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STOCHASTIC EMBEDDINGS OF GRAPHS INTO TREES

TH. SCHLUMPRECHT AND G. TRESCH

ABSTRACT. It is known that every graph with n vertices embeds stochastically into
trees with distortion O(log n). In this paper, we show that this upper bound is sharp
for a large class of graphs. As this class of graphs contains diamond graphs, this
result extends known examples that obtain this largest possible stochastic distortion.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The continued development of the theory of low distortion embeddings of general
finite metric spaces into simple metric spaces has been important for understanding
how complex metric structures can be efficiently represented. Furthermore, the de-
velopment of such theory often results in fruitful applications for computer science
approximation algorithms (see [3,9,11] for classic applications involving the sparsest
cut problem and how it relates to embeddings into ¢; metrics). Due to this algorith-
mic connection, a particularly desirable family of simple metric spaces is weighted
trees. However, there are simple graphs that cannot be well approximated by trees.
For example, any embedding of the n-cycle into a tree must incur a distortion of at
least order n [13] (see also Lemma 3.1 below). Nevertheless, there has been progress
when the problem is generalized to stochastic embeddings.

Stochastic embeddings (also called random or probabilistic embeddings) were orig-
inally defined by Bartal [2]. Since finite, weighted trees are isometrically isomorphic
to finite dimensional ¢; spaces, the existence of a stochastic embedding of a metric
space into a family of trees implies the existence of a bi-Lipshchitz embedding into
¢ without an increase of the distortion. More recently, it has been shown that a
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stochastic embedding of a finite metric space into a family of trees can be used to
obtain bi-Lipshitz embeddings of lamplighter metric spaces and transportation cost
spaces into L; (see [4,5,12]).

Also in [2] Bartal shows that any finite metric space on n elements can be stochas-
tically embedded into trees with stochastic distortion O(log®(n)). This upper bound
was lowered to O(log(n)) by Fakcharoenphol et al [6] which was known to be optimal
by the observation of Bartal that all expander graphs must exhibit Q(log(n)) stochas-
tic distortion [2]. More basic families of metric spaces that achieve this bound have
been since found such as the 2-dimensional grid [1] and a family of graphs, called the
diamond graphs [8]. Our main result is a generalization of the latter result.

Main Theorem. Suppose (G, dg) is a normalized geodesic s-t graph. For k € N
let (G% dger) be its k-th slash power, and S7(G9*,dgor) > 1 be the stochastic
distortion of (G9*, dgor) into the family of geodesic trees 7. Then

O(k) G contains a cycle,

Sr(G% dgor) =
T(G dgor) {1 G is a path.

Thus, slash powers provide a large family of graphs with the largest possible sto-
chastic distortion.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the necessary notation and
relevant definitions, including the construction of slash powers of graphs and expected
distortion. In addition, we show that given a probability measure on the edges of
a graph the corresponding expected distortion of a map into an expanding tree is
a lower bound for the stochastic distortion of the graph into a family of trees. In
Section 3, we state a mild strengthening of a result of Gupta [7] on the lower bounds
for distortion of a weighted cycle into a tree. Then in Section 4, we prove the desired
result for slash powers of a vital family of weighted graphs that we call balanced gen-
eralized Laakso graphs. A proof of the Main Theorem is then given in Section 5.

2. MAIN DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

2.1. Graphs For a simple, finite graph G = (V, E) we let V(G) be the vertex set
V and E(G) C [V(G)]?> = {{u,v} : u,v € V(G),v # u} be the set of edges E. In
the case that G is a directed graph, we use E(G) to denote the edges of G without
orientation and F4(G) to denote the directed edges under an orientation d. For
e = (u,v) € E4(G) we put e~ = u and et = v.

A subgraph of G is a graph G', where V(G') C V(G) and E(G') € E(G)N{{u,v} :
u,v e V(G)}.

We call a subgraph P = (V(P),E(P)) C (V(G),E(G)) a path in G if there is
k € N and a labeling of the distinct vertices of P, V(P) = {xg, z1,...,2x} such that
E(P)={{zi—1,x;} i €{1,...,k}}. We call the above subgraph P a directed path in
G = (V(G), E4(@)) if, in addition, the edges of P agree with the orientation of E(G)
(i.e. Eq(P) = {(xi—1,2;) i € {1,...,k}} where d is a fixed orientation on E(G)).
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We shall often denote a (directed or undirected) path by P = (z;)¥_, or (zo,...,xs)
and call it a path from o to xy, or between xy and x). For two paths A := (a;)}_,
and B := (b;){_, with a, = by, we use A — B to denote the concatenation of the two
paths at the vertex a,. More specifically, V(A — B) = {ag, a1, ...,a, = by, b1,...,b,}
and E(A ~ B) = {{ai_l,ai} 11 € {1, . ,p}} U {{bi—labi} 11 € {1, . ,q}} Note
that the concatenation of the two paths above is a path iff V(A)NV(B) = {a, = by }.

A subgraph C' = (V(C), E(C)) C (V(G), E(GQ)) a cycle in G, if the distinct vertices
of C, can be ordered into V(C) = {xg,x1,...,x%}, with & > 3, and z¢y = z, such
that B(P) = {{z;1,z;} :i € {1,...,k}}.

A graph G is called connected, if for any two vertices there is a path between them.
A tree is a connected graph that does not contain a cycle, or equivalently, between
any two vertices there is a unique path between them.

2.2. Geodesic Metrics If G is a connected graph and dg is a metric on V(G), we
call dg a geodesic metric on G if

dg(u,v) = min{length,_(P) : P is a path from u to v}, for u,v €V,
where for a path P = (x;)7_, in G, we define the length of P by

length, . (P) = Z de(zj-1, x;).
j=1

and sometimes refer to this value as the metric length of P. In this case, we call the
pair (G,dg) a geodesic graph. For e = {u,v} € E(G) we denote dg(e) = dg(u,v).
Assume that w : E(G) — R* is a function. Define for u,v € V(G)

n

dg(u,v) := min { Zw({x]—_l,:ﬂj}) 1 (7)o is a path from u to v}.

i=1

Then dg is a geodesic metric on G, and we call it the metric generated by the weight
function w. Note that if w : F(G) — RT is an arbitrary function and dg the geodesic
metric generated by w, it does not necessarily follow that for an edge e we have
dg(e) = w(e), since it might be possible that there is a path of shorter metric length
between the two endpoints of e.

For the special weight function, defined by w(e) = 1 for all e € E(G), and for a
path P in G we call 3 _ppyw(e) = |E(P)| the graph length of P.

Conversely, any geodesic metric on G is generated by the weight function

w: E — RY, {u,v} = dg(u,v).

If (G,dg) is a geodesic graph and H = (V(H), E(H)) is a connected subgraph
we call (H,dg), where dy is the geodesic distance on V' (H) generated by the weight
w: E(H) = RT, e — dg(e), an induced geodesic subgraph and dy the induced geo-
desic metric of dg on V(H). Note that dy is not necessarily the restriction of dg on
V(G) (for example, if G is a cycle and H is obtained by taking away one edge). In
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the scenario when dy(z,y) = dg(x,y) for all z,y € V(H) we say that H is an isomet-
ric geodesic subgraph of G or, when the context is clear, simply an isometric subgraph.

2.3. s-t Graphs We call a connected, graph G = (V(G), E(G)) an s-t graph if it has
two distinguished vertices denoted by s =s(G) and t = t(G) € V(G) so that G can
be turned into a directed graph G, = (V(G), Eq(G)) where every edge e € E4(G) is

\_/

an element of a directed path from s(G) to ¢(G)). When given such an orientation, we
call G a directed s-t graph and note that under thls definition every vertex v € V(G)
lies on a directed path from s(G) to t(G).

Let G = (V(G), E(G)) be an s-t graph and let dg be a geodesic metric on G. We
say that (G,dg) is a geodesic s-t graph, if all paths from s(G) to t(G) have the same
length, and we say that (G, dg) is a normalized geodesic s-t graph, if that length is 1.
This property has the following important, and in this paper often used, consequence.

Proposition 2.1. If (G,dg) is a geodesic s-t graph, every path P = (xj)é‘:() from
xo = s(G) to x; = t(G) is an isometric subgraph of G. In particular, this means that

j
de(z, ;) = Z de(zs—1,xs) for 0 <i<j<lL
s=i+1
In the case where dg(e) =1 for all e € E(G) for a geodesic s-t graph (G, dg) then
(G,dg) is sometimes referred to as a bundle graphl8].

Examples 2.2. We list three elementary examples of geodesic s-t graphs:

a) (Paths): Let P = (z;)%_, be a path. If we define s(P) = z and t(P) = x then
it is clear that P is an s-t graph. Let w : F(P) — R™ be a weight function,
then w generates a geodesic metric dp on P making (P,dp) a geodesic s-t
graph.

b) (Cycles): Let C = (V(C), E(C)) be a cycle, with V(C) = {x¢, z1,..., 211},
with { > 3, such that E(C) = {{z;_1,2;} : j = 1,2,...,1}, where z; = .
Let dc be a geodesic metric on V(C'), generated by a weight function w :
E(C) — R" and assume that there is an 1 < m <1 — 1 so that

m l

do(zo,xm) = Y w({zjra}) = D w{zj-1,2m5)).

j=1 j=m+1
We can then orient E(C') by
Ed(C) = {(l’i_l,l’i) NS {1, ce ,m}} U {(l’j,l’j_l) . ] € {m + 1, .. ,l}}

Then (C,dc¢) is a geodesic s-t graph, with s(C) = z and t(C) = zy,.
We call in that case (C,d¢) a geodesic s-t cycle.
c) Generalized Laakso graphs. For k,ly,ly,m € Ny such that [y > [y > 1, and
l1+1s > 3. Let L= (V(L),E(L)) be defined by

V(L) = {z )y U g Yy u g g u {23,
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where we make the following identifications:

1 2 2
o=y =y ,andy —yfg)—Zo,

and
E(L) = {{ZL’Z 1,(17@'} 1 =1 2,...,/€}U{{zi_1,zi}:i:1,2,...,m}

U{{puy =12 U {2 i =12, D)

We call L a (k, 4, lg, m)-Laakso graph. 1f L is a (k,l, lo, m)-Laakso graph
for some k,ly,ls, m, then we say that L is a generalized Laakso graph. Note
that in particular, a (1,2, 2, 1)-Laakso graph is the base graph for the family of
standard Laakso graphs, while a (0, 2, 2, 0)-Laakso graph is the base graph for
the family of standard diamond graphs. We denote s(L) = zg and t(L) = z,,
and note that the orientation

EyL)={(zicr,2) i =1,2,.. .k} U{(zic1,2) 1 i =1,2,...,m}

U{(yfi)l7y7,(1)>/z:1727 ll}U{ y, 1,y2 7;:1,2,...,l2}.
implies that these generalized Laakso graphs are s-t graphs.

(1)

2 yll 1
X Zm
o—o—o
s(L)
(2)
1 y2 ?/12 1

FIGURE 1. A (k, [y, [, m)-Laakso Graph

Let w : E(L) — (0, 1] be such that,

k m
Zw xz lazz +Z yz 17 +Zw(zi—lazi)
i=1 i=1
k l2 m
:Zw(xi—17xi)+z yz( 17% _'_Zw Zi— 17ZZ
i=1 i=1 i=1
then w generates a geodesic metric dy, on L which turns (L, dy ) into a geodesic
s-t graph.
We call a (k, 1y, 13, m)-Laakso graph L = (V(L), E(L)) balanced if l; = I5.

An important attribute of geodesic s-t graphs is that all cycles and geodesic s-t
subgraphs over the same two distinguished points s,t are isometric subgraphs. Such
a property will allow us to restrict our attention to generalized Laakso graphs as
introduced in Example 2.2 (c).
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For the next result, we introduce the following notation: If G is an s-t graph, we
call a subgraph H of G which contains s(G) and ¢(G) and which has the property that
it is an s-t graph with the same distinguished points s(G) and t(G), an s-t subgraph
of G.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose (G,dg) is a geodesic s-t graph with distinguished points s(G)
and t(G).

(1) Every cycle C in G is a subgraph of a generalized Laakso graph L in G, for
which s(L) = s(G) and t(L) = t(G) and both, (C,dc) as well as (L,dy) are
isometric subgraphs of G, where de and dy, are the geodesic metrics on C and
L, respectively, induced by dg.

(2) If H is an s-t subgraph of G then (H,dy) is an isometric subgraph of (G,dg),
where dy is the geodesic metric on H induced by dg.

Moreover, if G is not a path, it contains cycles and, thus, also a generalized Laakso
graph.

Proof. Note that as every vertex of GG is on an s-t path, if G is a tree, then it must
simply be an s-t path. This proves the “moreover” part of our claim.

Proof of (1). Let C' C G be an arbitrary cycle. Label the vertices of C' by C' =
(20,21, ..., 2, = x9) and suppose that d¢ is the induced geodesic metric of dg on C.
We choose y and z in V(C') such that

da(y, s(G)) = min, da(z,s(G)), and da(z, 1(G)) = in, da(z,1(G)),
and observe that y # z. Indeed, assume that y = z. Let ' € V(C) so that {y,y'} €
E(C) C E(G), and let P = (x;)j_, be a path between s(G) and ¢(G) containing
{y,y'}. It follows that length, (P) = da(s(G),t(G)). We assume without loss of
generality that z;, =y and z;, = ¢/, with 0 < i; < iy < n (if i3 < i; we swap s(G)
with ¢(G)). Then

da(s(G),y) + da(y, H(G)) = da(s(G), 1(G)) = length,, (P)

= dg(s(G),y) +da(y,y) +da(y', 1(G))
> dG(S(G>7 y) + dG(y/v t(G)) Z dG(S(G)7 y) + dG(y7 t(G))a

where the last inequality follows from the minimality conditions on y = z. This is a
contradiction; thus, we conclude that y # z.

After relabeling the vertices of C' we can assume that y = xy and 2z = x;,, for some
0<li<n Welet A= (aj);?:(] be a path between ay = s(G) and ap = xg = y, of
shortest metric length, B = (b;)7., be a path between by = x;, = 2z and b, = t(G),
of shortest metric length, and let Q) = (zj)?zo and Q) = (xn_j)?:_(l)l (both being
paths from y to z, and together forming the cycle C). Since V(4) N V(QW) =
V(A) NV(Q®P) = {z} and V(B)NV(QW) = V(B) N V(Q?) = {x,,} it follows
that the graph L with V(L) = {a;}¥_, U {:)sj}z-lzo U {xn_j}?:_él U{b}jy and E(L) =
E(AUEBQWYUEQ®P)UE(B)is a (k,l1,n — 1, m)- Laakso graph. Let d;, and d¢
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be the induced geodesic metrics on V(L) and V(C'), respectively. We need to show
that they coincide with the restriction of dg to V(L) and V(C), respectively.

We define P =4 — QW — B and P® = A — Q® — B, and recall that by
Proposition 2.1 they are both isometric subpaths of (G, dg) as well as (L,dy). Since
they have the same length it follows that length,_ (Q™") = length,_(Q®).

Let w,v € V(L). We need to show that dp(u,v) = dg(u,v), and in case that
u,v € V(C), also that do(u,v) = dg(u,v). We first consider the case that u,v are
both in P for some i = 1,2. Then it follows that dg(u,v) and dg(u,v) are both
equal to the induced metric on P®, and, thus, equal to each other. If moreover
u,v € V(C), and thus u,v € V(QW), the path of shortest length in C' between z and
y (with respect to d¢!) will be inside Q. Thus, again by Proposition 2.1, it follows
that de(u,v) = dp(u,v) = dg(u,v).

If u,v are not both in P, we can assume that v = x;, for some 1 < 7; < Iy and
v = x;, for some [} < iy < n. Let us assume that do(u,v) # dg(u,v), and thus since
always do(u,v) > dg(u,v), that do(u,v) > dg(u,v). This means that there is a path
P = (wj)j_y in G from wy = x;, to w, = x4, in G whose metric length is smaller
than de(u,v). We can also assume that v € V(QW) and v € V(Q®@) are chosen, so
that n is minimal, which implies that w; € V(G) \ V(C) for j =1,2,...,n — 1. Let
P’ = (wy,_j)}j_o, the path from z;, to z;,, which reverses P.

It follows that

RY = A — (2;)Ly — P — (,)y" — B and
R® = A — (0,5)j=* — P' — (2;)};, — B

J=u

are both paths from s(G) to ¢(G) and therefore of metric length dg(s(G),t(G)). But
on the other hand we have, by Proposition 2.1

lengtth(R(l)) + lengtth(R(Q)) =2length,_(A) + 21engthd (B) + 2length, . (P)
+ length,,, ((x; ) + length,,, ((:E])ll )

J=u
+ lengthy,, ((@n—; )iz 82) + length,,, ((93,-2_]-);-2:_011)
= 20(5(G). HG) + Aength,, (P),

which would mean that length, (P) = 0, and is thus a contradiction. We deduce that
de(u,v) = dg(u,v) and, thus, since dg(u,v) < dp(u,v) < de(u,v), also dp(u,v) =
de(u,v).

Proof of (2). Assume that H = (V(H), E(H)) is a subgraph of G, which is an s-t
graph with s(H) = s(G). Let dgy, be the geodesic metric on V(H), induced by dg.
Since every path in H is a path in G, it follows that H together with dy is a geodesic
s-t graph. Thus, if u,v € V(H) lie on the same path @ in H from s(G) to t(G) that
is also a path in G, then dg(u,v) = dg(u,v) = dy(u,v). If for u,v € V(H) there is
no path in H which contain u and v, we can find two paths from s(G) to ¢(G) in H,
QW = (z;)'-, and Q¥ = (y])]  , 50 that Q) contains u but not v and Q® contains
v but not w. Let iy € {1,2,...,l4 —1} and 53 = {1,2,...,l> — 1} such that z;, = u
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and y;, = v. We define
o =max {0 <i<i € {y] % } and jo =max {0 < j <ji:y; € {z;} )t

and

ip=min{i; <i<l:x € {y}m; 1} and o =min{ji <j<l:y; € {w}; 1}
Then it follows that z;, = y;, and x;, = yj,, and thus

C = (xi()a Tig+1y -+ -y Tig = yj27yj2—1a yj2—2a .. 'yjo = zio)

is a cycle in H. Denoting by d¢ the geodesic metric on C' induced by G, which is the
same metric induced by dy (because they are both generated by the same weights),
we deduce that from our previous work that dy(u,v) = de(u,v) = dg(u,v). O

2.4. Measured geodesic s-t graphs. A triple (G,dg,vq), with (G,dg) being a
geodesic s-t graph, and vg being a probability measure on E(G), is called a measured
geodesic s-t graph.

Examples 2.4. For the three elementary geodesic s-t graphs, introduced in Examples
2.2, we choose the following probabilities on their edges.

a) Let P = (mj);?:(] be a path with a geodesic metric dp generated by a weight
function w : E(P) — R*. Then put

l/p(e) = w(e> — dp(e) ]
Z?:lw({i’fj—bfj}) dp(s(P),t(P))
b) Let C' = (xg,x1,...,x, = xy) together with a geodesic metric dc a geodesic

s-t cycle, and let 1 < m < mn — 1 be such that

anxm E dC Tj— 17:1:] E dC Xy 17:1:] E dC Tj— 17:1:]

j=m+1
and let s(C') = zg, t(C) = x,,. Then we put
1 dc(e)
2dc(wo, 7).
c) Let L =(V(L),E(L)) be a (k,ly, 5, m)-Laakso graph, with

V(L) = {z;}5 o U {y Y, U {oP 3l u {2,

1/0(6) =

where

1 2) 2
=y =y, and y) =y = %

L):{{SL’Z 1,.CIZZ' Zzl 2,...,]€}U{{Zi_1,2i}27::1,2,...,77’1}
U{{yz layz 7’2172’all}U{{yz(E)1>yz(2)}Z:1a2>>l2}
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For a weight function w : E(L) — R™ satisfying

k I
Zw(fci—hxi)ﬂLZ W u) +Z w(zi-1, %)
i=1 =1

lo
w(Ti-1, ;) + Z w2 ut) + Z w(zi-1, zi)
i=1

i=1

k

=1

which generates a geodesic metric dy, turning L into a geodesic s-t graph, with
s(L) = xg and t(L) = z,, we define vy by

vo({wio1, i}) =

dL(Iz 1,$Ci)
dp(s(L), t(L))
Ldi(y2), du(y!”))

fori=1,2...k,

M MWy _ L
vi{vish i '}) = 2 du(s(L),1(L)) fori=1,2...1,
2) (2)
@ @y 1w dw®)
I/L({yi_lyyi }) 9 dL( ( ) (L)) for 1 = 1,2...l2,
v({zic1,2i}) = duzior, 2) fori=1,2,....m

dr(s(L),t(L))
2.5. Expected Distortion Assume that G and H are simple, connected graphs and
dg,dy are geodesic metrics on G and H, respectively. If v is a probability on E(G)
and f: V(G) — V(H) then the expected distortion of f with respect to (G,dg,vg) is
defined by

D,(f) =B, (22L) = 3o W),

d c€E(G) da(e)

2.6. Stochastic Embeddings Let M be a class of metric spaces, and let (X, dx) be
a metric space. A family (f;)"; of maps f; : X — M;, with (M;,d;) € M, together
with numbers P = (p;)", C [0,1], such that Y . p; = 1, is called a D-stochastic
embedding of X into elements of the class M if for all z,y € X andi=1,...,n

dx(2,y) < di(f(x), £:(v)),
B (d fi sz (fi(@), £i(y)) < Dix(a,y).

In that case we say that (X, dy) is D-stochastically embeddable into M. We denote
Sm(X,dx) :=inf{D >1: (X,dx) is D — stochastically embeddable into M}
and call the value Sy(X, dx) the stochastic distortion of (X,dx) into M.

By following the same ideas as in [1] one could deduce from the Min-Max Theorem

that
B . dy(f(z), f(y))
Sm(X,dx) = sup (}% E v({z,y}) iy

z,yeX,x#Y
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where the sup is taken over all probabilities on the doubletons of X with finite support,
and the inf is take over all pairs (f, M) with (M,dy) being in the class M and
f:(X,dx) — (M,dy) being expansive. We will only need that the left side is not
smaller than the right side, and this only for geodesic graphs, a result which is much
more elementary and will be observed in the next Proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Let (G,dg), be a geodesic graph, and let vg be a probability on
E(G). Suppose that M is a family of geodesic graphs.

If (Hy,dg,) € M, fori=1,2,....n, and if (f;)}, fi : V(G) — V(H,), together
with P = (p;)*, C (0,1] forms a D-stochastic embedding of G into (H;)},, then
D > ¢,(G,dg), where

(G dg) = inf {D, ()| (H.dur) € M, - (V(G),dg) = (V(H), dn) expansive} .
and, thus,

D > ¢(G,dg) == max {c,(G,dg) : v is a probability on E(G)}.
Proof. We observe for a probability v on E(G) that

i1 Pidu, (fi(@), fiy))

D > max

zyeV (G)aty da(z,y)
> max Zizl pidHi(.fi(x)? fz(y))
e={zy}eB(G) da(z,y)

i, (fi(z), fi(y))

=D

d
e={xyteB(@) C

“Sn Y (i) A

=l e={zy}cE(G)

—Zp, (fi) = c(G.de).

O

If (X, dx) is a finite metric space with | X| = n, then by a result of Fakcharoenphol,
Rao, and Talwar a stochastic embeddings with O(log(n)) stochastic distortion into
the family of geodesic trees always exists.

Theorem 2.6. [6] If (X, dx) is a finite metric space with | X| =n and T denotes the
family of weighted trees with the corresponding induced geodesic metrics, then

Sr(X,dx) = O(log(n))

Thus, in light of Theorem 2.6, in proving the Main Theorem it suffices to give
a logarithmic lower bound for slash powers of geodesic s-t graphs that contain a
cycle. We accomplish this by calculating the expected distortion with respect to a
probability defined on the edges.
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We shall utilize Proposition 2.5 in the case that M is the family of geodesic trees.

2.7. Slash Products of s-t Graphs (cf. [10]). Assume G and H are directed s-t
graphs (i.e., directed graphs whose edges are oriented in a way so that every edge is
on a directed path from s(G) to t(G) and s(H) to t(H) respectively).

The vertices of H @ G are defined by

V(HoG)={(e,v) 1 e € E4(H),v e V(G)},
where we identify the elements (e, t(G)) and (€, s(G)), for e,é € E4(H), for which
et =é~. We also consider V(H) to be a subset of V(H©G), by making for u € V(H)
the following identification:

u = (e, s(G)), whenever é € E,(H), for which e” = u, and
u = (&,t(G)), whenever ¢ € Ey(H), for which é™ = u.
In particular
s(H) = (e, s(G)), whenever e € Ey(H), with e~ = s(H), and
t(H) = (¢,t(G)), whenever é € Ey(H), with e = t(H).
The directed edges of H © G are defined by:
Ei(H©G) = {((e.f ), (e.f*) : e € Ey(H). f € E(G)}
the undirected edges by
E(H0G) = {{(e f ). (e.fH)} e € E(H), ] € EfG)}
={{(e,u),(e,v)} : e € E(H),{u,v} € E(G)}.

We abbreviate for e € Ey(H), f € E4(G), the edge ((e, f7), (e, f1)) (of H® G), by
e f, and for v € V(G) the vertex (e,v) by e ® v.

Remark. Note that for e € E(H),
e0G=(e0V(G),e E(G)) = ({(eov):veV(@} {eaf): feEG)}

is a subgraph of H @ G, which is graph isomorphic to G, via the embedding v, :
V(G) = V(H@G), v—e@u.

Therefore, on may think of H @ G to be obtained by replacing each edge of H by
a copy of G. More formally, if H is a directed graph e € FEy4(H) and if G is an s-t

graph, then we mean by the graph obtained by replacing the edge e of H by a copy of
G the graph H<(G, defined by

V(HG) = V(H)UV(G),
where we identify e~ = s(G) and e = t(G),
B(HEG) = (E(H)\ {e}) UE(G).

Using the identification of vertices of a graph H with elements of a slash product
H © G we observe the following proposition.
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Proposition 2.7. If H and G are s-t graphs then H © G is also an s-t graph, with
s(HoG)=s(H) and t(H© G) = t(H).

Proof. Note that every path from s(H) to t(H) in H @ G is a path which is obtained
from a path (y;)!_, in H from s(H) to t(H), by replacing each edge ¢; = {y;_1, v} by
a path in H @ G of the form (e;, :cg-i));izo, where (:cg-i))?:o is path from s(G) to t(G) in
G,fori=1,2...,1. O

Assume that (H, dg) and (G, d¢) are normalized geodesic s-t graphs. On V(H 0 G)
we let dyoe be the geodesic metric on V(H @ G) generated by the weight function
defined on all e® f € E(H @ G) by

wrea(e @ f) = du(e) - da(f).

It follows then that (H @ G,dypg) is a normalized geodesic s-t graph. Assume,
moreover that vg and vy are probabilities on E(G) and E(H), respectively. We
consider the product probability vgo,c on E4(H @ G), which is given by

vaoc(e @ f) =vg(e) -vg(f), fore € E(H) and f € E(G).

It follows then that (H @G, dyea, Vaeg) is a measured normalized geodesic s-t graph.
We state some easy to prove and well known facts about slash products:

Proposition 2.8. [10, Lemma 2.3] Taking slash products is an associative operation,
r.e. if G, H and K are s-t graphs then Then

UVV(KoHoG) = V(KoH) oG,
e (fov)— (e f)ow, forec€ E(K), fe€ E(H), andv € V(Q).

is a graph isomorphism. Identifying graphs K @ (H @ G) and (K @ H) @ G we denote
them simply by K © H© G and e @ f @ g instead of (e @ f) @ g and e @ (f © g).
Moreover, if (G,dg), (H,dy) and (K, dk) are geodesic s-t graphs then

V(V(Ko(HoG)),drkomoa) = (VK0 H)2G),dikomoc)
1$ also a metric isometry, and

VkoHoc) (e @ (f @ 9)) = vikomoc((e @ f) @ g) = vi(e)vu(f)va(g),
foree E(K), fe€ E(H), and g € E(G).

For an s-t graph G we define the n-th slash power of G, by induction: G¢! = G, and
assuming G2 is defined we put G2+ = G G2". It follows from the above remark
that G°™ is also an s-t graph with s(G“") = s(G) and t(G“") = t(G) (using the iden-
tification of V(G) with a subset of V(G“") introduced in the previous subsection).
Using the graph-isomorphisms defined in Proposition 2.8, we can write the elements
ec BE(G")ase=e,0¢€,ase=¢Qej,orase=e Qe @...e,, with e; € E(G),
for j = 1,2...,n, and ¢,é € E(G?™ V). We can write the elements v € V(G°")
as v = e, Qw, or as € @ z, with e, € E(GQ), w € V(G°"), ¢ ¢ E(G°" 1) and
z € V(G). If (G,dg,vs) is a measured normalized metric s-¢ graph, we define metric
dgon on V(G™) and the probability vgen also inductively by dger = dg, vger = vg,
and dgen(e) = dg(en)daom-1(€') and vgen(e) = va(en)Vgom-1 (€'), for e = e, © ¢,
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e € BE(G°"V) and e, € E(G).

Proposition 2.9. Let (G,dg) and (H,dy) be normalized geodesic s-t graphs, and let
G' and H' be s-t subgraphs of H @ G, respectively. Then H' @ G’ is an s-t subgraph
of H G, and thus, by Lemma 2.3, it is an isometric subgraph of H © G.

In particular, for n € N, G'™ is an s-t, and thus isometric, subgraph of G™.

Proof. The claim follows from the fact that every s-t path in H' @G, is a concatination
of paths P, = ((SL’i_l, z;) @ y](-i))é;o, 1=1,2,...1, where (yf))é?:o is a path in G’ from
y = 5(@) to yl(j) = t(G) in G, for every i = 1,2...,1, and (z;)'_, is a path in H’
for s(H) to t(H).

Since the metric on H' @ G’ induced by dy @ dg is the geodesic metric induced by
the weight function v’ : E(H' @ G') - R, e@ f — du(e)-de(f), Lemma 2.3 implies
that H' @ G’ is an isometric subgraph of H © G. OJ

The following shows that a high enough slash power of a generalized Laakso graph
will eventually contain a balanced Laakso subgraph. This will allow us to only con-
sider the balanced case in our analysis in Section 4.

Lemma 2.10. Let L = (V(L), E(L)) be a (k,l1,la,m)-Laakso graph, with l; < ls.
Put

ln(lg) - ln(ll)
In(k+m+1l) —In(k +m+ 1)
Then (L™, dyony) contains a subgraph which is a balanced generalized Laakso graph
L with s(L') = s(L°™) and t(L') = t(L°™). Moreover, if (L,dy) is also a nor-
malized geodesic s-t graph, ¢y being the metric length of its cycle, then L' with the
induced geodesic metric dr, on edges of L' will be an isometric geodesic subgraph of
(LP™ djong), whose cycle has metric length co.

Proof. We write as in Example 2.4 (c) the graph L as L = (V(L), E(L)), with
V(L) = {ab iy Uy Yl U {20 U {20,

where we make the following identifications:

1 2 2
o=y = o ,andy —ylg)—

:{{SL’Z 1,.CIZZ' =1 2,...,]€}U{{Zi_1,2i}27::1,2,...,77’1}

U{{y LMy =12, L u PPy i = 1,2, )
We define the following four paths in L

P = (z) g — (yM)y — (27, and PP = (z)ky — 42)2, — (2,
QY = (yM)y and QP = (yP)l2,.
2)

Forn e N, n > 2, We define inductively the following paths Qn an Wthh are
subgraphs of L™ Qn is obtained by replacing each edge of Qn 1, by P1 and Qn

7’L0:2—|—
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is obtained by replacing each edge of Qfﬂl, by the path Pl(l). Note that Qg) and Qg)
generate a cycle in L™ of length cy.

Denote the graph lengths of Qg) and Qg) by M, and N,,. From a simple induction
argument it follows that

M, = (k+m+1y)" 'y and N, = (k+m + )" y.
and it is easy to see that for the above defined number nyg
M,y—1 < Nyy—1 < Ny, < M,
Fori=0,1,2,..., M,,_1, let QSO),@' be the path which is obtained by replacing ¢ edges
of lelo)_l by P1(2) and M,,,_1 — 7 edges by Pl(l). Note that ng),i is a subgraph of L@
which together with ng) generates a cycle in L9, Let M, ; be the graph length of
Q(l)- and note that

no,i
Mng—l < Mno,i = (k’ + m)MnO_l + Zlg + (Mng—l — Z)ll < Mno.

We will show that for some choice of 0 < i < M,,,_; it follows that M,,; = Ny,.
Since

Mno,i — Nno = (]{7 +m + ll)(Mno—l — Nno—l) + Z(ZQ — ll)
B {(k FmA ) May1 — (k+m+1)Ny—y  if i = My,_1,

(]{7 +m + ll)(Mno—l - Nno—l) if ZIO,
_ Mno — Nno >0 ifi= MTL()—17
(k+m+ L) (Mpy—1 — Npy1) <0 ifi =0,

it is enough to show that M, _, — N,,_1 is divisible by I, —[;, in order to deduce that
M, i = N,, for an appropriate choice of 7. To verify this we write

Mgt = Nagor = (k+m + )"l = (k +m+ )",

0,

ng—2

. . 9 _
= Z (l% . ll — l{ . lg) (no . )(l{? + m)"O_Q_J.
j=0 J

For j = 0,1, -1, =1} -1y = I, — I, and for j > 1 it follows that & -, — 1] - I, =
ly- lg(lg_l - l{_l) is also an integer multiple of [, — [;. We conclude therefore that for
some appropriate choice of 0 <+¢ < M,,,_; the paths QSO),Z- and ng) have equal paths
length and generate a cycle C' which is a subgraph of L?™. Finally let R; be any
path in L™ from s(L?™) to the nearest point of C' and R, any path from the point
of C', which is nearest to t(L“™), to t(L®™), then Ry, Ry and C generate a balanced
generalized Laakso graph which is a subgraph of L©". The “moreover” portion of
the statement is immediate from Lemma 2.3. O

Remark. Lemma 2.10 immediately implies that for all n > ng, (L°", dpen) contains
a balanced generalized Laakso s-t subgraph. Indeed, if we have such a graph, say
L, € G, for some n; € N, then by the definition of slash powers the graph L,
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obtained from L; by replacing each edge with the same s-t path from G, will be a
balanced generalized Laakso subgraph L, C G@(M+1).

3. EMBEDDING CYCLES INTO TREES

The following is a generalization and sharpening of a result by Gupta [7, Lemma
7.1]. The proof, which we include for completeness, is similar.

Lemma 3.1. Let (V(C), E(C),dc) be a geodesic cycle, and let
co = length, (C) = > dcl(e)
ecE(C)

be its length.
Let (T, dr) be a geodesic tree. Assume that there is an expansive map

v (V(C),de) = (V(T), dr)

(meaning that do(u,v) < dp(V(u), ¥(v)), for u,v € V(C)).
Then there ezists an edge e = {u,v} € E(C), for which

co — de(u,v)
e

For the proof of Lemma 3.1 we recall the following important result by Gupta.

dp(¥(u), ¥(v)) =

Theorem 3.2. [7, Theorem 1.1} Let T = (V(T), E(T),dr) be a geodesic tree and
let V!'C V. Then there is a tree T' = (V(T"), E(T"),dy) with V(T") = V', and a
geodesic metric dr on 1", so that

dT’(x>y)

Proof of Lemma 3.1. In view of Theorem 3.2 it is enough to show the following claim:
Let (T, dr) be a geodesic tree on V(C'), with the property that

dr(u,v) > de(u,v), for all f={u,v} € E(T).
Then there exists an edge e = {z,y} € E(C) for which
dr(z,y) > co — do(z,y).
For each f = {u,v} € E(T) we can assume that

<8, forz,yecV'.

m(f)
(2) dr(u,v) = do(u,v) = Z de(@i-1(f), zi(f)) < co/2,

where (z;( f))?l(lf ) is a shortest path from u to v in C' (which is unique if de(u, v) <
co/2, and if de(u,v) = ¢y/2, there are two such paths). Indeed, otherwise we could
replace dr by the geodesic metric on V(T') which is generated by the weight function
W E(T)— (0,c), f={u,v}— de(u,v).
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For each e = {a,b} € E(C) we can write dr(a,b) as

n(e)

(3) dr(a,b) = length,,_ ([a, b]r ZdT yi_1(e),y;(e))

where [a, bl = (yi(e))"? denotes the (unique) path from a to b in 7.

After possibly passing to a tree 77 on V(C') and a geodesic distance dr, for which
dri(e) < dr(e), for all e € E(C), we also can assume that dr(e) < ¢o/2 for each
e € E(T). This can be seen as follows: Assume d¢(a,b) = dr(a,b) = ¢o/2 for some
e ={a,b} € E(T). Since a and b cannot be both leaves of T, we can assume that the
degree of b is at least 2, and thus that there exists a ¢ € V(C), a # ¢, with {b,c} €
E(T). It follows that dr(b, ¢) = do(b, ¢) < ¢o/2 (note that if de(b, ¢) = do(a, b) = ¢o/2
it would follow that a = ¢). We now consider the tree 77 on V(C') whose edges are

E(T') = (E(T)\ {{a,0}}) U {{a, }}

(note that {a,c} ¢ E(T), because otherwise (a,b,c,a) would be a cycle in T') and
the geodesic distance dpv, generated by the weight function W'(f) = dp(f) if f €

)\ {{a,b}}, and W'({a, c}) = dc(a, ¢) = do(a,b) — de(b,¢) > 0. It follows that
for any e = {g,h} € E(C), dr/(e) = dr(e), as long as {a,b} is not an edge of the
path [g, h]r. If {a, b} is an edge of the path [g, h|r, we can replace in [g, h]r the edge
{a,b} by {a,c} — {c,b} in order to get a walk in 7" from g to h, whose length is at
least as large as the length of path [g, h]r in T".

We suppose now that V(C) = {0,1,2,...,n — 1} and E(C) = {{i,i + 1} : i =
0,1,2,...,n—1}, with n > 3, and where we assume that addition in V/(C) is modulo
n. For i € V(C) we consider the clockwise path in C' defined by S(i) = (i +j:j =
1,2,...,k;) where

itk
k; = max{k: eN: Z de(j—1,j5) < 00/2}

j=i+1

and S’(7) is the counter clockwise path consisting of the complement of S(7), i.e.,
S'i)=(G(—-75:7=1,2,....,n—k;—1). We observe that for any j € S(i) or j € S'(3),
there is a shortest path from ¢ to j, which is in S(¢), respectively S’(7) (in the limit
case that do(i,j) = co/2, it follows from our convention that this path is in S(7)),
and, thus, it follows for j > 0 with i + j € S(i), that
J
(4) de(iyi+§) =Y doli+s—1i+s).
s=1
We also observe that for u,v € V/(C), with de(u, v) < ¢/2, it follows that u € S(v),
if and only if v € S'(u).
The following claim is crucial.

Claim. After possibly passing to another tree 77 on V(C) and a geodesic distance
dr, with dr(e) < dr(e), for e € E(C), we may assume that if {vg, u}, {vo, w} € E(T),
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u # w, then v and w cannot be either both in S(vg) or both in S'(vy).

Vo

FIGURE 2. We may assume {vg,w} ¢ E(T), else, obtaining an im-
proved tree by replacing the edge {vo, w} with {u,w}.

Indeed, assume, for example, that v = vg + s, w = vg +t € S(vy), t,s > 1,
and that dgo(ve,u) < do(ve,w), which by (4) means that 0 < s < t. Then we
consider the tree 7" on V(C) defined by E(T") = (E(T) \ {{vo,w}}) U {{u, w}},
and let dp be the geodesic metric generated by the weight function W'(e) = dp(e) if
e € E(T)\ {{vo,u}} and

W' ({u, w}) = dr(vg,w) — dr(vg, u) = de(vo, w) — de(vo, u) < de(vo, w) = dr(ve, w).

Then it follows for any e = {a, b} € E(C) that either [a, b]r does not contain the edge
{vo, w}, in which case dr(a,b) = dr(a,b) or [a,b]r does contain the edge {vy, w}.
If we replace in |[a, b|r the edge {vy,w} by {vg,u} and {u,w} we obtain a walk in
T’, whose length with respect to dp equals to dr(a,b). Thus, proving the claim
dT/(a, b) < dT(CL, b)

The claim implies, in particular, that we can assume that the degree of each v €
V(C) with respect to 1" is at most 2, and thus that 7" is a path, and we can order V(C')
into zg, x1, . .. x,—1 with E(T) = {{xi_l, riyii=1,2,..., n—l}. After relabeling the
elements of V' (C), we can assume that xy = 0, and that z; € S(x). But this implies
that xy € S(x1), because otherwise zo € S'(z1) and o € S’(x1) (here we use the
assumption that de(xy, xa) = dr(z1, 22) < /2, and de(xo, 1) = dr(xg, 1) < ¢o/2),
which is a contradiction to the above proven claim. Iterating this argument we
conclude that x; € S(z;_1), fori =1,2,...,n—1. Let k <n — 1 so that z;, =n — 1.
Then

k k
dr(0,n — 1) = dr(wj,2;) =Y do(aj-1,2;) = co — de(0,n — 1)
j=1

i=1

which finishes the proof of our Lemma. O
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4. EMBEDDING OF SLASH POWERS OF BALANCED LAAKSO GRAPHS INTO TREES

Throughout this section, L is a fixed balanced Laakso graph, and thus for some
k,l,m € Ny, [ > 2 we have

2 m . . 1) 2 1) 2)
V(L) = {235 U {yMY o U u®P Y U {z:)0, with 2=y =48, 0 =4 = %

and
L) = {{xi_l,xi} Zi:1,2,...,k}U{{2i_1,Zi}Zi:1,2,...,m}

U{fsyi= 2 b u{fnZ Ty i= 12,0
Let d, be a normalized geodesic metric on V(L) and let Cj be the cycle in L generated
by the paths (yZ ) _o and (yZ )Z o- Note that
I

o= ey () =23l ”) =23 Al 7).

7j=1 7j=1

We require that
Co

(5) a0y < D <

Let vy, be the probability on F(L) defined in Example 2.4 (c).

For n € N we abbreviate the n-th slash power of the measured normalized geodesic
s-1- graph (La dIn VL) by (Lna dn7 Vn)‘

We write each e € E(L,) ase = e1 Qe @...e,, with eq,es,...,6, € E(L) and each
veV(L,) av=e Qe @...6,1@u with e,es,...,6,1 € E(L) and u € V(L).
Fore=e0e@...0¢, € E(L,) we put e|p,,) = e2@e3...0 e, € E(L,_1) and
6|[17n_1} =e1Qey...0€, 1.

For n € N we put

c ={C = (V(C),B(C)): Cis acycle in L, of metric length ¢, },
which are the cycles of largest metric length in L,,, and for e € E(L,) let
¢ ={Cec™:eecE)}

We deduce from Lemma 2.3, Lemma 3.1 and (5) the following Corollary.

Corollary 4.1. Let (T,dr) be a geodesic tree, n € N and V : V(L,,) — V(T') be an
expansive map. Then for every C € C™ there is an edge ec € E(C) for which

Co — dn(ec) 300
) > — 7L >
dr(¥(ec) > 2 > 2

,for y=1,2,...1, 0 =1,2.

l\DlP—‘

Proposition 4.2. Let n € N.
a) For every C € C™ it follows that |E(C)| = 21(k 41 +m)" L.

b) }c(n)‘ — 221%

In particular, using the formula for geometric series, we deduce for n > 2,
that |C™| = ‘C("—l)‘QQI(k-i-H-m)”*Q'
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c) Letn>2ande=e,0e@...0€e,_1 e, € E(Ly,). If e; € E(Cy), then

cm) = cb [ 2T e, € B(G),
elf1,n—1] 221(k+l+m)"72 if e, € E(L) \ E(Cg)

If ey € E(L)\ E(C), then C" = 0.

Proof. (a) For n = 1 the claim is clear. Assuming the claim is true for some n > 1.
Then the claim for n + 1 follows from the fact that one obtains an element of C(*+1)
by taking an element C' from C™ and replacing each edge of C' by a path from s(L)
to t(L) in L, whose graph length is k + [ 4+ m.

(b) Again for n = 1, the claim is clear. Assuming the claim is true for n, then the

fact that an element of C™*1) is obtained by starting with a cycle C' in C™ and

replacing each edge of C' either by the path (z;)%, — (yz( ))Z 1 — (2", or the path
(z)Fy — (yl(z))z o — (2)™,. This means that for each C in C™ there are 2/#()
possibilities to extend C' to an element of C™*Y. Thus by (a) and the induction

hypothesis

D | = | [gRletrm)™ ! g2 S sl R
1o fa
/
e O e I _f1oes
1 2
/ ®
°

FIGURE 3. The second slash power of a (1,2, 2, 1)-Laakso Graph. Note
that for the three labeled edges c? = 16 = 2%, and

e1e2
8 =23

)
f1@f2

‘Cf1®62

(c) If n = 2 (see Figure 3 above), and (e; @ e2) € E(Ls) with e; € E(Cy), then a

cycle C € C?), contains e; @ ey if it is obtained from Cy (which is the only element

of CW) by replacing each edge by the path (z;)%_, (yl( ))Z | — (z), or the path

(z)k, — (yf ))2_1 — (z),. If eg is an edge of the path (z;)k, or (z;)™, this
can be done in 21F(C0)l = 22 ways. But in the case that e, is an edge of either the
path (yM)_, or (y®)\_,, then there are only 2F(C0)I-1 = 22-1 yways to do such. If
e1 € E(L)\ E(C), then e; @ ey cannot be an edge of any C' € C
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Assuming now that our claim is true for somen >2ande=e; Qe @...0e 11 €
E(L,+1), we can proceed similarly to verify the claim for n + 1. Indeed, we obtain

the elements C of Cénﬂ) by replacing each edge of an element C’ € Cém | by the

path ()l = (45")izo = (21)iZo or the path (z)lg — (5”)ieg — (). Again, if
e, is an edge of the path (x;)F_, or ()™, this can be done in 2|E(C/)‘ = Q2(ktltm)

ways. But in the case that ey is an edge of either the path (yl )Z _o Or (yl( ))Z 0, then

there are only 21E(@)I=1 = 92(k+1+m)" ' =1 wavs t6 do such. As in the case n = 2, it
follows that if e; € E(L) \ E(C), then ¢ = () since Ciﬁz = 0, by our induction
hypothesis. ’ 0

Corollary 4.3. Let n € N and assume that ¢ is a map from C™ to E(L,), with the
property that ¢1(C) € Cy, where we write $(C) as ¢(C) = ¢1(C)@¢p2(C)@...0¢,(C),
with 6;(C) € B(L), j=1,2,...,n

Then

cectm |C$(L)C)| dn(6(C)) 2
Proof. From the inductive definition of 1, (¢) and d,(¢) we deduce that

1L w((C) 1 01 (0(O)pn-1)) v1(a(C))
2 el [ dn(9(C)) 2 5ol dn=1(S(C)1n-11) di(@n(C))

which, by Proposition 4.2, and the fact that Zl(i"gcgg =1 <= ¢,(C) € E(C) and

Zigizgg;; =1 < ¢,(C) € E(L)\ E(C), in the case of n > 2, equals to

cecn) cecn)

B Z Vn—1(¢(C)|11,n-1)) o—20(k++m)"~2
_yl 1 (@O n-1)

cec(n) ¢(C)H

Repeating the same argument as in the second equation this equals to

|C |[1 n— 2]| "—2(¢(C)|[1,n—2]))

cecn)

[terating this argument we finally obtain

1 n(o:(C)) =20 3727 (k+H+m)
2 \c(” Tateen’

—2l (k+l+m)" 11

1
S Z RTEm=T = 3 (by Proposition 4.2 (b))
C'EC(”)

cecm)

which verifies our statement. O

The following observation follows directly from the definition of the metric dyy
for two geodesic s-t graphs H and G.
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Proposition 4.4. For each ey € E(L), and n > 2 the map
O, V(Lpo1) = V(Ly), €Q0e0...06,100—e Qe@e3@...0€e, 1AV
1s graph isomorphism and
Ao (Pe, (u), e, (v)) = dier)dn-1(u,v) for u,v € V(Ly_y).
We are now ready to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.5. Let n € N, (T,dr) a geodesic tree and V : V(L,) — V(T) be an
expansive map.
Then

D,,nop):EVn(M): 3 dr(V(e))

o) vp(e) > ——con.

do(e) =128

e={z,y}eE(Ln)

Proof. We consider the map

) . dT(\If(e)) 3 Co
F,:E(L,) — R, e|—>m1n< a(e) ’3_2dn(e))'

We will show by induction for all n € N that

3
(7) Ey, (Fn) = Tog o™
For n = 1, (7) is true since it follows from (5) that G > S ¢o. Assume that our

claim is true for n — 1, where n > 2.

Considering for each e € E(L,) the cases dp(¥(e)) > 2y and dr(¥(e)) < 2cp,

16 16

we obtain
3 vn(e) . 3 \wnle)
E, (F,) > — (d U(e)), > )
(F)Zgge0 D dn(e) 2, min(dr(¥(), e d,(e)
e€E(Ln) e€E(Lp )
dT(\I/(e))Z%co dr(¥(e))< ﬁcg
13 (e) 3 \vale)
> com dr( o)
Zogz D d(e) " Z mm( () 51%) 30
e€B(Ln), ceB(L
dT(qj(i),) 3o ) ~ _
=A

For each C' € C™ choose, according to Corollary 4.1, an edge e =ef @e§ @... 0
e € BE(C) for which dp(¥(ec)) > 2co. The value of A can be estimated as follows

Since for each C' € C™ the edge ec is an element of at most \Cég | circles of C™ it
follows from Proposition 4.2 (c¢) and Corollary 4.3, that

3 vn(e) 3 vn(ec) 1 3
8 A> > cp— = —¢p.
(®) agr 2 dn(e) = 64 do(ec) e~ 128
ec{ec:CeCc(™} cec(m) ec
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In order to estimate B we define P, = (x;)F, — (yl( N o — (z)Iy and P, =
(z)F g — (yl(z))z o — (2:)), (i.e., the two paths from s(L) to (L) in L) and compute

B = Z Z min (dT(\If(ﬁ’l @), iCO) d_

e1€E(L) e’€E(Lp—-1)

/
Z Z min (dT(\If e1@¢€) ’6_81100) ZZ 1( /3
3

=
r—-
Y B

61€E(P1) e GE(Ln 1)

1 il
+§ Z Z min (dT( (61@6))>64CO) dn_lge’;'

e1€E(Py) e’€E(Lp—1)

The above equality is true since % =1 < ¢ € E((z)F,) or e; € E((21)™,)

= e € B(P)NE(Py) and 1 = 1 «= ey € B((y")lLo) or e € E((y”)'y)-
For 0 = 1,2 we compute

P mmwa@6»»6%%);::1223

e1€E(P,) ¢! €E(Ln_1)

V(e @ e') 1 3 Vn-1(€’)
= ) dilen) ( di(e d(e)64 )d (@)
e1€E(P,) BEE(Ln 1) 1 1 e
U(ea@e)) 3 Vn—1(€")
> d ( ) b 5
=z Z 1(e1) dy(e1) 3200 () (by (5))
e1€E(Py) e EE(L 1)
/
= Y di(e) min ( 0) Vucale ),
dn_1(€,>
e1€E(P,) BEE(Ln 1)

where for e; € E(P,) we define V., : V(L,—1) = V(T), v — \11(61 @ v), which by
Proposition 4.4 is an expansive map for the metric d'n(+,-) = ;lT( on V(T).
It follows, therefore, from the induction hypothesis that for each c=1,2

. , 3\ Up_1(€ 3
Z Z min (dT(el @e),co6—4> 7 E ; > ESCO(n_ 1).

e1€E(Ps) e’€E(Lp—1)

and, thus, that B > t3:co(n — 1) which yields

3
> > —
E, (F,) >A+B 950"

and finishes the induction step, and, thus, the proof of the claim. O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.3, Proposition 2.9,
and Theorem 4.5.
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Corollary 5.1. Let (G,dg) be a normalized, geodesic s-t graph such that G contains
a cycle, and let
co = max {length,_ (C) : C is cycle in G}.

Suppose N € N is such that GO contains a balanced generalized Laakso s-t sub-
graph, say L, whose cycle has length ¢y, and such that dgen(e) < 5 for all e € E(L)
and v is defined as in Example 2.4 (c) on E(L) and vanishes on E(G?N)\ E(L). Let
n €N, (T,dr) be a geodesic tree, and ¥ : V(G2N") — V(T) be an expansive map.

Then

D,.(¥) =, (2 _ g dr) 3

dNn(€) dNn(e) Vn(e> > ——Con.

128

Proof of Main Theorem. The result is clear in the case that G is a tree. Indeed, if G
is a tree and an s-t graph it must be a path, and, thus, all slash powers are paths and
the result follows trivially. Hence, we may suppose that GG contains a cycle. Let Cj
be a cycle in GG with metric length ¢q. By Corollary 5.1 and the observation that for
any k € N, |[V(G9)| is of the order |V (G)|* it is sufficient to show that for a large
enough N € N, GV contains a balanced generalized Laakso s-t subgraph, L, where
dgon(e) < % for all e € E(L). However, this follows from the following observations
that are consequences of the previous results of this paper:

e={z,y}eE(LOM)

(1) We can find a generalized Laakso s-t subgraph, say L;, of G“? such that for
all e € E(Ly), dge2(e) < 1. Indeed, we note that since G has a cycle it must
contain an s-t path with a graph length of at least 2, say P. Then in G%?
there must be a cycle C; C G9? formed by replacing each edge of Cy with
the path P. By Lemma 2.3 (1) we can find a generalized Laakso s-t subgraph
which by the proof of Lemma 2.3 (1) must satisfy dge2(e) < 1. Note too that
d(;Q)z(Cl) = (p.

(2) There is a large enough N; € N so that for all n > Ny, dL?n(e) <@ <1

for any e € E(LY"). Indeed, if 6 := max{dge:(e) : e € FE(L;)}, then by
the definition of the metric given on slash powers the first such n such that
0" < ¢ will do.

(3) By the Remark following Lemma 2.10, there is an Ny € N large enough so that
for all n > Ny, (LY",d L1®n) contains a balanced generalized Laakso subgraph.
It follows by the proof of Lemma 2.10 and the same remark that the cycle in
this balanced Laakso graph will have metric length cy.

Hence, there exists an N3 € N so that, (LY, dgeens ) contains the desired balanced
generalized Laakso s-t subgraph. 0

REFERENCES

[1] N. Alon, R. Karp, D. Peleg, and D. West, A Graph-Theoretic Game and Its Application to the
k -Server Problem, STAM J. Comput. 24 (1995), 78-100.

[2] Y. Bartal, Probabilistic approzimation of metric spaces and its algorithmic applications, 37th
Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science (Burlington, VT, 1996), 1996, pp. 184—
193.



24

3]

[10]
[11]
[12]

[13]

TH. SCHLUMPRECHT AND G. TRESCH

S. Bhatt and T. Leighton, A framework for solving VLSI graph layout problems, Journal of
Computer and System Sciences 28 (1984), no. 2, 300-343.

F. Baudier, P. Motakis, and T. Schlumprecht, Stochastic approzimation of lamplighter metrics,
Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 54 (2022), no. 5, 1804—1826.

S. Dilworth, D. Kutzarova, and M. Ostrovskii, Analysis on Laakso graphs with application to
the structure of transportation cost spaces, Positivity 25 (2021), 1-33, DOI 10.1007/s11117-021-
00821-w.

J. Fakcharoenphol, S. Rao, and K. Talwar, A tight bound on approximating arbitrary metrics
by tree metrics, J. Comput. System Sci. 69 (2004), no. 3, 485—497.

A. Gupta, Steiner points in tree metrics don’t (really) help, Proceedings of the Twelfth Annual
ACM-SIAM Symposium on Discrete Algorithms (Washington, DC, 2001), 2001, pp. 220-227.

A. Gupta, I. Newman, Y. Rabinovich, and A. Sinclair, Cuts, trees and l1-embeddings of graphs,
Foundations of Computer Science, 1975., 16th Annual Symposium on (1999), 399 - 408.

A. Agrawal, S. Rao, and R. Ravi, An approzimate maz-flow min-cut relation for undirected
multicommodity flow, with applications, Combinatorica 15 (1995), 187-202.

J. Lee and P. Raghavendra, Coarse differentiation and multi-flows in planar graphs, Discrete
Comput. Geom. 43 (2010), no. 2, 346-362.

T. Leighton and S. Rao, Multicommodity Max-Flow Min-Cut Theorems and Their Use in De-
signing Approzimation Algorithms 46 (1999), no. 6, 787-832.

M. Mathey-Prevot and A. Valette, Wasserstein distance and metric trees, preprint,
arXiv2110.02115v1.

Y. Rabinovich and R. Raz, Lower bounds on the distortion of embedding finite metric spaces
in graphs, Discrete Comput. Geom. 19 (1998), no. 1, 79-94.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY, COLLEGE STATION, T'X 77843
Email address: t-schlumprecht@tamu.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY, COLLEGE STATION, TX 77843
Email address: treschgd@tamu.edu



