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This paper addresses the output-sensitive complexity for linear multi-objective in-
teger minimum cost flow (MOIMCF) problems and provides insights about the time
complexity for enumerating all supported nondominated vectors. The paper shows
that there can not exist an output-polynomial time algorithm for the enumeration
of all supported nondominated vectors that determine the vectors in an ordered
way in the outcome space unless NP = P. Moreover, novel methods for identify-
ing supported nondominated vectors in bi-objective minimum cost flow (BOIMCF)
problems are proposed, accompanied by a numerical comparison between decision-
and objective-space methods. A novel, equivalent and more compact formulation
of the minimum cost flow ILP formulation used in the ε-scalarization approach is
introduced, demonstrating enhanced efficiency in the numerical tests.
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1 Introduction

The multi-objective integer minimum cost flow (MOIMCF) problem can be written as

min c(f)

s.t.
∑

j:(i,j)∈A

fij −
∑

j:(j,i)∈A

fji = bi i ∈ V

lij ≤ fij ≤ uij (i, j) ∈ A

f ∈ Z
m
≧

(MOIMCF)

in a directed graph D = (V, A) with n nodes V = {v1, . . . , vn} and m arcs A =
{e1, . . . , em}. Let lij and uij denote the integer-valued, non-negative, finite lower and
upper capacity bounds, respectively, for each arc (i, j) ∈ A. Here, bi is the integer-valued
flow balance of the node i ∈ V where bi > 0 are supply nodes, bi < 0 are demand nodes
and bi = 0 are transshipment nodes.

We denote a feasible solution f = (fij)ij∈A ∈ Z
m
≧ as flow and define the cost of a flow

f using the (vector valued) objective function c : R
m → R

d and the corresponding cost
matrix C ∈ R

d×m as

c(f) :=
(

c1(f), . . . , cd(f)
)⊤

:=
(

∑

(i,j)∈A

c1
ij fij, . . . ,

∑

(i,j)∈A

cd
ij fij

)⊤
= C · f.

Note that the (continuous) multi-objective minimum cost flow (MOMCF) problem is
the LP-relaxation of MOIMCF. From now on, we assume that D is connected (see Ahuja et al.
1993) and that there is at least one feasible flow.

Then, we denote the set of feasible outcome vectors in the 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 no solution minimizes all objectives
simultaneously. Throughout this article, we will use the Pareto concept of optimality,
which is based on the componentwise order in R

d. We write y1 ≦ y2 if y1
k ≦ y2

k for
k = 1, . . . , d, y1 ≤ y2 if y1 ≦ y2 and y1 6= y2, and y1 < y2 if y1

k < y2
k, k = 1, . . . , d.

Furthermore, let R
d
≧

:= {x ∈ R
d : x ≧ 0} denote the non-negative orthant of R

d. Its

interior R
d
> is defined accordingly.

A feasible solution f∗ ∈ X is efficient if there does not exist any other feasible solution
f ∈ X such that c(f) ≤ c (f∗). If f∗ is efficient, c (f∗) is called nondominated point. If
f, f ′ ∈ X are such that c(f) ≤ c (f ′) we say that f dominates f ′ and c(f) dominates
c (f ′). Feasible solutions f, f ′ ∈ X are equivalent if c(f) = c (f ′). 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).

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. The weighted-sum scalarization with λ ∈ Λd or λ ∈ Λ0
d is defined as the

parametric program Pλ := min{λ⊤Cf : f ∈ X}. Note that the problem Pλ is as easy to
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solve as the associated single objective problem, as long as the encoding lengths of the
components of λ are not too large. Note that λ is not part of the original input. However
it is shown that these lengths can be bounded by O(poly(n, m)) (Bökler and Mutzel,
2015). 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 (Ehrgott, 2005).

Then we can distinguish between several classes of efficient solutions.

1. Weakly supported efficient solutions are efficient solutions that are optimal solutions
of Pλ for λ ∈ Λ0

d, i.e., an optimal solution to a weighted sum singe-objective
problem with weights strictly or equal to zero. Their images in the objective space
are weakly supported nondominated points. All weakly supported nondominated
vectors are located on the boundary of the upper image P := conv(Y) + R

d
≥.

2. An efficient solution is called supported efficient solution if it is an optimal solution
to the weighted sum scalarization Pλ for λ ∈ Λd, i.e., an optimal solution to a single
objective weighted-sum problem where the weights are strictly positive. Its image
is called supported nondominated vector ; we use the notations XSE and YSN . A
supported nondominated vector is located on the nondominated frontier defined as
the set {y ∈ conv(YN ) : conv(YN )∩ (y −R

d
≥) = {y}}, i.e., located on the union of

the maximal nondominated faces. Hereby, a nondominated face F ⊂ Y is defined
as a face of the outcome space where all its points are nondominated, even in the
relaxation (continuous case) of the integer problem. A face F is called maximally
nondominated if there is no other nondominated face G such that F is a subset of
G and the dimension of G would be greater than the dimension of F . 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 be a face of
the decision space since more than one feasible solution could have a vertex of Y
as an image, and they may lie in different faces of X .

3. Extreme supported solutions are those solutions whose image lies on the vertex
set of the upper image. Their image is called an extreme supported nondominated
vector. We use the notation YEN for the set of extreme nondominated points.

4. Unsupported efficient solutions are efficient solutions that are not optimal solutions
of Pλ for any λ ∈ Λ0

d. Unsupported nondominated vectors lie in the interior of the
upper image.

Figure 1.1 illustrates supported extreme, supported, and unsupported nondominated
points as well as the upper image in the bi-objective case. Whereas Figure Figure 1.2
illustrates extreme, supported, and weakly supported nondominated vectors in the three-
dimensional case.

Due to the total unimodularity of MOMCF, each extreme supported nondominated
point of MOMCF has an integer preimage since u and b are integral (see Ahuja et al.
1993). 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
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c1(f)

c2(f)

conv(Y) + R
2
≥

extreme supported nondominated

supported nondominated

unsupported nondominated

dominated

Figure 1.1: Illustration of the upper image P = conv(Y) +R2
≥ and the different solution types of the

BOIMCF problem presented in Figure 3.1. Note that the origin starts at (90, 90)⊤ and not
all dominated vectors are displayed in the figure.

this paper, only integer flows are considered, and from now on, flow always refers to an
integer flow.

Since the minimum cost flow problem is a fundamental, well-studied problem in com-
binatorial optimization (Ahuja et al., 1993; Bertsekas, 1998), various polynomial algo-
rithms exist for the single-objective version of this problem. However real-world problems
often involve multiple conflicting objectives. These multi-objective minimum cost flow
problems are much harder to solve than the single-objective case. MOIMCF had been
reviewed in Hamacher et al. (2007), where the authors comment on the lack of efficient
algorithms. However, since then, there still needs to be more efficient algorithms for de-
termining supported efficient solutions for MOIMCF problems, and we give an overview
of new results below.

There are several algorithms to determine efficient solutions for bi-objective integer
minimum cost flow (BOIMCF) problems, e.g., (Eusébio and Figueira, 2009a; Eusébio et al.,
2014; Raith and Ehrgott, 2009a; Sedeño-Noda, 2001; Sedeño-Noda and Gonzalez-Martin,
2000; Sedeño-Noda and González-Martin, 2003). Raith and Sedeño-Noda introduced an
enhanced parametric approach to determine all extreme efficient solutions for BOIMCF
problems (Raith and Sedeño-Noda, 2017). However, there are only quite a few specific
methods designed to determine all (or subsets) of the nondominated vectors in the objec-
tive space (nor the corresponding efficient solutions in the decision space) for MOIMCF
problems (Eusébio and Figueira, 2009c; Fonseca et al., 2010; Sun, 2011).

In Könen and Siglmayr (2023) an output-polynomial time algorithm is presented to de-
termine all efficient supported flows for MOIMCF problems. Unfortunately, this method
is not powerful enough to determine all nondominated supported vectors in output-
polynomial time, since there may be exponentially many flows mapping to the same
vectors.

The analysis of the output-sensitive complexity of specific problems has gained im-
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c1(f)

c2(f)

c3(f)

d1

y1
y2

y3

Figure 1.2: The convex hull conv(Y) of a multi-objective minimum cost flow problem
(Könen and Siglmayr, 2023) is shown in blue, its containing hyperplane h = {y ∈
Y : 0.5 y1 + 0.5 y2 = 12} is depicted in yellow. The extreme nondominated vectors are
y1 = (6, 16, 6)⊤, y2 = (12, 12, 6)⊤, y3 = (16, 8, 10)⊤. The red dots on the edge between
(y2, y3) are supported nondominated vectors (13, 11, 7)⊤, (14, 10, 8)⊤, (11, 13, 9)⊤. The light
red dots on the edge between the edge (y1, d1) are weakly supported vectors, 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).

portance in recent years and several combinatorial problems have been studied, e.g.,
multi-objective shortest path (Bökler et al., 2017), multi-objective spanning tree prob-
lems (Bökler et al., 2017; Okamoto and Uno, 2011), mining frequent closed attribute
trees (Arimura and Uno, 2005), general multi-objective combinatorial optimization prob-
lems and multi-objective linear programs (Bökler and Mutzel, 2015).

The purpose of this paper is to give insights into the time complexity for the enumer-
ation of all supported nondominated vectors for MOIMCF problems. The paper shows
that there can not exist an output-polynomial time algorithm for the enumeration of all
supported nondominated vectors that determine the vectors in an ordered way in the
outcome space unless NP = P. The paper shows that the next best distinct cost flow can
be determined in O(n3) given an initial optimal flow. This result derives an improved al-
gorithm to determine all supported nondominated vectors for BOIMCF problems to the
algorithm presented in Könen and Siglmayr (2023) if the number of branches needed
is significantly smaller than the number of supported efficient solutions. The paper
presents an example in which the adjusted algorithm saves an exponential amount of to
considered flows to get all supported nondominated vectors.

While the algorithm in Könen and Siglmayr (2023) is a decision-space method, the
paper presents also objective-space methods to determine all supported nondominated

5



vectors, based on the ε-scalarization method. In addition, the paper gives an equivalent
more compact formulation for the ILP used in the ε-scalarization method, which can
be solved more efficiently. Note, that the ε-scalarization could also be used to get all
nondominated vector, even in higher dimension. The adjusted algorithm can be seen as
an mixture of a decision- and objective-space method.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces the theory of
output-sensitive time complexity and summarizes the existing results from the literature
on the existence of output-polynomial time algorithms for the MOIMCF problem w.r.t.
different solution concepts. While Section 3 provides insight about the output-sensitive
complexity for MOIMCF problems. In Section 4, we derive an adjusted algorithm to
determine all supported nondominated vectors. In addition, a method is presented to
use objective-space methods like the ε-scalarization to determine all supported nondom-
inated vector and a more compact formulation for the ILP used in the ε-scalarization
is presented. Numerical results by these algorithms on different instances are reported
in Section 5. Section 6 summarizes the paper findings and suggests potential avenues
for future research.

2 An Introduction to Output-sensitive Complexity

This section formally introduces the theory of output-sensitive complexity of enumeration
problems and summarizes the existing results from the literature on the existence of
output-polynomial time algorithms for the MOIMCF problem w.r.t. different solution
concepts, for an comprehensive introduction see Johnson et al. (1988).

Definition 2.1 (Bökler and Mutzel 2015) An enumeration problem is a pair (I, C) such
that

1. I ⊆ Σ∗ is the set of instances for some fixed alphabet Σ,

2. C : I → 2Σ∗
maps each instance x ∈ I to its configurations C(x), and

3. the encoding length |s| for s in C(x) for x in I is in poly(|x|),
where Σ∗ can be interpreted as the set of all finite strings over {0, 1}.

We assume that I is decidable in polynomial time and that C is computable.

Definition 2.2 (Bökler and Mutzel 2015) An enumeration algorithm for an enumera-
tion problem E = (I, C) is a random access machine that

1. on input x in I outputs c in C(x) exactly once, and

2. on every input terminates after a finite number of steps.

Definition 2.3 (Bökler and Mutzel 2015) An enumeration algorithm for an enumera-
tion problem E = (I, C) is said to run in output-polynomial time (is output-sensitive)
if its running time is in poly(|x|, |C(x)|) for x in I.
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A finished decision problem EFin for an enumeration problem E = (I, C) is 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 (Lawler et al., 1980).

Thus, MOIMCF as any discrete multi-objective optimization problem can be consid-
ered as an enumeration problem, i.e., enumerating all nondominated vectors or w.r.t.
different solution concepts subsets of the nondominated vectors or solutions. Let C be
the configuration set of all supported efficient solutions and C∗ the configuration set
of all nondominated vectors. An output-polynomial time algorithm E = (I, C) which
determines all supported efficient solutions exactly once, would also yield all nondom-
inated vectors. However, it might not be output polynomial w.r.t. this task, as there
might be an exponential number of efficient solutions mapping to a small number of
nondominated points.

Thus, the algorithm for E∗ = (I, C∗) may output the elements (i.e., the nondominated
vectors) more than once or even exponentially many times. Consider, for example, a
directed graph with {1, . . . , n} transshipment nodes, a node s and t with flow balance n
and −n, respectively. 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.
Table 2.1 summarizes 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.

Table 2.1: Existing results on the existence of output-polynomial time algorithms for the MOIMCF
problem w.r.t. different solution concepts.

extreme
supported

supported
weakly
supported

all

nondominated
vectors

✓
1 ? ✗

2
✗

3

efficient
solutions

✓ ✓
2

✗
2

✗

1 Bökler and Mutzel (2015); Ehrgott et al. (2012)
2 Könen and Siglmayr (2023)
3 Bökler et al. (2017)

Note that the negative results for all nondominated vectors also hold for the bi-
objective case and the weakly supported nondominated vectors for the three-objective
case. In the bi-objective case, the set of all weakly supported nondominated vectors
equals the set of all supported nondominated vectors (Könen and Siglmayr, 2023). While
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an output polynomial time algorithm exists to determine all supported efficient solutions,
it remains an open question for the set of all supported nominated vectors.

3 Output-Sensitive Complexity for MOIMCF Problems

This chapter provides new insights into the time complexity for enumerating all sup-
ported nondominated vectors. We show that no output-polynomial time algorithm for
enumerating all supported nondominated vectors that find the vectors in an ordered way
in the outcome space exists unless NP = P. In order to prove this result, we first need
the concept of optimal tree solution and induced cycles.

3.1 Preliminaries

Definition 3.1 We call f and an associated tree structure (T, L, U) a tree solution if it
consists of a spanning tree T of D and a disjoint edge set A\T = L ∪ U with U ∩L = ∅

such that the flow f satisfies

fij = lij for all (i, j) ∈ L,

fij = uij for all (i, j) ∈ U.

If a feasible (optimal) flow exists, then there also exists a feasible (optimal) tree so-
lution (Cook et al., 1998), respectively. The network simplex algorithm (Dantzig, 1951)
always determines an optimal tree solution (Ahuja et al., 1993). Note that the network
simplex algorithm does not run in polynomial time. However, using the enhanced capac-
ity scaling algorithm (Orlin, 1993) solves the problem in time O

(

(m log n)(m + n log n)
)

,
i.e., in strongly polynomial time would yield an optimal solution that can be trans-
formed in a tree solution in polynomial time. W.l.o.g. we can assume that lij = 0 for all
(i, j) ∈ A (see Ahuja et al. 1993).

We associate a real number yi with each node i ∈ V . We refer to yi as the node
potential of node i. For a given set of node potentials y we define the reduced cost cij of
a given arc (i, j) as cij := cij +yi−yj. Any node potential y that satisfies the well-known
complementary slackness optimality conditions (see, e.g. Ahuja et al. 1993) is optimal,
and we have the following property of the reduced costs in the residual graph Df .

Property 3.2 Let f be an optimal flow and y an optimal node potential. Then cij(f) ≥ 0
for all (i, j) ∈ Df .

Hereby, Df = (V, Af := A+ ∪ A−) is defined as the residual graph with respect to a
feasible flow f , where A+ := {(i, j) : (i, j) ∈ A, fij < uij} and A− := {(j, i) : (i, j) ∈
A, fij > lij}. In Df , the residual capacities and residual costs are defined by uij(f) :=
uij − fij > 0 and cij(f) := cij , respectively, if (i, j) ∈ A+ and uij(f) := fji − lji > 0 and
cij(f) := −cji, respectively, if (i, j) ∈ A−.

For an optimal flow f , we can determine an optimal node potential y by computing
shortest path distances in Df from an arbitrary but fixed root node r to all other nodes
i ∈ V . Notice that we assume that all nodes i are reachable from r in Df . If this is not
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the case, artificial arcs with sufficiently high costs are added to Df . In the following, y
is considered as an optimal node potential (see Ahuja et al. 1993).

Property 3.3 (Ahuja et al. 1993) A tree solution f with an associated tree structure
(T, L, U) is optimal if

(i) cij = 0 for all (i, j) ∈ T,

(ii) cij ≥ 0 for all (i, j) ∈ L,

(iii) cij ≤ 0 for all (i, j) ∈ U.

These three conditions are equivalent to cij(f) ≥ 0 for all (i, j) ∈ Df .

Definition 3.4 (Cook et al. 1998) Let (i, j) /∈ T be a non-tree arc.

(i) There exists a unique cycle C(T, L, U, (i, j)) induced by (i, j), that is formed by
(i, j) together with the path P T

ji from j to i in T . This cycle is referred to as Cij .

(ii) The arc (i, j) defines the orientation of the cycle Cij. If (i, j) ∈ L, then the
orientation of the cycle is in the same direction as (i, j). If otherwise (i, j) ∈ U ,
then the cycle’s orientation is in the opposite direction. We define the set of all
arcs (u, v) in Cij that is in the same direction as the orientation of the cycle with
C+

ij and the set of all arcs (u, v) that are opposite directed with C−
ij .

See Figure 3.1 for an illustration.

1

2

3

4

5

(1
0,
3,
5)

(5,8,1)

(4,5,5)
(7,3,9)

(8
,2

,7
)

(6,10,2)

(8,1,4)

−10 10

(uij ,c1
ij ,c2

ij)

1

2

3

4

5

(0
,1
0,
7)

(0,5,3)

(0,4,0)

(0,7,7)

(0
,8

,1
)

(0,6,2)

(0,8,8)

(lij ,uij ,fij)

Figure 3.1: An example of a BOIMCF problem, that contains 10 nondomianted vectors and 83 non-
efficient flows. Right: an optimal tree solution for c1 and a example of a unique induced
cycle C4,5 induced by the arc (4, 5) (non-tree arcs are dashed). Here arc (4, 5) ∈ U and
therefore C+

4,5 = {(4, 5), (3, 4)} and C−
4,5 = {(3, 5)}. The cost c(C4,5) = (7, −9)⊤.

Property 3.5 (Cook et al. 1998) Given a tree structure (T, L, U), the unique cycle Cij

induced by an arc (i, j) 6∈ T satisfies

• For all arcs (u, v) ∈ Cij it holds that (u, v) ∈ T ∪ (i, j).
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• The cost of Cij is given by c(Cij) = cij if (i, j) ∈ L and c(Cij) = −ci,j if (i, j) ∈ U .

Theorem 3.6 (Könen et al. 2022) Each undirected cycle CD in D can be represented
by a composition of the unique induced cycles

Cij for all (i, j) ∈ CD \ T.

Any cycle C ∈ Df yields an undirected cycle CD, which can be represented by a
composition of the unique cycles Cij for all (i, j) ∈ CD \ T . We can extend this result
by showing that the incidence vector and the cost are closed under this composition.

Lemma 3.7 (Könen et al. 2022) For any cycle C ∈ Df let CD be the undirected equiv-
alent cycle in D. Then, it holds that:

χ(C) =
∑

a∈CD\T

χ(Ca) and c(C, f) =
∑

a∈CD\T

c(Ca),

where χ(Ca) ∈ {−1, 0, 1}A is defined by

χij(Ca) :=















1, if (i, j) ∈ C+
a ,

−1, if (i, j) ∈ C−
a ,

0, otherwise

for all (i, j) ∈ A.

Theorem 3.8 (Könen et al. 2022) Let f be an optimal tree solution with an associated
tree structure (T, L, U) and let f∗ be another integer flow. Then the flow f∗ can be
written as

f∗ = f +
∑

a/∈T

λa χ(Ca)

for some λ ∈ Z and it holds that

c(f∗) = c(f) +
∑

a/∈T

λa c(Ca)

3.2 Output-Sensitive Complexity for BOIMCF Problems

In order to investigate the time complexity of enumerating all supported nondominated
vectors for BOIMCF problems, we define first new problems in single-objective MCF
problems.

Definition 3.9 Given a single-objective MCF problem and an integer k ∈ Z. Then the
exact flow problem (EF) asks whether there exists a flow f with cost c(f) = k.

We will prove that this decision problem is NP-complete by reducing it to the well-
known NP-complete subset-sum problem.
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Definition 3.10 Given a set N = {1, . . . , n} of n items with positive integer weights
w1, . . . , wn and a real value T , the subset sum problem (SSP) is to find a subset of N
such that the corresponding total weight is exactly equal T . The formal definition is given
by

n
∑

j=1

wj xj = T

xj ∈ {0, 1} ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

Theorem 3.11 The exact flow problem is NP-complete.

Proof. Take an instance of the subset sum problem. Create the following instance of a
exact flow problem. Create a node i′ and i′′ for each i ∈ N and arcs (i′, i′′) ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n}
and (i′′, (i + 1)′) ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} all with cost equal to zero and lower and upper
capacity equals to zero and one, respectively. We add arcs (i′, (i + 1)′) ∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n−1}
with cost ci′,(i+1)′ = wi, lower capacity li′,(i+1)′ = 0 and upper capacity ui′,(i+1)′ = 1.
We define the node 1′ = s and create an additional node t as well as the arcs (n′′, t) and
(n′, t) with cost equal to zero and wn, respectively. We set bs = −1, bt = 1 and bi = 0
for all other nodes. A construction of this instance is illustrated in Figure 3.2.

If we can decide whether a flow f ∈ X with c(f) = T exists in polynomial time, we
would also solve be able to solve the subset sum problem in polynomial time. Assume
the subset-sum problem is solvable, i.e.,

∑n
j=1 wjxj = T . For each xi = 1 we take the

arc (i′, (i + 1)′ with cost ci′,(i+1)′ = wi. For each xi = 0 we take the arcs (i′, i
′′

) and

(i
′′
, (i + 1)′) both with cost equal to zero. This is a feasible s-t path (feasible flow) with

cost equal to T . On the other side, considering a path P (flow) with cost equal to T we
set xi = 1 if (i′, (i + 1)′) ∈ P and xi = 0 if not. Then x solves the subset problem with
the same argumentation as above.

s = 1′ 1′′ 2′ 2′′ t0 0 0 0

w1 w2

. . .

. . .

Figure 3.2: The instance of the exact flow problem corresponding to a given subset sum instance.

Theorem 3.11 implies that it is also NP-complete to determine if a flow f exists with
k1 < c(f) < k2 with k1, k2 ∈ Z .

In addition, we can prove the following statement.

Theorem 3.12 The problems to determine the k-th best flow or the k-th smallest dis-
tinct cost of a flow are NP-hard.
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Proof. Let the cost of finding the k-th best or k-th smallest distinct cost of a flow be
T (n). Consider the instance of the exact flow problem for a given subset sum problem
as in the proof above. Deciding whether a flow f exists with c(f) = T would solve the
subset sum problem. There are at most 2n different flows (item i could be selected or
not). Thus, a binary search for a given flow value is O(n). It can be concluded that
the complexity of the subset sum problem, known to be NP-complete, is O(nT (n)).
Therefore, the problem of determining the k-th best or k-th smallest distinct cost of a
flow is NP-hard.

Next, we will prove that we can determine all distinct costs of the flows for a single-
objective minimum cost flow problem in output-polynomial time, if we can determine
all supported nondominated vectors for a bi-objective minimum cost flow problem in
output-polynomial time and vice versa.

Definition 3.13 Given a single-objective integer minimum cost flow problem, the all
distinct cost value flow problem (ACVF) determines a minimal set of flows that includes
all existing different cost values of all feasible flows. In other words, it identifies k
different flows f1, . . . , fk such that

c (f1) < . . . < c (fk)

and there exists no flow fp such that c(fp) /∈ {c(f1), . . . , c(fk)}.

Theorem 3.14 If we can solve the ACVF problem in output-polynomial time, then we
can determine all supported nondominated vectors of a BOIMCF problem in output-
polynomial time.

Proof. Each supported nondominated vector lies on a maximal nondominated facet of
the upper image since its preimage is an optimal solution to a weighted sum scalarization
Pλ for an λ ∈ Λd (i.e., weights are strictly positive). Note that in the bi-objective
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 assume that
(|YN | > 1). All N extreme points and precisely one corresponding extreme flow can be
determined by using the enhanced parametric programming approach in O(M +Nn(m+
n log n)) time (Raith and Sedeño-Noda, 2017), where M denotes the time required to
solve a given single-objective minimum cost flow problem. Also, the algorithm stores
one extreme flow for each extreme nondominated point.

In Könen and Siglmayr (2023), it is shown that for each maximal nondominated facet,
we can create a reduced single-objective flow problem in which each image of a feasi-
ble flow lies on the maximal nondominated face. If we assume that we can solve the
(ACVF) problem in output-polynomial time, we could determine for a maximal non-
dominated face all supported nondominated vectors whose images lie on this facet in
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output-polynomial time. Thus, we solve the ACVF problem on the reduced network
with only the first objective function. Solving the ACVF problem successively for the
reduced single-objective minimum cost flow problems for each N − 1 maximal nondom-
inated facets would yield all supported nondominated vectors for the given BOIMCF
problem. Note that some vectors may lie in more than one maximal nondominated
facet, namely the extreme nondominated vectors, and therefore we have to ensure that
we only store these flows once. In total, we would obtain all supported nondominated
vectors in output-polynomial time.

Theorem 3.15 If we can determine all supported nondominated vectors for a bi-objective
integer minimum cost flow problem in output-polynomial time, then we can solve the
ACVF problem in output-polynomial time.

Proof. Consider an instance of the ACVF problem. Let f1 be an optimal solution of the
corresponding single-objective MCF problem, with the optimal tree structure (T, L, U).
Due to Theorem 3.8 it holds that any flow f̄ can be written as f̄ = f1 +

∑

a/∈T λa χ(Ca)
for some λ ∈ Z and thus c(f̄) = c(f1) +

∑

a/∈T λa c(Ca). We also can obtain the highest
cost of a feasible flow fk in polynomial time. Therefore, we create an MCF instance with
objective function −c(f) as objective and obtain the best flow in polynomial time.

We construct an BOIMCF instance by creating an artificial node s which has an arc
(s, r) to an arbitrary but fixed node r with a lower and upper capacity equal to 1 and
with costs equal to (0, c1(fk))⊤. The demand of node s is bs = −1, and we adjust the
demand value of the node r by br = br + 1. For this new artificial problem, the existing
cost values regarding the first objective are equal to the original problem, i.e., the set of
the ACVF problem regarding the first-objective would be the same in both problems.
For the second objective, we define the cost for each arc as the negative reduced cost of
the first objective, i.e., c2(a) = −c̄1(a) for each a ∈ A. Then for any induced cycle Ca it
holds c1(Ca) = −c2(Ca). One extreme supported vector ist the vector (c1(f1), c2(f1)).

Any flow fp can be written as fp = f1 +
∑

a/∈T λa χ(Ca) for some λ ∈ Z and it holds
that

c(fp) = c(f1) +
∑

a/∈T

λa c(Ca)

=
(

c1(f1) +
∑

a/∈T

λa c1(Ca), c2(f1) +
∑

a/∈T

λa c2(Ca)
)⊤

=
(

c1(f1) +
∑

a/∈T

λa c1(Ca), c2(f1)−
∑

a/∈T

λa c1(Ca)
)⊤

.

Since c1(fp) + c2(fp) = const, all feasible flows fp lie on the same maximally non-
dominated edge which is spanned by the two extreme supported nondominated vectors
(c1(f1), c2(f1)) and (c1(fk), c2(fk)). If we could determine all nondominated supported
vectors in output-polynomial time, we would also solve the ACVF problem for the orig-
inal single-objective MCF problem.
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Let ACFVFin denote the decision problem of ACFV, i.e., given a set of distinct cost
values {c(f1), . . . , c(fk)} of some feasible flows, decide if there exists a feasible flow fp

with a distinct cost value to the given ones c(fp) /∈ {c(f1), . . . , c(fk)}. If we can show that
ACFVFin is not solvable in polynomial time, then it does not exits an output-polynomial
time algorithm to determine all supported nondominated vector unless NP = P.

Using these results, we can show that if we have given two distinct supported nondom-
inated vector y1, y2 with y1

1 < y2
2 for a bi-objective integer minimum cost flow (BOIMCF)

problem, it is NP-hard to decide if another supported nondominated vector y3 exists,
which has higher cost in the first objective for y1 and lower cost in the first objective for
y2.

Theorem 3.16 Given two different supported nondominated vectors y1 and y2 of a
BOIMCF problem with y1

1 < y2
1, the problem of deciding whether another supported

nondominated vector y3 with y1
1 < y3

1 < y2
1 exists, i.e., in between the supported non-

dominated vector y1 and y2 is NP-complete.

Proof. We show the NP-completeness of the problem by reduction from the subset
sum problem. Consider an instance of the subset sum problem. Create the single-
objective minimum cost flow problem as in the proof of Theorem 3.11, the construction
is shown in Figure 3.2. An optimal flow of this instance would have a cost equal to 0
and the highest cost of a feasible flow would be

∑

i∈N wi. Transform the single-objective
MCF problem to a BOIMCF problem as in the proof of Theorem 3.15, such that all
nondominated vectors are supported nondominated vectors and lie on the same edge
between the two extreme supported points (0,

∑

i∈N wi)
⊤ and (

∑

i∈N wi, 0)⊤. From the
artificial node s, create two arcs (s, t′) and (s′, t′) with cost (k1, ℓ1) and (k2, ℓ2), where
ℓ1, ℓ2 is chosen such that both points lie on the maximally nondominated face, which can
be determined in polynomial time. So we have the two supported nondominated vectors
y1 = (T − 1, ℓ1) and y2 = (T + 1, ℓ2). Any supported nondominated vector y3 with the
property y1

1 < y3
1 < y2

1 would have a cost equal to T . If we can decide whether there
exists y3 such that y1

a < y3
1 < y2

1 in polynomial time, then we would solve the subset
sum problem in polynomial time, which yields a contradiction.

Theorem 3.16 implies also that it is NP-hard to determine the next best supported
nondominated vector regarding the first or second objective for a given supported non-
dominated vector of a BOIMCF problem. This means it is not possible to determine all
supported nondominated vectors in an ordered way regarding the first-objective (second-
objective) in output-polynomial time. However, this theorem is not enough to show that
the supported nondominated vector could not be obtained in output-polynomial time
and it still remains an open question.

Consider the BIOMCF problem of a subset sum instance in the proof of Theorem 3.16.
We have shown that given a supported nondominated vector, it is NP-hard to deter-
mine the next best supported nondominated vector for this instance. However, for this
instance of a BOIMCF problem, we can determine all supported-nondominated vectors
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in output-polynomial time using a similar algorithm to the pseudo-polynomial labeling
algorithm to solve the subset sum problem presented in Pisinger (1999).

4 Determining the Supported Nondominated Vectors

In this section, we shortly describe the Algorithm 1 presented in Könen and Siglmayr
(2023) to determine all supported efficient solutions and derive an adjusted algorithm in
order to determine the supported nondominated vectors more efficiently if the number of
branches needed is significantly smaller than the number of supported efficient solutions.

4.1 Determining All Supported Efficient Solutions

Algorithm 1 consists of two phases and relies on the following widely-known fact for any
integer supported flow, see, e.g., Gal (1977).

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 the algorithm for determining all optimum flows for single-objective minimum cost
flow problems presented in Könen et al. (2022), which we refer to as the all optimum
flow (AOF) algorithm. The AOF algorithm successively searches for so-called proper
zero-cost cycles efficiently using a modified depth-first search technique.

Definition 4.2 (Hamacher 1995) A proper (i, j)-cycle C ∈ Df is a proper cycle that
contains the arc (i, j). In addition, a proper (i, j)-cycle C ∈ Df is called minimal if it
has minimal cost among all proper (i, j)-cycles.

In order to determine all optimal solutions for a given maximal nondominated face,
i.e., an edge between two consecutive extreme vectors yi and yi+1 (see Figure 4.1), the
approach uses the AOF algorithm on the network with weight vector λ corresponding to
the given edge Fi. The extreme vector yi is optimal for this network with cost function
λ⊤Cf . In the first step, the network Dλ gets reduced to D

′

λ in the following way. We
remove all arcs in X := {(i, j) ∈ A : cij 6= 0}, i.e., arcs with non-zero reduced cost. Note
that some of these arcs in X may carry flow. Consequently, we must adjust the demand
vector accordingly to preserve feasibility. Consider the reduced network D′

λ = (V, A′)
with A′ = A\X and the new flow balance values b′

i = bi−
∑

(i,j)∈X fij +
∑

(j,i)∈X fji. For
any feasible flow f in D we can easily determine the corresponding feasible flow f ′ in D′

where all flow values are copied for all arcs a ∈ A′.
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c1(f)

c2(f)

conv(Y ) + R
2

yi

yi+1

(λi)⊤C

Figure 4.1: Illustration of two consecutive extreme points, the maximally nondominated edge Fi in
blue and the cost vector of (λi)⊤C.

We denote by P ′
λ the set of all feasible integer flows of the reduced network D′

λ. The
fact that there is only a finite number of flows in P ′

λ follows from the assumption that
there is no arc (i, j) with uij =∞.

For a feasible solution f ′ ∈ P ′
λ, we define

f∗(a) =

{

f ′(a), if a ∈ A′,

f(a), if a ∈ X .

The next lemma demonstrates how every optimal flow in Dλ can be obtained from
combining an initial optimal flow and some feasible flow in D′

λ.

Lemma 4.3 (Könen et al. 2022) Let f be an optimal integer solution of the MCF prob-
lem in Dλ. If f ′ is a feasible integer solution in D′

λ and f∗ is defined as above, then f∗

is an optimal solution in Dλ and vice versa.

Given a feasible flow f in D′
λ, we can compute another feasible flow by finding a proper

cycle in the residual network of D′
λ. Therefore, we can determine an another optimal

flow in Dλ by finding a proper cycle in D′
λ,f instead of finding a proper 0-cycle in Dλ,f .

This gives us the following theorem:

Theorem 4.4 (Könen et al. 2022) Let f be an optimal integer flow. Then every proper
cycle in D′

λ,f induces another optimal integer flow in Dλ.

Following this, the feasible objective space is reduced to all feasible solutions whose
image lies on the edge Fi. In Könen et al. (2022), it is shown that such a minimal
proper cycle C in D′

λ,f can be determined in O(mn), yielding a new efficient solution
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whose image is on the maximal nondomianted face Fi. Since we can compute the next
supported efficient solution in D′

λ, we can now apply the binary partition approach as
used in Hamacher (1995) or Könen et al. (2022). Let XD′ be the set of optimal flows in
D′

λ, which we also call the optimal solution space, and let f ′, f ′′ ∈ XD′ as above. We
then can recursively dividing XD′ into XD′

1
and XD′

2
such that f ′ and f ′′ are optimal

flows in XD1
and XD2

, respectively, and then seeks more flows in XD′
1

and XD′
2
. This

can easily be done by identifying some arc a with f ′(a) 6= f ′′(a). Such an arc must exist
since c(f ′) 6= c(f ′′). Let (i, j) = a if a ∈ L and (i, j) = a−1 if a ∈ U . Assume w.l.o.g.
that f ′

ij < f ′′
ij. We set

XD′
1

:= {z ∈ XD′ : zij ≤ f ′
ij}

and
XD′

2
:= {z ∈ XD′ : zij ≥ f ′

ij + 1}.
This partitioning implies that each new minimum cost flow problem is defined in a

modified flow network with an altered upper or lower capacity of a single arc (i, j).
By dividing the new solution spaces again until no more other optimal flow exists, all
optimal solutions are found, and therefore, all supported efficient solutions that image
lie on the maximal nondominated face Fi. We obtain the complete set of supported
efficient solutions by doing so for each maximally nondominated face and only storing
newly seen flows. 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) (Eusébio and Figueira, 2009a). Hence, determining all optimal solutions
for (Pλi) gives all supported efficient flows whose image lies in between Fi.

4.2 The Adjusted Algorithm

In the current version of the algorithm, we search for a proper cycle in the reduced net-
work to obtain a second supported efficient solution. Note that in the reduced network,
any cycle would have a cost equal to zero regarding the weighted sum with a weight vec-
tor λ corresponding to the current maximal nondominated face Fi. However, we will now
consider the first objective. We then search for a minimal proper cycle in the reduced
network, i.e., a proper cycle with minimum cost regarding the first objective under all
proper cycles in D′

λ. A proper zero cost cycle regarding the first objective in D′
λ would

yield a supported efficient solution whose images maps to the same vector as the initial
solution (in the bi-objective case). Since we want, in the best case, only one flow per
vector, we search for a minimal proper cost cycle under all proper cycles that have cost
greater than zero. We then would obtain a distinct cost second-best flow regarding the
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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.

first objective. Using the complementary slackness condition, we prove that we could
obtain such a cycle in O(n3). Using this fact, we could adjust the previously presented
algorithm in Section 4.1 to find the supported nondominated vectors more efficiently.

We want to find all supported nondominated vectors for each maximally face Fi (in
this case, given by an edge between two consecutive extreme points). For that, we want
to determine all supported nondominated vectors between the edge of the two extreme
vectors yi and yi+1. In Figure 4.1, an example is shown.

For yi let f ′ be a corresponding optimal flow. Considering the edge Fi, we know that
f ′ is not only an optimal flow for the weight vector λ, but as well f ′ is an optimal
flow regarding the first objective c1 in D′

λ. So for f ′, there can not be a negative cycle
regarding the cost of c1 in D′

λ,f ′ and the complementary slackness conditions holds.
In order to find the next nondominated vector on the edge Fi, we determine the min-

imal proper cycle C := argmin{c1(C) : c1(C) > 0, C ∈ D′
λ,f ′}. Using techniques from

Könen et al. (2022) and Hamacher (1995) this can be done in O(n3). Note, that this is
feasible only for the first and last supported nondominated vector on a maximally non-
dominated face, since it requires an optimal solution w.r.t. the first or second objective
function to start with. Thus, this procedure can not be extended to iteratively generate
supported nondominated vectors along the face in an ordered way.

Let D = (dji) be the distance table of Dλ,f concerning c1(f), i.e., dji is the length of
the shortest path Pji from j to i in Df with length c1(f, Pji). The distance table may be
computed in time O(n3) using the Floyd-Warshall algorithm or in time O(n2 log n+mn)
by (essentially) repeated calls to Dijkstra’s algorithm; the latter is more efficient on sparse
graphs.

Hamacher shows the following property for proper minimal (i, j)-cycles:

Property 4.5 (Hamacher 1995) For any anti-parallel arc in Af , i.e., (i, j) ∈ Af with
(j, i) /∈ Af , the cost of a proper minimal (i, j)-cycle C ∈ Df is given by c(f, C) =
cij(f) + dji.
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Algorithm 2: FindAllOptimalFlows

Data: optimal flow f for Pλi and the reduced costs c
Result: All optimal integer flows for Pλi

f∗ ← FindAnotherOptimalFlow(f , c, D);
if f∗ = null then Stop;

Print(f∗);
// Partition solution space and find new optimal flow

a← arc a with f(a) 6= f∗(a);
if f(a) < f∗(a) then

FindAllOptimalFlows(f , c, D) with ua = f(a);
FindAllOptimalFlows(f∗, c, D) with la = f(a) + 1;

else

FindAllOptimalFlows(f , c, D) with la = f(a);
FindAllOptimalFlows(f∗, c, D) with ua = f(a)− 1;

When using Hamacher’s idea, the problem is that it only applies to arcs with no
anti-parallel arc in Af . For all other arcs, the cost of the corresponding proper minimal
(i, j)-cycle has to be computed by finding a shortest path in Df \{(j, i)}. In the following
result, we show that we can use the complementary slackness optimality conditions of
an optimal solution to overcome this problem and restrict ourselves to consider only arcs
with no anti-parallel arcs in Dλ,f .

Theorem 4.6 We can determine the minimal cost cycle

C := argminC∈D′
λ,f ′
{c1(C) : c1(C) > 0}

over all cycles with strictly positive weight in O(n3).

Proof. Let C be a minimal proper cycle with the property c1(C) 6= 0. So c1(C, f) > 0,
because there cannot be a cycle with negative costs due to the negative cycle optimality
conditions. Therefore, there exists an arc (i, j) ∈ C with cij(f) > 0. Since f is an optimal
solution, the complementary slackness optimality conditions ensure that c1

ij(f) > 0 only
holds if (i, j) ∈ D and fij = lij or (j, i) ∈ D and fji = uji. Therefore, we have that
(i, j) ∈ A := {(i, j) ∈ Df : (i, j) ∈ D with fij = lij or (j, i) ∈ D with fji = uji} and
(j, i) /∈ Df , (since the flow value of the corresponding arc of (i, j) in D is equal to the
upper or lower capacity of this arc).

Since (j, i) /∈ Df it holds that c1(C, f) = cij +dji due to Property 4.5. Since c1
ij(f) ≥ 0

any cycle C with c1(C) has at least one of such an arc. Consequently, we can determine
a minimal proper cycle C := argmin{c1(C) : c1(C) > 0, C ∈ D′

λ,f ′} by just choosing

C = argmin{c(f, C) = cij + dji : C = {(i, j)} ∪ Pji with (i, j) ∈ A}. We can compute
the distance table in O(n3) time. Notice that this approach also provides the paths Pji

in addition to the cost dji.
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Given all pairwise distances dji and the reduced costs c1
ij(f) for all (i, j) in D1

f we can

determine c1(f, C) = c1
ij + dji in constant time O(1) and can determine the argmin in

O(m) time. As a result, we can compute a minimal proper cycle with c1(C) 6= 0 in time
O(n3).

So let C be chosen as above. Let f ′′ = f ′ + χ(C). The flow f ′′ is supported, and its
image lies on the edge Fi. We are going to prove that f ′′ is the next nondominated point
on Fi regarding the cost of c1, i.e., there does not exist a flow f̄ whose image lies on Fi

with the property c1(f ′) < c1(f̄) < c1(f ′′).

Theorem 4.7 There exists no flow f̄ whose image c1(f̄) lies on F1 between the images
of f ′ and f ′′, i.e., c1(f ′) < c1(f̄) < c1(f ′′).

Proof. It holds that

f ′′ = f ′ + χ(C) and thus c1(f ′′) = c1(f ′) + c1(C)

and we know that any flow f̄ on F1 can be written as

f̄ = f ′ +
∑

Ci∈D′
λ,f ′

χ(Ci) c1(f̄) = c1(f ′) +
∑

Ci∈D′
λ,f ′

c1(Ci).

=⇒ c1(f ′) < c1(f ′) + c1(C) = c1(f ′′) ≤ c1(f ′) +
∑

Ci∈D′
λ,f ′

c1(Ci) = c(f̄).

The inequality
∑

Ci∈D′
λ,f ′

c1(Ci) ≥ c1(C) holds since the sum contains the positive cost

of at least one cycle regarding the first objective. Since C was chosen as the minimal
cost cycle

C := argminC∈D′
λ,f ′
{c1(C) : c1(C) > 0},

it holds that c1(f ′′) ≤ c1(f̄).

Since we can compute the next nondominated supported vector in D′
λ, we can now ap-

ply the binary partition approach as used in Hamacher (1995) and Könen et al. (2022),
presented above. Thereby, we substitute FindAnotherOptimalFlow in Algorithm 2
by Algorithm 3.

This adjusted algorithm can be more efficient in determining all supported nondomi-
nated vectors than by determining all supported efficient flows, as the next example will
show since we might have an exponential number of supported efficient flows that we
would not consider with this new technique.

Example 4.8 Consider a graph D with nodes {1, . . . , k}, parameters L, M ∈ N and an
optimal flow f w.r.t. the first objective. Node 1 has b1 = 2 and node k has bk = −2. For
all other nodes i ∈ {2, . . . , k − 1} we have bi = 0. The graph D contains arcs

• (i, i + 1) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k− 1} with ui,i+1 = (k− 3) M + (L + 2), fi,i+1 = 2 and
reduced costs c̄1

i,i+1 = c̄2
i,i+1 = 0,
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Algorithm 3: FindSecondDistinctCostBestFlow

Data: optimal flow f in Pλi

Result: A second distinct cost-best flow f ′ with c(f ′) 6= c′(f), if one exists.

y ← ComputeNodePotential(f , D);
c ← ComputeReducedCost(y, D);
(D, P )← DetermineDistanceTableAndPaths(c, f, D);
C ← argmin{c(f, C)} = argminC∈D′

λ,f ′
{c1(C) : c1(C) > 0};

if C = null then Stop;
f ′ ← f + χ(C);

return f ′;

• arcs (k− i, k− i− 2) for all i ∈ {1, . . . k− 3} with uk−i,k−i−2 = M , fk−i,k−i−2 = 0
and c̄1

k−i,k−i−2 = c̄2
k−i,k−i−2 = 0, and

• one arc (k, k − 2) with uk,k−2 = L, fk,k−2 = 0 and c̄1
k,k−2 = 1, c̄2

k,k−2 = −1.

Figure 4.2 illustrates this example for k = 5. There are L + 1 nondominated vectors
which are all supported. However, we would have (M + 1)k−3(L + 1) efficient flows,
which are all supported. However, using the branching technique described above, we
would have only L + 1 leaves at the end of our branching.

2 −2

(M, 0, 0, 0)(M, 0, 0, 0)

(L, 0, 1,−1)

Figure 4.2: Graph D of the BOIMCF problem in Example 4.8 with an optimal flow f w.r.t. the first
objective. The arcs are labeled with (ua, fa, c̄1

ij , c̄2
ij). Here lij = 0 for all arcs and (ua =

(k − 3)M + (L + 2), fa = 2, c̄1
ij = 0, c̄2

ij = 0) for all arcs that are not labeled. The nodes are
labeled with bi and bi = 0 for all nodes which are not labeled. M > L.

However, as shown in the following example, we might find supported efficient flows
(even exponential many) with images corresponding to supported nondominated vectors
already found in other branches.

Example 4.9 Consider a graph D with nodes {1, . . . , k}, parameter L ∈ N and an
optimal flow f w.r.t. the first objective. Node 1 has b1 = 2 and node k has bk = −2. All
other nodes i ∈ {2, . . . , k − 1} are transshipment nodes, bi = 0. The graph D contains
arcs

• (i, i + 1) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k − 1} with ui,i+1 = L + 2, fi,i+1 = 2 and reduced costs
c̄1

i,i+1 = c̄2
i,i+1 = 0, and
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• (k, k − i) for all i ∈ {2, . . . , k − 1} with uk,k−1 = L, fk,k−1 = 0 and reduced costs
c̄1

k,k−1 = 1, c̄2
k,k−i = −1.

Figure 4.3 illustrates the graph D for k = 5. Then, this BOIMCF has L+1 nondominated
vectors, all of them supported. However, we have

∑L
i=0

((k−2)+i−1
i

)

supported efficient
flows, and all of them would yield a leave of our branching technique. This number can
be exponential. Assume that L > k then it holds that

L
∑

i=0

(

(k − 2) + i− 1

i

)

>
k
∑

i=0

(

k − 3 + i

i

)

>
k
∑

i=0

(

k − 3

i

)

= 2k−3.

Since k ∈ O(m), we have an exponential amount of flows to consider.

2 −2

(L, 0, 1,−1)

(L, 0, 1,−1)

(L, 0, 1,−1)

Figure 4.3: Graph D of the BOIMCF problem in Example 4.9 with an optimal flow f w.r.t. the first
objective. The arcs labeled with (ua, fa, c̄1

ij , c̄2
ij). Here lij = 0 for all arcs and (ua =

L + 2, fa = 2, c̄1
ij = 0, c̄2

ij = 0) for all arcs that are not labeled. The nodes are labeled with
bi and bi = 0 for all nodes which are not labeled.

4.3 ε-Scalarizations on the Reduced Networks

One decision-space method for determining nondominated vectors for general multi-
objective linear programs is the well-known ε-constraint method (Haimes et al., 1971).
In the ε-constraint method, there is no aggregation of criteria as in the weighted-sum
method, instead, only one of the original objectives is minimized while the others are
transformed into constraints.

The ε-constraint scalarization of (MOIMCF) can be represented as:

min cj(f)
s.t. ck(f) ≤ εk ∀k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, k 6= j

f ∈ X

An illustration of the ε-constraint for a bi-objective minimum cost flow problem can
be found in Figure 4.4.

For the BOIMCF problem, all nondominated vectors can be found by solving a se-
quence of ε-constraints problems. Starting with the lexicography minimal solution
lexmin{c1(f), c2(f)} regarding the first objective, which can be determined in polynomial
time, we can determine the next nondominated point using the ε-constraint. After each
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c1(f)

c2(f)

conv(Y ) + R
2

ε

Figure 4.4: An example of the ǫ-constraint scalarization {minf∈X c1(f) : c2(f) ≤ ε} for a BOIMCF
problem.

newly generated point, we update ε until the last nondominated point lexmin{c2(f), c1(f)}
is generated. In Eusébio and Figueira (2009b), an implicit enumeration algorithm for
BOIMCF problems is given, which solves such a sequence of ε-constraint problems by
computing optimal non-integer solutions with a network simplex algorithm and then
determining optimal integer solutions with a branch-and-bound technique.

We also could use this ε-constraint method to obtain the complete set of supported
nondominated vectors for the BOIMCF problems, in which we have to solve one ε-
constraint problem for each supported nondominated vector. Thereby, we solve the
ε-constraint method on each maximally nondominated face. Let XD′ be the set of
all feasible flows for the reduced network for one maximal nondominated face, i.e., all
solutions whose image lie on this maximal nondominated face. Any solution in the
reduced network is a supported efficient solution. Using the ε-constraint method on
all of these facets would determine all supported nondominated vectors. We only must
solve one ε-constraint problem for each supported nondominated vector. Let T (ε) be
the longest time required to solve such an ε-constraint problem.

Theorem 4.10 For a given BOIMCF problem, we can determine all S supported non-
dominated vectors in time O(N n(m + nlogn) + S(T (ε) + n + m))

Proof. The enhanced parametric network approach (Raith and Ehrgott, 2009b) re-
quires O(Nn(m + n log n) + M) time, where M is the time required to solve a single-
objective minimum cost flow problem and N is the number of all extreme supported
nondominated vectors. Since the algorithm determines the extreme points in 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 Si supported nondominated vec-
tors on the maximally nondominated face Fi we have to solve Si−1 ε-constraint problems.
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Doing so for each of the maximally nondominated faces requires O(S(T (ε) + n + m))
time.

4.4 A more compact formulation for the ILP in the ε-method

The ε-constraint problem contains m variables and 2 m + n + 1 constraints. However,
according to Theorem 3.8, each flow f∗ can be written by an initial optimal tree solution
f and a conical combination of incidence vectors of all induced cycles with bounded
coefficients, i.e.,

f∗ = f +
∑

a/∈T

λa χ(Ca)

for some λ ∈ Z and it holds that

c(f∗) = c(f) +
∑

a/∈T

λa c(Ca).

Therefore instead of solving a constrained minimum cost problem, we also could solve
the following ILP, which searches for the best combination of induced cycles such that
the capacity constraints are satisfied.

min
∑

a/∈T

λa c1(Ca) (c-MOIMCF)

s.t. 0− fij ≤
∑

a:(i,j)∈Ca

λa χij(Ca) ≤ uij − fij ∀(i, j) ∈
⋃

a/∈T

Ca

∑

a/∈T

λa c2(Ca) ≤ ε

Theorem 4.11 For ε sufficiently large the set of feasible solutions of (MOIMCF) and
(c-MOIMCF) coincide.

Proof. Let f be an initial optimal tree solution. Assume that f∗ is a feasible solu-
tion for Equation (MOIMCF). After Theorem 3.8, the solution f∗ can be written as
f∗ = f +

∑

a/∈T λ∗
a χ(Ca) for some λ ∈ Z. Let λ∗

a for a /∈ T be the solution for Equa-
tion (c-MOIMCF), then 0−fij ≤

∑

a:(i,j)∈Ca
λa χij(Ca) ≤ uij−fij for all (i, j) ∈ ⋃a/∈T Ca

would be satisfied, since otherwise an arc (u, v) exists where the capacity constraint
0 ≤ f∗

uv ≤ uuv would not hold. A contradiction of the feasibility of f∗. Now assume that
λ′

a for a /∈ T is a feasible solution of Equation (c-MOIMCF). Let f ′ = f +
∑

a/∈T λ′
a χ(Ca).

Since f was an feasible initial optimal tree solution and we only change flow on cycles, it
holds that

∑

j:(i,j)∈A f ′
ij−

∑

j:(j,i)∈A f ′
ji = bi for all i ∈ V . The boundaries of 0 ≤ fij ≤ uij

for all (i, j) ∈ A are also satisfied, since otherwise uij − fij for one arc (i, j) ∈ ⋃a/∈T Ca

would be not satisfies. A contradiction.

This ILP has n variables and at least n − 1 constraints less than the standard ε-
constraint problem. According to Theorem 3.8, the respective sets of feasible solutions
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coincide. In Section 5, we evaluate numerically which approach is faster in practice,
the standard ε-constraint method or the combination approach of the induced cycles.
We also compare the running times to determine all supported nondominated vectors
compared to the algorithms in Section 4.1 and Section 4.2.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present the implementation and numerical evaluation of the four
methods. The section aims to report and compare the results, providing a comprehensive
understanding of their behaviors.

All computations are conducted on a computer with an Intel® Core™i8-8700U CPU
3.20 GHz processor with 32 GB RAM, using a LINUX operating system. The algorithms
are implemented and run in Python (Version 3.11). In addition, for solving the ε-
scalarizations Gurobi (Version 10.3) embedded in Python is used. To ensure a fair
comparisons, the ILPs in Gurobi were solved using a single thread.

For the computational experiments, we utilized test instances from Figure 4.2 and Fig-
ure 4.3, as well as minimum cost flow problem classes generated by the NETGEN network
generator (Klingman et al., 1974). The entire test comprised 10 problem classes, with
each class consisting of a set of 15 randomly generated network problems. The param-
eters that allowed the random generation of each NETGEN instances are the number
of nodes, number of arcs, the number of nodes acting as supply or sink nodes, respec-
tively, the greatest cost, greatest capacity, and the total supply in each network. In each
problem class, the number of arcs and nodes varies. The instances ranged from 50 to
2000 nodes with 100 to 8000 arcs. These variables were chosen as independent variables
due to the direct influence that they have in the number of possible supported nondom-
inated vectors or supported efficient solutions, and, therefore influencing the different
number of iterations of the different methods. All the other parameters that NETGEN
can accept were kept constant. All instances have 2 nodes acting as supply nodes and
2 nodes acting as sink nodes, a maximum arc cost of 10 for both objective functions, a
maximum upper capacity of 50, and a total supply of 50.

Results for the NETGEN instance classes are presented in Table 5.1, while the results
of the test instances from Figure 4.2 and Figure 4.3 are summarized in Table 5.2 and Ta-
ble 5.3. These tables display the number of extreme nondominated vectors, supported
nondominated vectors, supported efficient solutions, and CPU-time for all four methods.
We display the min, max and mean of the times and numbers of the 15 network prob-
lems. Note, that we only consider problem instances with at least two nondominated
vectors.

Table 5.2 indicates that, as expected, the adjusted algorithm outperforms the all
optimum algorithm when the number of branches needed is significantly smaller than
the number of supported efficient solutions. However, when the number of branches
needed equals the number of efficient solutions, the all optimal algorithm outperform
the adjusted algorithm, as evident in Table 5.3. The high computational cost of the
Floyd-Warshall algorithm used in each branch contributes to the adjusted algorithm’s
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suboptimal performance, as highlighted in Table 5.1 and indicates that this algorithm
performs badly in practice.

Despite this, when the number of supported nondominated vectors and supported
efficient solutions equals, and therefore the all optimal flow algorithm would run in
output-polynomial time to determine the number of all supported nondominated vectors,
the objective-space methods clearly outperform this algorithm.

On a positive note, the more compact formulation of the ε-scalarization surpasses
the classic formulation in each instance, as shown in Table 5.4. The mean CPU-Time
needed in the more compact formulation for the ε-scalarization across all instance classes
is 4.244 times faster than the standard formulation, demonstrating its efficiency. The
time gap may increase in instances including more nodes and arcs. This is a nice result
since the more compact formulation can also be used in any ε-scalarization method for
multi-objective minimum cost flow problems with d ≥ 3 objectives or the determination
of all nondominated vectors for minimum cost flow problems.

In conclusion, the computational experiments provide valuable insights into the strengths
and weaknesses of the implemented algorithms. The more compact formulation of ε-
scalarization presents a promising direction for future research, offering faster compu-
tation times and potential applications in multi-objective minimum cost flow problems
with three or more objectives.

6 Conclusion

This paper discusses in detail the time complexity of enumerating all supported non-
dominated vectors for MOIMCF problems. The paper shows that there can not exist
an output-polynomial time algorithm for the enumeration of all supported nondomi-
nated vectors that determine the vectors in an ordered manner in the outcome space
unless NP = P. However, it remains an open question whether an output-polynomial
time algorithm exists. Future research could focus on whether an output-polynomial
time algorithm exists for the bi-objective or the multi-objective case with d ≥ 3 objec-
tives. The numerical tests show that the outcome space methods clearly outperform
the decision-space methods, even if they do not run in output-polynomial time. The
compact formulation of the ILP for the ε-method shows a significant time improvement
compared to the conventional ILP. The new formulation can also be used for the com-
putation of all nondominated vectors in multidimensional minimum cost flow problems
and could be investigated in the future.

For (MOIMCF) problems, supported nondominated vectors are often only a small part
of the complete set of nondominated vectors, even for the bi-objective case. However,
determining supported nondominated vectors is often needed as a first step in two-phase
exacts methods and for population-based heuristics. The development of improved two-
phase methods that compute all nondominated vectors for (MOIMCF) problems could
be explored in the future.
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Table 5.1: Numerical results for the different instance classes generated with NETGEN. T-|YEN | dis-
plays the time needed to determine the number of extreme vectors. T-AO, T-DS, T-ε,
T-New-ε refers for the CPU-time in seconds needed for Algorithm 1, the adjusted version
with Algorithm 3, the ε-Method, and the new more compact ε-Method. Empty entries (–)
are reflecting a CPU-time of over 500 seconds and have not been recorded.

Class |YEN | T-|YEN | |YSN | |XSN | T-AO T-DS T-ε T-New-ε

1 min 2 0.03 4 4 0.0058 0.1027 0.0055 0.003
n = 50 max 10 0.1777 41 41 0.0602 1.26 0.0346 0.0195
m = 100 mean 4.667 0.0836 19.73 19.73 0.0283 0.5501 0.0154 0.0087

2 min 5 0.1836 23 24 0.0416 0.8 0.0175 0.0107
n = 50 max 15 0.614 97 221 0.3842 8.12 0.1069 0.0338
m = 200 mean 9.067 0.3546 42.33 52.6 0.1016 2.009 0.0422 0.0207

3 min 2 0.1013 3 3 0.0119 0.4053 0.0048 0.003
n = 100 max 14 0.9123 49 96 0.3851 15.45 0.1094 0.0402
m = 200 mean 6.333 0.3965 25.53 29.6 0.1213 5.103 0.0628 0.0198

4 min 6 0.7169 20 20 0.1122 4.276 0.0634 0.0183
n = 100 max 36 4.797 128 154 0.8551 33.03 0.3975 0.1325
m = 400 mean 11.85 1.545 52.77 63.92 0.3516 11.65 0.1652 0.0447

5 min 4 0.8857 4 4 0.0716 4.966 0.0844 0.0155
n = 200 max 17 4.121 82 86 1.145 109.5 0.4663 0.0936
m = 400 mean 8.467 2.018 31.67 33.53 0.4812 41.46 0.2308 0.0482

6 min 2 0.7583 5 5 0.0655 5.481 0.0299 0.0064
n = 200 max 24 11.39 128 311 4.528 382.6 0.708 0.1501
m = 800 mean 13.6 6.506 60.2 77.8 1.3 100.7 0.4 0.0853

7 min 4 20.17 10 10 3.185 – 0.4253 0.0926
n = 1000 max 18 98.72 64 64 18.76 – 2.271 0.5435
m = 2000 mean 10.73 58.84 34.4 34.93 10.75 – 1.331 0.3006

8 min 4 39.73 7 7 2.599 – 0.3993 0.0854
n = 1000 max 32 344.4 112 121 42.37 – 4.186 0.8983
m = 4000 mean 18.13 197.4 55.4 60.93 22.44 – 2.387 0.5203

9 min 4 81.46 9 9 16.42 – 1.345 0.2309
n = 2000 max 24 542.8 57 124 139.1 – 9.661 1.588
m = 4000 mean 13.4 301.3 36.13 44.13 55.47 – 5.307 0.9287

10 min 9 367.5 17 17 26.64 – 3.4 0.6443
n = 2000 max 26 1099 90 220 272.8 – 10.69 1.956
m = 8000 mean 17.4 746.2 65.2 108.4 139.8 – 7.168 1.293
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Table 5.2: Numerical results for the different instances of Figure 4.2. Each instance has |YEN | = 2
extreme supported nondominated and |YSN | = 6 nondominated supported vectors. For the
first 5 instances, it holds M = 10, L = 5. For the last, it holds M = 1, L = 3. In thins
instances the adjusted algorithm needs only |YSN | = 6 branches.

Class |XSN | T-AO T-DS T-ε T-New-ε

n = 5 726 0.06906 0.001218 0.00186 0.001399
n = 6 7986 0.6985 0.001787 0.001866 0.001458
n = 7 87846 7.733 0.001909 0.02054 0.001622
n = 8 966306 92.69 0.002558 0.01949 0.001775
n = 9 10629366 1197.7119 0.002758 0.0203 0.001847
n = 20 786432.0 162.332160 0.013405 0.023102 0.002356

Table 5.3: Numerical results for the different instances of Figure 4.3. Each instance has |YEN | = 2
extreme supported nondominated and |YSN | = 6 nondomintaed supported vectors. For
the first six instances, it holds L = 5. For the last L = 3. In this instances the adjusted
algorithm needs exactly |XSN | branches.

Class |XSN | T-AO T-DS T-ε T-New-ε

n = 5 56.0 0.005528 0.011958 0.001973 0.001445
n = 6 126.0 0.013386 0.034731 0.001971 0.001618
n = 7 252.0 0.031600 0.089560 0.002218 0.001579
n = 8 462.0 0.065902 0.195041 0.002353 0.001674
n = 9 792.0 0.124758 0.399943 0.002429 0.001775
n = 10 1287.0 0.223086 0.819848 0.020767 0.002110
n = 20 33649.0 12.846450 84.200655 0.020696 0.002846

Table 5.4: Displays the time difference of the ε-epsilon method versus the more compact formulation
of the mean for each randomly generated NETGEN class instances of Table 5.1.

Class T-ε / T-New-ε

1 1.762
2 2.055
3 3.923
4 4.791
5 4.711
6 4.435
7 4.607
8 5.69
9 5.533
10 6.101
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