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The edge-digoint path problem on random graphs by message-passing
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We present a message-passing algorithm to solve the edgetmth problem (EDP) on graphs incorporat-
ing under a unique framework both traffic optimization anthgangth minimization. Thenin-sumequations
for this problem present an exponential computationaliodsie number of paths. To overcome this obstacle we
propose an efficient implementation by mapping the equatmro a weighted combinatorial matching prob-
lem over an auxiliary graph. We perform extensive numesgalulations on random graphs of various types
to test the performance both in terms of path length minittomaand maximization of the number of accom-
modated paths. In addition, we test the performance on beathinstances on various graphs by comparison
with state-of-the-art algorithms and results found in flerdture. Our message-passing algorithm always out-
performs the others in terms of the number of accommodatéts pghen considering non trivial instances
(otherwise it gives the same trivial results). Remarkatblg, largest improvement in performance with respect
to the other methods employed is found in the case of bendsméth meshes, where the validity hypothesis
behind message-passing is expected to worsen. In these ease though the exact message-passing equations
do not converge, by introducing a reinforcement parametfrte convergence towards a sub optimal solution,
we were able to always outperform the other algorithms witkak of 27% performance improvement in terms
of accommodated paths. On random graphs, we numericalgradswo separated regimes: one in which all
paths can be accomodated and one in which this is not pos$ifdelso investigate the behaviour of both the
number of paths to be accomodated and their minimum totgtten
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FIG. 1: An instance of the EDP problem over a 3-regular randcaph ofV = 20 andM = 6: examples of solutions of the

unconstrained (left) and optimal (right) EDP problem asptiiyed. In the latter, the purple communication is redé@elong

a longer path to avoid edge-overlap. The yellow one has twaest paths of equal length (degeneracy) in the unconstai
case, but once EDP is enforced this degeneracy is brokenrgydrmee of the two is optimal (right).

I. INTRODUCTION

The optimization of routing and connection requests is drte@main problems faced in traffic engineering and communi-
cation networks[[1]. The need to deliver Quality of servi®8) [2/ 8] performances, when transmitting data over a oetw
subject to overload and failures, requires both efficiaaffir management and resource optimization.

Some aspects of these problems can be formalized using teedisioint path (EDP) problem. This is a constrained opti-
mization problem that is defined as follows. For a given nekvwand a set of communication requests among pairs of users,
the EDP consists in finding the maximum number of commurooatihat can be accommodated at the same time, under the
constraint that different paths cannot overlap on edgeseber, the additional requirement of minimization of tb&at path
length can be considered. Apart from a purely theoretidat@st[4], the EDP finds a wide range of applications: in varge-
scale-integration (VLSI) design, in admission control aivtbial circuit routing and in all-optical networks. In VIL8esign it is
required to route wires on a circuit avoiding overlaps, glaith minimizing the length of the wire5|[5, 6]. In admissicontrol

and virtual circuit routingl[7=9] one needs to reserve inatbe a given path for each communication request so thatthace
communication is established no interruption will occuhisThas applications in real-time database servers, kegke video
servers|[10-12], streaming data and bandwidth reserviatiecommunication networks [18-16] and in parallel superpatars.

All these applications require high quality data transmis@and full bandwidth exploitation. Routing via edge disjgpaths
allows for an efficient bandwidth allocation among usersaose overlap avoidance means full bandwidth exploitatioeath
single user. An area that has attracted particular attemiche last decade is communication transmission in ditapnet-
works. Along an optical fiber different communications canbe assigned the same wavelength to transmit data. Mareove
a unique wavelength must be assigned on all the edges adatinighio the path assigned for a given communication. Rgutin
communications under the above two requirements definertitdgm of routing and wavelength assignments (RWA) in this
type of networks[[17]. These two constraints suggest thatategy that iteratively builds edge disjoint paths saing could
allow for a more efficient bandwidth management, namely bgguan overall smaller number of wavelengths. This leaves
available the remaining ones (according to the edge cap&aibe used either by new users entering the network or byvaip
current users to exploit higher bandwidth. This strategyihdeed been applied using greedy [18] and genetic algosi{i9]

with performances comparable to other methods based ayeinlieear programming, graph coloring or bin packing.

The EDP is classified among Karp’s NP-hard combinatoriabjems &b 1]. Defining the approximation ratio of a given
algorithm as the ratio between the result obtained in tercosf/profit by the algorithm and the optimal one (or viceaeads-
pending on what order gives the maximum ratio), the EDP grolis hard to approximate in the worst case; it has been proved
that even an approximation with ra@(m%‘s) is NP-Hard. The best known approximation ratio for the nendf accomodated
paths isO(min{n%3, vm}) [24,/23] wheren andm are the number of nodes and edges in the graph, respectiegiative results

on worst-case inapproximability did not stop progress auriséc approaches. The problem has been studied intengdyaw
variety of classical techniques: heuristic greedy algoni Eﬂq, elaborated strategies using bin pg{&#y, inte-
ger/linear programming relaxationis [26-29], post-optiation [30], Montecarlo local search [31], genetic alduris [32-34],
particle swarm optimizatiof [85] and ant colony optimipat{36], among them.

In this paper we propose a distributed algorithm to solveBB& problem based on message-passing (MP) techniques (or
cavity method)[37]. This method has been extensively eggaldo address problems in spin glass thelory[[38—40], coatdiial
optimization [41] and more recently in routing problems @tworks [42-45]. The evaluation of the equations at the obtiee
MP technique requires, for each vertés the underlying graph, to solve a local combinatorialmitiation problem, performing
a minimum over a set which is exponentially large in the nunadi@eighbors of. We propose an efficient method to perform
this calculation, by mapping it into a minimum-weight ma roblem on a complete auxiliary graph with vertices ie et
0i of neighbors of, that can be solved by classical algorithms [46]. With tlisstruction, each iteration of the MP equations
can be computed in a time which is polynomial in the numberapp edges (and linear in average for sparse random graphs).
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The MP algorithm is tested on computer-generated instasfaiBerent classes of random graphs to study the scalinggaties
with the system size and to compare the performances agajnsedy algorithm. We also considered the EDP problem oesom
benchmark instances found in the literature, for which welddcompare the message-passing results with those obtasieg
other types of algorithms: greedy, ant colony optimizafig&j and Montecarlo local search [31].

The paper is organized as follows. In Secfidn Il we define th® Bptimization problem, for which we present the message-
passing equations in Sectibnl I11, together with the mapping matching problem that simplifies their actual impleragan.
Sectior 1V reports the results of simulations on random lgsaand the scaling of the relevant quantities with the systize
while the comparison between the performances of the megsagsing algorithm and other methods is discussed incdB&dti
Conclusions are given in SectibnlVI.

Il. THE EDGE-DISIOINT PATHS PROBLEM

Given a network and a set M communications requests between pairs of senders andees;ghe standard EDP consists
in finding the maximum number of accommodated paths whichrarteially edge disjoint. In the applications described i th
Introduction, the length of the communication paths is angjtyathat, directly or indirectly, affects the overall trsmission
performances, in terms of transmission delays, infragirecost and network robustness. We take into account spisca by
considering the Minimum Weight Edge Disjoint Paths (MWERPR)blem, a generalization of the EDP problem that combines
in a unique framework both path length optimization and atig@intness. An instance of the MWEDP problem is defined by a
grath(W &), Where(V denotes the set of nodes afids the set of edges, by an assignment of edge weightsat we assume
We denote byr,, a path, i.e. a set of consecutive edgess, that connects a sendS/r‘ W|th the corresponding receivBf. The
optimization problem consists in findirfg pairwise edge-disjoint pathg, while minimizing the total edge weight, w(r,),
wherew(n,) = ¥ ecr, W(E).

The classical EDP problem could be trivially recovered tsigring zero weight to all edges &(V, &) and a positive cost
to each communication that is not accommodated. Alterelgtiany solution of the MWEDP problem can be reinterpreted a
solution of the classical EDP problem by slightly modifyiting original instance of the gra(V, &) by introducing an extra
edge between each pa®4, R*) with sufficiently large cost, such that the algorithm costill always find a solution possibly
using these expensive extra edges. By construction, th@teach of thesé extra edges should be larger than the maximum
possible weight a single path can take. Then the solutiohefttassical EDP problem is obtained from any solution of the
MWEDP problem by discarding the paths passing through tlra exiges. In the present paper, we keep information abdiut pa
length minimization by assigning unit weights (iw; = 1,V(ij) € &) to the original edges of the graj@(V, &) and a fixed
cost|&| + 1 to the extra edge added between each &Lrl‘{”)

We introduceM-dimensional vanablets, = (It MY with entnesl € {+1, 0} representing the communication passing
along an edge:

ijoee IJ

1, if communicatioru passes fromto j,
Iﬁ ={-1, if communicatioru passes fronjtoi, (1)
0, otherwise

We call these vectomsurrentsas they must satisfy current conservation at each n@diechhoff law):

DA =0, Vu=1...,M, @)
jedi

where we defined for each nodend each communicatigna variableA!' such that
1 ifi=8
A =10-1 ifi=R, ®3)
0 otherwise

The constraint of edge-disjointness specifies that for edde (j), at most one of" is non-zero, therefore each vectqrcan

be parametrized by a variable takiniy12- 1 different values. Notice that the set of varlab{les(.J)EE completely specifies the
state of the network. In this multi-flow formalism, the MWEIPRoblem is a combinatorial optimization problem in whicle th
global cost functiorC({lij}) = ¥(j)ce Wij f(||I.J||) depends additively on the total net currghfll = 3, |I"| along the edges, and
the edge-disjointness is ensured by defining

(o, iflli=0
g =42 if iyl =1, )
+oo, i |Ilijll > 1,



FIG. 2: The modified cavity grapByij;.

Wherell”l = 0,1 denotes the absolute vaIueIQf Thus conﬂguraﬂons with more than one communication pgsaiong an

edge have infinite cost and, in the case of unit weights, tia¢ ¢ostC({1;;}), if finite, represents exactly the total path length, i.e.
the number of edges traversed by paths.

I11. THE MESSAGE-PASSING ALGORITHM

On a tree, the optimization problem defined in Béc Il can beesbéxactly by iteration using the following message-passi
algorithm. Let us assume th@tis a tree and consider the subt@g; defined by the connected component of G \ (ij) (see
Figure[2). We defm&.,(l.J) to be the minimum cogE({l;;}) among current configurations that satisfy Kirchoff’s lagrsall
vertices ofGpjj) given that we fix an input (or output) extra currdpjtentering (or exiting) node Because of the absence of
cycles, itis possible to write a recursive equationEgras a sum of cost contributions coming from neighborisothe subtree,
plus the single cost contribution due to the curtgrpassing along edgéjf. We call these quantitieés; (li;) messages and they
verify themin-sunrecursion relatior [39]:

Eij(li) = _ min {Z Eki(m)}+ () (5)

{lxi}lconstraint kEf)i\j

whereconstraintis the Kirchhoff law at nodé anddi denotes the neighborhood iof This relation is exact for trees and can
be considered as approximately correct for locally tree-iraphs, such as sparse random ones [37, 39], where tiomsla
between neighbors of a given node decay exponentially. @nealevelop further this recursion to obtain a set of threesyf
message-passing equations, one for each type of nodeyii.eadh value of\)'. A fixed point of these equations can be found
by iteration from arbitrary initial values for the messagesil converg_ence Then, one can collect at each edge tloening
and the outgoing converged messages to find the optimal coafign{l;; iYiieE such that:

I, = arg mirT{Eij(B +Ej(-1) - f(Ill_Il)} (6)

where the last term is subtracted to avoid double countintbe€ost of the single edgg ).

A. Themappinginto a weighted matching problem.

The min-sum algorithm as ifil(5) presents a computationdmstck coming from the fact that for each output curtgrthere
is a large number of possible neighborhood’s configuratibiisesi\j that are consistent both with the edge-disjoint constsaint
and with Kirchhoff's law. In the calculation of the minimum {5) one needs in fact to consider all possible combinatidns
paths entering and exiting node¢he number of such combinations grows exponentially withdegree of node Nevertheless,
the calculation can be performed efficiently by reducing & tmaximum weight matching problem [46] on an auxiliary vireégl
complete grapls;. The nodes oG] are the neighbors € di and the (symmetric) weights matr@will be defined as

Qu =- ll”‘ﬂln {Exi(v) + Eii(-v)} + Exi(0) + E;i (0) (7)
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FIG. 3: Mapping into a weighted matching problem. Left: mtediate step wher@; is built. On the leftmost part we show an
example of several communications passing aléjjgafd exiting along the remaining neighbérs oi \ j. Right: the final
step whereﬁi’j’I is built; the best configuration around nadehen the blue current passes throughis given by the minimum
weighted matching on the complete auxiliary gr&ﬁrﬂ. Edges red and green represent the best matching, i.e. ifigu@tion
where two other communications enter/exit neighboris\off

whereEw(v) = Ew(lk) with I’k‘I = 6, forv > 0, I’k‘I = -6,, forv <0 andl’k‘I = 0 for v = 0. Notice that this notation maps the
M-dimensional vectorg; to the 2V + 1 possible current configuratiomsallowed by the edge-disjointness constraint along a
given edge. The computation of mat that require€D(Mk?) operations, should be performed only once at the beginsfing
the update routine for node= G. _

Consider now a neighbdre i and a giveru passing through edgéj), we want to updaté;j(lij). Assuming to know the
other verteX € di\ j where the current entering (resp. exiting) nodecan exit (resp. enter), then the least costly configuration
in the remaining neighborhood is given by

q=-My+ > E(0) ®)
keadi\{j,l}

whereMj is the maximum weight of a matching on a complete gr@fjhwith k — 2 nodes, built fronG; by removing nodes
j andl (and all their incident edges). Recall that a matching istsstiof edges cﬁ;i’j’l that do not share any vertex[46]. This is
indeed equivalent to assigning to some of the remainingpdineighboring nodes currents [-M, ..., M] that enters through
one of them and exits through the other, such that the ovewsatl of the configuration is minimum. The key point is that the
matching condition, i.e. the fact that edges in the soluencannot have a vertex in common, in our problem transiates
the condition of forbidding edge overlaps. Hence, thankthi® auxiliary mapping, we are able to reduce the computaifo
the update rule for the MP equations of the edge disjoint pedhlem to the solution of a standard (polynomial) comlonat
optimization problem, i.e. maximum weight matching. In trig[3 we give a diagrammatic representation of the mapping.
Note that in the maximum matching problem, edges in the igpaph with negative weight can be simply removed. Notice
that the neighboring curremtcan also be a priori equal foin this algorithm, because the configurations whegpears in
more than one pair of edges will be eliminated in the minirtiaracalculation as they have higher cost in our formulatibine
minimum weight is thus independent@fi.e. of which message we are updating, a fact that allowsaiad the complexity of
the algorithm by a factoM.

Finally one needs to minimize ovkegiven the matrixg™":

Eff ) = min £} () + 4"} + c(0) ©

wherec;j(u) is the cost of edgef), that in our case is 0 j = 0 and 1 otherwise. We can notice that in order to evaluate each
term inside the brackets we need to perform a matching opditioin on each of thek(— 2)-node complete grapt@l'j’I built
V1 € 8i\j. Each of these matching routine has complegiti® logk) [47] and there ar©(k?) possible combinations gfand

[. Reminding that we first need to evaluate the weight ma&ithe overall complexity of this algorithm will be:
O(K® logk + MKk?)

which is polynomial in the variabldsand M. Once we have performed this whole procedure, we get allrifogrnation we
need to calculate theN + 1 update messagE%’fl(u), for eachj € di, adding a ternO(kM) to the final complexity (which is
nonetheless negligible compared to the previous two).

The case of: = 0, in which no current passes through edggregardless of what happens on the other edges, is addressed
by calculating a matching on thk+{ 1)-node complete graph composed of all nodes) i\ j. If i is either a sender or a receiver,
i.e. Al e {+1} for a givenu € [1,..., M], the same computation can be performed provided that aifiay>node, indexed by
the communication label is added to the original grafh and connected to nodgsuch that its exiting messages will be fixed
once at the beginning in the following way and never updagy) = - if 0 < v = y (sender) or G< —v = u (receiver), and
E.i(v) = +o0 otherwise.



B. Theroleof reinforcement.

In order to aid and speed-up convergence of the MP equatiemsised a reinforcement techniqliel[48, 49], in which a set
of external local fleId$1t (n) = Et (u) + Et i(=1) — cij(u) act on the messages gradually biasing them to align witinsledves.
The reinforcement is mtroduced by promotmg edge costsetmime communication-dependent quantities defined aslinea
combinations of the cost at the previous time-step and théoreement local fields:

Hl(:u) = C”(:u) + 'Ythu(/“l) (10)

with c° (1) = cj. This cost will then be inserted into equatidn (9) to repltieetermcij(x). This has the effect to lead the
messages to converge faster, gradually bootstrappingy#iters into a simpler one with large external fields. In pEctve
choosey; = tp and one has to choose the growth rate &y tuning the reinforcement parameterthat controls the trade-off
between having a faster convergence and reaching a bdtiéoro We testegh on instances on three types of graphs to finally
choose to fix it tgp = 0.002 in the rest of the simulations. In Figlile 4 we could natlie this value achieves comparable results
(inset) in terms oM,cc/M to lowerp in less time.

In Figure[B(left) we report the number of converged instar(eeer 100 realizations) for standard MP (without reinésnent)

on four types of random graphs (as described in the nextosgcind fixed sizé/ = 1000 and average degréde = 3. The
convergence failure of the standard MP increases consilyeséth M/V until it reaches a peak value, then it decreases. On the
contrary, when reinforcement is used, convergence is awakieved in less than 100 steps (right panel).
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FIG. 4: Reinforcement performance. Number of iterationetch convergence as a function of reinforcement parameter
BRITE graphs AS-BA217 (V=100) witiv = 25,40, blrand1 (V=500) witiM = 125 and mesh 15x15 withl = 22. Inset: the
number of accomodated pathb,. is substantially unchanged in the range of parameter valogsr study.

IV. RESULTSON RANDOM GRAPHS

First, we tested the MP algorithm on various types of randoaplgs, with fixed siz&/ = |V| = 1000 and average degree
(ky = 3,5,7: regular random graphs (Reg), Erdés-Rényi random grépR) [50], random graphs with power-law distribution
(SF) [51] and a set of graphs (RER) obtained adding edgegpémdtently with probability starting from ako-regular random
graph (for largeV, the final average degree of such graph&js= ko + d, with d = pV). We compared the performance
with a multi-start greedy algorithm (MSG) [36]. This hetigsalgorithm calculates paths by iteratively choosingan(om)
communicationy, finding the corresponding shortest path and removing tgestelonging to the path from the graph. The
process is repeated until either there are no paths left toited or no communications can be accommodated anymore in
the graph. The multi-start version repeats the same proeedgiven number of times and keeps the best solution in terms
of Mg, the number of accommodated paths. A bounded-length we[@} of MSG has been used to develop an iterative
algorithm to solve the RWA using EDP in [18]: its performamaes comparable to the one obtained using a linear progragimin
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FIG. 5: Left: Fraction of instances in which convergencedtad MP fails (reinforced MP always converged in our
experiments). Right: number of iterations for convergdncstandard MP and reinforced Mp € 0.002) in case of random
graphs ofv = 1000 andk) = 3 as a function oM/V. Notice how the reinforcement term, besides ensuring cgevee,

greatly improves the convergence time.

solver on graphs of small size¥ (< 40) but with faster execution times. This makes it suiteddddsted on larger graphs. A
disadvantage of the greedy method is that it relies heawithe order in which communications are accommodated (gdads

the information about sender-receiver pairs other tharottes already accommodated). The difference in the perfocesa

of the message-passing and greedy algorithm could thendzbtasassess the relevance of local information usage in such
optimization problem. We tested both the standard mudtitsind the bounded-length version but we found equal ewuth

the first being slightly faster, in our tests, in terms of axan times. Thus we decided to use the standard MSG in our
simulations. First we compared the results in terms of nurabaccommodated pathid,c. by calculating the ratid/,cc/M. In
Figure[® we show the behavior d,../M for each type of random graph akd= 10°, (k) = 3 using MP, reinforced MP and
MSG. Both MP versions perform better than MSG, with the staddMP giving better results. The corresponding results for
(k) = 5 are similar (not reported) but the valig../M < 1 is reached at higher values lgif/V and standard MP and MP with
reinforcement give almost always the same solutions. The(ga = 7 is not reported because, given the high number of edges,
the solutions are often trivial (i.eMacc/M = 1), a part from the case of SF graphs where we have indtgadM < 1 due to the
presence of many small degree nodes. We also studied thpathtdength as a function &fl/V for the solutions, obtained with
the different algorithms. We consider the ratio betweertdted path lengths obtained with greedy and MP for solutiavghich

the numbemM,.. of accommodated path is the same. In Figure 7 we can see thalW&iys outperforms the MSG algorithm
for all types of graph under study. The results for the SF lgraiph (k) = 7 are quite different from the other graphs: both for
MP and MSG the ratio departs from 1 at rather small valued Af, possibly because the maximum number of accommodated
paths is limited by the existence of many small degree ndugsitt as bottlenecks, preventing the use of many alteenadige-
disjoint routes. The scaling behavior of the fraction W,../M of unaccommodated communications and the average total pat
lengthL/V of accommodated paths with the system size in the solutibtared using the MP algorithm is shown in Figlte 8
for regular random graphs and ER random graphs. These tjeaatie plot as functions of the scaling variable MlogV Note

that when paths do not interaatjs a measure the total path length per site, as the averagéepat is proportional to loy.

In the top panels, two regimes are visible: for smakll communications can be accommodated, whereas at sdoexdhe
curves for different values &f depart from zero. This behavior can be interpreted as a SABAT transition, in analogy with
the terminology of constraint-satisfaction problems [4fje collapse of the curvésV for different values o¥/ is very good in

the region in which all paths can be accommodated. On theargnin the UNSAT region, the curves for different sizes @t n
collapse anymore, though the relative difference betwkemtseems to decrease by increasing the system size, andvis c
for the largest graphs analyzed € 800Q 10000) are almost superimposed. We argue xhatthe correct scaling variable in
the limit of infinitely large graphs, and the observed misthatould be due to finite-size effects. The change of slopien t
roughly linear behavior of the average total lengtv is motivated by the fact that in the SAT region, all commutiaras can

be accommodated at the cost of taking longer paths with cespéhose actually accommodated in the UNSAT region.
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FIG. 6: MP vs greedy performance. We plot the performancerim$ ofMac/M for (from top to bottom) regular, RER, ER
and SF graphs of fixed siaé = 10° and average degrék) = 3. Error bars are smaller than the size of the symbols.

V. COMPARISONWITH OTHER METHODS

A comparison between the performances of the MP algorithdnthose of alternative algorithms proposed in the litemtur
[31,[36] is reported in Tab@ I. As benchmark instances weluseo internet-like topologies generated using the BRITa&ph
generator|[53] with parameters set as|inl [36]; mesh graplsizes 15x15 and 25x25, Steiner and planar graphs as reported
in [31]. For each of these graphs we used the same set of sexwgver pairs of sizé1 = 0.10V, 0.25V, 0.40V used in [311].

For each of these instances we ran the MP, MP with reinforoéared MSG algorithms 20 times and collected the average,
minimum and maximum number of accommodated pshs along with the average computational time in seconds. Allits
are reported in Tabl[é I.

A. Other optimization methods.

A part from the multi-start greedy, we used as comparisonrwoe structured algorithms. The first one is an Ant Colony
Optimization metaheuristi¢ [86]. This method builds an E&@ffution incrementally from partial solutions provided &yset
of M ants. Each ant generates a path for a given communicatiomgpkobabilistic decisions during the construction steps
These are made by processing local information modelgzhasomoneanformation provided by other ants. The advantage
of this method is to divide the EDP in subproblems and to usallmformation. The drawback is that it relies on several
parameters that need to be carefully tuned in order to haensitive solution. Moreover the computational time inses
considerably with the system size. The second algorithnMsmtecarlo-based Local Search[[31], that uses as main Marite
step a path rewiring based on rooted spanning trees. Unfately the running time grows rapidly with the system sizakimg
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FIG. 7: Length performance. We plot (left) the relative penfiance of MSG over MP in terms of total length of the solution
paths:y = 100(Lg/Lmp — 1). HereLg andLyp denote the total path lengths calculated with MSG and MPeesely. We use
Reg, RER, ER and SF graphs of fixed size- 10° and average degreék) = 3,5, 7 (from top to bottom). On the right we
report the number of instances where the two algorithms fidsame solution in term &fl,c./M over 100 realizations.

it computationally expensive when used on large graphsulResre reported in Tab[é 1. Finally, we performed simwlatiising
the multi-start greedy heuristic described above.

B. Results.

In Table[] we report the performance comparison in termblgf. between the two versions of MP (with and without rein-
forcement) and the other 3 types of algorithms. The mespagsing always performs equal or better than the other rdstho
Surprisingly the best performances are given for meshepkmar graphs, where we would expect the failure of MP due to
the existence of short loops. What we find instead is that) éveugh the standard MP converges in few of these instances
on meshes, the version with reinforcement always finds aiealthat is always better than the other algorithms. Thedar
performance gap is seen on larger set of commodities an@bgygphs. Performance improvement reaches 27% with respec
to LS, the best one between the other algorithms tested. arhe sonsiderations can be made in the case of planar graghs. W
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FIG. 8: Finite-size effects. We plot1d M,/M (top) and the total length per notl¢V (bottom) for Reg (left) snd ER (right)

graphs as a function of the scaling variaﬁﬁ%ﬂ. We can notice the finite-size effects decreasing with sysi@e leading to

the curves corresponding to the biggest grayprs800Q 10000 to almost superimpose. Note that in the SAT phase tak to

length grows linearly in loy for all system sizes as expected but in the UNSAT phase thghgreplit. Error bars are smaller
than point size.

claim that this gap would increase with system size, but tinfately the size of benchmark graphs remains limiteéd £0500.
Moreover these alternative algorithms do not consider [eathth optimization, thus we cannot compare the performavith
respect to this variable. The ACO has been recently testesbweral types of graphs (still witi < 500) against a Genetic
Algorithm (GA) in [54]. It performed better than GA in the @asf BRITE graphs 1-6 and 14% worse in the case of 10x10
and 15x15 mesh graphs. The MP algorithm always outperfor@® And in the case of 15x15 mesh the gap reach&®23
Unfortunately neither the GA has been tested on larger graphgives results in terms of path length of the solutions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The EDP problem is a combinatorial optimization problent fireds applications in several traffic engineering problems
from VLSI design to routing and access control managemenbimmunication networks. In this work we proposed a min-
sum message-passing algorithm to find the maximum numbemoafriinicationdM,. that can be accommodated in a network
subject to edge-disjoint constraints and minimizing tqtath length at the same time. We devised an efficient method to
implement these equations by exploiting a mapping into armim weight matching problem on an auxiliary graph. The
standard MP algorithm and the version with reinforcemensiently outperform alternative algorithms found in literature
on different types of benchmark graphs in terms of the foaci /M of accommodated communications. We found two
different behaviors: on some “easy” instances, all alpariaccommodate all requests, providing the same resultsugygisting
that these could be the optimal ones; there are non-triv&hnces in whiciM,../M < 1, but the message-passing algorithm
always outperforms the other algorithms in terms of the nemebaccommodated paths. In particular we obtained bedtedis
in the case of meshes and planar graphs, even though thededigs are not locally tree-like as required by the cavigtmod.

In these cases, we could always ensure convergence of theiv®i@ns by exploiting a reinforcement technique. Theityal
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of solutions improves with decreasing the reinforcemenaipeter, such that we could always find better solutions thase
obtained using the other algorithms under study. Unfottlgafor the heuristic algorithms employed on the bencltkmare
could not access other relevant metrics such as the avestdeath length, as it was not considered before in thealitee
[31,[36]. Nonetheless we could directly compute such quafir a multi-start greedy heuristic in several graphs, ifigdhat
MP always gives a lower average path length for solutionk thié same fraction of accommodated communications.

In conclusion, combining the good performance resultseims of traffic and path length, with the polynomial time eyl
mentation, the use of the MP algorithm opens new perspeadtitbe solution of relevant routing problems over commation
networks such as the RWA in optical networks. In particutarould be interesting to apply the MP algorithm in the itéra
construction of RWA solutions over communication netwonkth finite link capacity, as it has been done for other types o
EDP algorithms.
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Appendix A: Convergence criterion

Given a decision variabld to be calculated at each iteration update $teym integer variabla and a time stefi naxWe have
convergence if, fon consecutive iteration stepd’, does not change, and we fix a maximum iteration tifpgy to update MP
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13
equations. Formally this writes:
Aty e [1, Tmax—n] st. doti=de vi=1....n (A1)

In our simulations we defined the decision variable as thal tlifference of the optimal currents (calculated edge byeg¢d
between two consecutive iteration steps :

d=>[1- 8yt 411 (A2)

(ij)<E

.....

Appendix B: Benchmark results
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Instance MP MP rein =0.002| MSG (greedy) ACO LS MP gain vs.
Name ‘Vl |E| <k> <M> Mmin Mmax <M> Mm\n Mmax <M> Mmin Mmax <M> Mmin Mmax <M> Mmin Mmax MSG ACO LS

blrand1Q1 500 1020 4.08 16.00 16 16| 16.00 16 16| 13.65 13 1% 14.80 14 16/ 16.00 16 16| 6.67 0.00 0.00
blrand251 500 1020 4.08 32.00 32 32| 32.00 32 32| 27.75 26 30 31.85 31 32| 32.00 32 32| 6.67 0.00 0.00
blrand4Q1 500 1020 4.08 38.00 38 38| 38.00 38 38| 33.10 32 3%37.85 37 38 3790 37 38| 857 0.00 0.00
blrand102 500 1020 4.08 26.00 26 26| 25.65 25 26| 23.85 23 2% 2525 25 26| 26.00 26 26| 4.00 0.00 0.00
blrand252 500 1020 4.08 35.00 35 35| 35,00 35 35| 30.75 29 33 3475 34 35 3495 34 35| 6.06 0.00 0.00
blrand402 500 1020 4.08 37.00 37 37| 37.00 37 37| 3245 31 343695 36 37| 3695 36 37| 8.82 0.00 0.00
blsdeg101 500 1020 4.08 17.00 17 17| 16.89 15 17| 1465 14 16 1595 15 16 17.00 17 17| 6.25 6.25 0.00
blsdeg251 500 1020 4.08 36.00 36 36| 36.00 36 36| 31.55 30 333580 35 36| 36.00 36 36| 9.09 0.00 0.00
blsdeg40l 500 1020 4.08 34.00 34 34| 3400 34 34| 29.00 28 3] 33.65 33 34| 3400 34 34| 9.68 0.00 0.00

1

3

3

blsdeg102 500 1020 4.0820.00 20 20| 19.85 19 20| 16.90 16 19.20 19 20| 20.00 20 20|11.11 0.00 0.00
blsdeg252 500 1020 4.08 34.00 34 34| 34.00 34 34| 2845 27 3295 32 34| 3390 33 34(13.33 0.00 0.00
blsdeg402 500 1020 4.08 37.00 37 37| 37.00 37 37| 31.75 30 36.50 35 37| 37.00 37 37(12.12 0.00 0.00
mesh1510.1 225 420 3.78 22.00 22 22| 22.00 22 22| 20.60 20 22| 19.65 19 2] 2155 21 22| 0.00 4.76 0.00
mesh15251 225 420 3.7336.00 36 36| 35.10 35 36| 2830 27 30 27.70 26 29 32.00 31 3320.00 24.14 9.09
mesh1540.1 225 420 3.73 43.00 43 43| 4250 42 43| 30.10 28 32 3530 32 38 38.80 37 34.38 13.16 7.50
mesh1510.2 225 420 3.78 - - -1 19.89 19 20| 19.75 19 20| 1750 17 19 1945 19 20| 0.00 5.26 0.00
mesh15252 225 420 3.7835.00 35 35| 3470 33 35/ 2925 29 30 29.20 28 31 33.05 32 3416.67 12.90 2.94
mesh15402 225 420 3.783 42.00 42 42| 41.35 41 42| 2980 29 323400 33 36 3760 36 3931.25 16.67 7.69

IN

mesh2510.1 625 1200 3.84 - - -| 47.25 46 48| 40.70 40 423285 29 36 41.00 39 4314.29 33.33 11.63
mesh2525.1 625 1200 3.84 - - -| 68.30 67 69| 48.40 47 51 4500 42 49 5555 54 5935.29 40.82 16.95
mesh2540.1 625 1200 3.84 - - -| 88.74 88 90| 54.35 53 58 57.70 53 61 69.30 67 7255.17 47.54 25.00
mesh2510.2 625 1200 3.84 - - -| 44.33 43 46| 40.05 38 42 30.10 28 33 37.90 36 40 9.52 39.39 15.00
mesh25252 625 1200 3.84 - - -| 67.22 65 70| 4890 47 52 4560 44 48 54.70 52 5934.62 45.83 18.64

mesh25402 625 1200 3.84 - - -| 8855 87 90| 54.05 51 575775 54 616885 66 7157.89 47.54 26.76
steinb410 50 100 4.00 5.00 5 5/ 5.00 5 5/ 5.00 5 5/ 5.00 5 5 5.00 5 5/ 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinb425 50 100 4.00 12.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinb440 50 100 4.00 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 19.90 19 20| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinb1010 75 150 4.00 7.00 7 7/ 7.00 7 7/ 7.00 7 7/ 7.00 7 7] 7.00 7 7| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinb1025 75 150 4.00 18.00 18 18| 18.00 18 18| 18.00 18 18| 17.85 17 18] 18.00 18 18| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinb1040 75 150 4.00 28.00 28 28 27.65 27 29| 2510 24 27 2435 23 26 27.30 27 2§ 7.41 11.54 3.57
steinb1610 100 200 4.00 10.00 10 10 10.00 10 10| 10.00 10 10| 10.00 10 10| 10.00 10 10| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinb1625 100 200 4.0025.00 25 25| 25.00 25 25| 25.00 25 25| 24.35 24 25| 25.00 25 25| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinb1640 100 200 4.0036.12 36 37| 36.00 36 3¢ 33.20 32 343245 32 343595 35 37| 882 882 0.00
steinc610 500 1000 4.0050.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 49.10 47 50/ 50.00 50 50| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinc625 500 1000 4.00125.00 125 125|122.55 121 12#4107.50 106 11p89.90 85 94104.95 102 10813.64 32.98 15.74
stienc640 500 1000 4.00145.84 144 147|140.40 139 14P114.10 112 11§109.80 106 117121.40 119 12§25.64 25.64 17.60

steincc1110 500 2500 10.0050.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50/ 50.00 50 50| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinc1125 500 2500 10.0025.00 125 125|125.00 125 125|125.00 125 125(123.30 122 125/125.00 125 125| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinc1140 500 2500 10.0200.00 200 200{200.00 200 200{200.00 200 200|194.25 190 19800.00 200 200 0.00 1.01 0.00
steinc1610 500 12500 50.0050.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50/ 50.00 50 50| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinc1625 500 12500 50.00 - - -| 125 125 125|125.00 125 125|125.00 125 125/125.00 125 125| 0.00 0.00 0.00
steinc1640 500 12500 50.00 - - -| 200 200 200|200.00 200 200|{200.00 200 200|/200.00 200 200 0.00 0.00 0.00
plan5010 50 135 5.40 5.00 5 5/ 5.00 5 5/ 5.00 5 5/ 5.00 5 5 5.00 5 5/ 0.00 0.00 0.00
plan5025 50 135 5.4012.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 12.00 12 12| 0.00 0.00 0.00
plan5040 50 135 5.4020.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 19.90 19 20| 0.00 0.00 0.00
plan10010 100 285 5.7010.00 10 10| 10.00 10 10| 10.00 10 10| 10.00 10 10| 10.00 10 10| 0.00 0.00 0.00
plan10025 100 285 5.7025.00 25 25| 25.00 25 25| 25.00 25 25| 25.00 25 25| 25.00 25 25| 0.00 0.00 0.00
plan10040 100 285 5.7037.00 37 37 37.05 37 38/ 3580 35 373400 33 3636.00 35 37270 556 270
plan20010 200 583 5.88 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 20.00 20 20| 0.00 0.00 0.00

pan20025 200 583 5.88 - - -| 48.95 48 50| 46.50 46 48 41.80 39 43 4595 45 48 4.17 16.28 4.17
plan20040 200 583 5.83 - - -| 60.65 58 62| 52.95 52 56 49.35 47 515570 54 5810.71 21.57 6.90
plan50010 500 1477 5.9150.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 50.00 50 50| 44.95 42 47 50.00 50 50 0.00 6.38 0.00
plan50025 500 1477 5.91 - - -] 9229 90 94| 7815 76 80 60.95 57 657820 77 8(017.50 44.62 17.50

plan50040 500 1477 5.91 - -

122.31 119 124| 92.60 90 9$ 82.85 78 86100.15 97 10230.53 44.19 21.57

TABLE I: Message-passing and multi-start greedy perforoeanColumns 1-4 give the characteristics of the benchnfrark.
each algorithm, columns 1-3 represent the average, themamiand the max number of accommodated paths over 20 runs of
a given set of commodity instance respectively. ACO and Li¥opmances are reported in [31)36]. Performance compariso
between MP and the other algorithms is given in the threectalsinns, representing the performance ratio
100- (MBP/M29 — 1) wherealg indicates the algorithm used (MSG, ACO and LS respectivakig) use asMP the best one
betweenM P with and without reinforcement.
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