arXiv:2402.18541v2 [cs.DS] 10 Apr 2024

Dynamic Deterministic Constant-Approximate Distance Oracles with n^ϵ Worst-Case Update Time

Bernhard Haeupler^∗ ETH Zurich & CMU

Yaowei Long^† University of Michigan

Thatchaphol Saranurak^‡ University of Michigan

Abstract

We present a new distance oracle in the fully dynamic setting: given a weighted undirected graph G = (V, E) with n vertices undergoing both edge insertions and deletions, and an arbitrary parameter ϵ ∈ [1/ log^c n, 1] where c > 0 is a small constant, we can deterministically maintain a data structure with O(n^ϵ) worst-case update time that, given any pair of vertices (u, v), returns a 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}-approximate distance between u and v in poly(1/ϵ) log log n query time.

Our algorithm significantly advances the state-of-the-art in two aspects, both for fully dynamic algorithms and even decremental algorithms. First, no existing algorithm with worst-case update time guarantees a o(n)-approximation while also achieving an n^{2−Ω(1)} update and n^{o(1)} query time, while our algorithm offers a constant O_ϵ(1)-approximation with O(n^ϵ) update time and O_ϵ(log log n) query time. Second, even if amortized update time is allowed, it is the first deterministic constant-approximation algorithm with n^{1−Ω(1)} update and query time. The best result in this direction is the recent deterministic distance oracle by Chuzhoy and Zhang [CZ23b] which achieves an approximation of (log log n)^{2O(1/ϵ3 )} with amortized update time of O(n^ϵ) and query time of 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} log n log log n.

We obtain the result by dynamizing tools related to length-constrained expanders [HRG22, HHT23, HHG22]. Our technique completely bypasses the 40-year-old Even-Shiloach tree, which has remained the most pervasive tool in the area but is inherently amortized.

∗bernhard.haeupler@inf.ethz.ch †yaoweil@umich.edu ‡thsa@umich.edu

Contents

1 Introduction 1 1.1 Our Techniques . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 1.2 Applications and Future Work . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 1.3 An Independent Work . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

2 Overview 7 2.1 From Length Constrained Expander Hierarchy to Distance Oracles . . . . . . . . . . 8 2.2 Dynamic Certified Expander Decomposition . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.3 Dynamic Vertex Sparsifiers for Bounded Distances . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13 2.4 Putting it all Together . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

3 Preliminaries 15 3.1 Standard Graph Notations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 3.2 The Online-Batch Dynamic Setting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 3.3 Global Parameters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 3.4 Pairwise Covers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 3.5 Routers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 3.6 Length-Constrained Expanders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 3.7 Landmarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

4 Local Length-Constrained Flows 25 4.1 Local h-Length Lightest Path Blockers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 4.2 Local Approximate Length-Constrained Maxflows: Proof of Theorem 4.3 . . . . . . . 30 4.3 Local Cutmatch: Proof of Theorem 4.4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34

5 Dynamic Routers with Path Reporting 42

6 Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Decomposition 47 6.1 Initialization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50 6.2 Batched Node-Weighting Insertion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54 6.3 Batched Edge Deletions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59 6.4 Batched Edge Insertions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 6.5 Proof of Theorem 6.4 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62

7 Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Decomposition with Density 65 7.1 Initialization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66 7.2 Batched Node-Weighting Insertion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 7.3 Batched Edge Deletions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 7.4 Batched Edge Insertions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 74 7.5 Batched Landmark Insertions into Node-Weighting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75

8 Dynamic Vertex Sparsifiers for Bounded Distances 79 8.1 Construction Based on Landmarks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 8.2 Proof of Theorem 8.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 88

9 Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Hierarchy 98 10 Dynamic Distance Oracles for the Low Distance Regime 103 10.1 Fast Certified-ED Access Interfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103 10.2 Proof of Theorem 10.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 104 11 Dynamic Length-Reducing Emulators 107 12 Fully Dynamic Distance Oracles 113 12.1 One Level of the Stacking . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113 12.2 Online-Batch Dynamic Distance Oracles from Stacking . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 115 12.3 Fully Dynamic Algorithms from Online-Batch Algorithms . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 117 12.4 Report Simple Paths . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 118 13 Extension: Dynamic Vertex Sparsifiers for All Distances 119 14 Application: Maximum Multicommodity Flows 124 A Dynamic Distance Oracles in the Literature 128

1 Introduction

The dynamic distance oracle problem (or the dynamic all-pairs shortest paths problem) is one of the most well-studied dynamic graph problems since the beginning of the field (see Tables 3 to 5). In this problem, given an undirected weighted graph G = (V, E) with n vertices undergoing edge insertions and deletions, the goal is to build a data structure that given a vertex pair (u, v), quickly returns an (approximate) distance between u and v. The time required to update the data structure for each edge update is called update time. The data structure has t worst-case update time if every update needs at most t time. On the other hand, it has t amortized update time if it only guarantees that after U updates for all large enough U, the total time taken is at most t × U. The time to answer each distance query is called query time. If the algorithms handle only edge insertions or deletions, then they are incremental or decremental, respectively. If they handle both, then they are fully dynamic.

One of the overarching goals in this long line of research is to obtain, for every integer k ≥ 2, a fully dynamic deterministic (2k − 1)-approximation algorithm with O(n^{1/k}) worst-case update time and n^{o(1)} query time, which is an optimal trade-off assuming the 3SUM conjecture [ABF23, JX23]. In 2018, Chechik [Che18], improving upon [RZ12, BR11], nearly achieved this goal quantitatively; she gave a decremental randomized ((2+ϵ)k −1)-approximation algorithm with n^{1/k+o(1)} amortized update time and O(log log n) query time. A similar trade-off (i.e., constant approximation with arbitrarily small polynomial update time) was also recently shown in the fully dynamic setting. Improving upon [ACT14, FGH21], Forster et al. [FGNS23] gave a fully dynamic (1/ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ)}-approximation algorithm with O(n^ϵ) amortized update time and O(n^{ϵ/8}) query time. All these results, however, have two important qualitative drawbacks:

1. they are randomized and also assume an oblivious adversary^1, and

2. they only guarantee amortized update time.

Fixing either of the two drawbacks remains a big challenge for fully dynamic distance oracles and even decremental ones. In contrast, in the incremental setting, both drawbacks were addressed by Chen et al. [CGH^+20] who gave deterministic algorithms with worst-case update time and the following trade-off: (1/ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ)}-approximation using n^ϵ update and query time, and (2k − 1)- approximation using O(m^{1/2}n^{1/k}) update and query time. Unfortunately, their techniques inherently cannot work in the decremental setting, which is more challenging and implies more applications [Mad10, Chu21, BGS22]. Below, we discuss the progress to fixing both drawbacks in decremental and fully dynamic distance oracles.

Derandomization. Derandomization and, more generally, removing the oblivious adversary assumption are major research programs on dynamic algorithms (see, e.g., [NS17, CK19, Waj20, BKM^+22]) because they enable data structures to be used as a subroutine inside static algorithms and have led to many exciting applications [Chu21, BGS22, CKL^+22, AKL^+22].

Towards derandomizing Chechik’s distance oracle, Chuzhoy [Chu21] showed a deterministic decremental (log n)^{2O(1/ϵ)} -approximate distance oracle with O(n^ϵ) amortized update time and O(log n log log n)

1An oblivious adversary fixes the update sequence from the beginning and reveals the updates to the data structure one by one. In particular, the updates are independent from the random choice of the data structure.

query time, and applied it to obtain faster multi-commodity flow and multicut algorithms.^2 Recently, Chuzhoy and Zhang [CZ23b] improved the approximation factor to (log log n)^{2O(1/ϵ3)} and also make the algorithm fully dynamic. Can one improve the approximation further to a constant? Unfortunately, the fastest deterministic constant-approximation algorithm still takes a large update time of at least n^{1+o(1)} [BGS22], but it gives (1 + ϵ)-approximation. Hence, we ask:

Open Question 1.1. Is there a deterministic fully dynamic (or even decremental) distance oracle with constant approximation and n^{1−Ω(1)} update and query time?

Deamortization. Deamortization is another major research program in dynamic algorithms (e.g. [Tho05, KKM13, NSW17, BFH21]) since worst-case update time guarantees are required by many real-world applications and also some reductions [BMNT23]. For dynamic distance oracles, the deamortization challenge highlights one of the biggest gap of our understanding. While decremental (2k − 1)-approximation algorithms with n^{1/k+o(1)} amortized update time and O(log log n) query time are known [Che18, ŁN22], there is no non-trivial algorithm with n^{2−Ω(1)} worst-case update time and n^{o(1)} query time!

There are two explanations behind the lack of progress. First, a conditional lower bound [vdBNS19, Corollary 5.10] implies that, any decremental or incremental distance oracle with (5/3 − ϵ)-approximation cannot have n^{2−Ω(1)} worst-case update time and n^{o(1)} query time. However, this does not explain the lack of progress in larger approximation regimes. The deeper explanation is that all known fully dynamic and decremental algorithms with n^{2−Ω(1)} update time and n^{o(1)} query time share one common technique that is inherently amortized, called the Even-Shiloach tree [ES81, Kin99].^3 This technique is already 40 year old, yet no alternative techniques were developed to avoid amortization until now.

Open Question 1.2. Is there a fully dynamic (or even decremental) distance oracle with o(n)- approximation, n^{2−Ω(1)} worst-case update time, and n^{o(1)} query time? More specifically, can we avoid the Even-Shioach tree?

Our Result. We give a strong affirmative answer to both Questions 1.1 and 1.2.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be an n-vertex fully dynamic undirected graph with size m_0 initially and polynomially-bounded positive integral edge lengths over all updates. For some small constant c > 0, given a parameter 1/ log^c n ≤ ϵ ≤ 1, there is a 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}-approximate deterministic fully dynamic distance oracle with O(m^{1+ϵ}_0 ) initialization time, O(n^ϵ) worst-case update time and O(log log n/ϵ^4) query time.

Our distance oracle can also output an approximate shortest path P in additional O(|P |) time, or an approximate shortest simple path P_{sp} in additional O(|P_{sp}| · n^ϵ) time. See Theorem 12.1 for a detailed version of Theorem 1.3.

Up to a constant factor in the approximation, Theorem 1.3 achieves the optimal trade-off [ABF23, JX23] and simultaneously guarantees desirable qualitative properties including being deterministic, fully dynamic, and having worst-case update time. Table 1 gives a high-level comparison between our distance oracle with the start-of-the-art.

2Similar trade-off was independently shown in [BGS22].

3The Even-Shiloach tree is actually a technique for maintaining single-source short paths, but previous dynamic distance oracle algorithms still need to use it as a subroutine to maintain “balls” around vertices.

Approximation Fully dynamic? Deterministic? Worst-case?

[Che18] O(1) decremental no no

[CGH^+20] O(1) incremental yes yes

[FGNS23] O(1) fully no no

[CZ23b] ω(1) fully yes no [KMG23]

Independent

ω(1) fully yes yes

Ours O(1) fully yes yes

Table 1: Comparison between our distance oracle with the state-of-the-art distance oracles when n^ϵ update time is allowed. [KMG23] is an independent work as discussed in Section 1.3.

1.1 Our Techniques

The technique we use to prove Theorem 1.3 completely bypasses the Even-Shiloach tree. Instead we dynamize tools based on length-constrained expanders, which were recently introduced by Haeupler, Räcke, and Ghaffari [HRG22]. At a high level, length-constrained expanders are a generalization of expanders that offer the same advantages (e.g., robustness under updates, low congestion routing) but in addition to approximating flows and cuts also provide approximations and control over distances. Thanks to the recent expansion of this theory to constant-step expanders [HHG22, HHT23] and efficient algorithms for them [HHT23] constant-step length-constrained expanders can even achieve constant-fractor approximations and go beyond the polylogarithmic flow-cut gap inherent in regular expanders and their decompositions.

Now, we highlight our novel technical components, which may be of independent interest, by placing them in the context of previous works. A high-level discussion on how we construct and use these components can be found in Section 2.

Before going into details, we first introduce the online-batch dynamic setting. Unlike the fully dynamic setting in which we receive a sequence of updates, in the online-batch dynamic setting, the updates come in the form of several online batches. The algorithm needs to handle the batches one by one, and the update time for each batch should be roughly proportional (with a small overhead, e.g. n^ϵ) to the size of this batch in the worst case.^4 A standard reduction to obtain fully dynamic algorithms (with worst-case update time) from online-batch algorithms was explicitly shown in [NSW17, JS22]. Therefore, we will aim at online-batch dynamic distance oracles and most components introduced below are online-batch dynamic. Refer to Section 3.2 for preliminaries and notations of the online-batch dynamic setting, and see Section 12.3 for the formal statement of the reduction.

Localized Length-Constrained Flows. Local flow algorithms refer to algorithms for solving flow problems with running times that are independent of the graph size. Many such algorithms with impressive applications have been developed, such as the local versions of blocking flow [OZ14, NSY19, HKGW23], push-relabel [HRW20, SW19], and Ford-Fulkerson [CHI^+17, FNY^+20]. In Section 4, we extend local flow techniques to the new context of length-constrained flow by lo-

4Generally, dynamic algorithms with amortized update time do not work in the online-batch dynamic setting.

calizing the length-constrained flow algorithms from [HHS23]. Theorem 1.4 is the statement of our local length-constrained flow algorithm.^5 See Theorem 4.3 for a detailed version.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a directed graph with positive integral lengths ℓ, capacities U, source vertex s, sink vertex t, further satisfying that for each vertex v ∈ V (G) \ {s, t},

• its sink capacity ∇(v) := U(v, t) is at least its out-degree deg^+_G(v), and

• its sink edge (v, t) has length ℓ(v, t) = 1.

Given parameters 0 < δ < 1, h ≥ 1, there is an algorithm that compute a feasible pair of h-length flow and fractional moving cut that is (2 + δ)-approximate. The running time is poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v), where Δ(v) := U(s, v) is the source capacity of v.

Dynamic Router and Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Decomposition. The expander pruning algorithm by [SW19] efficiently maintains a large expander subgraph of a decremental expander, enabling numerous dynamic algorithms to leverage the power of expanders (e.g., [NSW17, JS22]). In Section 5, we design dynamic router (some concrete expander with constant diameter) which supports online-batch pruning operations. In Section 6, we will implement expander pruning for length-constrained expanders by embedding dynamic routers into a length-constrained expander as its expansion certificate. Further, using our local length-constrained flow algorithm to compute a cutmatch in local time between the pruned graph and the remaining expander, part of the pruned graph can be matched back to the expander and the rest will be separated by adding a new cut. We note that a cutmatch algorithm with non-local running time was shown in [HHS23] using their non-local length-constrained maxflow algorithm. These two steps lead to our onlinebatch dynamic algorithm, Theorem 1.5, for maintaining the length-constrained version of expander decomposition.^6 We note that a static version of length-constrained expander decomposition is shown in [HHT23], and our dynamic algorithm will use it as a subroutine.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a graph with positive integral edge lengths undergoing t batched updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions and deletions. For any ϵ ∈ [1/ log^{Ω(1)}(n), 1], h ≥ 1 and ϕ ≤ 1, there is a deterministic algorithm that maintains an integral moving cut C satisfying the following.

• Initially, C has size O(ϕ · h · |G^{(0)}|) and the size increase after batch i is O(ϕ · h · |π^{(i)}|).

• The graph G and moving cut C can be characterized in the flow view: any h-length unit demand on G − C can be routed on G with length h · 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and congestion O(n^ϵ/ϕ).

The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · poly(h) · n^ϵ and the update time for π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^ϵ/ϕ.

For better understanding, if we put Theorem 1.5 in the context of classic expanders, the cut C will be a subset of edges with size at most a ϕ fraction of G and previous updates, and the

5An h-length flow has only flow paths with length at most h, and a fractional moving cut is an edge-weight function s.t. any s-t path has weight at least 1. In fact, h-length flows and fractional moving cuts are solution to the primal and dual LPs formalizing the h-length maxflow problem.

6The integral moving cut in Theorem 1.5 is a non-negative integral weight function on G (slightly different from the fractional moving cut in Theorem 1.4), and its size is the total weight on all edges. The graph G − C is the graph G with different edge lengths ℓG−C = ℓG + C. An h-length unit demand includes only demand pairs between vertices with distance at most h.

flow characterization will become that any unit demand D on G \ C (with demand pairs between connected vertices) can be routed on G with roughly 1/ϕ congestion. Theorem 6.4 is a detailed version of Theorem 1.5, where, besides the cut C, we will also maintain an explicit structure for routing the demand.

Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Hierarchy. Expander decomposition becomes even more powerful when we build them on top of each other. We consider two structures that repeatedly perform expander decomposition in a bottom-up manner. The first structure, the dynamic expander hierarchy in [GRST21], can approximate various cut-flow values in the dynamic setting but is not useful for distance-based problems. The second structure, the length-constrained expander hierarchy in [HRG22], encodes both cut and distance information simultaneously but does not work in the dynamic setting. In Section 9, we aim to combine the best of both worlds by developing a hierarchy that works in the dynamic setting and approximates distances, although it does not handle cut-flow values. This limitation is due to technical reasons that we believe could be overcome. Theorem 9.1 is a formal statement of our dynamic hierarchy. To efficiently maintain our hierarchy, we introduce dynamic vertex sparsifiers for distances in Section 8 and generalize this result in Section 13, which may be of interest and will be discussed later.

Length-Reducing Emulator. Roughly speaking, an h-length-reducing emulator Q of a graph G is a graph with unit edge lengths such that dist_Q(u, v) ≈ dist_G(u, v)/h for all u, v. This is a key object in the literature because many dynamic distance oracles [Che18, Chu21, BGS22, ŁN22, CZ23b] can be viewed as maintaining dynamic length-reducing emulators on top of each other, so that they only need to handle small distance values. Our final distance oracle also follows this standard approach. Unfortunately, known dynamic constructions of length-reducing emulators only guarantee amortized update time (as they use Even-Shiloach trees) and do not directly work in the online-batch dynamic setting. In Section 11, we present a new construction, based on our expander hierarchy, that overcomes both of these limitations. See Theorem 11.2 for a detailed version of Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 1.6. Let G be an n-vertex dynamic graph with positive integral edge lengths under t batched updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions and deletions. Given parameters ϵ ∈ [1/ log^{Ω(1)} n, 1] and h ≥ 1, there is a deterministic algorithm that maintains a graph Q with unit edge lengths s.t. for all vertices u, v ∈ V (G), we have

• dist_G(u, v) ≤ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} · h · dist_Q(u, v), and

• if dist_G(u, v) ≤ h, then dist_Q(u, v) ≤ poly(1/ϵ).

The size of Q is at most O(n^{1+ϵ}) at all time. The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · poly(h) · n^ϵ and the update time for π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^ϵ.

1.2 Applications and Future Work

Multicommodity Maxflow with Unit Vertex Capacity. In the maximum multicommodity flow problem with unit vertex capacity, the input is a graph G and k demand pairs (s_1, t_1), . . . , (s_k, t_k). The goal is to send a maximum amount of flow between any demand pairs such that the total amount of flow traversing through any vertex is at most one. This problem can be solved exactly by an

LP solver. Faster approximation algorithms can be obtained via applying dynamic shortest path algorithms to the multiplicative weight update framework as first observed by Madry [Mad10]. The state of the art of this problems currently corresponds precisely to the one of dynamic shortest path algorithms that support shortest paths queries (not just distance queries).

More precisely, the dynamic (1+ϵ)-approximate single-source shortest paths algorithms of [CS21, BGS22] implies a (1 + ϵ)-approximation algorithm with km^{1+o(1)} time, which is slow for big k. The dynamic all-pairs shortest paths algorithm algorithms of [Chu21, CZ23b] implies (log log n)^{2O(1/ϵ3)} - approximation algorithms with O((m + k)n^ϵ) time. Theorem 1.3 immediately implies the first constant-approximation algorithm with O((m + k)n^ϵ) time.

Theorem 1.7. Let G be an vertex-unit-capacitated undirected graph with m edges, and k source-sink pairs {(s_j , t_j) | 1 ≤ j ≤ k}. Given ϵ ∈ [1/ log^{Ω(1)} n, 1], there is a deterministic algorithm computing a 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}-approximate multicommodity maxflow in O((m + k)n^ϵ) time.

Very recently, [HHL^+23] showed a 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}-approximation O((m+k)n^ϵ)-time algorithm for various version of multicommodity flow (e.g. both maximum and concurrent version, with capacities). But their technique only handle edge capacities and does not work with vertex capacity like ours.

Vertex Sparsifiers for Distances. For any graph G, a vertex sparsifier for distances with respect to a terminal set T is a small graph H containing close to |T | vertices such that, for any terminals u, v ∈ T , dist_H (u, v) ≈ dist_G(u, v).

Previous dynamic algorithms for this problem either work on only incremental graphs [CGH^+20, FNPG23] or assume oblivious adversary [FGNS23]. Recently, they also were used in the breakthrough results for computing maximum flow in almost-linear time [CKL^+22, VDBCP^+23]. However, these dynamic algorithms assume very specific structure in the update sequence. We resolved these issues by showing a deterministic fully dynamic algorithm for maintaining a vertex sparsifier of size O(|T |n^ϵ) with O(1)-approximation and O(n^ϵ) amortized update time.

Theorem 1.8. Let G be an n-vertex fully dynamic graph with edge lengths and a fully dynamic terminal set T ⊆ V (G). For any ϵ ∈ [1/ log^{Ω(1)} n, 1], there is a deterministic algorithm that processes a sequence of edge insertions/deletions and terminal insertions/deletions, and maintains a graph H of size |H| ≤ O(|T | · n^ϵ) using O(n^ϵ) amortized update time, such that for all time and all terminals u, v ∈ T , dist_G(u, v) ≤ dist_H (u, v) ≤ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} · dist_G(u, v).

We can also obtain worst-case update time by maintaining 2^{O(1/ϵ)} candidates sparsifiers instead of one explicit sparsifier. See Theorem 13.1 for the formal statement. Very recently, [KMG23] independently showed a fully dynamic deterministic vertex sparsifier of size |T |n^{o(1)} with n^{o(1)} approximation and worst-case update time.

Future Work: Dynamic Min-Cost Flows. [HHL^+23] very recently introduced a stronger version of length-reducing emulators that captures both flow and distance information, and used it to develop very fast constant-approximation algorithms for (min-cost) multi-commodity flow problems. We believe it is possible to enhance our dynamic expander hierarchy and emulators to capture flow information (as done by [HHL^+23] but in the static setting) and obtain dynamic lowstep flow-emulators for unit-capacity graphs as well. This would be a powerful tool for dynamic min-cost multi-commodity flow algorithms and other applications.

1.3 An Independent Work

An independent work by Kyng, Meierhans and Probst Gutenberg [KMG23]^7 also obtains deterministic fully dynamic approximate distance oracles with worst-case update time using completely different techniques. Precisely, their oracle has exp(O(log^{6/7} n log log n)) = n^{o(1)} approximation, exp(O(log^{20/21} n log log n)) = n^{o(1)} worst-case update time and O(log^2 n) query time. For comparison, our distance oracle has exp(poly(1/ϵ)) approximation, n^ϵ = exp(ϵ log n) worst-case update time and O((1/ϵ)^4 · log log n) query time, for any parameter ϵ ∈ [1/ log^c n, 1] where c > 0 is a small constant. By setting ϵ = 1/ log^c n, we can achieve similar upper bounds with exp(log^{1−Ω(1)} n) = n^{o(1)} overhead, but we can further achieve O(1) approximation by setting ϵ to be an arbitrarily small constant at the expense of a small polynomial overhead in update time. We note that the [KMG23] distance oracle supports path-reporting queries, but the oracle in the first version of our manuscript does not. We note that our current version, which is finished after [KMG23] was published, includes results about path reporting.

Additionally, both papers build deterministic fully dynamic distance-preserving vertex sparsifiers that support insertions and deletions of edges and terminal vertices on the way to their distance oracle results (see [KMG23, Theorem 1.1] and Theorem 1.8). The sparsifier in [KMG23] has exp(O(log^{20/21} n log log n)) = n^{o(1)} approximation, exp(O(log^{20/21} n log log n)) = n^{o(1)} worstcase update time and size |A| · exp(O(log^{20/21} n log log n)) = |A| · n^{o(1)}, where A denotes the set of terminals. For comparison, our sparsifier has exp(poly(1/ϵ)) approximation, O(n^ϵ) amortized update time and size O(|A| · n^ϵ), for any parameter ϵ ∈ [1/ log^c n, 1] where c > 0 is a sufficiently small constant. We note that our dynamic sparsifer algorithm can guarantee O(n^ϵ) worst-case update time when it maintains 2^{O(1/ϵ)} candidate sparsifiers instead of only one explicit sparsifier.

Organziation We give an overview of the paper in the next section and preliminaries in Section 3. The dependency between the remaining sections is shown in Figure 1.

2 Overview

In this overview, for simplicity, we assume that all input graphs have constant degree. Moreover, we consider the online-batch dynamic setting, in which a dynamic algorithm only needs to handle a constant number of batched updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(t)}, instead of a long sequence of unit updates. The update time to handle π^{(i)} should be |π^{(i)}| · n^{O(ϵ)} in the worst case. Then, a standard reduction can transform an online-batch dynamic algorithm to a fully dynamic algorithm with worst-case update time.

For better understanding, we want to clarify the difference between online-batch dynamic algorithms and fully dynamic algorithms with amortized update time. The former is stronger than the latter in the sense that an online-batch dynamic algorithm can be transformed into a fully dynamic algorithm with amortized (even worst-case) update time, but generally a fully dynamic algorithm with amortized update time does not work in the online-batch dynamic setting. Precisely, for a fully dynamic algorithm has small amortized update time, it may have worst-case update time Ω(n) for one unit update (it is indeed the case for all previous dynamic distance oracles using Even-Shiloach trees), so when put it into the online-batch dynamic setting, its worst-case update time Ω(n) for a

7Their paper and the first version of our paper were both finished slightly before the submission deadline of STOC 2024 (Nov 13, 2023).

Section 4 Local Flow

Section 5 Dynamic Routers with Path Reporting

Section 6 Expander Decomposition with Landmarks

Section 7 Expander Decomposition with Landmarks and Density

Section 8 Vertex Sparsifiers for Bounded Distance

Section 9 Expander Hierarchy

Section 10 Distance Oracles for Bounded Distance

Section 11 Length-reducing Emulators

Section 12 Distance Oracles

Section 13 Vertex Sparsifiers

Section 14 Multicommodify Maxflows

Figure 1: Dependencies between sections in this paper.

batch π^{(i)} cannot be bounded by any function of |π^{(i)}| (since |π^{(i)}| can be extremely small, e.g. a constant).

Consider an online-batch dynamic algorithm with a dynamic object O_{in} under batched updates π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)} as the input (generally O_{in} is a graph) and another object O_{out} as the output. The recourse of O_{out} at time i, denoted by Rcs(O^{(i−1)}_{out} → O^{(i)}_{out}), is the size of the batched update (generated by the algorithm) to update O^{(i−1)}_{out} to O^{(i)}_{out} (O^{(i−1)}_{out} and O^{(i)}_{out} are the O_{out} right before and after the algorithm handles π^{(i)}). In our main body, the recourse Rcs(O^{(i−1)}_{out} → O^{(i)}_{out}) will be worst-case bounded in the form f(n) · |π^{(i)}|, and f(n) is usually a small polynomial e.g. n^{O(ϵ4)}, but in this overview, we will say the recourse (amortized inside each batched update) of O_{out} is f(n) for simplicity. See Section 3.2 for more discussions.

2.1 From Length Constrained Expander Hierarchy to Distance Oracles

As a warm-up, we start from discussing how a simplified version of the static expander hierarchy from [HRG22] gives a structure that supports constant-approximate distance queries. Our high-level approach to obtain dynamic distance oracles is to dynamize this structure, and we will point out the key challenges we need to overcome at the end of this subsection.

Preliminaries on Length Constrained Expanders. We first give an over-simplified description (which may be incorrect) of some concepts related to length constrained expanders. Roughly speaking, a graph G is an h-length ϕ-expander for a terminal set T ⊆ V (G) if, for any h-length unit demand D (roughly speaking, D is a collection of demand pairs where each vertex v ∈ V (G) appears in at most one pair and each pair (u, v) ∈ D has dist_G(u, v) ≤ h), one can embed D into G with length O(h) and congestion O(1/ϕ), where the embedding can be interpreted as a mapping from demand pairs to embedding paths on G s.t. all embedding paths have length at most O(h) and each edge in G is used by at most O(1/ϕ) embedding paths. Furthermore, an h-length ϕ-expander w.r.t. T admits a certificate (N , R, Π_{N →G}) that includes the following.

• N is a pairwise cover of T on G with covering radius h_{cov} = h and width ω = O(1). Roughly speaking, N is a collection of vertex sets S ⊆ T (called clusters), which can be partitioned into ω many clusterings, where each clustering is a collection of disjoint clusters. The covering radius means each pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G) with dist_G(u, v) ≤ h_{cov} has a cluster S s.t. u, v ∈ S. We note that, the following two objects R and Π_{R→G} will certify that each cluster S ∈ N has diameter O(h) on G, i.e. dist_G(u, v) ≤ O(h) for all u, v ∈ S.

• R = {R^S | S ∈ N } is a set of routers, one for each cluster S ∈ N , where V (R^S ) = S. A router R is a graph that can route any unit-demand on V (R) with O(1) length and O(1) congestion. For better understanding, we can interpret a router as an Ω(1)-classic expander with diameter O(1).

• Π_{R→G} is an embedding of the union of routers ⋃ R∈R R into G with length O(h) and congestion O(1/ϕ). The embedding here follows the same definition as above, except that it matches router edges to embedding paths.

An integral moving cut C is an integral function on E(G). Its size is |C| = ∑ e C(e). The graph after cutting C on G, denoted by G − C, has the same set of vertices and edges but different edge lengths ℓ_{G−C} s.t. ℓ_{G−C} (e) = ℓ_G(e) + C(e) for each e ∈ E(G). A h-length ϕ-expander decomposition w.r.t. terminals T is an integral moving cut C s.t. |C| ≤ O(ϕ · h · |T |) and G − C is an h-length ϕ-expander with respect to T .

A certified h-length ϕ-expander decomposition (called (h, ϕ)-certified-ED for short), denoted by (C, N , R, Π_{R→G}), is an object containing both the expander decomposition C and a certificate of G−C, except that the embedding Π_{R→G} has h-length embedding paths on G rather than G−C. In other words, an (h, ϕ)-certified-ED is only a weak form of expander decomposition, which guarantees some kind of flow characterization about G and C but does not certify that G − C is an h-length ϕ-expander. In particular, the routers R and embedding Π_{R→G} will now guarantee that each cluster S ∈ N has diameter O(h) on G (instead of G − C), i.e. dist_G(u, v) ≤ O(h) for each u, v ∈ S, so in this context, we say the real diameter of N is O(h).

The Expander Hierarchy and the Query Algorithm. Let G be the input graph with edge length function ℓ_G. Suppose we already have a (static) h-length expander hierarchy with k̄ = O(1/ϵ^2) levels, which is defined in an algorithmic way as follows.

We let h_1 = 4h and let h_k = O(h_{k−1}) with sufficiently large hidden constant factor for each level 2 ≤ k ≤ k̄. Fix ϕ = 1/(n^{ϵ2} · h¯_k). We will grow the hierarchy in a bottom-up manner. Let T_1 = V (G) be the first-level terminal set. Starting from the first level, for each level k ≥ 1, we construct an (h_k, ϕ)-certified-ED (C_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk →G}) of T_k on G, and then define the next-level terminals to be T_{k+1} = V (supp(C_k)), which includes all vertices incident to edges e with C_k(e) > 0. The hierarchy stops growing when we reach a level k with empty T_{k+1} (which implies C_k is zero at all edges), and this is the highest level, denoted by k̄. Note that number of levels can be bounded by k̄ ≤ O(1/ϵ^2) because |T_{k+1}| ≤ O(|C_k|) ≤ O(ϕ · h_k · |T_k|) ≤ O(|T_k|/n^{ϵ2} ). Given two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), the query algorithm should correctly declare either (Close) dist_G(u, v) ≤ 2^{O(k̄)} · h or (Far) dist_G(u, v) > h. The algorithm is as follows. We climb up the hierarchy from the first level. Suppose at level k, we have two vertices u_k, v_k ∈ T_k as the input (the initial input satisfies u, v ∈ T_1 = V (G) at the first level). Then we will perform the following steps.

1. If there exists a cluster S ∈ N_k s.t. u_k, v_k ∈ S (which will hold if dist_{G−Ck} (u_k, v_k) ≤ h_k by the covering radius of N_k), then we will output Close.

2. Otherwise, we have dist_{G−Ck} (u_k, v_k) > h_k by the covering radius of N_k. If now k = k̄ is the top level, we will output Far.

3. Otherwise, we have k ≤ k̄ − 1. We pick an arbitrary u_{k+1} ∈ T_{k+1} s.t. there exists a cluster S ∈ N_k s.t. u_k, u_{k+1} ∈ S, and we pick v_{k+1} similarly. If there is no such u_{k+1} or v_{k+1}, we will output Far, otherwise proceed to the next level.

If the algorithm outputs Close in step 1 at some level k^⋆, then indeed dist_G(u, v) ≤ 2^{O(k̄)} · h by the following reasons. At each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆ − 1, we pick another u_{k+1} (resp. v_{k+1}) that is quite close to u_k (resp. v_k). Precisely, we have dist_G(u_k, u_{k+1}), dist_G(v_k, v_{k+1}) ≤ O(h_k) by the real diameter of N_k. Moreover, level k^⋆ guarantees that dist_G(u_k⋆ , v_k⋆ ) ≤ O(h_k⋆ ), i.e. it is at most the real diameter of N_k⋆ . Therefore, dist_G(u, v) ≤ O(h_k⋆ ) + 2 ∑ 1≤k≤k^⋆−1 O(hk) ≤ 2 O(k̄). Suppose the initial input u, v has dist_G(u, v) ≤ h. We claim that the algorithm must end with Close by the following reasons. Let k be the current level. If the algorithm ends at step 1, it is good. Otherwise, we assume dist_G(u_k, v_k) ≤ h_k/4, which can be shown by induction as we will see (it holds at level 1 trivially). Then, we know the algorithm will not output Far at step 2, because when k = k̄, we have C_k is a zero function and dist_{G−Ck} (u_k, v_k) = dist_G(u_k, v_k) ≤ h_k/4, contradicting the statement of step 2. About step 3, consider the shortest u_k-to-v_k path P on G. The key observation is that ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h_k/4 but ℓ_{G−Ck} (P ) > h_k. Hence, there must exist u_{k+1} ∈ T_{k+1} ∩ P s.t. dist_{G−Ck} (u_k, u_{k+1}) ≤ h_k/4.^8 We can find such u_{k+1} successfully because N_k has covering radius h_k. The same argument holds for v_{k+1}, so the algorithm will not end at step 3. Finally, to complete the induction, we have dist_G(u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}) ≤ dist_G(u_{k+1}, u_k) + dist_G(u_k, v_k) + dist_G(v_k, v_{k+1}) ≤ O(h_k) + h_k/4 + O(h_k) ≤ h_{k+1}/4, where the first inequality is by the real diameter of N_k and the second inequality is from the definition of h_{k+1}.

Obstacles to Dynamizing the Hierarchy. This warm-up scenario motivates us to dynamize the length-constrained expander hierarchy to obtain dynamic constant-approximate distance oracles. However, there are some obstacles along the way.

The primary task is to develop a dynamic certified-ED algorithm. However, having dynamic certified-ED algorithms is not sufficient to make the hierarchy dynamic because of the following inherent obstacle. To bound the number of levels in the hierarchy, we need that at each level k, the size of next-level terminal set will drop by a factor n^{ϵ2} . Hence, intuitively, when |T_{k+1}| becomes too large compared to |T_k|/n^{ϵ2} (this will happen when the current update batch π^{(i)} is too large, say

8For example, u_{k+1} can be the P -vertex closest to u_k and incident to some edge e ∈ P with C_k(e) ≥ 0. Then u_{k+1} satisfies that u_{k+1} ∈ V (supp(C_k)) ∩ P = T_{k+1} ∩ P and distG−C_k (u_k, u_{k+1}) = distG(u_k, u_{k+1}) ≤ ℓG(P ) ≤ h_k/4.

|π^{(i)}| reaches |T_k|, and quite a lot of new terminals are added into T_k by the dynamic certified-ED algorithm), we have to reinitialize the dynamic certified-EDs on this level and above. However, it is unaffordable to use roughly O(|G|) time to initialize it in a batched update with size |T_k|, because |T_k| can be much smaller than |G|.

Besides, our dynamic certified-ED algorithm has a technical limitation. That is, we can only maintain certified-ED w.r.t. the whole vertex set V (G) instead of a subset of terminals T (we will see the reason in the next subsection).

To overcome both obstacles, we develop a dynamic vertex sparsifier (preserving pairwise distance between terminals) algorithm. Before constructing the certified-ED w.r.t. T_{k+1} at the next level, we first construct a vertex sparsifier H_{k+1} of T_{k+1} on H_k, s.t. |H_{k+1}| is roughly the same as |T_{k+1}|. At the next level k + 1, we maintain a certified-ED on H_{k+1} w.r.t. V (H_{k+1}) ⊇ T_{k+1}. Intuitively, doing this will keep reducing the size of the working graph H_k when we climb up, and now the reinitialization at level k takes only O(|H_k|) time instead of O(|G|).

Obstacles to Going Beyond Bounded-Distance. The last issue is that the batched update time of our dynamic certified-EDs and sparsifiers will depend on poly(h). If we want n^{O(ϵ)} update time, it means we can only obtain dynamic distance oracles for bounded distances that support query on u, v when the real distance between u, v is bounded by h = n^ϵ.

To bypass this, we develop a dynamic length-reducing emulator algorithm. Roughly speaking, an h-length-reducing emulator Q of G is a unit-edge-length graph with distance metric dist_Q(·, ·) ≈ dist_G(·, ·)/h for h = n^ϵ. We can construct an emulator by exploiting the expander hierarchy again. The key intuition is that, for two vertices u, v with dist_G(u, v) ≤ h, we only need to jump up level by level to reach two vertices u_k⋆ , v_k⋆ which are inside some cluster S ∈ N_k⋆ , as discussed above. Furthermore, each jump from u_k to u_{k+1} (or v_k to v_{k+1}) is also jumping inside a cluster S ∈ N_k. Therefore, for each cluster S ∈ N_k, we construct a star graph Q^⋆_S with vertices S ∩ (T_k ∪ T_{k+1}) as leaves, and define the emulator to be Q = ⋃ S∈N_k,1≤k≤k̄ Q ⋆ S. Then each vertices u, v with dist_G(u, v) ≤ h will have dist_Q(u, v) ≤ 2 · k̄, i.e. the distance drops by roughly an h factor.

Providing the dynamic emulators, a standard stacking technique will construct a chain of graphs G_1, G_2, ..., G_{x̄} s.t. G_x is an emulator of G_{x−1}, and x̄ = log_h poly(n) = O(1/ϵ) is sufficiently large (so the last graph G_{x̄} has maximum distance at most h = n^ϵ). Then, by maintaining a boundeddistance oracle on each of G_x, we can query a pair (u, v) with general distance by looking at the appropriate G_x.

2.2 Dynamic Certified Expander Decomposition

As a prerequisite step towards our dynamic expander hierarchy, we need to discuss how to maintain a certified h-length ϕ-expander decomposition (C, N , R, Π_{R→G}) on G (w.r.t. V (G)). One of the tools we develop is a dynamic router algorithm in Section 5, which supports matching insertion and batched edge deletion to the router, where the former will prune some vertices out (to ensure the remaining graph is still a router) and the latter will simply add the matching (the graph is still a router after adding the matching).

In the dynamic certified-ED algorithm, suppose that we want to apply a batched edge deletion update π^{(i)} to G. One of the key ideas is to exploit the low-congestion embedding Π_{R→G}. Precisely, removing edges in π^{(i)} will only destroy at most O(|π^{(i)}|/ϕ) many embedding paths, because Π_{R→G} has congestion O(1/ϕ). We then update our dynamic routers in R with a batched edge deletion including all the router edges corresponding to destroyed embedding paths. The dynamic router algorithm will generate a set of pruned vertices V_{prune} ⊆ V (G) with size roughly O(|π^{(i)}|/ϕ). One can easily verify that after removing V_{prune}, the remaining (C^′, N^′, R^′, Π_R′_{→G}) is a certified-ED w.r.t. V (G) \ V_{prune}.

The next step is to add V_{prune} back to (C^′, N^′, R^′, Π_R′_{→G}). Let V^′ = V (G) \ V_{prune}. In this step we will exploit a subroutine computing cutmatch between V_{prune} and V^′, and we design a local cutmatch algorithm with local running time O(|V_{prune}|). Roughly speaking, the cutmatch between V_{prune} and V^′ will partition V_{prune}, V^′ into matching parts V_{prune,M} , V^′_M and unmatched parts V_{prune,U} , V^′_U , s.t. vertices in V_{prune,M} are matched to V^′_M with length h/3 and congestion 1/ϕ, but V_{prune,U} is h/3-far from V^′_U by adding an additional cut C_{CM} with size at most O(ϕ · h · |V_{prune,M} |) = O(h·|π^{(i)}|). Then intuitively, we can simply add V_{prune,M} back to (C^′, N^′, R^′, Π_R′_{→G}), which leads to slightly worse quality parameters h and ϕ (because we only need to handle constant many batched updates, so we are fine with the loss). For V_{prune,U} , we can take care of it by initializing a new certified-ED on the local graph G[V_{prune} ∪ V^′_M ], because V_{prune,U} is kind of far from V^′_U . Lastly we just need to compose the two certified-EDs of these two parts.

Dealing with batched edge insertion update is much more simpler, because we can assign cut value h to each new edge. Intuitively, this will block all new edges, so the certified-ED after adding this cut still have the same quality h and ϕ on the new graph.

Recall that we mentioned the embedding Π_{R→G} in a certified-ED is on G rather than G − C, and now we have an explanation: we will add new cuts during the maintenance. Furthermore, We cannot maintain certified-EDs for a subset of terminals because the local cutmatch algorithm requires V_{prune} ∪ V^′ = V (G). The update time of the dynamic certified-ED algorithm is roughly |π^{(i)}| · poly(h)/ϕ. The dependency on poly(h) is because the initialization algorithm of certified-ED and the local cutmatch algorithm have running time depending on poly(h).

Local Length-Constrained Maxflow. In more details, to obtain our local cutmatch algorithm, actually we localize the length-constrained approximate maxflow algorithm in [HHS23], which may be of independent interest. A key step is that we give a black-box localization of a key subroutine called h-length lightest path blockers in [HHS23]. Then, we can obtain the localized algorithms of length-constrained maximum flow and cutmatch because the previous reductions to lightest path blockers in [HHS23] are easy to localize.

Reduce the Recourse Using Landmarks. By our argument above, handling each batched update π^{(i)} will add a new cut with size roughly O(h · |π^{(i)}|). However, this factor h in the size of the new cut is a trouble by the following reason. Recall our construction of the expander hierarchy. If a cut C_k has its size increased by O(h · |π^{(i)}|), then in the worst case the number of new terminals added into T_k can be roughly h·|π^{(i)}| (in other words, the terminal set T_k defined via cut C_k will have recourse h). Then unavoidably, when we dynamize the hierarchy using dynamic vertex sparsifiers, this factor h will aggregate multiplicatively when we climb up, and the sparsifier at the highest level may have recourse h^{O(1/ϵ2)} = (n^ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ2)} = Ω(n), which makes it impossible to achieve fast update time. In fact, this factor h in the recourse will bring the same issue when we use the dynamic hierarchy to design the dynamic emulator, because we will work on O(1/ϵ) levels of emulators at last.

To solve this issue, we introduce the notion of landmarks. Roughly speaking, a landmark set L with distortion σ of an integral moving cut C on G is a subset of V (G) such that for each vertex v ∈ V (supp(C)) (called a C-vertex), there is a landmark w ∈ L with dist_{G−C} (u, w) ≤ σ.

When maintaining an (h, ϕ)-certified-ED, we will also maintain the landmark set L of C on G with distortion σ ≤ h/n^{polyϵ}. In other words, the representation of the certified-ED now becomes (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}). Given C, we will be able to initialize a landmark set L with size |L| ≤ O(|C|/σ) ≈ O(|C|/h), and furthermore, when the dynamic certified-ED algorithm adds a new cut C_{new}, we can also extend the landmark set to keep it valid, by adding O(|C_{new}|/σ) ≈ O(|C_{new}|/h) new landmarks. We are not going to introduce the initialization and maintenance of landmark sets here, but it is actually non-trivial.

Providing the landmark set, the way to remove the h factor in the recourse of sparsifers in the hierarchy is simply using the landmarks L_k as terminals T_k instead of C_k-vertices (i.e. set T_k = L_k). This will not affect the correctness of the query algorithm since each C_k-vertex is quite close to a landmark on G − C. We will discuss this again in details after we introducing dynamic vertex sparsifiers.

2.3 Dynamic Vertex Sparsifiers for Bounded Distances

Next, we discuss our dynamic vertex sparsifier algorithm. Let T be the terminal set. We say a graph H with edge length ℓ_H is a (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-sparsifier if (1) T ⊆ V (H), (2) each pair u, v ∈ T has dist_H (u, v) · α_{low} ≥ dist_G(u, v), and (3) each pair u, v ∈ T s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ h has dist_H (u, v) ≤ α_{up} ·dist_G(u, v). That is, H approximately preserves pairwise distances between all terminals whose distance in G is at most h.

We first show how to construct a sparsifier H statically, given a collection of (h_j , ϕ)-certified- EDs (C_j , L_j, N_j , R_j , Π_{Rj →G}) with h_j = 2^j , where j has range from 1 to j̄ = log h = O(log n). Let T̄ = T ∪ ⋃_j V (supp(C_j )) be the union of original terminals and C_j -vertices (vertices that incident to some edge e with C_j(e) > 0) of all certified-EDs (T̄ is called the extended terminals). Then for each pairwise cover N_j and each cluster S ∈ N_j, we construct a star graph H^⋆_S with an artificial vertex v_S as the center and vertices in T̄ ∩ S as leaves, and we assign length h_j to all edges in H^⋆_S Then we define H = ⋃ j supp(C_j ) ∪ ⋃ S∈N_j ,1≤j≤j̄ H ⋆ S. Now we show the correctness. First the lower bound side holds for α_{low} = O(1). The shortest u-v path on H can be decomposed into subpaths, each of which is either a 2-hop path inside some H^⋆_S or a 1-hop path with the single edge inside some supp(C_j ). For each subpath P^′ ⊆ H^⋆_S for S ∈ N_j (with endpoints u^′, v^′), we have ℓ_H⋆_S (P^′) = 2 · h_j and ℓ_G(u^′, v^′) ≤ O(h_j ) (the diameter of N_j is O(h_j )). The upper bound side holds for α_{up} = O(1). We can decompose the shortest u-v path on G into (1) cut edges in ⋃ j supp(C_j ), and (2) maximal subpaths P^′ s.t. P^′ has no cut edges. For each such P^′ (with endpoints u^′, v^′), we take the minimum j^⋆ s.t. h_j⋆ ≥ ℓ_G(P^′) (so ℓ_G(P^′) ≥ h_j⋆ /2), and then we have ℓ_H (u^′, v^′) ≤ 2 · h_j⋆ ≤ 4 · ℓ_G(P^′) because dist_{G−Cj⋆} (u^′, v^′) ≤ ℓ_{G−Cj⋆} (u^′, v^′) = ℓ_G(u^′, v^′), which is at most the covering radius of N_j⋆ .

However, this construction still has the recourse issue when we try to make it dynamic. First, the recourse will depend on h, because when a new cut C_{new} with size h · |π^{(i)}| is added by the dynamic certified-ED, we need to add supp(C_{new}) into H, and also let the star graphs include C_{new}-vertices. As mentioned before, our solution is to use the landmarks. Roughly speaking, we define the extended terminals to be T̄ = T ∪ ⋃ j L_j. Then H is similarly the union of stars on T̄ and some original graph edges (but not exactly ⋃ j supp(C_j )). However, proving the bounds on the approximation (i.e. α_{low} and α_{up}) becomes more complicated. We will not explain it here and see Lemma 8.3 for details.

Reduce the Recourse Further Using Certified-EDs with Density. We are not done yet because the recourse of the sparsifier still depends on 1/ϕ (we will explain the reason in a moment), which is not allowed because our hierarchy has k̄ = O(log_{1/ϕ} n) levels and the each (k + 1)-level sparsifier is built upon the k-level sparsifier. Hence, the 1/ϕ factor in recourse will blow up to n after all levels, which is too expensive. This dependency on 1/ϕ is from the dynamic certified-EDs when handling a batched edge deletion π^{(i)}. Recall that our algorithm first removes V_{prune} with size |V_{prune}| = O(|π^{(i)}|/ϕ) from the old certified-ED and then add it back. This will bring O(|π^{(i)}|/ϕ) recourse to the pairwise cover, and so our sparsifier (even the one based on landmarks).

To fix this, we will exploit certified-EDs with density, which can be interpreted as a weighted version of certified-EDs. The key observation is that, the recourse of the sparsifier will depend on the recourse of the pairwise covers restricted on T̄ . That is, the sparsifier does not care how many times the vertices outside T̄ are removed from or added to the pairwise covers. Therefore, we will assign each extended terminal in T̄ a weight 1/ϕ called its density (each vertex not in T̄ has density 1), and map each unit of density to a router vertex, so each extended terminal v in some cluster S now corresponds to 1/ϕ router vertices in R^S . Intuitively, we need to remove v from S only if all these 1/ϕ router vertices are pruned, so O(|π^{(i)}|/ϕ) many pruned router vertices will only cause O(|π^{(i)}|) many extended terminal removals from the pairwise covers. The reason why we have the flexibility to assign density 1/ϕ to vertices in T̄ is that the size of T̄ is roughly |V (G)|/ϕ and the total density over V (G) is still O(|V (G)|).

We further mention a small technical issue induced by the density. Concretely, because our landmark sets are incremental during maintenance, when a set L_{new} of new landmarks is added, these vertices in L_{new} become new extended terminals, and we also need to raise the density of them from 1 to 1/ϕ. Raising density can be done using cutmatch, but unavoidably this will generate an other set L^′_{new} of new landmarks. To solve this circular situation, we can slightly adjust the parameters of the cutmatch, so that the number of new landmarks decrease by a n^{polyϵ} factor each time, and this will only cause poly(1/ϵ) many sub-batched updates.

2.4 Putting it all Together

We conclude this overview by putting everything together with a brief recourse and update time analysis. For simplicity, in this analysis we bound the recourse and update time amortized inside each batched update, which implies worst-case bounds of total recourse and update time for each batched update. The update time is easy to analyse because it just adds up, but the recourse will propagate multiplicatively if we run dynamic algorithms on top of each other, so we will focus more on the recourse. We will choose ϵ ∈ [1/ log^c n, 1] for some sufficiently small constant c, to make sure that (log n)^{poly(1/ϵ)} is always smaller than n^{poly(ϵ)}.

The dynamic certified-ED algorithm (Theorem 6.4) has update time poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ, and it will bring recourse n^{O(ϵ3)}/ϕ to the pairwise cover N , 2^{O(1/ϵ)} · h to the integral moving cut C, and O(1) to the landmark set L. For each batched update, the recourse of N is the number of vertex insertions/deletions summing over all clusters, the recourse of C is its size increment, and the recourse of L is the number of vertex insertions/deletions.

The dynamic vertex sparsifiers algorithm for bounded distances (Theorem 8.2) has update time poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2, and the recourse of the sparsifier H is n^{O(ϵ4)}. The recourse of H is roughly the recourse of L plus the recourse of N from the dynamic certified-ED algorithm with density. Recall that introducing density will reduce the recourse of N by a 1/ϕ factor. The difference between the overheads n^{O(ϵ3)} and n^{O(ϵ4)} is due to some technical details, which is not important because such overheads can be adjusted to be even smaller, e.g. n^{O(ϵ100)}, by choosing appropriate tradeoffs for the based subroutines^9.

The dynamic length-constrained expander hierarchy (Theorem 9.1) has k̄ = O(log_{1/ϕ} n) = O(1/ϵ^2) levels by setting ϕ = n^{ϵ2} . At each level k, we maintain a certified-ED (C_k, L_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk→Hk} ) (with landmarks L_k but without density) on sparsifer H_k (at the first level H_1 = G), and then maintain a sparsifier H_{k+1} (for the next level) of L_k on H_k. The recourse of each H_k is at most n^{O(ϵ4·k̄)} = n^{O(ϵ2)}. The recourse of each N_k is at most n^{O(ϵ2)} · n^{O(ϵ3)}/ϕ = n^{O(ϵ2)} (i.e. the recourse of H_k times the recourse of N from dynamic certified-EDs). The update time is poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2 = poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

The dynamic length-reducing emulator (Theorem 11.2) is based on the dynamic hierarchy. From the construction, the recourse of the emulator Q is proportional to the total recourse of all pairwise covers in the hierarchy, which is n^{O(ϵ2)}/ϵ^2 = n^{O(ϵ2)}. The update time is poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

We will stack dynamic emulator on top of each other and the number of levels is x̄ = O(log_h n) = O(1/ϵ) by setting h = n^ϵ. The recourse of each emulator is at most n^{O(ϵ2·x̄)} = n^{O(ϵ)}. The update time is poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} = n^{O(ϵ)}.

Finally, our online-batch dynamic distance oracle is just a collection of dynamic boundeddistance oracles (based on the expander hierarchy) for different length scales h = 2, 4, 8, ..., n^ϵ on these emulators. The final update time is n^{O(ϵ)}.

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Standard Graph Notations

In this paper, we consider undirected graphs^{10}, say G. We use V (G) to denote its vertices and E(G) to denote its edges. Let |G| = |V (G)| + |E(G)| denote the size of the graph G. If edges in G have length, we denote this by a function ℓ_G : E(G) → N_{>0} , where the length ℓ_G(e) of each edge is a positive and polynomially bounded integer. Let dist_G(·, ·) denote the distance metric of G. Each path P on G has length ℓ_G(P ), and a path P is h-length if ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h. For two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), we say u and v are h-separated if dist_G(u, v) > h. More generally, for two subset of vertices S, T ⊆ V (G), S and T are h-separated on G if for each u ∈ S and v ∈ T , u and v are h-separated. We say G is a fully dynamic graph if it undergoes a sequence of unit updates including edge insertions, edge deletions, isolated vertex insertions and isolated vertex deletions.

3.2 The Online-Batch Dynamic Setting

Our final fully dynamic approximate distance oracle in Theorem 1.3 is for fully dynamic graphs. However, for most of this paper, we will consider online-batch dynamic graphs and design an onlinebatch dynamic distance oracle. Lastly, in Section 12.3, we will turn the online-batch dynamic oracle into a fully dynamic one by a standard reduction.

Formally speaking, an online-batch dynamic graph G will undergo t batched updates π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)}, each of which is a set of unit updates including edge insertions, edge deletions, isolated vertex insertions and insolated vertex deletions. Let G^{(0)} be the initial snapshot of G and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t, let G^{(i)} be the snapshot of G right after batched update π^{(i)}. In other words, G^{(i)} is the graph from

9These based subroutines include Theorem 3.6, Theorem 3.18, Theorem 3.10, Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 5.1. 10The only exception is Sections 4.1 and 4.2, where we work on directed graphs with notations given at the beginning of Section 4.

applying all unit updates in the batched update π^{(i)} to G^{(i−1)}. More generally, for all onlinebatch dynamic object (e.g. graphs, sets, data structures), we use the superscript (0) to denote its initial snapshot and (i) to denote its snapshot right after the i-th batched update. We will define the batched updates for the object when an online-batch dynamic algorithm takes it as input. We emphasize that, when we write a statement of an online-batch dynamic object without the superscript, it means this statement holds at all time 0 ≤ i ≤ t.

We will analysis the recourse of an object in the scenario that it is maintained by an onlinebatch dynamic algorithm. Formally, consider an online-batch dynamic algorithm with a dynamic object O_{in} under batched updates π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)} as the input (generally O_{in} is a graph) and another object O_{out} as the output. The recourse of O_{out} at time i, denoted by Rcs(O^{(i−1)}_{out} → O^{(i)}_{out}), is the size of the batched update (generated by the algorithm) to update O^{(i−1)}_{out} to O^{(i)}_{out}. In our analysis, Rcs(O^{(i−1)}_{out} → O^{(i)}_{out}) will be worst-case bounded in the form f(n) · |π^{(i)}|, and f(n) is usually a small polynomial e.g. n^{O(ϵ4)}. In fact, this paper only includes recourse analysis for two type of objects: graphs and pairwise covers. The definition of batched updates on graphs is clear as mentioned above, where the batched updates on pairwise covers will be defined right below Definition 3.2.

An online-batch data structure D for an input graph G is such that at each time 0 ≤ i ≤ t, D^{(i)} is for the graph G^{(i)}. The running time to initialize D^{(0)} is called the initialization time. The time to update D^{(i−1)} to D^{(i)} is called the update time for π^{(i)}.

For all online-batch dynamic algorithms in this paper, we allow mixed input batched updates. That is, each of them may contain more than one type of unit updates. However, when we design and analyse the algorithm, we can assume without loss of generality that all input batched updates are pure, i.e. it contains only one type of unit updates. This is because for a mixed batched update, we can simply substitute it with a constant number of pure batched updates. This will only increase the number of batched updates from t to O(t), and will not change our bounds asymptotically.

3.3 Global Parameters

The Input Graph Size n. We use n to denote the maximum number of vertices in the input dynamic graph of Theorem 1.3 over all updates. We note that all the graphs in this paper will have number of vertices and edges polynomial in n.

The Global Tradeoff Parameter ϵ. We will fix ϵ to be the one in the input of Theorem 1.3 throughout the paper, called the global tradeoff parameter. Note that we require ϵ satisfies 1/ log^c n ≤ ϵ ≤ 1 for some sufficiently small constant c > 0, which implies

(log n)^{poly(1/ϵ)} ≤ n^{poly(ϵ)},

so we can hide (log n)^{poly(1/ϵ)} factors inside n^{poly(ϵ)} in the analysis. We note that we set the lower bound 1/ log^c n for ϵ just to make the above inequality holds. In fact, most algorithms in this paper could set tradeoff parameters locally, but we present them with tradeoff parameters controlled by ϵ just to avoid clutter.

The Length and Congestion Parameters h and ϕ. Most subroutines in this paper will receive parameters h and ϕ as input, and we call h the length parameter and ϕ the congestion parameter. The parameters h and ϕ of each subroutine are given locally from the input. When we use these subroutines as building blocks of our main result Theorem 1.3, the subroutines may receive different parameters h and ϕ, but they are always bounded by h = n^{O(ϵ)} and ϕ = n^{Θ(ϵ2)}.

The Global Time Parameter t. We use t to denote the number of batched update of all onlinebatch dynamic algorithms in this paper, called the global time parameter. When we transform online-batch dynamic algorithms to fully dynamic algorithms, we will set t = Θ(1/ϵ). The only exception is Theorem 5.1, whose time parameter t is local and can be larger than Θ(1/ϵ).

Additional Global Parameters. There will be additional global parameters defined in the following sections. We list them in Table 2 for references. We use λ to denote all additional global parameters at most 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}, and use κ denote the others (which are at most n^{O(ϵ)}).

3.4 Pairwise Covers

Definition 3.1 (Node-Weighting). Given a graph G, a node-weighting is a function A : V (G) → N. Without ambiguity, A also refers to a set of virtual nodes s.t. each virtual node in A is owned by a vertex v ∈ V (G) and each vertex v ∈ V (G) has exactly A(v) virtual nodes. For each vertex v ∈ V (G), A(v) also refers to the set of virtual nodes owned by v.

Furthermore, a node-weighting A is positive if A(v) ≥ 1 for each v ∈ V (G). For an arbitrary vertex set W ⊆ V (G), we use 1(W ) to denote the node-weighting A with A(v) = 1 for each v ∈ W and A(v) = 0 for each v /∈ W . In fact, the vertex set W and virtual node set 1(W ) are equivalent and we may use them interchangeably.

For two non-negative functions g_1 and g_2 (e.g. node-weightings), we use g_1 ⊎ g_2 to denote the function with domain dom(g_1 ⊎ g_2) = dom(g_1) ∪ dom(g_2) s.t.

(g_1 ⊎ g_2)(v) = g_1(v), if v ∈ dom(g_1) \ dom(g_2) g_2(v), if v ∈ dom(g_2) \ dom(g_1) g_1(v) + g_2(v), if v ∈ dom(g_1) ∩ dom(g_2).

Definition 3.2 (Pairwise cover). Given a graph G with node-weighting A, an pairwise cover N of A on G is a collection of clusterings, where each clustering S ∈ N is a collection of disjoint clusters, and each cluster S ∈ S is a subset of virtual nodes in A, i.e. S ⊆ A. For simplicity, we also write S ∈ N as a short form of S ∈ S ∈ N . A pairwise cover N has covering radius h_{cov}, separation h_{sep}, diameter h_{diam} and width ω (called quality parameters), if N satisfies the following properties.

• (covering radius h_{cov}) For each pair of virtual node u, v ∈ A with dist_G(u, v) ≤ h_{cov}, there exists a cluster S ∈ N s.t. u, v ∈ S.

• (Separation h_{sep}) For each clustering S ∈ N , the distance between any two clusters S, S^′ ∈ S is larger than h_{sep}. Precisely, for each u ∈ S and v ∈ S^′, dist_G(u, v) > h_{sep}.

• (Diameter h_{diam}) For each cluster S ∈ N , its diameter on G is at most h_{diam}. Precisely, for each u, v ∈ S, dist_G(u, v) ≤ h_{diam}.

• (Width ω) The number of clusterings S in N is at most ω.

Subroutines Parameters Expressions Values Theorem 3.6, Construction of Neighborhood Covers

Diameter slack λ_{NC,diam} = O(1/ϵ^4) O(1/ϵ^4) Width κ_{NC,ω} = n^{O(ϵ4)} n^{O(ϵ4)} Theorem 3.18, Witnessed Expander Decomposition

Cut size slack κ_{ED,C} = n^{O(ϵ4)} n^{O(ϵ4)} Length slack λ_{ED,h} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} Theorem 3.19, Expander Routing with Witness

Congestion slack κ_{emb,γ} = n^{O(ϵ4)} n^{O(ϵ4)} Length slack λ_{emb,h} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}

Theorem 4.4 Cutmatch

Distortion shrink κ_σ = n^{ϵ4} n^{O(ϵ4)} Congestion slack κ_{CM,γ} = log^4 n log^4 n Landmark size slack κ_{CM,L} = κ_σ · log^3 n n^{O(ϵ4)}

Theorem 5.1, Dynamic Routers

Maximum Degree κ_{rt,deg} = n^{O(ϵ4)} n^{O(ϵ4)} Pairwise Distance λ_{rt,h}(i) = 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} + O(i) function of i Pruned set size inflation λ_{rt,prune}(i) = (1/ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ4 )} · 2^{O(i)} function of i

Lemmas 6.5 and 6.8 Initialization of Certified-EDs

Cut size slack κ_{init,C} = κ_{ED,C} · λ_{NC,diam} n^{O(ϵ4)} Landmark size slack κ_{init,L} = λ_{NC,diam} · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{init,C} · κ_σ n^{O(ϵ4)} Embedding congestion slack κ_{init,γ} = κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{emb,γ} n^{O(ϵ4)} Embedding length slack λ_{init,h} = λ_{emb,h} · λ^2_{ED,h} · λ_{NC,diam} 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} Theorem 6.4 Dynamic Expander Decomposition

Length slack λ_{dynED,h} = 2^{O(t)} 2^{O(1/ϵ)} Embedding congestion slack κ_{dynED,γ} = ((t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )· (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · λ_{rt,prune}(t))^{O(t)} n^{O(ϵ3)} Lemma 7.11 Insert Landmarks to Node-Weighting

Batch number inflation λ_{insLM,t} = O(1/ϵ^4) O(1/ϵ^4) Congestion slack λ_{insLM,γ} = n^{O(ϵ4)} n^{O(ϵ4)}

Theorem 8.2 Dynamic Vertex Sparsifier

Stretch lower bound side λ^{H,low} = λ^{rt,h}(t · λ^{insLM,t}) · λ^{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t )} 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} Stretch upper bound side λ^{H,up} = O(1) O(1) Size of the Certified-ED collections κ^j = O(log n) O(log n)

Size inflation κ_{H,size} = κ^3_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · λ_{rt,prune}(t · λ_{insLM,t})· κ^3_{NC,ω} · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) n^{O(ϵ4)} Recourse κ_{H,rcs} = κ^3_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t )} · λ_{rt,prune}(t · λ_{insLM,t})· κ^4_{NC,ω} · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} n^{O(ϵ4)} Theorem 9.1 Length Constrained Expander Hierarchy

Number of levels λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2) O(1/ϵ^2) Recourse on pairwise covers κ_{EH,NC,rcs} = λ_{rt,prune}(t) · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{dynED,γ} · 2^{O(λk )} · κ^{λk}_{H,rcs} n^{O(ϵ2)} Theorem 10.1 Low Distance Oracles Approximation λ_{LowDO,α} = 2^{O(λk )} · (λ_{H,low} · λ_{H,up})^{λk} · (λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h})^{λk}

2^{poly(1/ϵ)}

Theorem 11.2 Length-Reducing Emulator

Stretch lower bound side λ_{Q,low} = λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h}· 2^{O(λk)} · (λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{λk}

2^{poly(1/ϵ)}

Stretch upper bound side λ^{Q,up} = O(λ^k) O(1/ϵ^2) Congestion parameter ϕ κ_ϕ = n^{ϵ2} n^{O(ϵ2)} Size inflation κ_{Q,size} = O(λ_k · t · κ_{NC,ω} ) n^{O(ϵ4)} Recourse κ_{Q,rcs} = κ_{EH,NC,rcs} · κ_ϕ n^{O(ϵ2)}

Lemma 12.2 Stacking

Stretch, Size, Recourse λ_{stk,low} = O(λ_{Q,low} ) = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}, λ_{stk,up} = O(λ_{Q,up}) = O(1/ϵ^2), κ_{stk,size} = O(κ_{Q,size}) = n^{O(ϵ4)}, κ_{stk,rcs} = O(κ_{Q,rcs}) = n^{O(ϵ2)} Theorem 12.3 Distance Oracles

Levels of stacking λ_x = O(1/ϵ) O(1/ϵ) Approximation λ_{DO,α} = O(κ_{LowDO,α}) · (κ_{stk,low} · κ_{stk,up})^{λx} · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}

Table 2: Additional Global Parameters

We require that N should cover all virtual nodes in A, i.e. ⋃ S∈N S = A. For better understanding, if some u ∈ A has dist_G(u, v) > h_{cov} for all other v ∈ A, then there exists a singleton cluster S = {u} ∈ N . The size of N , denoted by size(N ), is the total size of clusters S ∈ N , i.e. size(N ) = ∑ S∈N |S|. In particular, if N is a pairwise cover of node-weighting 1(W ) on G for some vertex set W ⊆ V (G), equivalently, we say N is a pairwise cover of vertex set W on G. For an arbitrary nodeweighting A^⋆, the restriction of N on A^⋆, denoted by N_{|A}⋆ , is the pairwise cover obtained by restricting every cluster S ∈ N on A^⋆ (i.e. substituting S with S ∩ A^⋆).

When a pairwise cover N is updated to ~N by some algorithm, the recourse from N to ~N , denoted by Rcs(N → ~N ), is the number of virtual node insertions and deletions^{11} in this update. Furthermore, given an arbitrary node-weighting A^⋆, the recourse from N to ~N restricted on A^⋆, denoted by Rcs_{|A}⋆ (N → ~N ), is the number of virtual node insertions and deletions involving virtual nodes in A^⋆. In other words, Rcs_{|A}⋆ (N → ~N ) = Rcs(N_{|A}⋆ → ~N_{|A}⋆ ).

Before going into Definition 3.3, we define the notions of neighborhood/ball. Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A. For each virtual node v ∈ A and a length parameter h, we let Ball_{G,A}(v, h) = {u ∈ A | dist_G(u, v) ≤ h} denote the h-neighborhood of v on G w.r.t. A..

Definition 3.3 (Distributed Neighborhood Covers). Given a graph G with node-weighting A, a pairwise cover N of A on G is further a b-distributed neighborhood cover for covering radius h_{cov} (b is called the distributed factor) if for each virtual node v ∈ A, there exists a set S_v ⊆ N of at most b s.t. v is inside every S ∈ S_v and v’s h_{cov}-neighborhood Ball_{G,A}(v, h_{cov} ) is contained by ⋃ S∈S_v S. We call such S_v a ball cover of v, and S_v is stored explicitly. A 1-distributed neighborhood cover is called a neighborhood cover.

Observation 3.4. Let N be a pairwise cover of some node-weighting A on some graph G. For any subgraph ~G ⊆ G s.t. V ( ~G) = V (G) and sub-node-weighting ~A ⊆ A, the restriction ~N of N on ~A has the same covering radius, separation, and width as those of N . If N is further a b-distributed neighborhood cover for some covering radius h_{cov}, then ~N has the same distributed factor b for this covering radius h_{cov}.

Proof. The covering radius is the same because for each u, v ∈ ~S ∈ ~N , dist_G(u, v) ≤ dist_{~G}(u, v), which implies u, v ∈ S ∈ N . The separation is the same because for each clustering S^′ ∈ ~N^′, any pair of virtual nodes u, v in different clusters of S^′ has dist_{~G}(u, v) ≥ dist_G(u, v) at least the separation of N . The width is trivally the same. N has the same distributed factor for h_{cov} because for each v ∈ ~A, Ball_{~G, ~A}(v, h_{cov} ) ⊆ ~A ∩ Ball_{G,A}(v, h_{cov}).

Theorem 3.5 (Algorithmic Neighborhood Covers, [ABCP98]). Let G be a graph. Given parameters h and β, there is an algorithm that computes a neighborhood cover N of all vertices V (G) on G with covering radius h_{cov} = h, diameter h_{diam} = O(β · h) and width ω = O(β · n^{1/β}). In particular, for each vertex v ∈ V (G), its ball cover S_v ∈ N covering Ball_{G,V (G)}(v, h) will be specified. The running time is O(|G| · β^2 · n^{1/β}).

11A virtual node insertion can add a virtual node into an arbitrary cluster or create a singleton cluster (i.e. a cluster with only one virtual node), while a virtual node deletion can remove a virtual node from an arbitrary cluster or remove a singleton cluster.

Theorem 3.6 (Neighborhood Covers with Separation). Given a graph G with a node-weighting A and length parameter h, there is an algorithm that computes a neighborhood cover of A on G with covering radius h_{cov} = h, separation h_{sep} = h, diameter h_{diam} = λ_{NC,diam} ·h_{cov} and width ω = κ_{NC,ω}, where κ_{NC,ω} = n^{O(ϵ4)} and λ_{NC,diam} = O(1/ϵ^4). Furthermore, if a cluster S ∈ N includes a virtual node of some vertex v, then S includes all virtual nodes of v. The running time is (|G| + |A|) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Proof. We first construct a neighborhood cover N^′ of V (G) on G with h^′_{cov} = 100·h, h^′_{diam} = O(h/ϵ^4) and width ω^′ = n^{O(ϵ4)} by applying Theorem 3.5 with parameter h^′ = 100 · h and β = 1/ϵ^4. This step takes |G| · n^{O(ϵ)} time.

We do the following for each clustering S^′ ∈ N^′. For each cluster S^′ ∈ S^′, let Core(S^′) = {v ∈ V (G) | S^′ is the ball cover of v}. Note that for each v ∈ Core(S^′), we have Ball_{G,V (G)}(v, h^′) ⊆ S by the definition of ball covers. We define a new cluster S = ⋃ v∈Core(S^′) BallG,V (G)(v, h), which

is the union of h-neighborhood of the core of S^′. Obviously S ⊆ S^′. Such new clusters S of all old clusters S^′ in this clustering can be computed by running single-source shortest path algorithm (with all cores together as the source), which takes ~O(|G|) time. Let S collect all new clusters S when processing the old clustering S^′. Then we can define a new neighborhood cover N of V (G) by taking all the new clustering S.

Obviously, N has h_{cov} = h, h_{diam} = h^′_{diam} and ω = ω^′. The ball cover of each v ∈ V (G) is just the new cluster corresponding to v’s old ball cover. It remains to show the separation of N is h_{sep} = h. Consider two clusters S_1, S_2 in some clustering S ∈ N . Let S^′_1, S^′_2 ∈ S^′ be the old clusters corresponding to S_1 and S_2. Assume for the contradiction that, there exists u ∈ S_1 and v ∈ S_2 s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ h. Note that v ∈ Ball_{G,V (G)}(v^′, h) for some v^′ ∈ Core(S^′_2) by the construction of S_2. Therefore, u ∈ Ball_{G,V (G)}(v^′, 2h) ⊆ Ball_{G,V (G)}(v^′, h^′) ⊆ S^′_2, a contradiction because u ∈ S_1 ⊆ S^′_1 and S^′_1 is disjoint with S^′_2.

Finally, to obtain the neighborhood cover of A, just simply replace each S ∈ N with S ∩ A.

3.5 Routers

Definition 3.7 (Demand). Given a graph G, a demand D : (_V 2 ) → R_{≥0} assigns a nonnegative value to each unordered pair of vertices (u, v). For convenience, both D(u, v) and D(v, u) denote the demand between u and v. Each pair d = (u, v) ∈ supp(D) is called a demand pair.

• For a node-weighting A on G, D is A-respecting if for each vertex v, ∑ u∈V (G) D(v, u) ≤ A(v) holds. In particular, We say D is a 1(V (G))-respecting demand if ∑ u∈V (G) D(u, v) ≤ 1 for each v ∈ V (G).

• For a length parameter h, D is h-length if each pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G) s.t. D(u, v) > 0 has dist_G(u, v) ≤ h.

A demand D is integral if all demand pairs (u, v) have integral D(u, v).

Definition 3.8 (Multicommodity Flows/Routing). Given a graph G, a (multicommodity) flow on G is a function f that assigns each simple path P on G a nonnegative real number f(P ) ≥ 0. a simple path P is a flow path of f if f(P ) > 0. We let path(f) be the set collecting all flow paths of f, and let |path(f)| denote the number of flow paths, called path count. The flow f is integral if all P ∈ path(f) has integral value f(P ).

• The flow f has congestion γ if ∑ P ∋e f(P ) ≤ γ for each edge e ∈ E(G).

• The flow f has length h if all flow paths P ∈ path(f) has length ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h.

The demand routed by f, deonted by D_f , is such that D_f (u, v) = ∑ (u, v)-paths P ∈ path(f) f(P ) for

each pair of u, v ∈ V (G). For a demand D, a routing of D is a flow f with D_f = D, and we say D can be routed on G with congestion γ and length h if there exists a routing f of D with congestion γ and length h.

Definition 3.9 (Routers). An (h_{rt}, γ_{rt})-router R for a node-weighting A_R is a unit-edge-length multi-graph s.t. any A_R-respecting demand can be routed on R with length h_{rt} and congestion γ_{rt}. When A_R = 1(V (R)), we simply say R is an (h_{rt}, γ_{rt})-router.

Given a routable demand on a router, one can efficiently route it.

Theorem 3.10 (Routing on a Router [HHL^+23]). Let R be a (h_{rt}, γ_{rt})-router for a node-weighting A_R. Given an A_R-respecting demand D, there is an algorithm that computes an integral routing of D with congestion γ_{rt} · κ_{emb,γ} and length h_{rt} · λ_{emb,h}, where λ_{emb,h} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and κ_{emb,γ} = n^{O(ϵ4)}. The running time is (|R| + |A|) · poly(h_{rt}) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

A stronger capacitated version of the above theorem is proven in [HHL^+23]. The unit-capacity version here can be proven in a simpler way by applying the length-constrained cut-matching game from [HHG22] in a recursive manner as in [CGL^+20] and [CS20].

3.6 Length-Constrained Expanders

We will introduce some concepts related to length-constrained expanders.

Definition 3.11 (Integral Moving Cut). Given a graph G, an integral moving cut is a function C : E(G) → N which assigns an integral length increase C(e) to each edge e ∈ E(G). It has size |C| = ∑ e C(e). A vertex v ∈ V (G) is a C-vertex if v is incident to some edge e ∈ supp(C).

Furthermore, C is an h-length integral moving cut if 0 ≤ C(e) ≤ h holds for each edge e ∈ E(G).

We use G − C to denote the graph with the same set of vertices and edges as G, but it has edge length ℓ_{G−C} (e) = ℓ_G(e) + C(e) for each edge e.

We note that in the literature of length-constrained expanders, e.g. [HRG22, HHL^+23, HHT23], an h-length moving cut is usually an edge weight function with weights in {0, 1/h, 2/h, ..., (h − 1)/h, 1}, and the length of G − C is ℓ_{G−C} = ℓ_G + h · C. In Definition 3.11, we just scale up the moving cut to be an integral function, because integral moving cuts are easier to handle in the dynamic setting. The scale up will also change the definition of length-constrained expanders below, but actually it is equivalent to that in the literature.

Definition 3.12 (Length-Constrained Expanders). Let G be a graph with node-weighting A. For a length parameter h, a length slack factor s, an (hs)-length integral moving cut C and an A-respecting h-length demand D on G, the sparsity of C with respect to D is

spars_{(h,s)}(C, D) = |C|/(hs) sep_{hs}(C, D) , where sep_{hs}(C, D) = ∑ (u,v):dist_{G−C} (h,s)>hs D(u, v) denotes the total D-demands of vertex pairs whose distance is increased by a factor s after adding the moving cut, i.e. from at most h to larger than hs.

The (h, s)-length conductance of G w.r.t. A is

cond_{(h,s)}(A) = min

h-length A-respecting demand D min integral moving cut C spars_{(h,s)}(C, D).

Note that, in the above expression, the moving cut C minimizes spars_{(h,s)}(C, D) must be (hs)-length even if the minimizing operation considers integral moving cut without length constraint.

We say G is an (h, s)-length ϕ-expander w.r.t. A if cond_{(h,s)}(A) ≥ ϕ.

Lemma 3.13 (Flow Characterization of Length-Constrained Expanders [HRG22]). If G is an (h, s)- length ϕ-expander w.r.t. A, then every h-length A-respecting demand D can be routed on G with congestion O(log n/ϕ) and length at most sh.

For a graph G and node-weighting A, if every h-length A-respecting demand can be routed on G with congestion 1/(2ϕ) and length sh/2, then G is an (h, s)-length ϕ-expander w.r.t. A.

Based on the flow characterization of length-constrained expanders, the following object called expansion witness can certify that a graph is an length-constrained expander, as shown in Lemma 3.16. Before that, we first define the notion of embedding. Intuitively, an embedding is just an integral and discretized interpretation of routing.

Definition 3.14 (Embedding). Let G be a graph with edge lengths. Let G_D be a unit-edge-length multi-graph with a mapping τ : V (G_D) → V (G). An embedding of G_D into G, denoted by Π_{GD →G}, is a mapping from E(G_D) to simple paths (called embedding paths) on G, s.t. each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E(G_D) is mapped to a simple path Π_{GD →G}(e) connecting vertices τ(u), τ(v) ∈ V (G).

• The embedding Π_{GD →G} has length h if all embedding paths have length at most h on G.

• The embedding Π_{GD→G} has congestion γ if each edge e ∈ E(G) is contained by at most γ embedding paths.

We say Π_{GD→G} is an (h, γ)-embedding if it has length h and congestion γ.

Definition 3.15 (Expansion Witness). Let G be a graph. Let A be a node weighting. An (h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witness of A in G is a tuple (N , R, Π_{R→G}).

• N is a neighborhood cover of supp(A) on G with covering radius h.

• R = {R^S | S ∈ N } is a collection of routers. For each cluster S ∈ N , its corresponding router R^S ∈ R is a (h_R, γ_R)-router R^S ∈ R with V (R^S) = S for node-weighting A_S = A_{|S} (the restriction of A on S).

• Π_{R→G} is an (h_Π, γ_Π)-embedding of the union of all routers (i.e. ⋃ R∈R R) to G. Without ambiguity, R also refers to ⋃ R∈R R. Note that the embedding uses the mapping τ : V (R) → V (G) which is naturally defined by the fact that V (R) ⊆ V (G).

Lemma 3.16 (Expansion Witness Certifies Expansion). Let G be a graph with node-weighting A. Suppose that there exists a (h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witness (N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A in G. Then, for an arbitrary h-length A-respecting demand D, it can be routed on G with length h_R · h_Π and congestion γ_R · γ_Π.

Proof. We assign demand pairs of D to clusters in N as follows. For each demand pair (u, v) ∈ supp(D), we assign it to an arbitrary cluster S ∈ N s.t. u, v ∈ S. Note that S must exist because D is h-length on G and N has covering radius h.

For each cluster S ∈ N , let D_S : (_S 2 ) → R_{≥0} be the total demand of pairs assigned to S.

Consider the router R ∈ R corresponding to S. Observe that D_S is a A_S -respecting demand, so it can be routed on R with length h_R and congestion γ_R, by Definition 3.9. Finally, because all routers can be embedded into G simultaneously with length h_Π and congestion γ_Π, D = ∑ S∈N D_S can be routed on G with length h_R · h_Π and congestion γ_R · γ_Π.

Definition 3.17 (Witnessed Expander Decomposition). Let G be a graph with node-weighting A. A (h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witnessed expander decomposition ((h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witnessed-ED for short) of A on G includes an integral moving cut C and an (h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witness (N , R, Π_{R→G−C} ) of A on G − C.

Theorem 3.18 (Algorithmic Witnessed Expander Decomposition [HHT23]). Let G be a graph with edge lengths and node-weighting A. Given parameters h and ϕ, there exists a deterministic algorithm that computes an (h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witnessed-ED (C, N , R, Π_{R→G−C} ) of A with the following additional guarantees. • |C| ≤ κ_{ED,C} · h · ϕ · |A|, • N has width ω = κ_{NC,ω},

• The total number of edges in all routers is |E(R)| ≤ |E(G)| · n^{O(ϵ)},

• h_R = λ_{ED,h}, h_Π = λ_{ED,h} · h, γ_R = 1 and γ_Π = 1/ϕ,

where κ_{ED,C} = n^{O(ϵ4)} and λ_{ED,h} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} are newly defined global parameters, and the global parameter κ_{NC,ω} = n^{O(ϵ4)} is the same as that in Theorem 3.6. The running time is |G|·poly(h)·n^{O(ϵ)}.

Theorem 3.19 (Expander Routing with Witness). Let G be a graph with node-weighting A and an (h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witness (N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G. Let ω be the width of N . Given an h-length A-respecting demand D, there is an algorithm that computes an integral routing of D on G with length λ_{emb,h} ·h_R ·h_Π and congestion κ_{emb,γ} ·γ_R ·γ_Π, where λ_{emb,h} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and κ_{emb,γ} = n^{O(ϵ4)} are global parameters from Theorem 3.10. The running time is ( ∑ R∈R |R|+ω ·|A|)·poly(h_R)·h_Π ·n^{O(ϵ)}. Proof. We use a similar strategy as the proof of Lemma 3.16. We assign each demand pair (u, v) ∈ supp(D) to an arbitrary cluster S ∈ N s.t. u, v ∈ S. Note that S must exist because D is h-length on G and N has covering radius h. This step takes ~O(|supp(D)|) ≤ ~O(|A|) time.

For each cluster S ∈ N , let D_S be the total demand of pairs assigned to S. Let R ∈ R be the router corresponding to S. Because D_S is a A_S -respecting demand, by applying Theorem 3.10 we can compute an integral routing f_S of D_S on R with congestion κ_{emb,γ} ·γ_R and length λ_{emb,h} ·h_R. Doing this for all clusters takes ∑ S∈N (|R^S |+|A_S|)·poly(h_R)·n^{O(ϵ)} = ( ∑ R∈R |R|+ω ·|A|)·poly(h_R)·n^{O(ϵ)} time.

Lastly, for each D_S and its routing f_S on R^S, we can extend f_S to be a routing on G. Precisely, for each path P_R ∈ path(f_S ) on R^S, we substitute each edge e ∈ P_R with the embedding path Π_{R→G}(e). The routing f of D on G is then f = ⋃ S∈N f_S. It obviously has congestion κ_{emb,γ} ·γ_R ·γ_Π and length λ_{emb,h} · h_R · h_Π on G. This step takes time O(|path(f)| · λ_{emb,h} · h_R · h_Π) = |A| · h_R · h_Π · 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} time.

3.7 Landmarks

In this subsection, we introduce a new concept of landmarks, which is for reducing the recourse in our dynamic algorithms.

Definition 3.20 (Landmark Sets). Given a graph G and an integral moving cut C, a vertex set L ⊆ V (G) is a landmark set of C with distortion σ if

• for each e = (u, v) ∈ E(G) with C(e) > 0 and ℓ_{G−C} (e) > σ, both endpoints u, v ∈ L;

• for each e = (u, v) ∈ E(G) with C(e) > 0 and ℓ_{G−C} (e) ≤ σ, there exists w_u, w_v ∈ L s.t.

dist_{G−C} (u, w_u) ≤ σ and dist_{G−C} (v, w_v ) ≤ σ.

Lemma 3.21 (Union of Landmark sets). Given a graph G and integral moving cuts C_1 and C_2. Let L_1 be a landmark set of C_1 on G with distortion σ_1, and let L_2 be a landmark set of C_2 on G − C_1 with distortion σ_2. Then L = L_1 ∪ L_2 is a landmark set of C = C_1 + C_2 with distortion σ = σ_1 + σ_2.

Proof. Case 1. For edges e = (u, v) ∈ supp(C_2). If ℓ_{G−C1−C2} (e) > σ, then ℓ_{G−C1−C2} (e) > σ_2 and both u, v ∈ L_2. If ℓ_{G−C1−C2} (e) ≤ σ, there exists a landmark w_u of u s.t. dist_{G−C1−C2} (u, w_u) ≤ σ_2 ≤ σ (the same holds for v).

Case 2. Consider each edge e = (u, v) ∈ supp(C_1) \ supp(C_2). Note that L_1 is a landmark set of C_1 on G. If ℓ_{G−C1−C2} (e) > σ, then ℓ_{G−C1} (e) > σ ≥ σ_1 (because C_2(e) = 0) and both u, v ∈ L_1. From now we assume ℓ_{G−C1−C2} (e) ≤ σ, and in what follows, we will show that there is a landmark w_u ∈ L of u s.t. dist_{G−C1−C2} (w_u, u) ≤ σ. The same argument works for v.

First, there exists a landmark w_{1,u} ∈ L_1 s.t. dist_{G−C1} (w_{1,u}, u) ≤ σ_1. Consider the shortest w_{1,u}- u path P_1 in G − C_1. If all edge e ∈ P_1 has C_2(e) = 0, then dist_{G−C1−C2} (w_{1,u}, u) ≤ σ_1 ≤ σ and we can take w_u = w_{1,u} as our desired landmark. Otherwise, let u^′ ∈ P_1 be the vertex closest to u and incident to an edge e ∈ P_1 with C_2(e) > 0. Observe that dist_{G−C1−C2} (u, u^′) = dist_{G−C1} (u, u^′) ≤ ℓ_{G−C1} (P_1) = σ_1, because all edges e on the subpath of P^′ from u to u^′ have C_2(e) = 0. Also, by the property of L_2, there exists w_{2,u} ∈ L_2 s.t. dist_{G−C1−C2} (u^′, w_{2,u}) ≤ σ_2. Then dist_{G−C1−C2} (u, w_{2,u}) ≤ dist_{G−C1−C2} (u, u^′) + dist_{G−C1−C2} (u^′, w_{2,u}) ≤ σ_1 + σ_2 = σ, so we can let w_u be w_{2,u} as the desired landmark.

Lemma 3.22 (Update Landmark Sets Under Edge Deletions). Given a graph G and an integral moving cut C. Let L be a landmark set of C on G with distortion σ. Given a batch of edge deletions F ⊆ E(G), ~L = L ∪ V (F ) is a landmark set of ~C = C \ F on ~G = G \ F with distortion σ.

Proof. For each edge e = (u, v) ∈ supp( ~C) = supp(C) \ F , if ℓ_{~G− ~C} (e) > σ, then ℓ_{G−C} (e) = ℓ_{~G− ~C} (e) > σ and u, v are already in L.

For each C-vertex v, there exists w ∈ L s.t. dist_{G−C} (v, w) ≤ σ, and let P be the v-w shortest path in G − C. If P is disjoint with F , then dist_{~G− ~C} (v, w) = dist_{G−C} (v, w) and w is still a valid landmark of v. Otherwise, F is on P and let w^′ be the vertex in P ∩ V (F ) closest to v. Then dist_{~G− ~C} (v, w^′) ≤ ℓ_{G−C} (v, w) = σ and we can take w^′ as the new landmark of v.

4 Local Length-Constrained Flows

In this section, we develop a local algorithm in Theorem 4.3 for the approximate length-constrained maxflow problem by generalizing the results in [HHS23]. With this local flow algorithm, our second result is a local cutmatch algorithm shown in Theorem 4.4, which is an important subroutine for our dynamic expander decomposition algorithms in Section 6.

In the length-constrained maxflow problem, we work with a directed graph G with edge lengths ℓ and edge capacities U, where the lengths and capacities are positive integers. During the algorithm, we may also assign weights w to edges in G, and the weights are non-negative real numbers. For each vertex v ∈ V (G), we let E^+(v) (resp. E^−(v)) denote the set of outgoing (resp. ingoing) edges of v. Let deg^+_G(v) = |E^+(v)| be the out-degree of v in G. For a subset of vertices B ⊆ V (G), we let E^+(B) = ⋃ v∈B E^+(v) and E^−(B) = ⋃ v∈B E^−(v). Also, we use N^+(B) = {v | ∃(u, v) ∈ E(G) s.t. u ∈ B and v ∈ V (G) \ B} to denote the outgoing neighbors of B, and let N^+[B] = N^+(B) ∪ B. Similarly, N^−(B) = {u | ∃(u, v) ∈ E(G) s.t. u ∈ V (G) \ B and v ∈ B} are the ingoing neighbors of B.

Furthermore, we will specify two vertices s and t be the source vertex and sink vertex. For each vertex v ∈ V (G) \ {s, t}, we let Δ(v) = U(s, v) be the source capacity of v, where U(s, v) is the capacity of the edge from s to v (if no such edge, U(s, v) = 0). Similarly, ∇(v) = U(v, t) denote the sink capacity of v. Edges in E^+(s) are called source edges and edges in E^−(t) are sink edges.

Definition 4.1 (Single-Commodity Length-Constrained Flows). Given a graph G with a source vertex s, a sink vertex t and a length parameter h, let P_h(s, t) denote the set of simple s-to-t paths P with ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h. An (feasible) h-length s-t flow f on G assigns a non-negative real number f(P ) to each P ∈ P_h(s, t) s.t. f(e) ≤ U(e) for each e ∈ E(G), where f(e) = ∑ P ∋e f(P ) denote the total

flow value going through e. The value of f is val(f) = ∑ P ∈P_h(s,t). The flow f is integral if f(P ) is

an integer for each P . We use path(f) = {P ∈ P_h(s, t) | f(P ) > 0} to denote the flow paths of f and let |path(f)| be the path count of f.

Definition 4.2 (Fractional Moving Cut). Given a graph G with a source vertex s, a sink vertex t and a length parameter h, a (feasible) h-length fractional moving cut is a function w : E(G) → R_{≥0} s.t. for each path P ∈ P_h(s, t), w(P ) ≥ 1. The size of w is denoted by |w| = ∑ e∈E(G) U(e) · w(e). Given graph G with source s, sink t and length parameter h, the (exact) length-constrained maxflow problem asks a feasible h-length s-t fractional flow f with maximum value, while the (exact) length-constrained mincut problems asks a feasible h-length fractional moving cut w with minimum size. These two problems are dual to each other as shown in [HHS23]. That is, the value of maximum h-length flow is the same as the size of minimum h-length moving cut.

Naturally, the approximate length-constrained maxflow problem asks a pair (f, w) of feasible h-length s-t maxflow f and minimum moving cut w. A solution (f, w) is α-approximation if |w| ≤ α · val(f). Namely, the moving cut w certifies the value of the length-constrained flow up to an α factor.

Our result on local approximate length-constrained maxflow problem is formally stated in Theorem 4.3. The running time is local in the sense that if every vertex v has sink capacity ∇(v) = U(v, t) ≥ Ω(deg^+_G(v)) at least a constant fraction of its out-degree, then the running time is proportional to the total source capacities, with overhead poly(h, 1/δ, log n). This notion of “local running time” appeared before in e.g. [SW19]. We point out that the condition ∇(v) ≥ Ω(deg^+_G(v)) for all v ∈ V (G) is kind of crucial to obtain local running time depending on total source capacities instead of the original graph size. Intuitively, imagine a graph in which half of vertices have zero sink capacity. Then in the worst case, even finding a path from s to t may need to scan through all these zero-sink-capacitated vertices. The running time bound in Theorem 4.3 is analysed in a general setting that some vertices v may have ∇(v) much smaller than deg^+_G(v), which brings an extra term max{deg^+_G(v) − c · ∇(v)} about the total deficit, which, roughly speaking, measures the total differences between deg^+_G(v) and ∇(v) over all vertices. Furthermore, the requirement that all sink edges have equal length is also unavoidable, because otherwise we can easily reduce the following toy problem to an h-length maxflow problem: given n (different) integers, answer whether there is an integer at most h or not, which is impossible to be solved in local time.

In fact, Theorem 4.3 includes two solutions with different approximation ratio, one is (log n/δ)- approximate and the other one is O(2 + δ)-approximate. Our local cutmatch algorithm (i.e. Theorem 4.4) will use the O(log n)-approximate and exploit the additional guarantee. We include the (2 + δ)-approximate result since it may be of independent interest.

Theorem 4.3 (Local Approximate Length-Constrained Maxflow). Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a directed graph with lengths ℓ, capacities U, source vertex s, sink vertex t and parameters δ > 0, h ≥ 1, further satisfying that each sink edge e ∈ E^−(t) has ℓ(e) = 1. With access to the adjacency list of G, there is an algorithm that compute

1. a feasible h-length flow and moving cut pair (f, w) that is O(log n/δ)-approximate, further satisfying that, for some ζ = 1/(6δ) + 3 and η = Θ(δ^2/ log n), f/η is an integral flow and w(e) = (1 + δ/6)^{f(e)/(η·U(e))} /m^ζ for each e ∈ E(G),

2. a feasible h-length flow and moving cut pair (f, w_{min}) that is (2 + δ)-approximate.

The running time is poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (c · Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − c · ∇(v), 0}),

where c ≥ 1 is a parameter arbitrarily chosen.

In Section 4.3, we will use the local length-constrained flow algorithm to compute cutmatches, which was first introduced in [HRG22] with applications on the first efficient length-constrained expander decomposition algorithm. The notion of cutmatch is defined on an undirected uncapacitated graph G with edge lengths ℓ_G. The formal definition is given in Theorem 4.4. Roughly speaking, cutmatch is made up with a matching M_{CM} and a moving cut C_{CM}. The matching M_{CM} will partially matches two given node-weightings via low-congestion h-length paths on G, and the moving cut certifies that the matching can be hardly extended under the low-congestion requirement. We point out that an efficient (global) cutmatch algorithm has already been shown in [HHS23]. Here we design a cutmatch algorithm with local running time. Moreover, it is adapted to be compatible with the algorithms in Section 6. For example, C_{CM} will be rounded to an integral moving cut, and we also output a landmark set L_{CM} (see Definition 3.20) of C_{CM}.

Theorem 4.4 (Local Cutmatches). Let G be a graph with source node-weighting A^{src}, and sink node-weighting A^{sink} s.t. A^{src} + A^{sink} ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)). Given parameters h_{CM} and ϕ_{CM}, there is an algorithm that computes the following:

• a partition of A^{src} into A^{src}_M , A^{src}_U ⊆ A^{src},

• a partition of A^{sink} into A^{sink}_M , A^{sink}_U ⊆ A^{sink} s.t. |A^{src}_M | ≤ |A^{sink}_M | and |A^{sink}_M | = O(|A^{src}_M |),

• a set of h_{CM}-length paths which embeds a matching M_{CM} between A^{src}_M and A^{sink}_M with size |M_{CM}| = |A^{src}_M | and congestion γ_{CM} = O(κ_{CM,γ} /ϕ_{CM}) where κ_{CM,γ} = log^4 n,

• an integral moving cut C_{CM} with size |C_{CM}| ≤ O(ϕ_{CM} · h_{CM} · |A^{src}|) s.t. A^{src}_U and A^{sink}_U are h_{CM}-separated on G − C_{CM}.

• a landmark set L_{CM} of C_{CM} on G with distortion σ_{CM} = h_{CM}/κ_σ and size |L_{CM}| ≤ κ_{CM,L} · ϕ_{CM} · |A^{src}|, where κ_σ = n^{ϵ4} and κ_{CM,L} = O(κ_σ · log^3 n).

The running time is poly(h_{CM}) · |A^{src}|/ϕ_{CM}.

Here we make some further explanations on the terminology in Theorem 4.4. Recall that A^{src} and A^{sink} also refer to sets of virtual nodes (see Definition 3.1), so partitions on A^{src} and A^{sink} are well-defined. The matching M_{CM} between A^{src}_M and A^{sink}_M is actually an unweighted matching between virtual nodes in A^{src}_M and A^{sink}_M .

Remark 4.5. We want to emphasize that, although in Theorem 4.4 and its proof we talk about node-weighting and virtual nodes, Theorem 4.4 also holds when the input A^{src} and A^{sink} are general integral function of V (G). In particular, in Theorem 7.5, we will apply Theorem 4.4 with density functions and items (analogous to node-weightings and virtual nodes) as input.

4.1 Local h-Length Lightest Path Blockers

In [HHS23], it is shown that the approximate length-constrained maxflows can be reduced to computing lightest path blockers via a multiplicative weight update framework. In this subsection, we localize the path blockers subroutine by invoking the (global) path blockers subroutine in [HHS23] as a blackbox.

Definition 4.6 (Length-Constrained Lightest Path Blockers). Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a graph with lengths ℓ, weights ω and capacities U. Given source vertex s, sink vertex t, and parameters γ_2 ≥ γ_1 ≥ 1, h ≥ 1, λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t), where d^{(h)}_w (s, t) denote the minimum weights among h-length s-t paths, an h-length integral s-t flow f is an h-length (γ_1, γ_2)-lightest path blocker if

(1) every path P ∈ supp(f) has weight at most γ_2 · λ,

(2) for each h-length s-t path P^′ with weight at most γ_1 · λ, there exists e ∈ P^′ s.t. f(e) = U(e) (we say that f blocks P^′ in this case).

Theorem 4.7 (Theorem 11.1, [HHS23]). Given a directed graph G = (V (G), E(G)) with lengths ℓ, weights w, capacities U, source vertex s, sink vertex t and parameters δ > 0, h ≥ 1 and λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t), there is an algorithm that compute an h-length (1 + δ, 1 + 2δ)-lightest path blocker f. The running time is poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · |G|.

Theorem 4.8. Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a directed graph with lengths ℓ, weights w, capacities U, source vertex s, sink vertex t and parameters δ > 0, h ≥ 1 and λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t), further satisfying that, (s, t) /∈ E(G) and each sink edge e ∈ E^−(t) has w(e) = 0 and ℓ(e) = 1. With access to the adjacency list of G, there is an algorithm that compute an h-length (1 + δ, 1 + 2δ)-lightest path blocker f. The running time is poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (c · Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − c · ∇(v), 0}),

where c ≥ 1 is a parameter arbitrarily chosen.

Proof. The Algorithm. The algorithm is iterative. In the i-th iteration, we will construct some local graph G_i and compute a blocker f_i on G_i using Theorem 4.7. The final output is the accumulated flow f = ∑ i f_i. Suppose we are now in the i-th iteration. The graph G_i is constructed as follows. Let f̂_{i−1} = ∑ i^′≤i−1 fi^′ be the accumulated flow of the previous i − 1 iterations. In particular, f̂0 = 0 is the

zero flow. Let U_i = U − f̂_{i−1} be the remaining capacity function. Let V_{i−1,sat} ⊆ {v ∈ V (G) \ {s, t} | f̂_{i−1}(v, t) = ∇(v)} be vertices reachable from s via a BFS which only goes through non-saturated edges (i.e. e s.t. U_i(e) > 0) and sink-saturated vertices (i.e. v s.t. f̂_{i−1}(v, t) = ∇(v)). Then the vertex set and edge set of G_i are V (G_i) = {s, t} ∪ N^+[{s} ∪ V_{i−1,sat}], and E(G_i) = ({(s, v), (v, t) | v ∈ V (G_i) \ {s, t}} ∩ E(G)) ∪ E^+(V_{i−1,sat}). For each edge e ∈ E(G_i), we define its capacity be U_i(e) = U(e) − f̂_{i−1}(e) and keep its weight and length unchanged, i.e. w_i(e) = w(e) and ℓ_i(e) = ℓ(e).

After constructing G_i, we compute a blocker f_i on G_i using Theorem 4.7 with parameters h_i = i + 1 and proceed to the next iteration. The whole algorithm will terminate right after the h-th iteration, and the output is f = f̂_h = ∑ i≤h f_i. Proof of Correctness. First, the flow paths in the final flow f indeed have weight at most (1+2δ)·λ because Theorem 4.7 guarantees that flow paths in each f_i has weight at most (1 + 2δ) · λ. Next we show that f blocks all h-length path with weight at most (1 + δ)λ by induction. Let the induction hypothesis be that, right after each iteration i, all (i + 1)-length s-t paths in G with weight at most (1 + δ) · λ have been blocked by f̂_i.

The Base Case. Consider the first iteration. Note that every 2-length path P in G must in the form s → v → t, because (s, t) /∈ E(G) and every edge in G has positive integral length. Because v ∈ N^+({s}), P is fully inside the local graph G_1. By Theorem 4.7, the path blocker f̂_1 = f_1 will blocked all 2-length paths in G_1 with weight at most (1 + δ) · λ, so every 2-length path in G with weight at most (1 + δ) · λ will be blocked by f̂_1.

An Inductive Step. Now consider iteration i with i ≥ 2. Let P = s → v_1 → · · · → v_k → t be an (i + 1)-length s-t path in G with weight at most (1 + δ) · λ. If P has been blocked by f̂_{i−1} in G, the trivially it will blocked by f̂_i in G. Now suppose P has not been blocked by f̂_{i−1}. Claim 4.9. If P has not been blocked by f̂_{i−1}, then P ⊆ G_i.

Proof. We assume that k ≥ 2 without loss of generality. Because if k = 1, then P is in the form s → v → t and it must be a path in G_i because v ∈ N^+({s}).

We first show that each v_k′ with 1 ≤ k^′ ≤ k−1 is in V_{i−1,sat}. Assume this is not true for contradiction. Let k^′ be the smallest s.t. v_k′ /∈ V_{i−1,sat}, and we consider the path P^′ = s → v_1 → · · · → v_k′ → t. We know that P^′ has not been blocked by f̂_{i−1} because the edges (s, v_1), (v_1, v_2), ..., (v_k′_{−1}, v_k′ ) are not saturated (since P is not blocked by f̂_{i−1}) and (v_k′ , t) is not saturated (since v_k′ /∈ V_{i−1,sat}). However, we know that P^′ is a i-length path because

ℓ_G(P^′) = ℓ_G(P ) − ℓ_G(v_k′ → · · · → v_k) − ℓ_G(v_k, t) + ℓ_G(v_k′ , t),

where ℓ_G(v_k, t) = ℓ_G(v_k′ , t) = 1 from the theorem statement and ℓ_G(v_k′ → · · · → v_k) ≥ 1. The weight of P^′ can be bounded by w(P^′) = w(P ) − w(v_k′ → · · · → v_k) − w(v_k, t) + w(v_k′ , t) ≤ (1 + δ) · λ. because w(P ) ≤ (1 + δ) · λ and w(v_k′ , t) = 0 from the theorem statement. Therefore, the existence of P^′ violates the induction hypothesis.

Providing that v_k′ ∈ V_{i−1,sat} for all 1 ≤ k^′ ≤ k−1, we know P ⊆ G_i because edges (v_1, v_2), ..., (v_{k−1}, v_k) ∈ E^+(V_{i−1,sat}) ⊆ E(G_i), and (s, v_1), (v_k, t) ∈ E(G_i) (since v_1, v_k ∈ V (G_i) by definition).

By Claim 4.9 and Theorem 4.7, f_i will blocked P in G_i. Note that the capacity of G_i is defined by U_i = U − f̂_{i−1}, so f̂_i = f̂_{i−1} + f_i will block P in G.

Time Analysis. We now analyse the running time. We first bound the size of each G_i. Observe that |V_{i−1,sat}| ≤ deg^+_G({s} ∪ V_{i−1,sat}) by considering the BFS procedure constructing V_{i−1,sat}. Thus, the number of vertices in G_i is

|V (G_i)| ≤ 2 + |V_{i−1,sat}| + deg^+_G({s} ∪ V_{i−1,sat}) ≤ 2 + 2 · deg^+_G({s} ∪ V_{i−1,sat}).

Also, the number of edges in G_i is bounded by

|E(G_i)| ≤ 2|V (G_i)| + deg^+_G(V_{i−1,sat}) ≤ 4 + 3(deg^+_G(s) + deg^+_G(V_{i−1,sat})) ≤ O( ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v)) + O( ∑ v∈V_{i−1,sat} c · ∇(v)) + O( ∑ v∈V_{i−1,sat} max{deg^+_G(v) − c · ∇(v), 0}) ≤ O( ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (c · Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − c · ∇(v), 0}))

where the third inequality is by ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v) ≥ deg + G(s) because each source edge has capacity at least 1 (the capacity is a positive integer), and the last inequality we use that ∑ v∈V_{i−1,sat} ∇(v) ≤ ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v) because the total capacity of saturated sinks is at most the total source.

The running time i-th iteration is dominated by applying Theorem 4.7 on G_i, which is poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · |G_i| = poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (c · Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − c · ∇(v), 0}).

Summing over h iterations gives the desired bound of total running time.

Corollary 4.10. Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a directed graph with lengths ℓ, weights w, capacities U, source vertex s, sink vertex t and parameters δ > 0, h ≥ 1 and λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t), further satisfying that each sink edge e ∈ E^−(t) has ℓ(e) = 1. For each vertex v ∈ V (G) \ {s, t}, let ~∇(v) = { 0, if e = (v, t) does not exist or w(v, t) > (1 + δ)λ ∇(v), if w(v, t) ≤ (1 + δ)λ With access to the adjacency list of G, There is an algorithm that compute an h-length (1+δ, 2+3δ)- lightest path blocker f with |path(f)| ≤ ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v). The running time is poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (c · Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − c · ~∇(v), 0}),

where c ≥ 1 is a parameter arbitrarily chosen.

Proof. We consider a graph ~G obtained by (1) removing all sink edges of G with weight larger than (1 + δ)λ and then (2) setting the weight of each remaining sink edge (with original weight at most (1 + δ)λ in G) to be zero. Note that for each v ∈ V ( ~G) \ {s, t}, its source capacity is ~Δ(v) = Δ(v) and its sink capacity is exactly ~∇(v) defined in the statement of this corollary.

Now we apply Theorem 4.8 on G^′ with the same parameters δ, h and λ. We will show that the output f is an h-length (1 + δ, 2 + 3δ)-lightest path blocker of G. First, every path ~P ∈ supp(f) has weight at most (1 + 2δ)λ on ~G. Every edge on ~P has the same weight on G and ~G, except that the only sink edge of ~P has weight zero on ~G but at most (1 + δ)λ on G. Hence ~P has weight at most (1 + 2δ)λ + (1 + δ)λ = (2 + 3δ)λ on G. For the second property, consider an h-length s-t path P with weight at most (1 + δ)λ on G. The path P is totally inside ~G because we only remove those sink edges with weight larger than (1 + δ)λ and they will not belong to P . Also, the weight of P on ~G is still at most (1 + δ)λ, so P is blocked by f as desired.

The running time bound is straightforward by Theorem 4.8, and the path count |path(f)| of f is at most the total source capacities ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v) because f is an integral flow.

4.2 Local Approximate Length-Constrained Maxflows: Proof of Theorem 4.3

In this subsection, we will adapt the multiplicative weight update framework in [HHS23] and use our local path blockers algorithm to achieve local running time for the length-constrained max flow problem.

Algorithm 1 Local Algorithms for Approximate Length-Constrained Maxflows and Moving Cuts Input: A directed graph G = (V (G), E(G)) with length ℓ, capacities U, source vertex s, sink vertex t and an parameters δ > 0, h ≥ 1.

Output: An O(log n/δ)-approximate pair (f, w) and a (2 + O(δ))-approximate pair (f, w_{min}). 1: Let δ_0 =^δ_6 , let ζ =^{1+2δ0}_{δ0} + 1 and let η =^{δ0}_{(1+δ0 )·ζ} ·^1_{log m} . 2: Initialize w(e) = 1/m^ζ for all edges e in G. 3: Initialize λ = 1/m^ζ . 4: Initialize w_{min} = w/λ. 5: Initialize f to be zero flow. 6: while λ < 1 do 7: for Θ(h log_{1+δ0} (n)/δ_0) iterations do 8: Compute an h-length (1 + δ_0, 2 + 3δ_0)-lightest path blocker f̂ in G by applying Corollary 4.10, with length ℓ, weight w, capacity U, and parameters h, λ as input.

9: Update f ← f + η · f̂.

10: For every e ∈ E(G) where f̂(e) > 0, w(e) ← (1 + δ_0)^{f̂(e)/U(e)} · w(e). 11: If |w|/λ < |w_{min}|, w_{min} ← w/λ. 12: end for 13: λ ← (1 + δ_0) · λ 14: end while 15: Return (f, w) and (f, w_{min}).

The Algorithm. The detailed algorithm is shown in Algorithm 1. Roughly speaking, the algorithm just iteratively compute a path blocker f̂ on G by applying Corollary 4.10. The input functions are the original edge length function ℓ, the edge weight function w (i.e. the current moving cut) and the original capacity function U as input functions. The input parameters are h, λ. After computing f̂, we then update the flow solution f additively and update the moving cut solution w multiplicatively.

In what follows, we will discuss some implementation details to achieve local running time.

• The flow solution f is stored in two representations. The first one is the flow path representation, which just stores each flow path P ∈ path(f) and its flow value f(P ) explicitly. The second one is the edge function representation, which stores all edges e s.t. f(e) > 0 and its flow value f(e) in binary search tree. Note that the space to store f in this way is obviously O(h · |path(f)|), because each flow path has at most h edges (recall that each flow path is h-length and each edge has length at least 1). By the same reason, each additive update to f (line 8) just takes time ~O(h · path(f̂)).

• The moving cut solution w will be stored in a similar edge function representation. we store all edges e and its weight w(e) s.t. w(e) is large than the default value 1/m^ζ into a binary search tree. Actually, edges e with w(e) > 1/m^ζ are exactly those edges e with f(e) > 0 by the simple invariant w(e) = (1 + δ_0)^{f(e)/(η·U(e))} , so the space to store w is still O(h · |path(f)|). The multiplicative update of w (line 9) can be done in ~O(h · |path(f̂)|) time^{12} with access to the edge function representation of f̂.

12Actually, a cleverer implementation is to use to the same binary search tree as the edge function representations of both f and w.

Proof of Correctness. Intuitively, w is the cut solution at the end, while w_{min} is the best cut solution over the course of the algorithm. By adapting the proof in [HHS23], we can show that (f, w_{min}) is indeed a (2 + O(δ))-approximate solution. We omit the proof here because our local cutmatch algorithm does not use this solution. The approximation is 2 + O(δ) instead of 1 + δ in [HHS23] because our local path blockers (i.e. Corollary 4.10) have quality worse than the path blockers in [HHS23].

In the remaining proof, we will formally prove that (f, w) is an O(log n/δ)-approximate solution. Our proof basically follows the presentation in [HHS23]. In particular, Claim 4.11 and Claim 4.12 are almost identical to Lemmas 12.1 and 12.2 in [HHS23], but Claim 4.13 is new.

We refer to the outer loop of Algorithm 1 as one phase, and refer to the inner loop as one iteration. We will say λ is unchanged in one iteration, and λ is updated right before the end of one phase. Strictly speaking, for each phase, the end of this phase and the beginning of the next phase represent the same moment. However, for one iteration, the end of this iteration and the beginning of the next iteration may represent different moments, and λ may be updated between them.

Claim 4.11. At the beginning and the end of Algorithm 1, and at the end of each iteration, we have λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)(1 + δ_0)λ.

Proof. The statement trivially holds at the very beginning of the algorithm.

First, we prove λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t). Note that d^{(h)}_w (s, t) will only increase, so it suffices to show that at the beginning of each phase, λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t) holds. We will show this by induction. Consider a phase. At the beginning and the end of this phase, we let λ_1 = λ and λ_2 = (1 + δ_0)λ denote the value of λ, and similarly, we let d_1 and d_2 denote the value of d^{(h)}_w (s, t). To make the induction work, it suffices to show λ_2 ≤ d_2 given λ_1 ≤ d_1. Assume the opposite for contradiction. From λ_2 > d_2, we know there exists a h-length s-t path P with weight at most λ_2 at the end of this phase, which means at the beginning of each of the Θ(h log n/δ^2_0 ) iterations in this phase, P has weight at most λ_2 = (1 + δ_0)λ. Then, in each of these iterations, because by the definition of path blockers, at least one edge e ∈ P will be saturated by f̂, which means the weight of e increases by a factor (1 + δ_0). Because there are at most h edges on P (recall that edge lengths are positive integers), in this phase, there is an edge e ∈ P has its weight increasing by a factor of (1 + δ_0)^{Θ(h log n/δ20 )/h} by an averaging argument. However, at the beginning of this phase, the weight of e is at least 1/m^ζ (since this is the initial weight), so at the end of this phase, w(e) ≥ (1/m^{1/ζ} ) · (1 + δ_0)^{Θ(h log n/δ20 )/h} > m^2 by setting the constant hidden in Θ to be large enough, and it contradicts that P has weight at most λ_2 = (1 + δ_0)λ ≤ 1 + δ_0 (the outter loop ensures λ ≤ 1).

Next, we proof prove d^{(h)}_w (s, t) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)(1 + δ_0)λ at the end of each iteration. Again we use induction. Consider one iteration. Assume that d^{(h)}_w (s, t) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)(1 + δ_0)λ holds at the end of the previous iteration. Then this inequality holds at the beginning of this iteration, because λ may keep unchanged or increase. If d^{(h)}_w (s, t) > (2 + 3δ_0)λ at the beginning of this iteration, then actually we do nothing in this iteration because the path blocker f̂ will be a zero flow, so d^{(h)}_w (s, t) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)(1 + δ_0)λ holds at the end of this iteration trivially. Otherwise, we have d^{(h)}_w (s, t) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)λ at the beginning of this iteration. By our update rule of weights and the fact that f̂ is a feasible flow, the weight of each edge will only increase by at most a 1 + δ_0 factor in this iteration. Therefore, we also have d^{(h)}_w (s, t) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)(1 + δ_0)λ at the end of this iteration.

Claim 4.12. The pair (f, w) returned by Algorithm 1 is feasible.

Proof. The moving cut w is feasible because we have λ ≥ 1 and λ ≤ d^{(h)}_w (s, t) at the end of the algorithm (by Claim 4.11). To see that the flow f is feasible, we let F̂ = ∑^ f = f/η be the summation of path blockers without scaling. By our update rule, at the end, an edge e will have weight w(e) = (1 + δ_0)^{F̂ /U(e)}/m^ζ . Furthermore, we know that w(e) ≤ (1 + δ_0)(2 + 3δ_0) at the end because right before the last update of w(e), w(e) must be at most (2 + 3δ_0)λ (otherwise, the path blocker f̂ cannot assign non-zero flow on e) and w(e) will increase by at most a 1 + δ_0 factor in this update. Therefore, from the inequality

(1 + δ_0)^{F̂ /U(e)}/m^ζ ≤ (1 + δ_0)(2 + 3δ_0),

we have F̂ (e) ≤ U(e) · (log(1 + δ_0)(2 + 3δ_0) + log m/δ_0)/ log ζ ≤ U(e) · (10 log m/δ^2_0 ) ≤ U(e)/η. Lastly, we have f(e) = η · F̂ (e) ≤ U(e) as desired.

Claim 4.13. The pair (f, w) returned by Algorithm 1 satisfies |w| ≤ O(log n/δ) · val(f).

Proof. Again we use F̂ = ∑^ f to denote the accumulated path blockers without scaling. Because f = η · F̂ and η = Θ(δ^2/ log m), it suffices to show that |w| ≤ O(δ)val(F̂ ).

We consider iterations one by one according to the time order. Fix an iteration, we then consider the flow paths in path(f̂) one by one in some certain order. Our update rule on weights is equivalent to the following procedure: consider the flow paths in F̂ in the above order, and then for each path P , update the weights using P (i.e. for each e ∈ P , multiply w(e) by (1 + δ_0)^{f̂ (P )/U(e)}).

Now we will show that, after updating the weights using some flow path P , the value of |w| increases by at most O(δf̂(P )) additively. To see this, note that at the beginning of this iteration, we have w(P ) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)λ guaranteed by the path blocker. Let w_P denote the weight function right before the moment we update weights using P . We have ∑ e∈P w_P (e) ≤ (2 + 3δ_0)(1 + δ_0)λ because each edge weight can increase by at most a (1 + δ_0) factor in this iteration. Therefore, updating the weights using P will increase |w| by at most ∑ e∈P (1 + δ_0)^{f̂(P )/U(e)} · w_P (e) · U(e) − ∑ e∈P w_P (e) · U(e) ≤ ∑ e∈P (1 + δ_0f̂(P )/U(e)) · w_P (e) · U(e) − ∑ e∈P w_P (e) · U(e) = ∑ e∈P (δ_0f̂(P )/U(e)) · w_P (e) · U(e) ≤ δ_0(2 + 3δ_0)(1 + δ_0)λ · f̂(P ) ≤ O(δ_0f̂(P )). Therefore, the final |w| is at most ∑ P ∈path(F̂ ) O(δ0)

f̂(P ) = O(δ)val(F̂ ) as desired.

Time Analysis. By Corollary 4.10, the running time for computing the blocker in one iteration is t_{blocker} = poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − ~∇(v), 0}).

Recall that for each v ∈ V \ {s, t}, ~∇(v) = ∇(v) if currently w(v, t) ≤ (1 + δ_0)λ (or there is no such edge e = (v, t)), and ~∇(v) = 0 if w(v, t) > (1 + δ_0) · λ. Thus, for each v with w(v, t) > (1 + δ_0λ), we have max{deg^+_G(v) − ~∇(v)} = deg^+_G(v) ≤ max{deg^+_G(v) − ∇(v), 0} + ∇(v).

Therefore, we can bound t_{blocker} by

t_{blocker} ≤ poly(h, 1/δ, log n)· ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − ∇(v), 0}) + ∑ v s.t. w(v,t)>(1+δ_0 )λ ∇(v) .

Observation 4.14. For each edge e, if at some moment w(e) > (1 + δ_0)λ holds, then finally we have f(e) ≥ η · U(e). Proof. We have w(e) > (1 + δ_0)λ ≥ (1 + δ_0)/m^ζ because λ ≥ 1/m^ζ . Combining the invariant w(e) = (1 + δ_0)^{f(e)/(η·U(e))}/m^ζ , we immediately get f(e) ≥ η · U(e).

Next, we bound the total sink capacities of vertices v s.t. w(v, t) > (1 + δ_0)λ by ∑ v s.t. w(v,t)>(1+δ_0 )λ ∇(v) ≤ ∑ e=(v,t) s.t. w(e)>(1+δ_0 )λ f(e)/η ≤ val(f)/η ≤ ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v)/η ≤ poly(1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} Δ(v),

where the first inequality is by Observation 4.14, the second inequality is because each flow path of f will go through exactly one sink edge, the third inequality is because the value of f is bounded by the total source capacities, and the last inequality is by η = Θ(δ^2/ log m).

Lastly, we have

t_{blocker} ≤ poly(h, 1/δ, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G)\{s,t} (Δ(v) + max{deg^+_G(v) − ∇(v), 0}),

and the final running time bound follows that the total number of iteration is at most poly(h, 1/δ, log n).

4.3 Local Cutmatch: Proof of Theorem 4.4 Providing the local length-constrained maxflow subroutine in Theorem 4.3, we are ready to prove Theorem 4.4. In this proof, When applying Theorem 4.3 on some graph H, we will always set δ = 0.01. Our proof will exploit that the flow-cut pair (f, w) returned by Theorem 4.3 is O(log n)- approximate with additional properties stated in Lemma 4.15.

Lemma 4.15. For δ = 0.01, ζ = 1/(6δ) + 3 and η = O(δ^2/ log n). The output (f, w) given by Theorem 4.3 satisfies the following.

1. f/η is an integral flow.

2. For each edge e ∈ E(H) with w(e) ≥ 1/m, there is f(e) ≥ Ω_δ(U(e)).

3. For each edge e ∈ E(H) with w(e) ≥ 1/m^3, there is f(e) > 0.

Proof. Property (1) has been stated in Theorem 4.3. Properties (2) and (3) rely on the guarantee that, for each edge e ∈ E(G), w(e) = (1 + δ/6)^{f(e)/(η·U(e))} /m^ζ . Regarding property (2), for each edge e with w(e) > 1/m, we have (1 + δ/6)^{f(e)/(η·U(e))} /m^ζ ≥ 1/m (1 + δ/6)^{f(e)/(η·U(e))} ≥ m f(e) η · U(e) ≥ log m log(1 + δ/6) f(e) ≥ Ω(U(e)). Here the third inequality is because ζ > 3. For property (3), the invariant and ζ > 3 immediately imply each edge e with w(e) ≥ 1/m^3 > 1/m^ζ has f(e) > 0.

The Algorithm. We now show the local algorithm for computing cutmatch in Theorem 4.4. Recall that M_{CM} is a matching between virtual nodes in A^{src} and A^{sink}.

We start with some notations. First, we define a directed auxiliary graph H(A^{src}, A^{sink}), given source and sink node-weightings A^{src} and A^{sink}.

1. Start from the unit-capacitated directed version of G (i.e. substitute each undirected edge with two opposite directed edges with capacity 1 and the same length).

2. Add a source vertex s and a sink vertex t.

3. For each vertex v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}), add a source edge (s, v^{src}) with length ℓ(s, v^{src}) = 1^{13} and capacity U(s, v^{src}) = A^{src}(v^{src}). For each vertex v^{sink} ∈ supp(A^{sink}), add a sink edge (v^{sink}, t) with length ℓ(v^{sink}, t) = 1 and capacity U(v^{sink}, t) = A^{sink}(v^{sink}).

We define some notations on matchings. For a matching M between two sets V^{src} and V^{sink} (V^{src} and V^{sink} may intersect), each edge e ∈ E(M) will connect a source endpoint in V^{src} and sink endpoint in V^{sink}, and its weight is M(e) if M is weighted. For each element v ∈ V^{src}, we let M^{src}(v) denote the total weights of matching edges with v as their source endpoint. Similarly, for each v ∈ V^{sink}, M^{sink}(v) denote the total weights of edges with v as their sink endpoint. Furthermore, we use M^{src} (resp. M^{sink}) refer to the set of elements in V^{src} (resp. V^{sink}) matched by M.

The cutmatch algorithm is iterative. We initialize the matching M_{CM} to be empty. In the i-th iteration, we first define the remaining source and sink node-weightings A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i . Concretely, for each vertex v ∈ supp(A^{src}), A^{src}_i (v) = A^{src}(v) − M^{src}_{CM}(v)^{14}. Similarly, for each vertex v ∈ supp(A^{sink}), A^{sink}_i (v) = A^{sink}(v) − M^{sink}_{CM} (v). We run the local flow algorithm in Theorem 4.3 on the graph H_i = H(A^{src}_i , A^{sink}_i ) with δ = 0.01 and length parameter h = h_{CM} + 2, and let the output be (f_i, w_i). Let ϕ = ϕ_{CM}/ log^2 n. We now consider two cases.

13We set the lengths of source and sink edges to be 1 because the lengths should be positive integers. 14Strictly speaking, we slightly abuse the notations here because MCM is between virtual nodes but v is a vertex.

Here M^{src}_{CM} (v) is naturally the sum of M^{src}_{CM}(v_{vtul}) over all v’s virtual nodes v_{vtul} in A^{src}.

The first case val(f_i) ≥ ϕ|A^{src}_i |. In this case, we will compute a partial unweighted matching M_i between virtual nodes of A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i .

We first construct a fractional weighted matching M^′_i between vertices in supp(A^{src}_i ) and supp(A^{sink}_i ). By our construction of H_i, each flow path P_H ∈ path(f_i) on H_i corresponds to a path P on G by removing the source and sink vertices s and t and the source and sink edges on P . Note that P now connects two vertices v^{src} and v^{sink} on G. We add a matching edge with v^{src} and v^{sink} as source and sink endpoints. The weight of this edge is f_i(P_H ). Furthermore, we simplify M^′_i to a simple graph. That is, for each pair of vertices v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ) and v^{sink} ∈ supp(A^{sink}_i ), if currently there are multiple matching edges connecting v^{src} and v^{sink} in M^′_i , we merge them into a single matching edge with weight the total weight of these edges.

From the construction of M^′_i , for each vertex v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ), M^{′,src}_i (v^{src}) is at most the capacity of the source edge (s, v^{src}), i.e. A^{src}_i (v^{src}). Because A^{src}_i (v^{src}) is integral, we further have ⌈M^{′,src}_i (v^{src})⌉ ≤ A^{src}_i (v^{src}). Similarly, each vertex v^{sink} ∈ supp(A^{sink}_i ) has ⌈M^{′,sink}_i (v^{sink})⌉ ≤ A^{sink}_i (v^{sink}). The size of M^′_i is bounded by |M^′_i | ≤ val(f_i) ≤ ϕ|A^{src}_i |.

The next step is to round M^′_i into an integral weighted matching M^{′′}_i between vertices in supp(A^{src}_i ) and supp(A^{sink}_i ) by applying Lemma 4.16.

Lemma 4.16 ([KP15]). Given a fractional matching M between two sets V^{src} and V^{sink}, there is an algorithm that rounds it to an integral matching M_{int} s.t.

• E(M_{int}) ⊆ E(M), |M_{int}| = ⌈|M|⌉;

• each edge e ∈ E(M_{int}) has integral weight M_{int}(e) s.t. ⌊M(e)⌋ ≤ M_{int}(e) ≤ ⌈M(e)⌉

• each v ∈ V^{src} has ⌊M^{src}(v)⌋ ≤ M^{src}_{int} (v) ≤ ⌈M^{src}(v)⌉ and each v ∈ V^{sink} has ⌊M^{sink}(v)⌋ ≤ M^{sink}_{int} (v) ≤ ⌈M^{sink}(v)⌉.

The running time is Õ(|E(M)|).

Finally, we refine M^{′′}_i to be our unweighted matching M_i between virtual nodes in A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i . That is, we first transform M^{′′}_i into an unweighted matching by splitting each edge e into M^{′′}_i (e) many unweighted copies. Then for each vertex v ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ), we assign each edge with v as its source endpoint to a distinct virtual node in A^{src}_i (v). Note that because M^{′′,src}_i (v) ≤ ⌈M^{′,src}_i (v)⌉ ≤ A^{src}_i (v), there are enough virtual nodes in A^{src}_i (v) to receive matching edges of v. We do the similar things for each v ∈ supp(A^{sink}_i ).

We add M_i to M_{CM} and proceed to the next iteration. The property of M_i summarized in Lemma 4.17

Lemma 4.17. The matching M_i can be embedded into G with congestion O(1/η) and length h_{CM}. Furthermore, |M_i| ≥ ⌈ϕ · |A^{src}_i |⌉.

Proof. We can bound the size of M_i by |M_i| = |M^{′′}_i | = ⌈M^′_i ⌉ ≥ ⌈ϕ · |A^{src}_i |⌉.

For the embedding, we consider the flow f̂_i = (1/η) · f_i, where η = Θ(1/ log m) is the parameter from Lemma 4.15. By (1) in Lemma 4.15, f̂_i is an integral flow. Let f^G_i (resp. f̂^G_i ) be the flow on G by removing source edges and sink edges on flow paths of f_i (resp. f̂_i).

Note that f^G_i and f̂^G_i have congestion 2 and 2/η respectively on G because each undirected unweighted edge on G corresponds to two directed edges with capacity 1 on H_i (from step 1 in the construction of H(A^{src}_i , A^{sink}_i )). Also, f^G_i and f̂^G_i are h_{CM}-length on G because f_i and f̂_i are (h_{CM} + 2)-length on H_i and the source and sink edges removed have length 1.

Now we construct an embedding of M_i into G. Because M_i is a refinement of M^{′′}_i , it is equivalent to consider M^{′′}_i . For each matching edges e = (v^{src}, v^{sink}) ∈ M^{′′}_i , we have M^{′′}_i (e) ≤ ⌈M^′_i (e)⌉. Furthermore, because M^′_i (e) = ∑ P ∈path(f^G_i ) connecting v^{src} and v^{sink} f G i (P ) and all f^G_i (P ) are multiples of η, we have M^{′′}_i (e) ≤ ⌈M^′_i (e)⌉ ≤ M^′_i (e)/η ≤ ∑ P ∈path(f̂^G_i ) connecting v^{src} and v^{sink}

f̂ G_i (P ). Hence we

can obtain an embedding Π_{Mi→G} of M_i into G by decomposing each flow path P of f̂^G_i into f̂^G_i (P ) many unweighted copies. The congestion and length of Π_{Mi→G} are at most the congestion and length of f̂^G_i respectively.

The second case val(f_i) < ϕ|A^{src}_i |. This will be the last iteration of the algorithm. We will compute the last unweighted matching M_i between virtual nodes in A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i , and finalize M_{CM} by adding M_i. Also, we will compute the integral moving cut C_{CM} and the partitions (A^{src}_M , A^{src}_U ) of A^{src} and (A^{sink}_M , A^{sink}_U ) of A^{sink}.

A natural idea to let A^{src}_M and A^{sink}_M be the virtual nodes matched by M_{CM}, and then compute C_{CM} to h_{CM}-separate A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i by rounding the fractional moving cut h_{CM} · w_i. Roughly speaking, each (h_{CM} + 2)-length path on H_i (which corresponding to an h_{CM}-length path on G between A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i ) will have total w_i-weight at least 1, so multiplying w_i by h_{CM} will bring h_{CM} length increasing to this path, which gives the desired separation. However, a big issue of this idea is that, w_i may assign large cut value to the source and sink edges of H_i but these edges do not exist in G (so we call them dummy edges). This means some h_{CM}-length path on G between A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i may not get enough length increase. This is the reason why we compute the last matching M_i. By further matching A^{src}_i and A^{sink}_i , we can somehow exclude all (h_{CM} + 2)-length paths with large cut value on dummy edges, where we heavily exploit the additional property (2) of Theorem 4.3.

Concretely, we consider another auxiliary graph H̄_i = H(x · A^{src}_i , A^{sink}) for some large constant x. Let Ū_i be the capacity function of H̄_i. We run the local flow algorithm from Theorem 4.3 on H̄_i with δ = 0.01 and length parameter h = h_{CM} + 2 to get (f̄_i, w̄_i). Recall that property (2) in Lemma 4.15 shows that each edge with non-negligible w̄_i-weight (w̄(e) ≥ 1/m) will be almost saturated (f̄(e) ≥ Ω(Ū_i(e))).

To construct M_i, we let V^{src}_{sat} collect all vertices v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ) whose source edges have w̄_i(s, v^{src}) ≥ 1/m, and let V^{sink}_{sat} collect all vertices v^{sink} ∈ supp(A^{sink}_i ) s.t. w̄_i(v^{sink}, t) ≥ 1/m. Similar to the first case, we transform f_i to a fractional matching M^′_i between vertices in supp(A^{src}_i ) and supp(A^{sink}_i ). Each pair of vertices v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ) and v^{sink} ∈ supp(A^{sink}_i ) has a matching edge with weight ∑ P ∈path(f_i) connecting v^{src} and v^{sink} fi(P ). Again, by applying Lemma 4.16, we round

M^′_i to an integral matching M^{′′}_i between vertices in supp(A^{src}_i ) and supp(A^{sink}_i ). Next, we refine M^{′′}_i to be a matching between virtual nodes (similar to the refinement operation in the first case), and let M_i be a submatching of the refined M^{′′}_i s.t. each vertex v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ) has exactly min{M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src}), A^{src}_i (v^{src})} many source virtual nodes matched by M_i.

Claim 4.18. For each vertex v^{src} ∈ V^{src}_{sat} , we have M^{src}_i (v^{src}) = A^{src}_i (v^{src}).

Proof. We first show M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src}) ≥ A^{src}_i (v^{src}) by

M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src}) ≥ ⌊M^{′,src}_i (v^{src})⌋ = ⌊f̄_i(s, v^{src})⌋ ≥ Ω(Ū_i(s, v^{src})) = Ω(x · A^{src}_i (v^{src})) ≥ A^{src}_i (v^{src}),

where M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src}) ≥ ⌊M^{′,src}_i (v^{src})⌋ is by Lemma 4.16, ⌊M^{′,src}_i (v^{src})⌋ = ⌊f̄_i(s, v^{src})⌋ is from the construction of M^′_i , ⌊f̄_i(s, v^{src})⌋ ≥ Ω(Ū_i(s, v^{src})) is by w̄_i(s, v^{src}) and property (2) in Lemma 4.15, and Ω(x · A^{src}_i (v^{src})) ≥ A^{src}_i (v^{src}) is because we choose a sufficiently large constant x.

Therefore, by our construction of M_i, we have M^{src}_i (v^{src}) = min{M^{′′,src}(v^{src}), A^{src}_i (v^{src})} = A^{src}_i (v^{src}).

Finalizing M_{CM}. We add M_i to M_{CM}, and M_{CM} is now finalized. M_{CM} can be embedded into G with congestion γ_{CM} = O(log^2 n/ϕ) = O(log^4 n/ϕ_{CM}) and length h_{CM}. The reason is that the number of iterations is O(log n/ϕ) by Lemma 4.19, and the matching M_i in each iteration can be embedded into G with congestion O(log n) and length h_{CM} by Lemma 4.17 (it also holds for the M_i in the last iteration by the same proof of Lemma 4.17). Furthermore, this embedding Π_{MCM→G} can be computed explicitly following the proof of Lemma 4.17.

Lemma 4.19. The number of iterations is O(log n/ϕ).

Proof. By Lemma 4.17, each first-case i-th iteration will add a matching M_i with size |M_i| ≥ ⌈ϕ · |A^{src}_i |⌉. Also, recall that the i-th iteration have

|A^{src}_i | = |A^{src}| − ∑ 1≤i^′≤i−1 |M_i′ | = |A^{src}_{i−1}| − |M_{i−1}| ≤ ⌊(1 − ϕ) · |A^{src}_{i−1}|⌋.

Thus the number of iterations is at most log_{1/(1−ϕ)} poly(n) = O(log n/ϕ).

Partitions of A^{src} and A^{sink}. Let M^{src}_{CM} (resp. M^{sink}_{CM} ) denote the set of all source (resp. sink) virtual nodes matched by M_{CM}. The set of source virtual nodes A^{src} is partitioned into

A^{src}_M = M^{src}_{CM} and A^{src}_U = A^{src} \ M^{src}_{CM}.

Slightly differently, A^{sink} is partitioned into

A^{sink}_M = M^{sink}_{CM} ∪ ⋃ v^{sink}∈V^{sink}_{sat}

A^{sink}_i (v^{sink}) and A^{sink}_U = A^{sink} \ A^{sink}_M .

That is, A^{sink}_M is the union of matched sink virtual node and all remaining sink virtual nodes of vertices in V^{sink}_{sat} .

To see the correctness, we have |A^{src}_M | ≤ |A^{sink}_M | because the matching M_{CM} match each virtual node in A^{src}_M to a distinct virtual node in A^{sink}_M . Next we show |A^{sink}_M | ≤ O(|A^{src}_M |). Because |M^{sink}_{CM} | = |M^{src}_{CM}| = |A^{src}_M |, it suffices to argue that ∑ v^{sink}∈V^{sink}_{sat} A sink

i (v^{sink}) ≤ O(|A^{src}_M |). First, we have ∑ v^{sink}∈V^{sink}_{sat}

A^{sink}_i (v^{sink}) = ∑ v^{sink}∈V^{sink}_{sat}

Ū_i(v^{sink}, t) ≤ ∑ v^{sink}∈V^{sink}_{sat}

O(f̄_i(v^{sink}, t)) ≤ O(val(f̄_i)),

Note that for each v^{sink} ∈ V^{sink}_{sat} , Ū_i(v^{sink}, t) ≤ O(f̄_i(v^{sink}, t)) by w̄_i(v^{sink}, t) > 1/m and property (2) in Lemma 4.15. We further have

val(f̄_i) = |M^′_i | ≤ |M^{′′}_i | ≤ ∑ v^{src}∈supp(A^{src}_i ) s.t.

M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src} )≤A^{src}_i (v^{src} )

M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src}) + ∑ v^{src} ∈supp(A^{src}_i ) s.t.

M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src} )>A^{src}_i (v^{src} )

Ū_i(s, v^{src})

≤ ∑ v^{src}∈supp(A^{src}_i ) s.t.

M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src} )≤A^{src}_i (v^{src} )

M^{src}_i (v^{src}) + ∑ v^{src} ∈supp(A^{src}_i ) s.t.

M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src} )>A^{src}_i (v^{src} )

O(M^{src}_i (v^{src}))

= O(|M_i|) ≤ O(|A^{src}_M |). In the second line, we exploit that M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src}) ≤ Ū_i(s, v^{src}) for each v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ). In the third line, we exploit that, for each v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_i ) s.t. M^{′′,src}_i (v^{src}) > A^{src}_i (v^{src}), M^{src}_i (v^{src}) = A^{src}_i (v^{src}) by the construction of M_i, which implies Ū_i(s, v^{src}) ≤ O(M^{src}_i (v^{src})) combining Ū_i(s, v^{src}) = x · A^{src}_i (v^{src}).

The observation below is useful when constructing the moving cut C_{CM}.

Observation 4.20. supp(A^{src}_U ) is disjoint from V^{src}_{sat} , and supp(A^{sink}_U ) is disjoint from V^{sink}_{sat} .

Proof. We have supp(A^{src}_U ) is disjoint from V^{src}_{sat} because for each vertex v^{src} ∈ V^{src}_{sat} , virtual nodes in A^{src}(v^{src}) \ A^{src}_i (v^{src}) have been matched in the previous iterations, and virtual nodes in A^{src}_i (v^{src}) are matched by M_i by Claim 4.18. Also supp(A^{sink}_U ) is disjoint from V^{sink}_{sat} just by definition.

Construction of C_{CM}. For each edge e ∈ E(G) corresponding to two directed edges e_1, e_2 ∈ H_i, if max{w̄_i(e_1), w̄_i(e_2)} ≥ 1/m^3 (this threshold is from property (3) in Lemma 4.15), we let C_{CM}(e) = ⌊3h_{CM} · max{w̄_i(e_1), w̄_i(e_2)}⌋, otherwise C_{CM}(e) = 0.

Now we show the correctness of C_{CM}. Consider an arbitrary pair of vertices v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{src}_U ) and v^{src} ∈ supp(A^{sink}_U ), and an h_{CM}-length path P_G connecting them on G. P_G corresponds to a path P_H = s → v^{src} → · · · P_G · · · → v^{sink} → t on H̄_i (by adding back the source and sink edges (s, v^{src}) and (v^{sink}, t)) with length at most h_{CM} + 2, so w̄_i(P_H ) ≥ 1 by the feasibility of w̄_i. Because v^{src} /∈ V^{src}_{sat} and v^{sink} /∈ V^{sink}_{sat} by Observation 4.20, we have w^′_i(s, v^{src}) < 1/m and w^′_i(v^{sink}, t) < 1/m. Therefore,

C_{CM}(P_G) ≥ ∑ e∈P_G ⌊3 · h_{CM} · (max{w̄_i(e_1), w̄_i(e_2)} − 1/m^3)⌋ ≥ ∑ e∈P_G (3 · h_{CM} · max{w̄_i(e_1), w̄_i(e_2)} − 1 − 3h_{CM}/m^3)

≥ (3 · h_{CM} · ∑ e∈P_G max{w̄_i(e_1), w̄_i(e_2)}) − (1 + 3h_{CM}/m^3) · |E(P_G)|

≥ 3h_{CM} · (1 − 2/m) − h_{CM} · (1 + 3/m^2) > h_{CM}.

Here the first inequality is by the definition of C_{CM}. About the fourth inequality, note that ∑ e∈P_G max{w̄_i(e_1), w̄_i(e_2)} ≥ w̄_i(P_H ) − 2/m ≥ 1 − 2/m because the source and sink edges on P_H have w̄_i-weight at most 1/m. Moreover,

(1 + 3h_{CM}/m^3) · |E(P_G)| ≤ |E(P_G)| + 3 · h_{CM} · |E(P_G)|/m^3 ≤ h_{CM} · (1 + 3/m^2)

because |E(P_G)| ≤ h_{CM} and |E(P_G)| ≤ m.

Furthermore, C_{CM} has size

|C_{CM}| ≤ O(h_{CM} · |w̄_i|) ≤ O(h_{CM} · val(f̄_i) · log n) ≤ O(h_{CM} · val(f_i) · log^2 n) ≤ O(h_{CM} · ϕ · |A_{src}| · log^2 n) = O(h_{CM} · ϕ_{CM} · |A_{src}|).

Here |w̄_i| ≤ O(val(f̄_i)) is by the approximation guarantee of the local flow algorithm on H̄_i. Also, val(f̄_i) ≤ O(val(f_i)) is by the following reasons. First, f̄_i is a feasible (h_{CM} + 2)-length flow in H̄_i, so it is a feasible (h_{CM} + 2)-length flow in x · H_i (recall that H_i = H(Asrc_i , Asink_i ) and H̄_i = H(x · A^{src}_i , A^{sink}_i )). This means val(f̄_i) is at most x times the value of maximum (h_{CM} + 2)-length flow in H_i. Hence val(f̄_i) ≤ O(x · val(f_i)) = O(val(f_i) log n) because f_i is a O(log n)-approximation (h_{CM} + 2)-length maxflow and x is a constant.

Construction of Landmarks. We still use i to denote the last iteration of the local flow algorithm.

The first step is to construct a set P of h_{CM}-length paths on G that covers supp(C_{CM}) by taking all flow paths of f̄_i with source and sink edges removed, where “cover” means that, for each edge e ∈ E(G) with C_{CM}(e) > 0, there exists a path P ∈ P s.t. e ∈ P . The reason is as follows. Each edge e ∈ E(G) (corresponding to e_1, e_2 ∈ H̄_i) with C_{CM}(e) > 0 has max{w̄_i(e_1), w̄_i(e_2)} ≥ 1/m^3, so either f̄_i(e_1) > 0 or f̄_i(e_2) > 0 by property (3) in Lemma 4.15, which implies e ∈ P for some P ∈ P. Next, we decompose paths in P into heavy edges and segments. Let σ^′ = h_{CM}/(3 · κ_σ ). Heavy edges are edges e ∈ E(P) s.t. ℓ_{G−CCM} (e) ≥ σ^′. Segments are constructed by processing each path P ∈ P as follows. First, remove heavy edges from P . Second, for each remaining subpath ~P , further decompose it into segments (i.e. shorter subpaths) P^′ s.t. σ^′ ≤ ℓ_{G−CCM} (P^′) ≤ 3σ^′. This can be done by picking a prefix P^′ of ~P with σ^′ ≤ ℓ_{G−CCM} (P^′) ≤ 2σ^′ repeatedly until the last subpath of ~P has (G − C_{CM})-length less than σ^′, and then concatenating the last subpath to its previous segment.

Claim 4.21. For some η = Θ(log m), the total number of heavy edges is at most O(val(f̄_i)·h_{CM}/(η · σ^′)+|C_{CM}|/σ^′), and the total number of segments is at most O(val(f̄_i)·h_{CM}/(η ·σ^′)+|C_{CM}|/(η ·σ^′)).

Proof. First we have |P| ≤ val(f̄_i)/η because each path P_H ∈ supp(f̄_i) has f̄_i(P_H ) ≥ η by property (1) in Lemma 4.15. Again by this property, each edge in G will only appear in O(1/η) paths in P, which means ∑ P ∈P CCM(P ) ≤ O(|CCM|/η). To bound the number of heavy edges, note that each heavy edge e has either ℓ_G(e) ≥ σ^′/2 or C_{CM}(e) ≥ σ^′/2 because ℓ_{G−CCM} (e) ≥ σ^′. For the heavy edges with ℓ_G(e) ≥ σ^′/2, there are at most O(|P| · h_{CM}/σ^′) of them because each path in P has length at most h_{CM} on G. For the heavy edges with C_{CM}(e) ≥ σ^′/2, the number of them is obviously O(|C_{CM}|/σ^′). Therefore, the total number of heavy edges is O(|P| · h_{CM}/σ^′ + |C_{CM}|/σ^′) = O(val(f̄_i) · h_{CM}/(η · σ^′) + |C_{CM}|/σ^′).

We can bound the number of segments similarly. Each segment P^′ has either ℓ_G(P^′) ≥ σ^′/2 or C_{CM}(P^′) ≥ σ^′/2. There are at most O(|P| · h_{CM}/σ^′) segments with ℓ_G(P^′) ≥ σ^′/2. The number of segments with C_{CM}(P^′) ≥ σ^′/2 is at most O( ∑ P ∈P CCM(P )/σ ′). Thus the total number of segments is O(|P| · h_{CM}/σ^′ + ∑ P ∈P C_{CM}(P )/σ^′) = O(val(f̄_i) · h_{CM}/(η · σ^′) + |C_{CM}|/(η · σ^′)).

Given the decomposition, we construct the landmark set L as follows. For each heavy edge e = (u, v), we add both u and v into L (we say u and v are landmarks created by e). For each segment P^′, we add an arbitrary vertex v ∈ P^′ into L (similarly, v is the landmark created by P^′). The size of L is linear to the number of heavy edges and segments, so

|L| = O(val(f̄_i) · h_{CM}/(η · σ^′) + |C_{CM}|/σ^′) + O(val(f̄_i) · h_{CM}/(η · σ^′) + |C_{CM}|/(η · σ^′)) ≤ O(h_{CM} · ϕ_{CM} · |A_{src}| · log^2 n/(η · σ^′)) ≤ O(ϕ_{CM} · |A^{src}| · log^3 n · κ_σ),

Here the first inequality is because val(f̄_i) ≤ O(x · val(f_i)) ≤ O(val(f_i) log n) (we have shown this when bounding |C_{CM}|). Moreover, recall that val(f_i) ≤ ϕ · |A^{src}_i | = ϕ_{CM} · |A^{src}_i |/ log^2 n by the condition of the second case, and |C_{CM}| ≤ O(h_{CM} · ϕ_{CM} · |A_{src}|). The last inequality is because η = Θ(log n) and σ^′ = h_{CM}/(3 · κ_σ).

L is a landmark set of C_{CM} on G with distortion σ_{CM} = 3σ^′ = h_{CM}/κ_σ by the following reasons. All edges e ∈ E(G) with ℓ_{G−CCM} (e) > σ_{CM} are heavy edges, so their endpoints are landmarks. For those e ∈ E(G) with C_{CM}(e) > 0 and ℓ_{G−CCM} (e) ≤ σ_{CM}, it must belong to a segment (or it is a heavy edge itself), so the landmark created by this segment (or this heavy edge) has (G − C_{CM})-distance at most 3σ^′ = σ_{CM} to endpoints of e.

Time Analysis. The running time is dominated by the local flow subroutine of each iteration. For iteration i, the local flow subroutine will be run on graph H_i s.t. for each v ∈ V (G), deg^+_{Hi} (v) ≤ deg_G(v) + 2 (because each vertex may incident to the source edge and sink edge added to H_i), Δ_{Hi} (v) = A^{src}_i (v) ≤ A^{src}(v) and ∇_{Hi} (v) = A^{sink}_i (v) ≥ A^{sink}(v) − M^{sink}_{CM} (v). By Theorem 4.3, the running time of local flow on H_i is (pick parameter c = 3)

poly(h_{CM}, log n) · ∑ v∈V (H_i)\{s,t} (3 · Δ_{Hi} (v) + max{deg^+_{Hi} (v) − 3 · ∇_{Hi} (v), 0})

≤ poly(h_{CM}, log n) · ∑ v∈V (G) (3 · A^{src}(v) + max{deg_G(v) + 2 − 3 · (A^{sink}(v) − M^{sink}_{CM} (v)), 0})

≤ poly(h_{CM}, log n)· ∑ v∈V (G) (3 · A^{src}(v) + max{deg_G(v) + 2 − 3 · (A^{sink}(v) + A^{src}(v)), 0} + 3 · A^{src}(v) + 3 · M^{sink}_{CM} (v))

≤ poly(h_{CM}, log n) · (9 · |A^{src}| + ∑ v∈V (G) max{deg_G(v) − (A^{src}(v) + A^{sink}(v)), 0})

≤ poly(h_{CM}, log n) · |A^{src}|.

The third inequality is because ∑ v∈V (G) M sink

CM (v) = |M_{CM}| ≤ |A^{src}| and A^{src}(v) + A^{sink}(v) ≥ 1 and the last inequality is by A^{src}(v) + A^{sink}(v) ≥ deg_G(v) for all v ∈ V (G). The last iteration will run one more local flow subroutine on graph H̄_i. The running time bound is the same by the same analysis. Finally, the total running time is poly(h_{CM}, log n) · |A^{src}|/ϕ_{CM} because the number of iterations is O(log n/ϕ) = O(log^3 /ϕ_{CM}) by Lemma 4.19.

5 Dynamic Routers with Path Reporting

In this section, we introduce a dynamic router algorithm, which is a key tool of the dynamic lengthconstrained expander decomposition in Sections 6 and 7. As we mentioned in Section 3.3, the number of batched updates received by a router (denoted by t_{local} in Theorem 5.1) might not be the same with the global time parameter t. We now specify the relations between t_{local} and t. In fact, when we apply Theorem 6.4 in Section 6, we have t_{local} = O(t) = O(1/ϵ). When we apply Theorem 5.1 in Section 7, we have t_{local} = O(t · λ_{insLM,t}) = O(1/ϵ^5), where λ_{insLM,t} = O(1/ϵ^4) is from Lemma 7.11. To avoid clutter, we manually set an upper bound t_{local} = poly(1/ϵ) in the statement of Theorem 5.1.

Theorem 5.1 (Dynamic Routers). Given a set V , there is an algorithm that initializes a (h^{(0)}_{rt} , γ^{(0)}_{rt} )- router R^{(0)} with V (R^{(0)}) = V for node-weighting 1(V ) with h^{(0)}_{rt} = λ_{rt,h}(0), γ^{(0)}_{rt} = κ_{rt,γ} (0) and maximum degree κ_{rt,deg} = n^{O(ϵ4)}, where λ_{rt,h}(i) = 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} + O(i) and κ_{rt,γ} (i) = 2^{O(1/ϵ4+i)} are global parameters (with respect to i). For some t_{local} = poly(1/ϵ), the algorithm can also maintain R under a sequence π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(tlocal )} of the following batched updates.

• (Edge Deletion) If π_i = E_F ⊆ E(R^{(i−1)}) denotes edge deletions, the algorithm computes a set of pruned vertices V_{prune} ⊆ V (R^{(i−1)}) and a (h^{(i)}_{rt} , γ^{(i)}_{rt} )-router R^{(i)} which is the subgraph of R^{(i−1)} induced by V (R^{(i−1)}) \ V_{prune} s.t. R^{(i)} has no edge in E_F ,

h^{(i)}_{rt} = λ_{rt,h}(i), γ^{(i)}_{rt} = κ_{rt,γ} (i) and |V_{prune}| = λ_{rt,prune}(i) · |π_i|

where λ_{rt,prune}(i) = t^{O(1/ϵ4)}_{local} · 2^{O(i)} = (1/ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ4 )} · 2^{O(i)}.

• (Matching Insertion) If π_i = M denotes a matching between V (R^{(i−1)}) and a set of new vertices V_{new}, the new router R^{(i)} = R^{(i−1)} ∪ M (in particular, V (R^{(i)}) = V (R^{(i−1)}) ∪ V_{new}) is a (h^{(i)}_{rt} , γ^{(i)}_{rt} )-router with

h^{(i)}_{rt} = λ_{rt,h}(i), and γ^{(i)}_{rt} = κ_{rt,γ} (i).

The initialization time is |V (R^{(0)})| · n^{O(ϵ)} and the update time for π^{(i)} is t^{O(1/ϵ4)}_{local} · 2^{O(i)} · |π^{(i)}| = (1/ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ4 )} · 2^{O(i)} · |π^{(i)}|.

Furthermore, at any moment 0 ≤ i ≤ t, given two vertices u, v ∈ V (R^{(i)}), there is an algorithm that outputs a path P connecting u and v in R^{(i)} with length at most h^{(i)}_{rt} = λ_{rt,h}(i) in time O(|P |/ϵ^4).

Proof. At any time 0 ≤ i ≤ t, the router R^{(i)} is always the union of a core graph J^{(i)} and an affiliated forest T^{(i)}. Vertices in V (J^{(i)}) are core vertices and other vertices in V (R^{(i)}) \ V (J^{(i)}) are affiliated vertices. Each core vertex v one-one corresponds to an affiliated tree T_v ∈ T^{(i)}, which means each tree T_v ∈ T^{(i)} only contains one core vertex v and the other vertices in T_v are affiliated vertices. Although the tree edges are undirected, we manually set the cored vertex v to be the root of T_v to establish the notions of ancestors and descendants on affiliated trees. Let τ^{(i)} denote the maximum tree size in T^{(i)}.

Initialization. We first introduce a recursive partition of V called the group hierarchy. Let b = Θ(n^{ϵ4} ) be an integral parameter only used in this proof. We decompose the vertex set V into groups (i.e. subsets of vertices) recursively. We use B^{(0)} to denote the initial set of all groups and use B^{(0)}_j to denote the initial set of groups at level j, and the first level only has a single group containing all vertices V , i.e. B^{(0)}_1 = {V }. For each level j and each group B ∈ B^{(0)}_j with size |B| ≥ 10 · b, we partition B into b subgroups, each of which has size between ⌊|B|/b⌋ and ⌈|B|/b⌉, and then we add these subgroups into level j + 1. We call these subgroups the children of B and we call B the parent of them. Observe that the groups form a tree structure. Furthermore, the number of levels is at most O(log_b |V |) = O(1/ϵ^4).

Initially, the core graph J^{(0)} has vertices V (J^{(0)}) = V , and we construct the edges E(J^{(0)}) based on the groups. Concretely, consider each group B ∈ B. If B has no children (namely, B is a leaf in the hierarchy), we add a clique among vertices in B. If B has children, for each pair of its children B_1 and B_2, we add a matching M_{B1,B2} between B_1 and B_2 with size min{|B_1|, |B_2|}. Recall that |B_1| and |B_2| differ by at most one, so at most one vertex in B_1 or B_2 is not incident to this matching. The edge set E(J^{(0)}) is the union of the cliques and matchings mentioned above.

We set the initial router R^{(0)} = J^{(0)}. Namely, there is no affiliated vertices and each affiliated tree contains just a single core vertex.

The maximum degree of R^{(0)} is n^{O(ϵ4)} by the following reasons. For each vertex v ∈ V (R^{(0)}) and each group B containing v, the clique or matchings added by B will bring at most b incident edges to v. Because the number of group B containing v is at most O(1/ϵ^4) (i.e. the number of levels), we have deg_R(0) (v) ≤ O(1/ϵ^4) · b ≤ n^{O(ϵ4)}.

The initialization time is obviously proportional to the graph size, i.e. |R^{(0)}| = |V | · n^{O(ϵ4)}.

The Edge Deletion Update. When π^{(i)} = E_F ⊆ E(R^{(i−1)}) is a batch of edge deletions, we will compute the set V_{prune} of pruned vertices as follows. We let V_{aff} = V (E_F ) collect all endpoints of deleted edges, called affected vertices. We then call V_{aff,J} = V_{aff} ∩ V (J^{(i−1)}) affected core vertices and naturally V_{aff,T} = V_{aff} \ V (J^{(j−1)}) is the set of affected affiliated vertices.

We construct the set V_{prune,J} of pruned core vertices by the following procedure. At the beginning, we let V_{prune,J} = V_{aff,J} . Then, we iterate j from the maximum level to the first level of B^{(i−1)}. For each group B ∈ B^{(i−1)}_j , if |B ∩ V_{prune,J} | ≥ |B|/(100t_{local}), we add the whole group B into V_{prune,J} . Finally, the new group hierarchy B^{(i)} is obtained by dropping from B^{(i−1)} all groups added into V_{prune,J} .

The whole set V_{prune} of pruned vertices contains all pruned core vertices V_{prune,J} , all affected affiliated vertices V_{aff,T} , and the descendants of V_{prune,J} ∪ V_{aff,T} in the affiliated forest.

The Size of V_{prune}. We first bound the number of pruned core vertices (i.e. |V_{prune,J} |) as follows. Recall the procedure constructing V_{prune,J} . At the beginning of this procedure, |V_{prune,J} | = |V_{aff,J} | ≤ |V_{aff} | ≤ 2|E_F |. Then the procedure goes from the maximum level to the first level. At each level j and each group B ∈ B^{(i−1)}_j , we will add the whole group B into V_{prune,J} if currently |B ∩ V_{prune,J} | ≥ |B|/(100t). Because the groups at level j are disjoint, |V_{prune,J} | will blow up by a factor of at most 100t after processing level j. Finally, we have |V_{prune,J} | ≤ (100t_{local})^{O(1/ϵ4)}|E_F | ≤ t^{O(1/ϵ4)}_{local} |E_F | because the number of levels is at most O(1/ϵ^4).

Next, we can easily bound the number of pruned vertices by |V_{prune}| ≤ (|V_{aff,T} |+|V_{prune,J} |)·τ^{(i)} ≤ t^{O(1/ϵ4)} local · 2 O(i) · |E F |. Here τ^{(i)} is the maximum size of affiliated trees in T^{(i)} (trivially τ^{(i)} ≤ 2^i).

The first inequality is because each affected affiliated vertex and pruned core vertex has at most τ^{(i)} descendants.

The Matching Insertion Update. When π^{(i)} = M is a matching between new vertices V_{new} and a subset of old vertices, we let all new vertices be affiliated vertices, and keep the core graph J^{(i)} = J^{(i−1)} unchanged (also B^{(i)} = B^{(i−1)}). Then we add these new affiliated vertices to the affiliated forest, i.e. T^{(i)} = T^{(i−1)} ∪ M. In other words, we just update R^{(i)} to be R^{(i−1)} ∪ M.

The Update Time. The matching insertion update obviously takes O(|π^{(i)}|) time. The edge deletion update time can be upper bounded by O(|V_{prune,J} |/ϵ^4) because at each level we just need to scan the current V_{prune,J} , and the number of levels is at most O(1/ϵ^4). We have shown |V_{prune,J} | ≤ t^{O(1/ϵ4)} local · 2

O(i) · |π(i)| and the number of levels is O(1/ϵ4), so the update time is V prune,J · O(1/ϵ 4) = t^{O(1/ϵ4)} local · 2 O(i) · |π(i)|.

The Quality of the Router. We now show that R^{(i)} is an (h^{(i)}_{rt} , γ^{(i)}_{rt} )-router for node-weighting 1(V ) with h^{(i)}_{rt} = 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} + O(i) and γ^{(i)}_{rt} = 2^{O(1/ϵ4 +i)}. Before proving this, we first show that each group B ∈ B^{(i)} only has a small fraction of pruned vertices (i.e. Observation 5.2), which implies a matching between two surviving groups still has a large fraction of surviving matching edges (i.e. Observation 5.3).

Observation 5.2. For each group B ∈ B^{(i)}, |B \ V (J^{(i)})| ≤ 0.01|B|.

Proof. Because B ∈ B^{(i)}, by our update algorithm, B is not dropped in all edge deletion update so far, which means at most |B|/(100t) many vertices are pruned in each previous edge deletion update. Therefore, the total number of pruned vertices in B is at most i · |B|/(100t) ≤ 0.01|B|.

Observation 5.3. For each pair of children (B_1, B_2) of some group B ∈ B^{(i)}, |M_{B1 ,B2} ∩ J^{(i)}| ≥ 0.8 max{|B_1|, |B_2|}. Proof. By Observation 5.2, we can show that M_{B1,B2} still has large fraction of surviving matching edges, i.e. |M_{B1,B2} ∩ J^{(i)}| ≥ |M_{B1 ,B2} | − max{|B_1 \ V (J^{(i)})|, |B_2 \ V (J^{(i)})|} ≥ min{|B_1|, |B_2|} − 0.01 max{|B_1|, |B_2|} ≥ 0.8 max{|B_1|, |B_2|}, where the last inequality is because |B_1| and |B_2| differ by at most 1 and |B_1|, |B_2| ≥ 10 (since B has children which implies |B| ≥ 10b).

Lemma 5.4. An arbitrary 1(V (J^{(i)}))-respecting demand can be routed on the core graph J^{(i)} with length 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} and congestion 2^{O(1/ϵ4)}.

Proof. We will show this by induction. Let j̄ = O(1/ϵ^4) be the number of levels. Let the induction hypothesis at level j be that, for each group B ∈ B^{(i)}_j , an arbitrary 1(V (J^{(i)})∩B)-respecting demand can be routed on the subgraph J^{(i)} ∩ B with length 4^{j̄−j+1} and congestion 4^{j̄−j+1}. In the base case when j is the maximum level, the hypothesis trivially holds because each group B at the maximum level is a leaf in the hierarchy, which means the subgraph J^{(i)} ∩ B contains a clique on vertices V (R^{(i)}) ∩ B.

Consider an arbitrary level j and assume the hypothesis holds for level j + 1. For each group B ∈ B^{(i)}_j , if B is a leaf, then the hypothesis holds for B by the same reason. Otherwise, B has several children in B^{(i−1)}, and all surviving vertices V (J^{(i)}) ∩ B are contained in these children. Let D be an arbitrary 1(V (J^{(i)}) ∩ B)-respecting demand on V (J^{(i)}) ∩ B. We decompose D into inner-children demands and inter-children demands, i.e. D = ∑ children B_1 of B

D_{|B1} + ∑ children pairs (B_1 ,B_2) D_{|(B1,B2)}, where D_{|B1} collect all demand pairs of D with both endpoints in B_1, and D_{B1,B2} collect demand pairs with one endpoint in B_1 and the other one in B_2.

For each inner-children demand D_{|B1} , the hypothesis tells that D_{|B1} can be routed on J^{(i)} ∩ B_1 with length 4^{j̄−j} and congestion 4^{j̄−j}. Because the children of B are disjoint, routing all innerchildren demands ∑ D_{|B1} has length 4^{j̄−j} and congestion 4^{j̄−j} on J^{(i)} ∩ B.

For each inter-children demand D_{|(B1 ,B2)} and each demand pair (u_1, u_2) ∈ supp(D_{|(B1 ,B2)}) (s.t. u_1 ∈ B_1 and u_2 ∈ B_2), we will route it through the surviving matching edges in M_{B1,B2} ∩J^{(i)} evenly. Concretely, for each e = (w_1, w_2) ∈ M_{B1,B2} ∩ J^{(i)} (where w_1 ∈ B_1 and w_2 ∈ B_2), we will route D_{|(B1,B2)}(u_1, u_2)/|M_{B1 ,B2} ∩ J^{(i)}| units of demand through e, and to complete the routing path, we will request the children B_1, B_2 to route D_{|(B1,B2)}(u_1, u_2)/|M_{B1 ,B2} ∩ J^{(i)}| units from u_1 to w_1 and w_2 to u_2 in J^{(i)} ∩ B_1 and J^{(i)} ∩ B_2 respectively.

Now we show the length and congestion of the above routing of the total inter-children demand ∑ D_{|(B1,B2)} on J^{(i)} ∩ B. For each matching M_{B1,B2} , the congestion of each surviving matching edge can be bounded by ∑ (u_1,u_2)∈supp(D_{|(B1,B2)}) D_{|(B1,B2)}(u_1, u_2)/|M_{B1 ,B2} ∩ J^{(i)}| ≤ min{|B_1|, |B_2|}/(0.8 max{|B_1|, |B_2|}) ≤ 2,

where the first inequality uses Observation 5.3. For each child B_1 and each surviving vertex v_1 ∈ J^{(i)} ∩ B_1, the newly requested inner-children demand involving v_1 can be bounded as follows. When v acts as u_1, the contribution is at most ∑ children B_2 of B ∑ v_2∈B_2∩V (J^{(i)})

D_{|(B1,B2)}(v_1, v_2) ≤ ∑ v_2∈(B\B_1 )∩V (J^{(i)})

D(v_1, v_2) ≤ 1

because D is a 1(B ∩ V (J^{(i)}))-respecting demand. When v_1 acts as w_1 (i.e. v_1 incident to some surviving matching edges), the contribution is at most ∑ children B_2 of B ∑ (u_1,u_2)∈supp(D_{|(B1,B2)})

D_{|(B1,B2)}(u_1, u_2)/|M_{B1 ,B2} ∩ J^{(i)}| ≤ ∑ u_1∈B_1∩V (J^{(i)}) ∑ u_2∈(B\B_1 )∩V (J^{(i)})

D(u_1, u_2)/(0.8|B_1|) ≤ 2. In the first-line expression, the first summation is enumerating the possible surviving matching edges incident to v (at most one for each other children B_2), and the second summation is bounding the demands routed through this edge. The first inequality use Observation 5.3. The above argument shows that the newly request inner-children demand for each child B_1 is 3·1(B_1 ∩V (J^{(i)}))-respecting, so it can be routed on J^{(i)} ∩ B_1 with length 4^{j̄−j} and congestion 3 · 4^{j̄−j} . Finally, concatenate the routing on surviving matching edges and the routing of newly requested inner-children demands, the inter-children demand ∑ D_{|(B1,B2)} can be routed on J^{(i)} ∩ B with length 2 · 4^{j̄−j} + 1 ≤ 4^{j̄−j+1} and congestion 3 · 4^{j̄−j} .

Combining two parts, D can be routed on B ∩ J^{(i)} with length 4^{j̄−j+1} and congestion (1 + 3) · 4^{j̄−j} = 4^{j̄−j+1} as desired.

We now ready to show the quality of the router. Recall that τ^{(i)} denote the maximum size of trees in T^{(i)}, and trivially we have τ^{(i)} ≤ 2^i. Consider an arbitrary 1(V (R^{(i)}))-respecting demand D. We will route D in two phases. In the first phase, we route all demands on affiliated vertices to core vertices along the affiliated trees, which will cause length h_T = i and congestion γ_T = τ^{(i)} = 2^i because the affiliated trees in T^{(i)} have maximum depth i. The first phase will reduce the original demand D to a new demand D_{core} on core vertices. Note that D_{core} is a τ^{(i)} · 1(V (J^{(i)}))-respecting demand on J^{(i)}. In the second phase, we route the demand D_{core} on the core graph J^{(i)} using Lemma 5.4, which has length h_J = 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} and congestion γ_J = 2^{O(1/ϵ4+i)}. By concatenating the routings in two phases, we can obtain a routing of D on R^{(i)} with length h_{rt} = 2 · h_T + h_J = 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} + O(i) and congestion γ_{rt} = γ_T + γ_J = 2^{O(1/ϵ4+i)}.

The Path Reporting Query. Finally, we describe the path reporting query algorithm. Let u, v ∈ V (R^{(i)}) be the input vertices. Let u_J , v_J be the roots of the affiliated trees containing u and v. The path between u and u_J and the path between v and v_J can be easily outputted by working on the affiliated trees, so it remains to output a path connecting u_J and v_J on J^{(i)}.

The idea to output a path connecting u_J and v_J is similar (but simpler) to the proof of the quality of the router. The algorithm is recursive. In each recursive step, our input is a group B and two vertices u_1, u_2 ∈ B ∩ V (J^{(i)}) (the input of the initial recursive step is u_J , v_J and the unique group B = V ∈ B^{(i)}_1 , which obviously satisfies the requirement), and the task is to output a path connecting u_1 and v_2 in B ∩J^{(i)}. If B is a leaf in the group hierarchy, there is a clique on B ∩V (J^{(i)}), so we can just return the edge connecting u_1 and v_2. Otherwise, B has several children. If there is a child B_1 of B containing both u_1, u_2, it suffices to invoke a recursive step with input (B_1, u_1, v_2). From now suppose u_1 and u_2 are inside two different children B_1 and B_2. We pick an arbitrary surviving matching edge e = (w_1, w_2) ∈ M_{B1,B2} ∩ J^{(i)} (s.t. w_1 ∈ B_1 and w_2 ∈ B_2). Then we invoke two recursive steps with inputs (B_1, u_1, w_1) and (B_2, w_2, u_2) respectively, which output two paths from u_1 to w_1 and from w_2 to u_2. Concatenating these two paths and the matching edge e, we obtain a path connecting u_1 and u_2 in B ∩ J^{(i)}.

The above algorithm compute a path connecting u_J and v_J on J^{(i)} with length 2^{O(1/ϵ4)}, because the group hierarchy has at most O(1/ϵ^4) levels. Hence finally we obtain a path connecting u and v with length at most 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} + O(i). The path-reporting time is O(|P |/ϵ^4) because finding each edge takes time proportional to the number of levels.

6 Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Decomposition

In this section, we establish an algorithm to maintain a (weak) length-constrained expander decomposition C on an online-batch dynamic graph G. In fact, instead of just the integral moving cut C, we will maintain an object called certified expander decomposition (see Definition 6.1), which is slightly different with the notion of witnessed-ED in Definition 3.17. The main theorem of this section is Theorem 6.4.

Definition 6.1 (Certified Expander Decomposition). Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A. A certified expander decomposition (certified-ED for short) of A on G is denoted by (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) where

• C is an integral moving cut on G.

• L is a landmark set of C on G with distortion σ.

• N denotes a b-distributed (h_{cov}, h_{sep}, ω)-neighborhood cover of A on G−C with h_{cov} = h_{sep} = h. • R = {R^S | S ∈ N } is a collection of routers s.t. for each cluster S ∈ N , R^S is a router with V (R^S ) ⊇ S, and it is maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f update batches. In particular, each vertex in V (R^S ) is either redundant or corresponding to a distinct virtual node in S.

• Π_{R→G} denotes an embedding of all routers (i.e. ⋃ R∈R R) into G with length h_{emb} and congestion γ_{emb}. In this embedding, each router vertex v_R is mapped to the vertex v_G ∈ V (G) which owns the corresponding virtual node of v_R (if v_R is a redundant vertex, then it can be mapped to an arbitrary vertex v_G ∈ V (G)).

The parameters σ, h_{trace}, γ_{trace}, b, h, ω, f, h_{emb}, γ_{emb} are called quality parameters, which are part of the parameters of the certified expander decomposition, and we will store them explicitly. In particular, we call h the length parameter of this certified-ED. The theorem statements in this section will refer to these parameters. We omit them in the tuple (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) just to avoid clutter.

By exploiting elementary data structures like binary search trees, all accesses to certified-EDs in our update algorithm can be done in polylogarithmic time, which is negligible because we allow n^{O(ϵ)} overhead in the update time. However, in Section 10.1 we will design access interfaces with constant access time, in order to achieve sublogarithmic query time.

The main differences between our certified-ED and the witnessed-ED in Definition 3.17 are as follows. First, the clusters in our neighborhood cover are sets of virtual nodes in A rather than vertices in V (G). Second, the routers in certified-EDs have router vertex corresponding to virtual nodes, and they are instances of our dynamic router algorithm Theorem 5.1. Third, we store an additional landmark set of C, which is for reducing the recourse.

For better understanding, we point out that a certified-ED essentially implies some kind of flow characterization of the graph G with moving cut C by Lemma 6.2. However, Strictly speaking, C is not a length-constrained expander decomposition of G, because the flow characterization from Lemma 6.2 cannot guarantee that G − C is a length-constrained expander. Precisely, Lemma 6.2 only talks about routability on G, while a length-constrained expander decomposition C requires routability on G − C. Nonetheless, this weak form of length-constrained expander decomposition is sufficient in our scenario, because indeed we only need short paths on G (not G − C) to certify pairwise distances. In fact, we only require the length guarantee from Lemma 6.3 to obtain distance approximations, and the congestion guarantee of the embedding Π_{R→G} is purely for fast update time.

Lemma 6.2. Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A. If there exists a certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G, then any h-length A-respecting demand on G − C can be routed on G with length λ_{rt,h}(f) · h_{emb} and congestion κ_{rt,γ} (f) · γ_{emb}.

The proof of Lemma 6.2 is quite similar to the proof of Lemma 3.16, so we omit it here.

Lemma 6.3. Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A and a certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G. For any pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G) s.t. there exists a cluster S ∈ N with u, v ∈ supp(S), we have dist_G(u, v) ≤ λ_{rt,h}(f) · h_{emb}.

Proof. This is because each router has diameter at most λ_{rt,h}(f) and it can be embedded into G with length h_{emb}.

Theorem 6.4 concludes our online-batch dynamic algorithm for a dynamic graph G with a dynamic node-weighting A. We note that the batched updates for (G, A) are defined slightly different from those just for a graph. Precisely, in Theorem 6.4, each batched update π^{(i)} contains five types of unit updates: edge insertions/deletions, isolated vertex insertions/deletions and nodeweighting insertions. Without loss of generality, we assume the unit updates in π^{(i)} have the same type.

• When π^{(i)} represents batched edge insertions, we are given an edge set E_{new}, which updates E(G^{(i)}) = E(G^{(i−1)}) ∪ E_{new}, and we say π^{(i)} has size |π^{(i)}| = |E_{new}|.

• When π^{(i)} represents batched edge deletions, we are given an edge set F ⊆ E(G^{(i−1)}), which updates E(G^{(i)}) = E(G^{(i−1)}) \ F . The size is |π^{(i)}| = |F |.

• When π^{(i)} represents batched isolated vertex insertions, the input is a vertex set V_{new} with a node-weighting A_{new} on it, which updates V (G^{(i)}) = V (G^{(i−1)}) ∪ V_{new} and A^{(i)} = A^{(i−1)} ⊎ A_{new}.^{15} The size is |π^{(i)}| = ∑ v∈V_{new} Anew(v).

• When π^{(i)} represents batched isolated vertex deletions, the input is a set V_{del} ⊆ V (G^{(i−1)}) of isolated vertices on G^{(i−1)}, which updates V (G^{(i)}) = V (G^{(i−1)})\V_{new} and A^{(i)} = (A^{(i−1)})_{|V (G}(i)_). The size is |π^{(i)}| = ∑ v∈V_{del} A (i−1)(v). • When π^{(i)} represents batched node-weighting insertions, the input is a node-weighting A_{new} on V (G^{(i−1)}), which updates A^{(i)} = A^{(i−1)} + A_{new}. The size is π^{(i)} = |A_{new}|.

Particularly, a batched isolated vertex insertions/deletions update of (G, A) has size depending on the node weighting. However, when we apply Theorem 6.4 in the following sessions, the node-weighting A is actually always bounded by a constant, so the size of batched isolated vertex insertions/deletions will still be linear to the size of vertex set as usual.

15Recall the definition of operation ⊎ from Section 3.4.

Theorem 6.4. Let G be a dynamic graph with an incremental node-weighting A s.t. A^{(0)} ≥ 1(V (G^{(0)})) under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions, isolated vertex insertions/deletions and node-weighting insertions. Given parameters h and ϕ, there is an algorithm that maintains a certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of some Ā on G satisfying the following.

• At any time 0 ≤ i ≤ t, Ā^{(i)} = A^{(i)} + deg_G(i) ≥ deg_G(i) +1(V (G^{(i)})). • The integral moving cut C has initial size |C^{(0)}| ≤ O(|A^{(0)}| · ϕ · λ_{dynED,h} · h), where λ_{dynED,h} = 2^{O(t)} = 2^{O(1/ϵ)}.

• The landmark set L has initial size |L^{(0)}| ≤ O(|A^{(0)}| · ϕ). Over all time, L has distortion σ = O(h · λ_{dynED,h}/κ_σ ), where κ_σ = n^{O(ϵ4)} is from Theorem 4.4.

• N is a b-distributed (h_{cov}, h_{sep}, ω)-neighborhood cover of Ā on G − C with b = O(t), h_{cov} = h_{sep} = h, ω = t · κ_{NC,ω}, where κ_{NC,ω} = n^{O(ϵ4)} is from Theorem 3.6.

• Each router in R is maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f = O(t) batched updates. • Π_{R→G} is a (h_{emb}, γ_{emb})-embedding with h_{emb} = O(λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · h), and γ_{emb} = O(κ_{dynED,γ} /ϕ), where λ_{init,h} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} will be defined in Lemma 6.8 and κ_{dynED,γ} = (λ_{rt,prune}(t) · (t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}))^{O(t)} = n^{O(ϵ3)}.

Furthermore, at each update step π^{(i)},

• C^{(i)} = (C^{(i−1)})_{|E(G}(i)_) + C^{(i)}_{new} with |C^{(i)}_{new}| ≤ O(|π^{(i)}| · λ_{dynED,h} · h). • L^{(i)} = (L^{(i−1)} ∩ V (G^{(i)})) ∪ L^{(i)}_{new} with |L^{(i)}_{new}| ≤ O(|π^{(i)}|). • the recourse from N^{(i−1)} and N^{(i)} is

Rcs(N^{(i−1)} → N^{(i)}) = O(λ_{rt,prune}(t) · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{dynED,γ} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ) = n^{O(ϵ3)} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ. The initialization time is (|G^{(0)}| + |A^{(0)}|) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}. The update time for a batch π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ. We establish the proof of Theorem 6.4 as follows. In Section 6.1, we show the initialize algorithm of certified-EDs. In Sections 6.2 to 6.4, we show the update algorithms for one batched update of pure node-weighting insertions, edge deletions and edge insertions respectively. Finally, in Section 6.5, we complete the proof of Theorem 6.4.

6.1 Initialization

Our initialization algorithm of certified-EDs is Lemma 6.8, which basically first computes a witnessed- ED by Theorem 3.18, embeds our dynamic routers on it using expander routing Theorem 3.19, and initialzes the landmark set using Lemma 6.5.

Lemma 6.5 (Initialization of Landmarks). Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A ≥ 1(V (G)) and an (h, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witnessed-ED (C, N_{wit}, R_{wit}, Π_{Rwit→G−C} ). Let ω_{wit} be the width of N_{wit}. Given a parameter σ ≤ h, there is an algorithm that computes a new integral moving cut C^′ = C_{|supp(C}′_), i.e. C^′ is the restriction of C on some edge set supp(C^′) ⊆ supp(C), and a landmark set L satisfying the following.

• L is a landmark set of C^′ with distortion σ and size |L| = O(λ_{NC,diam} · κ_{NC,ω} · |C^′|/σ).

• For any simple path P on G with ℓ_{G−C} (P ) ≥ σ, we have ℓ_{G−C} (P )/2 ≤ ℓ_{G−C}′ (P ) ≤ ℓ_{G−C} (P ).

The running time is (|G| + |A|) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Proof. We first construct a neighborhood cover N of vertices V (G) (i.e. of node-weighting 1(V (G))) on G − C with h_{cov} = σ/λ_{NC,diam}, h_{diam} = σ and ω = κ_{NC,ω}

by applying Theorem 3.6. Next, we construct C^′ and L from C as follows. We will select some edges e ∈ supp(C) (and set C^′(e) = C(e)) into the new cut C^′ by the following two steps.

1. For each cluster S ∈ N , let E_{C,S} denote the edges in supp(C) with both endpoints in S. If their total cut values C(E_{C,S}) ≥ h_{cov}/10, we select E_{C,S} into C^′. Then we pick arbitrary d(S) = ⌈|V (E_{C,S} )|/(h_{cov} /10)⌉ many vertices in S as landmarks into L (we say these d(S) landmarks are corresponding to S). Note that we can choose such many vertices in S because |S| ≥ |V (E_{C,S} )| ≥ ⌈|V (E_{C,S} )|/(h_{cov} /10)⌉. 2. Also, for each edge e = (u, v) with ℓ_{G−C} (e) ≥ h_{cov}/10 and C(e) ≥ ℓ_{G−C} (e)/10, we select e into C^′ with C^′(e) = C(e) and add its endpoints u and v into L.

In other words, for each cut edge e ∈ supp(C) not satisfying ℓ_{G−C} (e) ≥ h_{cov}/10 and C(e) ≥ ℓ_{G−C} (e)/10 (i.e. the conditions in step 2), e will be excluded from C^′ if all clusters S covering e have small total cut values C(E_{C,S}) < h_{cov}/10.

Correctness. The distortion and size of the L constructed above is shown by Claim 6.6. The second guarantee is shown by Claim 6.7.

Claim 6.6. L is a landmark set of C^′ on G with distortion σ = h/κ_σ . The size of L is bounded by |L| ≤ O(λ_{NC,diam} · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_σ · |C^′|/h). Proof. For each edge e ∈ supp(C^′) with ℓ_{G−C}′ (e) > σ, note that e must be added in step 2 because ℓ_{G−C} (e) = ℓ_{G−C}′ (e) > σ ≥ h_{diam}. Hence its endpoints will be added to L.

For each edge e ∈ supp(C^′) with ℓ_{G−C}′ (e) ≤ σ, if it is added to C^′ in step 2, then trivially both its endpoints have themselves as landmarks. If e is added in step 1 via some cluster S, then the landmarks from this cluster will have (G − C)-distance at most h_{diam} ≤ σ to both e’s endpoints.

Next we bound the size of L. In step 1, each cluster S ∈ N will add d(S) landmarks if C(E_{C,S}) ≥ h_{cov}/10. Because C(E_{C,S}) ≥ h_{cov}/10 and |V (E_{C,S} )| ≤ 2|E_{C,S} | ≤ 2 · C(E_{C,S}), we have d(S) ≤ O(C(E_{C,S} )/h_{cov}). Furthermore, because each edge e ∈ supp(C) will appear in the set E_{C,S} of at most ω clusters S (one from each clustering), we have ∑ S∈N s.t. C(E_{C,S} )≥h_{cov} /10 C(E_{C,S} ) = ∑ S∈N s.t. C(E_{C,S} )≥h_{cov} /10 C^′(E_{C,S} ) ≤ ω · |C^′|,

where the first equality is because we add E_{C,S} to C^′ with the same cut values for all S s.t. C(E_{C,S}) ≥ h_{cov/10}. Therefore, the total number of landmarks added in step 1 can be bounded by ∑ S∈N s.t. C(E_{C,S} )≥h_{cov} /10 d(S) ≤ O( ∑ S∈N s.t. C(E_{C,S} )≥h_{cov} /10 C(E_{C,S})/h_{cov}) ≤ O(ω · |C^′|/h_{cov}).

For step 2, each edge that puts its endpoints into L have C^′(e) = C(e) ≥ ℓ_{G−C} (e)/10 ≥ h_{cov}/100. Hence the number of landmarks added in step 2 is bounded by O(|C^′|/h_{cov}). In conclusion |L| ≤ O(ω · |C^′|/h_{cov} ) + O(|C^′|/h_{cov}) = O(λ_{NC,diam} · κ_{NC,ω} · |C^′|/σ).

Claim 6.7. For an arbitrary simple path P with ℓ_{G−C} (P ) ≥ h_{cov}, we have ℓ_{G−C} (P )/2 ≤ ℓ_{G−C}′ (P ) ≤ ℓ_{G−C} (P ). Proof. First, ℓ_{G−C}′ (P ) ≤ ℓ_{G−C} (P ) holds trivially because C^′ is a subset of C. To show ℓ_{G−C} (P )/2 ≤ ℓ_{G−C}′ (P ), consider the moving cut we drop on P , denoted by C_{P,drop} = (C − C^′)_{|P} , and we will show it has size at most a constant fraction of ℓ_{G−C} (P ), i.e. C_{P,drop}(P ) ≤ 1/2 · ℓ_{G−C} (P ).

For each e ∈ supp(C_{P,drop}), if ℓ_{G−C} (e) ≥ h_{cov}/10, it must have C(e) < ℓ_{G−C} (e)/10, Otherwise it has been included in C^′ in step Item 2. Therefore, ∑ e∈supp(C_{P,drop}), s.t. ℓ_{G−C} (e)≥h_{cov/10} C(e) ≤ ℓ_{G−C} (P )/10.

For those edges e ∈ supp(C_{P,drop}) s.t. ℓ_{G−C} (e) < h_{cov}/10, we use a charging argument. For each such edge e, we charge g(e^′, e) = C(e)/h_{cov} dollar to each edge e^′ ∈ P s.t. one endpoint of e^′ has P -distance at most h_{cov} to both endpoints of e, where the P -distance between two vertices on P is the (G − C)-length of subpath between them. Now, let g(e^′) be the total dollars charging to e^′ in the whole charging process. We have ∑ e∈supp(C_{P,drop}), s.t. ℓ_{G−C} (e)<h_{cov} /10 C(e) ≤ ∑ e∈supp(C_{P,drop}), s.t. ℓ_{G−C} (e)<h_{cov} /10 ∑ e^′∈P charged by e

(C(e)/h_{cov} )) · ℓ_{G−C} (e^′) ≤ ∑ e^′∈P ℓ_{G−C} (e^′) · g(e^′)

where the first inequality holds because the edges e^′ charged by e have total (G − C)-length at least h_{cov}, which is true because ℓ_{G−C} (P ) ≥ h_{cov} and ℓ_{G−C} (e) < h_{cov}/10 ≤ h_{cov}^{16}.

Then, all we need is an upper bound on g(e^′) for each e^′ = (u^′, v^′) ∈ P . By our charging process, each edge e = (u, v) that charges e^′ must have both u and v with (G − C)-distance to u^′ (or v^′) at

16For better understanding, here we need ℓG−C (e) ≤ hcov because there would have been no edge e^′ charged by e if ℓG−C (e) > hcov .

most h_{cov}. Let S_u′ and S_v′ be the clusters in N covering Ball_{G−C} (u^′, h_{cov}) and Ball_{G−C} (v^′, h_{cov}) respectively. Then either e ∈ E_{C,Su′} or e ∈ E_{C,Sv′} . Therefore, g(e^′) ≤ ∑ e∈E_{C,Su′} ∩supp(C_{P,drop}) g(e^′, e) + ∑ e∈E_{C,Sv′} ∩supp(C_{P,drop}) g(e^′, e) = ( ∑ e∈E_{C,Su′ ∩supp(CP,drop)} C(e) + ∑ e∈E_{C,Sv′} ∩supp(C_{P,drop}) C(e))/h_{cov} ≤ (2h_{cov}/10)/h_{cov} = 1/5.

The last inequality is because each cluster S in N will either keep all moving cuts in C^′ or drop all of them if C(E_{C,S}) < h_{cov}/10.

Finally, we can conclude ∑ e∈supp(C_{P,drop}) C(e) ≤ ℓ_{G−C} (P ) · (1/10 + 1/5) ≤ ℓ_{G−C} (P )/2,

so ℓ_{G−C}′ (P ) = ℓ_{G−C} (P ) − C_{P,drop}(P ) ≥ ℓ_{G−C} (P )/2.

The Running Time. The construction of N takes (|G| + |A|) · n^{O(ϵ)} time by Theorem 3.6. The construction of C^′ and L just needs to scan N and |E(G)|, which takes ~O(size(N ) + |E(G)|) ≤ ~O(κ_{NC,ω} · |G|) = |G| · nO(ϵ) time.

Lemma 6.8 (Initialization of Certified ED). Given a graph G with a node-weighting A ≥ 1(V (G)) and parameters h and ϕ, there is an algorithm that computes a certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G satisfying the following.

• |C| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ · h · |A|) where κ_{init,C} = κ_{ED,C} · λ_{NC,diam} = n^{O(ϵ4)}. • L has distortion σ = h/κ_σ and size |L| = O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ · |A|), where κ_{init,L} = λ_{NC,diam} · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{init,C} · κ_σ = n^{O(ϵ4)}.

• N is a b-distributed (h_{cov}, h_{sep}, h_{diam}, ω)-neighborhood cover of A on G − C with b = 1, h_{cov} = h, h_{sep} = h, and ω = κ_{NC,ω}, where κ_{NC,ω} = n^{O(ϵ4)} is from Theorem 3.6. Furthermore, if a cluster S includes a virtual node of some vertex v, then S includes all virtual nodes of v.

• Routers R are initialized by Theorem 5.1 (undergoing f = 0 batched update). • Embedding Π_{R→G} has length h_{emb} = O(λ_{init,h} · h) and congestion γ_{emb} = O(κ_{init,γ} /ϕ) where κ_{init,γ} = κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{emb,γ} = n^{O(ϵ4)}, λ_{init,h} = λ_{emb,h} · λ^2_{ED,h} · λ_{NC,diam} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}.

The running time is (|G| + |A|) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Proof. By applying Theorem 3.18 on G and A with parameters h_{wit} = 2·h_{diam} = 2·λ_{NC,diam}·h and ϕ, we can compute an (h_{wit}, h_R, γ_R, h_Π, γ_Π)-witnessed-ED (C_{wit}, N_{wit}, R_{wit}, Π_{Rwit→G−Cwit} ) satisfying the following.

• |C_{wit}| ≤ κ_{ED,C} · h_{wit} · ϕ · |A|.

• N_{wit} is a neighborhood cover of V (G) on G − C_{wit} with cover radius h_{wit} and width ω_{wit} = κ_{NC,ω}.

• h_R = λ_{ED,h}, h_Π = λ_{ED,h} · h_{wit}, γ_R = 1 and γ_Π = 1/ϕ.

Next, we apply Lemma 6.5 on G and the witnessed-ED (C_{wit}, N_{wit}, R_{wit}, Π_{Rwit→G−Cwit} ). The output is a new integral moving cut C = (C_{wit})_{|supp(C)} and a landmark set L of C on G with distortion σ = h/κ_σ and size |L| = O(λ_{NC,diam} · κ_{NC,ω} · |C|/σ) ≤ O(λ_{NC,diam} · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_σ · |C_{wit}|/h) = O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ · |A|) The neighborhood cover N can be initialized by invoking Theorem 3.6 on graph G − C with node-weighting A and length parameter h, so it will have h_{cov} = h, h_{sep} = h, ω = κ_{NC,ω} and diameter h_{diam} = λ_{NC,diam} · h. Next, we use Theorem 5.1 to initialize an router R^S with V (R^S) = S for each cluster in S ∈ N . In particular, initially there is no redundant vertex in the router R^S . Let R = {R^S | S ∈ N } collect all the routers.

Lastly, we need to compute the embedding Π_{R→G}. To clarify, recall that each cluster S ∈ N is a subset of virtual nodes in A, so each router vertex v_{vtul} ∈ V (R^S ) will corresponding to a virtual node v_{vtul} ∈ A, and when defining the embedding, we will map v to the vertex v_{vtx} ∈ V (G) that owns v. Then we define a demand D on vertices V (G) by adding one unit of demand to D(u_{vtx}, v_{vtx}) for each router edge e = (u_{vtul}, v_{vtul}) ∈ E(R). We apply Theorem 3.19 on G − C_{wit} and its witness (N_{wit}, R_{wit}, Π_{Rwit→G−Cwit} ) with D as the input demand. Note that the input satisfies the requirements of Theorem 3.19, because by definition (N_{wit}, R_{wit}, Π_{Rwit→G−Cwit} ) is also a (h_{wit}, h_R, κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω} · γ_R, γ_Π)-witness of (κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω}) · A on G − C_{wit}, and by Claim 6.9, D is an h_{wit}-length ((κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω}) · A)-respecting demand on G − C_{wit}. The output is an integral routing of D on G − C_{wit} with

h_{emb} = O(λ_{emb,h} · h_R · h_Π) = O(λ_{emb,h} · λ^2_{ED,h} · λ_{NC,diam} · h), γ_{emb} = O(κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{emb,γ} · γ_R · γ_Π) = O(κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{emb,γ} /ϕ).

We can simply assign flow paths of the integral routing of D to each unit of demand, and then obtain the embedding Π_{R→G} with the same bounds on length and congestion.

Claim 6.9. D is a ((κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω}) · A)-respecting demand on G − C_{wit} with length h_{wit} = 2 · h_{diam}.

Proof. For each virtual node v_{vtul} ∈ A, it will appear in at most ω = κ_{NC,ω} many clusters of N . For each cluster S ∋ v_{vtul}, the router vertex in R^S corresponding to v_{vtul} has degree at most κ_{rt,deg}. Hence there are totally κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω} many router edges connecting a virtual node v summing over all routers. Then for each vertex v_{vtx} ∈ V (G), there are at most κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω} · A(v) many router edges with endpoint mapped to v_{vtx}, so D is ((κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω}) · A)-respecting.

Now we show that for each demand pair (u_{vtx}, v_{vtx}) ∈ supp(D), dist_{G−Cwit} (u_{vtx}, v_{vtx}) ≤ 2·h_{diam}. Consider a router edge e = (u_{vtul}, v_{vtul}) which adds one unit of demand to D(u_{vtx}, v_{vtx}). Then u_{vtul} ∈ A(u_{vtx}) and v_{vtul} ∈ A(v_{vtx}) are virtual nodes owned by u_{vtx} and v_{vtx} respectively. Because e is a router edge, there is a cluster S ∈ N s.t. u_{vtul}, v_{vtul} ∈ S, which implies dist_{G−C} (u_{vtx}, v_{vtx}) ≤ h_{diam}. Recall that Lemma 6.5 guarantees, for any simple path P on G with ℓ_{G−Cwit} (P ) ≥ σ, we have ℓ_{G−Cwit} (P ) ≤ 2 · ℓ_{G−C} (P ). Consider the shortest u_{vtx}-to-v_{vtx} path P on G − C. If ℓ_{G−Cwit} (P ) ≥ σ, then dist_{G−Cwit} (u_{vtx}, v_{vtx}) ≤ ℓ_{G−Cwit} (P ) ≤ 2 · ℓ_{G−C} (P ) ≤ 2 · h_{diam}, otherwise trivially dist_{G−Cwit} (u_{vtx}, v_{vtx}) ≤ ℓ_{G−Cwit} (P ) < σ ≤ 2 · h_{diam}.

The Running Time. Computing the witnessed-ED takes |G| · poly(2 · h_{diam}) · n^{O(ϵ)} time by Theorem 3.18. Computing C and its landmark set L also takes |G| · n^{O(ϵ)} time by Lemma 6.5. Constructing the neighborhood cover N takes (|G| + |A|) · n^{O(ϵ)} time by Theorem 3.6. Initializing the routers takes (|A| · κ_{NC,ω}) · n^{O(ϵ)} time by Theorem 5.1, because the total size of clusters is size(N ) ≤ O(|A| · κ_{NC,ω}). Lastly, computing the embedding Π_{R→G} takes (|A| · κ_{NC,ω} + |A| · κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω} · ω_{wit}) · poly(h_{diam}) · λ_{ED,h} · n^{O(ϵ)} time by Theorem 3.19, because this step we works with node-weighting (κ_{rt,deg} · κ_{NC,ω}) · A. In conclusion, the total time is (|G| + |A|) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

6.2 Batched Node-Weighting Insertion

To insert a node-weighting A_{new} into a certified-ED of an old node-weighting A, our strategy is to compute a cutmatch between A_{new} and A using our local cutmatch algorithm by Theorem 4.4. A_{new} is partitioned into a matching part A_{new,M} and an unmatched part A_{new,U} . Intuitively, we can just add the matching part A_{new,M} into the old certified-ED because the matching has low length and congestion. For the unmatched part, we can initialize a new certified-ED of A_{new,U} on a local subgraph, because A_{new,U} is far from most of the old virtual nodes by adding a small new cut.

Lemma 6.10. Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A and a certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G in Definition 6.1. Given a node-weighting A_{new} s.t. ~A = A + A_{new} ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)) and parameters h and ϕ, there is an algorithm that computes a certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N, ~R, Π_{~R→G}) of ~A on G s.t.

• ~C = C + C_{new} with |C_{new}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ · h · |A_{new}|).

• ~L = L ∪ L_{new} with distortion ~σ = σ + O(h/κ_σ ) and |L_{new}| = O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ · |A_{new}|).

• ~N is a ~b-distributed (~h_{cov}, ~h_{sep}, ~ω)-neighborhood cover of ~A on G − ~C with

~b = b + 1, ~h_{cov} = h/3, ~h_{sep} = h/3, and ~ω = ω + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in ~R are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under ~f = f + 1 update batches.

• Π_{~R→G} is a (~h_{emb}, ~γ_{emb})-embedding with

~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, O(λ_{init,h} · h)},

~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ).

The recourse from N to ~N is Rcs(N → ~N ) = O(|A_{new}| · (ω + κ_{NC,ω})). The running time is |A_{new}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

Proof. We first apply the cutmatch subroutine, Theorem 4.4, on G − C with source node-weighting A^{src} = A_{new}, sink node-weighting A_{sink} = A and parameters h_{CM} = h/3 and ϕ_{CM} = ϕ. The output is • a partition A^{src}_M , A^{src}_U of A^{src},

• a partition A^{sink}_M , A^{sink}_U of A^{sink} with |A^{sink}_M | = O(|A^{src}_M |),

• a matching M_{CM} between A^{src}_M and A^{sink}_M with size |M_{CM}| = |A^{src}_M | and its h_{CM}-length embedding Π_{MCM→G−C} which has congestion γ_{CM} = O(κ_{CM,γ} /ϕ_{CM}), and

• a moving cut C_{CM} with size |C_{CM}| ≤ ϕ_{CM} · h_{CM} · |A^{src}| s.t. A^{src}_U is h_{CM}-separated from A^{sink}_U in G − C − C_{CM}.

• a landmark set L_{CM} of C_{CM} on G − C with distortion σ_{CM} = O(h/κ_σ ) and size |L_{CM}| ≤ O(κ_{CM,L} · ϕ_{CM} · |A^{src}|)

We define two node-weightings A_1 = A^{sink} ∪ A^{src}_M = A ∪ A^{src}_M and

A_2 = ~A \ {virtual nodes of vertices in supp(A^{sink}_U )}.

For better understanding, equivalently A_2 = (A^{src}∪A^{sink}_M )\{virtual nodes of vertices in supp(A^{sink}_U )}. Note that A^{src}_U ⊆ A_2 because supp(A^{src}_U ) is h_{CM}-separated from supp(A^{sink}_U ) (it means supp(A^{src}_U ) and supp(A^{sink}_U ) are disjoint). A_2 has size |A_2| ≤ |A_{new}| + |A^{sink}_M | ≤ |A_{new}| + O(|A^{src}_M |) ≤ O(|A_{new}|).

We first compute (N_1, R_1, Π_{R1→G}) by updating (N , R, Π_{R→G}). Concretely, for each original cluster S ∈ N and its router R ∈ R, let M_S = {(u, v) ∈ M_{CM} | the sink virtual node v ∈ S} collect all matching edges in M_{CM} with one endpoint falling in S. Then we update S and R to S_1 = S∪M^{src}_S (recall that M^{src}_S denotes the source virtual nodes in M_S ) and R_1 = R∪M_S via a matching insertion update in Theorem 5.1. Moreover, the new router R_1 has embedding Π_{R1→G} = Π_{R→G} ∪ Π_{MS →G}, where Π_{MS →G} can be obtained from Π_{MCM→G−C} (note that the graphs G and G − C have the same structure).

Next, we initialize a certified-ED on (G − C − C_{CM})[A_2] by applying Lemma 6.8 with nodeweighting A_2 and parameters ϕ_{ED} = ϕ and h_{ED} = h/3. The output (C_{ED}, L_{ED}, N_2, R_2, Π_{R2→G−C−CCM} ) satisfies the following.

• |C_{ED}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ_{ED} · h_{ED} · |A_2|).

• L_{ED} is a landmark set of C_{ED} on (G − C − C_{CM})[A_2] with distortion σ_{ED} = O(h_{ED}/κ_σ ) and size |L_{ED}| = O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ_{ED} · |A_2|). Note that L_{ED} is automatically a landmark set of C_{ED} on G − C − C_{CM} with the same distortion and size.

• N_2 is an (h_{cov,2}, h_{sep,2}, ω_2)-neighborhood cover of A_2 on G − C − C_{CM} − C_{ED} with h_{cov,2} = h_{ED}, h_{sep,2} = h_{ED}, h_{diam} = λ_{NC,diam} · h_{ED} and ω_2 = κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in R_2 are initialized by Theorem 5.1.

• The embedding Π_{R2→(G−C−CCM)[A2]} has congestion γ_{emb,2} = O(κ_{init,γ} /ϕ_{ED}) and dilation h_{emb,2} = O(λ_{init,h} · h_{ED}).

The new certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) is defined by ~C = C + C_{new} where C_{new} = C_{CM} + C_{ED}, ~L = L ∪ L_{new} where L_{new} = L_{CM} ∪ L_{ED}, ( ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) = (N_1, R_1, Π_{R1→G}) ∪ (N_2, R_2, Π_{R2→G−C−CCM} ). The Quality. The quality of ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) can be verified as follows. The new moving cut has size

|C_{new}| ≤ O(ϕ_{CM} · h_{CM} · |A^{src}|) + O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ_{ED} · h_{ED} · |A_2|) ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ · h · |A_{new}|)

because h_{ED} = h_{CM} = h/3, |A^{src}| = |A_{new}| and |A_2| ≤ O(|A_{new}|). By Lemma 3.21, ~L = L ∪ L_{CM} ∪ L_{ED} is a landmark set of ~C = C+C_{CM}+C_{ED} on G with distortion ~σ = σ+σ_{CM}+σ_{ED} = σ+O(h/κ_σ ), size

|L_{new}| ≤ O(κ_{CM,L} · ϕ_{CM} · |A^{src}|) + O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ_{ED} · |A_2|) ≤ O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ · |A_{new}|).

The quality of ~N is shown in Lemma 6.11. In particular, the ball cover S_v of each v ∈ ~A can be maintained explicitly following the proof of Lemma 6.11. The routers from R_1 are updated from R via one batched update, and R_2 are just initialized with no update. Lastly, the length and congestion of Π_{~R→G} are ~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, h_{CM}, h_{emb,2}} = max{h_{emb}, O(λ_{init,h} · h)} ~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + ω · γ_{CM} + γ_{emb,2} = γ_{emb} + O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ).

The term γ_{CM} is multiplied by ω because each matching edge will be added to routers at most ω times.

Lemma 6.11. ~N is a ~b-distributed (~h_{cov}, ~h_{sep}, ~ω)-pairwise cover of ~A on G − ~C with ~b = b + 1, ~h_{cov} = h/3, ~h_{sep} = h/3 and ~ω = ω + κ_{NC,ω}.

Proof. It is relatively simple to see the bounds on ~h_{sep} and ~ω. The width ~ω = ω + ω_2 = ω + κ_{NC,ω}. Regarding the separation, note that ~h_{sep} = max{h_{sep,1}, h_{sep,2}}, where h_{sep,1} denotes the separation of N_1, and h_{sep,2} is already known to be h_{ED} = h/3. To see h_{sep,1} = h/3, we need to show that for two virtual nodes u, v ∈ A_1 belonging to two different clusters S_u, S_v ∈ N_1, we have dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) > h/3. Consider the worst case that u, v ∈ A_1 ∩ A_{new} are both new virtual nodes. Let u^′ ∈ S_u and v^′ ∈ S_v be the old virtual nodes matched to u and v in M_{CM} respectively. The separation of N gives dist_{G−C} (u^′, v^′) ≥ h_{sep} = h. Therefore, dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≥ dist_{G−C} (u, v) ≥ dist_{G−C} (u^′, v^′) − dist_{G−C} (u, u^′) − dist_{G−C} (v, v^′) > h_{sep} − 2h_{CM} = h/3.

The case that at most one of u, v belongs to A_1 ∩ A_{new} can be argued in a similar way.

We now show that ~h_{cov} = h/3 and ~b = b + 1. Consider an arbitrary virtual node v ∈ ~A.

Case 1. Suppose v ∈ A \ A_2. That is, v is a virtual node of some vertex in supp(A^{sink}_U ). By definition of N , we know Ball_{G−C,A}(v, h_{cov} ) is covered by a collection S_v = {S_1, ..., S_b} ⊆ N of b clusters. We will show that Ball_{G− ~C, ~A}(v, ~h_{cov}) is covered by b many clusters ~S_v = { ~S_1, ..., ~S_b} ⊆ N_1, where each new cluster ~S_b′ originates from the old cluster S_b′ . Let u ∈ ~A be an arbitrary virtual node s.t. dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov}.

Subcase 1(a). If u ∈ A, then dist_{G−C} (u, v) ≤ dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov} ≤ h_{cov}, so u is inside some old cluster S ∈ S_v and the new cluster ~S ∈ ~S_v.

Subcase 1(b). Suppose u ∈ A^{src}_M . Let u^′ ∈ A^{sink}_M ⊆ A be the virtual node matched to u by M_{CM}. Then

dist_{G−C} (u^′, v) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G−C} (u, v) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ h_{CM} + ~h_{cov} ≤ h_{cov},

which means u^′ belongs to some old cluster S ∈ S_v. The new cluster ~S ∈ ~S_v will include u by our construction.

Subcase 1(c). Suppose u ∈ A^{src}_U . However, this is impossible because dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov} = h_{CM} contradicts that A^{src}_U is h_{CM}-separated from A^{sink}_U in G − ~C.

Case 2. Suppose v ∈ A ∩ A_2. Again, Ball_{G−C} (v, h_{cov}) is covered by a size-b collection S_v ⊆ N . Furthermore, Ball_{(G− ~C)[A2]}(v, h_{ED}) is covered by a cluster ~S_{v,2} ∈ N_2 because N_2, is a (1-distributed) neighborhood cover. We now show that Ball_{G− ~C} (v, ~h_{cov} ) is covered by b + 1 many clusters in ~N , i.e. the ~S_{v,2} ∈ N_2 and the new clusters ~S_{v,1} ⊆ N_1 original from S_v. Consider an arbitrary u ∈ Ball_{G− ~C, ~A}(v, ~h_{cov} ). Subcases 2(a) and 2(b). If u ∈ A or u ∈ A^{src}_M , then u belongs to some cluster in ~S_v by the same arguments as subcases 1(a) and 1(b) respectively.

Subcase 2(c). Suppose u ∈ A^{src}_U ⊆ A_2. Then dist_{(G− ~C)[A2]}(u, v) = dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov} = h_{ED} by Observation 6.12, so u belongs to ~S_v.

Observation 6.12. For u ∈ A^{src}_U and v ∈ A_2 s.t. dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov}, we have dist_{(G− ~C)[A2]}(u, v) = dist_{G− ~C} (u, v). Proof. Consider the shortest u-v path P on G − ~C. We know ℓ_{G− ~C} (P ) = dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov} = h_{CM}, so P cannot go through any vertex w ∈ supp( ~A \ A_2) = supp(A^{sink}_U ) because w is h_{CM}- separated from u even on G − C − C_{CM} (let alone G − ~C). Therefore, P is totally inside (G − ~C)[A_2] and the observation holds.

Case 3. Suppose v ∈ A^{src}_M \ A_2. This infers v is owned by some vertex in supp(A^{sink}_U ). Let v^′ ∈ A^{sink}_M ⊆ A be the virtual node matched to v by M_{CM}. Let S_v′ ⊆ N be those b clusters covering Ball_{G−C,A}(v^′, h_{cov}) and let ~S_v′_{,1} ⊆ N_1 be the clusters original from S_v′ . Observe that, for every S ∈ ~S_v′_{,1}, we have v ∈ S because v is matched to v^′ by M_{CM} and so our algorithm adds v to every cluster S ∈ ~S_v′_{,1}. We will next show that Ball_{G− ~C, ~A}(v, ~h_{cov}) is covered by the new clusters ~S_v′_{,1}. Consider an arbitrary virtual node u ∈ Ball_{G− ~C, ~A}(v, ~h_{cov} ).

Subcase 3(a). If u ∈ A, then

dist_{G−C} (u, v^′) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u, v) + dist_{G−C} (v, v^′) ≤ dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) + dist_{G−C} (v, v^′) ≤ ~h_{cov} + h_{CM} ≤ h_{cov},

and S_v′ covers u, so does ~S_v′_{,1}.

Subcase 3(b). If u ∈ A^{src}_M , let u^′ ∈ A^{sink}_M ⊆ A be the virtual node matched to u. Similarly,

dist_{G−C} (u^′, v^′) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G−C} (u, v) + dist_{G−C} (v, v^′) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) + dist_{G−C} (v, v^′) ≤ h_{CM} + ~h_{cov} + h_{CM} ≤ h_{cov},

so u^′ is covered by some cluster S ∈ S_v′ . By the construction, u will be added to S, so u is covered by ~S_v′_{,1}.

Subcase 3(c). It is impossible that u ∈ A^{src}_U because v is owned by some vertex in supp(A^{sink}_U ) and supp(A^{src}_U ) is (h_{CM} = ~h_{cov})-separated from supp(A^{sink}_U ) in G − ~C.

Case 4. Suppose v ∈ A^{src}_M ∩ A_2 which matches v^′ ∈ A^{sink}_M ⊆ A in M_{CM}. Again, let S_v′ ⊆ N be the b clusters covering Ball_{G−C,A}(v^′, h_{cov}). Moreover, let ~S_{v,2} ∈ N_2 be the cluster covering Ball_{(G− ~C)[A2],A2} (v, h_{ED}). Then we will show that Ball_{G− ~C, ~A}(v, ~h_{cov}) is covered by ~S_v and the new clusters ~S_v′ ⊆ N_1 original from S_v′_{,1}.

Subcases 4(a) and 4(b). If u ∈ A and u ∈ A^{src}_M , ~S_v′ covers u by the same argument as subcases 3(a) and 3(b) respectively.

Subcase 4(c). If u ∈ A^{src}_U ⊆ A_2, then u ∈ ~S_v by the same argument as subcase 2(c). Case 5. Suppose v ∈ A^{src}_U . Consider an arbitrary u ∈ Ball_{G− ~C, ~A}(v, ~h_{cov} ). We know u is not owned by any vertex in supp(A^{sink}_U ) by the h_{CM}-separation, so u ∈ A_2. By Observation 6.12, the cluster ~S_v ∈ N_2 covering Ball_{(G− ~C)[A2],A2} (v, h_{ED}) will cover Ball_{G− ~C, ~A}(v, ~h_{cov}).

The Recourse from N to ~N . First, N_1 can be updated from N by at most |A_{new}| · ω virtual node insertions, because each virtual node in A_{new} can be inserted at most ω times (at most once for each clustering). Second, ~N can be updated from N_1 by adding N_2, where N_2 has at most κ_{NC,ω} · |A_2| virtual nodes summing over all clusters. Therefore, the recourse from N to ~N is

Rcs(N → ~N ) ≤ |A_{new}| · ω + |A_2| · κ_{NC,ω} = O(|A_{new}| · (ω + κ_{NC,ω})).

The Running Time. The running time of the cutmatch subroutine is poly(h_{CM}) · |A^{src}|/ϕ_{CM} by Theorem 4.4. When we update (N , R, Π_{R→G}) to (N_1, R_1, Π_{R1 →G}), the running time is dominated by updating the routers. The total size of matchings added to routers is ∑ S∈N |M_S | ≤ ω · |M_{CM}| ≤ ω · |A_{new}| because each matching edge appears at most ω times. By Theorem 5.1, the total time to update routers is 2^{O(f)} · ω · |A_{new}| · 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}. By Lemma 6.8, the construction time of (C_{ED}, L_{ED}, N_2, R_2, Π_{R2→G−C−CCM} ) is |A_{new}| · poly(h_{ED}) · n^{O(ϵ)}, because the size of subgraph (G − C − C_{CM})[A_2] is bounded by deg_G(supp(A_2)) ≤ |A_2| ≤ O(|A_{new}|), where deg_G(supp(A_2)) ≤

|A_2| follows that each vertex v ∈ supp(A_2) has A_2(v) ≥ deg_G(v). In conclusion, the total running time is bounded by |A_{new}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

6.3 Batched Edge Deletions

A batched edge deletion update to the certified-ED can be reduced to a batched node-weighting insertion. The key point is that we have a low-congestion embedding of routers on G, which means deleting one edge will only destroy a small number of router edges. Removing these router edges from our dynamic routers will only generate a small set of pruned virtual nodes. Then we can reinsert the pruned virtual node by a batched node-weighint insertion.

Lemma 6.13. Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)) and a certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G in Definition 6.1. Given parameters ϕ, h, and a batch of edge deletions F ⊆ E(G), there is an algorithm that computes a certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N, ~R, Π_{~R→G}) of ~A = A − deg_F on ~G = G \ F s.t.

• ~C = C + C_{new} with |C_{new}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ · h · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |).

• ~L = L ∪ L_{new} with distortion ~σ = σ + O(h/κ_σ ) and

|L_{new}| = O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |).

• ~N is a ~b-distributed (~h_{cov}, ~h_{sep}, ~ω)-neighborhood cover of A on G − ~C with

~b = b + 1, ~h_{cov} = h/3, ~h_{sep} = h/3, and ~ω = ω + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in ~R is maintained by Theorem 5.1 undergoing at most ~f = f + 2 batched updates.

• Π_{~R→ ~G} is a (~h_{emb}, ~γ_{emb})-embedding with

~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, O(λ_{init,h} · h)},

~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ).

The recourse from N to ~N is

Rcs(N → ~N ) = O(κ_{rt,prune(f)} · γ_{emb} · (ω + κ_{NC,ω}) · |F |).

The running time is λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F | · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

Proof. Let R_{edge,F} = Π^{−1}_{R→G}(F ) collect all edges in routers with embedding paths destroyed by F . Then for each cluster S ∈ N and its router R ∈ R, let R_{edge,F} = R_{edge,F} ∩ E(R) and we perform an edge deletion update R_{edge,F} on R by applying Theorem 5.1, which outputs a prune set R_{prune} ⊆ V (R) and a new router R^′ = R[V (R) \ R_{prune}]. Let S_{prune} = R_{prune} ∩ S be the set of pruned virtual nodes of S (namely, we obtain S_{prune} by excluding redundant vertices in R_{prune}). Let A_{prune} = ⋃ S∈N S_{prune} collect all pruned virtual nodes.

Now we partition A into A_{prune} and A^′ = A \ A_{prune}. Then we update (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) to a certified-ED (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) of A^′ on ~G by removing A_{prune}. Concretely, for each original cluster S ∈ S and its router R ∈ R, we will update them to a new cluster S^′ corresponding the new router R^′ = R[V (R) \ R_{prune}] by the following steps.

1. Remove A_{prune} ∩ S from S and denote this new cluster by S^′. Note that the new router R^′ = R[V (R) \ R_{prune}] satisfies S^′ = S \ A_{prune} ⊆ V (R) \ R_{prune} = V (R^′), so R^′ is a valid router for S^′. Technically, some vertices in V (R^′) may still correspond to some virtual nodes in A_{prune} (precisely, these virtual nodes are A_{prune} \ S_{prune}), so we will mark all such vertices in R^′ redundant.

2. For each edge removed from R due to the previous update via Theorem 5.1, remove its embedding path from Π_{R→G}.

Lastly, we let C^′ = C_{|E( ~G)} by removing cut values on deleted edges (this step is just to make C^′ well-defined on E( ~G)). Also, we let L^′ = L ∪ L^′_{new} with L^′_{new} = V (F ).

Observe that (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′ → ~G}) is a certified-ED of A^′ on ~G, and it has the same quality parameters with those of (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}), except that routers in R^′ undergo one more batched update. Concretely, the quality of L^′ is guaranteed by Lemma 3.22. The quality of N^′ follows Observation 3.4 and the fact that N^′ is the restriction of N on A^′. Π_{R′→ ~G} is a valid embedding on ~G because we remove all router edges with embedding paths going through deleted edges by Theorem 5.1, and their embedding paths are removed in step 2.

Next, we can obtain a certified-ED (C^{′′}, L^{′′}, N^{′′}, R^{′′}, Π_{R′′→ ~G}) of A on ~G by applying Lemma 6.10 on graph ~G and (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) with the new node-weighting A_{prune}. By Claim 6.14 and Lemma 6.10, this certified-ED has the desired quality, except that it is for node-weighting A instead of ~A = A − deg_F , but this can be easily fixed. We update N^{′′} to ~N as follows. For each vertex v ∈ V (F ) incident to some deleted edges, we choose arbitrary deg_F (v) virtual nodes in A(v), remove these virtual nodes from ~N , and mark the router vertices corresponding to them redundant. The final certified-ED is ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→ ~G}) = (C^{′′}, L^{′′}, ~N , R^{′′}, Π_{R′′ → ~G}). Claim 6.14. |A_{prune}| ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |.

Proof. First we have |R_{edge,F} | ≤ |F | · γ_{emb} because each deleted edge can destroy at most γ_{emb} embedding paths. By definition, ∑ R∈R |R_{edge,F} | = R_{edge,F} . By Theorem 5.1, each router R ∈ R has |R_{prune}| ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(f) · |R_{edge,F} |. Therefore,

|A_{prune}| ≤ ∑ S∈S |S_{prune}| ≤ ∑ R∈R |R_{prune}| ≤ ∑ R∈R λ_{rt,prune}(f) · |R_{edge,F} | ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |.

The Recourse from N to ~N . The recourse Rcs(N → ~N ) can be bounded as follows. From N to N^′, the number of virtual node deletions is at most |A_{prune}| · ω (each virtual node in A_{prune} may be removed once for each clustering). The recourse from N^′ to N^{′′} is at most O((ω + κ_{NC,ω}) · |A_{prune}|) by Lemma 6.10. Lastly, the recourse from N^{′′} to ~N is at most O((ω + κ_{NC,ω}) · |F |) because each virtual node in deg_F may appear in at most ω^{′′} = ω + κ_{NC,ω} clusters. Therefore, we have

Rcs(N → ~N ) = |A_{prune}| · ω + O(|A_{prune}| · (ω + κ_{NC,ω})) + O((ω + κ_{NC,ω}) · |F |) = O(λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · (ω + κ_{NC,ω}) · |F |).

The Running Time. Now we analyse the running time. The update from (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) to (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) is dominated by the edge deletion updates to routers in R via Theorem 5.1. This step takes 2^{O(f)} · γ_{emb} · |F | · 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} time because the total size of edge deletions updates is |R_{edge,F} | ≤ |F | · γ_{emb} (see the proof of Claim 6.14). From (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) to (C^{′′}, L^{′′}, N^{′′}, R^{′′}, Π_{R′′→ ~G}), it takes |A_{prune}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f+1)} · ω) time by Lemma 6.10. Finally, updating N^{′′} to ~N takes O((ω + κ_{NC,ω}) · |F |). Therefore, the total running time is λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F | · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

6.4 Batched Edge Insertions The update algorithm for a batched edge insertion is just a simple corollary of the node-weighting insertion algorithm, because we can just assign cut value h to all new edges to “block” them. A small point is that we need to add a new node-weighting deg_{Enew} to preserve the invariant A ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)).

Lemma 6.15. Let G be a graph with a node-weighting A ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)) and a certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G in Definition 6.1. Given a batch of edge insertions E_{new} and parameters ϕ and h, there is an algorithm that computes a certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) of ~A = A + deg_{Enew} ≥ deg_{~G} on ~G = G ∪ E_{new} s.t.

• ~C = C + C_{new} with |C_{new}| ≤ O((κ_{init,C} · ϕ + 1) · h · |E_{new}|). • ~L = L ∪ L_{new} with distortion ~σ = σ + O(h/κ_σ ) and |L_{new}| = O(((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ + 1) · |E_{new}|).

• ~N is a ~b-distributed (~h_{cov}, ~h_{sep}, ~ω)-neighborhood cover of ~A on G − ~C with ~b = b + 1, ~h_{cov} = h/3, ~h_{sep} = h/3, and ~ω = ω + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in ~R are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under f + 1 updates. • Π_{~R→G} is a (~h_{emb}, ~γ_{emb})-embedding with ~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, O(λ_{init,h} · h)}, ~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ).

The recourse from N to ~N is Rcs(N → ~N ) = O(|E_{new}| · (ω + κ_{NC,ω})). The running time is |E_{new}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

Proof. We first construct a certified-ED (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) of A on ~G by putting large cut values at the new edges. Precisely, we let

• C^′ = C + C_{Enew} , where C_{Enew} assigns value C_{Enew} (e) = h to each e ∈ E_{new}, • L^′ = L ∪ L_{Enew} , where L_{Enew} = V (E_{new}) so that the C_{Enew} -vertices have themselves as landmarks,

• (N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) = (N , R, Π_{R→G}). It can be easily checked that (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′ → ~G}) has the same quality parameters with those of (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}). Intuitively, the reason is that the new cut C_{Enew} blocks all new edges (each e ∈ E_{new} has ℓ_{~G−C′} (e) = ℓ_{~G}(e) + C^′(e) ≥ h + 1, since the original edge length is at least 1), so N is still a valid distributed neighborhood cover in the graph ~G − C^′.

Then we apply Lemma 6.10 on ( ~G, A) and (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) with node-weighting increasing A_{new} = deg_{Enew} . The output is exactly a certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→ ~G}) of ~A = A + deg_{Enew} with desired quality parameters. In particular, ~C = C^′ + C^′_{new} with |C^′_{new}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ · h · |A_{new} |) by Lemma 6.10, so we can rewrite ~C = C + C_{new} where C_{new} = C_{Enew} + C^′_{new} with size |C_{new}| = O((κ_{init,C} · ϕ + 1) · h · |E_{new} |). Similarly, ~L = L^′ ∪ L^′_{new} with |L^′_{new}| ≤ O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ · |A_{new} |) by Lemma 6.10, so ~L = L ∪ L_{new} where L_{new} = L_{Enew} ∪ L^′_{new} with size |L_{new}| ≤ O(((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ + 1) · |A_{new}|).

By Lemma 6.10, the recourse from N to ~N is O(|A_{new}| · (ω + κ_{NC,ω})) = O(|E_{new}| · (ω + κ_{NC,ω})). The running time is dominated by the subroutine Lemma 6.10, which takes time |E_{new}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

6.5 Proof of Theorem 6.4 During the whole process, we will maintain a certified-ED (C^{(i)}, L^{(i)}, N^{(i)}, R^{(i)}, Π_R(i)_{→G}(i) ) of nodeweighting Ā^{(i)} on G^{(i)}, where Ā^{(i)} = A^{(i)} + deg_{G(i)} .

Initialization. We initialize (C^{(0)}, L^{(0)}, N^{(0)}, R^{(0)}, Π_R(0)_{→G}(0) ) of Ā^{(0)} on G^{(0)} by applying Lemma 6.8 with parameters ϕ^{(0)} = ϕ/κ_{init,L} and h^{(0)} = h · λ_{dynED,h}. The output satisfies that

• |C^{(0)}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ^{(0)} · h^{(0)} · |Ā^{(0)}|) ≤ O(|A^{(0)}| · ϕ · λ_{dynED,h} · h) because κ_{init,C} ≤ κ_{init,L}.

• L^{(0)} has distortion σ^{(0)} = O(h^{(0)}/κ_σ ) = O(λ_{dynED,h} · h/κ_σ ) and

|L^{(0)}| ≤ O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ^{(0)} · |Ā^{(0)}|) ≤ O(|A^{(0)}| · ϕ).

• N^{(0)} is a b^{(0)}-distributed (h^{(0)}_{cov}, h^{(0)}_{sep}, ω)-pairwise cover of Ā^{(0)} of G^{(0)} − C^{(0)} with

b^{(0)} = 1, h^{(0)}_{cov} = h^{(0)}_{sep} = h^{(0)} = λ_{dynED,h} · h, and ω = κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in R^{(0)} are just initialized by Theorem 5.1, so they are under f^{(0)} = 0 batched update.

• Π_R(0)_{→G}(0) is a (h^{(0)}_{emb}, γ^{(0)}_{emb})-embedding with

h_{emb} = O(λ_{init,h} · h^{(0)}) = O(λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · h), γ_{emb} = O(κ_{init,γ} /ϕ^{(0)}) = O(κ_{init,γ} · κ_{init,L}/ϕ).

Batched Edge Insertions/Deletions and Node-Weighting Insertions. For now we assume π^{(i)} represents edge insertions/deletions or node-weighting insertions (the case π^{(i)} represents isolated vertex insertions/deletions will be discussed later). We say π^{(i)} is incremental if it represents node-weighting increasing or edge insertions, and π^{(i)} is decremental if it represents edge deletions.

For each update π^{(i)}, we will apply Lemma 6.10, Lemma 6.13, or Lemma 6.15, depending on whether π^{(i)} represents node-weighting insertion, edge deletions or edge insertions respectively, on (C^{(i−1)}, L^{(i−1)}, N^{(i−1)}, R^{(i)}, Π_R(i−1)_{→G}(i−1) ) with length parameter h^{(i)} = h^{(i−1)}/3 and congestion parameter

ϕ^{(i)} = { 1/(κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}), if π^{(i)} is incremental 1/((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · λ_{rt,prune}(f^{(i−1)}) · γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} ), if π^{(i)} is decremental Directly, we have

• C^{(i)} = C^{(i−1)} + C^{(i)}_{new} with

|C^{(i)}_{new}| ≤ { O((κ_{init,C} · ϕ^{(i)} + 1) · h^{(i−1)} · |π^{(i)}|), if π^{(i)} is incremental O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ^{(i)} · h^{(i−1)} · λ_{rt,prune}(f^{(i−1)}) · γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} · |π^{(i)}|), if π^{(i)} is decremental = O(h^{(i−1)} · |π^{(i)}|) ≤ O(λ_{dynED,h} · h · |π^{(i)}|). • L^{(i)} = L^{(i−1)} ∪ L^{(i)}_{new} with distortion σ^{(i)} = σ^{(i−1)} + O(h^{(i−1)}/κ_σ ) and

|L^{(i)}_{new}| ≤ { O(((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ^{(i)} + 1) · |π^{(i)}|), if π^{(i)} is incremental O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ^{(i)} · λ_{rt,prune}(f^{(i−1)}) · γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} · |π^{(i)}|), if π^{(i)} is decremental = O(|π^{(i)}|). • N is a b^{(i)}-distributed (h^{(i)}_{cov}, h^{(i)}_{sep}, ω^{(i)})-pairwise cover with b^{(i)} = b^{(i−1)} + 1, h^{(i)}_{cov} = h^{(i)}_{sep} = h^{(i)} = h^{(i−1)}/3, ω^{(i)} = ω^{(i−1)} + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in R^{(i)} are maintained under f^{(i)} = f^{(i−1)} + O(1) updates. • Π_R(i)_{→G}(i) has

h^{(i)}_{emb} = max{h^{(i−1)}_{emb} , λ_{init,h} · h^{(i−1)}} and γ^{(i)}_{emb} = γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} + O((ω^{(i−1)} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ^{(i)}).

The Quality of Certified-EDs. Now we show that the certified-ED (C^{(i)}, L^{(i)}, N^{(i)}, R^{(i)}, Π_R(i)_{→G}(i) ) meet the requirements. Some of them are easy to see (or they have already shown above), so we will omit some proofs.

• The bounds of |C^{(i)}_{new}| and |L^{(i)}_{new}| have already shown above, and obviously we have ω^{(i)} ≤ t · κ_{NC,ω}, f^{(i)} ≤ O(t) and b^{(i)} ≤ O(t).

• The bounds of h^{(i)}_{cov}, h^{(i)}_{sep}, h^{(i)}_{emb} follows the fact that, for each i, h^{(i)} ≤ h^{(0)} = λ_{dynED,h} · h and h^{(i)} ≥ h^{(t)} = h^{(0)}/3^t ≥ h.

• About the congestion of Π_R(i)_{→G}(i) , we have

γ^{(i)}_{emb} = γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} + O((ω^{(i−1)} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ^{(i)})

≤ γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} + O((ω^{(i−1)} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · λ_{rt,prune}(f^{(i−1)}) · γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} )

≤ O((t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · λ_{rt,prune}(t)) · γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} .

Combining γ^{(0)}_{emb} = O(κ_{init,γ} · κ_{init,L}/ϕ), we get

γ^{(i)}_{emb} = (λ_{rt,prune}(t) · (t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}))^{O(t)}/ϕ.

Isolated Vertex Insertions/Deletions It is easy to handle π^{(i)} if it represents isolated vertex insertions/deletions.

Suppose that π^{(i)} represents isolated vertex insertions V_{new} with A_{new} as their node-weighting (i.e. after this update, A^{(i)}(v) = A_{new}(v) for each v ∈ V_{new}). For each v ∈ V_{new}, we create a cluster S = A_{new}(v) collecting all virtual nodes of v, and add S into an arbitrary clustering S ∈ N^{(i−1)}. The router R corresponding to S can be initialized by Theorem 5.1. R can be embedded into G trivially (i.e. the embedding path of each router edge degenerates to the singleton vertex v), because each virtual node in V (R) are owned by the same vertex v ∈ V (G). There is no change to C and L. Obviously the certified-ED after update is of Ā^{(i)} on G^{(i)} with quality unchanged (note that for each v ∈ V_{new}, Ā^{(i)}(v) = A^{(i)}(v) + deg_G(i) (v) = A_{new}(v)).

Suppose that π^{(i)} represents isolated vertex deletions V_{del} ⊆ V (G^{(i−1)}). For each vertex v ∈ V^{del}, we remove all clusters S ∈ N^{(i−1)} s.t. S ⊆ Ā^{(i−1)}(v). In fact, we have ⋃ S⊆Ā^{(i−1)}(v) = Ā (i−1)(v) (since v is isolated), so this will remove all virtual nodes Ā^{(i−1)}(v) from N^{(i−1)}. Conceptually, for each cluster S that is removed, we will further remove its corresponding router R from R^{(i−1)} and its embedding, but in the actual implementation, it is safe to leave them unchanged, because our algorithm will not access R and its embedding after the isolated vertex v and cluster S are removed. Note that because R is connected and some virtual nodes in V (R) are owned by the isolated vertex v, the embedding of R into G^{(i−1)} is trivial (i.e. the embedding path of each router edge degenerates to the singleton vertex v). Finally, we also need to remove V_{del} from the landmark set L.

The Recourse from N^{(i−1)} to N^{(i)}. When π^{(i)} represents isolated vertex insertions, the recourse is trivially at most ∑ v∈V_{new} Anew(v) = |π

(i)|. For isolated vertex deletions, the recourse is at most ∑ v∈V_{del} A (i−1)(v) = |π(i)|. Combining Lemmas 6.10, 6.13 and 6.15, the recourse is

O(λ_{rt,prune}(f^{(i−1)}) · γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} · (ω^{(i−1)} + κ_{NC,ω}) · |π^{(i)}|) ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(t) · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{dynED,γ} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ.

because the bottleneck is when π^{(i)} represents batched edge deletions.

The Running Time. By Lemma 6.8, the initialization time is (|G^{(0)}|+|Ā^{(0)}|)·poly(h^{(0)})·n^{O(ϵ)} = (|G^{(0)}| + |A^{(0)}|) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} because h^{(0)} = h · λ_{dynED,h}. By Lemmas 6.10, 6.13 and 6.15 and the update algorithm for batched isolated vertex insertions/deletions, the bottleneck is batched edge deletions and the update time for batch π^{(i)} is

λ_{rt,prune}(f^{(i−1)}) · γ^{(i−1)}_{emb} · |π^{(i)}| · poly(h^{(i)}) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ^{(i)} + 2^{O(f (i−1))} · ω^{(i−1)}) = |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ.

7 Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Decomposition with Density

In this section, we will generalize the notion of certified-EDs in Definition 6.1 to ρ-dense certified-EDs defined in Definition 7.3, and extend the online-batch dynamic certified-ED algorithm to ρ-dense certified-EDs. Roughly speaking, the density ρ (defined in Definition 7.1) is essentially weight functions on node-weightings (in other words, the “weights of weights” of vertices). The motivation of defining this second level of weights is to reduce the recourse on the pairwise cover N in the dynamic certified-ED algorithm in Section 6.

To be specific, the recourse on N is roughly 1/ϕ by Theorem 6.4, and the bottleneck is the subroutine Lemma 6.13 for handling batched edge deletions. However, to obtain the low-recourse dynamic vertex sparsifier in Section 8, we will require dynamic certified-ED algorithms with recourse on N independent of 1/ϕ. To achieve this, the high level idea is to put 1/ϕ items (see Definition 7.1) on each virtual node and define the routers on items instead of virtual nodes. Then, when handling batched edge deletions, roughly speaking, each unit of vertex pruning on routers now cause only amortized ϕ (instead of 1) unit of virtual node pruning, which reduces the recourse of N by a factor 1/ϕ if we keep the congestion of the embedding unchanged. On the other hand, routing more things with the same congestion requires more routability of the certified-ED, so the size of the cut and landmark set will now depend on the total density instead of the number of virtual nodes.

Definition 7.1 (ρ-Dense Node-Weighting). Given a graph G and a node-weighting A on G, the density of A is a function ρ : A → N_{>0} . The density of each virtual node v ∈ A is ρ(v) and let ρ(A) = ∑ v∈A ρ(v). Equivalently, we say a virtual node v owns ρ(v) many items. Without ambiguity, we also use ρ(v) to denote the set of items owned by v, and use ρ(A) := ⋃ v∈A ρ(v) to denote the whole set of items. A node-weighting A is unit-dense if each virtual node v ∈ A has ρ(v) = 1.

Definition 7.2 (ρ-Dense Pairwise Cover). Let G be a graph with ρ-dense node-weighting A. A pairwise cover N of A on G is further ρ-dense, if each cluster S ∈ N is assigned a density function (called the S-density) ρ_S : S → N_{>0} s.t. ρ_S ≥ ρ_{|S}.

Definition 7.3 generalizes the notion of certified-EDs in Definition 6.1, but with the following main differences. (1) We only need N to be a pairwise cover, which is weaker than the notion of b-distributed neighborhood cover in Definition 6.1, but N should be ρ-dense. (2) Each router R of S ∈ N has vertices corresponding to items in ρ_S(S) instead of virtual nodes in S.

Definition 7.3 (ρ-Dense Certified-ED). Let G be a graph with ρ-dense node-weighting A. A ρ-dense certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G satisfies that

• C is an integral moving cut on G,

• L is a landmark set of C on G with distortion σ,

• N denotes a ρ-dense (h_{cov}, h_{sep}, ω)-pairwise cover of A on G − C with h_{cov} = h_{sep} = h

• R = {R^S | S ∈ N } is a collection of routers s.t. for each cluster S ∈ N , R^S is a router maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f update batches s.t. V (R^S ) ⊇ ρ_S(S). Precisely, each vertex v ∈ V (R^S ) ∩ ρ_S (S) is corresponding to the item in ρ_S(S), and each vertex v ∈ V (R^S ) \ ρ_S (S) is a redundant vertex corresponding to nothing.

This is equivalent to the following density property: for each virtual node v ∈ S, its S-density ρ_S (v) is the number of vertices in R^S corresponding to items of v.

• Π_{R→G} denotes an embedding of all routers into G with length h_{emb} and congestion γ_{emb}. In this embedding, each router vertex v_R is mapped to the vertex v_G ∈ V (G) which owns the corresponding item of v_R (if v_R is a redundant router vertex, then it can be mapped to an arbitrary vertex v_G ∈ V (G)).

The organization of this section is similar to Section 6. In Section 7.1, we show the initialization algorithm for ρ-dense certified-EDs. In Sections 7.2 to 7.4, we discuss how to maintain a ρ-dense certified-ED under batched update of node-weighting insertion, edge deletion and edge insertion respectively.

Although we can obtain an online-batch dynamic ρ-dense certified-ED algorithm (analogous to Theorem 6.4 for certified-ED) combining subroutines in Sections 7.1 to 7.4, we did not formalize it here, because we need a specialized version of dynamic ρ-dense certified-EDs algorithm for our application in Section 8. Roughly speaking, in Section 8, we need to maintain a collection of dynamic ρ-dense certified-EDs of a same node-weighting A with different length scales simultaneously, and further enforce that the node-weighting A should include all landmark sets L of this collection. Therefore, in Section 7.5, we design an additional subroutine which can insert the newly generated landmarks to the node-weighting. This specialized version of dynamic ρ-dense certified-EDs algorithm is integrated in the proof of Theorem 8.2.

7.1 Initialization

Lemma 7.4. Given a graph G with a ρ-dense positive node-weighting A and parameters h and ϕ, there is an algorithm that computes a ρ-dense certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G satisfying the following. • |C| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ · h · ρ(A)). • L has distortion σ = h/κ_σ and size |L| = O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ · ρ(A)).

• N is a ρ-dense (h_{cov}, h_{sep}, ω)-pairwise cover of A on G − C with

b = 1, h_{cov} = h, h_{sep} = h and ω = κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers R are initialized by Theorem 5.1 undergoing f = 0 batched update.

• Embedding Π_{R→G} has length h_{emb} = O(λ_{init,h} · h) and congestion γ_{emb} = O(κ_{init,γ} /ϕ).

The running time is (|G| + ρ(A)) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Proof. In fact, this is a simple corollary of Lemma 6.8. We define a node-weighting A^′ s.t. for each vertex v ∈ V (G), A^′(v) = ρ(A(v)) be the number of items of virtual nodes of v. Note that items in ρ(A) one-one corresponding to virtual nodes in A^′. Then we invoke Lemma 6.8 on graph G and node-weighting A^′ with the same parameters. The output certified-ED (C, L, N^′, R, Π_{R→G}) is almost what we desire.

We just need to modify N^′ to N to make it fit with our definition of dense certified-ED. Precisely, N^′ can be viewed as a pairwise cover of items in ρ(A). For each cluster S^′ ∈ N^′, we define a new cluster S = {v ∈ A | some item of v is included by S^′}, and set the S-density function be ρ_S = ρ_{|S} . The density property of (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) holds because {v ∈ A | some item of v is included by S^′} = {v ∈ A | all items of v are included by S^′} for each S^′ ∈ N^′ (this is from the guarantee of Lemma 6.8: if a cluster S^′ includes a virtual node in A^′ of some vertex v ∈ V (G), then S^′ includes all virtual nodes in A^′ of v).

7.2 Batched Node-Weighting Insertion Theorem 7.5. Let G be a graph with a ρ-dense node-weighting A and a ρ-dense certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G in Definition 7.3. Given a ρ_{new}-dense node-weighting A_{new} s.t. ~A = A + A_{new} ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)), and parameter ϕ, there is an algorithm that computes a ~ρ-dense certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) of ~A with density ~ρ = ρ ⊎ ρ_{new}^{17} on G s.t.

• ~C = C + C_{new} with |C_{new}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ω · ϕ · h · ρ_{new}(A_{new}))

• ~L = L ∪ L_{new} with distortion ~σ = σ + O(h/κ_σ ) and

|L_{new}| ≤ O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ω · ϕ · ρ_{new}(A_{new})),

• ~N is a ~ρ-dense (~h_{cov}, ~h_{sep}, ~ω)-pairwise cover with

~h_{cov} = h/3, ~h_{sep} = h/3 and ~ω = ω + κ_{NC,ω}

• Routers in ~R are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under ~f = f + 1 updates.

• Π_{~R→G} is a (~h_{emb}, ~γ_{emb})-embedding with

~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, O(λ_{init,h} · h)} ~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ)

Given a node-weighting ~A^⋆ ⊆ ~A, the recourse from N to ~N restricted on ~A^⋆ is

Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N → ~N ) = O(ρ_{new}(A_{new}) · ω · κ_{NC,ω}/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ~ρ(v)).

The running time is ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new}) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

Proof. We first set up notations in this proof to avoid confusion. We will use subscripts v_{vtx} to refer to a (real) vertex, v without subscript to refer to a virtual node, and v_{item} to refer to an item. Also, for a set ρ^′ of items, we use supp_{vtul}(ρ^′) to denote the set of virtual nodes owning some items in ρ^′, and naturally, supp_{vtx}(ρ^′) = supp(supp_{vtul}(ρ^′)) denote the set of vertices owning some items in ρ^′.

The first step is to apply the local cutmatch subroutine, i.e. Theorem 4.4. We define source density function ρ^{src} = ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new}) and sink density-function ρ^{sink} = ρ(A). To elaborate, for each virtual node v ∈ A_{new}, ρ^{src}(v) = ω · ρ_{new}(v) is the total number of items owned by v scaled up by ω, but for each virtual node v ∈ A, ρ^{sink}(v) = ρ(v) is not scaled up. Furthermore, we can extend the domain of density functions ρ^{src} and ρ^{sink} to vertices (originally, the domain of a density function

17Recall the definition of operation ⊎ from Section 3.4.

is a virtual node set) in a natural way, so they are valid inputs to a general form (see Remark 4.5) of Theorem 4.4. That is, for each vertex v_{vtx} ∈ V (G), ρ^{src}(v_{vtx}) = ∑ virtual node v ∈ A_{new}(v_{vtx}) ρ

src(v) is the total number of items of all A_{new}-virtual nodes at v_{vtx}, scaled up by ω at the end. Similarly, ρ^{src}(v_{vtx}) = ∑ v∈A(v_{vtx} ) ρ(v) is the total number of items of all A-virtual nodes at vvtx.

We apply Theorem 4.4 on G − C with source density function ρ^{src}, sink density function ρ^{sink}, parameters h_{CM} = h/3 and ϕ_{CM} = ϕ. The output is

• a partition ρ^{src}_M , ρ^{src}_U of ρ^{src},

• a partition ρ^{sink}_M , ρ^{sink}_U of ρ^{sink} with |ρ^{sink}_M | = O(|ρ^{src}_M |),

• a matching M_{CM} between ρ^{src}_M and ρ^{sink}_M with size |M_{CM}| = |ρ^{src}_M |, and an embedding Π_{MCM→G−C} with length h_{CM} and congestion γ_{CM} = O(κ_{CM,γ} /ϕ_{CM})

• a moving cut C_{CM} with size |C_{CM}| ≤ ϕ_{CM} · h_{CM} · |ρ^{src}| s.t. ρ^{src}_U is h_{CM}-separated from ρ^{sink}_M in G − C − C_{CM}.

• a landmark set L_{CM} of C_{CM} on G − C with distortion σ_{CM} = O(h/κ_σ ) and size |L_{CM}| = O(κ_{CM,L} · ϕ_{CM} · |ρ^{src}|).

We define node-weightings A_1 and A_2 as follows. Let ~A = A + A_{new} be the total node-weighting with density ~ρ = ρ ⊎ ρ_{new}. Then

A_1 = A + {v ∈ A_{new} | ρ^{src}(v) ⊆ ρ^{src}_M } with density ρ_1 = ~ρ_{|A1} , and A_2 = ~A \ ~A(supp_{vtx}(ρ^{sink}_U )) with density ρ_2 = ~ρ_{|A2} .

That is, A_2 excludes virtual nodes of vertices in supp_{vtx}(ρ^{sink}_U ).

Claim 7.6. ρ_2(A_2) ≤ O(ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new})).

Proof. By the definition of A_2, each virtual node v ∈ A_2 has ρ^{sink}_U (v) = 0. If v ∈ A_{new} is a new virtual node, ρ_2(v) = ~ρ(v) = ρ_{new}(v) ≤ ρ^{src}(v). If v ∈ A is an old virtual node, ρ_2(v) = ~ρ(v) = ρ(v) = ρ^{sink}(v) = ρ^{sink}_M (v) + ρ^{sink}_U (v) = ρ^{sink}_M (v). Therefore, we have ρ_2(A_2) ≤ |ρ^{src}| + |ρ^{sink}_M |. Combining |ρ^{sink}_M | = O(|ρ^{src}_M |) ≤ O(|ρ^{src}|), we can conclude that ρ_2(A_2) ≤ O(|ρ^{src}|) = O(ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new})).

Obtain a Certified-ED of A_1 by Update. We will update (N , R, Π_{R→G}) to (N_1, R_1, Π_{R1→G}) in what follows. For better understanding, with the (N_1, R_1, Π_{R1→G}) constructed below, (C + C_{CM}, L ∪ L_{CM}, N_1, R_1, Π_{R1→G}) is actually a ρ_1-dense certified-ED of A_1 on G with slightly worse quality parameters (but we will not prove this explicitly).

First, for each cluster S ∈ N and its router R ∈ R, we will update them to be S_1 and R_1. Concretely, for each virtual node v ∈ S, we first establish an injection from v’s items in ρ^{sink} to v’s items in R, so that we can formally talk about adding matching edges in M_{CM} to R later. Precisely, v has ρ^{sink}(v) many items in ρ^{sink}, while it has ρ_S (v) ≥ ρ(v) = ρ^{sink}(v) many items in R, so we just select arbitrary ρ^{sink}(v) many v’s items in R and one-one correspond them with items in ρ^{sink}(v).

Next, we let

M^′_S = {(u_{item}, v_{item}) ∈ M_{CM} | sink item v_{item} belongs to some virtual node in S} be the sub-matching restricted on S. However, simply adding the whole M^′_S into R may violate the density property from Definition 7.2 (it states that ρ_S(u) ≥ ~ρ(u) for all virtual nodes u ∈ S). We will explain soon why the violation might happen. But to fix this issue, we take

M_S = {(u_{item}, v_{item}) ∈ M^′_S | the virtual node u owning u_{item} has at least ρ_{new}(u) source items in M^′_S}

We update S to S_1 = S ∪ supp_{vtul}(M^{src}_S )^{18} and update R to R_1 = R ∪ M_S via Theorem 5.1. For each new virtual node u ∈ supp_{vtul}(M^{src}_S ), set its S-density ρ_S (u) = M^{src}_S (u). The new router R_1 has embedding Π_{R1→G} = Π_{R→G} ∪ Π_{MS →G}, where M_{S→G} can be easily obtained from Π_{MCM→G−C} .

With this update to S, we can verify that, for each virtual node u ∈ S, ρ_S(u) ≥ ~ρ(u). If u ∈ A is an old virtual node, then this condition clearly holds, i.e., ρ_S (u) ≥ ρ(u) even before update and ρ_S (u) does not change. Otherwise, we have u ∈ A_{new}. Then the condition ρ_S (u) ≥ ρ_{new}(u) = ~ρ_u holds by the construction of M_S . Note that if we instead added M^′_S to R, this condition may not hold because the number of source items owned by u that is matched by M^′_S may be less than ρ_{new}(u).

Compute a Certified-ED of A_2 from Scratch. Next, we initialize a ρ_2-dense certified-ED of A_2 on (G − C − C_{CM})[A_2] using Lemma 7.4. The output is (C_{ED}, L_{ED}, N_2, R_2, Π_{R2→(G−C−CCM)[A2]}) satisfying that

• |C_{ED}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ_{ED} · h_{ED} · ρ_2(A_2)).

• L_{ED} is a landmark set of C_{ED} on (G − C − C_{CM})[A_2] with distortion σ_{ED} = h_{ED}/κ_σ and size |L_{ED}| = O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ_{ED} · ρ_2(A_2)).

• N_2 is a ρ_2-dense (h_{cov,2}, h_{sep,2}, ω_2)-pairwise cover of A_2 on G − C − C_{CM} − C_{ED} with h_{cov,2} = h_{ED}, h_{sep,2} = h_{ED} and ω_2 = κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers R_2 are initialized by Theorem 5.1.

• The embedding Π_{R2→(G−C−CCM)[A2]} has congestion γ_{emb,2} = O(κ_{init,γ} /ϕ_{ED}) and length h_{emb,2} = O(λ_{init,h} · h_{ED}).

The New Certified-ED and Its Quality. The new certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) is given by ~C = C + C_{new} where C_{new} = C_{CM} + C_{ED},

~L = L ∪ L_{new} where L_{new} = L_{CM} ∪ L_{ED}, ( ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) = (N_1, R_1, Π_{R1→G}) ∪ (N_2, R_2, Π_{R2→G−C−CCM} ). Towards its quality, the size of the new cut C_{new} is given by

|C_{new}| ≤ O(ϕ_{CM} · h_{CM} · |ρ^{src}|) + O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ_{ED} · h_{ED} · ρ_2(A_2)) ≤ O(ω · κ_{init,C} · ϕ · h · ρ_{new}(A_{new})).

18Recall that M^{src}_S denote the set of source items of M^S , and for each virtual node u ∈ supp_{vtul}(M^{src}_S ), M^{src}_S (u) denote the number of u’s items in M^{src}_S .

because ρ_2(A_2) ≤ O(ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new})). The distortion of ~L is ~σ = σ + σ_{CM} + σ_{ED} = σ + O(h/κ_σ ) by Lemma 3.21, and the new landmark set L_{new} has size

|L_{new}| ≤ O(κ_{CM,L} · ϕ_{CM} · |ρ^{src}|) + O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ_{ED} · ρ_2(A_2)) ≤ O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ω · ϕ · ρ_{new}(A_{new})).

The quality of ~N is given by Lemma 7.7. Each router R_1 ∈ R_1 is updated from some R ∈ R via one matching insertion, so ~f = f + 1. For embedding Π_{~R→G}, we have

~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, h_{CM}, h_{emb,2}} = max{h_{emb}, O(λ_{init,h} · h)},

~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + ω · γ_{CM} + γ_{emb,2} = γ_{emb} = O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · ϕ),

where the ω factor of γ_{CM} is because each matching edge will be added into routers at most ω times (at most one in each clustering of N ).

Lemma 7.7. ~N is a ~ρ-dense pairwise cover of ~A on G− ~C with ~h_{cov} = ~h_{sep} = h/3 and ~ω = ω+κ_{NC,ω}.

Proof. The proof of the separation and the width is exactly the same with that in the proof of Lemma 6.11, so we omit it here.

~N is ~ρ-dense by the following reasons. First, when computing N_1, each time we add a new virtual node v to some original cluster S, we will assign ρ_S (v) ≥ ρ_{new}(v), so each cluster S_1 ∈ S_1 has ρ_{S1} ≥ ~ρ(S_1). Also, clusters in N_2 respect the density function ~ρ by construction, so we can conclude that ~N is ~ρ-dense.

In the remaining proof, we will show that ~N has cover radius ~h_{cov}. It is equivalent to show for each pair of virtual nodes u, v ∈ ~A s.t. dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov}, there is a cluster S ∈ ~N containing both u and v. We will study by cases. One can check that the five cases below will cover all pairs of virtual nodes in ~A.

Case 1. If u, v ∈ A, then because dist_{G−C} (u, v) ≤ dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ ~h_{cov} ≤ h_{cov}, there is a cluster S ∈ N containing both u, v. By the construction of N_1, the cluster S_1 originated from S will have u, v ∈ S_1. Case 2. Suppose u ∈ A_{new} ∩ A_1 and v ∈ A. For each item u_{item} ∈ ω · ρ_{new}(u) of u, it is matched to an item of some virtual node u^′ via M_{CM}. Observe that

dist_{G−C} (u^′, v) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G−C} (u, v) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G− ~C} (u, v)

≤ h_{CM} + ~h_{cov} ≤ h_{cov},

which means each u’s item u_{item} is matched to some cluster containing v. Note that there are at most ω clusters containing v in N , and there are totally ρ^{src}(u) = ω · ρ_{new}(u) items of u in the matching M_{CM} by the definition of A_1. By averaging, there must be a cluster S ∈ N with v ∈ S that receives at least ρ_{new}(u) items of u. Therefore, by the construction algorithm, u will be added to the cluster S_1 ∈ N_1 originated from S.

Case 3. Suppose both virtual nodes u, v ∈ A_{new} ∩ A_1. For each pair of units u_{item} ∈ ω · ρ_{new}(u) of u and v_{item} ∈ ω · ρ_{new}(v) of v, M_{CM} will match u_{item} and v_{item} to items of some virtual nodes u^′ and v^′ respectively. Similarly,

dist_{G−C} (u^′, v^′) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G−C} (u, v) + dist_{G−C} (v^′, v) ≤ dist_{G−C} (u^′, u) + dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) + dist_{G−C} (v^′, v)

≤ h_{CM} + ~h_{cov} + h_{CM} ≤ h_{cov},

which means for each item pair u_{item} and v_{item} of u and v, there is at least a cluster that both u_{item} and v_{item} are matched to. Note that in each clustering of N , there is at most one cluster that can receive items of u via M_{CM}, because N has separation h_{sep} > 2h_{CM}. Hence the number of clusters that can receive both items of u and v via M_{CM} is at most ω (at most one from each clustering). The total number of such pairs of x and y is ω^2ρ_{new}(u)ρ_{new}(v). By averaging, there exists a cluster that receives at least ωρ_{new}(u)ρ_{new}(v) pairs, which means it receives at least ρ_{new}(u) items of u and at least ρ_{new}(v) items of v, because a cluster will receive at most A^{src}(u) = ω · ρ_{new}(u) and A^{src}(v) = ω · ρ_{new}(v) units of u and v respectively. Therefore, by the construction, both u and v will be added to this cluster.

Case 4. Suppose u ∈ A_{new} \ A_1 and v ∈ A_2. By definition, the virtual node u has at least one unit in A^{src}_U , so the vertex u is h_{CM}-separated from vertices supp(A^{sink}_U ) on G − ~C. This means dist_{(G− ~C)[A2]}(u, v) = dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) because the shortest u-v path on G − ~C cannot go through any vertex in supp(A^{sink}_U ) = supp( ~A \ A_2). Therefore, a cluster from N_2 will contain both u and v.

Case 5. Suppose u ∈ A_{new} \ A_1 and v ∈ A \ A_2. This case is impossible because we have argued that u is h_{CM}-separated from the vertex v ∈ supp(A \ A_2) = supp(A^{src}_U ) on G − ~C, contradicting that dist_{G− ~C} (u, v) ≤ h/3 = h_{CM}.

The Recourse from N to ~N Restricted on ~A^⋆. From N to N_1, each virtual node in A_{new} will be added into N at most ω times (at most one for each clustering), so

Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N → N_1) ≤ ω · |A_{new} ∩ ~A^⋆| ≤ ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new})/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ~ρ(v).

Because ~N is the union of N_1 and N_2, trivially Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N_1 → ~N ) is at most the size of N_2 restricted on ~A^⋆, i.e. size(N_{2,| ~A⋆} ). Recall that N_2 is a pairwise cover of A_2 with width κ_{NC,ω}, so size(N_{2,| ~A⋆} ) ≤ κ_{NC,ω} · |A_2 ∩ ~A^⋆|, so. Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N_1 → ~N ) ≤ κ_{NC,ω} · |A_2 ∩ ~A^⋆| ≤ κ_{NC,ω} · ~ρ(A_2)/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ~ρ(v). Recall that we have shown ~ρ(A_2) = ρ_2(A_2) ≤ O(ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new})), so

Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N → ~N ) ≤ Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N → N_1) + Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N_1 → ~N ) ≤ O(κ_{NC,ω} · ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new})/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ~ρ(v)).

The Running Time. The running time of the cutmatch subroutines is |ρ^{src}|·poly(h_{CM}, log n)/ϕ_{CM}. When we update (N , R, Π_{R→G}) to (N_1, R_1, Π_{R1 →G}), the running time is dominated by the update to routers. Because ∑ S∈S |M_S | ≤ ω · |M_{CM}| ≤ O(ω^2 · ρ_{new}(A_{new})), the total running time for this step is 2^{O(f)} · ω^2 · ρ_{new}(A_{new}) · 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} by Theorem 5.1. The construction time of (C_{ED}, L_{ED}, N_2, R_2, Π_{R2→(G−C−CCM)[A2]}) is ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new}) · poly(h_{ED}) · n^{O(ϵ)}, because the size of subgraph (G − C − C_{CM})[A_2] is bounded by deg_G(supp(A_2)) ≤ ρ_2(A_2) ≤ O(ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new})), where the first inequality is because, for each vertex v_{vtx} ∈ supp(A_2), we have ~A(v_{vtx}) ⊆ A_2 and deg_G(v_{vtx}) ≤ ~A(v_{vtx}) ≤ ∑ v∈ ~A(v_{vtx}) 1 ≤ ∑ v∈ ~A(v_{vtx}) ρ2(v). In conclusion, the total running time is

ω · ρ_{new}(A_{new}) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

7.3 Batched Edge Deletions When we apply Theorem 7.8 in the proof of Theorem 8.2 (i.e. Section 8.2), we will set the parameter μ = 2t, where t = Θ(1/ϵ) is the global time parameter.

Theorem 7.8. Let G be a graph with a ρ-dense node-weighting A ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)) and a ρdense certified-ED (C, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G in Definition 7.3. Given a set of edge deletions F ⊆ E(G) with parameters ϕ and μ, there is an algorithm that computes a ρ̃-dense certified ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on ~G = G \ F with ~ρ = ⌈(1 − 1/μ)ρ⌉ s.t. • ~C = C_{|E( ~G)} + C_{new} with |C_{new}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ω · ϕ · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F | · h).

• ~L = L ∪ L_{new} with distortion distortion ~σ = σ + O(h/κ_σ ) and |L_{new}| ≤ O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ω · ϕ · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |)

• N is a ~ρ-dense (~h_{cov}, ~h_{sep}, ~ω)-pairwise cover with ~h_{cov} = ~h_{sep} = h/3, and ~ω = ω + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Each router ~R ∈ ~R is maintained by Theorem 5.1 under ~f = f + O(1) updates. • Π_{~R→G} is a (~h_{emb}, ~γ_{emb})-embedding with ~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, λ_{init,h} · h} ~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ)

Given a node-weighting ~A^⋆ ⊆ ~A, the recourse from N to ~N restricted on ~A^⋆ is Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N → ~N ) = O(ω · κ_{NC,ω} · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ρ(v)). The running time is ω · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F | · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω). Proof. We first compute the set R_{edge,F} = Π^{−1}_{R→G}(F ) which collects all edges in routers with underlying embedding paths going through some deleted edges in F . For each router R ∈ R corresponding to a cluster S ∈ N , let R_{edge,F} = R_{edge,F} ∩ E(R). We apply an edge-deletions update to R with R_{edge,F} as inputs by Theorem 5.1, which returns a set R_{prune} ⊆ V (R) of pruned vertices. Recall that each router vertex in R_{prune} is either a redundant vertex or corresponding to an item in ρ_S (S). For each virtual node v ∈ S, let R_{prune}(v) denote the number of v’s item in R_{prune}. We define the pruned virtual nodes of S to be S_{prune} = {v ∈ S | R_{prune}(v) ≥ ⌈ρ(v)/μ⌉}. Finally, let A_{prune} = ⋃ S∈N S_{prune} collect all pruned virtual nodes.

Now we partition A into A_{prune} and A^′ = A \ A_{prune}, and let the density of A_{prune} be ρ_{prune} = ρ_{|Aprune} and the density of A^′ be ρ^′ = ⌈(1−1/μ)ρ_{|A}′ ⌉. Note that we can obtain a ρ^′-dense certified-ED (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) of A^′ on ~G by simply removing A_{prune} from (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}). Concretely, for each cluster S ∈ N and its router R, we do the following steps.

1. Remove virtual nodes A_{prune} ∩ S from S. Note that the new R after the pruning from Theorem 5.1 may still have vertices corresponding to items of some virtual node in A_{prune} ∩ S and we will mark all such router vertices redundant.

2. For each remaining virtual node v in S, subtract its S-density ρ_S (v) by R_{prune}(v), because these many items of v were pruned from R via Theorem 5.1 before.

3. For each edge removed from R due to the previous update via Theorem 5.1, remove its embedding path from Π_{R→G}.

Lastly, we take C^′ = C_{|E( ~G)} by removing cut values on deleted edges. Also, let L^′ = L ∪ V (F ).

We observe that the ρ^′-dense certified-ED (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) of A^′ on ~G has the same quality parameters as those of the original ρ-dense certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G, except that each router in R^′ suffers one more batched update. In particular, Π_{R′→ ~G} is a valid embedding on ~G because we remove all router edges with embedding paths going through deleted edges by Theorem 5.1, and these embedding paths are removed in step (3). Also, the new cluster N^′ is ρ^′-dense because for each cluster S^′ ∈ N^′ (updated from S ∈ N ) and virtual node v ∈ S^′, we have ρ_S′ (v) = ρ_S (v) − R_{prune}(v) ≥ ρ(v) − R_{prune}(v) ≥ ⌈(1 − 1/μ) · ρ(v)⌉ = ρ^′(v) because R_{prune}(v) ≤ ⌊ρ(v)/μ⌋ (otherwise v will be selected into S_{prune} ⊆ A_{prune} and it will not belong to S^′).

We can obtain a ~ρ-dense certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→G}) of A on ~G by applying Theorem 7.5 on (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′ → ~G}) with the new ρ_{prune}-dense node weighting A_{prune}. The output has the desired quality by plugging the bound of ρ_{prune}(A_{prune}) (see Claim 7.9) into the quality bounds of Theorem 7.5.

Claim 7.9. ρ_{prune}(A_{prune}) = ρ(A_{prune}) ≤ μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |

Proof. First, the number of router edges with embedding paths going through deleted edges, i.e. |R_{edge,F} |, is at most |F | · γ_{emb}. By definition, ∑ R∈R |R_{edge,F} | = |R_{edge,F} |. By Theorem 5.1, each router R ∈ R has |R_{prune}| ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(f) · |R_{edge,F} |. Therefore, we have

ρ_{prune}(A_{prune}) = ρ(A_{prune}) = ∑ v∈A_{prune} ρ(v) ≤ ∑ S∈N ∑ v∈S_{prune} ρ(v) ≤ ∑ S∈N ∑ v∈S_{prune}

μ · R_{prune}(v) ≤ μ · ∑ S∈N |R_{prune}| ≤ μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · ∑ S∈N |R_{edge,F} | = μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · |R_{edge,F} |

≤ μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |.

The Recourse from N to ~N Restricted on ~A^⋆. Because N^′ is obtained from N by removing virtual nodes in A_{prune} and the width is ω, we have Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N → N^′) ≤ ω · |A_{prune} ∩ ~A^⋆| ≤ ρ(A_{prune})/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ρ(v).

From N^′ to ~N , by Theorem 7.5, we have Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N^′ → ~N ) ≤ O(ρ_{prune}(A_{prune}) · ω · κ_{NC,ω}/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ρ(v)).

Therefore, by Claim 7.9, the total recourse is Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N → ~N ) ≤ O(ρ(A_{prune}) · ω · κ_{NC,ω}/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ρ(v)) ≤ O(ω · κ_{NC,ω} · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F |/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆} ρ(v)).

The Running Time. The running time to update (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) to (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′→ ~G}) is dominated the edge deletion updates to the routers, which take totally 2^{O(f)} ·|R_{edge,F} |·2^{poly(1/ϵ)} ≤ 2^{O(f)} · |F | · γ_{emb} · 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} time. From (C^′, L^′, N^′, R^′, Π_{R′ → ~G}) to ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→ ~G}), it takes ω · ρ_{prune}(A_{prune}) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f+1)} · ω) time. Therefore, the total running time is ω · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f) · γ_{emb} · |F | · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

7.4 Batched Edge Insertions Theorem 7.10. Let G be a graph with a ρ-dense node-weighting A ≥ deg_G +1(V (G)) and a ρdense certified-ED (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) of A on G in Definition 7.3. Given a batch of edge insertions E_{new} with parameter ϕ, there is an algorithm that computes a certified-ED ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→ ~G}) of a ~ρ-dense ~A on ~G = G ∪ E_{new} satisfying that

• ~A = A + A_{new} and ~ρ = ρ ⊎ ρ_{new}, where A_{new} = deg_{Enew} with unit density ρ_{new}. • ~C = C + C_{new} with |C_{new}| ≤ O((ω · κ_{init,C} · ϕ + 1) · h · |E_{new}|). • ~L = L ∪ L_{new} with distortion ~σ = σ + O(h/κ_σ ) and |L_{new}| ≤ O((ω · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ + 1) · |E_{new}|);

• ~N is a ~ρ-dense (~h_{cov}, ~h_{sep}, ~ω)-pairwise cover with ~h_{cov} = h/3, ~h_{sep} = h/3 and ~ω = ω + κ_{NC,ω}

• Routers in ~R are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under f + 1 updates.

• Π_{~R→G} is a (~h_{emb}, ~γ_{emb})-embedding with ~h_{emb} = max{h_{emb}, O(λ_{init,h} · h)} ~γ_{emb} = γ_{emb} + O((ω · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ)

The recourse from N to ~N is Rcs(N → ~N ) = O(|E_{new}| · ω · κ_{NC,ω}). The running time is |E_{new}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

Proof. We first update (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) to (C^′, L^′, N , R, Π_{R→ ~G}) as follows.

1. Let C^′ = C + C_{Enew} , where C_{Enew} assigns C_{Enew} (e) = h to each e ∈ E_{new}. 2. Let L^′ = L ∪ L_{Enew} , where L_{Enew} = V (E_{new}) includes all endpoints of new edges, so the C_{Enew} -vertices have themselves as landmarks.

3. Keep Π_{R→ ~G} = Π_{R→G} unchanged.

Obviously, (C^′, L^′, N , R, Π_{R→ ~G}) is a ρ-dense certified-ED of A on ~G with quality parameters the same as those of (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}).

Next, let A_{new} = deg_{Enew} with density ρ_{new}(v) = 1 for each virtual node v ∈ A_{new}. Then apply Theorem 7.5 on the ρ-dense certified-ED (C^′, L^′, N , R, Π_{R→ ~G}) of A on ~G with the new ρ_{new}- dense node-weighing A_{new}. The output ( ~C, ~L, ~N , ~R, Π_{~R→ ~G}) is exactly a ~ρ-dense certified-ED of ~A = A + A_{new} on ~G with density ~ρ = ρ ⊎ ρ_{new} and the desired quality parameters.

By Theorem 7.5, the recourse from N to ~N is at most O(ρ_{new}(A_{new}) · ω · κ_{NC,ω}) ≤ O(|E_{new}| · ω · κ_{NC,ω}), and the running time is |E_{new}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f)} · ω).

7.5 Batched Landmark Insertions into Node-Weighting Lemma 7.11. Let G be a graph with node-weighting A ≥ deg_G and parameter ϕ. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, suppose we are given a ρ-dense certified-ED (C_j , L_j , N_j , R_j , Π_{Rj →G}) of A on G s.t.

• L_j has distortion σ_j and a subset L^⋆_j ⊆ L_j specified, and let τ = ∑ 1≤j≤j̄ |L ⋆ j |; • N_j is a (h_{cov,j}, h_{sep,j}, ω_j)-pairwise cover of A on G with h_{cov,j} = h_{sep,j} = h_j ; • R_j are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under f_j updates; • Π_{Rj →G} is a (h_{emb,j}, γ_{emb,j})-embedding.

We define global parameters κ_{insLM,γ} = n^{O(ϵ4)} and λ_{insLM,t} = log_{κinsLM,γ} n = O(1/ϵ^4). There is an algorithm that computes, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, a ~ρ-dense certified-ED ( ~C_j , ~L_j, ~N_j , ~R_j , Π_{~Rj →G}) of ~A on G s.t.

• ~C_j = C_j + C_{new,j} with |C_{new,j}| = O(h_j · τ) • ~L_j = L_j ∪ L_{new,j} with distortion ~σ_j = σ_j + O(h_j /κ_σ ) and |L_{new,j}| = O(τ).

• ~A = A + A_{new} with density ~ρ = ρ ⊎ ρ_{new}, where A_{new} = 1( ⋃ j L^⋆_j ) + 1( ⋃ j L_{new,j} \ ⋃ j L_j ), and A_{new} has 1/ϕ-uniform density ρ_{new}.

• ~N_j is a (~h_{cov,j}, ~h_{sep,j}, ~ω_j )-pairwise cover of ~A on G with ~h_{cov,j} = ~h_{sep,j} = h_j /2^{O(λ}insLM,t^) and ~ω_j = ω_j + λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in ~R_j are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most ~f_j = f_j + O(λ_{insLM,t}) update batches.

• Π_{~Rj →G} is a (~h_{emb,j}, ~γ_{emb,j})-embedding with

~h_{emb,j} = max{h_{emb,j}, O(λ_{init,h} · h_j )}, ~γ_{emb,j} = γ_{emb,j} + O(~ω_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (~ω_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} · λ_{insLM,t}/ϕ)

Given an arbitrary set ~A^⋆ of virtual nodes, the recourse from N_j to ~N_j restricted on ~A^⋆ is Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N_j → ~N_j) = O(τ · ~ω_j · κ_{NC,ω}/(ϕ · min_{v∈ ~A⋆∩ ~A} ~ρ(v))). The running time is (τ/ϕ) · n^{O(ϵ)} · ∑ j(~ω^2_j · poly(h_j ) · (1/ϕ + 2^{O( ~fj )})).

Proof. Roughly speaking, this subroutine wants to add the landmarks ⋃ j L^⋆_j into the node-weighting.

This can be done by calling the dynamic ED subroutine, at a cost of creating more landmarks. Hence our algorithm is iterative. Let L^{⋆,(i)}_j be the new landmarks created in iteration i of the level-j certified-ED (initially L^{⋆,(0)}_j = L^⋆_j ). Then at each iteration i, we add ⋃ j L^{⋆,(i−1)} j (excluding repetitive landmarks) into the node-weighting of all certified-EDs, which will create new landmarks L^{⋆,(i)}_j for the next iteration. We will set proper parameters to make sure the number of new landmarks drops by a factor roughly κ_{insLM,L} in each iteration, so the number of iteration is bounded by λ_{insLM,t}.

Formally, let (C^{(0)}_j , L^{(0)}_j , N^{(0)}_j , R^{(0)}_j , Π_R(0)_{j →G}) be the initial certified-ED for each j. In each iteration i ≥ 1, we let T^{(i)}_{new} = ⋃ j L^{⋆,(i−1)} j \ ⋃ j L^{(i−2)}_j (initially T^{(1)}_{new} = ⋃ j L^{⋆,(0)}_j )

If T^{(i)}_{new} is empty, we terminate the algorithm.

Otherwise, let A^{(i)}_{new} = 1(T^{(i)}_{new}) be the unit node-weighting over T^{(i)}_{new} with 1/ϕ-uniform density ρ^{(i)}_{new}. Then we call Theorem 7.5 on (C^{(i−1)}_j , L^{(i−1)}_j , N^{(i−1)}_j , R^{(i−1)}_j , Π_R(i−1)_{j →G}) with the ρ^{(i)}_{new}-dense node-weighting A^{(i)}_{new} and parameter ϕ^{(i)}_j = ϕ/(κ_{insLM,γ} · ω^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L})).

Let h^{(i−1)}_j refer to h^{(i−1)}_{cov,j} . The output is a ρ^{(i)}-dense certified-ED (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G}) of A^{(i)} = A^{(i−1)} + A^{(i)}_{new} on G with density ρ^{(i)} = ρ^{(i−1)} ⊎ ρ^{(i)}_{new}. It further satisfies that

• C^{(i)}_j = C^{(i−1)}_j + C^{(i)}_{new,j} with

|C^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ω^{(i−1)}_j · ϕ^{(i)}_j · h^{(i−1)}_j · ρ^{(i)}_{new}(A^{(i)}_{new})) ≤ O(h^{(i−1)}_j · |A^{(i)}_{new}|/κ_{insLM,γ} ), where the second inequality is by ρ^{(i)}_{new}(A^{(i)}_{new}) = |A^{(i)}_{new}|/ϕ and κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L} ≥ κ_{init,C} .

• L^{(i)}_j = L^{(i−1)}_j ∪ L^{⋆,(i)}_j has distortion σ^{(i)}_j = σ^{(i−1)}_j + O(h^{(i−1)}_j /κ_σ ) and

|L^{⋆,(i)}_j | ≤ O((κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ω^{(i−1)}_j · ϕ^{(i)}_j · ρ^{(i)}_{new}(A^{(i)}_{new})) ≤ O(|A^{(i)}_{new}|/κ_{insLM,γ} ).

• N^{(i)}_j has quality parameters h^{(i)}_{cov,j} = h^{(i)}_{sep,j} = h^{(i−1)}_{cov,j} /3, and ω^{(i)}_j = ω^{(i−1)}_j + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in R^{(i)}_j are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under f^{(i)}_j = f^{(i−1)}_j + O(1) batched updates. • The embedding Π_R(i)_{j →G} has

h^{(i)}_{emb,j} = max{h^{(i−1)}_{emb,j}, O(λ_{init,h} · h^{(i)}_j )} γ^{(i)}_{emb,j} = γ^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O((ω^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ^{(i)}_j )

= γ^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O(ω^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (ω^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} /ϕ)

Claim 7.12. The number of iteration is at most λ_{insLM,t}, and ∑ i |A^{(i)}_{new}| ≤ O(τ).

Proof. For each i ≥ 2, |A^{(i)}_{new}| ≤ ∑ j |L^{⋆,(i−1)} j | ≤ O(j̄ · |A^{(i−1)}_{new} |/κ_{insLM,γ} ). Because |A^{(1)}_{new}| ≤ n, κ_{insLM,γ} = n^{O(ϵ)} and j̄ = O(log h) = O(log n), after at most O(1/ϵ) ≤ λ_{insLM,t} iterations, |L^{(i)}_{new}| = |A^{(i)}_{new}| < 1 and the algorithm terminates. Because |A^{(1)}_{new}| ≤ ∑ j |L^{⋆,(0)}_j | = τ and |A^{(i)}_{new}| decreases exponentially over time, we have ∑ i |A^{(i)}_{new}| = O(τ).

Quality of the Final Certified-EDs. For each j, the final (after the last iteration) certified-EDs ( ~C_j , ~L_j , ~N_j, ~R_j , Π_{~Rj →G}) has qualtiy parameters as follows.

• ~C_j = C_j + C_{new,j}, where C_{new,j} = ∑ i C^{(i)}_{new,j} with size |C_{new,j}| = ∑ i |C^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ ∑ i O(h^{(i−1)}_j · |A^{(i)}_{new}|/κ_{insLM,γ} ) ≤ O(h_j · τ/κ_{insLM,γ} ).

• ~L_j = L_j ∪ L_{new,j}, where L_{new,j} = ⋃ i L^{⋆,(i)}_j with size |L_{new,j}| = ∑ i |L^{⋆,(i)}_j | ≤ ∑ i O(|A^{(i)}_{new}|/κ_{insLM,γ} ) ≤ O(τ/κ_{insLM,γ} ).

• ~A = A + A_{new}, where A_{new} = ∑ i A^{(i)}_{new} = ∑ i 1(T^{(i)}_{new}) = 1( ⋃ j L^{⋆,(0)}_j ) + ∑ i≥2 1( ⋃ j L^{⋆,(i−1)} j \ ⋃ j L^{(i−2)}_j ) = 1( ⋃ j L^{⋆,(0)}_j ) + 1( ⋃ i≥2,j L^{⋆,(i−1)} j \ ⋃ j L^{(0)}_j ) = 1( ⋃ j L^⋆_j ) + 1( ⋃ j L_{new,j} \ ⋃ j L_j)

and A_{new} has 1/ϕ-uniform density ρ_{new}.

• The bounds on ~h_{cov,j}, ~h_{sep,j}, ~ω_j and ~f_j are trivial by Claim 7.12.

• The embedding Π_{~Rj →G} Trivially has length ~h_{emb,j} = max{h_{emb,j}, O(λ_{init,h} · h_j )}. Regarding the congestion, because in each iteration i,

γ^{(i)}_{emb,j} = γ^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O(ω^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (ω^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} /ϕ), and the number of iteration at most λ_{insLM,t}, the final congestion is ~γ_{emb,j} = γ_{emb,j} + O(~ω_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (~ω_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} · λ_{insLM,t}/ϕ).

The Recourse from N_j to ~N_j Restricted on ~A^⋆. We have Rcs_{| ~A⋆} (N_j → ~N_j) ≤ ∑ i≥1 Rcs_{|( ~A⋆∩A(i))}(N^{(i−1)}_j → N^{(i)}_j ) ≤ ∑ i≥1 O(ρ^{(i)}_{new}(A^{(i)}_{new}) · ω^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{NC,ω}/ min_{v∈ ~A⋆ ∩A(i)} ρ^{(i)}(v)) ≤ ∑ i≥1 O(|A^{(i)}_{new}| · ω^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{NC,ω}/(ϕ · min_{v∈ ~A⋆∩A(i)} ρ^{(i)}(v))) ≤ O(τ · ~ω_j · κ_{NC,ω}/(ϕ · min_{v∈ ~A⋆∩ ~A} ~ρ(v))), where the second inequality is by Theorem 7.5.

The Running Time. At each iteration i and for each j, the time to get (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G}) is ω^{(i−1)}_j · ρ^{(i)}_{new}(A^{(i)}_{new}) · poly(h^{(i−1)}_j ) · (1/ϕ^{(i)}_j + 2^{O(f (i−1)j )} · ω^{(i−1)}_j ). Summing over all i and j, the total running time is bounded by

λ_{insLM,t} · ∑ j ~ω_j · (τ/ϕ) · poly(h_j ) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (κ_{insLM,γ} · ~ω_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L})/ϕ + 2^{O( ~fj )} · ~ω_j) ≤ (τ/ϕ) · n^{O(ϵ)} · ∑ j (~ω^2_j · poly(h_j ) · (1/ϕ + 2^{O( ~fj )}))

8 Dynamic Vertex Sparsifiers for Bounded Distances

In this section, we introduce our online-batch dynamic vertex sparsifier algorithm, where the sparsifier will preserve pairwise distance between a given terminal set. The main theorem of this section is Theorem 8.2.

Definition 8.1 (Vertex Sparsifiers). Let G be a graph with terminals T ⊆ V (G), an (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)- sparsifier H of T on G is a weighted graph satisfying the following.

1. T ⊆ V (H).

2. For each u, v ∈ T , there is dist_H (u, v) · α_{low} ≥ dist_G(u, v).

3. For each u, v ∈ T s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ h, there is dist_H (u, v) ≤ α_{up} · dist_G(u, v).

The stretch/approximation of the sparsifier H is α_{low} ·α_{up}. In particular, we say H is an (α_{low}, α_{up})- sparsifer of T on G if property 3 holds for every pair of u, v ∈ T without restriction.

Before stating Theorem 8.2, we first explain the term of fresh vertices, which appears in Item 1 of Theorem 8.2. In a dynamic algorithm, we say a vertex is fresh, if at the moment it is created, we assign it a global vertex identifier different from the identifiers of all vertices appear before. Equivalently, we can image that there is a large global pool of vertex identifiers, and we request an unpicked identifier when creating this vertex. Whether a newly created vertex is fresh or not is its inherent property, and we are not allowed to change the global identifier of a vertex once it has been created. We note that in Theorem 8.2, when we say a vertex v in the sparsifer H of G is fresh, besides v /∈ V (G), we also know that v has identifier different from any vertex created before in an algorithm that uses Theorem 8.2 as a subroutine.

It is important to specify the global identifiers of vertices, because in some following sections (e.g. Section 11), we will work on several graphs simultaneously and define some new graph using vertices from different graphs. The new graph is well-defined only when global identifiers exist, because we need to know whether two vertices from two different graphs correspond to the same vertex in the new graph or not. This is also the reason why we cannot allow change the identifier of a vertex, because changing the identifier may cause vertex split operation to the new graph, which is expensive.

Theorem 8.2 (Dynamic vertex sparsifiers). Let G be a dynamic graph with an incremental terminal set T ⊆ V (G) and parameters h and ϕ ≤ 1/t under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ...π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions, isolated vertex insertions/deletions and terminals insertions s.t. at each time 1 ≤ i ≤ t, |π^{(i)}| ≤ ϕ · |G^{(i)}|. There is an algorithm that maintains an (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h)-sparsifier H of T on G, where

λ_{H,low} = λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and λ_{H,up} = O(1).

The algorithm further guarantee the following.

1. H is further a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h)-sparsifier of extended terminals T̄ s.t. T̄ = V (H) ∩ V (G) and T ⊆ T̄ . Vertices in V (H) \ T̄ are fresh vertices.

2. The size of H is bounded by |H| ≤ κ_{H,size} · (|T | + ϕ · |G|) where

κ_{H,size} = κ^3_j ·2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} ·λ_{rt,prune}(t·λ_{insLM,t})·κ^3_{NC,ω} ·(κ_{CM,L} +κ_{init,L})·(κ_{CM,γ} +κ_{init,γ} ) = n^{O(ϵ4)},

and κ_j = O(log n) is a global upper bound of ⌈100 · log h⌉.

3. The number of vertices in H is bounded by |V (H)| ≤ n^{O(ϵ4)} · |V (G)|.

4. The recourse from H^{(i−1)} to H^{(i)} is Rcs(H^{(i−1)} → H^{(i)}) ≤ κ_{H,rcs} · |π^{(i)}|, where

κ_{H,rcs} = κ^3_j ·2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)}·λ_{rt,prune}(t·λ_{insLM,t})·κ^4_{NC,ω}·(κ_{CM,L}+κ_{init,L})·(κ_{CM,γ} +κ_{init,γ} )·κ_{insLM,γ} = n^{O(ϵ4)}.

5. The initialization time is (|G^{(0)}| + |T^{(0)}|/ϕ) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ and the time to handle the batch π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2.

6. At any time, given a path P_H on H connecting some vertices u, v ∈ T̄ , the algorithm can compute a u-v path P_G on G with ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ λ_{H,low} · ℓ_H (P_H ) and |P_G| ≥ |P_H |/2. The pathunfolding time is |P_G| · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)}.

We emphasize that an important advantage of our dynamic sparsifier algorithm is that it has low recourse, independent of 1/ϕ. This is crucial for our dynamic length-constrained expander hierarchy algorithm in Section 9, where we recursively apply Theorem 8.2 to build some kind of hierarchy of sparsifiers with roughly log n/ log(1/ϕ) levels but still require small final recourse.

However, one may notice that Theorem 8.2 has some drawbacks, and we now discuss how to fix them. Nonetheless, Theorem 8.2 itself is sufficient for its application in Section 9.

• First, each batched update π^{(i)} is required to have size no more than ϕ · |E(G^{(i)})|. This can be easily fixed by a standard rebuilding technique. Namely, we rebuild the sparsifier if the batched update is too large. Indeed, we use this technique when we apply Theorem 8.2 in Section 9.

• Second, the size of the sparsifier has an additive term ϕ · |E(G)|, which means when the number of terminals is small, the sparsifier only sparsifies G by a factor ϕ. We can fix this by recursively applying Theorem 8.2 until the sparsifier has size roughly |T |. See Section 13 for a formal proof.

• Third, the update time polynomially depends on h, which means this algorithm will only be efficient when the sparsifier preserves bounded distance. We will see how to fix this in Section 13 by exploiting the stacking technique in Section 12.1.

In Section 8.1, we first show a static construction of the sparsifier from a collection of (specialized) certified-EDs with different length parameters, and then make the sparsifier dynamic by assuming these certified-EDs are dynamic. In Section 8.2, we complete the proof of Theorem 8.2 by showing a dynamic algorithm for these certified-EDs. In order to achieve low recourse, we will exploit ρ-dense certified-EDs in Section 7.

8.1 Construction Based on Landmarks

Lemma 8.3 shows a static construction of the sparsifier, given a collection of specialized certified- EDs at different levels j with length parameters 2, 4, .., 2^j , ..., h. Precisely, the static construction will only access the moving cuts, landmark sets and pairwise covers (the routers and embedding are only for controlling the diameter of pairwise covers on G). The certified-EDs are specialized in the sense that they should be with respect to an extended terminal set T̄ including the original terminal set T and all the landmarks.

In fact, the sparsifier we construct is also with respect to this extended terminal set T̄ . The construction is given in the first paragraph in the proof of Lemma 8.3. The intuition that the sparsifier will have low stretch is as follows. Consider a pair of extended terminals u and v. We look at the level j with length parameter 2^j slightly larger than dist_G(u, v). If dist_{G−Cj} (u, v) only increases a little bit compared to dist_G(u, v), then the pairwise cover at level j (with cover radius 2^j on G − C_j) will have a cluster covering u and v and the corresponding star graph will preserve the u-v distance. Otherwise, dist_{G−Cj} (u, v) increases quite a lot, which means there is a C_j-vertex w^′ on the middle of the u-v shortest path on G. Then we look at the landmark w ∈ L_j ⊆ T̄ of w^′ (which is quite close to w^′), and consider pairs (u, w) and (w, v) recursively.

Lemma 8.3. Let G be a graph with terminal set T and a parameter h. For each integer 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄ = ⌈log(100 · h)⌉, let h_j = 2^j and suppose we are given an integral moving cut C_j, a landmark set L_j and a pairwise cover N_j satisfying the following.

• L_j is a landmark set of C_j on G with distortion σ_j = h_j / log^2 n.

• N_j is a pairwise cover of T̄ = T ∪ ( ⋃ j^′ Lj^′ ) on G − Cj with cover radius hcov,j = hj and width

ω_j. Furthermore, the diameter of N_j on G is h_{RealDiam,j} ≤ h_j · α_{low} for some fixed parameter α_{low} ≥ 1.

There is an algorithm that computes an (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-sparsifier H of T̄ on G with α_{up} = O(1) and |H| = O( ∑ j(|C_j |/h_j + ω_j · |T̄ |)). The running time is O( ∑ j(|C_j | + ω_j · |T̄ |)) Proof. First, we define a set E_{heavy} of heavy edges, which collect all edges e ∈ E(G) s.t. C_j (e) ≥ h_j /10 for some j. Note that each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E_{heavy} must have endpoints u, v ∈ T̄ , because C_j(e) ≥ h_j /10 ≥ σ_j implies u, v ∈ L_j ⊆ T̄ . Second, for each pairwise cover N_j and each cluster S ∈ N_j, let H^⋆_S be a star graph with V (H^⋆_S) = S ∪ {v_S }, where v_S is the artificial center, and E(H^⋆_S ) = {(v_S , v) | v ∈ supp(S)} in which each edge has length h_j . Exceptionally, when |S| = 1, its star graph H^⋆_S degenerate to an isolated vertex, which is the unique vertex v ∈ S. We call H^⋆ = ⋃ 1≤j≤j̄,S∈N_j H ⋆ S the star union of the collection {N_j | 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄}. At last, the sparsifier H is simply the union of the star union and heavy edges, i.e. H = H^⋆ ∪ E_{heavy}.

The quality of H is shown by Lemma 8.4. The number of vertices in H is at most O( ∑ j size(N_j)).

The number of edges in H is at most |E(H)| ≤ ∑ j(O(|C_j |/h_j ) + size(N_j)) ≤ O( ∑ j(|C_j |/h_j + ω_j · |T̄ |)). The bound on running time is straightforward.

Lemma 8.4. H is a (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-sparsifer of T̄ on G with α_{up} = O(1).

Proof. We show the three properties of sparsifers in Definition 8.1 one by one.

Property 1. From the definition of pairwise cover (i.e. Definition 3.2), for each N_j, we have ⋃ S∈N_j S = T̄ . By the construction of H, we have T̄ ⊆ V (H

⋆) = V (H).

Property 2. Let u, v be an arbitrary pair of vertices in T̄ , and let P_H be the shortest u-v path in H. Consider an arbitrary pair of consecutive T̄ -vertices x, y on P_H . That is, the subpath of P_H from x to y, denoted by P_H (x, y), is internally disjoint with T̄ . By the construction of H, there are two cases.

In the first case, P_H (x, y) is made up with a single edge e = (x, y) ∈ E_{heavy}. This edge has the same length in both G and H, so dist_G(x, y) ≤ ℓ_H (P_H (x, y)). In the second case, P_H (x, y) is made up with two edges and a internal vertex w, where w is the artificial center of some cluster S ∈ N_j for some j. We have x, y ∈ S and dist_G(x, y) ≤ α_{low} · h_j. Moreover, ℓ_H (P_H (x, y)) = 2h_j because these two edges have length h_j. Therefore, dist_G(x, y) ≤ α_{low} · ℓ_H (P_H (x, y)).

Finally, by taking the concatenation of these subpaths P_H (x, y), we have

dist_G(u, v) ≤ ∑ (x,y) dist_G(x, y) ≤ ∑ (x,y) α_{low} · ℓ_H (P_H (x, y)) = α_{low} · dist_H (u, v).

Property 3. Consider a pair of vertices u, v ∈ T̄ with dist_G(u, v) ≤ h. We now show that dist_H (u, v) ≤ O(1) · dist_G(u, v). Let P^⋆ be the shortest u-v path on G.

Our strategy is to construct a set P of paths P_1, P_2, ..., P_{x̄} called roads s.t. each road P_x ∈ P has endpoints u_x, v_x ∈ T̄ . These roads should further have the following properties. (1) First, u_1 = u, v_{x̄} = v and v_x = u_{x+1} for each 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄ − 1. That is, the roads in P are laid end to end, where the first road P_1 starts from u and the last road P_{x̄} ends at v. (2) Second, ∑ P_x∈P ℓG(Px) ≤ O(1) · distG(u, v). Namely, the total G-length of roads in P is at most a constant

multiple of the real dist_G(u, v). (3) Each (u_x, v_x) has dist_H (u_x, v_x) ≤ O(1) · ℓ_G(P_x).

These three properties are enough to certify that dist_H (u, v) ≤ O(1) · dist_G(u, v), because they imply

dist_H (u, v) ≤ ∑ 1≤x≤x̄ dist_H (u_x, v_x) ≤ ∑ P_x∈P O(1) · ℓ_G(P_x) ≤ O(1) · dist_G(u, v).

Construction of P. We construct P in an algorithmic way. We start with an initial set P_1 which only contains a single road P_{1,1} = P^⋆. The y-th phase will process a road set P_y. Roughly speaking, each road P_{y,x} ∈ P_y may be split^{19} into two new roads P_{y+1,x}′ , P_{y+1,x}′′ ∈ P_{y+1}, or added into P_{y+1} with no change (i.e. it becomes P_{y+1,x}′ = P_{y,x} ∈ P_{y+1}). Intuitively, all the roads generated by this procedure will form a tree structure T . Naturally, we can define the ancestor-descendant relationships between roads. In particular, we call the road P_{y,x} the parent of P_{y+1,x}′ and P_{y+1,x}′′ , and the road P_{1,1} = P^⋆ is the root road of T .

Now we describe the algorithm in details. In the y-th iteration, we do the following for each road P_{y,x} ∈ P_y. Let P_{y−1,x̂} be its parent if y ≥ 2. Let u_{y,x}, v_{y,x} ∈ T̄ be the endpoints of P_{y,x}. Let j^⋆(P_{y,x}) be the unique level s.t. 10 · ℓ_G(P_{y,x}) < h_j⋆_{(Py,x)} ≤ 20 · ℓ_G(P_{y,x}), and let j(P_{y,x}) = min{j^⋆(P_{y,x}), j(P_{y−1,x̂})} (if P_{y,x} has no parent, then j(P_{y,x}) = j^⋆(P_{y,x})). We will study by cases. If every road P_{y,x} ∈ P_y falls in case 1, we stop the algorithm with P = P_y and let ȳ = y denote the index of the last iteration. For simplicity, let P = P_{y,x}, j = j(P_{y,x}), u = u_{y,x} and v = v_{y,x}.

The Invariant (Lemma 8.9). Before going into the case study, we first assume this important invariant 5 · ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h_j ≤ 20 · ℓ_G(P ).

19The split operation may not simply choose a vertex on Py,x as the breakpoint and break Py,x into two subpaths.

It is proven in Lemma 8.9 after finishing the case study because the proof depends on some notations and claims below. However, we emphasize that there is no circular argument (see the discussion in Remark 8.10).

Intuitively, this invariant says, although we enforce that the j-value of P cannot be larger than the j-value of its parent P̂ , j(P ) will only slightly smaller than the best j^⋆(P ) and it is still fine to work with j(P ) in the case study.

Case 1. The first case is that P has only one edge or ℓ_{G−Cj} (P ) ≤ h_j . We add P^′ = P into P_{y+1} with P as its parent.

Claim 8.5. In case 1, we have dist_H (u, v) ≤ 40 · ℓ_G(P ).

Proof. Suppose P has only one edge e. If C_j(e) < h_j /10, then dist_{G−Cj} (u, v) ≤ ℓ_{G−Cj} (e) ≤ ℓ_G(P ) + h_j /10 ≤ h_j /5 + h_j /10 ≤ h_j , which means there is a cluster S ∈ N_j containing both u and v. Hence dist_H (u, v) ≤ dist_H⋆_S (u, v) ≤ 2h_j ≤ 40 · ℓ_G(P ). If C_j (e) ≥ h_j /10, then e ∈ E_{heavy} and dist_H (u, v) ≤ ℓ_G(e) = ℓ_G(P ).

Suppose ℓ_{G−Cj} (P ) ≤ h_j . Then similarly, (u, v) is covered by a cluster S ∈ N_j, and dist_H (u, v) ≤ 40 · dist_G(u, v).

Case 2. If P has at least two edges and there is an edge e ∈ P s.t. ℓ_{G−Cj} (e) > σ_j , we let w be an endpoint of e that is not the same with u or v (w must exist since P has at least two edges). Let P^′ and P^{′′} be subpaths of P from u to w and from w to v respectively, and then add P^′ and P^{′′} into P_{y+1} with P as their parent.

Claim 8.6. In case 2, we have (i) ℓ_{G−Cj} (P^′), ℓ_{G−Cj} (P^{′′}) ≤ ℓ_{G−Cj} (P ), (ii) ℓ_G(P^′), ℓ_G(P^{′′}) ≤ ℓ_G(P ), and (iii) ℓ_G(P^′) + ℓ_G(P^{′′}) = ℓ_G(P ). Furthermore, the endpoints of P^′ and P^{′′} are inside T̄ .

Proof. The claims on lengths are trivial. To see that endpoints of P^′ and P^{′′} are inside T̄ , we just need to show w ∈ T̄ because u and v are already known to be in T̄ . Recall that w is an endpoint of some e ∈ P with ℓ_{G−Cj} (e) > σ_j. Because L_j is a landmark set of C_j on G with distortion σ_j, we have w ∈ L_j ⊆ T̄ .

Case 3. In this case, P has at least two edges and all edges e ∈ P have ℓ_{G−Cj} (e) ≤ σ_j = h_j / log^2 n. Because ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h_j /5 by the invariant, we have C_j (P ) ≥ 4h_j /5. Therefore, we can find an edge e ∈ P ∩ supp(C_j ) with an endpoint w^′ s.t. ℓ_{G−Cj} (P (u, w^′)), ℓ_{G−Cj} (P (w^′, v)) ≤ 2ℓ_{G−Cj} (P )/3, where P (u, w^′) and P (w^′, v) are subpaths of P from u to w^′ and from w^′ to v respectively. Let w ∈ L_j ⊆ T̄ be the landmark of w^′ s.t. dist_{G−Cj} (w, w^′) ≤ σ_j = h_j / log^2 n.

Now we construct two roads P^′ and P^{′′} from u to w and from w to v as follows. Let P_w be the shortest w^′-w path on G−C_j with ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_w) = dist_{G−Cj} (w^′, w) ≤ σ_j. Then P^′ is the concatenation of P (u, w^′) and P_w, and P^{′′} is the concatenation of P_w and P (w^′, v) (and we enforce P^′ and P^{′′} to be simple paths by removing redundant parts).

Claim 8.7. In case 3, we have (i) ℓ_{G−Cj} (P^′), ℓ_{G−Cj} (P^{′′}) ≤ (3/4) · ℓ_{G−Cj} (P ), (ii) ℓ_G(P^′), ℓ_G(P^{′′}) ≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))ℓ_G(P ), and (iii) ℓ_G(P^′) + ℓ_G(P^{′′}) ≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))ℓ_G(P ). Furthermore, endpoints of P^′ and P^{′′} are inside T̄ .

Proof. For (i), we have ℓ_{G−Cj} (P^′) ≤ ℓ_{G−Cj} (P (u, w^′)) + ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_w) ≤ (2/3) · ℓ_{G−Cj} (P ) + 20 · ℓ_G(P )/ log^2 n ≤ (3/4) · ℓ_{G−Cj} (P ), where the second inequality is because ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_w) ≤ σ_j ≤ h_j / log^2 n ≤ 20 · ℓ_G(P )/ log^2 n (recall the invariant h_j ≤ 20 · ℓ_G(P )). Similarly, we have ℓ_{G−Cj} (P^{′′}) ≤ (3/4) · ℓ_{G−Cj} (P ).

For (ii) and (iii), we have ℓ_G(P^′) + ℓ_G(P^{′′}) ≤ ℓ_G(P ) + 2ℓ_G(P_w) ≤ ℓ_G(P ) + 2ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_w) ≤ ℓ_G(P ) + 2σ_j ≤ ℓ_G(P ) + h_j / log^2 n ≤ (1 + 40/ log^2 n)ℓ_G(P ).

Lemma 8.8. Let P_y denote P . For an arbitrary ancestor P_ŷ ∈ P_ŷ of P_y s.t. j(P_ŷ ) = j, the tree-path from P_ŷ to P_y on T has at most O(log n) case-3 roads.

Proof. Let T (P_ŷ , P_y) denote the tree-path from P_ŷ to P_y. For each ŷ ≤ y^′ ≤ y, let P_y′ ∈ P_y′ denote the ancestor of P_y on level y^′. We have j(P_y′ ) = j for all ŷ ≤ y^′ ≤ y because j(P_ŷ ) = j(P_y ). Note that the case-1 roads on T (P_ŷ, P_y ) are located consecutively as a suffix. Hence we only need to consider the prefix of T (P_ŷ, P_y) including only case-2 and case-3 roads.

For each road P_y′ (with y^′ ≤ y −1) on this prefix. If P_y′ is a case-2 road, we have ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_y′_{+1}) ≤ ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_y′ ) by Claim 8.6, otherwise P_y′ is a case-3 road and ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_y′_{+1}) ≤ (3/4) · ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_y′ ). Suppose there are i many case-3 roads. Then, the i-th case-3 road on T (P_ŷ, P_y), denoted by ~P_i has ℓ_{G−Cj} ( ~P_i) ≤ (3/4)^{(i−1)} · ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_ŷ). On the other hand, ℓ_{G−Cj} ( ~P_i) ≥ h_j ≥ 1 because it is a case-3 road. Therefore, there must be i ≤ O(log n) because ℓ_{G−Cj} (P_{y1} ) is polynomially bounded.

Lemma 8.9. 5 · ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h_j ≤ 40 · ℓ_G(P ).

Proof. Recall that j^⋆(P ) is defined to be such that 10 · ℓ_G(P ) < h_j⋆_{(P )} ≤ 20 · ℓ_G(P ) and j ≤ j^⋆(P ), so trivially h_j ≤ h_j⋆_{(P )} ≤ 20 · ℓ_G(P ).

It remains to show 5 · ℓ_G(P ) ≤ h_j . Let ~P be the farthest ancestor of P s.t. j( ~P ) = j. Then the parent of ~P , denoted by ^~P , has j(^~P ) > j( ~P ), so combining j( ~P ) = min{j(^~P ), j^⋆( ~P )}, we have j^⋆( ~P ) = j( ~P ) = j . From the definition of j^⋆( ~P ), we have 10 · ℓ_G( ~P ) < h_j . We will see in a moment that ℓ_G(P ) ≤ 2 · ℓ_G( ~P ), which immediately implies 5 · ℓ_G(P ) < h_j .

To show ℓ_G(P ) ≤ 2 · ℓ_G( ~P ), consider the tree-path T ( ~P , P ) from ~P to P . By Lemma 8.8 this tree-path has at most O(log n) case-3 roads. We walk from ~P to P on this tree-path. By Claim 8.6, passing a case-1 or case-2 road will not increase the road length on G. By Claim 8.7, passing a case-3 road will increase the road length on G by a factor (1+O(log^2 n)) multiplicatively. Therefore, We can conclude that ℓ_G(P ) ≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{O(log n)} · ℓ_G( ~P ) ≤ 2 · ℓ_G( ~P ).

Remark 8.10. We emphasize that we did not make a circular argument by clarifying the dependency between (a) Lemmas 8.8 and 8.9, and (b) Claim 8.6 and Claim 8.7. First, Claim 8.6 and Claim 8.7 for the current road P depend on Lemma 8.9 for P , because the algorithmic step processing P needs Lemma 8.9 for P . Second, Lemma 8.8 and Lemma 8.9 for the current P depend on Claim 8.6 and Claim 8.7 for all ancestor ~P of P . Therefore, because T is a tree and Lemma 8.9 holds for the root road trivially, all these claims and lemmas can be established inductively.

Properties of P. For property (1), it is straightforward to see that the roads in P are laid end to end from u to v. For property (3), because all roads in P are case-1 (by the terminate condition), each P_x ∈ P has dist_H (u_x, v_x) ≤ 40 · ℓ_G(P_x) by Claim 8.5.

We now prove property (2), ∑ P_x∈P ℓG(Px) ≤ O(1) · distG(u, v), by induction. We call each

road in P = P_ȳ a leaf road. For each road P ∈ T , let d(P ) denote the maximum number of case-3 roads on the tree-path from P to an arbitrary descendant leaf road of P , and let g(P ) = ∑ P ’s descendant leaf road P^′ ℓG(P

′) be the sum of G-length over all descendant leaf road P^′ of P . Let the induction hypothesis be

g(P ) ≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{d(P )} · ℓ_G(P ),

which trivially holds for all leaf road P . Now consider a non-leaf road P and assume the induction hypothesis holds for P ’s children. If P is a case-1 road, the hypothesis also holds for P trivially. If P is a case-2 road with children P^′ and P^{′′}, we have d(P ) = max{d(P^′), d(P^{′′})} and g(P ) = g(P^′) + g(P^{′′}). Then

g(P ) = g(P^′) + g(P^{′′})

≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{d(P ′)} · ℓ_G(P^′) + (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{d(P ′′)} · ℓ_G(P^{′′})

≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{d(P )} · (ℓ_G(P^′) + ℓ_G(P^{′′}))

= (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{d(P )} · ℓ_G(P ),

where the last equation is by Claim 8.6. Similarly, if P is a case-3 road with children P^′ and P^{′′}, we have d(P ) = max{d(P^′), d(P^{′′})} + 1, and then

g(P ) = g(P^′) + g(P^{′′})

≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{max{d(P ′),d(P ′′)}} · (ℓ_G(P^′) + ℓ_G(P^{′′}))

≤ (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{max{d(P ′),d(P ′′)}} · (1 + O(1/ log^2 n)) · ℓ_G(P )

= (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{d(P )} · ℓ_G(P ),

where the second inequality is by Claim 8.7.

Now consider the root road P^⋆, the induction shows

g(P^⋆) = (1 + O(1/ log^2 n))^{d(P ⋆)} · ℓ_G(P^⋆).

We will see in a moment that d(P^⋆) = O(log^2 n), which implies ∑ P_x∈P ℓG(Px) = g(P ⋆) ≤ O(1) · ℓ_G(P^⋆) = O(1) · dist_G(u, v).

To see d(P^⋆) = O(log^2 n), consider an arbitrary path on T from the root road to a leaf road P_{leaf} , denoted by T (P^⋆, P_{leaf} ). Because the j-value is monotonically decreasing, the roads on T (P^⋆, P_{leaf} ) with the same j-value will located consecutively. Therefore, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, the number of case-3 roads P ∈ T (P^⋆, P_{leaf} ) with j(P ) = P is at most O(log n) by Lemma 8.8. This means the total number of case-3 roads on T (P^⋆, P_{leaf} ) is at most O(j̄ · log n) = O(log^2 n) because h is polynomially bounded.

Lemma 8.11 is a dynamic version of Theorem 8.2, which is straightforward from the static construction of sparsifiers.

Lemma 8.11. Let G be a dynamic graph with an incremental terminal set T under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions, isolated vertex insertions/deletions and terminals insertions. Given a parameter h, for each level 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄ = ⌈log(100 · h)⌉, let h_j = 2^j and suppose we are given a sequence of (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j ) over time period 0 ≤ i ≤ t satisfying the following.

• The integral moving cut C^{(i)}_j = (C^{(i−1)}_j )_{|E(G}(i)_) + C^{(i)}_{new,j}.

• L^{(i)}_j is a landmark set of C^{(i)}_j on G^{(i)} with distortion σ_j = h_j / log^2 n;

• N^{(i)}_j is a pairwise cover of T̄^{(i)} = T^{(i)} ∪ ( ⋃ j^′ L (i) j^′ ) on G

(i) − C^{(i)}_j with cover radius h_{cov,j} ≥ h_j , width ω^{(i)}_j . Furthermore, N^{(i)}_j has diameter h_{RealDiam,j} ≤ h_j · α_{low} on G^{(i)} for some fixed parameter α_{low}.

There is an algorithm that initializes and maintains an (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-sparsifier H of T̄ on G with α_{up} = O(1), |V (H^{(i)})| = O( ∑ j ω^{(i)}_j · |T̄^{(i)}|) and size |H^{(i)}| = O( ∑ j ω^{(i)}_j · |T̄^{(i)}| + t · ∑ j |C^{(i)}_j |/h_j ). Furthermore, vertices in V (H) \ T̄ are fresh.

The recourse from H^{(i−1)} to H^{(i)} is O(|π^{(i)}| + ∑ j t · |C^{(i)}_{new,j}|/h_j + Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_j → N^{(i)}_j )).

The initialization time is ~O( ∑ j ω^{(0)}_j · |T̄^{(0)}| + |C^{(0)}_j |) and for each batched update π^{(i)}, the update time is ~O( ∑ j |C^{(i)}_{new,j}| + Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_j → N^{(i)}_j )).

Proof. Providing the static construction of sparsifiers in the proof of Lemma 8.3, we just need it dynamic. Concretely, we will maintain the invariant H^{(i)} = H^{⋆,(i)} ∪ E^{(i)}_{heavy} over all time 0 ≤ i ≤ t. Here H^{⋆,(i)} is exactly the same as the star union in the proof of Lemma 8.3 given {(C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j )}, but E^{(i)}_{heavy} is a super set of the heavy edge set from Lemma 8.3. We will generate the batched update π^{(i)}_H to H^{(i)} at time i as follows.

Generating π^{(i)}_H . For the heavy edge set, initially we let E^{(0)}_{heavy} collect all edges e ∈ E(G^{(0)}) s.t. C^{(0)}_j (e) ≥ h_j/(20 · t) for some j. Afterwards, at each time i ≥ 1, let E^{(i)}_{G,delete} be the edges removed from G^{(i−1)} to G^{(i)}, and let E^{(i)}_{heavy,new} collect all edges e ∈ G^{(i)} s.t. C^{(i)}_{new,j}(e) ≥ h_j/(20 · t). Then we update E^{(i−1)}_{heavy} to E^{(i)}_{heavy} = E^{(i−1)}_{heavy} ∪ E^{(i)}_{heavy,new} \ E^{(i)}_{G,delete}, so the batched edge insertions E^{(i)}_{heavy,new} and batched edge deletions E^{(i)}_{G,delete} will also apply to H^{(i−1)}, and we add them into π^{(i)}_H .

For the star union, we keep H^{⋆,(i)} = ⋃ 1≤j≤j̄,S∈N^{(i)}_j H ⋆ S to be the star union of {N^{(i)}_j | 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄} at all times. Note that H^{⋆,(i)} can be updated from H^{⋆,(i−1)} as follows. Consider the batched update sequence from N^{(i−1)}_j to N^{(i)}_j for all j. We add the following unit updates to π^{(i)}_H .

• Consider a vertex insertion which adds v to a cluster S. We first apply an isolated vertex insertion v if v ∈ V (G^{(i)}) \ V (G^{(i−1)}) is a newly isolated vertex. If |S| ≥ 2 before insertion, we add an edge (v, v_S ) with length h_j to H^{⋆,(i−1)}. If |S| = 1 (say S = {v^′}) before, we add an isolated vertex v_S and then add two edges (v, v_S ) and (v^′, v_S ) with lengths h_j .

• Similarly, for each virtual node deletions which removes v from a cluster S, if |S| ≥ 2 after the deletion, we delete the edge (v, v_S ). If |S| = 1 (say S = {v^′}) after the deletion, we delete two edges (v^′, v_S ), (v, v_S ) and then the isolated vertex v_S . Finally, if v ∈ V (G^{(i−1)}) \ V (G^{(i)}) is a removed isolated vertex, we apply an isolated vertex deletion v.

Correctness. Note that at each moment 0 ≤ i ≤ t, the H^{(i)} constructed here is a super graph of the sparsifier H constructed in the proof of Lemma 8.3 given {(C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j ) | 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄}, because the star union is exactly the same, and the heavy edge set from Lemma 8.3 is a subset of E^{(i)}_{heavy}. The latter holds by the following reason. For each edge e ∈ E(G^{(i)}) with C^{(i)}_j (e) ≥ h_j /10, let î denote the first time it is added into G. Then C^{(i)}_j (e) =

∑_^ i≤i^′≤i C (i) new,j(e) (we let C (0) new,j(e) = C (0) j (e) for simplicity), and by averaging, C^{(i′)}_{new,j}(e) ≥ h_j /(t · 20) for some moment î ≤ i^′ ≤ i, so e was added to E^{(i′)}_{heavy} at that time and remains in E^{(i)}_{heavy} because e did not get deleted.

Therefore, we can conclude that H^{(i)} is an (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-sparsifier of T̄^{(i)} on G^{(i)} with α_{up} = O(1). The number of vertices in H^{(i)} is at most |V (H^{(i)})| ≤ ∑ j size(N^{(i)}_j ) ≤ O( ∑ j ω^{(i)}_j · |T̄^{(i)}|).

The number of edges in H^{(i)} is bounded by

|E(H^{(i)})| = |E(H^{⋆,(i)})| + |E^{(i)}_{heavy}| ≤ ∑ j size(N^{(i)}_j ) + ∑ j |C^{(i)}_j |/(h_j /(20 · t)) ≤ O( ∑ j ω^{(i)}_j · |T̄^{(i)}| + t · ∑ j |C^{(i)}_j |/h_j ).

Note that |E^{(i)}_{heavy}| ≤ ∑ j |C^{(i)}_j |/(h_j /(20 · t)) because an edge e with C^{(i)}_j < h_j/(20 · t) will not be select in E^{(i)}_{heavy}.

Vertices in V (H^{(i)}) \ T̄^{(i)} are fresh because they are the artificial centers of stars, and we can definitely assign totally new global identifers to them.

The recourse from H^{(i−1)} to H^{(i)} is bounded by the number of unit updates in π^{(i)}_H . By our construction of π^{(i)}_H , we have

|E^{(i)}_{heavy,new}| + |E^{(i)}_{G,delete}| + ∑ j O(Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_j → N^{(i)}_j ))

= O(|π^{(i)}| + ∑ j (t · |C^{(i)}_{new,j} |/h_j + Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_j → N^{(i)}_j ))).

The running time is straightforward from the algorithm description.

8.2 Proof of Theorem 8.2

We will prove Theorem 8.2 combining Lemma 8.11 and an online-batch dynamic algorithm for the collection of specialized certified-EDs shown below. The latter is quite similar to the algorithm in Theorem 6.4, except the following. First, we work on ρ-dense certified-EDs instead to reduce the recourse of pairwise covers (so the recourse of the sparsifier). Second, recall that the specialized certified-EDs should be with respect to the union of original terminals and all landmarks. Hence, after a usual update step (or the usual initialization step), we will invoke Lemma 7.11 to add the newly generated landmarks to the node-weighting.

Again, in the following proof, we assume without loss of generality each batched update contains only one type of unit updates.

Proof. We have argued in Lemma 8.11 that to maintain a sparsifier, it suffices to maintain j̄ = ⌈100 · h⌉ levels of pairwise covers. To do this, we will maintain certifed-EDs instead. At the end of each update i (and the initialization with i = 0) and for each level 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, the up-to-date dense certified-ED is a ρ̄^{(i)}-dense certified-ED (C̄^{(i)}_j , L̄^{(i)}_j , N̄^{(i)}_j , R̄^{(i)}_j , Π_{R̄}(i)_{j →G(i)} ) of Ā^{(i)} on G^{(i)} where

Ā^{(i)} = deg_{G(i)} +1(V (G^{(i)})) + 1(T^{(i)}) + 1( ⋃ j^′ L̄^{(i)}_{j′} )

with density function

ρ̄^{(i)} ≥

1, v ∈ deg_G(i) +1(V (G^{(i)})) (1 − 1/μ)^i ϕ , v ∈ 1(T^{(i)}) + 1( ⋃ j^′ L̄^{(i)}_{j′} ) ,

where we fix μ = 2t and it is the parameter fed to Theorem 7.8. We let h̄^{(i)}_j = h̄^{(i)}_{cov,j} be the cover radius of N̄^{(i)}_j (namely, the length parameter of this dense certified-ED).

The framework of maintaining certified-EDs is as follows. The whole initialization step will invoke Lemma 7.4 (paragraph Initialization) and then Lemma 7.11 (paragraph Insert New Landmarks to the Node-Weighting). For each update step for π^{(i)}, if it represents isolated vertex insertions or deletions, we go to paragraph Isolated Vertex Insertions/Deletions. Otherwise, we will invoke one of Theorem 7.8, Theorem 7.5 and Theorem 7.10 (paragraphs Edge Deletion, Edge Insertion and Terminals Insertion respectively) depends on the type of π^{(i)}, and then again invoke Lemma 7.11 (paragraph Insert New Landmarks to the Node-Weighting).

Initialization. Let A^{(0)} be a node-weighting defined by

A^{(0)} = deg_G(0) +1(T^{(0)}) with density function ρ^{(0)} = { 1, v ∈ deg_G(0)

1/ϕ, v ∈ 1(T^{(0)}) . For each level 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, we let

h_j = 2^j , h^{(0)}_j = h_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)}.

Then we apply Lemma 7.4 on the initial graph G^{(0)} with the ρ^{(0)}-dense node-weighting A^{(0)}, length parameter h^{(0)}_j and congestion parameter ϕ^{(0)}_j = ϕ/κ_{init,L}.

The output is a ρ^{(0)}-dense certified-ED (C^{(0)}_j , L^{(0)}_j , N^{(0)}_j , R^{(0)}_j , Π_R(0)_{j →G(0)} ) of A^{(0)} on G^{(0)} satisfying that

• The initial moving cut C^{(0)}_j has size

|C^{(0)}_j | ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ϕ^{(0)}_j · h^{(0)}_j · ρ^{(0)}(A^{(0)})) ≤ O(ϕ · h^{(0)}_j · ρ^{(0)}(A^{(0)})) ≤ O(h^{(0)}_j · (ϕ · |E(G^{(0)})| + |T^{(0)}|)), where the second inequality is by κ_{init,L} ≥ κ_{init,C} .

• L^{(0)}_j has distortion σ^{(0)}_j = O(h^{(0)}_j /κ_σ ) and size

|L^{(0)}_j | ≤ O(κ_{init,L} · ϕ^{(0)}_j · ρ^{(0)}(A^{(0)})) ≤ O(ϕ · ρ^{(0)}(A^{(0)})) ≤ O(ϕ · |E(G^{(0)})| + |T^{(0)}|). • N^{(0)}_j is a ρ^{(0)}-dense (h^{(0)}_{cov,j} , h^{(0)}_{sep,j}, ω^{(0)}_j )-pairwise cover of A^{(0)} on G^{(0)} with h^{(0)}_{cov,j} = h^{(0)}_{sep,j} = h^{(0)}_j and ω^{(0)}_j = κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in R_j are initialized by Theorem 5.1 and suffer f^{(0)} = 0 batched update. • Π_R(0)_{j →G(0)} has length and congestion h^{(0)}_{emb,j} = O(λ_{init,h} · h^{(0)}_j ) γ^{(0)}_{emb,j} = O(κ_{init,γ} /ϕ^{(0)}_j ) = O(κ_{init,L} · κ_{init,γ} /ϕ) Edge Deletion. Suppose the update i is a batched edge deletion π^{(i)} = F^{(i)} ⊆ E(G^{(i−1)}) and the graph becomes G^{(i)} = G^{(i−1)} \ F^{(i)}.

For each level j and its certified-ED (C̄^{(i−1)}_j , L̄^{(i−1)}_j , N̄^{(i−1)}_j , R̄^{(i−1)}_j , Π_{R̄}(i−1)_{j →G(i−1)} ) of Ā^{(i−1)} on G^{(i−1)}, we apply Theorem 7.8 on it with edge deletions F_i and parameters μ = 2t and ϕ^{(i)}_j = t · (ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} The output is a ρ^{(i)}-dense certified-ED (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} ) of A^{(i)} satisfying the following. To avoid clutter, we define a parameter χ^{(i)}_j for each 0 ≤ i ≤ t, 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, which will only be used in this proof.

χ^{(i)}_j = ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f̄^{(i−1)}) · t · (ω̄^{(i−1)} · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ). • A^{(i)} = Ā^{(i−1)} − deg_F (i) with density ρ^{(i)} = ⌈(1 − 1/λ) · ρ̄^{(i−1)} ⌉, where the virtual nodes deg_F (i) we remove are from deg_G(i−1) ⊆ Ā^{(i−1)} (each of them has density 1). Strictly speaking, the output of Theorem 7.8 is a dense certified-ED of Ā^{(i−1)} instead of A^{(i)}, but this can be easily fixed by removing virtual nodes deg_F (i) from N^{(i)}_j , which will not change the quality.

• C^{(i)}_j = (C̄^{(i−1)}_j )_{|E(G}(i)_) + C^{(i)}_{new,j} with

|C^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ O(ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{init,C} · ϕ^{(i)}_j · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f̄^{(i−1)}_j ) · γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} · |π^{(i)}| · h̄^{(i−1)}_j ) ≤ O(χ^{(i−1)}_j · |π^{(i)}| · h̄^{(i−1)}_j ), by the definition of ϕ^{(i)}_j and κ_{init,C} ≤ κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}.

• L^{(i)}_j = L̄^{(i−1)}_j ∪ L^{(i)}_{new,j} with distortion σ^{(i)}_j = σ̄^{(i−1)}_j + O(h̄^{(i−1)}_j /κ_σ ) and

|L^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ O(ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ^{(i)}_j · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f̄^{(i−1)}_j ) · γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} · |π^{(i)}|) ≤ O(χ^{(i−1)}_j · |π^{(i)}|). • The pairwise cover N^{(i)}_j of A^{(i)} on G^{(i)} has h^{(i)}_{cov,j} = h^{(i)}_{sep,j} = h̄^{(i−1)}_j /3, and ω^{(i)}_j = ω̄^{(i−1)}_j + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in R^{(i)}_j are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f^{(i)}_j = f̄^{(i−1)}_j + O(1) updates. • Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} has h^{(i)}_{emb,j} = max{h̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j}, O(λ_{init,h} · h̄^{(i−1)}_j )} γ^{(i)}_{emb,j} = γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O((ω̄^{(i)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ^{(i)}_j ) = (1 + O(1/t)) · γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j}.

Terminals Insertion. Suppose the update π^{(i)} is a batched-terminal insertion T^{(i)}_{new}. Let A^{(i)}_{new} = 1(T^{(i)}_{new}) with 1/ϕ-uniform density ρ^{(i)}_{new}.

For each level j, we apply Theorem 7.5 on the certified-ED (C̄^{(i−1)}_j , L̄^{(i−1)}_j , N̄^{(i−1)}_j , R̄^{(i−1)}_j , Π_{R̄}(i−1)_{j →G(i−1)} ) of Ā^{(i−1)}_j on G^{(i−1)} with the ρ^{(i)}_{new}-dense node weighting A^{(i)}_{new} and parameter ϕ^{(i)}_j = ϕ/(ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L})).

The output is a ρ^{(i)}-dense certified-ED (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} ) of A^{(i)} on G^{(i)} satisfying the following.

• A^{(i)} = Ā^{(i−1)} + A^{(i)}_{new} with density ρ^{(i)} = ρ̄^{(i−1)} ⊎ ρ^{(i)}_{new}. • C^{(i)}_j = C̄^{(i−1)}_j + C^{(i)}_{new,j} with |C^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ O(κ_{init,C} · ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · ϕ^{(i)}_j · h̄^{(i−1)}_j · ρ_{new}(A^{(i)}_{new})) ≤ O(|π^{(i)}| · h̄^{(i−1)}_j ), where the second inequality is because ρ_{new}(A^{(i)}_{new}) = |A^{(i)}_{new}|/ϕ and κ_{init,C} ≤ κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}.

• L^{(i)}_j = L̄^{(i−1)}_j ∪ L^{(i)}_{new,j} with distortion σ^{(i)}_j = σ̄^{(i−1)}_j + O(h̄^{(i−1)}_j /κ_σ ). |L^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ O(ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · ϕ^{(i)}_j · ρ_{new}(A_{new})) ≤ O(|π^{(i)}|).

• The pairwise cover N^{(i)}_j of A^{(i)} on G^{(i)} has h^{(i)}_{cov,j} = h^{(i)}_{sep,j} = h̄^{(i−1)}_j /3, and ω^{(i)}_j = ω̄^{(i−1)}_j + κ_{NC,ω}.

• Routers in R^{(i)}_j are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f^{(i)} = f̄^{(i−1)} + O(1) updates.

• Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} has length and congestion

h^{(i)}_{emb,j} = max{h̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j}, O(λ_{init,h} · h̄^{(i−1)}_j )} γ^{(i)}_{emb,j} = γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O((ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )/ϕ^{(i)}_j ) ≤ γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O(ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L})/ϕ.

Edge Insertion. If the update π^{(i)} is a batched edge insertion E^{(i)}_{new}, let G^{(i)} = G^{(i−1)} ∪ E^{(i)}_{new}. Similarly, we apply Theorem 7.10 on (C̄^{(i−1)}_j , L̄^{(i−1)}_j , N̄^{(i−1)}_j , R̄^{(i−1)}_j , Π_{R̄}(i−1)_{j →G(i−1)} ) of Ā^{(i−1)}_j on G^{(i−1)} with new edges E^{(i)}_{new} and parameter ϕ^{(i)}_j = ϕ/(ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}).

The output is a ρ^{(i)}-dense certified-ED (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} ) of A^{(i)} on G^{(i)} satisfying that A^{(i)} = Ā^{(i−1)} + A^{(i)}_{new} and ρ^{(i)} = ρ̄^{(i−1)} ⊎ ρ^{(i)}_{new} where A^{(i)}_{new} = deg_E(i)_{new} and ρ^{(i)}_{new} = 1(A^{(i)}_{new}). All quality parameters have the same asymtotic bounds as those in the terminal insertion case.

Insert New Landmarks to the Node-Weighting. In each iteration i (including the initialization with i = 0), after computing (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} ), we still need Lemma 7.11 to add the new landmarks into the node-weighting. Precisely, let the new landmarks for each j be L^{⋆,(i)}_j = L^{(i)}_{new,j} \ ⋃ j^′ L̄ (i−1) j^′ (if i = 0, L ⋆,(0) j = L^{(0)}_j ). Then we apply Lemma 7.11 on the collection of certified-EDs {(C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} ) | 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄} of A^{(i)} on G^{(i)} with parameter ϕ and new landmarks L^{⋆,(i)}_j ⊆ L^{(i)}_j specified for each j.

The output is a collection of ρ̄^{(i)}-dense certified-EDs {(C̄^{(i)}_j , L̄^{(i)}_j , N̄^{(i)}_j , R̄^{(i)}_j , Π_{R̄}(i)_{j →G(i)} ) | 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄} of Ā^{(i)} on G satisfying the following. Let h^{(i)}_j = h^{(i)}_{cov,j} be the cover radius of N^{(i)}_j for each j. Let τ^{(i)} = ∑ j |L^{⋆,(i)}_j |. • C̄^{(i)}_j = C^{(i)}_j + C̄^{(i)}_{new,j′} with |C̄^{(i)}_{new,j} | = O(h^{(i)}_j · τ^{(i)}) • L̄^{(i)}_j = L^{(i)}_j ∪ L̄^{(i)}_{new,j} with distortion σ̄^{(i)}_j = σ^{(i)}_j + O(h^{(i)}_j /κ_σ) and |L̄^{(i)}_{new,j} | = O(τ^{(i)}). • Ā^{(i)} = A^{(i)} + Ā^{(i)}_{new} and ρ̄^{(i)} = ρ^{(i)} ⊎ ρ̄^{(i)}_{new}, where Ā^{(i)}_{new} = 1( ⋃ j L^{⋆,(i)}_j ) + 1( ⋃ j L̄^{(i)}_{new,j} \ ⋃_j L^{(i)}_j ) and ρ̄^{(i)}_{new} = (1/ϕ) · 1(Ā^{(i)}_{new}).

• N̄^{(i)}_j is a ρ̄^{(i)}-dense (h̄^{(i)}_{cov,j}, h̄^{(i)}_{sep,j} , ω̄^{(i)}_j )-pairwise cover of Ā^{(i)} on G^{(i)} with h̄^{(i)}_{cov,j} = h̄^{(i)}_{sep,j} = h^{(i)}_j /3^λinsLM,t , and ω̄^{(i)}_j = ω^{(i)}_j + O(λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω}).

• Routers in R̄^{(i)}_j is maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f̄^{(i)} = f^{(i)} + O(λ_{insLM,t}) update batches.

• Π_{R̄}(i)_{j →G(i)} has length h̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} = max{h^{(i)}_{emb,j}, O(λ_{init,h} · h^{(i)}_j )} and congestion γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} = γ^{(i)}_{emb,j} +

Γ^{(i)}_j /ϕ where we define

Γ^{(i)}_j = O(ω̄^{(i)}_j · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (ω̄^{(i)}_j · κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} · λ_{insLM,t}) as a parameter only used in this proof.

Isolated Vertex Insertions/Deletions. Similar to the proof of Theorem 6.4, it is easy to handle isolated vertex insertions and deletions.

Regarding isolated vertex insertions V_{new}, for each v ∈ V_{new}, we assign it node-weighting Ā(i)(v) = 1 and the density of the unique virtual node v_{vtul} ∈ Ā(i)(v) is ρ̄(i)(v_{vtul}) = 1. For all level j, we create a singleton cluster S = {v_{vtul}} and add S into an arbitrary clustering of N̄^{(i−1)}_j (also initialize the corresponding router R of S, and R can be embedded into G^{(i)} trivially).

Regarding isolated vertex deletions V_{del} ⊆ V (G^{(i−1)}), we know each v ∈ V_{del} has Ā^{(i−1)}(v) ≤ 3, because deg_G(i−1) (v) = 0. Therefore, we just need to remove up to 3 virtual nodes Ā^{(i−1)}(v) from N̄^{(i−1)} j . Obviously these two types of batched updates will not affect the quality of the certified-EDs.

Trivially, the total recourse is ∑ j Rcs(N̄^{(i−1)}_j → N̄^{(i)}_j ) ≤ O(ω̄^{(i)}_j · j̄ · |π^{(i)}|), and the update time is O(ω̄^{(i)}_j · j̄ · |π^{(i)}|) = |π^{(i)}| · n^{O(ϵ)}. As we will see, the bounds on the recourse and update time are asymptotically smaller than those of other types of batched updates. Therefore, to avoid clutter, we will ignore these two types in the following proof.

Quality of Certified-EDs. At the end of the initialization step i = 0 and each update step 1 ≤ i ≤ t, for each level 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, the certified-ED (C̄^{(i)}_j , L̄^{(i)}_j , N̄^{(i)}_j , R̄^{(i)}_j , Π_{R̄}(i)_{j →G(i)} ) of Ā^{(i)} on G^{(i)} satisfies the following.

The moving cut C̄^{(i)}_j . Initially, C̄^{(0)}_j has size

|C̄^{(0)}_j | = |C^{(0)}_j | + |C̄^{(0)}_{new,j}| ≤ |C^{(0)}_j | + O(h^{(0)}_j · ∑ 1≤j^′≤j̄ |L^{(0)}_{j′} |) ≤ κ_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · h_j · (ϕ · |E(G^{(0)})| + |T^{(0)}|).

For each time i ≥ 1, C̄^{(i)}_j = C̄^{(i−1)}_j + C^{(i)}_{new,j} + C̄^{(i)}_{new,j} . Before deriving the size of the new moving cut, we first give a global upper bound on χ^{(i)}_{j′} over all 0 ≤ i ≤ t and 1 ≤ j^′ ≤ j̄ (recall that χ^{(i)}_{j′} is defined in the paragraph Edge Deletion), which is

χ = O(λ_{rt,prune}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · t^4 · λ^2_{insLM,t} · κ^2_{NC,ω} · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )),

and then upper bound τ^{(i)} for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Concretely,

τ^{(i)} = ∑ 1≤j^′≤j̄ |L^{⋆,(i)}_{j′} | ≤ ∑ 1≤j^′≤j̄ |L^{(i)}_{new,j′} | ≤ ∑ 1≤j^′≤j̄ O(χ^{(i−1)}_j · |π^{(i)}|) ≤ O(κ_j · χ · |π^{(i)}|), because the bottleneck is the batched edge deletion update. Providing the bound on τ^{(i)}, the size of new moving cut is

|C^{(i)}_{new,j} | + |C̄^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ |C^{(i)}_{new,j}| + O(h^{(i)}_j · τ^{(i)}) ≤ O(χ^{(i−1)}_j · |π^{(i)}| · h̄^{(i−1)}_j ) + O(κ_j · χ · |π^{(i)}| · h^{(i)}_j ) ≤ κ_j · χ · |π^{(i)}| · h_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)}, because h̄^{(i)}_j and h^{(i)}_j have an upper bound h^{(0)}_j = h_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} over all i.

The Landmark Set L̄^{(i)}_j . Similar to the calculation of the moving cut, the inital landmark set has size |L̄^{(0)}_j | = O(κ_j ·(ϕ·|E(G^{(0)} )|+|T^{(0)}|)). For each update step i ≥ 1, L̄^{(i)}_j = L̄^{(i−1)}_j ∪L^{(i)}_{new,j} ∪L̄^{(i)}_{new,j} and the number of new landmarks is at most |L^{(i)}_{new,j} | + |L̄^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ |L^{(i)}_{new,j}| + O(τ^{(i)}) ≤ O(κ_j · χ · |π^{(i)}|).

The distortion σ̄^{(i)}_j = ∑ 0≤i^′≤i O(h (i) j +h̄^{(i)}_j )/κ_σ is always bounded by 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} ·h_j /κ_σ ≤ h_j / log^2 n because t = O(1/ϵ), λ_{insLM,t} = O(1/ϵ) and κ_σ = n^{ϵ4} .

The Node-Weighting Ā_i and Density ρ̄_i. Initially Ā^{(0)} = A^{(0)} + Ā^{(0)}_{new} = deg_G(0) +1(T^{(0)}) + 1( ⋃ j L^{(0)}_j ) + 1( ⋃ j L̄^{(0)}_{new,j} \ ⋃ j L^{(0)}_j ) = deg_G(0) +1(T^{(0)}) + 1( ⋃ j L̄^{(0)}_j )

For each time i ≥ 1, by a simple induction, we have

Ā^{(i)} = Ā^{(i−1)} + A^{(i)}_{new} + Ā^{(i)}_{new}

= Ā^{(i−1)} + 1(T^{(i)}_{new}) − deg_F (i) + deg_E(i)_{new} +1( ⋃ j L^{(i)}_{new,j} \ ⋃ j L̄^{(i−1)}_j ) + 1( ⋃ j L̄^{(i)}_{new,j} \ ⋃ j L^{(i)}_j ) = deg_G(i) +1(T^{(i)}) + 1( ⋃ j L̄^{(i)}_j )

The density function is

ρ̄^{(i)} ≥

1, v ∈ deg_G(i) (1 − 1/μ)^i ϕ ≥ Ω(1/ϕ), v ∈ 1(T^{(i)}) + 1( ⋃ j L̄^{(i)}_j ) ,

because (1 − 1/μ)^i ≥ Ω(1) (recall that we set μ = 2t).

The Pairwise Cover N̄^{(i)}_j . N̄^{(i)}_j has quality parameters

h̄^{(i)}_{cov,j} = h̄^{(i)}_{sep,j} = h^{(0)}_j /2^{O(i·λ}insLM,t^) ≥ 2^j = h_j , ω̄^{(i)}_j = O(t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω}), because we choose h^{(0)}_j = 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} with sufficiently large constant hided in the exponent.

The Routers. Routers in R̄^{(i)}_j are maintained by Theorem 5.1 undergoing at most f̄^{(i)} = O(t · λ_{insLM,t}) batched updates.

The Embedding. Π_{R̄}(i)_{j →G(i)} has length, by induction,

h̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} = max{h̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j}, O(λ_{init,h} · h̄^{(i−1)}_j ), O(λ_{init,h} · h^{(i)}_j )} ≤ λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λ}insLM,t^) · h_j .

The congestion γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} can be bounded as follows. For the initialization and each π^{(i)} representing terminal insertions or edge insertions, from γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} to γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j}, the congestion increases additively and the increasing is dominated by the landmark insertion step. Formally, we have γ̄^{(0)}_{emb,j} = O(Γ^{(0)}_j /ϕ) and γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} = γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O(Γ^{(i)}_j /ϕ) if π^{(i)} represents terminal insertion or edge insertion. We further define Γ = O(t^2 · λ^3_{insLM,t} · κ^2_{NC,ω} · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} ) to be a global upper bound of Γ^{(i)}_j over all 0 ≤ i ≤ t and 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄. Then we can rewrite γ̄^{(0)}_{emb,j} = O(Γ/ϕ) and γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} = γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O(Γ/ϕ).

When π^{(i)} represents a batched edge deletion, the congestion increases multiplicatively by a factor (1 + O(1/t)) and then increases additively in the following landmark insertion step. Namely, γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} = (1 + O(1/t)) · γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} + O(Γ/ϕ). Therefore, γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} = O(t · Γ · (1 + O(1/t))^t/ϕ) = O(t · Γ/ϕ).

Construction of the sparsifier H^{(i)}. For each i ≥ 0, let T̄^{(i)} = T^{(i)} ∪ ⋃ j L̄^{(i)}_j . For each 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄, the restriction of N̄^{(i)}_j on 1(T̄^{(i)}) ⊆ Ā^{(i)}, denoted by N̄^{(i)}_{tmn,j}, is exactly a pairwise cover of terminal set T̄^{(i)} on G^{(i)} − C̄^{(i)}_j with the same quality parameters h̄^{(i)}_{cov,j} = h_j = 2^j , ω̄^{(i)}_j = O(t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω}), and by Lemma 6.3, its diameter on G^{(i)} is h̄^{(i)}_{RealDiam,j} = λ_{rt,h}(f̄^{(i)}) · h̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} ≤ λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λ}insLM,t^) · h_j .

Note that for the dynamic graph G and the dynamic terminal set T , {C̄^{(i)}_j , L̄^{(i)}_j , N̄^{(i)}_{tmn,j} | 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄} is a valid input to Lemma 8.11 with α_{low} = λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)}. Then Lemma 8.11 will initialize and maintain a (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-sparsifier H of some T̄ ⊇ T with α_{up} = O(1) and the α_{low} above. Furthermore, Lemma 8.11 guarantees that vertices in V (H) \ T̄ are fresh.

The Size of H^{(i)}. To bound the size of H^{(i)}, we will exploit the condition that |π^{(i′)}| ≤ ϕ · |G^{(i′)}| for each 1 ≤ i^′ ≤ t. We first give upper bounds of |C̄^{(i)}_j | and |L̄^{(i)}_j | for each 1 ≤ j ≤ j̄. For the moving cut,

|C̄^{(i)}_j | ≤ |C̄^{(0)}_j | + ∑ 1≤i^′≤i (|C^{(i′)}_{new,j}| + |C̄^{(i′)}_{new,j}|) ≤ κ_j · h_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · (ϕ · E(G^{(0)}) + |T^{(0)}|) + κ_j · χ · h_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · ∑ 1≤i^′≤i |π^{(i′)}| ≤ κ_j · χ · h_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · (|T^{(0)}| + ϕ · ∑ 0≤i^′≤i |E(G^{(i′ )})|) ≤ κ_j · χ · t · h_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · (|T^{(i)}| + ϕ · E(G^{(i)})).

Here, the third inequality is by |π^{(i′)}| ≤ ϕ · |G^{(i′ )}| for all 1 ≤ i^′ ≤ t. The last inequality is because |G^{(i′ )}| is almost unchanged during the time period 0 ≤ i^′ ≤ i. Precisely, for each 0 ≤ i^′ ≤ i − 1, we have |G^{(i′ )}| ≤ |G^{(i′ +1)}| + |π^{(i′+1)}| ≤ (1 + ϕ) · |G^{(i′+1)}|, which implies |G^{(i′)}| ≤ (1 + ϕ)^{i−i′} · |G^{(i)}| ≤ O(|G^{(i)}|) because we require that ϕ ≤ 1/t in the statement of Theorem 8.2.

By the same argument, the number of landmarks in L̄^{(i)}_j is given by |L̄^{(i)}_j | ≤ |L̄^{(0)}_j | + ∑ 1≤i^′≤i |L^{(i)}_{new,j}| + |L̄^{(i)}_{new,j}| ≤ O(κ_j · (ϕ · |E(G^{(0)})| + |T^{(0)}|)) + O(κ_j · χ · ∑ 1≤i^′≤i |π^{(i′)}|) ≤ O(κ_j · χ · t · (|T^{(i)}| + ϕ · |E(G^{(i)})|)). Now we are ready to bound |V (H^{(i)})| and |H^{(i)}|. By Lemma 8.11, we have |V (H^{(i)})| = O( ∑ j ω̄^{(i)}_j · |T̄^{(i)}|) ≤ O(κ_j · t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω} · |V (G^{(i)})|) ≤ n^{O(ϵ4)} · |V (G^{(i)})|

because |T̄^{(i)}| has a trivial upper bound |V (G^{(i)})| (since T̄^{(i)} ⊆ V (G^{(i)})). Regarding the size of H^{(i)}, we have |H^{(i)}| = O( ∑ j ω̄^{(i)}_j · |T̄^{(i)}| + t · ∑ j |C̄^{(i)}_j |/h_j ) ≤ O(κ_j · t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω} · (|T^{(i)}| + ∑ j |L̄^{(i)}_j |) + t · ∑ j |C̄^{(i)}_j |/h_j ) ≤ κ^3_j · χ · κ_{NC,ω} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · (|T^{(i)}| + ϕ · |E(G^{(i)})|). Recall that χ = O(λ_{rt,prune}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · t^4 · λ^2_{insLM,t} · κ^2_{NC,ω} · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} )).

The Recourse from H^{(i−1)} to H^{(i)} . We first bound the recourse from N̄^{(i−1)}_j to N̄^{(i)}_j restricted on T̄^{(i)}. Trivially, we have

Rcs_{|1(}¯_T (i)_)(N̄^{(i−1)}_j → N̄^{(i)}_j ) ≤ Rcs_{|1(}¯_T (i)_)(N̄^{(i−1)}_j → N^{(i)}_j ) + Rcs_{|1(}¯_T (i)_)(N^{(i)}_j → N̄^{(i)}_j ), and then we bound the two terms on the right hand side respectively. Recall that T̄^{(i)} = T^{(i)} ∪ ⋃ j L̄^{(i)}_j . The key point is that virtual nodes corresponding to terminals and landmarks have density Ω(1/ϕ) at all time, so roughly speaking, the recourse of pairwise covers will drop by a factor Ω(1/ϕ) when restricting on 1(T̄^{(i)}). Precisely, we have min v∈1(T̄^{(i)})∩A^{(i)}

ρ^{(i)}(v) ≥ Ω(1/ϕ) and min_{v∈1(T̄ (i))∩Ā(i)} ρ̄^{(i)}(v) ≥ Ω(1/ϕ).

Therefore, by Theorem 7.8 (since the batched edge deletion is the bottleneck),

Rcs_{|1(}¯_T (i)_)(N̄^{(i−1)}_j → N^{(i)}_j ) ≤ O(ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · κ_{NC,ω} · μ · λ_{rt,prune}(f̄^{(i−1)}_j ) · γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} · |π^{(i)}|/Ω(1/ϕ)) ≤ O(t^3 · λ_{insLM,t} · κ^2_{NC,ω} · λ_{rt,prune}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · Γ · |π^{(i)}|).

where we use ω̄^{(i−1)}_j = O(t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω}), f̄^{(i−1)}_j = O(t · λ_{insLM,t}) and γ̄^{(i)}_{emb,j} ≤ O(t · Γ/ϕ). Also, by Lemma 7.11, Rcs_{|1(}¯_T (i)_)(N^{(i)}_j → N̄^{(i)}_j ) ≤ O(τ^{(i)} · ω̄^{(i)}_j · κ_{NC,ω}/(ϕ · Ω(1/ϕ))) ≤ O(κ_j · χ · t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ^2_{NC,ω} · |π^{(i)}|). where the second inequality uses τ^{(i)} ≤ O(κ_j · χ · |π^{(i)}|).

Now we are ready to show the recourse from H^{(i−1)} to H^{(i)}. By Lemma 8.11, Rcs(H^{(i−1)} → H^{(i)}) ≤ O(|π^{(i)}| + ∑ j (t · (|C^{(i)}_{new,j} | + |C̄^{(i)}_{new,j}|)/h_j + Rcs(N̄^{(i−1)}_{tmn,j} → N̄^{(i)}_{tmn,j}))) ≤ O(|π^{(i)}| + ∑ j (t · (|C^{(i)}_{new,j} | + |C̄^{(i)}_{new,j}|)/h_j + ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · Rcs(T̄^{(i−1)} → T̄^{(i)}) + Rcs_{|1(}¯_T (i)_)(N̄^{(i−1)}_j → N̄^{(i)}_j ))) ≤ O(|π^{(i)}| + ∑ j (κ_j · χ · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · |π^{(i)}| + t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω} · κ^2_j · χ · |π^{(i)}| + t^3 · λ_{insLM,t} · κ^2_{NC,ω} · λ_{rt,prune}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · Γ · |π^{(i)}| + κ_j · χ · t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ^2_{NC,ω} · |π^{(i)}|)) ≤ O(κ^3_j · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · λ_{rt,prune}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · κ^4_{NC,ω} · (κ_{CM,L} + κ_{init,L}) · (κ_{CM,γ} + κ_{init,γ} ) · κ_{insLM,γ} · |π^{(i)}|) Here the second inequality is because, to update (N̄^{(i−1)}_j )_|¯_T (i−1) to (N̄^{(i)}_j )_|¯_T (i) , we will first update (N̄^{(i−1)}_j )_|¯_T (i−1) to (N̄^{(i−1)}_j )_|¯_T (i) by adding vertices in T̄^{(i)} \ T̄^{(i−1)}, each of which takes ω̄^{(i−1)}_j virtual node insertions to the pairwise cover. The third inequality is because Rcs(T̄^{(i−1)} → T̄^{(i)}) ≤ |π^{(i)}| + ∑ j(|L^{(i)}_{new,j} | + L̄^{(i)}_{new,j}) ≤ O(κ^2_j · χ · |π^{(i)}|) and ω̄^{(i−1)}_j = O(t · λ_{insLM,t} · κ_{NC,ω}). We obtain the last inequality by plugging in the bounds of χ and Γ.

The Running Time. The Initialization Step. At the initialization step with i = 0, summing over the initialization of dense certified-EDs (Lemma 7.4), the landmark insertion (Lemma 7.11) and the initialization step of Lemma 8.11, the initialization time is ∑ j (|G^{(0)}| + ρ^{(0)}(A^{(0)})) · poly(h^{(0)}_j ) · n^{O(ϵ)} + ∑ j (τ^{(0)}/ϕ) · (ω̄^{(0)}_j )^2 · poly(h^{(0)}_j ) · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f̄ (0)j )})

+ Õ( ∑ j ω̄^{(0)}_j · |T̄^{(0)}| + |C̄^{(0)}_j |)

= (|G^{(0)}| + |T^{(0)}|/ϕ) · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ Update Steps. For a update step i ≥ 1, the time to obtain all (C^{(i)}_j , L^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} ) is at most (the bottleneck is when π^{(i)} represents batched edge deletions) ∑ j (ω̄^{(i−1)}_j · λ · λ_{rt,prune}(f̄^{(i−1)}_j ) · γ̄^{(i−1)}_{emb,j} · |π^{(i)}|) · poly(h̄^{(i−1)}_j ) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ^{(i)}_j + 2^{O(f̄ (i−1)j )} · ω̄^{(i−1)}_j ).

The time to compute (C̄^{(i)}_j , L̄^{(i)}_j , N^{(i)}_j , R^{(i)}_j , Π_R(i)_{j →G(i)} ) is, by Lemma 7.11, ∑ j (τ^{(i)}/ϕ) · (ω̄^{(i−1)}_j )^2 · poly(h_j ) · n^{O(ϵ)} · (1/ϕ + 2^{O(f̄ (i−1)j )}).

The time to update H^{(i)} to H^{(i+1)} is, by Lemma 8.11, Õ( ∑ j (|C^{(i)}_{new,j}| + |C̄^{(i)}_{new,j}|) + Rcs(N̄^{(i−1)}_{tmn,j} → N̄^{(i)}_{tmn,j}))

Summing over these three steps, the total update time is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2.

Path Unfolding. At any time i, given a path P_H in H connecting some u, v ∈ T̄ , we construct a u-v path P_G in G as follows.

From the proof of Lemma 8.11, we know H = H^{⋆,(i)} ∪ E_{heavy}. Here H^⋆ is the union of stars H^⋆_{Stmn} of those clusters S_{tmn} ∈ ⋃ j N̄_{tmn,j}, and E_{heavy} ⊆ E(G) are some original edges. Therefore, we can decompose P_H into original edges and star subpaths, where a star subpath has exactly two edges from the same star.

Consider a star subpath P^′_H . Let H^⋆_{Stmn} (where S_{tmn} ∈ N̄_{tmn,j} for some j) be the star containing P^′_H , and let u^′, v^′ ∈ S_{tmn} denote the endpoints of P^′_H . For now we assume u^′, v^′ are two different vertices, and we will discuss the case u^′ = v^′ later. We have ℓ_H (P^′_H ) = 2h_j because the star of a level-j cluster has edge length h_j (see the definition of stars in the proof of Lemma 8.3). We now construct a u^′-v^′ path P^′_G on G. Note that there is a cluster S ∈ N̄_j s.t. S_{tmn} ⊆ S (recall that N̄_{tmn,j} is the restriction of N̄_j on 1(T̄ )). Let R ∈ R̄_j be the router corresponding to S, and let u′_{vtul} and v^′_{vtul} ∈ S ⊆ V (R) be arbitrary virtual nodes of u^′ and v^′ respectively. By Theorem 5.1, we can obtain a u^′_{vtul}-v^′_{vtul} path P^′_R on R with |P^′_R| ≤ λ_{rt,h}(f̄) in O(|P^′_R|) time. In the embedding Π¯_{Rj →G}, each edge e = (x_{vtul}, y_{vtul}) ∈ P^′_R (where x_{vtul}, y_{vtul} ∈ S are endpoints of e) is mapped into a path P^′_{G,e} on G connecting vertices x_{vtx} and y_{vtx} (where x_{vtx}, y_{vtx} are the original vertex corresponding to virtual nodes x_{vtul}, y_{vtul}) with length ℓ_G(P^′_{G,e}) ≤ h̄_{emb,j}. We construct P^′_G by concatenating of these P^′_{G,e} according to the order of edges e on P^′_R. Obviously, P^′_G is a u^′-v^′ path on G, and we have

ℓ_G(P^′_G) ≤ |P^′_R| · h̄_{emb,j} ≤ λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · h_j .

Because u^′ and v^′ are two different vertices, trivially we know P^′_G has at least one edge, i.e. |P^′_G| ≥ 1.

In the case that the endpoints u^′, v^′ ∈ S_{tmn} of P^′_H are the same (this may happen because P^′_H may not be a simple path). The reason why this case is special is that the above construction of P^′_G may give a P^′_G with no edge. This can be simply fixed as follows. Because the star H^⋆_{Stmn} has at least one edge, we have |S_{tmn}| ≥ 2 (otherwise H^⋆_{Stmn} will degenerate). we let w^′ be an arbitrary vertex in S_{tmn} other than u^′. We construct P^{′′}_G for the vertex pair (u^′, w^′) as above, and then let the real P^′_G be the concatenation of the forward P^{′′}_G (from u^′ to w^′) and the backward P^′_G (from w^′ to u^′). Now ℓ_G(P^′_G) ≤ |P^′_R| · h̄_{emb,j} ≤ 2 · λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · h_j and |P^′_G| ≥ 2.

Finally, we obtain P_G from P_H by substituting each star subpath P^′_H on P_H with P^′_G. We have ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · ℓ_H (P_H ) because we did not change the original edges on P_H , and each star subpath P^′_H with length ℓ_H (P^′_H ) = 2h_j is replaced by P^′_G with length ℓ_G(P^′_G) ≤ 2 · λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t}) · λ_{init,h} · 2^{O(t·λinsLM,t)} · h_j . Analogously, we can show |P_G| ≥ |P_H |/2.

The path-unfolding time is O(|P_H | · λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t})/ϵ^4) + O(|P_G|) = 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · |P_G|. There is a term O(|P_H | · λ_{rt,h}(t · λ_{insLM,t})/ϵ^4) because we will invoke the path-reporting algorithm in Theorem 5.1 O(|P_H |) times, each time it return some router path P^′ with |P^′| ≤ λ_{rt,h} in time O(|P^′|/ϵ^4).

9 Dynamic Length-Constrained Expander Hierarchy

The notion of expander hierarchy was first introduced by [GRST21] with applications on maintaining tree-flow sparsifiers and congestion-competitive oblivious routing scheme. Later, in [HRG22], by developing the concept of lengh-constrained expander, they further introduced length-constrained expander hierarchy and applied it on distributed oblivious routing with routing paths under certain length constraint.

This section shows a dynamic algorithm for the length-constrained expander hierarchy. Roughly speaking, the algorithm will invoke dynamic certified-EDs and dynamic vertex sparsifiers on top of each other alternatively. This hierarchy will be used in both Section 11 and Section 10 but with different input length parameters.

We note that in the statement of Theorem 9.1, we use the global vertex identifiers (see the discussion at the beginning of Section 8) to formally define the set intersection/union operations involving vertices from different vertex sparsifiers. Furthermore, we manually set an upper bound ϕ < o(1/(t · κ_{H,size})) just for simplifying the calculation.

Theorem 9.1 (Expander Hierarchy). Let G be a dynamic graph under t batched updates π^{(i)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions and isolated vertex insertions/deletions. Given parameters ϕ ≤ o(1/(t · κ_{H,size})) and k̄ ≤ λ_k, where λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2) is a sufficiently large global parameter, there is an algorithm that maintains an expander hierarchy (H, D) with k̄ levels, where H is a collection of vertex sparsifiers {H_k | 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄}, and D is a collection of certified-EDs (C_k, L_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk →Hk} ) of some node-weighting A_k on H_k. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, let h_k and h̄_k be additional given length parameters. The vertex sparsifiers satisfy that H_1 = G and for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1,

• H_{k+1} is a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h̄_k)-sparsifier of V (H_{k+1})∩V (H_k) on H_k s.t. L_k ⊆ V (H_{k+1})∩V (H_k).

• The size of H_{k+1} is |H_{k+1}| ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · |H_k|), and the number of vertices in H_{k+1} is |V (H_{k+1})| ≤ n^{O(ϵ4)} · |V (H_k)|. • V (H_k) ∩ V (H_{k+1}) = V (H_k) ∩ ⋃ k+1≤k^′≤k̄ V (Hk^′ ). • Given a path P_{Hk+1} on H_{k+1} connecting some vertices u, v ∈ V (H_{k+1}) ∩ V (H_k), the algorithm can compute a u-v path P_{Hk} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P_{Hk} ) ≤ λ_{H,low} · ℓ_{Hk+1} (P_{Hk+1} ) and |P_{Hk} | ≥ |P_{Hk+1} |/2. The path-reporting time is |P_{Hk} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)}.

For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, the certified-ED satisfies the following.

• A_k ≥ deg_{Hk} +1(V (H_k)). • |C_k| ≤ O(t · λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · ϕ · |H_k|). • L_k has size |L_k| ≤ O(t · ϕ · |H_k|) and distrotion σ_k = O(λ_{dynED,h} · h_k/κ_σ).

• N_k is a b_k-distributed (h_{cov,k}, h_{sep,k}, ω_k)-pairwise cover of A_k on H_k − C_k with b_k = O(t), h_{cov,k} = h_{sep,k} = h_k, ω_k = O(t · κ_{NC,ω}) • Each router in R_k is maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f_k = O(t) batched updates. • Π_{Rk →Hk} has h_{emb,k} = O(λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · h_k) and γ_{emb,k} = O(κ_{dynED,γ} /ϕ). • At each time 1 ≤ i ≤ t, we have ∑ 1≤k≤k̄ Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_k → N^{(i)}_k ) ≤ κ_{EH,NC,rcs} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ,

where κ_{EH,NC,rcs} = λ_{rt,prune}(t) · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{dynED,γ} · 2^{O(λk)} · κ^{λk}_{H,rcs} = n^{O(ϵ2)}. The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · poly(max_k{h_k, h̄_k}) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ, and the update time for batch π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · poly(max_k{h_k, h̄_k}) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2. Proof.

The Algorithm for Certifie-EDs. The certified-EDs are maintained by Theorem 6.4. Precisely, at each level k, we will work on graph H_k under some batched updates π^{(1)}_k , ..., π^{(t)}_k . Initially, H_1 = G and π^{(1)}_1 = π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)}_1 = π^{(t)}. The working graph and batched updates for k ≥ 2 will be specified later.

By applying Theorem 6.4 on H_k with length parameter h_k and congestion parameter ϕ, we can initialize and maintain a certified-ED (C_k, L_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk →Hk} ) of A_k on H_k satisfying the following.

• The Node-Weighting A^{(i)}_k . At any time i ≥ 0, A^{(i)}_k = deg_H(i)_k +1(V (H^{(i)}_k )).

• The Moving Cut C^{(i)}_k . Initially, |C^{(0)}_k | = O(λ_{dynED,h} · ϕ · |A^{(0)}_k | · h_k) = O(λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · ϕ · |H^{(0)}_k |).

For each time i ≥ 1, C^{(i)}_k = (C^{(i−1)}_k )_{|E(H}(i)_{k )} + C^{(i)}_{new,k} where |C^{(i)}_{new,k}| = O(λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · |π^{(i)}_k |).

• The Landmark Set L^{(i)}_k . Initially, |L^{(0)}_k | = O(ϕ · |A^{(0)}_k |) = O(ϕ · |H^{(0)}_k |).

For each time i ≥ 1, L^{(i)}_k = (L^{(i−1)}_k ∩ V (H^{(i)}_k )) ∪ L^{(i)}_{new,k} where |L^{(i)}_{new,k}| = O(|π^{(i)}_k |).

• The distortion of L^{(i)}_k , the distributed neighborhood cover N^{(i)}_k , the routers R^{(i)}_k and the embedding Π_R(i)_{k →H}(i)_k have quality parameters σ_k, h_{trace,k}, γ_{trace,k}, b_k, h_{cov,k}, h_{sep,k}, ω_k, f_k, h_{emb,k} and γ_{emb,k} as shown in the theorem statement and we will not repeat them here.

The Reinitialization Condition. At each time i ≥ 1, we will reinitialize Theorem 6.4 at this level k if either

• the dynamic certified-ED algorithm (Theorem 6.4) at level k − 1 is reinitialized at time i, or • |π^{(i)}_k | ≥ ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |. With the reinitialization steps, we can claim additional properties of (C^{(i)}_k , L^{(i)}_k , N^{(i)}_k , R^{(i)}_k , Π_R(i)_{k →H}(i)_k ) at each time i ≥ 1. If Theorem 6.4 is not reinitialized at level k, we know |π^{(i)}_k | ≤ ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |, so we have |C^{(i)}_{new,k}| = O(λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · |π^{(i)}_k |) ≤ O(λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |) and |L^{(i)}_{new,k}| = O(|π^{(i)}_k |) ≤ O(ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |). Therefore, at any time i ≥ 0, let i^⋆_k be the most recent reinitialization step of Theorem 6.4 at level k, we can claim the following upper bounds on |C^{(i)}_k | and |L^{(i)}_k |: |C^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · ϕ · ∑ i^⋆_k≤i^′≤i |H^{(i′)}_k |) ≤ O(t · λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |),

and |L^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(ϕ · ∑ i^⋆_k≤i^′≤i |H^{(i′)}_k |) ≤ O(t · ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |).

Note that for each i^⋆_k ≤ i^′ ≤ i − 1, |H^{(i′)}_k | ≤ |H^{(i′+1)}_k | + |π^{(i′+1)}_k | ≤ (1 + ϕ) · |H^{(i′+1)}_k |, so |H^{(i′)}_k | ≤ (1 + ϕ)^{i−i′} |H^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(|H^{(i)}_k |) because the parameter ϕ is required to be at most 1/t.

The Algorithm for Sparsifiers. Given the certified-ED (C_k, L_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk →Hk} ) over time, we prepare the next-level graph H^{(0)}_{k+1}, ..., H^{(t)}_{k+1} and the update batches π^{(1)}_{k+1}, ..., π^{(t)}_{k+1} over time as follows.

We maintain H_{k+1} as a sparsifier of terminals L_k on H_k over time by applying Theorem 8.2 with length parameter h̄_k and congestion parameter ϕ^′ = ϕ/O(1), where O(1) represents some large constant. Moreover, at each time i ≥ 1, the batched update π̄^{(i)}_k fed to Theorem 8.2 includes

• the batched edge insertions/deletions and isolated vertex insertions/deletions from H^{(i−1)}_k to H^{(i)}_k , i.e. π^{(i)}_k , and

• the terminal insertion from L^{(i−1)}_k and L^{(i)}_k , i.e. L^{(i)}_{new,k}, if the dynamic certified-ED algorithm is not reinitialized at level k (we will discuss in a moment how to handle the opposite). Then |π̄^{(i)}_k | has size |π̄^{(i)}_k | = |π^{(i)}_k | + |L^{(i)}_{new,k}| ≤ O(|π^{(i)}_k |) = O(ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |) ≤ ϕ^′ · |H^{(i)}_k |, so it meets the requirements of Theorem 8.2.

Also, H^{(i)}_{k+1} is guaranteed to be a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h̄_k)-sparsifier of V (H^{(i)}_k ) ∩ V (H^{(i)}_{k+1}) on H^{(i)}_k s.t. L^{(i)}_k ⊆ V (H^{(i)}_k ) ∩ V (H^{(i)}_{k+1}), and all vertices in V (H^{(i)}_{k+1}) \ V (H^{(i)}_k ) are fresh. The number of vertices in H^{(i)}_{k+1} is |V (H^{(i)}_{k+1})| ≤ n^{O(ϵ4)} · |V (H^{(i)}_k )|. The size of H^{(i)}_{k+1} is |H^{(i)}_{k+1}| ≤ O(κ_{H,size} · (|L^{(i)}_k | + ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |)) ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |), and H^{(i)}_{k+1} can be updated from H^{(i−1)}_{k+1} by a batched update π^{(i)}_{k+1} with size |π^{(i)}_{k+1}| ≤ κ_{H,rcs} · |π̄^{(i)}_k |.

Claim 9.2. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, we have V (H^{(i)}_k ) ∩ V (H^{(i)}_{k+1}) = V (H^{(i)}_k ) ∩ ⋃ k+1≤k^′≤k̄ V (H (i) k^′ ).

Proof. We first show that, for 0 ≤ i ≤ t and 1 ≤ k < k^′ ≤ k̄, the fresh vertices in V (H^{(i)}_{k′} ) have global identifiers different from those of V (H^{(i)}_k ), i.e. V (H^{(i)}_{k′} ) \ V (H^{(i)}_{k′−1}) and V (H^{(i)}_k ) are disjoint. We will argue this inductively over time. Obviously, the statement holds at time i = 0 because we initialize the sparsifiers bottom-up (i.e. in the order H^{(0)}_1 , ..., H^{(0)}_{k̄} ). Fix a time i ≥ 1. We assume the statement holds at time i − 1. Then each fresh vertices v in V (H^{(i)}_{k′} ) is not in V (H^{(i)}_k ) by the following reason. If v is created at time i, then v /∈ V (H^{(i)}_k ) by the definition of fresh vertices (all vertices in V (H^{(i)}_k ) are created before v by our algorithm). Otherwise, v is created before time i. By the assumption, v /∈ V (H^{(i−1)}_k ). It remains to show v is not in V (H^{(i)}_k ) \ V (H^{(i−1)}_k ). Because we update the sparsifiers bottom-up, each vertex in V (H^{(i)}_k ) \ V (H^{(i−1)}_k ) is created without any knowledge about the global identifiers of v. In other words, each vertex in V (H^{(i)}_k ) \ V (H^{(i−1)}_k ) either is a fresh vertex or has the same identifier with someone in ⋃ k^{′′}≤k V (H (i−1) k^{′′} ), but v is not in

V (H^{(i−1)}_{k′′} ) for all k^{′′} ≤ k by the assumption. This implies v /∈ V (H^{(i)}_k ) \ V (H^{(i−1)}_k ).

Consider a fixed k. We now show V (H^{(i)}_{k′} ) ∩ V (H^{(i)}_k ) ⊆ V (H^{(i)}_{k+1}) for each k^′ ≥ k + 1 by induction on k^′. When k^′ = k + 1, it trivially holds. When k^′ ≥ k + 2, assume this statement holds for k^′ − 1. We have shown that the fresh vertices in V (H^{(i)}_{k′} ) are not in V (H^{(i)}_k ), so V (H^{(i)}_{k′} )∩V (H^{(i)}_k ) is a subset of non-fresh vertices V (H^{(i)}_k′ ) ∩ V (H^{(i)}_k′_{−1}), which implies V (H^{(i)}_k′ ) ∩ V (H^{(i)}_k ) ⊆ V (H^{(i)}_k′_{−1}) ∩ V (H^{(i)}_k ) ⊆ V (H^{(i)}_{k+1}).

The original claim is a simple corrollary of the above statement.

The Reinitialization Condition. At time i ≥ 1, we will reinitialize Theorem 8.2 at this level k if the Theorem 6.4 maintaining (C_k, L_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk →Hk} ) triggers a reinitialization step at time i.

Size of π^{(i)}_k and H^{(i)}_k . At time i, let k^⋆ be the minimum level at which the dynamic certified- ED algorithm is reintialized. Then we have for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆ − 1, |π̄^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(|π^{(i)}_k |) and |π^{(i)}_{k+1}| ≤ κ_{H,rcs} · |π̄^{(i)}_k |. Therefore, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆, |π^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(κ_{H,rcs})^{k−1} · |π^{(i)}|. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆ − 1, |π̄^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(κ_{H,rcs})^{k−1} · |π^{(i)}|

For each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, we have |H^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ)^{k−1} · |G^{(i)}|, because |H^{(i)}_{k+1}| ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |) holds for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1.

The Recourse of Pairwise Covers at Time i. Let k^⋆ be the minimum level at which the dynamic certified-ED algorithm is reinitialized.

Then at each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆ −1, the dynamic certified-ED algorithm performs a normal update step at level k and time i, by Theorem 6.4, we have

Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_k → N^{(i)}_k ) ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(t) · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{dynED,γ} · |π^{(i)}_k |/ϕ ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(t) · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{dynED,γ} · 2^{O(k̄)} · κ^{k̄}_{H,rcs} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ.

Now consider level k^⋆. The dynamic certified-ED algorithm triggers a reinitialization step at level k^⋆ and time i. Note that by the reinitialization condition, we have |π^{(i)}_{k⋆} | ≥ ϕ · |H^{(i)}_{k⋆} |, which implies |H^{(i)}_k⋆ | ≤ O(κ_{H,rcs})^{k⋆−1} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ. Furthermore, by the definition of k^⋆, the dynamic sparsifier algorithm at level k^⋆ − 1 that maintains H_k⋆ performs a normal update step at time i, so we have |H^{(i−1)}_k⋆ | ≤ |H^{(i)}_k⋆ | + |π^{(i)}_k⋆ | ≤ O(κ_{H,rcs})^{k⋆−1} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ. Therefore, for each level k ≥ k^⋆, Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_k → N^{(i)}_k ) can be bounded by

Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_k → N^{(i)}_k ) ≤ size(N^{(i−1)}_k ) + size(N^{(i)}_k ) ≤ ω^{(i−1)}_k · |H^{(i−1)}_k | + ω^{(i)}_k · |H^{(i)}_k | ≤ ω^{(i−1)}_k · |H^{(i−1)}_{k⋆} | + ω^{(i)}_k · |H^{(i)}_{k⋆} | ≤ O(t · κ_{NC,ω}) · O(κ_{H,rcs})^{k⋆−1} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ ≤ 2^{O(k̄)} · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ^{k̄}_{H,rcs} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ. Here the first inequality is because we can simply delete the whole N^{(i−1)}_k and then add the whole N^{(i)}_k . The second inequality is by size(N^{(i−1)}_k ) ≤ ω^{(i−1)}_k · |A^{(i−1)}_k | ≤ ω^{(i−1)}_k · |H^{(i−1)}_k |. The third inequality is because we have |H^{(i)}_{k+1}| ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |) ≤ o(|H^{(i)}_k |) for all i and k (here we use the condition ϕ ≤ o(1/t · κ_{H,size})).

In conclusion, we have ∑ 1≤k≤k̄ Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_k → N^{(i)}_k ) ≤ λ_{rt,prune}(t) · t · κ_{NC,ω} · κ_{dynED,γ} · 2^{O(λk)} · κ^{λk}_{H,rcs} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ.

The Initialization and Update Time. For the initialization, at level k, the dynamic certified- EDs algorithm takes time, by Theorem 6.4, |A^{(0)}_k | · poly(h_k) · n^{O(ϵ)} = |H^{(0)}_k | · poly(h_k) · n^{O(ϵ)},

because |A^{(0)}_k | = O(|H^{(0)}_k |). The dynamic sparsifier algorithm takes time, by Theorem 8.2,

(|H^{(0)}_k | + |L^{(0)}_k |/ϕ) · poly(h̄_k) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ ≤ |H^{(0)}_k | · poly(h̄_k) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ, because |L^{(0)}_k | ≤ O(ϕ · |H^{(0)}_k |). The total initialization time summing over all levels is

|G^{(0)}| · poly(max_k {h_k, h̄_k}) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ.

About the update time for handling batch π^{(i)}, let k^⋆ be the minimum level at which the dynamic certified-ED algorithm is reinitialized. Then for each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆ − 1, the dynamic certified-ED algorithm needs update time |π^{(i)}_k | · n^{O(ϵ)} · poly(h_k)/ϕ, and the dynamic sparsifier algorithm needs update time |π̄^{(i)}_k |·poly(h̄_k)·n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2. For each level k ≥ k^⋆, the dynamic certified-ED and sparsifier algorithms are both reinitialized with running time |H^{(i)}_k | · poly(max{h_k, h̄_k}) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ. Finally, combining |π^{(i)}_k |, |π̄^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(κ_{H,rcs})^{k̄} · |π^{(i)}| for each k ≤ k^⋆ − 1 and |H^{(i)}_k | ≤ o(|H^{(i)}_k⋆ |) ≤ |π^{(i)}_k⋆ |/ϕ, the total update time is

|π^{(i)}| · poly(max_k {h_k, h̄_k}) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2.

10 Dynamic Distance Oracles for the Low Distance Regime

Providing the dynamic length-constrained expander hierarchy, we are ready to design dynamic distance oracles. However, the oracles in this section only work for low distance because it has initialization time and update time depending on poly(h).

Theorem 10.1. Let G be a dynamic graph under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions and isolated vertex insertions/deletions. Given a parameter h, there is an algorithm that maintains an oracle O s.t. for each 0 ≤ i ≤ t, the oracle O^{(i)} supports the following query. Given two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), O^{(i)} will declare either dist_G(i) (u, v) > h or dist_G(i) (u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h, where

λ_{LowDO,α} = 2^{O(λk )} · (λ_{H,low} · λ_{H,up})^{λk} · (λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h})^{λk} .

The initialization time is |G^{(0)}|·poly(h)·n^{O(ϵ)}, the update time to handle π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}|·poly(h)·n^{O(ϵ)}, and the query time is O(1/ϵ^3).

Furthermore, if O^{(i)} declares dist_G(i) (u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h, it can output a path P connecting u and v in G^{(i)} with length ℓ_G(i) (P ) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h in additional 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · |P | time.

10.1 Fast Certified-ED Access Interfaces

Before showing the query algorithm, we first implement some constant-time access interfaces of certified-EDs, which allow us to achieve sublogarithmic query time at last. Let (C, L, N , R, Π_{R→G}) be a certified-ED for some node-weighting A ≥ 1(V (G)) on G. In fact, our query algorithm will work on the restriction of N on 1(V (G)) ⊆ A, denoted by N_{vtx} = N_{|1(V (G))}. Therefore, the interfaces below are also for N_{vtx}. As mentioned in Definition 3.2, equivalently N is a pairwise cover of vertex set V (G).

Membership Queries. Given a cluster S ∈ N_{vtx} and a vertex v ∈ A, the interface Membership(S, v) answers whether v ∈ S or not.

We assign a distinct cluster ID to each cluster S ∈ N_{vtx}, and we also assign a distinct (integral) clustering ID in range [1, ω] to each clustering S ∈ N_{vtx}. For each virtual node v ∈ A, we store an array with length ω, where the k-th element is the cluster ID of S s.t. v ∈ S and the clustering S containing S has clustering ID k (if there is no such S, then put a symbol ⊥). For each vertex insertion or deletion update to N_{vtx}, it takes constant time to update this structure.

To answer Membership(S, v), we look at the clustering ID of S ∋ S, say k. Then v ∈ S if and only if the cluster ID in the k-th position of the array of v is the same as the cluster ID of S. The query time is O(1).

L-Vertex Queries. Given a cluster S ∈ N_{vtx}, the interface L-vertex(S) returns an arbitrary vertex v ∈ S ∩ L, or declares S ∩ L is empty.

For each cluster S ∈ N_{vtx}, we store all L-vertices in S in a binary search tree. The query time is trivially O(1) since we can return the L-vertex at the root of the BST.

Updating these BSTs takes n^{O(ϵ)} time for each unit update to the certified-EDs, which is affordable to our update algorithm. First, for each vertex insertion or deletion to N_{vtx}, updating the BST takes O(log n) time. Second, for each L-vertex insertion, it takes Õ(ω) = n^{O(ϵ)} time to update the BST, because all certified-EDs we maintain have N with width at most n^{O(ϵ)}. There is no L-vertex deletion, because L is updated incrementally during our maintenance of certified-EDs.

10.2 Proof of Theorem 10.1

Proof. This data structure also exploits dynamic expander hierarchy in Theorem 9.1. Precisely, we initialize and maintain an expander hierarchy (H, D) with k̄ = λ_k levels by applying Theorem 9.1 on the dynamic graph G with parameters κ_k = λ_k and ϕ = κ_ϕ = n^{ϵ2} . The additional length parameters at each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ are ĥ_k = 4 · h_k (here we change the notation by passing ĥ_k to the parameter h_k in Theorem 9.1) and h̄_k = (16 · λ_{RealDiam} + 3) · h_k, where h_k = ((16 · λ_{RealDiam} + 3) · λ_{H,up})^{k−1} · h for some parameter λ_{RealDiam} = O(λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h}) with sufficiently large hidden constant.

The hierarchy (H, D) has properties listed in Theorem 9.1. For clarity, we now restate the properties we will use in the proof. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, let H_k be the vertex spasifier and let (C_k, L_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk →Hk} ) be the certified-ED of some node-weighting A_k on H_k. The vertex sparsifiers satsify that H_1 = G and for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1,

• H_{k+1} is a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h̄_k)-sparsifier of L_k on H_k,

• H_{k+1} has size |H_{k+1}| ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · |H_k|).

• Given a path P_{Hk+1} on H_{k+1} connecting some vertices u, v ∈ T̄_k, there is an algorithm that computes a u-v path P_{Hk} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P_{Hk} ) ≤ λ_{H,low} ·ℓ_{Hk+1} (P_{Hk+1} ) and |P_{Hk} | ≥ |P_{Hk+1} |/2. The path-reporting time is |P_{Hk+1} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)}.

The certified-EDs satisfy that, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄,

• L_k is a landmark set of C_k on H_k with distortion σ_k = O(λ_{dynED,h} · ĥ_k/κ_σ ).

• N_k is a b_k-distributed (h_{cov,k}, ω_k, h_{diam,k})-neighborhood cover of some node-weighting A_k ≥ deg_{Hk} +1(H_k) on H_k − C_k with

b_k = O(t), h_{cov,k} = ĥ_k = 4 · h_k, and ω_k = O(t · κ_{NC,ω}).

In fact, our query algorithm will work on N_{k,vtx} = (N_k)_{|1(V (Hk ))}, i.e. the restriction of N_k on vertices V (H_k). Obviously, N_{k,vtx} the same quality parameters b_k, h_{cov,k} and ω_k.

• The routers in R_k are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f_k = O(t) batched updates, and the embedding Π_{Rk→Hk} has length h_{emb,k} = O(λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · ĥ_k). We note that this property is only for showing that, by Lemma 6.3, each cluster S ∈ N_{k,vtx} has diameter on H_k at most h_{RealDiam,k} = λ_{rt,h}(f_k) · h_{emb,k} ≤ λ_{RealDiam} · h_k

where the last inequality holds by our choice of λ_{RealDiam}.

Claim 10.2. At each time 0 ≤ i ≤ t, there exists a level k_0 ≤ k̄ (depending on i) s.t. C_{k0} is empty.

Proof. Because we have |H^{(i)}_{k+1}| ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |) ≤ |H^{(i)}_k |/n^{Θ(ϵ2)} for each time i and level k, because t · κ_{H,size} = n^{O(ϵ4)} and ϕ = 1/n^{ϵ2} . Since the number of levels is λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2) (with sufficiently large hidden constant factor), there exists k_0 s.t. the sparsifier H^{(i)}_{k0+1} is empty, which means L^{(i)}_{k0} and C^{(i)}_{k0} are empty.

The above claim says that the hierarchy has at most λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2) nontrivial levels over all time. In what follows, we let k^{(0)} (depends on the current time i) denote the minimum level s.t. C_{k0} is empty.

The Query Algorithm We now describe a query algorithm that given two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), outputs either Close or Far, where Close means dist_G(u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h, while Far means dist_G(u, v) > h.

The algorithm is bottom-up. When we are at level k, the input is two vertices u_k, v_k ∈ V (H_k). Initially, we start from level 1 and let the input be u_1 = u and v_1 = v (trivially u_1, v_1 ∈ V (H_1) because H_1 = G). We do the following at level k.

1. We consider the ball cover S_{vk} of v_k in N_{k,vtx} (see Definition 3.3 to recall the definition of ball cover). If there is a cluster S ∈ S_{vk} containing u_k (by querying Membership(S, u_k)), we terminate the algorithm with output Close.

2. Otherwise, we have u_k /∈ ⋃ S∈S_{vk} S. If we have reached the level k0 with empty Ck0 , we

terminate the algorithm with output Far.

3. Otherwise, now we are at some level k < k_0, and we will pick the input u_{k+1} and v_{k+1} of the next level as follows. We select v_{k+1} to be an arbitrary L_k-vertex in some cluster S ∈ S_{vk} (querying L-vertex(S) for each S ∈ S_{vk} ). If there is no such v^′_k, we terminate the algorithm with answer Far. The vertex u_{k+1} is picked by an analogous algorithm. Note that u_{k+1}, v_{k+1} ∈ L_k ⊆ V (H_{k+1}), and we proceed to the next level k + 1.

The Query Time and Correctness. The correctness of the query algorithm is shown by Lemmas 10.3 and 10.4. Consider the running time at each level k. Step 1 takes O(b_k) time, because the ball cover S_{vk} has at most b_k clusters and the membership query of u and each cluster S ∈ S_{vk} takes O(1) time. Step 2 takes constant time trivially. Step 3 takes O(b_k) time because for each cluster S, selecting a L_k-vertex in S (or declare there is no L_k-vertex) takes constant time. In conclusion, the total query time is O( ∑ 1≤k≤k̄ b_k) = O(k̄ · t) = O(λ_k · t) = O(1/ϵ^3).

Lemma 10.3. If the input vertices u and v have dist_G(u, v) ≤ h, the query algorithm will output Close.

Proof. First we will prove, by induction, that each level k reached by the algorithm has dist_{Hk} (u_k, v_k) ≤ h_k. This statement trivially holds for the first level. For each level k ≥ 2 reached by the algorithm, suppose the statement holds for the level k − 1. Then we have

dist_{Hk} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}) ≤ dist_{Hk} (u_{k+1}, u_k) + dist_{Hk} (u_k, v_k) + dist_{Hk} (v_k, v_{k+1}) ≤ 2 · h_{RealDiam,k} + h_k ≤ h̄_k.

Because u_{k+1}, v_{k+1} ∈ L_k and H_{k+1} is a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h̄_k)-sparsifier of L_k on H_k, we have

dist_{Hk+1} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}) ≤ λ_{H,up} · dist_{Hk} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}) ≤ h_{k+1}.

Now we show that the algorithm will not terminate with output Far. If the algorithm reach the level k = k_0 with empty C_{k0} , dist_{Hk−Ck} (u_k, v_k) = dist_{Hk} (u_k, v_k) ≤ h_k ≤ h_{cov,k} and u_k must be inside the ball cover S_{vk} , and the algorithm will terminate with output Close. For other level k < k_0, if the algorithm reaches level k but does not terminate with output Close at step 1, then dist_{Hk−Ck} (u_k, v_k) > h_{cov,k} ≥ 4h_k and u_{k+1} and v_{k+1} can be found successfully by the following reason. Consider the u_k-to-v_k shortest path P on G. We know ℓ_{Hk} (P ) ≤ h_k but ℓ_{Hk−Ck} (P ) ≥ 4·h_k. Then there must be a C_k-vertex v^′_k ∈ P with dist_{Hk−Ck} (v_k, v^′_k) ≤ h_k by taking the C_k-vertex on P closest to v_k. By the definition of landmarks, there exists a L_k-vertex v_{k+1} s.t. dist_{Hk−Ck} (v^′_k, v_{k+1}) ≤ σ_k. Therefore, dist_{Hk−Ck} (v_k, v_{k+1}) ≤ h_k + σ_k ≤ 4 · h_k = h_{cov,k}, because σ_k ≤ h_k from λ_{dynED,h} = 2^{O(t)} = 2^{O(1/ϵ)} and κ_σ = n^{ϵ4} . The same argument holds for u_{k+1}.

Lemma 10.4. If the query algorithm outputs Close, then dist_G(u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h.

Proof. Suppose the algorithm terminates with output Close at level k^⋆. Then by the end condition,

dist_{Hk⋆} (u_k⋆ , v_k⋆ ) ≤ h_{RealDiam,k}⋆ = λ_{RealDiam} · h_k⋆ .

For each level k < k^⋆, because H_{k+1} is a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h̄_k)-sparsifier of L_k on H_k and u_{k+1}, v_{k+1} ∈ L_k, we have dist_{Hk} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}) ≤ λ_{H,low} · dist_{Hk+1} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}),

which implies

dist_{Hk} (u_k, v_k) ≤ dist_{Hk} (u_k, u_{k+1}) + dist_{Hk} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}) + dist_{Hk} (v_{k+1}, v_k) ≤ 2 · h_{RealDiam,k} + dist_{Hk} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}) ≤ 2 · λ_{RealDiam} · h_k + λ_{H,low} · dist_{Hk+1} (u_{k+1}, v_{k+1}).

Combining all together, we have

dist_G(u, v) ≤ O(λ^{k⋆−1}_{H,low} · λ_{RealDiam} · h_k⋆ ) ≤ 2^{O(λk)} · (λ_{H,low} · λ_{H,up})^{λk} · λ^{λk}_{RealDiam} · h

The Initialization and Update Time. Note that the oracle O is exactly the length-constrained hierarchy (H, D), so by Theorem 9.1 and the fact that ϕ = κ_ϕ = n^{ϵ2} and

max_k {ĥ_k, h̄_k} = O(λ_{RealDiam} · λ_{H,up})^{λk} = n^{O(ϵ)} · h,

the initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}, and the update time to handle π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Path Reporting. Given two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), if the query algorithm returns Close, we can compute a path P connecting u and v on G as follows. More precisely, we consider the levels from top to bottom (i.e. from level k^⋆ to 1), and at each level k, we will generate a path P_{Hk} connecting u_k and v_k on H_k. Then the path P_{H1} is what we want.

At the top level k^⋆, because the output is Close, there is a cluster S_{vtx} ∈ N_k⋆_{,vtx} containing u_k⋆ and v_k⋆ . Let S ∈ N_k⋆ be the original cluster corresponding to S_{vtx}, and let u_k⋆_{,vtul}, v_k⋆_{,vtul} ∈ S be arbitrary virtual nodes of u_k⋆ and v_k⋆ respectively. By Theorem 5.1 on the router R corresponding to S, we can obtain a u_k⋆ -v_k⋆ path P_R on R. Substituting each edge on P_R with its embedding path in Π_{Rk⋆ →Hk⋆} lead to the desired P_{Hk⋆} . We have ℓ_{Hk⋆} (P_{Hk⋆} ) ≤ λ_{rt}(f_k⋆ ) · h_{emb,k}⋆ ≤ λ_{RealDiam} · h_k⋆ , because |P_R| ≤ λ_{rt}(f_k⋆ ) and Π_{Rk⋆ →Hk⋆} has length h_{emb,k}⋆ .

At each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ −1, note that we have generated a path P_{Hk+1} connecting u_{k+1} and v_{k+1} on H_{k+1} with length λ_{RealDiam} ·h_{k+1}. By the guarantees of vertex sparsifiers, we can unfold P_{Hk+1} to obtain a u_{k+1}-v_{k+1} path P^′_{Hk} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P^′_{Hk} ) ≤ λ_{H,low} · ℓ_{Hk+1} (P_{Hk+1} ) and |P^′_{Hk} | ≥ |P_{Hk+1} |/2. Next, because there is some cluster in N_{k,vtx} containing both u_k and u_{k+1}, similar to the algorithm at level k^⋆, we can obtain a u_k-u_{k+1} path P_{Hk ,u} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P_{Hk ,u}) ≤ λ_{RealDiam} · h_k. Similarly, we can obtain a v_k-v_{k+1} path P_{Hk,v} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P_{Hk ,v}) ≤ λ_{RealDiam} · h_k. Finally, P_{Hk} is the concatenation of P_{Hk ,u}, P^′_{Hk} and P_{Hk,v} with guarantee ℓ_{Hk} (P_{Hk} ) ≤ 2 · λ_{RealDiam} · h_k + λ_{H,low} · ℓ_{Hk+1} (P_{Hk+1} ) and |P_{Hk} | ≥ |P_{Hk+1} |/2.

Following the analysis in Lemma 10.4, the final path P_G = P_{H1} on G = H_1 is a u-v path with length ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h. The total path-reporting time can be bounded by ∑ 1≤k≤k̄ |PHk | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} ≤ 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · |P_G|, because |P_{Hk} | ≤ 2^{O(λk )} · |P_G| and λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2).

11 Dynamic Length-Reducing Emulators

In this section, we will show a dynamic length-reducing emulator algorithm. It will be used in Section 12 to remove the poly(h)-dependency of the running time of Theorem 10.1.

Definition 11.1 (Length-Reducing Emulators). Let G be a graph, an (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-length-reducing emulator Q is an unweighted graph with the following properties.

(1) V (G) ⊆ V (Q).

(2) Each pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G) s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ h has dist_Q(u, v) ≤ α_{up}.

(3) Each pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G) has dist_G(u, v) ≤ α_{low} · h · dist_Q(u, v).

Theorem 11.2. Let G be a dynamic graph with parameters h and ϕ under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions and isolated vertex insertions/deletions. There is an algorithm that initializes and maintains a (λ_{Q,low}, λ_{Q,up}, h)-length-reducing-emulator Q of G with

λ_{Q,low} = λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · 2^{O(λk)} · (λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{λk} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}, λ_{Q,up} = 4 · λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2).

The algorithm further guarantee the following.

• The size of Q is bounded by |Q| ≤ κ_{Q,size} · |G|, where κ_{Q,size} = O(λ_k · t · κ_{NC,ω}) = n^{O(ϵ4)}. In additional, it can also be bounded by |Q| ≤ n^{O(ϵ2)} · |V (G)|.

• The recourse from Q^{(i−1)} to Q^{(i)} is O(κ_{Q,rcs} ·|π^{(i)}|), where κ_{Q,rcs} = κ_{EH,NC,rcs} ·κ_ϕ and κ_ϕ = n^{ϵ2} .

• The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} and the update time is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

• Given a path P_Q on Q connecting some vertices u, v ∈ V (G), the algorithm can compute a u-v path P_G on G with ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ λ_{Q,low} · h · ℓ_Q(P_Q) and |P_G| ≥ |P_Q|/2^{O(λk )} in time 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · |P_G|.

Proof. Our construction of the emulator Q is based on the length-constrained expander hierarchy. Precisely, we initialize and maintain a length-constrained expander hierarchy (H, D) with k̄ = λ_k levels. Recall λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2) is a sufficiently large global parameter and we define a global parameter κ_ϕ = n^{ϵ2} . We apply Theorem 9.1 on G with parameters ϕ = 1/κ_ϕ = 1/n^{ϵ2} and k̄ = λ_k. The additional length parameter for each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ is ĥ_k = 4 · h_k (here we change the notation by passing ĥ_k to the parameter h_k in Theorem 9.1) and h̄_k = 2 · h_k, where h_k = h · (2 · λ_{H,up})^{k−1}.

For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, let H_k be the vertex spasifier and let (C_k, L_k, N_k, R_k, Π_{Rk →Hk} ) be the certified-ED of some node-weighting A_k on H_k. We now list the properties we will exploit in the remaining proof as follows. Regarding the sparsifiers, H_1 = G, and for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1,

• H_{k+1} is a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h̄_k)-sparsifier of V (H_{k+1}) ∩ V (H_k) on H_k s.t. L_k ⊆ V (H_{k+1}) ∩ V (H_k) (in particular, H_{k+1} is a sparsifier of L_k on H_k),

• H_{k+1} has size |H_{k+1}| ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · |H_k|) and number of vertices |V (H_{k+1})| ≤ n^{O(ϵ4)} · |V (H_k)|, • V (H_k) ∩ V (H_{k+1}) = V (H_k) ∩ ⋃ k+1≤k^′≤k̄ V (Hk^′ ). • Given a path P_{Hk+1} on H_{k+1} connecting some vertices u, v ∈ V (H_{k+1}) ∩ V (H_k), there is an algorithm that computes a u-v path P_{Hk} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P_{Hk} ) ≤ λ_{H,low} · ℓ_{Hk+1} (P_{Hk+1} ) and |P_{Hk} | ≥ |P_{Hk+1} |/2. The path-reporting time is |P_{Hk+1} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)}.

The certified-EDs satisfy that, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄,

• L_k is a landmark set of C_k on H_k with distortion σ_k = O(λ_{dynED,h} · ĥ_k/κ_σ ). At the top level, C¯_k and L¯_k are empty.

• N_k is a b_k-distributed (h_{cov,k}, h_{sep,k}, ω_k)-pairwise cover of A_k ≥ deg_{Hk} +1(V (H_k)) on H_k − C_k with b_k = O(t), h_{cov,k} = ĥ_k = 4 · h_k, ω_k = O(t · κ_{NC,ω}).

• The routers in R_k are maintained by Theorem 5.1 under at most f_k = O(t) batched updates.

• The embedding Π_{Rk →Hk} has length h_{emb,k} = O(λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · ĥ_k).

Construction of Q. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, let N_{vtx,k} = (N_k)_{|1(V (Hk))} by restricting N_k on vertices V (H_k). Note that N_{vtx,k} is a pairwise cover of T_k with the same quality parameters as those of N_k.

For each cluster S ∈ N_{vtx,k}, let Q^⋆_S be the star graph with V (Q^⋆_S ) = S ∪ {v_S }, where v_S is the artificial center of S (which is a newly created fresh vertex) and we call S the branch-vertices of Q^⋆_S . The edges of Q^⋆_S are E(Q^⋆_S ) = {(v_S , v) | v ∈ S}. Then we construct Q as

Q := ⋃ 1≤k≤k̄,S∈N_{vtx,k} Q^⋆_S .

Note that, when taking the union of Q^⋆_S, we use the global vertex identifiers to identify vertices. We emphasize that Q is an unweighted graph and each edge in E(Q) has unit length.

Lemma 11.3. The graph Q is a (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-length-reducing emulator of G with

α_{up} = 4k̄, α_{low} = λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · 2^{O(k̄)} · (λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄}.

Proof. Let k_0 be the minimum level s.t. C_{k0} and L_{k0} are empty in the up-to-date hierarchy. Note that k_0 must exist at all time (but may be different depending on the current time) by Claim 10.2.

Property (1). The first property V (G) ⊆ V (Q) is trivial, because at the first level, the union of star graphs of N_{vtx,1} will contain V (G).

Property (2). Consider two vertices u, v ∈ V (G) with dist_G(u, v) ≤ h. We will prove dist_Q(u, v) ≤ 4k̄ by induction. Let the induction hypothesis be, for each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k_0 and each u, v ∈ T_k with dist_{Hk} (u, v) ≤ h_k, there is dist_Q(τ_k(u), τ_k(v)) ≤ 4(k_0 − k + 1).

For the base case k = k_0, note that C_k is empty, so N_{tmn,k} is a pairwise cover of T_k on H_k with cover radius h_{cov,k} = 4 · h_k. Therefore, u, v ∈ T_k will be contained by some cluster S ∈ N_{tmn,k}, and by our construction, the star graph Q^⋆_S has a path connecting τ_k(u) and τ_k(v) with length 2 ≤ 4(k̄ − k + 1).

For an inductive step at level k s.t. 1 ≤ k ≤ k_0 − 1, N_{tmn,k} is a pairwise cover of T_k on H_k − C_k with cover radius h_{cov,k} ≥ 4 · h_k. If dist_{Hk−Ck} (u, v) ≤ 4 · h_k, then some cluster S ∈ N_{tmn,k} will contain u and v, and dist_Q(τ_k(u), τ_k(v)) ≤ dist_Q⋆_S (τ_k(u), τ_k(v)) ≤ 2 ≤ 4(k̄ − k + 1).

Otherwise, we have dist_{Hk−Ck} (u, v) > 4h_k. Consider the shortest u-v path P in H_k. By Claim 11.4, we can find a vertex u^′ ∈ P with dist_{Hk−Ck} (u, u^′) ≤ 2h_k and also a landmark w_u ∈ L_k with dist_{Hk −Ck} (u^′, w_u) ≤ h_k/100. Similarly, there are such v^′ ∈ P and w_v ∈ L_k with dist_{Hk−Ck} (v, v^′) ≤ 2h_k and dist_{Hk−Ck} (v^′, w_v) ≤ h_k/100.

Claim 11.4. There is a vertex u^′ ∈ P s.t. dist_{Hk−Ck} (u, u^′) ≤ 2h_k and there is a landmark w_u ∈ L_k with dist_{Hk−Ck} (w_u, u^′) ≤ h_k/100.

Proof. Let P_u be the longest prefix of P from u with length at most 2h_k in H_k − C_k, and let P^+_u be the prefix from extending P_u along P by one more edge. Observe that C_k(P^+_u ) ≥ ℓ_{Hk−Ck} (P^+_u ) − ℓ_{Hk} (P^+_u ) ≥ 2h_k − h_k ≥ h_k. We can simply pick u^′ ∈ P_u incident to some e ∈ supp(C_k) ∩ P^+_u , and let w_u ∈ L_k be the landmark of u^′ with dist_{Hk−Ck} (w_u, u^′) ≤ σ_k ≤ h_k/100.

Now, because dist_{Hk−Ck} (u, w_u) ≤ 4h_k ≤ h_{cov,k}, there is a cluster S ∈ N_{vtx,k} containing u and w_u, which implies dist_Q(u, w_u) ≤ 2 and similarly dist_Q(v, w_v ) ≤ 2.

Also, dist_{Hk} (w_u, w_v) ≤ dist_{Hk−Ck} (w_u, u^′) + dist_{Hk} (u^′, v^′) + dist_{Hk−Ck} (v^′, w_v) ≤ 1.02h_k ≤ 2h_k = h̄_k. Since H_{k+1} is always a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h̄_k)-sparsifier of L_k on H_k, we have dist_{Hk+1} (w_u, w_v ) ≤ λ_{H,up} · h̄_k = 2 · λ_{H,up} · h_k = h_{k+1}, so dist_Q(w_u, w_v ) ≤ 4(k_0 − k)

by the induction. Finally, we can conclude that dist_Q(u, v) ≤ dist_Q(u, w_u) + dist_Q(w_u, w_v ) + dist_Q(w_v, v) ≤ 2 + 4(k_0 − k) + 2 = 4(k_0 − k + 1) as desired.

Property (3). Consider an arbitrary pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (G). We will show dist_G(u, v) ≤ α_{low} · h · dist_Q(u, v) by induction.

We begin with some notations. For each level k, let

Q_k = ⋃ S∈N_k Q^⋆_S , and Q_{≥k} = ⋃ k^′≥k,S∈N_k′ Q^⋆_S.

Let the induction hypothesis be, for each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ and each pair of vertices u, v ∈ V (H_k), we have dist_{Hk} (u, v) ≤ β · (2 · λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄−k} · h_k · dist_{Q≥k} (u, v).

where β = O(λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h}).

The Base Case. For the base case k = k̄, consider the u-v shortest path on Q_{≥k}, denoted by P_{Q≥k} (u, v). Note that Q_{≥k} = Q_k in this case, and Q_k is a union of stars whose branch-vertices are in V (H_k). If we partition P_{Q≥k} (u, v) into subpaths with endpoints in V (H_k) but no internal vertex in V (H_k), then each subpath P^′ (with endpoints u^′, v^′) has length exactly 2 and it is contained by some Q^⋆_S ⊆ Q_k for some S ∈ N_{vtx,k} s.t. u^′, v^′ ∈ S. Thus, by Lemma 6.3,

dist_{Hk} (u^′, v^′) ≤ λ_{rt,h}(f_k) · h_{emb,k} ≤ O(λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · h_k).

and because the number of such subpaths P^′ is dist_{Q≥k} (u, v)/2, we have

dist_{Hk} (u, v) ≤ O(λ_{rt,h}(t) · λ_{init,h} · λ_{dynED,h} · h_k · dist_{Q≥k} (u, v))

as desired.

The Inductive Step. For an inductive step 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, again we consider the u-v shortest path P_{Q≥k} (u, v) on Q_{≥k}. We partition P_{Q≥k} (u, v) into (maximal) subpaths totally on Q_k or totally on Q_{≥k+1}.

Claim 11.5. V (Q_k) ∩ V (Q_{≥k+1}) = V (H_k) ∩ V (H_{k+1}).

Proof. By the construction of Q, V (Q_k) is the union of V (H_k) and artificial centers of stars, and similarly V (Q_{≥k+1}) is the union of ⋃ k+1≤k^′≤k̄ V (Hk^′ ) and artificial centers. Because the artificial centers

of V (Q_k) and V (Q_{≥k+1}) are disjoint, we have V (Q_k) ∩ V (Q_{≥k+1}) = V (H_k) ∩ ⋃ k+1≤k^′≤k̄ V (Hk^′ ) = V (H_k) ∩ V (H_{k+1}) by the guarantee of sparsifiers.

For each subpath P^′_{≥k+1} (with endpoints u^′, v^′) on Q_{≥k+1}, we have u^′, v^′ ∈ V (H_k) ∩ V (H_{k+1}) by Claim 11.5. Then, the induction hypothesis at level k + 1 tells dist_{Hk+1} (u^′, v^′) ≤ β · (2 · λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄−k−1} · h_{k+1} · dist_{Q≥k+1} (u^′, v^′) By property (2) in Definition 8.1 of the sparsifier H_{k+1} and the fact that u^′, v^′ ∈ V (H_k) ∩ V (H_{k+1}), we have

dist_{Hk} (u^′, v^′) ≤ λ_{H,low} · dist_{Hk+1} (u^′, v^′) ≤ β · λ_{H,low} · (2 · λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄−k−1} · h_{k+1} · dist_{Q≥k+1} (u^′, v^′) ≤ β · λ_{H,low} · (2 · λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄−k−1} · (2 · λ_{H,up} · h_k) · dist_{Q≥k+1} (u^′, v^′) ≤ β · (2 · λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄−k} · h_k · dist_{Q≥k} (u^′, v^′), where the last inequality is by dist_{Q≥k+1} (u^′, v^′) = dist_{Q≥k+1} (P^′_{≥k+1}) = dist_{Q≥k} (P^′_{≥k+1}) = dist_{Q≥k} (u^′, v^′).

Next, for each subpath P^′_k (with endpoints u^′, v^′) totally on Q_k, we have u^′, v^′ ∈ V (H_k) by Claim 11.5 and the fact that u, v ∈ V (H_k). An argument similar to the base case can show dist_{Hk} (u^′, v^′) ≤ β · h_k · dist_{Qk} (u^′, v^′) = β · h_k · dist_{Q≥k} (u^′, v^′).

Lastly, we can conclude dist_{Hk} (u, v) ≤ β · (2 · λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄−k} · h_k · dist_{Q≥k} (u, v) by concatenating the subpaths.

The Size of Q. By the construction, we have |Q| ≤ ∑ 1≤k≤k̄ size(N_{vtx,k}) ≤ ∑ k ω_k · |V (H_k)| ≤ O(λ_k · t · κ_{NC,ω} · |G|),

where the last inequality is because |V (H_k)| ≤ |H_k| ≤ |G| (since for each k, |H_{k+1}| ≤ O(t · κ_{H,size} · ϕ · H_k) ≤ |H_k|). Besides, from |V (H_{k+1})| ≤ n^{O(ϵ4)}·|V (H_k)|, we have |V (H_k)| ≤ n^{O(λk/ϵ4)}·|V (G)| = n^{O(ϵ2)}·|V (G)|.

Therefore, we can claim another bound |Q| ≤ n^{O(ϵ2)} · |V (G)|.

The Recourse from Q^{(i−1)} to Q^{(i)}. By our construction of Q, each vertex insertion/deletion from N^{(i−1)}_{vtx,k} to N^{(i)}_{vtx,k} will cause at most constant number of unit updates from Q^{(i−1)} to Q^{(i)}. Therefore,

Rcs(Q^{(i−1)} → Q^{(i)}) ≤ ∑ 1≤k≤k̄ Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_{vtx,k} → N^{(i)}_{vtx,k}) ≤ ∑ 1≤k≤k̄ Rcs(N^{(i−1)}_k → N^{(i)}_k )

≤ O(κ_{EH,NC,rcs} · |π^{(i)}|/ϕ) = O(κ_{EH,NC,rcs} · κ_ϕ · |π^{(i)}|).

The Initialization and Update time. The running time is dominated by the initialization and maintenance of the length-constrained expander hierarchy. Hence by Theorem 9.1, the initialization time is |E(G^{(0)})| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} and the update time is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Path Unfolding. Given a path P_Q connecting u, v ∈ V (G) in Q, the u-v path P_G in G can be generated by the following algorithm, which basically follows the analysis of property (3) in Lemma 11.3. We will use the same notations in the proof of property (3) in Lemma 11.3.

Precisely, we consider the levels from top to bottom (i.e. from level k̄ to level 1). At each level k, we implement a subroutine that given a path P_{Q≥k} on Q_{≥k} connecting two vertices u, v ∈ V (H_k), returns a u-v path P_{Hk} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P_{Hk} ) ≤ β · (2 · λ_{H,up} · λ_{H,low})^{k̄−k} · h_k · ℓ_{Q≥k} (P_{Q≥k} ) and |P_{Hk} | ≥ |P_{Q≥k}|/2^{k̄−k+1} in time |P_{Hk} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · (2^{k̄−k+1} − 1). For the top level k = k̄, we have Q_{≥k} = Q_k and we decompose the path P_{Q≥k} into star subpaths s.t. each subpath P^′_{Qk} connects two vertices u^′, v^′ ∈ V (H_k) and is contained by some star in Q_k. Each star subpath P^′_{Qk} can be unfolded to a u^′-v^′ path P^′_{Hk} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P^′_{Hk} ) ≤ λ_{rt}(f_k)·h_{emb,k} ≤ β · h_k ≤ β · h_k · ℓ_{Qk} (P^′_{Qk} ) (the last inequality is because each star subpath has length exactly 2) and |P^′_{Hk} | ≥ |P^′_{Qk} |/2 (which needs to take care of the case u^′ = v^′). This can be done by exploiting the router of the cluster of this star and the embedding in time 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} + O(|P^′_{Hk} |). A similar argument has appeared several times in e.g. the path-unfolding paragraph in the proof of Theorem 8.2, so we omit it here. By substituting each star subpath P^′_{Qk} on P_{Q≥k} with P^′_{Hk} , we can obtain the desired P_{Hk} . The total running time is |P_{Qk} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} + ∑ |P^′_{Hk} | = |P_{Hk} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} because we invoke the path-reporting algorithm of routers O(|P_{Qk} |) times.

For an arbitrary level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, we decompose the path P_{Q≥k} into subpaths totally on Q_k or totally on Q_{≥k+1}.

1. For each subpath P^′_{Q≥k+1} totally on Q_{≥k+1}, note that it has endpoints u^′, v^′ ∈ V (Q_{≥k+1}) ∩ V (Q_k) = V (H_{k+1}) ∩ V (H_k) by Claim 11.5. The subroutine at level k + 1 will give a u^′-v^′ path P^′_{Hk+1} on H_{k+1}, and the path unfolding algorithm for sparsifiers will further give a u^′-v^′ path P^′_{Hk} on H_k s.t. ℓ_{Hk} (P^′_{Hk} ) ≤ λ_{H,low} · ℓ_{Hk+1} (P^′_{Hk+1} ) and |P^′_{Hk} | ≥ |P^′_{Hk+1} |/2.

2. For each subpath P^′_{Qk} totally on Q_k, it has endpoints u^′, v^′ ∈ V (H_k). Similar to the algorithm for the top level k̄, we can get a u^′-v^′ path P^′_{Hk} on H_k with ℓ_{Hk} (P^′_{Hk} ) ≤ β · h_k · ℓ_{Qk} (P^′_{Qk} ) and |P^′_{Hk} | ≥ |P^′_{Qk} |/2. By substituting each subpath of P_{Q≥k} with its unfolded path on H_k, we can obtain the desired P_{Hk} . The running time for this subroutine is ∑ each P^′_{Q≥k+1}

(|P^′_{Hk+1} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · (2^{k̄−k} − 1) + |P^′_{Hk} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)}) + ∑ each P^′_{Qk} |P^′_{Hk} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)},

which is at most |P_{Hk} | · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · (2^{k̄−k+1} − 1) because each P^′_{Hk+1} in case 1 has |P^′_{Hk+1} | ≤ 2|P^′_{Hk} | Finally, the subroutine for level 1 can return the u-v path P_G in G with guarantee ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ κ_{Q,low} ·ℓ_Q(P_Q) and |P_G| ≥ |P_Q|/2^{O(λk )}. The path-unfolding time is |P_G|·2^{O(1/ϵ4 )} ·2^{λk} = |P_G|·2^{O(1/ϵ4 )} because λ_k = O(1/ϵ^2).

12 Fully Dynamic Distance Oracles

In this section, we finally prove our main result:

Theorem 12.1. Let G be a fully dynamic undirected graph under edge insertions/deletions and isolated vertex insertions/deletions s.t. edge lengths on G are all polynomially bounded positive integers. Let m_0 denote the initial graph size and n be an upper bound of number of vertices.

For some sufficiently small constant c > 0, given a parameter 1/ log^c n ≤ ϵ ≤ 1, there is an approximate deterministic fully dynamic distance oracle supports the following query. At any time, given two vertices u, v in the current G, if u and v are disconnected in G, the oracle answers u and v are disconnected. Otherwise, the oracle answers an approximate distance ~d s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ ~d ≤ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} · dist_G(u, v) in O(log log n/ϵ^4) query time. The oracle can further output

• a (possibly non-simple) path P connecting u and v on G with ℓ_G(P ) ≤ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} · dist_G(u, v) in additional O(|P |) time, and

• a simple path P_{sp} connecting u and v on G with ℓ_G(P_{sp}) ≤ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} · dist_G(u, v) in additional O(|P_{sp}| · n^ϵ) time.

The oracle has initialization time O(m_0 · n^ϵ) and worst-case update time O(n^ϵ).

Our approach is to “stack” length-reducing emulators on top of each other. These emulators allow us to assume that the distances are small, so we can apply the distance oracle for the shortdistance regime from Section 10. The approach is standard and was used in many previous works [Che18, Chu21, BGS22, ŁN22, CZ23b].

12.1 One Level of the Stacking

Lemma 12.2. Let G be a graph under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions and edge deletions. Given a parameter h, there is an algorithm that maintains a distance-reduced graph G_{stk} s.t. V (G) ⊆ V (G_{stk}) and for each u, v ∈ V (G),

dist_G(u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,low} · h · dist_{Gstk} (u, v), and dist_{Gstk} (u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,up} · max{dist_G(u, v)/h, 1},

where λ_{stk,low} = λ_{Q,low} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and λ_{stk,up} = O(λ_{Q,up}) = O(1/ϵ^2). The size of G_{stk} is |G_{stk}| ≤ κ_{stk,size} · |G|, where κ_{stk,size} = κ_{Q,size} + 1. The algorithm further guarantee the following.

• The recourse from G^{(i−1)}_{stk} to G^{(i)}_{stk} is at most κ_{stk,rcs} · |π^{(i)}|, where κ_{stk,rcs} = κ_{Q,rcs} + 1.

• The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} and the update time is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

• Given a path P_{Gstk} on G_{stk} connecting u, v ∈ V (G), the algorithm can compute a u-v path P_G on G with ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ λ_{stk,low} · h · ℓ_{Gstk} (P_{Gstk} ) and |P_G| ≥ |P_{Gstk} |/2^{O(λk )} in time 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · |P_G|.

Proof. We maintain a (λ_{Q,low}, λ_{Q,up}, h)-length-reducing emulator Q of G by Theorem 11.2. Note that each edge in Q has unit length. Let E_{heavy} = {(u, v) | (u, v) ∈ E(G), ℓ_G(u, v) ≥ h/3}, and we define the length of each edge e ∈ E_{heavy} to be ⌈ℓ_G(u, v)/h⌉. Then we define G_{stk} = Q ∪ E_{heavy}.

Quality of G_{stk}. We first show dist_G(u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,low} · h · dist_{Gstk} (u, v). Let P_{stk} be a shortest u-v path in G_{stk}. We decompose P_{stk} into subpaths with endpoints in V (G) but no intermediate vertex in V (G). Note that each subpath is either a single edge e ∈ E_{heavy} or a path totally inside Q. For each subpath which is an edge e = (u, v) ∈ E_{heavy}, we have dist_G(u, v) ≤ ℓ_{Gstk} (e) · h by the definition of E_{heavy}. For each subpath P^′ inside Q, we have dist_G(u, v) ≤ λ_{Q,low} ·h·dist_Q(u, v) = λ_{Q,low} ·h·ℓ_Q(P^′). Therefore, we can conclude that dist_G(u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,low} · h · dist_{Gstk} (u, v).

Next we show dist_{Gstk} (u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,up}·⌈dist_G(u, v)/h⌉. We first consider the case when dist_G(u, v) ≤ h, in which we have dist_{Gstk} (u, v) ≤ dist_Q(u, v) ≤ λ_{Q,up}.

For a general case with dist_G(u, v) > h. Let P be a shortest u-v path in G. We decompose P in the following way. First, we view each edge e ∈ P with ℓ_G(e) ≥ h/3 as a singleton subpath, and then remove those edges, which breaks P into subpaths called segments. For each segment P^′ with ℓ_G(P^′) < h, we call it a light segment. For each segment P^′ with ℓ_G(P^′) ≥ h, we further decompose it into sub-segments P^{′′} with h/3 ≤ ℓ_G(P^{′′}) ≤ h (this is doable since each edge on such segments has length at most h/3), and we call these sub-segments heavy sub-segments.

For each singleton subpath P^′ connecting u^′, v^′, we have dist_{Gstk} (u^′, v^′) ≤ ⌈ℓ_G(P^′)/h⌉ ≤ 3ℓ_G(P^′)/h, because the edge e ∈ P^′ is inside E_{heavy}. For each light segment P^′ connecting u^′, v^′, we have dist_{Gstk} (u^′, v^′) ≤ dist_Q(u^′, v^′) ≤ λ_{Q,up}. For each heavy sub-segment P^{′′} connecting u^{′′} and v^{′′}, we have dist_{Gstk} (u^{′′}, v^{′′}) ≤ dist_Q(u^′, v^′) ≤ λ_{Q,up} ≤ 3 · λ_{Q,up} · ℓ_G(P^{′′})/h. Also, note that the number of light segments is at most the number of singleton subpaths plus 1. Summing over all things,

dist_{Gstk} (u, v) ≤ ∑ singleton subpath P^′

3ℓ_G(P^′)/h + ∑ light segments P^′

λ_{Q,up} + ∑ heavy sub-segments P^{′′} 3 · λ_{Q,up} · ℓ_G(P^{′′})/h ≤ λ_{Q,up} + ∑ singleton subpath P^′

(1 + λ_{Q,up}) · 3 · ℓ_G(P^′)/h + ∑ heavy sub-segments P^{′′} 3 · λ_{Q,up} · ℓ_G(P^{′′})/h ≤ λ_{Q,up} + 3(1 + λ_{Q,up})ℓ_G(P )/h ≤ O(λ_{Q,up}) · dist_G(u, v)/h, where the second inequality is because we distribute the term λ_{Q,up} of light segments to singleton subpaths (and there may be one left), and the last inequality is because ℓ_G(P ) = dist_G(u, v) ≥ h.

The Size of G_{stk}. By Theorem 11.2, |Q| ≤ κ_{Q,size} · |G|, so |G_{stk}| ≤ |Q| + |G| ≤ (κ_{Q,size} + 1) · |G|.

The Recourse from G^{(i−1)}_{stk} to G^{(i)}_{stk}. The total recourse is simply the sum of recourse from Q^{(i−1)} to Q^{(i)} and the changes from E^{(i−1)}_{heavy} to E^{(i)}_{heavy}. The former is κ_{Q,rcs} · |π^{(i)}| by Theorem 11.2 and the latter is trivially at most |π^{(i)}|, so Rcs(G^{(i−1)}_{stk} → G^{(i)}_{stk}) ≤ (κ_{Q,rcs} + 1) · |π^{(i)}|.

The Initialization and Update Time. They have the same bounds as those in Theorem 11.2.

Path Unfolding. Note that G_{stk} is the union of the emulator Q and some original edges E_{heavy}. Therefore, given a path P_{Gstk} connecting some u, v ∈ V (G), we just decompose it into original edges and subpaths totally on Q, and then unfold each Q-subpath to a path on G using Theorem 11.2.

12.2 Online-Batch Dynamic Distance Oracles from Stacking Theorem 12.3. Let G be a graph under t batched updates π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge deletions and edge insertions. There is an oracle supporting the following query. Given two vertices u, v ∈ V (G), if u and v are disconnected in G, the oracle answers they are disconnected. Otherwise, the oracle answers an approximation ~d of dist_G(u, v) s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ ~d ≤ λ_{DO,α} ·dist_G(u, v). The approximation ratio

λ_{DO,α} = O(λ_{LowDO,α}) · (λ_{stk,low} · λ_{stk,up})^{λx} · 2^{O(1/ϵ4)},

where λ_x = O(1/ϵ) is a sufficiently large global parameter. Furthermore, the algorithm can output a path P connecting u and v on G with ℓ_G(P ) ≤ λ_{DO,α} · dist_G(u, v).

The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · n^{O(ϵ)}, the update time for batch π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · n^{O(ϵ)}, the distance query time is O(log log n/ϵ^4), and the additional path-reporting time is O(|P |).

Proof.

The Oracle. We pick a parameter h = n^ϵ and construct a chain G of x̄ = λ_x many graphs G_1, G_2, ..., G_{x̄} with the following properties, where λ_x = O(1/ϵ) is a sufficiently large global parameter.

(1) G_1 = G is the original graph.

(2) For each 2 ≤ x ≤ x̄, G_x is the distance-reduced graph from applying Lemma 12.2 on G_{x−1} with length parameter h.

Claim 12.4. For the last graph G_{x̄}, we have dist_{Gx̄} (u, v) ≤ h for all connected u, v ∈ V (G).

Proof. Consider an arbitrary pair of connected vertices u and v. Note that dist_G(u, v) = poly(n) because we assume the edge lengths are all polynomial and the graph G is connected. For each 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄ − 1, we have the following by Lemma 12.2.

• If dist_{Gx} (u, v) > h, then dist_{Gx+1} (u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,up} · dist_{Gx} (u, v)/h.

• If dist_{Gx} (u, v) ≤ h, then dist_{Gx+1} (u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,up} ≤ h because λ_{stk,up} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and h = n^ϵ.

Therefore, if there is some 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄ − 1 s.t. dist_{Gx} (u, v) ≤ h, we have dist_{Gx̄} (u, v) ≤ h. Otherwise, we have dist_{Gx̄} (u, v) ≤ (λ_{stk,up}/h)^{λx−1} · dist_G(x, y) ≤ poly(n)/(n^ϵ)^{λx−1} ≤ h because λ_x = O(1/ϵ) is sufficiently large.

Next, for each G_x, we construct several low-distance oracles with different length thresholds. Precisely, for each 1 ≤ y ≤ ȳ = ⌈log h⌉ + 1, let h_y = 2^y and we construct a low-distance oracle O_{x,y} by applying Theorem 10.1 on G_x with length parameter h_y.

Note that G and its low-distance oracles {O_{x,y}} can be maintain under batched updates by Lemma 12.2 and Theorem 10.1. Precisely, suppose G_x is under batched updates π^{(1)}_x , ..., π^{(t)}_x (the first graph G_1 has (π^{(1)}_1 , ..., π^{(t)}_1 ) = (π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)})), we maintain O_{x,y} for each 1 ≤ y ≤ ȳ under π^{(1)}_x , ..., π^{(t)}_x by Theorem 10.1. Also, we maintain G_{x+1} under π^{(1)}_x , ..., π^{(t)}_x by Lemma 12.2, which will generate the batched updates π^{(1)}_{x+1}, ..., π^{(t)}_{x+1} for G_{x+1} s.t. |π^{(i)}_{x+1}| ≤ κ_{stk,rcs} · |π^{(i)}_x | for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t. From this, we have |π^{(i)}_x | ≤ (κ_{stk,rcs})^{x−1} · |π^{(i)}| for each 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄.

The Initialization and Update Time. First we bound the size of graphs G_x. At any time, we have |G_{x+1}| ≤ κ_{stk,size} · |G_x| for each 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄ − 1. Simply we have |G_x| ≤ κ^{λx}_{stk,size} · |G| ≤ n^{O(ϵ)} · |G| for all x, because κ_{stk,size} = n^{O(ϵ4)}.

For the initialization, the construction all graphs in G takes total time ∑ 1≤x≤x̄ |G (0) x | · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}, and the construction of all low-distance oracles {O_{x,y}} takes total time ∑ 1≤x≤x̄ ∑ 1≤y≤ȳ |G (0) x |· poly(h)·n^{O(ϵ)}. Hence the total initialization time is |G^{(0)}|·n^{O(ϵ)} because h = n^{Θ(ϵ)}, x̄ ≤ λ_h = O(1/ϵ) and ȳ = O(log h) = O(log n).

The update time to handle each π^{(i)} is bounded by ∑ 1≤x≤x̄ |π (i) x | · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} = |π^{(i)}| · n^{O(ϵ)}, because |π^{(i)}_x | ≤ (κ_{stk,rcs})^{λx} · |π^{(i)}| = |π^{(i)}| · n^{O(ϵ)} (this is from κ_{stk,rcs} = n^{O(ϵ2)} and λ_x = O(1/ϵ))

The Query Algorithm. Suppose a query (u, v) arrives right after the update π^{(i)}. We will query G^{(i)} and {O^{(i)}_{x,y}} at that moment, and for simplicity, we omit the superscript (i) in what follows.

The algorithm is as foolows.

1. We first find the minimum x^⋆ s.t. O_x⋆_{,ȳ} declares dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h_ȳ but for each 1 ≤ x ≤ x^⋆ − 1, O_x⋆_{,ȳ} declares dist_{Gx} (u, v) > h_ȳ. Note that if u and v are connected, such x^⋆ must exist because dist_{Gx̄} (u, v) ≤ h ≤ h_ȳ by Claim 12.4. If we cannot find such x^⋆, we can safely declare u and v are disconnected.

2. Next, we use a binary search to find a y^⋆ ∈ [1, ȳ] s.t. O_x⋆_{,y}⋆ declares dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h_y⋆ and if y^⋆ ≥ 2, O_x⋆_{,y}⋆_{−1} declares dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) > h_y⋆_{−1}.

3. The output is ~d = h^{x⋆−1} · h_y⋆ · (λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,low} · λ_{LowDO,α}).

The Correctness and the Query Time. The correctness of the query algorithm is given by Lemma 12.5. The total query time is O((λ_x +log ȳ)·λ_k ·t) = O(log log n/ϵ^4) by the following reasons. Step 1 takes O(λ_x·λ_k·t) = O(1/ϵ^4) because we make at most x̄ = λ_x = O(1/ϵ) queries to low-distance oracles, each of which takes O(λ_k · t) = O(1/ϵ^3) time by Theorem 10.1. Step 2 takes O(log ȳ · k̄ · t) time because the binary search query the low-distance oracles at most O(log ȳ) = O(log log n/ϵ^4) times and ȳ = O(log h) = O(ϵ · log n).

Lemma 12.5. If u and v are connected, the approximate distance ~d satisfies

dist_G(u, v) ≤ ~d ≤ 2 · λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,up} · λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,low} · λ_{LowDO,α} · dist_G(u, v).

Proof. First, we bound dist_G⋆ (u, v) using dist_G(u, v). For each 1 ≤ x ≤ x^⋆ − 1, we know O_{x,ȳ} declared dist_{Gx} (u, v) > h_ȳ ≥ h. Therefore, from Lemma 12.2, we have dist_{Gx+1} (u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,up} · max{dist_{Gx} (u, v)/h, 1} = λ_{stk,up} · dist_{Gx} (u, v)/h, which implies dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) · h^{x⋆−1} ≤ λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,up} · dist_G(u, v). On the lower bound side, we have for each 1 ≤ x ≤ x^⋆ − 1, dist_{Gx} (u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,low} · h · dist_{Gx+1} (u, v), so dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) · h^{x⋆−1} ≥ dist_G(u, v)/λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,low}. Next, we bound dist_G⋆ (u, v) using h_y⋆ . On the lower bound side, we have dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≥ h_y⋆ /2 because if y^⋆ ≥ 2, O_x⋆_{,y}⋆_{−1} will declare dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) > h_y⋆_{−1} = h_y⋆ /2, and if y^⋆ = 1, we still have dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≥ 1 = h_y⋆ /2, since all edges have positive weights and h_1 = 2. On the upper bound side, O_x⋆_{,y}⋆ declares dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h_y⋆ . Combining the above bounds of dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v), we have

dist_G(u, v)/(λ^{x⋆ −1}_{stk,low} · λ_{LowDO,α}) ≤ h_y⋆ · h^{x⋆−1} ≤ 2 · λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,up} · dist_G(u, v).

Path Reporting. Let u, v ∈ V (G) be the input vertices. Because O_x⋆_{,y}⋆ declares dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} ·h_y⋆ , by Theorem 10.1, we can obtain a u-v path P_{Gx⋆} on G_x⋆ with ℓ_{Gx⋆} (P_{Gx⋆} ) ≤ λ_{LowDO,α} · h_y⋆ in 2^{O(λk )} · |P_{Gx⋆} | time. Next, we iterate x from x^⋆ − 1 to 1. For each x, by the path unfolding algorithm in Lemma 12.2 (with input P_{Gx+1} ), we obtain a u-v path P_{Gx} on G_x with ℓ_{Gx} (P_{Gx} ) ≤ λ_{stk,low} · h · ℓ_{Gx+1} (P_{Gx+1} ) and |P_{Gx} | ≥ |P_{Gx+1} |/2^{O(λk )} in time 2^{O(λk )} · |P_{Gx} |.

At last, we obtain a u-v path P_G = P_{G1} on G with ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,low} · λ_{LowDO,α} · h^{x⋆−1} · h_y⋆ . From the proof of Lemma 12.5, we have h_y⋆ ≤ 2 · λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,low}/h^{x⋆−1} · dist_G(u, v). Therefore, ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ 2 · λ_{LowDO,α} · (λ_{stk,low} · λ_{stk,up})^{x⋆−1} · dist_G(u, v). The path-reporting time can be bounded by ∑ 1≤x≤x^⋆ 2 O(1/ϵ^4) · |P G_x | ≤ 2 O(1/ϵ^4) · 2O(λ_k ·λ_x) · |P G| because each P_{Gx} has |P_{Gx} | ≤ P_G · 2^{O(λx·λk)} and λ_x · λ_k = O(1/ϵ^3).

We note that, when P_G is not required to be a simple path, it is trivial to move the overhead on path-reporting time to approximation. For example, we can define a new u-v path ~P_G by walking along P_G but going back and forth on each edge 2^{O(λk ·λx)} times. Then we have ℓ_G( ~P_G) ≤ 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · ℓ_G(P_G) ≤ λ_{DO,α} · dist_G(u, v). Moreover, because | ~P_G| = 2^{O(1/ϵ4)} · |P_G|, we can rewrite the path-reporting time to be O(| ~P_G|).

12.3 Fully Dynamic Algorithms from Online-Batch Algorithms

The last step is to turn our online-batch dynamic distance oracle to a fully dynamic one. This can be done by a standard online-batch-to-fully-dynamic technique, which was implicitly shown in [NSW17] and formalized in [JS22] afterwards.

Lemma 12.6 (Theorem 10.1 in [JS22], Section 5 in [NSW17]). Let G be a graph undergoing batch updates. Assume for two parameters ζ and w, there is a preprocessing algorithm with preprocessing time t_{preprocess} and an update algorithm with amortized update time t_{amortized} for a data structure D in the online-batch setting with batch number ζ and sensitivity w, where t_{preprocess} and t_{amortized} are functions the map the upper bounds of some graph measures throughout the update, e.g. maximum number of edges, to non-negative numbers.

Then for any ξ ≤ ζ satisfying w ≥ 2 · 6^ξ, there is a fully dynmaic algorithm with preprocessing time O(2^ξ ·t_{preprocess}) and worst case update time O(4^ξ ·(t_{preprocess}/w+w^{(1/ξ)} ·t_{amortized})) to maintain a set of O(2^ξ) instances of the data structure D such that after each update, the update algorithm specifies one of the maintained data structure instances satisfying the following conditions

(1) The specified data structure instances is for the up-to-date graph.

(2) The online-batch update algorithm is executed for at most ξ times on the specified data structure instance with each update batch of size at most w.

The sensitivity w is the maximum size of each update batch allowed by the online-batch dynamic algorithm. For our online-batch dynamic distance oracle in Theorem 12.3, there is no such restriction and we can simply choose w = n^2. Recall that we mentioned in Section 3.3 that we will set the batch number ζ = t = Θ(1/ϵ). Furthermore, we pick ξ = ζ = Θ(1/ϵ).

By Theorem 12.3, our online-batch dynamic distance oracle algorithm has preprocessing time t_{preprocess} = |G^{(0)}| · n^{O(ϵ)} = n^{2+O(ϵ)}. An online-batch dynamic algorithm has amortized update time t_{amortized} if it can handle each update batch π^{(i)} in time |π^{(i)}| · t_{amortized}. By this definition, Theorem 12.3 has t_{amortized} = n^{O(ϵ)}.

Therefore, by Lemma 12.6, we can obtain a fully dynamic distance oracle algorithm with initialization time O(2^ξ · |G^{(0)}| · n^{O(ϵ)}) = |G^{(0)}| · n^{O(ϵ)} (we can check in the proof of Lemma 12.6 in [JS22] that the initialization time only depends on the initial graph size), worst-case update time O(4^ξ · (t_{preprocess}/w + w^{(1/ξ)} · t_{amortized})) = n^{O(ϵ)}, the same query time O(log log n/ϵ^4) and the same path-reporting time O(|P |). This completes the proof of Theorem 12.1 except the part about reporting simple paths, which will be included in Section 12.4.

12.4 Report Simple Paths

In this section, we will discuss how to ensure the path reported by the oracle is simple, while keeping the path-reporting time linear (with an n^{O(ϵ)} overhead actually) to the number of edges in this path. Note that, after we obtain a non-simple u-v path P from the oracle, we cannot just pick an arbitrary u-v simple path P_{sp} on P as the output, because |P | can be much larger than |P_{sp}|, and then the path-reporting time O(|P |) cannot be bounded by |P_{sp}| · n^{O(ϵ)}. An algorithm for addressing this issue has been proposed by [Chu21]. We include it below for completeness, and integrate it into the oracle for modularity (the algorithm in [Chu21] is on the application side for using an oracle which may report non-simple paths).

Let α^⋆ = ⌈λ_{DO,α}⌉ be the approximation factor of our oracle (round it up to an integer). We restate the query interfaces of the oracle here. Let u, v ∈ V (G) be a given pair of vertices.

• The oracle can return an integral value ~d s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ ~d ≤ α^⋆ · dist_G(u, v). The distance query time is O(log log n/ϵ^4).

• The oracle can return a u-v path P on G s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ ℓ_G(P ) ≤ α^⋆ · dist_G(u, v). The path-reporting time is O(log log n/ϵ^4 + |P |) (which includes the distance query time).

For each 1 ≤ y ≤ ȳ = O(log n) (s.t. 2^ȳ upper bounds the diameter of G over time) and 1 ≤ z ≤ z̄ = ⌈1/ϵ⌉ + 1, let d_y = 2^y and L_z = ⌈n^ϵ⌉^z , and we define G_{y,z} to be a dynamic graph exactly the same with G (undergoing the same sequence of updates) except that we increase the length of each edge (including initial edges and new edges) by d_y/L_z additionally. We maintain an oracle O_{y,z} on each graph G_{y,z}, and also an oracle O on the original graph G. Strictly speaking, our oracle required the input dynamic graph has positive integral edge lengths, and we can ensure this by scaling up the edge lengths of G_{y,z} (and then removing this scaling in the answers).

Let u, v ∈ V (G) be the input of the path-reporting query, and let ~d be the approximate u-v distance on G returned by O. The algorithm has at most z̄ phases (from phase 1 to phase z̄, but it might terminate at some intermediate phase). Let z be the current phase. At the beginning of phase z, we have an invariant that any u-v path P on G with ℓ_G(P ) ≤ ~d · (10 · α^⋆)^{z̄−z+1} has |P | ≥ L_{z−1} (we define L_0 = 1). For the first phase, this invariant trivially holds, and for each phase z ≥ 2, this invariant is guaranteed by phase z − 1 as we will see.

Let y be the minimum s.t. d_y ≥ ~d · (10 · α^⋆)^{z̄−z}, which implies d_y ≤ 2 · ~d · (10 · α^⋆)^{z̄−z}. We query the oracle O_{y,z} with input (u, v), and it will return a path P_{y,z} on G_{y,z}, which corresponds to a path on G.

• Suppose ℓ_{Gy,z} (P_{y,z} ) ≤ 2 · α^⋆ · d_y. Then we know |P_{y,z}| ≤ 2 · α^⋆ · L_z because each edge on G_{y,z} has an addition length increasing d_y/L_z. We take an arbitrary u-v simple path P_{sp} on P_{y,z}. Trivially ℓ_G(P_{sp}) ≤ ℓ_G(P_{y,z}) ≤ ℓ_{Gy,z} (P_{y,z}) ≤ 2 · α^⋆ · d_y ≤ 4 · α^⋆ · ~d · (10 · α^⋆)^{z̄−z}. Therefore, by the invariant, we know |P_{sp}| ≥ L_{z−1}. We terminate the algorithm with output P_{sp}.

• Otherwise, we have ℓ_{Gy,z} (P_{y,z} ) > 2·α^⋆ ·d_y , which implies dist_{Gy,z} (u, v) ≥ ℓ_{Gy,z} (P_{y,z} )/α^⋆ > 2·d_y from the approximation guarantee of the oracle. Now we show that the invariant of phase z +1 holds, i.e. an arbitrary u-v path P with ℓ_G(P ) ≤ ~d·(10·α^⋆)^{z̄−z} has |P | ≥ L_z. Assume |P | < L_z for contradiction. Then we have ℓ_{Gy,z} (P ) ≤ ℓ_G(P ) + d_y · |P |/L_z ≤ ~d · (10 · α^⋆)^{z̄−z} + d_y ≤ 2 · d_y , a contradiction.

The algorithm must finally output some u-v simple path P_{sp} before the last phase z̄ because the invariant at the last phase cannot hold, since the shortest u-v path P on G has ℓ_G(P ) = dist_G(u, v) ≤ ~d · (10 · α^⋆) and |P | ≤ n − 1 < L_{z̄−1}.

Let z^⋆ be the phase at which P_{sp} is obtained. Then ℓ_G(P_{sp}) ≤ 4 · α^⋆ · ~d · (10 · α^⋆)^{z̄−z⋆} ≤ 4 · (α^⋆)^2 · (10 · α^⋆)^{z̄} · dist_G(u, v) ≤ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} · dist_G(u, v). The total path-report time is ∑ 1≤z≤z^⋆ O(|Py,z|) ≤ ∑ 1≤z≤z^⋆ O(2 · α ⋆ · L_z) ≤ |P_{sp}| · n^{O(ϵ)} where the last inequality is because for each 1 ≤ z ≤ z^⋆, |L_z| ≤ ⌈n^ϵ⌉ · L_z⋆_{−1} ≤ |P_{sp}| · n^{O(ϵ)}. Maintaining all the oracles O and O_{y,z} will only increase the initialization time and the update time by a factor of O(ȳ · z̄) = O(log n/ϵ), which is negligible.

13 Extension: Dynamic Vertex Sparsifiers for All Distances

In this section, we generalize our results about dynamic vertex sparsifiers in Section 8. The theorem below restates Theorem 1.8

Theorem 13.1. Let G be a fully dynamic graph with a terminal set T ⊆ V (G) undergoing a sequence of edge insertions/deletions, isolated vertex insertions/deletions and terminal insertions/deletions. For α_{low} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and α_{up} = 2^{O(1/ϵ3)}, there is a deterministic algorithm that maintains either

1. a graph H with size |H| ≤ |T | · n^{O(ϵ4)} which is an (α_{low}, α_{up})-sparsifier of T on G at all time, using n^{O(ϵ)} amortized update time, or

2. a collection of 2^{O(1/ϵ)} graphs H_1, H_2, ..., H_2O(1/ϵ) with sizes at most |T |·n^{O(ϵ4)} using n^{O(ϵ)} worstcase update time, such that at each moment i, one of these graphs is an (α_{low}, α_{up})-sparsifier of T on G and it will be specified by the algorithm.

The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Lemma 13.2. Let G be an online-batch dynamic graph with a fully dynamic terminal set T ⊆ V (G) under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions, isolated vertex insertions/deletions and terminal insertions/deletions. Given parameters h, there is an algorithm that maintains an (α_{low}, α_{up}, h)-sparsifier H of T on G with size |H| ≤ O(κ_{H,size} · |T |) = |T | · n^{O(ϵ4)},

α_{low} = λ^{λk}_{H,low} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} and α_{up} = λ^{λk}_{H,up} = 2^{O(1/ϵ2)}

The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)} and the update time for π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Proof. We fix a parameter ϕ = κ_ϕ = n^{ϵ2} and k̄ = λ = O(1/ϵ^2) to be sufficently large. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, we define h_k = h · λ^{k−1}_{H,up}. Our strategy is to construct and maintain a hierarchy of sparsifiers with k̄ levels by applying Theorem 8.2 repeatedly. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, we let H_k and T_k denote the sparsifier and terminal set at this level. We will guarantee the invariant T_1 ⊇ T_2 ⊇ ... ⊇ T¯_k ⊇ T at any time.

Initially, let H^{(0)}_1 = G^{(0)} and T^{(0)}_1 = T^{(0)} be the first-level sparsifier and terminal set. At each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, we initialize a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h_k)-sparsifier H^{(0)}_{k+1} of terminal set T^{(0)}_k on H^{(0)}_k via Theorem 8.2, and let T^{(0)}_{k+1} = T^{(0)} be the terminal set of the next level. When an update π^{(i)} comes, we update the hierarchy from the bottom up. Concretely, at each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, let π^{(i)}_k be the update at this level (the first-level update is π^{(i)}_1 = π^{(i)}). Let (π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} − , (π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} + ⊆ π^{(i)}_k denote the terminal deletions and insertions in π^{(i)}_k respectively. Let π̂^{(i)}_k = π^{(i)}_k \ (π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} − represent edge insertions, edge deletions and terminal insertions in π^{(i)}_k .

• If |(π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} − | > ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k | or |π̂^{(i)}_k | > ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k |, we reinitialize the sparsifier and terminal set via Theorem 8.2 at all level above. Concretely, for each level k^′ s.t. k ≤ k^′ ≤ k̄ − 1, initialize a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h_k′ )-sparsifier H^{(i)}_{k′+1} of terminal set T^{(i)}_{k′} = T^{(i)} on H^{(i)}_{k′} via Theorem 8.2. The update algorithm at time i terminates after the reinitialization.

• Otherwise, we have |(π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} − | ≤ ϕ·|H^{(i)}_k | and |π̂^{(i)}_k | ≤ ϕ·|H^{(i)}_k |. We feed π̂^{(i)}_k to the Theorem 8.2 maintaining H_{k+1} (|π̂^{(i)}_k | ≤ ϕ · |H^{(i)}_k | meets the requirement of Theorem 8.2), it will update H^{(i−1)}_{k+1} to H^{(i)}_{k+1} s.t. H^{(i)}_{k+1} is a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h_k)-sparisifer of T^{(i)}_k = T^{(i−1)}_k ∪ (π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} + on H^{(i)}_k . Furthermore, let π̄^{(i)}_k be the batched update that updates H^{(i−1)}_k to H^{(i)}_k . We define the batched update at the next level be π^{(i)}_{k+1} = π̄^{(i)}_k ∪ (π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} + ∪ (π^{(i)}_k )_{|T} − .

Quality of the Highest Sparsifier H = H¯_k. First, T ⊆ V (H) holds because we indeed have the invariant T_1 ⊇ T_2 ⊇ ...T¯_k ⊇ T at any time by the algorithm.

Second, we show that for each u, v ∈ T , we have dist_H (u, v) · α_{low} ≥ dist_G(u, v), where α_{low} = λ^{k̄−1}_{H,low} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}. The reason is as follows. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, because T ⊆ T_k and H_{k+1} is a (λ_{H,low}, λ_{H,up}, h_k)-sparsifier of T_k on H_k, we have dist_{Hk+1} (u, v) · λ_{H,low} ≥ dist_{Hk} (u, v). Therefore, dist_H (u, v) · α_{low} ≥ dist_G(u, v).

Third, for each u, v ∈ T s.t. dist_G(u, v) ≤ h, we have dist_H (u, v) ≤ α_{up} · dist_G(u, v), where α_{up} = λ^{k̄−1}_{H,up} = 2^{O(1/ϵ2)}, by the following reason. At each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, dist_{Hk+1} (u, v) ≤ λ_{H,up} · dist_{Hk} (u, v) for each u, v ∈ T ⊆ T_k s.t. dist_{Hk} (u, v) ≤ h_k = h · λ^{k−1}_{H,up}. This implies for each u, v ∈ T , dist_{Hk} (u, v) ≤ h · dist_G(u, v) · λ^{k−1}_{H,up} at each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄, and in particular, dist_H (u, v) = dist_{Hk̄} (u, v) ≤ α_{up} · dist_G(u, v).

The size of H is |H| ≤ O(κ_{H,size} · |T |) by the following reason. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1, we have |H_{k+1}| ≤ κ_{H,size} · (|T_k| + ϕ · |H_k|) ≤ κ_{H,size} · (|T | + (ϕ + 3tϕ · (1 + ϕ)^t) · |H_k|) ≤ κ_{H,size} · |T | + |H_k|/n^{Θ(ϵ2)}, where the second inequality is by Claim 13.3 and the third inequality is by ϕ = n^{ϵ2} . This implies |H_{k+1}| ≤ O(κ_{H,size} · |T |) + |G|/(n^{Θ(ϵ2 )})^k. Because k̄ = O(1/ϵ^2) is sufficiently large, we have |H¯_k| ≤ O(κ_{H,size} · |T |). Claim 13.3. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1 and each moment 0 ≤ i ≤ t, we have |T^{(i)}_k | ≤ |T^{(i)}| + 3tϕ · (1 + ϕ)^t|H^{(i)}_k |.

Proof. Let i^⋆ ≤ i be the latest moment that H^{(i⋆)}_{k+1} is obtained by (re)initialization. Then by the algorithm, we have T^{(i⋆)}_k = T^{(i⋆)}. Consider any moment i^′ s.t. i^⋆ + 1 ≤ i^′ ≤ i, we have |(π^{(i′ )}_k )_{|T} − | ≤ ϕ · |H^{(i′)}_k | and |π̂^{(i′)}_k | ≤ ϕ · |H^{(i′)}_k |, which implies |π^{(i′)}_k | ≤ 2ϕ · |H^{(i′)}_k |. Obviously, the difference between |T^{(i)}| and |T^{(i⋆)}| is bounded by the total size of batched updates during this period. Formally, we have |T^{(i)}| ≥ |T^{(i⋆)}| − ∑ i^⋆+1≤i^′≤i |π^{(i′ )}_k | ≥ |T^{(i⋆)}| − ∑ i^⋆+1≤i^′≤i 2ϕ · |H^{(i′)}_k |.

Similarly, the difference between |T^{(i)}_k | and |T^{(i⋆)}_k | is bounded by |T^{(i)}_k | ≤ |T^{(i⋆)}_k | + ∑ i^⋆+1≤i^′≤i |π̂^{(i′)}_k | ≤ |T^{(i⋆)}_k | + ∑ i^⋆+1≤i^′≤i ϕ · |H^{(i′)}_k |.

Next, we bound |H^{(i′)}_k | in terms of |H^{(i)}_k |. For each i^⋆+1 ≤ i^′ ≤ i, we have |H^{(i′−1)}_k | ≤ |H^{(i′)}_k |+|π̂^{(i′)}_k | ≤ (1 + 1/ϕ)|H^{(i′ )}_k | because π̂^{(i′)}_k is the batched update from H^{(i′−1)}_k to H^{(i′)}_k . This means |H^{(i′)}_k | ≤ (1 + ϕ)^{i−i′} · |H^{(i)}_k | ≤ (1 + ϕ)^t · |H^{(i)}_k |. Putting all together, we have |T^{(i)}_k | ≤ |T^{(i)}| + 3tϕ(1 + ϕ)^t · |H^{(i)}_k |.

The Running Time. The initialization time is ∑ k (|H^{(0)}_k | + |T^{(0)}|/ϕ) · poly(h_k) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ = |G^{(0)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Now consider the batched update π^{(i)} at time i, and let k^⋆ be the minimum level that a reinitialization is triggered. For each level 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆−2, we have |π^{(i)}_{k+1}| ≤ |π̄^{(i)}_{k+1}|+|π^{(i)}_k | ≤ O(κ_{H,rcs}·|π^{(i)}_k |) ≤ O(κ_{H,rcs})^k · |π^{(i)}| ≤ n^{O(ϵ)} · |π^{(i)}|. The total update time summing over all levels 1 ≤ k ≤ k^⋆ − 1 is ∑ 1≤k≤k^⋆−1 |π^{(i)}_k | · poly(h_k) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ^2 = |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)}.

The total reinitialization time summing over all levels k^⋆ ≤ k ≤ k̄ − 1 is ∑ k^⋆≤k≤k̄−1 (|H^{(i)}_k | + |T^{(i)}_k |/ϕ) · poly(h_k) · n^{O(ϵ)}/ϕ = |π^{(i)}| · poly(h) · n^{O(ϵ)},

because the reinitialization time is dominated by level k^⋆, and we have |π^{(i)}_{k⋆} | ≥ ϕ · |H^{(i)}_{k⋆} |, |T^{(i)}_{k⋆} | ≤ |H^{(i)}_{k⋆} | and |π^{(i)}_{k⋆} | ≤ n^{O(ϵ)} · |π^{(i)}|.

Lemma 13.4. Let G be an online-batch dynamic graph with a fully dynamic terminal set T ⊆ V (G) under t batches of updates π^{(1)}, ..., π^{(t)} of edge insertions/deletions, isolated vertex insertions/deletions, and terminal insertions/deletions. There is an algorithm that maintains an (α_{low}, α_{up})- sparsifier H of T on G with α_{low} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}, α_{up} = 2^{O(1/ϵ3)}, and size |H| ≤ O(λ_x · κ_{H,size} · |T |) = |T | · n^{O(ϵ4)}. The initialization time is |G^{(0)}| · n^{O(ϵ)} and the update time for π^{(i)} is |π^{(i)}| · n^{O(ϵ)}.

Proof. Fix h = n^ϵ. We maintain the same chain G of distance-reduced graphs G_1, G_2, ..., G_{x̄} as that in the proof of Theorem 12.3.

(1) G_1 = G is the original graph.

(2) For each 2 ≤ x ≤ x̄, G_x is the distance-reduced graph from applying Lemma 12.2 on G_{x−1} with length parameter h.

By setting x̄ = λ_x = O(1/ϵ) to be sufficiently large, Claim 12.4 states that the last graph G_{x̄} has dist_{Gx̄} (u, v) ≤ h for all u, v ∈ V (G).

For each 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄, we maintain an (α^′_{low}, α^′_{up}, h)-sparsifier H^′_x of T on G_x by applying Lemma 13.2, where α^′_{low} = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}, α^′_{up} = 2^{O(1/ϵ2)} and |H^′_x| = O(κ_{H,size} · |T |). Let H_x be the graph from scaling up the length of all edges in H^′_x by a factor h^{x−1}.

We construct the final sparsifier H as follows. For each dynamic sparsifier H_x, we maintain a fresh graph H_{x,fresh} which is isomorphic to H_x over all time, but vertices in H_{x,fresh} are fresh vertices. In other words, H_{x,fresh} is obtained by assigning each vertex in H_x a completely new global vertex identifier. This step is to ensure that, over all time, V (H_{x1,fresh}) and V (H_{x2,fresh}) are disjoint for different 1 ≤ x_1, x_2 ≤ x̄, and each V (H_{x,fresh}) is disjoint from T . For each H_{x,fresh}, let T_{x,fresh} ⊆ V (H_{x,fresh}) be vertices corresponding to T ⊆ V (H_x). Then we define H by setting V (H) = T ∪ ⋃ x V (H_{x,fresh}) and E(H) = {(v, v_{x,fresh}) | v ∈ T, 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄} ∪ ⋃ x E(H_{x,fresh}),

where v_{x,fresh} ∈ T_{x,fresh} is the counterpart of v ∈ T , and each edge (v, v_{x,fresh}) has length 1 (if zero-length edges are allowed, it is more intuitive to set the length to be 0). In other words, we take the union of all H_{x,fresh}, add the terminals T , and then for each terminal v ∈ T and each 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄, add an edge (v, v_{x,fresh}) connecting v to its counterpart v_{x,fresh} ∈ T_{x,fresh}.

To see the stretch of H, consider an arbitrary pair of different vertices u, v ∈ T . We first show that dist_H (u, v) ≤ α_{up} · dist_G(u, v) for α_{up} = λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,up} · α^′_{up} + 2 = 2^{O(1/ϵ2)}. If u and v are not connected in G, then this statement trivially holds. Now suppose u and v are connected in G. We take the minimum x^⋆ s.t. dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≤ h. Note that x^⋆ must exist by Claim 12.4. Then for each 2 ≤ x ≤ x^⋆, we have dist_{Gx} (u, v) ≤ λ_{stk,up} · dist_{Gx−1} (u, v)/h, which implies dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≤ λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,up} · dist_G(u, v)/h^{x⋆ −1}. Because dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v) ≤ h, the properties of H^′_x⋆ gives dist_H′_{x⋆} (u, v) ≤ α^′_{up} · dist_{Gx⋆} (u, v). Therefore, we have

dist_H (u, v) ≤ 2 + dist_{Hx,fresh} (u_{x,fresh}, v_{x,fresh}) = 2 + dist_{Hx} (u, v)

= 2 + dist_H′_{x⋆} (u, v) · h^{x⋆−1} ≤ 2 + λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,up} · α^′_{up} · dist_G(u, v)

≤ (λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,up} · α^′_{up} + 2) · dist_G(u, v).

Next, we show that dist_G(u, v) ≤ α_{low} · dist_H (u, v), for α_{low} = λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,low} · α^′_{low} ≤ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}. We consider the shortest u-to-v path P on H. We decompose P into maximal subpaths P^′ with both endpoints in T but no internal vertices in T . For each such subpath P^′ (with endpoints u^′, v^′ ∈ T ), we will show dist_G(u^′, v^′) ≤ α_{low} · ℓ_H (P^′) in a moment, so dist_G(u, v) ≤ α_{low} · dist_H (u, v) holds by concatenating all such subpaths. Now consider one such subpath P^′. Note that there exists an x s.t. P^′ is the concatenation of edge (u^′, u^′_{x,fresh}), subpath P^′_{x,fresh} (connecting u^′_{x,fresh} and v^′_{x,fresh}) and edge (v^′_{x,fresh}, v^′), where P^′_{x,fresh} is in H_{x,fresh}. This implies ℓ_H (P^′) = 2 + ℓ_{Hx,fresh} (P^′_{x,fresh}). Then

dist_G(u^′, v^′) ≤ λ^{x−1}_{stk,low} · h^{x−1} · dist_{Gx} (u^′, v^′)

≤ λ^{x−1}_{stk,low} · α^′_{low} · h^{x−1} · dist_H′_x (u^′, v^′)

= λ^{x−1}_{stk,low} · α^′_{low} · dist_{Hx} (u^′, v^′)

= λ^{x−1}_{stk,low} · α^′_{low} · dist_{Hx,fresh} (u^′_{x,fresh}, v^′_{x,fresh})

≤ λ^{x⋆−1}_{stk,low} · α^′_{low} · ℓ_{Hx} (P^′),

where the first inequality is by property of distance-reduced graphs (see Lemma 12.2), and the second inequality is by the property of sparsifier H^′_x.

The running time is straightforward combining Lemma 13.2 and the analysis in the proof of Theorem 12.3.

Proof of Theorem 13.1. The result 2 with worst-case update time in Theorem 13.1 is a simple corollary from Lemma 13.4 and Lemma 12.6 by an argument similar to that in Section 12.3. We will maintain 2^{O(1/ϵ)} graphs H_1, ..., H_2O(1/ϵ) as candidates of the sparsifer instead of only one, because the reduction in Lemma 12.6 basically obtains the fully dynamic algorithm by running 2^{O(1/ϵ)} instances of the online-batch dynamic algorithm in parallel, and at any moment, only one of the instances is ready for the up-to-date G. In other words, if we insist to maintain only one sparsifier H explicitly, then when we switch from the copy k_{i−1} for time i − 1 to the copy k_i for time i, the sparsifier H needs to change from H_{ki−1} to H_{ki} , and this may take |H_{ki−1} | + |H_{ki} | = (|T^{(i−1)}| + |T^{(i)}|) · n^{O(ϵ4)} (much larger than n^{O(ϵ)}) in the worst case, which is unaffordable.

However, if amortized update time is allowed, then a much simpler transformation from onlinebatch dynamic algorithm to fully dynamic algorithm enables us to maintain the sparsifier H explicitly. Let b = ⌈n^ϵ⌉ and z̄ = ⌈2/ϵ⌉. For each integer 0 ≤ i ≤ n^2, we can represent it by a unique polynomial i = ∑ 0≤z≤z̄ az · b z̄−z, where 0 ≤ a

z ≤ b − 1 are integers. We initialize one instance of the online-batch dynamic algorithm, and keep the invariant that at any time i (if we arrive at a moment i > n^2, we just restart the algorithm), the algorithm is for batched updates π^{(1)}, π^{(2)}, ..., π^{(z̄)} where each π^{(z)} has size |π^{(z)}| = a_z · b^{z̄−z} (drop those π^{(z)} with size zero) and they are generated by chopping the current sequence of unit updates. By the invariant, when we move from moment i − 1 to i, we may drop a suffix of the batched updates and perform a new batch update (which is the union of the dropped batched updates and the unit update at moment i). To simulate this, we just need to withdraw the suffix of batched updates we are planning to drop (which takes time at most their total update time) and then perform the new batched update on the online-batch dynamic algorithm. Regarding the amortized update time, note that each unit update will be inside at most z̄ · b = n^{O(ϵ)} batched updates (including those got withdrew). Therefore, the total size of batched updates applied to the online-batch dynamic algorithm is at most the multiplication of n^{O(ϵ)} and the length of the sequence of unit updates. Since the update time for a batch π is |π| · n^{O(ϵ)}, the final amortized update time is n^{O(ϵ)} · n^{O(ϵ)} = n^{O(ϵ)}.

14 Application: Maximum Multicommodity Flows

In this section, we show a constant-approximation multicommodity maxflows algorithm for vertexunit-capacitated graphs. In the multicommodity maxflow problem, the input is k pairs of source and sink vertices, denoted by {(s_j , t_j ) | 1 ≤ j ≤ k}. Let P_j collect all simple paths in G connecting s_j and t_j. The problem is formulated by the LP on the left below, and its dual is on the right.

max ∑ 1≤j≤k ∑ P ∈P_j f(P ) min ∑ v∈V (G) w(v) s.t. ∑ P ∋v f(P ) ≤ 1, ∀v ∈ V (G) s.t. ∑ v∈P w(v) ≥ 1, ∀P ∈ ⋃ j P_j f(P ) ≥ 0, ∀P ∈ ⋃ j P_j w(v) ≥ 0, ∀v ∈ V (G) Theorem 14.1. Let G be an vertex-unit-capacitated undirected graph with n vertices, m edges, and k source sink pairs {(s_j , t_j) | 1 ≤ j ≤ k}. For some sufficiently small constant c > 0, given a parameter 1/ log^c n ≤ ϵ ≤ 1, there is a deterministic algorithm computes a 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}-approximate multicommodity maxflow in O((m + n + k)n^ϵ) time.

Proof. We first prepare distance oracles (with simple-path-reporting interfaces) for graphs with vertex lengths. Precisely, let G_w be a graph with length function w on vertices. Naturally, for any simple path P on G_w, its length is w(P ) = ∑ v∈P w(v). For two vertices u, v ∈ V (G_w), the distance between them is the length of the shortest u-v simple paths.

To implement an oracle for vertex lengths, we define a graph G_ℓ (isomorphic to G_w) with length function ℓ on edges, where for each edge e = (u, v) ∈ E(G_ℓ), define its length ℓ(e) := (w(u)+w(v))/2. Obviously for each simple path P , we have ℓ(P ) ≤ w(P ) ≤ 2ℓ(P ), so any α^′-approximate distance oracle for G_ℓ is a (2α^′)-approximate distance oracle for G_w.

Therefore, applying the oracle in Theorem 12.1 on G_ℓ, we can obtain an α-approximate dynamic distance oracle O for G_w with approximate ratio α = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}. A small technical detail is that Theorem 12.1 requires G_ℓ has polynomially-bounded positive integral edge lengths. Fortunately, in our application in Algorithm 2, we can easily scale up the vertex lengths w to be real numbers (at least 1 and at most poly(n)), round them up to integers, and multiply them by 2. This will ensure edge lengths ℓ are polynomially-bounded positive integral, and only increase the approximate ratio α by a constant factor.

The Algorithm. Given an α-approximate deterministic dynamic distance oracle (with simplepath-reporting interfaces), it is quite standard to obtain fast algorithm for approximate multicommodity maxflows using a multiplicative weight update styled framework. The algorithm is shown in Algorithm 2. We use G_w to denote the graph G with function w as the edge length function. In Algorithm 2, we will initialized an oracle O on G_w at line 2, query the oracle at line 7 and update the oracle at line 10.

Algorithm 2 Approximate Multicommodity Maxflows Input: A vertex-unit-capacitated undirected graph G with k source-sink pairs {(s_j , t_j ) | 1 ≤ j ≤ k} and a constant 0 < δ < 0.01.

Output: A ((1 + 100δ)α^2 )-approximate feasible multicommodity flow. 1: Let ζ = 1/δ and η = δ^2/((1 + 10δ) log n). 2: Initialize w(v) = 1/n^ζ for all vertices v ∈ V (G). 3: Initialize λ = 1/n^ζ .

4: Initialize f to be a zero flow. 5: while λ < 1 do 6: for each source-sink pair (s_j , t_j ) do 7: Query an α-approximate distance ~d for (s_j, t_j ) in G_w. 8: If ~d > (1 + δ)αλ, then continue to the next source-sink pair. 9: Query an α-approximate shortest simple s_j-t_j path P in G_w. 10: Add P into f with f(P ) = 1.

11: For each vertex v ∈ P , w(v) ← (1 + δ) · w(v). 12: end for 13: λ ← (1 + δ)λ 14: end while 15: Return f · η.

Claim 14.2. At the moment an α-approximate shortest simple s_j-t_j path P is obtained, we have w(P ) ≤ (1 + δ)α^2λ.

Proof. This is from w(P ) ≤ α · dist_{Gw} (s_j, t_j ) ≤ α · ~d ≤ (1 + δ)α^2λ,

where ~d ≤ (1 + δ)αλ is by line 8.

The Correctness. The proof of correctness below follows the presentation of [HHT23]. Combining Lemmas 14.4 and 14.5 and α = 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}, we have that f · η is a 2^{poly(1/ϵ)}-approximate feasible solution.

Lemma 14.3. At any time, we have dist_{Gw} (s_j, t_j ) ≥ λ for each 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Proof. This statement holds initially. Every time λ is updated to (1 + δ)λ, the exit condition of the inner loop guarantees that dist_{Gw} (s_j, t_j ) > (1+δ)λ for each pair (s_j , t_j), because the α-approximate distance ~d of (s_j , t_j) has w(P ) > (1 + δ)αλ. Therefore, this statement still holds after each update of λ.

Lemma 14.4. The flow f · η is feasible.

Proof. It suffices to show that f(v) ≤ 1/η for each vertex v ∈ V (G). By the update rule, the final weight of v is w_{final}(v) = (1 + δ)^{f(v)}/n^ζ . Moreover, w_{final}(v) ≤ (1 + δ)^2α, because right before the last time w(v) is updated, w(v) ≤ w(P ) ≤ (1 + δ)α^2λ (by Claim 14.2) and λ ≤ 1. Therefore, (1 + δ)^{f(v)}/n^ζ ≤ (1 + δ)^2α^2

(1 + δ)^{f(v)} ≤ n^{ζ+1} f(v) ≤ (ζ + 1) log n log(1 + δ) f(v) ≤ (1 + δ)(ζ + 1) log n δ f(v) ≤ (1 + δ)^2 log n

δ^2 , where we assume (1 + δ)^2α^2 ≤ n in the second line, and uses δ/(1 + δ) ≤ log(1 + δ) for all δ > −1 in the fourth line. Therefore, f(v) ≤ 1/η by our choice of η.

Lemma 14.5. The flow f · η is an ((1 + 100δ) · α^2)-approximate multicommodity maxflow. Proof. Let β denote the value of the maxflow. Consider an iteration i (we refer to the inner loop as one iteration). Let λ^{(i)}, w^{(i)} denote the variable λ and function w at the beginning of this iteration. Let D^{(i)} = ∑ w^{(i)}(v). Note that w^{(i)}/λ^{(i)} is a feasible dual solution, so β ≤ D^{(i)}/λ^{(i)}. Let P_i be the path P in iteration i. By our update rule, we have D^{(i+1)} = ∑ v /∈P_i w^{(i)}(v) + ∑ v∈P_i (1 + δ) · w^{(i)}(v) ≤ ∑ v w^{(i)}(v) + ∑ v∈P_i δ · w^{(i)}(v) ≤ D^{(i)} + δ(1 + δ)α^2λ^{(i)} ≤ D^{(i)} · (1 + δ(1 + δ)α^2/β) ≤ D^{(i)} · exp(δ(1 + δ)α^2/β).

From the second line to the third line, we use w^{(i)}(P_i) ≤ (1 + δ)α^2λ^{(i)} from Claim 14.2.

Let K = val(f) and let T − 1 be the last iteration, then the final dual value satisfies D^{(T )} ≤ D^{(1)} · exp(δ(1 + δ)α^2K/β).

From the initialization, we have D^{(1)} = 1/n^{ζ−1}. At the end of the algorithm, we have min dist_{Gw} (s_j , t_j) ≥ λ ≥ 1 (by Lemma 14.3), which implies D^{(T )} ≥ 1. Therefore, n^{ζ−1} ≤ exp(δ(1 + δ)α^2K/β) β log n · ζ − 1 δ(1 + δ)α^2 ≤ K β(1 − δ) (1 + δ)(1 + 10δ)α^2 ≤ Kη β (1 + 100δ)α^2 ≤ Kη which means val(f · η) = Kη ≥ β/((1 + 100δ)α^2).

The Running Time. The running time is dominated by the total update time, total distance query time and total path-reporting time of the oracle O on G_ℓ.

Let P_{report} collect all paths obtained at line 9. We have the total number of edges on paths in P_{report} is at most O(n log n), i.e. ∑ P ∈P_{report} |P | ≤ O(n log n) by the fact that f · η is a feasible flow

and η = Θ(1/ log n). Therefore, the total path-reporting time is O(n^{1+ϵ}) by Theorem 12.1.

For the total distance query time, note that each distance query followed by a path-reporting query will have its distance query time O(log log n/ϵ^4) dominated by the path-reporting time O(|P |· n^ϵ) because |P | ≥ 1. Hence, we only need to consider the extra distance queries of those inner-loop iterations ended at line 8. There are at most O(k · log_{1+δ} n^ζ ) = O(k log n) such iterations, so the extra distance queries takes O(k log n log log n/ϵ^4) time.

Finally, we bound the total update time. For each vertex v ∈ V (G), its weight w(v) will be updated at most O(log_{1+δ} n^δ) = O(log n) time. Each update to w(v) will change the edge lengths of deg_G(v) edges in G_ℓ. To change the length of some edge in G_ℓ, we can remove the edge and add it back with new edge length. Therefore, the total number of updates to G_ℓ is O(m log n), and the total update time is O(mn^ϵ).

In conclusion, the total running time is O(n^{1+ϵ} + k log n log log n/ϵ^4 + mn^ϵ) = O((m + n + k)n^ϵ).

Acknowledgments

Haeupler is partially funded by the European Research Council (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program (ERC grant agreement 949272). Saranurak is supported by NSF grant CCF-2238138. This work was done in part while Long and Saranurak were visiting the Simons Institute for the Theory of Computing during the Data Structures and Optimization for Fast Algorithms problem.

A Dynamic Distance Oracles in the Literature

Fully Dynamic

Approx Update Time Query Time Det ? Worst-Case Note

Exact Distance Matrix

[AISN91] incremental 1 n^3/m 1 det amortized unweighted, directed

[BHS07] decremental 1 n^3/m 1 adaptive amortized unweighted, directed

[EFHGWN21] decremental 1 n^3/m 1 det amortized unweighted, directed

[Kin99, DI01] fully 1 n^{2.5} 1 det amortized unweighted, directed

[DI04] fully 1 n^2 1 det amortized directed

[Tho05] fully 1 n^{3−1/4} 1 det worst-case directed

[ACK17] fully 1 n^{3−1/3} 1 adaptive worst-case directed

[GWN20] fully 1 n^{3−2/7} 1 det worst-case directed

[CZ23a] fully 1 n^{3−20/61} 1 det worst-case directed

Exact Oracle

[San05] fully 1 n^{1.897} n^{1.265} adaptive worst-case unweighted, directed

[RZ11] fully 1 m √ n n^{3/4} adaptive amortized unweighted, directed

[vdBNS19] fully 1 n^{1.724} n^{1.724} adaptive worst-case unweighted, directed

[KS23b] fully 1 n^2 n adaptive worst-case unweighted, directed

[KS23a] fully 1 mn^{4/5} n^{4/5} det worst-case directed

Table 3: Exact regime. We assume poly(n) aspect ratio. We often omit poly(log n) factors in the update time.

Fully Dynamic

Approx Update Time Query Time Det ? Worst-Case Note

Partially dynamic (1 + ϵ)- approx

[BHS07] decremental (1 + ϵ) n^2/ϵ √ m 1 oblivious amortized unweighted, directed

[RZ12] decremental (1 + ϵ) n/ϵ 1 oblivious amortized unweighted

[HKN16] decremental (1 + ϵ) n/ϵ 1 det amortized unweighted

[Ber16] decremental (1 + ϵ) n/ϵ 1 oblivious amortized directed

[KŁ19] incremental (1 + ϵ) n^{4/3}/ϵ 1 det amortized directed

[EFHGWN21] decremental (1 + ϵ) n^2/ϵ √ m 1 det amortized unweighted, directed

[BGS22] decremental (1 + ϵ) n/ϵ 1 det amortized

Fully dynamic (1 + ϵ)- approx

[vdBN19] fully (1 + ϵ) n^2/ϵ^{ω+1} 1 oblivious worst-case unweighted

[vdBN19] fully (1 + ϵ) n^{2.045} /ϵ^2 1 oblivious worst-case directed

[vdBFN22] fully (1 + ϵ) n^2O(^1_ϵ )

√_{2 log1/ϵ n} 1 det worst-case

[VDBCP^+23] fully (1 + ϵ) n^{2.293} /ϵ 1 det worst-case directed

[vdBN19] fully (1 + ϵ) n^{1.863 1}_{ϵ2} log^1_ϵ n^{0.66} /ϵ^2 oblivious worst-case directed

[vdBFN22] fully (1 + ϵ) n^{1.788} O(^1_ϵ )

√_{2 log1/ϵ n} n^{0.45} /ϵ^2 det worst-case unweighted

[BHG^+21] fully (1 + ϵ) n^{1.529} n^{1+o(1)} oblivious worst-case unweighted

(2 + ϵ)- approx

[Kin99] fully (2 + ϵ) n^2 1 det amortized directed

[Ber09] fully (2 + ϵ) m · 2^{O(√log n)} · (^1_ϵ )^{O(log1/ϵ n)} log log log n obl amortized

[BGS22] fully (2 + ϵ) m · 2^{O(√log n)} · (^1_ϵ )^{O(log1/ϵ n)} log log log n det amortized

[DFNdV22] Decremental (2 + ϵ) max{n^{2/3}, n^{3/2+o(1)}/ √ m} 1 obl amortized

Table 4: Small-approximation regime. We assume poly(n) aspect ratio. We often omit poly(log n) factors in the update time.

Fully Dynamic

Approx Update Time Query Time Det ? Worst-Case Note

Lower bounds [DHZ00, HKNS15] fully 2 − ϵ n^{1−o(1)} n^{2−o(1)} obl amortized m = Ω(n^2)

[ABF23] fully α ∈ [2, 3) n^{2/(1+α)−o(1)} n^{o(1)} obl amortized m = n^{1+o(1)} [ABF23, JX23] fully 2k − 1 n^{1/k−o(1)} n^{o(1)} obl amortized m = O(n)

[ABKZ22] fully 2k − 1 n^{Ω(1/k)} n^{Ω(1/k)} obl amortized m = O(n) [vdBNS19] partially 5/3 − ϵ n^{2−o(1)} n^{o(1)} obl worst-case m = Ω(n^2)

Spanners [BKS12] fully (2k − 1) k^2 log^2 n kn^{1+1/k} log n obl amortized [BFH21] fully (2k − 1) O(1)^k log^3 n kn^{1+1/k} polylogn obl worst-case [BBPG^+22] fully polylogn polylogn n · polylogn adapt amortized [BBPG^+22] fully polylogn n^{o(1)} n^{1+o(1)} adapt worst-case

Partially Dynamic

[RZ12] decremental (2 + ϵ)k − 1 n 1 obl amortized unweighted [BR11] decremental (2 + ϵ)k − 1^{n2}_m · n^{1/k} 1 obl amortized unweighted [Che18] decremental (2 + ϵ)k − 1 n^{1/k+o(1)} log log n obl amortized [ŁN22] decremental (2 + ϵ)k − 1 n^{1/k} (^{k log n}_ϵ )^{O(k)} k obl amortized [Chu21] decremental (log n)^{2O(1/ϵ)} n^ϵ log n log log n det amortized [BGS22] decremental n^{o(1)} n^{o(1)} n^{o(1)} det amortized [CGH^+20] incremental (1/ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ)} n^ϵ n^ϵ det worst-case [CGH^+20] incremental (2k − 1) m^{1/2}n^{1/k} m^{1/2}n^{1/k} det worst-case [FNPG23] incremental polylogn polylogn log log n det amortized

Fully Dynamic [ACT14] fully 2^{O(1/ϵ2 )} m^{1/2+ϵ} O(1/ϵ^4 ) obl amortized [FGH21] fully (log n)^{O(1/ϵ)} n^ϵ (1/ϵ) · log^2 n obl amortized [FGNS23] fully (1/ϵ)^{O(1/ϵ)} n^ϵ n^{ϵ/8} obl amortized [CZ23b] fully (log log n)^{2O(1/ϵ3 )} n^ϵ 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} log n log log n det amortized [KMG23]

Independent

fully n^{o(1)} n^{o(1)} log^2 n det worst-case Our fully 2^{poly(1/ϵ)} n^ϵ poly(1/ϵ) · log log n det worst-case

Table 5: Large-approximation regime. We assume poly(n) aspect ratio. We often omit poly(log n) factors in the update time. The variable m in the lower bounds indicates the number of edges in the hard instances. [KMG23] is an independent work as discussed in Section 1.3.

References

[ABCP98] Baruch Awerbuch, Bonnie Berger, Lenore Cowen, and David Peleg. Near-linear time construction of sparse neighborhood covers. SIAM J. Comput., 28(1):263–277, 1998. 19 [ABF23] Amir Abboud, Karl Bringmann, and Nick Fischer. Stronger 3-sum lower bounds for approximate distance oracles via additive combinatorics. In Proceedings of the 55th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 391–404, 2023. 1, 2, 130

[ABKZ22] Amir Abboud, Karl Bringmann, Seri Khoury, and Or Zamir. Hardness of approximation in p via short cycle removal: Cycle detection, distance oracles, and beyond. arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.10465, 2022. 130

[ACK17] Ittai Abraham, Shiri Chechik, and Sebastian Krinninger. Fully dynamic all-pairs shortest paths with worst-case update-time revisited. In Proceedings of the Twenty- Eighth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, pages 440–452. SIAM, 2017. 128

[ACT14] Ittai Abraham, Shiri Chechik, and Kunal Talwar. Fully dynamic all-pairs shortest paths: Breaking the O (n) barrier. In LIPIcs-Leibniz International Proceedings in Informatics, volume 28. Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz-Zentrum fuer Informatik, 2014. 1, 130 [AISN91] Giorgio Ausiello, Giuseppe F Italiano, Alberto Marchetti Spaccamela, and Umberto Nanni. Incremental algorithms for minimal length paths. Journal of Algorithms, 12(4):615–638, 1991. 128

[AKL^+22] Amir Abboud, Robert Krauthgamer, Jason Li, Debmalya Panigrahi, Thatchaphol Saranurak, and Ohad Trabelsi. Breaking the cubic barrier for all-pairs max-flow: Gomory-hu tree in nearly quadratic time. In 2022 IEEE 63rd Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 884–895. IEEE, 2022. 1

[BBPG^+22] Aaron Bernstein, Jan van Brand, Maximilian Probst Gutenberg, Danupon Nanongkai, Thatchaphol Saranurak, Aaron Sidford, and He Sun. Fully-dynamic graph sparsifiers against an adaptive adversary. In International Colloquium on Automata, Languages, and Programming, 2022. 130

[Ber09] Aaron Bernstein. Fully dynamic (2 + epsilon) approximate all-pairs shortest paths with fast query and close to linear update time. In Proceedings of the 2009 50th Annual IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, FOCS ’09, pages 693–702, Washington, DC, USA, 2009. IEEE Computer Society. 129

[Ber16] Aaron Bernstein. Maintaining shortest paths under deletions in weighted directed graphs. SIAM Journal on Computing, 45(2):548–574, 2016. 129

[BFH21] Aaron Bernstein, Sebastian Forster, and Monika Henzinger. A deamortization approach for dynamic spanner and dynamic maximal matching. ACM Transactions on Algorithms (TALG), 17(4):1–51, 2021. 2, 130

[BGS22] Aaron Bernstein, Maximilian Probst Gutenberg, and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Deterministic decremental sssp and approximate min-cost flow in almost-linear time. In 2021 IEEE 62nd Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 1000–1008. IEEE, 2022. 1, 2, 5, 6, 113, 129, 130

[BHG^+21] Thiago Bergamaschi, Monika Henzinger, Maximilian Probst Gutenberg, Virginia Vassilevska Williams, and Nicole Wein. New techniques and fine-grained hardness for dynamic near-additive spanners. In Proceedings of the 2021 ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), pages 1836–1855. SIAM, 2021. 129

[BHS07] Surender Baswana, Ramesh Hariharan, and Sandeep Sen. Improved decremental algorithms for maintaining transitive closure and all-pairs shortest paths. J. Algorithms, 62(2):74–92, 2007. 128, 129

[BKM^+22] Amos Beimel, Haim Kaplan, Yishay Mansour, Kobbi Nissim, Thatchaphol Saranurak, and Uri Stemmer. Dynamic algorithms against an adaptive adversary: Generic constructions and lower bounds. In Proceedings of the 54th Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 1671–1684, 2022. 1

[BKS12] Surender Baswana, Sumeet Khurana, and Soumojit Sarkar. Fully dynamic randomized algorithms for graph spanners. ACM Trans. Algorithms, 8(4):35:1–35:51, 2012. 130 [BMNT23] Joakim Blikstad, Sagnik Mukhopadhyay, Danupon Nanongkai, and Ta-Wei Tu. Fast algorithms via dynamic-oracle matroids. In Proceedings of the 55th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 1229–1242, 2023. 2

[BR11] Aaron Bernstein and Liam Roditty. Improved dynamic algorithms for maintaining approximate shortest paths under deletions. In Proceedings of the Twenty-Second Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, SODA 2011, San Francisco, California, USA, January 23-25, 2011, pages 1355–1365, 2011. 1, 130

[CGH^+20] Li Chen, Gramoz Goranci, Monika Henzinger, Richard Peng, and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Fast dynamic cuts, distances and effective resistances via vertex sparsifiers. In 2020 IEEE 61st Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 1135–1146. IEEE, 2020. 1, 3, 6, 130

[CGL^+20] Julia Chuzhoy, Yu Gao, Jason Li, Danupon Nanongkai, Richard Peng, and Thatchaphol Saranurak. A deterministic algorithm for balanced cut with applications to dynamic connectivity, flows, and beyond. In Sandy Irani, editor, 61st IEEE Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, FOCS 2020, Durham, NC, USA, November 16-19, 2020, pages 1158–1167. IEEE, 2020. 21

[Che18] Shiri Chechik. Near-optimal approximate decremental all pairs shortest paths. In 2018 IEEE 59th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 170–181. IEEE, 2018. 1, 2, 3, 5, 113, 130

[CHI^+17] Shiri Chechik, Thomas Dueholm Hansen, Giuseppe F Italiano, Veronika Loitzenbauer, and Nikos Parotsidis. Faster algorithms for computing maximal 2-connected subgraphs in sparse directed graphs. In Proceedings of the Twenty-Eighth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, pages 1900–1918. SIAM, 2017. 3

[Chu21] Julia Chuzhoy. Decremental all-pairs shortest paths in deterministic near-linear time. In Proceedings of the 53rd Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 626–639, 2021. Full version at arXiv:2109.05621. 1, 5, 6, 113, 118, 130 [CK19] Julia Chuzhoy and Sanjeev Khanna. A new algorithm for decremental single-source shortest paths with applications to vertex-capacitated flow and cut problems. In Proceedings of the 51st Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 389–400, 2019. 1

[CKL^+22] Li Chen, Rasmus Kyng, Yang P Liu, Richard Peng, Maximilian Probst Gutenberg, and Sushant Sachdeva. Maximum flow and minimum-cost flow in almost-linear time. In 2022 IEEE 63rd Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 612–623. IEEE, 2022. 1, 6

[CS20] Yi-Jun Chang and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Deterministic distributed expander decomposition and routing with applications in distributed derandomization. In 2020 IEEE 61st Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 377–388. IEEE, 2020. 21

[CS21] Julia Chuzhoy and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Deterministic algorithms for decremental shortest paths via layered core decomposition. In Proceedings of the 2021 ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), pages 2478–2496. SIAM, 2021. 6

[CZ23a] Shiri Chechik and Tianyi Zhang. Faster deterministic worst-case fully dynamic allpairs shortest paths via decremental hop-restricted shortest paths. In Proceedings of the 2023 Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), pages 87–99. SIAM, 2023. 128

[CZ23b] Julia Chuzhoy and Ruimin Zhang. A new deterministic algorithm for fully dynamic all-pairs shortest paths. In Proceedings of the 55th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 1159–1172, 2023. , 2, 3, 5, 6, 113, 130

[DFNdV22] Michal Dory, Sebastian Forster, Yasamin Nazari, and Tijn de Vos. New tradeoffs for decremental approximate all-pairs shortest paths. arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.01152, 2022. 129

[DHZ00] Dorit Dor, Shay Halperin, and Uri Zwick. All-pairs almost shortest paths. SIAM J. Comput., 29(5):1740–1759, 2000. 130

[DI01] Camil Demetrescu and Giuseppe F Italiano. Fully dynamic all pairs shortest paths with real edge weights. In Proceedings 42nd IEEE Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, pages 260–267. IEEE, 2001. 128

[DI04] Camil Demetrescu and Giuseppe F Italiano. A new approach to dynamic all pairs shortest paths. Journal of the ACM (JACM), 51(6):968–992, 2004. 128

[EFHGWN21] Jacob Evald, Viktor Fredslund-Hansen, Maximilian Probst Gutenberg, and Christian Wulff-Nilsen. Decremental apsp in unweighted digraphs versus an adaptive adversary. In 48th International Colloquium on Automata, Languages, and Programming (ICALP 2021). Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz-Zentrum für Informatik, 2021. 128, 129

[ES81] Shimon Even and Yossi Shiloach. An on-line edge-deletion problem. Journal of the ACM (JACM), 28(1):1–4, 1981. 2

[FGH21] Sebastian Forster, Gramoz Goranci, and Monika Henzinger. Dynamic maintenance of low-stretch probabilistic tree embeddings with applications. In Proceedings of the 2021 ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), pages 1226–1245. SIAM, 2021. 1, 130

[FGNS23] Sebastian Forster, Gramoz Goranci, Yasamin Nazari, and Antonis Skarlatos. Bootstrapping dynamic distance oracles. In 31st Annual European Symposium on Algorithms, ESA, 2023. 1, 3, 6, 130

[FNPG23] Sebastian Forster, Yasamin Nazari, and Maximilian Probst Gutenberg. Deterministic incremental apsp with polylogarithmic update time and stretch. In Proceedings of the 55th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 1173–1186, 2023. 6, 130

[FNY^+20] Sebastian Forster, Danupon Nanongkai, Liu Yang, Thatchaphol Saranurak, and Sorrachai Yingchareonthawornchai. Computing and testing small connectivity in nearlinear time and queries via fast local cut algorithms. In Proceedings of the Fourteenth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, pages 2046–2065. SIAM, 2020. 3

[GRST21] Gramoz Goranci, Harald Räcke, Thatchaphol Saranurak, and Zihan Tan. The expander hierarchy and its applications to dynamic graph algorithms. In Proceedings of the 2021 ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), pages 2212–2228. SIAM, 2021. 5, 98

[GWN20] Maximilian Probst Gutenberg and Christian Wulff-Nilsen. Fully-dynamic all-pairs shortest paths: Improved worst-case time and space bounds. In Proceedings of the Fourteenth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, pages 2562– 2574. SIAM, 2020. 128

[HHG22] Bernhard Haeupler, Jonas Huebotter, and Mohsen Ghaffari. A cut-matching game for constant-hop expanders. arXiv preprint arXiv:2211.11726, 2022. , 3, 21

[HHL^+23] Bernhard Haeupler, D. Ellis Hershkowitz, Jason Li, Antti Röyskö, and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Low-step multi-commodity flow emulators. 2023. STOC’24. 6, 21

[HHS23] Bernhard Haeupler, D Ellis Hershkowitz, and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Maximum length-constrained flows and disjoint paths: Distributed, deterministic, and fast. In Proceedings of the 55th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 1371–1383, 2023. arXiv:2111.01422. 4, 12, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 32

[HHT23] Bernhard Haeupler, D. Ellis Hershkowitz, and Zihan Tan. Length-constrained expander decompositions: Deeper theory, better algorithms. Manuscript, 2023. , 3, 4, 21, 23, 125

[HKGW23] Yiding Hua, Rasmus Kyng, Maximilian Probst Gutenberg, and Zihang Wu. Maintaining expander decompositions via sparse cuts. In Proceedings of the 2023 Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (SODA), pages 48–69. SIAM, 2023. 3 [HKN16] Monika Henzinger, Sebastian Krinninger, and Danupon Nanongkai. Dynamic approximate all-pairs shortest paths: Breaking the o(mn) barrier and derandomization. SIAM Journal on Computing, 45(3):947–1006, 2016. Announced at FOCS’13. 129

[HKNS15] Monika Henzinger, Sebastian Krinninger, Danupon Nanongkai, and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Unifying and strengthening hardness for dynamic problems via the online matrix-vector multiplication conjecture. In Proceedings of the forty-seventh annual ACM symposium on Theory of computing, pages 21–30, 2015. 130

[HRG22] Bernhard Haeupler, Harald Räcke, and Mohsen Ghaffari. Hop-constrained expander decompositions, oblivious routing, and distributed universal optimality. In Stefano Leonardi and Anupam Gupta, editors, STOC ’22: 54th Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, Rome, Italy, June 20 - 24, 2022, pages 1325–1338. ACM, 2022. , 3, 5, 8, 21, 22, 26, 98

[HRW20] Monika Henzinger, Satish Rao, and Di Wang. Local flow partitioning for faster edge connectivity. SIAM Journal on Computing, 49(1):1–36, 2020. 3

[JS22] Wenyu Jin and Xiaorui Sun. Fully dynamic st edge connectivity in subpolynomial time. In 2021 IEEE 62nd Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 861–872. IEEE, 2022. 3, 4, 117, 118

[JX23] Ce Jin and Yinzhan Xu. Removing additive structure in 3sum-based reductions. In Proceedings of the 55th Annual ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 405–418, 2023. 1, 2, 130

[Kin99] Valerie King. Fully dynamic algorithms for maintaining all-pairs shortest paths and transitive closure in digraphs. In 40th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (Cat. No. 99CB37039), pages 81–89. IEEE, 1999. 2, 128, 129

[KKM13] Bruce M. Kapron, Valerie King, and Ben Mountjoy. Dynamic graph connectivity in polylogarithmic worst case time. In Proceedings of the Twenty-Fourth Annual ACM- SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, SODA 2013, New Orleans, Louisiana, USA, January 6-8, 2013, pages 1131–1142, 2013. 2

[KŁ19] Adam Karczmarz and Jakub Łącki. Reliable hubs for partially-dynamic all-pairs shortest paths in directed graphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.02266, 2019. 129

[KMG23] Rasmus Kyng, Simon Meierhans, and Maximilian Probst Gutenberg. A dynamic shortest paths toolbox: Low-congestion vertex sparsifiers and their applications. 2023. STOC’24. 3, 6, 7, 130

[KP15] Donggu Kang and James Payor. Flow rounding. CoRR, abs/1507.08139, 2015. 36

[KS23a] Adam Karczmarz and Piotr Sankowski. Fully dynamic shortest paths and reachability in sparse digraphs. In 50th International Colloquium on Automata, Languages, and Programming (ICALP 2023). Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz-Zentrum für Informatik, 2023. 128

[KS23b] Adam Karczmarz and Piotr Sankowski. Sensitivity and dynamic distance oracles via generic matrices and frobenius form. arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.08870, 2023. 128

[ŁN22] Jakub Łącki and Yasamin Nazari. Near-optimal decremental hopsets with applications. In 49th International Colloquium on Automata, Languages, and Programming (ICALP 2022). Schloss Dagstuhl-Leibniz-Zentrum für Informatik, 2022. 2, 5, 113, 130 [Mad10] Aleksander Madry. Faster approximation schemes for fractional multicommodity flow problems via dynamic graph algorithms. In Proceedings of the 42nd ACM Symposium on Theory of Computing, STOC 2010, Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA, 5-8 June 2010, pages 121–130, 2010. 1, 6

[NS17] Danupon Nanongkai and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Dynamic spanning forest with worst-case update time: adaptive, las vegas, and o(n^{1/2−ε})-time. In Proceedings of the 49th Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 1122– 1129, 2017. 1

[NSW17] Danupon Nanongkai, Thatchaphol Saranurak, and Christian Wulff-Nilsen. Dynamic minimum spanning forest with subpolynomial worst-case update time. In 58th IEEE Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, FOCS 2017, Berkeley, CA, USA, October 15-17, 2017, pages 950–961, 2017. 2, 3, 4, 117

[NSY19] Danupon Nanongkai, Thatchaphol Saranurak, and Sorrachai Yingchareonthawornchai. Breaking quadratic time for small vertex connectivity and an approximation scheme. In Proceedings of the 51st Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, pages 241–252, 2019. 3

[OZ14] Lorenzo Orecchia and Zeyuan Allen Zhu. Flow-based algorithms for local graph clustering. In Proceedings of the twenty-fifth annual ACM-SIAM symposium on Discrete algorithms, pages 1267–1286. SIAM, 2014. 3

[RZ11] Liam Roditty and Uri Zwick. On dynamic shortest paths problems. Algorithmica, 61(2):389–401, 2011. 128

[RZ12] Liam Roditty and Uri Zwick. Dynamic approximate all-pairs shortest paths in undirected graphs. SIAM Journal on Computing, 41(3):670–683, 2012. announced at FOCS’04. 1, 129, 130

[San05] Piotr Sankowski. Subquadratic algorithm for dynamic shortest distances. In International Computing and Combinatorics Conference, pages 461–470. Springer, 2005. 128

[SW19] Thatchaphol Saranurak and Di Wang. Expander decomposition and pruning: Faster, stronger, and simpler. In Timothy M. Chan, editor, Proceedings of the Thirtieth Annual ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms, SODA 2019, San Diego, California, USA, January 6-9, 2019, pages 2616–2635. SIAM, 2019. 3, 4, 26

[Tho05] Mikkel Thorup. Worst-case update times for fully-dynamic all-pairs shortest paths. In Proceedings of the thirty-seventh annual ACM symposium on Theory of computing, pages 112–119. ACM, 2005. 2, 128

[VDBCP^+23] Jan Van Den Brand, Li Chen, Richard Peng, Rasmus Kyng, Yang P Liu, Maximilian Probst Gutenberg, Sushant Sachdeva, and Aaron Sidford. A deterministic almost-linear time algorithm for minimum-cost flow. In 2023 IEEE 64th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 503–514. IEEE, 2023. 6, 129

[vdBFN22] Jan van den Brand, Sebastian Forster, and Yasamin Nazari. Fast deterministic fully dynamic distance approximation. In 2022 IEEE 63rd Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 1011–1022. IEEE, 2022. 129

[vdBN19] Jan van den Brand and Danupon Nanongkai. Dynamic approximate shortest paths and beyond: Subquadratic and worst-case update time. In 2019 IEEE 60th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (FOCS), pages 436–455. IEEE, 2019. 129

[vdBNS19] Jan van den Brand, Danupon Nanongkai, and Thatchaphol Saranurak. Dynamic matrix inverse: Improved algorithms and matching conditional lower bounds. In 60th IEEE Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, FOCS 2019, Baltimore, Maryland, USA, November 9-12, 2019, pages 456–480, 2019. 2, 128, 130

[Waj20] David Wajc. Rounding dynamic matchings against an adaptive adversary. In Proccedings of the 52nd Annual ACM SIGACT Symposium on Theory of Computing, STOC 2020, Chicago, IL, USA, June 22-26, 2020, pages 194–207, 2020. 1