arXiv:2211.09659v1 [cs.DS] 17 Nov 2022

Minimum Path Cover in Parameterized Linear Time^∗

Manuel Cáceres^† Massimo Cairo^‡ Brendan Mumey^§ Romeo Rizzi^¶ Alexandru I. Tomescu^‖

Abstract A minimum path cover (MPC) of a directed acyclic graph (DAG) G = (V, E) is a minimumsize set of paths that together cover all the vertices of the DAG. Computing an MPC is a basic polynomial problem, dating back to Dilworth’s and Fulkerson’s results in the 1950s. Since the size k of an MPC (also known as the width) can be small in practical applications, research has also studied algorithms whose running time is parameterized on k.

We obtain a new MPC parameterized algorithm for DAGs running in time O(k^2∣V ∣ + ∣E∣). Our algorithm is the first solving the problem in parameterized linear time. Additionally, we obtain an edge sparsification algorithm preserving the width of a DAG but reducing ∣E∣ to less than 2∣V ∣. This algorithm runs in time O(k^2∣V ∣) and requires an MPC of a DAG as input, thus its total running time is the same as the running time of our MPC algorithm.

1 Introduction

A Minimum Path Cover (MPC) of a (directed) graph G = (V, E) is a minimum-sized set of paths such that every vertex appears in at least one path of the set. While computing an MPC is NP-hard in general, it is a classic result, dating back to Dilworth [23] and Fulkerson [27], that this can be done in polynomial time on directed acyclic graphs (DAGs). Computing an MPC of a DAG has applications in various fields. In bioinformatics, it allows efficient solutions to the problems of multi-assembly [24, 59, 55, 12, 44, 11, 8], perfect phylogeny haplotyping [5, 33], and alignment to pan-genomes [49, 46, 20, 18, 19, 21]. Other examples include scheduling [17, 22, 7, 60, 63, 50], computational logic [6, 28], distributed computing [58, 35], databases [36], evolutionary computation [37], program testing [52], cryptography [47], and programming languages [42]. Since in many of these applications the size k (number of paths, also known as width) of an MPC is bounded, research has also focused in solutions whose running time is parameterized by k^1. This approach is also related to the line of research “FPT inside P” [31, 11, 26, 40, 1, 9, 10, 49, 46] of finding natural parameterizations for problems already in P.

MPC algorithms can be divided into those based on a reduction to maximum matching [27], and those based on a reduction to minimum flow [52]. The former compute an MPC of a transitive DAG

∗A preliminary version of this work was published in the proceedings of SODA 2022 [10]. This work was partially funded by the US Fulbright program, the Fulbright Finland Foundation, the Helsinki Institute for Information Technology (HIIT), the US National Science Foundation (award DBI-1759522), the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No. 851093, SAFEBIO), and the Academy of Finland (grants No. 322595, 328877).

†Department of Computer Science, University of Helsinki, Finland, manuel.caceresreyes@helsinki.fi. ‡Department of Computer Science, University of Helsinki, Finland, cairomassimo@gmail.com. §Gianforte School of Computer Science, Montana State University, USA, brendan.mumey@montana.edu. ¶Department of Computer Science, University of Verona, Italy, romeo.rizzi@univr.it. ‖Department of Computer Science, University of Helsinki, Finland, alexandru.tomescu@helsinki.fi. 1Algorithms of this class do not know the value of k in advance.

by finding a maximum matching in a bipartite graph with 2∣V ∣ vertices and ∣E∣ edges. Thus, one can compute an MPC of a transitive DAG in time O( √ ∣V ∣∣E∣) with the Hopcroft-Karp algorithm [34]. Further developments of this idea include the O(k∣V ∣^2)-time algorithm of Felsner et al. [25], and the O(∣V ∣^2 + k √ k∣V ∣) and O( √ ∣V ∣∣E∣ + k √ k∣V ∣)-time algorithms of Chen and Chen [14, 15].

The reduction to minimum flow consists in building a flow network G from G, where a global source s and global sink t are added, and each vertex v of G is split into an edge (v^{in}, v^{out}) of G with a demand (lower bound) of one unit of flow (see Section 2 for details). A minimum-valued (integral) flow of G corresponds to an MPC of G, which can be obtained by decomposing the flow into paths. This reduction (or similar) has been used several times in the literature to compute an MPC (or similar object) [52, 51, 30, 36, 16, 54, 53, 50], and it is used in the recent O(k(∣V ∣+∣E∣) log ∣V ∣)-time solution of Mäkinen et al. [49]. Furthermore, by noting that a vertex cannot belong to more than ∣V ∣ paths in an MPC, the problem can be reduced to maximum flow with capacities at most ∣V ∣ (see for example [3, Theorem 3.9.1]). As an example, using the Goldberg-Rao algorithm [32] the problem can be solved in time ̃O(∣E∣ min(∣E∣^{1/2}, ∣V ∣^{2/3})+∣∣P∣∣) (∣∣P∣∣ is the total length of the output cover, this term is needed for decomposing the flow into an MPC, see e.g. [41, Lemma 1.11 (full version)]). More recent maximum flow algorithms [43, 48, 45, 39, 61, 29, 13] provide an abundant options of trade-offs, though none of them leads to a parameterized linear-time solution for the MPC problem. In particular, by applying the recent breakthrough result of Chen et. al [13] the problem is solved in almost optimal ̃O(∣E∣^{1+o(1)} + ∣∣P∣∣) time w.h.p.

A problem closely related to MPC is to find a minimum chain cover (MCC), which is a vertexdisjoint minimum-size set of paths in the transitive closure of the DAG. An MCC can be obtained from an MPC P in time O(∣∣P∣∣) by simply removing the repeated vertices in the paths (see e.g. [41, Lemma 1.12 (full version)]). As such, the running times described before also apply for MCC. Recently, Kogan and Parter [41] presented an algorithm for MCC running in time ̃O(∣E∣ + ∣V ∣^{3/2}), avoiding the ∣∣P∣∣ term of MPC-based algorithms by using reachability shortcuts.

1.1 Techniques and Results

In this paper we propose the first parameterized linear time algorithm to compute an MPC of a DAG. More formally, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Given a width-k DAG G = (V, E), we compute an MPC in time O(k^2∣V ∣ + ∣E∣).

To obtain this result we further develop and interleave the use of two previously known techniques, namely, transitive sparsification and shrinking.

Transitive sparsification consists in the removal of some transitive edges^2, which preserves the reachability among vertices, and thus the width of the DAG^3. We sparsify the edges to O(k∣V ∣) only, in overall O(k∣V ∣ + ∣E∣) time, obtaining a linear dependency on ∣E∣ in our running times. Our idea is inspired by the work of Jagadish [36], which proposed a compressed index for answering reachability queries in constant time: for each vertex v and path P of an MPC, it stores the last vertex in P that reaches v, thus storing k pointers per vertex. However, three issues arise when trying to apply this idea inside an MPC algorithm: (i) it is dependent on an initial MPC (whereas we are trying to compute one), (ii) its construction algorithm [49] introduces a k multiplicative factor to ∣E∣ in the running time, and (iii) transitive edges represented in the index might not be present in the DAG. We address (i) by using a suboptimal (but yet bounded) path cover whose gradual computation is interleaved with transitive sparsifications, and we address (ii) and (iii) by keeping only O(k) incoming edges per vertex in a single linear pass over the edges.

2An edge (u, v) is transitive if after removing it u still reaches v.

3Every edge in an MPC removed by a transitive sparsification can be re-routed through an alternative path.

By shrinking we refer to the process of transforming an arbitrary path cover into an MPC. As discussed before, shrinking can be implemented as a reduction to minimum flow by creating a flow network G from the DAG and the path cover to be shrunk. While previous approaches have used shrinking as a separate black-box, we instead modify it by guiding the search for decrementing paths bounding the total search time to parameterized linear.

Cáceres et. al [10]^4 proposed a divide and conquer MPC algorithm running in O(k^2∣V ∣ log ∣V ∣ + ∣E∣) time, which interleaves applications of sparsification and shrinking. More specifically, the algorithm divides the DAG in two halves according to a topological order of the vertices, recursively solves each half, sparsifies the edges between both halves, and shrinks the union of both MPCs.

Our MPC algorithm works on top of the minimum flow reduction, but instead of running a minimum flow algorithm and then extracting the corresponding paths (as previous approaches do [52, 51, 36, 16, 54, 53, 50, 41]), it processes the vertices in topological order, and incrementally maintains a minimum flow representing an MPC P of the corresponding induced subgraph. When a new vertex v is processed, we sparsify the edges incoming to v to at most k. After that, we attempt to shrink P ∪{(v)} by searching for a single decrementing path in the corresponding residual graph. The search is guided by assigning an integer level to each vertex and traversing the graph in a layered manner (see Section 3.3.2). The parameterized linear time is achieved by the combination of stepby-step transitive sparsification and level reassignment, which allow us to bound the running time to O(f(k)) per vertex. In a first version of our algorithm^5 we explicitly maintain a corresponding MPC P during the algorithm to effectively sparsify, obtaining the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Given a width-k DAG G = (V, E), we compute an MPC in time O(k^3∣V ∣ + ∣E∣).

To obtain O(k^2∣V ∣+∣E∣) time we remove the maintenance of the path cover P from the algorithm while still being able to sparsify the edges at each step. We note that (for sparsifying) it suffices that every vertex “knows” one path that contains it, thus decreasing the information stored locally in a vertex from O(k) to O(1), which globally decreases the term k^3 to k^2 in the running time of the algorithm. Analogously, this improvement can be seen as replacing the maintenance of an MPC by that of an MCC, which suffices to sparsify transitive edges. The key idea to achieve this is to efficiently maintain back links from every vertex v to the previous vertex in some path of P that has a lower level than that of v. In fact, our level assignment implicitly maintains a structure of antichains (see Section 3.5.1) that sweep the graph during the algorithm, and the back links point to vertices in these antichains.

An antichain is a set of pairwise non-reachable vertices, and it is a well-known result, due to Dilworth [23], that the maximum size of an antichain equals the size of an MPC. The high-level idea of maintaining a collection of antichains has been used previously by Felsner et al. [25] and Cáceres et al. [9] for the problem of computing a maximum antichain. However, apart from being restricted to this related problem, these two approaches have intrinsic limitations. More precisely, Felsner et al. [25] maintain a tower of right-most antichains for transitive DAGs and k ≤ 4, mentioning that “the case k = 5 already seems to require an unpleasantly involved case analysis” [25, p. 359]. Cáceres et al. [9] overcome this by maintaining O(2^k) many frontier antichains, and obtaining a parameterized O(k^24^k∣V ∣ + k2^k∣E∣) time maximum antichain algorithm.

Based on the relation between maximum one-way cuts in the minimum flow reduction and maximum antichains in the original DAG (see for example [51, 53, 50]), we obtain algorithms computing a maximum antichain from any of the existing algorithms, preserving their running times

4This algorithm was part of the preliminary version of this paper, but we decided to remove it since it is beaten by our improved parameterized linear time algorithm.

5A preliminary version of this first version was presented by the authors in SODA22 [10].

(see Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3). In particular, by using our MPC algorithm we obtain an exponential improvement on the function of k of the algorithm of Cáceres et al. [9].

Our last result in Section 4 is a structural result concerning the problem of edge sparsification preserving the width of the DAG. Edge sparsification is a general concept that consists in finding spanning subgraphs (usually with significantly less edges) while (approximately) preserving certain property of the graph. For example, spanners are distance preserving (up to multiplicative factors) sparsifiers, and it is a well-known result that (1 + ϵ) cut sparsifiers can be computed efficiently [4]. We show that if the property we want to maintain is the (exact) width of a DAG, then its edges can be sparsified to less than 2∣V ∣. Moreover, we show that such sparsification is asymptotically tight (Remark 4.1), and it can be computed in O(k^2∣V ∣) time if an MPC is given as additional input. Therefore, by our MPC algorithm we obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.1. Given a width-k DAG G = (V, E), we compute a spanning subgraph G^′ = (V, E^′) of G with ∣E^′∣ < 2∣V ∣ and width k in time O(k^2∣V ∣ + ∣E∣).

The main ingredient to obtain this result is an algorithm for transforming any path cover into one of the same size using less than 2∣V ∣ distinct edges, a surprising structural result.

Theorem 1.3. Let G = (V, E) be a DAG, and let P, ∣P∣ = t be a path cover of G. We compute, in O(t^2∣V ∣) time, a path cover P^′, ∣P^′∣ = t, whose number of distinct edges is less than 2∣V ∣.

We obtain Corollary 1.1 by using Theorem 1.3 with an MPC and defining E^′ as the edges in P^′. Our approach adapts the techniques used by Schrijver [56] for finding a perfect matching in a regular bipartite graph. In our algorithm, we repeatedly search for undirected cycles C of edges joining vertices of high degree (in the graph induced by the path cover), and splice paths along C (according to the multiplicty of the edges of C) to remove edges from the path cover. By splicing we refer to the general process of reconnecting paths in a path cover so that (after splicing) at least one of them contains a certain path D as a subpath, while working in time proportional to ∣D∣ (see Section 4.1).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basics

A directed graph is a tuple G = (V, E), where V is a set of vertices and E is a set of edges, E ⊆ V^2. For an edge e = (u, v) ∈ E, it is said that e goes from u to v, that u and v are neighbors, and that e is incident to both u and v. In particular, u is an in-neighbor of v, v is an out-neighbor of u, e is an edge incoming to v and outgoing from u. We denote N^+(v) (N^−(v)) to the set of out-neighbors (in-neighbors) of v, and by I^+(v) (I^−(v)) the edges outgoing (incoming) from (to) v. A graph S = (V_S , E_S ) is said to be a subgraph of G if V_S ⊆ V and E_S ⊆ E. If V_S = V it is called spanning subgraph. If V^′ ⊆ V , then G[V^′] is the subgraph of G induced by V^′, defined as G[V^′] = (V^′, E_V ′ ), where E_V ′ = {(u, v) ∈ E ∶ u, v ∈ V^′}. A path P in G is a sequence of vertices v_1, . . . , v_ℓ of G, such that (v_i, v_{i+1}) ∈ E, for all i ∈ [1 . . . ℓ − 1], and v_i /= v_j , for all i /= j. For every i, j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, i ≤ j, v_i, . . . , v_j is a subpath of P . If v_1 = v_ℓ it is called cycle, and we denote it by C. If ℓ = ∣P ∣ ≥ 2 it is said that the path is proper. A directed acyclic graph (DAG) is a directed graph without proper cycles. A topological ordering of a DAG is a total order of V , v_1, . . . , v_{∣V ∣}, such that for all (v_i, v_j ) ∈ E, i < j. A topological ordering can be computed in O(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣) time [38, 57]. If there exists a path P = v_1, . . . , v_ℓ in G, with u = v_1 and v = v_ℓ, it is said that u reaches v. A path cover P of G is a set of paths such that every vertex v ∈ V appears in some path of P. The size

∣P∣ is the number of paths of P, and its length ∣∣P∣∣ is the sum of the lengths of its paths, that is, ∑_{P ∈P} ∣P ∣. If P has minimum size among all path covers, then it is a minimum path cover (MPC), and its size corresponds to the width of G, that is, width(G) = min_{P,path cover} ∣P∣ . An antichain A is a set of vertices such that for each u, v ∈ A u /= v u, does not reach v, a maximum antichain is an antichain of maximum size. Dilworth’s theorem [23] states that the size of a maximum antichain equals the size of an MPC. The multiplicity of an edge e ∈ E with respect to a set of paths P, μ_P (e) (only μ(e) if P is clear from the context), is defined as the number of paths in P that contain e, μ_P (e) = ∣{P ∈ P ∣ e ∈ P }∣.

In our algorithm we work with subgraphs induced by a consecutive subsequence of vertices in a topological ordering. As such, the following lemma, proven by Cáceres et.al [9], shows that we can bound the width of these subgraphs by k = width(G).

Lemma 2.1 ([9]). Let G = (V, E) be a DAG, and v_1, . . . , v_{∣V ∣} a topological ordering of its vertices. Then, for all i, j ∈ [1 . . . ∣V ∣], i ≤ j, width(G_{i,j} ) ≤ width(G), with G_{i,j} ∶= G[{v_i, . . . , v_j }].

2.2 Minimum Flow

The problem of minimum flow with lower and upper bounds on edges has been studied before (see for example [2, 16, 3]). The concept of maximum ow-cuts has been studied before but only in the context of some specific problem solved by a reduction to minimum flow (see for example [51, 53, 50]). For completeness, in this section we include a proof for the case when only lower bounds on the edges are considered. The proof shown is an adaptation of the proof of the maximum flow/minimum cut theorem given in [62].

Given a (directed) graph G = (V, E), a source s ∈ V , a sink t ∈ V , and a function of lower bounds or demands on its edges d ∶ E → N_0 , an st-flow (or just flow when s and t are clear from the context) is a function on the edges f ∶ E → N_0 , satisfying f(e) ≥ d(e) for all e ∈ E (f satisfies the demands) and ∑_{e∈I}−_{(v)} f(e) = ∑_{e∈I}+_{(v)} f(e) for all v ∈ V ∖{s, t} (flow conservation). If a flow exists, the tuple (G, s, t, d) is said to be a flow network. The size of f is the net amount of flow exiting s, formally ∣f∣ = ∑_{e∈I}+_{(s)} f(e) − ∑_{e∈I}−_{(s)} f(e). An st-cut (or just cut when s and t are clear from the context) is a partition (S, T ) of V such that s ∈ S and t ∈ T . An edge (u, v) crosses the cut (S, T ) if u ∈ S and v ∈ T , or vice versa. If there are no edges crossing the cut from T to S, that is, if {(u, v) ∈ E ∣ u ∈ T, v ∈ S} = ∅, then (S, T ) is a one-way cut (ow-cut). The demand of an ow-cut is the sum of the demands of the edges crossing the cut, formally d((S, T )) = ∑_{e=(u,v),u∈S,v∈T} d(e), and we also denote it d(S). An ow-cut whose demand is maximum among the demands of all ow-cuts is a maximum ow-cut.

From these definitions the following properties can be derived:

Basic Property 2.1. For a flow network (G, s, t, d):

(a) For any cut (S, T ) and flow f:

∣f∣ = f(S) ∶= ∑ e=(u,v)∈E,u∈S,v∈T f(e) − ∑ e=(v,u)∈E,u∈S,v∈T f(e).

(b) For any ow-cut (S, T ) and flow f, ∣f∣ ≥ d((S, T )).

Proof. (a) By definition of size, flow conservation and the fact that (S, T ) is a partition of V .

∣f∣ = ∑

e∈I^+(s)

f(e) − ∑

e∈I^−(s) f(e)

= ⎛ ⎝ ∑ e∈I^+(s)

f(e) − ∑

e∈I^−(s) f(e) ⎞ ⎠ + ∑ u∈S∖{s} ⎛ ⎝ ∑ e∈I^+(u)

f(e) − ∑

e∈I^−(u) f(e) ⎞ ⎠ � =0 = ∑ u∈S ⎛ ⎝ ∑ e∈I^+(u)

f(e) − ∑

e∈I^−(u) f(e) ⎞ ⎠ = ∑_{u∈S} ⎛ ⎝ ∑ e=(u,u^′)∈E,u^′∈S f(e) + ∑ e=(u,v)∈E,v∈T f(e) − ∑ e=(u^′,u)∈E,u^′∈S f(e) − ∑ e=(v,u)∈E,v∈T f(e) ⎞ ⎠ = ∑ u∈S ⎛ ⎝ ∑ e=(u,v)∈E,v∈T f(e) − ∑ e=(v,u)∈E,v∈T f(e) ⎞ ⎠ = ∑ e=(u,v)∈E,u∈S,v∈T f(e) − ∑ e=(v,u)∈E,u∈S,v∈T f(e)

(b) By using the previous property, the fact that ow-cuts do not have edges crossing from T to S and the lower bounds on the edges.

∣f∣ = ∑ e=(u,v)∈E,u∈S,v∈T f(e) − ∑ e=(v,u)∈E,u∈S,v∈T f(e) � =0 = ∑ e=(u,v)∈E,u∈S,v∈T f(e) ≥ ∑ e=(u,v)∈E,u∈S,v∈T d(e) = d((S, T ))

Given a flow network (G, s, t, d), the problem of minimum flow consists of finding a flow f^∗ of minimum size ∣f^∗∣ among the flows of the network, such a flow is a minimum flow. If a minimum flow exists, then (G, s, t, d) is a feasible flow network. The following theorem relates the maximum demand of a ow-cut with the size of a minimum flow [2, 16, 3].

Theorem 2.1. Let (G, s, t, d) be a feasible flow network. Then, max (S,T ),st-ow-cut d((S, T )) = min_{f,st-flow} ∣f∣. Proof. Given a flow f in (G, s, t, d), the residual network of G with respect to f is defined as R(G, f) = (V, E_f ) with E_f = {(u, v) ∣ (v, u) ∈ E} ∪ {e ∣ f(e) > d(e)}, that is, the reverse edges of G, plus the edges of G on which the flow can be decreased without violating the demands (direct edges)^6. Note that a path from s to t in R(G, f) can be used to create another flow f^′ of smaller

6In the literature of flows, a residual capacity/demand is defined on the edges of R(G, f). We do not define these capacities/demands since our approaches to MPC do not exploit them.

(a) Example DAG (b) Flow reduction and min flow (c) Flow decomposition

Figure 1: Minimum Path Cover in DAGs reduced to Minimum Flow. Figure 1a shows an example DAG G. Figure 1b shows the corresponding flow reduction G as well as a minimum flow f ∶ E → N_0 . Vertices s and t, and flow zero values were removed for simplicity. Figure 1c shows a flow decomposition of f (each path highlighted in gray), which corresponds to an MPC of G.

size by increasing flow on reverse edges and decreasing flow on direct edges of the path, such a path its is called decrementing path. Therefore, for a minimum flow f^∗ there is no decrementing path in R(G, f^∗). Taking S as the set of vertices reachable from s in R(G, f^∗) (and T = V ∖ S), (S, T ) is an ow-cut (s ∈ S, t ∈ T , and there is no edge in G from T to S, since there is no edge in the opposite direction in R(G, f^∗) by definition of S). Moreover, for every edge e ∈ E from S to T , f(e) = d(e), since otherwise this edge would appear in R(G, f^∗), which is not possible by definition of S. Therefore, the inequality of Property (b) is an equality and ∣f^∗∣ = d((S, T )). Finally, since the demand of any ow-cut is a lower bound for the size of the flow, (S, T ) is a maximum ow-cut.

2.3 MPC in DAGs through Minimum Flow

The reduction from MPC in DAGs to minimum flow has been stated several times in the literature [52, 51, 30, 36, 16, 54, 53, 50, 49], we include it here for completeness.

The problem of finding an MPC in a DAG G = (V, E) can be solved by a reduction to the problem of minimum flow on an appropriate feasible flow network (G = (V, E), s, t, d), defined as: V = {s, t} ∪ {v^{in} ∣ v ∈ V } ∪ {v^{out} ∣ v ∈ V } ({s, t} ∩ V = ∅), that is, the source s, the sink t and two vertices v^{in}, v^{out} per a split of every vertex v ∈ V ; E = {(s, v^{in}) ∣ v ∈ V } ∪ {(v^{out}, t) ∣ v ∈ V } ∪ {(v^{in}, v^{out}) ∣ v ∈ V } ∪ {(u^{out}, v^{in}) ∣ (u, v) ∈ E}, that is, s is connected to all vertices v^{in}, t from all vertices v^{out}, the split vertices are connected from v^{in} to v^{out}, and also the topology of G is represented by connecting from u^{out} to v^{in} if (u, v) ∈ E. The demands are defined as d(e) = 1 if e = (v^{in}, v^{out}) for some v ∈ V and 0 otherwise. The tuple (G, s, t, d) is the flow reduction of G. Note that ∣V∣ = 2∣V ∣ + 2 = O(∣V ∣), ∣E∣ = 3∣V ∣ + ∣E∣ = O(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣), and G is a DAG. See Figure 1.

A path cover P = P_1, . . . , P_ℓ of G directly translates into a flow f for G, s, t, d of size ∣f∣ = ℓ. Starting with a function f(e) = 0, e ∈ E and iteratively increasing it. For every path P_i, it suffices to attach s and t at the ends and to replace every v ∈ P_i by v^{in}, v^{out}, then the flow through the edges of the resulting path is increased by 1. Since the flow is increased through paths from s to t this procedure maintains the flow conservation constrains, furthermore, since P is a path cover, the flow through every edge (v^{in}, v^{out}) is increased by at least 1 for every v ∈ V , thus f corresponds to a flow of size ∣P∣.

Moreover, every flow f of (G, s, t, d) can be decomposed into ∣f∣ paths corresponding to a path cover of G. Iteratively, starting from f, a path P from s to t whose edges have positive flow is found, and then the flow on the edges of P is decreased by 1. By flow conservation, P can be found while ∣f∣ > 0, and since ∣f∣ is decreased by 1 at each iteration, exactly ∣f∣ paths are obtained. By construction of G these paths can easily be transformed into a path cover of size ℓ of G, by removing s and t and merging the split vertices. Such a decomposition can be computed in time proportional to the total length of the MPC P, O(∣∣P∣∣)(see e.g. [41, Lemma 1.11 (full version)]).

As such, a minimum flow of (G, s, t, d) provides an MPC of G. Moreover, by noting that a vertex cannot belong to more than ∣V ∣ paths of an MPC, one can add capacity ∣V ∣ to every edge, which allows to solve the problem by a well known reduction to maximum flow [3, Theorem 3.9.1].

Theorem 2.2. Given a DAG G = (V, E), we compute an MPC P of G in time O(MaxFlow(∣V ∣, ∣E∣, ∣V ∣) + ∣∣P∣∣), where MaxFlow(n, m, c) is the running time of a maximum flow algorithm on a network of n vertices, m edges and maximum capacity c.

The set of edges of the form (v^{in}, v^{out}) crossing a maximum ow-cut corresponds to a maximum antichain of G (by merging the edges (v^{in}, v^{out}) into v, see Section 3.5.1). By further noting that S = {v ∈ V ∣ s reaches v in R(G, f^∗)} is a maximum ow-cut when f^∗ is a minimum flow of (G, s, t, d), we obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Given the flow reduction (G = (V, E), s, t, d) of a DAG G = (V, E) and a minimum flow f^∗ ∶ E ∶→ N_0 of it, we compute a maximum antichain of G in time O(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣).

As such, this derives a minimum (maximum) flow running time algorithm to compute a maximum antichain of a DAG.

Corollary 2.1. Given a DAG G = (V, E), we compute a maximum antichain of G in time O(MaxFlow(∣V ∣, ∣E∣, ∣V ∣)), where MaxFlow(n, m, c) is the running time of a maximum flow algorithm on a network of n vertices, m edges and maximum capacity c.

More generally, every MPC algorithm (despite of its approach) can be used to obtain a maximum antichain, by first computing the corresponding residual.

Lemma 2.3. Given a DAG G = (V, E) and an MPC P, we compute a maximum antichain of G in time O(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣ + ∣∣P∣∣).

Since ∣∣P∣∣ = O(k∣V ∣), by combining the previous result with our MPC algorithm we obtain.

Corollary 2.2. Given a DAG G = (V, E), we compute a maximum antichain of G in time O(k^2∣V ∣+ ∣E∣).

2.4 Transitive sparsification

We say that a spanning subgraph S = (V, E_S ) of a DAG G = (V, E) is a transitive sparsification of G, if for every u, v ∈ V , u reaches v in S if and only if u reaches v in G. Since G and S have the same reachability relations on their vertices, they share their antichains, thus width(G) = width(S). As such, an MPC of S is also an MPC of G, and the edges E ∖E_S can be safely removed for the purpose of computing an MPC of G. If we have a path cover P of size t of G, then we can sparsify (remove some transitive edges) the incoming edges of a particular vertex v to at most t in time O(t+∣N^−(v)∣). If v has more than t in-neighbors then two of them belong to the same path, and we can remove the edge from the in-neighbor appearing first in the path as this is transitive. To efficiently filter out those transitive edges we create an array of t elements initialized as survivor = (v_{−∞})^t, where v_{−∞} /∈ V is before every v ∈ V in topological order. Then, we process the edges (u, v) incoming to v, we set i ← path(u) (path(u) gives the ID of some path of P containing u) and if survivor[i] is before u in topological order we replace it survivor[i] ← u. Finally, the edges in the sparsification are {(survivor[i], v) ∣ i ∈ {1, . . . , t} ∧ survivor[i] /= v_{−∞}}.

Observation 2.1. Let G = (V, E) be a DAG, P a path cover, ∣P∣ = t, v a vertex of G, and path ∶ V → {1, . . . , t} a function that answers in constant time path(v), the ID of some path of P containing v. We can sparsify the incoming edges of v to at most t in time O(t + ∣N^−(v)∣).

A path function can be computed by scanning the path cover P in time O(∣∣P∣∣). If then we apply Observation 2.1 to every vertex we obtain.

Lemma 2.4. Let G = (V, E) be a DAG, and P, ∣P∣ = t, be a path cover of G. Then, we can sparsify G to S = (V, E_S ), such that P is a path cover of S and ∣E_S ∣ ≤ t∣V ∣, in O(∣V ∣+∣E∣ = ∣∣P∣∣) = O(t∣V ∣+∣E∣) time.

The following lemma shows that we can locally sparsify a subgraph and apply these changes to the original graph to obtain a transitive sparsification. In other words, it allows us to remove transitive edges when working locally in a subgraph of G.

Lemma 2.5. Let G = (V, E) be a graph, S = (V_S , E_S ) a subgraph of G, and S^′ = (V_S , E_S′ ) a transitive sparsification of S. Then G^′ = (V, E ∖ (E_S ∖ E_S′ )) is a transitive sparsification of G.

Proof. Since S^′ is a transitive sparsification of S, E_S′ ⊆ E_S thus E ∖ (E_S ∖ E_S′ ) ⊆ E and then G^′ is a subgraph of G. Now, suppose by contradiction that u and v are connected in G by a path P , but they are not connected in G^′. Then, P contains an edge e = (a, b) ∈ E_S ∖ E_S′ disconnecting b from a in S^′, but since S^′ is a transitive sparsification of S, a is connected to b in S^′, which is a contradiction.

2.5 Shrinking

As explained before, shrinking is the process of transforming an arbitrary path cover P into an MPC, and it can be solved by finding ∣P∣ − width(G) decrementing paths in the residual of the flow induced by P in G, and then decomposing the resulting flow into an MPC. Mäkinen et al. [49] apply this idea to shrink a path cover of size O(k log ∣V ∣). We generalize this approach in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Given a DAG G = (V, E) of width k, and a path cover P, ∣P∣ = t, of G, we can obtain an MPC of G in time O(t(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣)).

Proof. We build the flow reduction (G, s, t, d) of G, and R(G, f) (where f is the flow induced by P in G) in time O(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣ + ∣∣P∣∣) = O(t∣V ∣ + ∣E∣). Then, we shrink the corresponding flow to minimum by finding ≤ t − k decrementing paths in ≤ t − k traversals of G, and finally, we decompose the minimum flow into an MPC in additional k traversals (one per path) of G. In total this takes O(t(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣)) time.

3 A parameterized linear time MPC algorithm

In this section we describe our algorithm to find an MPC of a k-width DAG G = (V, E) in time O(k^2∣V ∣ + ∣E∣) (Theorem 1.1). We start by describing a simpler version of the algorithm running in time O(k^3∣V ∣ + ∣E∣)^7, which shows the main ideas behind our approach. After that, we show how to reduce the running time dependency on the width to k^2. Finally, we show that our algorithm implicitly maintains a structure of decreasing antichains sweeping the DAG during the algorithm.

7We further simplify the result presented in SODA22 [10] by getting rid of splicing in the algorithm.

3.1 Overview of the algorithm

We rely on the reduction from MPC in a DAG to minimum flow (see Section 2). We process the vertices of G one by one in a topological ordering v_1, . . . , v_{∣V ∣}. At each step, we maintain a minimum flow f^∗_i of G_i = (V_i, E_i) (the flow reduction of a transitive sparsification of G_i = G[{v_1, . . . , v_i}]), and a flow decomposition P_i of f^∗_i , that is, an MPC of G_i. When the next vertex v_{i+1} is considered, we first use P_i to sparsify its incoming edges to at most ∣f^∗_i ∣ ≤ k in time O(k + ∣N^−(v_{i+1})∣) (see Observation 2.1 and Lemmas 2.1 and 2.5). Then, we set T_{i+1} ← P_i ∪{(v^{in}_{i+1}, v^{out}_{i+1} )}, where (v^{in}_{i+1}, v^{out}_{i+1} ) corresponds to the edge representing v_{i+1} in the flow reduction (we represent st-flow paths either as a sequence of vertices or edges excluding the extremes for convenience), and t_{i+1} as the flow induced by T_{i+1} in G_{i+1}. After that, we search for a decrementing path in R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}). If the search fails we set P_{i+1} ← T_{i+1}, f^∗_{i+1} ← t_{i+1}. Otherwise, we obtain f^∗_{i+1} by modifying f^∗_i according to the decrementing path and decompose f^∗_{i+1} into P_{i+1}. Once all vertices have been processed f^∗_{∣V ∣} will be a minimum flow of G and P_{∣V ∣} an MPC of G.

Note that by processing the vertices in topological order we have that either ∣P_{i+1}∣ = ∣P_i∣ + 1 or ∣P_{i+1}∣ = ∣P_i∣ (recall Lemma 2.1), and thus it suffices to traverse R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}) once. In general, such a traversal for a decrementing path can be performed in O(∣V ∣ + ∣E∣) time, leading to a quadratic algorithm. However, our algorithm guides the search by assigning an integer level ℓ_i(v) to each vertex v in G_i. The search is performed in a layered manner: it starts from the highest reachable layer (the vertices of highest level according to ℓ_i), and it only continues to the next highest reachable layer once all reachable vertices from the current layer have been visited (see Section 3.3.2). The definition of the level assignment is algorithmic (see Section 3.3.3) and driven by the maintenance of three structural invariants (see Section 3.2), which in turn allows an efficient implementation of the layered traversal. We formally define these concepts next.

3.2 Levels, layers and invariants

We define the level assignment given to the vertices of G_i, ℓ_i ∶ V_i → {0, 1, . . . , M_i} ∪ {−∞, +∞}, and the invariants maintained on ℓ_i. The values −∞, ∞ are reserved exclusively for ℓ_i(s) = −∞, ℓ_i(t) = ∞. A layer is a maximal set of vertices with the same level, thus layer l is L^l_i = {v ∈ V (G_i) ∣ ℓ_i(v) = l}. All layers form a partition of V_i = ⊍_l L^l_i. We define the l-th layered cut as the union of layers from −∞ to l, L^{≤l}_i = ⊍^l_{j=−∞} L^j_i , and its complement L^{>l}_i = ⊍^∞_{j=l+1} L^j_i . We are ready to present the three structural invariants maintained by our algorithm.

Invariant A : If (u, v) is an edge in R(G_i, f^∗_i ) and {u, v} ∩ {s, t} = ∅, then ℓ_i(u) ≥ ℓ_i(v).

Invariant B :

• If f^∗_i (u^{out}, t) > 0, then f^∗_i (u^{out}, t) = 1 and ℓ_i(u^{in}) < ℓ_i(u^{out}). • If f^∗_i (s, u^{in}) > 0, then ℓ_i(u^{in}) = 0.

Invariant C : If l, l^′ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , M_i − 1} with l < l^′, then d(L^{≤l}_i ) > d(L^{≤l′}_i ).

Note that Invariant A implies that the layered cuts are ow-cuts, since otherwise the corresponding reverse edge would appear in the residual breaking the invariant (and there are no edges from t). Moreover, the first layered cut is a maximum ow-cut.

Lemma 3.1. The first layered cut, L^{≤0}_i , is a maximum ow-cut.

Proof. Indeed, by Invariant B, every edge (u, v) crossing the ow-cut L^{≤0}_i with f^∗_i (u, v) > 0 satisfies {u, v}∩{s, t} = ∅. As such, by Invariant A, f^∗_i (u, v) = d(u, v), since otherwise the edge (u, v) would appear in the residual breaking the invariant. Finally, we conclude that f^∗_i (L^{≤0}_i ) = ∣f^∗_i ∣ = d(L^{≤0}_i ) and L^{≤0}_i is a maximum ow-cut.

Finally, note that, by Invariant C and Lemma 3.1, M_i ≤ ∣f^∗_i ∣ ≤ k.

3.3 The algorithm

3.3.1 Initial sparisifcation

Our algorithm starts by using P_i to obtain at most ∣f^∗_i ∣ edges incoming to v_{i+1} in time O(∣f^∗_i ∣ + ∣N^−(v_{i+1})∣) = O(k + ∣N^−(v_{i+1})∣) (see Observation 2.1). This procedure requires to answer path(v) (the ID of some path of P_i containing v) queries in constant time. To satisfy this requirement, we maintain path IDs on every vertex/edge of every flow path P ∈ P_i. The following lemma states that the sparsification of incoming edges in G_{i+1} produces an sparsification of outgoing edges in the corresponding residual.

Lemma 3.2. For every x ∈ V_{i+1} ∖ {s, t}, ∣N^+(x)∣ = O(∣f^∗_i ∣), in R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}).

Proof. If x is of the form v^{in}, then its only direct edge could be (v^{in}, v^{out}) (if t_{i+1}(v^{in}, v^{out}) > 1), its reverse edges are of the form (v^{in}, u^{out}), such that (u, v) is an edge in G_{i+1}, thus there are at most ∣f^∗_i ∣ such edges because of sparsification (recall that ∣f^∗_j ∣ ≤ ∣f^∗_i ∣ for j < i, by Lemma 2.1). On the other hand, if x is of the form u^{out}, then the only reverse edge is (u^{out}, u^{in}). To bound the number of direct edges consider the ow-cut S = {v ∈ V_{i+1} ∶ v reaches u^{out} in G_{i+1}}, then t_{i+1}(S) = ∣t_{i+1}∣ = ∣f^∗_i ∣+1, and thus the number of direct edges (u^{out}, v^{in}) is at most ∣f^∗_i ∣ + 1.

3.3.2 Layered traversal

Our layered traversal performs a BFS in each reachable layer from highest to lowest. If t is reached, the search stops and the algorithm proceeds to obtain f^∗_{i+1} and P_{i+1} from the decrementing path found. Since f^∗_i is a minimum flow of G_i, every decrementing path D in R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}) starts with the edge (s, v^{in}_{i+1}) and ends with an edge of the form (u^{out}, t) with t_{i+1}(u^{out}, t) > 0. Moreover, since (v^{in}_{i+1}, v^{out}_{i+1} ) does not exist in R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1})^8, the second edge of D must be a reverse edge of the form (v^{in}_{i+1}, u^{out}), such that u is an in-neighbor of v_{i+1} in G_{i+1}.

We work with M_i + 1 queues Q_0, Q_1, . . . , Q_{Mi} (one per layer), where Q_j contains the enqueued elements from L^j_i (layer j), therefore it is initialized as Q_j ← {u^{out} ∣ (u^{out}, v^{in}_{i+1}) ∈ E_{i+1} ∧ ℓ(u^{out}) = j}. By Lemma 3.2, this initialization takes O(∣f^∗_i ∣ + M_i) = O(k) time. We start working with Q_{Mi} . When working with Q_j, we obtain the first element u from the queue (if no such element exists we move to L^{j−1}_i and work with Q_{j−1}), then we visit u and for each non-visited out-neighbor v we add v to Q_{ℓ(v)}. Since edges in the residual do not increase the level (Invariant A), out-neighbors can only be added to queues at an equal or lower layer. As such, this traversal advances in a layered manner, and it finds a decrementing path if one exists. Note that the running time of the layered traversal can be bounded by O(∣f^∗_i ∣) = O(k) per visited vertex by Lemma 3.2.

Observation 3.1. Let E_i = {u^{out} ∈ V_i ∣ f^∗_i (u^{out}, t) > 0}, and A_{i+1} the singleton set containing the last vertex a^{out}_{i+1} in the decrementing path D found by the layered traversal in R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}), or the empty set if no decrementing path was found. Then, E_{i+1} = E_i ∪ {v^{out}_{i+1}} ∖ A_{i+1}.

8Recall that ti+1(v^{in}_{i+1} , v^{out}_{i+1} ) = d(v^{in}_{i+1} , v^{out}_{i+1} ) = 1.

Proof. If no decrementing path was found the observation easily follows. On the other hand, if a decrementing path D is found, the observation follows from the fact that the only edge in D of the form (u^{out}, t) with u^{out} ∈ E_i, comes from a^{out}_{i+1}, and by Invariant B, f^∗_i (a^{out}_{i+1}, t) = 1, thus f^∗_{i+1}(a^{out}_{i+1}, t) = 0 implying a^{out}_{i+1} /∈ E_{i+1}.

3.3.3 Flow, level and path updates

Recall that if no decrementing path is found then we set f^∗_{i+1} ← t_{i+1}. Otherwise, we get f^∗_{i+1} by modifying t_{i+1} according to the decrementing path D, as is standard in maximum/minimum flow algorithms, that is,

f^∗_{i+1}(u, v) = ⎧⎪ ⎪ ⎨ ⎪ ⎪⎩ t_{i+1}(u, v) − 1 if (u, v) ∈ D ∧ (u, v) ∈ E_{i+1} t_{i+1}(u, v) + 1 if (u, v) ∈ D ∧ (v, u) ∈ E_{i+1} t_{i+1}(u, v) otherwise

After obtaining f^∗_{i+1}, we update the level of some vertices of V_{i+1} to maintain the invariants (Section 3.2) on the new level assignment ℓ_{i+1}. Moreover, to sparsify (Section 3.3) in the next iteration, we also compute the path function (recall that path(v) that gives the ID of some path of the MPC containing v) by decomposing f^∗_{i+1} into P_{i+1}.

If the smallest layer visited during the traversal is L^l_i, then we set ℓ_{i+1}(v^{in}_{i+1}) ← l, ℓ_{i+1}(v^{out}_{i+1}) ← l+1 (to maintain Invariant B), and change the level of every vertex u visited during the traversal to ℓ_{i+1}(u) ← l (to maintain Invariant A). Note that these level changes are made even if no decrementing path was found, in which case l = 0.

We note that after applying the previous level changes the following hold.

Observation 3.2. ℓ_i(u^{out}) = ℓ_{i+1}(u^{out}) for every u^{out} ∈ E_i ∖ A_{i+1}

Proof. The observation follows from the fact that the layered traversal only visits a^{out}_{i+1} among all E_i (if any), and thus only the level of a^{out}_{i+1} changes to the smallest level visited.

Lemma 3.3. Invariants A and B hold for G_{i+1}, f^∗_{i+1}, ℓ_{i+1}.

Proof. For Invariant A consider (u, v) ∈ R(G_{i+1}, f^∗_{i+1}) with {u, v} ∩ {s, t} = ∅, and assume for a contradiction that ℓ_{i+1}(u) < ℓ_{i+1}(v). Since (inductively) Invariant A holds for G_i, f^∗_i , ℓ_i, then only u was visited by the layered traversal. Indeed, if both were visited then ℓ_{i+1}(u) = ℓ_{i+1}(v) a contradiction, and if none or only v was visited then ℓ_{i+1}(u) = ℓ_i(u) ≥ ℓ_i(v) ≥ ℓ_{i+1}(v) also a contradiction (the last inequality follows since visiting v can only decrease its level). Note that, by construction of ℓ_{i+1}, every in-neighbor w of v^{in}_{i+1} in R(G_{i+1}, f^∗_{i+1}) is such that ℓ_{i+1}(w) ≥ ℓ_{i+1}(v^{in}_{i+1}), and thus (u, v) ∈ G_i. Moreover, since only u was visited f^∗_i (u, v) = f^∗_{i+1}(u, v), and thus (u, v) ∈ R(G_i, f^∗_i ). However, this contradicts the operation of the layered traversal, since the smallest level visited was ℓ_{i+1}(u), but vertex v at level ℓ_i(v) = ℓ_{i+1}(v) (> ℓ_{i+1}(u)) was not visited.

For the first part of Invariant B consider f^∗_{i+1}(u^{out}, t) > 0, then by Observation 3.1, u^{out} ∈ E_{i+1} = E_i ∪ {v^{out}_{i+1} } ∖ A_{i+1}. If u^{out} = v^{out}_{i+1}, by construction of ℓ_{i+1}, ℓ_{i+1}(v^{out}_{i+1} ) = ℓ_{i+1}(v^{in}_{i+1}) + 1, and by construction of f^∗_{i+1}, f^∗_{i+1}(v^{out}_{i+1} , t) = 1. Otherwise, we have that u^{out} ∈ E_i ∖ A_{i+1}, by Observation 3.2, ℓ_{i+1}(u^{out}) = ℓ_i(u^{out}) > ℓ_i(u^{in}) ≥ ℓ_{i+1}(u^{in}), and inductively f^∗_{i+1}(u^{out}, t) = f^∗_i (u^{out}, t) = 1.

Finally, for the second part of Invariant B consider f^∗_{i+1}(s, u^{in}) > 0. If u^{in} = v^{in}_{i+1}, then no decrementing path was found and by construction of ℓ_{i+1}, ℓ_{i+1}(v^{in}_{i+1}) = 0. Otherwise, note that f^∗_{i+1}(s, u^{in}) = f^∗_i (s, u^{in}) but then ℓ_i(u^{in}) = 0 ≥ ℓ_{i+1}(u^{in}) = 0.

Lemma 3.4. If l is the smallest level visited by the layered traversal of R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}), then d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1}) = d(L^{≤l′}_i ) for every l^′ ∈ {0, .., M_i } ∖ {l}, and d(L^{≤l}_{i+1}) = d(L^{≤l}_i ) + 1.

Proof. By Invariants A and B we have that

f^∗_i (L^{≤l′}_i ) = ∣f^∗_i ∣ = d(L^{≤l′}_i ) + ∑ u^{out}∈L^{≤l′}_i f^∗_i (u^{out}, t) = d(L^{≤l′}_i ) + ∣{u^{out} ∈ L^{≤l′}_i ∩ E_i}∣

Moreover, by Lemma 3.3, defining E^{≤l′}_i = E_i ∩ L^{≤l′}_i and reordering, we have

d(L^{≤l′}_i ) = ∣f^∗_i ∣ − ∣E^{≤l′}_i ∣

d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1}) = ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣ − ∣E^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣

Consider d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1}) − d(L^{≤l′}_i ), then by Observations 3.1 and 3.2, we have

d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1}) − d(L^{≤l′}_i ) = ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣ − ∣f^∗_i ∣ + ∣E^{≤l′}_i ∣ − ∣(E^{≤l′}_i ∪ {v^{out}_{i+1}} ∖ A_{i+1}}) ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣

= ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣ − ∣f^∗_i ∣ + ∣E^{≤l′}_i ∣ − (∣E^{≤l′}_i ∣ + ∣{v^{out}_{i+1} } ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣ − ∣A_{i+1} ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣)

= ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣ − ∣f^∗_i ∣ + ∣A_{i+1} ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣ − ∣{v^{out}_{i+1}} ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣

If a decrementing path was not found then ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣ = ∣f^∗_i ∣ + 1 and A_{i+1} = ∅, thus

d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1}) − d(L^{≤l′}_i ) = 1 − ∣{v^{out}_{i+1}} ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣

Since ℓ_{i+1}(v^{out}_{i+1}) = l+1 = 1, then d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1})−d(L^{≤l′}_i ) = 0, ∀l^′ ∈ {0, . . . , M_i}∖{l}, and d(L^{≤0}_{i+1})−d(L^{≤0}_i ) = 1. Otherwise (a decrementing path was found), ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣ = ∣f^∗_i ∣ and A_{i+1} = {a^{out}_{i+1}}, thus

d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1}) − d(L^{≤l′}_i ) = ∣{a^{out}_{i+1}} ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣ − ∣{v^{out}_{i+1}} ∩ L^{≤l′}_{i+1}∣

Since ℓ_{i+1}(v^{out}_{i+1}) = l + 1 = ℓ_{i+1}(a^{out}_{i+1}) + 1, then d(L^{≤l′}_{i+1}) − d(L^{≤l′}_i ) = 0, ∀l^′ /= l, and d(L^{≤l}_{i+1}) − d(L^{≤l}_i ) = 1. Lemma 3.4 shows that Invariant C is also (inductively) maintained since the demand of the layered cuts remain the same as in the previous iteration, except d(L^{≤l}), which increases by one. If this increment breaks Invariant C, i.e. d(L^{≤l}_{i+1}) = d(L^{≤l−1}_{i+1} ), we decrement the level of every vertex u, ℓ_{i+1}(u) ≥ l, by one. We call this procedure merge of layer l and runs in O(1) time per vertex of level l or more. Note that the merge of layer l naturally repairs Invariant C. Moreover, Invariants A and B are also maintained after the merge. Indeed, for Invariant A it suffices to note that if ℓ_{i+1}(u) = ℓ_{i+1}(v), then both decrement their level by one. As for Invariant B, we note that (by construction) layer 0 is never merged (second part), the merge does not modify the flow (first part flow condition), and (before the merge) there are no vertices u^{out} with f^∗_{i+1}(u^{out}, t) > 0 at layer l^9 (first part level condition). Figure 2 illustrates the evolution of the level assignment in a step of the algorithm.

Finally, for the path updates we proceed as follows. If no decrementing path was found then we set P_{i+1} ← T_{i+1} and also path(v_{i+1}) ← ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣. Otherwise, we decompose the flow f^∗_{i+1} in the vertices of L^{>l−1}_{i+1} and join it to T_{i+1} ∩ L^{≤l−1}_{i+1} . The correctness of the previous idea follows from the fact that f^∗_{i+1}(u, v) = t_{i+1}(u, v) when u ∈ L^{≤l−1}_{i+1} . Analogously, it is not necessary to change path(v) for v^{in} ∈ L^{≤l−1}_{i+1} . To decompose f^∗_{i+1} in L^{>l−1}_{i+1} we start decomposing each path from t back to a vertex v of level ≤ l − 1, once we get to v we join the decomposed suffix path S^′ to the corresponding path from T_{i+1} ending at v, and set path(u) ← path(v) for u ∈ S^′. Since every vertex in L^{>l−1}_{i+1} can belong to up to ∣f^∗_{i+1}∣ paths, the running time of the entire procedure can be bounded by O(∣f^∗_{i+1}∣) per vertex in L^{>l−1}_{i+1} , which dominates the running time of the layered traversal.

9The condition d(L^{≤l}_{i+1} ) = d(L^{≤l−1}_{i+1} ) that triggers the merge implies that ∣E^{≤l−1}_{i+1} ∣ = ∣E^{≤l}_{i+1}∣, see Lemma 3.4.

(a) Layered traversal (b) Level updates (c) Merge of layer l

Figure 2: Execution of our algorithm in an abstract example graph. Edges and their flow are absent for simplicity. Layers are divided by dotted vertical strokes, M_i = max_{v∈Vi ∖{t}} ℓ_i(v). Figure 2a shows a decrementing path in R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}) (red) found by the layered traversal as well as all vertices visited (red and orange), l is the smallest layer visited. Figure 2b shows the updates to the level assignment, all vertices visited by the traversal get level l, and v^{out}_{i+1} gets level l + 1. Figure 2c shows the result of merging layer l, all vertices of level l or more decrease their level by one.

3.4 Running time analysis

Note that the running time of step i + 1 is bounded by O(∣N^−(v_{i+1})∣) (from sparsification) plus O(∣f^∗_{i+1}∣) = O(k) per vertex whose level is l or more, where l is the smallest level visited by the layered traversal in R(G_{i+1}, t_{i+1}). The first part adds up to O(∣E∣) for the entire algorithm, whereas for the second part we show that every vertex is charged O(k) only O(k^2) times in the entire algorithm, thus adding up to O(k^3∣V ∣) in total. Let i be the iteration where a vertex u was added, and consider the sequence (d(L^{≤0}_i ), d(L^{≤1}_i ), . . . , d(L^{≤ℓi(u)}_i )) and its evolution until

(d(L^{≤0}_{∣V ∣}), d(L^{≤1}_{∣V ∣}), . . . , d(L^{≤ℓ∣V ∣(u)}_{∣V ∣} )). Note that every time u is charged O(k), then the smallest level visited in that step must be l ≤ ℓ(u). Moreover, by Lemma 3.4, any update that charges u changes exactly one value in the sequence (d(L^{≤l}) is incremented by one), and possibly truncates the sequence on the right due to u’s level being lowered. By Invariant C, the sequence is always strictly decreasing, and since d(L^{≤0}) ≤ k, it is updated O(k^2) times.

3.5 The improved algorithm

We start the description of the O(k^2∣V ∣ + ∣E∣) time algorithm with a more refined analysis to that of Section 3.4.

We have established that the running time of the layered traversal (Section 3.3.2) and subsequent updates (Section 3.3.3) of the iteration i + 1, is bounded by O(k) per vertex of level l or more, where l is the smallest visited level. However, we can obtain tighter bounds by breaking down the running time analysis as follows:

a) O(k) per vertex u with ℓ_{i+1}(u) = l. For the running time of the layered traversal, the update of f^∗_{i+1}, and the update of ℓ_{i+1} before a possible merge.

b) O(1) per vertex of level l or more. For the running time of the merge of level l.

c) O(k) per vertex of level l or more. For the running time of the path updates that comes from decomposing f^∗_{i+1} into P_{i+1}.

Observation 3.3. Running times a) and b) sum up to O(k^2∣V ∣).

Proof. For running time a) note that every time a vertex u is charged in some iteration i + 1 ℓ_{i+1}(u) = l. Then, by Observation 3.2, d(L^{≤ℓi+1 (u)}_{i+1} ) ≥ d(L^{≤ℓi(u)}_i ) + 1^{10}, and since d(L^{≤ℓ(u)}) ≤ k, u is

10The inequality can be strict. For example, if ℓi+1(u) < ℓi(u).

(a) Flow decomposition of layer l (b) Layered antichains and back links

Figure 3: Relation between P_i (not maintained), the layered antichains and the back links in a layer l. Figure 3a shows the vertices in layer l (delimited within dashed vertical lines) and a flow decomposition of that layer (paths highlighted in gray). Figure 3b shows the corresponding vertices in G, the layered antichains A^{l−1}_i , A^l_i (red ovals) and the back links of every vertex (blue dashed arrows) as obtained by running our maintenance procedure (see Section 3.5.2) when decomposing the paths from top to bottom.

charged O(k) times. As for running time b) we repeat the argument given in Section 3.4, but now every charge is only O(1).

To obtain our improved O(k^2∣V ∣ + ∣E∣) time algorithm we will compute the path function (path ID of some path in P_{i+1} containing a vertex) without maintaining P_{i+1}. More specifically, we show that we can maintain the path function by decomposing f^∗_{i+1} only in edges of level l^{11}, which adds up to O(k^2∣V ∣) as in running time a), plus O(1) per vertex of level l or more, which also adds up to O(k^2∣V ∣) as in running time b). To achieve this, we will first show that the layered cuts maintained by our algorithm correspond to a structure of decreasing size antichains.

3.5.1 Structure of antichains

Let us fix the iteration i of the algorithm. Recall that the l-th layered cut is a ow-cut defined as L^{≤l}_i = ⊍^l_{j=−∞} L^j_i , and its complement L^{>l}_i = V_i ∖ L^{≤l}_i = ⊍^∞_{j=l+1} L^j_i (see Section 3.2). By construction (of G_i), d(L^{≤l}_i ) = ∣{(u^{in}, u^{out}) ∈ E_i ∣ ℓ_i(u^{in}) ≤ l ∧ ℓ_i(u^{out}) > l}∣, thus we can define A^l_i as the vertices (in G_i) represented by those edges, that is A^l_i = {u ∈ V_i ∣ ℓ_i(u^{in}) ≤ l ∧ ℓ_i(u^{out}) > l}.

Observation 3.4. A^l_i is an antichain in G_i.

Proof. Since L^{≤l}_i is a ow-cut the edges exiting the cut (including those representing vertices in A^l_i) form an antichain (in G_i), since a path connecting two such edges contradicts the cut being one way. This relation between ow-cuts and antichains has been studied before, see e.g. [51, 54, 53, 50].

Invariant C implies that ∣A^l_i∣ > ∣A^{l′}_i ∣ if 0 ≤ l < l^′ ≤ M_i −1. Therefore, A^0_i , . . . , A^{Mi−1}_i is a sequence of size-decreasing antichains implicitly maintained by our algorithm. We call these antichains, layered antichains, and the vertices on them, antichain vertices. By Invariant A, antichain vertices belong to exactly one path of P_i. Our improved algorithm will maintain the (only possible) path ID on antichain vertices, and for the rest of vertices v it will maintain a back link to an antichain

11At least one of the vertices has level l.

vertex u = backlink(v), such that u is a predecessor of v in some path of P_i. As such, we can compute the path function in O(1) time either directly or by first taking the corresponding back link. Note that a vertex v is an antichain vertex if and only if ℓ_i(v^{in}) < ℓ_i(v^{out}), which can be checked in O(1) time. See Figure 3 for an example of these concepts.

3.5.2 Back link maintenance

After applying the flow and level updates described in Section 3.3.3 (and only if a decrementing path was found) we decompose f^∗_{i+1} (only) on the edges of layer l, the smallest visited level. Note that a path decomposed in layer l connects a vertex u ∈ A^{l−1}_{i+1} to a vertex w ∈ A^l_{i+1}. After decomposing such a path, we set the back link of all vertices v in the path to backlink(v) ← u and additionally we also store newlink(v) ← w. Note that the running time of this decomposition is bounded by O(k) per vertex of level l (running time a)).

After decomposing layer l, we process the edges in L^{>l}_{i+1} and for every edge of the form (v^{in}, v^{out}) we check whether the back link u of v is an antichain vertex. If it is not the case, we set backlink(v) ← newlink(u). Note that the running time of this procedure is bounded by O(1) per vertex of level l or more (running time b)). The correctness of this procedure is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. After applying the back link maintenance procedure it holds that there is a path in P_{i+1} where backlink(v) is predecessor of v, for all v ∈ V_{i+1}.

Proof. If v^{out} ∈ L^{≤l−1}_{i+1} , then the property (inductively) holds since G_{i+1}[L^{≤l−1}_{i+1} ] was not affected by iteration i + 1. If v^{in} ∈ L^l_{i+1} or v^{out} ∈ L^l_{i+1}, then the property holds since the edge (v^{in}, v^{out}) was decomposed while decomposing f^∗_{i+1} in layer l. If v^{in}, v^{out} ∈ L^{>l}_{i+1}, consider u to be the back link of v before the update and u^′ the back link of v after the update. If u = u^′, then the path from u to v in P_i only uses vertices in L^{>l}_{i+1}^{12}, and the property (inductively) holds since G_{i+1}[L^{>l}_{i+1}] was not affected by iteration i + 1. If u /= u^′, then (u^{in}, u^{out}) was decomposed while decomposing f^∗_{i+1} in layer l. This decomposition led to edge (u^{′in}, u^{′out}), set newlink(u) ← u^′ and later set backlink(v) ← newlink(u) = u^′ (since u is no longer an antichain vertex).

Finally, we update the path ID of the antichain vertices by using their back links. More specifically, for each antichain vertex v ∈ A^{l′}_{i+1} (these can be discovered during the back link maintenance procedure) whose path ID has not been updated and such that l^′ ≥ l, we iteratively take back links until reaching a vertex u ∈ A^{l′′}_{i+1} with l^{′′} < l (or whose path ID was already updated), and update the path ID of all such vertices (including v) to the path ID of u. Note that this procedure runs in O(1) time per antichain vertex, and since there are O(k^2) such vertices (O(k) antichains of size O(k) each), it runs in O(k^2) per iteration, thus O(k^2∣V ∣) for the whole algorithm.

4 Support Sparsification Algorithm

We present an algorithm that transforms any path cover P, ∣P∣ = t of a DAG G = (V, E) into one of the same size and using less than 2∣V ∣ distinct edges, in O(t^2∣V ∣) time (Theorem 1.3). The main approach consists of splicing paths so that edges are removed from the support E_P = {e ∈ P ∣ P ∈ P}. It maintains a path cover P^′, ∣P^′∣ = t of G^′ = (V, E_P ′ ) (thus also a path cover of G). At the beginning we initialize P^′ ← P, and we splice paths so that at the end ∣E_P ′ ∣ < 2∣V ∣.

12At least one of the vertices in the corresponding edge is in L^{>l}_{i+1}.

Figure 4: A DAG G showing that the factor 2 from the bound of Theorem 1.3 is asymptotically tight. The figure shows the example graph, as well as the result of applying Theorem 1.3 on an MPC of it. The algorithm colors vertices v_{i,j} blue, vertices u_i red, and edges purple, thus it does not find any red cycle.

4.1 Splicing

We call splicing of a path cover P through a path D to the process of reconnecting paths in P so that (after reconnecting) at least one of the paths contains D as a subpath. Splicing additionally requires that for every edge e of D there is at least one path in P containing e, but also maintains the multiplicity of the edges. Recall that the multiplicity of an edge e with respect to a set of paths P, μ_P (e), is the number of paths in P using e, that is, μ(e) = ∣{P ∈ P ∣ e ∈ P }∣. We show how to splice P in time O(∣D∣).

Lemma 4.1. Let G = (V, E) be a DAG, D a proper path of G, and P a path cover of G such that for every edge e ∈ D there exists P ∈ P containing e. We can obtain, in time O(∣D∣), a path cover P^′ of G such that ∣P^′∣ = ∣P∣ and there exists P ∈ P^′ containing D as a subpath. Moreover, μ_P (e) = μ_P ′ (e) for all e ∈ E.

Proof. We process the edges of D one by one, and maintain a path P of the path cover that contains as subpath a prefix of D, at the end of the algorithm P will contain the whole D as a subpath, as required. We initialize P to be some path of P containing the first edge of D. Then, when processing the next edge e of D, we first check if e is the next edge of P , if so we continue to the next edge of D. Otherwise, let P^′ be a path of the path cover containing e, then we connect the prefix of P^′ until e (excluding) with the suffix of P from the edge previous to e in D (excluding), and we also connect the prefix of P until the edge previous to e in D (including) with the suffix of P^′ from e (including). Note that each of these connections can be made by manipulating pointers in O(1) time, also note that the new set of paths forms a path cover, and the edges of G preserve their multiplicity, as edges in the path cover are never created or removed, only change path.

To decide how to splice paths in our sparsification algorithm, we color the vertices of v ∈ V based on their degree, that is, if deg_G′ (v) ≤ 2 we color v blue, and red otherwise. We also color the edges (u, v) ∈ E_P ′ according to the color of their endpoints, that is, if both u and v are blue, we color (u, v) blue, likewise if both u and v are red, we color (u, v) red, otherwise we color (u, v) purple. We traverse the underlying undirected graph of G^′ in search of a red cycle (cycle of red edges) C and splice paths along C so that at least one red edge is removed from G^′. We repeat this until no red cycles remain. Therefore, at the end we have that red vertices and edges form a forest, blue vertices and edges form a collection of vertex-disjoint paths and cycles, and purple edges connect red vertices with the extreme vertices of blue paths. As such, if the number of blue and red vertices is n_b and n_r, respectively, and the number of blue paths is p, there are n_b − p blue edges, less than n_r red edges, and at most 2p purple edges. Therefore, ∣E_P ′ ∣ < n_b − p + n_r + 2p ≤ 2∣V ∣, as desired. The following remark shows that the factor 2 from the bound is asymptotically tight.

Remark 4.1. Consider the DAG G = (V, E) from Figure 4, with ∣V ∣ = n + n(n + 1) = n(n + 2), ∣E∣ = 2n^2 and width(G) = n. Note that any path cover P of size n (an MPC) must use every edge of the graph, then ∣E_P ∣/∣V ∣ = ∣E_P ′ ∣/∣V ∣ = 2 − 4/(n + 2).

(a) Backward segments (b) Spliced paths (c) New paths

Figure 5: Splicing in a red cycle. Figure 5a shows a red cycle with three backward segments highlighted in yellow (clockwise orientation of the cycle). Figure 5b shows the paths containing the backward segments (in green) after splicing through them. Figure 5c shows the new pathsPath reconnecting (in green) after removing the backward segments and reconnecting the suffixes and prefixes through the corresponding forward segments, it also shows that some vertices and edges become blue and purple, removing the red cycle.

When processing a red cycle C = v_1, . . . , v_l, v_{l+1} = v_1, we partition the corresponding edges of G^′ in either forward F = {(v_i, v_{i+1}) ∈ E_P ′ } or backward B = {(v_{i+1}, v_i) ∈ E_P ′ } edges. We splice either along forward or backward edges depending on the comparison between ∑_{e∈F} μ(e) and ∑_{e∈B} μ(e). If ∑_{e∈F} μ(e) ≥ ∑_{e∈B} μ(e), we only splice along backward edges, otherwise only along forward edges. Here we only describe how to splice along backward edges, splicing along forward edges is analogous. The splicing procedure considers the backward segments of the cycle, namely, maximal subpaths of consecutive backward edges in C. For each backward segment b, it generates a path P_b ∈ P^′ that traverses b entirely, by splicing paths along b. For this we apply the splicing procedure of Lemma 4.1 on every backward segment, which runs in total time O(∣B∣) = O(∣C∣). After that, for every P_b we remove b and reconnect the parts of P_b entering and exiting b to their corresponding adjacent forward segments. See Figure 5 for an example. Note that vertices of b are still covered by some path after splicing since they are red, and the splicing procedure preserves the multiplicity of edges. Also note that the net effect is that the number of paths remains unchanged but the multiplicity of forward edges has increased by one and the multiplicity of backward edges has decreased by one, thus the condition ∑_{e∈F} μ(e) ≥ ∑_{e∈B} μ(e) will be valid again after the procedure. As such, we repeat the splicing procedure until some backward edge has multiplicity 0, removing C in this way.

To analyze the running time of all splicing procedures during the algorithm, we consider the function Φ(G^′) = ∑_{e∈EP′} μ(e)^2. We study the change of Φ(G^′) of applying the splicing procedure, ΔΦ. Since the only changes on multiplicity occur on forward and backward edges we have that

ΔΦ = ∑ e∈F ((μ(e) + 1)^2 − μ(e)^2) + ∑ e∈B ((μ(e) − 1)^2 − μ(e)^2)

= ∣F ∣ + ∣B∣ + 2 ( ∑_{e∈F} μ(e) − ∑_{e∈B} μ(e)) ≥ ∣C∣.

As such, each splicing procedure takes O(∣C∣) time, and increases Φ(G^′) by at least ∣C∣. Since at the end Φ(G^′) ≤ t^2∣E_P ′ ∣ ≤ t^22∣V ∣, the running time of all splicing procedures amounts to O(t^2∣V ∣).

Finally, we describe how to traverse the underlying undirected graph of G^′ while detecting red cycles in linear time, which is O(t∣V ∣). We perform a modified DFS traversal of the graph. We additionally mark the edges as processed either when the edge is removed (gets multiplicity 0), or when the traversal pops this edge from the DFS stack^{13}. Since our graph is undirected, all edges are between a vertex and some ancestor in the DFS tree (no crossing edges), thus cycles can be detected by checking if the vertex being visited already is in the DFS stack (and it is not the top of the stack)^{14}. When a red cycle is detected, then we pop from the DFS stack all vertices of the cycle, but without marking as processed the corresponding edges. The cost of these pops plus the additional cost of traversing the edges of the cycle again in a future traversal is linear in the length of the cycle, thus these are charged to the corresponding splicing procedures of this cycle, and the cost of the traversal remains proportional to the size of the graph.

References

[1] A. Abboud, V. V. Williams, and J. Wang, Approximation and fixed parameter subquadratic algorithms for radius and diameter in sparse graphs, in Proceedings of the 27th Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, SIAM, 2016, pp. 377–391.

[2] R. K. Ahujia, T. L. Magnanti, and J. B. Orlin, Network flows: Theory, algorithms and applications, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, (1993).

[3] J. Bang-Jensen and G. Z. Gutin, Digraphs: theory, algorithms and applications, Springer Science & Business Media, 2008.

[4] A. A. Benczúr and D. R. Karger, Approximating st minimum cuts in ̃O(n^2) time, in Proceedings of the 28th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, 1996, pp. 47–55.

[5] P. Bonizzoni, A linear-time algorithm for the perfect phylogeny haplotype problem, Algorithmica, 48 (2007), pp. 267–285.

[6] S. Bova, R. Ganian, and S. Szeider, Model checking existential logic on partially ordered sets, ACM Transactions on Computational Logic (TOCL), 17 (2015), pp. 1–35.

[7] S. Bunte and N. Kliewer, An overview on vehicle scheduling models, Public Transport, 1 (2009), pp. 299–317.

[8] M. Cáceres, M. Cairo, A. Grigorjew, S. Khan, B. Mumey, R. Rizzi, A. I. Tomescu, and L. Williams, Width helps and hinders splitting flows, in 30th Annual European Symposium on Algorithms (ESA 2022), Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz-Zentrum für Informatik, 2022.

[9] M. Cáceres, M. Cairo, B. Mumey, R. Rizzi, and A. I. Tomescu, A linear-time parameterized algorithm for computing the width of a DAG, in International Workshop on Graph- Theoretic Concepts in Computer Science, Springer, 2021, pp. 257–269.

[10] M. Cáceres, M. Cairo, B. Mumey, R. Rizzi, and A. I. Tomescu, Sparsifying, shrinking and splicing for minimum path cover in parameterized linear time, in Proceedings of the 2022 Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), SIAM, 2022, pp. 359–376.

13When an edge is marked as processed we move it at the end of the adjacency list of the corresponding vertex. Therefore, the first edge in the adjacency list of a vertex is always not marked as processed, unless all of them are.

14We can maintain an array in-stack indicating whether a vertex is in the DFS stack.

[11] M. Caceres, B. Mumey, E. Husic, R. Rizzi, M. Cairo, K. Sahlin, and A. I. I.

Tomescu, Safety in multi-assembly via paths appearing in all path covers of a dag, IEEE/ACM Transactions on Computational Biology and Bioinformatics, (2021).

[12] Z. Chang, G. Li, J. Liu, Y. Zhang, C. Ashby, D. Liu, C. L. Cramer, and X. Huang, Bridger: a new framework for de novo transcriptome assembly using RNA-seq data, Genome Biology, 16 (2015), pp. 1–10.

[13] L. Chen, R. Kyng, Y. P. Liu, R. Peng, M. P. Gutenberg, and S. Sachdeva, Maximum flow and minimum-cost flow in almost-linear time, arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.00671, (2022). To appear in the proceedings of the 63rd Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS 2022).

[14] Y. Chen and Y. Chen, An efficient algorithm for answering graph reachability queries, in 2008 IEEE 24th International Conference on Data Engineering, IEEE, 2008, pp. 893–902.

[15] Y. Chen and Y. Chen, On the graph decomposition, in 2014 IEEE Fourth International Conference on Big Data and Cloud Computing, IEEE, 2014, pp. 777–784.

[16] E. Ciurea and L. Ciupala, Sequential and parallel algorithms for minimum flows, Journal of Applied Mathematics and Computing, 15 (2004), pp. 53–75.

[17] C. J. Colbourn and W. R. Pulleyblank, Minimizing setups in ordered sets of fixed width, Order, 1 (1985), pp. 225–229.

[18] N. Cotumaccio, Graphs can be succinctly indexed for pattern matching in O(∣E∣^2 + ∣V ∣^{5/2}) time, in 2022 Data Compression Conference (DCC), IEEE, 2022, pp. 272–281.

[19] N. Cotumaccio, G. D’Agostino, A. Policriti, and N. Prezza, Which regular languages can be efficiently indexed?, arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.06798, (2021).

[20] N. Cotumaccio and N. Prezza, On indexing and compressing finite automata, in Proceedings of the 2021 ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), SIAM, 2021, pp. 2585–2599.

[21] G. D’Agostino, N. Cotumaccio, A. Policriti, and N. Prezza, On (co-lex) ordering automata, arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.02309, (2021).

[22] J. Desrosiers, Y. Dumas, M. M. Solomon, and F. Soumis, Time constrained routing and scheduling, Handbooks in Operations Research and Management Science, 8 (1995), pp. 35–139.

[23] R. P. Dilworth, A decomposition theorem for partially ordered sets, Annals of Mathematics, 51 (1950), pp. 161–166, http://www.jstor.org/stable/1969503.

[24] N. Eriksson, L. Pachter, Y. Mitsuya, S.-Y. Rhee, C. Wang, B. Gharizadeh, M. Ronaghi, R. W. Shafer, and N. Beerenwinkel, Viral population estimation using pyrosequencing, PLoS Computational Biology, 4 (2008), p. e1000074.

[25] S. Felsner, V. Raghavan, and J. Spinrad, Recognition algorithms for orders of small width and graphs of small Dilworth number, Order, 20 (2003), pp. 351–364.

[26] F. V. Fomin, D. Lokshtanov, S. Saurabh, M. Pilipczuk, and M. Wrochna, Fully polynomial-time parameterized computations for graphs and matrices of low treewidth, ACM Transactions on Algorithms (TALG), 14 (2018), pp. 1–45.

[27] D. R. Fulkerson, Note on Dilworth’s decomposition theorem for partially ordered sets, Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 7 (1956), pp. 701–702.

[28] J. Gajarskỳ, P. Hlinenỳ, D. Lokshtanov, J. Obdralek, S. Ordyniak, M. Ramanujan, and S. Saurabh, FO model checking on posets of bounded width, in 2015 IEEE 56th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, IEEE, 2015, pp. 963–974.

[29] Y. Gao, Y. P. Liu, and R. Peng, Fully dynamic electrical flows: sparse maxflow faster than Goldberg-Rao, arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.07233, (2021).

[30] F. Gavril, Algorithms for maximum k-colorings and k-coverings of transitive graphs, Networks, 17 (1987), pp. 465–470.

[31] A. C. Giannopoulou, G. B. Mertzios, and R. Niedermeier, Polynomial fixed-parameter algorithms: A case study for longest path on interval graphs, Theoretical Computer Science, 689 (2017), pp. 67–95.

[32] A. V. Goldberg and S. Rao, Beyond the flow decomposition barrier, Journal of the ACM (JACM), 45 (1998), pp. 783–797.

[33] J. Gramm, T. Nierhoff, R. Sharan, and T. Tantau, Haplotyping with missing data via perfect path phylogenies, Discrete Applied Mathematics, 155 (2007), pp. 788–805.

[34] J. E. Hopcroft and R. M. Karp, An n^{5/2} algorithm for maximum matchings in bipartite graphs, SIAM Journal on Computing, 2 (1973), pp. 225–231.

[35] S. Ikiz and V. K. Garg, Efficient incremental optimal chain partition of distributed program traces, in 26th IEEE International Conference on Distributed Computing Systems (ICDCS’06), IEEE, 2006, pp. 18–18.

[36] H. V. Jagadish, A compression technique to materialize transitive closure, ACM Transactions on Database Systems (TODS), 15 (1990), pp. 558–598.

[37] W. Jaśkowski and K. Krawiec, Formal analysis, hardness, and algorithms for extracting internal structure of test-based problems, Evolutionary Computation, 19 (2011), pp. 639–671.

[38] A. B. Kahn, Topological sorting of large networks, Communications of the ACM, 5 (1962), pp. 558–562.

[39] T. Kathuria, Y. P. Liu, and A. Sidford, Unit Capacity Maxflow in Almost O(m^{4/3}) Time, in 2020 IEEE 61st Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), IEEE, 2020, pp. 119–130.

[40] T. Koana, V. Korenwein, A. Nichterlein, R. Niedermeier, and P. Zschoche, Data Reduction for Maximum Matching on Real-World Graphs: Theory and Experiments, Journal of Experimental Algorithmics (JEA), 26 (2021), pp. 1–30.

[41] S. Kogan and M. Parter, Beating matrix multiplication for n^{1/3}-directed shortcuts, in 49th International Colloquium on Automata, Languages, and Programming (ICALP 2022), Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz-Zentrum für Informatik, 2022. Full version available at

https:\www.weizmann.ac.il/math/parter/sites/math.parter/files/uploads/main-lipics-full-version_3.pdf.

[42] M. Kowaluk, A. Lingas, and J. Nowak, A path cover technique for LCAs in DAGs, in Scandinavian Workshop on Algorithm Theory, Springer, 2008, pp. 222–233.

[43] Y. T. Lee and A. Sidford, Path finding methods for linear programming: Solving linear programs in Õ( √ rank) iterations and faster algorithms for maximum flow, in 2014 IEEE 55th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, IEEE, 2014, pp. 424–433.

[44] R. Liu and J. Dickerson, Strawberry: Fast and accurate genome-guided transcript reconstruction and quantification from RNA-Seq, PLoS Computational Biology, 13 (2017), p. e1005851.

[45] Y. P. Liu and A. Sidford, Faster energy maximization for faster maximum flow, in Proceedings of the 52nd Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, 2020, pp. 803–814.

[46] J. Ma, M. Cáceres, L. Salmela, V. Mäkinen, and A. I. Tomescu, Chaining for accurate alignment of erroneous long reads to acyclic variation graphs, bioRxiv, (2022), https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.01.07.475257,

https://www.biorxiv.org/content/early/2022/05/19/2022.01.07.475257,
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.biorxiv.org/content/early/2022/05/19/2022.01.07.475257.full.pdf.

[47] S. J. MacKinnon, P. D. Taylor, H. Meijer, and S. G. Akl, An optimal algorithm for assigning cryptographic keys to control access in a hierarchy, IEEE Transactions on Computers, 34 (1985), pp. 797–802.

[48] A. Madry, Computing maximum flow with augmenting electrical flows, in 2016 IEEE 57th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), IEEE, 2016, pp. 593–602.

[49] V. Mäkinen, A. I. Tomescu, A. Kuosmanen, T. Paavilainen, T. Gagie, and R. Chikhi, Sparse Dynamic Programming on DAGs with Small Width, ACM Transactions on Algorithms (TALG), 15 (2019), pp. 1–21.

[50] L. Marchal, H. Nagy, B. Simon, and F. Vivien, Parallel scheduling of dags under memory constraints, in 2018 IEEE International Parallel and Distributed Processing Symposium (IPDPS), IEEE, 2018, pp. 204–213.

[51] R. H. Möhring, Algorithmic aspects of comparability graphs and interval graphs, in Graphs and Order, Springer, 1985, pp. 41–101.

[52] S. C. Ntafos and S. L. Hakimi, On path cover problems in digraphs and applications to program testing, IEEE Transactions on Software Engineering, 5 (1979), pp. 520–529.

[53] W. Pijls and R. Potharst, Another note on Dilworth’s decomposition theorem, Journal of Discrete Mathematics, 2013 (2013), p. 692645.

[54] M. Rademaker, B. De Baets, and H. De Meyer, Optimal monotone relabelling of partially non-monotone ordinal data, Optimization Methods and Software, 27 (2012), pp. 17–31.

[55] R. Rizzi, A. I. Tomescu, and V. Mäkinen, On the complexity of minimum path cover with subpath constraints for multi-assembly, BMC Bioinformatics, 15 (2014), p. S5, https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-15-S9-S5,

https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-15-S9-S5.

[56] A. Schrijver, Bipartite Edge Coloring in O(Δm) Time, SIAM Journal on Computing, 28 (1998), pp. 841–846.

[57] R. E. Tarjan, Edge-disjoint spanning trees and depth-first search, Acta Informatica, 6 (1976), pp. 171–185.

[58] A. I. Tomlinson and V. K. Garg, Monitoring functions on global states of distributed programs, Journal of Parallel and Distributed Computing, 41 (1997), pp. 173–189.

[59] C. Trapnell, B. A. Williams, G. Pertea, A. Mortazavi, G. Kwan, M. J. Van Baren, S. L. Salzberg, B. J. Wold, and L. Pachter, Transcript assembly and quantification by RNA-Seq reveals unannotated transcripts and isoform switching during cell differentiation, Nature Biotechnology, 28 (2010), p. 511.

[60] R. Van Bevern, R. Bredereck, L. Bulteau, C. Komusiewicz, N. Talmon, and G. J.

Woeginger, Precedence-constrained scheduling problems parameterized by partial order width, in International Conference on Discrete Optimization and Operations Research, Springer, 2016, pp. 105–120.

[61] J. van den Brand, Y. T. Lee, Y. P. Liu, T. Saranurak, A. Sidford, Z. Song, and D. Wang, Minimum cost flows, MDPs, and ℓ_1-regression in nearly linear time for dense instances, in Proceedings of the 53rd Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, 2021, pp. 859–869.

[62] D. P. Williamson, Network flow algorithms, Cambridge University Press, 2019.

[63] X. Zhan, X. Qian, and S. V. Ukkusuri, A graph-based approach to measuring the efficiency of an urban taxi service system, IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation Systems, 17 (2016), pp. 2479–2489.