = Θ(|X|/k) such that for any y ∈ Y , we have (2/3)(τ − 1) ≤ |{y}X | ≤ 2(τ + 1). Therefore, with
Lemma B.4(3), we have:

|SX | ≤ 2(τ + 1)|Y |/8 = (τ + 1)t/4 = (τt)/4 + t/4 ≤ (1 + 1/nϵ)(τt)/4, and

|S′
X | ≥ (2/3)(τ − 1) · (|Y |/2) ≥ (1/3)τt− (1/3)t ≥ (1− 1/nϵ)(τt)/3.

Thus, with τ ≥ n2ϵ, we have |SX | < |S̄X |.
Now, given σ(y) for every y ∈ S, we have:∑
y∈S
∥Ri−1[y]−Ri−1[σ(y)]∥2 = t ·

∑
y∈S

E[(µ[y]− µ[σ(y)])2] (by Lemma B.3)

≥ t ·
∑
y∈S

E[(µ[y]− γ)2] (by Lemma B.4(1))

≥ t ·
∑
y∈S

E[(µ[y]− µ̄)2]/9 (by Lemma B.4(2))

≥ t ·
∑

y∈V (Y )

E[(µ[y]− µ̄)2]/720 (by Lemma B.4(4))

= (1/720) ·
∑

y∈V (Y )

∥∥∥∥Ri−1[y]−
1

|Y |

∥∥∥∥2 (by Lemma B.3)

= (1/720) ·Π(i− 1)

Since subsets of such property exists. We can have each node in X to learn the topology of
Y in poly(k) · logO(1/ϵ) n rounds. Every node then compute such subsets locally by enumerating
all possible disjoint sets S and S′ and agree on the lexicographical smallest ones that satisfy the
property.
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Lemma B.2 shows that if the current random walk induced by (M1 . . .M i−1) is not mixing then
there exist two disjoint subsets S and S′ such that the probability of the random walk ending at
nodes in S and nodes in S′ are quite different. In particular, Property B.1(2) says if we take |S| pairs
of vertices (one per vertex in S) between S and S′, the sum of the distance on the distribution of the
pairs takes up to a constant fraction of the current potential. Thus, if we add a matching between
S and S′ in the next iteration, the potential will drop significantly. The proof of Lemma B.2 (which
we defer the appendix) follows from an adaption of the framework of [KRV09, RST14]. Also, since
every node in X can learn the cluster graph Y efficiently, the sets S and S′ can be computed locally
at each vertex. Now we describe our implementation to the matching player.

B.2 Matching Player

At the i’th iteration, suppose that (S, S′) are the disjoint subsets computed by the cut player. Let
(SX , S

′
X) be the corresponding subsets in X. The matching player finds a virtual matching M i

X

that covers every vertex in SX and an embedding fM i
X

of M i
X onto X with good quality.

The matching player invokes Lemma 2.3 with ψ = Ψ(HX)/2, S = SX , and T = S′
X . Once the

matching M i
X and the embedding fM i

X
are found, we set M i be the corresponding natural fraction

matching in Y . Note that if an edge (u, v) has value xuv in M i, then it corresponds to exactly
n′ · xuv different paths in fM i

X
(M i

X) that connects between X∗
u and X∗

v .

B.3 Termination

The algorithm terminates when Π(i) ≤ 1/(9n3). Note that the potential function can be computed
in poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) rounds after each iteration. The following lemma concludes that the number
of iterations will be at most O(log n).

Lemma B.5. The algorithm terminates in O(log n) iterations.

Proof. Consider iteration i, we show that after we construct the fractional matching M i =
{mab}(a,b)∈(V (Y )

2 ) in iteration i the potential decrease is:

Π(i− 1)−Π(i) =
∑

y∈V (Y )

∥∥∥∥Ri−1[y]−
1

|Y |

∥∥∥∥2 − ∑
y∈V (Y )

∥∥∥∥Ri[y]−
1

|Y |

∥∥∥∥2
=

∑
y∈V (Y )

(
∥Ri−1[y]∥2 − ∥Ri[y]∥2

)
(since Ri · 1

|Y | = Ri−1 · 1
|Y | =

1
|Y |)

(4)

Here we apply a similar argument from [RST14, Lemma 3.4]. However, our definition of Ri[y]
is completely different from theirs so the derivation is slightly different. Let M i∗ = {m∗

ab} be the
perfect fractional matching where self-loops are added to M i such that

∑
bm

∗
ab = 1. We now

observe that for all a ∈ V (Y ), Ri[a] = (12Ri−1[a] +
1
2

∑
bm

∗
abRi−1[b]). Thus,

∥Ri−1[a]∥2 − ∥Ri[a]∥2 = ∥Ri−1[a]∥2 −

∥∥∥∥∥12Ri−1[a] +
1

2

∑
b

m∗
abRi−1[b]

∥∥∥∥∥
2

=
1

4

∥Ri−1[a]∥2 −

∥∥∥∥∥∑
b

m∗
abRi−1[b]

∥∥∥∥∥
2
+

1

2

〈
Ri−1[a], Ri−1[a]−

∑
b

m∗
abRi−1[b]

〉
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We now use Jensen’s inequality and observe that ∥
∑

bm
∗
abRi−1[b]∥2 ≤

∑
bm

∗
ab∥Ri−1[b]∥2. This

gives

≥ 1

4

(
∥Ri−1[a]∥2 −

∑
b

m∗
ab ∥Ri−1[b]∥2

)
+

1

2

〈
Ri−1[a], Ri−1[a]−

∑
b

m∗
abRi−1[b]

〉

By summing up the above inequality with all a ∈ V (Y ), with the fact that m∗
ab = m∗

ba and∑
bm

∗
ab = 1, we have:

∑
a∈V (Y )

1

4

(
∥Ri−1[a]∥2 −

∑
b

m∗
ab∥Ri−1[b]∥2

)
= 0 .

Now, plugging the above observation into (4), we have:

Π(i− 1)−Π(i) ≥
∑

a∈V (Y )

1

2

〈
Ri−1[a], Ri−1[a]−

∑
b

m∗
abRi−1[b]

〉

=
∑

a∈V (Y )

∑
b∈V (Y )

m∗
ab

2
⟨Ri−1[a], Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[b]⟩ (

∑
bm

∗
ab = 1)

By our choice of the fractional matching M , we know that if a ̸= b and m∗
ab ̸= 0, then a and b

belong to different side of S and S′. Furthermore, m∗
ab = mab whenever a ̸= b. Hence, the above

expression can be further simplified to:

=
∑
a∈S

∑
b∈S′

mab

2
⟨Ri−1[a], Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[b]⟩+

∑
a∈S′

∑
b∈S

mab

2
⟨Ri−1[a], Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[b]⟩

Now, we use a trick of renaming the second part of the summation. Using mab = mba and merge
the corresponding terms carefully:

=
∑
a∈S

∑
b∈S′

mab

2
⟨Ri−1[a], Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[b]⟩+

∑
b∈S′

∑
a∈S

mba

2
⟨Ri−1[b], Ri−1[b]−Ri−1[a]⟩

=
∑
a∈S

∑
b∈S′

mab

2
⟨Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[b], Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[b]⟩

=
∑
a∈S

∑
b∈S′

mab

2
∥Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[b]∥2

Recall that mab can be viewed as the number of virtual matchings from the a-th part to the b-th
part of a underlying good node X. By the implementation of the matching player, we know that
there is a matching from SX to S′

X saturating SX . Therefore, since each part of X has at least
n′/18 vertices, by partitioning the virtual matching, we obtain at least n′/18 matchings from S to
S′. Let {σj} be such mappings from S to S′. The above expression can then be lower bounded by:

≥ 1

2n′

n′/18∑
j=1

∑
a∈S
∥Ri−1[a]−Ri−1[σj(a)]∥2

≥ 1

2n′
· n

′

18
· 1

720
·Π(i− 1) . (by Lemma B.2)
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Therefore,

Π(i) ≤
(
1− 1

36 · 720

)
·Π(i− 1) .

At the beginning of the cut-matching game, we have Π(0) = t−1. By setting λ = 36 ·720 ·4 · lnn, we
know that Π(λ) ≤ 1/(9n3). This implies that the algorithm terminates in λ = O(log n) rounds.

C Distributed Expander Sorting

Theorem 5.6 (Deterministic Expander Sort). Let X∗ = X ∪X ′ be a virtual graph such that X is
a good node in the hierarchical decomposition T of a ψ-sparsity expander and there is an embedded
X ′-matching fM from X ′ to X with a flattened quality Q(f0M ) = poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n). Suppose that
each node holds at most L tokens, and each token z has a (not necessarily unique) key kz. Then,
there exists a CONGEST algorithm such that, when the algorithm stops, for any two tokens x and
y on two different vertices u and v with ID(u) < ID(v), we have kx ≤ ky. Moreover, each vertex
holds at most L tokens. The preprocessing time satisfies the following recurrence relations:

T pre
sort(|X∗|) = 2Q(f0Mroot

)2 + T pre
sort(|X|)

T pre
sort(|X|) =

{
T pre
2 (|X|) +O(log n) · T2(|X|, 1) + poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) if X is non-leaf,

poly(ψ−1, k, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf.

The query time satisfies the following recurrence relations:

Tsort(|X∗|, L) = 2Q(f0Mroot
)2 + T pre

sort(|X|)

Tsort(|X|, L) =

{
T3(|X|, L) + Lρbest ·Q(IAKS)2 + L ·Q(f0MX

)2 + Tsort(6|X|/k, L) if X is non-leaf,

L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) if X is a leaf component.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Without loss of generality, we may assume that L = 1, and that every vertex
holds exactly one token. The idea is to embed an entire AKS sorting network [AKS83] over the
vertices of Xbest. Once we have such an embedding, the algorithm can then be done in three steps:

Step 1. Send all tokens to Xbest in any way but load-balanced: each vertex in Xbest holds at most
L · ρbest tokens.

Step 2. Simulate the AKS sorting network to sort all the tokens on Xbest.

Step 3. Using a precomputed order-preserving all-to-best route that sends the tokens back to each
vertex, preserving the sortedness.

It is straightforward to see that, the chosen route in the first step can be the same as the third
step. Therefore, it suffices to build an order-preserving all-to-best route. We note that if X is a
leaf component, then there is no need to perform Step 1 and Step 3 as X = Xbest.

Now, suppose that X is a non-leaf component. We notice that the third step is not trivial as
the IDs of vertices in X may not be consecutive, so we cannot directly invoke a single Task 2.
Fortunately, in the preprocessing step it is affordable to perform k binary search procedures, so
each vertex v ∈ X∗ knows which part X∗

jv
it is mapped to.

To compute an order-preserving all-to-best route, the algorithm creates a token at each vertex
v ∈ X∗ with the part mark jv, and then invoke Task 3 to route these tokens to the associated part.
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Then, for each j, the algorithm invokes the expander sorting (Theorem 5.6) within the part X∗
j .

After the tokens are sorted within X∗
j , an order-preserving all-to-best route can be constructed by

concatenating the all-to-best routes in the parts.
An AKS sorting network IAKS has O(log |Xbest|) layers, and in each layer there is a matching

specifying which pairs of the keys are being compared. During the preprocessing time, each vertex
in Xbest knows its rank, so an actual “routable” sorting network can be constructed by invoking
Task 2 O(log n) times. Since there are ρbest tokens on each best vertex, in every comparison two
sets of ρbest tokens are first merged and then split into two halves. When L > 1 the same argument
applies since in each comparison two sets of Lρbest tokens are being compared.

The theorem statement concerns X∗ = X ∪ X ′, where additional 2Q(f0M )2 rounds are added
for moving tokens back and forth between X ′ and X.

Theorem 5.7 (Token Ranking). In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token receives a rank rz which
equals the number of distinct keys that are strictly less than kz.

Here we provide a reduction to expander sorting. In the preparation step, the algorithm obtains
the rank of each node. To achieve this, the algorithm first builds an arbitrary serialization that
assigns each vertex a serial number in {1, 2, . . . , n}. This can be done by obtaining a BFS tree and
assigning each vertex the in-order index in the diameter time D(HX) ·Q(f0HX

)2. Then, each vertex
generates a token with this serial number as the key, setting L = 1 and invoking Theorem 5.6.
After the sort, the vertex v obtains a token with key equals rank(v), which is the rank of ID(v)
among all vertex IDs. Now we solve the real token ranking problem.

An ideal case is that all keys are distinct. In this case, each vertex generates extra tokens
with kz = ∞ such that each vertex holds exactly L tokens. After invoking the expander sorting
procedure (Theorem 5.6), we know that each vertex with rank i = rank(v) now holds exactly L
tokens where those token ranks are in the range [(i−1)L, iL). Thus, all token ranks can be assigned
correctly.

Now we solve the general case. The idea is to perform deduplication. One possible implemen-
tation is using expander sort described in Theorem 5.6 with a tiny add-on: Initially, each token z
is tagged with its starting location vertex ID and its sequential order among all tokens within that
starting location, denoted as uz. This tag uz is used for tie-breaking. When running the expander
sorting algorithm, whenever two tokens with identical keys are being compared, the token with a
larger tag is marked as a duplicate and considered as a larger value. The following property implies
that for any comparison-based expander sorting algorithm, for each key there will be exactly one
token (the token with the smallest tag) not marked as a duplicate.

Property C.1 (Chain of Comparisons). Let Asort be any deterministic comparison-based sorting
algorithm that implements an expander sort. Let Z be a set of tokens with the same key. Let z∗ be
the token in Z with the smallest tag uz∗. For any other token z ∈ Z, z ̸= z∗, there exists a chain of
tokens (z0 = z, z1, z2, . . . , zℓ = z∗) in Z such that (1) uzi > uzi+1 for all i, and (2) the comparisons
(zi, zi+1) take place in chronological order during the execution of Asort.

Proof. To see this, we observe that such a sequence can be obtained by first slightly decreasing
z’s key kz and running Asort, and recording all tokens in Z that got compared with z but with a
tag smaller than the currently observed smallest tag. If z ̸= z∗, then this sequence must end at
zend = z∗, as otherwise the sorting algorithm may not be sorting properly: Asort results the same
on the instance where we swap the tags between zend and z∗.
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The correct token ranks can then be obtained by running Theorem 5.6 again without the
participation of the duplicated tokens. However, we still need to propagate these ranks to all
tokens that were marked as duplicates. The following lemma shows that propagation can be done
by reverting the expander sort.

Lemma 5.8 (Local Propagation). Suppose that each token has a key kz, a unique tag uz, and
a variable vz. In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token’s variable is rewritten as vz∗ where z∗ =
argminx{ux | kx = kz}.

Proof. To achieve local propagation, one may simply revert the entire expander sorting procedure,
and propagate the information whenever needed (i.e., upon comparing z and z′, update both tag
and variable if the key is the same kz′ = kz but the tag is larger uz′ > uz). The correctness follows
again from the chain of comparison property described above in Property C.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.7. Theorem 5.7 follows after the above discussion and Lemma 5.8.

Corollary 5.9 (Local Serialization). In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token receives a distinct
value SIDz ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,Count(kz)− 1} among all tokens with the same key. Here Count(kz) refers
to the number of tokens with key kz.

Proof. This can be done by invoking token ranking twice. First, the algorithm invokes Theorem 5.7
with the keys being attached with a unique tag (starting vertex ID and its serial number). Then,
the algorithm invokes the token ranking again but when applying the propagation all tokens with
the same key obtain the smallest rank among them. Finally, the local rank can be obtained by
subtracting the global rank with the propagated value.

Corollary 5.10 (Local Aggregation). In O(Tsort(|X∗|, L)) rounds, each token z learns the value
Count(kz).

Proof. This can be done by invoking two token rankings (Theorem 5.7) where the second time all
tag values are negated. After that, the token with the smallest tag value obtains the count. With
the count value, by applying a local propagation (Lemma 5.8), all tokens obtain the correct count
values.

D The Reduction from Task 1 to Task 2

To reduce from Task 1 to Task 2, we will delegate the routing task to the vertices in Vbest. The
intuition leads to a definition of a load-balanced all-to-best mapping h : V → Vbest with a bounded
pre-image size ρbest. With the mapping h, the routing task can be accomplished by first sending
tokens with destination v to h(v) ∈ Vbest and then routing the token from h(v) to v. The latter
half of the above solution can also be thought of first solving a routing task from v to h(v) and
then reversing the path. However, the computation of h(v) is not always available locally on any
vertex. It depends on the design of h. If all vertices do not agree on the same h(v) value, the above
reduction will not work.
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An Ideal Case In an ideal scenario where all vertices have IDs exactly from {1, 2, . . . , n}, such
a function h can be easily defined by setting h(v) to be the i-th smallest ID among Vbest where
i = ID(v) mod |Vbest|. This definition of h has two benefits: On one hand, computing the size of
|Vbest| can be done in a straightforward way (e.g., [CS20, Lemma A.1]) such that i can be computed
locally. On the other hand, the indirect value “i” on a token can be rewritten recursively along the
hierarchy T . The routing task on a good node X ∈ T can then be reduced to sending tokens to
the corresponding next-level components within X.

The following Task 1’ summarizes the ideal case.

Task 1’ Let G be a constant degree ψ-expander, where each vertex of G has a unique destination
ID in {0, 1, . . . , n − 1}. Suppose that each node in G holds at most L tokens, and each node is a
destination of at most L tokens. The goal is to route the tokens to their destinations.

Lemma D.1. Suppose there exists a CONGEST algorithm that solves Task 1’ with T pre
1′ (n) pre-

processing time and T pre
1′ (n,L) query time. Then, there exists an algorithm that solves Task 1 with

Thie(n)+T
pre
sort(|W |)+T

pre
1′ (n) preprocessing time and O(Tsort(|W |, L)+T1′(n,L))+poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n)

query time, where Thie(n) is the time to build the hierarchical decomposition T , and W is the root
of T .

Proof. During the preprocessing phase, we first build the hierarchical decomposition. Then, we
invoke the preprocessing algorithms for expander sorting and Task 1’. Given a query, it suffices
to show that all vertices and all tokens can translate their IDs and destination IDs to {1, 2, . . . , n}
properly. The algorithm begins with setting the key kz of each token z to be its destination ID.
The algorithm also creates a dummy token for each vertex in V with the key being its ID. Then,
after invoking Theorem 5.7, which takes O(Tsort(|W |, L))+poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n) time, the translation
is done. Then we can run the query algorithm for Task 1’.

Now we are ready to reduce Task 1’ to Task 2.

Lemma D.2. Given a hierarchical decomposition T , suppose there exists a CONGEST algorithm
that solves Task 2 with T pre

2 (|X|) preprocessing time and T pre
2 (|X|, L) query time for X ∈ T . Then,

there exists an algorithm that solves Task 1’ with poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1) + T pre
2 (|W |) + T2(|W |, O(1))

preprocessing time and T2(|X|, L) + L · poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1) query time, where W is the root of T .

Proof.

Preprocessing For each component X ∈ T , the algorithm obtains the number of best vertices
|Xbest| using a bottom-up approach, which takes O(D(|HX | · f0X(HX)) = poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1) time.
Then Wbest can be propagated to every node in V by using the matching embedding fMroot in
Q(fMroot) = poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1) time.

Now the algorithm performs preprocessing steps required for Task 2 in T pre
2 (|W |) time. Then,

the algorithm invokes Task 2 on the instance where each vertex v generates a token z with its
destination marker iz := h(v) = ID(v) mod |Vbest|. This can be done in T2(|W |, O(1)) time by
first throwing the tokens outside of W to W using the matching embedding fMroot in Q(fMroot) =
poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1) time.

After obtaining the routes for each vertex v to the corresponding best vertex h(v), the routes
are memorized in order to serve the query.
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Query For each token z with destination dstz, the algorithm assigns the destination mark jz :=
dstz mod |Vbest|. Now the algorithm sends the tokens outside of W to W using the matching
embedding fMroot in L ·Q(fMroot) = L ·poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1) time. Then, the algorithm invokes Task
2 on W with time T2(|W |, L). Finally, the tokens on the best vertices are routed to the destination
via the precomputed all-to-best route.

Theorem D.3. Fix ϵ = Ω(
√
log logn/ log n). There exists a CONGEST algorithm solving Task

1 that uses L · poly(ψ−1) · nO(ϵ) rounds for preprocessing and L · poly(ψ−1) · logO(1/ϵ) n rounds for
routing.

Proof. By Lemma D.1 and Lemma D.2, the preprocessing time needed to prepare an instance for
Task 1 is:

Thie(n) + T pre
sort(|W |) + poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1) + T pre

2 (|W |) + T2(|W |, O(1))

By Theorem 3.2, Theorem 6.11, and Theorem 6.9, this quantity is:

poly(ψ−1, nϵ, log1/ϵ n) = poly(ψ−1, nϵ)

when ϵ = Ω(
√
log log n/ log n). By Lemma D.1 and Lemma D.2, the query time is:

O(Tsort(|W |, L) + T2(|X|, L) + L · poly(log1/ϵ n, ψ−1))

By Theorem 6.11 and Theorem 6.9, this quantity is:

L · poly(ψ−1, log1/ϵ n).

E Routing on General Expanders

Expander Split We follow the framework of [CS20]. A constant degree expander G⋄ is con-
structed by replacing each vertex v on G into an expander of deg(v) vertices (v, 1), . . . , (v,deg(v)).
Then, for each edge incident on v we assign the incident vertex to an arbitrary but unique vertex
(v, i).

The main challenge here is that in the actual routing task, the vertices holding the tokens
with the same destination vertex v do not have the knowledge to re-assign vertex labels (v, i) in
a load-balanced way. In [CS20], they modified the routing algorithm such that, the destination is
represented as a range and the notion of average load is introduced. The modification adds another
complication to the algorithm we have developed in Appendix D.

Local Propagation and Local Serialization to the Rescue We provide an alternative and
conceptually simpler solution of re-assigning destination labels2. The key to simplifying this reduc-
tion is through local propagation (Lemma 5.8) and local serialization (Corollary 5.9).

• Local Propagation: The goal is to make sure every token z with destination vertex dstz = v
obtains the knowledge of deg(v). To achieve this, the algorithm generates a dummy token on
each vertex v ∈ V , sets up its grouping key to be v, its tag to be −∞, and its variable to be
deg(v). For all query tokens, the algorithm sets the key to be its destination vertex and an
arbitrary positive tag. Then, after invoking Lemma 5.8, every token learns deg(v).

2The actual implementation may not be simpler, but the correctness should be much simpler to validate.
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• Local Serialization: Each token z obtains a unique serial number SIDz among all tokens with
the same destination vertex.

Once each token z obtains the information about its destination deg(v) and SIDz, a load-balanced
assignment of destination labels can be simply computed by (v, i := SIDz mod deg(v) + 1).

Remark: Unknown Maximum Load If L is unknown to a routing instance, we can use a
standard doubling trick: Set L′ = 1, 2, 4, . . . and invoke an expander routing instance with L = L′.
If at any moment the algorithm realizes some part holds more than the maximum allowed number of
tokens, then the current expander routing instance is halted. This doubling trick posed a constant
factor to the running time, compared with the case where the maximum load is known.

F Expander Routing and Expander Sorting are Equivalent

Let G be an expander graph in CONGEST model with conductance ϕ. We define the following
problems on G:

ExpanderRouting(ID , Z, dst , L)
Input: Each vertex v has a unique identifier ID(v) ∈ [1,poly(n)] and holds at most L tokens.
Z is the set of tokens. Each token z ∈ Z has a destination ID dstz and there are at most L
tokens having the same destination ID.
Goal: For each v ∈ V , all tokens with destination ID dstz = ID(v) are located at v.

ExpanderSorting(ID , Z, k , L)
Input: Each vertex v has an ID(v) ∈ [1, poly(n)] and holds at most L tokens. Z is the set of
tokens, and each token z ∈ Z has a key kz.
Goal: There are at most L tokens on each vertex. Furthermore, for each pair of tokens (z, z′)
on vertices v and v′ respectively, ID(v) ≤ ID(v′) implies kz ≤ kz′ .

Lemma F.1. Suppose there is a CONGEST algorithm Aroute that solves ExpanderRouting in
Troute(n, ϕ, L) time. Then, there is a CONGEST algorithm Asort that solves ExpanderSorting in
O(log n) · Troute(n, ϕ, L) time.

Proof. Consider an instance of ExpanderSorting(ID , Z, kz, L).
Suppose that each vertex v obtains rank(v) ∈ {1, . . . , n}, its rank among all identifiers {ID}.

To sort the query tokens Z, the algorithm first adds dummy tokens (with arbitrary keys) on all
vertices such that each vertex has exactly L tokens. Let Z∗ be this extended set of tokens. Then,
following the approach of Su and Vu [SV19], the algorithm simulates sorting over an AKS sorting
network [AKS83]. The sorting network consists of O(log n) layers, where each layer describes a
matching denoting which two sets of tokens are being compared.

LetM be such a matching. The algorithm calls Aroute on the following routing task Expander-
Routing(rank , Z∗, dst , L) such that, if a token z is currently on a vertex u that is currently a
matched edge (u, v) ∈ M with rank(u) < rank(v), then dstz ← rank(v). Otherwise, we simply set
dstz ← u so the token would not move. After the routing, for each matched edge (u, v) ∈ M , all
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2L tokens are united on the same vertex. Then, after sorting the tokens locally, the L tokens with
smaller keys are sent back to vertex u, following the previous route.

The sorting is accomplished after simulating the sorting network. Now, it suffices to obtain
rank(v) for each v. It turns out we can obtain rank(v) by imposing another expander sorting with
customized identifiers ExpanderSorting(ID ′, Z ′, k, 1): The new IDs are an arbitrary serialization
among {1, 2, . . . , n} (which can be done within diameter time D(G) = O(ϕ−1 log n) by obtaining
in-order labels from an arbitrary BFS tree). Each vertex v generates one token with the key
kv := ID(v). After the sorting, each token that is originated from vertex v arrives will be located
at a vertex u where ID ′(u) = rank(v). By reversing the route of the tokens, all vertices now obtain
their rank.

From the above discussion, we know that the AKS sorting network is simulated at most twice
for the given instance of ExpanderSorting. Hence, the round complexity of Asort is

Tsort(n, ϕ, L) = O(ϕ−1 log n) +O(log n) · Troute(n, ϕ, L).

Lemma F.2. Suppose there is a comparison-based CONGEST algorithm Asort that solves Ex-
panderSorting in Tsort(n, ϕ, L) time. Then, there is a CONGEST algorithm Aroute that solves
ExpanderRouting in O(1) · Tsort(n, ϕ, 2L) time.

Proof. Consider an instance of ExpanderRouting(ID , Z, dst , L).
We follow the meet-in-the-middle recipe described in Section 6.4. The intuition is to first count

the number of tokens Nv being routed to v via local aggregation (Corollary 5.10), and let each
vertex v generate Nv dummy tokens. Next, by a local serialization (Corollary 5.9), we can assign
odd numbers to real tokens and even numbers to dummy tokens. Real tokens and dummy tokens
will then be interleaved on any sorted sequence. By invoking Asort again with maximum load
2L (extra empty tokens are generated to ensure that each vertex holds exactly 2L tokens), the
algorithm is able to pair up each real token with a dummy token. Finally, this meet-in-the-middle
trick lets each dummy token bring exactly one real token to the destination.

In conclusion, our algorithm Aroute has a round complexity O(1) · Tsort(n, ϕ, 2L).

If the expander sorting algorithm Asort is not guaranteed to be comparison-based, the following
lemma shows that we can still obtain a reduction with an additional O(log n) factor.

Lemma F.3. Suppose there is a CONGEST algorithm Asort that solves ExpanderSorting in
Tsort(n, ϕ, L) time. Then, there is a CONGEST algorithm Aroute that solves ExpanderRouting
in O(logL+1 n) · Tsort(n, ϕ, 2L) time.

Proof. It suffices to show that the deduplication step in the token ranking procedure (Theorem 5.7)
can be implemented using O(logL+1 n) calls to Asort when expander sorting is used as a black-
box. Consider the following algorithm: we repeatedly call Asort for O(logL+1 n) times, with the
maximum load being set to be at least 2. After each execution of the expander sort, each vertex
locally marks all but one token with the same key as duplicate. It is straightforward to check that,
after O(logL+1 n) calls, for each distinct key, there will be at most 2 tokens that are left as not
marked. These two tokens locate on different vertices. By generating a dummy token with key
being −∞ and invoking another expander sort, the deduplication step can be accomplished as now
these 2 tokens are guaranteed to be on the same vertex. Once we have the deduplication step, we
can implement local propagation (Lemma 5.8) by reverting the above procedure and propagating
the desired information.
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Thus, the procedure described in the proof of Lemma F.2 can be implemented in O(logL+1 n)
calls to Asort.
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