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T W O N EW B O U N D S FO R T H E R A N D O M -ED G E SIM P LEX

A LG O R IT H M

BER N D G �A RTN ER A N D VO LK ER K A IBEL

A bstract. W e prove that the R andom-Edge sim plex algorithm requires an

expected num berofatm ost13n=
p

d pivotstepson any sim pled-polytope with

n vertices. This is the �rstnontrivialupper bound for generalpolytopes. W e

also describe a re�ned analysisthat potentially yieldsm uch better bounds for

speci�cclassesofpolytopes.A soneapplication,weshow thatforcom binatorial

d-cubes,the trivialupper bound of2d on the perform ance ofR andom-Edge

can asym ptotically be im proved by any desired polynom ialfactor in d.

1.Introduction

Dantzig’s sim plex m ethod [8]is a widely used toolfor solving linear program s

(LP).Thefeasibleregion ofan LP isa polyhedron;any algorithm im plem enting the

sim plex m ethod traversesa sequence ofvertices,such that(i)consecutive vertices

are equal(the degenerate case) or connected by a polyhedron edge,and (ii) the

objective function strictly im provesalong any traversed edge. In both theory and

practice,wem ay assum ethatsom einitialvertex isavailable,and thattheoptim al

solutiontotheLP isattainedatavertex,ifthereisan optim um atall.Itfollowsthat

ifthealgorithm doesnotcycle,itwilleventually�nd an optim alsolution,ordiscover

that the problem is unbounded (see e.g.Chv�atal’s book [7]for a com prehensive

introduction to the sim plex m ethod).

For m ost (com plexity-)theoretic investigations,one can safely assum e that the

LP’s that are considered are bounded as wellas both prim ally and dually non-

degenerate [19]. Thus,we willonly dealwith sim ple polytopes,i.e.,bounded d-di-

m ensionalpolyhedra,whereateach vertexexactly d facetsm eet,and with objective

functionsthatarenon-constantalong any edgeofthe polytope.

The distinguishing feature ofeach sim plex-algorithm isthe pivotrule according

to which thenextvertex in thesequenceisselected in casethereisa choice.M any

popularpivotrulesaree�cientin practice,m eaningthatthey induceashortvertex

sequencein typicalapplications.Thesituation in theory isin sharp contrasttothis:

Am ong m ostofthe determ inistic pivotrulesproposed in the literature (including

the ones widely used in practice),the sim plex algorithm is forced to traverse ex-

ponentially (in the num ber ofvariables and constraintsofthe LP) m any vertices

in the worstcase. It is open whether there is a pivot rule that always induces a

sequenceofpolynom iallength.

To explain sim plex’s excellent behavior in practice,the tools of average case

analysis [5]and sm oothed analysis [20]havebeen devised,and to conquertheworst

casebounds,research hasturned to random ized pivotrules.Indeed,K alai[13,14]

aswellasM atou�sek,Sharirand W elzl[17]could provethattheexpected num berof

stepstaken by the R andom-Facet pivotrule isonly subexponentialin the worst

case.Theseresultshold underouraboveassum ption thatthefeasibleregion ofthe

LP isa sim pleand full-dim ensionalpolytope.
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M uch lessisknown aboutanother(actually,them ostnatural)random ized pivot

rule:choosethenextvertex in thesequenceuniform ly atrandom am ong theneigh-

borsofthe currentvertex with betterobjective function value. Thisrule iscalled

R andom-Edge,and unlikeR andom-Facet,ithasnorecursivestructuretopegan

analysisto.Nontrivialupperboundson itsexpected num berofpivotstepson gen-

eralpolytopesdo notexist.Resultsareknown for3-polytopes[6,12],d-polytopes

with d + 2 facets [9],and for linear assignm entproblem s [21]. O nly recently,Pe-

m antle and Balogh solved the long standing problem of�nding a tightbound for

theexpected perform anceofR andom-Edge on thed-dim ensionalKlee-M inty cube

[3].Thispolytopeisthe’m other’ofm any worst-caseinputsfordeterm inisticpivot

rules[15,2].

Noneoftheexisting resultsexcludethepossibility ofboth R andom-Facet and

R andom-Edge being the desired (expected) polynom ial-tim e pivotrules. In the

m ore generaland well-studied setting ofabstractobjective functions on polytopes

[1,22,23,14],superpolynom iallowerboundsare known forboth rules,where the

constructionforR andom-Edge [18]isveryrecentandm uch m oreinvolvedthan the

one forR andom-Facet [16]. Both approachesinherently use objective functions

(on cubes)thatarenotlinearly induced.

In thispaper,wederivethe�rstnontrivialupperbound fortheexpected perfor-

m ance ofR andom-Edge on sim ple polytopes,with edge orientationsinduced by

abstractobjectivefunctions.Even when werestrictto linearobjectivefunctionson

com binatorialcubes,theresultisnew.Thegeneralbound itselfisratherweak 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 able to m ake progressat all,given that

R andom-Edge hasturned outto bevery di�cultto attack in the past.Also,our

new bound separatesR andom-Edge from m any determ inistic rules(forexam ple,

Dantzig’s rule,Bland’s rule,orthe shadow vertex rule)thatm ay visitallvertices

in the worstcase[2].

In a second part,were�netheanalysis,with thegoalofobtaining betterbounds

forspeci�c classesofpolytopes. Roughly speaking,these are polytopeswith large

and regularlocalneighborhoods. O urprim e exam ple isthe classofcom binatorial

cubes,for which we im prove the generalupper bound by any desired polynom ial

factorin the dim ension.Asbefore,thisalso worksforabstractobjectivefunctions

and thuscom plem entsthe recentlowerbound ofM atou�sek and Szab�o [18]with a

�rstnontrivialupperbound.

2.A Bound for G eneral Polytopes

Throughoutthissection,P isa d-dim ensionalsim plepolytopewith a setV ofn

vertices. A directed graph D = (V;A)iscalled an acyclic unique sink orientation

(AUSO )ofP if

(i) itsunderlying undirected graph isthe vertex-edgegraph ofP ,

(ii) D isacyclic,and

(iii) any subgraph ofD induced by the verticesofa nonem pty face ofP hasa

unique sink.

Any linearfunction ’ :V ! R thatisgeneric (non-constanton edgesofP )induces

an AUSO in anaturalway:thereisadirected edgev ! w between adjacentvertices

ifand only if’(v)> ’(w).The globalsink ofthe AUSO isthe unique vertex that

m inim izes’ overP . If’ isany generic (notnecessarily linear)function inducing

an AUSO thatway,’ is called an abstractobjective function. Fora given AUSO

D ofP ,any function ’ thatm apsverticesto theirranksw.r.t.a �xed topological

sorting ofD isan abstractobjective function thatinducesD . In general,D need

notbe induced by a linearfunction,forexam ple ifD failsto satisfy the necessary

Holt-Klee condition forlinearrealizability [11]. Forthe rem ainderofthissection,
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we�x an AUSO D ofP ,an abstractobjectivefunction ’ thatinducesD and som e

vertex s2 V .

Let � be the random variable de�ned as the directed path in D ,starting at s

and ending atthesink vopt ofD ,induced by theR andom-Edge pivotrule.From

each visited vertex v 6= vopt,� proceeds to a neighborw ofv,along an outgoing

edgechosen uniform ly atrandom from alloutgoing edges.

Foreach v 2 V ,denoteby

out(v) := fw 2 V :(v;w)2 Ag

the setofallsm aller(w.r.t.’)neighborsofv. Ifjout(v)j= k,then v is called a

k-vertex.W e denote by Vk the setofallk-vertices.

Forevery vertex v 6= vopt on the path � letv0 be itssuccessoron �.W e denote

by

S(v) := fw 2 out(v) :’(v
0
)< ’(w)g ;

thesetofneighborsofv thatare’skipped’by � atthestep from v to v0.Forevery

0 � k � d let

�k(�) :=
�
�fv 2 � \ Vk :jS(v)j� b

jout(v)j

2
cg
�
�

be the num berofk-verticeson �,where � skipsatleastbk
2
c neighbors. (Here,as

in the following,we write,depending on the context,’�’forthe setofverticeson

the path �.)

Ifwe denote by nk(�) the totalnum ber ofk-vertices on the path �,then we

obtain

(1) E[�k(�)] �
1

2
E[nk(�)]:

Indeed,wehave

E[�k(�)] =
X

v2Vk

P[v 2 � and jS(v)j� bk
2
c]

and

E[nk(�)] =
X

v2Vk

P[v 2 �]:

The claim then followsfrom

P

�

jS(v)j� b
jout(v)j

2
cjv 2 �

�

� 1

2
:

Dueto ’(v)> ’(w)> ’(v0)forallw 2 S(v),thesetsS(v)arepairwisedisjoint.

Thus,we obtain (exploiting the linearity ofexpectation)forthe num berlength(�)

ofverticeson �

E[length(�)] � n �

dX

k= 0

E[�k(�)]b
k

2
c � n �

dX

k= 0

1

2
bk
2
cE[nk(�)]

(where we used (1) for the second inequality). Clearly,we have E[length(�)]=
P d

k= 0
E[nk(�)].Therefore,weobtain (note

1

2
bk
2
c� k� 1

4
)

(2) E[length(�)] � m in
�

dX

k= 0

E[nk(�)];n �

dX

k= 0

k� 1

4
E[nk(�)]

	

:

Ifhk denotes the totalnum ber ofk-vertices in V , then we clearly have 0 �

E[nk(�)]� hk.Thus,(2)yields

(3) E[length(�)] � m ax
�

m inf

dX

k= 0

xk;n �

dX

k= 0

k� 1

4
xkg :0� xk � hk forallk

	

:

In (3),them axim um m ustbeattained by som ex 2 R

d+ 1 forwhich them inim um

isattained byboth
P

xk and n�
P

k� 1

4
xk.Indeed,if

P
xk < n�

P
k� 1

4
xk then not

allxk can beattheirrespectiveupperboundshk (sincen =
P

hk),thusoneofthem
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can slightly beincreased in orderto increasethem inim um .If
P

xk > n�
P

k� 1

4
xk

then notallxk can be zero (since thiswould yield 0 > n),so one ofthem can be

decreased in orderto increasethe m inim um .Thusweconclude

(4) E[length(�)] � m ax
�

dX

k= 0

xk :

dX

k= 0

k+ 3

4
xk = n;0 � xk � hk forallk

	

:

By (weak)linearprogram m ingduality (and exploiting n =
P d

k= 0
hk oncem ore),

wecan derivefrom (4)the estim ate

(5) E[length(�)] �

dX

k= 0

hk � m axfy;1�k� 1
4
yg

forevery y 2 R.

In thesequel,weneed twoim portantresultsfrom thetheory ofconvexpolytopes.

Theparam etershk areindependentoftheactualacyclicuniquesink orientation of

the polytope. The h-vector form ed by them is a linear transform ation ofthe f-

vector ofthe polytope,storing foreach ithe num berofi-dim ensionalfacesofthe

polytope.

The�rstclassicalresultweneed arethe Dehn-Som m erville equations

(6) hk = hd� k forall0 � k � d

(see [24,Sect.8.3]).Thesecond one isthe unim odality ofthe h-vector:

(7) h0 � h1 � ::: � hbd=2c

The latter is equivalent to the nonnegativity ofthe g-vector,which is one ofthe

hard partsofthe g-theorem for sim plicialpolytopes,see[24,Sect.8.6].

From (6)and (7)wecan derive

n =

dX

k= 0

hk �
�

d� 8
p
d
�

h
b4
p
dc
;

which yields(ford > 64)

(8) h
b4
p
dc

�
n

d� 8
p
d
:

Now wechoosey := 1=
p
d in (5).W e have

1
p
d
� 1�

k � 1

4
p
d

, k � 4
p
d� 3 :

Thus,(5)(with y = 1=
p
d)gives

(9) E[length(�)] �

b4
p
d� 3c
X

k= 0

hk
�

1�
k� 1

4
p
d

�

+

dX

k= b4
p
d� 3c+ 1

hk
p
d
:

By theunim odality oftheh-vectorand (8),the�rstsum in (9)can beestim ated

by

4
p
d� h

b4
p
dc

�
4n

p
d� 8

�
12n
p
d
; d � 144 :

Clearly,the second sum in (9)isbounded by n=
p
d. The resulting totalbound

of13n=
p
d also holdsford < 144,becausen isa trivialupperbound.Thuswehave

proved the following result.



T W O N EW B O U N D S FO R T H E R A N D O M -ED G E SIM PLEX A LG O R IT H M 5

T heorem 1.Theexpectednum berofverticesvisitedbytheR andom-Edge sim plex-

algorithm on a d-dim ensionalsim plepolytope with n � d+ 1 vertices,equipped with

an abstract(in particular: a linear) objective function isbounded by

13�
n
p
d
:

A sim ilaranalysisrevealsthatthe running-tim e forthe G reatest-D ecrease-

ruleisbounded by

C
0�

n
p
d
:

In each step,this rule selects the neighboring vertex with sm allest ’-value,thus

skipping allotherneighborsofthe currentvertex v.

For generalsim ple polytopes, our analysis of the bound for R andom-Edge

stated in (3)isessentially bestpossible.Thiscan be seen through the exam plesof

duals ofstacked sim plicialpolytopes (see,e.g.,[4]),which are sim ple d-polytopes

with n vertices,h0 = hd = 1,and hk =
n� 2

d� 1
forall1 � k � d� 1.

3.A Bound for C ubes

The core argum entofthe analysis presented in Section 2 is the following: For

every vertex on the R andom-Edge path � with out-degree k we know that �

skips (in expectation) k=2 vertices in the single step from v to its successor. W e

then exploited the Dehn-Som m ervile equations as wellas the unim odality ofthe

h-vector in order to argue that m any vertices on � m ust have large out-degree {

unless� is’short’anyway.

For the d-dim ensionalcube,we have m uch m ore inform ation on the h-vector:

hk =
�
d

k

�

forevery k. Thus,’m ost’verticeshave out-degree roughly d=2 in case of

cubes.W ewillexploitthisstrongerknowledgein asharperanalysisforcubes,which

relies on studying largerstructures around vertices than just their out-neighbors.

W e actually do the analysisfor generalpolytopes and obtain a bound on the ex-

pected path length in term softwo speci�cquantities.Laterwebound thesequan-

titiesforthe caseofcubes.

3.1.T he G eneralA pproach. W ithin thissubsection,(asin Section 2),letP be

a d-dim ensionalsim ple polytope with n vertices V ,D = (V;A) an AUSO ofP ,

’ :V ! R an abstractobjective function inducing D ,and s 2 V a �xed vertex.

W e denote by dist
!
(v;w) the length (num berofarcs)ofa shortestdirected path

from v to w (dist
!
(v;w)m ay be 1 ifthereisno such path).

D e�nition 1 (t-reach). Lett;k 2 N and v 2 V .

(1) W e call

R t(v) := fw 2 V :dist
!
(v;w)� tg

the t-reach ofv. The boundary ofR t(v),denoted by @R t(v),is the setof

allw 2 R t(v),for which there is a directed (notnecessarily shortest) path

oflength precisely tfrom v to w.

(2) The t-reach R t(v)is k-good if

jout(w)j � k

holds for allw 2 R t(v)with dist
!
(v;w)� t� 1.

(3) A vertex v is (t;k)-good ifits t-reach is k-good. The setofall(t;k)-good

verticesisdenoted by G (t;k).

In particular,ifv is(t;k)-good,theoptim alvertex vopt m ay occurin thebound-

ary ofR t(v),butnotin itsinterior.Fort;k 2 N,wede�ne

g(t;k) := m infj@R t(v)j:v 2 G (t;k)g :
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Forevery vertex v 2 V ,and som et2 N,denote by (the random variable)wt(v)

the vertex thatisreached by the R andom-Edge sim plex-algorithm ,started atv,

aftertsteps(letwt(v):= vopt in casethesink isreached beforestep t).G eneralizing

the notion from Section 2,we denoteby

~St(v) := fu 2 R t(v) :’(u)> ’(wt(v))g

the setofverticesin R t(v)leftbehind while walking from v to R t(v).

Lem m a 1. For every t;k 2 N and v 2 G (t;k),we have

P

�

j~St(v)j�
g(t;k)

2

�

�
g(t;k)

2dt
:

Proof. Let@R t(v)= fu1;:::;uqg with ’(u1)> :::’(uq). By construction,there

issom e i? with wt(v)= ui?. Since the outdegree atevery vertex isatm ostd,we

have

P[i
?
= i] �

1

dt

forevery 1 � i� q.Therefore,

P[i
?
> q=2] �

q

2dt

holds.Sinceq� g(t;k)holdsand becausei? > g(t;k)=2 im pliesj~St(v)j� g(t;k)=2,

the claim follows.

�

Now letusconsiderthepath � followedbytheR andom-Edge sim plex-algorithm

started ats(ending in vopt).Fort;k 2 N with t� 2 and k � 1,wesubdivide� into

subpathswith theproperty thatevery subpath eitherhaslength oneand startsata

non-(t;k)-good vertex orithaslength t(a long subpath)and startsata (t;k)-good

vertex.(Such a partitioning isclearly possible.)

Letnt;k(�)be the num beroflong subpathsin ourpartitioning. W e denote the

pairsofstartand end verticesoftheselong pathsby (x1;y1),...(xnt;k (�)
;ynt;k (�)

).

Let

St(xi) := fu 2 R t(xi) :’(u)> ’(yi)g

and de�ne

�t;k(�) :=
�
�
�

i2 f1;:::;nt;k(�)g :jSt(xi)j�
g(t;k)

2

	�
�

to be the num berofthoselong subpathswhich leavebehind atleast
g(t;k)

2
vertices

from R t(xi).

Using Lem m a 1 (note thatSt(xi),conditioned on the eventthatxi isthe start

vertex of a long subpath in the partitioning of�, has the sam e distribution as
~St(xi)),wecan deduce,sim ilarly to ourderivation of(1),the following:

(10) E[�t;k(�)] �
g(t;k)

2dt
E[nt;k(�)]:

Also here,the setsSt(xi)(for1 � i� nt;k(�))are pairwise disjoint. Thus,for

each long subpath (consisting oftarcs)starting atsom exi with jSt(xi)j� g(t;k)=2

wecan countatleastg(t;k)=2� tverticesthatarenotvisited by �.Therefore,we

can conclude

E[length(�)] � n �
�
g(t;k)

2
� t

�

E[�t;k(�)]:

Using (10)and de�ning

~g(t;k) :=
�
g(t;k)

2
� t

�
g(t;k)

2dt
;

thisyields

(11) E[length(�)] � n � ~g(t;k)E[nt;k(�)]:
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O n the otherhand,denoteby

(12) f(t;k) := jV nG (t;k)j

thetotalnum berofnon-(t;k)-good vertices.From thede�nition ofourpath parti-

tioning,we im m ediately obtain

(13) E[length(�)] � f(t;k)+ t� E[nt;k(�)]:

Adding up nonnegative m ultiplesof(11)and (13)in such a way thatE[nt;k(�)]

cancelsout,one obtainsthe following bound:

E[length(�)] �
tn + ~g(t;k)(f(t;k))

~g(t;k)+ t
�

t

~g(t;k)
n + f(t;k)

Thisyieldsthe following estim ation.

Lem m a 2. For t;k 2 N with t� 2 and k � 1,we have

E[length(�)] �
4tdt

g(t;k)(g(t;k)� 2t)
n + f(t;k):

A generalway to bound the function f(t;k)isasfollows.

Lem m a 3. For t;k 2 N,we have

f(t;k) �
dt� 1

d� 1
h< k ;

where h< k :=
P k� 1

j= 0
hj isthe num berofverticeswith outdegree lessthan k.

Proof. Ifv 2 V nG(t;k),then thereissom ew 2 R t� 1(v)with jout(w)j< k.O n the

otherhand,each w iscontained in atm ost
P t� 1

i= 0
di = d

t
� 1

d� 1
(t� 1)-reaches(since

the undirected graph isd-regular).The claim follows. �

The following describesa way ofbounding the function g(t;k)by studying the

undirected graph ofthe polytope.

D e�nition 2 ((t;k)-neighborhood,
(t;k)). Lett;k 2 N.

(1) A subsetN � V is called a (t;k)-neighborhood ofv 2 V ifN = fvg in

case oft= 0,or,ift� 1,there are k neighbors w1,...,wk ofv in the

graph ofP together with (t� 1;k)-neighborhoods N 1,...,N k ofw1,...,

wk,respectively,such thatN =
S k

i= 1
N i.

(2) W e de�ne 
(t;k)as the m inim um cardinality offw 2 N :dist(v;w)= tg,

taken over allv 2 V and all(t;k)-neighborhoods ofv. (Here, dist(v;w)

denotes the graph-theoreticaldistance between v and w in the undirected

graph ofP .)

Ifv is (t;k)-good,then it follows rightfrom the de�nitions that the boundary

@R t(v)ofitst-reachcontainsa(t;k)-neighborhoodN ofv.In particular,allvertices

w 2 N with dist(v;w)= tarein @R t(v),and these arethe onesofuseto us.

Lem m a 4. For t;k 2 N with t� 2,we have

g(t;k) � 
(t;k):

3.2.Specialization to C ubes. In order to obtain from Lem m a 2 an explicit

bound fortheexpected num berofverticesvisited by the R andom-Edge sim plex-

algorithm on thed-cube,wewillderiveestim ateson thefunctionsf(t;k)and g(t;k)

fork = bd
4
c.

Lem m a 5. There isa constant0 < � < 1 such that

f
�

t;bd
4
c
�

� 2
�d+ o(d)

holdsforallt2 N (wheref isthefunction de�ned in (12)forthecaseofthed-cube,

and with k = bd
4
c).
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Proof. In the caseofa d-cube and k = bd
4
c,wehave

h< k =

b
d

4
c� 1
X

i= 0

�
d

i

�

= 2
h(

1

4
)d+ o(d)

;

whereh(x)= xlog 1

x
+ (1� x)log 1

1� x
isthebinary entropy function (see,e.g.,[10,

Chap.9,Ex.42]).By Lem m a 3 thisim pliestheclaim ed bound (with theo(d)term

depending on t). �

The�nalbuildingblockofourbound forthespecialcaseofcubesisthefollowing.

Here,we denote by ab (falling factorialpower)the producta(a� 1)� � � (a� b+ 1)

(fora;b2 N).

Lem m a 6.Lett;k 2 N with1 � t;k � d.IfthepolytopeP considered in Section 3.1

isa d-cube,then the following istrue:

(1) 
(t;k) �
kt

t!
�

t� 1X

i= 1

ki

ti

�
d� 1

t� i� 1

�

.

(2) Iftisa constant,then 
(t;bd
4
c) = 
(d

t
).

Proof. Part(2)followsim m ediately from part(1),since the sum becom esa poly-

nom ialin d ofdegreet� 1 fork = d

4
(and constantt).

Letusprove (1)foreach �xed k,by induction on t,where the case t= 1 holds

due to 
(1;k)= k.Thus,letusconsiderthe caset� 2.

W e m ay assum e thatthe vertex v and itsneighborsw1,...,wk,forwhich the

m inim um 
(t;k)is attained,are v = 0 and wi = ei (1 � i� k). For each i,the

(t� 1;k)neighborhood N i ofei hasatleast
(t� 1;k)verticesw with dist(ei;w)=

t� 1,by de�nition. Allofthem have distance t� 2 ortfrom 0. The form erm ay

be the case at m ost
�
d� 1

t� 2

�

tim es (these vertices cannot have a one at position i).

Therefore,we have

�
�fw 2 N i :dist(0;w)= tg

�
� � 
(t� 1;k)�

�
d� 1

t� 2

�

:

O n theotherhand,everyvertexw 2 N iwith dist(0;w)= tneedstohaveaoneat

position i(otherwise,dist(ei;w)= t+ 1).Hence,every vertex w with dist(0;w)= t

can becontained in atm osttoftheneighborhoodsN 1,...,N k.Thus,weconclude

(fort� 2)


(t;k) �
k
�


(t� 1;k)�
�
d� 1

t� 2

��

t
;

and thus,

(14) 
(t;k) �
k

t

(t� 1;k)�

k
�
d� 1

t� 2

�

t
:

Using the induction hypothesisand (14)wederive


(t;k) �
k

t

 

kt� 1

(t� 1)!
�

t� 2X

i= 1

ki

(t� 1)
i

�
d� 1

t� i� 2

�!

�
k

t

�
d� 1

t� 2

�

=
kt

t!
�

t� 2X

i= 1

ki+ 1

ti+ 1

�
d� 1

t� i� 2

�

�
k0+ 1

t0+ 1

�
d� 1

t� 0� 2

�

=
kt

t!
�

t� 2X

i= 0

ki+ 1

ti+ 1

�
d� 1

t� i� 2

�

;

which,afteran index shiftin the sum ,yieldsthe claim . �

Now wecan proveourm ain result:
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T heorem 2. For every �xed t2 N,there is a constantCt 2 R (depending on t),

such that the expected num ber ofvertices visited by the R andom-Edge sim plex-

algorithm on a d-dim ensionalcube,equipped with an abstract(in particular: a lin-

ear)objective function,isbounded by

Ct�
2d

dt
:

Proof. Let� bethe(random )path (forsom earbitrary startvertex)de�ned by the

R andom-Edge sim plex-algorithm on a d-cube equipped with an acyclic unique

sink orientation.By Lem m a 2,wehave,with d0:= bd
4
c,

(15) E[length(�)] �
4tdt

g(t;d0)(g(t;d0)� 2t)
2
d
+ f(t;d

0
):

From Lem m a 5 weknow thatthereissom econstant0 < � < 1 with

(16) f(t;d
0
) � 2

�d+ o(d)
:

Finally,by Lem m as4 and 6 (2)thereissom e constant� > 0 such that

(17) g(t;d
0
) � �d

t
:

Putting (15),(16),and (17)together,weobtain

E[length(�)] �
4tdt

�2d2t� 2t�dt
2
d
+ 2

�d+ o(d)
;

which im pliesthe claim . �

4.C onclusion

Probablyonecan extend them ethodswehaveused foranalyzingR andom-Edge

on cubestootherclassesofpolytopes(e.g.,generalproductsofsim plices).However,

it seem s to us that it would be m ore interesting to �nd a way ofsharpening our

boundsby enhancing ourapproach with som enew ideas.Asm entioned attheend

ofSection 2,theanalysisofourapproach issharp in thegeneralsetting.W esuspect

thatone cannotprove a subexponentialbound forR andom-Edge on cubeswith

ourm ethods. Therefore,itwould be m ostinteresting to �nd a way ofcom bining

ourkind ofanalysiswith som eotherideas.
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