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Abstract

The study of genetic map linearization leads to a combiretbard problem, called the
minimum breakpoint linearizatioMBL) problem. It is aimed at finding a linearization of a
partial order which attains the minimum breakpoint distatw a reference total order. The
approximation algorithms previously developed for the M@oblem are only applicable to
genetic maps in which genes or markers are representedresisigegers. However, current
genetic mapping techniques generally do not specify geaadtdness so that genes can only
be represented as unsigned integers. In this paper, we #tadyiBL problem in the latter
more realistic case. An approximation algorithm is thuseflgyed, which achieves a ratio
of (m? + 2m — 1) and runs inO(n") time, wherem is the number of genetic maps used to
construct the input partial order andhe total number of distinct genes in these maps.

Index terms — Comparative genomics, partial order, breakpoint distafeedback vertex set.

1 Introduction

Genetic map linearization is a crucial preliminary step tostncomparative genomics studies,
because they generally require a total order of genes orareadn a chromosome rather than
a partial order that current genetic mapping technique$nugly suffice to provide [2,16,18, 9].
One of the computational approaches proposed for genepdingarization is to find a topological
sort of the directed acyclic graph (DAG) that representsrnpat genetic maps while minimizing
its breakpoint distance to a reference total order. It héeads to a combinatorial optimization
problem, called theninimum breakpoint linearizatioMBL) problem [2], which has attracted
great research attention in the past few yearsl[2,(3, 4, 6].

The MBL problem is already shown to béP-hard [2], and eveAPX-hard [3]. The first algo-
rithm proposed to solve the MBL problem is an exact dynamdgpmming algorithm running in
exponential time in the worst case [2]. In the same papemetgfficient heuristic algorithm is also
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presented, which, however, has no performance guaranteefirst attempt was made in/[4] to
develop a polynomial-time approximation algorithm. Uniforately, the proposed algorithm was
latter found invalid [[3] because it relies on a flawed stateiie [6] on adjacency-order graphs
To fix this flaw, the authors of [3] revised the constructioradfacency-order graphs and proposed
three approximation algorithms, two of which are based erettisting approximation algorithms
for a general variant of thieedback vertex seroblem, and the third was instead developed in the
same spirit as was done in [4], achieving a ratigaf + 4m — 4) (only for m > 2).

As we shall show in Sectidn 2.3, the above approximationrélyus are only applicable to the
input genetic maps in which genes or markers are represastsigned integers, where the signs
represent the strands of genes/markers. However, we radtéhthoriginal definition of the MBL
problem assumes unsigned integers for genes [2]. In fastjgta more realistic case. Current
genetic mapping techniques such as recombination analydiphysical imaging generally do not
specify gene strandedness so that genes can only be repssrunsigned integeis [8]. Based
on this observation, whether the MBL problem can be appratea still remains a question not
yet to be resolved.

In this paper, we study the MBL problem in the more realistis&ewhere no gene strandedness
information is available for the input genetic maps. We sedithe definition of conflict-cycle in
[3], from which an approximation algorithm is hence develdjalso in the same spirit as done in
[3,[4]. It achieves a ratio ofm? + 2m — 1) (which holds for alln > 1) and runs inO(n") time,
wherem is the number of genetic maps used to construct the inpuapartier andn the total
number of distinct genes occurring in these maps.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We first intoedsome preliminaries and nota-
tions in Section 2. In Sectidd 3 we discuss a number of basts &bout the MBL problem, which
leads to the formulation of theinimum breakpoint vertex s@¥IBVS) problem in Sectioal4. We
present an approximation algorithm for the MBL problem \na fapproximation of the MBVS
problem in Sectiofil4, and then conduct performance anatysésth its approximation ratio and
running time in Sectioql5. Finally, some concluding remaxkes made in Sectidd 6. For the sake
of consistency, we borrowed many notations from [3] and fdtghout the paper.

2 Preliminaries and notations

2.1 Genetic maps and their combined directed acyclic graph

A genetic map is a totally-ordered sequencblotks each of which comprises one or more genes.
It defines a partial order on genes, where genes within a ldoelordered before all those in its
succeeding blocks, but unordered among themselves.

Today it is increasingly common to find multiple genetic magailable for a same genome.
Combining these maps often provides a partial order witlghdri coverage of gene ordering than
an individual genetic map. To represent this partial order,may construct a directed acyclic
graphll = (X, D), where the vertex seét = {1, ...,n} is made of all the contributing genes and
the arc setD made of all the ordered pairs of genes appearing in conseduitocks of the same
genetic map.[[4,18]. Two properties can be dedutéd [3] froredtyenetic maps and their combined
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Figure 1: The construction of an adjacency-order graph@sqsed in[[3]. The symmetric arcs in
F are represented as double arrows.

directed acyclic graph: (i) if there is an arc between twoegérand; in 11, theni and;j appear in
consecutive blocks of some genetic map, and (ii)ahd; appear in different blocks of the same
genetic map, then there existslina nonempty directed path either frano ; or from j toi. See
Figurell for a simple example of constructed from two genetic maps.

We say gene is orderedbefore (resp. after) gene; by II if there exists inll a nonempty
directed path from to j (resp. j toi). We usei <y j to denote the ordering relation that gene
1 is ordered before gengby II. Unlike in [5], we assume in this paper that combining mugtip
genetic maps would never create order conflicts, i.e., wédamot have both <y j andj <y ¢
simultaneously.

2.2 The minimum breakpoint linearization problem

LetIT = (X, D) be a directed acyclic graph representing a partial ordeerg¢ed withn genetic
maps of a same genome. likearizationof I is a total order of genes = «(1) - 7(2) - - - 7(n),

i.e., a permutation ofil, 2, ..., n}, such that, for all genesy, if i <y j theni <, j. In this case,

7 is said to becompatiblewith II. LetI" denote another genome with the same set of genes in a
total order. Without loss of generality, we assume tha& the identity permutatioh 2 --- n. A

pair of genes that are adjacentsirbut not inI" is called abreakpointof 7 with respect td", and

the total number of breakpoints is thus defined astieakpoint distanceetweenr andI” [1].

Given a partial ordefl and a total ordefl” as described above, the minimum breakpoint lin-
earization (MBL) problem is defined as to find a linearizatiof II such that the breakpoint
distance between andI is minimized [2]. This minimum breakpoint distance is fuetheferred
to as the breakpoint distance betwééandI’, and denoted by, (IL, ).



2.3 Adjacency-Order Graph

In this study we adopt the definition of adjacency-order grayroduced in([3]. To construct
an adjacency-order graph for a partial order= (3, D), we first create a séti’ of vertices
representing thadjacencief the identity permutatiol by W = {i - (i + 1)|1 < i < n}, and
letV = X U W (see Figuréllc). We will not distinguish the verticeSénd their corresponding
integers, which is always be clear from the context. Thencevestruct a set of ards as

F={i-(Gi+1)—idii(i+1)—=i+l,i—=i-(i+1),i+1—i-(i+1)]1<i<n},

where the arrow— is used to denote an arc. Note that every aré¢’ihas one end il and the
otherend int. Let £ = D U F (see Figurélld). Finally, we define thdjacency-ordegraphGp
of Tby G = (V, F).

Note that inGp;, the arcs ofD may go either top-down or bottom-up. L&{G| (or only X,
if there is no ambiguity) be the set of arcsiinthat go top-down, and'[G;] (or only Y) the set
of arcs inD that go bottom-up. Formally, we may writ€|Gy| = {i — j € D |i > j} and
Y(Gn|={i—jeDl|i<j}. Itiseasytoseethdd = X UY andX NY = 0.

In [3], a conflict-cycle refers to a cycle that uses an arc fldmBY this definition, a conflict-
cycle may not necessarily use any arc fréhand all its adjacencies might still co-exist in some
linearization oflIl, as we can see from the adjacency-order gri@ghshown in Figuré 1ld. This
adjacency-order graph contains a conflict-cgler 3-4 — 4 — 4-5 — 5 — 3 (as defined in
[3]), for which both adjacencie$- 4 and4 - 5 may occur in the linearization2 5 4 3 of I1. Based
on these observations, in this study we use a different giefindf conflict-cycles as follows.

Definition 2.1 A cycle inG; is called a conflict-cycle if it contains at least one arc frofhrand at
least one arc fronY".

This new definition has wide implications for the future appmation of the MBL problem, as
we shall see latter. A quick look indicates that the examptdecmentioned above is no longer
a conflict-cycle. In Theorern_3.110, we shall prove that theaeeijcies involved in a conflict-
cycle could not co-exist in any linearization df Consequently, we need to remove at least one
adjacency from each of those cycles in order to obtain afin&@on ofI1.

Most of the following notations are already introduced[if. [3An arc between: andv is
writtenu — v, oru — 4 v if it belongs to some sedl. A path P is a (possibly empty) sequence

of arcs writtenu = *v, or u " if P uses arcs only fromi. A nonempty path() is written

asu % +v with a + sign. Acycleis a nonempty path S 4y with v = u. Given a path

P =wvy — vy — --- = vy in Gy, the following notations are used(P) = [ is the length ofP,

V(P)=Av, |0<h<I},W(P)=V(P)NW,%(P)=V(P)NX, E(P) ={v, = vp41 |0 <

h <1}, F(P)=E(P)NF,D(P)=EP)ND,X(P)=EP)nX,andY(P)=E(P)NY.

A cycle C is said to besimpleif all verticesv,, are distinct excepty, = vy, which implies that
I(C) = |V(C)| = |E(C)|. If acycleC is not simple, then it contains subcycleC’ such that
V(C') € V(C)andE(C') C E(C). In this paper, we further requi€ # C when(C' is the
subcycle ofC.



3 Some basic facts

Given a cycleC in G, we may partitioni (C) into a collection of disjoint subset$’,(C) such
that each of them can be writtenfis(i+1) | a, < i < b, }, for some integers;, andb,. We denote
such a collection of disjoint subsets with minimum cardiyddy W (C) = {W1(C), W5 (C),--- ,W;(C)}.
Note that, for every cycl€ in Gy, we havel = |W(C)| > 1 becausdl = (X, D) is a directed
acyclic graph.

Lemma 3.1 LetC be a (not necessarily simple) cycle withy (C) = {i- (i + 1) | a1 < i < by}
andWy(C) = {i- (i + 1) | a2 < ¢ < by} being two distinct elements d7(C). Then, we have
[CLl, bl] N [CLQ, bg] = (Z)

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that;, b] N [az, bs] # 0, which implies thats; < b, and
as < by. Leta = min(ay, ay) andb = max(by, by), and letW,(C) = {i- (i +1) | a < i < b}.
ForVi € [ay, by] U [ag, by], we havei € [a, b], which implies thatV;(C) U W, (C) € W, (C). Next
we show that, foivi € [a,b), we have eithei € [ay,b1) Ori € [ag,be). If i & [ay,b1), then
1 > by sincei > a; and, furthery > ay sincea, < b;. On the other hand, we have< b,
because < b = max(by,be). It hence follows that € [ay,bs) if ¢ ¢ [a1,b;). NoO matter in
which case, i.e., eitharc [a;,b;) ori € [ay, by), we can havéV,(C) € W, (C) U W,(C). Thus,
W1(C) U Wy(C) = W,(C). Consequently, we can obtain a smaller-sized partitiol/@t) by
replacing two set$l/,(C) and W,(C) of the current partitioriW(C) with one seti;(C), which
however contradicts the fact thét(C) attains the minimum cardinality. 1

Lemma 3.2 LetC be a (not necessarily simple) cycle with (C) = {i- (i+1) | « < ¢ < b} being
an element oV (C). If there exists a vertexc X(C) such that ¢ [a, b], thenC is a conflict-cycle.

Proof. We first assume that < a. Defineat = {ili > a} U {i- (i + 1)[i > a} and
a” ={ili <a}U{i-(i+1)]i < a}. Then,a™ Ua is a partition ofl”. Note that there exists
in ' exactly one arc fromu™ to «~ and exactly one arc from~ toa™, i.e.,a = (a — 1)p - a
and(a — 1)r - a — a, respectively. Suppose thétdoes not contain any arc frotki. SinceC
contains vertices in botli™ anda™ (resp.b andc), it thus contains an ar¢ — v with v € o™ and
v € a—. We must have: — v € F’; otherwiseu — v € D implies thatu — v € X sinceu > v.
Consequently, we can only have= a andv = (a — 1) - a by the definitions ofi™ anda~. So,C
uses the vertexa — 1) - a. However,W,(C) = {i- (i + 1) | a < i < b} is an element oW (C),
which, by definition, implies thaf does not use the vertéx — 1) - a; a contradiction. Therefore,
C must contain an arc fronX. Now we suppose that does not contain any arc froi. Once
again, sinc& contains vertices in botlit anda—, it thus contains an ar¢ — v with © € ¢~ and
v € at. We must have, — v € F; otherwiseu — v € D implies thatu — v € Y sinceu < v.
Consequently, we can only hauve= (a — 1) - e andv = a. So,C also necessarily uses the vertex
(a — 1) - a. As we show above, it would lead to a contradiction. Thef@must contain an arc
from Y too. It turns out thaf is a conflict-cycle.

In case ofc > b, we may defineé™ = {i|li > b} U{i-(i+ 1)li > b} andb™ = {i|i <
b} U{i-(i+ 1) < b}. Then, by using the same arguments as above, we can alsolsiding a
conflict-cycle. [ |



Lemma 3.3 Letr be a total order that contains every adjacency in the{seti + 1) | a < i < b}.
Then, either the sequeneda + 1) (a+2) --- borb(b—1) (b—2) --- ais aninterval ofr.

Proof.  Recall that an adjacenéy(i + 1) implies the occurrence of an interval eittigi + 1) or

(14 1) 4, but not both, int. We first consider the adjaceney (a + 1), for which the interval either

a (a+ 1) or (a + 1) a would occur inr. We distinguish these two cases when the next adjacency
(a4 1) - (a + 2) is considered. In the first case of the interwala + 1), in order to obtain the
adjacencya+ 1) - (a+2) in 7, the elementa + 2) can only appear immediately after the element
(a + 1), resulting in the intervad (a + 1) (a + 2). In the second case of the interval+ 1) a, in
order to obtain the adjacen¢y+1) - (a+2) in 7, the elementa+ 2) can only appear immediately
before the elemeriz + 1), resulting in the intervala + 2) (a + 1) a. Continue this process with
the remaining adjacencies in the increasing order of elé&snérwould necessarily end up with an
interval eitheta (e +1) (a+2) --- borb(b—1) (b—2) --- ainm. |

Lemma 3.4 Letr be a total order that contains every adjacency in the{geti+ 1) | a < i < b}.
Assume that there exists@y an arci; — i, € D, wherea < iy < banda < iy < b. If iy < iy
(resp.,i; > iy), then the sequence(a + 1) (a +2) ---b (resp.,b (b —1) (b—2) ---a)is an
interval of .

Proof.  The proof is given only for the case &f < i,. We know from Lemma_3]3 that con-
tains either the interval (a +1) (a+2) --- ;- dg---borb(b—1) (b—2) -+ dg--- iy --- a.
On the other hand, we have <, i,, since there exists an af¢c — i, € D. Consequently, the
intervalb (b —1) (b—2) --- iy--- i1 --- a could not appear im. |

We wish to distinguish two types of conflict-cycles. A cortflaycleC is said to be of type I if
there exist two verticegsandb in (C) suchthal/(C) = {i- (i+1) |a <i < b}U{i|a <i < b},
otherwise, it is said to be of type Il. For example, in the adjecy-order graph shown in Figire 1,
thecyclel -2 —+2-3+3—>3-4—-4—54-5—-5—-3—2-3—>2—1-2— lisaconflict-
cycle of type I, while bot -5 -3 —»>2-3 —>2and2 -4 —+4-5—-5—-3—2-3—2
are conflict-cycles of type Il. Lemmas B.5 dnd]3.6 below fedrom the above definitions in a
straightforward way.

Lemma 3.5 LetC is a (not necessarily simple) conflict-cycle of type 1. THéR(C)| = 1.

Lemma 3.6 LetC is a (not necessarily simple) cycle with, (C) = {i- (i + 1) | a < i < b} being
an element ofV(C). Then,C is a conflict-cycle of type Il iff there exists a vertex >(C) such
thatc ¢ [a, b].

By considering Lemmds 3.1 ahd B.2, we can further obtaindbefing lemma.

Lemma 3.7 LetC be a (not necessarily simple) cycle withi (C)| > 2. ThenC is a conflict-cycle
of type Il.

The first implication of our new definition of conflict-cycls that a conflict-cycle does not
necessarily contain a simple conflict-subcycle.
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Lemma 3.8 If C is a conflict-cycle of type I, then it cannot be a simple cycle.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose th@ts simple. By definition of a type | conflict-cycle, there
exist two vertices: andb such thatV'(C) = {i- (i +1) |a < i < b} U{i|a < i < b}. Since

C is simple, every vertex ifv' (C) is adjacent to exactly two distinct verticesdntherefore, every
vertex has indegree and outdegree both exactly oGekmowing that every vertex- (i +1) € W
has only two distinct adjacent vertices(y, i.e.,i and(i+ 1), we can deduce that, for every vertex
i such thate < i < b, it is adjacent to botli — 1) - i andi - (i + 1) by using arcs fron¥". And,
the vertexs is adjacent ta - (a + 1) and the vertex is adjacent tdb — 1) - b, both using arcs also
from F. Consequently¢ shall contain an arc betweenandb so that both vertices have degree
two (because any other vertices can no longer be incidemt éo@of D(C)). Moreover, this arc is
the only arc that has fromD(C), which contradicts the fact that a conflict-cycle shall eamtat
least two arcs fronD(C), i.e., at least one fronX (C) and at least one froi (C). [

Lemma 3.9 If C is a non-simple conflict-cycle of type II, then it must comtaisimple conflict-
subcycle of type Il

Proof. LetW(C) = {W;(C),W,(C),---,W,(C)}. SinceC is not simple, there exists a vertex

u used twice in it such that = u 5 *u % *u. We can further assume that X(C). Ifinitially
we haveu € W(C) such thatu = a - (a + 1), thenC uses both vertices and (a + 1) at least
twice because it uses the vertex= a - (a + 1) twice. So, we may substitute by « to write
C=ultu% +u,

LetC, = u LY andCy; = u N Apparently,C; andC, are two subcycles af, so we
write W(Cy) = {W:(C1), Wa(C1), - -+, Wi, (C1)} andW(Cz) = {Wi(Ca), Wa(Ca), - -+, Wi, (Ca)},
wherel; > 1 andl, > 1. Note that every element &V (C; ) and ofW(C,) is a subset of an element
of W(C). Below we distinguish two possible cases.

In the first case, we assume that there exist an eleméii{6f) and an element 6V (C,) (say,
Wl(Cl) = {Z . (’L + 1) | ann <1 < bll} andWl(Cg) = {Z . (’L + 1) | asn <1< bgl}, reSpeCtively)
such that both are the subsets of a same eleméit 6§ (say,W:1(C) = {i-(i+1) | a; < i < bi}).
It hence implies that; < a7 < b1; < by anda; < ag; < by < by. SinceC is a conflict-cycle of
type Il, by Lemmd 3, there exists a vertgxc >(C) such that; ¢ [a, b;]. Thus, we have both
c1 ¢ [a11,b11] ande; € [as1, ba1]. Note that the vertex; appears on the cycle eith@y or Cs. If ¢
appears oid;, thenC; is a conflict-cycle (by Lemmia_3.2). Otherwisg,must appear ofi,. By
Lemmal 3.2 once agaid, would be a conflict-cycle. Moreover, this conflict-cycle, matterC,
or C,, is of type Il (by Lemma&3]7).

In the second case, we assume that no two elemen¥8(6f) and W(C,) are the subsets
of a same element dfV(C). Consider the first elements &¥(C,) andW(C,), and write them
aSW1(Cl) = {Z . (’L + 1) | apn <1 < bll} andWl(CQ) = {Z . (Z + 1) | an < 1 < bgl},
respectively. Note thdl’; (C;) andi¥;(C,) are the subsets of two distinct elements ($&y(C) =
{i-(i+1)|ay <i<b}andWy(C)={i-(i+1)|as <i<by})of W(C), respectively). Thus,
we havelai1, bi1] C [a1,b1] and[ag;, ba1] C [az, bo] and, furthermorefayy, bi1] N (a1, bar] = 0
sincelay, b1] N [az, by] = (. It then follows that we have either ¢ [a;1,b11] Or u & [ag;, bay]. If



u ¢ [a11,b11], C; would be a conflict-cycle of type Il. i ¢ [aa1, bs1], Co would be a conflict-cycle
of type Il.

In either case above, we already show that there exists aatesubcycle of type Il forC. If
this conflict-subcycle is not simple, we may apply the abaeegss recursively, which necessarily
ends up with a simple conflict-subcycle of type ll. R

Although the following theorem appears as a verbatim adcofifheorem 4 in[[3], they are
literally not the same because conflict-cycles are definediffarent ways. Consequently, the
corresponding proof given in[3] is not sufficient.

Theorem 3.10 LetII be a partial orderGG; = (V, F) its adjacency-order graph (with = XUV
andE = D U F), andIW' C . Then there exists a total orderover, compatible witHI, and
containing every adjacency froi” iff Gy[JW' U ¥ has no conflict-cycle.

Proof. (=) Let 7 be a linearization ofI containing every adjacency & . We suppose, by
contradiction, that there exists i [/’ U X] a conflict-cycleC. Below we distinguish two cases,
depending on whethét is of type | or of type Il.

In the first case( is assumed to be of type I. By definition, there exist two ieteg andb
suchthatV (C) ={i-(i+1) |a <i < b}andX(C) = {i | a <i < b}. SinceC is a conflict-cycle,
there exists an argG — j; € X such thats < j; < i; < band an ar@, — j» € Y such that
a < iy < jp < b. By Lemmd3.4, the arg — j; implies that the sequenégb — 1) (b—2) ---a
appears as an interval af while at the same time the aig — j, implies that the sequence
a(a+1)(a+2) ---bappears as an interval of a contradiction.

In the second casé, is assumed to be a conflict-cycle of type Il. W.l.o.g, we masther
assume that is a simple conflict-cycle of type Il (by Lemnma 3.9). Lét= vy — v; — -+ —

v = vy Where all the vertices are pairwise distinct except v;. Letic =0, iy,...,0,-1,1, = [
be the increasing sequence of indices suchithat: v;, ., € D forall j such thad < j < h. Note
thath > 2 (becausgD(C)| > 2) and, for allj, we havev;, € X. Let us prove that for alj < 7,
the ordering relation;;, <. v;,,, holds. The case wheig,, = i; + 1 is easy, since the aig, —
v, 41 € D implies thatv;, <p v;,,, (by construction ofri;) andv;, <, vy, (sincer is compatible
with IT). Now, assume there are several arcs betwgeandv;, , ,, i.€.,v;,,, = v;, +mwithm > 2.
Let P = v, 11 — Vi;42 — -+ — i, 4m, IN Which all the arcs are fromi" andv;; 1, Vs, 41m € X. If
Vij+1 < Vij+mo thenW(P) = {’L (Z+1) ‘ Vij+1 <i< Uij+m} andE(P) = {Z | Vij+1 <1< Uij—i-m}-
By Lemmd3.8, the sequeneg, (vi,+1 + 1) (vi,41 +2) - -+ v;,+n, appears as an interval of If
Vij41 > Vij i, thenW (P) = {i-(i+1) [ Vi, 4m < @ < 05,41 andS(P) = {7 | vi;4m <@ < 0541}
Again, by Lemma313, the sequenge, ., (vi,+m — 1) (vi;4m — 2) - - - v;,+1 @ppears as an interval
of w. In either case, all the vertices Yy P°) therefore appear as an intervalnof Note thaty;, is
a vertex distinct fromy; _, (sinceh > 2), and from other vertices in the sEt P) as well (since
each of them is the source of an arc frénin C, wherev; , , is the source of an arc fro in C).
Consequentlyy;, cannot appear inside either of the intervals; (vi; 41 +1) (vi;11+2) -+ Vi;1m
OF Vs, 4m (Vijqm — 1) (Vij4m —2) - -+ v5;41 Of 7. Asw;; precedes;, ., in IT (and thus inr), we have
vi; =< v; foralli € [i; + 1,4; +m], and particularlyp;, < v;;_,.



In conclusion, we have;; <. v;,,, forall j < handv;, = vy, leading to a contradiction since
there is no cycle in the ordering relatien.. Therefore, the subgraghi; [V’ U Y] does not contain
any conflict-cycle.

(<) (constructive progf We use the following method to construct a linearizatiof 11
containing all adjacencies &', where the subgrapi’ = Gy[W' U ¥, is assumed to contain
no conflict-cycles. We denote By, ...,V the strongly connected components®f ordered
by topological order (i.e., if;,v € V;, there exists a path from to v; moveover, ifu € V; and
v € V; and there exists a path —* v in G, theni < j). Then, we sort the elements of each
setV; N X in descending order of integers if there exists an arc féldroonnecting two vertices
in V; N ¥; otherwise, sort them in ascending order. The resultingesece is denoted by;, and
the concatenatiop; - i - ... givesw, a total order oveE. We now check that contains every
adjacency iV’ and is compatible wittil.

Leta - (a+ 1) € W'. Verticesa anda + 1 are in the same strong connected componént
due to the arcs «<» a - (a + 1) +» (a + 1). Those two elements are obviously consecutive in the
corresponding;, and appear as an adjacencyrin

To show thatr is compatible withll, it suffices by showing that <, b holds for every arc
a — b € D. By contradiction, suppose that there exist two distinetrentsa, b € > such that
a —be Dbuthb <. a. We denote by and; the indices such that € V; andb € V;. Since
b <. a, we havej < i, and sinces — b € D (the arca — bin G' as well), we have < j. We thus
deduce that = j; thereforea andb share the same strong connected component—b € X,
thena > b anda <, b (by the construction of); a contradiction. Therefore, — b € Y, which
then implies that: < b. Sinceb <, a, by the construction of once again, there must exist an
arcc — d € X such thatc andd belong to the same strong connected componentasd b.

It hence follows that there exists a pafh from b to ¢ in G' and also a pattP, from d to a in
G'. Consequently, we obtain a cyale—y b By s —x d L2, 4, which, by definition, is a
conflict-cycle inG’; a contradiction. W

4 Approximation

4.1 Approximation of the MBL problem

To assist in solving the minimum breakpoint linearizationlgem, the above theorem motivates
us to formulate a new combinatorial optimization problemaaradjacency-order graph. Given an
adjacency-order grapfiy; = (V, E), whereV = XU W with E = DU FandD = X UY, a
subselV” of W is called éreakpoint vertex sétthe deletion of vertices ifiV” leaves the induced
subgraphG[V — W] without any cycle using arcs from bofti andY’. Theminimum breakpoint
vertex se(MBVS) problem is thus defined as the problem of finding a bpeait vertex set with
minimum cardinality. Theorein 3.1L0 leads to the followingaitary.

Corollary 4.1 The valuek of an optimal solution oMMBL (I1) is the size of the minimum break-
point vertex set of7;.



Algorithm APPROXMBL
input A directed acyclic graplil = (3, D)
output A linearizationr of I1
begin
Create the adjacency-order gra@gh = (V, F) of I1;
W" < APPROXMBVS (Gy);
W W -w"
(Vi,Va, ..., V}) « SCC-sortGp[W' U X));
fori« 1toh
p; < sortV; N %);
T {1 - J2 - fps
return T;
end

Table 1: An(m? + 2m — 1)-approximation for the MBL problem.

It implies that an approximation algorithm for the MBVS pleim can be translated into an ap-
proximation algorithm for the MBL problem with the same aati

As in [3], we denote by SCC-sdjtan algorithm that decomposes a directed graph into its
strong connected components and then topologically doetsetcomponents. Also, let sgrtle-
note an algorithm that sorts the integer elements in eacmgir connected component either
in a descending order or an ascending order, as we descrilibd constructive proof of Theo-
rem[3.10. Note that a different definition of sgrtvas used in[[3], which always sorts integers
in an ascending order. Tallé 1 summarizes the algorithmishaged to approximate the MBL
problem, APPROXMBL. It is derived from the constructive proof of Theoréni@, and relies
on an approximation algorithm for the MBVS problem that we going to describe in the next
subsection. Its correctness follows from Theofem]3.10.

4.2 Approximation of the MBVS problem

We start this subsection by introducing several more dafimst As similarly defined ir [3], a path
u Huin (X, D) is said to be ahortcutof a type Il conflict-cycle’, if:

- u,v € %(C) (we write P and@ the paths such that= v Povy & ),

- the cycleC’ = v i LN 1o is also a conflict-cycle of type I,

- W(Q) # 0 (using the shortcut removes at least one adjacency).

A type Il conflict-cycle is said to beninimalif it has no shortcut. On the other hand, a type |
conflict-cycle is said to beninimalif there does not exist another type | conflict-cycle withracst
subset ofi¥’(C). Note that the definition of shortcut does not apply to thefladrcycles of type

l. The following lemma ensures that removing minimal comtigcles is enough to remove all the
conflict-cycles.
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Lemma 4.2 If an adjacency-order graph contains a conflict-cycle, titexlso contains a minimal
conflict-cycle.

Proof. Let C be a conflict-cycle. Suppose thatis not minimal. If it is a conflict-cycle of
type |, by definition, we may find another type | conflict-cydewith |WW (C')| < |W(C)]; if it
is a conflict-cycle of type Il, we may use the shortcut to eeeatother conflict-cycl€’ of type |
also havingW (C")| < [W(C)|. Applied recursively, this process necessarily ends witirimal
conflict-cycle. [ |

Lemma 4.3 LetC be a minimal conflict-cycle. The@,is simple if and only if it is of type .

Proof. (=) SinceC is a simple conflict-cycle, by Lemnia 3.8cannot be of type I. Therefore,
C must be a conflict-cycle of type Il.
(<) By contradiction, suppose thétis not simple. Sinc€ is of type Il, by Lemmd_319, it

must contain a simple conflict-subcydfe of type Il. So, we may write = « Sy oty By,
whereu € 3(C) (see the proof of Lemma 3.9). L& = u —y u be a path with an empty arc set.

We can see thal = « & *u & *uis a conflict-cycle and thdl’ (@) # ) (since( is a cycle
of C), so the pathR is a shortcut of’. It hence leads to a contradiction tldats indeed given as a
minimal conflict-cycle. |

Let C be a cycle inGy with W(C) = {IW,(C), Wa(C),--- , Wi (C)}, whereW,,(C) = {i- (i +
1) | an < i < by}, foreachl < h < [. We call the vertices,;, andb,, thejoints of C and, in
particular,a, thelow joint. Given a vertex - (i + 1) € W(C), we say that,, andb, are the two
joints associatedo w in C if a;, < i < b,. Note that joints are also defined A [3], but not in the
same way.

Our approximation algorithm for the MBVS problem is summad in Tabld R. As we can
see, it consists of two main phases. In the first phrase, jae@aty-order graptyy; is repeatedly
induced by deleting a set of low joints of a minimal type Il 8ant-cycle until there are no more
minimal type 1l conflict-cycles (except for one case where= 1 and|W(C)| = 1). In the second
phase, the previously induced subgraph is further replyateduced by deleting the only two
joints of a type | conflict-cycle until there are no more mimintype | conflict-cycles. It is worth
noting that finding a minimal type Il conflict-cycle is quiteallenging, due to the presence of type
| conflict-cycles in the adjacency-order graph. We will diss the polynomial-time algorithms for
finding type | and type Il conflict-cycles in Subsection]|5.2.

5 Performance Analysis

5.1 Approximation ratio

If C is given as a minimal conflict-cycle of type Il, it must be simpy Lemmd 4.3. Hence, a joint
e of C has exactly two incident arcs, one belongingx(C) and the other belonging t&(C). In
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Algorithm APPROXMBVS
input An adjacency-order grapfy (V, E)
output A breakpoint vertex s&i’”
begin
W« 0;
while there exists irG [V — W] a minimal type Il conflict-cycle
if m=1and|W(C)| =1
J <+ the set of joints ot;
else
J <+ the set of low joints ot’;
W' W' ulel i ecJ};
while there exists irG;[V — W"] a minimal type | conflict-cycl€
J + the set of joints of’;
W'~ W"'u{er : ecJ};
return W";
end

Table 2: An(m? + 2m — 1)-approximation for the MBV'S problem

this case, we denote by the other vertex (rather thar of the arc fromF(C), and bye? the
other vertex (rather that) of the arc fromD(C).

As defined in|[8], for eachu € X, we denotel (u) C {1,...,m} the number of the genetic
maps in whichu appears. Clearly](u) # (). For each aree —p v € D, we usen(u —p v) to
denote the numbering of a genetic map in whicdndv appear in consecutive blocks. $0u — p
v) € I(u) N I(v). Given a minimal type Il conflict-cyclé, we extend the notatiomto each of its
jointse: letn(e) = n(e? — e) if C uses the are? — ¢; otherwise, let)(e¢) = n(e — eP).

Lemma5.1 [B] Let e — f be an arc ofD, and letu € X such that)(e —p f) € I(u). Then one
of the paths: —* u or u —* f appears in the grapl®, D).

Lemma 5.2 [B] Let C be a (not necessarily simple) cycle®@f;. Letc € X, such that there exists
a,b € 3(C) witha < ¢ < b. Then, one of the following propositions is true:

(i) C contains an ara: —x v withv < ¢ < u;

(i) C containsbotharcs+1 —pc-(c+1)andc: (c+1) —Fc.

We can further obtain the following lemma, which can be poblvg using the same arguments
as those for proving the preceding lemma.

Lemma 5.3 Let C be a (not necessarily simple) cycle@f;. Letc € X, such that there exists
a,b € 3(C) witha < ¢ < b. Then, one of the following propositions is true:

() C contains an ara; —y v withu < ¢ < v;

12



(i) C contains botharcs —p c-(c+1)andc-(c+1) - c+ 1.

Proof. Definect = {d|d > c}U{d-(d+1)|d > c} andc™ = {d|d < ¢} U{d- (d+1)|d < ¢}.
Then,ct U {c- (¢ + 1)} U is a partition ofVV. We show that when proposition (i) is false,
proposition (ii) is necessarily true. Assume that propositi) is false. Since® contains vertices
in bothct U {c- (c+ 1)} andc™ (resp. b anda), it thus contains an are¢ — v with u € ¢~
andv € ¢t U{c- (¢ + 1)}. We must have: — v € F; if otherwise,u — v € D implies
u — v € Y (sinceu < v), and proposition (i) would be true, a contradiction. Neeesy, © = ¢
andv = ¢ (¢ + 1) (because there is no arc ingoing out ofc~ into ¢™). So,C contains the arc
¢ — ¢- (c+1). Using the same argument, we can show that there is an' are v" in C with
u € {c-(c+1)}Uc™ andv’ € ¢*. Sinceu’ — v’ cannot be ir” (since proposition (i) is false) nor
in X (since these arcs go froat to ¢~), then it must be i, and we can only have = c- (c+1)
andv’ = ¢+ 1. So,C also uses the akc (¢ + 1) — ¢+ 1, and thus proposition (i) is true. W

The following two lemmas already appeared verbatimin [8¢ept that a type |l conflict-cycle
is additionally imposed here. However, due to a differeriiniteon of conflict-cycles, the proofs
as given in[[3] are not sufficiefit

Lemma 5.4 LetC be a minimal type Il conflict-cycle where three vertiees, f € X(C) are such
that

- C:uﬂ>+e—>Df&>+u;
- Each of the path#; and P, uses at least one vertex from and at least one arc from.
Thenn(e —p f) & I(u).

Proof. (We adapt the proof of Lemma 14 inl[3] to our definition of cartfitycles.) Sinc&
is a minimal type Il conflict-cycle, by Lemnia 4.3, it must benpie. By contradiction, suppose
thatn(e —p f) € I(u). Then, by LemmaZ5l1, there exists a p@&hn D connecting either

etow oruto f. In the first case, we writd> = P, and@Q = e —p f LN *Tu, and in the
second,P = P, and@Q = u Dy e f, so that there exists a cydle = u Lo+e & Hu

(resp..C' = f Loty & »f). SinceC is a minimal type Il conflict-cycle, the® cannot be
a shortcut, and with¥’(Q) not being empty, cycl€ cannot be a conflict-cycle of type II. Let
Wi(C) = {i-(i+1)a <i< b}. Thus, by Lemm&d3l6, for all € ¥(C'), we havec € [a, b], SO
that>(C') = {ila < i < b} and|W(C')| = 1. It turns out that/(C') C V(C). Note thatR does
not use any arc front, so the vertices ifi’; (C') all come from the pati®. Moreover, because the
path P is part of the simple conflict-cyclé and|W(C')| = 1, the pathP (and, the cycle€” andC
too) must use a path either—r b orb —r a. W.l.0.g, this path is assumed to be- b.

Also note thatP uses at least one arc from(C). Leta' —p b be such an arc, such that
a € %(C)andb € X(C) (i.e,a <a <banda < b <b). Ifd < b, we may write a

10ne might argue that the corresponding proofs giverin [3)ldbe sufficient since a type 1l conflict-cycle is
always a conflict-cycle according to the definition[in [3]. td¢hat, however, a minimal type Il conflict-cycle may not
be a minimal conflict-cycle as defined id [3]. Therefore, thpsoofs are still not sufficient.
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1 / / Py / . .
cycleC =a —pb =5 b —pec ) ¢ = f — Tu —p) a, which does not use any vertices
in W(P;) where the path?; = b —pp) a. Otherwise,a > b, so we may write a cycle
C'=d =>pb —F(P) a’, which does not use any verticeslii( ). In either case, we can see
thatC” is a subcycle of, implying that the latter is not a simple cycle; a contraidiat [ |

Lemma 5.5 LetC be a minimal type Il conflict-cycle, with > 5 joints. Lete and f be two non
consecutive joints af. Thenn(e) # n(f).

Proof.  (Please refer to the proof of Lemma 15[in [3], together witinbea[5.4 above.) MW

Lemma 5.6 LetC be a minimal type Il conflict-cycle with/, (C) = {i- (i+1) | a < i < b} being
an element ofV(C). Then, we have” ¢ [a,b] andb” ¢ [a, b].

Proof.  First note that: # a”. By definition, the cycle& uses an arc fron® eithera — o or

aP — a. W.l.0.g., we assume that this arais+ o«” € D(C). SinceC is a minimal type Il conflict-
cycle, it must be simple (by Lemnia #.3). Moreoviéf,(C) = {i- (i + 1) | a < i < b} € W(C)
implies thatC uses a path either —7 b or b —F a. In the current case, however, this path can
only beb —} a sinceC uses the are — a” too.

By contradiction, assume that’ € [a, 0]; further,a < a” < b sincea # a”. It hence implies
that there exists a pati’ —1 a in C. We may write a cycl€ = a — a” —7. a, for which any
vertexe € X(C') is such that: < e < b. On the other hand, by Lemrha B.6, there exists a vertex
c € ¥(C) such that ¢ [a,b]. Thus,c ¢ X(C'), so thatC' is a subcycle of. It however contradicts
the fact that is a simple cycle. This proveg’ ¢ [a, b]. By using the same arguments above, we
can also prové” ¢ [a,b)]. |

Lemma 5.7 Let C be a minimal type Il conflict-cycle witW (C)| > 2 and W, (C) = {i - (i +
1) | a <i < b} being an element 6V (C). Letc be a vertex ir.

(i) If a < ¢ < bandn(a) € I(c), thena? andc appear in the same block of the genetic map
n(a).

(i) If @ < c < bandn(b) € I(c), thenb” and c appear in the same block of the genetic map
n(b).

Proof. We present below the proof of (i) only, because (ii) can bev@dosimilarly. Since
Wi(C)={i-(i+1)|a<1i< b}, the cycleC uses either the path—r b orb —r a. W.l.0o.g.,
we assume that uses the path — b. Because:r < ¢ < b, this path goes via the vertex
SinceC is a minimal type Il conflict-cycle, by Lemnia™.6, we have ¢ [a,b]. Moreover, by
definition, W(C) shall contain another elemeWt,(C) = {i- (i + 1) | a < i < b'}, where both
verticesa’ andb’ shall be Iocated on the patf — «”. W.lLo.g., we assume that is visited
beforeb’ in the pathbD — aP Thus we may writeP the patha” —p a —r ¢ andQ the path
c—5b—pbP —*d —>Fb —* aP
Sincen(a) € I(c), a” ande (anda as well) appear in the same genetic map numbeg(ed

So, we distinguish three cases below.

14



- In the first case, there exists the pdth= o” —p cin (2, D). LetC = ¢ AL
Note that no vertex il appears inR, soW,(C) = {i- (i + 1) | &' < i < b’} must appear
as an element 6#(C'). By Lemmd 3.1, we have ¢ [a',b]. Then, by Lemm&3l& is a
conflict-cycle of type Il. Withi¥( P) not being empty, it follows thak is a shortcut o, a
contradiction.

- In the second case, there exists the path ¢ —p a” in (£, D). LetC' = ¢ & o? 5 ¢
Note that no vertex i’ appears in?, soW,(C') = {i- (i+1) | a < i < ¢} must appear as
an element ofW(C'). By Lemmd5.B, we have” ¢ [a, b], which implies that” ¢ [a, c].
By Lemmd3.6(C is a conflict-cycle of type II. WitH¥ (Q) not being empty, it follows that
R is a shortcut o, a contradiction.

- In the third casey” andc are incomparable if®, D). Since they appear in the same genetic
map numbered(a), they should appear in the same block of this map.

It can be seen that the proof of the preceding lemma also @sdtie following lemma.

Lemma 5.8 LetC be a minimal type Il conflict-cycle with/, (C) = {i- (i+1) | a < i < b} being
an element oW (C). Letc be a vertex ir.

(i) If a < ¢ < bandn(a) € I(c), thena” andc appear in the same block of the genetic map
n(a).

(i) If a < ¢ < bandn(b) € I(c), thenb? andc appear in the same block of the genetic map
n(b).

Lemma5.9 Letw = v- (v + 1) € W. Then, there exists at most one minimal type | conflict-cycle
being considered during the execution®PPROXMBVS going viaw.

Proof. By contradiction, assume thé&t andC, are two minimal type | conflict-cycles being
considered during the execution oPAROXMBVS, in this order, such that € W (C,) "W (Cs).
By definition, letW (C;) = {i-(i+1) | a1 < i < b }andW(Cy) = {i-(i+1) | az < i < by}. Since
w=wv-(v+1) € W(C)NW(C), we haven; < v < by anday < v < by. On the other hand,
because the vertice§ = a; - (a; + 1) andb!” = (b; — 1) - b; are removed whef, is considered,
they cannot appear if}, so thata; < ay andb; > by. Thus,a; < ay < by < by, so thatiV(Cs)
has a strict subset &% (C,). This, however, contradicts the fact tiiatis a minimal conflict-cycle.
|

Lemma5.10 Letw = v - (v+ 1) € W andm = 1. Then, there exists at most one minimal (type |
or type Il) conflict-cycle being considered during the execuof APPROXMBV'S going viaw.
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Proof. By contradiction, assum@ and(C, are two minimal conflict-cycles being considered
during the execution of APROXMBVS, in this order, such thaty € W (C;) N W(Cz). By
definition, letlW (Cy) ={i- (i +1) |as < i< bifandW(Cy) = {i- (i+ 1) | ax < i < by}. Since
w=wv-(v+1) € W(C)NW(C), we haven; < v < by anday < v < be. On the other hand,
because the verteX = a; - (a; + 1) is removed whel, is consideredy;, cannot appear i6i, so
thata; < as. Thus,a; < as < v < by.

By Lemma[5.9(; can only be of type Il. By Lemmia_3.7, we further know th&#(C;)| = 1
(sincea; < v < b;). So, the vertex!” = (b; — 1) - b; will be removed too whed, is considered.
Henceb, < by, sothatu; < ay < v < by < by.

Next we show that there exists a path—p v such thatu € [ay, by] andv € [ay, by]. To this
end, we distinguish two cases. In the first cadeis assumed to be of type I. By definition of
the type | conflict-cycles, there must exist a desired patbest(Cy) = {ilax < i < be}. Inthe
second case], is assumed to be of type II. &, uses the ara, — af’, then there must exist a
patha, —p by. Otherwise(, uses the aral’ — a,, then there must exist a patth —p a,. So,
we can always find a path —, v such that. € [ay, by] andv € [as, bs], regardless of the type of
Cy. We further obtaini; < u < by anda; < v < by, Sincea; < as < v < by < by. By applying
Lemmd5.8 with(Cy, u) and(C, v) successively, we obtain

- aP andu appear in the same block of the only genetic map,
- aP andv appear in the same block of the only genetic map.

Therefore,u andv both come from the same block. However, the existence of dtieip—p v
instead implies that they shall not appear in the same blockntradiction. B

Lemma5.11lletw = v - (v + 1) € W, Cy, C2 and C3 three minimal (either type | or type II)
conflict-cycles being considered during the executioApPROXMBVS, in this order, such that
w € C; NCy NC3. Denote respectively by, a; andas the low joints associated to in Cy, C, and
Cs. Then we cannot havga,) = n(as) = n(as).

Proof. By lemma[5.9,C; andC, must be conflict-cycles of type I, whereé&s could be of
either type | or type Il.

By contradiction, assume that= 7(a;) = n(as) = n(as). Verticesay, as andas are low
joints associated to = v - (v + 1), S0a; < v, ay < vandaz < v. The vertexal = a; - (a; + 1)
is removed wheit; is considered, so it cannot appearCnor C;. Thus,a; < a, anda; < as.
Similarly, we can have,, < az. LetWyi(Cy) = {i- (i +1) | a; < i < b} (resp.,Wi(Cy) =
{i-(i+1)|ay <i<by})betheelementdV(C;) (resp.,W(Cy)) that containsy = v - (v + 1).
Thus,v < b; andv < by, S0ay < by, az < by andas < b,. Then, we may apply Lemnia’.8 with
(Cy,a2), (C1,a3) and(Csy, a3) successively to obtain

- aP anda, appear in the same block of genetic mgp
- aP andas appear in the same block of genetic map

- a? andaz appear in the same block of genetic map
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Thereforeq, anda? both come from the same block of genetic mamhich contradicts)(a,) =
n (in the genetic map(as), a; andal’ appear in consecutive blocks). W

Lemma5.12 Letw = v - (v + 1) € W, C; andC, two minimal conflict-cycles being considered
during the execution oAPPROXMBVS, in this order, such thatv € C; N C, and |[W (Cy)| > 2.
Denote respectively by, anda, the low joints associated to in C; andC,, and byb, the other
joint (rather thana,) associated tav in C;. Then we cannot havwga;) = n(b1) = n(as).

Proof. By lemmd5.9(C; must be a conflict-cycle of type Il, where@scould be of either type
| or type II.

By contradiction, assume that= 71(a;) = n(b;) = n(as). As shown in the preceding lemma,
we haveu; < a, < v < b;. Then, we may apply Lemnia.7 to obtain

- aP anda, appear in the same block of genetic map
- bP anda, appear in the same block of genetic map
- a; andb? appear in the same block of genetic map

Thereforea; anda? both come from the same block of genetic maahich contradicts)(a;) =
n (in the genetic map(a,), a; anda? appear in consecutive blocks). W

Lemma 5.13 Letw € W andC the set of all the minimal conflict-cycles being considernedrd)
the execution ofAPPROXMBVS going viaw. Let.J,, denote the total number of joints being
selected in these cycles (in order to remove adjacencié®n,U,, < m? + 2m — 1.

Proof. Wewritew =v-(v+1) € W,andC = {C4,...,C,} the set of the; conflict-cycles
being considered, in this order, during the execution BPROXMBVS. In each cycl&;,, w can
be associated to a low joinf, and to the corresponding deleted vertex= v/ = vy, - (v, + 1).
We write \;, the number of joints of’,. If C, is a minimal type Il conflict-cycle, theﬁ; is the
number of low joints (and thus the maximum number of deletatices) in this cycle. Otherwise,
itis of typel, so% = 1, but the number of deleted vertices in this cycle could beoup Sincew,

is deleted whileC), is considered, we hawe, ¢ W (C,/) andv, < v,» < v, forall k" > h. Indeed,
Vu € {vy,...,v}, the vertexu - (u+ 1) belongs tdV (C,, ).

By Lemmd5.9, there exists at most one minimal type | conéijetle being considered during
the execution of RPROXMBVS going viaw. Thus, the firsy — 1 cycles must be all of type II,
while the last cycle®, may be of either type | or type Il, depending on whether a matitype |
conflict-cycle is considered or not.

Consider now the lis{n(v1),n(v2), - - - ,n(v,)). Unlike in a set, duplicate values are allowed
in a list. By Lemmd5.71, we know that no value can appear nfae twice in the list. Hence,
q < 2m. Indeed, we can further show below that 2m — 1 when\,; > 4 (i.e., whenW(C;)| >
2). By contradiction, suppose that= 2m when); > 4. So,q > 2, which implies that there
are at least two minimal conflict-cycles being considereadhdLthe execution of RPROXMBVS
going viaw. By Lemmd35.D, the first conflict-cycle, must be of type II. Let be the other joint
rather thany, in C; associated taw. Because; = 2m, by Lemmd5.Il1, we can find exactly two
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distinct vertices); andv; such that)(e) = n(v;) = n(v;) andl < i < j < ¢ = 2m. Recall that
v; andv; are the respective low joints ¢f andC; that are both associated4o So, neithew, nor
v; coincide withe (but v; might coincide withv,) and, moreovery; < v; < v; < e. By using
Lemmdb.y withCy, v;), (Cy, v;) and(C;, v;) successively, we obtain

- e andwv; appear in the same block of genetic map
- ¢P andv; appear in the same block of genetic map
- vP andv; appear in the same block of genetic map

It turns out that both; andv” come from the same block of genetic mapwhich contradicts
the fact thaty; andv? shall appear in consecutive blocks. So, this proves¢hat2m — 1 when
)\1 Z 4.

Consider now the lis{n(vy+1), n(vnt2), - - - . n(vy)). Letm; andm, denote respectively the
number of unique values and the number of duplicate valuéiserabove list (duplicated values
being counted only once). By Lemrha 5.11, we know that no vedureappear more than twice in
the list. Then, we obtain the following equation.

my + 2mo = q — h. Q)

Let us assume for a moment that > 5, i.e.,C;, has more than four joints. Let, e, e3 andey
be four joints such that, uses the path, —}, e; —} w —} e3 —7, e4. Note that eithee, = vy,
or es = vy,. And, for allh’ > h, the vertexv,, appears between joints andes, SO we may write
C =e =5 es =5 vy =7 es =7, ea = e;. Consider a joint; rather thare;, es, e3 andey,
forall i € [5,\,]. We have eithe€ = ¢; =} €2 =5 v,y —Fe3 =5 es =T e —p el — e or
C=e —hHe—fvy —5es—hHes—T el —pe — e Ineither case, using Lemrhab.4 with
three vertices),/, e; ande’”, we haven(e;) ¢ I(v,/), foralli € [5,\,] and allh” > h. In other
words, for each valug counted intom; or ms, we cannot have any joint for i € [5, \;] such
thatn = n(e;).

Consider now the listn(e1), n(es), n(es), n(es)). Letms andm, denote the number of values
(duplicated values being counted only once) in this list ipgpear or do not appear in the preceding
list (n(vnt1), n(vnsa), ..., n(vy)), respectively. First, note that ande; are two non consecutive
joints of C;,. By Lemmd5.b, we cannot hawge;) = n(e3), which implies that

ms +my > 2. (2)

Then, consider each valgecounted intan,. By definition ofm,, we have two distinct verticas
andwv; such that) = n(v;) = n(v;) andh < i < j < ¢. By using the same arguments above as in
the preceding paragraph, we can show that this valwen’t be counted intan;. It hence follows
that

ms < my. 3)

In addition, for each valug counted intan,, by Lemmad5.b, we cannot have two distinct joiats
ande; for i, j € [5, ;] such that) = n(e;) = n(e;).
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To summarize, for each valuecounted intan; or ms, there is no jointg; for i € [5, \;] such
thatn = n(e;). For each valug counted inton,, there exists at most one joiatfor i € [5, \;]
such that) = n(e;). For any other possible valug there exist at most two joints ande; for
i,j € [5, \s] such that) = n(e;) = n(e;); moreover, the total of such possibj@alues (i.e., all the
n values attained by the joints other than e;, e3 ande,) is no more tham — m; — my — my.
Based on these observations, we can deduce the followinggatey:

A —4 < 2(m —myg —my — my) + my. (4)

Note that)\, is always even. Then, by using the above Equélity 1 and Idiigsd, [3, and ¥4, we
obtain the following inequality fon, > 5:

<m— [%W 1 (5)
This inequality also holds whek, = 2 because; < 2m andh > 1. When)\, = 4, it does not
hold only wheng = 2m andh = 1. However, this condition will never be met because we have
shown above thag < m — 1 when); = 4. To summarize, the above inequality holds for all
An > 2, although it is initially derived based on the assumpticat #3, > 5. Further note that the
above inequality holds for ath > 1.

Let us assume for a moment that> 2. By Lemmd5.b, we have that, < 2m whenm > 2.
Thus,2> < min (m,m — [5] + 1) holds for all the conflict-cycles being considered during th
execution of APROXMBVS, regardless of their types.

Recall that, for a possible minimal type | conflict-cyclg the algorithm will select two joints

rather than one joint (as computed Qﬂy) By incorporating this, we then obtain (assume that
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1
Jo = max{2,%} —i—q 28
h=1
qg—1
< m+ Y min (m,m — (%W +1)
h=1
qg—1
= e S e 5+
h=1
2m—1
< m+ > (m— ]_%W +1)
h=1
2m—1 2m—1 h
= m+ > (m+1)— Y [4]
h=1 h=1

m—1
= 2m2+2m—1—<m+22 h)

h=1

= m?4+2m—1.

In case ofm = 1, by Lemmd5.70, we hawg = 1 (we assume here that at least one conflict-
cycle being considered going vig otherwise,/,, = 0). No matter whether this cycld is of type
I, of type Il with [W(Cy)| = 1, or of type Il with [W(C,)| > 2, the algorithm will select exactly
two joints only, thereby making,, < m? + 2m — 1 still true. In conclusion,/,, < m? +2m — 1
holds for allm > 1. [ ]

Corollary 5.14 Letw € W andC the set of all the conflict-cycles being considered durirg th
execution ofAPPROXMBVS going viaw. Then, the total number of verticeslivi to be removed
from cycles ofC is bounded from the above by? 4 2m — 1.

Theorem 5.15 Algorithm APPROXMBVS achieves an(m? + 2m — 1)-approximation for the
MBVS problem, wheren is the number of genetic maps used to create the input adjgeemler
graph.

Proof.  Correctness of Algorithm APROXxMBVS follows from Corollary{5.14, since the al-
gorithm removes at least one vertex from each conflict-cytlet W° = {w{,...,wy} be an
optimal solution of sizé&;, i.e., a minimum breakpoint vertex set@f;. For eachu?, the algorithm
deletes at mostm? + 2m — 1) adjacencies ot/ (by Corollary[5.1#%). Since every cycle being
considered by the algorithm goes through saniethe total size of the output solution is at most
k- (m? + 2m — 1). The next subsection shows that the algorithm can be excoufgolynomial
time. [
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5.2 Running time

The remaining question in the algorithmPAROXMBVS is whether there exists any polynomial-
time algorithm to find a minimal conflict-cycle from an indacgubgraptGy [’ U X]. Since the
algorithm considers all the type Il conflict-cycles befong &ype | conflict-cycle is considered, we
present first the algorithm to find a minimal conflict-cycletygbe Il in the below.

5.2.1 Finding a minimal type Il conflict-cycle

First of all, we can develop a procedure to determine whetlgaven cycle is a conflict-cycle (fol-
lowing the definition) and, if it is, further determine whetht is of type | or of type Il (following
Lemmd3.6). We denote this procedure by,€heck), and note that it can be executedin)
time.

Lemma 5.16 Let W' be a subset of/’. If Gz[W' U X] contains a type Il conflict-cycle, then it

also contains a type Il conflict-cycle = a LSy —7+ a such that (i)a, b, ¢ € %, (i) neither
a<c<bnorb<c<a,and (i) P and(Q are the respective shortest paths between two vertices
in the induced subgrapf;[W" uX] whereW" = W' —{(a—1)-a,a-(a+1), (b—1)-b,b-(b+1)}.

Proof.  SinceGy|[W' U ¥] contains a conflict-cycle of type II, by LemrhaB.9, it also tzons a

simple conflict-cycle of type Il. Let this simple conflictae beC’, with W, (C') = {i-(i+1)|a; <

i < by }. By Lemmd3.b, there exists a vertexc ¥(C') such that ¢ [a;,b;]. So, we have either

C =a —c—b —LaorC =a —}b — c— a. Inthefirst case, we let = a; and

b = by; in the second case, let= b; andb = a;. In both caseg’ uses the patl® = a — ¢ — b.
Recall thatC' is simple, soR won't traverse any vertices from the sz — 1) - a,a - (a +

1),(b—1)-b,b-(b+ 1)}. Itturns out that the pati is fully contained in the induced subgraph

Gu[W"uX]whereW" = W' —{(a—1)-a,a-(a+1),(b—1)-b,b-(b+1)}. Since there exists in

Gu[W"UY] an path fromu to c and also an path fromto b, we may write their respective shortest

pathsa Ly cande & b. Thus, we obtain a new cycle= a eSS —7 a. Note that the path

a 2 ¢ % b could not traverse any vertex fromthe $éi—1)-a,a-(a+1),(b—1)-b,b-(b+1)},
sothat{i- (i + 1)|a; < i < b, } is also an element AfV(C) and, moreover; ¢ [ay,by]. It hence
follows from Lemmd 3.6 thaf is a conflict-cycle of type Il. W

Based on the above lemma, we propose a procedure to detewhgtber a given graph
Gu[W' U ¥ contains a type Il conflict-cycle and, if any, to report oneisldone by conduct-
ing four tests for all triples of distinct vertices, b,c) € ¥ x ¥ x X: (i) whetherc ¢ |a, b
if @ < bandc ¢ [b,a] if b < a (taking O(n) time), (ii) whether there exist all the vertices of
{i-(i+1D]a<i<borb<i<a}inGu[W U] (takingO(n) time), (i) whether there exists a
shortest patlh 2> ¢ between: andc in G [W" U ¥] (takingO(n?) time), and (iv) whether there
exists a shortest path% b betweere andb in G[W" UY] (takingO(n?) time). If a triple{a, b, c)

passes all the four tests, then we find a type Il conflict-cgciea LS —r a. If, instead, no
triples inX x ¥ x ¥ can pass them, then we know tli&t [/’ U ] contains no conflict-cycles of
type 1. We denote this procedure by G&eed), and note that it can be executed in timéen°).
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It is worth noting that the conflict-cyclé found by the above procedure g&eeding) is
not necessarily simple. {f is not simple, by Lemm@a 3.9 we know that there must exist al@mp
type 1l conflict-subcycle of. To find it, we propose a procedure, called G&8implify(), which
works by mainly applying Cg-check) to every simple subcycle @. Note that the procedure
CC,-simplify() can also be executed (n) time.

By applying the procedures GE&seed) and CG;-simplify() successively, we may obtain a
simple type Il conflict-cycle (if any) fronGH[W’ U X]. The next lemma then tells us how to find
a minimal conflict-cycle of type II.

Lemma 5.17 LetC be a simple conflict-cycle of type Il. If it has a shortcut tlitealso contains a
shortcutR = u =% Hw ECN o such that (i)u,v € ¥(C), (i) w € %, and (iii) R, and R, are the
respective shortest paths between two verticé&imn).

Proof.  SinceC has a shortcut, let this shortcut be the pzatﬁ—> Lv (note thatu # v becaus€
is simple). By definition, we know that (1), v € %(C) , so we may writ& = v Py+u 2+, (i)

the cycleC’ = v Lyt I Hu is also a conflict-cycle of type Il, and (i} (Q) # 0.

LetW,(C") = {i- (i +1)|a; < i < by}. SinceC’ is a conflict-cycle of type II, by Lemn{a3.6,
there exists a vertex’ € %(C') such thatw' ¢ [a;,b;]. If w' is located on the patf?, then let
w = b; otherwisew’ is located on the patf®’, and we instead leiy = w'. We can see that, in
both cases, there exits {&x, D) at least one path from to w and also at least one path framto

v. Letu 2% Hw andw ELCN v denote their respective shortest paths, so we may writedtie p

R =u 1w 2 «y Thus, we obtain a new cycl®’ = v 2 +u & % . To showR is a
shortcut ofC, it suffices by showing that the cydE is a conflict-cycle of type Il, as done below.

Note thatl¥’(C') = W (C"), since neithelR nor R" use any vertex froni¥’. Consequently,
W(C") = W(C"), which implies thati - (i +1)|a; < i < b, } is also an element 6% (C"). Further
note that, no matter in which case the verteis defined, the vertex' is always in2(C") so that
w' ¢ [ay,by]. Thus, it follows from Lemm&3]6 that’ is a conflict-cycle of type [l. W

Based on the above lemma, we propose a proceﬁjtnedetermine whether a given simple
type Il conflict-cycleC is minimal and, if it is not minimal, to report a type Il contlicycle C’
with W (C") < W(C). It is done by conducting four tests for all triples of veesqu, v, w) €
2(C) x 2(C) x ot (i) whetheriW (Q) # ) whereC = v & *u S, 4y (taking O(n) time), (ii)
whether there exists a shortest path™ »w betweenu andw in (3, D) (taking O(n?) time),
(iii) whether there exists a shortest pathR—2> * v betweenw andv in (3, D) (takingO(n?) time),
and (iv) whether the cyclé = v Ly 4y By Hw KN o is a conflict-cycle of type Il by using
the procedure CG-check) (takingO(n) time). If a triple (u, v, w) passes all the four tests, then
we find a type Il conflict-cycl&’ such thatV’ (C') < W(C) (i.e., the pathy 25 % w £ *vis a
shortcut ofC). If, instead, no triples irt(C) x X(C) x 3 can pass them, then we know tltais

2The main challenge in developing such a procedure is to erbat it would not end up with a conflict-cycle of
type I.
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Algorithm FIND-A-MINIMAL -TYPE-11-CONFLICT-CYCLE
input An induced adjacency-order subgra@h[V' U Y]
output A minimal type Il conflict-cycleC
begin
C «+ CCys-seed);
C «C;
while C' # ()
C«+C;
C < CCy;-simplify(C);
C' < CCj;-reducéC);
return C;
end

Table 3: A polynomial-time algorithm for finding a minimalgg Il conflict-cycle from an induced
adjacency-order subgragh;[W' U X]. Note thatGy[W' U Y] = G if W' = W,

already minimal. We denote this procedure by,&€ducé), and note that it can be executed in
time O(n®).

We present in Tablg]3 the algorithm used to find a minimal tyipeohflict-cycle from an
adjacency-order (sub)graph. Note th&{C’) < W (C) holds after each execution of thehile
loop, so that thevhile loop cannot be repeated more tharimes. Thus, we can see that this
algorithm can be executed n(n%) time.

5.2.2 Finding a minimal type | conflict-cycle

The algorithm APROXMBVS starts the search for the minimal type | conflict-cyoldy when
there are no longer any type Il conflict-cycles containetiéstubgraple’; [’ U], The following
lemma assists us in developing an algorithm to find a minigyzé t conflict-cycle fromGy[W' U
Y.

Lemma 5.18 Let1' be a subset dfi’. If G;[IW' U Y] contains a type | conflict-cycle, then it also
contains a type | conflict-cyclé = a; = by — Qg 2, by —7 ay such that (i) the arcs; € X
ande; € Y, (i) V(C)={i-(i+1)]a<i<blU{i|a<i<b}wherea = min{a,b,as, by}
andb = max{al, b17 as, bg}, and (|||) D(C) = {61, 62}.

Proof. SinceGn[W' U X contains a type | conflict-cycle, by definition, it shall useecarc
ep =a; — b € X,onearce; = ay — by € Y, and all the verticesofi - (i +1) | a < i <
b} U{i|a < i <b}ifweleta = min{ay,bi,as,b} andb = max{ay, by, as, by }. With these
arcs and vertices, we are able to construct a desired typ#llatecycleC through a case study, as
illustrated in Figuré2. MW

Based on the above lemma, we propose the following algorithfiind a minimal type |
conflict-cycle (if any). For all pairs of arc&;,e;) € X x Y, wheree; = a; — b; € X and
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(1) (6)

Figure 2: A conflict-cycle of type | can be formed for each of #ix general cases as follows:
(1) a] —x b1 —>*F bg —p Ay —y bg —>*F b1 —F a1, (2) a1 —x b1 —Fr a1 —>*F s —y

bg —F Q2 —>}<7 aq, (3) a1 —x bl —F Q2 —y b2 —)*F bl —)*F bg —F Q1, (4) a1 —x bl —F

a9 —>}<7 aq —)*F as —y b2 —F A1, (5) a1 —x bl —F Q1 —F bl —)*F Ao —y b2 —>}<7 aq, (6)
a1 —x b1 —>*F Ao —y bg —p Ay —F bg —); aq.

ey = ag — by € Y, first computer = min{ay, b1, as, by} andb = max{ay, b1, as, b2} and then test
if there exists a path — b from a to b using arcs all from¥' (each taking)(n) time). Among all

those pairs that passed the test, the one that attains thlestwalue of(b — a) will be returned as
a minimal type | conflict-cycle. Note that this algorithm da@ executed i (n°) time since the
total number of arc pairs is no more th@n*).

Consider now the whole execution of the algorithrRPROXMBVS. Note that twowhile
loops of APPROXMBL cannot each be repeated more thatimes because we delete at least one
vertex inF' for each minimal conflict-cycl€ to be considered. Therefore, the algorithrRrROX
MBVS (and hence Algorithm APROXMBL) can be executed i®(n") time. The main result of
this paper thus follows (the approximation ratio followsrfr Theoreni 5.15).

Theorem 5.19 AlgorithmAPPROXMBL achieves an approximation ratio ¢fn? + 2m — 1) for
the MBL problem and runs i®(n") time, wherem is the number of genetic maps used to create
the input partial order ancdh the total number of distinct genes appearing in these maps.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied the MBL problem in its origiveision, i.e., it assumes that gene
strandedness is not available in the input genetic mapsoWelfthat the approximation algorithm
proposed in[[B] for the MBL problem is not applicable here dee it implicitly requires the
availability of gene strandedness. Therefore, we reviseddefinition of conflict-cycle in the
adjacency-order graphs, and then developed an apprormeltiorithm by basically generalizing
the algorithm in[[8]. It achieves a ratio ¢fn? + 2m — 1) and runs inD(n") time, wherem is the
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number of genetic maps used to construct the input partigrand. the total number of distinct
genes in these maps. We believe that the same approximationatiso applies to the special
variant of the MBL problem studied in 3], thereby achieviag improved approximation ratio
over the previous ongn? + 4m — 4) given in [3]. In the future, it is very interesting to invegdite
whether arO(m)-approximation can be achieved for the MBL problem.
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