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A bstract

Thisarticleisthecom plem entto [7],which provesthat
 ows(asintroduced by [5])can befound e� ciently

forpatternsin the one-way m easurem entm odelwhich have non-em pty inputand outputsubsystem softhe

sam esize.Thisarticlepresentsa com pletealgorithm for� nding
 ows,and a proofofits’correctness,without

assum ing any knowledge ofgraph-theoretic algorithm s on the part ofthe reader. This article is a revised

version of[4],where the resultsof[7]also � rstappeared.

1 Introduction

In the one-way m easurem entm odel[1,2,3],algorithm sare essentially described by a sequence ofsingle-qubit
m easurem ents(wherethechoiceofm easurem entm ay depend on earlierm easurem entresultsin astraightforward
way)perform ed on a m any-qubitentangled state.Thism any-qubitstatem ay bedescribed in term softhestate
ofan inputsystem I,togetherwith a graph G ofentangling operations involving I and a collection ofauxiliary
qubitsprepared in the j+ istate:each edgeofG representsa singlecontrolled-Z operation between two qubits.
Afterthesequenceofm easurem ents,anyqubitsleftunm easuredstillsupportaquantum state,andareinterpreted
asan outputsystem O .A triple (G ;I;O )belonging to a given pattern iscalled the geom etry ofthe pattern.

In [4],it was shown that the 
 ow property de� ned by Danos and K ashe� [5]can be e� ciently tested for a
geom etry (G ;I;O ) when jIj= jO j. The property is the existence ofa causal
ow 1,which describes a partial
order4 describing an order(independentofm easurem entangles)in which the qubitsofthe geom etry m ay be
m easured to perform a unitary em bedding,once suitable correctionsare applied to the outputqubits. Causal

 owsm ay allow quantum algorithm sto bedevised in theone-way m easurem entm odelwithoutusing thecircuit
m odel:[6]proposesoneway in which thism ightbe done.

Thisarticlepresentsa com pletealgorithm for� nding causal
 owsfora geom etry (G ;I;O )with jIj= jO jin tim e
O (km ),where k = jIj= jO jand m = jE (G )j,suitable foran audience with no experience in graph-theoretic
algorithm s.Thisisa revised version of[4],re-written with theaim offocusing on thealgorithm for� nding 
 ows
forthesakeofreference.Forthegraph-theoreticalcharacterization of
 ows,thisarticlerefersto [7],which isan
im proved presentation ofthe graph-theoreticresultspresented originally in [4].

Although no knowledgeofgraph-theoreticalgorithm sisassum ed,a basicunderstanding ofgraph theory and the
one-way m easurem ent m odelis essential. For basic de� nitions in graph theory,readers m ay refer to Diestel’s
excellenttext[9];Iwilluse the conventionsof[7,8]fordescribing patternsin the one-way m odel.

2 Prelim inaries

In thissection,wewill� x ourconventionsand review the resultsand term inology of[7].

�Thiswork wassupported in partby A R D A ,O R D CF,M ITACS,and CIA R .
1These are sim ply called \
ows" in [5]:Iuse the term \causal
ow" in this article to m aintain consistency with [7].
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2.1 B asic notation and conventions

Fora graph G ,wewriteV (G )forthesetofverticesand E (G )forthesetofedgesofG .Sim ilarly,fora directed
graph (ordigraph)D ,we write V (D )forthe setofverticesand A(D )forthe setofdirected edges(orarcs)of
D .Ifx and y areadjacent,weletxy denotethe edgebetween them in a graph,and x ! y denotean arcfrom
x to y in a digraph.W ewillusetheconvention thatdigraphsm ay contain loopson a singlevertex and m ultiple
edgesbetween two vertices,butthatgraphscannothaveeither.

W hen a graph G isclearfrom context,we willwrite x � y when x and y are adjacentin G ,and write Sc to
representthe com plem entofa setofverticesS � V (G ).

IfC isa collection ofdirected paths(ordipaths),we willsay thatx ! y isan arc ofC,and thatthe edge xy is
covered by C,when x ! y isan arcin a path P 2 C.

In thispaper,N denotesthe non-negativeintegers.Forany n 2 N ,[n]denotesthe setfj2 N jj< ng.

2.2 R esults for C ausalFlow s

2.2.1 D e� nition and m otivation

D e� nition 1. A geom etry (G ;I;O ) is a graph G together with subsets I;O � V (G ). W e callI the input
vertices and O the outputvertices ofthe geom etry.A causal
ow on (G ;I;O )isan ordered pair(f;4 ),with a
function f :O c �! Ic and a partialorder4 on V (G ),such that

(Fi) x � f(x); (Fii) x 4 f(x); (Fiii) y � f(x) =) x 4 y; (1)

hold forallverticesx 2 O c and y 2 V (G ). W e willreferto f asthe successor function ofthe causal
 ow,and
4 asthe causalorder ofthe causal
 ow.

A geom etry (G ;I;O )representstheinform ation ofa one-way m easurem entpattern which isindependentofthe
orderofoperationsand m easurem entangles.G isthe entanglem entgraph ofthe pattern,I isthe setofqubits
which arenotprepared in a � xed stateinitially (theirjointinitialstatein thealgorithm m ay bearbitrary),and
O representsthesetofqubitswhich arenotm easured in thepattern (which thussupporta � nalquantum state).

The conditions(Fi){ (Fiii)are m otivated by how byproductoperatorsand signaldependenciesareinduced by
com m uting correction operationsto theend ofa pattern which perform sa unitary em bedding.Thesigni� cance
ofacausal
 ow on ageom etry (G ;I;O )isthatany pattern de� ned on thatgeom etry can betransform ed intoone
which hasthe sam e m easurem entanglesand which perform sa unitary em bedding H I �! H O . In particular,
thism eansthatunitary em beddingscan be devised in the m easurem entm odelby ignoring signaldependencies
and treating each m easurem entoperatorasthough itpost-selectsforsom e one ofthe statesin the basisofthe
m easurem ent.See Section 2.2 of[7]fordetails.

2.2.2 G raph-theoretic characterization

The resultof[7]wasobtained by characterizing causal
 owsin term sofcollectionsofvertex-disjointpaths.

D e� nition 2. Let(G ;I;O ) be a geom etry. A collection C of(possibly trivial)directed paths in G is a path
cover of(G ;I;O )if

(i). each v 2 V (G )iscontained in exactly onepath (i.e.the pathscoverG and arevertex-disjoint);

(ii). each path in C iseitherdisjointfrom I,orintersectsI only atitsinitialpoint;

(iii). each path in C intersectsO only atits� nalpoint.

The successor function ofa path coverC isthe unique f :O c �! Ic such thaty = f(x)ifand only ifx ! y

isan arc ofC. Ifa function f :O c �! Ic isa successorfunction ofsom e path-coverof(G ;I;O ),we callf a
successor function of(G ;I;O ).
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Ifa geom etry (G ;I;O ) has a causal
 ow (f;4 ),the m axim alorbitsofthe successorfunction f de� ne a path
coverfor(G ;I;O ),which allow usto considerthe causal
 ow in term sofvertex-disjointpathsin G :

T heorem 3 [7,Lem m a 3]. Let(f;4 )be a causal
ow on a geom etry (G ;I;O ). Then there is a path cover

Pf of(G ;I;O )whose successor function isf.

G iven that the successor function ofa causal
 ow for (G ;I;O ) induces a path cover,one m ight think ofalso
trying to obtain a causal
 ow from the successorfunction ofa path cover.There isan obviouschoice ofbinary
relation fora successorfunction f:

D e� nition 4. Let f be a successor function for (G ;I;O ). The naturalpre-order2 4 for f is the transitive
closureon V (G )ofthe conditions

x 4 x ; x 4 f(x); y � f(x) =) x 4 y ; (2)

forallx;y 2 V (G ).

If4 isa partialorder,itwillbethecoarsestpartialordersuch that(f;4 )isa causal
 ow.However,itiseasy to
constructgeom etrieswhere4 isnotapartialorder.Figure1illustratesoneexam ple.Forany choiceofsuccessor
function f on thisgeom etry,(Fiii) forceseithera0 4 a1 4 a2 4 a0 ora0 < a1 < a2 < a0 to hold. Because a0 ,
a1 ,and a2 aredistinct,such a relation 4 isnotantisym m etric,so itisn’ta partialorder.

I O

a0

a1

a2

b0

b1

b2

(Fii) =)

8
<

:

a0 4 b0

a1 4 b1

a2 4 b2

9
=

;

(Fiii) =) a0 4 a1 4 a2 4 a0

Figure 1:A geom etry with a successor function f :O c
�! Ic,butno causal
ow.

In the exam ple above,we have a cycle ofrelationships induced by condition (Fiii). The following de� nitions
characterizewhen such cyclesofrelationshipsoccur.

D e� nition 5. Let(G ;I;O ) be a geom etry,and F a fam ily ofdirected paths in G . A walk W = u0u1 � � � u‘

isan in
uencing walk3 forF ifitisa concatenation ofzero orm ore paths(called segm ents ofthe in
 uencing
walk)ofthe following two types:

� xy,wherex ! y isan arcofF ;

� xzy,wherex ! z isan arcofF and yz 2 E (G ).

A vicious circuitforF isa closed in
 uencing walk forF with atleastonesegm ent.

T heorem 6 [7,Lem m a 9]. LetC be a path cover for (G ;I;O ) with successor function f,and let4 be the

naturalpre-order off.Then x 4 y ifand only ifthere isan in
uencing walk for C from x to y.

G iven thatwe wantto forbid cyclesofrelationshipsforthe naturalpre-order4 ,we are then interested in the
following restriction ofpath covers:

2A pre-orderisa binary relation which isre
exive and transitive,butnot necessarily antisym m etric.
3These are closely related to walks which alternate with respectto F :see Section 3.1.1.
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D e� nition 7. A path coverC for(G ;I;O )isa causalpath cover ifC doesnothaveany viciouscircuitsin G .

T heorem 8 [7,T heorem 10]. Let(G ;I;O )be a geom etry with path cover C,f be the successor function of

C,and 4 be the naturalpre-orderforf.Then C isa causalpath coverifand only if4 isa partialorder,which

occursifand only if(f;4 )isa causal
ow for (G ;I;O ).

By characterizing causal
 owsin term sofcausalpath covers,wecan m akeuse ofthe following result:

T heorem 9 [7,T heorem 11]. Let(G ;I;O )be a geom etry such thatjIj= jO j,and letC be a path cover for

(G ;I;O ).IfC isa causalpath cover,then C isthe only m axim um collection ofvertex-disjointI { O dipaths.

Then,ifjIj= jO jand (G ;I;O )hasa causal
 ow,there isa unique m axim um -size collection ofvertex-disjoint
I { O paths,and thatcollection is a causalpath coverwhich allowsone to reconstructa causal
 ow. Taking
the contrapositive,ifwe can � nd a m axim um -sizecollection ofvertex-disjointpathsfrom I to O which isnota
causalpath cover,then (G ;I;O )doesnothavea causal
 ow.

3 A n e� cient algorithm for � nding a causal
 ow w hen jIj= jOj

Using Theorem s 8 and 9 when jIj = jO j, we can reduce the problem of� nding a causal
 ow to � nding a
m axim um -size fam ily ofvertex-disjointI{O pathsin G . G iven such a fam ily ofpathsF ,we m ay then verify
thatthe resulting fam ily form sa path coverforG ,obtain the successorfunction f ofF ,and attem ptto build
a causalordercom patiblewith f.W e illustratehow thism ay e� ciently be done in thissection.

Im plem entation details. Forthepurposeofrun-tim eanalysis,I� x hereconventionsforthedata structures
used to im plem entgraphs,paths,and setsthroughoutthe following algorithm s.

� W ewillassum ean im plem entation ofgraphsand digraphsusingadjacencylistsforeach vertexx (in thecase
ofdigraphs,using two separatelistsforthearcsentering x and thoseleaving x).Such an im plem entation
can be easily perform ed in space O (m ), where m is the num ber ofarcs/edges,assum ing a connected
(di-)graph.4

� Setsofverticesare considered to be im plem ented via arraysstoring the characteristicfunction ofthe set.
W e m ay assum e withoutlossofgenerality thatthese are also used to perform bounds-checking on arrays
which areused to im plem entpartialfunctionson V (G ),such assuccessorfunctionsf :O c �! Ic.

� Collectionsofvertex-disjointdi-pathsF in agraph G willbeim plem ented asasetV (F )indicatingforeach
x 2 V (G )whetherx iscovered by F ,and adigraph containingallofthearcsofF .Aswell,functionsprev
and next willbede� ned forallverticesin Ic (respectively,O c)covered by F which returnsthepredecessor
(respectively,successor)ofa vertex covered by F .

Throughoutsom e ofthe algorithm sbelow,a fam ily ofvertex-disjointpathsm ay be transform ed into to a
graph wherea singlevertex hasout-degree2,butevery othervertex hasout-degreeatm ost1,and every
vertex hasin-degree atm ost1.So long asthese boundsare m aintained,determ ining whethera vertex is
covered by F ,whether an arc is in F ,and adding/deleting arcs from F can be done in constant tim e.
Aswell,thefunction prev willbewell-de� ned so long asthein-degreeofthe graph representation ofF is
bounded by 1.

4This holds,in particular,for graphs corresponding to one-way patterns im plem enting unitary operations which are not tensor-

product decom posable.
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3.1 E� ciently � nding a path cover for (G;I;O )

G iven a geom etry (G ;I;O ),weareinterested in obtaining a m axim um -sizefam ily F ofdisjointI{O pathsin G
in orderto testwhetheritisa causalpath cover.Thisisknown to be e� ciently solvable.

Problem sinvolving constructing collectionsofpathswith som e extrem alproperty in graphsare usually solved
by reducing the problem to a problem sofnetwork 
 owson digraphs: algorithm sforsuch problem shave been
very wellstudied.(Section 4.1 of[7]outlinesan algorithm ofthiskind to � nd a m axim um -sizefam ily ofdisjoint
I { O paths.) However,in orderto presenta solution which doesnotassum eany background in graph-theoretic
algorithm s,and also in orderto reduce the num berofauxiliary conceptsinvolved in the solution,Iwillpresent
an algorithm notexplicitly based on network 
 ows.5 A dividend ofsuch a presentation isthatithighlightsthe
relationship between in
 uencing walks and walks which alternate with respectto a collection ofdisjointpaths,
which wasalluded to in De� nition5.

3.1.1 A lternating and augm enting w alks

D e� nition 10. Let I;O � V (G ). A collection ofvertex-disjoint paths from I to O is proper ifits’paths
intersectI and O only attheirendpoints.

A collection ofk vertex-disjointI { O pathsofisnecessarily properwhen jIj= jO j= k.W ewould liketo arrive
atsuch a m axim um -size collection by producing successively largerpropercollectionsofvertex-disjointpaths.
To so so,we willuse results ofgraph theory pertaining to M enger’sTheorem . The basic approach presentis
outlined in Section 3.3 of[9].

D e� nition 11. Fora fam ily F ofvertex-disjointdirected pathsfrom I to O ,a walk W = u0u1 � � � u‘ in G is
said to be pre-alternating with respectto F ifthe following hold forall0 < j;k 6 ‘:

(i). F doesnotcontain uj ! uj+1 asan arc;

(ii). ifuj = uk and j6= k,then uj iscovered by F ;

(iii). ifuj iscovered by F ,then eitheruj ! uj�1 oruj+1 ! uj isan arcofF .

W issaid to be alternating with respectto F ifW ispre-alternating with respectto F ,and u0 isan elem entof
I notcovered by F .W isan augm enting walk forF ifW alternateswith respectto F ,and u‘ 2 O .

Figure2 illustratestwo pre-alternating walksfora fam ily F ofvertex-disjointpathsin a geom etry (G ;I;O ).

I O

u0

u1

u2

u3

u4
u5

u6

I O

u0

u1

u2

u3

u4

Figure 2:Two exam plesofa walk W (hollow arrows)which ispre-alternating with respectto a collection F ofvertex-disjointpaths

from I to O (solid arrows).In both exam ples,circled vertices are entry points ofW into F (see D e�nition 13).

Therelationship between in
 uencingwalksand pre-alternatingwalksism ostclearforapath coverC of(G ;I;O ),
in which case an in
 uencing walk forC is the reverse ofa walk which ispre-alternating forC. As we willsee
in thenextfew pages,pre-alternating walksdescribewaysin which di� erentfam iliesofdisjointpathsfrom I to
O are related to each other: thisisessentially the reason why a viciouscircuit(i.e. a closed in
 uencing walk)
existsfora path coverwheneverthereisa second fam ily ofdisjointI { O pathsofthe sam esize.

5The solution presented here can be easily related to the solution via network 
ows,buta sm allam ountofadditionalwork m ust

be done in orderto stay in the context ofcollections ofdisjointpaths,rather than disjointpaths,cycles,and walks oflength 2.
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First,we willshow thataugm enting walksforF are alwayspresentifjF j< jIj= jO j,and ifthere isa fam ily
ofvertex-disjointI { O pathsofsizek:

T heorem 12. LetG be a graph,and I;O � V (G )with jIj= jO j= k. LetF be a collection ofvertex-disjoint

I { O paths with jF j< k,and i2 I be a vertex notcovered by F . Ifthere is a collection C ofvertex-disjoint

dipaths from I to O with jCj= k,then there is an augm enting walk W for F starting atiwhich traverses each

edge ofG atm ostonce,and where iisthe only inputvertex in W notcovered by F .

P roof| SupposeG containsa collection C ofk vertex-disjointI { O dipaths,letF besom epropercollection
ofvertex-disjointI { O dipathsofsizelessthan k,and letI06= ? bethesetofinputverticesnotcovered by F .
Letussay thata vertex v 2 V (G )isan incidence pointofC and F ifv iscovered by both C and F ,and there
isa vertex w which isadjacentto v in a path ofC butwhich isnotadjacentto v in any path ofF .LetIbethe
setofincidence pointsofC and F ,and letG be a di-graph with V (G)= I0 [ I [ O ,and (x ! y)2 A(G)for
x;y 2 V (Q )ifone ofthe following applies:

� thereexistsa vertex z 2 Isuch that

(i). x and z lieon a com m on path P in C,wherez isthe nextincidence pointin P afterx,and
(ii). y and z lie on a com m on path P 0 in F ,wherez isthe nextincidence pointin P 0 aftery;

� x and y lie on a com m on path P in C,thereareno incidence pointson P afterx,and y 2 O .

I O

Figure 3: Two fam ilies ofvertex-disjoint I { O paths in a

graph: one fam ily C with k paths (hollow arrows),and one

fam ily F with < k paths(solid arrows).Circled verticesare

the incidence pointsofC and F .D ashed linesare the other

edges ofthe graph.

I O

C

F

C

F

C

Figure4:Thedigraph G obtained by applying theconstruc-

tion above to Figure 3. D ashed arrows represent the edges

from path segm ents belonging to eitherC orF in the origi-

nalgraph;thick black arrowsaretheactualarcsofG ,which

are induced by those path segm ents.

Because both C and F are vertex-disjointcollectionsofpaths,itis easy to show thatthe m axim um in-degree
and out-degreeofG areboth 1.Thus,G consistsofvertex-disjointdi-cycles,walksoflength 2,isolated vertices,
and directed paths.

Becauseeach v 2 I0 isnotcovered by a path ofF ,and isnotpreceded by any verticesin it’srespectivepath of
C,ithasin-degree0 in G.Then,each elem entofI0 isatthebeginning ofa m axim aldipath in G.Furtherm ore,
each vertex in v 2 I0 [ Ihasout-degree1:ifP 2 C isthepath covering v,eitherthereareno incidencevertices
afterv on P ,in which case there isan arc v ! y forthe vertex y 2 O atthe end ofP ;orifwe letz 2 I be
the � rstincidence vertex following v on P ,we willhave z =2 I,in which case there willbe an incidence vertex
w which precedesz on som epath ofF ,becauseallinputverticescovered by F areincidencepoints.Thus,any
m axim aldi-path in G m ustend in O . Then,foreach i2 I0,there isa dipath from ito som e elem entofO in
the graph G.

Considerany vertex i2 I0,and letu0 ! u1 ! � � � ! u‘ be the dipath in G from ito O .LetP 2 C and P 02 F

bethepathscontaining u‘�1 :from (u‘�2 ! u‘�1 )2 A(G),weknow thatthereisan incidencevertex afteru‘�1
in the path P 0.Notethatu‘ iseithernotcovered by any path ofF ,oritoccursattheend ofa path ofF and
isnotfollowed by any verticeson thatpath;then,(u‘�1 ! u‘)2 A(G)im pliesthatthereareno incidencepoints
on P afteru‘�1 . Then,the arcsleaving u‘�1 in P and P 0 m ustbe di� erent: the factthatno incidence point
followsu‘�1 in P then im pliesthatno path ofF intersectsP afteru‘�1 .In particular,u‘ isnotcovered by F .
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Becauseu0 2 I0 and u‘ 2 O areboth notcovered by F ,wem ay constructan augm enting walk W forF in the
originalgraph G ,asfollows.If‘= 0,we letW be the trivialpath on u0 ,which isan augm enting walk forF .
O therwise:

� Foreach j 2 [‘� 1],letvj be the nextincidence pointafteruj on the path Pj 2 C containing uj. (This
vj willthen also be the nextincidencepointafteruj+1 on the path P 0

j 2 F containing uj+1 .)

� Let~Pj be the segm entofPj from uj to vj,and ~P 0

j be the reverse ofthe segm entofP
0

j from uj+1 to vj.

� Finally,let~P‘�1 be the path segm entin C from u‘�1 to u‘.

Then,de� ne W = u0 ~P0v0 ~P 0

0u1
~P1 � � � u‘�1

~P‘�1 u‘ .W e m ay show thatW isan augm enting walk forF :

(i). Each path ~Pj is internally disjoint from F ,because they are sub-paths ofelem ents ofC,and do not
contain any incidencepointsin theirinteriors.Then,noneofthearcsof ~Pj arearcsofF forany j2 [‘].
Also,allofthe arcsofthe paths ~P 0

j are the reverse ofarcsofF :they do notcontain arcsofF either.
Then,none ofthe arcsofW arearcsofF .

(ii). Because u0 ! � � � ! u‘ is a directed path in G,we have uj 6= uk . Because each path ~Pj and ~P 0

j is
uniquely determ ined by uj forj2 [‘� 1],thosesequencesofverticescan alsooccuronly onceeach.Each
interiorvertex of ~Pj or ~P 0

j can only occurin a single path ofC orF ,between two consecutiveelem ents

ofI0 [ I [ O on thatpath:then,becauseeach segm ent ~Pj and ~P 0

j only occuroncein W ,each interior
vertex ofthosesegm entsalso occursonly oncein W .

Thus,ifany vertex x occurs m ore than once in W ,x m ust be an end point ofsom e path ~Pj or ~P 0

j.

Aside from ~P0 and ~P‘�1 ,both end-points ofeach such segm ent has in-degree 1 and out-degree 1,so
they cannotbe elem entsofeitherI0 orO . Then,any vertex which occursm ore than once in W isan
elem entofI,and isthereforecovered by F .

(iii). Theonly pointsin W which arecovered by F arethe verticesofthepaths ~Pj forj2 [‘� 1],which are
allatthe beginning orthe end ofarcsin W which arethe reverseofarcsofF .

Thus,W isan augm entingwalk forF .Furtherm ore,becauseeach edgeofG iscontained in atm ostonesegm ent
~Pj or ~P 0

j,each edge occursat m ostonce in W . Finally,because elem ents ofI0 have in-degree 0 in G and do

notoccurin the segm ents ~Pj or ~P 0

j,any inputverticesotherthan i= u0 which occuron W m ustbe incidence
points,which m eansthey arecovered by F .Thus,there isa properaugm enting path forF ofthe desired type
starting ati2 I.

The above Theorem illustrateshow we can build an augm enting walk forF from a collection ofdisjointI { O
pathswhich coversI and O .Ifweim poserestrictionson thetypeofaugm enting walk weconsider,wem ay also
e� ciently do the reverse.Therestriction weareinterested in isthe following:

D e� nition 13. LetW = u0u1 � � � u‘ be a walk which which ispre-alternating with respectto F .

� An entry pointofW into F isa vertex uj which iscovered by F ,where eitherj= 0 oruj ! uj�1 isnot
an arcofF .

� Thewalk W ism onotonic if,forevery path P 2 F and forany indices06 h < j< ‘such thatuh and uj
areboth entry pointsforW into F which lie on P ,uh iscloserto the initialpointofP than than uj is.

� W isa proper pre-alternating walk ifW traverseseach edgeatm ostonce,each inputvertex in W (except
possibly u0)iscovered by F ,and W ism onotonic.

W ewillbem ostinterested in properaugm entingwalks,which areusefulin increasingthesizeofpropercollections
ofI { O paths.The sortofaugm enting walk thatisguaranteed by Theorem 12 isalm osta properaugm enting
walk,and m erely lacks a guarantee ofm onotonicity. However,the following Lem m a shows that we lose no
generality in im posing m onotonicity asa condition:

7



Lem m a 14. LetG be a graph,and I;O � V (G ).LetF be a collection ofvertex-disjointI { O paths,and let

W be an augm enting walk for F from i2 I to ! 2 O . Then there is a m onotonic augm enting walk W for F

from ito ! .

P roof | Let W be given by W = u0 � � � u‘,where u0 = i and u‘ = ! . For any path P 2 F ,and two
entry pointsuh and uj ofW into F ,letussay that(uh;uj)isa reversed pair ifh < j butuj iscloserto the
initialpointofP than uh .W e willproduce a m onotonic augm enting walk by recursively reducing the num ber
ofreversed pairsofW .

� IfW hasno reversed pairs,then W isalready m onotonic,in which casewe m ay letW = W .

� Supposethat(uh;uj)isareversed pairofW .Then h < j,butuj iscloserthan uh totheinitialpointofthe
path Q 2 F which coversboth ofthem .Notethatu‘ = ! isnotcovered by F ,and soisnoton thepath Q :
then,letj02 [‘]be thesm allestindex such thatuj0+ 1 isnoton Q .LetQ = q0 � � � qaqa+ 1 � � � qb�1 qb� � � qm ,
whereqa = uj0 and qb = uh .Then,let

W
0= u0 � � � uh�1 qbqb�1 qb�2 � � � qa+ 1qauj0+ 1 � � � u‘ :

From thefactthatW isan augm enting walk forF ,itiseasy to show thatW 0 isalso an augm enting walk
forF .Aswell,theentry pointsofW 0 into F area subsetofthe entry pointsofW into F ,in which case
the reversed pairsofW 0 arealso a subsetofthe reversed pairsofW ;and W 0 doesnothave (uh;uj)asa
reversed pair.Then,W 0 hasstrictly fewerreversed pairsthan W .

Because W isa � nite walk,itcan have only � nitely m any reversed pairs;then,by recursion,we m ay construct
a m onotonicaugm enting walk W forF from ito ! .

C orollary 15. Suppose jIj= jO j= k,F a proper collection ofvertex-disjointI { O pathsin G with jF j< k,

and leti2 I be a vertex notcovered by F . Ifthere isa collection C ofvertex-disjointdipaths from I to O with

jCj= k,then there isa proper augm enting walk W for F starting ati.

P roof | Theorem 12 and Lem m a 14.

For proper augm enting walks,the reason for requiring that no edge is traversed twice is essentially to help
constructe� cientalgorithm sfor� nding them ,which we considerlater. The requirem entsthatthe only input
vertex in thewalk which isnotcovered by F ,and thatitbem onotonic,areessentially chosen to allow usto use
augm enting walksto increase the size ofa proper collection ofvertex-disjointpathsto coverexactly one m ore
inputvertex.W e m ay do thisusing the following operation:

D e� nition 16. Let F be a proper collection of vertex-disjoint I { O dipaths in G , and W be a proper
augm enting walk forF .Then,F � W denotesthe collection ofdirected pathswhich areform ed by those arcs
x ! y which belong eitherto W ora path ofF ,and forwhich y ! x isnotan arcofeitherW orF .

I O 7�! I O

Figure 5: O n the left: an exam ple ofa proper collection F ofvertex disjointI { O paths (solid arrows)with a proper augm enting

walk W forF (hollow arrows).O n the right:the augm ented collection ofpaths F � W .

8



Thecollection F � W described aboveisform ed by the usualprocedureforaugm enting a network-
 ow with an
augm enting path:onecan think ofform ing F � W by \adding" togetherthearcsofF and W ,and \cancelling"
them wheneverthey pointin oppositedirectionson a singleedge.

Lem m a 17. LetF be a propercollection ofvertex-disjointI { O dipathsin G ,and W be a properaugm enting

walk for F . Then F � W is a proper collection ofvertex-disjointI { O dipaths,with jF � W j= jF j+ 1;and
the inputvertices covered by F � W are those covered by F and W together.

P roof | W e induct on the num ber oftim es r that the walk W intersects the paths ofF . Ifr = 0,then
F � W = F [ fW g,and the inputs covered by F � W are clearly those covered by F orby W . O therwise,
supposethattheproposition holdsforallcaseswheretheaugm enting walk intersectsthepathsofits’respective
collection fewerthan r tim es.

LetW begiven by W = u0u1 � � � uaua+1 � � � ub�1 ub� � � u‘,wherenoneofthepointsuj arecovered by F forj2 [a],
and where uj+1 ! uj is an arc ofF for alla 6 j < b. LetQ 2 F be the path containing ua through ub: in
particular,letQ = q0q1 � � � qcqc+1 � � � qd�1 qd � � � qm ,whereqc = ub and qd = ua .Then,wem ay de� ne

Q
0 = u0u1 � � � uaqd+1 � � � qm ; W

0 = q0q1 � � � qcub+1 � � � u‘ :

then Q 0 2 F � W ,and W 0 isan augm enting walk forF 0 = (F r Q ) [ fQ 0g which intersectsthe pathsofF 0

fewer than r tim es. Because F is a proper collection ofvertex-disjointI { O paths,Q 0 only intersects I and
O at its’endpoints,and Q 0 does not intersect any paths ofF r Q ,F 0 is proper. Sim ilarly,because Q only
intersectsI atq0 and becauseW only intersectsI atu0 and atinputverticescovered by F ,W 0 doesnotcover
any inputsexceptthose covered by F . Because W doesn’ttraverseany edgestwice,and allofthe otherentry
points qh ofW into F on the path Q have h > c by the m onotonicity ofW ,W 0 itselfdoes not traverse any
edge twice. Finally,allofthe entry pointsofW into F are also entry pointsofW 0 into F 0,exceptforua :all
the otherare leftuna� ected,including the orderin which they occur. Then W 0 ism onotonic,so thatW 0 isa
properaugm enting walk forF 0.

Bytheinduction hypothesis,F 0� W 0isapropercollection ofvertex-disjointpathsfrom ItoO ,with jF 0� W 0j=
jF 0j+ 1 = jF j+ 1. Also by induction,the input vertices covered by F 0� W 0 are those covered by F 0 or by
W 0. Because W 0 coversthe inputq0 ,and F 0 coversallinputs covered by W orby F exceptforq0 ,F 0� W 0

then coversallverticescovered by F orby W .Finally,note thatthe setofarcsfrom F 0 and W 0 togetheronly
di� ersfrom the setofarcsfrom F and W togetherby the absence ofthe arcsuj ! uj+ 1 from W and the arcs
uj+ 1 ! uj,fora 6 j< b,which opposeeach other.W ethen haveF 0� W 0= F � W :thus,jF � W j= jF j+ 1,
and F � W coversthe inputverticescovered eitherby F orby W .

3.1.2 A n e� cient algorithm for � nding a proper augm enting w alk

Algorithm 1 determ inesifa vertex supportsa suitable properpre-alternating walk W with respectto F ,and
com puteF � W ifoneisfound.Usingit,wem ay � nd properaugm entingwalksforF by perform ingadepth-� rst
search along properalternating walksW forF in an attem ptto � nd one which endsin O .

T heorem 18. Let(G ;I;O ) be a geom etry with jIj= jO j= k,F a proper collection offewer than k vertex-

disjointpathsfrom I to O ,iter a positive integer,i2 I a vertex notcovered by F ,and visited:V (G )�! N

with visited(x)< iter for allx 2 V (G ). Then AugmentSearch halts on input(G ;I;O ;F ;iter;visited;i).
Furtherm ore,let(F ;visited;status)= AugmentSearch(G ;I;O ;F ;iter;visited;i).

(i). Ifstatus= fail,then there are no proper augm enting walks for F starting ati;

(ii). Ifstatus = success,then F is a proper fam ily ofvertex-disjointI { O paths ofsize jF j+ 1 which

covers iand allinputverticescovered by F ,and visited(x)6 iter for allx 2 V (G ).

P roof | Let G ,I,O ,F ,and iter be � xed as above. Throughout the proof,we willconsider chains of
recursive callsto AugmentSearch. O ne invocation ofAugmentSearch isthe daughter ofa second invocation if
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A lgorithm 1 : AugmentSearch(G ;I;O ;F ;iter;visited;v) | searches for an output vertex along pre-
alternating walksforF starting atv,subjectto lim itationson the end-pointsofthe search paths.

R equire: (G ;I;O )isa geom etry.
R equire: F isa speci� cation fora vertex-disjointfam ily ofI{O paths.
R equire: iter isa positiveinteger.
R equire: visited isan array V (G )�! N .
R equire: v 2 V (G ).

1: visited(v) iter;

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

3: if v 2 V (F )and v =2 I and visited(prev(F ;v))< iter then

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

6: F  RemoveArc(F ;prev(F ;v)! v);
7: return (F ;visited;success).
8: end if

9: end if

10: for allw � v do

11: if visited(w)< iter and w =2 I and (v ! w) =2 A(F )then
12: if w =2 V (F )then
13: (F ;visited;status) AugmentSearch(G ;I;O ;F ;iter;visited;w);
14: if status= success then

15: F  AddArc(F ;v ! w);
16: return (F ;visited;success).
17: end if

18: else if visited(prev(F ;w))< iter then

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

21: F  RemoveArc(F ;prev(F ;w)! w);
22: F  AddArc(F ;v ! w);
23: return (F ;visited;success).
24: end if

25: end if

26: end if

27: end for

28: return (F ;visited;fail).

the � rst invocation was perform ed as a step ofthe second invocation;ifone invocation is related to a second
invocation by a sequenceofdaughter-relationships,we willcallthe second invocation a descendantofthe � rst.

Atany stagein a particularinvocation ofAugmentSearch,we willreferto the ordered pair(visited;v)asthe
data pair oftheinvocation,wherev isthe� nalparam eteroftheinput,and visited thesecond lastparam eter,
including any changes which have been m ade to it during the invocation. (Though the input param eters of
AugmentSearch include G , I, O , F , and iter, we willoccasionally refer to data pairs as the input of an
invocation ofAugmentSearch.) W hen an invocation ofAugmentSearchhasadatapair(visited;v)and m akesa
daughterinvocation,wem ay describethatinvocation asbeing \daughterinvocation for(visited;v)";sim ilarly,
a daughterinvocation for(visited;v)orthe descendantofoneisa \descendantinvocation for(visited;v)".

W e de� ne a probe walk W for an ordered pair (visited;v) to be a proper pre-alternating walk starting at v
such that,forallverticesx in the walk,visited(x)= iter only ifx isatthe beginning ofW and x 2 O only
ifx iscovered by F orx isatthe end ofW .Then,weletR(visited;v)be the setofverticesx 2 V (G )which
end-pointsofprobewalksfor(visited;v).W ewillreducetheproblem ofdeterm ining whetherthereisa proper
augm enting path forF passing through v to a question ofthe existenceofwhetherthere isan outputvertex in
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R(visited;v),forvisited restricted in a m annerdescribed below.

A canonicalwalk fora data pair(visited;v)isa properalternating walk W with respectto F ,such thatthe
following allhold:

(i). visited(x)6 iter forallx 2 V (G ).

(ii). v isthe end-pointofW .

(iii). forallverticesx on W ,ifvisited(x)< iter,then eitherx = v,orx occursexactly oncein W and is
an entry pointofW into F .

(iv). foranypath P ofF ,and x 2 V (P )which isnotin W ,visited(x)< iterifand only ifeither (a) there
isno entry pointofW afterx on thepath P ,or(b) thereisexactly oneentry pointp ofW afterx on
the path P ,and v lieson P strictly between x and p.

A data pair (visited;v) is itselfcanonicalifit has a canonicalwalk. W e willbe interested in the behaviour
of AugmentSearch on canonicalinputs. (Note that the input described in the statem ent ofthe Theorem is a
specialcase.) W e willshow that AugmentSearch essentially perform s a depth-� rst traversalofR(visited;v)
along probe walks for (visited;v) in an attem pt to � nd an output vertex. Ifit succeeds,it has traversed a
properaugm enting walk W forF ,and can constructF � W .

SupposeW isa canonicalwalk fora data pair(visited;v).Itiseasy to show thatifweextend W to a longer
walk W 0 = W vw1w2 � � � wN for som e N > 1,and W 0 is a canonicalwalk for som e data pair (visited�;wN ),
then W isa canonicalwalk for(visited�;v).W e willuse thisfactfrequently in the two Lem m asbelow.

Lem m a 18-1. Suppose that (visited;v) has a canonicalwalk W . IfR(visited;v) does not contain any

outputvertices,AugmentSearch haltson inputdata (visited;v),with outputvalue (F ;visited;fail);where
visiteddi�ersfrom visitedonlyin thatvisited(x)= iter forallx 2 R(visited;v),and where(visited;v)
also hasthe canonicalwalk W .

P roof | W ewillproceed by induction on thelength ‘ofthelongestprobewalk for(visited;v).Regardless
ofthe valueof‘,line 1 transform sthe data pair(visited;v)to (visited(1);v),wherevisited(1) di� ersfrom
visited in thatvisited(1)(v)= iter;then,any canonicalwalk for (visited;v)is also a canonicalwalk for
(visited(1);v).Aswell,itcannotbe thatv 2 O :then the condition on line 2 willnotbe satis� ed.

If‘= 0,thecondition on lines3 cannotbesatis� ed,and thecondition ofline11 isnotsatis� ed by any neighbor
w � v. Then,line 28 willultim ately be executed,returning (F ;visited(1);fail). Because R(visited;v)=
fvg,the proposition holdsin thiscase.

O therwise,suppose ‘> 0,and thatthe proposition holdsforcanonicaldata pairswhose probe walksallhave
length lessthan ‘.Considerthe verticeswhich m ay bethesubjectofa daughterinvocation ofAugmentSearch:

1. Ifv =2 I and v is covered by F ,and z is the predecessorofv in the paths ofF ,then (visited;v) has
probe walksstarting with the arcv ! z ifand only ifvisited(1)(z)= visited(z)< iter.Ifthisholds,
then a daughterinvocation ofAugmentSearch with inputdata (visited(1);z)isperform ed.

In this case, note that (visited(1);z) has probe walks ending in O only if (visited;v) does; then
R(visited(1);z)isdisjointfrom O ,and allofthe probewalksof(visited(1);z)arestrictly shorterthan
those of(visited;v).LetW (1) = W vz:because W isa canonicalwalk,z 2 V (W )only ifz occursonly
oncein W and isan entry pointofW intoF ,in which casetheedgevzisnevertraversed by W .Then,itis
easytoshow thatW (1)isacanonicalwalkfor(visited(1);z).Bytheinductivehypothesis,AugmentSearch
willhalton input(visited(1);z)and return a value(F ;visited(2);fail),wherevisited(2) di� ersfrom
visited(1) only in thatvisited(2)(x)= iter for allx 2 R(visited(1);z)� R(visited;v),and where
W (1) isa canonicalwalk for(visited(2);z).Then,W isa canonicalwalk for(visited(2);v).

O therwise,ifvisited(1)(z)= iter,ifv 2 I,orifF doesnotcoverv,letvisited(2) = visited(1);W is
a canonicalwalk for(visited(2);v)in thiscaseaswell.

2. Suppose that atsom e iteration ofthe for loop starting at line 10,the data ofAugmentSearch is a data
pair (visited(h);v) for which W is a canonicalwalk,visited(h)(v) = iter,and w is a neighbor ofv
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satisfying theconditionsoflines11 and 12.Notethat(visited(h);w)hasprobewalksending in O only if
(visited;v)does;then,R(visited(h);w)isdisjointfrom O ,and allofthe probewalksofthe form erare
strictly shorterthan those ofthe latter.LetW (h) = W vw ;because w isnotcovered by F ,the factthat
visited(h)(w)= visited(w)< iter im pliesthatw doesnotoccurin W .Becausew =2 I,we know that
W (h) isa properalternating walk.In particular,W (h) isa canonicalwalk for(visited(h);w).

By the inductive hypothesis,AugmentSearch willthen halt on input (visited(h);w) and return a value
(F ;visited(h+ 1);fail),wherevisited(h+ 1) di� ersfrom visited(h) only in thatvisited(h+ 1)(x)= iter

forallx 2 R(visited(h);w)� R(visited;v),and where W (h) isa canonicalwalk for(visited(h+ 1);w).
Then,W isa canonicalwalk for(visited(h+ 1);v).

3. Supposethatatsom eiteration oftheforloop starting atline10,thedata ofAugmentSearchisa data pair
(visited(h);v)forwhich W isa canonicalwalk,visited(h)(v)= iter,and w isa neighborofv satisfying
the conditionsoflines11 and 18.Then,w iscovered by a path P 2 F and hasa well-de� ned predecessor
z in P .LetW (h) = W vwz:thisisan alternating walk with respectto F .

The walk W (h) ism onotonic only ifw isfurtherfrom the initialpointofthe path P 2 F than any entry
pointofW on P .IfP containsno entry pointsofW into F ,thisissatis� ed.O therwise,lety bethe� nal
entry pointofW into P .

� Supposethatv isnotcovered by P .Because(visited(h);v)iscanonical,every vertex x on thepath
P from the initialpoint up to (but possibly not including) y has visited(h)(x) = iter. Because
visited(h)(z)< iter,z isatleastasfaralong P asy is;then,w isstrictly further. Thus,W (h) is
m onotonic.

� Ifv iscovered by P ,then every vertex x on P with visited(x)< iter eitheris atleastasfar as
y on P ,or has the property that y is the only entry point between x and the end ofP ,and that
v lies between x and y. However,ifthere are m ore than zero vertices ofthe second type,then v

has a predecessor z in P with visited(z) < iter. Then,from the analysis ofpart 1 above,all
vertices x which precede v in P with visited(x) < iter are in R(visited(1);z),and thus have
visited(h)(x)= visited(2)(x)= iter.Then,W (h) ism onotonicifand only ifw isfurtheralong P
than y,which reducesto the analysisofthe preceding case.

Becausevisited(h)(z)< iter,eitherz isnotin W ,oritoccursexactly onceasan entry pointofW into
F .Becausevisited(h)(w)< iter and w isfurtheralong P than any entry pointofW ,w doesnotoccur
in W atall.Then,neithervw norwz aretraversed by W ,in which caseW (h) isa properalternating walk.
In particular,itisa canonicalwalk for(visited(h);z).

Again,(visited(h);z) has probe walks ending in O only if(visited;v) does;then,R(visited(h);z) is
disjoint from O ,and allofthe probe walks ofthe form er are strictly shorter than those ofthe latter.
By the inductive hypothesis,AugmentSearch willthen halt on input (visited(h);z) and return a value
(F ;visited(h+ 1);fail),wherevisited(h+ 1) di� ersfrom visited(h) only in thatvisited(h+ 1)(x)= iter

forallx 2 R(visited(h);z)� R(visited;v),and where W (h) isa canonicalwalk for(visited(h+ 1);z).
Then,W isa canonicalwalk for(visited(h+ 1);v).

By induction on the num ber ofneighbors w � v satisfying the conditions oflines 11,12,and 18,the data
(visited;v)when the for loop term inatesand line 28 isexecuted willbe a nearly canonicalpair,and visited
di� ersfrom visited only on elem entsofR(visited;v).

Itrem ainsto show thatvisited(x)= iter forallx 2 R(visited;v). W e have shown thisalready forx = v;
then,let r 2 R(visited;v)r fvg. By de� nition there is a probe walk W for (visited;v) ending in r. The
vertex w im m ediately following v on W willbe eithertested on line 3 orline 11 asa neighborofv;then,there
existsindicesh0such thatW isnotaprobewalk of(visited(h

0
);v).Leth > 0bethelargestintegersuch thatW

is a probewalk for(visited(h);v):then,thereareverticesx 6= v in W such thatvisited(h+ 1)(x)= iter.Let
y 2 R be the lastsuch vertex in W ,letW 0 be the segm entofW from y onwards:then r2 R(visited(h+ 1);y).
Because visited(h+ 1)(y)= iter,there m usthavebeen a descendantinvocation for(visited(h);v)which had
inputdata (visited�;y)forsom e function visited� :itisnotdi� cultto show thatvisited�(y)< iter.By
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induction on daughterinvocationsusing theanalysisabove,wem ay show that(visited�;y)isa canonicaldata
pairwith probewalksstrictly shorterthan ‘:then,forallx 2 R(visited�;y),wehavevisited(h+ 1)(x)= iter.
However,becausevisited(h+ 1)(x)< iterim pliesvisited�(x)< iter,and becauseallverticesx 2 V (W )after
y havevisited(h+ 1)(x)< iter,W 0isa probewalk for(visited�;y).Then,wehavevisited(h+ 1)(r)= iter.

Becausevisited(x)= iterifandonlyifvisited(h)(x)= iterforsom eh > 1,wethen havevisited(r)= iter

forany r2 R(visited;v).By induction,the Lem m a then follows. �

Lem m a 18-2. Suppose that(visited;v)isa canonicaldata pair.IfR(visited;v)containsan outputvertex,

AugmentSearch halts on inputdata (visited;v),with outputvalue (F � W ;visited;success);where W is a

probe walk for (visited;v) ending in O ,and visited di�ers from visited only in thatvisited(x) = iter

only for x in som e subsetofR(visited;v).

P roof | W e induct on the length ‘2 N ofthe longestprobe walk for(visited;v)ending in O . If‘= 0,
then v 2 O ,and theresultholdstrivially.O therwise,suppose‘> 0 and thattheresultholdsforthosecanonical
data pairs(visited�;x)which haveprobewalksoflength lessthan ‘ending in O .

LetW bea canonicalwalk for(visited;v).Considerthesequenceofverticesw1 ;w2 ;� � � ;wM which aretested
(eitheron line 4,line13,orline 19)in thecourseoftheinvocation ofAugmentSearch.W e letvisited(1) di� er
from visited in thatvisited(1)(v)= iter,and from thisde� ne visited(j) forj> 1 by letting visited(j+ 1)

be the second com ponent ofthe output ofthe daughter invocation with input data (visited(j);wj). (Ifthe
daughterinvocation with data pair(visited(M );wM )halts,thissequenceextendsto visited(M + 1).)

LetW be a probe walk for(visited;v)which endsata vertex ! 2 O ,and let1 6 N 6 M + 1 be the largest
integer such that R(visited(j);wj) is disjoint from O for allj < N . IfN = M + 1,this m eans that the
invocation ofAugmentSearch on inputdata (visited(M );wM )halted with fail in the � nalpartofits’output
value,and that there are no neighborsofw � v which can satisfy the conditions oflines 11,12,and 18 (due
to the choiceofM asthe length ofthe sequenceofdaughter-invocations).However,wem ay show by induction
thatforall1 6 j6 N ,W isa probewalk for(visited(j);v),which iscanonical:

� Thisfollowsim m ediately forj = 1,because visited(1) only di� ersfrom visited atv,and thushasW
asa probewalk and W asa canonicalwalk.

� Suppose for som e 1 6 j < M that W is a canonicalwalk for (visited(j);v),that W is a probe walk
for (visited(j);v),and that visited(j)(v) = iter. Then we can extend W to a canonicalwalk W (j)

for (visited(j);wj): either by setting W (j) = W vwj in the case that (wj ! v) 2 A(F ) or wj is not
covered by F ,orby setting W (j) = W vzwj where(z ! wj)2 A(F )otherwise.BecauseR(visited(j);wj)
containsno outputvertices,by Lem m a 18-1 we know thatvisited(j+ 1) di� ers from visited(j) only on
R(visited(j);wj)and thatW (j) isa canonicalwalk for(visited(j+ 1);wj).Then,W isa canonicalwalk
for(visited(j+ 1);v).

For any vertex x in W ,the sub-path W x from x to ! is a probe walk for (visited(j);x) oflength less
than ‘. IfW has a non-trivialintersection with R(visited(j);wj),then som e vertex x 2 V (W ) is the
� rst such vertex which is given as part ofan input data pair (visited�;x) for a descendant invocation
for(visited(j);wj).By induction on the recursion depth from v to x,wem ay show thatthere isthen a
probewalk W � for(visited(j);v)ending atx,and thatW W

� isa canonicalwalk for(visited�;x);and
precisely becausex isthe� rstvertex ofW which isvisited in a descendantinvocation for(visited(j);wj),
weknow thatvisited�(y)< iter forally 2 V (W )r fv;xg.Then,W x isa probewalk for(visited�;x),
and by the induction hypothesis,thisinvocation ofAugmentSearch then term inateswith success asthe
lastpartofits’output.Again by induction on the recursion depth,wem ay also show thattheinvocation
ofAugmentSearch with data (visited(j);wj)would also term inate with success asthe lastpartofits’
output.Butbecausej< N ,thiscannothappen by Lem m a 18-1| from which itfollowsthatW isdisjoint
from R(visited(j);wj).ThusW isalso a probe walk for(visited(j+ 1);v).

By induction,W isa probe walk for(visited(N );v),so itm ustbe thatN 6 M .By the choice ofN ,there is
then a probewalk W 0 for(visited(N );wN )which endsin O .
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BecausewN ispartoftheinputto a daughterinvocation ofAugmentSearch,wehavevisited(N )(wN )< iter;
thus we can easily extend W

0 (by one or two vertices,depending on whether wN is a neighbor ofv or the
predecessorin F ofa neighbor ofv) to form a probe walk W

00 for (visited(N );v). Because W 00 willalso be
a probe walk for (visited;v),it has length at m ost ‘;then W

0 is strictly shorter than ‘ in length. By the
induction hypothesis,theinvocation ofAugmentSearch on inputdata (visited(N );wN )then halts,and returns

theoutputvalue(F � W
0

;visited;success),whereW
0

isa probewalk for(visited(N );wN )ending in O ,and
wherevisited di� ersfrom visited(N ) only on a subsetofR(visited(N );wN ).W e proceed by cases:

� Ifv iscovered by a path ofF ,v =2 I,and wN isthe predecessorofv in F ,then W = vwN W
0

isa probe
walk for(visited;v)ending in O .NotethatA(F � W )= A(F � W

0

)r fwN ! vg;then,thevaluewhich
isreturned asoutputon line7 is(F � W ;visited;success).

� IfwN is not covered by a path ofF ,then wN � v,and the walk W = vwN W
0

is a probe walk for
(visited;v) ending in O . Note that A(F � W ) = A(F � W

0

) [ fv ! wN g;then,the value which is
returned asoutputon line 16 is(F � W ;visited;success).

� Ifneitheroftheprevioustwo casesapply,itm ustbethatwN isthepredecessorin F ofsom ethird vertex
u � v. Because wN is part ofthe input to a daughter invocation for (visited(N );v),we know that

visited(N )(u) < iter: then,W = vuwN W
0

is a probe walk for (visited;v) ending in O . Note that
A(F � W )=

�
A(F � W )r fwN ! ug

�
[ fv ! ug;then,thevaluewhich isreturned asoutputon line23

is(F � W ;visited;success).

Finally,because R(visited(N );wN ) � R(visited;v),and because visited(N ) di� ers from visited only on
R(visited(i);wi)� R(visited;v)for16 i< N ,itfollowsthatvisited di� ersfrom visited only on a subset
ofR(visited;v),with visited(x) = iter on that subset. Thus,ifthe Lem m a holds for pairs (visited;v)
having probe walksoflength lessthan ‘> 0 ending in O ,italso holdsforsuch pairswith probe walksending
in O oflength ‘+ 1.By induction,the Lem m a then holds. �

ToprovetheTheorem ,itthen su� cestonotethatforafunction visited:V (G )�! N with visited(x)< iter

forallx 2 V (G ),probewalksfor(visited;i)arejustproperalternating walkswith respectto F which startat
i,in which casesuch a probewalk W which endsin O isa properaugm enting walk forF .Then allthevarious
partsofthe Theorem follow from Lem m as18-1 and 18-2 collectively.

R un-tim e analysis. BecauseAugmentSearch m arkseach vertex v with visited(v) iter when itvisitsv,
each vertex is only visited once. At each vertex,each ofthe neighborsw � v are tested for ifthey ful� llthe
condition ofline3,oroflines11,12,and 18.Becausecom puting prev,AddArc,and RemoveArcisconstant-tim e
for F a collection ofvertex-disjoint paths (or di� ering only slightly from one as described in the discussion
on im plem entation details),the am ountofwork in an invocation to AugmentSearch for a vertex v 2 V (G ) is
O (degv),neglecting the work perform ed in descendantinvocations. Sum m ing overallverticesv 2 V (G ),the
run-tim e ofAugmentSearch isthen O (m )foran inputasdescribed in the statem entofTheorem 18.

3.1.3 A n e� cient algorithm for constructing a path cover for (G ;I;O )

Using AugmentSearch asa subroutineto build successively largerproperfam iliesofvertex-disjointI { O paths,
Algorithm 2 describesa straightforward subroutinewhich attem ptsto build a path coverfor(G ;I;O ).

C orollary 19. Let(G ;I;O ) be a geom etry with jIj= jO j: then BuildPathCover halts on input(G ;I;O ).
Furtherm ore, let � = BuildPathCover(G ;I;O ). If � = fail, then (G ;I;O ) does not have a causal
ow;

otherwise,� isa path cover F for (G ;I;O ).

P roof | Suppose (G ;I;O ) has a causal
 ow: then it has a collection ofk = jIj= jO jvertex-disjoint I {
O pathsby Lem m a 3. Then,by Corollary 15,forany propercollection F ofvertex-disjointI { O paths with
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A lgorithm 2: BuildPathCover(G ;I;O )| triesto build path coverfor(G ;I;O )

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

1: letF :an em pty collection ofvertex-disjointdipathsin G

2: letvisited:V (G )�! N be an array initially setto zero
3: letiter  0
4: for alli2 I do

5: iter  iter+ 1
6: (F ;visited;status) AugmentSearch(G ;I;O ;F ;iter;visited;i)
7: if status= fail then return fail

8: end for

9: if V (G )r V (F )= ? then

10: return F

11: else

12: return fail

13: end if

jF j< k,there isa properaugm enting walk forF starting atany i2 I which isnotcovered by F . Forsuch a
collection F and vertex i,ifvisited(x)< iter forallx 2 V (G ),AugmentSearch(G ;I;O ;F ;iter;visited;i)
returns (F � W ;visited;success),where visited(x) 6 iter for allx 2 V (G ),and where W is a proper
augm enting walk forF starting ati.Then,F � W isa propercollection ofvertex-disjointpaths,covering iand
the input vertices covered by F ,and with jF � W j= jF j+ 1. By induction,we m ay then show that at the
end ofthe for loop starting atline 4,F willbe a fam ily ofvertex-disjointI { O pathswhich coversallofI,in
which case jF j= k. Ifallofthe verticesofV (G )are covered by F ,F isthen a path coverfor(G ;I;O ),and
BuildPathCoverreturnsF .Taking thecontrapositive,ifBuildPathCover(G ;I;O )returnsfail,then (G ;I;O )
hasno path cover.

Conversely,ifBuildPathCover(G ;I;O )returnsfail,then eitherthecondition ofline7 failed,orthecondition
ofline 12 failed. Ifthe form er is true,then by Theorem 18 there were no proper augm enting walks for som e
propercollection F offewerthan k disjointI{O paths,in which caseby Corollary 15 thereisno such collection
ofsize k,and thus no causalpath coverfor (G ;I;O ). O therwise,F is a m axim um -size collection ofdisjoint
pathsfrom I to O ,butisnota path coverfor(G ;I;O );then by Theorem 9,thereagain isno causalpath cover
for(G ;I;O ).In eithercase,there isno causal
 ow for(G ;I;O )by Theorem 8.The resultthen holds.

R un-tim e analysis. BuildPathCover iterates through k = jIjinput vertices as it increases the size ofthe
collection ofvertex-disjointpaths,invokingAugmentSearchforeach one.Therunningtim eforthisportion ofthe
algorithm isthen O (km ).Asthisislargerthan thetim e required to initialize visited orto determ ineifthere
isan elem entv 2 V (G )such thatv =2 V (F ),thisdom inatesthe asym ptoticrunning tim e ofBuildPathCover.

3.2 E� ciently � nding a causalorder for a given successor function

G iven a path coverC fora geom etry (G ;I;O ),and in particularthesuccessorfunction f ofC,weareinterested
in determ ining ifthe naturalpre-order 4 for f is a partialorder,and constructing it ifso. In this section,I
presentan e� cientalgorithm to determ ine whether ornot4 is a partialorder,by reduction to the transitive
closureproblem on digraphs.

3.2.1 T he Transitive C losure P roblem

Any binary relation R can be regarded as de� ning a digraph D with (x ! y) 2 A(D ) ( ) (xRy). Chains
ofrelated elem ents can then be described by directed walks in the digraph D . This m otivates the following
de� nition:
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D e� nition 20. Letf be a successorfunction fora geom etry (G ;I;O ):the in
uencing digraph If isthen the
directed graph with verticesV (If)= V (G ),where(x ! y)2 A(If)ifoneofy = x,y = f(x),ory � f(x)hold.

Thethreetypesofarcsin De� nition20 correspond to therelationsin Equation 2,whosetransitiveclosureisthe
naturalpre-order.Notethatasidefrom self-loopsx ! x,the arcsin If correspond directly to the two varieties
ofsegm entsofin
 uencing walks.(Thisisan alternativeway ofproving Lem m a6.)

I O 7�! I O

Figure 6:O n the left:a geom etry (G ;I;O )with a path coverC .A rrowsrepresentthe action ofthe successorfunction f :O c
�! Ic

ofC .O n the right:the corresponding in
uencing digraph If .Solid arrowsrepresentarcsofthe form x ! f(x),and hollow arrows

representarcs x ! y fory � f(x).(Self-loopsare om itted forclarity.)

Itisnaturalto also speak oftransitiveclosuresofbinary relationsin graph-theoreticterm s,asfollows:

D e� nition 21. Fora digraph D ,the transitive closure ofD isthe digraph T with V (T)= V (D ),and such
that(x ! y)2 A(T)ifand only ifthereisa non-trivial6 directed walk from x to y in the digraph D .

Thus,x ! y isan arcin the transitiveclosureofIf and only ifx 4 y,orequivalently i� thereisan in
 uencing
walk forC from x to y in G .

Transitive C losure P roblem . Given a digraph D ,determ ine it’stransitive closure T .

TheTransitiveClosureproblem isknown to bee� ciently solvable.Algorithm 3 presentson solution,which is(a
paraphrasing of)thepseudocodeofFigure3.8 from [13].Thisalgorithm isa sim plem odi� cation ofTarjan’sal-
gorithm for� nding strongly connected com ponentsofdigraphs(equivalenceclassesofm utually reachablevertices
using directed walks),which � ndsthe transitiveclosureby determ ining the \descendants" ofeach x 2 V (D ):

Desc(x) =
�
y 2 V (D )

�
�D containsa non-trivialdirected walk from x to y

	
: (3)

The following isan overview ofAlgorithm 3:interested readersm ay referto [13]fora m orecom pleteanalysis.

� A di-connected com ponentofD isan equivalenceclassofverticeswhich can bereached from each otherby
non-trivialdirected walksin D .Tarjan’salgorithm detectsthese com ponentsby perform ing a depth-� rst
search which traversesarcsofD ,and detecting when ithastraversed a directed cyclein D .

� A stack isused to keep track ofverticesofthe digraph havebeen visited,butwhosedi-connected com po-
nenthas not yetbeen com pletely determ ined. W hen the vertices belonging to a a given com ponentare
determ ined,wepop them o� ofthestack (line14)and insertthem into a setrepresenting thatcom ponent.

� W e say thatv precedesw in the ordering ofthe stack ifv ison the stack and w isnot,orifv isloweron
thestack than w is.Then,wem ay keep track ofthe\root" Root(v)ofv,which isan upperbound on the
stack-m inim alvertex ofthecom ponentcontaining v.At� rst,wesettherootofv to itself,and wealways
ensurethatRoot(v)6 v.

Suppose we discovera descendantw ofv such that Root(w)6 Root(v)6 v. Then v isa descendantof
Root(w),which isin a com m on com ponentwith w by de� nition. Because w isalso a descendentofv,v

6N ote thatifa vertex x hasa loop x ! x (which are perm itted in digraphs),then the directed walk x ! x isa non-trivialwalk.
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A lgorithm 3: Figure3.8 of[13]| an algorithm fortransitiveclosureofa digraph

1: procedure SimpleTC(v)
2: begin

3: Root(v) v ;Comp(v) nil

4: PUSH(v;stack)
5: Desc(v) fw 2 V (D ) j(v ! w)2 A(D )g
6: for allw such that (v ! w)2 A(D )do
7: if (w isnotalready visited)then SimpleTC(w)
8: if Comp(w)= nil then Root(v) m in(Root(v);Root(w))
9: Desc(v) Desc(v) [ Desc(w)
10: end for

11: if Root(v)= v then

12: createa new com ponentC
13: repeat

14: letw  POP(stack)
15: Comp(w) C

16: insertw into the com ponentC
17: Desc(w) Desc(v)
18: untilw = v

19: end if

20: end

21: procedure main

22: begin

23: letstack  ?

24: for allv 2 V (D )do
25: if (v isnotalready visited)then SimpleTC(v)
26: end for

27: end

m ustbein a com m on com ponentwith w .Then Root(w)isthesm allestknown vertex in thatcom ponent:
weupdate Root(v) Root(w)to im provethe known m inim um forv.

� Because verticesare only allocated to a di-connected com ponentafterthey are popped o� the stack,we
m ay testeach ofthe descendantsw ofv to see ifthey have been allocated to a com ponent,ratherthan
testing ifRoot(w)6 Root(v). Ifnot,then v isin a com m on com ponentwith w ,and we update Root(v)
to be the m inim um ofRoot(v)and Root(w)on line8,asin the previouscase.

� IfRoot(v)= v on line11,then v isthe stack-m inim alelem entofits’com ponent:then any verticeshigher
than v on the stack willbe in the sam e com ponentasv. Conversely,because alldescendants ofv have
been visited by thatpoint,allofthe verticesin the sam e com ponentasv arestillon the stack.Thus,we
m ay pop them o� the stack and allocate them to a com ponent,untilwe have rem oved v o� ofthe stack
(lines11 through 19).

� As we determ ine the connected com ponents ofthe digraph,we m ay m aintain the sets ofdescendants of
each vertex: if(v ! w)2 A(D ),then the descendantsofw are allalso descendants ofv,so we ensure
thatDesc(w)� Desc(v)(ason line 9).

The aboveisperform ed forallverticesv 2 V (G )to obtain the transitiveclosure.

Algorithm 3 issu� cientto build the naturalpre-order4 fora successorfunction f.However,the outputdoes
notindicatewhether4 isa partialorder,and itperform swork thatisunnecessary if4 isnotactually a partial
order.W e m ay also take advantageofthe availability ofthe path coverC which isgiven asinput,which isnot
availablein the m oregeneralTransitiveClosureproblem .Therefore,we areinterested in adapting Algorithm 3
to the application of� nding a causalorder.
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3.2.2 C hain decom positions w ith respect to the path cover C

LetC bea path coverfor(G ;I;O )with successorfunction f.Thetransitiveclosureofthein
 uencing digraph If
willoften havehigh m axim um degree:becausethelongestpath in C hasatleastn=k vertices,and theend-point
ofthispath willbeattheterm inusofarcscom ing from every vertex on thepath,them axim um in-degreeofthe
transitive closure isatleastn=k;and sim ilarly forthe m axim um out-degree.In Algorithm 3,thisim pliesthat
the set Desc(v) m ay becom e com parable to V (G ) in size. In order to constructthe arc-lists ofthe transitive
closurereasonably e� ciently,wewantto reducethe e� ortrequired in determ ining the setsDesc(v).

A standard approach to thisproblem would beto � nd a chain decom position [13]forIf ,which isa collection of
vertex-disjointdipathsofIf which coverallofIf . By the de� nition ofthe in
 uencing digraph,C itselfissuch
decom position ofIf .Then,using a chain decom position with respectto C,wecan e� ciently representDesc(x)
in term softhe � rstvertex y in each path ofC such thaty 2 Desc(x).

D e� nition 22. LetC = fPjgj2K beaparam eterization ofthepathsofapath coverC forageom etry (G ;I;O ),
letf be the successorfunction ofC,and let4 be the naturalpre-orderforf.Then,forx 2 V (G )and j2 K ,
the suprem um supj(x) ofx in Pj is the m inim um integerm 2 N ,such that x 4 y for allvertices y 2 V (Pj)
which arefurtherthan distance m from theinitialvertex ofPj.

W e m ay usethe suprem a ofx in the pathsofC to characterizethe naturalpre-orderforf:

Lem m a 23. LetC = fPjgj2K be a param eterization ofthe paths ofa path cover C for a geom etry (G ;I;O ),
letf be the successor function ofC,let4 be the naturalpre-order for f,and letL :V (G )�! N m ap vertices

x 2 V (G )to the distance ofx from the initialpointofthe path ofC which containsx.Then

x 4 y ( ) supj(x)6 L(y) (4)

holds for allx 2 V (G )and y 2 V (Pj),for any j2 K .

P roof | Let x 2 V (G ),and � x Pj 2 C. Let v 2 V (Pj) be such that L(v) = supj(x). By de� nition,if
y 2 V (Pj) and x 4 y,then L(y) > L(v). Conversely,ify 2 V (Pj) and L(y) = L(v)+ h for h > 0,then
y = fh(v);then x 4 v 4 y,and the resultholdsby transitivity.

To determ ine the suprem um function forallvertices,itwillbe helpfulto be able to e� ciently determ ine which
path ofC a given vertex belongsto and how faritisfrom theinitialvertex forit’spath.Algorithm 4 describesa
sim pleprocedureto do this,which also producesthesuccessorfunction forthepath coverC.(In thecasewhere
jIj= jO j,every path ofC hasan initialpointin I;we then takeK = I to be the index setofthe pathsofC.)

3.2.3 D etecting vicious circuits w ith respect to C

Ifthe in
 uencing digraph If contains non-trivialdi-connected com ponents,we know that there are closed in-

 uencing walks| i.e. viciouscircuits| forC in (G ;I;O ). In thatcase,Theorem 8 togetherwith Theorem 9
im ply that(G ;I;O )hasno causal
 ow,in which casewem ay aswellabort.RecallthatSimpleTC keepstrack of
di-connected com ponentsby allocating verticesto a com ponentC aftertheelem entsofC havebeen com pletely
determ ined. However,the state ofbeing allocated into a com ponent can be replaced in this analysis by any

statusofthe vertex which is changed afterthe descendantsofa vertex have been determ ined;and this status
m ay be used to determ ine ifa viciouscircuithasbeen found.

Algorithm 5 isa sim ple procedureto initialize an array status overV (G ).A statusofnone willindicate that
no descendantsofthe vertex have been determ ined (except itself),fixed willindicate thatalldescendantsof
the vertex have been determ ined,and pending willindicate that the descendants are in the course ofbeing
determ ined. Because outputverticeshave only them selvesfordescendants,theirstatusisinitialized to fixed;
allotherverticesareinitialized with status(v)= none.Atthe sam etim e,Algorithm 5 initializesa suprem um
function which representsonly the relationshipsofeach vertex to the onesfollowing iton the sam epath.
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A lgorithm 4: GetChainDecomp(G ;I;O ;C) | obtain the successor function f of C, and obtain functions
describing the chain decom position ofthe in
 uencing digraph If
R equire: (G ;I;O )be a geom etry with jIj= jO j

R equire: C a path coverof(G ;I;O )

1: letP :V (G )�! I an array
2: letL :V (G )�! N an array
3: letf :O c �! Ic an array
4: for alli2 I do

5: letv  i, ‘ 0
6: w hile v =2 O do

7: f(v) next(C;v)
8: P (v) i;L(v) ‘

9: v  f(v)
10: ‘ ‘+ 1
11: end w hile

12: P (v) i;L(v) ‘

13: end for

14: return (f;P;L)

A lgorithm 5: InitStatus(G ;I;O ;P;L)| initializethe suprem um function,and the statusofeach vertex

R equire: (G ;I;O )isa geom etry
R equire: P :V (G )�! I m apseach x 2 V (G )to i2 I such thatx isin the orbitofiunderf
R equire: L :V (G )�! N m apseach x 2 V (G )to h 2 N such thatx = fh(P (x))

1: letsup :I� V (G )�! N an array
2: letstatus :V (G )�! fnone;pending;fixedg an array
3: for allv 2 V (G )do
4: for alli2 I do

5: if i= P (v)then sup(i;v) L(v)
6: else sup(i;v) jV (G )j
7: end for

8: if v 2 O then status(v) fixed

9: else status(v) none

10: end for

11: return (sup;status)

3.2.4 A n e� cient algorithm for com puting the naturalpre-order off

Algorithm s6and 7below representam odi� ed version ofAlgorithm 3,specialized totheapplication ofcom puting
the naturalpre-order for the successor function f ofa path cover C. Rather than explicitly constructing the
in
 uencing digraph If and traversing directed walks in If (as is done in Algorithm 3), we instead traverse
in
 uencing walksforC (characterized by its’successorfunction)in thegraph G .

T heorem 24. Letf be a successor function ofa path cover C for a geom etry (G ;I;O ). LetP :V (G )�! I

m ap vertices v to the initialpointofthe path ofC thatcovers v,and letL :V (G )�! N m ap vertices v to the

integer h 2 N such thatv = fh(P (v)). Then ComputeSuprema halts on input(G ;I;O ;f;P;L). Furtherm ore,

let� = ComputeSuprema(G ;I;O ;f;P;L). If� = fail,then (G ;I;O ) does nothave a causal
ow;otherwise,

(G ;I;O )doeshave a causal
ow,and � isa suprem um function sup :I� V (G )�! N satisfying

x 4 y ( ) sup(P (y);x)6 L(y) (5)

for allx;y 2 V (G ),where 4 isthe naturalpre-order for f.

P roof | W e willreduce the correctnessofAlgorithm s6 and 7 to thatofAlgorithm 3,where D = If isthe
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A lgorithm 6: TraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;v) | com pute the suprem a ofv and allofits’de-
scendants,by traversing in
 uencing walksfrom v

R equire: (G ;I;O )isa geom etry
R equire: f :O c �! Ic isa successorfunction for(G ;I;O )
R equire: sup :I� V (G )�! N

R equire: status :V (G )�! fnone;pending;fixedg

R equire: v 2 O c

1: status(v) pending

2: for allw = f(v)and for allw � f(v)do
3: if w 6= v then

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

6: return (sup;status)
7: else

8: for alli2 I do

9: if sup(i;v)> sup(i;w)then sup(i;v) sup(i;w)
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;O ;f;P;L) | obtain the successor function f ofC,and com pute the
naturalpre-orderoff in the form ofa suprem um function and functionscharacterizing C

R equire: (G ;I;O )isa geom etry with jIj= jO jand successorfunction f :O c �! Ic

R equire: P :V (G )�! I m apseach x 2 V (G )to i2 I such thatx isin the orbitofiunderf
R equire: L :V (G )�! N m apseach x 2 V (G )to h 2 N such thatx = fh(P (x))

1: let(sup;status) InitStatus(G ;I;O ;P;L)
2: for allv 2 O c do

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

5: end for

6: return sup

digraph provided asthe the inputofthe m ain procedure.Throughout,4 denotesthe naturalpre-orderoff.

Fordistinctverticesv;w 2 V (G ),because(v ! w)2 A(If)ifand only ifeitherw = f(v)orw � f(v),wem ay
replacetheiteratorlim its\w such that (v ! w)2 A(D )" oftheforloop starting on line6 ofAlgorithm 3 with
a loop iterating overw = f(v)and w � f(v):thisiswhatwe haveon line 2 ofTraverseInflWalk.

Atline 8 ofAlgorithm 3,ifComp(w)= nil,we inferthatv and w arein a com m on di-connected com ponentof
the digraph If : this im plies thatv 4 w and w 4 v. Ifv 6= w ,thisim plies that4 isnotantisym m etric,and
thusnota partialorder;by Theorem 8,C isthen nota causalpath cover.W e proceed by cases:

� If4 isantisym m etric,then thein
 uencing digraph isacyclic,in which caseIf hasonly trivialdi-connected
com ponents.In thiscase,the following changespreservethe functionality ofAlgorithm 3:

| In thecasethatw = v in theforloop,alltheoperationsperform ed aresuper
 uous,in which casewe
m ay em bed lines7 through 9 in an if statem entconditioned on w 6= v.

| Because each vertex isthe only vertex in its’com ponentwhen If isacyclic,we m ay replace lines11
through 19 ofSimpleTC with a line setting Comp(v)to an arbitrary non-nil value,which in thiscase
m ay beinterpreted asallocating thevertex v to its’di-connected com ponent(i.e.thesingleton fvg).
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Also,the condition ofline 8 is never satis� ed in a callto SimpleTC(v). Then,we m ay replace the
conditionalcode with an arbitrary statem ent,e.g.a com m and to abortthe procedure.

| Afterthe above replacem ent,the value ofstack isnotused within the procedure callSimpleTC(v),
and has the sam e value after the procedure callto SimpleTC(v) as it does before the call. Then,
stack is super
 uous to the perform ance ofthe algorithm . Sim ilarly,the value ofRoot(v) is not
a� ected exceptto initialize it.W e m ay then elim inate allreferencesto eitherone.

| ThevalueofComp(w)isonly tested to determ inewhetherornotitisnil,sowem ay replacethearray
Comp with status,and its’possiblestatesofbeing nil ornon-nil with the statesofbeing pending
and non-pending.W ede� nethetwo valuesnone and fixed to representbeing non-pendingand also
having notyetbeen visited,and being non-pending and having been visited,respectively.

| Usingthearraysuptoim plicitlyrepresentthesetsofdescendants,wem ayreplacetheunion perform ed
on line9with codewhich setssup(i;v)to them inim um ofsup(i;v)and sup(i;w)foreach i2 I.Note
also that,because x isa descendantofv in If i� v = x orx isa descendantofw ,we m ay rem ove
the initialization ofDesc(v) on line 5 ofAlgorithm 3 ifwe initialize sup for each vertex so that it
representseach vertex asa descendantofitself(forinstance,in them ain procedure,which isreplaced
by ComputeSuprema).

By perform ing the substitutionsdescribed above,wecan easily seethatTraverseInflWalktogetherwith
ComputeSuprema isequivalentto Algorithm 3 when 4 isanti-sym m etric. Then,� 6= fail because line 4
ofComputeSuprema is never evaluated;we then have � = sup as in Equation 5,from the correctnessof
Algorithm 3.

� If4 isnotantisym m etric,then therearedistinctverticesx;y 2 V (G )such thatx 4 y 4 x,in which case
x and y are in a non-trivialcom ponent in If . Then,the for loop ofBuildCausalOrder willeventually
encountera vertex v ofwhich x and y aredescendants.

In thedepth-� rsttraversalofin
 uencingwalksperform ed in TraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;v),
eventually a directed cyclecontaining both x and y willbe discovered.W ithoutlossofgenerality,assum e
thatthedepth-� rsttraversalstartingfrom v visitsx beforey:then,thedepth-� rsttraversalwilleventually
uncovera walk ofthe form

v ! � � � ! x ! � � � ! y ! � � � ! y
0
! x :

Then in the procedure callTraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;y0),line 5 will� nd status(x) =
pending,asline 1 ofthe procedure callTraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;x)hasbeen executed
while line 14 has not. Then,the procedure aborts by returning R without � rst changing the status of
status(y0)from pending.

It is clear that if w 0 depends on w , and if TraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;w 0) aborts with
status(w 0) = pending during a procedure callTraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;w),then the
latterwillalso abortwith status(w)= pending.By induction,we m ay then show thatforv 2 V (G )for
which x and y aredescendants,TraverseInflWalk(G ;I;O ;f;sup;status;v)willabortwith status(v)=
pending in the for loop in ComputeSuprema.

By the analysisofthe case where 4 isantisym m etric,the statusstatus(v)= pending willonly occurat
line4 ofComputeSupremaif4 isnotantisym m etric.Ifthisoccurs,�= fail;aswell,no causalpath cover
existsfor(G ;I;O )by Theorem 9,and thusno 
 ow existsfor(G ;I;O )by Theorem 8.

Thus,�6= fail i� 4 isa partialorder;and when thisoccurs,by reduction to Algorithm 3,sup correspondsto
the naturalpre-order4 in the senseofEquation 5.

R un-tim e analysis. W e m ay analyze the run-tim e ofAlgorithm 7 asfollows.Letn = jV (G )j,m = jE (G )j,
k = jIj= jO j,and dbethem axim um degreeofG .Thetim erequired toexecutetheforallloop startingon line8
ofTraverseInflWalk isO (k);then,aside from the work done in recursive invocationsto TraverseInflWalk,
the tim e required to perform an invocation ofTraverseInflWalk fora vertex v isO (kdegf(v)). Because the
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� rstinvocation ofTraverseInflWalkfora vertex v willchangestatus(v)to som ething otherthan none,which
preventsany furtherinvocationsforv,TraverseInflWalk willonly be called once forany given vertex in the
courseofAlgorithm 7.Then,sum m ing overallverticesv 2 V (G ),the am ountoftim e required to perform the
for allloop starting on line2 ofComputeSupremaisO (km ).Thetim erequired by InitStatus to initializesup
and status isO (kn);then,the overallrunning tim e ofAlgorithm 7 isO (km ).

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

IfC isa causalpath cover,italso ispossibleto � nd a causalorder4 com patible with f which di� ersfrom the
naturalpre-orderforf,ordeterm inethatnoneexists,by recursively assigning integer\level" valuesto vertices
ratherthan buildingthesetofdescendants.Forexam ple,onem ayconstructafunction �:V (G )�! N satisfying

�(x) = 0;

�(x) = 1+ m axf�(y) jx = f(y) or x � f(y)g ;

ifthereareno in
 uencing walksforC ending atx;

otherwise:
(6)

NotethatthesetS(x)ofverticesy such thatx = f(y)orx � f(y)aretheinitialpointsforany in
 uencing walk
for C with one segm entwhich ends at x. By constructing the predecessorfunction g = f�1 ofC ratherthan
the functionsP and L in Algorithm 4,wecan easily � nd allelem entsofS(x)in G by visiting g(z)forz = x or
z � x.Then,such a levelfunction can beconstructed by a Tarjan stylealgorithm sim ilarto Algorithm 6,using
thestatus array in thesam eway,buttraversing thearcsofthein
 uencing digraph If in theoppositedirection

asTraverseInflWalk.W e m ay then de� ne x4 y ( ) [x = y]_ [�(x)< �(y)].

Itiseasy to seethattheresulting partialorder 4 resulting would havethe sam em axim um -chain length asthe
naturalpre-order4 :any m axim alchain in 4 isa listoftheend-pointsofconsecutivesegm entsin an in
 uencing
walk forC,which willbea m axim um chain in 4 .However,4 also containsrelationshipsbetween verticeswith
no clearrelation in the in
 uencing digraph If ,because itsu� cesfortwo verticesto be on di� erent\levels" for
them to be com parable.

Such a causalorder 4 can actually beconstructed in O (m )tim e,becausethealgorithm to constructitconsists
essentially ofjusta depth-� rsttraversalwith operationstaking only constanttim ebeing doneateach step.W e
have instead presented the above algorithm because the extra tim e required to obtain the coarsestcom patible
causalorderforf willnota� ectthe asym ptotic run tim e ofthe com plete algorithm for� nding a 
 ow,because
oftheim m ediatereduction to thewell-studied problem oftransitiveclosure,and in theinterestofdescribing an
algorithm to constructthe naturalpre-orderforf (being the coarsestcom patible causalorderforf).

3.3 T he com plete algorithm

W enow describethecom pletealgorithm to producea 
 ow fora geom etry (G ;I;O ),using Algorithm s2 and 7.

A lgorithm 8: FindFlow(G ;I;O )| try to � nd a 
 ow for(G ;I;O )

R equire: (G ;I;O )isa geom etry with jIj= jO j

1: let�  BuildPathFamily(G ;I;O )
2: if � = fail then return fail

3: let(f;P;L) GetChainDecomp(G ;I;O ;�)
4: let� ComputeSuprema(G ;I;O ;f;P;L)
5: if �= fail then

6: return fail

7: else

8: return (f;P;L;�)
9: end if
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C orollary 25. Let(G ;I;O )be a geom etry with jIj= jO j. Then FindFlow halts on input(G ;I;O ). Further-
m ore,ifFindFlow(G ;I;O )= fail,then (G ;I;O )does nothave a causal
ow;otherwise,FindFlow(G ;I;O )=
(f;P;L;sup),and (f;4 )isa causal
ow,where 4 ischaracterized by

x 4 y ( ) sup(P (y);x) 6 L(y); (7)

and isthe naturalpre-order for f.

P roof | By Corollary 19, a causalpath cover exists for (G ;I;O ) only if BuildPathFamily(G ;I;O ) sets
� 6= fail on line1;thusif� = fail,(G ;I;O )hasno causal
 ow by Theorem 8.O therwise,� isa path cover.If
BuildCausalOrdersets�= fail on line 4,(G ;I;O )hasno causal
 ow by Theorem 24.O therwise,therelation
4 characterized by Equation 7 isthenaturalpre-orderforf and a causalorder,in which case(f;4 )isa causal

 ow.

R un-tim e analysis. Because � 6= fail at line 1 im plies that � is a path cover, GetChainDecomp visits
each vertex v 2 V (G ) once to assign values for P (v), L(v), and possibly f(v) in the case that v 2 O c.
Then,its’running tim e is O (n). The running tim e of FindFlow is then dom inated by BuildPathCover and
ComputeSuprema,each ofwhich taketim e O (km ).

4 PotentialIm provem ents

This paper has described e� cient algorithm s for � nding 
 ows,with the aim ofnot requiring prior knowledge
ofgraph-theoretic algorithm s in the presentation. This constraint has led to choices in how to present the
algorithm swhich m ay m ake them lesse� cient(in practicalterm s)than m ay be achievable by the state ofthe
art;and no signi� cantanalysisofthe graphsthem selveshavebeen perform ed.Here,Idiscussissueswhich m ay
allow an im provem enton the analysisofthisarticle.

4.1 B etter algorithm s for � nding path covers

For network-
 ow problem s(the usualtools used for solving questions ofm axim um -size collectionsofpaths in
graphs),there is a rich body ofexperim entalresultsfore� cientalgorithm s. However,there seem s to be very
little discussion in the literature ofthe specialcase where alledge capacitiesare equalto 1,which is relevant
to the problem of� nding m axim um collections ofvertex-disjointI { O paths. It is di� cult to determ ine,in
this case,whether there is a signi� cant di� erence in the perform ance ofvarious algorithm s. Although it is
lesse� cientthan otheralgorithm sforgeneralnetwork 
 ow problem s,the m ostobviouschoice ofnetwork 
 ow
algorithm for� nding a m axim um fam ily ofvertex-disjointI { O pathsisthe Ford-Fulkerson algorithm ,which
has an asym ptotic running tim e O (km ). This running tim e is identicalto Algorithm 2: this should not be
surprising,as Algorithm 1 essentially im plem ents a depth-� rst variation ofthe Ford-Fulkerson algorithm for
� nding an augm enting 
 ow.

A m ore thorough investigation ofnetwork 
 owsm ay yield an im proved algorithm for� nding a path coverfor
(G ;I;O ),which (when coupled with thefasteralgorithm for� nding a m inim um -depth causalorder)would yield
a fasteralgorithm for� nding causal
 ows.

4.2 Extrem alresults

Considerallthewayswecan add edgesbetween n verticesto geta geom etry with k outputverticesand a causal

 ow.Justto achievea path cover,werequiren � k edges;thislowerbound istight,asgraph consisting ofjust
k vertex-disjointpathson n verticeshasthis m any edges,and the pathsrepresenta causalpath coverofthat
graph.Them oreinteresting question isofhow m any edgesarerequired to forcea graph to nothaveany causal
path covers.
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Let ~n be the residue ofn m odulo k.Considera collection ofk pathsfPjgj2[k],given by Pj = p
(0)

j � � � p
(dn =ke� 1)

j

forj < ~n,and Pj = p
(0)

j � � � p
(bn =kc� 1)

j forj > ~n. Then,letG be the graph de� ned by adding the edgesp(a)
h
p
(a)

j

foralla and h 6= j where these verticesare well-de� ned,and p
(a)

j p
(a+ 1)

h
foralla and h < j where these vertices

are well-de� ned.W e m ay identify the initialpointofthe pathsPj aselem entsofI and end-pointsaselem ents
ofO :then,letM (n;k)denote the geom etry (G ;I;O )constructed in thisway.

The geom etry M (n;k)hasthe obvioussuccessorfunction given by f(p(a)j )= p
(a+ 1)

j forallj and a where both
verticesarede� ned.Then,considerthe naturalpre-orderforf:

(i). weobviously havep(a)j 4 p
(b)

j fora 6 b,forevery j2 [k];

(ii). from the edgesp(a)
h
p
(a)

j ,weobtain p(a� 1)

h
4 p

(a)

j forallh;j2 [k]and alla > 0;and

(iii). from the edgesp(b+ 1)

h
p
(b)

j forh < j,we obtain p
(b)

h
4 p

(b)

j and p
(b� 1)

j 4 p
(b+ 1)

h
. (Note thatthe second of

thesetwo constraintsisredundant,asp(b� 1)

j 4 p
(b)

h
4 p

(b+ 1)

h
isim plied by the abovetwo cases.)

Then,thenaturalpre-order4 on M (n;k)isclosely related tothelexicographicalorderon ordered pairs:p(a)
h

and
p
(b)

j areincom parableifthey areboth endpointsoftheirrespectivepathsPh and Pj,and otherwisep
(a)

h
4 p

(b)

j if
and only ifeithera < b,ora = b and h 6 j.Thisisclearly a partialorder,so M (n;k)hasa causal
 ow:and
ithaskn �

�
k+ 1

2

�
edgesin total.

Iconjecturethatthisisthem axim um num berofedgesthata geom etry on n verticeswith k outputverticescan
have.Ifthiscan beproven,wecan determ inethatcertain geom etrieshaveno 
 owsjustby counting theiredges;
the upperboundsofthispapercan then be im proved to O (k2n).

5 O pen Problem s

To conclude,Ire-iteratethe open problem spresented in [7].

1. T he generalcase.W hen jIj> jO j,itiseasy to seethata causal
 ow cannotexist,becauseno successor
function f m ay be de� ned. This leaves the case where jIj< jO j. If� = jO j� jIj,we m ay test sets
@I � Ic with j@Ij= � to see if the geom etry (G ;I [ @I;O ) has a causal
 ow: doing this yields an
O (km n�)algorithm for� nding a causal
 ow for(G ;I;O ).Istherean algorithm for� nding causal
 owsin
an arbitrary geom etry with jIj6 jO j,whoserun-tim eisalso polynom ialin �= jO j� jIj?

2. G raphs w ithout designated inputs/outputs. Q uantum com putationsin the one-way m odelm ay be
perform ed by com posing three patterns:one pattern to preparean appropriatequantum state,a pattern
to apply a unitary thatstate(in thevein thatwehavebeen considering in thisarticle),and a � nalpattern
which m easurestheresulting statein an appropriatebasis.Thecom positepattern hasno inputoroutput
qubits,and so hasonly the m easurem entsignalsasan output.The resultofthe com putation would then
be determ ined from the parity ofa subsetofthe m easurem entsignals.

G iven a graph withoutany designated inputoroutputvertices,whatconstraintsarenecessary to allow a
structuresim ilarto a causal
 ow to befound,which would guaranteethatdeterm inisticn qubitoperations
in the senseof[5]can be perform ed in the one-way m easurem entm odelwith the entanglem entgraph G ?

3. R uling out the presence of causal 
 ow s w ith only partial inform ation about G . Are there
graphsG where itis possible to rule outthe presence ofa 
 ow for (G ;I;O ) from a propersub-graph of
G ,orgiven n = jV (G )j,m = jE (G )j,and k = jIj= jO j? (Thisquestion obviously includesthe extrem al
problem asked earlier.)

4. R elaxing the causal
 ow conditions for Paulim easurem ents. Suppose that,in addition to I and
O ,we know which qubitsare to be m easured in the X axisand which are to be m easured in the Y axis
(corresponding to m easurem entangles0 and �=2 respectively).Thesequbitscan alwaysbem easured � rst
in a pattern,by absorbing byproductoperationson thosequbitsand perform ing signalshifting.However,
the analysis ofpatterns in term s ofcausal
 ows does not take this into account,as it is independent of
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m easurem entangles. Isitpossible to develop a naturalanalogue forcausal
 owswhich representsthese
qubits asm inim alin the corresponding causalorder,which m ay be e� ciently found forgeom etrieswith
jIj= jO jorjIj6 jO jgenerally?

Theresultsofthisarticlewereinspired by thesim ilarity between ofthecharacterization in term sofcausal
 ows,
with aspectsofgraph theory related to M enger’sTheorem in general,and the relationship between in
 uencing
walksand alternating walksin particular. Investigation into open questions involving e� cientconstruction of
causal
 owsorrelaxationsofthem m ay bene� tfrom additionalinvestigation ofthislink.
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