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Min-Cost2-Connected Subgraphs WikhTerminals
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Abstract

In the k-2VC problem, we are given an undirected graghvith edge costs and an integerthe goal
is to find a minimum-cost 2-vertex-connected subgraplizofontaining at leask vertices. A slightly
more general version is obtained if the input also specifisglmsetS C V of terminalsand the goal is
to find a subgraph containing at ledsterminals. Closely related to thie2VC problem, and in fact a
special case of it, is the-2EC problem, in which the goal is to find a minimum-cost 2-edganected
subgraph containing vertices. Thek-2EC problem was introduced by Laat al. [22], who also gave
a poly-logarithmic approximation for it. No previous appimation algorithm was known for the more
generak-2VC problem. We describe afi(logn - log k) approximation for the:-2VC problem.

1 Introduction

Connectivity and network design problems play an impontalgin combinatorial optimization and algorithms
both for their theoretical appeal and their many real-waiblications. An interesting and large class of
problems are of the following type: given a grapt{V, E) with edge or node costs, find a minimum-cost
subgraphH of G that satisfies certain connectivity properties. For exangilven an integek > 0, one can
ask for the minimum-cost spanning subgraph that-edge or\-vertex connected. Ih = 1 then this is the
classical minimum spanning tree (MST) problem. Ror- 1 the problem is NP-hard and also APX-hard to
approximate. More general versions of connectivity protdeare obtained if one seeks a subgraph in which a
subset of the nodeS C V referred to aserminalsare A-connected. The well-known Steiner tree problem is
to find a minimum-cost subgraph that)connects a given sét. Many of these problems are special cases of
the survivable network design problem (SNDP). In SNDP, gmihof nodess, v € V' specifies a connectivity
requirementr(u, v) and the goal is to find a minimum-cost subgraph that/{asv) disjoint paths for each
pair u,v. Given the intractability of these connectivity problerttsere has been a large amount of work on
approximation algorithms. A number of elegant and powegahniques and results have been developed over
the years (see [19, 25]). In particular, the primal-dualhrodt[1,[17] and iterated rounding_[20] have led to
some remarkable results includin@-approximation for edge-connectivity SNOP [20].

An interesting class of problems, related to some of the ectivity problems described above, is obtained
by requiring that onlyk of the given terminals be connected. These problems arly pastivated by applica-
tions in which one seeks to maximize profit given a upper bdimdget) on the cost. For example, a useful
problem in vehicle routing applications is to find a path timatximizes the number of vertices in it subject to a
budgetB on the length of the path. In the exact optimization settihg,profit maximization problem is equiv-
alent to the problem of minimizing the cost/length of a pathjsct to the constraint that at ledstertices are
included. Of course the two versions need not be approxamaquivalent, nevertheless, understanding one
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is often fruitful or necessary to understand the other. Thstrwell-studied of these problems is theMST
problem; the goal here is to find a minimum-cost subgraphebjiten graphG that contains at leagtvertices

(or terminals). This problem has attracted consideraldmadn in the approximation algorithms literature and
its study has led to several new algorithmic ideas and agjies [3/ 15, 14,16,/4]. We note that the Steiner tree
problem can be relatively easily reduced in an approximapieserving fashion to thie MST problem. More
recently, Lauet al. [22] considered the natural generalizationkefST to higher connectivity. In particular
they defined thék, \)-subgraph problem to be the following: find a minimum-codtggaph of the given graph

G that contains at leagtvertices and is--edge connected. We use the notatieREC to refer to this problem.

In [22] anO(log? k) approximation was claimed for tHe2EC problem. However, the algorithm and proof in
[22] are incorrect. More recently, and in independent wookT ours, the authors df [22] obtained a different
algorithm fork-2EC that yields arO(log n log k) approximation. We give later a more detailed comparison
between their approach and ours. It is also shown_ in [22] dhgdod approximation fok-AEC when is
large would yield an improved algorithm for thhedensest subgraph problem [12]; in this problem one seeks a
k-vertex subgraph of a given graghthat has the maximum number of edges. kkdensest subgraph problem
admits arO(n°) approximation for some fixed constaht 1/3 [12], but has resisted attempts at an improved
approximation for a number of years now.

In this paper we consider the vertex-connectivity geneasibn of thek-MST problem. We define the
k-AVC problem as follows: Given an integérand a graph= with edge costs, find the minimum-cokt
vertex-connected subgraph Gfthat contains at leagt vertices. We also consider tierminal version of the
problem where the subgraph has to contaiterminals from a given terminal s& C V. It can be easily
shown that thek-AEC problem reduces to the A\VC problem for anyk > 1. We also observe that the
k-AEC problem with terminals can be easily reduced, as follbavih)e uniform problem where every vertex is
a terminal: For each terminal € S, createn dummy verticesn, vo, . .. , v, and attachy; to v with \ parallel
edges of zero cost. Now sét = kn in the new graph. One can avoid using parallel edges by oreati
cligue onvy,vs, ..., v, USing zero-cost edges and connectingf these vertices to. Note, however, that this
reduction only works for edge-connectivity. We are not anaira reduction that reduces theA\VC problem
with a given set of terminals to thie \VC problem, even when = 2. In this paper we consider the2VC
problem; our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. There is anO(log/ - log k) approximation for thek-2VC problem where/ is the number of
terminals.

Corollary 1.2. There is anO(log ¢ - log k) approximation for thek-2EC problem where/ is the number of
terminals.

One of the technical ingredients that we develop is the #madrelow which may be of independent interest.
Given a graphG with edge costs and weights on termin&ls- V', we definedensity(H ) for a subgraphd to
be the ratio of the cost of edgesihto the total weight of terminals .

Theorem 1.3. Let G be an2-vertex-connected graph with edge costs andSlet V' be a set of terminals.
Then, there is a simple cycfe containing at leas® terminals (a non-trivial cycle) such that the densityCofs
at most the density @F. Moreover, such a cycle can be found in polynomial time.

Using the above theorem and an LP approach we obtain thevfotio

Corollary 1.4. Given a graphG(V, E) with edge costs anditerminalsS C V/, there is anO(log ¢) approxi-
mation for the problem of finding a minimum-density nonidtieycle.

Note that Theorerin 1.3 and Corollary11.4 are of interest beeawe seek a cycle with at leasto terminals.
A minimum-density cycle containing only one terminal carfinend by using the well-known min-mean cycle



algorithm in directed graphsl[2]. We remark, however, thitoaigh we suspect that the problem of finding a
minimum-density non-trivial cycle is NP-hard, we currgntlo not have a proof. Theordm 11.3 shows that the
problem is equivalent to the de%-C problem, defined in the next section.

Remark: The reader may wonder whetherEC or k-2VC admit a constant factor approximation, since the
k-MST problem admits one. We note that the main technical wdoth underliesO(1) approximations for
k-MST problem [5] 15, 11] is a special property that holds farParelaxation of the prize-collection Steiner
tree problem[[1]7] which is a Lagrangian relaxation of theri&etree problem. Such a property is not known to
hold for generalizations df-MST including k-2EC andk-2VC and thek-Steiner forest problem [18]. Thus,
one is forced to rely on alternative and problem-specifibrieques.

1.1 Overview of Technical |deas

We consider the rooted version B2V C : the goal is to find a min-cost subgraph tRatonnects at least
terminals to a specified root vertex|It is relatively straightforward to redude2VC to its rooted version (see
sectior 2 for details.) We draw inspiration from algoritiendeas that led to poly-logarithmic approximations
for the k-MST problem.

To describe our approach to the rootedV C problem, we define a closely related problem. For a sultgrap
H that containg, let k(H) be the number of terminals that a2econnected to- in H. Then thedensityof
H is simply the ratio of the cost aff to k(H). The den®22VC problem is to find a 2-connected subgraph of
minimum density. ArO(log ¢) approximation for the den®v C problem (wheré is the number of terminals)
can be derived in a some what standard way by using a buckatidgcaling trick on a linear programming
relaxation for the problem. We exploit the known bound2afn the integrality gap of a natural LP for the
SNDP problem with vertex connectivity requirements{in 1,2} [13]. The bucketing and scaling trick has
seen several uses in the past and has recently been higllighéeveral applications|[8,9, 7].

Our algorithm fork-2VC uses a greedy approach at the high level. We start with gtyesubgraphG’
and use the approximation algorithm for deN&€ in an iterative fashion to greedily add terminalsbuntil
at leastt’ > k terminals are in’. This approach would yield af (log ¢ log k) approximation ift’ = O(k).
However, the last iteration of the deRsC algorithm may add many more terminals than desired wiéh th
result thatk’ > k. In this case we cannot bound the quality of the solutioninbthby the algorithm. To
overcome this problem, one can trygrnunethe subgraptif added in the last iteration to only have the desired
number of terminals. For the-MST problem,H is a tree and pruning is quite easy. We remark that this yields
a rather straightforward(log n log k) approximation fork-MST and could have been discovered much before
a more clever analysis given in/[3].

One of our technical contributions is to give a pruning stapthiek-2VC problem. To accomplish this, we
use two algorithmic ideas. The first is encapsulated in tiotedinding algorithm of Theorem 1.3. Second, we
use this cycle finding algorithm to repeatedly merge suligramtil we get the desired number of terminals in
one subgraph. This latter step requires care. The cycleingesgheme is inspired by a similar approach from
the work of Lauet al.[22] on thek-2EC problem and in [10] on the directed orienteering probléhese ideas
yield anO(log ¢ - log? k) approximation. We give a slightly modified cycle-mergingaithm with a more
sophisticated and non-trivial analysis to obtain an impob®(log ¢ - log k) approximation.

Some remarks are in order to compare our work to tht of [2Z2herk-2EC problem. The combinatorial
algorithm in [22] is based on finding a low-density cycle oelated structure called a bi-cycle. The algorithm
in [22] to find such a structure is incorrect. Further, theleya@are contracted along the way which limits the
approach to thé-2EC problem (contracting a cycle iinode-connected graph may make the resulting graph
not 2-node-connected). In our algorithm we do not contract cyaled instead introduce dummy terminals with
weights to capture the number of terminals in an already éarieomponent. This requires us to now address
the minimum-density non-trivial simple cycle problem whiae do via Theorerh 1.3 and Corolldry 11.4. In



independent work, Laet al. [23] obtain a new and correc®(log n log k)-approximation fork-2EC . They
also follow the same approach that we do in using the LP foirfqndense subgraphs followed by the pruning
step. However, in the pruning step they use a completelgréifit approach; they use the sophisticated idea of
no-where zer@-flows [24]. Although the use of this idea is elegant, the apph works only for th&-2EC
problem, while our approach is less complex and leads toguoritim for the more generat2VC problem.

2 TheAlgorithm for the k-2VC Problem

We work with graphs in which some vertices are designaterasinals Given a graphG with edge costs
and terminal weights, we define tdensityof a subgraphi to be sum of the costs of edgesihdivided by
the sum of the weights of terminals fi. Henceforth, we us-connected graph to mearRavertex-connected
graph.

The goal of thek-2VC problem is to find a minimum-cost 2-connected subgrapht decstk terminaldl
Recall that in the roote&-2VC problem, the goal is to find a min-cost subgraph on at léastrminals in
which every terminal is 2-connected to the specified rodthe (unrooted}-2VC problem can be reduced to
the rooted version bguessing? verticesu, v that are in an optimal solution, creating a new root verteand
connecting it with 0-cost edges toandv. It is not hard to show that any solution to the rooted problem
the modified graph can be converted to a solution to the uadoptoblem by adding 2 minimum-cost vertex-
disjoint paths between andv. (Sinceu andv are in the optimal solution, the cost of these added pathsotan
be more than OPT.) We omit further details from this exteralestract.

In the dens2V C problem, the goal is to find a subgraphof minimum density in which all terminals af
are 2-connected to the root. The following lemma is provesiantior 2,11 below. It relies onZaapproximation,
via a natural LP, for the min-co&tconnectivity problem due to Fleischer, Jain and William§t3], and some
standard techniques.

Lemma 2.1. There is anD(log ¢)-approximation algorithm for the derid¥C problem, where is the number
of terminals in the given instance.

Let OPT be the cost of an optimal solution to th&VC problem. We assume knowledge of OPT; this
can be dispensed with using standard methods. We pre-prieegraph by deleting any terminal that does not
have 2 vertex-disjoint paths to the roobf total cost at most OPT. The high-level description of tlgpgthm
for the rootedk-2VC problem is given below.

k' < k, G'isthe empty graph.
While (k" > 0):
Use the approximation algorithm for dep¥-C to find a subgrapi# in G.
If (k(H) <K'):
G+~ GUH, K+ kK —k(H)
Mark all terminals inH as non-terminals.
Else:
Prune H to obtainH’ that containg:’ terminals.
G'=G'UH', kK «+0
OutputG’

In fact, our algorithm solves the harder problem in whichriimals have weights, and the goal is to find a minimum-cost 2-
connected subgraph in which the sum of terminal weights Isastk. For simplicity of exposition, however, we stick to the more
restricted version.



At the beginning of any iteration of the while loop, the graggmtains a solution to the de%:C problem
of density at mosE5. Therefore, the grapH returned always has density at motog ¢) S5 If k(H) < K/,
we addH to G’ and decrement’; we refer to this as thaugmentatiorstep. Otherwise, we have a graphof
good density, but with too many terminals. In this case, wmei to find a graph with the required number

of terminals; this is th@runing step A simple set-cover type argument shows the following lemma

Lemma 2.2. If, at every augmentation step, we add a graph of density &t M@og ¢) S5 (wherek’ is the

number of additional terminals that must be selected), thal Icost of all the augmentation steps is at most
O(log? - log k)OPT.

Therefore, we now only have to bound the cost of the grApadded in the pruning step; we prove the
following theorem in Sectionl4.

Theorem 2.3. Let (G, k) be an instance of the rootdd2VC problem with rootr, such that every vertex 6t
has2 vertex-disjoint paths to of total cost at mosk, and such thatlensityG) < p. There is a polynomial-time
algorithm to find a solution to this instance of cost at moslog k)pk + 2L.

We can now prove our main result for the2VC problem, Theorern 111.

Proof of Theorem [I.It Let OPT be the cost of an optimal solution to the (rootéeDVC problem. By
Lemmd2.2, the total cost of the augmentation steps of owdgralgorithm isO(log ¢ - log k)OPT. To bound
the cost of the pruning step, I&t be the number of additional terminals that must be coversigiior to this
step. The algorithm for the der®8/C problem returns a grapH with k(H) > k' terminals, and density at
mostO(log /) Ok,'? . As a result of our pre-processing step, every vertex hast&xdisjoint paths to of total
cost at most OPT. Now, we use Theoflen 2.3 to prinend find a grapti{’ with &’ terminals and cost at most
O(log k)density(H)k' + 20PT < O(log ¢ - log k)OPT+ 20PT. Therefore, the total cost of our solution is
O(log ¢ - log k)OPT. O

It remains only to prove Lemnia 2.1, that there is@fiog ¢)-approximation for the den@vC problem,
and Theorerh 2|3, bounding the cost of the pruning step. Weegh® former in Section 2.1 below. Before the
latter is proved in Sectidn 4, we develop some tools in Se@iachief among these tools is Theorem 1.3.

2.1 An O(log/)-approximation for the dens-2VC problem

Recall that the den8vC problem was defined as follows: Given a gra@lV, £') with edge-costs, a set
T C V of terminals, and a roat € V(G), find a subgrapti of minimum density, in which every terminal of
H is 2-connected to. (Here, the density aoff is defined as the cost éf divided by the number of terminals it
contains, not including.) We describe an algorithm for de@8/C that gives arO(log ¢)-approximation, and
sketch its proof. We use an LP based approach and a buckeithgcaling trick (see [7,18) 9] for applications
of this idea), and a constant-factor bound on the integratip of an LP for SNDP with vertex-connectivity
requirements i{0, 1,2} [13].

We defineL P-dens as the following LP relaxation of de®/C . For each terminat, the variabley,
indicates whether or nat is chosen in the solution. (By normalizig, y; to 1, and minimizing the sum of
edge costs, we minimize the density) is the set of all simple cycles containirigand the root-; for any
C € (C,, fo indicates how much ‘flow’ is sent fromto r throughC'. (Note that a pair of vertex-disjoint paths
is a cycle; the flow along a cycle is 1 if we can 2-conngtd r using the edges of the cycle.) The variable
indicates whether the edgés used by the solution.
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xeafcayt >0

It is not hard to see that an optimal solutionLtB-dens has cost at most the density of an optimal solution
to dens2VC . We now show how to obtain an integral solution of densityr@st O(log ¢)OPT.p, where
OPT.p is the cost of an optimal solution toP-dens. The linear progranh P-denshas an exponential number
of variables but a polynomial number of non-trivial conbtts; it can, however, be solved in polynomial time.
Fix an optimal solution t& P-dens of cost OP T, p, and for eact) < i < 2log ¢ (for ease of notation, assume
log / is an integer), le¥; be the set of terminalssuch tha2~(+1) < y, < 277, SinceY", .,y = 1, there is

some index such thatzteyi yp > ﬁgz. Since every terminal € Y; hasy; < 27¢, the number of terminals

inY; is at Ieasti%. We claim that there is a subgragh of G' with cost at mosO(2:+20PTp), in which
every terminal ofY; is 2-connected to the root. If this is true, the densityfbfs at mostO(log ¢ - OPT.p),
and hence we have a@(log ¢)-approximation for the der@vC problem.

To prove our claim about the cost of the subgrdphn which every terminal ofY; is 2-connected te,
consider scaling up the given optimum solutionLd?-dens by a factor of2i*!. For each terminal € Y;, the
flow from ¢ to r in this scaled solutitﬂﬂs at least 1, and the cost of the scaled solutiai TS OPT; p.

In [13], the authors describe a linear program®, to find a minimum-cost subgraph in which a given set of
terminals is 2-connected to the root, and show that thigfipeogram has an integrality gap of 2. The variables
z. in the ‘scaled solution’ td. P-dens correspond to a feasible solution b; with Y; as the set of terminals;
the integrality gap of 2 implies that there is a subgra&ptin which every terminal ot; is 2-connected to the
root, with cost at mo2iT20PT; p.

Therefore, the algorithm for der®d/C is:

1. Find an optimal fractional solution toP-dens.
2. Find a set of terminalk; such thafy ",y v > ﬁgg.

3. Find a min-cost subgrapt in which every terminal irY; is 2-connected to using the algorithm of [13].
H has density at mos®(log ¢) times the optimal solution to der/C .

3 Finding Low-density Non-trivial Cycles

A cycle C' C @G is non-trivial if it contains at least 2 terminals. We define the min-densiy-trivial cycle
problem: Given a grapl(V, E), with S C V marked as terminals, edge costs and terminal weights, find a
minimum-density cycle that contains at least 2 terminalsteNhat if we remove the requirement that the cycle
be non-trivial (that is, it contains at least 2 terminallg problem reduces to the min-mean cycle problem in

®This is an abuse of the term ‘solution’, since after scaljty, . y: = 21"



directed graphs, and can be solved exactly in polynomiat {isee([2]). Algorithms for the min-density non-
trivial cycle problem are a useful tool for solving the2VC andk-2EC problems. In this section, we give an
O(log ¢)-approximation algorithm for the minimum-density non4ai cycle problem.

First, we prove Theorerin 1.3, that a 2-connected graph wigfe etsts and terminal weights contains a
simple non-trivial cycle, with density no more than the ager density of the graph. We give two algorithms to
find such a cycle; the first, described in Secfion 3.1, is stmplut the running time is not polynomial. A more
technical proof that leads to a strongly polynomial-timgoaithm is described in Sectign 8.2; we recommend
this proof be skipped on a first reading.

3.1 An Algorithm to Find Cycles of Average Density

To find a non-trivial cycle of density at most that of the 2-aeoted input grapltz, we will start with an
arbitrary non-trivial cycle, and successively find cyclébetter density until we obtain a cycle with density at
mostdensitfG). The following lemma shows that if a cyc& has an ear with density less thdansityC'),
we can use this ear to find a cycle of lower density.

Lemma 3.1. LetC be a non-trivial cycle, and{ an ear incident ta” at w andwv, such that%% <
density(C). LetS; and S; be the two internally disjoint paths betweemndv in C. ThenH U S; and H U So

are both simple cycles and one of these is non-trivial anddeasity less thadensity(C).

Proof. C has at least 2 terminals, so it has finite densifymust then have at least 1 terminal. legf ¢, and
cyr be, respectively, the sum of the costs of the edgés jrbs and H, and letw,, wy andwy be the sum of the
weights of the terminals 8, S andH — {u, v}.

Assume w.l.o.g. thab; has density at most that &. (That is,c;/w; < Cg/wg.ﬁ S must contain at
least one terminal, and 96 U S; is a simple non-trivial cycle. The statemetensity H U S;) < densityC)
is equivalent tdcy + ¢1) (w1 + wa) < (e1 + c2)(wy + w1).

(cH + c1)(wr + w2) = cqwy + crwz + e (wy + we)
< cqwy + cowy + ey (wy + we) (density(S1) < densityS,))
< cqwi + cowy + (¢4 + c2)wy (cg/wy < densitfC))
= (c1 + c2)(wy +wr)

Therefore,H U S; is a simple cycle containing at least 2 terminals of densi$g thardensity(C'). O

Lemma 3.2. Given a cycleC in a 2-connected graplds, let G’ be the graph formed fror¥' by contractingC
to a single vertex. If H is a connected component@f — v, H U {v} is 2-connected irG’.

Proof. Let H be an arbitrary connected component®f— v, and letH’” = H U {v}. To prove thatH’ is
2-connected, we first observe thais 2-connected to any vertaxe H. (Any set that separatesfrom v in H'
separates from the cycleC in G.)

It now follows that for all vertices:,y € V(H),  andy are 2-connected if{’. Suppose deleting some
vertexu separates from y. The vertexu cannot bev, sinceH is a connected component 6f — v. But if
u # v, v andx are in the same component Bf — u, sincev is 2-connected ta in H’. Similarly, v andy are
in the same component &f’ — u, and so deleting does not separatefrom y. O

We now show that given any 2-connected grépalwe can find a non-trivial cycle of density no more than
that of G.

3Itis possible that one of; and.S» has cost 0 and weight 0. In this case,$etbe the component with non-zero weight.




Theorem 3.3. Let G be a2-connected graph with at lea8tterminals. G contains a simple non-trivial cycle
X such thatdensity X)) < density(G).

Proof. Let C be an arbitrary non-trivial simple cycle; such a cycle alsvayists sinc& is 2-connected and
has at least 2 terminals. diensityC') > densityG), we give an algorithm that finds a new non-trivial cyclé
such thadensityC’) < densityC'). Repeating this process, we obtain cycles of successiegtgridensities
until eventually finding a non-trivial cycl& of density at mostlensityG).

Let G’ be the graph formed by contracting the given cy€léo a single vertex. In G/, v is not a terminal,
and so has weight 0. Consider the 2-connected componers(&fom Lemmd 3.2, each such component is
formed by adding to a connected component 6f — v), and pick the one of minimum density. M is this
componentdensitf H) < densityG) by an averaging argument.

H contains at least 1 terminal. If it contains 2 or more terdsineecursively find a non-trivial cycl€’
in H such thatdensitfC’) < densitfH) < densitfC). If C’ exists in the given grapty, it has the desired
properties, and we are done. OtherwiSécontainsv, and the edges @’ form a ear ofC' in the original graph
G. The density of this ear is less than the densit¢’pf0 we can apply Lemnfa 3.1 to obtain a non-trivial cycle
in G that has density less thaensityC').

Finally, if H has exactly 1 terminal, find any 2 vertex-disjoint paths using edgestbfrom  to distinct
vertices in the cycle€’. (Since(G is 2-connected, there always exist such paths.) The cobesétpaths is at
mostcost(H ), and concatenating these 2 paths corresponds to a €amoé;. The density of this ear is less
thandensityC); again, we use Lemnia 3.1 to obtain a cycl&invith the desired properties. O

We remark again that the algorithm of Theorfeni 3.3 does ndittea polynomial-time algorithm, even if all
edge costs and terminal weights are polynomially bounde&ektiord 3.2, we describe a strongly polynomial-
time algorithm that, given a grapH, finds a non-trivial cycle of density at most that@f Note that neither of
these algorithms may directly give a good approximatioméorhin-density non-trivial cycle problem, because
the optimal non-trivial cycle may have density much less et of G. However, we can use Theorém]3.3 to
prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.4. There is ana-approximation to the (unrooted) de@sC problem if and only if there is an
«-approximation to the problem of finding a minimum-densag-rivial cycle.

Proof. Assume we have a(¢)-approximation for the den®VC problem; we use it to find a low-density non-
trivial cycle. Solve the den8VC problem on the given graph; since the optimal cycle is @a2rected graph,
our solutionH to the dens2VC problem has density at most/) times the density of this cycle. Find a non-
trivial cycle in H of density at most that off; it has density at most(¢) times that of an optimal non-trivial
cycle.

Note that any instance of the (unrooted) den&S problem has an optimal solution that is a non-trivial
cycle. (Consider any optimal solutioH of density p; by Theoren_113,H contains a non-trivial cycle of
density at mosp. This cycle is a valid solution to the de@%C problem.) Therefore, &(¢)-approximation
for the min-density non-trivial cycle problem giveg3é&/)-approximation for the dendv C problem. O

Theoren{ 3.4 and Lemnia 2.1 imply &Hlog ¢)-approximation for the minimum-density non-trivial cycle
problem; this proves Corollafy 1.4.

We say that a grap&'(V, E) is minimally 2-connected on its terminals if for every edge E, some pair
of terminals is not 2-connected in the graph— e. Sectior 3.2 shows that in any graph which is minimally
2-connected on its terminals, every cycle is non-trividhefiefore, the problem of finding a minimum-density
non-trivial cycle in such graphs is just that of finding a minim-density cycle, which can be solved exactly



Figure 1: H is an earring ofz, with claspscy, cg, cg; c4 IS its first clasp, andy its last clasp. The arrow
indicates the arc ofi.

in polynomial time. However, as we explain at the end of thatige, this does not directly lead to an efficient
algorithm for arbitrary graphs.

3.2 A Strongly Polynomial-time Algorithm to Find Cycles of Average Density

In this section, we describe a strongly polynomial-timeoaltym which, given a 2-connected grapiV, E)
with edge costs and terminal weights, finds a non-trivialeyt density at most that af.

We begin with several definitions: Lét be a cycle in a grapti, andG’ be the graph formed by deleting
C from G. Let Hy, Ho, ... H,, be the connected components@f we refer to these asarringsof C' {1 For
eachH;, let the vertices of” incident to it be called itglasps From the definition of an earring, for any pair
of clasps otH;, there is a path between them whose internal vertices aire Hi.

We say that a vertex af’ is ananchorif it is the clasp of some earring. (An anchor may be a clasp of
multiple earrings.) AsegmentS of C' is a path contained i, such that the endpoints éfare both anchors,
and no internal vertex af is an anchor. (Note that the endpoints$imight be clasps of the same earring, or
of distinct earrings.) Itis easy to see that the segmentgtiparthe edge set of’. By deleting a segment, we
refer to deleting its edges and internal vertices. Obsématit S is deleted from(7, the only vertices off — S
that lose an edge are the endpointofA segment isafeif the graphG — S is 2-connected.

Arbitrarily pick a vertexo of C as theorigin, and consecutively number the verticesb€lockwise around
the cycle a® = ¢g, ¢1, o, . . ., ¢ = 0. The first clasp of an earring is its lowest numbered clasp, and the last
clasp is its highest numbered clasp. (If the origin is a clafsf, it is considered the first clasp, not the last.)
Thearc of an earring is the subgraph 6ffound by traversing clockwise from its first claspto its last clasp
cq; the length of this arc ig — p. (That is, the length of an arc is the number of edges it costpiNote that if
an arc contains the origin, it must be the first vertex of tlee Bigure_1 illustrates several of these definitions.

Theorem 3.5. Let H be an earring of minimum arc length. Every segment contaiinglde arc ofH is safe.

Proof. LetH be the set of earrings with arc identical to thatfof Since they have the same arc, we refer to
this as the arc oH, or thecritical arc. Let the first clasp of every earring # bec,, and the last clasp of each
earring inH bec,. Because the earrings # have arcs of minimum length, any earritj ¢ H has a clasp,.
that is not in the critical arc. (That i8, < ¢, Of ¢ > ¢p.)

We must show that every segment contained in the criticalsasafe; recall that a segmesitis safe if the
graphG — S is 2-connected. Given an arbitrary segménin the critical arc, letc, andc, (p < ¢) be the

4I1f H; were simply a path, it would be an ear®f but H; may be more complex.



Figure 2: The various cases of Theoreml 3.5 are illustrateddrorder presented. In each case, one of the 2
vertex-disjoint paths from, to ¢, is indicated with dashed lines, and the other with dotteelslin

anchors that are its endpoints. We prove that there are al@ayernally vertex-disjoint paths betwegnand
cq IN G — S this suffices to show 2-connectivity.

We consider several cases, depending on the earrings titairtg, andc,. Figurel2 illustrates these cases.
If ¢, andc, are contained in the same earrif, it is easy to find two vertex-disjoint paths between them in
G — S. The first path is clockwise from to p in the cycleC'. The second path is entirely contained in the
earringH’ (an earring is connected & — C, so we can always find such a path.)

Otherwise,c, andc, are clasps of distinct earrings. We consider three casetft @ndc, are clasps of
earrings inH, one is (but not both), or neither is.

1. We first consider that bott), andc, are clasps of earrings iH. Letc, be a clasp ofi;, andc, a clasp
of H,. The first path is fronz, to ¢, throughH,, and then clockwise along the critical arc fregto c,.
The second path is from, to ¢, clockwise along the critical path, and theyto c, throughH;. Itis easy
to see that these paths are internally vertex-disjoint.

2. Now, suppose neithey, nor ¢, is a clasp of an earring i#. Letc, be a clasp ofi;, andc, be a clasp
of H,. The first path we find follows the critical arc clockwise fragto ¢, (the last clasp of the critical
arc), fromge, to ¢, throughH < H, and again clockwise through the critical arc fremto c,,. Internal
vertices of this path are all iff or on the critical arc. Let,, be a clasp off; not on the critical arc, and
cy be alast clasp off; not on the critical arc. The second path goes frignto ¢,y through H, from
p' to ¢’ through the cycle” outside the critical arc, and from, to ¢, throughH>. Internal vertices of
this path are inff;, H», or in C, but not part of the critical arc (since eachaf andc, are outside the
critical arc). Therefore, we have 2 vertex-disjoint pattwsrfc,, to c,.

10



3. Finally, we consider the case that exactly one,0t, is a clasp of an earring . Suppose;, is a clasp
of H; € H, andc¢, is a clasp ofH; ¢ H; the other case (whet®; ¢ H andH, € H is symmetric, and
omitted, though figurgl 2 illustrates the paths.) {/dbe the index of a clasp df, outside the critical arc.
The first path is fronr, to ¢, through the critical arc, and then frog to ¢, throughH;. The second
path is frome, to ¢, throughH,, and frome, to ¢, clockwise throughC'. Note that the last part of this
path enters the critical arc af, and continues through the arc untjl Internal vertices of the first path
that are inC' are on the critical arc, but have index greater thalmternal vertices of the second path that
belong toC' are either not in the critical arc, or have index betwegandc,. Therefore, the two paths
are internally vertex-disjoint. O

We now describe our algorithm to find a non-trivial cycle obdalensity, proving Theorein 1.BetG be a
2-connected graph with edge-costs and terminal weights aaehst2 terminals. There is a polynomial-time
algorithm to find a non-trivial cycleX in G such thatdensity X') < densityG).

Proof of Theorem [L3: Let G be a graph witl¢ terminals and density; we describe a polynomial-time
algorithm that either finds a cycle i@ of density less thap, or a proper subgrapf’ of G that contains all
terminals. In the latter case, we can recursé&onntil we eventually find a cycle of density at mest

We first find, inO(n?) time, a minimum-density cycl€ in G. By Theoreni 3.B( has density at most,
because the minimum-densitypn-trivial cycle has at most this density. df contains at least 2 terminals, we
are done. Otherwisé&, contains exactly one terminal SinceG contains at least 2 terminals, there must exist
at least one earring af'.

Let v be the origin of this cycle”, and H an earring of minimum arc length. By Theorém]3.5, every
segment in the arc dff is safe. LetS be such a segment; singavas selected as the originjs not an internal
vertex of S. As v is the only terminal of”, S contains no terminals, and therefore, the gréph= G — S is
2-connected, and contains allerminals ofG. O

The proof above also shows that@f is minimally 2-connected on its terminals (that &, has no 2-
connected proper subgraph containing all its terminai®ryecycle ofG is non-trivial. (If a cycle contains O
or 1 terminals, it has a safe segment containing no termindidieh can be deleted; this gives a contradiction.)
Therefore, given a graph thstminimally 2-connected on its terminals, finding a minimuemdity non-trivial
cycle is equivalent to finding a minimum-density cycle, andan be solved exactly in polynomial time. This
suggests a natural algorithm for the problem: Given a graphi$ not minimally 2-connected on its terminals,
delete edges and vertices until the graph is minimally Zaected on the terminals, and then find a minimum-
density cycle. As shown above, this gives a cycle of dengitynmore than that of the input graph, but this
may not be the minimum-density cycle of the original graphar fstance, there exist instances where the
minimum-density cycle uses edges of a safe segifi¢hait might be deleted by this algorithm.

4 Pruning 2-connected Graphs of Good Density

In this section, we prove Theorém P.3. We are given a géaphdS C V, a set of at least terminals. Further,
every terminal inG has 2 vertex-disjoint paths to the roonf total cost at mosi. Let ¢ be the number of
terminals inG, andcost(G) its total cost;p = %@ is the density of5. We describe an algorithm that finds
a subgraphd of G that contains at leagtterminals, each of which is 2-connected to the root, andtaf tmige

costO(log k)pk + 2L.

We can assumeé> (8log k) - k, or the trivial solution of taking the entire graghsuffices. The main phase
of our algorithm proceeds by maintaining a set of 2-conrkstégraphs that we catlusters and repeatedly
finding low-density cycles that merge clusters of similarghéto form larger clusters. (The weight of a cluster
X, denoted bywx, is (roughly) the number of terminals it contains.) Clustare grouped intbers by weight;
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tier  contains clusters with weight at le@stand less thagi*!. Initially, each terminal is a separate cluster in
tier 0. We say a cluster iargeif it has weight at leask, andsmallotherwise. The algorithm stops when most
terminals are in large clusters.

We now describe the algorithm BMRGECLUSTERS (see next page). To simplify notation, letbe the

quantity2[log k]p. We say that a cycle igoodif it has density at most; that is, good cycles have density at
mostO(log k) times the density of the input graph.

MERGECLUSTERS.
For (eachi in {0, 1, ..., ([logy k] — 1)}) do:
If (¢ = 0):
Every terminal has weight 1
Else:
Mark all vertices as non-terminals
For (each small 2-connected clusférin tier ¢) do:
Add a (dummy) terminad x to G of weightwx
Add (dummy) edges of cost 0 fromy to two (arbitrary) distinct vertices o
While (G has a non-trivial cycl€’ of density at mostv in G):
Let X1, X, ... X, be the small clusters that contain a termioabn edge of C'.
(Note that the terminals i@’ belong to a subset diX, ... X,}.)
Form a new cluste¥” (of a higher tier) by merging the clustels;, ... X,
Wy <— Z;]':l WX
If (i = 0):
Mark all terminals inY” as non-terminals
Else:
Delete all (dummy) terminals il and the associated (dummy) edges.

We briefly remark on some salient features of this algoritimh @ur analysis before presenting the details
of the proofs.

1. Initerationi, the terminals correspond to tieclusters. Clusters are 2-connected subgraplig aihd by
using cycles to merge clusters, we preserve 2-connectsitye clusters become larger.

2. When a cycleC' is used to merge clusters, all small clusters that contaiadge ofC' (regardless of
their tier) are merged to form the new cluster. Thereforangtstage of the algorithm, all currently small
clusters are edge-disjoint. Large clusters, on the othad ferefrozen even if they intersect a good cycle
C, they are not merged with other clusters @n Thus, at any time, an edge may be in multiple large
clusters and up to one small cluster.

3. Initerationi of MERGECLUSTERS the density of a cycl€’ is only determined by its cost and the weight
of terminals inC corresponding to tief clusters. Though small clusters of other (lower or highienst
might be merged using’, we donot use their weight to pay for the edges©f

4. Theith iteration terminates when no good cycles can be foundyusia remaining tieg clusters. At
this point, there may be some terminals remaining that spmed to clusters which are not merged to
form clusters of higher tiers. However, our choicendfwhich defines the density of good cycles) is such
that we can bound the number of terminals that are “left €him this fashion. Therefore, when the
algorithm terminates, most terminals are in large clusters

By bounding the density of large clusters, we can find a swiuib the rooted-2VC problem of bounded
density. Because we always use cycles of low density to neugeers, an analysis similar to that of [22] and

12



[10] shows that every large cluster has density at mgsig® k) p. We first present this analysis, though it does
not suffice to prove Theorelm 2.3. A more careful analysis stthat there is at least one large cluster of density
at mostO(log k)p; this allows us to prove the desired theorem.

We now formally prove that MRGECLUSTERS has the desired behavior. First, we present a series of
claims which, together, show that when the algorithm teat@is, most terminals are in large clusters, and all
clusters are 2-connected.

Remark 4.1. Throughout the algorithm, the graph is always 2-connected. The weight of a cluster is at most
the number of terminals it contains.

Proof. The only structural changes t& are when new vertices are added as terminals; they are adtled w
edges to two distinct vertices @¢f. This preserves 2-connectivity, as does deleting theseiriats with the
associated edges.

To see that the second claim is true, observe that if a tetrodmaributes weight to a cluster, it is contained
in that cluster. A terminal can be in multiple clusters, hutantributes to the weight of exactly one clustel]

We use the following simple proposition in proofs of 2-coctety; the proof is straightforward, and hence
omitted.

Proposition 4.2. Let H, = (V4, E1) and Hy = (Va, E2) be2-connected subgraphs of a gragh(V, E') such
that |V, N V,| > 2. Then the grapti, U Hy, = (V4 UV, By U E») is 2-connected.

Lemma 4.3. The clusters formed M ERGECLUSTERS are all 2-connected.

Proof. Let Y be a cluster formed by using a cyale to merge clusters{;, X,,... X,. The edges of the

cycle C form a 2-connected subgraph @f and we assume that eadly is 2-connected by induction. Further,

C contains at least 2 vertices of eaﬁbﬁ, so we can use induction and Proposition 4.2 above: We assume

CuU{X; }{:1 is 2-connected by induction, argd contains 2 vertices ok, soC' U {X; }{;Fll is 2-connected.
Note that we have showrd = C' U {Xj}jzl is 2-connected, but’ (and henc&”) might contain dummy

terminals and the corresponding dummy edges. However, atthterminal with the 2 associated edges is a

ear ofY’; deleting them leave¥ 2-connected. O

Lemma4.4. The total weight of small clusters in tiethat are not merged to form clusters of higher tiers is at
¢

Proof. Assume this were not true; this means thagaM&ECLUSTERS could find no more cycles of density at
mosta using the remaining small tierclusters. But the total cost of all the edges is at most(G), and

the sum of terminal weights is at Ie%fg—,ﬂ; this implies that the density of the graph (using the remnagin

terminals) is at most[log k| - %@ = «a. But by Theorem 313, the graph must then contain a good riviattr
cycle, and so the while loop would not have terminated. O

Corollary 4.5. When the algorithnM ERGECLUSTERSterminates, the total weight of large clusters is at least
(/2 > (4logk) - k.

Proof. Each terminal not in a large cluster contributes to the wea§h cluster that was not merged with others
to form a cluster of a higher tier. The previous lemma shows tie total weight of such clusters in any tier

is at mostzﬂ%; since there aré¢log k| tiers, the total number of terminals not in large clustertess than
g k]

[log k1 - griagry = €/2- O

5A cluster X; may be a singleton vertex (for instance, if we are in tier Q},duch a vertex does not affect 2-connectivity.
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So far, we have shown that most terminals reach large ctysa#rof which are 2-connected, but we have
not argued about the density of these clusters. The next tesays that if we can find a large cluster of good
density, we can find a solution to t#e2VC problem of good density.

Lemma4.6. LetY be a large cluster formed by ERGECLUSTERS If Y has density at most, we can find a
graphY” with at leastk terminals, each of which &-connected ta, of total cost at mostdk + 2L.

Proof. Let Xy, X»,... X, be the clusters merged to foryhin order around the cycl€' that merged them; each
X; was a small cluster, of weight at mdst A simple averaging argument shows that there is a consecuti
segment ofX ;s with total weight betwee# and 2k, such that the cost of the edges@fconnecting these
clusters, together with the costs of the clusters themsgigeat mosRdik. Let X, be the “first” cluster of this
segment, and(, the “last”. Letv andw be arbitrary terminals ok, and X, respectively. Connect each of
andw to the rootr using 2 vertex-disjoint paths; the cost of this step is attidés (We assumed that every
terminal could be 2-connected tausing disjoint paths of cost at mokt) The graphy” thus constructed has
at leastk terminals, and total cost at mastk + 2L.

We show that every vertexof Y is 2-connected to; this completes our proof. Letbe an arbitrary vertex
of Y’; suppose there is a cut-vertexwhich, when deleted, separatefrom r. Bothv andw are 2-connected
to r, and therefore neither is in the same component imsY’ — x. However, we describe 2 vertex-disjoint
pathsP, andP,, in Y’ from z to v andw respectively; deleting: cannot separate from bothv andw, which
gives a contradiction. The patl#$ and P, are easy to find; leX; be the cluster containing. The cycleC
contains a path from vertex € X, tov’ € X,, and another (vertex-disjoint) path from € X; tow’ € Xj.
Concatenating these paths with paths frahto v in X, andw’ to w in X, gives us vertex-disjoint pathg;
from z; to v and P, from 2, to w. SinceX; is 2-connected, we can find vertex-disjoint paths froto z; and
z2, Which gives us the desired patRs andeE O

We now present the two analyses of density referred to eaflie key difference between the weaker and
tighter analysis is in the way we bound edge costs. In thedgreach large cluster pays for its edges separately,
using the fact that all cycles used have density at most O(log k)p. In the latter, we crucially use the fact
that small clusters which share edges are merged. Rougbdksy, because small clusters are edge-disjoint,
the average density of small clusters must be comparabletddnsity of the input grapff. Once an edge is
in a large cluster, we can no longer use the edge-disjoistaggiment. We must pay for these edges separately,
but we can bound this cost.

First, the following lemma allows us to show that every lachester has density at moSk(log? k) p.

Lemma 4.7. For any clusterY formed byM ERGECLUSTERSduring iterationi, the total cost of edges i1i is
atmost(i + 1) - awy-.

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on the number of vertices @fuater. LetS be the set of clusters
merged using a cyclé' to form Y. Let S; be the set of clusters if of tier ¢, andS; beS — &;. (S22 contains
clusters of tiers less or greater thatiat contained an edge 6f.)

The cost of edges ilr is at most the sum of: the cost 6f, the cost 0fS;, and the cost 06,. Since all
clusters inSy have been formed during iteratigror earlier, and are smaller thadn, we can use induction to
show that the cost of edges & is at most(i + 1)a )y s, wx. All clusters inS; are of tieri, and so must
have been formed before iteratioany cluster formed during iteratiaris of a strictly greater tier), so we use
induction to bound the cost of edgesSn by i« ZXGSl wx.

5The vertexz may not be in any clustex;. In this casepP, is formed by using edges ¢ from z to v’ € X,, and then a path from
v’ tov; P, is formed similarly.
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Finally, because” was a good-density cycle, and only clusters of tiezontribute to calculating the
density of C, the cost ofC is at mosta ) | xes, WX- Therefore, the total cost of edges ¥his at most
(i+1a) yeswx = (i + 1awy. O

Let Y be an arbitrary large cluster; since we have ol k] tiers, the previous lemma implies that the
cost of Y is at most[log k] - awy = O(log? k)pwy. That is, the density of” is at mostO(log? k)p, and
we can use this fact together with Lemmal 4.6 to find a solutiotié rootedk-2VC problem of cost at most
O(log? k)pk + 2L. This completes the ‘weaker’ analysis, but this does ndicgufo prove Theorer 2.3; to
prove the theorem, we would need to use a large clustef densityO(log k)p, instead o0 (log? k) p.

For the purpose of the more careful analysis, implicitly stauct a forestF on the clusters formed by
MERGECLUSTERS Initially, the vertex set ofF is justS, the set of terminals, anfl has no edges. Every time
a clusterY” is formed by mergingX;, X», ... X, , we add a corresponding vertéxto the forestF, and add
edges fromY” to each ofX,,... X,; Y is the parent of{;, ... X,. We also associate a cost with each vertex
in F; the cost of the verteX is the cost of the cycle used to forfnfrom X3, ... X,. We thus build up trees
as the algorithm proceeds; the root of any tree correspand<luster that has not yet become part of a bigger
cluster. The leaves of the trees correspond to vertices; dhey all have cost 0. Also, any large clustér
formed by the algorithm is at the root of its tree; we refertig tree ady.

For each large clusteY’ after MERGECLUSTERS terminates, say that” is of type« if Y was formed
during iterationi of MergeClusters. We now define tfinal-stageclusters ofY: They are the clusters formed
during iterationi that became part df . (We includeY  itself in the list of final-stage clusters; even though
was formed in iteratiord of MERGECLUSTERS it may contain other final-stage clusters. For instancendu
iterationi, we may merge several tiéclusters to form a clusteX of tier j > 4. Then, if we find a good-density
cycle C that contains an edge df, X will merge with the other clusters @'.) The penultimateclusters of
Y are those clusters that exist just before the beginningeoétibn: and become a part af. Equivalently,
the penultimate clusters are those formed before iteratibat are the immediate childreny- of final-stage
clusters. Figure 1 illustrates the definitions of final-stagd penultimate clusters. Such a tree could be formed
if, in iteration — 1, 4 clusters of this tier merged to forf, a cluster of tieri + 1. Subsequently, in iteration
i, clustersH and.J merge to formF'. We next find a good cycle containinfg andG; F' contains an edge of
this cycle, so these three clusters are merged to BrnNote that the cost of this cycle is paid for the by the
weights of £ andG only; F'is a tieri + 1 cluster, and so its weight is not included in the density dakon.
Finally, we find a good cycle paid for by and(C'; since B and D share edges with this cycle, they all merge to
form the large clustey’.

Figure 3: A part of the Tredy corresponding td”, a large cluster of type. The number in each vertex
indicates the tier of the corresponding cluster. Only fstage and penultimate clusters are shown: final-stage
clusters are indicated with a double circle; all other @tstare penultimate.

An edge of a large clustér is said to be dinal edgeif it is used in a cycleC that produces a final-stage
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cluster ofY. All other edges oft” are calledpenultimate edgesote that any penultimate edge is in some
penultimate cluster of’. We define thdinal costof Y to be the sum of the costs of its final edges, and its
penultimate costo be the sum of the costs of its penultimate edges; cleadycost ofY” is the sum of its final
and penultimate costs. We bound the final costs and pentdticusts separately.

Recall that an edge is a final edge of a large clustefit is used by MERGECLUSTERSto form a cycle
C in the final iteration during which” is formed. The reason we can bound the cost of final edgestithina
cost of any such cycle is at masttimes the weight of clusters contained in the cycle, and steiudoes not
contribute to the weight of more than one cycle in an iteratiThis is also the essence of Lemma 4.7.) We
formalize this intuition in the next lemma.

Lemma 4.8. The final cost of any large clustéf is at mostawy , wherewy is the weight oly".

Proof. LetY be an arbitrary large cluster. In the construction of the #re, we associated with each vertex
of Ty the cost of the cycle used to form the corresponding clustebound the total final cost af, we must
bound the sum of the costs of verticesTaf associated with final-stage clusters. The weigh¥ ofwy is at
least the sum of the weights of the penultimate tietusters that become a part Bf Therefore, it suffices
to show that the sum of the costs of verticesigf associated with final-stage clusters is at moesimes the
sum of the weights o¥’s penultimate tier clusters. (Note that a tiércluster must have been formed prior to
iterations, and hence it cannot itself be a final-stage cluster.)

A cycle was used to construct a final-stage cluafesnly if its cost was at most times the sum of weights
of the penultimate tief clusters that become a part &f. (Larger clusters may become a partof but they do
not contribute weight to the density calculation.) Therefdf X is a vertex ofly- corresponding to a final-stage
cluster, the cost oKX is at mosta times the sum of the weights of its tieilmmediate children i¥y-. But 7y
is a tree, and so no vertex corresponding to an penultimaté ¢luster has more than one parent. That is, the
weight of a penultimate cluster pays for only one final-stelgster. Therefore, the sum of the costs of vertices
associated with final-stage clusters is at mo$itnes the sum of the weights &f’s penultimate tiei clusters,
and so the final cost df is at mostowy-. O

Lemma 4.9. If Y; andY; are distinct large clusters of the same type, no edge is alperate edge of both;
andYs.

Proof. Suppose, by way of contradiction, that some eeigea penultimate edge of boty andY5, which are
large clusters of type. Let X (respectivelyX,) be a penultimate cluster &f; (resp. Y3) containinge. As
penultimate clusters, botl; and X, are formed before iteration But until iterations, neither is part of a
large cluster, and two small clusters cannot share an edgewtibeing merged. Thereford&; and X, must
have been merged, so they cannot belong to distinct largsechy giving the desired contradiction. O

Theorem 4.10. After MERGECLUSTERSterminates, at least one large cluster has density at rOggig k) p.

Proof. We define thgenultimate densitgf a large cluster to be the ratio of its penultimate costgavitight.

Consider the total penultimate costs of all large clustecs:anyi, each edge € F(G) can be a penultimate
edge of at most 1 large cluster of typeThis implies that each edge can be a penultimate edge ofsting & |
clusters. Therefore, the sum of penultimate costs of ajelausters is at mogtog k|cost(G). Further, the
total weight of all large clusters is at least2. Therefore, the (weighted) average penultimate densitgrgé
clusters is at most[log k | %@ = 2[log k] p, and hence there exists a large cludfeof penultimate density
at most2[log k| p.

The penultimate cost df is, therefore, at most[log k] pwy, and from Lemma& 418, the final cost bfis
at mostawy . Therefore, the density df is at mosto + 2[log k|p = O(log k)p. O
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Theoren 4.10 and Lemnia 4.6 together imply that we can finduisnlto the rooted:-2VC problem of
cost at mosO (log k)pk + 2L. This completes our proof of TheorémP.3.

5 Conclusions

We list the following open problems:

e Can the approximation ratio for the2VC problem be improved from the curreft(log ¢ log k) to
O(logn) or better? Removing the dependence/ @m obtain everO(log? k) could be interesting. If not,
can one improve the approximation ratio for the easieEC problem?

e Can we obtain approximation algorithms for the\\VC or k-\EC problems for\ > 2? In general, few
results are known for problems where vertex-connectidtyeruired to be greater than 2, but there has
been more progress with higher edge-connectivity requérgm

e Given a 2-connected graph of densityith some vertices marked as terminals, we show that it cosnta
a non-trivial cycle with density at mogt and give an algorithm to find such a cycle. We have also found
an O(log ¢)-approximation for the problem of finding a minimum-densgiign-trivial cycle. Is there a
constant-factor approximation for this problem? Can itdlged exactlyin polynomial time?

Acknowledgments: We thank Mohammad Salavatipour for helpful discussiong-@EC and related prob-
lems. We thank Erin Wolf Chambers for useful suggestionsatation.
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