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Abstract

In 2000 Alber et al. BWAT 2000 obtained the first parameterized subexponential algoriin
undirected planar graphs by showing taDOMINATING SET is solvable in time2@(V*) O,
wheren is the input size. This result triggered an extensive studyanameterized problems on
planar and more general classes of sparse graphs and ctdchinghe creation of Bidimensionality
Theory by Demaine et alJ] ACM 2009. The theory utilizes deep theorems from Graph Minor The-
ory of Robertson and Seymour, and provides a simple criteriehecking whether a parameterized
problem is solvable in subexponential time on sparse graphs

While bidimensionality theory is an algorithmic framewask undirected graphs, it remains
unclear how to apply it to problems on directed graphs. Themeason is that Graph Minor Theory
for directed graphs is still in a nascent stage and there asuitable obstruction theorems so far.
Even the analogue of treewidth for directed graphs is najumand several alternative definitions
have been proposed.

In this paper we make the first step beyond bidimensionalitglitaining subexponential time
algorithms for problems on directed graphs. We develop tifferdnt methods to achieve subex-
ponential time parameterized algorithms for problems carsp directed graphs. We exemplify
our approaches with two well studied problems. For the firgbfem,k-LEAF OUT-BRANCHING,
which is to find an oriented spanning tree with at Idaktaves, we obtain an algorithm solving the
problem in time20(Vklee k), 4 O on directed graphs whose underlying undirected graph ex-
cludes some fixed grapH as a minor. For the special case when the input directed gsgganar,
the running time can be improved 28 (VR 4+ n©W The second example is a generalization of
the DRECTED HAMILTONIAN PATH problem, namely:-INTERNAL OUT-BRANCHING, which is
to find an oriented spanning tree with at lelgtternal vertices. We obtain an algorithm solving the
problem in time2®(Vkleg k) 1,01 on directed graphs whose underlying undirected graph éeslu
some fixed apex grapH as a minor. Finally, we observe that for any 0, thek-DIRECTED PATH
problem is solvable in timé&((1 + )*n/(®)), wheref is some function of.

Our methods are based on non-trivial combinations of obstnmitheorems for undirected graphs,
kernelization, problem specific combinatorial structuaed a layering technique similar to the one
employed by Baker to obtain PTAS for planar graphs.

1 Introduction

Parameterized complexity theory is a framework for a refiardlysis of hard {P-hard) problems.
Here, every input instanckof a problemlI is accompanied with an integer paramétemndIl is said to
be fixed parameter tractable (FPT) if there is an algorithmming in time f (k) - n°(1), wheren = ||
and f is a computable function. A central problem in parameteriaklgorithms is to obtain algorithms
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with running time f (k) - n®W) such thatf is as slow growing function as possible. This has led to
the development of various graph algorithms with runnimget2®*)n (1) — notable ones includé-
FEEDBACK VERTEX SET [[7], k-LEAF SPANNING TREE [28], k-ODD CYCLE TRANSVERSAL [31],
k-PATH [4], and k-VERTEX COVER [8] in undirected graphs. A natural question was whether are c
get subexponential timalgorithms for these problems, that is, can we have algostiwith running
time 2°*) O 1t is now possible to show that these problems do not admérihms with running
time 2°*)n®() unless the Exponential Time Hypothesis (ETH) [22, 27] faflinding algorithms with
subexponential running time on general undirected graplastiait uncommon to parameterized algo-
rithms.

However, the situation changes completely when we conpiaddriems on topological graph classes
like planar graphs or graphs of bounded genug0, Alber et al. [1] obtained the first parameterized
subexponential algorithm on undirected planar graphs bwsty thatk-DOMINATING SET is solvable
in time 2°00VR RO This result triggered an extensive study of parameterjzethlems on planar
and more general classes of sparse graphs like graphs oflébwenus, apex minor-free graphs and
H-minor free graphs. All this work led to subexponential timlgorithms for several fundamental
problems likek-FEEDBACK VERTEX SET, k-EDGE DOMINATING SET, k-LEAF SPANNING TREE,
k-PATH, k-r-DOMINATING SET, k-VERTEX COVER to name a few on planar graphs [1] 12 25], and
more generally, on{-minor-free graphs [13, 15, 16]. These algorithms are abthiby showing a
combinatorial relation between the parameter and thetsteiof the input graph and proofs require
strong graph theoretic arguments. This graph-theoreticcambinatorial component in the design of
subexponential time parameterized algorithms makes i @idependent interest.

Demaine et al.[[13] abstracted out the “common theme” ambagorameterized subexponential
time algorithms on sparse graphs and created the metathigar theory of Bidimensionality. The
bidimensionality theory unifies and improves almost allwng@revious subexponential algorithms on
spare graphs. The theory is based on algorithmic and cotobislaextensions to various parts of Graph
Minors Theory of Robertson and Seymour|[32] and providesrels criteria for checking whether a
parameterized problem is solvable in subexponential timgparse graphs. The theory applies to graph
problems that aréidimensionalin the sense that the value of the solution for the problemuigstjon
onk x k grid or “grid like graph” is at leas®2(k?) and the value of solution decreases while contracting
or sometime deleting the edges. Problems that are bidiwmaisincludek-FEEDBACK VERTEX SET,
k-EDGE DOMINATING SET, k-LEAF SPANNING TREE, k-PATH, k-r-DOMINATING SET, k-VERTEX
CovER and many others. In most cases we obtain subexponentiabtgoethms for a problem using
bidimensionality theory in following steps. Given an insta (G, k) to a bidimensional probler,
in polynomial time we either decide that it is an yes instatw@l or the treewidth ofG is O(Vk).

In the second case, using known constant factor approxamatigorithm for the treewidth, we find a
tree decomposition of widtt)(v/k) for G and then solve the problem by doing dynamic programming
over the obtained tree decomposition. This approach caedbivith Catalan structure based dynamic
programming over graphs of bounded treewidth has |€9{8% n©D time algorithm fork-FEEDBACK
VERTEX SET, k-EDGE DOMINATING SET, k-LEAF SPANNING TREE, k-PATH, k-r-DOMINATING
SET, k-VERTEX COVER and many others on planar graphsl![12} 13, 20] and in some ti&eek-
DOMINATING SET and k-PAaTH on H-minor free graphs [13, 18]. We refer to surveys by Demaine
and Hajiaghayi[[15] and Dorn et al._[19] for further details bidimensionality and subexponential
parameterized algorithms.

While bidimensionality theory is a powerful algorithmi@mework on undirected graphs, it remains
unclear how to apply it to problems on directed graphs (oragigs). The main reason is that Graph
Minor Theory for digraphs is still in a nascent stage anddlae no suitable obstruction theorems so
far. For an example, even the first step of the framework doesvark easily on digraphs, as there is
no unigue notion of directed x k grid. Given ak x k undirected grid we can make®**) distinct
directed grids by choosing orientations for the edges. Elemgless we can guarantee a lower bound of
Q(k?) on the size of solution of a problem fanydirectedk x k grid, the bidimensionality theory does
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not look applicable for problems on digraphs. Even the anaaf treewidth for digraphs is not unique
and several alternative definitions have been proposed. r@céntly the first non-trivial subexponential
parameterized algorithms on digraphs was obtained. Alah §&] introduced the method of chromatic
coding, a variant of color codingl[4], and combined it witide and conquer to obtaf(V%1og k) O(1)
for k-FEEDBACK ARC SET in tournaments.

Our contribution. In this paper we make the first step beyond bidimensionaiitgtiiaining subexpo-
nential time algorithms for problems on sparse digraphs.dé¥elop two different methods to achieve
subexponential time parameterized algorithms for dignaqilems when the input graph can be em-
bedded on some surface or the underlying undirected gragihdes some fixed grapH as a minor.
Quasi-bidimensionality. Our first technique can be thought of as “bidimensionalitgisguise”. We
observe that given a digrapgh, whose underlying undirected grapiG(D) excludes some fixed graph
H as a minor, if we can removek?) vertices from the given digraph to obtain a digraph whose un-
derlying undirected graph has a constant treewidth, therrdewidth ofUG(D) is o(k). So given an
instance(D, k) to a problemlI, in polynomial time we either decide that it is an yes inseatelIl or
the treewidth ofUG(D) is o(k). In the second case, as in the framework based on bidimexisyon
we solve the problem by doing dynamic programming over tee ttecomposition oG (D). The
dynamic programming part of the framework is problem-spea@ind runs in time2°®) + n®1), We
exemplify this technique on a well studied problenmkeE EAF OUT-BRANCHING.

We say that a subdigragh on vertex sel/(T") of a digraphD on vertex sel/ (D) is anout-tree
if T is an oriented tree with only one verteof in-degree zero (called theot). The vertices ofl" of
out-degree zero are calléehvesand every other vertex is called arternal vertex If T is a spanning
out-tree, that is}/(T') = V(D), thenT is called anout-branchingof D. Now we are in position to
define the problem formally.

k-LEAF OUT-BRANCHING (k-LOB): Given a digraphD with the vertex seV’' (D) and the
arc setA(D) and a positive integet, check whether there exists an out-branching with at
leastk leaves.

The study ofk-LEAF OUT-BRANCHING has been at forefront of research in parameterized algo-
rithms in the last few years. Alon et al.|[2] showed that thebpem is fixed parameter tractable by
giving an algorithm that decides in tim@(f(k)n) whether a strongly connected digraph has an out-
branching with at leagt leaves. Bonsma and Dolin [6] extended this result to all gliggaand improved
the running time of the algorithm. Recently, Kneis et[al][@®vided a parameterized algorithm solving
the problem in timet*n®("). This result was further improved %72¢7,°(1) by Daligaut et al.[[10].
Fernau et al/ [21] showed that for the rooted version of tioblem, where apart from the input instance
we are also given a rostand one asks for &-leaf out-branching rooted at admits a0 (k3) kernel.
Furthermore they also show thiatL OB does not admit polynomial kernel unless polynomiatéiehy
collapses to third level. Finally, Daligault and ThomagkE| obtained a0 (k?) kernel for the rooted
version of thek-LOB problem and gave a constant factor approximation atyorfor k-LOB.

Using our new technique in combination with kernelizatiesuit of [21], we get an algorithm for
k-LOB that runs in time2®(Vklogk)y, 1 00 for digraphs whose underlying undirected graptifis
minor-free. For planar digraphs our algorithm run@f¥®n + n°W time.

Kernelization and Divide & Conquer. Our second technique is a combination of divide and conquer,
kernelization and dynamic programming over graphs of bedneewidth. Here, using a combina-
tion of kernelization and a Baker style layering technigoredbtaining polynomial time approximation
schemes 5], we reduce the instance of a given proble#ifon®®) many new instances of the same
problem. These new instances have the following proper(@sthe treewidth of the underlying undi-
rected graph of these instances is bounded(y; and (b) the original input is an yes instance if and
only if at least one of the newly generated instance is. Webéxihis technique on thé-INTERNAL
OuT-BRANCHING problem, a parameterized version of a generalization I@ERTED HAMILTONIAN
PATH.



kE-INTERNAL OUT-BRANCHING (k-10B): Given a digraphD with the vertex sel/ (D)
and the arc setl(D) and a positive integet, check whether there exists an out-branching
with at leastk internal vertices.

Prieto and Slopef [30] studied thedirectedversion of this problem and gave an algorithm with running
time 24105k 0(1) and obtained a kernel of siz@(k?). Recently, Fomin et al[ [23] obtained a vertex
kernel of size3k and gave an algorithm for the undirected versiork DB running in time8*n°M),
Gutin et al. [26] obtained an algorithm of running tira@( ek, O for k-10B and gave a kernel
of size of O(k?) using the well known method of crown-decomposition. Coheal.9] improved the
algorithm fork-10B and gave an algorithm with running tind8.4*»,°(1) | Here, we obtain a subexpo-
nential time algorithm fok-10B with running time20(Vklogk) 1 0 on directed planar graphs and
digraphs whose underlying undirected graphs are apex rieer

Finally, we also observe that for amy> 0, there is an algorithm finding in tim@((1 + £)*n /()
a directed path of length at least(the k-DIRECTED PATH problem) in a digraph which underlying
undirected graph excludes a fixed apex graph as a minor. Téteese of subexponential parameterized
algorithm for this problem remains open.

2 Preliminaries

Let D be a digraph. By (D) and A(D) we represent the vertex set and arc seDofrespectively.
Given a subset”’ C V(D) of a digraphD, let D[V"’] denote the digraph induced b¥. Theunderlying
graph UG(D) of D is obtained fromD by omitting all orientations of arcs and by deleting one edge
from each resulting pair of parallel edges. A vertegf D is anin-neighbor(out-neighboy of a vertex
vif uwv € A(D) (vu € A(D), respectively). Thén-degreed (v) (out-degreei™ (v)) of a vertexv is the
number of its in-neighbors (out-neighbors). We say thatlagwaphT of a digraphD is anout-tree

if T is an oriented tree with only one verte»of in-degree zero (called theot). The vertices ofl" of
out-degree zero are calléehvesand every other vertex is called arternal vertex If 7" is a spanning
out-tree, thatisy’ (1) = V (D), thenT is called arout-branchingof D. An out-branching (respectively.
out-tree) rooted at is calledr-out-branching(respectively.r-out-tree). We define the operation of a
contraction of a directed aras follows. An ara:v is contracted as follows: add a new vertéxand for
each aravv or wu add the arevw’ and for an arew or uw add the ara/w, remove all arcs incident
to v andv and the vertices, andv. We call a loopless digrapP rooted if there exists a pre-specified
vertexr of in-degreel as a rootr andd™ (r) > 2. The rooted digraplD is calledconnectedf every
vertex inV (D) is reachable fromr by a directed path.

Let G be an undirected graph with the vertex 8&{7) and the edge sdf(G). For a subset’ C
V(G), by G[V'] we mean the subgraph 6f induced byl’”’. By N (u) we denote (open) neighborhood
of u that is the set of all vertices adjacentdcand by N[u] = N(u) U {u}. Similarly, for a subset
D C V, we defineN[D] = U,epN[v]. Thediameterof a graphG, denoted byliam(G), is defined to
be the maximum length of a shortest path between any pairtées of V (G).

Given an edge = wv of a graphG, the graphGZ/e is obtained by contracting the edge; that is,
we getG /e by identifying the vertices. andv and removing all the loops and duplicate edgesniAor
of a graphG is a graphH that can be obtained from a subgraph(®by contracting edges. A graph
classC is minor closedf any minor of any graph ir€ is also an element @f. A minor closed graph
classC is H-minor-freeor simply H-freeif H ¢ C. A graphH is called an apex graph if the removal of
one vertex makes it a planar graph.

A tree decompositionf a (undirected) graply is a pair(X,T) whereT is a tree whose vertices
we will call nodesand X = ({X; | ¢ € V(T)}) is a collection of subsets df (G) such that(a)
Uiev(rm Xi = V(G), (b) for each edgew € E(G), there is an € V(T) such that, w € X;, and(c)
for eachw € V(G) the set of node$i | v € X;} forms a subtree df'. Thewidth of a tree decomposition
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({Xi | i € V(T)},T) equalsmax;cy 1y {| Xi| — 1}. Thetreewidthof a graphG is the minimum width
over all tree decompositions 6f. We use notationw (G) to denote the treewidth of a gragh

A parameterized problem is said to admpaynomial kerneif there is a polynomial time algorithm
(where the degree of the polynomial is independerit)ptalled akernelizationalgorithm, that reduces
the input instance down to an instance with size bounded tyapmial p(k) in k, while preserving
the answer. This reduced instance is called/g kernelfor the problem. See [29] for an introduction
to kernelization.

3 Method I — Quasi Bidimensionality

In this section we present our first approach. In generalbexquonential time algorithm using bidimen-
sionality is obtained by showing that the solution for a eafin question is at least(k?) onk x k
(contraction) grid minor. Using this we reduce the problena guestion on graph with treewidilk).
We start with a lemma which enables us to use the frameworldohbnsionality for digraph problems,
though not as directly as for undirected graph problems.

Lemma 1. Let D be a digraph such that’ G(D) excludes a fixed grapH as a minor. For any constant
¢ > 1, if there exists a subsét C V(D) with |S| = s such thattw(UG(D[V (D) \ S])) < ¢, then
tw(UG(D)) = O(/3).

Proof. By [15], for any H-minor-free graplz with treewidth more than, there is a constart > 1 only
dependent o/ such thai has ag x 5 grid minor. Supposéw (UG(D)) > (c+ 1)y/s thenUG(D)
contains gc¢ + 1)/s x (¢ + 1)4/s grid as a minor. Notice that this grid minor can not be destdoly
any vertex seb of size at mosk. That is, if we delete any vertex sétwith |S| = s from this grid, it
will still contain a(c + 1) x (¢ + 1) subgrid. ThusUG(D[V (D) \ S]) contains ¢ + 1) x (¢ + 1)
grid minor and hence by [22, Exercise 11.6] we have thatUG(D[V (D) \ S])) > c. This shows
that we need to delete more thawertices fromUG(D) to obtain a graph with treewidth at masta
contradiction. O

Using Lemmall, we show thatL EAF-OUT-BRANCHING problem has a subexponential time al-
gorithm on digraph9 such that/G(D) exclude a fixed graplif as a minor. For our purpose a rooted
version ofk-LOB will also be useful which we define now. In the@RTED k-LEAF-OUT-BRANCHING
(R-k-LOB) problem apart fronD andk the rootr of the tree searched for is also a part of the input and
the objective is to check whether there exists-aut-branching with at leagtleaves. We now state our
main combinatorial lemma and postpone its proof for a while.

Lemma 2. Let D be a digraph such thal’ G(D) excludes a fixed grapH as a minork be a positive
integer andr € V(D) be the root. Then in polynomial time either we can construct-aut-branching
with at leastk leaves inD or find a digraphD’ such that following holds.

e UG(D’) excludes the fixed grapH as a minor;

¢ D has anr-out-branching with at least leaves if and only i)’ has anr-out-branching with at
leastk leaves;

e there exists a subse&t C V(D’) such that|S| = O(k) andtw(U(D'[V(D’) \ S]) < ¢, ca
constant.

Combining Lemmatil1 arid 2 we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3. Let D be a digraph such thal’ G(D) excludes a fixed grapH as a minork be a positive
integer andr € V(D) be a root. Then in polynomial time either we can construct-amut-branching
with at leastk leaves inD or find a digraphD’ such thatD has anr-out-branching with at least leaves
if and only if D’ has anr-out-branching with at least leaves. Furthermorew (UG(D')) = O(Vk).
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When a tree decomposition &fG(D) is given, dynamic programming methods can be used to
decide whetheD has an out-branching with at ledsteaves, seel [26]. The time complexity of such a
procedure iR 1ogw)y wheren = |V (D)| andw is the width of the tree decomposition. Now we are
ready to prove the main theorem of this section assumingdhmmatorial Lemmal2.

Theorem 1. Thek-LOB problem can be solved in ting¥(Vklog k), 4+ nO(1) on digraphs with: vertices
such that the underlying undirected graph excludes a fixaglgf{ as a minor.

Proof. Let D be a digraph wheré&/G(D) excludes a fixed grapf/ as a minor. We guess a vertex
r € V(D) as aroot. This only adds a factormoto our algorithm. By Lemm@l3, we can either compute,
in polynomial time, an--out-branching with at least leaves inD or find a digraphD’” with UG(D’)
excluding a fixed graptil as a minor andw(UG(D')) = O(Vk). In the later case, using the constant
factor approximation algorithm of Demaine et al.|[[17] fomgouting the treewidth of & -minor free
graph, we find a tree decomposition of width(v/k) for UG(D’) in time n®("). With the previous
observation that we can find arout-branching with at leagtleaves, if exists one, in i@ (Vklogk),,
using dynamic programming over graphs of bounded treeywdthhave that we can solve RLOB in
time 20(Vklogk),O(1) Hence, we needt®(Vklogk),0(1) to solve thek-LOB problem.

To obtain the claimed running time bound we use the knowné{ation algorithm after we have
guessed the root. Fernau et al[[21] gave af(k®) kernel for R4-LOB which preserves the graph
class. That is, given an instan¢®, k) of R-k-LOB, in polynomial time they output an equivalent
instance(D”, k) of R-k-LOB such that (a) ifUG(D) is H-minor free then so i€/G(D”); and (b)
|[V(D")| = O(k?). We will use this kernel for our algorithm rather than ¥k?) kernel for R%-
LOB obtained by Daligault and Thomassé|[11], as they do nesgrve the graph class. So after we
have guessed the roptwe obtain an equivalent instantP”, k) for R-k-LOB using the kernelization
procedure described in[21]. Then using the algorithm dlesdrin the previous paragraph we can solve
R-k-LOB in time 20(Vklogk) 1 nO() Hence, we neep®Vklos k) 4 nOM) to solvek-LOB. O

Given a tree decomposition of width of UG(D) for a planar digraphD, we can solve:-LOB
using dynamic programming methods in ti2f&®)n. This brings us to the following theorem.

Theorem 2. [x[I Thek-LOB problem can be solved in tin2® (V% + () on digraphs with: vertices
when the underlying undirected graph is planar.

3.1 Proof of Lemmal2

To prove the combinatorial lemma we need a few recent refwolts the literature on out-branching
problems. We start with some definitions given(inl[11]cétof D is a subseb such that there exists a
vertexz € V(D) \ S such that: is not reachable fromin D[V (D) \ S]. We say thatD is 2-connected
if there exists no cut of size one i or equivalently there are at least two vertex disjoint pdtom
to every vertex inD.

Lemma 4 ([11]). Let D be a rooted2-connected digraph with being its root. Letv be the number of
vertices inD with in-degree at least. ThenD has an out-branching rooted atwith at leastn/6 leaves
and such an out-branching can be found in polynomial time.

A vertexv € V(D) is called anice vertexf v has an in-neighbor which is not its out-neighbor. The
following lemma is proved in [11].

Lemma 5 ([11]). Let D be a rooted2-connected digraph rooted at a vertex Let 3 be the number
of nice vertices inD. ThenD has an out-branching rooted atwith at least5/24 leaves and such an
out-branching can be found in polynomial time.

The proofs marked withs] have been moved to the appendix due to space restrictions.
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Proof of Lemmal2. To prove the combinatorial lemma, we consider two caseshas&hether or not
D is 2-connected.
Case 1)D is a roote®-connected digraph.

We prove this case in the following claim.

Claim 1. Let D be a rooted2-connected digraph with roetand a positive integet. Then in polynomial
time, we can find an out-branching rootedratith at leastt leaves or find a sef of at mosB0k vertices
whose removal results in a digraph whose underlying untiégraph has treewidth one.

Proof. If a > 6k, then we are done by Lemrha 4. Similarlydf> 24k, then we are done by Lemrha 5.
Hence we assume that< 6k and/ < 24k. Let S be the set of nice vertices and vertices of in-degree
atleasB in G. Then|S| < a + 8 < 30k. Observe thaD[V (D) \ S] is simply a collection of directed
paths where every edge of the path is a dire@&&ycle. This is becaus®[V (D) \ S] contains only
those vertices which are not nice (that is, those verticezsselin-neighbors are also out-neighbors) and
are of in-degree at most two. Hence, if there is amarin D[V (D) \ S], then the arg/z also exists in
DIV (D)\ S]. Next we note thaD[V' (D) \ S] does not contain a directed cycle of length more than two.
We prove the last assertion as follows. Cdie a directed cycle il[V'(D)\ S] of length at leass. Since

D is a rooted2-connected digraph, we have a veriegn the cycleC such that there is a path fromto

v without using any other vertex from the cydle This implies that the in-degree ofis at leas8 in D

and hence € S, contrary to our assumption that S. This proves thaD[V (D) \ S] does not contain

a directed cycle of length more than two. Hence the undeglyindirected graptVG(D[V (D) \ S)) is

just a collection of paths and hente (UG(D[V (D) \ S])) is one. O

Case 2)D is not2-connected.

SinceD is not2-connected, it has cut vertices, those vertices that sepairmm some other vertices.
We deal with the cut vertices in three cases. L&k a cut vertex oD. The three cases we consider are
following.

Case 2a)There exists an arey that disconnects at least two vertices from

In this case, weontract the arcry. After repeatedly applying Cask ), we obtain a digraptD’
such that any arc out of a cut vertexof D’ disconnects at mostvertex. The resulting digrapp’ is
the one mentioned in the Lemma. Since we have only contractet arcs iteratively to obtaif’, it
is clear thalt7G(D’) also excluded? as a minor. The proof that such contraction does not dectbase
number of leaves follows from a reduction rule giveninl [20Me provide a proof for completion.

Claim 2. [x] Let D be a rooted connected digraph with root let xy be an arc that disconnects at
least two vertices from and D’ be the digraph obtained after contracting the arg. ThenD has an
r-out-branching with at least leaves if and only ifD’ has anr-out-branching with at least leaves.

Now we handle the remaining cut-verticesof as follows. LetS be the set of cut vertices iP’.
For every vertexc € S, we associat@ cut-neighborhood” (z), which is the set of out-neighbors of
x such that there is no path fromto any vertex inC(z) in D'[V(D’) \ {z}]. By C[x] we denote
C(z) U {z}. The following observation is used to handle other cases.

Claim 3. LetS be the set of cut vertices iR’. Then for every pair of vertices,y € S andx # y, we
have thatC[z] N C[y] = 0.

Proof. To the contrary let us assume th@fz] N C[y] # 0. We note thaCC[z] N C[y] can only have
avertexv € {z,y}. To prove this, assume to the contrary that we have a vertexC[z] N C[y] and
v ¢ {z,y}. But then it contradicts the fact thatc C[z], asx doesn't separate from r due to the path
between- andv throughy. Thus, either: € C'(y) ory € C(z). Without loss of generality lej € C(z).
This implies that we have an ang; and there exists a vertexe C(y) such that: ¢ C(z). But then
the arczy disconnects at least two verticggndz from r and hence Cas#&: would have applied. This
proves the claim. O



Now we distinguish cases based on cut vertices having ¢ghiberhood of size at leagt or 1.
Let S>2 andS—; be the subset of cut-vertices Bf having at least two cut-neighbors and exactly one
neighbor respectively.
Case 2b)S> # 0.

We first bound S>o|. Let A, = {zy | x € S>2,y € C(z)} be the set of out-arcs emanating from
the cut vertices ib> 5 to its cut neighbors. We now prove the following structudaimm which is useful
for bounding the size af>,.

Claim 4. [«] If D' has anr-out-branchingZ” with at leastk leaves thenD’ has anr-out-branching
T with at leastk leaves and containing all the arcs df,, that is, A. C A(T'). Furthermore such an
out-branching can be found in polynomial time.

We know that in any out-tree, the number of internal vertigesut-degree at leagtis bounded by
the number of leaves. Hence|8>3| > k then we obtain am-out-branchingl’ of D’ with at leastk
leaves using Clairnl4 and we are done. So from now onwards wenasthalS>o| = ¢ < k — 1.

We now do a transformation to the given digraph For every vertex: € S>9, we introduce an
imaginaryvertexz’ and add an araz® if there is an arair € A(D') and add an arg’v if there is an
arcxv € A(D'). Basically we duplicate the vertices & .. Let the transformed graph be calléf?.
We have the following two properties abaD“?. First, no vertex irSso U {z!|z € S>2} is a cut vertex
in D%P, We sum up the second property in the following claim.

Claim 5. The digraphD’ has anr-out-branchingT” with at leastk leaves if and only ifD%? has an
r-out-branching?” with at leastk + ¢ leaves.

Proof. Given anr-out-branchingl” of D’ with at leastk leaves, we obtain an out-branchiiig of D
with at leastk + ¢ leaves by adding an aner’ to T for everyz € S>o. Since every vertex af>; is an
internal vertex irT’, this process only add&’ | x € S>2} as leaves and hence we have at léast/
leaves in7”.

For the converse, assume thHaf“? has anr-out-branchingl” with at leastk + ¢ leaves. First, we
modify the out-branching so that not both.ofindz* are internal vertices and we do not lose any leaf.
This can be done easily by making all out arcs in the out-briaugcfrom zz and making:® a leaf. That
is, if N, (z?) is the set of out-neighbors af in 7" then we delete the aresz, z € N, (z*) and add
zz forall z € N, («"). This process can not decrease the number of leaves. Fadtewe can always
assume that if exactly one afandz’ is an internal vertex, thenis the internal vertex ifi”. Now delete
all the vertices of{z’ | = € S>2} from T" and obtainT. Since the vertices in the sét’ | z € S>o}
are leaves of”, we have thaf" is anr-out-branching inD’. Since in the whole process we have only
deletedl vertices we have thaf has at least leaves. O

Now we move on to the last case.
Case 2¢)S—; # 0.

Consider the arc set, = {zy | z € S—1,y € C(x)}. Observe thatd, C A(D') C A(D¥P)
and A, forms amatchingin D% pecause of Claifl3. Lab?"” be the digraph obtained frof** by
contracting the arcs of,,. Thatis, for every arav € A,, the contracted graph is obtained by identifying
the verticesu andv asuv and removing all the loops and duplicate arcs.

Claim 6. Let D27 be the digraph obtained by contracting the arcs4fin D??. Then the following
holds.

1. The digraphD2"? is 2-connected;

2. If D27 has anr-out-branchingT with at leastk + ¢ leaves thenD?“? has anr-out-branching
with at leastk + ¢ leaves.



Proof. The digrapthup is 2-connected by the construction as we have iteratively remall cut-
vertices. IfDZ"P has anr-out-branchingl” with at least: + ¢ leaves then we can obtain-aut-branching
with at leastk + /¢ leaves forD?» by expanding each of the contracted vertices to arck,in O

We are now ready to combine the above claims to complete thef pf the lemma. We first apply
Claim[d on DZ*? with k + ¢. Either we get an-out-branchingZ” with at leastk + ¢ leaves or a
setS’ of size at mosBO(k + /) such thattw (UG(DP[V (D7) \ S])) is one. In the first case, by
Claims[5 and16 we get arrout-branchingl’ with at leastk leaves inD’. In the second case we know
that there is a vertex st of size at mos80(k + £) such thatw (UG(DP[V (D7) \ §'))) is one. Let
S* ={u|uv e S vu € §',u € S’} be the set of vertices obtained frashby expanding the contracted
vertices inS’. Clearly the size ofS*| < 2|5’ < 60(k + ¢) < 120k = O(k). We now show that the
treewidth of the underlying undirected graphf“’ [V (D4?) \ S*] is at most3. This follows from
the observation thatw (UG(DZ“[V (D) \ §’])) is one. Hence given a tree-decomposition of width
one forUG(D2*P[v(DE*?) \ $']) we can obtain a tree-decomposition 166 (D%?[V (D%P) \ $*))
by expanding the contracted vertices. This can only doliweblg size and hence the treewidth of
UG(D¥»[V (D%r)\ S*]) is at mosB, as the bag size can at mostheNow we takeS = S* NV (D’)
and sinceV/ (D) C V(D%»), we have thatw(UG(D[V (D) \ S])) < 3. This concludes the proof of
the lemma. O

4 Method Il - Kernelization and Divide & Conquer

In this section we exhibit our second method of designingegpbnential time algorithms for digraph
problems through th&-INTERNAL OUT-BRANCHING problem. In this method we utilize the known
polynomial kernel for the problem and obtain a collectior2®f) instances such that the input instance
is an “yes” instance if and only if one of the instances in allection is. The property of the instances
in the collection which we make use of is that the treewidtthefunderlying undirected graph of these
instances i®(k). The last property brings dynamic programming on graphsoahbed treewidth into
picture as the final step of the algorithm.

Here, we will solve a rooted version of tlkelOB problem, called ROTED k-INTERNAL OUT-
BRANCHING (R-k-10B), where apart fromD and k& we are also given a root € V (D), and the
objective is to find am-out-branching, if exists one, with at ledsinternal vertices. Th&-10B problem
can be reduced to R-10B by guessing the root at the additional cost df/(D)| in the running time
of the R%-10B problem. Henceforth, we will only consider R1OB. We call anr-out-treeT" with k
internal verticesninimalif deleting any leaf results in arrout-tree with at most — 1 internal vertices.

A well known result relating minimat-out-treeT” with k internal vertices with a solution to R-10OB
is as follows.

Lemma 6 ([9]). Let D be a rooted connected digraph with roat ThenD has anr-out-branching?”
with at leastk internal vertices if and only i) has a minimal--out-treeT” with & internal vertices with
|V(T)| < 2k — 1. Furthermore, given a minimai-out-treeT’, we can find an-out-branching?” with
at leastk internal vertices in polynomial time.

We also need another known result about kernelizatiok D B.
Lemma 7 ([26])). k-INTERNAL OUT-BRANCHING admits a polynomial kernel of si&&? + 6k.

In fact, the kernelization algorithm presented [inl[26] wefkr all digraphs and has a unique re-
duction rule which onlydeletes vertices This implies that if we start with a grapi € ¢ where¥
excludes a fixed grapH as a minor, then the graghf obtained after applying kernelization algorithm
still belongs to9.

Our algorithm tries to find a minimal-out-treeT" with & internal vertices withV (T')| < 2k — 1
recursively. As the first step of the algorithm we obtain acex°*) digraphs such that the underlying
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undirected graphs have treewidth+/k), and the original problem is a “yes” instance if and only at
least one of the°(*) instances is a “yes” instance. More formally, we prove thifdng lemma.

Lemma 8. Let H be a fixed apex graph arid be a minor closed graph class excludiffas a minor.
Let (D, k) be an instance té-INTERNAL OUT-BRANCHING such thatUG (D) € ¢. Then there exists
a collection

2
C= {(Di,k:/,r) | D; is a subgraph oD, k' < k,r € V(D),1<i < <8k\/—%6k>}7

of instances such thaw (UG(D;)) = O(V'k) for all i and (D, k) has an out-branching with at leakt
internal vertices if and only if there exists g andk’ < k such that D;, k', r) has anr-out-branching
with at leastt’ internal vertices.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to do Baker style layering technid@leepmbined with kernelization. In
the first step we apply the kernelization algorithm given leyrimd ¥ or( D, k) and obtain an equivalent
instance(D’, k') where|D’| < 8k? + 6k andk’ < k for k-IOB. From now onwards we will confine
ourselves tq D', k’). Observe that since the kernelization algorithm only @slefertices to obtain the
reduced instance from the input digraph, we havethafD’) € ¢.

Now we reduce thé-1OB problem to the Rk-1OB problem by guessing a vertexc V(D') as a
root. Furthermore we try to find a minimadout-tree7” with £’ internal vertices withV (T)| < 2k" — 1.
This suffices for our purpose if we know that every verte¥ifD’) is reachable from the roet as in
this case Lemmia 6 is applicable.

We start with a BFS starting at the vertesm UG(D'). Let the layers created by doing BFS on
be Ly, L, ..., L. If t < [Vk], then the collectiorC, consists of(D’, k', r). Fort < v/k, the fact
thattw(D’) = O(Vk) follows from the comments later in the proof. Hence from nawards we
assume that > [vk]. Now we partition the vertex set intgv/k]) + 1 parts where the-th part
contains all vertices which are at a distance; of i([v/k]) from r for various values of. That is, let
V(D') = UgPyyq € {0, [VE]}. We defineP, = LT o i€ {o M—E@J} It is
clear from the definition of, that it partitions the vertex s&t(D’). If the input is an “yes” instance
then there exists a partitioR, such that it contains at mo%tz’%ﬂ < 2v/k vertices of the minimal

r-out-treeT we are seeking for. We guess the partitiBnpand obtain the collection

Cr(Pa) = {(D'V(D)\ P, U Z], K, 7)

Z C P, |Z| gzx/E}.

We now claim that for everyZ C P,,|Z| < 2Vk, tw(UG(D'[V(D') \ P, U Z])) = O(Vk). Let
V' =V(D'")\ P, be the set of vertices after removal Bf from the vertex set oD’. Let the resultant
underlying undirected graph & = UG(D'[V’]) with connected components, ..., C,. We show
that each connected componéhtof G’ hasO(v/k) treewidth. More precisely, every connected com-
ponentC; of G’ is a subset of at mos$t,/%k| + 1 consecutive layers of the BFS starting-atf we start
with UG(D’), and delete all BFS layers after these layers and contild8F&l layers before these layers
into a single vertex, we obtain a mino/ of UG(D’). This minorM has diameter at mo$t/k| + 2
and containg”; as an induced subgraph. Sindé&(D’) € ¢4’, we have that\/ € ¢. Furthermore,
Demaine and Hajiaghayii [14] have shown that for any fixed apeph H, every H-minor-free graph
of diameterd has treewidthO(d). This implies that thew(C;) < tw(M) < O(Vk). Notice that
since every connected component@fhas treewidthO(v/k), G’ itself hasO(vk) treewidth. Given

a tree-decomposition of widid(v/%) for G’, we can obtain a tree-decomposition of widiiv/%) for

UG(D'[V(D")\ P,U Z]) by addingZ to every bag. The collectiod, is given byugi? C-(P,). Finally

the collectionC = U,.cy (pCr-
By the pigeon hole principle we know that (D', k) is an yes instance then there exist®a
containing at most\/k vertices of the minimal tre@ we are looking for. Since we have run through all
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r € V(D') as a potential root as well as all subsets of size at migét as the possible intersection of
V(T) with P,, we know that(D’, k') has an out-branching with at ledsinternal vertices if and only
if there exists ani, »r andk’ < k such that D;, k', r) € C has ar-out-branching with at leagt internal
vertices. This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Given a tree decomposition of width for UG(D), one can solve R=IOB in time 20(wlogw)y,
using a dynamic programming over graphs of bounded trebwaislidescribed in [26]. This brings us to
the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3. Thek-10B problem can be solved in ting¥(Vklogk)  ,0() on digraphs withn vertices
such that the underlying undirected graph excludes a fixex gpaphH as a minor.

Proof. As the first step of the algorithm we apply Lemhja 8 and obtaltection C such that for every
(D,k,r) € C, tw(UG(D)) € O(Vk). Then using the constant factor approximation algorithm of
Demaine et al!/[17] for computing the treewidth oHHaminor free graph, we find a tree decomposition
of width O(vk) for UG(D) in time k°(). Finally, we apply dynamic programming algorithm running
in time (Vk)©(VR) = 20(VFlogk) on each instance i€ If for any of them we get an yes answer we
return “yes”, else we return “no”. The running time of the@ithm is bounded by

|- 90 (Vklogk) 1+ oM 90(Vklogk)  9O(VElogk) 100 90 (Vklogk) 1 p0M).

We have an additive term of°() as we apply the algorithm only on th@(k?) size kernel. This
completes the proof. O

5 Conclusion and Discussions

We have given the first subexponential parameterized #fgosi on planar digraphs and on the class of
digraphs whose underlying undirected graph excludes a §xegh H or an apex graph as a minor. We
have outlined two general techniques, and have illustriieeh on two well studied problems concerning
oriented spanning trees (out branching)— one that maxsrtize number of leaves and the other that
maximizes the number of internal vertices. One of our teges uses the grid theorem @hminor
graphs, albeit in a different way than how it is used on urtié@ graphs. The other uses Baker type
layering technique combined with kernelization and sotiesproblem on a subexponential number of
problems whose instances have sublinear treewidth.

We believe that our techniques will be widely applicable &ngdould be interesting to find other
problems where such subexponential algorithms are pesditalo famous open problems in this context
are whether thé-DIRECTED PATH problem (does a digraph contains a directed path of lengtéaat
k) and thek-DIRECTED FEEDBACK VERTEX SET problem (does a digraph can be turned into acyclic
digraph by removing at mogt vertices) have subexponential algorithms (at least) ongpldigraphs.
However, for thek-DIRECTED PATH problem, we can reach “almost” subexponential running time
More precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4. [x] For anye > 0, there isd such that thé:-DIRECTED PATH problem is solvable in time
O((1 + ¢)* - n®) on digraphs with vertices such that the underlying undirected graph exdualéixed
apex graphH as a minor.

Let use remark that simila®((1 + )*n/()) results can also be obtained for many other problems
including RLANAR STEINER TREE
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6 Appendix

6.1 Proof of Theorem2

Proof. We only give an outline of dynamic programming algorithm fdanar digraphs that given a
tree-decomposition of widtlhy decides whetheP has an out-branching with at ledsieaves in time
20()p, The rest of the proof is same as Theofém 1.

Tree collections. Let G be an undirected graph with edge defG) and letE’ C E(G). Let
S C V(G) be a vertex set separatirgf from E(G) \ E’, that is,S contains all vertices incident to at
least one edge af and at least one edge &f(G) \ E’. We consider a forest with disjoint trees on
edges ofF’ and each intersecting at least one vertes of. et us denote the collection of all such forests
F by forestsg: (.S).

We define an equivalence relatienon forestsg, (S) as: for two forestsFy, F, € F, F| ~ Fa if
there is a bijectionu : F; — F> such that for every tre& € F we have thal' NS = u(T) N S.
Let g-forests(,S) denote the cardinality of both, the quotient sefakstsg/(S) plus the quotient set
of forestsg g()(S) by relation~. In general,g-forests(S) < [S|!. In [20], the authors show for a
planar graptG of treewidthw how to decomposé& by separators of siz@(w), such that for each such
separatorS, g-forests(.S) is bounded by, Thesebranch decompositionare very closely related
to tree decompositions with width parameters bounding e#oér by constants. Thus, we can simply
talk about tree decompositions with some additional stinect

In this case we use standard dynamic programming on sucldé@@mpositiong X, T") (see e.g.
[25]) At every step of dynamic programming for each nodel'of we keep track of all the ways the
required out-branching can cross the separétoepresented by. In other words, we count all the
ways parts of the out-branching can be routed throaghin the underlying undirected graph, this is
proportional tog-forests(.S). Since an out-branching is rooted, every subtree is rodted, Thus, the
only overhead in the directed case compared to the undirestthat we have to guess for each tree
Tr in Fifits root is in S. In this case, we guess which of the verticesipfn S is the root. The
number of guesses is bounded 2¥(*) and hence the dynamic programming algorithm runs in time
O(2°W)p). O

6.2 Proof of Claim[2

Proof. Let the arcry disconnect at least two verticgsandw from r and letD’ be the digraph obtained
from D by contracting the argy. Let T be anr-out-branching ofD with at leastk leaves. Since every
path fromr to w contains the arey, T containszy as well and neither nory is a leaf ofT'. LetT” be
the tree obtained fror#’ by contractingzy. 7" is anr-out-branching oD’ with at leastt leaves.

For the converse, I&f’ be anr-out-branching ofD’ with at least: leaves. Let:’ be the vertex inD’
obtained by contracting the aig, and letu be the parent of’ in 7”. Notice that the araz’ in T” was
initially the arcux before the contraction afy, since there is no path fromto y avoidingx in D. We
obtain anr-out-branchingl” of D from T, by replacing the vertex’ by the vertices: andy and adding
the arcsux, zy and arc set§yz : 2’z € A(T') ANyz € A(D)} and{zz : 2’2 € A(T") Nyz ¢ A(D)}.
All these arcs belong td (D) because all the out-neighborsadfin D’ are out-neighbors either afor
of y in D. Finally, ' must be an internal vertex @’ sincex’ disconnectsv from r. HenceT has at
least as many leaves @S. O

6.3 Proof of Claim[4

Proof. Let T* be anr-out-branching ofD’ with at leastk leaves and containing the maximum number
of arcs from the sefl.. If A, C A(T™), then we are through. So let us assume that there is an arc
e =xy € Ac.suchthae ¢ A(T™*). Notice that since the vertices 8f are cut vertices, they are always
internal vertices in any out-branching rootedrat D. In particular, the vertices a$~, are internal
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vertices inT*. Furthermore by Clairnl3 we know thatis an end-point of exactly one arc if.. Let z
be the parent of in 7*. Now obtainT = 7\ {zy} U{zy}. Observe thal" contains at least leaves
and has more arcs from, thanT™. This is contrary to our assumption th&t is anr-out-branching of
D’ with at leastk leaves and containing the maximum number of arcs from thd sethis proves that
D’ has anr-out-branchingl” with at leastk leaves and containing all the arcs4f.

Observe that starting from amyout-branchingl” of D’ we can obtain the desiredl in polynomial
time by simple arc exchange operations described in thequeyparagraph. O

6.4 Proof of Theorem4

Proof. Let P be a path of lengttk in a digraphD. The vertex set o can be covered by at most
balls of radiusk/b in the metric ofUG (D). Let F be a subgraph af G(D) induced by the vertices
contained inb balls of radiusk/b. We claim that there is a constan{depending only on the size of
the apex graph), such thatw(F) < c- k/v/b. Indeed, becausg is apex minor-free, it contains a
partially triangulatedd - tw(F') x d - tw(F'))-grid as a contraction for somé > 0 [24]. One needs
Q((tw(F)b/k)?) balls of radiusk/b to cover such a grid, and hence to co¥ef12]. But on the other
hand,F is covered by at mogtballs of radiusk /b, and the claim follows. By an easy adaptation of the
algorithm from [18] for undirected-minor-free graphs, it is possible to find in tirA@tw () . , O i
the subdigraph oD with the underlying undirected graph contains a directed path of length Thus
these computations can be done in tipge+/v . () for some constanty > 0 depending only on
the size ofH.

Putting things together, to check ## contains a path of length (and if yes, to construct such a
path), we try all possible sets éfvertices B and for each such set we construct a grapimduced
by vertices at distance at mdstb from vertices ofB. If D contain ak-path, then this path should be
covered by at least one such sebdfalls. For each such graph, we check, if the correspondiregteid
subgraph contains/apath. The total running time of the algorithm is

O( <Z> 2ck/\/5 . nC) _ O( 2ck/\/5 . nb—i-(:)

for some constant. By puttingb = (c/(log(1 + ¢))? andd = b + ¢, we complete the proof of the
theorem. O
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