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This paper addresses the problem of enumerating all supported efficient solutions
for a linear multi-objective integer minimum cost flow problem (MOIMCF). First,
we highlight an inconsistency in various definitions of supported nondominated vec-
tors for multi-objective integer linear programs (MOILP). Several characterizations
for supported nondominated vectors/efficient solutions are used in the literature,
which are equivalent in the non-integer case. However, they may lead to different
sets of supported nondominated vectors/efficient solutions for MOILPs. This mo-
tivates us to summarize equivalent definitions and characterizations for supported
efficient solutions and to distinguish between supported and weakly supported effi-
cient solutions. In this paper we derive an output-polynomial time algorithm to
determine all supported efficient solutions for MOIMCF problems. This is the first
approach that solves this general problem in output-polynomial time. Moreover, we
prove that the existence of an output-polynomial time algorithm to determine all
weakly supported nondominated vectors (or all weakly supported efficient solutions)
for a MOIMCF problem with a fixed number of d ≥ 3 objectives can be excluded,
unless P = NP.
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1 Introduction

The minimum cost integer network flow problem is a fundamental, well-studied problem
in combinatorial optimization [1, 2]. The problem has many real-world applications in
industry, and decision-making—among others the important transportation problem and
assignment problem reduce to the minimum cost network flow problem. As an example,
Chapter 19 of [1] specifies applications from inventory planning, data scaling, lot sizing,
location problems, DNA sequence alignment, and project management.

Given a directed graph with n nodes V = {v1, . . . , vn} and m arcs A = {e1, . . . , em},
non-negative arc costs and non-negative integer capacities, and an integer-valued sup-
ply/demand bv for each node v ∈ V , the task is to determine a b-flow, or referred to as
flow, with minimum total cost, i. e., a network flow that respects the capacities on all
arcs a ∈ A and has flow balance exactly bv in each node v ∈ V .

For the single-objective version of this problem, various polynomial algorithms exists.
We refer to [1] for a comprehensive overview. However, real-world problems often in-
volve multiple conflicting objectives, such that no solution simultaneously optimizes all
objectives. In such cases, one is interested in finding solutions with the property that
none of the objectives can be improved without deterioration of at least one other ob-
jective. Such a solution is called efficient solution and its image is called nondominated
vector. Finding all or a suitable subset of the efficient solutions/nondominated vectors
is the goal of multi-objective optimization (see [27] for a summary of solution concepts
in multi-objective optimization). Such a subset could be the set of all supported efficient
solutions, which are those efficient solutions that can be obtained as optimal solutions
of a weighted sum scalarization with weights strictly greater zero. Extreme supported
nondominated solutions can be characterized as extreme points of the upper image of
feasible outcome vectors, which is defined as the polyhedron given by the convex hull of
feasible outcome vectors plus the (closed) positive orthant.

Several characterizations exist for supported nondominated vectors/efficient solutions,
which are all equivalent in the non-integer case [7]. However, they may lead to different
sets of supported nondominated vectors/efficient solutions and have different properties
in the integer case. While convex optimization problems only contain supported efficient
solutions, integer problems can contain unsupported efficient solutions, namely efficient
solutions that are not supported. In the literature, supported nondominated vectors
are often characterized as nondominated vectors on the boundary of the upper image
and that they only lie on the nondominated frontier, which is defined as the union of
all maximally nondominated faces, whereas unsupported solutions are characterized as
nondominated vectors that lie in the interior of the upper image [10, 20]. Hereby, a
face of the upper image is called a nondominated face if all its points are nondominated.
A face F is called maximally nondominated if there is no other nondominated face
G such that F ⊂ G, this would imply that the dimension of G is greater than the
dimension of F . However, there may exist unsupported nondominated vectors that lie
on the boundary of the upper image or supported nondominated vectors that lie on
non-maximally nondominated faces, i. e., weakly nondominated faces and thus do not
lie on the nondominated frontier. This motivates us to distinguish between supported
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efficient solutions and weakly supported efficient solutions. A efficient solution is denoted
as weakly supported if it is an optimal solution of a weighted sum scalarization with non-
negative weights. In contrast to the definition of supportedness, weakly supportedness
allows single weights to have a value of zero. In order to avoid confusion, note that
weakly supported efficient solutions are efficient. However, their images may lie on
weakly nondominated faces, which could be dominated in the non-integer case. An
unsupported efficient solutions is then defined as an efficient solution which is neither
supported nor weakly supported. Then the following characterizations hold: While
the weakly supported nondominated vectors lie on the boundary of the upper image,
the supported nondominated vectors lie only on the nondominated frontier, i. e., only
on maximally nondominated faces. The unsupported nondominated vectors lie in the
interior of the of the upper image. We will lay out an example where the set of supported
efficient solutions is a proper subset of all weakly efficient solutions in Section 3.

Multi-objective integer minimum cost flow (MOIMCF) problems are much harder to
solve as compared to the single-objective case. MOIMCF had been reviewed in [15],
where the authors comment on the lack of efficient algorithms. However, since then
there still is a lack of efficient algorithms for determining supported efficient solutions
for MOIMCF problems and we give an overview of new results below.

While its linear relaxation, the multi-objective minimum cost flow problem (MOMCF),
has only supported efficient solutions, the multi-objective integer minimum cost flow
(MOIMCF) problem, on the other hand, can have supported, weakly supported and
unsupported efficient solutions.

There are several algorithms to determine efficient solutions for bi-objective integer
minimum cost flow (BOIMCF) problems, e.g., [9, 11, 21, 24, 25, 26]. Raith and Sedeño-
Noda introduced an enhanced parametric approach to determine all extreme efficient
solutions for BOIMCF problems [22]. However, there are only quite a few specific meth-
ods designed to determine all (or subsets) of the nondominated vectors in the objective
space (nor the corresponding efficient solutions in the decision space) for MOIMCF
problems [10, 13, 29].

Eusébio and Figueria [10] introduced an algorithm that enumerates all supported
nondominated vectors/efficient solutions for MOIMCF problems (assuming extreme sup-
ported solutions and corresponding weight vectors are given), based on zero-cost cycles
in the incremental graph associated with the corresponding parametric network flow
problems. They conclude, that their proposed algorithm is the first step in developing
further zero-cost cycle algorithms for solving MOIMCF problems. However, they do
not provide a specific method for determining those zero-cost cycles. As mentioned be-
fore, different definitions exist for supported efficient solutions, which lead to different
sets of supported efficient solutions, namely supported- and weaklysupported efficient
solutions. Using the definition in [10] would also include the weakly supported efficient
solutions. However, it can be shown that their proposed algorithm can only determine
all supported efficient solutions. We refer to the example in Section 2.

This paper proves that there is no output-polynomial time algorithm to determine
all weaklysupported nondominated vectors (or weaklysupported efficient solutions) for
a MOIMCF problem with a fixed number of objectives. In contrast, we derive output-
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polynomial enumeration algorithms to determine all supported efficient solutions, first for
the bi-objective case and afterwards for every fixed number of objectives. Here, output-
polynomial time refers to a computation time that can be bounded by a polynomial
in the input and output size. We refer to the paper of Johnson, Papadimitriou and
Yannakakis [16] for a detailed survey of output-sensitive complexity.

The approach consists of two phases: First, the algorithm determines all extreme
points of the upper image and the associated weight vector for each maximally non-
dominated face. Hence, the approach successively determines all efficient solutions for
each maximally nondominated face by determining all optimal solutions for the lin-
ear weighted-sum scalarization (single-objective parametric network flow) problem with
corresponding weight vector using the previously presented algorithm to determine all
optimum integer flows in a network [18]. The method successively searches for proper
zero-cost cycles in linear time by using a modified depth-first search technique.

Given a BOIMCF problem and using the enhanced parametric network approach [22]
to determine all N extreme nondominated points in O(N ·n(m + n log n)) time in a first
step, results in an O(N · n(m + n log n) + S(m + n)) time algorithm to determine all S
supported efficient solutions to a BOIMCF problem.

Given a MOIMCF problem with a fixed number of d objectives, the dual Benson’s
algorithm [8] can be used for the first phase. In addition, while the lexicographic MCFP
can be solved in polynomial time [15], we can use the lexicographic dual Benson’s algo-
rithm presented in [4], which determines all extreme nondominated vectors, all facets of

the upper image and the weight space decomposition in O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋(poly(n, m) + N log N)).

Note that in phase two, the corresponding image of some solutions may lie in more than
one maximally nondominated face and therefore are included in more than one face.

The approach yields an O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋(poly(n, m) + N log N + N ⌊ d

2
⌋S(m + n + N ⌊ d

2
⌋d)) time

algorithm to determine all S supported efficient solutions for a d-objective MOIMCF
problem. To our best knowledge, this is the first output-polynomial time algorithm to
determine the complete set of supported efficient solutions.

The following table summarizes the contribution of our article and the existing results
from literature on the existence of output-polynomial time algorithms for the MOIMCF
problem w.r.t. different solution concepts. In the table, a check-mark indicates existence,
a cross indicates that the existence of such an algorithm can be ruled out, and the
question mark indicates that this problem remains an open question.

extreme
supported

supported
weakly
supported

all

nondominated
vectors

✓ [4, 8] ? ✗ ✗ [3]

efficient
solutions

✓ ✓ ✗ ✗

Note that an output-polynomial time algorithm for the determination of all supported
efficient solutions is not sufficient for the computation of all nondominated supported
vectors in output-polynomial time since there may be exponentially many solutions
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mapping to the same vectors. It is easy to check, that all extreme supported efficient
solutions can be determined in output-polynomial time, due to the existence of the
output-polynomial time algorithm for the extreme supported nondominated vectors.
Note, that the algorithm of Eusébio and Figueria [10] would also determine all supported
efficient solutions in output-polynomial time, when all maximally nondominated faces
and corresponding weight vectors are already given.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 presents the notations
and preliminaries. Section 3 introduces and compares the definitions of supported and
weaklysupported nondominated vectors, and Section 4 presents the algorithms to de-
termine all supported efficient solutions for BOIMCF problems as well as all supported
efficient solutions for MOIMCF problems. Section 5 summarizes the article and gives
an outlook on future research.

2 Multi-objective integer network flows

This section formally introduces the multi-objective integer minimum cost flow problem
along with some of the most important results and properties of network flows. For a
comprehensive introduction to the graph theoretic foundations and the basics of network
flow theory we refer to [1, 5].

Let D = (V, A) be a directed graph with |V | = n nodes and |A| = m arcs together
with integer-valued, non-negative, finite lower and upper capacity bounds lij and uij,
respectively, for each arc (i, j) ∈ A. Moreover, let bi be the integer-valued flow balance
of the node i ∈ V and let c : R

m → R
d
≥ be the (vector valued) objective function

and C ∈ R
d×m the corresponding cost matrix, i. e., c(f) = C · f . Furthermore, let

R
d
≥ := {x ∈ R

d : x ≥ 0} denote the non-negative orthant of R
d. Its interior R

d
> is

defined accordingly. In our notation, we also use the Minkowski sum and the Minkowski
product of two sets A, B ⊆ R

d, which are defined as A + B := {a + b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B} and
A · B := {a · b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B}, repectively. Then the multi-objective integer minimum
cost flow (MOIMCF) problem can be formulated as:

min c(f)

s.t.
∑

j:(i,j)∈A

fij −
∑

j:(j,i)∈A

fji = bi i ∈ V, (flow balance constraint)

lij ≤ fij ≤ uij (i, j) ∈ A, (capacity constraint)

fij ∈ Z≥ (i, j) ∈ A.

Where we denote a feasible solution f as flow and define the cost of a flow f as

c(f) :=
(

c1(f), . . . , cd(f)
)⊤

:=
(

∑

(i,j)∈A

c1
ij fij, . . . ,

∑

(i,j)∈A

cd
ij fij

)⊤
= C · f.

The (continuous) multi-objective minimum cost flow (MOMCF) problem can be for-
mulated as the LP-relaxation of MOIMCF. From now on, we assume that D is connected
(see [1]) and that there is at least one feasible flow.
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c2(f)

c1(f)

conv(Y) + R
2
≥

extreme supported nondominated

supported nondominated

unsupported nondominated

dominated

Figure 1: Illustration of the upper image P = conv(Y) + R
2
≥ and the different solution

types.

Then, we denote the set of feasible outcome vectors in objective space by Y :=
{C f : f ∈ X}, where X is the set of all feasible flows. We assume that the objec-
tive functions are conflicting, which implies that we exclude the existence of an ideal
solution that minimizes all objectives simultaneously. Throughout this article, we will
use the Pareto concept of optimality, which is based on the componentwise order:

c(f) 6 c(f ′) ⇐⇒ ck(f) ≦ ck(f ′) ∀k ∈ {1, . . . , d} and c(f) 6= c(f ′)

A vector c(f) ∈ R
d is called dominated by c(f ′) ∈ R

d if c(f ′) 6 c(f). Accordingly,
a feasible flow f is called an efficient flow if there exists no other feasible flow f ′ such
that c(f ′) 6 c(f). The image c(f) of an efficient flow f is called a nondominated vector.
The set of efficient flows is denoted by XE ⊂ X and the set of nondominated vectors by
YN ⊂ Y. Moreover, a feasible flow f is called weakly efficient if there is no other flow f ′

such that c(f ′) < c(f) where “<” denotes the strict componentwise order:

c(f) < c(f ′) ⇐⇒ ck(f) < ck(f ′) ∀k ∈ {1, . . . , d}

The polyhedron P = conv(Y)+R
d
≥ is called the upper image of Y. Then, we denote an

efficient flow supported efficient, if it is on the nondominated frontier defined as the set
{y ∈ conv(YN ) : conv(YN ) ∩ (y −R

d
≥) = {y}}. All efficient flows that lie in the interior

of the upper image are called unsupported. A feasible flow is called extreme (supported
efficient) flow if its image is an extreme point of the upper image P. Such an image
point in the outcome space is called an extreme (supported nondominated) vector. Note
that the MOIMCF problem has in general also unsupported efficient solutions. Figure 1
illustrates supported extreme, supported and unsupported nondominated points as well
as the upper image in the bi-objective case.

Due to the total unimodularity of MOMCF, there exists for each extreme supported
nondominated point of MOMCF an integer flow mapping to it, if u and b are integral
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(see [1]). In other words, the sets of extreme supported nondominated points of MOMCF
and MOIMCF, and thus the respective upper images, coincide. In the remainder of this
paper, only integer flows are considered, and from now on, flow always refers to an
integer flow.

Let ‖x‖1 denote the 1-norm of x ∈ R
d, i. e., ‖x‖1 :=

∑d
i=1 |xi|. For the weighted

sum method, we define the set of normalized weighting vectors as the set Λd = {λ ∈
R

d
> : ‖λ‖1 = 1} or Λ0

d = {λ ∈ R
d
≥ : ‖λ‖1 = 1} if weights equal to zero are included. Then,

the weighted-sum linear program w. r. t. λ ∈ Λd or λ ∈ Λ0
d is defined as the parametric

program
min λ⊤C f
s.t. f ∈ X (Pλ)

Note, that the problem (Pλ) is as easy to solve as the associated single objective
problem, as long as the encoding lengths of the components of λ are not too large.
(Consider that λ is not part of the original input.) However, on a positive note, it is
shown that these lengths can be bounded by O(poly(n, m)) [4]. If λ ∈ Λ0

d every optimal
solution to (Pλ) is a weakly efficient solution. Moreover, every optimal solution of (Pλ)
is efficient, if λ ∈ Λd [7].

Since the capacities on each arc are bounded, X is a polytope, and therefore, Y is also a
polytope. We define the concepts of face, facet, maximal, and maximally nondominated
faces similarly as in ([10], [28]). We call F ⊂ Y a face of Y if there exists a supporting
hyperplane H such that H ∩ Y = F. A face F of Y is denoted as r-face if F is of
dimension r. Extreme points are 0-faces and 1-faces are edges. A r-face F 6= Y is
denoted as maximal face or facet of Y if there does not exist another s-face G, such
that F ⊂ G and r < s. Note, that the dimension of a facet F is dim(F ) = dim(Y)− 1.
A face is called nondominated if there exists a corresponding weight vector to the face
with weights strictly greater than zero. A r-face F , is a maximally nondominated face
if there is no nondominated s-face G, such that F ⊂ G and r < s. Let FX be the set
of the preimage of a maximally nondominated face FY of polytope Y, i. e., all solutions
whose image lies in FY . We use the expression maximally efficient face for FX . Even
if we use the expression face for FX , it must not really be a face of the decision space,
since more than one feasible solution could have a vertex of Y as image and they may
lie in different faces of X .

3 Supported and weaklysupported nondominated vectors in

MOILP

There exist several definitions and characterizations of supported nondominated vec-
tors in the literature: (1) a nondominated vector is called supported if it lies on the
boundary of the convex hull of the feasible region conv(Y) in the outcome space [10, 23],
(2) a nondominated vector is called supported if it lies on the boundary of Y≥ :=
conv(YN + R

d
≥) [9, 10], i.e., the boundary of the upper image, (3) a nondominated

vector is called supported if it is on the nondominated frontier defined as the set
{y ∈ conv(YN ) : conv(YN ) ∩ (y − R

d
≥) = {y}} [15], and (4) supported nondominated
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vector is the image of a supported efficient solution which are those efficient solutions
that can be obtained as optimal solutions of a weighted sum scalarization with weights
strictly greater zero [7, 20, 21, 22].

While all definitions are equivalent in the non-integer case [7], this does not hold for
the integer case in general. In the literature, supported nondominated vectors are often
characterized as nondominated vectors on the boundary of the upper image and that they
only lie on the maximally nondominated faces, i.e, the nondominated frontier, whereas
the unsupported are characterized as nondominated vectors that lie in the interior of
the upper image, e.g., [10, 20]. However, if a supported vector is defined in the way of
(3) and (4), there may exist unsupported vectors on the boundary of the upper image.
However, if a supported nondominated vector is defined as in (1) and (2), there may
exist supported nondominated vectors on the boundary of the upper image which are not
lying on the nondominated frontier, i. e., which lie on weakly nondominated faces. This
motivates us to develop new consistent definitions of supported and weakly supported
nondominated vectors.

Definition 3.1 An efficient solution is called a weakly supported efficient solution if it
is an optimal solution of a weighted-sum scalarization Pλ for some weight λ ∈ Λ0

d. More-
over, if the weight is strictly positive λ ∈ Λd it is called supported efficient solution. The
corresponding image is called weakly supported or supported (nondominated) vector,
respectively.

The weaklysupported nondominated vectors lie on the boundary of the upper image
∂P while the supported lies only on the nondominated frontier, i. e., on maximally non-
dominated faces. Definition (1) and (2) will include the weakly supported nondominated
vectors while definition (3) and (4) only contains the supported nondominated vectors.
Let YS and YwS be the set of all supported nondominated vectors and the set of all
weakly supported nondominated vectors, respectively. According, XS (XwS) is the set of
all (weakly) supported efficient solutions. We denote the cardinality of XS by |XS | = S.

Theorem 3.2 Let YS and YwS be the sets of a multi-objective integer linear program.
Then it holds that YS ⊆ YwS and there exist instances where YS ⊂ YwS, i. e., the
set of supported nondominated vectors is a proper subset of the set of the supported
nondominated vectors.

Proof. The inclusion YS ⊆ YwS holds per definition. The MOIMCF problem shown
in Figure 2 has three extreme nondominated vectors y1 = (8, 16, 6)⊤ , y2 = (12, 12, 6)⊤ , y3 =
(16, 8, 10)⊤ and in addition the following nondominated vectors s1 = (9, 15, 7)⊤ , s2 =
(10, 14, 8)⊤ , s3 = (11, 13, 9)⊤ , s4 = (13, 11, 7)⊤, s5 = (14, 10, 8)⊤ , s6 = (15, 9, 9)⊤ and as
well one dominated vector d1 = (12, 12, 10)⊤ . The different vectors in objective space
and their convex hull are illustrated in Figure 3. All vectors si with i ∈ {1, . . . , 6}
are weakly supported nondominated vectors, since their preimages are optimal solutions
of the corresponding weighted sum problem Pλ with λ = (0.5, 0.5, 0)⊤ . The vectors
s4, s5, s6 are also supported nondominated vectors since they are optimal solutions of

8
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2
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2
) (1, 1, 1

8
) (1, 1, 1

8
)

(4, 4, 5) (3, 1, 5

4
)

Figure 2: The Graph corresponds to a tri-objective MOIMCF problem. Thereby, lij = 0
and uij = 4 for all arcs (i, j) ∈ A. The arcs are labeled with their cost
coefficients (c1

ij , c2
ij , c3

ij) and the nodes are labeled with their supply/demand
bi.

(Pλ2) with λ2 = (0.25, 0.5, 0.25)⊤ . However s1, s2, s3 are not optimal for any weighted
sum problem Pλ with λ ∈ Λd. Hence, the set of weakly supported nondominated vectors
is YwS = {y1, y2, y3, s1, s2, s3, s4, s5, s6}. While the set of supported nondominated vec-
tors is YS = {y1, y2, y3, s4, s5, s6}. Thus, in this example the set of supported nondom-
inated vectors is a proper subset of the set of weakly supported nondominated vectors
YS ⊂ YwS.

It is easy to see that there do not exist weights λ ∈ Λd such that s1, s2, or s3 are
optimal solutions for Pλ using the weight space decomposition which will be formally
introduced in Section 4.2. Figure 6 shows the weight space decomposition of the upper
image of the MOIMCF given in Figure 2.

Note that in the biobjective case YS = YwS as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 3.3 Every weakly supported nondominated point of a biobjective integer opti-
mization problem is supported nondominated.

Proof. Let y = f(x) ∈ R
2 be a weakly supported but not supported nondominated

point of a biobjective integer optimization problem and x the corresponding preimage.
Then there is a weighting vector λ ∈ Λ0 such that x is an optimal solution of the weighted
sum problem Pλ. Since y is not supported nondominated, one of the components of λ
must be zero. W.l.o.g. let λ = (1, 0)⊤.

Since y is nondominated there does not exist a feasible outcome vector ȳ, with ȳ1 = y1

and ȳ2 < y2. Thus, x is also an optimal solution of the weighted sum problem Pλ′ with
λ′ = (1−ε, ε)⊤ for ε > 0 sufficiently small, which makes y supported nondominated.

The clear distinction between the sets of supported nondominated and weakly sup-
ported nondominated solutions (Definition 3.1) is also necessary as the corresponding
problems differ in their output time complexity. Eusébio and Figueria [10] rely on the
definition (2) which is equivalent to what we define as weakly supported nondominated
vectors. However, their proposed algorithm, computes only for supported efficient so-
lutions which images lie in the maximally nondominated faces, i.e., supported efficient
solutions. In this paper, an output-polynomial algorithm is developed to determine all
supported efficient solutions to the MOIMCF problem with a fixed number of objectives.
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c1(f)

c2(f)

c3(f)

d1

y1
y2

y3

Figure 3: The figure shows the convex hull conv(Y) of the given problem in Figure 2 in
blue, all its integer vectors and the hyperplane h = {y ∈ Y : 0.5 y1+0.5 y2 = 12}
in gray. The red dots on the edge between (y2, y3) are the vectors s4, s5, and
s6. The light red dots on the edge between the edge (y1, d1) are the vectors
s1, s2, and s3, which would be dominated in the non-integer case by the points
on the edge (y1, y2). The maximally nondominated faces are the edges (y1, y2)
and (y2, y3). Note that s1,s2, and s3 would lie on conv(Y) but not in any of
the maximally nondominated faces. The vectors s1, s2, and s3 would also lie
on the boundary of the upper image.
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However, unless P = NP, this work proves that an output-polynomial algorithm to de-
termine all weakly supported nondominated vectors (or all weakly supported efficient
solutions) for a MOIMCF problem with a fixed number of more than two objectives can
be excluded. This is proven by showing that there cannot exist an output-polynomial
algorithm for the multi-objective s-t-path problem (MOSP) with more than two objec-
tives.

Lemma 3.4 ([3]) There is no output-polynomial algorithm for determining all nondom-
inated vectors for the MO s-t-path problem, unless P = NP.

The proof of Lemma 3.4 is given by showing that the finished decision variant MOSPFin
Y

of the MOSP is co-NP-hard, by a reduction of the complement of the Knapsack problem:

{

(

c1, c2, k1, k2
)

: c1⊤

x ≤ k1, c2⊤

x ≥ k2, x ∈ {0, 1}n
}

. (KP)

This problem is NP-complete [17]. A finished decision problem EFin for an enumera-
tion problem E = (I, C) is hereby defined as the problem: Given an instance x ∈ I of
the enumeration problem and a subset M ⊆ C(x) of the configuration set, the goal is to
decide if M = C(x), i.e., we want to decide if we already have found all configurations. If
the enumeration problem E can be solved in output-polynomial time then EFin ∈ P [19].

The determination of all nondominated vectors of a MOSP as well as the determination
of all efficient solutions of a MOSP can be formulated as an enumeration problem [3]. We
denote the finished decision problem for the determination of all nondominated vectors
of a MOSP as MOSPFin

Y and the determination of all efficient solutions of a MOSP as
MOSPFin

X , respectively.
The same reduction that is used in the proof of Lemma 3.4 given in [3] can be extended

to show that the MOSPFin
X is also co-NP-hard and thus there cannot exist an output-

polynomial time algorithm to determine all efficient solutions for the MOSP. However,
we have to adjust the costs of some weights. In Figure 4 an example of the reduction is
given, which is similar to the one used in the proof in [3] in order to show the following
Lemma. For the sake of simplicity, we do not give a formal proof here. For more details
we refer to [3].

Lemma 3.5 There is no output-polynomial time algorithm to determine all efficient
solutions for the MO s-t-path problem, unless P = NP.

Theorem 3.6 Unless P = NP, there is no output-polynomial algorithm to determine
all weaklysupported nondominated vectors for the MO shortest s-t-path problem with a
fixed number of d ≥ 3 objectives.

Proof. Assume an output-polynomial time algorithm exists to determine all weaklysup-
ported nondominated vectors for the MOSP. The existence of an output-polynomial time
algorithm for determining all nondominated vectors in a MOSP with d objectives can be
excluded, even in the case of two objectives [3]. Let Md be a MOSP with d objectives.
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Figure 4: Showing the reduction in the proof of Lemma 3.4 prestented by Bökler et
al. [3] with modified costs in order to proof Lemma 3.5. Here ε = 1/(n + 1)
and arcs with no label have cost 0. Determining another efficient s-t path to
the two with cost equal to (k1 +1, 0) and (0, c2⊤

1−k2 +1) would be an instance
of the (KP) problem.

However, if we add an artificial objective cd+1
ij = 0 for all (i, j) ∈ A to our MOSP and

denote it by Md+1, we obtain a weakly efficient facet for Md+1, where all nondominated
vectors for Md are weaklysupported nondominated vectors for Md+1. Therefore, even
the unsupported nondominated vectors for Md are weaklysupported nondominated vec-
tors for Md+1, since they are part of the boundary of the upper image for Md+1. So, if
an output-polynomial time algorithm exist to determine all weaklysupported nondomi-
nated vectors for a MOSP there would also exists an output-polynomial time algorithm
to determine all nondominated vectors, which raises a contradiction.

Replacing nondominated vectors by efficient solutions and using Lemma 3.5 instead
of Lemma 3.4 proves the following.

Theorem 3.7 Unless P = NP, there is no output-polynomial algorithm to determine
all weaklysupported efficient solutions for the MO s-t-path problem with a fixed number
of d ≥ 3 objectives.

Note, that we can easily transfer the proofs of Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5 to MOIMCF
problems, by transferring the shortest path problem into an flow problem. Note that the
multiobjective shortest path problem is only a special case of MOIMCF when all edge
costs/lengths are strictly positive or (as in Figure 4) the considered graph is acyclic, as
optimal solutions of MOIMCF may in general contain dicycle flows. Showing that there
exists another nondominated vector or efficient flow would solve the complement of the
knapsack problem.

Theorem 3.8 Unless P = NP, there is no output-polynomial algorithm to determine
all weakly supported nondominated vectors (or supported efficient solutions) for the
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MOIMCF problem with a fixed number of d ≥ 3 objectives.

This interrelation between the computation of all non-dominated vectors/all efficient
solutions for an problem with d objectives and the determination of all supported non-
dominated vectors/efficient solutions of an associated problem with d+1 objectives holds
also for general MOILPs and can be shown by an analogous construction as in the proof
of Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 3.9 The determination of all weaklysupported nondominated vectors (all sup-
ported efficient solutions) of an MOILP with d ≥ 3 objectives is as hard as the determi-
nation of all nondominated vectors (efficient solutions) with d− 1 objectives.

4 Finding all supported efficient flows

In this section, output-polynomial time algorithms are derived that determine all sup-
ported efficient flows for MOIMCF. It is based on the determination of all optimal flows
for a sequence of single-objective parametric network flow problems, each corresponding
to a maximally nondominated face. The approach consists of two phases and relies on
the following widely-known fact for any integer supported flow, see e.g., [14].

Theorem 4.1 A flow f is contained in FX , i. e., its image of c(f) lies on a maximally
nondominated face FY w. r. t. an associated weight vector λ ∈ Λd, if f is an optimal
solution to the parametric network flow program (Pλ).

Any image of a supported flow must lie in at least one maximally nondominated face,
and any integer point in a maximally nondominated face corresponds to a supported
integer flow. Assuming that for each maximally nondominated face Fi ∈ {F1, . . . , Ft}
one optimal solution f i and the corresponding weighting vectors λi are given the problem
of determining all supported flows reduces to determining all optimal flows for each
parametric single-objective problem (Pλi). These optimal solutions can be determined
by using the algorithm for determining all optimum flows for single-objective minimum
cost flow problems presented in [18], which we refer to as the all optimum flow (AOF)
algorithm. The AOF algorithm successively searches for so-called proper zero-cost cycles
efficiently by using a modified depth-first search technique.

Theorem 4.2 ([18]) Given an initial optimal integer flow f , we can determine all
optimal integer flows in O(F(m + n) + m n) time for a single-objective minimum cost
flow problem, where F is the number of all optimal integer flows.

We, therefore, divide the approach into two phases: In phase one, we determine all ex-
treme nondominated vectors and one weighting vector for each maximally nondominated
face. In phase two, we apply the AOF algorithm to the corresponding weighted-sum pro-
gram for each maximally nondominated face.

The extreme nondominated vectors and the weighting vectors for each maximally
nondominated face can be determined much easier in the case of two objectives. Thus,
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we start by deriving an algorithm for BOIMCF problems and consider afterwards the
general case of MOIMCF problems.

4.1 Bi-objective minimum cost flow problem

Note, that in the biobjective case, the set of supported flows is equal to the set of
weakly supported flows, since every weakly nondominated face contains exactly one
nondominated vector (namely an extreme point), which dominates the complete face.

First, we determine all N extreme points and precisely one corresponding extreme flow
by using the enhanced parametric programming approach in O(M + Nn(m + n log n))
time [22], where M denotes the time required to solve a given single-objective minimum
cost flow problem problem. Also, the algorithm stores one extreme flow for each extreme
nondominated point.

Note, that in the biobjective case every maximally nondominated face FY of conv(Y)
is a line segment connecting two adjacent extreme supported points if there is more
than one nondominated point (|YN | > 1). A maximally nondominated face can only
have dimension zero if there is only one extreme nondominated point, which implies
that there is only one nondominated point (or in other words the ideal point is feasible).

In the following, we will derive a procedure to determine the complete set of all
supported efficient flows. For that, we will determine all supported flows which im-
ages lie on the maximally nondominated edges. Let y1, . . . , yN be the extreme sup-
ported points obtained by the enhanced parametric programming approach [22] and let
f1, . . . , fN be a set of corresponding extreme supported flows each mapping to one ex-
treme supported point. Moreover, we sort the set of extreme supported points and flows
{yi = (c1(f i), c2(f i)), f i : i ∈ {1, . . . , N}} by non-decreasing values of c1. For each pair
of consecutive extreme points yi and yi+1, we determine the weighting vector λi ∈ Λ that
corresponds to the normal of maximally nondominted facet Fi connecting the extreme
points yi and yi+1:

λi :=
1

√

λ2
1 + λ2

2

(

λ1, λ2
)⊤

where λi
1 := c2(f i)− c2(f i+1)

λi
2 := c1(f i+1)− c1(f i).

Then f i and f i+1 are both optimal flows for the single-objective weighted-sum (MCF)
program (Pλi) [9]. Hence, determining all optimal solutions for (Pλi) gives all supported
efficient flows whose image lie in between Fi. Figure 5 illustrates the objective function
of the weighted-sum problem (Pλi) and the maximally nondominated face between two
consecutive extreme points in the outcome space.

Theorem 4.3 Given the directed network (D, l, u, b, (c1, c2)⊤), Algorithm 1 determines
the set of all supported flows XS in O(Nn(m + n log n) + S(m + n)) time.

Proof. Any supported point must lie at least on one maximally nondominated edge and
only extreme supported points yi for i = 2, . . . , N−1 lie in two maximally nondominated
edges, namely Fi and Fi+1. According to Theorem 4.1, all supported flows can be
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Figure 5: Illustration of two neighboring extreme points yi and yi+1, the maximally
nondominated edge Fi in blue and the associated weight vector λi.

Algorithm 1: FindAllSupportedEfficientFlowsBiObjective

Data: (D, l, u, b, c1, c2)
Result: The set of all supported flows XS

XS ← ∅;
// Determine all extreme supported points yi and for each one

corresponding extreme flow f i, sorted non-decreasingly in c1(f)
{(yi, f i) : i ∈ {1, . . . , N}} ← EnhancedParametricNetworkAlgortihm(D) ;
for i = 1, . . . , N − 1 do

λi
1 ← c2(f i)− c2(f i+1); λi

2 ← c1(f i+1)− c1(f i) ;

λi ← 1√
λ2

1
+λ2

2

(λ1, λ2)⊤;

XS ← XS ∪FindAllOptimalFlows(Pλi , f i) ;
// Return only flows with c1(f) 6= c1(f i) to avoid repetitions.

determined as optimal flows for the different weighted-sum problems (Pλi). Moreover,
unsupported flows correspond to suboptimal solutions for all weighed-sum problems.
Since we only store flows for i = 2, . . . , N − 1 where c1(f) 6= c1(f i) no supported flow is
stored twice. Thus, Algorithm 1 determines the complete set of all supported flows.

The enhanced parametric network approach [22] requiresO(Nn(m+n log n)+M) time,
where M is the time required to solve a single-objective minimum cost flow problem.
Since the algorithm determines the extreme points in a decreasing order of c1(f) we do
not need additional time to sort the extreme points. Defining the weight vectors λi for
i = 1, . . . , N − 1 and building the network with the corresponding cost function takes
O(N(n + m)) time. Determining all Fi optimal flows for one weighted-sum problem
(Pλi) using the algorithm FindAllOptimalFlows(Di,ii+1

) from [18], requires O(Fi(m +
n) + m n) time. Since the image of every supported efficient solution lies at most on
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two maximally nondominated faces, it holds that
∑N−1

i=1 Fi < 2S. We have to consider
N−1 of these single-objective minimum cost flow problems corresponding the maximally
nondominated faces. Hence, Algorithm 1 requires overall O(Nn(m+n log n)+S(m+n))
time.

Note, that the determination of all supported efficient flows could easily be integrated
during the enhanced parametric network approach [22]. Whenever a new extreme non-
dominated vector is found, determine all optimal flows to (Pλi) with the AOF alogrithm.

4.2 Multi-objective minimum cost flow problems

In the following, we derive an algorithm to determine the complete set of all supported
efficient flows and hence all supported nondominated vectors to the multiobjective integer
minimum cost flow problem problem.

First, we need to determine the set of extreme supported nondominated vectors and
the associated weight space decomposition. We can determine all extreme nondominated
vectors using the dual Benson’s algorithm [8]. However, since the lexicographic version
of a MOIMCF problem can be solved in polynomial time [15], we may also use the
lexicographic dual Benson’s algorithm recently presented by Bökler and Mutzel in [4].
Both versions work with the upper image P := conv(Y + R

d
≥) and its dual polyhedron,

or lower image D.
While we work with normalized weight vectors λ ∈ Λd, it suffices to consider the

so-called projected weight space {(λ1, . . . , λd−1) ∈ Λd−1 :
∑d−1

i=1 λi < 1} and calculate the
normalized weighting vector ℓ(v) := (v1, . . . , vd−1,

∑d−1
i=1 vi) of a projected weight v when

needed. The dual problem (Dλ) of the weighted sum-problem (Pλ) is given by

max b⊤u
s.t. A⊤u = C⊤λ

u ∈ R
m
≥ .

(Dλ)

The dual polyhedron D then consists of vectors (λ1, . . . , λd−1, b⊤u) with λ ∈ Λ0
d and

solutions u of (Dλ). Following the duality theory of polyhedra there exists an bijective
mapping Ψ between the set of all faces of P and the set of all faces of D such that Ψ is
order reversing, i. e., if two faces F1 and F2 of P satisfy F1 ⊆ F2 than Ψ(F1) ⊇ Ψ(F2) and
Ψ(F1) and Ψ(F2) are faces of D, see e.g., [23]. Thus, an extreme point of D corresponds
to a facet of P and an extreme point of P corresponds to a facet of D. The dual Benson’s
algorithm solves an MOLP by computing the extreme points of D. For more details on
the dual Benson’s algorithm or its lexicographic version we refer to [4, 8].

Thus, we obtain all extreme nondominated vectors and one corresponding extreme
efficient solution for each of the extreme nondominated vectors, as well as all facets of
P. On this basis, we yield the weight space decomposition using the dual (lexicographic)
Benson’s algorithm. The set of weighting vectors associated with a point y ∈ Y is given
by

W(y) :=
{

w ∈ Λ0
d : w⊤y ≤ w⊤y′ for all y′ ∈ P

}

.
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Note, that the facets of P may only be weakly nondominated, i. e., they might contain
dominated(integer feasible) vectors. Recall that all supported nondominated vectors
can be determined by a parametric MCF problem (Pλ) for some weight vector λ ∈ Λd.
However, the weight vectors corresponding to the facets of P might have components
equal to zero λi = 0 for i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i. e., λ ∈ Λ0

d. In the following we describe a
recursive algorithm to obtain the weight vectors for all maximally nondominated faces.

Let U be the set of all extreme points in the lower image D and {λu : u ∈ U} the set of
corresponding weight vectors. Let, furthermore, be Fu the facet of P corresponding to
u ∈ U . Then, we call two extreme points u and u′ of D adjacent, iff dim(Fu∩Fu′) = d−2.
In the following, we will denote the set of adjacent extreme points for u ∈ U by Qu ⊆ U .
Recall that the intersection of k adjacent facets yields a d − k dimensional face. For
each λu ∈ Λd (i. e., λu > 0) we know that all vectors on the facet Fu are supported
nondominated vectors. Thus, we only have to solve the all optimum flow problem on
(Pλu). Since some solutions may lie in the same sub-faces of adjacent facets, we have
to ensure that no solution is stored twice. In order to do so, we keep track of the
neighbouring extreme points during Benson’s algorithm and store all already processed
adjacent extreme points of u ∈ U in a list δu.

There may exist maximally nondominated faces (with dimension less than d−1), which
are intersections of a number of facets for which the corresponding weight vector equals
zero in at least one component. We call these facets weakly nondominated facets of P. In
order determine all supported efficient solutions we investigate nondominated faces which
are intersections of weakly supported facets. With U> := {u ∈ U : λu > 0} we denote the
set of extreme points of D corresponding to nondominated facets and with U0 := {u ∈
U : λu ≥ 0} the set of extreme points corresponding to all weakly nondominated facets
(U> ⊆ U0). Note that weakly nondominated faces can contain supported nondominated
points only at its (relative) boundary, while unsupported nondominated points can be
located also in its (relative) interior.

Figure 6 presents the weight space decomposition for the example given in Section 2
and illustrated in Figure 3. Any point in the weight space decomposition corresponds
to an λu for each u ∈ U . Here U> = ∅. However, there do exist weights in the lines
in the interior connecting two adjacent extreme points of D which correspond to the
maximally nondominated faces [y1, y2] and [y2, y3].

Theorem 4.4 Given the directed network (D, l, u, b, c), Algorithm 2 determines the com-

plete set of all supported flows in O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋(poly(n, m)+N log N +N ⌊ d

2
⌋S(m+n+N ⌊ d

2
⌋d))

time.

Proof. Correctness: Any supported efficient flow must lie in at least one maximally
efficient face. However a supported efficient flow can lie in more than one face. Due
to Theorem 4.1, all supported flows are found by determining all optimal flows for each
weight vectors λi corresponding to a maximally nondominated face. Moreover, no weakly
supported flow can be optimal for a parametric network flow problem with one of these
cost functions. While the algorithm iterates through all maximally nondominated faces
only flows are stored which have not been considered yet. Thus, Algorithm 2 determines
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Figure 6: Weight space decomposition to the upper image of Figure 3. Here it holds
λ3 = 1− λ2 − λ1.

Algorithm 2: FindAllSupportedEfficientFlows

Data: (D, l, u, b, c)
Result: The complete set of all supported efficient flows

{U, Qu, Fu, λu, fu : u ∈ U} ← BensonLex(D, l, u, b, c) ;
// Determine all extreme points of D the corresponding facets of P

and weight vectors.

δu = ∅ ∀u ∈ U ;
for u ∈ U> do

FindAllOptimalFlows(Pλu , fu);
// In the FindAllOptimalFlows algorithm only store flows f for

which 〈λu, C f〉 6= min{〈λu′

, C f ′〉 : f ′ ∈ X} for any u′ ∈ δu

for u′ ∈ Qu do
δu′ = δu′ ∪ {u}

wu = {λu′

: u′ ∈ δu} ∀u ∈ U ;
B = ∅;
for u ∈ U0\U> do

Ũ = {u} ;

ConsiderSubFaces(Ũ , U0\U>, B, Qu, δu, λu, fu, wu ∀u ∈ U);
B = B ∪ {u}

the complete set of all supported efficient solutions.

Run-time: Benson’s Algorithm requiresO(N ⌊ d

2
⌋(poly(n, m)+N log N)) time [4]. There-

after, we consider each face at most one. The number of all faces can be bounded by

O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋) [4]. For each weakly nondominated face we check if a strict convex com-

bination with adjacent weight vectors yields a weight vector λ > 0 componentwise
strictly greater than zero. In this case, we call Algorithm 3. Note, that λ is not part
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Algorithm 3: ConsiderSubFaces

Data: (Ũ , U0\U>, B, Qu, δu, λu, fu, wu) ∀u ∈ U
Result: The complete set of all unseen supported efficient flows in the

maximally nondominated sub-faces of the corresponding facet Fu of P.

Let Ū := {u′ ∈ (
⋂

u∈Ũ Qu ∩ U0\U>)\(B ∪ Ũ)};
for u ∈ Ū do

Ũ = Ũ ∪ {u};
if |Ũ | ≤ d− 1 then

λk :=
∑|Ũ |

i=1 ℓi λũi for an

ℓ ∈ {∑|Ũ |
i=1 ℓi = 1, ℓi > 0 ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , |Ũ |}}, ũi ∈ Ũ ;

if λk > 0 then

FindAllOptimalFlows(Pλk , f ũ1);
// Only store flows f for which

〈λk, Cf〉 6= {min{〈λu′

, Cf ′〉 : f ′ ∈ X} : λu′ ∈ ⋃

u∈Ũ wu}
for u′ ∈ ∪u∈Ũ Qu do

wu′ = wu′ ∪ {λk};
else

ConsiderSubFaces(Ũ , U0\U>, B, Qu, δu, λu, fu, wu ∀u ∈ U);
B = B ∪ {u}

of the input of Algorithm 2. However, it can be shown that these encoding lengths
can be bounded by O(poly(n, m)) [4]. The convex combination can be computed in

O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋d). For each maximally nondominated face, which is not a facet, we first must

also create the weight vector through a strictly convex combination. Afterwards we
solve the AOF problem for (Pλ) for all of these maximally nondominated faces in time

O(Fi(m+n+N ⌊ d

2
⌋d))+m n), where Fi is the number of optimal solutions for the current

weighted sum problem (Pλ). Additionally, it takes O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋d) time to check if the flow

is also optimal for an adjacent already considered maximally nondominated face. Since

each flow may be contained in all faces we obtain the bound
∑

Fi ≤ O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋S), where

S is the number of all supported efficient flows. Hence, Algorithm 2 requires overall

O(N ⌊ d

2
⌋(poly(n, m) + N log N + N ⌊ d

2
⌋S(m + n + N ⌊ d

2
⌋d)) time.

5 Conclusion

Some previous papers use inconsistent characterizations of supported nondominated vec-
tors for multi-objective integer linear programs (MOILP). In this paper we propose the
definition of weakly supported nondominated vectors and distinguish clearly between
weakly supported and supported nondominated vectors, which is particularly important
for multiobjective integer programming with more than three objectives.

Then, we can conclude that there is no output-polynomial algorithm for a MOIMCF
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problem with a fixed number of d objectives that determines all weakly supported non-
dominated vectors, unless P = NP. In contrast, this paper presents output-polynomial
time algorithms for determining all supported efficient solutions for BOIMCF problems
and general MOIMCF problems with a fixed number of objectives. First, the approach
determines all extreme supported nondominated vectors and the weighting vectors for
each maximally nondominated face. Then, it successively determines all supported effi-
cient solutions in the preimage of each maximally nondominated face by determining all
optimal solutions for the corresponding single-objective parametric network flow problem
using the all optimum flow algorithm recently presented in [18].

However, it might be that many supported efficient flows may be mapped to the same
vector in the objective space. Consider a directed graph with {1, . . . , n} transshipment
nodes (flow balance equal to zero), a node s and t with flow balance n and −n, respec-
tively. The graph contains the arcs (s, i) and (i, t) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} with upper
capacity n. The cost of all arcs is equal to (1, 1)⊤ ∈ R

2. Then we have
(2n−1

n

)

supported
efficient solutions but all map to the same extreme nondominated point. Thus, often a
minimal complete set (all nondominated vectors and one (efficient) preimage for each
of them) is considered as solution of a multiobjective optimization problem [27]. An
open question remains if there exist an output-polynomial time algorithm to determine
all supported nondominated vectors for a MOIMCF problem with a fixed number of
objectives.

Even though, an output-polynomial time algorithm to determine all nondominated
vectors for MOIMCF problems does not exist, even for the bi-objective case [3], future
research could focus on new approaches to compute also unsupported nondominated
vectors/efficient solutions in bi- or even multi-objective MCF problems. It is well known
that unsupported solutions may be good compromise solutions and should thus not be
neglected completely. Note, that the difficulty to compute unsupported solutions is not a
specific property multiobjective integer network flow problems but arises in many integer
and combinatorial optimization problems, and is one reason for their computational
complexity, in general [6, 12]. One way to overcome this computational burden—at
least to a certain degree—could be to determine unsupported solutions only in regions
of the Pareto front which are not well represented by the set of supported nondominated
points.
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