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TWO NEW BOUNDS FOR THE RANDOM EDGE SIM PLEX
ALGORITHM

BERND GARTNER AND VOLKER KAIBEL

Abstract. W e prove that the ndom-Edge sin plex algorithm requires an
expected num ber ofat m ost 13n= d pivot steps on any sim ple dpolytope w ith
n vertices. This is the rst nontrivial upper bound for general polytopes. W e
also describe a re ned analysis that potentially yields m uch better bounds for
speci c classes ofpolytopes. A sone application, we show that for com binatorial
d-cubes, the trivial upper bound of 2¢ on the perform ance of R andom-Edge
can asym ptotically be in proved by any desired polynom ial factor in d.

1. Introduction

D antzig’s sim plex m ethod [B] is a widely used tool for soling linear program s
(LP).The frasble region ofan LP isa polyhedron; any algorithm in plem enting the
sin plex m ethod traverses a sequence of vertices, such that (i) consecutive vertices
are equal (the degenerate case) or connected by a polyhedron edge, and (ii) the
ob Ective function strictly im proves along any traversed edge. In both theory and
practice, wem ay assum e that som e initial vertex is available, and that the optim al
solution to the LP isattained at a vertex, ifthere isan optim um atall. It follow sthat
ifthe algorithm doesnot cycle, £ w illeventually nd an optin alsolution, ordiscover
that the problem is unbounded (see eg. Chvatal’s book [7] for a com prehensive
Introduction to the sin plex m ethod).

Formost (com plexity-)theoretic investigations, one can safely assum e that the
LP'’s that are considered are bounded as well as both prim ally and dually non—
degenerate [19]. Thus, we willonly dealw ith sin plk polytopes, ie., bounded d-di-
m ensionalpolyhedra, w here at each vertex exactly d facetsm eet, and w ith ob fctive
functions that are non-constant along any edge of the polytope.

T he distinguishing feature of each sin plex-algorithm is the pivot ruk according
to which the next vertex in the sequence is selected In case there is a choice. M any
popularpivot mulesare e cient in practice, m eaning that they induce a short vertex
sequence in typicalapplications. T he situation in theory is In sharp contrast to this:
Am ong m ost of the determ inistic pivot rules proposed in the literature (ncluding
the ones w idely used In practice), the sin plex algorithm is forced to traverse ex—
ponentially (in the number of variables and constraints of the LP ) m any vertices
In the worst case. It is open whether there is a pivot rule that always induces a
sequence of polynom ial length.

To explain sin plex’s excellent behavior In practice, the tools of average case
analysis [Bl] and am ocothed analysis [20]] have been devised, and to conquer the w orst
case bounds, research has tumed to random ized pivot rules. Tndeed, K alai [13,[14]
aswellasM atousek, Sharirand W elzl [I7] could prove that the expected num ber of
steps taken by the RandomFacet pivot rule is only subexponential in the worst
case. These results hold under our above assum ption that the feasible region of the
LP isa sinplk and fulldin ensional poltope.

The rst author acknow ledges support from the Sw iss Science Foundation (SNF), Projgct No.
200021-100316/1. T he second author has been supported by the DFG Research Center M atheon
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M uch less is known about another (actually, the m ost natural) random ized pivot
rule: choose the next vertex in the sequence uniform ly at random am ong the neigh—
bors of the current vertex w ith better ob fctive function value. This rule is called
Random-Edge,and unlkeR andom-Facet, ithasno recursive structure to peg an
analysis to. N ontrivialupper bounds on its expected num ber of pivot steps on gen—
eral polytopes do not exist. Resuls are known for 3-polytopes [6,112], d-polytopes
wih d+ 2 facets M), and for linear assignm ent problem s 21]. Only recently, Pe—
m antle and Balogh solved the long standing problm of nding a tight bound for
the expected perform ance ofR andom-E dge on the d-dim ensionalK k=M inty cube
[3]. Thispolytope is the m other’ ofm any w orst-case inputs for determ inistic pivot
rules [L5,2].

N one of the existing results exclide the possibility ofboth R andom-Facet and
R andom-E dge being the desired (expected) polynom ialtin e pivot rules. In the
m ore general and wellkstudied setting of abstract obfctive functions on polytopes
1,122,123, 114], superpolynom ial lower bounds are known for both rules, where the
construction forR andom-E dge [L8] isvery recent and m uch m ore involved than the
one for Random-Facet [L6]. Both approaches Inherently use ob fctive functions

(on cubes) that are not linearly induced.

In this paper, we derive the st nontrivialupper bound for the expected perfor-
m ance of R andom-E dge on sin pl polytopes, w ith edge orientations induced by
abstract ob Fctive functions. Even when we restrict to linear ob fctive fiinctions on
com binatorial cubes, the result isnew . T he generalbound iself is rather weak and
also achieved for exam ple by the determ inistic G reatest-D ecrease rule. The
em phasis here is on the fact that we are abl to m ake progress at all, given that
R andom-E dge has tumed out to be very di cul to attack in the past. A Iso, our
new bound separatesR andom-Edge from m any determ inistic rules (for exam ple,
D antzig’s rul, B land’s ruk, or the shadow vertex ruk) that m ay visit all vertices
in the worst case 2].

In a second part, we re ne the analysis, w ith the goalofobtaining better bounds
for speci ¢ classes of polytopes. Roughly spoeaking, these are polytopes w ith large
and regular local neighborhoods. O ur prin e exam ple is the class of com binatorial
cubes, or which we In prove the general upper bound by any desired polynom ial
factor In the dim ension. A s before, this also works for abstract ob fctive functions
and thus com plem ents the recent lower bound ofM atousek and Szabo [L8] w ith a

rst nontrivial upper bound.

2. A Bound for General Polytopes

T hroughout this section, P is a d-dim ensional sin ple polytopew ith a set V ofn
vertices. A directed graph D = (V;A) is called an acyclic unique sink orientation
AUSO) ofP if

() its underlying undirected graph is the vertex-edge graph ofP ,
(i) D isacyclic, and
(i) any subgraph ofD induced by the vertices of a nonem pty face ofP hasa
unigque sink.

Any linear function / :V ! R that is generic (non-constant on edges ofP ) induces
an AU SO In anaturalway: there isa directed edgev ! w between ad pcent vertices
ifand only if’ (v) > ’ w). The globalsink ofthe AU SO is the unique vertex that
m inin iIzes ’ overP . If ' is any generic (not necessarily linear) function inducing
an AUSO that way, ’ is called an abstract ob¥ctive function. For a given AU SO
D ofP, any function ’ that m aps vertices to their ranksw rt.a xed topological
sorting of D is an abstract ob fctive function that induces D . In general, D need
not be induced by a linear fiinction, for exam ple ifD fils to satisfy the necessary
HolK ke condition for linear realizability [L1]. For the ram ainder of this section,
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we xan AUSO D ofP, an abstract ob fctive function ’ that inducesD and som e
vertex s2 V.

Let Dbe the random variable de ned as the directed path In D , starting at s
and ending at the sink v+ 0fD , induced by the R andom-E dge pivot rule. From
each visited vertex v 6 vopr, proceeds to a neighborw ofv, along an outgoing
edge chosen uniform Iy at random from all outgoing edges.

Foreach v 2 V , denote by

out(v) = fw 2V : (v;w)2 Ag
the set ofall an aller W rit.’ ) neighbors of v. If jout (v) j= k, then v is called a
k—vertex. W e denote by Vi the set of all k-vertices.

For every vertex v$6 vyt On the path  let v° be its successoron . W e dencte
by

Stw) = fw2out@w) :’ )<’ @w)g;
the set of neighbors of v that are ’skipped’ by  at the step from v to v°. For every
0 k dkt
k() = fv2 \ Vg : B3 b2y
be the num ber of k+verticeson , where skips at least bgc neighbors. Here, as
In the follow ing, we w rite, depending on the context, ’ ’ for the set of vertices on
the path .)

If we denote by ng ( ) the total number of k-vertices on the path , then we

obtain

@ Elx()]  3ERc()]:
Indeed, we have

X
Elx()]= P2 and $®j bsc]

v2 Vg

and X
Ehy ()] = P2 1:
v2Vy
The clain then follow s from
P53 b2iecqv2 X

Dueto’ @)> " w)> ' @) brallw 2 S ), the sets S ) are paimw ise dispint.
Thus, we obtain (exploiting the linearity of expectation) for the num ber length ( )
of vertices on

Xd x4
Efength( )] n Elx()bfc n soEdE by ()]
k=0 k=0
nghere we used [I) for the second nequality). Clearly, we have E [length ( )] =
::O[EEﬂk( )]. T herefore, we obtain (note %b%c %)
x4 xd
@) Efength ()] min Ehy ( )lin EAERn ()]
k=0 k=0

If hy denotes the total num ber of k-vertices n V, then we clearly have 0
Ehy ( )] hyx.Thus, @) yieds
xd xd
@) Efength( )] max minf x;n E2xg 10 % hg Prallk
k=0 k=0
o @), them axipum mustbe gttained by som e x 2.E,[RdJr1 Prwhich them ininum
isattanedbyboth  x, andn k Ly .Indeed, if xx gn k 1y, thennot

z 4
allxy can be at their regpective upperboundshy (sihcen = hy ), thusone ofthem
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P P
can slightly be increased :n orderto increasethem inimum . If  x, > n Elxy

then not all xx can be zero (since this would yield 0 > n), so one of them can be
decreased In order to increase them Inim um . T hus we conclude

Xd
@) Efength()] max x : 232x.=1n;0 x he Pralk

k=0 k=0

P
By (Weak) lnear program m ing duality (and exploitingn = := o hx oncem ore),
we can derive from [4) the estin ate
Xd
®) E fength ( )] hy maxfy;1 %tyg

k=0

forevery v 2 R.

In the sequel, we need two In portant results from the theory of convex polytopes.
T he param eters hy are lndependent of the actualacyclic unique sink ordentation of
the polytope. The h-wvector orm ed by them is a linear transform ation of the f-
vector of the polytope, storing for each i the number of i-din ensional faces of the
polytope.

The rst classical result we need are the D ehn-Som m erville equations

) hy = hg forall0 k d
(see R4, Sect. 8.3]). The second one is the unin odality of the h-vector:
(7) hy hy 1 hyg-2c

The latter is equivalent to the nonnegativity of the g-vector, which is one of the
hard parts of the g-theorem for sim plicial polytopes, see R4, Sect. 8.6].
From [6) and [1) we can derive

Xd

jo
n = hy d 8 dh,Pg. i
k=0
which yields (ford > 64)
®) h P n
- —P=
b4 dc 4 84
p—,
Now we choosey = 1= d i [@). W e have
1 k 1 p-
= 1 —+$= , k 4 4d 3:
d 4 d
. P—
Thus, @) with y= 1= d) gives
pand 3c 4
X k 1 X hy
) E fength ( )] hy 1 —p= + = :
_ 4 d p_ d
k=0 k=b4 d 3ct1

By the unin odality ofthe h-vectorand [8), the rst sum in {J) can be estin ated
by

p— 4n 12n
4 d 1;014p dc pﬂ 'pi ’ d 144 :

o)

C learly, the second sum in [9d) is bounded by n= d. The resulting totalbound

0f13n= dalsoholdsford< 144,becausen isa trivialupperbound. Thuswe have
proved the follow ing resul.
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Theorem 1. The expected num ber of vertices visited by the R andom -E dge sin plex—
algorithm on a d-dim ensionalsim ple polytope with n  d+ 1 vertices, equipped w ith
an abstract (in particular: a linear) obsctive fiinction is bounded by

n
13 = :
d

A sin ilar analysis reveals that the running-tin e for the G reatest D ecrease—
rule is bounded by
CcC” p=:
d
In each step, this rule selects the neighboring vertex wih smallest ’ value, thus
skipping all other neighbors of the current vertex v.

For general sin ple polytopes, our analysis of the bound for Random-Edge
stated in [3) is essentially best possible. This can be seen through the exam ples of
duals of stacked sin plicial polytopes (see, eg., K]), which are sin ple d-polytopes
with n vertices,hp = hg = 1,and hy = 22 Pralll k d 1.

3. A Bound for Cubes

T he core argum ent of the analysis presented in Section [2 is the ©llow ing: For
every vertex on the Random-Edge path wih outdegree k we know that
skips (In expectation) k=2 vertices in the singke step from v to its sucoessor. W e
then exploited the D ehn-Somm ervile equations as well as the unin odality of the
h-vector In order to argue that m any vertices on  must have large out-degree {
unless is ‘short’ anyway.

For the d-din ensional cube, we have much m ore inform ation on the h-vector:
hy = : for every k. Thus, 'm ost’ vertices have out-degree roughly d=2 in case of
cubes. W ew illexploit this stronger know ledge in a sharperanalysis for cubes, which
relies on studying larger structures around vertices than just their out-neighbors.
W e actually do the analysis or general polytopes and obtain a bound on the ex—
pected path length In temm s oftwo speci ¢ quantities. Later we bound these quan-—

tities for the case of cubes.

31.The G eneral A pproach. W ithin this subsection, (as in Section[2), ket P be
a d-dim ensional sin ple polytope with n verticesV,D = (V;A) an AUSO ofP,
7 :V ! R an abstract ob gctive function inducing D , and s 2 V a xed vertex.
W e denote by dist’ (v;w) the length (humber of arcs) of a shortest directed path
from vtow @ist' (v;w) may be 1 ifthere isno such path).

De nition 1 (txeach). Lett;k2 Nandv2 V.
1) Wecll
Refv) = fw 2V : dist! v;w) tg

the treach of v. The boundary of Ry (v), denoted by @Ry (v), is the set of
allw 2 R (v), for which there is a directed (not necessarily shortest) path
of Iength precisely t from v to w.

(2) The treach Rt (v) is k-good if

Jout w)Jj k

holds for allw 2 Ry (v) with dist' (v;w) t 1.
(3) A vertex v Is (;k)-good if its t-reach is k-good. The set of all (t;k)-good
vertices is denoted by G (t;k).

In particular, ifv is (t;k)-good, the optin alvertex vyt m ay occur in the bound-
ary of Rt (v), but not in its interior. Fort;k 2 N, we de ne

gltbk) = mhfRR(v)j:v2 G Ek)g:
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For every vertex v 2 V, and some t2 N, denote by (the random variablk) w )
the vertex that is reached by the R andom-E dge sim plex-algorithm , started at v,
aftert steps (et w (v) = Vet In case the sink is reached before step t) . G eneralizing
the notion from Section [2, we denote by

Sew) = fu2 Rew) 17 @) > " We))g
the set of vertices in R+ (v) left behind whil walking from v to Ry (v).

Lemma 1. Forevery t;k 2 N and v2 G (tk), we have
gtik) |

24t
Proof. Let @R (v) = fuy;::ijuggwih ’ @) > :::' (ug). By construction, there
issome i wih we v) = up . Sihce the outdegree at every vertex isatmost d, we
have

P Bew)j 250

S 1
[P [l = l] 5
forevery 1 1 g. Therefore,
2 g
PE > o=2 —
i > o=2] e

holds. Snceqg g (t;k) holds and because > g;k)=2 mplies F: v)] gtk)=2,
the clain follow s.

Now ltusconsiderthepath followedbytheR andom-E dge sin plex-algorithm
started at s (ending in vepe). Fortik 2 Nwiht 2andk 1,wesubdivide into
subpathsw ith the property that every subpath either has length one and startsata
non-—(t;k)-good vertex or i has length t (@ long subpath) and startsat a (t;k)-good
vertex. (Such a partitioning is clearly possible.)

Let nex () be the num ber of Iong subpaths In our partitioning. W e denote the
pairs of start and end vertices of these long paths by &1;¥1), «+ &n, ( )iVae,e ()«
Let

St&i) = fu2Rekxyi) 1/ ) > ' (i)g

and de ne

() = 12 fljrignege (g Py LE

to be the num ber of those Iong subpaths which leave behind at least @ vertices
from Ry (xi)-

Using Lemm alll mote that S¢ (x;), conditioned on the event that x; is the start
vertex of a long subpath in the partitioning of , has the sam e distrdbution as
St (%4)), we can deduce, sin ilarly to our derivation of [Il), the ©llow ing:

g(tik)
24t
A 1so here, the sets S¢ (x3) (for 1 i ngx () are paiw ise dispint. Thus, for
each long subpath (consisting oft arcs) starting at some x; with He x1)j g;k)=2
we can ocount at least g(t;k)=2 t vertices that are not visited by . Therefore, we
can conclide

10) Elex ()] Ehex ()]:

Efength( )] n 299 £ E[()]:
Using [I0) and de ning
gihk) = LEL b,

this yields
11) £ fength ( )] n gEk)Ehe ()]
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O n the other hand, denote by
@2) fk) = ¥V nG k)J
the totalnum ber of non—(t; k)-good vertices. From the de nition of our path parti-
tioning, we inm ediately obtain
13) E fength ( )] fk)+t Emx()]:

Adding up nonnegative m ultiples of [I1) and [13) in such a way that E ey ()]
cancels out, one obtains the llow ing bound:
m+ gtik) (£ (k) t
E n+ £ Gk
length ()] gtik)+ t g Eik) &)

T his yields the follow ing estin ation.

Lemma2.For;k2 Nwitht 2andk 1, wehave
E fength ( )] dtd + £ k)
n k)
gtrk) @tk) 20

A generalway to bound the function f (t;k) is as follow s.

Lemma 3. Fort;k 2 N, we have
d 1

£ (k) 1

hey 7

k1

where hey = j:Ohj is the num ber of vertices with outdegree kss than k.

Proof. Ifv 2 V nG (t;k), then therejssomewPZ R¢ 1 (v) wih jout(w)j< k. On the
other hand, each w is contained in at m ost Fl:édi =4 1 t 1)—xeaches (since

d 1
the undirected graph is dregular). The clamm follow s.

T he follow Ing describes a way of bounding the function g (t;k) by studying the
undirected graph of the polytope.
D e nition 2 ((;k)mneighborhood, (t;k)). Lett;k 2 N.

(1) A subset N V is aled a (t;k)-neighborhood ofv 2 V ifN = fvg in
cass oft= 0, or, ift 1, there are k neighbtors w1, ..., wxy of v in the
graph of P together with (t lék)—nejghbomoods Ni, ..., Nx ofwq, ...,
Wy , regoectively, such that N = l;lN i-

(2) W ede ne (k) asthem inimum cardinality of fw 2 N : dist(v;w) = tg,
taken over allv 2 V and all (t;k)-neighborhoods of v. Here, dist(v;w)
denotes the graph-theoretical distance between v and w in the undirected

graph of P .)

Ifv is (t;k)-good, then i follow s right from the de nitions that the boundary
@Ry (v) of tstreach containsa (t;k)-neighborhood N ofv. In particular, allvertices
w 2 N wih dist(v;w) = tare in @ Rt (v), and these are the ones of use to us.

Lemmad4.Fort;k2 Nwiht 2, wehave
g(tik) tik) :

32. Specialization to Cubes. In order to obtain from Lemma [@ an explicit
bound for the expected num ber of vertices visited by the R andom-E dge sin plex—
algorithm on the d-cube, we w illderive estin ates on the functions f (t;k) and g (t; k)
frk = bic.

Lemma 5. There isa constant 0 < < 1 such that
f t;blc 2 dro@
1

holds Prallt2 N (where f is the fiinction de ned in [I2) or the case of the d—cuke,
and with k = bSc).



8 BERND GARTNER AND VOLKER KAIBEL

P roof. In the case ofa d—cube and k = b%c,we have
d
ch 1 d
hcx = . =

i=0

1
h (F)d+ o (d)
24 ;

whereh x) = xog= + (I x)logy— is the binary entropy function (see, eg., 10,
Chap.9,Ex.42]). By Lemm a[3 this in plies the clain ed bound @ ith the o(d) term
depending on t).

The nalbuildingblock ofourbound forthe specialcase ofcubes is the follow ing.
Here, we denote by ak (Blling factorial power) the producta@ 1) @ b+
(ra;b2 N).

Lemmaé6.Lett;k2 Nwithl t;k  d. Ifthe polytope P considered in Section[3.]
is a d-cube, then the olbwing is true:

kKt X'yxiog o1

e g t i 1

(@) Iftisa constant, then (Gbic) = d).

1)  &k)

Proof. Part (2) ollow s mm ediately from part (1), shoe the sum becom es a poly—
nom ialin d ofdegreet 1 fork= ¢ (and constantt).

Let usprove (1) oreach xed k, by Induction on t, where the case t= 1 holds
dueto (1;k)= k. Thus, ket us considerthe caset 2.

W e m ay assum e that the vertex v and its neighborswi, ..., Wi, for which the
m inin um (t;k) is attained, arev= 0 and w; = e; (1 i k). For each i, the
(t 1;k) neighborhood N ; ofe; hasat least (¢t 1;k) verticesw with diste;;w) =
t 1,by de nition. Allofthem havedistancet 2 ortfrom 0. The formerm ay

be the case at m ost Ctl ; tin es (these vertices cannot have a one at position i).
T herefore, we have
. d 1
fw 2 N; :distO;w) = tg t 1;k) £ 2

O n the otherhand, every vertex w 2 N ; w ith dist 0;w ) = tneedsto havea one at
position i (otherw ise, dist@;;w) = t+ 1). Hence, every vertex w with distO;w) = t
can be contained in atm ost t of the neighborhoodsN 1, ..., Ny . Thus, we conclude
(fort 2)

k € Lik) § 3

t; k ;
(trk) .
and thus,
k kdl
(14) k) < € 1k £ 2
U sing the induction hypothesis and [14) we derive
|
Kk ktl KZ gl a 1 k d 1
(tik) t € 1! it 102 t t 2
€17 1
Kt XIpEL g1 K d 1
oo &l e iz &0t o0 2
Kt XIpEl g1
T &l ¢ i o2 !

which, affer an index shift in the sum , yields the clain .

Now we can prove ourm ain result:
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Theorem 2. Forevery xed t2 N, there is a constant C+ 2 R (depending on t),
such that the expected num ber of vertices visited by the Random-E dge sim plkex—
algorithm on a d-dim ensional cube, equipped with an abstract (in particular: a lin-
ear) obfctive function, is bounded by
2d
Ct E :

Proof. Let be the (random ) path (for som e arbitrary start vertex) de ned by the
Random-Edge sinplx-algorithm on a d-cube equipped with an acyclic unique
sink orientation. By Lemm a[J, we have, with d° = b%c,

4td"
gd) @d) 20

From Lemm a[d we know that there is som e constant 0 < < 1 wih

15) E fength ( )] 29+ £ (gd) -

16) £ d 2 dro@ .
Finally, by Lemm as[4 and[d ) there is som e constant > 0 such that

a7 g d") d :
PUttjng E)r E)r and m) together, we obtain
Atd” d d+ o(d)
E fength ( )] WZ + 2 ;

which i plies the clain .
4. Conclusion

P robably one can extend them ethodswe haveused foranalyzingR andom -E dge
on cubes to other classes ofpolytopes (eg., generalproducts of sin plices) . H ow ever,
it seem s to us that i would be m ore Interesting to nd a way of sharpening our
bounds by enhancing our approach w ith som e new ideas. A sm entioned at the end
of Section[2], the analysis of our approach is sharp in the generalsetting. W e suspect
that one cannot prove a subexponentialbound for R andom-E dge on cubes w ith
our m ethods. Therefore, it would be m ost interesting to nd a way of com bining
our kind of analysis w ith som e other ideas.
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