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Abstract

This paper deals with the recoverable robust shortest path problem under interval
uncertainty representations. In this problem, a first-stage path is computed, which can
be modified to some extent after observing changes in the cost structure. The uncertain
second-stage arc costs are modeled by intervals, and the robust min-max criterion is used
to compute an optimal solution. The problem is known to be strongly NP-hard and
also hard to approximate in general digraphs. However, until now its complexity for
acyclic digraphs was unknown. In this paper, it is shown that the problem in acyclic
digraphs can be solved in polynomial time for the traditional interval uncertainty and all
natural neighborhoods known from the literature. More efficient algorithms for layered
and arc series-parallel digraphs are constructed. Hardness results for general digraphs are
also strengthened. Finally, some exact and approximate methods of solving the problem
under interval budgeted uncertainty are proposed.

Keywords: robust optimization, interval data, recovery, shortest path.

1 Introduction

The concept of recoverable robustness was introduced by Liebchen et al. [31]. This two-
stage approach consists in computing a first-stage solution whose cost is known. In the
second stage, after the uncertain costs are revealed, a limited recovery action is allowed
to modify the first-stage solution. We seek a solution whose total first and second-stage
cost is minimal. The recoverable robust approach can be naturally applied to the class of
combinatorial optimization problems, where each solution can be represented as a subset
of a finite element set. In this case, the recovery action consists in adding some elements
to the first-stage solution or excluding some elements from it (see, e.g., [13, 33, 24]). The
second-stage uncertainty can be modeled in various ways. We can use the discrete uncertainty
representation (see, e.g., [27]) by simply listing all possible realizations of the second-stage
costs. Alternatively, we can use the interval uncertainty representation by providing an
interval of possible values for each second-stage cost. This representation is convenient in
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applications because it requires only a nominal value and a maximum deviation from this
nominal value for each uncertain parameter. To control the amount of uncertainty and the
price of robustness, budgeted versions of the interval uncertainty can be used [2, 3, 33]. A
budget allows us to avoid over-conservatism of the solutions computed. Indeed, it can be
unlikely that all the uncertain parameters take their worst values simultaneously. A deeper
motivation for using budgets in the interval uncertainty can be found, for example, in [2].

The recoverable robust approach has recently been applied to various combinatorial opti-
mization problems. Under the interval uncertainty representation, the problem can be solved
in polynomial time for the class of matroidal problems [30], for example, the selection [26, 28]
and minimum spanning tree [22, 21] problems. On the other hand, the problem is strongly
NP-hard for the shortest path in general digraphs [8] and assignment [14] problems. Further-
more, the former problem is also hard to approximate even if a very limited recovery action
is allowed [8], while the latter one is W [1]-hard with respect to the recovery parameter [14].
In [11, 18], the recoverable robust version of the strongly NP-hard traveling salesperson prob-
lem under interval uncertainty has been investigated. Several approximation algorithms for
some special cases of this problem were proposed. In [4], the recoverable robust version of
a single-machine scheduling problem with interval job processing times was discussed. Some
approximation algorithms for this problem were proposed.

Adding budgets to the interval uncertainty makes solving the recoverable robust problem
challenging. Polynomial-time algorithms are known only for some very special cases, such
as the selection problem under the continuous budgeted uncertainty [33], constructed in [12].
The complexity of the analogous problem for the minimum spanning tree remains open. For
the discrete budgeted uncertainty [3], a compact mixed integer programming model for the
recoverable robust selection problem can be constructed [12]. For the analogous recoverable
robust version of the minimum spanning tree problem, computing a worst scenario for a given
first-stage solution (the adversarial problem) is already strongly NP-hard [33]. In [9, 10],
the recoverable robust knapsack problem with the budgeted uncertainty in the item weights
was investigated. A compact mixed integer programming formulation for this problem was
presented. Generally, the recoverable robust combinatorial problems under budgeted interval
uncertainty can be solved using a row generation algorithm described in [23, 37]. However,
this algorithm is efficient only for problems of small size. Designing more efficient methods
for particular problems is still very challenging.

In this paper, we focus on the recoverable, robust version of the shortest path problem.
This problem was first investigated in [7, 8], and a closely related problem, called the incre-
mental one, was also previously discussed in [13]. In the traditional shortest path problem,
we are given a directed graph with arc costs, and we seek a simple shortest path between
two specified nodes. This well-known network problem can be solved in polynomial time
in general digraphs, assuming that the arc costs are nonnegative, and in acyclic digraphs
for arbitrary costs (see, e.g., [1]). The complexity of its recoverable robust version can be
much worse. The paths resulting from a recovery action form the so-called neighborhood of
a given first-stage path. It turns out that even computing an optimal recovery action for
a given second-stage scenario is strongly NP-hard for some natural neighborhoods [13, 33].
Furthermore, computing the optimal first and second-stage paths is strongly NP-hard for all
natural neighborhoods [8, 33]. This is, however, the case in general digraphs. Until now, the
complexity of the problem for acyclic digraphs has been open. In this paper, we close this
gap and show that the recoverable robust shortest path problem in acyclic multidigraphs,
under interval uncertainty, can be solved in polynomial time. This fact remains valid for
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all neighborhoods discussed in the literature. We construct polynomial time algorithms for
general acyclic digraphs and show that the running time can be improved for layered and
arc series-parallel digraphs. We also strengthen the hardness results for general digraphs.
Namely, we show that the recoverable robust shortest path problem is strongly NP-hard and
hard to approximate for digraphs which are near acyclic planar ones. In the second part of
the paper, we discuss the robust version of the problem with budgeted interval uncertainty.
We show that the problem with the continuous budgeted uncertainty can be solved by us-
ing a compact mixed integer programming formulation. Furthermore, the polynomial time
algorithms for acyclic digraphs and the interval uncertainty allow us to construct efficient
approximation algorithms for both continuous and discrete budgeted uncertainty.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the formulation of the recover-
able robust shortest path problem with various neighborhoods and several interval uncertainty
representations. We also recall the definitions of the inner adversarial and incremental prob-
lems. In Section 3, we discuss the case of the traditional interval uncertainty. We strengthen
the known complexity results for general digraphs and show that the problem can be solved
in polynomial time for acyclic multidigraphs. We present several polynomial time algorithms
for this class of graphs. In Section 4, we discuss the recoverable robust shortest path problem
with the budgeted interval uncertainty. We construct a compact mixed integer programming
formulation for the continuous case while strengthening some known complexity results for
the discrete case. Finally, we propose several approximation algorithms for the class of acyclic
multidigraphs.

2 Recoverable robust shortest path problem

In the shortest path problem (SP), we are given a multidigraph G = (V,A) that consists of a
finite set of nodes V , |V | = n, and a finite multiset of arcs A, |A| = m. Two nodes s ∈ V
and t ∈ V are distinguished as the starting node and the destination node, respectively. In
particular, node s is called source if no arc enters s, and node t is called sink if no arc leaves t.
Let Φ be the set of all simple s-t paths in G. We will identify each path X ∈ Φ with the
corresponding set of arcs that form X. A deterministic cost is associated with each arc of G,
and we seek a simple s-t path in G with the minimum total cost. The shortest path problem
can be solved efficiently using several polynomial-time algorithms (see, e.g., [1]).

In the recoverable robust version of SP (Rec Rob SP for short), we are given first-stage
arc costs Ce ≥ 0, e ∈ A, which are known in advance. On the other hand, the second-stage
arc costs are uncertain, and their particular realization S = (cSe )e∈A is called a scenario.

The set of all possible scenarios is specified as a scenario (uncertainty) set U ⊂ R
|A|
+ . The

decision process in Rec Rob SP is two-stage and consists in choosing a path X ∈ Φ in
the first stage. Then, in the second stage (the recovery stage), after a scenario S ∈ U is
revealed, the path X can be modified to some extent. This modification consists in finding a
shortest path Y under the cost scenario S in a neighborhood of X, denoted by Φ(X, k) ⊆ Φ.
This neighborhood depends on a given recovery parameter k, being an integer such that
0 ≤ k ≤ |A|. In this paper, we examine the following variants of the neighborhood Φ(X, k)
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(see, e.g., [13, 33]):

Φincl(X, k) = {Y ∈ Φ : |Y \X| ≤ k}, (1)

Φexcl(X, k) = {Y ∈ Φ : |X \ Y | ≤ k}, (2)

Φsym(X, k) = {Y ∈ Φ : |(Y \X) ∪ (X \ Y )| ≤ k} (3)

called the arc inclusion neighborhood (at most k new arcs can be added to X), the arc
exclusion neighborhood (at most k arcs can be removed from X), and the arc symmetric
difference neighborhood (at most k arcs can be different in X and Y ), respectively.

The goal in Rec Rob SP is to find a first-stage path X ∈ Φ and a second-stage path
Y ∈ Φ(X, k) which minimize the total cost in a worst second-stage cost scenario S ∈ U.
Therefore, the problem can be stated as follows:

Rec Rob SP : min
X∈Φ

(

∑

e∈X

Ce + max
S∈U

min
Y ∈Φ(X,k)

∑

e∈Y

cSe

)

. (4)

The Rec Rob SP problem contains two inner problems. The first one is the adversarial
problem, in which an adversary wants to find, for a given first-stage path X ∈ Φ, a scenario
that leads to the greatest increase in the cost of a shortest path from Φ(X, k):

Adv SP : max
S∈U

min
Y ∈Φ(X,k)

∑

e∈Y

cSe . (5)

The Rec Rob SP problem reduces to Adv SP when we set Ce = 0 if e ∈ X and Ce = M
otherwise, where M is a sufficiently large number. Indeed, the fixed path X is then the only
reasonable choice in the first stage.

In the second inner problem, called the incremental problem, the goal is to make some
modifications of X that consist in finding a cheapest path Y ∈ Φ(X, k) under the cost
scenario S in order to adjust X to the cost realization:

Inc SP : min
Y ∈Φ(X,k)

∑

e∈Y

cSe , (6)

where path X ∈ Φ is given, and the uncertain second-stage arc costs are realized in the form
of the scenario S. This problem models the decision making in the second stage. The Rec
Rob SP problem reduces to Inc SP if U = {S}, Ce = 0 if e ∈ X and Ce = M , otherwise.
Observe that the hardness of the adversarial (or incremental) problem immediately implies
the hardness of Rec Rob SP.

Let ĉe be a nominal second-stage cost of arc e ∈ A and let ∆e ≥ 0 be the maximum
deviation of the second-stage cost of e from its nominal value. In this paper, we use the
interval uncertainty, so we assume that cSe ∈ [ĉe, ĉe + ∆e] for each e ∈ A. We will consider
three particular cases of the interval uncertainty, namely U ∈ {U ,U(Γd),U(Γc)}, where

U = {S = (cSe )e∈A : cSe ∈ [ĉe, ĉe + ∆e], e ∈ A}, (7)

U(Γd) = {S = (cSe )e∈A ∈ U : |{e ∈ A : cSe > ĉe}| ≤ Γd}, (8)

U(Γc) = {S = (cSe )e∈A ∈ U :
∑

e∈A

(cSe − ĉe) ≤ Γc}. (9)
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Notice that U is the traditional interval uncertainty set, being the Cartesian product of
the uncertainty intervals. The sets U(Γd) and U(Γc) are budgeted versions of U , where
U(Γd) is called discrete budgeted uncertainty [2, 3] and U(Γc) is called continuous budgeted
uncertainty [33]. The parameters Γd ∈ {0, . . . , |A|} and Γc ∈ R+ are called budgets and allow
us to control the amount of uncertainty in U . The parameter Γd limits the number of second-
stage costs that can deviate from their nominal values. On the other hand, the parameter Γc

limits the total deviation of the second-stage costs from their nominal values. In the following
we will use U ∈ {U ,U(Γd),U(Γc)} in (4)–(6). Observe that U is a special case of U(Γd) and
U(Γc) when the budgets are sufficiently large.

If the recovery parameter k = 0, then the first and the second-stage paths must be
identical. The Rec Rob SP problem is then equivalent to the min-max shortest path problem
(MinMax SP) in which we seek a path minimizing the largest cost in scenario sets U ′, U ′(Γc),
U ′(Γd), where ĉ′e = Ce + ĉe and ∆′

e = ∆e for each e ∈ A. The MinMax SP problem can be
solved in polynomial time by solving a family of deterministic shortest paths problems (see,
e.g., [2, 29]). From now on, we will assume that the recovery parameter k ≥ 1.

3 The Rec Rob SP problem under the interval uncertainty

In this section, we consider the Rec Rob SP problem under the interval uncertainty U . We
begin by observing that, in this case, the adversarial problem (5) can be simplified. Indeed,
it is easily seen that

max
S∈U

min
Y ∈Φ(X,k)

∑

e∈Y

cSe = min
Y ∈Φ(X,k)

∑

e∈Y

(ĉe + ∆e).

Thus, Adv SP becomes the Inc SP problem under the upper bound scenario (ĉe + ∆e)e∈A.
Hence, the Rec Rob SP under U also simplifies and is equivalent to the following problem:

Rec SP : min
X∈Φ

(

∑

e∈X

Ce + min
Y ∈Φ(X,k)

∑

e∈Y

ce

)

= min
X∈Φ,Y ∈Φ(X,k)

(

∑

e∈X

Ce +
∑

e∈Y

ce

)

, (10)

called the recoverable shortest path problem, where ce stands for ĉe +∆e for each e ∈ A. Thus,
throughout this section, we will study the Rec SP problem instead of the Rec Rob SP
under U and the Inc SP problem instead of Adv SP.

Table 1 summarizes the results obtained later in this section. We will first strengthen the
known hardness results for general digraphs. We then construct polynomial time algorithms
for various classes of acyclic multidigraphs.

3.1 Recoverable shortest path problem in general multidigraphs

In this section we strengthen known hardness results for Rec SP with the neighborhoods
Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k) and show compact mixed integer programming for-
mulation for it (MIP for short).

3.1.1 Hardness results

We now analyze the computational complexity of the Inc SP and Rec SP problems with the
neighborhoods Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k). We refine the known results in this
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Table 1: Summary of the results for Rec SP under the interval uncertainty U for various
classes of multidigraphs and neighborhoods.

Neighborhoods
Multidigraph Φincl(X, k) Φexcl(X, k) Φsym(X, k)

General strongly NP-hard strongly NP-hard strongly NP-hard
not approximable not approximable not approximable
for k = 2 [8] for k = 2 [13] for unbounded k [33]
para-NP-hard para-NP-hard
compact MIP compact MIP compact MIP

Nearly acyclic strongly NP-hard strongly NP-hard
planar∗ not approximable not approximable

for unbounded k for unbounded k ?
General acyclic O(|V |2|A|k2) O(|V |2|A|k2) O(|V |2|A|k3)
Layered O(|A||V |+ |V |2k) O(|A||V |+ |V |2k) O(|A||V |+ |V |2k)
Arc series-parallel O(|A|k2) O(|A|k2) O(|A|k2)
∗Multidigraph that becomes acyclic planar after removing O(k) arcs.

area by providing hardness results for digraphs with a simpler structure, i.e. for the digraphs
near acyclic planar ones. We call them nearly acyclic planar digraphs. A digraph is nearly
acyclic planar if it becomes acyclic planar after removing O(k) arcs.

Consider first the neighborhood Φincl(X, k). In this case, the Inc SP problem in a general
digraph G = (V,A) can be solved in O(k|A|) time [13], while in [8, Corollary 4] Büsing
proved that the Rec SP problem is strongly NP-hard and not approximable in a general
digraph unless P = NP, even if the recovery parameter k = 2. The proof shown in [8] uses a
reduction from the 2-vertex disjoint paths problem, which is strongly NP-complete in general
digraphs [16]. We now generalize this reduction and show that Rec SP remains hard for
nearly acyclic planar digraphs.

We start by recalling the definition of the K-Vertex-Disjoint Paths Problem (K-V-DP
for short). We are given a digraph G = (V,A) and K terminal pairs (si, ti), where si, ti ∈ V ,
i ∈ [K] = {1, . . . ,K}, are pairwise distinct vertices. We ask whether there exist K pairwise
vertex-disjoint paths π1, . . . , πK in G such that πi is a simple si-ti path for each i ∈ [K].

s = s1 t1

s2

t2

sK−1

tK−1

sK
tK = t

π1

π2

πK−1

πK

G

H
G+H

Figure 1: A graph G + H used in the reductions in the proofs of Lemmas 1 and 2. The bold
arcs form the graph H.
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Let G = (V,A) and H = (VH , AH) be two digraphs such that VH ⊆ V . We will denote by
G+ H the multidigraph having the set of nodes V and the set of arcs containing all the arcs
from A and AH .

Lemma 1. There is a polynomial time reduction from K-V-DP in a digraph G to Rec SP
with Φincl(X, k), k = K, in a digraph G + H with costs (Ce, ce) ∈ {(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1)} for all
arcs e in G + H, where digraph H is a simple path containing 2k − 1 arcs, |AH | = 2k − 1.
Moreover, an instance of K-V-DP is a Yes-instance iff the total cost of any optimal solution
to the corresponding instance of Rec SP is zero.

Proof. The reduction presented here is a generalization, with some simplifications, of the one
given in [8, Corollary 4] to the case of K terminal pairs. Given an instance of the K-V-DP
problem in a digraph G = (V,A), we built the corresponding instance of Rec SP as follows.
We add 2K−1 arcs to graph G, i.e. the arcs (si, ti) with the costs Csiti = 1, csiti = 0, i ∈ [K],
and the arcs (ti, si+1) with the costs Ctisi+1 = 0, ctisi+1 = 0, i ∈ [K − 1]. These arcs form
the simple s-t path H, where s = s1 and t = tK (see Figure 1). The rest of the arcs of the
graph G + H, i.e. the arcs of the original graph G, have the costs Ce = 0 and ce = 1, e ∈ A.
Finally, we set k = K. We show that the answer to K-V-DP is yes iff the total cost of any
optimal solution to the corresponding instance of Rec SP is zero.

(⇒) Assume that the answer to an instance of K-V-DP is yes. Thus, there exist K
pairwise vertex-disjoint paths π1, . . . , πK in G such that πi is a simple si-ti path for each
i ∈ [K]. Hence, the pair of simple s-t paths X∗ = (π1, (t1, s2), π2, (t2, s2), . . . , πK) and
H = ((s1, t1), (t1, s2), (s2, t2), . . . , (sK , tK)) ∈ Φincl(X∗, k) is an optimal solution to the corre-
sponding instance of Rec SP with the total cost of zero.

(⇐) Let X∗ and Y ∗ ∈ Φincl(X∗, k) be an optimal pair of the first and second stage simple
s-t paths in G + H. Because the second-stage cost of Y ∗ is 0, Y ∗ = H, as H is the only s-t
path in G + H with the second-stage cost equal to 0. On the other hand, the arcs (si, ti) for
i ∈ [K] cannot appear in X∗ because their first stage costs are positive. In what follows, all
the arcs (ti, si+1), i ∈ [K − 1], must be present in X∗, since otherwise we had to add more
than k arcs to X∗ to obtain Y ∗. Since X∗ is a simple s-t path in G, it connects nodes si and
ti, i ∈ [K], by arcs that only belong to G. Hence, there must exist K node disjoint simple
paths πi between si and ti, i ∈ [K], respectively, in G.

From Lemma 1 and the complexity of K-V-DP for K = 2 in general digraphs [16], we
immediately obtain the aforementioned Büsing’s hardness results for Rec SP when k = 2. In
this case, H is a simple 3-arc path (only three arcs are added to G). It turns out that if K is
part of the input, then K-V-DP remains strongly NP-hard for acyclic planar digraphs [34].
Lemma 1 implies then the following result:

Theorem 1. The Rec SP problem with Φincl(X, k) in a digraph G+H with costs (Ce, ce) ∈
{(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1)} for all arcs e in G + H is strongly NP-hard and not approximable unless
P = NP, if G is a planar digraph, k is part of the input, and H is a simple path having 2k−1
arcs.

The inapproximability result follows from the fact that any approximation algorithm for
Rec SP would detect in polynomial time a solution with the cost equal to 0. We will show in
Section 3.2 that Rec SP is polynomially solvable in acyclic digraphs. Theorem 1 shows that
it is enough to add 2k−1 arcs to an acyclic planar digraph to make Rec SP computationally
hard problem.
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Let us look at the Rec SP problem from the parameterized complexity point of view,
namely we show that the decision version of Rec SP, parameterized by the recovery parame-
ter k, is para-NP-complete. The class para-NP is the class of all parameterized problems, with
some parameter κ, that can be solved by a nondeterministic algorithm in f(κ) · |I|O(1) time,
where f is a computable function and |I| is the size of the instance I of the problem (see,
e.g., [15]). A slice of a parameterized problem is its non-parameterized counterpart, obtained
by setting κ to a constant value. If a slice of a parameterized problem is NP-hard, then the
problem is para-NP-hard. We will use this fact in our proofs. It is known that FPT = para-NP
if and only if P = NP, where the FPT class consists of all parameterized problems that can
be solved in f(κ) · |I|O(1) time, i.e. the problems, which are fixed-parameter tractable (see,
e.g., [15] for an in-depth treatment of the parameterized complexity). Therefore, para-NP-
completeness of a parameterized problem excludes the existence of algorithms for the problem
whose running time could contain an exponential term with respect to parameter κ only.

Theorem 2. The decision version of Rec SP with Φincl(X, k) parameterized by k is para-
NP-complete in general digraphs.

Proof. The problem Rec SP is in NP because Inc SP (Adv SP) with Φincl(X, k) can be
solved in O(k|A|) time [13]. Hence, Rec SP belongs to para-NP. Since Rec SP is NP-
hard for constant k (k = 2) [8], it is para-NP-hard (see [15, Theorem 2.14]). Thus, it is
para-NP-complete in general digraphs.

It follows from Theorem 2 that Rec SP with Φincl(X, k) parameterized by k is para-
NP-hard in general digraphs. We now consider the arc exclusion neighborhood Φexcl(X, k).
For this case, the Inc SP problem is already strongly NP-hard and not approximable in
general digraphs, even if the recovery parameter k = 2, by a reduction from the 2-V-DP
problem [13]. Again, we generalize this reduction to show that Inc SP remains hard for
nearly acyclic planar digraphs.

Lemma 2. There is a polynomial time reduction from K-V-DP in a digraph G = (V,A)
to Inc SP with Φexcl(X, k), k = K, in a digraph G + H with ce ∈ {0, 1} for all arcs e in
G + H, where H is a simple path having 2k − 1 arcs, |AH | = 2k − 1. Moreover, an instance
of K-V-DP is a Yes-instance iff the total cost of any optimal solution to the corresponding
instance of INC SP is zero.

Proof. Given an instance of the K-V-DP problem in a digraph G = (V,A), we add 2K − 1
arcs to graph G, i.e. arcs (si, ti) with the costs csiti = 1, i ∈ [K], and arcs (ti, si+1) with the
costs ctisi+1 = 0, i ∈ [K − 1]. These new arcs form the simple s-t path H, where s = s1 and
t = tK (see Figure 1). The rest of the arcs of the graph G+H, i.e. the arcs of the original G,
have costs ce = 0, e ∈ A. Let X = H and fix k = K. The cost of an optimal solution Y ∗ to
Inc SP is 0 iff all K arcs (si, ti), i ∈ [K], are removed from X and all the arcs (ti, si+1) for
i ∈ [K − 1] are present in Y ∗ (as at most K arcs can be removed from X). Because Y ∗ is a
simple path, there are K vertex disjoint paths π1, . . . , πK between si and ti, i ∈ [K], in G.

Lemma 2 and the strong NP-completeness of K-V-DP for K = 2 in general digraphs [16]
lead to the hardness result for Inc SP with Φexcl(X, k) when k = 2, presented in [13]. By
Lemma 2 and the fact that K-V-DP is strongly NP-complete in acyclic planar digraphs
when K is part of the input [34], we obtain the following hardness result for simpler digraphs:
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Theorem 3. The Inc SP problem with Φexcl(X, k) in a digraph G+H with costs ce ∈ {0, 1}
for all arcs e in G + H is strongly NP-hard and not approximable unless P = NP, if G is a
planar digraph, k is part of the input and H is a simple path having 2k − 1 arcs.

We have the result analogous to Theorem 2 for the arc exclusion neighborhood.

Theorem 4. The decision version of Inc SP with Φexcl(X, k) parameterized by k is para-
NP-complete in general digraphs.

Proof. Clearly Inc SP is in NP, and so it is in para-NP. Since Inc SP is NP-hard for
k = 2 [13], it is para-NP-hard (see [15, Theorem 2.14]). Thus, it is para-NP-complete in
general digraphs.

Finally, consider the arc symmetric difference neighborhood Φsym(X, k). It was shown
in [33] that Inc SP with Φsym(X, k) is strongly NP-hard even if the recovery parameter k is
part of the input. A simple and straightforward modification of the reduction from [33] (it is
enough to change some arc costs) allows us to establish the inapproximability of Inc SP also
for this case.

Theorem 5. The Inc SP problem in general digraphs with Φsym(X, k) is strongly NP-hard
and not approximable unless P = NP if k is part of the input.

Since Inc SP is a special case of Rec SP, all the hardness results for Φexcl(X, k) and
Φsym(X, k) remain valid for Rec SP with these neighborhoods. Hence, Rec SP is a com-
putationally hard problem for all neighborhoods under consideration. Notice, however, that
the hardness results shown in this section hold for general digraphs. In Section 3.2, we will
show that Rec SP can be solved in polynomial time for all the considered neighborhoods if
the input graph is an acyclic multidigraph.

3.1.2 Compact mixed integer programming formulation

In this section, we will show that Rec SP in general multidigraphs can be solved using a
compact MIP. Let χ(Φ) ⊂ {0, 1}|A| be the set of characteristic vectors of simple s-t paths in
G = (V,A). In the following, we will identify each simple s-t path X with its characteristic
vector xxx ∈ χ(Φ). Likewise, χ(Φ(xxx, k)) ⊂ {0, 1}|A| is the set of characteristic vectors of simple
s-t paths in the neighborhood of xxx ∈ χ(Φ). Define di = 1 if i = s, di = −1 if i = t and di = 0
for i ∈ V \ {s, t}. The MIP formulation for Rec SP takes the following form:

min
∑

e∈A

Cexe +
∑

e∈A

ceye (11)

xxx ∈ χ(Φ) ⊂ {0, 1}|A|, (12)

yyy ∈ χ(Φ(xxx, k)) ⊂ {0, 1}|A|, (13)

where χ(Φ) is described by the following constraints:
∑

(i,j)∈A

xi,j −
∑

(j,i)∈A

xj,i = di i ∈ V, (14)

xi,s = xt,i = 0 i ∈ V, (15)

pi + Mxi,j + 1 ≤ pj + M (i, j) ∈ A, (16)

pi ∈ {1, . . . , |V |} i ∈ V, (17)

xi,j ∈ {0, 1} (i, j) ∈ A, (18)

9



where M is a sufficiently large constant. Constraints (14) are standard mass-balance con-
straints (see, e.g., [1]). Constraints (15)–(17) must be added to ensure that xxx describes a
simple path in G. They form a system of Miller-Tucker-Zemlin type constraints that exclude
directed cycles in xxx (see, e.g. [6, 32]). Of course, these constraints can be omitted if G is acyclic
and χ(Φ) is then described only by (14) and (18). For general digraphs (15)–(17) must be
added, even if all first-stage arc costs are positive. This fact is demonstrated by an example
shown in Appendix A. The set χ(Φ(xxx, k)) can be modeled by the following constraints:

χ(Φincl(xxx, k)) : yyy ∈ χ(Φ),
∑

e∈A

(1− xe)ye ≤ k, (19)

χ(Φexcl(xxx, k)) : yyy ∈ χ(Φ),
∑

e∈A

(1− ye)xe ≤ k, (20)

χ(Φsym(xxx, k)) : yyy ∈ χ(Φ)
∑

e∈A

((1− xe)ye + (1− ye)xe) ≤ k. (21)

By the assumption that U ⊂ R
|A|
+ (the second-stage arc costs are nonnegative), we can

drop the anti-cycling constraints in the description of χ(Φincl(xxx, k)). Indeed, a solution yyy ∈
χ(Φincl(xxx, k)) contains a simple s-t path and possibly some cycles. We can remove all such
cycles by fixing some variables ye to 0, without violating the constraint (19). However, we
cannot do this for the arc exclusion and arc symmetric difference neighborhoods (an example
is shown in Appendix A). Therefore, for general digraphs, the anti-cycling constraints must
be present in the description of χ(Φexcl(xxx, k)) and χ(Φsym(xxx, k)). The constraints in (19)–(21)
can be linearized. For example, we can replace (19) with

∑

e∈A

(ye − ze) ≤ k (22)

ze ≤ xe ∀e ∈ A, (23)

ze ≤ ye ∀e ∈ A, (24)

ze ≥ 0 ∀e ∈ A. (25)

In much the same way, we can linearize the constraints (20) and (21). We conclude that the
Rec SP problem with Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k) admits compact MIP formula-
tions.

3.2 Recoverable shortest path problem in acyclic multidigraphs

In this section we show that Rec SP with the neighborhoods Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and
Φsym(X, k) can be solved in polynomial time if the input graph G is an acyclic multidigraph.
Observe that we can drop the assumption about the non-negativity of arc costs for this class of
graphs. We first assume that G is layered, and then we will generalize the result to arbitrary
acyclic multidigraphs.

3.2.1 Layered multidigraphs

In a layered multidigraph G = (V,A), the set of nodes V is partitioned into ℓ disjoint subsets
called layers, i.e. V = V1∪· · ·∪Vℓ, and the arcs connect only the nodes in successive layers, i.e.
go only from nodes in Vh to nodes in Vh+1 for each h ∈ [ℓ− 1]. Without loss of generality, we
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can assume s ∈ V1 and t ∈ Vℓ. In layered multidigraphs all s-t paths have the same cardinality.
Therefore, for every path X ∈ Φ and any k = 0, . . . , ℓ − 1, Φincl(X, k) = Φexcl(X, k). Also
Φsym(X, k) = Φincl(X, ⌊k/2⌋). Therefore, it is enough to construct an algorithm for the arc
inclusion neighborhood Φincl(X, k).

In the following, we will show a polynomial transformation from Rec SP in a layered
multidigraph to the Constrained Shortest Path Problem (CSP for short) in an acyclic mul-
tidigraph. In the CSP problem, we are given an acyclic multidigraph G = (V,A) with a
source s ∈ V and a sink t ∈ V . Each arc e ∈ A has a cost ce and a transition time te. A
positive total transition time limit T is specified. We seek an s-t path π in G that minimizes
the total cost, subject to not exceeding the transition time limit T . The CSP is known to be
weakly NP-hard (see, e.g., [17]) and can be solved in O(|A|T ) time, which is pseudopolyno-
mial [20].

Lemma 3. There is a polynomial time reduction from the Rec SP problem with the neigh-
borhoods Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k) in a layered multidigraph G = (V,A) to the
CSP problem in an acyclic multidigraph with T = k.

Proof. Let G = (V,A) be a layered multidigraph in an instance of Rec SP with a recovery
parameter k. We will show a construction for the arc inclusion neighborhood Φincl(X, k). We
build an acyclic multidigraph G′ = (V ′, A′) in the corresponding instance of CSP as follows.
We fix V ′ = V , s′ = s, t′ = t, and A′ contains two types of arcs labelled as e(0) and e(1).
Namely, for each pair of nodes i ∈ Vh and j ∈ Vh+1, h ∈ [ℓ− 1], such that there exists at least
one arc from i to j (note that G can be a multidigraph), we add to A′ arc e(0) = (i, j) with the
cost ce(0) = mine=(u,v)∈A : u=i,v=j{Ce + ce} and the transition time te(0) = 0. For each pair of
nodes i ∈ Vg and j ∈ Vh, g, h ∈ [ℓ], such that the node j is reachable from i and 1 ≤ h−g ≤ k,
we add to A′ arc e(1) = (i, j) with the cost ce(1) being the sum of the cost of a shortest path X∗

ij

from i to j under Ce, e ∈ A, and the cost of a shortest path Y ∗
ij from i to j under ce, e ∈ A,

i.e. ce(1) =
∑

e∈X∗

ij
+
∑

e∈Y ∗

ij
ce. The transition time is te(1) = |Y ∗

ij \X
∗
ij |. Since G is layered,

|X∗
ij | = |Y

∗
ij| = h − g and thus |Y ∗

ij \X
∗
ij | ≤ h − g. Finally, we set T = k. The graph G′ can

be constructed in O(|A||V |) time. Indeed, given a node i ∈ V , we can compute in O(|A|)
time the paths X∗

ij and Y ∗
ij, for all j ∈ V reachable from i, using a dynamic programming

algorithm (see, e.g. [1]). This algorithm must be executed O(|V |) times, which yields the
overall running time O(|A||V |).

We need to show that there is a pair of paths X ∈ Φ and Y ∈ Φincl(X, k) in G, feasible
to Rec SP, with the cost

∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce ≤ UB if and only if there is a path π in G′,
feasible to CSP, such that

∑

e∈π ce ≤ UB, where UB ∈ R.
(⇒) Let X ∈ Φ and Y ∈ Φincl(X, k) be a pair of paths, feasible to Rec SP in G, with the

cost
∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce ≤ UB. We form the corresponding s-t path π in G′ as follows. Let
(i1, i2, . . . , il), where i1 = s and il = t be the sequence of the common nodes of paths X and
Y in the order of visiting. This sequence is the same for X and Y because G is acyclic (an
example is shown in Figure 2). For each i = 2, . . . , l, if e = (ij−1, ij) ∈ X ∩ Y , then we add
to π the arc e(0) = (ij , ij−1) ∈ A′. Notice that the cost of e(0) is not greater than Ce + ce and
its transition time is 0. If e = (ij−1, ij) /∈ X ∩ Y , then there are two disjoint subpaths X ′ of
X and Y ′ of Y from ij−1 to ij in G. In this case, we add to π the arc e(1) = (ij , ij−1) ∈ A′.
Notice that the cost of e(1) is not greater than

∑

e∈X′ Ce +
∑

e∈Y ′ ce, because it is the sum
of the costs of the shortest ij−1 − ij paths with respect to Ce and ce. Also, the transition
time of e(1) is not greater than |Y ′ \X ′|, which follows from the layered structure of the input
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graph G (notice that |Y ′ \ X ′| is equal to the number of layers between ij−1 and ij). The
arc e(0) (resp. e(1)) must exist in G′, because ij is reachable from ij−1 in G. Therefore, π is
an s-t path in G′. It is also feasible because its total transition time is at most |Y \X| ≤ k.
Finally, the total cost of π is not greater than

∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce ≤ UB.
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′
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Figure 2: Illustration of the proof of Lemma 3 for Φincl(X, k) and Φexcl(X, k). The dashed
circles denote the layers. The pair of paths X and Y in G corresponds to the path π in G′.

(⇐) Assume that π is an s-t path in G′, feasible to CSP, with
∑

e∈π ce ≤ UB. For

each arc e(0) = (i, j) ∈ π, we add the arc e = (i, j) ∈ A such that Ce + ce = ce(0) to X
and to Y . For each arc e(1) = (i, j) ∈ π, we add the arcs corresponding to X∗

ij to X and

the arcs corresponding to Y ∗
ij to Y . It is easily seen that X ∈ Φ, Y ∈ Φincl(X, k) and

UB ≥
∑

e∈π ce =
∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce.

We get the following result:

Theorem 6. Rec SP with the neighborhoods Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k) in a
layered multidigraph G = (V,A) can be solved in O(|A||V |+ |V |2k) time.

Proof. The graph G′ from the proof of Lemma 3 can be constructed in O(|A||V |) time. The
number of arcs in G′ is O(|V |2), so the corresponding CSP problem can be solved in O(|V |2k)
time, where k ≤ |A|. Hence the overall running time is O(|A||V |+ |V |2k).

3.2.2 General acyclic multidigraphs

If the input graph G is layered, then the disjoint subpaths of X and Y between any pair
of nodes i and j have the same cardinalities. This fact has been exploited in Section 3.2.1.
However, in general acyclic multidigraphs the paths from i to j can have different cardinalities,
so cheaper recoverable action can require choosing more arcs. To overcome this problem, we
will extend the construction of the graph G′ shown in the proof of Lemma 3. However, the
neighborhoods are not equivalent now, and we must consider them separately.

Lemma 4. There is a polynomial time reduction from the Rec SP problem with the neigh-
borhood Φincl(X, k) in an acyclic multidigraph G = (V,A) to the CSP problem in an acyclic
multidigraph with T = k.

Proof. Given an acyclic multidigraph G = (V,A) and a recovery parameter k in an instance
of Rec SP, we construct an acyclic multidigraph G′ = (V ′, A′) in the corresponding instance
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of CSP. We set V ′ = V , s′ = s, t′ = t, and the set of arcs A′ can contain k + 1 types of
arcs labeled as e(0), . . . , e(k), respectively. For each pair of nodes i, j ∈ V , i 6= j, such that
there exists at least one arc from i to j, we add to A′ the arc e(0) = (i, j) with the cost
ce(0) = mine=(k,l)∈A : k=i,l=j{Ce + ce} and the transition time te(0) = 0. Consider a pair of
nodes i, j ∈ V , i 6= j, such that j is reachable from i. We first compute a path from i to j
having the minimum number of arcs L∗

ij. If L∗
ij > k, then we do nothing. Otherwise, we find

a shortest path X∗
ij from i to j with the costs Ce. Then, for each l = L∗

ij , . . . , k, we find a

shortest path Y
∗(l)
ij with the costs ce, e ∈ A, subject to the condition that Y

∗(l)
ij has at most

l arcs. Observe that Y
∗(l)
ij can be found in O(|A|k) time by solving a CSP problem with arc

transition times equal to 1 and the transition time limit equal to l. We add to A′ the arc
e(l) = (i, j) with the cost ce(l) =

∑

e∈X∗

ij
Ce+

∑

e∈Y
∗(l)
ij

ce and with the transition time te(l) = l.

Finally, we set T = k. Graph G′ can be constructed in O(|V |2|A|k2) time since we have to
solve at most k CSP problems for at most |V |2 pairs of nodes. As in Lemma 3, we need to
show that there is a pair of paths X ∈ Φ and Y ∈ Φincl(X, k) in G, feasible to Rec SP, with
the cost

∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce ≤ UB if and only if there is a path π in G′, feasible to CSP,
such that

∑

e∈π ce ≤ UB, where UB ∈ R.
(⇒) The proof goes the same way as that of Lemma 3. Now, if e = (ij−1, ij) /∈ X ∩ Y ,

then there are two disjoint subpaths X ′ and Y ′ from ij−1 to ij in G. The subpath Y ′ has
l ∈ {L∗

ij−1ij
, . . . , k} arcs. We add to π the arc e(l) = (ij−1, ij) ∈ A′. The transition time of

e(l) is |Y ′ \X ′| = l and its cost is at most
∑

e∈X′ Ce +
∑

e∈Y ′ ce. The rest of the proof is the
same as in Lemma 3 (an example is depicted in Figure 3).
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Figure 3: Illustration of the proof of Lemma 4. The pair of paths X and Y for Φincl(X, k) in
G corresponds to the path π in G′.

(⇐) Assume that π is an s-t path in G′ feasible to CSP with
∑

e∈π ce ≤ UB. For each

arc e(0) = (i, j) ∈ π, we add the arc e = (i, j) ∈ A such that Ce + ce = ce(0) to X and
to Y . For each arc e(l) = (i, j) ∈ π, we add the arcs corresponding to X∗

ij to X and the

arcs corresponding to Y
∗(l)
ij to Y . We recall that |Y

∗(l)
ij | ≤ l. It follows easily that X ∈ Φ,

Y ∈ Φincl(X, k) and UB ≥
∑

e∈π ce =
∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce.

Lemma 5. There is a polynomial time reduction from the Rec SP problem with the neigh-
borhood Φexcl(X, k) in an acyclic multidigraph G = (V,A) to the CSP problem in an acyclic
multidigraph with T = k.
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Proof. The reduction is similar to that in the proof of Lemma 4. We only point out some
differences. Having computed L∗

ij ≤ k, we find a shortest path Y ∗
ij from i to j with the arc

costs ce. Then, for each l = L∗
ij, . . . , k, we find a shortest path X

∗(l)
ij with the arc costs Ce,

subject to the condition that X
∗(l)
ij has at most l arcs. We add to A′ the arc e(l) = (i, j) with

the cost ce(l) =
∑

e∈Y ∗

ij
ce +

∑

e∈X
∗(l)
ij

Ce and with the transition time te(l) = l. The proof goes

then similarly to the proof of Lemma 4 with the following modifications:
(⇒) If e = (ij−1, ij) /∈ X ∩ Y , then the subpath X ′ from ij−1 to ij in G has l ∈

{L∗
ij−1ij

, . . . , k} arcs. We add to π the arc e(l) = (ij−1, ij) ∈ A′. The transition time of

e(l) is |X ′ \ Y ′| = l and its cost is at most
∑

e∈X′ Ce +
∑

e∈Y ′ ce.

(⇐) For each arc e(l) = (i, j) ∈ π, we add the arcs corresponding to Y ∗
ij to Y and the arcs

corresponding to X
∗(l)
ij to X and we note that |X

∗(l)
ij | ≤ l. It follows then easily that X ∈ Φ,

Y ∈ Φexcl(X, k) and UB ≥
∑

e∈π ce =
∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce.

Lemma 6. There is a polynomial time reduction from the Rec SP problem with the neigh-
borhood Φsym(X, k) in an acyclic multidigraph G = (V,A) to the CSP problem in an acyclic
multidigraph with T = k.

Proof. We again point out some differences in the reduction from Lemma 4. Having computed
L∗
ij, if 2L∗

ij > k, then we do nothing. Otherwise, for each u = L∗
ij, . . . , k and v = L∗

ij , . . . , k,

we find a shortest path X
∗(u)
ij with the costs Ce, e ∈ A, subject to the constraint |X

∗(u)
ij | ≤ u

and a shortest path Y
∗(v)
ij with the costs ce, e ∈ A, subject to the constraint |Y

∗(v)
ij | ≤ v.

We add to A′ the arc e(uv) = (i, j) with the cost ce(uv) =
∑

e∈X
∗(u)
ij

Ce +
∑

e∈Y
∗(v)
ij

ce and the

transition time te(uv) = u+ v. Graph G′ can be constructed in O(|V |2|A|k3) time because we
have to solve at most k2 CSP problems for at most |V |2 pairs of nodes. The proof goes then
similarly to the proof of Lemma 4 with the following modifications:

(⇒) If e = (ij−1, ij) /∈ X∩Y , then the subpaths X ′ and Y ′ from ij−1 to ij in G have u, v ∈
{L∗

ij−1ij
, . . . , k} arcs, respectively. We add to π the arc e(uv) = (ij−1, ij) ∈ A′. The transition

time of e(uv) is |(Y ′ \X ′) ∪ (X ′ \ Y ′)| = u + v and its cost is at most
∑

e∈X′ Ce +
∑

e∈Y ′ ce.

(⇐) For each arc e(uv) = (i, j) ∈ π, we add the arcs corresponding to X
∗(u)
ij to X and

the arcs corresponding to Y
∗(v)
ij to Y , where |X

∗(u)
ij | ≤ u and |Y

∗(v)
ij | ≤ v. Thus, X ∈ Φ,

Y ∈ Φsym(X, k) and UB ≥
∑

e∈π ce =
∑

e∈X Ce +
∑

e∈Y ce.

Theorem 7. Rec SP in acyclic multidigraph G = (V,A) can be solved in O(|V |2|A|k2) time
for the neighborhoods Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and in O(|V |2|A|k3) time for the neighborhood
Φsym(X, k).

Proof. The multidigraphs G′ from Lemma 4 and Lemma 5 can be constructed in O(|V |2|A|k2)
time and have at most |V |2(k + 1) arcs. The CSP problem in G′ can then be solved in
O(|V |2k2) time. The overall running time for Φincl(X, k) and Φexcl(X, k) is O(|V |2|A|k2).
Accordingly, the multidigraph G′ from Lemma 6 can be constructed in O(|V |2|A|k3) time
and has at most |V |2(k2 + 1) arcs. The CSP problem in G′ can then be solved in O(|V |2k3)
time. Hence, the overall running time for Φsym(X, k) is O(|V |2|A|k3).
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3.2.3 Arc series-parallel multidigraph

In this section, we will construct algorithms with better running time for Rec SP with all the
considered neighborhoods, assuming that G is an arc series-parallel multidigraph. Again, we
have to treat all the considered neighborhoods separately, as the subpaths between two nodes
of G may have different cardinalities. Let us recall that an arc series-parallel multidigraph
(ASP) is recursively defined as follows (see, e.g., [35]). A graph consisting of two nodes joined
by a single arc is ASP. If G1 and G2 are ASP, so are the multidigraphs constructed by each
of the following two operations:

• parallel composition p(G1, G2): identify the source of G1 with the source of G2 and the
sink of G1 with the sink of G2,

• series composition s(G1, G2): identify the sink of G1 with the source of G2.

Each ASP multidigraph G is associated with a rooted binary tree T , called the binary de-
composition tree of G, which can be constructed in O(|A|) time [35]. Each leaf of the tree
represents an arc in G. Each internal node σ of T is labeled by S or P and corresponds to
the series or parallel composition in G. Every node σ of T corresponds to an ASP subgraph
of G, denoted by Gσ, defined by the subtree rooted at σ. The root of T represents the input
ASP multidigraph G.

In [8], Büsing showed an idea of a polynomial-time algorithm for Rec SP with Φincl(X, k)
in ASP multidigraphs, together with a theorem resulting from it [8, Theorem 5]. In this sec-
tion, we will describe a complete O(|A|k2)-time algorithm for Rec SP in ASP multidigraphs
with the neighborhoods Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k). Let ΦGσ denote the set of
all paths from the source to the sink in Gσ and

Φl
Gσ

= {X ∈ ΦGσ : |X| = l},

Ψ
incl[l]
Gσ

= {(X,Y ) ∈ ΦGσ × ΦGσ : |Y \X| = l},

Ψ
excl[l]
Gσ

= {(X,Y ) ∈ ΦGσ × ΦGσ : |X \ Y | = l},

Ψ
sym[l]
Gσ

= {(X,Y ) ∈ ΦGσ × ΦGσ : |Y \X|+ |X \ Y | = l}.

Consider first the arc inclusion neighborhood Φincl(X, k). For each ASP subgraph Gσ , we
store the following three crucial pieces of information. The first one is the cost of a shortest
path from the source to the sink in Gσ under costs Ce, e ∈ A:

CGσ = min
X∈ΦGσ

∑

e∈X

Ce. (26)

The second one is the k-element array cccGσ , whose l-th element cccGσ [l] is the cost of a shortest
path Y ∗ ∈ Φl

Gσ
under the costs ce, e ∈ A, if such a path exists:

cccGσ [l] =







min
Y ∈Φl

Gσ

∑

e∈Y

ce if Φl
Gσ
6= ∅,

+∞ otherwise,

l = 1, . . . , k. (27)

The third one is the (k + 1)-element array ccc∗Gσ
, whose l-th element ccc∗Gσ

[l], stores the cost of
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an optimal pair (X∗, Y ∗) ∈ Ψ
incl[l]
Gσ

, if such paths exist:

ccc∗Gσ
[l] =











min
(X,Y )∈Ψ

incl[l]
Gσ

(

∑

e∈X

Ce +
∑

e∈Y

ce

)

if Ψ
incl[l]
Gσ

6= ∅,

+∞ otherwise,

l = 0, . . . , k. (28)

Note that at least one set of paths Ψ
incl[l]
Gσ

is always nonempty in Gσ, for instance, when
l = 0. For each leaf node σ of the tree T (in this case, the subgraph Gσ consists of a single
arc e ∈ A), the initial values of CGσ , cccGσ and ccc∗Gσ

are as follows:

CGσ = Ce, (29)

cccGσ [1] = ce, cccGσ [l] = +∞, l = 2, . . . , k, (30)

ccc∗Gσ
[0] = Ce + ce, ccc

∗
Gσ

[l] = +∞, l = 1, . . . , k. (31)

By traversing the tree T from the leaves to the root, we recursively construct each ASP
subgraph Gσ corresponding to the internal node σ and compute the values of CGσ , cccGσ and
ccc∗Gσ

associated with Gσ, depending on the label of the node σ. If σ is marked P, then we
call Algorithm 1, otherwise we call Algorithm 2 on the subgraphs Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ), where
left(σ) and right(σ) are children of σ in T . If σ is the root of T , then Gσ = G and the
array ccc∗Gσ

contains information about the cost of an optimal pair of paths X∗, Y ∗ ∈ Φ, being
an optimal solution to Rec SP in G, which is equal to

min
0≤l≤k

ccc∗Gσ
[l].

The algorithm for Rec SP with Φincl(X, k) is given in the form of Algorithm 3. For
simplicity of the presentation, we have only shown how to compute the costs stored in CGσ ,
cccGσ and ccc∗Gσ

. The associated paths can be easily reconstructed by using pointers to the first
and the last arcs of these paths, managed during the course of the algorithm.

Algorithm 1: P-incl(Gleft(σ), ccc
∗
Gleft(σ)

, CGleft(σ)
, cccGleft(σ)

, Gright(σ), ccc
∗
Gright(σ)

, CGright(σ)
, cccGright(σ)

)

1 Perform parallel composition Gσ ← p(Gleft(σ), Gright(σ));
2 CGσ

← min{CGleft(σ)
, CGright(σ)

};

3 ccc∗Gσ

[0]← min{ccc∗Gleft(σ)
[0], ccc∗Gright(σ)

[0]};

4 for l = 1 to k do

5 ccc∗Gσ

[l]← min{ccc∗Gleft(σ)
[l], ccc∗Gright(σ)

[l], CGleft(σ)
+ cccGright(σ)

[l], CGright(σ)
+ cccGleft(σ)

[l]} ;

6 cccGσ
[l]← min{cccGleft(σ)

[l], cccGright(σ)
[l]}

7 return (Gσ , ccc
∗
Gσ

, CGσ
, cccGσ

)

An algorithm for Rec SP with Φexcl(X, k) is symmetric to the one with Φincl(X, k). We
also store three pieces of information for each ASP subgraph Gσ. Namely, the cost of a
shortest path from the source to the sink in Gσ under costs ce, e ∈ A:

cGσ = min
Y ∈ΦGσ

∑

e∈Y

ce. (32)
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Algorithm 2: S-incl(Gleft(σ), ccc
∗
Gleft(σ)

, CGleft(σ)
, cccGleft(σ)

, Gright(σ), ccc
∗
Gright(σ)

, CGright(σ)
, cccGright(σ)

)

1 Perform series composition Gσ ← s(Gleft(σ), Gright(σ));
2 CGσ

← CGleft(σ)
+ CGright(σ)

;

3 for l = 0 to k do

4 ccc∗Gσ

[l]← min0≤j≤l{ccc∗Gleft(σ)
[j] + ccc∗Gright(σ)

[l − j]}

5 cccGσ
[1]← +∞;

6 for l = 2 to k do

7 cccGσ
[l]← min1≤j<l{cccGleft(σ)

[j] + cccGright(σ)
[l − j]}

8 return (Gσ , ccc
∗
Gσ

, CGσ
, cccGσ

)

Algorithm 3: Solve Rec SP in ASP(G, {Ce}e∈A, {ce}e∈A, k, s, t) with Φincl(X, k)

1 Find the binary decomposition tree T of G;
2 foreach leaf σ of T do // Initially σ corresponds to arc e ∈ A
3 ccc∗Gσ

[0]← Ce + ce;

4 for l = 1 to k do ccc∗Gσ

[l]← +∞;

5 CGσ
← Ce;

6 cccGσ
[1]← ce;

7 for l = 2 to k do cccGσ
[l]← +∞;

8 while there is a node σ in T with two leaves: left(σ) and right(σ) do

9 if node σ is labeled P in T then

10 (Gσ, ccc
∗
Gσ

, CGσ
, cccGσ

)←
P-incl(Gleft(σ), ccc

∗
Gleft(σ)

CGleft(σ)
, cccGleft(σ)

, Gright(σ), ccc
∗
Gright(σ)

, CGright(σ)
, cccGright(σ)

)

11 else // node σ is labeled S in T
12 (Gσ, ccc

∗
Gσ

, CGσ
, cccGσ

)←
S-incl(Gleft(σ), ccc

∗
Gleft(σ)

CGleft(σ)
, cccGleft(σ)

, Gright(σ), ccc
∗
Gright(σ)

, CGright(σ)
, cccGright(σ)

)

13 Delete leaves left(σ) and right(σ) from T ;

14 return min0≤l≤k ccc
∗
Gσ

[l] // node σ is the root of T corresponding to G
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The k-element array CCCGσ , whose l-th element CCCGσ [l] is the cost of a shortest path from the
source to the sink in Gσ under costs Ce, e ∈ A, that uses exactly l arcs if such a path exists:

CCCGσ [l] =







min
X∈Φl

Gσ

∑

e∈X

Ce if Φl
Gσ
6= ∅,

+∞ otherwise,

l = 1, . . . , k. (33)

The third element is the (k + 1)-element array ccc∗Gσ
whose definition is the same as (28) with

the exception that Ψ
incl[l]
Gσ

is replaced with Ψ
excl[l]
Gσ

. The initial values of cGσ , CCCGσ and ccc∗Gσ
for

each leaf node σ of the tree T are as follows:

cGσ = ce, (34)

CCCGσ [1] = Ce, CCCGσ [l] = +∞, l = 2, . . . , k, (35)

ccc∗Gσ
[0] = Ce + ce, ccc

∗
Gσ

[l] = +∞, l = 1, . . . , k. (36)

It is easily seen that adapting Algorithms 1 and 2 and, in consequence, Algorithm 3 for the
neighborhood Φexcl(X, k) requires small changes in them that take into account cGσ , CCCGσ ,
ccc∗Gσ

, and (34)–(36).
An algorithm for Rec SP with the symmetric difference neighborhood Φsym(X, k) com-

bines the ideas for the neighborhoods Φincl(X, k) and Φexcl(X, k). The three arrays are now
associated with each ASP subgraph Gσ. Namely, the (k − 1)-element arrays cccGσ , and CCCGσ

defined as (27) and (33), respectively, for l ∈ [k − 1]. The (k + 1)-element array ccc∗Gσ
, whose

definition is the same as (28), with the exception that Ψ
incl[l]
Gσ

is replaced with Ψ
sym[l]
Gσ

. Of
course, ccc∗Gσ

[1] = +∞. The initial values of cccGσ , CCCGσ , and ccc∗Gσ
, for each leaf node σ of the

tree T , are as follows:

cccGσ [1] = ce, cccGσ [l] = +∞, l = 2, . . . , k − 1, (37)

CCCGσ [1] = Ce, CCCGσ [l] = +∞, l = 2, . . . , k − 1, (38)

ccc∗Gσ
[0] = Ce + ce, ccc∗Gσ

[l] = +∞, l = 1, . . . , k. (39)

Algorithm 4: P-sym(Gleft(σ), ccc
∗
Gleft(σ)

,CCCGleft(σ)
, cccGleft(σ)

, Gright(σ), ccc
∗
Gright(σ)

,CCCGright(σ)
, cccGright(σ)

)

1 Perform parallel composition Gσ ← p(Gleft(σ), Gright(σ));
2 ccc∗Gσ

[0]← min{ccc∗Gleft(σ)
[0], ccc∗Gright(σ)

[0]};

3 ccc∗Gσ

[1]← +∞;

4 for l = 2 to k do

5 ccc∗Gσ

[l]←

min1≤j<l{ccc∗Gleft(σ)
[l], ccc∗Gright(σ)

[l],CCCGleft(σ)
[j] + cccGright(σ)

[l− j],CCCGright(σ)
[j] + cccGleft(σ)

[l− j]};

6 for l = 1 to k − 1 do

7 CCCGσ
[l]← min{CCCGleft(σ)

[l],CCCGright(σ)
[l]};

8 cccGσ
[l]← min{cccGleft(σ)

[l], cccGright(σ)
[l]}

9 return (Gσ , ccc
∗
Gσ

,CCCGσ
, cccGσ

)

In order to give a version of Algorithm 3 for the neighborhood Φsym(X, k), we need to
modify the initialization according to (37)–(39 (lines 2–7) and call Algorithms 4 and 5 in the
lines 10 and 12, respectively.

We now prove the correctness of the algorithms.
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Algorithm 5: S-sym(Gleft(σ), ccc
∗
Gleft(σ)

,CCCGleft(σ)
, cccGleft(σ)

, Gright(σ), ccc
∗
Gright(σ)

,CCCGright(σ)
, cccGright(σ)

)

1 Perform series composition Gσ ← s(Gleft(σ), Gright(σ));
2 for l = 0 to k do

3 ccc∗Gσ

[l]← min0≤j≤l{ccc∗Gleft(σ)
[j] + ccc∗Gright(σ)

[l − j]}

4 CCCGσ
[1]← +∞;

5 cccGσ
[1]← +∞;

6 for l = 2 to k − 1 do

7 CCCGσ
[l]← min1≤j<l{CCCGleft(σ)

[j] +CCCGright(σ)
[l − j]};

8 cccGσ
[l]← min1≤j<l{cccGleft(σ)

[j] + cccGright(σ)
[l − j]}

9 return (Gσ , ccc
∗
Gσ

,CCCGσ
, cccGσ

)

Theorem 8. Rec SP with Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k) in arc series-parallel
multidigraphs G = (V,A) can be solved in O(|A|k2) time.

Proof. We will give a proof only for the arc inclusion neighborhood Φincl(X, k). The proof
for the neighborhood Φexcl(X, k) is almost the same, while a proof for Φsym(X, k) is similar
in spirit to the proof given below. It is enough to make some technical changes to take into
account the differences among the neighborhoods described previously in this section.

We first prove that for each node σ of the decomposition tree T , graph Gσ is an ASP
subgraph of G and the corresponding costs CGσ , cccGσ and ccc∗Gσ

are correctly computed by
Algorithm 3. The first part of the claim is due to [35]. It is easily seen that after running
lines 3–7, for each leaf σ of T , the costs CGσ , cccGσ and ccc∗Gσ

, corresponding to the single-arc
subgraphs, are correctly initialized. Hence, if |A| = 1, then the claim trivially holds. Assume
that |A| ≥ 2. The proof is by induction on the number of iterations of Algorithm 3 (the
lines 9–13).

The base case is when the algorithm runs for only one iteration (|A| = 2). The node σ
is then the root of T and has two leaves corresponding to two single-arc subgraphs Gleft(σ)

and Gright(σ). If σ is labeled P, then the algorithm P-incl is called for Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ),
otherwise the S-incl is called. Consider the P-incl case. First the parallel composition
of Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ) is performed. The resulting graph Gσ has two parallel arcs, e1, e2, the
source and the sink. We get ccc∗Gσ

[0] = min{Ce1 + ce1 , Ce2 + ce2}, ccc
∗
Gσ

[1] = min{+∞,+∞, Ce1 +
ce2 , Ce2 + ce1}, cccGσ [1] = min{ce1 , ce2} and CGσ = min{Ce1 , Ce2}. The rest of elements of
ccc∗Gσ

and cccGσ are equal to +∞. Let us turn to the case S-incl. Now, after the series
composition of Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ), the resulting graph Gσ has three nodes {s, v1, t} and
two series arcs e1 = (s, v1), e2 = (v1, t). Therefore, only one s-t path exists in Gσ. We get
ccc∗Gσ

[0] = Ce1 + ce1 + Ce2 + ce2 , CGσ = Ce1 + Ce2 and cccGσ [2] = ce1 + ce2 . The rest of the
elements of ccc∗Gσ

and cccGσ are equal to +∞. Hence all the costs CGσ , cccGσ and ccc∗Gσ
are correctly

computed for the base case.
For the induction step, let σ be an internal node of T with two leaves left(σ) and right(σ).

By the induction hypothesis, Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ) are ASP subgraphs and the costs CGσ ,
cccGσ and ccc∗Gσ

, associated with them, are correctly computed. We need to consider two cases
that depend on the label of σ. The first case (the label P) is when the algorithm P-incl

is called for Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ). After the parallel composition of Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ),
the resulting subgraph Gσ is an ASP subgraph. Note that, ΦGσ = Φleft(σ) ∪ ΦGleft(σ)

, where
ΦGleft(σ)

∩ ΦGleft(σ)
= ∅. Hence, we immediately get that the costs computed in lines 2, 3,

and 6 of Algorithm 1 are correctly computed. The costs ccc∗Gσ
[l], for l = 1, . . . , k, (see line 6 of
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Algorithm 1), are correctly computed as well. Indeed, the first two terms in the minimum are
obvious. The last two terms take into account the cases when the optimal paths X∗ ∈ ΦGσ

and Y ∗ ∈ ΦGσ in Ψ
incl[l]
Gσ

are such that X∗ ∈ ΦGleft(σ)
and Y ∗ ∈ ΦGright(σ)

or X∗ ∈ ΦGright(σ)
and

Y ∗ ∈ ΦGleft(σ)
. Consider the second case (the label S) when the algorithm S-incl is called.

The subgraph Gσ, after the series composition of Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ), is an ASP subgraph
and there is a node v in Gσ being the sink of Gleft(σ) and the source of Gright(σ). Thus, every
path X ∈ ΦGσ must traverse the node v and X is the concatenation of X1 ∈ ΦGleft(σ)

and
X2 ∈ ΦGright(σ)

. In what follows, for each l = 0, . . . , k, the cost ccc∗Gσ
[l] in Gσ is the sum of its

optimal counterparts, respectively, in Gleft(σ) and Gright(σ), for some 0 ≤ j∗ ≤ l. It is enough
to find such j∗ for each l. A similar argument holds for the costs cccGσ [l] for l = 2, . . . , k.
Therefore, Algorithm 2 correctly computes the costs CGσ , cccGσ and ccc∗Gσ

in lines 2, 4 and 7.
This proves the claim.

If σ is the root of T , then Gσ = G. It immediately follows from the claim, that the

array ccc∗Gσ
contains the optimal costs of the solutions in Ψ

incl[l]
Gσ

for l = 0, . . . , k. Thus, the cost
of an optimal solution, X∗, Y ∗ ∈ Φ to Rec SP in G is equal to min0≤l≤k ccc

∗
Gσ

[l].
Let us analyze the running time of Algorithm 3. The binary decomposition tree T of G,

line 1, can be constructed in O(|A|) time [35]. The initialization, lines 2–7, can be done in
O(|A|) time. The root of T can be reached in O(|A|) time, lines 8–13. Algorithms 1 and 2
require O(k2) time. Hence, the running time of Algorithm 3 is O(|A|k2). Since the algorithm
for Φexcl(X, k) is symmetric, its running time is the same. Observe that Algorithms 4 and 5
require O(k2) time. Thus, the running time of algorithm for Φsym(X, k) is O(|A|k2).

4 The Rec Rob SP problem under the budgeted uncertainty

In this section, we consider the Rec Rob SP problem under the budgeted uncertainty. Adding
budgets to the interval uncertainty representation makes the problem more challenging. Of
course, all the hardness results for Rec SP (see Section 3.1) remain valid for Rec Rob
SP with the budgeted uncertainty. In particular, the problem is strongly NP-hard and not
approximable in general digraphs for all the neighborhoods under consideration. Table 2
summarizes the main results obtained later in this section.

Table 2: Summary of the main results for Rec Rob SP under the budgeted uncertainty for
various neighborhoods.

Budgeted Neighborhoods
uncertainty Φincl(X, k) Φexcl(X, k) Φsym(X, k)

U(Γc) MIP MIP MIP
para-NP-complete

U(Γd) MIP(?) - open problem Σp
3-hard [25] Σp

3-hard [25]
strongly NP-hard Σp

3-hard Σp
3-hard

not approximable to approximate to approximate [25]
for k = Γd = 1 [33] for k = 2 [25]
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4.1 The Rec Rob SP problem under U(Γc)

We now show a compact MIP formulation for Rec Rob SP under the scenario set U(Γc).
We will use the fact that U(Γc) is a special case of polyhedral uncertainty.

Theorem 9. The Rec Rob SP under U(Γc) in general digraph G = (V,A), |A| = m, with
neighborhoods Φincl(X, k), Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k), admits a compact MIP formulation.

Proof. The idea of the construction is similar to that in [5, Theorem 1] (see also [19]), where
a compact MIP formulation for a recoverable version of a single-machine scheduling problem
under uncertainty was proposed. It uses Carathéodory’s theorem, which states that any point
in a convex hull Conv(P ) of a set P ⊂ R

n can be expressed as a convex combination of at
most n+ 1 points in P . Then, using the minimax theorem (see, e.g., [5] for details) allows us
to express Rec Rob SP as follows:

min
X∈Φ

Y (1),...,Y (m+1)
∈Φ(X,k)





∑

e∈X

Ce + max
S∈U(Γc)

min
i∈[m+1]

∑

e∈Y (i)

cSe



 . (40)

Fix xxx ∈ χ(Φ) and yyy(i) ∈ χ(Φ(xxx, k)), i ∈ [m + 1] (see Section 3.1.2 for the description of the
sets χ(Φ) and χ(Φ(xxx, k)). The inner problem

max
S∈U(Γc)

min
i∈[m+1]

∑

e∈Y (i)

cSe (41)

can be modeled as follows:

max t (42)

t ≤
∑

e∈A

ĉey
(i)
e +

∑

e∈A

y(i)e ue ∀i ∈ [m + 1], (43)

0 ≤ ue ≤ ∆e ∀e ∈ A, (44)
∑

e∈A

ue ≤ Γc. (45)

Dualizing the inner problem, we get

min
∑

i∈[m+1]

(

∑

e∈A

ĉey
(i)
e

)

λi +
∑

e∈A

∆eγe + ΓcΘ

∑

i∈[m+1]

λi = 1,

γe + Θ ≥
∑

i∈[m+1]

y(i)e λi ∀e ∈ A,

λi ≥ 0 ∀i ∈ [m + 1],

γe ≥ 0 ∀e ∈ A,

Θ ≥ 0.

21



By the strong duality, Rec Rob SP under U(Γc) can be rewritten as

min
∑

e∈A

Cexe +
∑

e∈A

ĉe
∑

i∈[m+1]

y(i)e λi +
∑

e∈A

∆eγe + ΓcΘ (46)

∑

i∈[m+1]

λi = 1, (47)

γe + Θ ≥
∑

i∈[m+1]

y(i)e λi ∀e ∈ A, (48)

λi ≥ 0 ∀i ∈ [m + 1], (49)

γe ≥ 0 ∀e ∈ A, (50)

Θ ≥ 0, (51)

yyy(i) ∈ χ(Φ(xxx, k)) ∀i ∈ [m + 1], (52)

xxx ∈ χ(Φ). (53)

The constraint (53) can be replaced with (14)–(18). The constraints (52) can be replaced
with one of (19)–(21), depending on the neighborhood used (see Section 3.1.2). Finally, it

suffices to linearize the terms y
(i)
e λi that appear in (48). This can be done by substituting

vi = y
(i)
e λi, i ∈ [m+ 1], and adding the constraints vi ≤My

(i)
e , vi ≥ λi−M(1− y

(i)
e ), vi ≤ λi,

vi ≥ 0.

The following theorem establishes the parameterized complexity hardness of Rec Rob
SP, not only when parameterized by k (see Theorem 2), but also by Γc.

Theorem 10. The decision version of Rec Rob SP under U(Γc) with Φincl(X, k) parame-
terized by k and Γc is para-NP-complete in general digraphs.

Proof. The problem Rec Rob SP is in NP, since (40) shows that X ∈ Φ and Y (1), . . . , Y (m+1) ∈
Φincl(X, k) is a certificate for proving if an instance of Rec Rob SP is a Yes-instance and
computing the value of

∑

e∈X Ce + maxS∈U(Γc) mini∈[m+1]

∑

e∈Y (i) cSe can be done in poly-
nomial time by solving the linear programming model (42)–(45). Thus, Rec Rob SP is
in para-NP. Since Rec Rob SP is NP-hard for constant k and Γc (k = Γc = 1) [33], it is
para-NP-hard.

Theorem 10 shows that Rec Rob SP under U(Γc) with Φincl(X, k) parameterized by k
and Γc is para-NP-hard in general digraphs.

4.2 The Rec Rob SP problem under U(Γd)

It has been recently proven in [25] that Rec Rob SP with scenario set U(Γd) and neighbor-
hoods Φexcl(X, k), Φsym(X, k) is Σp

3-hard and Σp
3-hard to approximate in general digraphs.

This excludes a compact MIP formulation for the problem unless the polynomial-time hier-
archy collapses (see, e.g., [36]). Construction of a compact MIP formulation for the neighbor-
hood Φincl(X, k), or for acyclic digraphs, is an interesting open problem.

It was shown in [33] that Rec Rob SP with Φincl(X, k) under U(Γd) is strongly NP-hard
and not approximable in general digraphs, even if the recovery parameter k = 1 and the
budget Γd = 1, by a reduction from K-V-DP, where the number of terminal pairs K = 2,
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for a general digraph [16]. Since K-V-DP remains strongly NP-complete in an acyclic planar
digraph if K is unbounded [34], we can easily obtain a reduction from K-V-DP in an acyclic
planar digraph, which is a minor generalization of the one given in [33]. This allows us to show
that Rec Rob SP under U(Γd) with Φincl(X, k) is strongly NP-hard and not approximable
if k = Γd = 1 in digraphs with a simpler structure than general digraphs, namely, nearly
acyclic planar ones. From the above, we immediately get that Rec Rob SP under U(Γd)
with Φincl(X, k) is para-NP-hard in these simpler digraphs.

4.3 Approximation algorithms

In this section, we again study the Rec Rob SP problem in acyclic multidigraphs. We
have shown in Section 3 that this problem can be solved in polynomial time for the interval
uncertainty set U . We now use this fact to provide some approximation algorithms for the
problem under scenario sets U(Γc) and U(Γd), whose computational complexity status is
unknown in acyclic multidigraphs. Let

F (X) =

(

∑

e∈X

Ce + max
S∈U

min
Y ∈Φ(X,k)

∑

e∈Y

cSe

)

,

where U ∈ {U(Γc),U(Γd)} and Φ(X, k) is one of the neighborhoods (1)–(3). Fix scenario
S ∈ U and consider the problem

Rec SP (S) : min
X∈Φ,Y ∈Φ(X,k)

(

∑

e∈X

Ce +
∑

e∈Y

cSe

)

.

The idea behind the construction of the approximation algorithms is to take into account
the cost structure in scenario sets U(Γc) and U(Γd). Let α ≥ (0, 1] be a constant such that
ĉe ≥ α(ĉe + ∆e) for each e ∈ A. This condition means that the maximum second-stage cost
of any arc e ∈ A can be at most 1

α
greater than its nominal cost. In practical applications,

it can be unlikely that the value of α is very small as the maximum increase in the costs is
typically limited. Notice that such a constant exists if ĉe > 0 for each e ∈ A. The following
result has been established in [21] for the recoverable robust spanning tree problem (its proof
for Rec Rob SP is almost verbatim):

Lemma 7. [21, Lemma 6] Suppose that ĉe ≥ α(ĉe + ∆e) for each e ∈ A, where α ∈ (0, 1],
and let (X̂, Ŷ ) be an optimal solution to Rec SP (S) for S = (ĉe)e∈A. Then F (X̂) ≤ 1

α
F (X)

for each X ∈ Φ.

Lemma 7 is true for both uncertainty sets U(Γd) and U(Γd). Let us now focus only on
U(Γc). Let D =

∑

e∈A ∆e > 0 be the total deviation of the second-stage arc costs from their
nominal values. The value of D can be seen as a total uncertainty in the second-stage arc
costs. Define scenario S′ in which cS

′

e = min{ĉe + ∆e, ĉe + Γc∆e

D
}, e ∈ A. It is easy to see

that S′ ∈ U(Γc), since
∑

e∈A(cS
′

e − ĉe) ≤
∑

e∈A Γc∆e

D
= Γc. Let (X̂, Ŷ ) be an optimal solution

to Rec SP (S′). Suppose that we can find two constants β ∈ (0, 1] and γ ∈ [0, 1) such that
βD ≤ Γc ≤ γF (X̂). The constants β and γ relate the budget Γc to the total deviation D
and the total cost of the heuristic solution X̂. The following lemma has been proven in [21]
for the recoverable robust spanning tree problem (again, its proof for Rec Rob SP is almost
verbatim):
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Lemma 8. [21, Lemma 7] Assume that U = U(Γc) and let (X̂, Ŷ ) be an optimal solution to
Rec SP (S′). Then, the following implications are true:

(a) if Γc ≥ βD for β ∈ (0, 1], then F (X̂) ≤ 1
β
F (X) for each X ∈ Φ,

(b) if Γc ≤ γF (X̂) for γ ∈ [0, 1), then F (X̂) ≤ 1
1−γ

F (X) for each X ∈ Φ.

Observe that Rec SP (S) can be solved in polynomial time in acyclic multidigraphs,
according to the results shown in Section 3 (it is equivalent to Rec SP with ce = cSe , e ∈ A).
The value of F (X) for a given X ∈ Φ can be computed in polynomial time for scenario
set U(Γc) and the neighborhood Φincl(X, k), see [33], where the time-expanded network ap-
proach [1] was applied. The same technique can be applied to computing the value of F (X)
for U(Γc) and the neighborhoods Φexcl(X, k) and Φsym(X, k) in polynomial time in acyclic
multidigraphs. From this, it follows that one can verify the condition (b) from Lemma 8
in polynomial time. Therefore, Lemma 7 and Lemma 8 imply the following approximation
results, where α, β and γ are the constants from these lemmas:

Corollary 1. The Rec Rob SP in acyclic multidigraphs is approximable within 1
α
for sce-

nario set U(Γd) and within min{ 1
α
, 1
β
, 1
1−γ
} for scenario set U(Γc).

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have discussed the recoverable robust shortest path problem under various
interval scenario sets and neighborhoods. The main results are polynomial time algorithms for
acyclic multidigraphs and the traditional interval uncertainty. In addition, we have strength-
ened the known hardness results for general multidigraphs and provided some new results for
the budgeted interval uncertainty. In particular, we have proposed a compact MIP formula-
tion for the continuous budgeted uncertainty and some approximation algorithms for acyclic
multidigraphs. There are still several open questions regarding the problem being considered.
Perhaps the most interesting one is the characterization of the complexity of the recover-
able robust problem in acyclic multidigraphs under budgeted uncertainty. The problem is
known to be hard only for general multidigraphs. A polynomial time algorithm may exist in
general acyclic multidigraphs or for some of their special cases (layered, arc series-parallel,
etc.). It is also interesting to provide a more detailed characterization of the problem from
the parameterized complexity point of view.
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A Appendix

We show two examples that demonstrate that adding the anti-cycling constraints (15)–(18)
to the MIP formulation is necessary, even if all first and second-stage arc costs are positive.
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Figure 4: Two sample graphs G = (V,A) with the first and second-stage arc costs Ce, ce,
e ∈ A, respectively, where M is a big constant. The paths in bold are the optimal first-stage
paths.

Consider the sample digraph shown in Figure 4a. Choose the arc inclusion neighbor-
hood and the recovery parameter k = 3. The total cost of any solution to this prob-
lem is at least M . Indeed, to achieve the cost less than M we have to choose the path
X = {(s, v1), (v1, v2), (v2, v3), (v3, t)} as the first-stage path. However, achieving the cost of
the second-stage path less than M requires including more than 3 new arcs. Suppose that
we remove the anti-cycling constraints (15)–(18) from the description of χ(Φ). Then X ′ =
X ∪C1 ∪C2, where C1 and C2 are directed cycles depicted in Figure 4a, is a feasible first-stage
solution to the MIP formulation. Its cost equals 10, which is less than M . We can now obtain
a feasible second-stage solution Y = {(s, v4), (v4, v8), (v8, v5), (v5, v6), (v6, v9), (v9, v7), (v7, t)}
with the cost equal to 7 (observe that only 3 new arcs are added to X ′). The total cost of
the solution obtained is 17, which is less than M . Thus, this example demonstrates that we
have to add the anti-cycling constraints to the description of χ(Φ).

Consider the sample digraph shown in Figure 4b. Choose the arc-exclusion neighborhood
and the recovery parameter k = 1. The total cost of any solution to this problem is at least
M . Indeed, to achieve a less cost we have to chose X = {(s, v1), (v1, v2), (v2, t)} as the first-
stage path. The cost of this path equals 3. However, the cost of the second-stage path Y
is then at least M because each simple s-t path in the neighborhood of X must contain the
arc (s, v1). If we remove the anti-cycling constraints from the description of χ(Φexcl(xxx, k)),
then we can choose Y = {(s, t), (t, v1), (v1, v2), (v2, v1), (v1, t)}, which is now feasible and has
the cost equal to 4. Observe that the path Y is not simple. Similar reasoning applies to the
arc symmetric difference neighborhood. It is enough to set the recovery parameter k = 3.

27



This example shows that we have to add the anti-cycling constraints to the description of
χ(Φexcl(xxx, k)) and χ(Φsym(xxx, k)).
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