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The Laplacian Paradigm in Deterministic Congested Clique

Sebastian Forster Tijn de Vos®

Abstract

In this paper, we bring the techniques of the Laplacian paradigm to the congested
clique, while further restricting ourselves to deterministic algorithms. In particular, we
show how to solve a Laplacian system up to precision € in n°(!) log(1/€) rounds. We show
how to leverage this result within existing interior point methods for solving flow problems.
We obtain an m* 7+ /7 round algorithm for maximum flow on a weighted directed
graph with maximum weight U, and we obtain an O(m?7 (n®!%8 + n°( poly log W)) round
algorithm for unit capacity minimum cost flow on a directed graph with maximum cost W.
Hereto, we give a novel routine for computing Eulerian orientations in O(lognlog* n)
rounds, which we believe may be of separate interest.

“Department of Computer Science, University of Salzburg, Austria. This work is supported by the Austrian
Science Fund (FWF): P 32863-N. This project has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under
the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No 947702).



Contents

1

5

6

Introduction
1.1 ComparisontoRelated Work . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ...
1.2 Technical Overview . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . i

Preliminaries

2.1 The Computational Model . . . . ... ... ... .. ... ... . ...,
2.2 Spectral Sparsification . . . . . . ... Lo
2.3 Laplacian Solving . . . . . . . ...
24 FlowProblems . . . . . . . . .. ...

Deterministic Sparsifiers and Laplacian Solvers in the Congested Clique
Flow Rounding
Maximum Flow

Unit Capacity Minimum Cost Flow

References

A Flow Rounding Algorithm

B Maximum Flow Algorithm

C Unit Capacity Minimum Cost Flow Algorithm

(=)

N e IR B

10

12

14

15

16

21

22

24



1 Introduction

Over the last years, the Laplacian paradigm has proven itself successful in both sequential and
parallel settings. To discuss this paradigm, let us first define the Laplacian matrix L(G) € R™"
of a undirected n-node graph G: L(G) := D(G) — A(G), where D(G) is the diagonal weighted
degree matrix, and A(G) is the weighted adjacency matrix. If w: E — R is the weight function,
we have

Zxuwpeew(u,x) ifu=o;
L(Guo = -w(u,0) if (u,v) € E;

0 else.

A Laplacian system is an equation L(G)x = y, and a Laplacian solver solves, given L(G) and
y € R”, a Laplacian system for x € R". The Laplacian paradigm encompasses the study of
spectral techniques, among which Laplacian solvers, for solving graph problems. This was
initiated by Spielman and Teng [ST04], who presented a near-linear time Laplacian solver.
Subsequently, more efficient sequential and parallel solvers have been developed [KOSZ13,
KMP14, KMP11, CKMP~14, KS16, PS14, KLPS"16]. This line of research has found many
applications, including but not limited to flow problems [M13, She13, KLOS14, Mad16, Pen16,
CMSV17, LS20a, LS20b, AMV20], bipartite matching [BLNP*20], and (distributed/parallel)
shortest paths [BFKI.21, 1.i20, ASZ20].

Recently the Laplacian paradigm has been brought to distributed models. In particular,
it has appeared in the CONGEST model [BFKL21, GKKL"18, FGLP'21, ALHZ"22] and in the
Broadcast Congested Clique [BFKL21, FV22]. We continue this line of work by bringing the
Laplacian paradigm to the more powerful congested clique [LPSPP05], but restrict ourselves to
deterministic algorithms.

Our first contribution is an algorithm for solving Laplacian systems in the congested clique.!

Theorem 1.1. There is a deterministic algorithm in the congested clique that, given an undirected
graph G = (V, E), with positive real weights w: E — R, bounded by U, and a vector b € R",
computes a vector x € R" such that ||x — Lgb||LG < e||L(";b||LG in n°V log(U/e) rounds.

We apply our Laplacian solver to the maximum flow problem and the unit capacity minimum
cost flow problem, again using only deterministic algorithms.?

Theorem 1.2. There exists a deterministic algorithm that, given a graph G = (V, E) with integer
capacitiesu: E — {1,2,...,U}, solves the maximum flow problem in m**° WU rounds in the
congested clique.

Theorem 1.3. There exists a deterministic algorithm that, given a graph G = (V, E) with unit
capacities and integer costs c: E — {1,2,...,W}, and a demand vector 6: V. — Z, solves the
minimum cost flow problem in O(m3/7 (n®1® + n°(W poly log W)) rounds in the congested clique.

IThe notation used in Theorem 1.1 is reviewed in section 2.
2Throughout, we absorb poly log U factors in n°) whenever U appears polynomially as well.



Using the other techniques presented in this paper, but replacing the Laplacian solver by a
simpler, randomized solver (see [FV22]), we can convert the n°") in both flow theorems above
into a poly log n factor.

As a subroutine for both flow algorithms, we develop an algorithm that computes Eulerian
orientations. The problem is, given a Eulerian graph, i.e., a graph where each vertex has even
degree, to compute a Eulerian orientation, i.e., an orientation of the edges such that each vertex
has equally many edges entering as exiting.

Theorem 1.4. There exists a deterministic congested clique algorithm that, given a Eulerian graph
G = (V,E), finds a Eulerian orientation in O(log nlog" n) rounds.

1.1 Comparison to Related Work

Distributed Laplacian Solvers Forster, Goranci, Liu, Peng, Sun, and Ye [FGLP"21] gave
an almost existentially optimal Laplacian solver in the CONGEST model. They solve a Lapla-
cian system up to precision € in n°?) (v/n + D) log(1/€) rounds, and they give a lower bound
of Q(yn + D) for any e < % Subsequently, Anagnostides, Lenzen, Haeupler, Zuzic, and
Gouleakis [ALHZ"22] showed that this is not instance optimal. They provide a solver that takes
n°W poly(SQ(G)) log(1/€) rounds for a graph G, where SQ(D) is the shortcut quality of G,
see [GH16] for a definition. For a range of graphs (including planar, expander, and excluded-
minor graphs) they provide an n°YSQ(G) log(1/¢) round algorithm. This is almost universally
optimal: for a graph G, they show a lower bound of Q(SQ(G)), for any € < %

For the Broadcast Congested Clique, Forster and de Vos [FV22] obtained an algorithm in the
poly log n regime: they give a randomized algorithm taking O(poly log(n) log(1/€)) rounds.

Distributed Flow Algorithms In the distributed setting, there are three exact flow algo-
rithms at the time of writing; two for the CONGEST model [FGLP*21] and one for the Broad-
cast Congested Clique [FV22]. In the CONGEST model, the maximum flow algorithm takes
O(m*"U7 (n°M (\n + D) +ynD*) ++/m) rounds and the unit capacity minimum cost flow al-
gorithm takes O(m?/7+°() (\/nD'/* + D) poly log W) rounds. In the Broadcast Congested Clique,
the minimum cost flow algorithm takes O(+/n) rounds. Clearly all these algorithms can be
implemented in the congested clique, as both other models are more restrictive. The CONGEST
algorithms are clearly always slower than ours. Essentially, the outer procedures are the same
(the interior point method algorithms of Madry [Mad16] and Cohen, Madry, Sankowski, and
Vladu [CMSV17] respectively), and we keep the number of iterations m*’U"/7 and O(m3'") re-
spectively, but we bring down the cost of each iteration to n°" and O(n%'%® + n°™ poly log W).
The Broadcast Congested Clique algorithm is faster than our algorithms for sufficiently dense
graphs. However, both these algorithms are randomized: both Laplacian solvers are randomized,
and in the Broadcast Congested Clique algorithm also uses randomization in its interior point
method itself.

For the deterministic setting, to the best of our knowledge, there are only two algorithms
against which we should compare ourselves. First of all, there is the trivial O(nlogU) round
algorithm that makes all knowledge global, such that the problem can be solved internally at
each node.



Secondly, we compare ourselves against the Ford-Fulkerson algorithm [FF56]. Let |f™|
denote the value of the maximum flow, then the Ford-Fulkerson algorithm takes |f*| iterations,
where each iteration consists of solving an s-¢ reachability problem. We can solve such a problem
in O(n%1°8) rounds [CKKL*19], giving us a total round complexity of O(|f*|n%1%). Note that
the value of the maximum flow |f*| can be as big as nU, while this is only more efficient than
the trivial algorithm above when |f*| = 0(n%%*?log U).

For completeness, let us include here the CONGEST model approximate maximum flow
algorithm by Ghaffari, Karrenbauer, Kuhn, Lenzen, and Patt-Shamir [GKKL"18]. They give an
n°M (yn+D) /€ round algorithm for (1+€)-approximate maximum flow in weighted undirected
graphs.

Flow Algorithms: Iteration Count and Round Complexity Inrecentyears, interior point
methods have booked many successes in solving flow problems, with most recently Chen, Kyng,
Liu, Peng, Probst Gutenberg, and Sachdeva [CKLP~22] solving minimum cost flow in m!*°()
time. Their algorithm uses m'*°(!)) iterations, where each iteration can be implemented in
m°Y (amortized) time. While this is efficient in a central setting, it does not seem suitable
for a distributed setting. The reason hereto is that, unless they can be performed completely
internally, each iteration consists of at least one round. Therefore, the algorithms with low
iteration count are more suitable, such as the aforementioned algorithms of [Mad16, CMSV17,
LS14]. The challenge here is to show that each iteration can be implemented efficiently in the
distributed model, which we show is the case in the deterministic congested clique if each
iteration essentially consists of a small number of Laplacian solves.

Eulerian Orientations To the best of our knowledge, there are only two results concern-
ing Eulerian orientations in the distributed setting. Both are deterministic CONGEST model
algorithms. The first is the O(y/m + D) round algorithm of Forster, Goranci, Liu, Peng, Sun,
and Ye [FGLP*21]. The second is the improved O(+/n + D) round algorithm of Rozhon, Grunau,
Haeupler, Zuzic, and Li [RGHZ"22]. Eulerian orientations have both been used as a subroutine
for flow computation [FGLP"21] via the algorithm of Cohen [Coh95], and for shortest path
computation [RGHZ 22]. Hence we believe that our congested clique algorithm may find
applications beyond flow computation.

We note that computing Eulerian orientations seems to be a hard problem in the Broadcast
Congested Clique. The reason hereto is that each node can be part of many cycles, but for
an efficient algorithm a node is only allowed to send designated messages for a few of them,
which means there is no natural implementation of Cohen’s algorithm. Hence, flow rounding
also seems hard in the Broadcast Congested Clique. In their minimum cost flow algorithm for
the Broadcast Congested Clique, Forster and de Vos [FV22] avoid this problem by using the
powerful tool of an LP solver. This solver gives an approximate solution so close to the optimal
solution that internal rounding suffices. This technique has a O(+4/n) iteration count and uses
randomized subroutines. As far as we know, computing Eulerian orientations is the bottleneck
for implementing the flow algorithms of Madry [Mad16] and Cohen, Madry, Sankowski, and
Vladu [CMSV17] in the Broadcast Congested Clique. Finally, let us note that as far as we know
the fastest way to solve the Eulerian orientation problem in the Broadcast Congested Clique is



to utilize the LP solver of Forster and de Vos for a O(y/n) round algorithm.

1.2 Technical Overview

In this section, we first describe our algorithm for a Laplacian solver, and for Eulerian orien-
tations. The latter immediately leads to a flow rounding procedure. Together this gives the
maximum flow algorithm and the minimum cost flow algorithm.

A Laplacian Solver Through Spectral Sparsification Since we operate within a clique,
we make use of the fact that once we have a spectral sparsifier, this can easily be made known
to every node, since the graph is so sparse. Hence then using standard techniques, the Laplacian
system can be solved (approximately) internally, and with log(1/€) iterations up to precision €.
So the intermediate goal is to compute a deterministic spectral sparsifier. Hereto, we use the
work of Chang and Saranurak [CS20], who show that we can efficiently compute a deterministic
expander decomposition in the CONGEST model, so in particular in the congested clique. Then,
we use the result from Chuzhoy, Gao, Li, Nanongkai, Peng, and Saranurak [CGLN*20] that
one can deterministically create a sparsifier by computing multiple expander decompositions.
This technique is developed for a central setting, but we show it can be made to work in the
congested clique as well. In total we obtain an n°Y-approximate spectral sparsifier in n°")
rounds, and hence also an n°") log(1/€) round e-approximate Laplacian solver.

Flow Rounding and Eulerian Orientations Cohen [Coh95] showed that flow rounding can
be reduced to computing Eulerian orientations. We provide an O(log nlog” n) round algorithm
as follows. Each node starts by internally dividing its adjacent edges into pairs. This means we
have an implicit decomposition into cycles.

First, let us describe the procedure for a single such cycle. The goal is to reduce the cycle to
fewer and fewer nodes, until only a leader remains. We do this by repeatedly selecting a constant
fraction of the nodes on each cycle, and replacing the nodes in between by a new edge. Using
randomization, one could simply sample each node with constant probability to obtain a set of
selected nodes. For a deterministic algorithm, we use a O(log" n) matching algorithm [CV386,
GPS87], and select the node with higher ID for each matched edge. In total, we have O(logn)
iterations, where we select nodes in O(log" n) rounds, and communicate in O(1) rounds. At the
end of this routine, one node is ‘aware’ of the entire cycle - it does not know it explicitly — and
decides on an orientation. Running the algorithm in reverse communicates this orientation to
all nodes on the cycle.

To perform this procedure on all cycles simultaneously, we use the routing algorithm of
Lenzen [Len13], which shows that each communication step can be done efficiently in a constant
number of rounds, even if some nodes are selected for many cycles.

Maximum Flow For computing maximum flow, we use Madry’s algorithm [Mad16]. This is
based on an interior point method with O(m*7U"7) iterations. In each iteration we solve an
electrical flow instance. This can be done using the deterministic Laplacian solver mentioned
above in n°Y rounds. At the end of the interior point method, we have a high precision
approximate solution. Using the above rounding algorithm, we round the fractional flow to an



integral flow, which is almost optimal. It remains to find a single augmenting path to obtain
the maximal flow. This can be done in O(n%!*®) rounds using an algorithm from Censor-Hillel,
Kaski, Korhonen, Lenzen, Paz, and Suomela [CKKL"19]. In the end we obtain an m3/7+°(Wy1/7
round algorithm for computing deterministic maximum flow, where U is the maximum capacity
of the graph.

Unit Capacity Minimum Cost Flow For computing minimum cost flow in graphs with
unit capacities, we use Cohen, Madry, Sankowski, and Vladu’s algorithm [CMSV17]. Just like
the maximum flow algorithm above, this is based on an interior point method. The algorithm
uses O(m*/7 poly log W) iterations, where W is the maximum cost. Each iteration can be solved
using our deterministic Laplacian solver in n°(?) rounds. At the end of the interior point method,
we have a low precision approximate solution: after rounding the flow to be integral using
our algorithm mentioned above, we need O(m*7) augmenting paths to obtain the optimal
flow. Each such path can be computed in O(n%!%®) rounds [CKKL*19]. In the end we obtain an
O(m*7 (n%1%% 4+ n°(M poly log W)) round algorithm for computing deterministic unit capacity
minimum cost flow.

2 Preliminaries

First we detail the model we work with. Next, we review spectral sparsifiers, and we show how
they can be used for solving Laplacian systems. Finally, we formally introduce the maximum
flow and minimum cost flow problems.

2.1 The Computational Model

The model we work with in this paper is called the congested clique [LPSPP05]. It consists of
a network of n processors, which communicate in synchronous rounds. In each round, each
processor (also called node) can send and receive a message of size O(logn) to/from each other
processor over a non-faulty link. Each node has a unique identifier of size O(log n), initially
only known by the node itself and its neighbors. Computational complexity is measured by the
number of rounds a computation takes. At input to graph problems, nodes receive as input the
edges incident to them, together with the corresponding capacities and costs.

There are two other models mentioned in this paper. First, there is the CONGEST model [Pel00],
where we have the additional restriction that nodes can only exchange message with their neigh-
bors in the given network topology. Second, there is the Broadcast Congested Clique [DKO12],
which is the congested clique with the additional constraint that in each round each node has
to send the same message to all other nodes.

2.2 Spectral Sparsification

Typical constructions of Laplacian solvers often involve the computation of a spectral sparsifier,
first introduced by Spielman and Teng [ST11]. This is a subgraph of which the Laplacian matrix
approximates the Laplacian matrix of the input graph. Then solving the system using this matrix
gives an approximate solution. More formally, we introduce spectral sparsifiers as follows.



Definition 2.1. Let G = (V, E) be a graph with weights wg: E — R, andn = |V|, and leta > 1
be a parameter. We say that a subgraph H C G with weights wiy: E(H) — R is an a-approximate
spectral sparsifier for G if we have for all x € R™:

éxTLHx < xTLgx < axTLyx, (1)
where L and Ly are the Laplacians of G and H respectively.

We introduce the short-hand notation A < B when B — A is positive semi-definite. This
reduces Equation 1 to éLH < Lg < aly.

Before we turn to Laplacian solving, let us give two more definitions. Given x € R" and
A € R™" we define the norm of x with respect to A by ||x||4 := VxT Ax. Further, for A € R™"
we write A for the pseudoinverse of A. If we assume Ay, ..., A, are the nonzero eigenvalues of
A, with corresponding eigenvectors uy, . .., u,, then A" is defined by

-
A= Z %iu,-uiT.
i=1

2.3 Laplacian Solving

We consider the following problem. Let Lg be the Laplacian matrix for some graph G on n
nodes. Given b € R", we want to solve Lgx = b. Solving a Laplacian system exactly can be
computationally demanding. Therefore, we consider an approximation to this problem: we
want to find y € R" such that ||x — yl|r, < €l|x||L,. We compute such a y by using a spectral
sparsifier for G. We use the following theorem on preconditioned Chebyshev iteration, a well
known fact in numerical analysis [Saa03, Axe94]. We use the formulation of Peng [Pen13].

Theorem 2.2 (Preconditioned Chebyshev Iteration). There exists an algorithm PRECONCHEBY
such that for any symmetric positive semi-definite matrices A, B, and x where

A<B<kKA

any error tolerance 0 < € < 1/2, PRECONCHEBY(A, B, b, k) in the exact arithmetic model is a
symmetric linear operator on b such that:

1. IfZ is the matrix realizing this operator, then (1 — €)AT < Z < (1+¢€)AT;

2. For any vector b, PRECONCHEBY(A, B, b, €) takes O(+/k log(1/€)) iterations, each consisting
of a matrix-vector multiplication by A, a solve involving B, and a constant number of vector
operations.

This yields the following corollary for Laplacian solving using spectral sparsifiers.

Corollary 2.3. Let G be a weighted graph on n vertices, let € € [0,1/2] be a parameter, and
let b € R™ a vector. Suppose H is an a-approximate spectral sparsifier for G, for some a > 1.
Then there exists an algorithm LAPLACIANSOLVE(G, H, b, €) that outputs a vector y € R" such
that ||x — yl|r, < €llx||L,, for some x € R" satisfying Lex = b. LAPLACIANSOLVE(G,H, b, €)
takes O(\Jalog(1/€)) iterations, each consisting of a matrix-vector multiplication by Lg, a solve
involving Ly, and a constant number of vector operations.



Proof. As H is an a-approximate spectral sparsifier for G, we have: éLH < Lg < aly, which
we can rewrite to
Lg < alyg < O(ZLG.

We set A := Lg and B := aLy, which are clearly both symmetric positive semi-definite. Further-
more, we set k := a. We apply Theorem 2.2 with these settings to obtain our vector y = Zb.
Now we compare the result to x = A'b:

lx = ylla =y (r - )TAGr - 1) by definition of || - |4
= V(ATb — Zb)TA(ATb — Zb)
= \bT (ATAAT — ATAZ — ZAAT + ZAZ)b since A" and Z are symmetric
< VBT (ATAAT — 2(1 - €)ATAAT + (1 + €)2ATAAT)D by property 1 of Z
< Ve2xT Ax by the argument below
= €l|x||a by definition of || - || 4.

It remains to show that b7 (ATAAT — 2(1 — €)ATAAT + (1 + €)2ATAAT)b < €xTAx. By
property 1 of Z, we know that Z — (1 — e)AT >0,A>0,and (1+ E)AT — Z > 0 holds, thus, it
follows that AZA — (1 — €)AATA > 0, A" > 0, and (1 + ¢)AATA — AZA > 0.

Observe that the product of the latter three matrices is

(1+6)AZAATAATA — AZAATAZA — (1 — e)AATAATAATA + (1 — e)AATAATAZA
= 2AZA — AZAZA — (1 — 2)AATA,
Which is symmetric, hence also positive semi-definite. Thus we have £?A" — (ZAZ — ZAAT -
ATAZ + AT) > 0, which implies that
bT(ATAAT — 2(1 — €)ATAAT + (1 + €)?ATAANb = bT (ZAZ — ZAAT — ATAZ + AT)b
< ?bTATAATD = 2xT Ax. O

2.4 Flow Problems

In this section we formally define the maximum flow problem. Let G = (V, E) be a directed
graph, with integral capacities u: E — Z,, and designated source and target vertices s,t € V.
We say f: E — Ry is a s-t flow if

1. for each vertex v € V' \ {s,t} we have ) cppcp fe = 0;

2. for each edge e € E we have f, < u,.

The value of the flow f is defined as 3,.(5 4) e f(s.)- The maximum flow problem is to find a
flow of maximum value.

Additionally, we can have costs on the edges: ¢c: E — Z5. The cost of the flow f is defined
as X eek Cefe- The minimum cost (maximum) s-¢ flow problem is to find a flow of minimum cost
among all s-t flows of maximum value.

More generally, we can compute flows with respect to a demand vector o: V — Z, satisfying
Yvev 0(v) = 0. Then we replace item 1 by



(1) for each vertex v € V we have ) ,cp.pcr fo = 0(v).

The minimum cost flow problem is then to find the flow of minimum cost among all feasible
flows. This generalizes the minimum cost maximum s-¢ flow, since we can binary search over
the possible flow values for an s-t flow.

3 Deterministic Sparsifiers and Laplacian Solvers in the Con-
gested Clique

As outlined in subsection 2.3, we use spectral sparsifiers for our Laplacian solver. Chuzhoy,
Gao, Li, Nanongkai, Peng, and Saranurak [CGLN"20] show that one can deterministically
create spectral sparsifiers from expanders. Using the deterministic expander decomposition
construction from Chang and Saranurak [CS20], we obtain a deterministic algorithm for spectral
sparsifiers, and hence for solving Laplacian systems.

Let us start with the expander decomposition. Hereto, let us formally define conductance
and expander decompositions. Expander decompositions were first introduced by Kannan,
Vempala and Vetta [KVV04], and have been a useful tool in a multitude of applications ever
since.

Definition 3.1. Let G = (V, E) be a graph. We define the conductance of G by

®(G) := min le(5,5)] =’
0#5<V min{Vol(S), Vol(S)}

where eg(S,S) := {(u,0) € E:u € S,0 € S} and Vol(S) := Y s deg;(v). An (e, ¢)-expander
decomposition of G is a partition P = {Vi, ..., Vi } of the vertex setV, such that foralli € {1,...,k}
we have ®(G[V;]) > ¢,> and the number of inter-cluster edges is at most an € fraction of all edges,
ie, {(u,v) €eE:ueV,veV;i# j} <elE|

The following theorem for computing expander decompositions holds in the CONGEST
model, hence also holds on the congested clique.

Theorem 3.2 ([CS20]). Let 0 < € < 1 and +/loglogn/logn <y < 1 be parameters. An (€, ¢)-
expander decomposition of a graph G = (V,E) with ¢ = €9 log_o(l/”) n can be computed in
e W nOW) rounds deterministically.

Next, we use this theorem to compute spectral sparsifiers in the congested clique.

Theorem 3.3. There is a deterministic algorithm that, given an undirected graph G = (V, E) with
weightsw: E — {1,2,...,U}, and a parameter 1 < r < y/logn/loglogn, computes a log(n)o(’z)-
approximate spectral sparsifier H for G, with |[E(H)| < O(nlognlogU), in O(log nlog Un®(/™)
rounds in the congested clique. At the end of the algorithm H is known to every node.

3For U C V, we write G[U] for the induced subgraph by U, i.e., G[U] := (U,E N (U x U)).
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Proof. We will show we can implement the algorithm of Chuzhoy, Gao, Li, Nanongkai, Peng, and
Saranurak in the congested clique. For a complete proof of correctness, we refer to [CGLN"20].

First, we assume G is unweighted. We start by decomposing G into expanders as follows.
Let P, be an (1/2, ¢)-expander decomposition of G, := G, with ¢ = 1/log(m)o(’2). This can
be computed using Theorem 3.2 in O(log me=O0M 01/ rounds, by setting € = 1/2 and
y = O(1/r%). Set G, C G to be the graph consisting of the edges crossing the expander
decomposition P;. Now we repeat this procedure: find a (1/2, ¢)-expander decomposition P;
of G;, and set G;41 € G to be the edges crossing the expander decomposition. As we have set
€ = 1/2, we need to do this at most O(log m) = O(log n) times. Hence we obtain O(log n) times
a set of disjoint graphs of conductance at least ¢, in a total of O(log nn®/" *)) rounds.

Next, we sparsify each of these graphs separately, and define the sparsifier of G to be the
union of all the separate sparsifiers. By linearity, we get the desired result.

A graph G’ with conductance at least ¢, can be approximated by the product demand graph
H(deg,). The product demand graph H(deg ) is defined as a complete graph on V(G’),

2

with weights w(u,0) = degg (u) - degs, (v). We then have that D := mH(degG,) is a

%—approximate spectral sparsifier for G’ [CGLN"20].

In the congested clique, constructing D = mH (deg) just takes one round where each
vector broadcasts its ID. This can be done for all expanders of $; simultaneously, so this takes
total time O(logn).

Next, we sparsify D, which can be done internally at each node, see Kyng, Lee, Peng,
Sachdeva, and Spielman [KLPS*16] for an algorithm. To be precise, we compute a graph D’ that
is a 2-approximate spectral sparsifier of size O(n). We conclude that, D’ is a %—approximate
spectral sparsifier for G’.

As the graphs in our decomposition have conductance at least 1/log(m)°" *), we obtain a

2
4 (log(m)o(’ 2)) =log(m)°" 2)-approxirnate spectral sparsifier. As each level of recursion gives

a graph of size O(n), we have total size O(nlogn). Finally, to obtain the weighted result, it is
sufficient to run the algorithm for binary weight classes, giving an extra factor of log U in the
size and time. For details see Chuzhoy Gao, Li, Nanongkai, Peng, and Saranurak[CGLN"20]. O

Next, we show how to use these approximate spectral sparsifiers to solve Laplacian systems.
This is a standard argument that we include here for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 1.1. There is a deterministic algorithm in the congested clique that, given an undirected
graph G = (V, E), with positive real weights w: E — R, bounded by U, and a vector b € R",
computes a vector x € R" such that ||x — Léb||LG < €||L5b|L in n°W log(U/e) rounds.

O((lognloglogn)!

Proof. First, we compute an e /2)—approximate spectral sparsifier H of G. This

takes O (lo,gr(U/e)eO(a"g”1"glOg ”)1/2)) rounds, using Theorem 3.3 with r = ( logn )1/4 Note
> : loglogn :
that we set the bound on the weights to U/e instead of U, since Theorem 3.3 takes integer
weights. Hence we preprocess the graph (internally at each node) by rounding to the closest
multiple of ¢, scaling by 1/¢, and after computing the sparsifier rescaling it by e.
Next, we apply Corollary 2.3. This means we need O(v/a log(1/€)) = ¢O((lognloglogm)'/?) log(1/¢)

iterations, consisting of a matrix-vector multiplication by Lg, a solve involving L, and a con-
stant number of vector operations. Each such iteration can be performed in a constant number
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of rounds, which is clear for the matrix-vector multiplication and the vector operations. For
the solve involving Ly, note that the sparsifier H is known to each node, therefore any solve
involving the sparsifier can be done internally at each node as well, so takes only one round.
Finally we note that

0(e0((ognloglogm)?) (145 17 1 10g(1/€))) = O(n°V (log U + log(1/e))),

which gives the result as stated O

4 Flow Rounding

The interior point method used in this paper for computing maximum flow is a high-accuracy
approximate solver. This means that the final answer is not yet exact, albeit very close. If
we have integer edge capacities, we know that there exists an exact integer solution to the
maximum flow problem. This solution can be obtained from the approximate solution, which
might be fractional. This is done by rounding the fractional solution to an integer solution, and
computing the final solution from the approximate solution using a single augmenting path. In
this section, we present a fast deterministic flow rounding algorithm for the congested clique.
As is standard practice, we use the flow rounding algorithm of Cohen [Coh95]. This
algorithm uses the decomposition of an unweighted undirected Eulerian graph into directed
cycles as a subroutine. Although the original result is in a sequential setting, we can phrase the
result more generally as follows and provide the corresponding algorithm in Appendix A.

Theorem 4.1 (Proposition 5.3 of [Coh95]). Let G = (V, E) be a graph on n vertices and m edges.
Let f: E — Ry be an s-t flow function, and A be a real value such that 1/A is a power of 2 and
f(e) is an integer multiple of A for every e € E. Suppose there is an algorithm that computes
Eulerian orientations in T time. Then there exists an algorithm that rounds f on edge e € E to
Lf(e)] or[f(e)] such that the resulting flow has total flow value not less than f. If the total flow
f is integral, and there is an integral cost function c: E — Zx, then there exists an algorithm that
rounds f on edgee € E to | f(e)] or[f(e)] such that the resulting flow has total flow value not
less than f, and the resulting total cost is no more than that of f.
Both algorithms run in time O(T log(1/A)).

In the congested clique, we have the following result for computing Eulerian orientations.

Theorem 1.4. There exists a deterministic congested clique algorithm that, given a Eulerian graph
G = (V,E), finds a Eulerian orientation in O(log nlog" n) rounds.

Proof. The algorithm consists of the following steps.

1. Since the graph is Eulerian, each node has an even number of neighbors. Internally, each
node pairs its neighbors to create cycles. This means we have obtained a decomposition
into cycles that of which each node only has local knowledge — which is obvious, as there
has been no communication yet. For each of the cycles a node is part of, it keeps track of
a status (active/inactive), initially set to active.
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2. Fori=1,...logndo:

(a) For each cycle, mark at most half of the vertices, such that there never more than 3
unmarked consecutive vertices, for a procedure see below.

(b) Each active node begins to send its ID along the cycle into both directions. We do

this for 4 rounds, after which the message has arrived at the next active node. (In
the case of a ‘short’ cycle, the message will arrive at the initial node itself.)
Note that, for iterations with i > 2, the links on which the messages are sent are
no longer necessarily disjoint. This is where we use the power of the congested
clique model: in a constant number of rounds, these messages can still be delivered
to the recipients by using a routing algorithm. Each node is part of at most n cycles,
so0 in any point in time receives and sends at most n messages, which gives a total
of O(n?) messages. Hence we can use the routing algorithm of Lenzen [Len13] to
deliver all messages in at most 16 rounds.

(c) Now on each cycle, each active node knows its ‘neighboring’ active nodes. We
consider the created cycles of active nodes for the next iteration.

3. After the log n iterations, each cycle has at most O(n - (1/2)1°8") = O(1) active nodes
remaining. In a constant number of rounds, these nodes pick a leader by simply traversing
the cycle and finding the node with the highest ID. Each leader arbitrarily picks a direction
for its cycle.

4. We reverse steps 3 and 2 to communicate the chosen orientation to the whole cycle.

Now let us look at how to implement step 2a. First, we find a maximal matching in O(log" n)
rounds. This is done by finding a 3-coloring of the cycle in O(log” n) rounds [CV86, GPS87].
From this we easily find a maximal matching in a constant number of rounds.

Next, for each edge of the matching, we mark the vertex with the highest ID. Two edges from
the matching can have at most 1 unmatched vertex in between by maximality of the matching,
so in total there are at most 3 consecutive unmarked vertices. Moreover, as the marked vertices
are half the vertices of the matching, there are at most n/2.

By using the efficient routing techniques of Lenzen [Len13], we can simulate this in the
congested clique in O(log™ n) rounds for all cycles simultaneously, even if the cycles in question
do not consist of edges of the input graph.

We see that step 1 takes no rounds, as this is an internal action. As just shown, step 2a takes
O(log" n) rounds. Step 2c is again done internally, and step 2b is done in a constant number of
rounds. In total, this means step 2 takes O(log nlog™ n) rounds. Step 3 takes a constant number
of rounds, and step 4 again takes O(log n) rounds. So in total the algorithm takes O(log nlog” n)
rounds. O

Note that for a randomized algorithm we could replace step 2a in Theorem 1.4 by randomly
sampling each node with constant probability to remove the log”™ n-factor in the running time.
Combining Theorem 4.1 with Theorem 1.4 gives the following result.

Lemma 4.2. Let G = (V,E) be a graph on n vertices and m edges. Let f: E — Ry be an s-t
flow function, and A be a real value such that 1/A is a power of 2 and f (e) is an integer multiple
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of A for every e € E. There exists an algorithm that rounds f on edgee € E to | f(e)] or[f(e)]
such that the resulting flow has total flow value not less than f. If the total flow f is integral, and
there is an integral cost function c: E — Zx, then there exists an algorithm that rounds f on edge
e € Eto|f(e)] or[f(e)] such that the resulting flow has total flow value not less than f, and
the resulting total cost is no more than that of f. Both algorithm run in O(log nlog” nlog(1/A))
rounds deterministically in the congested clique.

Proof. We provide the algorithm FLowRoUNDING solving both cases in Appendix A, which uses
the algorithm of Theorem 1.4 as a subroutine. For correctness, we refer to Cohen [Coh95].

Assuming we can traverse cycles such that the sum of costs on forward edges is no more
than the sum of costs on backward edges, line 10, the number of rounds follows directly: there
are log(1/A) iterations, where each iterations consists of finding Eulerian orientations and some
internal operations. Using that Eulerian orientations can be computed in O(log nlog” n) rounds
by Theorem 1.4 we obtain the result.

It remains to show that we can traverse cycles such that the sum of costs on forward edges is
no more than the sum of costs on backward edges. This is a small adaptation from Theorem 1.4.
Whenever a set of active nodes is selected, we set the cost of the edges between the active nodes
to be equal to the sum of the edges in between, while adding a minus sign for backward edges.
This means that in the end the leader knows the cost of traversing the cycle in either direction
and can choose the direction such that the sum of costs on forward edges is no more than the
sum of costs on backward edges. O

5 Maximum Flow

In this section, we use our deterministic Laplacian solver and deterministic flow rounding
algorithms to solve the maximum flow problem in the congested clique. Hereto, we show
that our algorithms allow for an efficient implementation of Madry’s interior point method for
computing maximum flows [Mad16], hence for correctness of the algorithm we refer to [Mad16].

Theorem 1.2. There exists a deterministic algorithm that, given a graph G = (V, E) with integer
capacitiesu: E — {1,2,...,U}, solves the maximum flow problem in m**° WU rounds in the
congested clique.

Proof. We provide the algorithm in Appendix B. A high-level overview of this algorithm is as
follows. We run O(m>/7U*/7) iterations of augmenting flows, where U is the maximum weight.
Each iteration consists of solving an electrical flow instance, which corresponds to solving a
Laplacian system. The resulting flow after these iterations is fractional, and almost optimal: its
value is at most one less then the optimal flow. Rounding this fractional flow and then finding
an augmenting path gives us the exact maximum flow.

Now, let us consider these steps in the congested clique. The algorithm uses the subroutines
AUGMENTATION, FIXING, BOOSTING, and FLOWROUNDING. AUGMENTATION, algorithm 3, consists
of some operations that can be done in a constant number of rounds and a Laplacian solve
(line 2). The latter can be performed in n°?) rounds by Theorem 1.1, since we need precision
Q(1/poly(m)) [Mad16]. Similarly, FIxing, algorithm 4, consists of operations that be done in a
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constant number of rounds and a Laplacian solve (line 5). BOOsTING, algorithm 5, consists of
only updating variables and can be done in a constant number of rounds.

Now Max FLow, algorithm 2, starts with preconditioning and initialization. Both can be done
in a constant number of rounds. The progress step starts with a single call to AUGMENTATION and
FIXING, done in n°") rounds. Then the for-loop of line 10 consists of 100- %-log U =0(m Ul
iterations. Each iteration consists of either a call to AUGMENTATION and FIXING, or a call to
BOOSTING. So in total the for-loop takes m>/7*°( /7 rounds.

Next, on line 19, we round the flow. We know it is enough to maintain flows with precision
O(1/m), so we use Lemma 4.2 with A = O(1/m), and hence rounding takes O(log* nlog® n)
rounds.

Finally, we need to find augmenting paths. The while-loop of line 20 actually only needs one
iteration [Mad16], and this augmenting path can be found by solving (approximate) directed
SSSP on the residual graph. We do this in O(n%!%®) rounds using the algorithm of Censor-Hillel,
Kaski, Korhonen, Lenzen, Paz, and Suomela [CKKL"19] for a (1 + o(1))-approximation of

weighted directed APSP.
We obtain a total number of rounds of m3/7+°(Wy1/7 to solve the exact maximum flow
problem in the congested clique. O

6 Unit Capacity Minimum Cost Flow

Similar to section 5, we use our Laplacian solver and flow rounding algorithm as subroutines
to solve the minimum cost flow problem. We show that these tools allow for an efficient
implementation of the algorithm of Cohen, Madry, Sankowski, and Vladu [CMSV17] for unit
capacity minimum cost flow. For correctness, we refer to [CMSV17], since we give a congested
clique implementation of their algoruithm.

Theorem 1.3. There exists a deterministic algorithm that, given a graph G = (V, E) with unit
capacities and integer costs c: E — {1,2,...,W}, and a demand vector 6: V. — Z, solves the
minimum cost flow problem in O(m>/7 (n®'%8 + n°(W poly log W)) rounds in the congested clique.

Proof. We provide the algorithm MiNCosTFLow, algorithm 6, in Appendix C. It uses four
subroutines: INITIALIZATION, PERTURBATION, PROGRESS, and REPAIRING. We analyze their
running times in the congested clique first. INITIALIZATION, algorithm 7, and PERTURBATION,
algorithm 8, both consist of some operations that can be done in a constant number of rounds.
PROGRESS, algorithm 9, consists of some operations that can be done in a constant number
of rounds and two Laplacian solves. The latter can be done in n°Y) rounds by Theorem 1.1,
since we need precision Q(1/poly(m)) [CMSV17]. REPAIRING, algorithm 10, first consists of
some operations that can be done in a constant number of rounds and a call to FLOWROUNDING.
The latter takes O(log® nlog* n) rounds by applying Lemma 4.2 with A = O(1/m), which is
sufficient by [CMSV17]. Then the algorithm proceeds by a for-loop, line 7, which consists of
O(m®'") iterations. In each iteration, there are some operations that can be performed in a
constant number of rounds, a shortest path computation, line 10, and another for-loop, line 11.
For the shortest path computation, approximations suffice [CMSV17], hence it can be done
in O(n%1®) rounds using the algorithm of Censor-Hillel, Kaski, Korhonen, Lenzen, Paz, and
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Suomela [CKKL"19] for a (1+0(1))-approximation of weighted directed APSP. The for-loop can
be executed internally for all relevant nodes, so takes no rounds. In total this gives O(m3/7n%158)
rounds.

Next we analyze MiNnCosTFLow, algorithm 6. The first two lines are the initialization,
which takes a constant number of rounds. Then there is a for-loop, line 3, with chl/ 23 -
O(log4/ 3 Wm?7) iterations. In each iteration, there are some variable adjustments that can be
done in parallel in a constant number of rounds (the for-loop of line 4), and another for-loop,
line 6. The latter for-loop consists of m!/7 iterations, where each iteration consists of a while-
loop, line 7, and a call to PROGRESS. The latter takes n°‘! rounds by the above. The while-loop
gets satisfied at most O(m>/7 poly log W) times [CMSV17] in total. Since each iteration of the
while-loop consists of a call to PERTURBATION, this takes O(m>/” poly log W) rounds. Finally,
we call REPAIRING, which takes O(m?/7n®1%®) rounds. Summing all running times, we obtain
O(m3/"7 (n%158 4 po) poly log W)) rounds. O
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A Flow Rounding Algorithm

In this section, we give the flow rounding algorithm, as designed by Cohen [Coh95]. We use the
notation of Forster, Goranci, Liu, Peng, Sun, and Ye [FGLP*21], since this suits applying it in a
distributed setting. We run the algorithm in the congested clique, and analyze the corresponding
running time in section 4.

Algorithm 1: FLowRoUNDING(G, s, 1, f, ¢, A)
Input: graph G = (V, E); source s € V and sink ¢ € V; flow function f: E — Ry;
value A € Ry such that 1/A is a power of 2 and f(e) is an integral multiple of
A for each e € E; (optional) cost function ¢: E — Zx;
1 if the total flow of f is not integral then
L Add an edge from ¢ to s with flow value the same as total flow.

while A < 1 do
E' «— {(u,0) € E: f(u,0)/Ais odd}

3
4
5 Find an Eulerian partition of E’ (ignoring the directions of the edges)
6
7
8

\V)

for every cycle of the Eulerian partition of E’ do
if cycle contains the edge (t,s) then
L Traverse the cycle such that edge (¢, s) is a forward edge.

9 else if cost function c exists then
10 Traverse the cycle such that the sum of costs on forward edges is no more
than the sum of costs on backward edges.
11 else
12 L Traverse the cycle arbitrarily.
13 for every edge (u,v) E’ do
14 if (u,v) is a forward edge w.r.t. the traversal of the path containing (u,v) then
15 Lf(u,v)<—f(u,v)+A
16 else
17 Lf(u,v)<—f(u,v)—A
18 A — 2A

19 return f.
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B Maximum Flow Algorithm

The algorithms presented in this section are designed by Madry [Mad16], who proves their
correctness. We give the algorithms as they appeared in [FGLP*21], since there they are already
phrased for a distributed setting — in their case, this was the CONGEST model. We run the
algorithm in the congested clique, and analyze the corresponding running time in section 5.

Algorithm 2: MaxFLow(Gy, s, t, U, F)
Input: directed graph Gy = (V, Eo, 1) with each e € E; having two non-negative
integer capacities u; and u}; |V| = n and |Ey| = m; source s and sink ¢; the
largest integer capacity U; target flow value F > 0;

/* Preconditioning Edges */
1 Add m undirected edges (t, s) with forward and backward capacities 2U to G,
/* Initialization */

2 for each e = (u,0v) € Ey do

3 L replace e by three undirected edges (u,v), (s,0) and (u, t) whose capacities are u,
4 Let the new graph be G = (V, E)

5 Initialize f —0andj « 0

/* Progress Step */

-
_ ~ >

6 f,f,y < AUGMENTATION(G,s, t, F)
fe

min{u—fe,uz+fe }

7 Compute p by letting p, «—
8 f y « FixiNG (Gf f])

9 — 1—14 - %Iogm U - O(log,, log(mU)), 5 — 117”

mz2
10 fort =1 to 100 - %‘logUdo
1
. > 277

11 if ||pll; < %_a) then

1
1 O < HaT,
13 f. .y — AUGMENTATION(G, s, t, F)
14 Compute p by letting p, «— m
15 fﬂ «— FixinG (G]? ?)
16 else
17 let S* be the edge set that contains the m*" edges with the largest | p,|
18 G <« BOOSTING (G, S, U,f, ﬁ)

19 f < FLowRoUNDING(G, f_':s, t)
20 while there is an augmenting path from s tot with respect to f for G do
21 L augment an augmenting path for f
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Algorithm 3: AUGMENTATION(G, s, t, F)

/* Augmentation Step */
1 1 1
1 Foreache € E, letr, <« e + oo

E and w, «— T
2 Solve Laplacian linear system L(G)(Fﬁ; = F - )5 where Js is the vector whose entry is
—1 (resp. 1) at vertex s (resp. t) and 0 otherwise
3 For each e = (u,0) € E, let f, — % and f, — f, +68f.
4 Foreachv e V,lety, « y, + 55,,

- -
—_ o~ >

5 return f, f, Y

Algorithm 4: FIxinG (G, f g:j)

/* Fixing Step */
1 Foreache = (u,0) € E,letr, «— —— + 1A2,we<—riand
TR
P |

. wi~fo  uz—fe
2 f’<—f+§

3 Let § be 6’s residue vector
4 Foreache € E, letr, « (ui;—lfe’ (u;-il-fe’

5 Solve Laplacian linear system L(G)q;’ =-4
6 Foreach e = (u,0) € E, let 0, « @

7 Foreache € E, f, « f/ + 0,

8 For each vertexv € V,y, « 7, + §,,

~and w, «— +
) Te

et

—~

9 return f,
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Algorithm 5: BOOSTING(G, S*, U,f, 17)

/* Boosting Step */
1 for each edge e = (u,v) € S* do
2 | ple) « 2+ [ omprramr |

3 replace e with path u ~» v that consists of S(e) edges ey, - - - , eg(c) oriented towards
v and f(e) + 1 vertices vg = ©,01,"** ,Vg(e)-1, Vf(e) = ¥

4 e, e — e

5 for 3 <i < B(e), let ug, < +oco and u, «— (uz;—fe - u;i—fe) 1 (Ble)—2) - f.

6 foreach 1 <i < f(e), let f, — fe

7 Yoo < Yu

8 Yopey < Yo

9 Yo, < Yo

10 Yo, & Yo + ﬁ - u;_}i-fe

1 | for3 <i< ple), set Yo, Yoy, such that yo, — yo, = — 55 (ugl—fe - ug}l-fe)
12 Update G

C Unit Capacity Minimum Cost Flow Algorithm

The algorithms presented in this section are designed by Cohen, Madry, Sankowski, and
Vladu [CMSV17], who prove their correctness. We give the algorithms as they appeared
in [FGLP*21], since there they are already phrased for a distributed setting — in their case,
this was the CONGEST model. We run the algorithm in the congested clique, and analyze the
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corresponding running time in section 6.

Algorithm 6: MinCostFLOW(G, &, W)

Input: directed graph Gy = (Vp, Eo, ¢y) with each edge having unit capacity and cost ¢o;
[Vo| = n and |Ey| = m; integral demand vector &; the absolute maximum cost W;
1 G=(PUQ,E), Ef 4,5, V, II, ¢p, c1, < INITIALIZATION(G, G)
2 Add a new vertex vy and undirected edges (vy, v) for everyv € P to G
3 fori=1tocr -m/*3 do
4 for eachv € P do

5 set resistance of edge (v, v) for each v € P to be ry,, %, where
a(v) «— 2ueQe=(ou)eE Ve + V&s /" € = (0, u) is e’s partner edge that is the
unique edge sharing one common vertex from Q. */
6 for j = 1 to m?" do
7 while ||5]]55 > ¢, - m'/%71 do
8 | 5.3,5,7 « PERTURBATION(G, 5, f, 7.5, 7)
9 f S, p, I < PROGRESS(G, 8,f, V)

10 REPAIRING(G, ]7 Y)
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Algorithm 7: INITIALIZATION(G, 0)

A Ul s W N e

e 3

-]

11
12

1

w

14

Create a new vertex v, With 0(vgux) =0

for eachv € V; do
t(v) « o(v) + 1deg’’ (v) — 1degS?, (v)
if t(v) > 0 then construct 2t(v) parallel edges (v, v4,x) With costs |||,
else if t(v) < 0 then

‘ construct |2¢(v)| parallel edges (vgux, v) With costs |||l
Let the new graph be G; = (Vi, E1, ¢1)
Initialize the bipartite graph G = (P U Q,E,¢) with E « 0, P « V; and
Q « {eus | (u,0) € E1} where e, is a vertex corresponding to edge (u,v) € E;
for each (u,v) € E; do
let E — E U {(u, eyy), (0, e4) } with c(u, e,,) = ¢1(u,v) and c(v, e,,) = 0, and set
b(u) « o(u) + degl.c;1 (u), b(v) « o(v) + deggll(v) and b(ey,) «— 1
For each v € P, set y, « ||¢||, and for each v ¢ P, set y, < 0
For each e = (u,v) € E, set f, < %,se — Ce+ Uy — Yy and v, «— ﬁ
Set i < ||€lloo, cp 400V/3 - logl/3 W, cr « 3c,logW and n « ﬁ

return G, b, f, 4,5, V, [1, ¢y, cr and 1

Algorithm 8: PERTURBATION(G, p, f, ¥, S, V)

1
2
3
4

5

for eachv € Q do
lete = (u,v) and e = (u,0)
yv — yv — Se
Ve < 2V,

Vefe
fe

Vg ¢ Vg +

Algorithm 9: ProGress(G, d, f , V)

1

2

3

10

11

Foreache € E, letr, « %
Solve Laplacian linear system L(G)&S\ =0

For each e = (u,v) € E, letfe — % and p, < o
. 11
6« min {gi—. 3 _ o
Update f/ « (1= 0)f. +8f. and s, «— s — 725 (¢0 — Pu)
(1_5) esde
For each e € E, let f} « Tfs
Obtain the flow vector ¢’ corresponding to the residue f/ — f*

For each e € E, let r, « %
Solve Laplacian linear system L(G)(ﬁﬁ; =¢
For each e = (u,v) € E, letﬁ — @

Update f, <—fj+]€ and s, « s, — s;i—#ﬁ 27




Algorithm 10: REPAIRING(G, ]? . Y)

1 Let b* be the demand vector corresponding to the current flow f

2 For eachv € PUQ, set b « min(b,, b})

3 Foreachov € PUQ, if f(E(v)) > bz, setfon E(v) such that f(E(v)) = b}, and let the
resulting vector be £=

4 Add source s and sink ¢ to G, and connect s to each v € P with f,5 « f=(E(v)), and
connect each v € Q to ¢ with f,5 « f=(E(v)) in G

5 M — FLOoWROUNDING(G, f < s, t)

6 Remove s, ¢ and related coordinates on f < and M from G

7 fori=1to 5(m3/7) do

8 construct graph 8 m = (P U Q, Eyp,cy) using G, M and %such that for each
e=(u,0) €E, ¢ =c.— 1Yy —Yypand
Ey={(u,v) € E|luePoveQ}tU{(u,0)|ueQ,oveP, M, +0},
_ _ Euz)a u e P, NS Q
cm(u,0) = ~Cuvy, UEQUEP
9 set Fpp «— {v € PUQ | M(v) < by}
10 compute a shortest path 7 in el M from PN Fprto Q N Fy
/* DaM (P, u) is the distance from P tou inE)M */
/* Edges that are reachable in 8M from P N Fy; have non-negative weights c, */
11 forue PUQdo
12 if u can be reached from P in 8;\4 then
13 if u € P then
14 ‘ yuﬁyu—DgM(P,u)
15 else
16 | tu g+ Dg (Pu)
17 | augment M using the augmenting path =

18 return M
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