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Abstract

Consider a graph with nonnegative node weight. A vertex subset is called a CDS (connected
dominating set) if every other node has at least one neighbor in the subset and the subset
induces a connected subgraph. Furthermore, if every other node has at least m neighbors
in the subset, then the node subset is called a (1, m)CDS. The minimum-weight (1, m)CDS
problem aims at finding a (1, m)CDS with minimum total node weight. In this paper, we
present a new polynomial-time approximation algorithm for this problem with approximation

ratio 2H (dmax + m — 1), where dpax is the maximum degree of the given graph and H(+) is
the Harmonic function, i.e., H(k) = Zle 1.
Keywords: minimum-weight connected m-fold dominating set, approximation algorithm.

1 Introduction

For a graph G = (V, E), where V is the node set and E is the edge set, a node subset C is a
dominating set (DS) of G if any v € V' \ C has at least one neighbor in C. A dominating set C'
is a connected DS (CDS) of G if G[C] is connected, where G[C] is the subgraph of G induced
by C. The nodes in C are called dominators, and those in V' \ C are called dominatees. The
minimum CDS (MinCDS) problem aims to find a CDS with the minimum cardinality /weight.

MinCDS has wide applications in many fields, including computer science, engineering, and
operations research. For example, in a wireless sensor network (WSN), CDSs serve as virtual
backbones [1, 2], they can save energy and reduce interference while maintaining information
sharing.

The sensors in a WSN are prone to failures due to accidental damage or battery depletion.
Therefore a fault-tolerant virtual backbone should be maintained. The minimum k-connected
m-fold CDS (Min(k, m)CDS) problem was proposed for this purpose [3]. A node subset C' is a
(k,m)CDS if every node in V'\ C has at least m neighbors in C' and the induced subgraph G[C]
is k-connected.
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MinCDSs have been extensively studied, especially in unit disk graphs, UDGs, a widely
adopted model of homogeneous WSNs. When nodes have nonnegative weights, the node-
weighted versions, namely, minimum weight CDSs (MinWCDSs), have also achieved significant
progress in UDGs [4,[5, 16, [7]. However, studies on MinWCDSs in general graphs are in a different
situation. In 1999, Guha and Khuller [§] designed a (1.35 + ¢) In n-approximation algorithm for
MinWCDSs, where n is the number of nodes. In real applications, dy,.x might be much smaller
than n where 0., is the maximum degree of the input graph. Therefore, one usually expects
to replace Inn by In dnyax. However, this expectation became a long-standing open problem. In
fact, techniques provided in [8] do not have enough power to do so. Until 2018, with discovery of
different techniques, Zhou et al. [9] presented an (H (dmax +m) + 2H (0max — 1))-approximation
algorithm for the minimum-weight (1, m)CDS (MinW(1,m)CDS) problem, where H(-) is the
Harmonic function, i.e., H(k) = Z?:l 2 <Ink+1 (however, there is a flaw in this work, please
see discussion in Section M)

In this paper, using a completely new idea of analysis, we design a new algorithm for the
MinW (1, m)CDS problem in a general graph to achieve approximation ratio 2H (dyax +m — 1).
Note that our ratio is better than that in [9] even if its flaw can be fixed.

2 Preliminaries

We first give a formal definition of the problem and some preliminary results.

Let G = (V,E) be a connected graph and C be a node subset of V. Denote by G[C]
the subgraph of G induced by C, N¢(u) the set of neighbors of v in C', N(u) = Ny (u), and
deg(u) =| N(u) |. For C €V, N(C) = (Uyec N(u)) \ C denotes the open neighborhood of C'.

The formal definition of the MinW (k, m)CDS problem is as follows.

Definition 2.1 (the minimum weight k-connected m-fold dominating set (MinW(k, m)CDS)
problem). Let G be a connected graph on node set V' and edge set E, k and m be two positive
integers, and ¢ : V' — R™ be a cost function on the nodes. A node subset C' C V is a (k, m)CDS
if every node in V'\ C' is adjacent to at least m nodes of C', and G[C], the subgraph of G induced
by C, is k-connected (that is, G[C] remains connected after removing at most & — 1 nodes). The
MinW (k, m)CDS problem aims to find a (k, m)CDS with the minimum cost, where the cost of
node set C'is ¢(C) = Y . c(v).

A set function f :2Y — R¥ is monotone nondecreasing if f(A) < f(B) for any A C B C V;
it is submodular if f(AUB)+ f(ANB) < f(A)+ f(B) for any A, B C V. For node sets A,B C V,
let
Aaf(B) = f(AUB) - f(B)
be the marginal profit of A over B. The following results are well-known properties for monotone
and submodular functions (see, for example, [10]).

Lemma 2.2. A set function f is monotone nondecreasing if and only if A,f(A) > 0 holds
for any A CV and u € V; it is submodular if and only if Ay f(A) > A, f(B) holds for any
A C B C E and u € V \ B; it is monotone nondecreasing and submodular if and only if
Ay f(A) > Ay f(B) holds for any ACBCE andu e V.

The following is a property of a submodular function.

Lemma 2.3. If f : 2V — R" is a submodular function, then for any subsets A,B CV,

ApfA) < Y Auf(A).

veB\A
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3 Main Results

Let us first describe our algorithm and then give analysis.

3.1 Algorithm

The algorithm uses a greedy strategy. In each iteration, it selects a most cost-effective star. The
cost-effectiveness of a star depends on a potential function g designed as follows.
For a node subset C C V and a node u € V, define

- { gD, revie
9(C)= > qow),
ueV\C

p(C) = the number of components of G[C],
F(C) =p(C) +4(O).

For a node set U C V' \ C, denote by NC¢(U) the set of components of G[C] which are adjacent
to U. Every component in NC¢(U) is called a component neighbor of U in C' (if a component
of G[C] has nonempty intersection with U, then it is also viewed as a component neighbor of
U). For a node u € V, we use S, to denote some star with center u, that is, S, is a subgraph
of G induced by some edges between node v and some of u’s neighbors. In particular, a single
node is a trivial star. In the following, we treat S, as a star as well as the set of nodes in the
star. For a node set C, a node u € V' \ C, and a star S, suppose S;, \ {u} = {uy,...,us} has
c(uy) < -+ < c(us), define

Su(,, .\ 07 qC(ul) > 07
be (i) = { min{1, — Ay, F(C)}, go(us) = 0 (1)
where C; = C U {u,uq,...,u;—1}. Let

90(Su) = =Auf(C) + Y b (us). (2)
=1

The cost-effectiveness of star S, with respect to a node set C' is defined to be go(Sy)/c(Su)-

Pseudo codes of the main algorithm is presented in Algorithm [l It iteratively adds a most
cost-effective star to the current set C. We shall show latter in Lemma [3.3] that such a star can
be found efficiently by Algorithm 2

3.2 Finding a Most Cost-Effective Star

Before showing how to find out a most cost-effective star, we first give some properties for
functions p, g and f.

Lemma 3.1. Set functions —q(C), —p(C) and —f(C') satisfy the following properties.

(a) —q(C) is monotone nondecreasing and submodular;

(b1) for any node set C' and node u ¢ C, —Aup(C) > —1, equality holds if and only if u is
not adjacent with C;

(ba) for any connected node set C' and any node u € V'\ (C'UC"), we have

—Aup(CUC) < =Aup(C) +1,



Algorithm 1
Input: A connected graph G = (V, E).
Output: A node set C' which is a (1, m)-CDS of G.
1: Set C « 0.
2: while 3 a star S, with go(S,) > 0 do
3: Use Algorithm 2] to compute a most cost-effective star S, = arg max T
S.CV\C
C+CuUsS,
end while
: Output C.

> g

Algorithm 2
Input: A connected graph G = (V, E), a node set C C V.
Output: A most cost-effective star 5, with respect to C.

1: for each u € V'\ C do

2: Sy — {u}

3 if gc(u) =0 then

4: N, < the set of nodes in N (u) satisfying (i77) and (iv) of Lemma
5: Order the nodes in N, as uq,...,us such that c(uy) < -+ < c(ug).
6
7
8

for j=1,...,sdo
If b2 (u;) = 1 and o > 9904 “then 5, « S, U {u;}.

c(uy) c(Su)
end for
9: end if
10: end for

11: Output S, < arg max{gc(Sy)/c(Sy) : w € V'\ C}, giving priority to trivial star.

equality holds only when G[C'] is not adjacent with G[C] and node w is adjacent with G[C'];
(¢) —f(C) is monotone nondecreasing.

Proof. For any node sets C; € Cy C V and node v € V, we have q¢,(u) > qcy(u). So,
a(C1) = Xuency 401 () = D uen o, e, (u) = ¢(C2) and thus —g is monotone nondecreasing.
Furthermore, for any u € V' \ Cy, we have —A,q(C1) = qo, (u)+ | {v € N(u) : q¢, (v) > 0} |>
qo,(w)+ | {v € N(u) : qc,(v) > 0} |= —Auq(C2), and thus —q is submodular. Property (a) is
proved.

Note that adding node u into C' will merge those components of G[C] which are adjacent
with u into one big component of G[C U {u}]. So,

— Aup(C) =| NCe(u) | =1 > —1. (3)

Inequality becomes equality if and only if | NC¢o(u) |= 0, which holds if and only if u is not
adjacent with C. Property (b;) is proved.

By equality @), —A,p(CUC") — (=Aup(C)) =| NCeycr(u) | — | NCe(u) |. Since C” is a
connected node set, adding C’ into C' will merge those components of G[C] which are adjacent
with C’ or have nonempty intersection with C’ into one component. So, | NCoycr(u) |>|
NC¢(u) | happens only when G[C'] is a component of G[C' U C’] and u is adjacent with C’, in
which case | NCoyucr(u) |=| NCe(u) | +1 and —A,p(CUC") — (—A,p(C)) = 1. In all the other
cases, we have —A,p(CUC") — (—A,p(C)) < 0. Hence property (by) is proved.

By properties (a), (b1) and Lemma 2.2] we have —A,, f(C) = —Ayq(C) — Ayp(C) > —1, and
equality holds only when —A,¢(C) = 0 and —A,p(C) = —1. Since —A,p(C) = —1 implies that



w is not adjacent with C' and thus go(u) = m, we have —A,q(C) > go(u) > 0. So, —A,f(C) >0
holds for any node set C' and any u € V' \ C, which is equivalent to say that —f is monotone
nondecreasing. O

As a corollary of the above lemma, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.2. Let C be a node set and S, be a star rooted at u. Suppose Sy, \{u} = {u1,...,us}
and c(uy) < c(ug) < -+ < c(us). For anyi € {1,...,s}, denote by prec(u;) = {u,uy,...,ui—1}.
Then —Ay, f(C U prec(u;)) > 0 and equality holds if and only if —Ay,q(C U prec(u;)) =
—Ay,p(C Uprec(u;)) = 0.

Proof. By the monotonicity of —¢, we have —A,,¢(C U prec(u;)) > 0. Since prec(u;) is a
connected set and wu; is adjacent with prec(u;), by property (by) of Lemma B, we have
—Ay,p(C U prec(u;)) > 0. So, —Ay, f(C Uprec(u;)) > 0, and —A,, f(C U prec(u;)) = 0 if
and only if —A,,.q(C Uprec(u;)) = —Ay,p(C Uprec(u;)) = 0. O

A simple relation will be used in the proof: for four positive real numbers a, b, ¢, d:

a+b_ b a—l—b b
a Z
crdd cZexrd>d )

b 1 . . . . 1
This is because ‘CIIS = dE L; > % implies 7 > ¢, and then implies ‘CITJFS = ZE 11 5
The next lemma shows that there exists a most cost-effective star which has some special

properties.

Lemma 3.3. Let C be a node set of graph G. There exists a most cost-effective star S, with
respect to C' such that for any v € V(Sy) \ {u}, the following properties hold:

(1) bS“( ) =1

(i) oy = 9¢(Su)/c(Su);
(#i1) qo(v) = 0;
(

iv) | NCc(v) |=1 and the component of G[C] adjacent with v is not adjacent with w.

Proof. Let S, be a most cost-effective star. If V(S,) = {u}, then S, satisfies the above con-
ditions. In the following, we assume that there is no trivial most cost-effective star. Suppose
V(Su) = {u,u1,ug,...,us} and c(ug) < c(ug) < ... < c(usg).

Proof of property (i). We first show that for any 1 < i <s,

ber (ug) < g™ (uy). (5)

If go(u;) > 0, then both bg“(uj) = bg“_ui(uj) = 0, and (@) trivially holds. So, suppose
gc(uj) = 0. In this case, bg“ (uj) is determined by —A,, f(C U {u,u1,...,u;-1}). By Lemma
B.1 and Lemma 2.2] for any 1 <1i <'s,

— Ay q(CU{u,ur, ... uj-1})
— Ay;p(CU{u,uy, ..., uj-1})

ujq(CU{U,Ul,...,Ui_l,Ui+1,...,'Z,Lj}) and (6)

< -A
< Aujp(CU{u,ul,...,ui_l,qu,...,u]—})+1. (7)

In fact, () can be improved to

_Aujp(c U {u7u17 s 7uj—1}) < _Au]p(o U {u7u17 sy Up—1, U415 - - - ,Uj}),



because u; is adjacent with u and thus the inequality in (b1) of Lemma [B.I]is strict. Combining
this with (@), we have

—Aujf(CU {u,ur,...,uj—1}) < —Aujf(CU {w,ur, .. U1, U1, -, U}, (8)

and thus (@) is proved.
Next, we show that
for any 1 <i < s, bt (u;) # 0. 9)

Suppose ([@)) is not true, and j is an index with bg" (uj) = 0. Then by (),

gC(S ) = _Auf ‘|‘ stu uz

= go(Su — uj)- (10)
Combining this with ¢(S,) = ¢(Sy — u;) + c(u;) > ¢(Sy — u;), we have

9o (Su — uy) > 9o (Su)
c(Su—u;) = c(Su)’

(11)

and thus S, — u; is a more cost-effective star than .S, contradicting the assumption on S,. So

property (@) is proved.
By the definition of bg“ (uj) in (), we have bg“ (uj) € {0,1}, and thus property (i) follows

from (@).

Proof of property (ii). We prove that for any j =1,...,s,

1 > gC(Su)

) > e(Sa) (12)

Note that for any 7 > 7, we have bg“ (uj) = bg“_“i(uj). For any ¢ < j, by (@) and property (i),
we have 1 = bg“(uj) < bg“_“i(uj) < 1, and thus bg“(uj) = bg“_“i(uj) = 1. In other words,
bg“ (uj) = bg“_“i (u;) for any i # j. Hence

90(Su) = go(Su — uj) + b3 (u;) = go(Su — uy) + 1.

Since S, is a most cost-effective star, we have

go(Su —wj) _ go(Su) _ _go(Su—u;) +1
c(Sy—uj) = c(Su)  e(Su—uy)+c(u;)’

Combining this with (@), we have inequality (I2)). Thus property (i¢) is proved.
Proof of property (iii). This property directly follows from property (i) and the definition

of bg“ in ().
Before proving property (iv), we first prove

- Aujf(c) = _AujQ(C) = _Aujp(c) =0. (13)



Suppose j is an index with —A,; f(C) # 0. Then by the monotonicity of —f (see Lemma [3.T),
we have —A,; f(C) > 1. Combining this with inequality (I2), for the trivial star {u;}, we have

go{u}) _ ~Ba, f(C) 1 go(Su)

c(uy) cluj) 7 eluy) T e(Su)

which implies that {u;} is a most cost-effective star, contradicting our assumption that there is
no trivial most cost-effective star. So, —A,, f(C) = 0.

Notice that gc(u;) = 0 means u; is dominated by at least m nodes in C. So, u; is adjacent
with C', and thus by (b1) of Lemma [B.I, we have —A,;p(C) > 0. By the monotonicity of —g,
we have —A,,q(C) > 0. Hence in order that —A,, f(C) = 0, we must have —A,,;p(C) = 0 and
—Ay;q(C) = 0. Equalities in (I3]) are proved.

Proof of property (iv). Notice that —A,,p(C) = 0 implies that u; is adjacent with exactly
one component of G[C]. If this component is also adjacent with u, then we also have —A,,;p(C'U
prec(u;)) = 0 (notice that by the star structure, prec(u;) are in a same component of G[C' U
prec(u;)]). By the monotonicity and submodularity of —g, we have 0 < —A,,q(C Uprec(u;)) <
—Ay;q(C) = 0, and thus —A,;q(C U prec(uj)) = 0. But then —A,, f(C' U prec(u;)) = 0 and
thus bg“ (uj) = 0, contradicting property (i). Hence the unique component of G[C] adjacent
with u; is not adjacent with w. The proof is completed. O

The following lemma shows that a most cost-effective star can be found efficiently.

Lemma 3.4. For a node set C of graph G, a most cost-effective star satisfying Lemma[3.3 can
be found in time O(n?), where n is the number of nodes in G.

Proof. The computation method is described in Algorithm 2l For each v € V'\ C, the algorithm
finds a most cost-effective star centered at u, which satisfies Lemma (this will be proved in
the following), denote it as S,. A most cost-effective star with respect to C' is the best one of
{Sy: u € V\C}. The reason why priority is given to trivial star is: if the output is a nontrivial
star, then no trivial star is most cost-effective, and property (I3]) holds, which brings more
structural property to be used in the analysis.

The algorithm is illustrated by the example in Fig. [, and the proof of the correctness is
divided into two steps.

U2 U3 Ug

Figure 1: An illustration of the execution of Algorithm 2l Every u; (i = 1,2,3,4) is adjacent

with exactly one component of G[C] (indicated by big circle) which is not adjacent with the
center u. Suppose c(u1) < c(ug) < ¢(uz) < ¢(uq) and only uy has its cost c(ug) > %. The
blackened structure is the final S;,. The reason why node us is not added into .S, is because

bg“ (u2) = 0. Node uy is not added into S, because its cost is too large to satisfy property (ii).

Claim 1. The star S, computed by the algorithm satisfies the four properties described in
Lemma [3.3]



Notice that if go(u) > 0, then for any neighbor v of u, we have —A,q(C) > 0, violating
property (iii). Hence, only when go(u) = 0, we need to consider a nontrivial star (through line
3 to line 9 of Algorithm [2]).

Denote by N, the set of nodes in N(u) satisfying properties (¢i7) and (iv). The feet of S,
can only be taken from N,. The idea of the algorithm is to start from the trivial star S, = {u},

and sequentially check nodes of N, in increasing order of costs. If properties (i) and (ii) are

C(uj) - C(Sﬁu'r“r-) for the current

satisfied, then expand S,. What needs to be explained is: why
1 go (S

cluj) = ¢(sfmeh
uy is the last node added into S,,. Denote S} = S{:mal — uyp. Since uy is eligible to be added by
the algorithm, we have C(zlu) > gcc(é%%‘;) and b2 (ug) = 1. Tt follows that go(S5™™) = go(Su)+1,
and thus ,

go (S go(Su) + 1

c(simaty  e(Suf) + clug)”

for the final star 37" computed by the algorithm. Suppose

star SS*" implies

Then by (@), we have
L ge(Si™) _ ge(Su)
C(Ug) — C(S{:inal) — c(sgg) .
Si)jinal
= gcc((SW’>)‘

It should be remarked that similarly to the derivation for the right side of inequality (I4]),
by induction on the feet of S, in the reverse order of their addition into S, it can be seen that
go(S1)/e(SE) < go(S7)/c(SY) for i < j, where S¢ is the current star when u; is added. As a
corollary,

(14)

Since ¢(uj) < ¢(ug), we also have C(ij)

gC(SL];inal) . gC(Szurr)
C(ngal) — C(Sﬁurr)

(15)

throughout the process.
Claim 2. The computed star 5, is indeed most cost-effective.
Let S be a most cost-effective star centered at w which satisfies those properties in Lemma
3.3l We shall prove that
go(Su) _ go(Sy)
o(Su)  e(SE)

First consider the case that S} C S,. If S} = S,, then (I8) is obviously true. So, suppose

(16)

Su\Ss # 0. Let uj be a maximum-cost node of S, \ S;. By property (i), C(%J) > gcc((s‘i%).
Notice that any star S, satisfying property (i) has go(Sy) = —A,f(C)+ | Sy \ {v} |. So,

9c(Su) = gc(Sp)+ | Su\S; |- Then by the assumption that w; has the maximum cost in
Sy \ S, we have

|Su\SZ| > 1 >gC(Su) :gC(SZ)+|Su\SZ|
c(Su\ Sz) ~ clu;) T c(Su) c(S%) +c(Sy \ Sx)
Then by (@), we have gcC((S‘?S) > gcc(g%), and thus gcc(gi’s) = gcc((Siij)) by the optimality of S:.
Next, consider the case when S} \ S, # 0. Consider a node u; € S\ S,. By Lemma 3.3l and
observation (IHl),

1 9o (SE) _ gc(Su) _ go(SET)
(ug) = o(S5) T e(Sw) © e(Sg)

So, the reason why u; is not added into S,, is because bg" (uj) = 0, that is, —A,, f(CUprev(u;)) =
0. By Lemma [3.2] we have —A, p(C'Uprev(u;)) = 0, which implies that the unique component
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of G[C] adjacent with u; is also adjacent with a node uy with ¢ < j which has been added into
S, before. Note that for those nodes in N, which are adjacent with the same component of
G|[C], in order that bg“ has value 1, at most one of them can belong to S;. So, uy € S;;. Let
S, = Sy +ur—u;. Then go(S}) = gc(S ). Since uy is ordered before u;, we have c(uy) < c(u;).

Then

gc(Sy) _ gc(S,) < 9c(8) _ gc(5)

c(S5)  e(Sh) +elug) —clug) = e(S,) T e(SE)
It follows that c(u¢) = c(u;) and gcc((;;)) = gcc((si”l‘)), which implies that S!, is also a most cost-
effective star satisfying Lemma B3] Notice that S/, and S, have one more common foot. Pro-
ceeding like this, by an inductive argument on | Sk \ Sy |, it can be shown that S, is also most
cost-effectiveness.

The correctness of Algorithm 2] follows from Claim 1 and Claim 2. As to the time complexity,

note that for any v € V' \ C, the algorithm only considers v and N(u) at most once, so the time
spent by the algorithm is at most 2 | F(G) |, which is O(n?). O

3.3 Feasibility and Approximation Ratio

Before proving that the output of Algorithm [ is a feasible solution with the desired approxi-
mation ratio, we first prove two technical lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Let C' be a node set and S, be a most cost-effective star satisfying the properties
in Lemmal33. Then go(Sy,) = —Ag, f(C).

Proof. The lemma holds if S, is a trivial star. So in the following, we consider nontrivial star.
In this case, ([I3]) holds for any node v € S, \ {u}. In particular, —A,q(C) = 0. Then by the
monotonicity and submodularity of —¢, we have

0< ASu\{u}Q(C U {u} Z Avq C U {u} Z Ayq(C
veS\{u} vESL\{u}

So, =Ag,\(uye(CU{u}) =0, and thus —Ag,\ () f(CU{u}) = =Ag,\ (uyp(CU{u}). By property
(1) and (7v) (note that these properties imply that those unique component neighbors of distinct
feet of S, are distinct), we have

—Ag, f(C) = —Auf(C) = Ag\fuy (C U {u})
— Ag\{u3P(C U {u})

+ [ Su\ {u} |

The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 3.6. For two node sets C,C" C V(G), suppose there is an edge uwv with u € C'\ C,
veV\(CUC), and qc(v) > 0. Then, —Acrq(C) + (—Auq(C)) > —Acrupnq(C) + 1.



Proof. By the assumption u,v € C, qc(v) > 0, and v is adjacent with u, we have gco(v) =
qoufuy(v) + 1. Combining this with the submodularity of —g, we have

—Ayq(C) = qc(v)+ [ {z € N(v): gc(x) > 0} |
> qoufuy(v) + 1+ [ {2 € N(v): qouquy(z) > 0} |
= -A,q(CU{u}) +1

> A, q(Cul’)+1.

It follows that
—Acrq(0) + (=Auq(C)) = =Acrq(C) = Apg(CUC") + 1 = —Acnyyq(C) + L.
The lemma is proved. O

The following result is a folklore for dominating set, which can be found, for example, in
Wan et al. [11].

Lemma 3.7. Suppose C is a dominating set of G and G|C] is not connected. Then, the two
nearest components of G[C] are at most three hops away.

The next lemma shows that the algorithm outputs a feasible solution.
Lemma 3.8. The output C of Algorithm[d is a (1,m)-CDS of graph G.

Proof. First, we show that C' is an m-DS of G. If not, then there exists a node u € V' \ C' with
go(u) > 0. If u is adjacent with C, then —A,p(C) > 0 and —A,q(C) > go(u) > 0. In this case,
—A,f(C) > 0. If u is not adjacent with C, since G is connected, we may consider such u which
is adjacent with a node v € (V' \ C) N N(C). In this case, —A,p(C) > 0 and —A,q(C) > 0 (at
least the covering requirement of u is reduced by 1), and thus —A, f(v) > 0. In any case, there
is a node = with —A,f(C) > 0 and thus S, = z is a star with go(S;) = —ALf(C) > 0, which
implies that Algorithm [I will not terminate. So, at the termination, C' is an m-DS.

Next, we show that G[C] is connected. If not, then by Lemma [B.7], there exists one node u
(or two adjacent nodes u,v) adding which can connect two components of G[C]. Such node u
(or adjacent nodes u,v) can be viewed as a star S, with go(S,) > 0. Hence the algorithm will
not terminate if G[C] is not connected. O

Theorem 3.9. Let C* be an optimal solution to a MinW(1,m)-CDS instance on graph G, and
C be the output of Algorithm[D. Then ¢(C') < 2H (Omax +m — 1)c(C*), where H(y) = >, 1/i
is the yth Harmonic number and dmax 45 the mazimum degree of G.

Proof. Let Si,S5,...,84 be the stars chosen by Algorithm [lin the order of their selection into
set C. For i = 1,2,...,g, denote C; = S;USy;U...US;, and let Cy = (). Furthermore, let
ri = gc;_, (Si) and w; = %5}) By Lemma [3.5] we have

i = gc, 1 (Si) = —Ag, f(Ci-1). (17)

Suppose | C* |=t and T is a spanning tree of G[C*]. Order nodes in C* as u,...,u; such
that a parent is ordered before its children, and brothers are ordered in non-decreasing order of
costs. For i =1,2,...,t, denote C} = {uy,...,u;}, and let Cj = (). Furthermore, let Y; be the
sub-star of T rooted at u;. Then, T is divided into the union of stars T =Y; UYo U---U Y.
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Forie {l,...,9} and j € {1,...,t}, let a; ; = gc,(Y;) and w;1 = ... = w;r, = w;. For any
c(Y)

integer 1 < ¢ < ag;, denote b; , =
The idea for the following proof. Let A = |J%_; A; with A4; = {w;1,...,wi,,}, and
B={b11,---,b1a91, b2,1,---1b2,005, 5011, bt g} If

there is an injective mapping h : A — B such that w < h(w) for any w € A, (18)

then we shall have
ao,; t

e(5) = S w< S hw) <303 by = 3 Hag)elY)),
7j=1

i=1 weA weA /=1 j=1

I
.M‘Q

where the second equality holds because ¢(S;) = wir; = Y_,¢ 4, w, and the second inequality
holds because of “injection”. Note that ag ; = gy(Y;), and b;)/j (v) = 0 holds for any v € Y; \ {u;}
(since gp(v) = m > 0). So,

ao; = =Dy, f(0) = m +deg(uj) =1 < m + dpax — 1. (19)

Combining this with the fact that every node of C* appears in at most two Y;’s, we have

t
c(Cy) < H(0max +m —1) ZC ) < 2H (Omax +m — 1)c(C*).
j=1

Constructing a mapping h satisfying (I8). The construction is based on the following
two claims.

Claim 1. For any 1 <i < g, Zf:i r < Z§'=1 a1,

Using (I7) and the fact f(Cy) = 1, the left-hand side can be written as

Zn Z —Ag f(Cr1)) = Y (f(Cra) = F(C1))
=i

=i

= f(Ci-1) — f(Cy) = f(Ci—1) — 1
=q(Ci—1) +p(Ci—1) — 1. (20)

For each j € {2,...,t}, denote by j® the index for the parent of node u; in tree T' (superscript
(p) indicates “parent”). Then the right-hand side can be written as

t t
Z Ai—1,5 = Z 90;-1 (Y5)
J=1 J=1

_z Wi+ | NCo () [ =1+ S bl (w)

uevos-)\{uj}
t
_ Z(_Auj )+ (INCe,, —t+ Z b J(’” (21)
j=1 J=1

where the second equality uses expression (3]).
Y.
Let X1 = {u; € C*\ {w} : bJ" (uj) = 1}, Xo = {u; € C*\ {w} : NCo,_,(u;) N
NCc; ,(Ci_y) # 0}, X5 = {u; € C*\{w1} : q¢, ,(uj) > 0}. Observe that

C*\{ul}gXlLJXQUXg. (22)
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Y.
In fact, for any node u; € C* \ {u1}, if u; ¢ X7 U X3, then bd(fi (uj) = 0 and g¢, ,(u;) = 0.

Note that gc, ,(u;) = 0 implies that NC¢, ,(u;) # 0. In order that bé(fi (uj) = 0, we have
—Ay,; f(Ci—1 Uprec(u;)) = 0. Then by Lemma 3.2, —A,;p(C;—1 Uprec(u;)) = 0, which implies
that any component in NC¢, , (u;) is adjacent with a node in prec(u;) C C7_;. Hence u; € X,
relation (22)) is proved.

As a consequence of (22]), we have

| Xu [+ | Xp [+ Xg [zt -1 (23)

Furthermore, by definition, we have
t
S bt Y ) (uy) = Xy | (24)
j=2

By the submodularity of —g¢, for any u; € C* \ {u1},
—Acr_q(Cim1) + (—Ay;q(Ci-1)) > —Ac:q(Ci-y). (25)

Furthermore, for any node u; € X3, by Lemma [3.6] and because u; is adjacent with W) € C]’-k_l,
we have

—Acr_q(Cim1) + (—Ay;q(Cim1)) 2 =Ac:q(Cimy) + 1. (26)
Inequalities (25]) and (26]) can be unified as

—Acr  4(Ci1) + (—Ay;q(Cim1)) =2 —Acxq(Ci1) + Lujexs,

—1

where 1,,¢x, is the indicator of whether u; € X3. Then,

t t
D (—Ayq(C Z — Acrq(Ci1) + Ay q(Ci1))+ | X3 |

=1
= AC;Q(Cz'—l) + Apq(Ci—1)+ | X3 |
= q(Ci—1)+ | X3, (27)

where the last equality uses the fact ¢(C; U C;—1) = 0 and —Ayq(C;—1) = 0.

For the second item of expression (2IJ), using the fact | NC¢, 1(C*) |= p(Ci—1) (since C*
dominates every node of C;_1) and the fact | NCc,_, (u;) " NC¢, ,(C;_;) [> 1 for any u; € Xo
(by the definition of X»), we have

t
Z | Ncciﬂ(uj) |
=1

t

= > (I NC¢,,(uj) \ NCe, ,(Cj_1) | + | NC¢,_,(uj) "\ NCe, ,(Ci—y) |)
j=1

> | NCo,, (C) | + | Xz [=p(Ci)+ [ Xa | . (28)
Combining inequalities (20), (23]), 24]), 27) and (28]), Claim 1 is proved.
Claim 2. a;; <apj forany 1 <i<gand1<j <t.

12



Let Ni(uj) = {v € N(uj) : qc,(v) > 0}, Na(uj) = N(u;) N C;, and N3(uj) = {v €
Y bé(v) = 1}. Then —A,q(Ci) = qo;(uj)+ | Ni(uy) |, | NCc;(uy) |<| Na(uy) |, and
Zvev(yj)\{uj} bg (v) =| N3(u;) |. Notice that Ni(u;), Na(u;), and N3(u;) are mutually disjoint.
In fact, since N3(u;) CY; C V'\ C;, we have No(u;) N N3(u;) = (). By the definition of bg" (v) in
(@), we have Ny (u;)NN3(u;) = 0. Since any node v € C; has q¢; (v) = 0, so Ni(u;) N Na(u;) = 0.
Hence | Ny(u;) | 1 | Naluuy) | + | No(us) |< deg(uz). Then

ai;=g0,(Y) = =D, f(C)+ > bi(v)
veV (Y;)\{u;}

= —0y,q(C) + (| NCo,(uy) | =D+ Y b (v)
veV (¥;)\{u;}

< (gc; (uj)+ [ Ni(uj) [) + (| Na(uy) | =1)+ | N3 (uy) |

< g, (uj) + deg(u;) — 1

<m+deg(uj) — 1 = agj,

where the last equality uses (I9). Claim 2 is proved.

Finishing the construction of h satisfying (I8): For i € {1,...,g}, let B; = U§:1{bj,1=
bj2;---bja;_y ;- By Claim 2, every B; is well defined and B; C B. By the greedy choice of S;,
WehzmveZLzl-:cT,—”j")<M (V1 <j<t). So,

— @i—1,j
w; < b holds for any b € B;. (29)

Next, we show that there exists an injection A on A such that

g
h(4;) C B; \ U h(Ay) for any i =g, —1,...,1, (30)
(=i+1

This can be proved by induction on 4 from g down to 1. First, using Claim 1 for ¢ = g, we have
| By |= 23:1 ag—1,j > rg =| Ag |. So, an injection from A, into B, exists. Suppose we have

established an injection h from J_; . | A, into UJ_;,, By with h(Ay) € By \ Uj_,; h(A,) for

any z € {i+1,...,9}. By | Bi\Ul_j;1 h(Ae) [> 35 qaiiny — S0y | Ac|= i ainy —
> 0_ii1Te > i =| Ai |, an injection from A; into B; \ UJ_,, | f(A) exists. When ¢ reaches 1,
an injection h satisfying (B0) is established. Combining (30]) with (29]), an injection h satisfying
(I8)) is found, and the theorem is proved. O

4 Conclusion and Discussion

CDSs were proposed by Das and Bhargharan [I] and Ephremides et al. [2] to serve as virtual
backbones in WSNs. There exist many results on CDS in the literature.

In unweighted case, the MinCDS problem in a general graph has received a sequence of efforts
[12], 13, 14]. The best approximation ratio is (In dmax+2) in [I3] or (14¢) In(dmax—1) in [14], where
¢ is an arbitrary positive real number. The MinCDS in UDG has polynomial-time approximation
shcemes (PTASs) [15, [16]. For the fault-tolerant Min(k,m)CDS problem in general graphs,
asymptotically tight approximations have been obtained for k = 1,2,3 and m > k [17, 18| [19].
For general constants m > k, a (2k — 1)In dypax-approximation algorithm was proposed by
Zhang et al. [20]. For the Min(k, m)CDS problem in UDGs, constant approximations have been

13



developed [21 17, 22, 18]. As for the weighted version of fault-tolerant virtual backbones, Shi
et al. [23] and Fukunaga [24] independently presented constant approximation algorithms for
the MinW (k, m)CDS problem in UDGs, and Nutov [25] proposed an O(kInn)-approximation
algorithm for general graphs, where the constant in the big O is at least 10. A question is: can
the constant in O be further reduced?

In weighted case, the MinWCDS problem in UDGs has several constant-approximations
[4, 6, B, B, 26]. However, it is still open whether there exists a PTAS. More information can
be found in [27, 28], 29]. For general graphs, progress on the MinWCDS problem is slow. In
1999, Guha and Khuller [§] proposed a (1.35 + ) In n-approximation algorithm. Until 2018,
[9] presented an asymptotic 31n dyax-approximation algorithm. However, the analysis in [9]
contains a flaw. Actually, an inequality in their derivation contains a small error term 1. This
small error accumulates to an uncontrollable error in the total weight. Existing methods seem
unable to correct this flaw. This is the motivation for the current paper.

In this paper, we presented a 2H (0,ax +m— 1)-approximation algorithm for the MinW (1, m)-
CDS problem in a general graph. Unlike the algorithm in [9], ours is a one-phase greedy algo-
rithm, where a most cost-effective star is selected in each iteration. The effectiveness of a star
is measured by a delicately designed potential function.

There are two difficulties addressed. First, since the number of stars is exponential, identi-
fying a most cost-effective star efficiently is challenging. We showed that under our potential
function, a most cost-effective star has a special structure and thus can be found in polynomial
time. Second, the potential function is not submodular, it eludes existing techniques used in
submodular optimization. Although our previous works [17, 18], [19] successfully dealt with some
cases of this problem for the cardinality version, those techniques cannot deal with the weighted
version. A small error in the potential function makes the weight accumulate to an uncontrol-
lable amount. In this paper, we proposed an amortized analysis, showing that although large
errors are inevitable in some steps, they can be compensated overall. The crucial part is to
establish an injective mapping from fragments of the computed solution to the fragments of the
optimal solution so that such compensation is possible.
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