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Abstract

A flaw in the greedy approximation algorithm proposed by Zhetal. for minimum
connected set cover problem is corrected, and a strongdt cgsthe approximation
ratio of the modified greedy algorithm is established. Thsilts are now consistent
with the existing results on connected dominating set gmobivhich is a special case
of the minimum connected set cover problem.
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1. Introduction

Let V be a set with a finite number of elements, &e {S; CV : i=1,..,n}
a collection of subsets df’. Let G be a connected graph with the vertex Set A
connected set covéCSC) R with respect toV, S, ) is a set cover o¥ such that
‘R induces a connected subgraph(af The minimum connected set cover (MCSC)
problem is to find a CSC with the minimum number of subset$.inin ﬂl], Zhang
et al. proposed a greedy approximation algorithm (Algorithm 21§) for minimum
connected set cover (MCSC) problem, and obtained the ajpadion ratio of this
algorithm. This algorithm has a flaw, and the approximateioris incorrect. In this
note, we modify the greedy algorithm to fix the flaw and estlibthe approximation
ratio of the modified algorithm. The approximation ratio ishwespect to the optimal
solution to the set cover proble(W, S), instead of the optimal solution to the MCSC
problem(V, S, G), and thus it is stronger than the one obtainedin [1].

2. Greedy Algorithm

Before stating the algorithm, we introduce the followingatmns and definitions.
Most of them have also been usedlih [1]. For two s8tsS; € S, let dist; (51, S2)
be the length of the shortest path betwe&grand .S, in the auxiliary graph, where
the length of a path is given by the number of edgasand S: are said to bgraph-
adjacentf they are connected via an edgedn(i.e., distz(S1, S2) = 1), and they are
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said to becover-adjacenif S, N S # (). Notice that in general, there is no connection
between these two types of adjacency. Toeer-diameterD.(G) is defined as the
maximum distance between any two cover-adjacent sets,

D.(G) = max{distg(S1, S2) | S1,52 € S andS;, S, are cover-adjaceht

At each step of the algorithm, I&® denote the collection of the subsets that have
been selected , arid the set of elements df that have been covered. Givéh = ()
andasetS € S\ R, anR — S path is a pati Sy, S1, ..., Sk} in G such that (i)

So € R; (ii) Sk = S; (iii) S1,..., Sk € S\ R. Let|Ps| denote the length of &R — S
pathPg, and it is equal to the number of verticesf that does not belong tB. Then
we define the weight ratie( Ps) of Ps as

e(Ps) = [P

= oS @)

where|C(Ps)| is the number of elements that are coverediaybut not covered by
R.

For the greedy algorithm iIEl[l], after the subset with the mmasm size is selected
at the first step, only the subsets that are noRimand are cover-adjacent with some
subset inR are considered in the following iterations. At some itemafithere may
not exist a subset € S\ R that is cover-adjacent to a subsetRn and if we only
consider cover-adjacent subsets, then the algorithm wni#rea deadlock. Consider a
simple example wher® = {1,2,3,4}, S = {{1,2},{1},{2},{2,3},{4}},andG is
a complete graph. If we apply the greedy algorithm In [1] ie MCSC problem, then
after{1,2} and{2, 3} are selected, the algorithm enters a deadlock.

To fix this problem, we modify the greedy algorithm to includet only cover-
adjacent subsets but also graph-adjacent subsets. Théedagtieedy algorithm for
the MCSC problem is presented below.

Input: (V,S,G).
Output: A connected set covéR.

1. Choose5, € S such that S| is the maximum, and [eR = {Sy} andU = S;.
2. WhileV \ U # () DO

2.1. For eaclts € S\ R which is cover-adjacertr graph-adjacentvith a set
in R, find a shortesk — S path Ps.

2.2. SelectPs with the minimum weight raticz(Ps) defined in [(1), and let
R = R U Ps (add all the subsets dfs to R) andU = U U C(Ps).

End while
3. Return R.
3. Approximation Ratio

In [E|], the approximation ratio of the greedy algorithm igeim to bel + D¢ (G) -
H(y — 1), wherey = max{|S] | S € S} is the maximum size of all the subsets in



S and H(+) is the harmonic function. In the proof, the authors assuraeftr every
subsetS* in the optimal solutioriR . to the MCSC problem, at least one of its elements
is covered by the subsgt selected by the greedy algorithm at step 1. In general, some
S* may not share any common elements wfith Thus, this assumption is invalid, and
the resulting approximation ratio is incorrect. In the éoling theorem, we establish
the approximation ratio of the modified greedy algorithmtfee MCSC problem. The
proof of this theorem does not require this assumption, atekes into account the
additional search of graph-adjacent subsets in the modifgatithm. Furthermore,

a stronger result on the approximation ratio is shown in tleop(see Lemmall).
Specifically, the approximation ratio is between the solutieturned by the algorithm
and the optimal solution to the set cover problem, and therl& always not greater
than the optimal solution to the MCSC problem.

Theorem 1. Given an MCSC probelitV, S, GG), the approximation ratio of the modi-
fied greedy algorithm is at mo&lc (G) (1 + H(y— 1)), wherey = max{|S| | S € S}
is the maximum size of the subsets§iand H (-) is the harmonic function.

PrROOF We show a lemma stronger than the above theorem.

Lemmal. Let R* be an optimal solution to the set cover probldii, S}, and R
returned by the modified greedy algorithm for the MCSC pnoi([¥, S, G). Then we
have that

R
R+~

< Do(G)(1+ H(y—1)).

Let R}, be an optimal solution to the MCSC problgii, R, G). Since|R*| <
|R& |, Theorenidl follows from Lemnid 1.

ProoF oFLEMMA [I. The proof is based on the classic charge argument. Eaeh tim
a subset (at step 1) or a shorte® — S path P (at step 2) is selected to be added
to R, we charge each of the newly covered eIemqﬁﬁ(at step 1) oe(P¢) defined

in (@) (at step 2). During the entire procedure, each elerokt is charged exactly
once. Assume that step 2 is completediin— 1 iterations. LetP§, be the shortest

R — S path selected by the algorithm at iteratioret w(a) denote the charge of an
elementv in V. Then we have

P K-1
Sen=y ¥ =y ¥ dBL_Simiem o
veV i=0 veC(P},) =0 veC(Pg;) i=0

whereP§, = {So}, |P&,| = 1, andC(P&,) = So.
Suppose thaR* = {57, ..., Sy} is a minimum set cover fofV,S}. Since an
element ofl” may be contained in more than one subseRof it follows that

> gﬁzz (3)

veV



Next we will show an inequality which bounds from above th&ltteharge of a
subsetirR*, i.e.,foranyS* € R*,

> w(v) < Deo(G)(1+ H(|S*| - 1)). (4)

vES*

Letn; (¢ =0,1, ..., K) be the number of elements 8f that have not been covered
by S after iterationi— 1, where step 1 is considered as iteratiolNotice thatig = |.S*|
andny = 0. Let{iy, ..., i} denote the subsequence{of= 0, 1, ..., K — 1} such that
n; —n;p1 > 0, 1.e.,atiterations = iy, ..., i, at least one element 6f is covered by
P, for the first time. For each elementcovered at iteration, if i; = 0, based on
the greedy rule at step 1, we have

w(v) = e(P,) < — (5)

nil

Otherwise, depending on whether a cover-adjacent subaejraph-adjacent subset is
selected at iteration,

P35, | ,
w(e) = e(Py, ) = | P (coveradacenil__ Do(@)
“a —— (graph-adjacent)| ~ 7, — 141
[SE)

The inequality in [(b) is due to three facts: @), is cover-adjacent withk, lead-
ing to |P§i1| < De(G); (i) Pg, ~covers at leasb;, — n(;,+1) elements ofl/, i.e.,
|C(Pg, ) = niy, = 1,41, (if) De(G) = 1. Combining [b) and{6) yields

Dc(G)

Mgy — Ny 41)

(7)

w(v) <

The proofin Iﬂ.] does not consider the case 0# 0, leading to the wrong inequality

1

Ny = Ny 41)

w(v) <

Consider two cases:

(i) Ifall the elements of5™ are covered after iteration, i.e.,n(;, +.1) = 0, then

) < Y 299 poo), ®)

n
veS* veS* 0

(ii) If not all the elements ofs* are covered byR after iterationiy, S* becomes
cover-adjacent witik and thus a candidate for being selected at the following
iterations. Then based on the greedy rule at step 2, we havéothan element
v € S* covered at iteration; (j = 2,..., k),

| P+ Dc(G)
=e(P: ) <e(Pg:) = < ) 9
w(v) = e(Ps,) < e(Ps-) = o < = ©)

J




Notice that if Ps- is selected at iteratioi}, at least;; elements will be covered
for the first timej.e., |C(Ps-)| > n; .

It follows from (Z[9) that

G
Z w(v) < (nil - (z1+1)) =+ Z Ni; — n(zj-i-l) ( )

veES*
Mg, — Moy
(1 2 : J G+ )) (10)

Here we have used the factthat, 1) = n; ,,,. Itis because between iteration
i; and iterationi(; 1), no elements of™ are covered.

For the summation term if_(IL0), we have the following inedyal

k

g, — nz(m) 1 1 1
e
=2 = iy Ty T 1 iy T 1

— H(n,) < H(S*| - 1), (11)

The last inequality is due to the fact that < n;, — 1 =[5*| — 1.
Eqn. [3) is a direct consequencelaf (8).1(10), (11). Tissing [2E4),

IRl = Zw(v)SZZwU

veV i=1veS}
N
< Y De(G)(1+ H(SF|—1))

< De(@)(1+ H(y - 1)[R". 0

Let n = |V| be the number of elements df. Then the approximation ratio of
the modified greedy algorithm B¢ (G)(1 + H(y — 1)) = O(Inn). Since the set
cover problem is a special case of the MCSC problem whereukiéiary graphG is
complete and the best possible approximation ratio foréhemver problem i) (In n)
(unless NP has slightly superpolynomial time aIgorithrﬁi) fhe modified greedy
algorithm achieves the order-optimal approximation ratio

4. Connection with Connected Dominating Set Problem

A dominating set of a graph is a subset of vertices such thertyevertex of the
graph is either in the subset or a neighbor of some vertexeistivset. The connected
dominating set (CDS) problem asks for a dominating set ofirmim size where the
subgraph induced by the vertices in the dominating set isected. It is not difficult
to show that the CDS problem is a special MCSC problem. Spalifj given an
undirected graptif = (V, E), we can derive an MCSC problef¥, S, G) from the
CDS problem offf as follows:



(i) the universe seY is the vertex seV” of H;

(if) Foreach vertex € V, create a subsét, = {v} U {all neighbors ofv} of V' in
S;

(iii) the auxiliary graphG is the same as the given graphexcept that each vertex
of H is replaced bys,, as illustrated in Fid.J1.

It can be shown that by exchanging the vertex suSsetith the vertexv, the optimal
solution to the derived MCSC problem is equivalent to theémalt solution to the CDS
problem.

U1 {’Ul,’UQ,'U;l}
V4 /U43/U13U37U7}
{vs
(%rd {U7,U3,U4}
V2 {UQavlva}
U6 Vg, U:
Us {0571}3;1)8 { o 3}
Vs U87U5}
H G

Figure 1: An illustration of the auxiliary grapf' derived from the given grapH.

Guha and Khuller propose a greedy algorithm (Algorithm B}) for CDS problem
with an approximation rati@(1 + H(y — 1)), wherey = max{|S,| | v € V} and
~ — 1 is the maximum degree of the verticesfih The modified greedy algorithm for
the MCSC problem reduces to the greedy algorithm of [3] whaplied to the CDS
problem. Notice thaDq(G) = 2 for the derived MCSC problem, since two vertex
subsetsS,; andS,. are overlapping if and only if their corresponding verticggand
vy have at least one common neighbor. We see that the apprasimratio of the
modified greedy algorithm established here is consistetit thie one shown irﬂS],
while the original approximation ratio obtained it [1] istno
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