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Graphs have been widely used in real-world applications, in which investigating relations between vertices is
an important task. In this paper, we study the problem of generating the k-hop-constrained s-t simple path
graph, i.e., the subgraph consisting of all simple paths from vertex s to vertex ¢ of length no larger than k. To
our best knowledge, we are the first to formalize this problem and prove its NP-hardness on directed graphs.
To tackle this challenging problem, we propose an efficient algorithm named EVE, which exploits the paradigm
of edge-wise examination rather than exhaustively enumerating all paths. Powered by essential vertices
appearing in all simple paths between vertex pairs, EVE distinguishes the edges that are definitely (or not)
contained in the desired simple path graph, producing a tight upper-bound graph in the time cost O(k?|E|).
Each remaining undetermined edge is further verified to deliver the exact answer. Extensive experiments are
conducted on 15 real networks. The results show that EVE significantly outperforms all baselines by several
orders of magnitude. Moreover, by taking EVE as a built-in block, state-of-the-art for hop-constrained simple
path enumeration can be accelerated by up to an order of magnitude.

CCS Concepts: » Information systems — Database management system engines.
Additional Key Words and Phrases: simple path graph, essential vertices, upper-bound graph

ACM Reference Format:

Yuzheng Cai, Siyuan Liu, Weiguo Zheng, and Xuemin Lin. 2023. Towards Generating Hop-constrained s-t
Simple Path Graphs. Proc. ACM Manag. Data 1, 1, Article 61 (May 2023), 26 pages. https://doi.org/10.1145/
3588915

1 INTRODUCTION

In graph analytics and applications, mining relations between two given vertices is one of the
fundamental problems, which helps to make use of connections from a vertex s to another vertex ¢, or
to investigate influences or similarities between them based on graph topology [8, 9, 27, 29, 33, 35, 39].
In this paper, we focus on the problem of k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph generation. In
many real-life applications, relations between vertices s and ¢ can be captured by enumerating all
s-t simple paths, where each path is no longer than a user-specific hop constraint k [27, 29]. Let us
consider the following example.
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Fig. 1. Motivation example

1.1 Motivation

For graph G in Figure 1(a), all simple paths from vertex s to ¢t with hop constraint k = 4 are
presented in Figure 1(b). The problem of hop-constrained s-t simple path enumeration has been
well studied, and various novel techniques have been proposed [27, 29, 31, 35]. However, a user
may be overwhelmed by the huge number of paths listed. There may be many common vertices
and edges in these hop-constrained s-t simple paths for large strongly cohesive communities [27],
as illustrated in Figure 1(b). Such overlaps motivate us to generate a k-hop-constrained s-t Simple
Path Graph (denoted as SPGy (s, t)), a subgraph of input graph G, each edge of which is contained
in at least a simple path from s to ¢ not longer than k. Figure 1(c) is an s-t simple path graph with
k = 4 for graph G in Figure 1(a). It captures the main structure of connections between s and ¢,
while preserving concision by avoiding repeated vertices and edges in all paths listed in Figure 1(b).
Applications. The problem of k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph generation has a wide
range of applications, e.g., fraud detection, relation visualization, and accelerating other algorithms.

Fraud Detection. In financial systems, transaction activities can be modeled as a directed graph,
where each vertex represents a person or account, and each edge e(u,v) represents a transaction
from u to v. A simple cycle in such a graph is a strong indication of fraudulent activity or even a
financial crime like money laundering [27, 29, 30, 35]. For a certain transaction e(t, s), by extracting
vertices and edges in all simple cycles containing e(t, s), all fraudsters and fraudulent transactions
involved can be identified. In practice, the maximum length is specified for the desired cycles [35].
Clearly, generating the hop-constrained simple path graph from s to ¢ will immediately produce the
target fraudsters and transactions. Similar to previous works [27, 29, 30, 35], non-simple cycles are
not considered here, since they may contain other cycles not related to the current edge e(t,s) (i.e.,
not participating current fraud). Involving them may impose unnecessary repeated punishments
and increase downstream workloads (e.g., monitoring and investigation).

Relation Visualization. To discover non-obvious relationships between two entities for decision
making and risk reduction [26], visualizing hop-constrained s-¢ simple path graphs is widely
desired in visualization systems, supporting various types of data, such as biological linked data,
scientific datasets, and enterprise information networks [6, 16, 20, 26, 27]. For example, given two
user-specified nodes (s, t) and some constraints (e.g., path length), RelFinder [20, 26] executes
SPARQL queries to extract constrained s-t simple paths one by one, then displays the s-t simple
path graph (see Figure 2(a)) instead of listing all paths (e.g., Figure 1(b)). Directly generating the
simple path graph not only avoids costly path enumeration, but also provides an initial result which
can be further processed for advanced options if required.

Besides the applications above, k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple path graph generation can be also
used to accelerate other graph algorithms that take simple path graph generation as a built-in
block, like (i) hop-constrained simple path enumeration [27, 29, 31, 35], (ii) quality of service (QoS)
routing [40], and (iii) minimum length-bounded s-t-cut problem [4]. They also take vertex pair
(s, t) and hop constraint k as input, and edges out of SPGy (s, t) will not be considered for output.
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1.2 Challenges and Contributions

Challenges. Since a huge search space may be involved when searching from s to ¢ [27, 29],
generating k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph SPGy (s, t) is computationally expensive. A
straightforward solution is to enumerate all k-hop-constrained s-t simple paths, then put all edges
and vertices of these paths together to obtain SPGg(s, t), suffering from the time cost O(5k|E|)
where 9§ is the number of paths and |E| is the number of edges in G [27, 29, 35]. Since § may grow
exponentially w.r.t. the number of hops k in real graphs [27, 29], enumerating all paths is far from
efficient given the truth that the number of edges in the desired simple path graph is bounded
by |E|. Take Figure 2(b) as an example which presents the number of edges in SPG (s, t) and the
number of s-t simple paths by varying k from 3 to 8 on two graphs from NetworkRepository [32]
(the results are averaged on 1000 random queries for each k).
To enhance the efficiency, we need to address three questions.

e Considering the expensive cost of enumerating all the k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple paths, is it
possible to generate SPGy (s, t) without enumerating all paths?

o Since the problem of generating SPGy (s, t) is NP-hard (as proved in Section 2.1), can we obtain
approximate results with high quality in polynomial time?

o As it may need to generate some paths for obtaining the exact SPGy (s, t), how can we accelerate
searching process in practice?

To answer these questions, a method named Essential Vertices based Examination (shorted as
EVE) is proposed for building the k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph SPGy (s, t). Instead of
enumerating all paths, EVE examines whether each edge is involved in SPGy (s, t) by introducing
essential vertices that summarise common vertices appearing in paths between certain vertex pairs
(see Section 3). Powered by essential vertices with a much smaller cost compared to the naive
solution above, most failing edges can be filtered out in O (k?|E|) without enumerating any paths.

To find the essential vertices efficiently, a propagating computation paradigm is developed, in
which a forward-looking pruning strategy is exploited to reduce computational costs. Benefiting
from essential vertices, each edge can be easily assigned a label indicating whether the edge is
definitely (or not) contained in SPGy (s, t), otherwise promising but not verified (called undetermined
edges). Thus, an upper-bound graph SPG} (s, t) (see Section 4) can be acquired. Finally, each
undetermined edge will be verified by finding a valid simple path passing the edge. Carefully
designed search orders are employed to further accelerate the verification.

Contributions. Our contributions are summarised as follows.

o To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to formalize the problem of k-hop-constrained s-t
simple path graph generation, which is motivated by a wide range of applications. We also prove
that this problem is NP-hard for directed graphs.
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Table 1. Summary of notations

Notation Description

G,G" A directed graph and a reversed graph of G
dmax> davg Maximum and average degree of G

s, t Source and target vertex for query

A(s, t) Shortest distance from s to ¢
p(s,t),p*(s,t) A path and simple path from s to ¢
V(p).E(p), Ip| Vertex set, edge set, and length of p(s, t)
Pr(s,t) All k-hop-constrained s- paths

P (s t) All k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple paths
EVi(s,t) Essential vertex set of Py (s, t)

EVi(s,t) Essential vertex set of Py (s, t)

SPGy (s, t), SPGr  k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple path graph
SPG{(s,t), SPG/  Upper-bound graph of SPGy

o To address this challenging problem, we develop the paradigm of examining whether an edge
is involved in a hop-constrained s-t simple path graph powered by essential vertices, instead of
exhaustively enumerating all paths.

e We propose an efficient approach, namely EVE, consisting of three components, including
propagation for essential vertices, upper-bound graph computation, and verification. The first
two steps deliver an upper-bound graph in O(k?|E|) time. Each undetermined edge is verified
with carefully designed search orders.

e We conduct comprehensive experiments on real graphs to compare EVE against baseline methods.
EVE significantly outperforms the baselines in terms of time efficiency by up to 4 orders of
magnitude. Experimental results also demonstrate the tightness of the computed upper-bound
graph which contains less than 0.05% redundant edges for most graphs. Furthermore, PathEnum
[35] (state-of-the-art for hop-constrained s-t simple path enumeration) can be accelerated by up
to an order of magnitude powered by the proposed simple path graph.

2 PROBLEM DEFINITION AND OVERVIEW

We formally define the problem of k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph generation, and then
give an overview of the proposed EVE. Table 1 lists the frequently-used terms throughout the paper.

2.1 Problem Definition

Let G = (V, E) denote a directed graph, where V is a vertex set and E C V X V is an edge set. Let
e(u,v) € E represent a directed edge from vertex u to v. The number of vertices and edges are
denoted as |V| and |E|, respectively. The maximum and average vertex degree are denoted as dy; 4
and d,qg, respectively. Reversing direction of all edges in G leads to a reversed graph, denoted by
G" = (V,E").

Given the source vertex s and target vertex t, an s-t path p(s,t) = {s = vo,01,...,01-1,0; = t}
denotes a directed vertex sequence from s to t, where (v;_1,;) € E. The vertex set and edge set of
path p(s, t) are denoted as V(p) and E(p), and its length is |p| = [. A simple path p*(s, t) is such a
path without duplicate vertices, i.e., Vo;,0; € p*(s,t) s.t. 0 < i < j < [, v; # vj. All paths from s to ¢
with length [ < k is denoted as a set Px(s,t) = {p1(s, 1), p2(s, t),..., pn(s, 1)} where |p;(s,t)| < k.
Similarly, P/ (s, t) denotes all s-t simple paths with length / < k.

Definition 2.1. (k-hop-constrained s-t Simple Path Graph). Given a graph G and a query (s, t, k),
the s-t simple path graph with hop constraint k, denoted as SPGy (s, t)=(V*, E¥), is a subgraph of G
such that V* = Up*EPZ(s,t)V(P*) and E* = Up*ep;(s’t)E(P*).
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For ease of presentation, SPGy (s, t) can be simplified as SPGy. For each edge e € E*, there must
exist a k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple path passing through e.

Example 2.2. For graph G in Figure 1(a), when the hop constraint k = 4, all k-hop-constrained
s-t simple paths P} (s, t) are shown in Figure 1(b), while SPGy (s, t) is shown in Figure 1(c).

Problem Statement. (k-hop-constrained s-t Simple Path Graph Generation). For a directed graph
G, given a query (s, t, k), where s and t are two vertices in G (s # t) and k is the hop constraint, the
task is to find the hop-constrained s-¢ simple path graph SPGy (s, t).

2.2 Hardness Analysis

Next, we prove that the problem of generating SPGy (s, t) is NP-hard by introducing Fixed Sub-
graph Homeomorphism Problem [15]. Given a pattern graph T and an input directed graph G, a
homeomorphism mapping f consists of node-mapping f° and edge-mapping f°. f° maps vertices
of T to vertices of G and f° maps edges of T to simple paths in G, where the involved simple paths
in G must be pairwise node-disjoint but allowing shared start and end nodes.

Definition 2.3. (Fixed Subgraph Homeomorphism Problem, FSH for short) [15]. For a fixed pattern
graph T, given an input directed graph G with node-mapping f° from T to G specified, does G
contain a subgraph G* homeomorphic to T ?

Example 2.4. For the fixed pattern graph T of three vertices and two edges: « — f§ — y, given
a directed graph G with a node-mapping specified as f(a) = u, f°(f) = x, and f’(y) = zin
Figure 3(a), the answer to FSH problem is yes. It is because there exists a subgraph G* (bold vertices
and edges) and f; consisting of f and f is a homeomorphism mapping.

However, when node-mapping is specified as f;’ () = u, f;’(f) = w, and f;’(y) = z, the answer is
no. As shown in Figure 3(b), £y is not a homeomorphism edge-mapping, since pathu — v — x — w
and w — x — y — z share the common vertex x.

When the pattern graph T is fixed to be a path with two edges connecting three distinct vertices
(i.e., @ = B — y), it can be proved that determining whether T is subgraph homeomorphic to G
under a node mapping f° is NP-complete [15].

THEOREM 2.5. The k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph generation problem for directed graphs
is NP-hard.

Proor. For the fixed pattern graph T: « —  — y, the FSH problem can be reduced to k-hop-
constrained s-t simple path graph generation in O(|V|?) time. Specifically, given a directed graph
G with a node-mapping f°(a) = s, f°(f) = r, and f°(y) = t where s, r, and t are three distinct
vertices in G, the FSH problem can be solved by generating SPGy (s, t) fork =1,2,---,|V| - 1.

(1) If 3k s.t. r € V(SPGk(s, t)), there exists a simple path p* from s to ¢ through r. p* can be split
into node-disjoint simple paths p*(s, r) and p*(r, t). Hence, the answer to the FSH problem is yes.

(2) If Vk, r ¢ V(SPGy (s, t)), there does not exist node-disjoint simple paths p*(s,r) and p*(r, t).
Otherwise, joining p*(s,r) and p*(r, t) together will obtain a simple path p*(s, t) passing through
r. Hence, the answer to the FSH problem is no.

Thus, if the k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph generation can be solved in polynomial time,
the FSH problem will be solved in polynomial time too, which contradicts its NP-completeness. O

We also discuss the hardness of generating SPGy (s, t) when k is much smaller than |V|.

THEOREM 2.6. For any constant € € (0, 1), the problem of generating SPGy (s, t) givenk = |V|€ on
directed graphs is NP-hard.
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Fig. 3. lllustration for fixed subgraph homeomorphism problem and Oberservation 2.1

Proor. For each graph G(V, E) of the FSH problem, we construct a graph G’(V’, E’) by adding
(|V|é — |V]) isolated vertices to G such that |V’| = |V|é and E’ = E. Similar to the proof of
Theorem 2.5, we can generate SPGy (s, t) over graph G’ with k = |V’|€ and return yes for the FSH
problem iff r € V(SPGy (s, t)). Since adding (|V|% — |V|) isolated vertices costs polynomial time, if
we can generate SPG (s, t) over G’ given k = |V’|€ in polynomial time, the FSH problem will be
solved in polynomial time too, which contradicts the NP-completeness of the FSH problem. O

THEOREM 2.7. The problem of k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph generation is fixed-parameter
tractable (FPT).

Proor. Let us consider the Directed k-(s, t)-Path Problem that decides whether there is an s-¢
simple path of length k in a directed graph G [14]. Directed k-(s, t)-Path Problem is fixed-parameter
tractable and can be solved in O (29 E) [3] as a generalization of k-path, i.e., it can be solved in
polynomial time for k = log|V].

The solution to Directed k-(s, t)-Path Problem can be also used to build SPGy (s, t). Specifically,
SPGy (s, t) can be obtained by checking each edge e(u, v). It holds that e(u,v) € SPGi(s,t) & Ja
simple path p* through e(u,v) s.t. [p*| < k. For each edge e(u,v), we construct an auxiliary graph
G'(V',E’) by inserting a new vertex into every edge in G (i.e., splitting each edge of G into two
edges connected by a new vertex) except e(u, v), resulting in |V’| = |V| + |E| — 1 and |E’| = 2|E| — 1.
Next, we invoke the solver of Directed k’-(s, t)-Path Problem for k' = 1,3,5,- - - , 2k — 1, where k’ is
an odd number. Then we have: 3k’ s.t. there exists an s-t simple path ¢* of length k' in G’ & Fan
s-t simple path p* of length [ = kT” < k passing through e(u,v) in G. Proof is trivial by noticing
that each of the other edges in G is split into two edges in G’, and any s-t simple path of odd length
in G’ must pass through e(u, v).

The reduction above takes the O(k|E|?) time. Since Directed k-(s, t)-Path Problem is FPT, generat-
ing SPGy (s, t) is also FPT. O

Notice that though the FPT algorithm mentioned in the proof above is theoretically feasible, it
has a significant failure rate as shown in extensive experiments [46].

2.3 Overview of Our Approach

Enumerating all k-hop-constrained s-t simple paths with naive DFS, leading to the time cost
O(|V[¥). It is still computationally expensive even equipped with state-of-the-art algorithms for
path enumeration. To efficiently generate SPGy (s, t), we focus on the question: Given an edge
e(u,v), does it belong to SPG (s, t)?

OBSERVATION 2.1. e(u,v) € SPGi(s,t) © 3 p*(s,u), p*(v,t) s.t. (1) [p*(s,u)| + [p* (v, )| +1 < k
and (2)V(p*(s,u)) N V(p* (v, 1)) = 0.
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Fig. 4. lllustration for general ideas of the EVE method

As illustrated in Figure 3(c), Observation 2.1 holds since any desired path p* (s, t) through e(u, v)
can be decomposed into p*(s,u), e(u,v), and p*(v,t) s.t. conditions (1) and (2) are satisfied. By
iterating each edge e(u, v) and each pair (p*(s,u), p*(v,t)) for checking the conditions (1) and (2),
we can find out all edges of SPGy.. However, computing and iterating all pairs of p*(s, u) and p*(v, t)
is still unacceptable in both time and space cost.

Intuitively, by ensuring shortest distances A(s, u) +A(v, t) +1 < k, it is easy to determine whether
an edge e(u, v) satisfies condition (1). However, there are still many failing edges e(u, v) caused by
some vertices appearing in both p*(s, u) and p* (v, t) (i.e., do not satisfy condition (2)). Thus, we
introduce the concept of Essential Vertices (formally defined in Definition 3.1) for vertices appearing
in all k-hop-constrained simple paths p*(s, u) (or p* (o, t)), denoted by EV;' (s, u) (or EV} (v, t)). Take
edge e(u, v) in Figure 4(a) as an example, EV/’(s,u) = EV](v,t) = {x} when k = 6 since vertex x
lies on all p* (s, u) and p* (v, t). Thus, EV;' (s, u) N EV] (v, 1) # 0, concluding that e(u,v) € SPGk(s, t).
In this paper, we prove that edge e(u,v) ¢ SPGi (s, t) if EVk*f (s,u) N EVk*b (v,t) # 0 for Vkg, ky s.t.
kf+kp +1 < k (see Theorem 3.4), which helps to effectively identify failing edges in practice.
Experiments show that when k = 6, among edges only satisfying condition (1), there are about 30%
redundant edges not in SPGy. (averaged on 1000 random queries for all datasets in Table 2). After
filtering with essential vertices, there are only about 0.1% redundant edges left.

We summarise our proposed method EVE in three phases which avoids the expensive cost of
iterating all pairs of p*(s,u) and p*(v, t) for examining each edge e(u, v), as shown in Figure 4(b).
(1) Propagation for Essential Vertices. To obtain EV/’(s,w) and EV/'(w, t) for any vertex w,
we conduct forward propagation from s and backward propagation from ¢, where essential ver-
tices are propagated layer by layer. To further reduce unnecessary propagating cost, we develop
forward-looking pruning strategy that takes the shortest distance from s to u (resp. A(s, u)) and
the shortest distance from v to ¢ (resp. A(v,t)) into consideration, ensuring that EV/*(s, w) and
EV/"(w,t) computed in the current propagation step ! will be used. Adaptive bi-directional search
is exploited to efficiently obtain such shortest distances before propagation.

(2) Computing upper-bound graph. All edges are categorized into three sets including failing
edges, undetermined edges, and definite edges. Specifically, failing edges are found and filtered out
based on essential vertices by Theorem 3.4, while an upper-bound graph SPG}! can be obtained
from the remaining edges (see Section 4.1). Furthermore, each edge in SPG} will be distinguished
as a definite edge or an undetermined edge (see Section 4.2).

(3) Verifying Undetermined Edges. Departures and arrivals (formally defined in Section 5.1)
are computed on SPG}/(s, t), which are boundary vertices connecting undetermined and definite
edges. For each undetermined edge e(u, v), DFS-oriented search is conducted to find a valid simple
path from departure to arrival through e(u, v) by Theorem 5.6. If such valid path exists, e(u,v) €
SPGy (s, t). With carefully designed searching orders, verification process is further accelerated.
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When k < 4, the upper-bound graph SPG*(s,t) computed above always equals SPG (s, t)

(Theorem 4.8), indicating no false-positive edges will be produced. When k < 5, it only takes O(|E|)
time and space for generating the exact SPGy (s, t) (Theorem 5.9).

3 ESSENTIAL VERTEX COMPUTATION

We first present the principle of introducing essential vertices (Section 3.1). To compute essential
vertices, a propagation based algorithm is proposed (Section 3.2). To speed up the computation, we
propose a forward-looking pruning strategy (Section 3.3).

3.1 Essential Vertices

As discussed in Section 2.3, Observation 2.1 abstracts the existence of a path p* (s, t) through e(u, v)
by checking the constraints for each edge individually. This insight has the advantage of substan-
tially avoiding edges’ repetitive visits, but validating each edge still demands significant overhead.
Thus, greedy or pruning methods should be introduced to minimize edge-wise verification.

Pruning Principle. When P, (s,u) # 0 and P;_ (v,t) # 0, edge e(u, v) cannot be contained in
SPGy (s, t) iff: Vp*(s,u) € P, _ (s,u), p*(v,1) € P,_ (v, 1) s.t. [p*(s,u)| + [p* (0, )| <k, V(p*(s,u))N
V(p*(v,t)) # 0.In other words, though it is possible to form a path of length [p* (s, t)| < k, duplicate
vertices are inevitable in each of such paths. Thus, it provides opportunities for identifying the
case e(u,0) ¢ SPGy(s,t) when P;_ (s, u) and P;_, (v, t) satisfy certain features. We extract the key
features associated with the vertices, named as essential vertices.

Definition 3.1. (Essential Vertices). Given query vertices s and ¢ in G, essential vertices for P} (s, u)
are denoted as EV;" (s, u), i.e., the set of vertices that are contained in all simple paths not passing
through ¢ in Pl* (s, u). Formally, we have

BV} (s,u) = N V(p). M
P; €P (s,u) s.t. 1V (p})

The vertices in EV/"(s,u) are essential, since to form a simple path p*(s, t), there will be no
P (s,u) with |p*(s,u)| < lif all vertices in EV}"(s, u) are removed. Similarly, we have

~

EV; (0,1) = N V(p). (2
P; ePl*(v,t) s.t. sgV(p;)
Example 3.2. For graph G in Figure 1(a), essential vertices EV;"(s,-) and EV/"(~,t) for 1 < I <
6 are shown in Figure 5(a)-(b). Take vertex b as an example, P;(s,b) = {{s,c,b}}, P;(s,b) =
{{s,c,b},{s,a,h,b}, {s,a,c,b}}. Thus, EV, (s,b) = {s,c,b} and EV; (s, b) = {s, b}.

Based on EVl* (s,u) and EVl* (v, t), we can determine which edges can be definitely excluded from
SPGy (s, t) by Theorem 3.4.

LEmMa 3.3. Ife(u,v) € SPGy (s, t), it holds that 3 EVk*f(s, u) and 3 EVk*b (v,t) st (Dkp+1+ky < k,
and (2) EVk*f (s, u) N EVk*b (v, t) = 0; but not necessarily the reverse.

Proor. Sufficiency. As e(u,v) € SPGg(s,t), there must exist a simple path p*(s,u) whose
length is kr and p* (v, t) whose length is k; subject to the condition that k¢ + k; + 1 < k and
V(p*(s,u)) N V(p*(v,t)) = 0. Meanwhile, EVk*f(s, u) C V(p*(s,u)) and EVk*b (v,t) € V(p*(v,1)).
Therefore, EVk*f(s, u) N EV]:b (v,t) = 0. '

Necessity. Consider edge e(b, a) as a counterexample in Figure 1(a). If k = 7, for ky =3 A kj = 2
satisfying condition (1), EV;'(s,b) = {s,b} and EV, (a, t) = {a, c, t}. Thus, EV;'(s,b) N EV, (a,t) =0
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I a b c h i j I| a b c h i j

1| sa | Null [sc|Null|Null [Nul 1|Null| bt | ct | Null | Nul Null
2|sa|sch|sc|sah|sai [Null 2lact| bt|ct|hbt| Null Null
3|sa| sb |sc|sah|sailsj 3l at|bt|ct|hbt| Null |jhbt
4]sa|sb |sc|shi(Gai)| si 41 at | bt]ct hbt|ijhbt]jhbt
5[sa| sb |sc|sh|(si)|(s) 5] at | bt|ct | hbt|ijhbt]|Ghb.t)
6[(a)] sb | sc|@h)| 6i)|(s) 6| at |(bf] ct [(hb,b)|(ijhbb)]Ghbb)

@EV'(s, -)for1<i<é6 b)EV/(-,t)for1<1<6 (c) Propagation

Fig. 5. lllustrations for essential vertex computation

and condition (2) also holds. However, no simple path from s to ¢ passing e(b, a) can be formed.
Thus, the necessity is not established. O

THEOREM 3.4. IfV0 < kr,ky < k—1st kp+1+ky, <k, we have (1) EVk*f(s, u) orEVk*b(z), t) does

not exist (i.e., there is no simple path p* (s, u) or p* (v, t) of length no larger than k¢ or ky, respectively);
or(2) EVk*f (s,u) N EVk*b (v,t) # 0, then e(u,v) ¢ SPGi(s,t).

The proof of Theorem 3.4 is omitted since it is the contrapositive statement of Lemma 3.3. Hence,
we can prune as many edges as possible to achieve a practically tight upper bound of the desired
k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph (for more details please refer to Section 4). Thus, overall
time cost can be greatly reduced.

3.2 Propagating Computation

Directly computing essential vertices based on the definition is challenging. Specifically, to compute
EV/(s,u), all simple paths p*(s, u) with [p*(s,u)| < ['have to be enumerated, and their vertices need
to be intersected. To address the problem, we propose an efficient propagating computation for
essential vertices, which works on the fact that intersecting all simple paths’ vertices is equivalent to
intersecting all paths’ vertices (the correctness is guaranteed by Theorem 3.5). Similar to EV}" (s, u), let
EVj(s,u) denote the intersection of vertices of all paths not passing through ¢ in P;(s, u). Formally,

EVi(s,u) = M V(p)). (3)
pi€P(s,u) s.t. tgV(p;)

The basic principle is that the essential vertices of EV(s,y) can be computed based on the
essential vertices of y’s incoming neighbors. Note that for ensuring t ¢ V(p;) in Equation (3),
vertex t will never be visited when computing EV;(s, y). Let In(y) denote the incoming neighbors
of vertex y. Formally, the propagating computation follows the recursive formula below.

EVisy) = [ (EVialsx) U {y) @
x;€ln(y)

Intuitions of Equation (4): Any path p(s, y) with length |p(s, y)| < [ is composed of two parts, i.e.,
a path p(s, x;) and an edge e(x;, y), where x; € In(y). Taking Figure 5(c) as an example, suppose
X1, X2, - .., X are all the in-neighbors of y s.t. P1_1(s,x;) # 0 (1 < i < m). A path p(s,y) with
|p(s,y)| < | must pass through an edge e(x;, y). Given essential vertices EV;_; (s, x;) for paths
p(s, x;) with length |p(s, x;)| <1 — 1, all the essential vertices from s to y through e(x;, y) within
length I are EV)_; (s, x;) U{y}. Thus, intersecting essential vertices through e(x;, y) for all x; € In(y)

leads to EV(s,y).
Propagation is terminated when [ > k — 1, since only EV}"(s,u) for I < k — 1 are required in
Theorem 3.4. To propagate essential vertices through edges within (k — 1)-hop edges from s, we
introduce an algorithm Forward Propagation (see Algorithm 1). It first initializes all essential vertex
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Algorithm 1 Forward Propagation

Require: Hop constraint k, source vertex s, and graph G = (V, E).
Ensure: EVi(s,y)fory e Vand1 <[ < k.

1: EVi(s,u) < null for eachu € V wherel =0tok — 1

2: Frontier « {s}; EVy(s,s) « {s}

3: for/=1tok—1do

4 nextFrontier «—

5 for x in Frontier do

6: for yin Out(x)st.y#sAy#tdo

7 if EV; (s, y) = null then

8 EVi(s,y) « EVi_1(s,x) U {y}
9

: else
10: EVi(s,y) < EVi(s,y) N (EVj-1(s,x) U {y})
11: Add y to nextFrontier
12: EVi(s,u) « EVj_1(s,u) for eachu € V if EVi(s,u) = null
13: Frontier < nextFrontier

sets in line 1, then stimulates the process of path generation from s and maintains a queue called
Frontier. For a certain length [, the algorithm visits out-neighbors y € Out(x) for vertices x in the
Frontier, and intersects EV;(s,y) with EV;_;(s,x) U {y} in lines 6-10. From another prospective,
for each vertex y explored in layer [, the algorithm propagates the set of essential vertices from its
in-neighbors by Equation (4). Note that in line 12, if vertex u has not been visited in current layer /,
EVj(s,u) can inherit vertices from EV;_; (s, u), since paths within [/ — 1 hops are not longer than I.

To compute essential vertices EV;"(v, t) of any length I from every vertex v to ¢, we run this
algorithm on the reversed graph G”, taking ¢ as the source vertex. This process is called Backward
Propagation. Next, we show that Algorithm 1 is correct as EVi (s, u) = EV;"(s, u).

THEOREM 3.5. V vertex pair (s,u) andl > 1, EVi(s,u) = EV] (s, u).

Proor. When P/ (s,u) C Pi(s,u), we have P;(s,u) # 0 and there exists a path p(s,u) € Pi(s,u)
reusing vertices. We can always find a repeatedly used vertex x that taking out the first x in the path
(denoted as x) and the last one (denoted as x;,), such that the path p(s,u) = {s, ..., x1, ..., Xp, ..., u}
split by x; and x,, follows the constraint that no vertex y exists both in p(s, x;) and p(x,, u). If we
combine p(s, x1) with p(x,, u), the new path is a path p*(s, u) from s to u with no vertex reused,
whose length [p*(s,u)| < |p(s,u)| < L. As V(p*(s,u)) € V(p(s,u)), it holds that Vp € Pi(s, u),
there must exist a simple path p* € P/ (s,u) C Pi(s,u) satisfying V(p*) N V(p) = V(p*). Thus,
EVi(s,u) = mpjePl(s,u) s.t. tgV(p;) V(Pj) = mplfePl*(s,u) s.t. teV(p}) V(p;k) = EVZ* (S, u) o

3.3 Forward-looking Pruning Strategy

In forward propagation, essential vertices are computed for every vertex u satisfying A(s,u) < k.
However, not all EV}" (s, u) will be useful for filtering unpromising edges. Intuitively, for any vertex
ust. A(s,u) + A(u, t) > k, computing EV}" (s, u) is meaningless due to length constraint. Moreover,
even for vertex u satisfying A(s, u) + A(u, t) < k, unnecessary computation can also be avoided.

THEOREM 3.6. If1+ A(u,t) > k, computing EV;" (s, u) contributes nothing to concluding any edge
e(u,v) ¢ SPGy (s, t) by Theorem 3.4.

Proor. For edge e(u,v), if [ + A(u, t) > k, there does not exist EVk*b (v,t) s.t. I+ 1+kp < k. Thus,
statement (1) in Theorem 3.4 holds when k¢ = I. If such EV}"(s, u) are not computed (i.e., not exist),
statement (1) still holds when ky = I. O
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Based on Theorem 3.6, we develop a forward-looking pruning strategy which concerns the steps
needed for reaching ¢ in future. Specifically, I + A(y,t) < k is required when propagating from
vertex x to y at I'" step. In other words, line 6 of Algorithm 1 is changed to: for y in Out(x) s.t.
y#sAy#tAl+A(y t) < k. Note that when [ + A(y, t) > k, y will not be added to nextFrontier
in line 11 for exploring its out-neighbors. It is because y has no descendants y’ at any step I’ (I’ > [)
satisfying I’ + A(y’,t) < k, otherwise [ + A(y,t) < I+ (' -1+ A(y’,t)) < k.

Example 3.7. Given graph G (Figure 1(a)) and k = 7, those essential vertices in parenthesis in
Figure 5(a) will not be computed. For example, EV;" (s, i) for [ > 3 can be omitted since A(i,t) = 4.

In practice, when EV/"(s,u) are the same for different I, we only store the first one since the
others can refer to it. For instance, those underlined essential vertices in Figure 5(a) can be omitted.
Similarly, time and space cost of backward propagation can also be reduced. Note that shortest
distances A(s,y) and A(y, t) should be computed before starting propagation. Intuitively, we can
conduct forward BFS from s and backward BFS from ¢, but better solutions exist.

We can only compute distances for vertices y satisfying A(s, y) + A(y, t) < k and assign +oo for
the other vertices w, since [ + A(w,t) > A(s,w) + A(w, t) > k will stop forward propagation for w
at step I. As shown in Figure 6(a), bi-directional BFS [17, 39] explores forward from s and backward
from t with equal depth, then continues forward (resp. backward) search for the remaining steps
over edges explored backward (resp. forward). To improve the performance, we can use Adaptive
Bi-directional Search [2, 21], in which forward and backward BFS start simultaneously. It adaptively
explores in the direction having a smaller frontier at each step, until the total depth reaches k.

Time Complexity of Computing Essential Vertices. To compute essential vertices, adaptive
bi-directional search first obtains shortest distances in O(|E|) time. Then Algorithm 1 initializes
EV;(s,u) for all vertices u with 0 < I < k. For each [, it updates EV;(s, y) for all out-neighbors y of
vertices x in the frontier by intersecting EV;_ (s, x) U {y} with EV;(s, y), which needs at most |E]
intersections since there are |E| edges in the graph. In each intersection, each essential vertices set
contains at most [ + 1 vertices. Thus, total time complexity is O (k?|E|).

Space Complexity of Computing Essential Vertices. Adaptive bi-directional search main-
tains two BFS frontiers requiring O(|V|) complexity. Essential vertices sets from s and to t are
maintained for each vertex of all length I (0 < I < k). For each length, up to [ essential vertices
exist. Thus, total space complexity is O(k?|V]).

4 ESSENTIAL VERTEX BASED UPPER BOUND

As shown in step (ii) of the overview (Figure 4(b)), we divide all edges in G into three groups:
Failing edges, which are definitely not in SPGy (s, t), labeled as “0”; Undetermined edges, which are a
promising edge in SPGi (s, t) but not verified, labeled as “1”; Definite edges, which are definitely
contained in SPGy (s, t), labeled as “2”. Section 4.1 focuses on ruling out failing edges to form an
upper-bound graph, while definite edges are identified in Section 4.2.

4.1 Computing the Upper-Bound Graph

As proved in Theorem 2.5, generating the k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple path graph is an NP-hard
problem. Therefore, it motivates us to find an upper bound of the target path graph to narrow down
the search space for computing SPGy (s, t).

As illustrated in Figure 6(b), according to Theorem 3.4, for each edge e(u,v) we can iterate
all pairs of integers (kr, kp) s.t. kr + 1+ k; < k. We can conclude that e(u,v) ¢ SPG(s,t) if
none of the pairs (kf, kp) satisfies the constraints that (1) EVk*f(s, u) and EVk*b(v, t) exist; and (2)

EVZf (s,u) ﬁEkab (v, t) = 0. Otherwise, it contributes to forming an upper-bound graph of SPG (s, t).
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Fig. 6. lllustrations for BFS search space and edge labeling

Definition 4.1. (Upper-bound graph of SPG (s, t)). An upper-bound graph of SPG (s, t), denoted
as SPG}!(s,t) = (V¥,E¥), is a subgraph of G such that: e(u,0) € E* & 3 EVk*f(s, u) and 3 EV]:b (v, t)

st. (1) kg +1+kp < k, and (2) EVk*f(s, u) N EVk*b (v,8) =10

To form SPG,’: (s, t), we iterate each edge e(u,v) to check whether it is contained in SPGZ (s, 1)
based on Definition 4.1. Note that the edges out of adaptive bi-directional search space (Section 3.3)
are not considered, since they cannot satisfy distance constraint.

Example 4.2. Given the graph G in Figure 1(a) and k = 7, the upper-bound graph SPG{ (s, t)
is shown in Figure 6(c). Take edge e(i, j) as an example. Since for kf = 2 and k, = 3 we have
EVI:f (s,i) = {s,a,i}and EVk’fb (j,t) = {J, h, b, t} according to Figure 5(a)-(b). EVk*f (s, i)ﬁEVk*b (,t)y=0
leads to e(i, j) € SPGY. In contrast, edge e(b, j) is a failing edge since EV]:b (j,t) = {j,h, b, t} for
kp >3,butb € EVk*f(s, b) for ky > 2 and EVk*f (s,b) N EVk*b (J,t) # 0.

When examining each edge e(u, ), it is unnecessary to enumerate all integer pairs (ky, kp) s.t.
kf+1+kp < k. Actually, we iterate k¢ from 0 to k — 1 and check requirements over EVk*f (s,u) and
EV,:‘b (v, t) with ky, = k— k¢ — 1.1t is because checking kj, = k — k7 —1 already covers the examination
for all k;, < k — ky — 1. The correctness is guaranteed by Theorem 4.3.

THEOREM 4.3. For a certainky (0 < ky <k —1)andky, =k — kg — 1, if EV (v, 1) does not exist,
EV/ (v, t) will not exist for anyl < kj. And ifEV]jf (s,u) N EVk*b (v,t) #0, EVk*f(s, u) NEV/(o,1) # 0.

Proor. Since P]’: (v, t) denotes all k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple paths, VI < kp, Pl* (v, t) C PZb (o, 1),
and EVI:b (v,1) € EV/(0,1). If EV]:‘b (v,t) does not exist, sz (0,t) = 0. Thus, P/ (v, t) = 0, EV/ (v, 1)
does not exist. When EVk*b (v, t) exists and EVk*f (s,u) N EVk*b (v,t) # 0, as EVk*b(U, t) C EV;'(v,1),
EVk*f (s,u) NEV/'(v,1) # 0. O

In practice, Algorithm 2 prunes failing edges by labeling them with “0”, and forms the upper-
bound graph SPGJ!(s, t) consisting of both undetermined edges (label “1”) and definite edges (label
“2”). Lines 1-4 work for k¢ € {0,1,k -2,k —1}, labeling “2” for definite edges which will be discussed
in Section 4.2. Lines 5-6 work for 2 < ky < k — 3, when conditions in Definition 4.1 are satisfied, it
returns label “1” in lines 7-8 (i.e., e(u, v) is an undetermined edge). Otherwise, label “0” is returned
and e(u, ) is a failing edge.

4.2 ldentifying Definite Edges

After pruning failing edges, edges in SPG{/(s, ) are further divided into definite edges and un-
determined edges. Definite edges are definitely contained in the SPGy (s, t) by easy examination,
while undetermined edges need further verification. If more definite edges can be identified, the
verification cost will be reduced significantly.
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Algorithm 2 Edge Labeling

Require: Query variables (s, ¢ k), essential vertices EV*(s,u) and EV* (v, t), and edge e(u, v).
Ensure: Label of edge e(u, v).
Lif (w=sA(EV]_ (0 t)exists)) V (v =t A (EV]_, (s,u) exists)) then
return 2
+ if (EV) (s,u) and EV]'_, (v, ) exist) A u ¢ EV};"_, (v, t) then return 2
: if (EV) (v, t) and EV]_, (s, u) exist) A v ¢ EV;’_, (s, u) then return 2

2
3
4
5: for kg =2tok —3do
6
7
8

ky —k-kp—1
if (EV]:f (s, u) exists) A (EV]:b (v, t) exists) then
if EV]:f (s,u) N EV,:b (v,t) = 0 then return 1

9: return 0

As shown in step (ii) of the overview (Figure 4(b)), definite edges are those within two-hops
from s or to ¢ in SPG{(s, t). Lemma 4.4 shows that the first-hop edges from s (e.g., Figure 6(d)) are
definitely in SPGy (s, t), followed by Lemma 4.6 for those second-hop edges from s (e.g., Figure 6(e)).

LEMMA 4.4. e(s,0) and EV]_ (v, 1) exist & e(s,0) € SPG (s, 1).

Proor. If EV" (v, t) exists, 3 p*(v,t) with s ¢ V(p*(v,t)) and [p*(v, )| < k — 1. Combining
p*(v,t) with edge e(s,v) constitutes a simple path p*(s,t) with [p*(s,t)| < k. Thus, e(s,v) €
SPGyi (s, ).

If e(s,v) € SPGi (s, t), there exists a simple path p*(s, t) through edge e(s, v) with |p*(s, t)| < k.
This also means 3 p* (o, t) with |p*(v,¢)| < k — 1. Thus, P{_,(v,t) # 0 and EV;" (0, t) exists. O

Example 4.5. For graph G in Figure 6(c) and k = 7, edge e(s, a) € SPGy since EV,"  (a, t) exists
according to Figure 5(b).

LeEmMA 4.6. When both EV{'(s,u) and EV;'_, (v, t) exist, it holds that EV{(s,u) N EV}_,(v,1) = 0
S e(u,v) € SPGi (s, t).

Proor. When EV}" (s, u) exists, P (s, u) only contains a one-hop path p* = {s, u}. Thus, EV]"(s,u) =
{s,u}.

If EVi(s,u) N EV]_,(0,t) = 0, there must exist a simple path p*(v, t) without going through
vertex s and u, otherwise we have u € EV;", (0, t) since s is excluded when computing EV;" , (v, 1).
Combining p* (v, t) with edge e(u, v) and e(s, u) constitutes a simple path p*(s, t) with [p*(s, t)| < k.
Thus, e(u,v) € SPGi (s, t).

If e(u,v) € SPGi (s, t), there must exist a simple path p*(s, t) through e(u,v) with [p*(s,t)| <
k. Assume that p*(s,t) is composed of p*(s, u), e(u,v) and p*(v,t). Obviously, u ¢ V(p*(v,1)).
As [p* (v, t)] < k-2,u ¢ EV ,(v,1). Since EV{"(s,u) = {s,u} and s ¢ EV" ,(v,1), EV(s,u) N
EV? ,(v,1) = 0. O

Example 4.7. For graph G in Figure 6(c) and k = 7, edge e(a, i) € SPGy since EV['(s,a) = {s, a}
and EV;'_,(i,t) = {i, j, h, b, t} according to Figure 5(a)-(b), indicating that EV{"(s,a) NEV_, (i, ) = 0.

Based on Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.6, it is clear that in upper-bound graph SPGZ (s, 1), all edges
within two-hops from s are definite edges. Similar conclusion can be reached that all edges within
two-hops to t are definite edges. Algorithm 2 therefore first tries to identify these definite edges.
It checks whether (1) u = s and EV] (0,t) exists, or (2) v = t and EV;"_ (s,u) exists. If one
of the constraints is satisfied, it sets the indicating label of edge e(u,v) to 2 (line 2). Then, it
checks whether EV{*(s,u) and EV;" ,(v,t) exist. If both of them exist and u ¢ EV ,(v,1) (ie,
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EVi(s,u) NEV]_,(v,t) = 0), it sets the label of e(u, ) to 2. Similar examination on EV{*(v, t) follows
(lines 3-4). If none of them holds, it checks whether e(u, v) is an undetermined edge by Definition 4.1.

4.3 Further Analysis

Based on definite edges, we then present two important properties as revealed in the following
theorems.

THEOREM 4.8. For all the queries with k < 4, the upper-bound graph is exactly the answer, i.e.,
SPG(s,t) = SPG (s, 1).

Proor. When k < 4, assume that there exists an edge e(u, v) in SPG}/(s, t) but not in SPG (s, t).
Note that Algorithm 2 cannot assign label 1 for e(u,v) in line 5-8. If Algorithm 2 is returned in
line 2, then e(u,v) € SPGk(s,t) by Lemma 4.4. Otherwise, Algorithm 2 is returned in lines 3-4,
and e(u,v) € SPGi(s, t) by Lemma 4.6. Since it contradicts the assumption, we have SPG}!(s, t) =
SPGy (s, t). O

THEOREM 4.9. For any simple path p*(s,t) of length I, its first two edges and last two edges are
definite edges.

PRrOOF. Suppose edge e(u,v) is the i*" one in p*(s, t). If i = 1 or [, we have e(u,v) € SPGy (s, t)
based on Lemma 4.4. When [ > 2,if i = 2 or [ — 1, then e(u,v) € SPGi(s,t) based on Lemma 4.6.
Thus, e(u, v) is a definite edge. O

When k > 4, it is not guaranteed that SPGZ (s,t) = SPGi(s,t), but all edges falling in the
first and the last two steps of path p*(s, t) have been identified as definite edges by Theorem 4.9.
This important property significantly narrows the search space and will benefit the subsequent
verification for the undetermined edges.

Time complexity of Edge Labeling. In Algorithm 2, we examine each edge independently.
Since the size of each essential vertex set is bounded by k, identifying definite edges in lines 1-4
takes O(k) time. And by iterating k¢, it takes O (k?) time for set intersection in lines 5-8. Thus, its
total time complexity is O(k?|E|).

Space complexity of Edge Labeling. Only the label of each edge will be maintained. Thus,
the space complexity is O(|E|).

5 VERIFYING UNDETERMINED EDGES

This section aims at the third step (of the overview, Figure 4(c)) that obtains exact SPGy (s, t) from
SPG}(s, t) by verifying undetermined edges. We assume that hop constraint k > 5 in the following
discussion, since SPGi (s, t) = SPG{/(s, t) if k < 4 (Theorem 4.8).

Actually, finding one k-hop-constrained s-t simple path through edge e(u,v) is enough for
concluding that e(u,v) € SPG(s, t). As shown in Figure 7(a), intuitively such a valid path passes
through the boundary vertices between definite and undetermined edges. Such boundary vertices
are defined as Departure Vertex Set D (departures for short) and Arrival Vertex Set A (arrivals for
short). A DFS-oriented algorithm with carefully designed search orders is developed to find valid
paths from departure to arrival.

5.1 Departures and Arrivals

Besides departures D and arrivals A, we further introduce the concept of Valid In-neighbors of
Departures Inp (resp. Valid Out-neighbors of Arrivals Out,) that connect s and departure (resp.
arrival and t). As illustrated in Figure 7(a), v, is a departure vertex and v;_, is an arrival vertex, and
01 € Inp(vs) (vj_1 € Outa(v;_y)) since it connects s and v, (v;_5 and t).
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Fig. 7. llustrations for verifying undetermined edges

Definition 5.1. (Departure Vertex Set D). Vertex v € D iff there exists an in-neighbor x of v s.t. (1)
x, v, s and ¢ are distinct; and (2) edges e(s, x) and e(x, ) are contained in SPG/(s, ).

Definition 5.2. (Valid In-neighbors of Departures, denoted as Inp(v)). For each v € D, vertex
x € Inp(v) iff it makes the two conditions in Definition 5.1 hold.

Definition 5.3. (Arrival Vertex Set A). Vertex v € A iff there exists an out-neighbor y of v s.t. (1) v,
y, s and ¢ are distinct; (2) edges e(v, y) and e(y, t) are contained in SPG[ (s, t).

Definition 5.4. (Valid Out-neighbors of Arrivals Outs(v)). For each v € A, vertex y € Outa(v) iff
requirements (1) and (2) are satisfied in Definition 5.3.

By Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6, edges e(s, x), e(x,v) in Definition 5.1 and edges e(v, y), e(y, t) in Defini-
tion 5.3 are definite edges.

Example 5.5. Consider the graph G in Figure 6(c), when k = 7, its departure vertex set D
and arrival vertex set A are shown in Figure 7(b). For departure vertex c, its valid in-neighbor
Inp(c) = {a} since edges e(s,a), e(a,c) € SPG}(s, t). Meanwhile, c is also an arrival and its valid

out-neighbor Outs(c) = {b}.

Departure vertex set D and their valid in-neighbors Inp can be collected with second-hop edges
(as illustrated in Figure 6(e)). Notice that in Algorithm 2, when both EV[" (s, u) and EV;"_ (v, 1) exist,
andu ¢ EV;" (0, 1), it labels edge e(u, v) as a definite edge (line 3). When these constraints are met,
s, u, v, and ¢ are distinct and e(s, u) is contained in SPGZ (s, t), which indicates that v is a departure
vertex and u is a valid in-neighbor of v. Hence, to obtain departures D and Inp, we only need to
add such v into D and u into Inp (v) while labeling edges in line 3. Similarly, arrivals A and Outy
can also be collected.

5.2 DFS-oriented Search

As shown in Figure 7(a), for concluding that the undetermined edge e(u,v) € SPGy, intuitively we
need to find a simple path ¢* from departure v, to arrival v;_, through edge e(u,v), s.t. joining s, vy,
q", vj-1, and t produces a desired s-t simple path. We then formalize the requirements for ¢* into
the following theorem.

THEOREM 5.6. Undetermined edgee(u,v) € SPGy (s, t) < there exists a simple pathq* = {vz, vs, . . .,
vj_2} through e(u,v) within k — 4 hops, where (1) v; € D A vj_, € A; and (2) Jv; € Inp(vy),
Jo;_1 € Outq(v;_y) s.t. vertices s, vy, 0y, ..., 01, t are distinct.

ProoF. Undetermined edge e(u, v) is contained in SPGy (s, t) iff there exists an s-t simple path
p* ={s =0vg,01,...,05-1,0; = t} through e(u, v) s.t. |p*| = < k. Note that e(u,v) is not in the first
or last two steps of p*, or it will not be an undetermined edge.
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Algorithm 3 Undetermined Edge Verification

Require: Query variables (s, ¢, k), upper-bound graph SPG}, departures D, arrivals A, valid in-neighbors Inp, and valid
out-neighbors Out,4.
Ensure: All edges in SPGg.
: E(SPGyg) « All definite edges in SPG}!
if k > 5 then
for each undetermined edge e(u, v) ¢ E(SPGy) do
stky — {u,v,s,t}, stke — {e(u,0)}
Forward(o, 1, u)
return E(SPGy)
: function FORwARD(cur, I, u)
if cur € A A Backward(u, [, cur) then return True
if I < k — 4 then
for each out-edge e(cur, nxt) in SPGY s.t. nxt ¢ stky do
Push nxt into stky, push e(cur, nxt) into stke
12: if Forward(nxt, [ + 1, u) then return True

—_
HeY e ok e

13: Pop nxt from stk,, pop e(cur, nxt) from stk

14: return False
15: function BACKWARD(cur, [, arrival)
16: if cur € D A TryAddEdges(cur, arrival) then return True

17: if [ < k — 4 then

18: for each in-edge e(nxt, cur) in SPG}! s.t. nxt ¢ stky do
19: Push nxt into stky, push e(nxt, cur) into stk,

20: if Backward(nxt, [ + 1, arrival) then return True
21: Pop nxt from stk,, pop e(nxt, cur) from stk

22: return False

23: function TRYADDEDGES(departure, arrival)

24: In{, « {x | x € Inp(departure) A x & stky}

25: Outy — {y | y € Outa(arrival) A y ¢ stky}
26: if 3x € In{,, Jy € Outf st x # y then
27: E(SPGy) < E(SPGy) U stke, return True

28: return False

Necessity. Joining e(s, v1), e(v1,v2), edges in q*, e(v;_3,v;-1) and e(v;_1, t) in order forms such a
simple path p*.

Sufficiency. ¢* can be extracted from p*, which starts from v, and ends at v;_; with length [ —
4 < k — 4. By definitions, v, € D, vj_5 € A, v; € Inp(vy) and v1—; € Outy(v;—5). And vertices
$,01, 02, . ..,0]-1, t are distinct since they are in simple path p*. ]

Based on Theorem 5.6, we present Algorithm 3 to efficiently conclude whether an undetermined
edge e(u,v) is contained in SPGg (s, t). First, E(SPGy) is initialized with all definite edges in line 1.
In lines 2-5, for each undetermined edge e(u, v), DFS-oriented search is conducted to find a valid
path g* described in Theorem 5.6. As illustrated in Figure 7(a), it first tries to find a path from o to
an arrival v;_, (function Forward) and a path from a departure v, to u (function Backward). The
two paths are joined with e(u, v), forming a path g* from departure v, to arrival v;_,. If ¢* passes
verification in function TryAddEdges, edges in ¢* will be added into E(SPGy). Let us consider the
following example.

Example 5.7. For graph G in Figure 6(c) with k = 7, to verify the undetermined edge e(i, j), we
search forward from vertex j and visit edge e(j, h) € SPG}. Since an arrival vertex h (see Figure 7(b))
is reached, we search backward from i and find that i is a departure vertex. DFS-oriented search
terminates with a simple path ¢* = {i, j, h}. According to Figure 7(b), since Inp(i) = {a} and
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Outy(h) = {b} have distinct vertices from ¢* and |g*| < k — 4, all undetermined edges involved
(e(i, j) and e(j, h)) will be added to result set.

By Theorem 5.8, for any departure vertex v € D we only need to store at most k — 2 vertices in
Inp(v), i.e., replacing Inp(v) with Inp(v), where |Inp(v)| denotes the size of Inp(v) and

IA"D(U) = {

any k — 2 vertices in Inp(v), |Inp(v)| > k - 2;
Inp(v), otherwise.

THEOREM 5.8. Theorem 5.6 holds if replacing Inp with Inp.

Proor. We just need to consider the case that [Inp(vz)| > k — 2. Recall that Inp(v) is in-
volved only in requirement (2) of Theorem 5.6, which is Jv; € Inp(vs), Jvi—; € Outs(v;_3) s.t.

vertices s, t,01,0, . ..,0;—; are distinct (I < k). Without loss of generality, assume that vertices
s, 1,03, 03, ...,0;-1 are fixed and already distinct, as illustrated in Figure 7(c). We need to prove that
given |Inp(v2)| > k — 2, Jv; € Inp(vy) s.t. vy is distinct from s, ¢, 03, v, . . ., v iff Fv; € Inp(v;) s.t.

vy is distinct from s, t, 05, v3, . .., Uj_1.
By Definition 5.2, Vx € Inp(v;) € Inp(v;), x is distinct from s, t and v;. To prove sufficiency,

notice that number of the other vertices v3,v4,...,0;_1 is [ — 3 < k — 3, and we have k — 2 vertices
in Inp (vy). Hence, Jv; € Inp(vy) s.t. vy is distinct from s, t,v5, vs, . . ., v7—_1. Necessity is trivial since
Inp(v2) C Inp(vy). O

Similarly, at most k — 2 vertices of Out4 (v) will be materialized for any arrival vertex v € A.

Time complexity of Verification. Recall that D, A, Inp and Out, can be collected within
O(|E|) time. For each undetermined edge e(u, v), DFS-oriented search tries to find a simple path ¢*
through e(u, v) within k — 4 hops, which takes O(dk.>.) time and dyn,y is the largest in-degree or
out-degree of vertices in SPG}. Further verification in function TryAddEdges for each g" takes O (k),
since at most k — 2 vertices are stored in ﬁlp(vz) ((’);;tA(ol_z)) after replacing Inp (v;) (Outa(v;-2)).
Therefore, verifying undetermined edges takes O(k|E|dk.>.) in the worst.

Space complexity of Verification. The number of departures and arrivals are bounded by
O(|V]), and for each departure (arrival) o, lInp(v)| < k-2 ((jotA(v) < k — 2). Stacks for vertices

and edges have size O (k). Hence, the total space cost is O (k|V]).
THEOREM 5.9. Fork < 5, EVE takes O(|E|) time and space.

ProoF. As discussed in Section 3, computing essential vertices takes O (k?|E|) time and O (k?|V|)
space. In Section 4, labeling edges and generating upper-bound graph consume O (k?|E|) time and
O(|E|) space, while edge verification takes O(k|E|) time and O(k|V|) space when k = 5. Therefore,
both time and space complexity are O(|E|) by considering k as a small constant when k < 5. O

5.3 Search Ordering Strategies

As shown in Section 6.6, SPG}! is a tight upper-bound of the desired simple path graph SPGy, i.e.,
for each undetermined edge, a valid simple path ¢* discussed in Theorem 5.6 probably exists. To
further speed up DFS-oriented search, it is better to find a valid q* earlier, stop the search and
return True directly. Note that when k = 5 such techniques are unnecessary, since the initial length
I = k — 4 = 1 indicates that neither forward nor backward exploration is needed.

Recall requirements in Theorem 5.6. To verify edge e(u,v), we need vertices v, € D, v)_5 € A,
v1 € Inp(vy) and vj_; € Outa(v;—2), while vertex distinctness and length constraint of ¢q* are
considered too. Intuitively, when starting a forward search from v, if vertices closer to any arrival
are explored first, the desired path ¢* within length constraint is more likely to be obtained.
Moreover, when there are several arrivals in the next step, visiting the one with larger |Out4 (v;_5)|
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Table 2. Networks for Experiments

Name Dataset V] [E|  dayg Type
ps econ-psmigr3 31K 540K 172 Economic
ye bio-grid-yeast 6K 314K 52 Biological
wn bio-WormNet-v3 16K 763K 47 Biological
uk web-uk-2005 130K  12M 91 Web
sf web-Stanford 282K  13M 46 Web
bk web-baidu-baike 416K 3.3M 8 Web
tw twitter-social 465K 835K 2 Miscellaneous
bs web-BerkStan 685K  7.6M 11 Web
gg web-Google 876K  5.1M 6 Web
hm bn-human-Jung2015 976K 146M 150 Biological
wt wikiTalk 24M  5M 2 Miscellaneous
Ij soc-LiveJournall 48M  68M 14 Social
di dbpedia-link 18M  137M 7 Miscellaneous
fr soc-friendster 66M  1.8B 28 Social
hg web-cc12-hostgraph ~ 89M 2B 23 Web

helps to increase the chance of satisfying vertex distinctness. Such intuitions drive us to sort
out-neighbors of each vertex in SPG}! before conducting a DFS-oriented search. We sort them in
ascending order of distance to the closest arrival vertex, and those with distance 0 (i.e., arrivals) are
sorted by size of Outy in descending order. Similarly, we can sort in-neighbors of each vertex in
SPG} in ascending order of distance from the closest departure vertex, and those with distance 0
(i.e., departures) are sorted by size of Inp in descending order.

Calculating the distance from departures to vertices w in SPG}! costs O(|E|) time and space, since
we can create a virtual vertex r connecting to all departures, after which BES is conducted from r for
obtaining such distances. Sorting in-neighbors of all vertices takes O(ZWGV(SPG;:) dylog(dy)) =
O(|E|log(dmax)), where d,, denotes the in-degree of vertex w in SPG}. Since the same costs
also hold for sorting out-neighbors, pre-computation for adjusting search orders totally takes
O(|E|1log(dmax)) time and O(|E|) space.

6 EXPERIMENTS
6.1 Experimental Setup

Datasets. As summarised in Table 2, we use 15 real networks from a variety of domains, such
as social networks, web graphs and biological networks, in the experiments. These graphs are
downloaded from NetworkRepository! [32], SNAP? [24] and Konect? [22]. The number of vertices
and edges ranges from thousands to billions.

Queries. For each hop constraint k, we generate 1000 random query pairs (s, t) on each graph
such that source vertex s could reach target vertex ¢t in k hops. Note that we focus on k-hop reachable
query pairs, since the others can be efficiently filtered out by answering k-hop reachability queries
[9, 11, 12]. Similar to previous works of path enumeration [27, 29, 35], large k is also not considered,
since relation strength usually drops dramatically w.r.t k and long paths are not useful to capturing
the tie between vertices [27].

We conduct experiments on a Linux server with Intel(R) E5-2678v3 CPU @2.5GHz and 220G
RAM. Programs are implemented in C++ and compiled with -O3 Optimization.

!https://networkrepository.com/networks.php
Zhttp://snap.stanford.edu/data/
3http://konect.cc/networks/
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Fig. 8. Total time cost of EVE and baselines

6.2 Performance Comparison with Baselines

To generate k-hop-constrained s-t simple path graph SPGi (s, t), enumerating all hop-constrained
s-t simple paths then put all edges and vertices of these paths together is a straightforward
solution. JOIN [27, 29] and PathEnum [35] are state-of-the-arts for path enumeration, which
significantly outperform other approaches and are thus considered as baseline algorithms for
generating SPGy (s, t). Note that given vertices s, t and hop constraint k, the edges of each path
found by JOIN or PathEnum will be inserted into a set E(SPGy (s, t)) which will be returned as the
answer. Our proposed algorithm is denoted as EVE.

Results on time efficiency. Total time cost of answering 1000 queries for each graph with
different k are shown in Figure 8, where the running time is set to INF if an algorithm does not
terminate in 1 X 107 ms (1 x 108 ms for graphs wt and hg). EVE is clear the most efficient on all
graphs and k, and generally at least an order of magnitude faster than baselines. As expected, the
time cost increases as k grows for all algorithms. Moreover, the gap between EVE and the baselines
gets larger on dense graphs, such as ps, ye, wn, uk and hm. It is because paths’ amount grows
exponentially with large base of exponent, but edges’ amount is bounded by |E|, as illustrated in
Figure 2(b). EVE even outperforms baselines by 4 orders of magnitude on graph uk when k > 6.
The scalability of EVE is also confirmed on billion-scale graphs fr and hg, while baselines may run
out of time when k = 6. For example, EVE only takes 0.26s to answer each query on average over
graph fr when k = 6.

Results on space cost. Since space consumption varies for different queries, we report the
maximum, median, and minimum space cost among 1000 queries for each graph when k = 6 in
Figure 9. We then focus on maximum space cost since an algorithm needs large enough memory
for certain queries. JOIN demands the largest space cost since partial paths are stored before
joining to obtain an s-t path. PathEnum takes less space since its pre-built index helps to reduce
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Fig. 10. Maximum space cost, average query time for varying distances, and detailed time cost

the number of partial paths when the join-based method is adopted. On graphs sf, bk, tw and gg,
EVE requires larger space compared with PathEnum. It is because these graphs have fewer desired
paths, indicating that less space is needed to store partial paths for PathEnum, while O(k?|V|)
space is consumed to store essential vertices for EVE. We further investigate how k influences
the maximum space cost by taking graphs wn and bs as examples, as shown in Figure 10(a). As k
increases, baselines take much larger space, since the number of paths grows exponentially and
storing partial paths is space inefficient. For EVE, we notice that space cost grows rapidly from
k =4 to k =5, since undetermined edges, departures, arrivals and their neighbors are maintained
for verification when k > 5.

6.3 Effect of Distances Between Query Pairs

For different shortest distances A(s, t) of query pairs (s, t), EVE is robust and significantly outper-
forms baselines. Take graphs [j and bs as examples, when k = 6 we generate 500 random queries
for each distance 1,2, - - -, 6. As reported in Figure 10(b), when A(s, ) is closer to k, the number
of paths is likely to decrease, and less time is required for all algorithms. EVE always has much
shorter running time, especially for small distances. Intuitively, if s and ¢ are closely connected,
they tend to have more paths within k hops.

6.4 Detailed Time Cost of EVE method

We further investigate the detailed time cost of three phases in EVE, i.e., (1) propagation for essential
vertices, (2) computing upper-bound graph and (3) verifying undetermined edges. Taking dense
graph ye and sparse graph bs as examples, their detailed time cost for k > 5 is shown in Figure 10(c).
As k increases, the time cost for phase (3) grows rapidly in graph ye due to its dense structure. For
graph bs, the first two phases dominate the total cost, i.e., the cost of verifying undetermined edges
is marginal compared with the cost of generating the upper-bound graph.
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Table 3. Average redundant ratio rp

k ps ye wn uk st bk tw bs
5 | 0.000004% 0.02% 0 0 0.49% 0.01% 0 0.31%
6 0 0.009% 0 0 0.84% 0.03% 0 0.45%
7 1] 0.002% 0 0 1.4% 0.001% 0.004% 0.74%
8 - - 0 0 1.6% 0.02% 0.01% 0.95%
k g8 hm wi lj dl fr hg
5 0.09% 0 0.00006% 0 0 0 0
6 0.12% 0 0.001% 0.0002%  0.0003% 0 0.002%
7 0.19% 0 0.002% 0.001% 0.0009% - -
8 0.13% 0 0.002% 0.004% 0.003% - -
INF B Naive EVE
- 10° 1 Naive EVE + Forward-looking Pruning (Single directional search)
E 10° 1 Naive EVE + Forward-looking Pruning (Bi-directional search)
o 10%4 Naive EVE + Forward-looking Pruning (Adaptive bi-directional search)
£ 10% - E i E E EVE method = _ _ S
102 4 Naive EVE + quward-looklng Pruning (Adaptive bi-directional search)
10! + Search ordering strategy

ps ye wn uk sf bk tw bs gg hm wt [j dl

Fig. 11. Effectiveness of pruning strategies for EVE (k = 7)

6.5 Effectiveness of Pruning Strategies

We evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed pruning techniques including forward-looking
pruning strategy (Section 3.3) and search ordering strategy (Section 5.3). Figure 11 reports the time
cost of different versions that are equipped with distinct pruning techniques, where k is set to 7 by
default and Naive EVE is the one disabling all pruning techniques above. With forward-looking
pruning, running time on all graphs can be reduced up to an order of magnitude. The adaptive bi-
directional search is faster than both single and bi-directional search. The search ordering strategy
works effectively on most graphs except ps, since the re-ordering cost is not paid off. Note that ps
has the largest average degree 172, and finding a valid path is much easier in such a dense graph.

6.6 Coverage Ratio and Redundant Ratio

Evaluating the coverage ratio. Since the number of edges in SPGy (denoted by |E(SPGy)|) are
bounded by |E|, we define the coverage ratio as r¢c = % (rc < 1). Figure 12(a) presents the
average coverage ratio with respect to different k among all graphs. To make it clear, we split the
results into two subfigures. We can see that graphs with larger average vertex degree tend to have
higher coverage ratios, since larger degree indicates denser connection between query vertices s
and ¢ intuitively.

Evaluating the redundant ratio. We compare the size of upper-bound graph SPG}! with the

answer graph SPGy for k > 5, since SPG}! = SPGy when k < 4. To measure the difference between

. . SPGY)|-|E(SPG
the number of edges in SPGZ and SPGy, we define redundant ratio as rp = IEC |§()S|P‘Ci()| )|

for each query. Average rp for queries on each graph and k are summarised in Table 3, where
0 indicates that SPG;' = SPG. For most graphs except graphs st, bs and gg, SPG}! only has less
than 0.05% redundant edges. Hence, SPG;' computed in O(Kk?|E)) is quite tight, reducing the search
space sharply.
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Table 4. Speedups for hop-constrained s-t path enumeration

k| ps sf bk tw bs wt lj dl fr hg
3104 04 0.2 0.2 03 <01 <01 <01 <01 <0.1
4108 02 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
KHSQ 5106 03 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.6 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
6 - 0.2 0.1 0.5 0.3 0.5 <0.1 0.1 <0.1 -
3107 16 15 3.7 1.3 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2
KHSQ+ 4108 09 11 3.1 1.1 2.2 0.4 0.5 1.0 0.5
5106 21 19 11.8 1.2 14 2.5 1.6 3.2 1.2
6 - 1.5 1.9 23 0.7 0.8 3.6 2.3 1.7 -
3131 14 26 2.2 2.2 4.3 1.2 2.0 3.1 4.0
EVE 4 |13 19 21 3.4 1.8 152 4.1 7.4 23.1 6.6
5110 43 48 161 22 9.5 224 13.0 36.7 6.1
6 - 19 35 385 1.1 14 20.0 10.7 12 -
¥ —+ ps (davg=172) 105 tw INF INF dl 7,
-1 / ye (dayg=52) /
10 ] // - ' —a— wn (davgg=47) 1041 10°1 106 ,f
1072 1074 A ’l,;,»ll —— wt (davg=2) _ 105 ] ,+'l
10-3 4 p S / —®— hg (davg=23) g 10° 4 | 10° A i
o Y —o— 5f (dayg=8) - +/"' 104 /*l
o 10744 Y dl (davg=7) E 102 4o 7 10 4+
B o s —— [ (dag=14)  F 10°
4 I fr (davg=28) L '
10-6 1 104/ / ¥ hm (dayg=150) 0] 107 101
107 4 /’/ *,;7’ uk (davg=91) 100 10t 102
il e bk (davg=8) 345678 345678 345678
10-8 4 ¥' -8~ b5 (dayg=11) Kk k k
— | ~*= gg (dayg=6) —— JOIN JOIN(KHSQ*) EVE
3 4 K 5 6 3 4 K 5 6 - tw (davg=2) PathEnum  --+- PathEnum(KHSQ™)
(a) Average coverage ratio rc vs. k (b) Compare with baselines on graphs tw, [j, and d!

Fig. 12. Effect of k on the average coverage ratio and time efficiency.

6.7 Speedups for Simple Path Enumeration

We conduct experiments to illustrate that the simple path graph SPGy (s, t) helps to speed up hop-
constrained s-t path enumeration. PathEnum [35] is the state-of-art algorithm for path enumeration.
For each query (s, t, k), we can first compute SPGi (s, t) by our proposed method EVE and then use

it as search space for PathEnum, i.e., replacing the original graph G with SPGy (s, t).
time of PathEnum on the original graph G
time of PathEnum on SPGy (s,t)+time of generating SPGy (s,t)

marised in Table 4. For graphs tw, wt, [j, d, and fr, PathEnum can be accelerated by up to an order
of magnitude without any modification.

Moreover, the k-hop s-t subgraph Gft [25] can also be used as search space for PathEnum,
which contains all s-t paths within k hops but those paths are not required to be simple paths.
However, generating G¥, with the state-of-the-art KHSQ algorithm [25] cannot accelerate PathEnum
(speedups < 1), as shown in Table 4. And we further develop its optimized algorithm KHSQ*,
using adaptive bi-directional search (see Section 3.3) instead of single directional BFS in KHSQ for
distance computation. KHSQ" has much better performance than KHSQ, but is still less efficient than
SPGy (s, t) that is generated by EVE, since SPGy (s, t) is a subgraph of G, and some time-consuming
cycles contained in G¥, are avoided for PathEnum.

Speedups (

) by varying datasets and k are sum-
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. k —
Table 5. Speedups for generating SPGy (s, t) on G, (k = 6)

Dataset wn uk sf bk tw bs gg wt [ dl fr
JOIN 1.3 21 14 19 207 04 08 31 9.2 3.6 -
PathEnum | 09 25 19 13 160 05 1.1 09 23 24 26

. . k
6.8 Generating Simple Path Graph based on G,

For generating SPGy (s, t), we can first compute Gf, and then apply JOIN [27, 29] (PathEnum [35])
on GX,. As discussed in Section 6.7, KHSQ* is used instead of KHSQ [25] for efficiently computing

Gft. In this way, the modified JOIN (PathEnum) for generating SPGy (s, t) is faster than naive
Time cost of JOIN (PathEnum) on G
Time cost of JOIN (PathEnum) on Gft
of time. However, by varying k they are still not comparable with the proposed EVE method. As
shown in Figure 12(b), even for graphs tw, lj, and dI where significant speedups are achieved in

Table 5, EVE is still far more efficient than baselines enhanced by KHSQ".

baselines. Table 5 reports speedups ( ) for k = 6 except those run out

6.9 Case Study

It has been shown that simple path graph works for visualizing connections between vertices s
and ¢ in Figure 2. Next, we introduce how EVE helps identify fraudulent activities in a transaction
network with millions of vertices and edges from an e-commerce company. For a transaction (edge)
e(t,s) at time Ty, the goal is to find vertices and edges involved in any (k + 1)-hop constrained
cycles through e(t, s), where all transaction time is required to be within AT days (i.e., only consider
edges at time [Ty — AT, Ty| when searching). The generated SPGy (s, t) for k = 5 and AT = 7 is
shown in Figure 13(a), in which accounts (vertices) and transactions (edges) are suspicious since
they form simple cycle(s) in a short time period.

7 RELATED WORK

In this section, we review related s-t queries which are widely applied in the real world, as summa-
rized in Figure 13(b).

Reachability and k-hop reachability Query. Answering reachability queries is one of the
fundamental graph queries and has been extensively studied [10, 34, 38, 41, 45, 47, 48]. Since the
number of hops indicates the level of influence s has over ¢, many applications can benefit from
k-hop reachability queries, which asks whether a vertex s can reach ¢ within k hops [9, 11-13, 42].
k-hop reachability problem is more general since when k = co, we can obtain the answer to the
reachability problem.

Path Graph Queries. QbS [39] defines an s-t shortest path graph [39] that contains exactly all
the shortest paths from s to t. It computes a sketch from the labeling scheme and then conducts
an online search to return the exact answer. However, the information provided by shortest path
graph may be too limited, since paths slightly longer than shortest distance may also be of user
interest. It is not trivial to extend QbS to our problem, since it is still inevitable for examining edges
out of shortest path graph when k is larger than shortest distance. Liu et al. [25] defines the k-hop
s-t subgraph query which returns the subgraph containing all paths from s to ¢ within k hops,
but those paths are not required to be simple paths. TransferPattern [5] delivers a graph that just
contains multi-criteria shortest paths by allowing multiple copies of vertices. It not only increases
the size but also is unfriendly to display the underlying connections as it is not a subgraph of the
input graph.

(Hop-constrained) Simple Path Enumeration. There have been a bunch of works for simple
path enumeration [7, 18, 19, 43]. Hop-constrained s-¢ simple path enumeration aims at finding
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More general

[ Reachability query } [ k-hop reachability query }

{Shortest path graph query} [k—hop—constrained simple path graph generation}

More difficult

[Simple path enumeration } [ k-hop-constrained simple path enumeration J

(a) Example from real-world transaction network (b) Summary of related s-t queries

Fig. 13. Case study and summary of related work

all simple paths from s to t within k hops, and recent works include TDFS [31], BC-DFS, JOIN
[27, 29] and PathEnum [35]. TDFS [31] ensures that each vertex v explored during forward DFS will
produce at least an output path, which is achieved by backward BFS from target vertex t at each
step. BC-DFS [27, 29] is a barrier-pruning-based DFS algorithm, which prevents falling into the
same trap twice by maintaining barriers during exploration. To improve query response time, JOIN
[27, 29] first finds some cutting vertices, then concatenates partial paths enumerated by BC-DFS.
The time complexity of TDFS, BC-DFS and JOIN are O(Jk|E|), where § is the number of output
paths. PathEnum [35] first builds a lightweight online index based on shortest distances, then uses
a cost-based query optimizer to select DFS-based or join-based method for answering queries. As
discussed before, enumerating all k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple paths by above approaches is a
straightforward solution for generating simple path graph SPGy (s, t). On the other hand, with
the output SPGy (s, t) from our EVE method, these approaches can also be accelerated by taking
SPGy (s, t) as their search space.

Pruning Techniques. Forward-looking pruning adopts the general idea of checking distances
[25, 31]. In [31] distances are computed at each step of DFS, since vertices in DFS stack are removed
to avoid vertex reuse for simple path. In contrast, [25] pre-computes all distances once but paths are
not required to be simple. EVE targets at the simple path graph, but also computes distances only
once since essential vertices encode vertex reuse. Moreover, though the idea of vertex reordering
has been widely used with various goals [1, 28, 37, 39, 45], search ordering strategies are developed
based on the tight upper-bound graph and use specialized keys (distance, |Inp| and |Outy|) for
sorting neighbors to find valid paths earlier.

To prune spurious candidates when addressing the subgraph isomorphism problem, the algorithm
KARPET [36, 44] adopts the idea of two-phase traversal similar to bi-directional propagation, but
utilizes the query pattern to remove the vertices against the label constraints from the candidate
graph in the first traversal.

8 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we formalize the k-hop-constrained s-¢ simple path graph generation problem, which
has a wide range of applications. We prove its NP-hardness on directed graphs and propose a
method EVE to tackle this challenging problem. It does not need to enumerate all paths powered
by the essential vertices. Moreover, a tight upper-bound graph is derived. To verify undetermined
edges, a DFS-oriented search based on carefully designed orders is proposed. Extensive experiments
show that EVE significantly outperforms all baselines, and it also helps to accelerate other graph
queries such as hop-constrained simple path enumeration.
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