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A bstract

T his article is the com plem ent to [/l], which provesthat ows (as introduced by|[$l]) can be found e ciently
for pattems in the one-way m easurem ent m odel which have non-em pty input and output subsystem s of the
sam e size. T his article presents a com plete algorithm for nding ows, and a proofof its’ correctness, w ithout
assum ing any know ledge of graph-theoretic algorithm s on the part of the reader. This article is a revised
version of HMl], where the results of [/l] also rst appeared.

1 Introduction

In the oneway m easurem ent m odel [1, 12, |3], algorithm s are essentially descrbed by a sequence of shglequbit
m easurem ents W here the choice ofm easurem ent m ay depend on earlierm easurem ent results in a straightforw ard
way) perfom ed on a m any-qubit entangled state. T hism any-qubit state m ay be described in tem s of the state
ofan input system I, togetherw ith a graph G of entangling operations nvolring I and a collection of auxiliary
qubits prepared in the i i state: each edge 0ofG represents a single controlled-Z operation between two qubits.
A fterthe sequence ofm easurem ents, any qubits left unm easured still support a quantum state, and are interpreted
as an output system O . A triple G ;I;0) belonging to a given pattem is called the geom etry of the pattem.

In (4], i was shown that the ow property de ned by Danos and K ashe 5] can be e clently tested for a
geom etry (G;I;0) when Tj= P j. The property is the existence of a causal owE, which descrbes a partial
order 4 descrbing an order (ndependent ofm easurem ent angles) in which the qubits of the geom etry m ay be
m easured to perform a uniary em bedding, once suitable corrections are applied to the output qubits. Causal

owsm ay allow quantum algorithm s to be devised in the one-way m easurem ent m odelw ithout using the circuit
m odel: [6] proposes one way in which thism ight be done.

T his article presents a com plte algorithm for ndingcausal owsforageometry G;I;0)wih Tj= P jih tine
Okm),wherek = Jj= Djandm = E G)Jj, suitable for an audience w ith no experience in graph-theoretic
algorithm s. T his is a revised version of #], re-w ritten w ith the ain of ocusing on the algorithm for nding ows
for the sake of reference. For the graph-theoretical characterization of ow s, this article refers tol|7], which isan
In proved presentation of the graph-theoretic results presented originally in [4]].

A though no know ledge of graph-theoretic algorithm s is assum ed, a basic understanding of graph theory and the
one-way m easurem ent m odel is essential. For basic de nitions in graph theory, readers m ay refer to D destel’s
excellent text [9]; I w ill use the conventions of [/, 18] for describing pattems in the one-way m odel.

2 P relim inaries

In this section, we will x our conventions and review the resuls and tem inology oflT].

T his work was supported in part by ARDA,ORDCF,M ITACS,and CIAR.
1T hese are sin ply called \ ows" in [B]]: Tuse the tem \causal ow" in this article to m aintain consistency w ith [7]].
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2.1 Basic notation and conventions

Foragraph G ,wewrieV (G) forthe set ofverticesand E (G ) for the set ofedges ofG . Sim ilarly, for a directed
graph (ordigraph) D ,wewriteV O ) for the set of verticesand A O ) for the set of directed edges (or arcs) of
D . Ifx and y are adpcent, we lt xy denote the edge between them in a graph, and x ! y denote an arc from
x to y In a digraph. W e w ill use the convention that digraphsm ay contain loopson a single vertex and m ultiple
edges betw een tw o vertices, but that graphs cannot have either.

W hen a graph G is clear from context, wewillwrite x y when x and y are adpoent In G , and write S€ to
represent the com plem ent of a set of vertices S vV EG).

IfC is a collection of directed paths (or dipaths), we willsay that x ! y isan arc of C, and that the edge xy is
covered by C,when x ! yisanarcinapathP 2 C.

In this paper, N denotes the non-negative integers. Forany n 2 N, h]denotesthe set fj2 N jj< ng.

2.2 Results for CausalF low s
2.2.1 De nition and m otivation

De nition 1. A geometry G;I;0) isa graph G together with subsets I;0 VG). Wecall T the input
vertices and O the output vertices of the geom etry. A causal ow on (G;I;0) isan ordered pair (£;4),wih a
function £ :0°¢ ! I and a partialorder4 onV (G), such that

Fi) x f&); Fid) x4 £&x); Fil) v f&) =) x4y, @)

hold forallverticesx 2 O andy 2 V (G) . W e willrefer to £ as the successor function of the causal ow, and
4 asthe causalorder ofthe causal ow.

A geometry (G;I;O) representsthe inform ation ofa oneway m easurem ent pattem which is independent of the
order of operations and m easuram ent angles. G is the entanglem ent graph of the pattem, I is the set of qubits
which are not prepared in a xed state niially (their pint initial state In the algorithm m ay be arbitrary), and
O representsthe set of qubits which are not m easured In the pattem (which thus supporta nalquantum state).

The conditions i) { Fii) are m otivated by how byproduct operators and signal dependencies are induced by
com m uting correction operations to the end ofa pattem which perform s a uniary em bedding. The signi cance
ofacausal ow on ageometry G ;I;0) isthat any pattem de ned on that geom etry can be transform ed into one
which has the sam e m easurem ent angls and which perform s a unitary embedding H;y ! Ho . In particular,
this m eans that unitary em beddings can be devised In the m easurem ent m odel by ignoring signal dependencies
and treating each m easurem ent operator as though i post—selects for som e one of the states in the basis of the
m easurem ent. See Section 22 of [/] for details.

2.2.2 G raph-theoretic characterization

The result of [/] was cbtained by characterizing causal ow s in tem s of collections of vertex-dispint paths.

De nition 2. Let (G;I;0) be a geometry. A collection C of (possbly trivial) directed paths in G is a path
cover of G;I;0) if
(1). each v2 V (G) is contained In exactly one path (ie. the paths cover G and are vertex-dispint);

(ii) . each path In C is etther dispint from I, or intersects I only at its initial point;

(iii) . each path in C intersects O only at s nalpoint.
T he successor function of a path cover C is the unique £ :0¢ ! I° such thaty = f (x) ifand only ifx ! vy
isan arcofC. Ifa function £ :0¢ ! I€ isa successor function of som e path-cover of G ;I;0),wecallf a
successor function of G ;I;0).



Ifageometry (G;I;0) hasa causal ow (£;4), the m axin al orbits of the successor function £ de ne a path
cover for G ;I;0),which allow usto consider the causal ow in tem s of vertex-dispint pathsin G :

Theorem 3 [/, Lemm a 3]. Let (f;4) bea causal ow on a geometry (G;I;0) . Then there is a path cover
Pf of G;I;0) whose successor function is f .

G iven that the successor fnction of a causal ow for G ;I;0) induces a path cover, one m ght think of also
trying to obtain a causal ow from the successor function of a path cover. T here is an obvious choice of binary
relation for a successor function f :

De nition 4. Let £ be a successor function for (G;I;0). The naturalpre—orde@ 4 for £ is the transitive
closure on V (G ) ofthe conditions

x4 x; x4 fx); y f®) =) x4y ; 2)

forallx;y2V G) .

If4 isapartialorder, it w illbe the coarsest partial order such that (£;4 ) isa causal ow . However, it iseasy to
construct geom etrieswhere 4 isnot a partialorder. F igure[d] illustrates one exam ple. For any choice of successor
function £ on this geom etry, Fii) forceseitherag 4 a; 4 a; 4 apg orag < a; < a < ap to hold. Because ap ,
a; , and a,; are distinct, such a relation 4 is not antisym m etric, so it isn’t a partial order.

ao .\ Lo o) g ap 4 Iy Z
Fi) =)  adb
a1 | ¢ Le | D1 Tadb
a | o N | by Fil) =) a4 a1 4 a4 a
I (0]
Figure 1: A geom etry w ith a successor function £ :0°¢ ! I°¢,butno causal ow .

In the exam ple above, we have a cycle of relationships induced by condiion Fiii). The follow ng de nitions
characterize when such cycles of relationships occur.

De nition 5. Let G;I;0) bea geometry, and F a fam ily of directed paths in G . A wak W = pu; v u
isan in uencing wa]kE| for F if i is a concatenation of zero or m ore paths (called segm ents of the n uencing

walk) of the follow ing two types:

xy,wherex ! vy isan arc ofF ;

xzy,wherex ! z isan arcofF andyz2 E G) .
A vicious circuit forF isa closed n uencing wak for F with at least one segm ent.

Theorem 6 [/, Lemm a 9]. LetC ke a path cover for G ;I;0) with successor function £, and kt 4 ke the
naturalpre-order of £ . Then x 4 y ifand onl if there isan in uencingwak forC from x toy .

G iven that we want to forbid cycles of relationships for the natural preorder 4 , we are then interested in the
follow ing restriction ofpath covers:

’A pre-order is a binary relation which is re exive and transitive, but not necessarily antisym m etric.
3T hese are closely related to waks which alternate with respect to F : see Section [3.1.1].



De nition 7. A path coverC for (G;I;0) isa causalpath cover ifC does not have any vicious circuits in G .

Theorem 8 [/, Theorem 10]. Let (G;I;O) be a geometry with path cover C, £ ke the successor function of
C,and 4 be the naturalpre-order for £ . Then C is a causalpath cover ifand only if4 is a partial order, which
occurs if and only if (£;4 ) isa causal ow for G;I;0).

By characterizing causal ows In tem s of causalpath covers, we can m ake use of the ollow iIng result:

Theorem 9 [/, Theorem 11]. Let (G;I;0) ke a geometry such that Tj= P j, and ket C ke a path cover for
G;I;0). IfC is a causalpath cover, then C is the only m axin um collection of vertex-dispint I { O dipaths.

Then, if Tj= P jand G;I;0) hasa causal ow, there is a unigue m axin um -size collection of vertex-dispint
I { O paths, and that collection is a causalpath cover which allow s one to reconstruct a causal ow . Taking
the contrapositive, ifwe can nd a m axin um -size collection of vertex-dispint paths from I to O which isnota
causalpath cover, then (G ;I;0) doesnot havea causal ow.

3 Ane cientalgorithm for nding a causal ow when JTj= P J

Using Theorem s[8 and [d when fj= 9 j, we can reduce the problem of nding a causal ow to nding a
m axin um -size fam ily of vertex-dispint I{O pathsin G . G Iven such a fam ily of paths F , we m ay then verify
that the resulting fam ily form s a path cover for G , obtain the successor function £ of F , and attem pt to build
a causalorder com patble wih f . W e illustrate how thismay e ciently be done in this section.

Im plem entation details. Forthe purmpose of run-tin e analysis, I x here conventions for the data structures
used to In plem ent graphs, paths, and sets throughout the ollow Ing algorithm s.

W ew illassum e an in plem entation ofgraphsand digraphsusing ad pcency lists foreach vertex x (in the case
of digraphs, using two separate lists for the arcs entering x and those laving x). Such an in plem entation
can be easily performed in space O m ), where m is the number of arcs/edges, assum iIng a connected
@iygraph]

Sets of vertices are considered to be In plem ented via arrays storing the characteristic function of the set.
W em ay assum e w ithout loss of generality that these are also used to perform boundschecking on arrays
which are used to in plem ent partial functionson V (G ), such as successor functions £ :0°¢ ! I€.

C ollections ofvertex-dispint dipathsF in a graph G willbe In plem ented asa stV F ) indicating foreach
x 2 V (G) whetherx iscovered by F , and a digraph containing allofthe arcsofF . A swell, functions prev
and next willbe de ned forallverticesin F (respectively, O ) covered by F which retums the predecessor
(respectively, successor) of a vertex covered by F .

T hroughout som e of the algorithm s below , a fam ily of vertex-dispint pathsm ay be transform ed into to a

graph where a single vertex has out-degree 2, but every other vertex has out-degree at m ost 1, and every

vertex has in-degree at m ost 1 . So long as these bounds are m aintained, determ ining w hether a vertex is

covered by F , whether an arc is in F , and adding/dekting arcs from F can be done in constant tim e.

A swell, the function prev w illbe wellkde ned so long as the in-degree of the graph representation ofF is
bounded by 1.

4T his holds, in particular, for graphs corresponding to one-way pattems im plem enting unitary operations which are not tensor-
product decom posable.



3.1 E ciently nding a path cover for G;I;0)

G iven a geom etry (G ;I;0), we are Interested In cbtaining a m axin um -size fam ily F ofdispint I{O pathsin G
In order to test whether it is a causalpath cover. T his is known to be e ciently solvable.

P roblem s involving constructing collections of paths w ith som e extrem al property in graphs are usually solved

by reducing the problem to a problem s of network ow s on digraphs: algorithm s for such problem s have been
very well studied. (Section 4.1 of [/]] outlines an algorithm ofthiskind to nd am axin um -size fam ily of dispint
I { O paths.) However, In order to present a solution which does not assum e any background in graph-theoretic

algorithm s, and also in order to reduce the num ber of auxiliary concepts involved in the solution, I w ill present
an algorithm not explicitly based on network ow 5 A dividend of such a presentation is that it highlights the

relationship between In uencing walks and waks which alemate with respect to a colkection of dispint paths,
which was alluded to in De nition[d.

3.1.1 A lfernating and augm enting walks

De nition 10. Let I;0 V G). A collection of vertex-dispint paths from I to O is proper if its’ paths
intersect T and O only at their endpoints.

A oollection ofk vertex-dispint I { O paths of is necessarily properwhen fLj= D j= k. W e would like to arrive
at such a m axin um -size collection by producing successively larger proper collections of vertex-dispint paths.
To so s0, we will use results of graph theory pertaining to M enger’s T heorem . T he basic approach present is
outlined in Section 3.3 of P].

De nition 11. Fora family F ofvertex-dispint directed paths from I to O ,awak W = wgu; ‘I G is
said to be prealtemating with respect to F if the ollow ing hold forall0 < j;k 6 “:

(). F doesnot contain uy ! uy1 asan arc;
(ii). ifuy= ux and j$6 k, then uy iscovered by F ;
(iii) . ifuy iscovered by F , then eftheruy ! uj; orus; ! uj isan arc ofF .

W is said to be atemating with respect to F ifW is prealtemating w ith respect to F , and up is an elem ent of
Inotocoveredby F . W isan augmentingwak forF ifW alemateswith respecttoF ,andu .2 O .

Figure[2 illustrates two prealemating walks for a fam ily F of vertex-disjpint paths in a geom etry (G ;I;0) .

Figure 2: Two exam plesofawalk W (hollow arrow s) which is prealtemating w ith respect to a collection F of vertex-disjpint paths
from Ito O (solid arrows). In both exam ples, circled vertices are entry points of W into F (see D e nition [13)).

The relationshi between in uencing walksand prealemating walks ism ost clear fora path coverC of G ;I;0),
In which case an In uencing wak for C is the reverse of a wak which is prealtemating orC . Aswe will see
in the next few pages, preatemating walks describe ways In which di erent fam ilies of dispint paths from I to
O are related to each other: this is essentially the reason why a vicious circuit (ie. a closed in uencing walk)
exists for a path cover whenever there is a second fam ily ofdispint I { O paths of the sam e size.

5T he solution presented here can be easily related to the solution via network ows, but a sm allam ount of additionalwork m ust
be done in order to stay in the context of collections of disint paths, rather than disjpint paths, cycles, and walks of length 2.



First, we will show that augm enting waks forF are always present if ¥ j< jij= D j, and if there isa fam ily
of vertex-dispint T { O pathsofsizek :

Theorem 12. LetG beagraph,and I;0 V G) wih JIj= D j= k. LetF be a collection of vertex-dispint
I {0 pathswith ¥ j< k, and 12 I be a vertex not covered by F . If there is a collection C of vertex-dispint
dipaths from I to O with £j= k, then there is an augm enting wak W for F starting at i which traverses each
edge of G atm ost once, and where 1 is the only input vertex in W not covered by F .

P roof | Suppose G contains a collection C ofk vertex-dispint I { O dipaths, et F be som e proper collection
of vertex-dispint I { O dipaths of size Jess than k , and ket I°6 ? be the set of nput vertices not covered by F .
Let us say that a vertex v2 V (G) is an incidence point ofC and F ifv is covered by both C and F , and there
isa vertex w which is ad-poent to v In a path ofC but which isnot ad-pcent to v in any path ofF . Let I be the
set of ncidence points of C and F ,and ket G beadigraphwith Vv G)= I°[ I [ O,and & ! y)2 A G) Por
x;y 2 V Q) ifone of the follow ing applies:

there exists a vertex z 2 I such that
(1). x and z leon a comm on path P in C, where z is the next incidence point in P after x, and
(). y and z lieon a common path P ° .n F , where z is the next incidence point in P % after v ;

x and y lieon a comm on path P In C, there are no incidence pointson P afterx,andy 2 O .

Figure 3: Two fam ilies of vertex-disjpint I { O paths in a Figure 4: T he digraph G obtained by applying the construc—
graph: one fam ily C w ith k paths (hollow arrow s), and one tion above to Figure[3l. D ashed arrow s represent the edges
fam ily F with < k paths (solid arrow s). C ircled vertices are from path segm ents belonging to either C or F in the origi-
the incidence points ofC and F . D ashed lines are the other nalgraph; thick black arrow s are the actualarcs ofG , which
edges of the graph. are induced by those path segm ents.

Because both C and F are vertex-dispint collections of paths, it is easy to show that the m axinum in-degree
and out-degree of G areboth 1. Thus, G consists of vertex-dispint dicycles, waks of length 2, isolated vertices,
and directed paths.

Because each v 2 I° is not covered by a path ofF , and is not preceded by any vertices in it’s respective path of
C, it has in-degree 0 .n G . Then, each elm ent of I° is at the begihning ofa m axin aldipath in G . Furthem ore,
each vertex n v2 I° [ Thasoutdegree 1: ifP 2 C isthe path covering v, either there are no incidence vertices
affervon P, n which casethere isan arcv ! y forthevertex y 2 O at theend ofP ;orifwe et z 2 I be
the rst incidence vertex Pllowing v on P ,wewillhave z 2 I, n which case there w illbe an incidence vertex
w which precedes z on som e path ofF , because all nput vertices covered by F are incidence points. T hus, any
maximaldipath mn G mustend in O . Then, foreach 12 10, there is a dipath from ito some element ofO in
the graph G .

Consider any vertex 12 1%, and et up ! uj ! I e the dipath In G from ito O .LetP 2 CandP?2 F
be the paths containingu.; : from @U.-, ! u.1)2 A G),we know that there isan incidence vertex afteru. ;|
in the path P °. Note that u. is either not covered by any path ofF , or it occurs at the end of a path of F and
isnot followed by any vertices on that path; then, (-1 ! u.) 2 A G) iIn plies that there are no incidence points
on P afteru.; . Then, the arcs leaving u. 1 In P and P “must be di erent: the fact that no incidence point
llowsu.; In P then implies that no path of F intersectsP afteru.; . In particular, u. isnot covered by F .



Because ug 2 I°and u- 2 O are both not covered by F , wem ay construct an augm entingwak W forF i the
originalgraph G ,as follows. If '= 0, we et W be the trivialpath on ug , which is an augm enting walk for¥ .
O therw ise:

Foreach j2 [' 1], ket v be the next incidence point after uy on the path Py 2 C containing uy . (This
vy will then also be the next incidence point affter uy; on the path P 30 2 F containing uyq )

LetPj be the segm ent of P from uj to vj, and P be the reverse of the segm ent of P from uy; to vy .

Finally, letP\; be the path segment In C from u.; tou-.

Then,de neW = wP”ovoP”gulP”l P usy . Wemay show that W isan augmentingwalk for¥F :

(). Each path Py is intemally dispint from F , because they are sub-paths of elam ents of C, and do not
contain any incidence points in their interiors. T hen, none of the arcs of P§ are arcs of F forany j 2 ['].
A 1so, all of the arcs of the paths P“jO are the reverse of arcs of F' : they do not contain arcs of F either.
T hen, none ofthe arcs of W are arcs ofF .

(ii) . Because ug ! !\ iz a directed path in G, we have uj; $ uyx . Because each path P75 and P”jp is
uniquely determ lned by uy orj 2 [* 1], those sequences of vertices can also occuronly once each. Each
Interjor vertex of Py or P”jp can only occur In a single path ofC orF , between two consecutive elem ents
of I [ I [ O on that path : then, because each segm ent P’j and P only occur once in W , each interior
vertex of those segm ents also occurs only once in W
Thus, if any vertex x occurs m ore than once n W , x must be an end point of som e path P orP”jp.
A side from P, and P+ ; , both endpoints of each such segm ent has In-degree 1 and out-degree 1, so
they cannot be elem ents of either I° or O . Then, any vertex which occurs m ore than once n W is an
elem ent of I, and is therefore covered by F .

(iii) . The only points In W which are covered by F are the vertices of the paths Py for j2 [ 1], which are
all at the beginning or the end ofarcs in W which are the reverse of arcs of F .

Thus,W isan augm entingwalk forF . Furthem ore, because each edge 0ofG is contained in atm ost one segm ent
Py or P”jo, each edge occurs at most once in W . Finally, because elem ents of I° have in-degree 0 .n G and do
not occur In the segm ents P’y or P”jo, any input vertices other than i= uo which occuron W must be incidence
points, which m eans they are covered by F . T hus, there is a proper augm enting path forF ofthe desired type
startingat 12 I. O

T he above T heoram illistrates how we can build an augm enting walk forF from a collection ofdispint I { O
pathswhich covers I and O . Ifwe in pose restrictions on the type ofaugm enting walk we consider, wem ay also
e clently do the reverse. T he restriction we are interested in is the follow Ing:

De nition 13. LetW = yu; +he a wak which which is prealtemating with respect to F .

An entry point of W into F isa vertex y which is covered by F , where etther j= O orus; ! uj 1 isnot
an arc of F .

Thewak W ismonotonic if, forevery path P 2 F and orany indices 06 h < j< ‘such thaty and uj
are both entry points forW into F which lie on P , uy is closer to the initialpoint ofP than than uj is.

W isa proper prealtemating wak ifW traverseseach edge at m ost once, each input vertex n W (except
possbly ug) iscovered by F , and W ism onotonic.

W ew illbem ost interested in proper augm enting walks, which are usefilin increasing the size ofproper collections
ofI { O paths. The sort of augm enting walk that is guaranteed by T heorem [12 is aln ost a proper augm enting
walk, and m erely lacks a guarantee of m onotonicity. However, the follow ing Lemm a show s that we lose no
generality In Im posing m onotonicity as a condition:



Lemma 14. LetG ke a graph, and I;0 V G).LetF ke a oollection of vertex-dispint I { O paths, and kt
W be an augnentingwak forF from 12 T to ! 2 O . Then there is a m onotonic augm enting wak W for F
from ito ! .

Proof| Let W be given by W = ug vyzuwhereug = iandu.= ! . Forany path P 2 F , and two
entry pointsu, and uy of W into F , let us say that (un;uy) is a reversed pair ifh < j but uy is closer to the
Intialpoint ofP than u, . W e will produce a m onotonic augm enting walk by recursively reducing the num ber
of reversed pairs of W

IfW hasno reversed pairs, then W is already m onotonic, In which caseswemay etW =W

Suppose that (4 ;u;) isa reversed pairofW .Then h < j,butuj iscloserthan uy to the nitialpoint ofthe
path Q 2 F which coversboth ofthem . Notethatu.= ! isnot coveredby F , and so isnot on thepath Q :
then, lt j02 ['1be the an allest index such that uj,; isnotonQ .LetQ = ¢ a0d 1 b 19b o A
whereq, = uyp and ¢, = un . Then, ket

0
W "= up h HBD 1D 2 a+ U404 1 v

From the fact that W isan augm enting walk forF , it is easy to show that W ° is also an augm enting walk
OrF .Aswell, the entry points of W ° into F are a subset of the entry points of W into F , in which case
the reversed pairs of W 0 are also a subset of the reversed pairsofW ;and W 9 does not have (un;uy) asa
reversed pair. Then, W ° has strictly fower reversed pairs than W

BecauseW isa nitewalk, it can have only nitely m any reversed pairs; then, by recursion, we m ay construct
amonotonic augmentingwalk W forF from ito ! . O

Corollary 15. Suppose ILj= PV j= k, F a proper collection of vertexdispint I { O paths in G with ¥ j< k,
and kti2 I be a vertex not covered by F . If there is a collkction C of vertex-dispint dipaths from I to O with
L= k, then there is a proper augn entingwak W forF startingati.

Proof | Theorem [I2 and Lemm a[I4. O

For proper augm enting waks, the reason for requiring that no edge is traversed tw ice is essentially to help

construct e cient algorithm s or nding them , which we consider later. T he requirem ents that the only input
vertex in the walk which isnot covered by F , and that it be m onotonic, are essentially chosen to allow usto use

augm enting wals to increase the size of a proper collection of vertex-dispint paths to cover exactly one m ore

Input vertex. W e m ay do this using the follow Ing operation:

De nition 16. Let F be a proper collection of vertex-dispint I { O dipaths in G, and W be a proper
augm enting wak forF . Then, F W denotes the collection of directed paths which are form ed by those arcs
x ! y which belong ettherto W or a path ofF , and orwhich y ! x isnot an arc ofeitherW orF .

Figure 5: On the left: an exam ple of a proper collection F of vertex disjpint I { O paths (solid arrow s) w ith a proper augm enting
walk W forF (hollow arrows). On the right: the augm ented collection ofpathsF W .



The collection ¥ W described above is form ed by the usualprocedure for augm enting a network— ow w ith an
augm enting path: one can think of form ing ¥ W by \adding" together the arcs of F and W , and \cancelling"
them whenever they point in opposite directions on a singl edge.

Lemmal7. LetF ke a proper collection of vertex-dispint I { O dipaths in G , and W ke a proper augm enting
wak for ¥ . Then ¥ W is a proper collection of vertex-dispint I { O dipaths, with ¥ W j= F j+ 1; and
the Input vertices covered by I W are those covered by F and W together.

P roof | W e induct on the number of tin es r that the walk W intersects the paths of F . Ifr = 0, then
F W =F [ fW g, and the nputs covered by F W are clkarly those covered by F orby W . O therw ise,
suppose that the proposition holds for all cases w here the augm enting walk intersects the paths of its’ regoective
collection fewer than r tim es.

LetW begivenbyW = upui aUds 1 b1Wp +,where none ofthe pointsu; arecoveredby F forj 2 Rl,
and whereuy; ! uy isan arcofF foralla 6 j< b. LetQ 2 F be the path containing u, through uy : In
particular, et Q = g Metoi} 419y m Awhereq. = up and ¢u = u; . Then, wemay de ne
0% = uou a1 n G W= aq cusi1 v

then Q°2 F W ,and W %isan augmenthgwak rF%= F r Q) [ fQ°% which intersects the paths of F °
fewer than r tines. Because F is a proper collection of vertex-dispint I { O paths, Q° only intersects I and
0 at its’ endpoints, and Q ° does not intersect any paths of F r Q , F © is proper. Sim ilarly, because Q only
intersects I at gy and because W only intersects I at uy and at put vertices covered by F , W ° does not cover
any inputs except those covered by F . Because W doesn’t traverse any edges tw ice, and all of the other entry
points g, of W into F on the path Q have h > c by the m onotonicity of W , W © itself does not traverse any
edge tw ice. Finally, all of the entry points of W into F are also entry points of W ? into F 9, except foru, : all
the other are left una ected, including the order in which they occur. Then W is m onotonic, so that W ° is a
proper augm enting walk forF °.

By the nduction hypothesis, F ° W °isa proper collection ofvertex-dispint pathsfrom ItoO ,with F° wW %=
¥%+ 1= ¥ 3j+ 1. Also by induction, the input vertices covered by F° W ° are those covered by F ° or by
W 9. Because W ° covers the mput ¢ , and F © covers all inputs covered by W orby F except roy ,F° W °
then covers all vertices covered by F orby W . Fially, note that the set ofarcs from F ° and W °© together only
di ers from the set ofarcs from F and W together by the absence ofthe arcsy ! uj: 1 from W and the arcs
ujr1 ! uy,Praé j< b,which opposeeach other. W ethen haveF? W °=F W :thus, ¥ W j= ¥ 7+ 1,
and F W oovers the input vertices covered eitherby F orby W . O

312 An e cient algorithm for nding a proper augm enting walk

A lgorithm [Il detemm ines if a vertex supports a suitable proper prealemating walkk W with respect to F , and
computeF W ifoneisfound. Using it, wemay nd properaugm entingwalksforF by perform ing a depth— rst
search along proper altemating waksW forF in an attemptto nd onewhich endsin O .

Theorem 18. Let (G;I;0) be a geometry with 1= © j= k, F a proper collection of fewer than k vertex—
dispint paths from I to O , iter a positive integer, 12 I a vertex not covered by F , and visited :V G) ! N
with visitedx) < iter orallx 2 V (G) . Then AugmentSearch hals on input G ;I;0 ;F ;iter;visited;i) .
Furthem ore, kt [ ; visited; status) = AugmentSearch G ;I;O ;F ;iter;visited;i) .

(1). If status= fail, then there are no proper augm enting waks for F starting at i;

({ii). If status = success, then F is a proper fam ily of vertex-disppint I { O paths of size ¥ j+ 1 which
oovers 1 and all input vertices coverad by F , and visitedx) 6 iter orallx 2V G) .

P roof | Let G, I, 0, F, and iter be xed as above. Throughout the proof, we w ill consider chains of
recursive calls to AugmentSearch. O ne Invocation of AugmentSearch is the daughter of a second invocation if



A lgorithm 1 : AugmentSearch(G ;I;0 ;F ;iter;visited;v) | searches for an output vertex along pre-
altemating walks for F starting at v, sub fct to lim itations on the end-points of the search paths.

R equire: (G;I;0) isa geom etry.

R equire: F isa soeci cation for a vertex-dispint fam ily of I{O paths.

R equire: iter is a positive integer.

R equire: visitedisan arrayV G) ! N.

Require: v2V G).

=

: visited(v) iter;

2: if v2 O then return F ;visited;success).

3: f v2V F ) and v2 I and visitedfrev F ;v)) < iter then

4: F ;visited;status) AugmentSearch (G ;I;0;F ;iter;visited;prevE ;v));
5: if status = success then

6: F RemoveArc F ;prevE ;v) ! v);

7: return ( ;visited;success).

8: end if

9: end if

10: for allw v do
11: if visitedw) < iterandw 2Iand (v! w)2ZA ) then

12: ifw 2V ) then

13: F ;visited;status) AugmentSearch G ;I;0;;F ;iter;visited;w);
14: if status = success then

15: F AddArcE ;v ! w);

16: return F ;visited;success) .

17: end if

18: else if visitedrev E ;w)) < iter then

19: F ;visited;status) AugmentSearch G ;I;0;F ;iter;visited;prev ;w));
20: if status = success then

21: F RemoveArcE ;prevE ;w) ! w);

22: F AddArcE ;v ! w);

23: return F ;visited;success) .

24: end if

25: end if

26: end if

27: end for

28: return  ;visited;fail).

the st invocation was perform ed as a step of the second invocation; if one invocation is related to a second
Invocation by a sequence of daughtertelationships, we w ill call the second invocation a descendant ofthe rst.

At any stage In a particular invocation of AugmentSearch, we w ill refer to the ordered pair (visited;v) as the

data pair of the invocation, where v isthe nalparam eter of the input, and visited the second last param eter,
Including any changes which have been m ade to it during the invocation. (T hough the input param eters of
AugmentSearch inclide G, I, O, F, and iter, we will occasionally refer to data pairs as the input of an

Invocation of AugmentSearch.) W hen an invocation of AugmentSearch hasa data pair (visited;v) and m akesa

daughter invocation, wem ay describe that invocation asbeing \daughter nvocation for (visited;v)" ; sin ilarly,

a daughter invocation for (visited;v) or the descendant of one is a \descendant invocation for (visited;v)".

W e de ne aprobe wak W for an ordered pair (visited;v) to be a proper prealtemating wak starting at v
such that, for all vertices x In the wak, visited) = iter only ifx is at the beginning ofW and x 2 O only
ifx iscovered by F orx isat theend ofW . Then, we et R (visited;v) be the set of verticesx 2 V (G ) which
end-points of probe walks for (visited;v) . W e w ill reduce the problem ofdeterm ining w hether there is a proper
augm enting path for F passing through v to a question of the existence of whether there is an output vertex in
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R (visited;v), for visited restricted in a m anner describbed below .

A canonicalwak for a data pair (visited;v) is a proper altemating wak W w ith respect to F , such that the
follow ing allhold:

(1). visited(x) 6 iter Prallx2 V G) .
(1) . v is the end-point of W

(i) . Prallverticesx on W , f visited ) < iter, then either x = v, orx occurs exactly once n W and is
an entry point of W into F .

(iv). Pranypath P ofF ,andx 2 V P )which isnotinW ,visitedx) < iter ifand only ifeither (a) there
isno entry point of W affer x on thepath P , or (b) there is exactly one entry point p of W after x on
thepath P ,and v liesson P strictly between x and p .

A data pair (visited;v) is itself canonical if it has a canonicalwalk. W e w ill be interested in the behaviour
of Augment Search on canonical inputs. N ote that the input describbed in the statem ent of the Theorem is a
soecial case.) W e will show that AugmentSearch essentially perform s a depth— rst traversal of R (visited;v)
along probe waks for (visited;v) in an attempt to nd an output vertex. If it succeeds, it has traversed a
proper augm enting walk W HrF , and can construct F W

Suppose W isa canonicalwalk fora data pair (visited;v) . It is easy to show that ifwe extend W to a longer
wak W °= W vwiw, yworsomeN > 1,and W ° is a canonicalwak for som e data pair (visited ;wy ),
then W isa canonicalwalk for (visited ;v) .W e willuse this fact frequently in the two Lem m as below .

Lemm a [I8H . Suppose that (visited;v) has a canonicalwak W . IfR (visited;v) does not contain any
output vertices, Augment Search hals on input data (isited;v), with output value F ; visited; fail) ; where
visited di ers from visitedonly in thatvisited(x) = iter forallx 2 R wisited;v), and where isited;v)
also has the canonicalwak W

P roof | W e w ill proceed by Induction on the length " ofthe longest probe walk for (visited;v) . Regardless
of the value of ', line[ll transom s the data pair (visited;v) to visited™ ;v), where visited® di ers from
visited in that visited® () = iter; then, any canonicalwak for (visited;v) is also a canonicalwalk for
wisited® ;v).Aswell, i cannotbe that v2 O : then the condition on line[ld w ill not be satis ed.

If ‘= 0, the condition on lines[3d cannot be satis ed, and the condition of Iind1]l is not satis ed by any neighbor
w  v. Then, lne[28 will ultin ately be executed, retuming F ;visited®’;fail) . Because R (visited;v) =
fvg, the proposition holds in this case.

O therw ise, suppose ‘> 0, and that the proposition holds for canonical data pairs whose probe walks all have
length lessthan ‘. Consider the vertices which m ay be the sub fct of a daughter Invocation of AugmentSearch:

1. v 2T and v is covered by F , and z is the predecessor of v in the paths of F , then (visited;v) has
probe walks starting with the arcv ! z ifand only ifvisited® (z) = visited(z) < iter. Ifthis holds,
then a daughter invocation of AugmentSearch w ith input data (visited™;z) is perform ed.

In this case, note that (isited®);z) has probe waks ending in O only if isited;v) does; then
R (visited™;z) is dispint from O , and all of the probe walks of (visited®’;z) are strictly shorter than
those of (visited;v).LetW @ = W vz : becauseW isa canonicalwak,z 2 V W ) only if z occurs only
oncein W and isan entry point ofW intoF , In which case the edge vz isnevertraversedby W . Then, it is
easy to show thatW ) isa canonicalwalk for tvisited’;z) . By the inductive hypothesis, Augment Search
willhal on input (visited™ ;z) and retum a value F ;visited® ;fail), where visited® di ers from
visited® only i that visited® (x) = iter Prallx 2 R (visited®;z) R (visited;v), and where
W @ isa canonicalwak Pr (visited® ;z).Then, W isa canonicalwak for ¢isited® ;v).

O therw ise, if visited® (z) = iter, ifv2 I,orifF doesnot coverv, ktvisited® = visited® ;W is
a canonicalwak for wisited® ;v) in this case aswell

2. Suppose that at som e iteration of the for loop starting at line[I0, the data of AugmentSearch is a data
pair wisited®;v) or which W is a canonicalwak, visited® ;) = iter, and w is a neighbor of v
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satisfying the conditions of Ines[I1 and [I2. N ote that visited®’;w) hasprobe waksending in O only if
visited;v) does; then, R (visited®) ;w) is dispint from O , and all of the probe walks of the fom er are
strictly shorter than those of the latter. Let W ®) = W vw ; because w is not covered by F , the fact that
visited® w) = visited@w) < iter inplies that w does not occur n W . Becausew 2 I, we know that
W ® is a proper altemating wak. In particular, W ® isa canonicalwak or (visited® ;w).

By the inductive hypothesis, AugmentSearch will then hal on input isited® ;w) and retum a value
F ;visited® 1) ;fail),wherevisited®* 1) di ersfrom visited™ only in thatvisited®*? ) = iter
Prallx 2 R (visited®™ ;w) R wisited;v), and whereW ®) isa canonicalwak for wisited® 1 ;w).
Then, W isa canonicalwak for (visited® V) ;v).

3. Suppose that at som e iteration ofthe for loop starting at line[Id, the data of AugmentSearch is a data pair
wisited®™ ;v) Prwhich W isa canonicalwalk, visited® /) = iter,and w isa neighbor ofv satisfying
the conditions of lines[I1 and[18. Then, w is covered by a path P 2 F and has a wellde ned predecessor
zmP .LetW ® = W vwz: this is an altemating wak with respect to F .

Thewak W ®) ismonotonic only ifw is fiirther from the mitialpoint ofthe path P 2 F than any entry
point ofW on P . IfP containsno entry pointsofW intoF , thisissatis ed. O therw ise, ket y be the nal
entry point of W into P .

Suppose that v is not covered by P . Because (visited®;v) is canonical, every vertex x on the path
P from the initial point up to (but possibly not ncliding) y has visited® (x) = iter . Because
visited® (z) < iter, z isat least as faralong P asy is; then, w is strictly farther. Thus, W ®) is
m onotonic.

Ifv is covered by P , then every vertex x on P wih visited) < iter either is at least as far as
y on P , or has the property that y is the only entry point between x and the end of P , and that
v lies between x and y . However, if there are m ore than zero vertices of the second type, then v
has a predecessor z in P wih visited(z) < iter. Then, from the analysis of part 1 above, all
vertices x which precede v n P with visited(x) < iter are n R (visited™;z), and thus have
visited® (x) = visited® (x) = iter.Then,W ® ismonotonic ifand only ifw is fiirther along P
than y, which reduces to the analysis of the preceding case.

Because visited® (z) < iter, ettherz isnot n W , or it occurs exactly once as an entry point of W into
F .Becausevisited®™ w) < iter and w is further along P than any entry point of W , w does not occur
inW atall. Then, netthervw norwz are traversed by W , in which caseW ®) isa properaltematingwalk.
In particular, it is a canonicalwak or (risited®’;z).

Again, isited®;z) has probe waks ending in O only if (visited;v) does; then, R (visited®';z) is
dispint from O , and all of the probe waks of the form er are strictly shorter than those of the latter.
By the iductive hypothesis, AugmentSearch w ill then hal on nput (visited®;z) and retum a valie
F ;visited® 1) ;fail),wherevisited®* 1) di ersfrom visited™ only in thatvisited®*? ) = iter
Prallx 2 R (visited®';z) R wisited;v), and whereW ®) isa canonicalwak for (visited®*1);z).
Then, W isa canonicalwak or wisited®*V;v).

By induction on the number of neighbors w v satisfying the conditions of lines[1d, [12], and [18, the data
(visited;v) when the for loop tem inates and lne[28 is executed willbe a nearly canonicalpair, and visited
di ers from visited only on elem ents ofR (visited;v) .

It rem ains to show that visited() = iter rallx 2 R isited;v) . W e have shown this already forx = v;
then, ket r 2 R (visited;v) r fvg. By de nition there is a probe walk W for (visited;v) ending n r. The
vertex w inm ediately ollow ing v on W w illbe either tested on line[3 or line[I]l as a neighbor of v ; then, there
exists indices h® such that W isnot a probewalk of (visited®”);v) . Leth > 0 be the largest integer such that W

is a probe wak for (visited®';v) : then, there are verticesx 6 v in W such that visited®' ! (x) = iter. Let
v 2 R be the last such vertex in W , ket W ° be the segm ent of W from y onwards: then r 2 R (visited®* P ;y) .
Because visited®* ! (y) = iter, there m ust have been a descendant nvocation for (risited®’;v) which had
Input data (visited ;y) for som e function visited : i isnot di cul to show that visited (y) < iter. By
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induction on daughter invocations using the analysis above, wem ay show that (visited ;y) isa canonicaldata
pairw ith probe wals strictly shorterthan *: then, forallx 2 R (visited ;y),wehavevisited®* ! ) = iter.
However, because visited®t ) (x) < iter inpliesvisited (x) < iter, and becauseallverticesx 2 V W ) after
v have visited®' ! (x) < iter, W ®isa probe wak for visited ;y) . Then, we have visited®* 1) (r) = iter.

Becausevisited (x) = iter ifand only ifvisited® (x) = iter orsomeh > 1,wethen havevisited(r) = iter
forany r 2 R (visited;v) . By induction, the Lemm a then follow s.

Lemm a[I82. Suppose that (visited;v) isa canonicaldata pair. IfR (visited;v) contains an output vertex,
AugmentSearch hals on input data (visited;v), with output valie W ;visited;success); where W isa
proke wak for (visited;v) ending in O , and visited di ers from visited only in that visited(x) = iter

only for x in som e subset 0ofR (visited;v) .

P roof | W e Induct on the length ‘2 N of the Iongest probe wak for (visited;v) endingin O . If *= 0,
then v 2 O , and the result holds trivially. O therw ise, suppose ‘> 0 and that the resul holds for those canonical
data pairs (visited ;x) which have probe walks of length lss than ‘ending n O .

LetW bea canonicalwak for (visited;v) . Consider the sequence ofverticeswi ;wo ; v;ww hich are tested
(etther on line[d, line[I3, or line[Id) i the course of the nvocation of AugmentSearch.W e ket visited® di er
from visited in that visited® () = iter, and from thisde ne visited? for > 1 by ktthg visited3+ D
be the second com ponent of the output of the daughter invocation w ith input data (visited™;w;). (If the
daughter invocation w ith data pair (visited™ );wy ) halts, this sequence extends to visited™ *1) )

Let W be a probe walk for (visited;v) which endsatavertex ! 2 O ,and et 16 N 6 M + 1 be the largest
integer such that R (visited?;w;) is dispint rom O Prallj < N . IfFN = M + 1, this means that the

invocation of AugmentSearch on input data (visited™ );wy ) halted with fail in the nalpart of its’ output
value, and that there are no neighbors of w v which can satisfy the conditions of lines[11], [I12, and [18 due

to the choice 0ofM as the length of the sequence of daughter-invocations) . H owever, we m ay show by induction

that oralll 6 76 N ,W isa pmbewak or (visited?;v), which is canonical:

This Hllows inm ediately for j = 1, because visited! only di ers from visited at v, and thus has W
asaprobewalk and W asa canonicalwalk.

Suppose rsome 1l 6 j< M that W is a canonicalwak for (visited?;v), that W is a probe wak
or wisited?;v), and that visited? @) = iter. Then we can extend W to a canonicalwak W @
for visited® ;w;) : either by settihng W @ = W vw; i the case that wy ! v) 2 A F) orw; is not
covered by F , orby settingW @ = W vzw; where (z ! wj) 2 A € ) otherw ise. BecauseR (visited? ;w)
contains no output vertices, by Lemm a[I88] we know that visited®*? di ers from visited? only on
R (visitedY;w;) and that W ? isa canonicalwak for (visited“* V) ;w;).Then, W isa canonicalwak
fr (visited" P ;v) .

For any vertex x in W , the subpath W , from x to ! is a probe wak for (visited? ;x) of length less
than ‘. IfW has a non-trivial intersection with R (visited” ;w;), then some vertex x 2 V (i ) is the

rst such vertex which is given as part of an input data pair (visited;x) for a descendant invocation
fr (visited®;wy) . By induction on the recursion depth from v to x, wem ay show that there is then a
probewak W Pr (visited?;v) ending at x,and thatW W is a canonicalwak for (visited ;x); and
precisely because x isthe rst vertex of W which isvisited in a descendant invocation for (visited? ;w5),
we know thatvisited (y) < iter orally2 V W )r fv;xg.Then, W , isaprobewalk for (visited ;x),
and by the induction hypothesis, this nvocation of AugmentSearch then tem inates w ith success as the
last part of its’ output. A gain by induction on the recursion depth, we m ay also show that the invocation
of AugmentSearch w ith data (visited™ ;w ;) would also tem inate with success as the last part of is’
output. Butbecause j< N , this cannot happen by Lemm a[I8] | from which i Bllow sthat W isdispint
from R (visited”;w;).ThusW isalso a probewak for (visited9* ! ;v).

By induction, W is a probe wak or ¢isited®);v), so t mustbethat N 6 M . By the choice ofN , there is
then a probe wak W ° or (visited™ ' ;wy ) which ends i O .
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Because wy ispart of the input to a daughter invocation of AugmentSearch, we have visited®™) Wy ) < iter;
thus we can easily extend W ° (oy one or two vertices, depending on whether wy is a neighbor of v or the
predecessor in F of a neighbor of v) to ©m a probe wak W © or ¢isited™’;v). Because W ® will also be
a probe wak for (risited;v), it has length at most “; then W ° is strictly shorter than  in length. By the
induction hypothesis, the invocation of AugmentSearch on nput data visited®™’';wy ) then hals, and retums
the output value F W_O;m;success) , where Wisa probewak for wisited®);wy ) ending in O , and
where visited di ers fiom visited"’ only on a subset ofR (visited®™);wy ) . W e proceed by cases:

— —0

Ifv is covered by a path of F , v 2 I, and wy isthe predecessorofv in F ,then W = vwy W is a probe
— —0

wak for (visited;v) endingin O . Note_thatA F W)=AEF W )r fwy ! vg;then, the value which

is retumed asoutput on Ine[lis @ W ;visited;success).

— —0

Ifwy is not covered by a path of F , then wy v, and the wak W = vwy W is a probe wak for
— —0

(visited;v) ending In O . Note that A F W)= AEF W ) [ £fv! wy g; then, the value which is

retumed as output on line[ldis F W ;visited;success) .

If neither of the previous two cases apply, it m ust be that wy is the predecessor n F of som e third vertex
u V. Because wy is part of the input to a daughter hvocation r isited®’;v), we know that

visited™) @) < iter: then, W = vuwy W *sa probe wak or (visited;v) ending in O . Note that
AF W_) = A[F W_) r fwy ! ug [ fv! ug;then, the valie which is retumed as output on line[23
is @ W ;Visited; success) .
Fally, because R (visited®™';wy ) R @isited;v), and because visited™’ di ers from visited only on
R (visited(@);w;) R (visited;v) Prl6 i< N , it ®llowsthatvisiteddi ersfrom visited only on a subset
of R (visited;v), wih visited®) = iter on that subset. Thus, if the Lenm a holds for pairs (visited;v)

having probe wals of length less than ‘> 0 ending In O , i also holds for such pairs w ith probe walks ending
in O of length ‘+ 1.By induction, the Lemm a then holds.

To prove the T heoram , it then su cesto note that fora function visited :V (G) ! N wih visitedx) < iter
forallx 2 V G) , probewaks for (visited;i) are just proper altemating waksw ith respect to F which start at
i, In which case such a probe walk W which endsi O isa proper augm enting walk orF . Then all the various
parts of the Theoram follow from Lemm as[I8H] and [18) collectively. O

Run-tim e analysis. Because AugmentSearch m arks each vertex v w ith visited(v) iter when it visits v,
each vertex is only visited once. At each vertex, each of the neighborsw v are tested for if they ful 1 the
condition of linel3, or of Ines[Ld],[12, and[I8. B ecause com puting prev, AddArc, and RemoveArc is constant-tin e
for F a collection of vertex-dispint paths (or di ering only slightly from one as described in the discussion
on in plem entation details), the am ount of work in an invocation to AugmentSearch fora vertex v2 V G) is
O (degvVv) , neglecting the work perform ed in descendant Invocations. Summ ing over all verticesv 2 V G ), the
run-tin e of AugmentSearch is then O (m ) for an input as described in the statem ent of T heorem [18.

313 An e cient algorithm for constructing a path cover for G;I;0)

U sing Augment Search as a subroutine to build successively larger proper fam ilies of vertex-dispint I { O paths,
A lgorithm [2] describes a straightforw ard subroutine which attem pts to build a path cover for G ;I;0) .

Corollary 19. Let G;I;0) be a geometry with JLTj= D j: then BuildPathCover halts on input G;I;O0).
Furthem ore, et = BuildPathCover(G;I;O). If = fail, then G;I;0) does not have a causal ow;
otherwise, isa path coverF for G;I;0).

P roof | Suppose (G ;I;0) hasa causal ow: then it has a collection ofk = JTj= D jvertex-dispint T {
O pathsby Lemm a[3. Then, by Corollary [I3, or any proper collection F of vertex-disppint I { O paths w ith
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A lgorithm 2: BuildPathCover(G;I;O) | triesto build path cover for G ;I;0)
R equire: (G;I;0) isa geom etry.

1: let F : an em pty collection of vertex-dispint dipaths In G

: let visited :V (G) ! N bean array iniially set to zero

: let iter 0

: foralli2 I do

iter iter+ 1

F ;visited;status) AugmentSearch (G ;I;0;F ;iter;visited;i)
if status= fail then return fail

: end for

9: if VG)r V )= ? then
10: return F

11: else

12: return fail

13: end if

0 ~J o b Ww N

F j< k, there is a proper augm enting walk for F starting at any 12 I which is not covered by F . For such a
collection F and vertex i, ifvisitedx) < iter orallx 2 V (G ), AugmentSearch(G ;I;0 ;F ;iter;visited;i)
retums F W ;visited;success), where visited(x) 6 iter Prallx 2 V G), and where W is a proper
augm entingwalk forF startingati.Then,F W isa proper collection ofvertex-dispint paths, covering i and
the input vertices covered by F , and with ¥ W j= ¥ j+ 1. By induction, we m ay then show that at the
end of the for Joop starting at Ineld, F willbe a fam ily of vertex-dispint I { O paths which coversallofI, in
which case ¥ j= k. Ifallof the vertices 0ofV (G) are covered by F , F is then a path cover for G ;I;0), and
BuildPathCover retumsF . Taking the contrapositive, if BuildPathCover G ;I;0 ) retums fail, then G ;I;0)
has no path cover.

C onversely, if BuildPathCover (G ;I;0) retums fail, then either the condition of Ine[7 faikd, or the condition
of Iine[I2 failed. If the om er is true, then by Theorem [I§ there were no proper augm enting walks for som e
proper collection F of wer than k dispint I{0O paths, in which case by C orollary[19 there is no such collection
of size k , and thus no causalpath cover for (G;I;0). Othemwise, F is a m axin um -size collection of dispint
paths from I to O , but isnot a path cover r G ;I;0) ; then by T heorem [9, there again is no causalpath cover
for G;I;0) . In either case, there isno causal ow for G;I;0) by Theorem[§. T he result then hods. O

Run-tim e analysis. BuildPathCover ierates through k = ijinput vertices as it increases the size of the
collection ofvertex-dispint paths, Invoking Augment Search foreach one. T he running tim e for this portion ofthe
algorithm is then O (km ) . A s this is Jarger than the tin e required to initialize visited or to determm ine if there
isan elementv2 V (G) such that vV ), this dom inates the asym ptotic running tin e of BuildPathCover.

32 E ciently nding a causalorder for a given successor function
G ven a path coverC fora geom etry (G ;I;0), and in particular the successor function £ ofC , we are interested
In detemm ining if the natural preorder 4 for £ is a partial order, and constructing it if so. In this section, I

present an e cient algorithm to determ ine whether or not 4 is a partial order, by reduction to the transitive
closure problem on digraphs.

3.2.1 The Transitive C losure P roblem
Any binary relation R can be regarded as de ning a digraph D with ® ! y) 2 AD) () &Ry). Chains

of related elem ents can then be described by directed walks in the digraph D . This m otivates the follow ing
de nition:
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De nition 20. Let f be a successor function for a geom etry G ;I;0) : the in uencing digraph I is then the
directed graph w ith verticesV (Ir) = V G) ,where x ! y)2 A (Ir) ffoneofy= x,y= £ x),ory £ (x)hold.

T he three types ofarcs in De nitior20 correspond to the relations in E quation[2], w hose transitive closure is the
naturalpre-order. N ote that aside from selfdloopsx ! x,the arcs In Ir corregoond directly to the two varieties
of segm ents of in uencing waks. (T his is an altemative way of proving Lem m d4.)

=
I o o] 7! I o)
04»0
Figure 6: On the left: a geom etry (G ;I;0) with a path cover C . A rrow s represent the action of the successor function £ :0¢ ! 1I°

of C . On the right: the corresponding in uencing digraph Ir . Solid arrow s represent arcs of the form x ! f (x), and hollow arrow s
represent arcsx ! y fory £ (x) . (Selfdoops are om itted for clarity.)

Tt isnaturalto also speak of transitive closures of binary relations in graph-theoretic tem s, as follow s:

De nition 21. Fora digraph D , the transitive closure ofD isthe digraph T with V (T) = V O ), and such
that (x ! y)2A(I)jfandon]yjftherejsanon—tr:iyjaﬁdjrectedwakfmm x toy In thedigraph D .

Thus, x ! y isan arc In the transitive closure of Ir and only ifx 4 y, orequivalently i there isan n uencing
wak orC from xtoyn G.

Transitive C losure P roblem . G iven a digraph D , determ ine it’s transitive csure T .

The Transitive C losure problem isknown tobee ciently solvable. A lgorithm [3 presents on solution, which is @
paraphrasing of) the pseudocode of Figure 3.8 from [L3]. This algorithm isa sinplmodi cation ofTarpn’sal-
gorithm for nding strongly connected com ponents ofdigraphs (equivalence classes ofm utually reachable vertices
using directed waks), which nds the transitive closure by determ ining the \descendants" ofeach x 2 V D ) :

Desc(x) = y2V O) D containsa non-trivialdirected wak from x toy : 3)

The Dllow ing is an overview ofA lgorithm [3J: interested readersm ay refer to [[3] for a m ore com plete analysis.

A diconnected com ponent ofD is an equivalence class of vertices w hich can be reached from each otherby
non-trivialdirected walks in D . Tarpgn’s algorithm detects these com ponents by perform ing a depth— rst
search which traverses arcs ofD , and detecting when it has traversed a directed cycle In D .

A stack isused to keep track of vertices of the digraph have been visited, but w hose diconnected com po—
nent has not yet been com pletely determ ined. W hen the vertices belonging to a a given com ponent are
determ ined, we pop them o ofthe stack (lind14) and insert them into a set representing that com ponent.

W e say that v precedes w in the ordering of the stack ifv is on the stack and w is not, or if v is lower on
the stack than w is. Then, wem ay keep track ofthe \root" Root () of v, which is an upper bound on the
stack-m inim alvertex of the com ponent containing v. At rst, we set the root of v to itself, and we always
ensure that Root (v) 6 v.

Suppose we discover a descendant w of v such that Root W) 6 Root (v) 6 v. Then v is a descendant of
Root W) , which is in a comm on com ponent with w by de nition. Because w is also a descendent ofv, v

N ote that ifa vertex x hasa loop x ! x (which are pem itted in digraphs), then the directed walk x ! x isa non-trivialwalk.
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A lgorithm 3: Figure 3.8 of [L3]] | an algorithm for transitive closure of a digraph

1:
2:
3:

O 0 J o U b

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:
20:

21:

22

procedure SimpleTC (v)
begin
Root (V) v ; Comp (v) nil
PUSH (v; stack)
Desc (v) fw2VD)jw! w)2AD)g
for allw such that ¢! w)2 A D) do
if w is not already visited) then SimpleTC W )
if Comp @w ) = nil then Root (v) m In Root (v);Root W ))
Desc (v) Desc(v) [ Descw)
end for
if Root (v) = v then
Create a new com ponent C
repeat
letw POP (stack)
Comp (W) C
Insert w Into the com ponent C
Desc W) Desc v)
untilw = v
end if
end

procedure main

: begin
23:
24:
25:
26:
27:

let stack ?
forallv2 Vv O ) do
if (v isnot already visited) then SimpleTC (v)
end for
end

must be n a comm on com ponent w ith w . Then Root (W) is the sm allest known vertex in that com ponent:
w e update Root (v) Root W) to In prove the known m nimum forv.

Because vertices are only allocated to a diconnected com ponent after they are popped o the stack, we
m ay test each of the descendants w of v to see if they have been allocated to a com ponent, rather than
testing if Root W) 6 Root (v) . Ifnot, then v is In a comm on com ponent w ith w , and we update Root (v)
to be the m ininum of Root (v) and Root W) on linel§, as in the previous case.

IfRoot (v) = v on lindl]l, then v is the stack-m inim alelem ent of its’ com ponent: then any vertices higher
than v on the stack willbe in the sam e com ponent as v. Conversely, because all descendants of v have
been visited by that point, all of the vertices in the sam e com ponent as v are still on the stack. Thus, we
may pop them o the stack and allocate them to a com ponent, untilwe have removed v o of the stack
(Iines[IIl through [19).

A s we determm ine the connected com ponents of the digraph, we m ay m aintain the sets of descendants of
each vertex: if @ ! w) 2 A O ), then the descendants of w are all also descendants of v, so we ensure
that Desc@w) Desc(v) (@son lne[d).

T he above is perform ed for allverticesv 2 V (G ) to obtain the transitive closure.

A lgorithm [3 is su cient to buid the natural pre-order 4 for a successor fiinction £ . H owever, the output does
not Indicate whether 4 is a partial order, and it perform s work that is unnecessary if4 isnot actually a partial
order. W e m ay also take advantage of the availability of the path cover C which is given as input, which is not
available in the m ore general T ransitive C losure problem . T herefore, we are interested in adapting A Igorithm [3
to the application of nding a causalorder.
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3.2.2 Chain decom positions w ith respect to the path cover C

Let C be a path cover for (G ;I;0 ) wih successor function f . T he transitive closure ofthe in uencing digraph }
w ill offen have high m axin um degree: because the longest path in C has at least n=k vertices, and the end-point
ofthispath w illbe at the tem inus of arcs com ing from every vertex on the path, them axin um n-degree ofthe
transitive closure is at least n=k ; and sim ilarly for the m axinum out-degree. In A Igorithm [3, this in plies that
the set Desc (v) m ay becom e com parable to V (G) in size. In order to construct the arcists of the transitive
closure reasonably e ciently, we want to reduce the e ort required in determ ining the sets Desc (v) .

A standard approach to thisproblem would be to nd a chain decom position [13] for I , which is a collection of
vertex-dispint dipaths of Ir which cover allof Ir . By the de nition ofthe in uencing digraph, C itself is such
decom position of Ir . Then, using a chain decom position w ith respect to C, we can e ciently represent Desc (x)
In term s ofthe rst vertex y in each path ofC such that y 2 Desc ) .

De nition 22. LetC= ijngK be a param eterization ofthe paths ofa path coverC fora geom etry G ;I;0),
et £ be the successor function of C, and lt 4 be the naturalpreorderfor £ . Then, forx2 V G) and j2 K ,
the supremum sup; k) ofx in Py isthemininum integerm 2 N, such that x 4 y orallverticesy 2 V @)
w hich are further than distancem from the initial vertex ofP .

W em ay use the suprem a of x in the paths ofC to characterize the naturalpre-order for f :

Lemma 23. LetC= ijngK e a param eterization of the paths of a path cover C or a geometry G ;I;0),
¥t £ ke the successor function of C, ket 4 ke the naturalpreorder for £, and et L :V (G) ! N map vertices
x 2V G) to the distance of x from the initial point of the path of C which contains x . Then

x4y () sup; ) 6 L (y) “)

holds orallx 2 V G) andy 2 V @), brany j2 K .

Proof| Letx 2 V G), and xPjZC.Letv2V(Pj)besud1thatL(v)=supj(x).Byde nition, if
y2VEPs)andx 4 y,then L) > L (). Conversely, ify 2 V P5) and L) = L)+ h forh > 0, then
y = f'w);thenx 4 v4 vy, and the result holds by transitivity. O

To determ ine the suprem um finction for all vertices, it willbe helpfilto be able to e ciently determ ine which
path ofC a given vertex belongs to and how far it is from the initial vertex for it’s path. A lgorithm [4 describes a
sin ple procedure to do this, which also produces the successor function for the path coverC . (In the case where
TLj= P j, every path ofC hasan initialpoint in I ; we then take K = I to be the ndex set of the paths ofC .)

3.2.3 D etecting vicious circuits w ith respect to C

If the n uencing digraph ¥ contains non-trivial diconnected com ponents, we know that there are closed in—
uencing waks | ie. vicious circuits | frC in (G ;I;0) . In that case, T heorem[§ together w ith T heorem [9
Inply that (G;I;0) hasnocausal ow,in which caseswem ay aswellabort. Recallthat SimpleTC keeps track of
diconnected com ponents by allocating vertices to a com ponent C after the elem ents of C have been com pletely
determ ined. However, the state of being allocated Into a com ponent can be replaced in this analysis by any
status of the vertex which is changed after the descendants of a vertex have been determ Ined; and this status

m ay be used to detemm ine if a vicious circuit has been found.

A gorithm |5 is a sin ple procedure to niialize an array status overV (G) . A status of none w ill indicate that
no descendants of the vertex have been determ ined (exoept itself), fixed w ill indicate that all descendants of
the vertex have been detem ined, and pending w ill indicate that the descendants are In the course of being
determ ined. Because output vertices have only them selves for descendants, their status is initialized to fixed;
all other vertices are niialized w ith status (v) = none . At the sam e tin e, A lgorithm [§ initializes a suprem um
finction which represents only the relationships of each vertex to the ones llow ing it on the sam e path.
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A lgorithm 4 : GetChainDecomp (G ;I;0 ;C) | obtain the successor function £ of C, and obtain fiinctions
describing the chain decom position ofthe In  uencing digraph I

R equire: (G;I;0) beageometry with J1j= D j

R equire: C a path coverof G;I;0)

1: letP :V G) ! Ianarmay
2: letL :V G) ! N an array
3: let £ :0° ! I°an array
4: foralli2 I do

5: ltv i, ¥ O

6: whilevz0 do

7: f ) next C;v)

8: P W) i; L &) N

9: v f )

10: N “+ 1

11: end while

12: P () i; L (v) N
13: end for

14: return (£;P;L)

A lgorithm 5: InitStatus(G;I;O;P;L) | Initialize the suprem um function, and the status of each vertex

R equire: (G;I;0) isa geom etry

Require: P :V G) ! Imapseachx2V G) to 12 I such that x is in the orbit of iunder £
Require: L :VG) ! Nmapseachx2V (G) toh 2 N such that x= f* P (x))
1: letsup:I V G) ! N an array

2: let status :V (G) ! fnone;pending;fixedg an array

3: forallv2V G) do

4: foralli2 I do

5: if i= P (v) then sup (i;v) L (v)

6: else sup (i;v) vV G)j

7: end for

8: if v2 O then status(w) fixed

9: else status(v) none

10: end for

iy
=

: return (sup;status)

324 An e cientalgorithm for com puting the natural pre-order of £

A lgorithm s[@ and[@below representam odi ed version ofA lgorithm[3, specialized to the application ofcom puting
the natural pre-order for the successor function £ of a path cover C . Rather than explicitly constructing the
in uencing digraph ¥ and traversing directed waks In Ir (as is done in A Igorithm [3), we instead traverse
In uencihg waks for C (characterized by its’ successor function) in the graph G .

Theorem 24. Letf be a successor function of a path cover C for a geometry G;I;0). LetP :V G) ! I
m ap vertices v to the initdal point of the path of C that covers v, and ket L :V (G) ! N map vertices v to the
integer h 2 N such that v = f" ® )). Then ComputeSuprema hals on input G;I;0;£;P;L) . Furthem ore,
kt = ComputeSuprema(G;I;0;f;P;L). If = fail, then G ;I;0) does not have a causal ow; otherwise,
G;I;0) doeshave a causal ow, and isa supremum function sup:I V G) ! N satisfying

x4y () sup P ¥)ix) 6 L () ©)
forallx;y 2 V (G), where 4 is the natural pre-order for f .

P roof | W e w il reduce the correctness of A Igorithm s[@ and [1 to that of A jorithm [3, where D = I¢ is the
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A lgorithm 6: TraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;v) | com pute the suprem a of v and all of its’ de—
scendants, by traversing in  uencing walks from v

R equire: (G;I;0) isa geom etry

Require: £ :0¢ ! I€ isa successor function for G ;I;0)
Require: sup:I V G) ! N
R equire: status :V (G) ! fnone;pending;fixedg

Require: v2 O°

1: status(v) pending

2: orallw = f (v) and for allw f (v) do

3 if w 6 v then

4 if statusw ) = none then (sup;status) TraverseInflWalk (G ;I;0 ;f;sup;status;w)
5: if status W) = pending then

6 return (sup;status)

7 else

8 foralli2 I do

9 if sup (i;v) > sup (;w) then sup (V) sup (Lw)
10: end for

11: end if

12: end if

13: end for

14: status (v) fixed
15: return (sup;status)

A lgorithm 7 : ComputeSuprema(G;I;0;f;P;L) | obtain the successor function £ of C, and com pute the
naturalpre-order of £ in the form ofa suprem um function and functions characterizing C

R equire: (G;I;0) isa geometry wih jlj= P jand successor function £ :0¢ ! I

Require: P :V G) ! Imapseachx2V G) to 12 I such that x is in the orbit of iunder £

Require: L :VG) ! Nmapseachx2V (G) toh 2 N such thatx = f P (x))

1: let (sup;status) InitStatus(G;I;0;P;L)

2: orallv2 0°do

3: if status(v) = none then (sup;status) TraverseInflWalk (G ;I;0 ;f;sup;status;v)
4 if status(v) = pending then return fail

5: end for

6: return sup

digraph provided as the the Input ofthe m ain procedure. T hroughout, 4 denotes the naturalpreorderof £ .

For distinct verticesv;w 2 V G) ,because v ! w) 2 A (Ir) ifand only ifeitherw = £ v) orw f @), wemay
replace the fterator lin its \w such that v ! w)2 A O )" ofthe for Joop starting on lineld of A Igorithm [3w ith
a Ioop iterating overw = f (v) andw £ (v) : this iswhat we have on line[2 of TraverseInflWalk.

At line[8 of A Igorithm [3, if Comp ) = nil, we infer that v and w are in a comm on diconnected com ponent of

the digraph I¢ : this npliessthatv4 w andw 4 v. Ifv$é w, this inplies that 4 is not antisym m etric, and
thus not a partial order; by T heorem [8, C is then not a causalpath cover. W e proceed by cases:

If4 isantisymm etric, then the In uencing digraph is acyclic, in which cased hasonly trivialdiconnected
com ponents. Th this case, the fllow ing changes preserve the fiinctionality of A lgorithm [3:

| In the case that w = v In the for loop, all the operations perform ed are super uous, in which caseswe
m ay em bed lines[7 through[d in an if statem ent conditioned onw 6 v .

| Because each vertex is the only vertex in its’ com ponent when Ir is acyclic, we m ay replace lines[L]]
through 0f SimpleTC w ith a line setting Comp (v) to an arbitrary non—nil valie, which in this case
m ay be Interpreted as allocating the vertex v to its’ diconnected com ponent (ie. the singleton fvg).
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T hus,

A lso, the condition of line[8 is never satis ed in a call to SimpleTC() . Then, we m ay replace the
conditional code w ith an arbitrary statem ent, eg. a comm and to abort the procedure.

| A fter the above replacam ent, the value of stack is not used w ithin the procedure call SimpleTC(v),
and has the sam e value after the procedure call to SimpleTC(v) as it does before the call. Then,
stack is super uous to the perform ance of the algorithm . Sim ilarly, the value of Root (v) is not
a ected exospt to niialize . W em ay then elin inate all references to either one.

| T he value ofComp (w ) isonly tested to determ ine whether ornot it isnil, so wem ay replace the array
Comp w ith status, and its’ possble states ofbeing nil or nonnil w ith the states ofbeing pending
and non-pending . W ede ne the two valuesnone and fixed to represent being non-pending and also
having not yet been visited, and being non-pending and having been visited, respectively.

| U sing the array sup to in plicitly represent the sets ofdescendants, wem ay replace the union perform ed
on line[dw ith code which sets sup (1;v) to them ininum ofsup (i;v) and sup (i;w) oreach i2 I .Note
also that, because x isa descendant ofvin Ir i v = x orx is a descendant ofw , we m ay rem ove
the initialization of Desc(v) on line[d of A gorithm [3 if we initialize sup for each vertex so that it
represents each vertex as a descendant of itself (for instance, In the m ain procedure, which is replaced
by ComputeSuprema).

By perfom ing the substitutions described above, we can easily see that TraverseInflWalk together w ith
ComputeSuprema is equivalent to A lgorithm [3 when 4 is antisymm etric. Then, 6 fail because line [4
of ComputeSuprema is never evaliated; we then have = sup as in Equation [§, from the correctness of
A Igorithm [3.

If4 isnot antisym m etric, then there are distinct vertices x;y 2 V (G) such that x 4 y 4 x, n which case
x and y are In a non-trivial com ponent in Ir . Then, the for loop of BuildCausalOrder w ill eventually
encounter a vertex v ofwhich x and y are descendants.

In thedepth— rsttraversalofin uencing walksperform ed In TraverseInflWalk G ;I;0 ;£;sup;status;v),
eventually a directed cycle containing both x and y w illbe discovered. W ithout loss of generality, assum e
that the depth— rst traversalstarting from v visits x before y : then, the depth— rst traversalw ill eventually
uncover a walk of the form

v ! 1ox ! Loyt % %y
Then in the procedure call TraverseInflWalk (G ;I;0 ;f;sup;status;yo) , Ine[ will nd statusx) =
pending, as Ine[I of the procedure call TraverseInflWalk (G ;I;0 ;f;sup;status;x) has been executed
while line[I4 has not. Then, the procedure aborts by retuming R without st changing the status of
status %) from pending.

It is clear that if w® depends on w , and if TraverseInflWalk (G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;w° aborts wih
statusw? = pending during a procedure call TraverseInflWalk G ;I;0 ;f;sup;status;w), then the
latter w ill also abort w ith status W) = pending . By induction, we m ay then show that forv2 V (G) for
which x and y are descendants, TraverseInflWalk G ;I;0 ;£;sup;status;v) willabort w th status (v) =

pending in the for loop in ComputeSuprema .

By the analysis of the case where 4 is antisym m etric, the status status (v) = pending w illonly occur at
Iineld of ComputeSuprema if4 isnot antisym m etric. Ifthis occurs, = fail; aswell, no causalpath cover
exists ©r G ;I;0) by Theorem [§, and thusno ow exists for G ;I;0) by Theorem[g.

6 faili 4 isa partial order; and when this occurs, by reduction to A lgorithm [3, sup corresponds to

the naturalpreorder 4 in the sense of E quation [3. O

Run-tim e analysis. W em ay analyze the run—tin e of A lgorithm [7 as ollows. Letn = ¥ G)j,m = £ G)J,
k= jj= P j,and dbethem axinum degree ofG . T he tin e required to execute the for all loop starting on lineld
of TraverseInflWalk is O (k) ; then, aside from the work done in recursive invocations to TraverseInflWalk,
the tin e required to perform an invocation of TraverseInflWalk for a vertex v isO (kdegf (v)) . Because the
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rst invocation of TraverseInflWalk for a vertex v w ill change status (v) to som ething other than none, which
prevents any further invocations for v, TraverseInflWalk will only be called once for any given vertex in the
course of A lgorithm [7. Then, summ ing over allvertices v 2 V (G ), the am ount of tin e required to perform the
for all loop starting on line[d of ComputeSuprema isO (km ) . The tin e required by InitStatus to initialize sup
and status isO (kn) ; then, the overallrunning tin e of A lgorithm [7is O km ) .

3.2.5 A slightly m ore e cient algorithm for nding a causalorder for f

IfC is a causalpath cover, it also ispossbleto nd a causalorde@ com patble wih £ which di ers from the
natural pre-order for £, or detemm ine that none exists, by recursively assigning integer \level" values to vertices
rather than building the set ofdescendants. For exam ple, onem ay construct a function :V (G) ! N satisfying

x) = 0; if there are no in uencing walks for C ending at x;
&)

6)

l+maxf (y) jx= f) or x £f()g; othemwise:

Note that the set S (x) ofverticesy such that x = £ (y) orx £ (y) are the initialpoints forany in uencing wak
for C with one segm ent which ends at x . By constructing the predecessor finction g = £ ! of C rather than
the functions P and L in A lgorithm [4, we can easily nd allelementsofS (x) in G by visiting g(z) orz= x or
z x.Then, such a kevel finction can be constructed by a Tarpn style algorithm sim ilar to A lgorithm [6, using
the status array in the sam e way, but traversing the arcs ofthe In uencing digraph  in the opposite direction

as TraverseInflWalk.W emay then de ned4]y () k=vyl_ [ &) < )].

Tt is easy to see that the resulting paru'alorder@ resulting would have the sam e m axin um -chain length as the
naturalpreorder4 :any maxin alchain In 4 isa list ofthe end-points of consecutive segm ents In an In  uencing
wak forC,which willbe am axinum chain in @ .H owever,@ also contains relationships betw een vertices w ith
no clar relation in the in uencing digraph E , because it su oces for two vertices to be on di erent \levels" for
them to be com parable.

Such a causalorder@ can actually be constructed In O (m ) tin e, because the algorithm to construct it consists
essentially of just a depth- rst traversalw ith operations taking only constant tin e being done at each step. W e
have instead presented the above algorithm because the extra tim e required to obtain the coarsest com patble
causalorder for £ willnot a ect the asym ptotic run tin e of the com plete algorithm for ndihga ow, because
ofthe In m ediate reduction to the wellstudied problem of transitive closure, and in the interest of describing an
algorithm to construct the naturalpre-order for £ (peing the coarsest com patible causalorder for f).

3.3 The com plete algorithm

W e now describe the com plete algorithm to producea ow fora geometry G ;I;0), using A lgorithm 42 and [7.

A Igorithm 8: FindFlow(G;I;0) | tryto nda ow for G;I;0)
R equire: (G;I;0) isageometry with JIj= D j

1: let BuildPathFamily (G ;I;0)

: if = fail then return fail

: let (£;P;L) GetChainDecomp G ;I;0; )
: let ComputeSuprema G ;I;0;£;P;L)

: if = fail then

return fail

: else

return (£;P;L; )

: end if

[\S]

© 0 < o U W
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Corollary 25. Let G;I;0) bea geometry with Tj= P j. Then FindFlow hals on input G ;I;0) . Further-
more, if FindFlow (G ;I;0) = fail, then (G ;I;0) does nothave a causal ow; otherwise, FindFlow (G ;I;0) =
(£;P;L;sup), and (£;4) isa causal ow, where 4 is characterized by

x4y () sup P (v);x) 6 L); ()]
and is the natural pre-order for f .

P roof | By Corollary [I9, a causal path cover exists or (G;I;0) only if BuildPathFamily (G ;I;0) sets
€ fail on line[l]; thusif = fail, G;I;0) hasnocausal ow by Theorem[§. O therwise, isa path cover. If
BuildCausalOrder sets = fail on lneld, G ;I;0) hasno causal ow by Theorem[24. O therw ise, the relation
4 characterized by Equatjonﬁl is the naturalpre-order for £ and a causalorder, n which case (£;4 ) isa causal
ow . O

Run-tim e analysis. Because 6 fail at line[ll inplies that is a path cover, GetChainDecomp visits
each vertex v 2 V (G) once to assign valies for P v), L (v), and possbly f (v) In the case that v 2 0°.
Then, its’ running tine is O (h) . The running tim e of FindFlow is then dom inated by BuildPathCover and
ComputeSuprema, each ofwhich taketine O (km ) .

4 Potential Im provem ents

T his paper has described e cient algorithm s for nding ows, wih the ain of not requiring prior know ledge
of graph-theoretic algorithm s in the presentation. This constraint has led to choices In how to present the
algorithm s which m ay m ake them lesse cient (in practicaltem s) than m ay be achievable by the state of the
art; and no signi cant analysis of the graphs them selves have been performm ed. Here, I discuss issues which m ay
allow an im provem ent on the analysis of this article.

4.1 Better algorithm s for nding path covers

For network— ow problem s (the usual tools used for solving questions of m axim um -size collections of paths in
graphs), there is a rich body of experin ental results for e cient algorithm s. H owever, there seem s to be very
little discussion in the literature of the special case where all edge capacities are equalto 1, which is relevant
to the problem of nding maxinum oollections of vertex-dispint I { O paths. Tt isdi cul to detem ine, in
this case, whether there is a signi cant di erence in the perform ance of various algorithm s. A though it is
less e cient than other algorithm s for generalnetwork ow problem s, the m ost obvious choice of network ow
algorithm for nding amaxinum fam ily of vertex-dispint I { O paths is the FordFulkerson algorithm , which
has an asym ptotic running tine O (km ) . This running tim e is identical to A lgorithm [2: this should not be
surprising, as A gorithm [ essentially in plem ents a depth— st variation of the Ford-Fulkerson algorithm for
nding an augm enting ow .

A more thorough investigation of network owsmay yield an in proved algorithm for nding a path cover for
G;I;0),which When coupled w ith the faster algorithm f©or nding am ininum -depth causalorder) would yield
a faster algorithm for nding causal ows.

42 Extrem al results

Consider allthe wayswe can add edges between n vertices to get a geom etry w ith k output vertices and a causal

ow . Just to achieve a path cover, we requiren  k edges; this lower bound is tight, as graph consisting of just
k vertex-dispint paths on n vertices has this m any edges, and the paths represent a causal path cover of that
graph. T he m ore interesting question is ofhow m any edges are required to force a graph to not have any causal
path covers.

23



(0) (dn=ke 1)

Let n be the residue ofn m odulo k . Consider a collection of k paths ijng K]’ given by Py = <X 3

Prj< n,and Py = pj’ {"p° " Prj> n. Then, et G be the graph de ned by adding the edges 1§ 'py’
fralla and h 6 jwhere these vertices are welkde ned, and g'py Y fralla and h < j where these vertices
arewelkde ned. W em ay identify the initial point of the paths P; as elam ents of I and end-points as elem ents

ofO : then, et M @n;k) denote the geom etry (G ;I;0) constructed In thisway.

The geom etry M (n;k) has the cbvious successor function given by £ (') = p§" Y forall j and a where both
vertices are de ned. T hen, consider the natural pre-order for f :

(). we cbviously havep;’ 4 p{’ fra 6 b, brevery j2 kl;
(ii). from the edgesp,’ p| ,weocbtainp, " 4 py’ rallh;j2 k]andalla> 0;and

(b+ 1) (b) (b) (b) (b+ 1)

(ili). from the edgesp; "' p{’ orh < j,wecdbtainp, 4 p{’ andp{ " 4 p;’ " . Wote that the second of
these two constraints is redundant, aspj ' 4 p,’ 4 p," " is inplied by the above two cases.)

Then, the naturalpreorder4 onM (n;k) is closely related to the lexicographicalorder on ordered pairs: p}'f’ and
pj’ are incom parable ifthey are both endpoints of their respective paths P, and P;, and otherw isep;’ 4 pj’ if
and only ifeithera < b,ora= bandh 6 j. Thisisclarly a partialorder, soM (n;k) hasa causal ow: and

thaskn *}' edges i total

I conEcture that this is the m axin um num ber of edges that a geom etry on n verticesw ith k output vertices can
have. Ifthis can be proven, we can determm ne that certain geom etrieshaveno ow s just by counting their edges;
the upper bounds of this paper can then be in proved to O (k?n) .

5 Open Problem s
To conclude, I re-iterate the open problem s presented in [7].

1. The generalcase. W hen Ij> P j, i iseasy to seethat a causal ow cannot exist, because no sucoessor
function £ may be de ned. This leaves the case where JIj< DJj. If = DI JJj, wemay test sets
@I I° with RIj= to see if the geometry G;I [ QI;O) has a causal ow: doing this yields an
O kmn ) algorithm for ndinga causal ow for (G;I;0) . Isthere an algorithm for ndihg causal owsin
an arbitrary geom etry wih fj6 P j, whose run-tin e isalso polynom ialin = P J JLj?

2. G raphs w ithout designated inputs/outputs. Q uantum com putations In the one-way m odelm ay be
perform ed by com posing three pattems: one pattem to prepare an appropriate quantum state, a pattem
to apply a unitary that state (in the vein that we have been considering in this articke), and a nalpattem
w hich m easures the resulting state in an appropriate basis. T he com posite pattem has no input or output
qubits, and so has only the m easurem ent signals as an output. T he result of the com putation would then
be determ ined from the pariy ofa subset of the m easurem ent signals.

G iven a graph w thout any designated Input or output vertices, what constraints are necessary to allow a
structure sin ilarto a causal ow to be found, which would guarantee that determ nistic n qubit operations
in the sense of [B] can be perform ed In the one-way m easurem ent m odelw ith the entanglem ent graph G ?

3. Ruling out the presence of causal ows with only partial inform ation about G . Are there
graphs G where it is possibl to rule out the presence ofa ow for (G;I;0) from a proper sub-graph of
G,orgivenn= ¥ G)jm = £ G)j,and k= Tj= P j? (This question ocbviously inclides the extrem al
problem asked earlier.)

4. Relaxing the causal ow conditions for Paulim easurem ents. Suppose that, n addition to I and
O ,we know which qubits are to be m easured In the X axis and which are to be m easured in the ¥ axis
(corresponding to m easurem ent angles 0 and =2 respectively). T hese qubits can alwaysbem easured rst
In a pattem, by absorbing byproduct operations on those qubits and perform ing signal shifting. H ow ever,
the analysis of pattems in term s of causal ow s does not take this into acoount, as it is independent of
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m easurem ent angles. Is it possble to develop a natural analogue for causal ows which represents these
qubits asm inim al in the corresponding causal order, which m ay be e ciently found for geom etries w ith

Jj= P Jjor Ij6 P jgenerally?

T he results of this article were inspired by the sin ilarity between ofthe characterization in term sofcausal ows,
w ith aspects of graph theory related to M enger’s T heorem In general, and the relationship between in uencing
waks and alemating walks in particular. Investigation into open questions involving e cient construction of
causal ow s or relaxations ofthem m ay bene t from additional nvestigation of this link.
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