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—— Abstract

In this paper, we study the complexity of the periodic temporal graph realization problem with
respect to upper bounds on the fastest path durations among its vertices. This constraint with
respect to upper bounds appears naturally in transportation network design applications where, for
example, a road network is given, and the goal is to appropriately schedule periodic travel routes,
while not exceeding some desired upper bounds on the travel times. This approach is in contrast
to verification applications of the graph realization problems, where ezxact values for the distances
(respectively, fastest travel times) are given, following some kind of precise measurement. In our
work, we focus only on underlying tree topologies, which are fundamental in many transportation
network applications.

As it turns out, the periodic upper-bounded temporal tree realization problem (TTR) has a very
different computational complexity behavior than both (i) the classic graph realization problem with
respect to shortest path distances in static graphs and (ii) the periodic temporal graph realization
problem with ezact given fastest travel times (which was recently introduced). First, we prove that,
surprisingly, TTR is NP-hard, even for a constant period A and when the input tree G satisfies at
least one of the following conditions: (a) G has a constant diameter, or (b) G has constant maximum
degree. In contrast, when we are given exact values of the fastest travel delays, the problem is known
to be solvable in polynomial time. Second, we prove that TTR is fixed-parameter tractable (FPT)
with respect to the number of leaves in the input tree GG, via a novel combination of techniques for
totally unimodular matrices and mixed integer linear programming.
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1 Introduction

A temporal (or dynamic) graph is a graph whose topology is subject to discrete changes over
time. This paradigm reflects the structure and operation of a great variety of modern networks;
social networks, wired or wireless networks whose links change dynamically, transportation
networks, and several physical systems are only a few examples of networks that change over
time [42,54,58]. Inspired by the foundational work of Kempe et al. [43], we adopt here a
simple model for temporal graphs, in which the vertex set remains unchanged while each
edge is equipped with a set of integer time labels.
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» Definition 1 (temporal graph [43]). A temporal graph is a pair (G, ), where G = (V, E)
is an underlying (static) graph and X : E — 2% is a labeling function which assigns to every
edge of G a finite set of discrete time labels.

Here, whenever ¢t € A(e), we say that the edge e is active or available at time ¢. In the
context of temporal graphs, where the notion of vertex adjacency is time-dependent, the
notions of path and distance also need to be redefined. The most natural temporal analogue
of a path is that of a temporal (or time-dependent) path, which is a path of the underlying
static graph whose time labels strictly increase along the edges of the path. The duration
of a temporal path is the number of discrete time steps needed to traverse it. Finally, a
temporal path from vertex u to vertex v is fastest if it has the smallest duration among all
temporal paths from u to v.

The graph realization problem with respect to some graph property P is to compute a
graph that satisfies P, or to decide that no such graph exists. The main motivation for graph
realization problems stems both from network design and from “verification” applications
in engineering. In network design applications, the goal is to design network topologies
having a desired property [4,38]. One important application domain of network design
problems is that of transportation network design where, for example, a road network is
given, and the goal is to appropriately schedule periodic travel routes while not exceeding
some desired upper bounds on travel times. On the other hand, in verification applications,
given the outcomes of some exact experimental measurements, the aim is to (re)construct an
input network that complies with them. If such a reconstruction is not possible, this proves
that the measurements are incorrect or implausible (resp. that the algorithm making the
computations is incorrectly implemented).

One example of a graph realization problem is the recognition of probe interval graphs,
in the context of the physical mapping of DNA, see [50,51] and [36, Chapter 4]. Analyzing
the computational complexity of the graph realization problems for various natural and
fundamental graph properties P requires a deep understanding of these properties. Among
the most studied parameters for graph realization are constraints on the distances between
vertices [8,9,12,18,19,40,59,60,62], on the vertex degrees [7,25,35,37,39], on the eccentricit-
ies [6,11,41,49], and on connectivity [17,30-32,34,37], among others. Although the majority
of studies of graph realization problems concern static graphs, the temporal (periodic) graph
realization problem with respect to given (exact) delays of the fastest temporal paths among
vertices has been recently studied in [27,46], motivated by verification applications where
exact measurements are given.

In this paper, we consider the (periodic) temporal graph realization problem with respect
to the durations of the fastest temporal paths from a metwork design perspective, i.e.,
where only upper bounds on the durations of fastest temporal paths are given. Our work is
motivated by transportation network applications, where an underlying tree graph structure
is of fundamental importance [5,10,13]. For example, many airlines or railway transportation
networks are even star graphs (having a big hub at the center of the network, e.g. in the
capital city). The formal definition of our problem is as follows (see Section 2 for formal
definitions of all used terminology).

PERIODIC UPPER-BOUNDED TEMPORAL TREE REALIZATION (TTR)

Input: A tree G = (V, E) with V = {v1,v2,...,vn}, an n X n matrix D of positive integers,
and a positive integer A.

Question: Does there exist a A-periodic labeling A : E — {1,2,..., A} such that, for every 1, j,
the duration of the fastest temporal path from v; to v; in the A-periodic temporal
graph (G, A, A) is at most D; ;.
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Many natural and technological systems exhibit a periodic temporal behavior. This is
true even more on transportation networks [3], where the goal is to build periodic schedules
of transportation units (e.g. trains, buses, or airplanes). The most natural constraint, while
designing such periodic transportation schedules, is that the fastest travel time (i.e., the
duration of the fastest temporal path) between a specific pair of vertices does not exceed a
specific desired upper bound. That is, if the travel time between v and v in the resulting
schedule is shorter than this upper bound, the schedule is even better (and thus, still feasible).
Periodic temporal graphs have also been studied in various different contexts (see [14, Class 8]
and [3,28,56,57]).

We focus on the most fundamental case of periodic temporal graphs, where every edge has
the same period A and it appears exactly once within each period (while in the more general
case, each edge e has a period A, and might appear more than once in each period). As it
turns out, TTR has a very different computational complexity behavior than both (i) the
classic graph realization problem with respect to shortest path distances in static graphs [40]
and (ii) the periodic temporal graph realization problem with ezact given fastest travel
times [46]. We remark that very recently, the case where every edge can appear multiple
times in each A period has been studied [27].

Our contribution. Our results in this paper are given in two main directions. First, we
prove that TTR is NP-hard, even for a constant period A and when the input tree G satisfies
at least one of the following conditions: (a) G has a constant diameter, or (b) G has constant
maximum degree. On the one hand, this hardness comes in wide contrast to the classic
(static) graph realization problem with respect to shortest path distances. Indeed, this static
analogue is easily solvable in polynomial time in two steps [40]. On the other hand, the
complexity of TTR is also surprisingly different than the periodic temporal graph realization
problem with exact given fastest travel times. More specifically, when the input integer
matrix D gives the exact fastest travel times, the problem becomes solvable in polynomial
time on trees [46].

Second, we prove that TTR is fixed-parameter tractable (FPT) with respect to the
number of leaves in the input tree G. That is, long chains of vertices of degree 2 do not affect
the complexity of the problem. To provide our FPT algorithm, we reduce TTR to a number
MIxED INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAM (MILP) instances that is upper-bounded by a function
of the number of leaves in the input tree. Furthermore, the number of integer variables in
each MILP instance is also upper-bounded by a function of the number of leaves in the
input tree. This allows us to use a known FPT algorithm for MILP parameterized by the
number of integer variables [20,48] to solve all MILP instances in FPT-time with respect to
the number of leaves of the input tree. We prove that the TTR instance is a yes-instance if
and only if at least one of the MILP instances admits a feasible solution. To this end, we use
a novel combination of techniques for totally unimodular matrices and mixed integer linear
programming to design the MILP instances in a way that if they admit a feasible solution,
then we can assume that all variables are set to integer values.

Related work. Since the 1960s, (static) graph realization problems have been extensively
studied. We give an overview of related work in the introduction.

Several problems related to graph realization have been studied in the temporal setting.
In most cases, the goal is to assign labels to (sets of) edges of a given static graph to achieve
certain connectivity-related properties [1,23,27,45,46,52]. In most of the mentioned works, the
sought labeling is not periodic and the desired property is to establish temporal connectivity
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Figure 1 Visualization of a A-periodic temporal graph (G, A, A) with A = 5 and the follow-
ing A-periodic labeling A : E — {1,2,...,5}: A({vi,v2}) = A({v2,vs}) = 3, A({vs,va}) = 4,
and A({vs,vs}) = 1. A fastest temporal path from v; to vs first traverses edge {v1,v2} at time 3,
then edge {v2,vs} a time 8, then edge {vs,v4} at time 9, and then edge {v4,vs} at time 11, and has
duration 9.

among all vertices [1,45,52] or a subset of vertices [45], or to restrict reachability [23].
Among all these works, periodic labelings and the duration of the temporal paths were only
considered in [27,46].

Numerous further problems related to temporal connectivity have been studied [15,21,22,
24,26,29,33,53,55,63]. Due to the added temporal dimension, the considered problems are
typically computationally harder their non-temporal counterparts, and some of which do not
even have a non-temporal counterpart. In many cases, restricting the underlying topology to
trees has been considered to obtain tractability results [2,44,47].

2 Preliminaries and notation

We already introduced the most central notions and concepts. There are some additional
definitions we need to present our proofs and results, which we give in the following.

An undirected graph G = (V, E) consists of a set V' of vertices and a set £ C (‘2/) of edges.
For a graph G, we also denote by V(G) and E(G) the vertex and edge set of G, respectively.
We denote an edge e € E between vertices u,v € V as a set e = {u,v}.

Let G=(V,E) and A € N, and let A: E — {1,2,..., A} be an edge-labeling function
that assigns to every edge of G exactly one of the labels from {1,...,A}. Then we denote
by (G, A, A) the A-periodic temporal graph (G, L), where for every edge e € E we have
L(e) = {A(e) +iA | i > 0}. In this case, we call A a A-periodic labeling of G. When it is clear
from the context, we drop A from the notation and we denote the (A-periodic) temporal
graph by (G, \).

A temporal (s, z)-walk (or temporal walk) of length k from vertex s = vy to vertex z = vy
in a A-periodic temporal graph (G, L) is a sequence P = ((v;—1, vy, ti))le of triples that we
call transitions, such that for all ¢ € [k] we have that t; € L({v;—1,v;}) and for all i € [k—1] we
have that t; < t;41. Moreover, we call P a temporal (s, z)-path (or temporal path) of length k
if v; # v; for all 4,5 € {0,...,k} with i # j. Given a temporal path P = ((vi—1,v;, ti))le,
we denote the set of vertices of P by V(P) = {vg,v1,...,v5}. A temporal (s,z)-path
P = ((vi-1, vi,ti))le is fastest if for all temporal (s, z)-path P’ = ((v]_y, v}, t;))i:l we have
that ¢, —to < t), —t;,. We say that the duration of P is d(P) = t, — to + 1. Furthermore,
the concept of travel delays is very important for our proofs.

» Definition 2 (travel delays). Let (G, ) be a A-periodic temporal graph. Let e; = {u,v}
and ey = {v,w} be two incident edges in G with e; Nes = v. We define the travel delay
from u to w at vertex v, denoted with 7,"*, as follows.

URT >\(62) - )‘(61)3 ZfA(GQ) > )‘(61)7
Ale2) — Aler) + A,  otherwise.

From Definition 2 we immediately get the following observation.
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» Observation 3. Let (G, \) be a A-periodic temporal graph. Let e; = {u,v} and ea = {v,w}
be two incident edges in G with ey Nea = v. Then we have the following.

W = A — 7% 4f Me1) # Aea).
T = 7% = A if Mep) = A(ea).

v

Intuitively, the value of 7" quantifies how long a fastest temporal path waits at vertex v
when first traversing edge {u, v} and then edge {v,w}. Formally, we have the following very
useful lemma.

» Lemma 4. Let P = ((vi,l,vi,ti))le be a fastest temporal (s, z)-path. Then we have
d(P) =1+ Y rhimvvi,
i€[k—1]

Proof. This statement can straightforwardly be shown by induction on k. For k = 1 it follows
from Definition 2 and the definition of the duration of a fastest temporal path. For k > 1 we
obtain the following.
d(P) =ty —to+1=(tg—1 —to+1) +tp —tx_1
=1+ ) Tt bt —

1€[k—2]
=L+ D mre) e
i€[k—2]
=1+ § FUi—1,Vit1
v °
i€[k—1]

Here, we use Definition 2 and the fact that P is a fastest temporal path to obtain ¢ —t5_1 =
Vg —2,Vk

T’l)k,1 . 4

3 NP-hardness of TTR

In this section, we prove that TTR is NP-hard. In fact, it remains hard even in quite
restrictive settings: when the input tree has constant diameter or constant maximum degree,
and in addition the period A is also constant. We remark that the diameter can be seen as a
measure of how “star-like” a tree is. In particular, on trees, the diameter upper bounds the
treedepth. Formally, we show the following.

» Theorem 5. TTR is NP-hard even if A is constant, and
the input tree G has constant diameter, or
the input tree G has constant mazximum degree.

To show Theorem 5 we present two polynomial-time many-one reductions from the
NP-hard problem MONOTONE NOT-ALL-EQUAL 3-SATISFIABILITY (MONNAE3SAT) [?]
to TTR.

MONOTONE NOT-ALL-EQUAL 3-SATISFIABILITY (MONNAE3SAT)

X

Input: A set X of Boolean variables and a set C' C (3

three variables.

) of clauses, each of which contains

Question: Is there an assignment to the variables X such that for each clause in C at least
one variable is set to true and at least one variable is set to false?



Realizing temporal transportation trees

We give one reduction showing that TTR is NP-hard even if the input tree G has
constant diameter and we give a second reduction showing that TTR. is NP-hard even if G
has constant maximum degree. Both reductions as based on similar ideas. Before we give
formal descriptions, we present several properties of labelings that we will exploit in the
reductions.

The first property establishes a relation between the duration of a fastest temporal path
from s to ¢t and the duration of a fastest temporal path from ¢ back to s.

» Lemma 6. Let G be a tree and (G,\) be a A-periodic temporal graph. Let Py, =
((Ui_l,vi,ti))le be a fastest temporal path in (G,\) from s = vy to t = v,. Let P, s be a
fastest temporal path in (G, \) from t to s. Then we have

d(Psy)+d(Ps) > (k—1)- A+2.

Furthermore, if for all i € [k — 1] we have A({vi—1,v:}) # M{vs,vit1}), then we have
d(Psy) +d(Ps) = (k—1)-A+2.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 4 and Observation 3. <

From Lemma 6, we immediately get the following.

» Corollary 7. Let (G, D, A) be a yes-instance of TTR. Let P4 = ((vi,l,vi,ti))le with
k> 1 be a fastest temporal path in (G, ) from s = vy to t = vy. Assume that Dsy+ Dy 5 =
(k—1)-A+2. Then for every solution X, we have

A({vo,v1}) = A({vk—1,vk}) = Dsp +i- A+ 1,
for some (uniquely determined) i > 0.

Intuitively, Corollary 7 allows us to use the matrix D “force” certain labels of certain pairs
of edges to be a function of each other. In particular, we can force the labels of certain pairs
of edges to be the same. We will heavily exploit this in the gadgets of the reduction.

The next property provides some insight into the maximum duration that any fastest
temporal path in a A-periodic temporal graph can have.

» Lemma 8. Let (G,)\) be a A-periodic temporal graph. Let P = ((vi,l,vhti))f:l be
a fastest temporal path in (G,\). Then we have d(P) < (k—1)- A+ 1. Furthermore,
if d(P) = (k—1)-A+1, then we have for all i € [k — 1] that A\({vi—1,v:}) = A{vi, vig1})-

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 4 and Observation 3. |

Intuitively, Lemma 8 tells us which values in D essentially do not put any constraints on a
solution labeling. More formally, given a graph G and two vertices s,t of distance k in G,
then we say that the upper bound Dy, is trivial if Ds;, = (k—1)- A+ 1.

Next, we present variable gadgets and clause gadgets that we use in the reductions. The
above properties will help us to prove that the gadgets have the desired functionality. From
now on, assume that we are given an instance (X, C') of MONNAE3SAT. We set A = 5.

For each variable x € X we create a variable gadget (G, D), where G, = (V,, E,.) with
Vi = {ws, 0,1, V22} and By = {{wa, ve1}, {ve,1, 002} ). We set Dy, o, , = 3 and make all
other upper bounds trivial.

For each clause ¢ € C we create a clause gadget (G, D), where G, = (V,, E¢) with

Ve = {wm Ue, 15 Uc,25 Uc,3, Uc,dy Uc,5, u0,6}7 and
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Figure 2 Visualization of the variable gadget (left) and the clause gadget (right). Informally, the
label on the bold edge of the variable gadget models whether the variable is set to true or false. The
three bold edges in the clause gadget correspond to the three variables of the clause. Informally, the
clause gadget forbids that all three of those edges obtain the same label, which corresponds to the
clause being satisfied if not all three variables are set to the same Boolean value.

Ec = {{w07 uc,l}a {uc,h uc72}’7 {uc717 uc,3}a {uc,la uc,4}’7 {uc,4a Uc75}7 {uc,4» uc,G}}’-
Furthermore, we set

Duc,z,uc,4 =4 and Duc,4,uc,2 =3,

Duc,s,uc,s =4 and D =3,

Dy, 3u.5 =6 and D =6,

ch,uas = 103
and make all other upper bounds trivial.

Ue,6,Uc,5

Ue,5,Uc,3

A visualization of the variable gadget and the clause gadget is given in Figure 2. For the
two hardness results, we arrange the variable and clause gadgets in different ways. One way
produces a tree with constant treewidth, and a second way produces a tree with constant
maximum degree. The main idea in both cases is the following. Assume the three variables
in each clause are ordered in an fixed but arbitrary way.

We ensure that all edges {w,, v, 1} of all variable gadgets G, need to receive the same

label. For the sake of creating an intuition, assume this label is one.

Then the only non-trivial duration upper bound in the variable gadget GG, forces the label

on the edge {vy 1,4, } of each variable gadget to be either two or three. We interpret

choosing label two as setting the variable to true, and choosing label three as setting the
variable to false.

In each clause gadget G, we associate edge {we, u. 1} with the first variable of the clause,

say x, and use the matrix D to force the label on edge {w., u.1} the same as the label

on edge {vy 1,Vs,}. Similarly, we associate edge {uc,1,uc 4} with the second variable y

of the clause, and we associate edge {uc 4, uc 6} with the third variable z of the clause.

We use the matrix D to force the label on edge {uc1,uc 4} the same as the label on

edge {vy1,vy,}, and to force the label on edge {uc4,uc6} the same as the label on

edge {v, 1,5, }-

Then the only non-trivial duration upper bound in the clause gadget G forces forbids that

all three edges {we, uc,1}, {Ue,1,Uc,a}, and {uc 4, ucg} receive the same label. Intuitively,
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Figure 3 Illustration of G with three variable gadgets for variables z,v, z, a clause gadget
for clause ¢ and sketched the connection to a second clause gadget for clause ¢’. A labeling ) is
illustrated that would be created (see proof of Lemma 11) if clause ¢ contains x as the first, y as the
second, and z as the third variable, and x is set to true, y is set to true, and z is set to false.

this ensures that at least one variable in the clause needs to be set to true, and at least
one variable in the clause needs to be set to false.

Now we formally describe how to create an instance (G, DM A) of TTR where GV
is a tree with constant diameter. We start with two vertices w* and w** that are connected
by an edge {w*, w**}. Now for each variable z, we identify the vertex w, of the variable
gadget G, with w*. For each clause ¢, we identify the vertex w,. of the clause gadget G,
with w*. This finishes the construction of GV, for an illustration see Figure 3. The following
is easy to observe.

» Observation 9. The tree G has diameter 6.

Now we describe how to construct D). First of all, for each pair of vertices from the
same gadget, the matrix D) adopts the values from the matrix of that gadget. For each
variable z, we set Dl(,i)_hw** =
the following values in D).

If z is the first variable in ¢, then we set Dl(,i)‘%uc,l =6 and D'l(lflc),17vm,2 =6.

If x is the second variable in ¢, then we set Dgi?buw =8 and Dz(Llc))%%2 =9.

If = is the third variable in ¢, then we set Dq(,i),z,um =8 and D,(Llc),s,vx,2 =9.
We set all other entries of D) to trivial upper bounds.

This finishes the construction of the instance (G, DM A). Clearly, we have the
following.

2. Let x be a variable that appears in clause ¢. Then we set

» Observation 10. The instance (G, DM A) of TTR can be computed in polynomial
time.

In the following we show that (G(), DY) A) is a yes-instance of TTR if and only if (X, C)
is a yes-instance of MONNAE3SAT. We begin by proving the following direction of the
statement.

» Lemma 11. If (X,C) is a yes-instance of MONNAE3SAT, then (G, DM A) is a
yes-instance of T'TR.
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Proof. Let (X,C) be a yes-instance of MONNAE3SAT and let ¢ : X — {true, false} be
a solution for (X,C). Then we construct a solution X for (G, DM A) as follows. See
Figure 3 for an illustration of the solution we create.

We set A\({w*,w**}) = 2. Now consider the variable gadget for variable z. We set
A{w*,vz,1}) = 1 and thereby obey the upper bound Dl(,i)_hw** = 2. If ¢(x) = true, when
we set A({vg,1,Vz2}) = 2, otherwise we set A({vg,1,v5,2}) = 3. Note that in both cases the
upper bound Dy ., , = 3 is respected (recall the we identified w, with w*). Now we have
given labels to all edges corresponding to variable gadgets.

Next, consider clause c¢. Let x be the first variable in ¢. Then we set A({w*,u¢1}) =
A{vg,1,v5.2}). Tt is straightforward to verify that this ensures that both upper bounds
DS,QQMCYI =6 and Di}ﬁhm = 6 are respected.

Let y be the second variable in ¢. Then we set A({uc,1,uc2}) = A({vy,1,vy,2}) + 2 and
A{te,15tea}) = A({vy,1,vy,2}). First, note that this means that we set A({uc,1,uc,2}) either
to 4 or to 5. Second, we have set D&?%uc’z = 8 and Dq(}c)mvw = 9. Third, we have set
D&lc?27ucy4 =4 and Dq(}c)’%uc’z = 3. We first argue that the two upper bounds Dq(,i)g,uc,“ =38
and Dq(fc),%ﬂy_’2 = 9 are respected. The path in G from Vy.2 t0 u. 2 follows the following
ordered sequence of edges.

{Uy,27 Uy,l}a {vy,la w*}a {'LU*, Uc,l}v {Uc,lv uc,Q}

By Lemma 4 we know that the duration of a fastest path P from vy 2 to u.2 when using the
A-periodic labeling A on G() is
d(P) =1+ 7-11));‘12’“)* + Tvy,l,uc,l + T;lj:{u(‘qQ.

w*

Furthermore, we know that A({vy1,w*}) = 1 and A{w*,uc.1}) € {2,3}. Since
A{vy,2,vy1}) > 1 it follows that

ol " =6 — A({vy,2,0y1}) (recall that A = 5),

Tt et = X({w*, ue1}) — 1, and

W
*
W Uc,2

Tue ;| = A{uc1,uc2}t) — A{w*,uc1}), since we know that A({ue1,uc2}) >

A{w*, uea}).
It follows that

d(P) =6 — A({vy,2,vy,1}) + A({uc,1, uc2}).

Hence, we get that Di()i),%ucg = 8 imposes the constraint that

“A{vy,2,v1}) + A{ue15 ue2}) < 2.

Note that setting A({uc,1, uc,2}) = A{vy,1,vy,2}) + 2 fulfills this inequality.

By a symmetric argument, we also get that the constraint imposed by Di{@,vw =9
is fulfilled. We next show that the upper bounds Dglc)2u4 = 4 and D,(llu),%uc,2 = 3 are
obeyed. The path in G from Uc,2 10 Uc 4 first traverses the edge {uc,2, uc 1} and then the
edge {uc1,uca}. By Lemma 4 we know that the duration of a fastest path P from w2
to ue,4 when using the A-periodic labeling A on G is d(P) = 1 + 7,,7"“**. We have that
Tuot et = 3 and 7,00 "* = 2. Tt follows that both the upper bounds Df}c)g,ucy4 =4 and
D,(}u)#hucy? = 3 are respected.

Let z be the third variable in ¢. Then we set A({uc1,uca}t) = A{uca,ues}) =
A{vz,1,022}) +2 and A({uca, ues}) = A({vz,1,v.,2}). By an analysis analogous to the one

made for the second variable in ¢ it holds that the constraints corresponding to Dfllc),s,%ﬁ =4
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and DT(Llc),Gﬂic,s =3, nglc),aﬂic,s =6 and Dq(;t),57uc,3 =6, and Dq()i?QauC,fi =8 and nglc),aﬂ&,z =9 are

fulfilled.
It remains to show that the upper bound imposed by D)

w*,Uc,6

= 10 is obeyed (recall that
we identify w, with w*). Assume for contradiction that it is not. Then by Lemma 8 we have
that

A{w", uea}) = A{ue, ueat) = A{uea, tes})-

However, this can only be the case if variables x,y, z are all set to true or if variables z,y, z
are all set to false. In both cases, the clause c is not satisfied, a contradiction. Hence, since
all other upper bounds in D) are trivial, we can conclude that the constructed labeling X is
indeed a solution for (G, DM A). <

We proceed with showing the other direction of the correctness.

» Lemma 12. If (G, DM A) is a yes-instance of TTR, then (X,C) is a yes-instance of
MONNAES3SAT.

Proof. Let (G, D) A) be a yes-instance of TTR and let labeling A be solution for the
instance. We construct a satisfying assignment for the variables in X as follows.

First, observe that adding a constant (modulo A) to all labels does not change any
duration of any fastest temporal path in the A-periodic temporal graph (G(l), A). Hence, we

can assume w.l.o.g. that A({w*, w**}) = 2. Since for all variables & we have that Dg?hw** =2,
we must also have that A({vy,1,w*}) = 1. Furthermore, since Dful*) v, , = 3 (recall that we

identify w, with w*), we must have that A({vg 1, v.2}) € {2,3}. If )\(l{vx71,v$72}) = 2, then
we set the variable x to true. Otherwise, we set the variable z to false. We claim that this
yields a satisfying assignment for (X, C).

Assume for contradiction that it is not. Then there is a clause ¢ € C that is not
satisfied, that is, either all three variables in the clause are set to true or all three variables
are set to false. Assume that x,y,z are the three variables in ¢ and all of them are
set to true (the case where all of them are set to false is symmetric). This means that
AM{ve1,v2.2}) = AM{vya,vy2}) = A{vz2,1,0.2}) = 2. Assume that w.l.o.g. that = is the
first variable of ¢, variable y is second, and z is the third variable of c¢. Note that then we
have DS, ... =6 and DY), ., =6, D), . , =8and D!, , , =9 and DV, , , =8
and Df}c)j,vz’z = 9. Furthermore, the path from v, s to u.; in G® has length three,
and the paths from vy 2 to uc2 and from v, to u.3 in GW each have length four. See
Figure 3 for an illustration of G(). It follows that Corollary 7 applies and we can deduce
that A({w*,uc1}) = 2 and A({uc1,uc2}) = A({ue1,ue3}) = 4. Moreover, we have that
D,(Llc)ﬂ,%4 =4 and DI(}C)A,“C,Z = 3. Since the path from u.2 to u.4 in G™ has length two, we
get by Corollary 7 that A({ue,1,uca}) = 2. Lastly, we have D&?muw =4 and D&?G,uw =3,
and D,(Llc)&ucﬁ =6 and D&lc)’S,ucys = 6. The path from wu.3 to u.5 in G has length three.
By Corollary 7 we get that A({uc,4, uc5}) = 4. The path from .5 to uc in G™ has length
two. By Corollary 7 we get that A({uc4, uc6}) = 2. Summarizing, we get that

)‘({W*7uc,1}) = )\({uc$1,uc’4}) = )‘({uc,47uc,6}) =2.

This implies that the duration of a fastest path from w* to uce in (GM | \) is 11. However,

we have Dful*) e g = 10 (recall that we identify w. with w*), a contradiction to the assumption

that \ is a solution for (G, DV A). <
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3
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Figure 4 Illustration of G . Depicted are three variable gadgets for variables x,y, z where  is
ordered first, y is ordered second, and z is ordered third. Additionally, a clause gadget for clause ¢
and sketch of a second clause gadget for clause ¢ are depicted, where clause ¢’ is ordered (not
directly) after clause c¢. A labeling X is illustrated that would be created (see proof of Lemma 15) if
clause ¢ contains z as the first, y as the second, and z as the third variable, and x is set to true, y is
set to true, and z is set to false.

Lemmas 11 and 12 together with Observations 9 and 10 prove the first part of Theorem 5,
namely that TTR is NP-hard even if the input tree G has constant diameter. In the
remainder, we prove that TTR is NP-hard even if the input tree G has constant maximum
degree. We provide a second reduction from MONNAE3SAT that uses the same variable and
clause gadgets, but arranges them in a different way. Intuitively, we replace the vertex w*
in G with a long path.

We now formally describe how to create an instance (G(?), D) A) of TTR where G(?
is a tree with constant maximum degree. For each variable x, we introduce a new vertex w/,

and connect it to the vertex w, of the variable gadget G, that is, we add edge {w,,w.}.

For each clause ¢, we introduce a new vertex w/, and connect it to the vertex w,. of the clause
gadget G, that is, we add edge {w.,w.}. Next, we order the variables in some fixed but
arbitrary way and we order the clauses in some fixed but arbitrary way. Let z and y be two
variables that are consecutive in the ordering and y is ordered after x. Then we connect w,
with wy, that is, we add edge {w,,w;}. Let ¢ and ¢’ be two clauses that are consecutive in
the ordering and ¢’ is ordered after c. Then we connect w. with w/,, that is, we add edge
{we,wl, }. Finally, let z be the variable that is ordered last and let ¢’ be the clause that is
ordered first. Then we connect w, with w/,,, that is, we add edge {w,, w’,, }. This finishes

C//
the construction of G(?), for an illustration see Figure 4. The following is easy to observe.

» Observation 13. The tree G has mazimum degree 4.

Now we describe how to construct D). First of all, for each pair of vertices from the
same gadget, the matrix D(®) adopts the values from the matrix of that gadget. For each
variable x, we set DEUQ,)% . = 2. For each pair of variables z,y that are ordered consecutively,

where x is ordered before y, we set Dl(f,{wy =6 and Dq(i,),w' = 6.
Let x be a variable that appears in clause c. Let x be the ith variable in the ordering and
let ¢ be the jth clause in the ordering. Denote | X| = n. Then we set the following values

in D@,

11
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If = is the first variable in ¢, then we set

D@ =5(n —i+j)+6and D@ =5(n—i+j)+6.

Vg,2,Uc,1 Ue,1,Vx,2

If = is the second variable in ¢, then we set

2 L 9 o
Dgz?g,um =5(n—i+j)+8and D&C)YMM =5(n—i+j)+0.

If = is the third variable in ¢, then we set
D), 0 =5(n—i4)+8and D), =5(n—i+j)+9.

We set all other entries of D) to trivial upper bounds.
This finishes the construction of the instance (G(®, D) A). Clearly, we have the
following.

» Observation 14. The instance (G®), D@ A) of TTR can be computed in polynomial
time.

In the following we show that (G(?), D) A) is a yes-instance of TTR if and only if (X, C)
is a yes-instance of MONNAE3SAT. This is done in a similar way as in Lemmas 11 and 12.
We begin by proving the following direction of the statement.

» Lemma 15. If (X,C) is a yes-instance of MONNAE3SAT, then (G, D) A) is a
yes-instance of T'TR.

Proof. Let (X,C) be a yes-instance of MONNAE3SAT and let ¢ : X — {true, false} be
a solution for (X,C). Then we construct a solution X for (G®, D) A) as follows. See
Figure 4 for an illustration of the solution we create.

Consider the variable gadget for variable x. We set A({w, w,}) = 5 and A({wg,vg1}) =1
and thereby obey the upper bound DEUQ,)7U$ . = 2. If ¢(z) = true, when we set A({vz,1,vz,2}) =
2, otherwise we set A({vg 1, vz2}) = 3. Note that in both cases the upper bound Dy, =3
is respected. Lastly, if  is not the last variable in the ordering, we set A({wz,w;}) = 4,
where y is the variable directly after  in the ordering, otherwise, we set A({w,,w,}) = 4,
where c is the first clause in the ordering. Now we have given labels to all edges corresponding
to variable gadgets. It is easy to check that for each pair of variables z,y that are ordered
consecutively, where z is ordered before y, the upper bounds D,f,{w =6 and D(zy)
are respected. ’

Next, consider clause ¢, and let ¢ be the jth clause in the ordering. We set A({w., w.}) =5
and A({w., w,, }) = 4, where ¢’ is the (j + 1)st clause (if it exists). Note that this ensures

that 7.7 = 1 and 74, ¢ = 4, where ¢ is the (j — 1)st clause (or the last variable). Note
that we also have that 77" = 1 and 7,""" ¥ = 4 for all variables z, where z denotes the

x

variable ordered directly before x (if it exists) and y denotes the variable ordered directly
after x (or the first clause).

Let x be the first variable in ¢ and let  be the i,th variable in the ordering. Then
we set A({we, ue,1}) = A{vp1,v52}). Note that the path from v, s to u., has length
2(n — i+ j) + 3. A fastest temporal path P from v, 5 to u. in (G®),\) traverses n — i
vertices w,s and n — i vertices w!,, for some variables 2’ # x. As observed above travel delays
are 4 and 1, respectively. Similarly, P traverses j — 1 vertices w. and j — 1 vertices w/, for
some clauses ¢’ # c¢. Again, as observed above travel delays are 4 and 1, respectively. Those
travel delays sum up to 5(n — i, + j — 1). If follows that

A(P) = 1+45(n — iy + 5 — 1) + 70z2We qmb el g plhenwe

Vg1 w!,

!
w,,,Ue, 1
e,
+ Tw 5

c
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where 2’ is the variable ordered directly after z (or the first clause) and ¢’ is the clause
ordered directly before ¢ (or the last variable). Furthermore, we know that A({vy 1, w,}) =1,
M{wg, wh,}) =4, M{w!,w:}) =5, and A{we, ue1}) = A({ve1,ve2}) € {2,3}. Moreover,
we have that Tsz”wc = 1. Since A({vy2,v5,1}) > 1 it follows that

Tor 2" =6 — A({vg,2,051}) (vecall that A = 5),

’
Vg, 1,W
Tw, = * =3, and

Tfuué’uc’l = A{we, ue1}), since we know that A({we,ue1}) < 5.

We can conclude that both upper bounds Dgi?muc’l =5(n—1i,+7)+ 6 and Dq(fc)’hvz’z =
5(n — iz + j) + 6 are respected.

Let y be the second variable in ¢ and let y be the i,th variable in the ordering. Then we
set A({uc,1,uc2}) = A{vy,1,vy,2}) + 2 and A({uc,1, uca}) = A({vy1,vy2}). By an analysis
analogous to the one made in Lemma 11 and for the first variable in ¢ it holds that the
constraints corresponding to Di(i),%um =4 and Dfﬁ,?buc’z =3, and Dq(,i?muc,z =5(n—iy+j)+8
and D), ., = 5(n —iy + j) + 9 are fulfilled.

Let z be the third variable in ¢ and let z be the i,th variable in the ordering. Then we set
AM{ue, uea}) = A{uca, uest) = M{v2,1,v221) + 2 and M{uea, uc6}t) = A{vz1,v22}). By
an analysis analogous to the one made in Lemma 11 and for the first variable in ¢ it holds
that the constraints corresponding to DSZ)’S,%6 =4 and Di(i)_’ﬁyucﬂ,) =3, Dl(fc)’g,ug5 = 6 and
DSZ)“,MUCY3 =6, and D&f?ww =5(n—i.+j)+8 and Dq(i),g,vz’z =5(n—1i,+j)+9 are fulfilled.

It remains to show that the upper bound imposed by fo),uc,ﬁ = 10 is obeyed. Assume
for contradiction that it is not. Then by Lemma 8 we have that

)\({wc; uc,l}) = /\({uc,la uc74}) = A({uc,ély uc,6})'

However, this can only be the case if variables x,y, z are all set to true or if variables z,y, z
are all set to false. In both cases, the clause ¢ is not satisfied, a contradiction. Hence, since
all other upper bounds in D®) are trivial, we can conclude that the constructed labeling X is
indeed a solution for (G(?), D) A). <

We proceed with showing the other direction of the correctness.

» Lemma 16. If (G, D® A) is a yes-instance of TTR, then (X,C) is a yes-instance of
MoNNAE3SAT.

Proof. Let (G, D® A) be a yes-instance of TTR and let labeling A be solution for the
instance. We construct a satisfying assignment for the variables in X as follows.

First, observe that adding a constant (modulo A) to all labels does not change any
duration of any fastest temporal path in the A-periodic temporal graph (G(*), \). Hence,
we can assume w.l.o.g. that A\({w),w,}) = 5, where z is the first variable. Let y be the
second variable. We have that Dl(uz,),wy =6 and Dgy),w, = 6. It follows by Corollary 7 that
also A({wy,w,}) = 5. By iterating this argument, we obtain that for all variables z, we
have that A({w},,w;}) = 5. Since for all variables 2 we further have that Dy ,, , = 2, we
must also have that A({vg,1,w,}) = 1. Furthermore, since Dy, ., , = 3, we must have that
AM{ve,1,v52}) € {2,3}. I AM{vp1,vs,2}) = 2, then we set the variable z to true. Otherwise,
we set the variable x to false. We claim that this yields a satisfying assignment for (X, C).

Assume for contradiction that it is not. Then there is a clause ¢ € C' that is not satisfied,
that is, either all three variables in the clause are set to true or all three variables are set
to false. Let ¢ be the jth clause. Assume that x,y, z are the three variables in ¢ and all of
them are set to true (the case where all of them are set to false is symmetric). This means

13
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that A({ve,1, ve2}) = A{vy,1,0vy2}) = A({vz,1,02,2}) = 2. Assume that w.l.o.g. that z is the
first variable of ¢, variable y is second, and z is the third variable of ¢. Furthermore, let x
be the i,th variable in the ordering, let y be the iyth variable in the odering, and let z be
the 7,th variable in the odering. Note that then we have Dq(,i)’z,ucyl =5(n—1i, +j)+6 and
D)\ s =5(n—in+5)+6, D, ., =5(n—iy+j)+8and D), ., = 5(n—iy,+j)+9,
and Dvg?z,uc_’3 =5(n—1i,+j)+ 8 and Dq(i)’g,vzv2 =5(n—1i,+j)+ 9. Furthermore, the path
from v, o to u.; in G has length 2(n — i, + j) + 3, the path from v, 5 to u. 2 in G has
length 2(n — i, + j) + 4, and the path from v, 5 to uc 3 in G®@ has length 2(n — i, + j) + 4.
See Figure 4 for an illustration of G). It follows that Corollary 7 applies and we can deduce
that A({we,uc1}) = 2 and A({ue,1,uc2}) = A{ue1, ue3}) = 4. Moreover, we have that
Dz(i),z,uw =4 and Dq(li?47uc)2 = 3. Since the path from wu. s to u. 4 in G®@ has length two, we
get by Corollary 7 that A({uc,1,uc4}) = 2. Lastly, we have Di(i),s),uc,e =4 and Dq(i)ﬁ,ucy5 =3,
and Dz(i),g,uc,s = 6 and Dq(i)ou” = 6. The path from u.3 to u.5 in G? has length three.
By Corollary 7 we get that A({uc,4, uc5}) = 4. The path from .5 to uc in G®@ has length
two. By Corollary 7 we get that A({uc4, uc6}) = 2. Summarizing, we get that

)‘({ww uc,l}) = /\({uc,la uc,4}) = /\({Uc,4a uc,6}) =2

This implies that the duration of a fastest path from w, to u. ¢ in (G(z), A) is 11. However, we
have Di(,i),uc,6 = 10, a contradiction to the assumption that X is a solution for (G2, D) A).
<

Now we have all ingredients to prove Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. Recall that we set A = 5. Lemmas 11 and 12 together with Obser-
vations 9 and 10 prove the first part of Theorem 5, namely that TTR is NP-hard even if
the input tree G has constant diameter. Lemmas 15 and 16 together with Observations 13
and 14 prove the second part of Theorem 5, namely that TTR is NP-hard even if the input
tree G has constant maximum degree. |

4 FPT-algorithm for TTR parameterized by the number of leaves

Our hardness results from the previous section (Theorem 5) exclude FPT-algorithms for a
variety of parameters. The parameter we consider here is the number of leaves of the tree,
which is larger than the maximum degree of the tree and incomparable to the diameter of
the tree.

» Theorem 17. TTR is fized-parameter tractable when parameterized by the number £ of
leaves of the input tree G.

To show Theorem 17 we present a Turing-reduction from TTR to MIXED INTEGER
LINEAR ProGRAM (MILP).

MIXED INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAM (MILP)

Input: A vector z of n variables of which some are considered integer variables, a constraint
matrix A € R™*", and two vectors b € R™, ¢ € R".

Task: Compute an assignment to the variables (if one exists) such that all integer variables
are set to integer values, Ax < b, x > 0, and c"x is maximized.



George B. Mertzios, Hendrik Molter, and Paul G. Spirakis

Given an instance (G, D, A) of TTR, we will produce several MILP instances. We will
prove that (G, D, A) is a yes-instance if and only if at least one of the MILP instances admits
a feasible solution. The number of produced instances is upper-bounded by a function of the
number /¢ of leaves in G. Each of the produced MILP instances will have a small number
of integer values. More precisely, the number of integer values will be upper-bounded by a
function of the number ¢ of leaves in G. This will allow us to upper-bound the running time
necessary to solve the MILP instances using the following known result.

» Theorem 18 ([20,48]). MILP is fized-parameter tractable when parameterized by the
number of integer variables.

Furthermore, we build our MILP formulations in a specific way that ensures that there
always exist optimal solutions where all variables are set to integer values. Informally, we
ensure that the constraint matrix for the rational variables is totally unimodular. This allows
us to use the following result.

» Lemma 19 ([16]). Let the following be an MILP.
max cTx subject to Ax < b,z > 0.

Let © = (Tint Tfrac)T, where Tiny (T€SP. Tfrae) denote the integer (resp. fractional) variables
of the MILP. Let A = (Aint Afrac) where Ay are the first |Tin| columns of A, that is,
the coefficients of the integer variables, and Afq. are the remaining columns, that is, the
coefficients of the fractional variables. If Apqc is totally unimodular, then there exists an
optimal solution to the MILP where all variables are set to integer values.

The main idea for the reduction is the following. Given an instance (G, D, A) of TTR, we
create variables for the travel delays at the vertices of G. A labelling can easily be computed
from the travel delays. We use the constraints to ensure that the durations of the fastest
paths respect the upper bounds given in D.

Before we start the description of the reduction, we make a straightforward observation
on trees.

» Observation 20. Let G be a tree with ¢ leaves. Let Vso be the set of vertices in G with
degree larger than two. We have that |Vso| < £. Furthermore, we have for ever v € Vso that
the degree of v is at most £.

Furthermore, we show that there always exist solutions to yes-instances of TTR,, where
the two edges incident with degree two vertices have different labels.

» Lemma 21. Let (G,D,A) be a yes-instance of TTR. Let V, be the set of vertices in G
with degree two. Then there exists a solution A for (G, D, A) such that for all v € Va5 we have
the following.

Let u,w denote the two neighbors of v in G. We have that A({u,v}) # A({v,w}).

Proof. Assume there is a solution A for (G, D, A) such that for some degree two vertex v

in G with neighbors u,w we have that A({u,v}) = A({v,w}). Then we modify A as follows.

Let G, be the subtree of G rooted at v that contains u. For each edge e in G, if A(e) = A
the we set A(e) = 1 and otherwise we increase A(e) by one. By Definition 2 we have that this
leaves all travel delays except 7,°" and 7,”"* unchanged and it decreases 7"

by at least one. It follows no duration of a fastest temporal path increases. By iterating this
procedure, we can obtain a solution A\’ with the desired property. <

and 7" each

15
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From now on assume that we are given an instance (G, D,A) of TTR. Assume the
vertices in GG are ordered in an arbitrary but fixed way. Each MILP instance we create will
use the same set of variables. For each vertex v in G, we create the following variables:

If v has degree two, we create a fractional variable x,. This variable will correspond

to the travel delay 7", where u,w are the two neighbors of v in G and u is ordered

before w.

If v has degree larger than two, then for every pair u,w of neighbors of v in G, we create

an integer variable y;". This variable will correspond to the travel delay 7.

Furthermore, we create an integer variable z. for every edge e that is incident with v.

This variable will correspond to the label A(e) of e.

With the help of Observation 20 we can upper-bound the number of created integer variables
as follows.

» Observation 22. The number of integer variables in each MILP instance is in O(£3).

Now we consider all possibilities of how the labels of edges incident with vertices of
degree larger than two can relate to each other. Formally, let v be a vertex in G that has
degree larger than two and let E, be the set of edges incident with v. By Observation 20
we have that |F,| < £. Any labeling A\ partitions F, into at most min(¢, A) sets of edges
with equal labels, and the values of the labels define an ordering of those sets. We call a
partitioning of F, into at most min(¢, A) sets together with the ordering for those sets a
label configuration for v. A set of label configurations for all vertices v in G that have degree
larger than two is called a global label configuration. With the help of Observation 20 we get
the following.

» Observation 23. There are O(ﬂz) global label configurations.

For each global label configuration, we create an MILP instance. From now on fix a
global label configuration 0. We describe how to construct an MILP instance I,. Consider
a vertex v in G that has degree larger than two. Let u,w be a pair of neighbors of v in G.
Let e = {u,v} and ¢ = {v,w}. If according to the global label configuration, we have that e
and ¢’ are in different parts of F, and the part of e is ordered before the part of ¢’ (that
is, e has a smaller label than ¢’), then we add the following constraint.

Yo' = Zer — Ze (1)

If the part of e is ordered after the part of e’ (that is, e has a larger label than e’), then we
add the following constraint.

Y = Zer — Ze + A (2)
In both above cases, we additionally add the following constraint.
1<y <A-1 (3)

If according to the global label configuration, we have that e and ¢’ are in the same part
of E, (that is, they have the same label), then we add the following constraints.

Ze = Zet (4)
Y =A (5)
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Furthermore, in any of the above cases, we additionally add the following constraints.

1<z <A (6)
1< 20 <A (7)

Now we consider all vertex pairs s,¢ in G that have distance at least two in G, that is,
the (unique) path from s to ¢ in G has at least one internal vertex. Let Ps; denote the

path from s to t in G. Then V5" = V(Ps.) \ {s,t} is the set of internal vertices of Ps ;.

int
We partition Vlﬁzt) into two sets. Let V;Eli:fi)eg2 - Vlflzt) be the internal vertices of Ps; with
degree two and let ‘/igxst:td)eg>2 - Vifft’t) be the internal vertices with degree larger than two.
Now we further partition the two sets of vertices.

We define Vvigli),td)egQ,f C Vvigli’,td)eg2 such that for all v € Vii‘z:?eng, the neighbor of v that is
closer to s is ordered before the neighbor of v that is closer to ¢t. Analogously, we define
‘/i](ji:?eg27b C Viflst’,fi)egz such that for all v € Viflstlz)ega, the neighbor of v that is closer to t is
ordered before the neighbor of v that is closer to s.

For the vertices in ‘/ifli’fj)eg>2 we additionally define the following. For v € Vifjil)egﬂ let v’
denote the neighbor of v that is on the path from v to s and let v” denote the neighbor of v
that is on the path from v to t. We define u(5Y) (v) = v and w*! (v) = v".

We add the following constraint for the vertex pair s, .

Yoo+ Y @)+ Y OO <py—1 @)

(s,t) (s,t) (s,t)
VEV, L deg2 ¢ VeV deg2,b VEVY deg>2

Finally, for all fractional variables x, we add the following constraint.
1<z, <A-1 (9)

This finishes the description of the constraints. Since we only want to check whether a
feasible solution exists, we arbitrarily choose the vector ¢ for the objective function to be the
all-one vector. This finishes the description of the MILP instance I,. Clearly, for a given
global label configuration, the MILP instance can be constructed in polynomial time.

» Observation 24. Given a global label configuration o, the MILP instance I, can be
computed in polynomial time.

In the following, we prove the correctness of the algorithm. We first show that if the
given instance of TTR is a yes-instance, then at least one of the created MILP instances
has a feasible solution.

» Lemma 25. Given a yes-instance (G, D,A) of TTR, there exists a global label configura-
tion o such that the MILP instance I, admits a feasible solution.

Proof. Let (G, D,A) be a yes-instance of TTR. Let V2 be the set of vertices in G with
degree two. Then by Lemma 21 there exists a solution A for (G, D, A) such that for all
v € V4 we have the following. Let u,w denote the two neighbors of v in G. We have that
A{u,v}) # A({v, w}).

Furthermore, let o be the global label configuration defined by the labeling function A.
We construct a feasible solution for the MILP instance I, as follows.

First, consider all edges e that are incident with vertices of degree larger than two. We
set ze = A(e). Note that, since Constraints (1), (2), and (5) are equality constraints, there is
a uniquely defined value for each variable y;" that we need to assign to that variable in order
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to fulfill those constraints. Furthermore, since A defines the global label configuration o, we
also have that the remaining Constraints (3), (4), (6), and (7) are fulfilled by the assignment
of the variables. Lastly, it is obvious that all integer variables are assigned integer values.

Now we assign values to the fractional variables. Let Vo denote the set of all degree two
vertices in G. We have a variable z, for each v € V5. Consider some v € V5 and let u,w
denote the two neighbors of v, where w is ordered before w. Then we set

. {A({ww}) “A{wod). A w}) > M{u,0}),
! A{v,w}) = AM{u,v}) + A, otherwise.

Recall that due to Lemma 21, we have that A({u,v}) # A({v,w}). It follows that Con-
straint (9) is fulfilled. It remains to show that Constraint (8) is fulfilled.

To this end, consider a vertex pair s,t and let P = ((v;—1,v;, ti))le be a fastest temporal
(s, z)-path in the A-periodic temporal graph (G, \). Since G is a tree, we have that V(P) is
uniquely determined. In fact, also the order in which the vertices in V' (P) are visited by P is
uniquely determined. By Lemma 4 we have that

d(P) =1+ Y rhi-vvi,

1€[k—1]

Furthermore, we have the following.
If v; has degree two in G and v;_; is ordered before v;, 1, then we have xz,, = 7y, """,
If v; has degree two in G and v;41 is ordered before v;_1, then by Observation 3 we have
Ty, = A — 7_5;71,1)#1.
If v; has degree larger than two in G, then we have y,. V""" = 7,/ V"t
Lastly, since X is a solution for (G, D, A), we have that d(P) < D,,. From this, it follows
that Constraint (8) is fulfilled. Hence, we have constructed a feasible solution to the MILP
instance I. |

Next, we show that if one of the produced MILP instances admits a feasible solution,
then we are facing a yes-instance of TTR. To this end, we first show that the constraint
matrix for the fractional variables of the produced MILP instances is totally unimodular.
Then by Lemma 19 we have that if one of the MILP instances admits a feasible solution,
then there also is a feasible solution for that instance where all fractional variables are set to
integer values. To do this, we use a sufficient condition for matrices to be totally unimodular.
Precisely, we use that every so-called network matrixz is totally unimodular.

» Definition 26 (network matrix). Let T = (V, A) be a directed tree, that is, a tree where
each arc has an arbitrary orientation and let A’ be a set of directed arcs on V, the same
vertex set as T. Let M be a matriz with |A| rows and |A’| columns. Then M is a network
matrix if the following holds. For all i, j let e; = (a,b) € A and €} = (s,t) € A",

M, ; =1 if arc (a,b) appears forwards in a path in T from s to t.

M, ; = —1 if arc (a,b) appears backwards in a path in T from s to t.

M; ; =0 if arc (a,b) does not appear in a path in T from s to t.

» Lemma 27 ([61]). Network matrices are totally unimodular.
Formally, we show that the produced MILP instances have the following property.

» Lemma 28. Let o be a global label configuration and let I, be the corresponding MILP
instance. Let M be the constraint matriz for the fractional variables, that is, the constraint

u, W

matriz obtained by treating the integer variables yyo* and z. in all constraints of I, as



George B. Mertzios, Hendrik Molter, and Paul G. Spirakis

Vs q p U7
e €
e e 4 6 Q

e S

es €5

v3 Y

€2 €2

v2

(%) 4)

€1 $

€1

U1
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Figure 5 Illustration of the construction of the directed tree T in Lemma 28. On the left an
example tree G, where the vertices are ordered by their indices. In the middle the line graph L(G)
of G, where the gray vertices form a maximal clique with more than two vertices. On the right the
constructed directed tree T, where the vertices of the maximal clique are merged into one vertex
(gray) and the directed arcs correspond to the degree two vertices of G.

arbitrary constants, deleting all constraints that do not involve any fractional variables, and
deleting all duplicate rows. We have that M is a network matriz.

Proof. First, notice that Constraints (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), and (7) do not involve
fractional variables. Hence, from now on we only consider Constraints (8) and (9), where in
Constraint (8) we treat the integer variables as constants. Let M be the resulting constraint
matrix where also all duplicate rows are deleted. We show that M is a network matrix.

To this end, we define a directed tree T = (V, A) (see Definition 26) as follows. We give
an illustration in Figure 5. Let L(G) be the line graph of the input tree G of the TTR
instance. Now we exhaustively merge all maximal cliques in L(G) with more than two
vertices to a single vertex. Let this graph be called G’. It is easy to see that G’ is a tree, and
every edge in G’ corresponds to a degree two vertex in G. Furthermore, we have that every
vertex v in G’ that has degree larger than two corresponds to a subtree G, (which may be
the degenerate tree consisting only of one vertex) in G such that all vertices in V(G,) have
degree larger than two in G. Now we transform G’ into T by replacing each edge of G’ with

an oriented arc. Consider a degree two vertex v of G and the corresponding edge e, in G'.

Let u and w be the two neighbors of v in G, where u is ordered before w. We distinguish
four cases.

Vertex u has degree two in G. Let e, be the edge in G’ corresponding to u. Then we

orient e, such that the resulting arc points away from the common endpoint of e, and e,,.

The degree of vertex u does not equal two and w has degree two in G. Let e,, be the edge
in G’ corresponding to w. Then we orient e, such that the resulting arc points towards
the common endpoint of e, and e,,.
Neither u nor w have degree two. Then we can assume that at least one of u and w has
degree larger than two, otherwise G only has three vertices and we can solve the instance
in constant time.

Vertex u has degree larger than two in G. Then let G,, denote the maximal subtree
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of G that contains u such that all vertices in V(G,,) have degree larger than two in G.
Then there is a vertex v’ in G’ corresponding to G, that has degree larger than two
and is incident with e,. We orient e, such that the resulting arc points away from u’.
Vertex u has degree one and vertex w has degree larger than two in G. Then let G,,
denote the maximal subtree of G that contains w such that all vertices in V(G,,) have
degree larger than two in G. Then there is a vertex w’ in G’ corresponding to G,
that has degree larger than two and is incident with e,. We orient e, such that the
resulting arc points towards w’.
This finishes the description of the directed tree T'.

Next, we make the following observation: Each Constraint (9) produces the same coeffi-
cients for the rational variables in the constraint matrix as one of Constraint (8). To see this,
note that each Constraint (9) has exactly one non-zero coefficient for one rational variable a,,,
which is either 1 or —1. Variable x, corresponds to a degree two vertex v in G. Let v and w
be the two neighbors of v in G, where u is ordered before w. Then, since u and w have
distance at least two in G, we have a Constraint (8) corresponding to the pair of vertices s,t
with s = u and t = w. This constraint has exactly one non-zero coefficient for a rational
variable, which is z, and the coefficient is 1. In the case where s = w and ¢t = u we have the
same situation, except that the coefficient is —1. Hence, since M has no duplicate rows, we
can assume that each row of M corresponds to a Constraint (8).

Now consider a row of M corresponding to Constraint (8), which in turn corresponds
to vertex pair s,t in G, where s and ¢ have distance at least two in G. Let P, denote
the (unique) path from s to ¢ in G. Let AR C V(Psy) and A C V(Psy) be

int,deg2,f int,deg2,b
defined as in the description of Constraint (8). Then we have that ‘/igjg’,fi)egZ,f U Viflst”?eglb

are all internal vertices of P, that have degree two in G. Furthermore, in Constraint (8)
corresponding to vertex pair s,t we have that the fractional variable x, has a non-zero
coefficient if and only if v € A U Viflst’)td)egz)b. More specifically, the coefficient of z,, is 1

int,deg2,
if v e V150 and the coefficient of z,, is —1 if v € V(5!
int,deg2,f v int,deg2,b"
. . (s,t) (s,t)
Furthermore, by construction we have that each vertex in V¢’ degznyVint’ deg2,b corresponds

to an arc of T. It remains to show that there is a path P’ in T that visits exactly the

. . . t t .
arcs corresponding to the vertices in Vlfft d)eg2 U Vvigst’d)eg2 , such that the arcs corresponding

. . (s,t)
to vertices in Vinc,deg2,f

vertices in Vig‘?gegz , appear backwards in the path. To this end, we order the vertices in

Vx(lst:fi)eng U Vh(ft’,td)egQ,b in the order in which they are visited by P;, that is, let Viflstf;)eglf U

1

appear forwards in the path and the arcs corresponding to the

Vvigstfi)eg&b = {v1,v9,...,v;}. Now we show by induction on k that P’ exists and that its last

arc corresponds to vg. If K =1 then Ps’,t only consists of the arc e,, corresponding to v;.

Ifv, € Vigiil)eglf? then we consider P’ to be the path in which e,, forwards. Otherwise, we
consider P’ to be the path in which e,, backwards. Now assume k > 1. Let P” be the path
in T that visits the arcs corresponding to vertices {v1,...,vr—1} such that for all i € [k — 1]
the arc corresponding to v; appears forwards if v; € Vifi’,g)eng and backwards otherwise.
Furthermore, we have that P ends with the arc corresponding to v,_1. Now we show that
we can append the arc corresponding to vy to P”. We distinguish two cases.
In the first case, vy, is visited directly after vy by Ps+. Then the arcs e,, , and e,, in T’
share a common endpoint which is a degree two vertex. It follows that we can append
the arc e,, to P” to create a new path that ends in e,, . We still need to show that e,, is
appended in the correct direction. Consider the two neighbors of vy in G. One of the
neighbors is v;_1. Let the second neighbor be w. Now assume that vy € Vh(ft:td)eglf. This
implies that vi_; is ordered before w. In this case the arc e,, in T' points away from the
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common endpoint of e,, , and e,, , and hence it appears forwards in the P” appended

: \ (s:t) g S
with e,,. The case where vy € Vi’ joo0 1, Is analogous.

In the second case, there is a non-empty set of vertices V with degree larger than two,
that are visited by Ps: between v,_; and vj. Let G denote the maximal tree in G that
only contains vertices that have degree larger than two in G and that contains V. By
construction, there is vertex ¥ in T' that corresponds to G and both €y, , and e,, in T
have ¥ as one of their endpoints. First, we argue that we can append e,, to P’ and
thereby create a path in T' that ends with e,, . To this end, notice that the vertex visited
by P before v;_; cannot be part of G‘, otherwise G would contain a cycle. It follows
that the common endpoint of e,,_, and e,,_, is not ¥ and appending e,, to P” indeed
produces a path in T' that ends with e,,. It remains to show that e,, is appended in
the correct direction. Consider the two neighbors u and w of v; in G. We have that
one neighbor is contained in (:7, assume w.l.o.g. that it is w. Then w is visited by P,
before v;. Now assume that v, € Viii:td)egg,f- This implies that u is ordered before w. In
this case the arc e, in T points away from u, and hence it appears forwards in the P”
appended with e,, . The case where v, € Viflst’)g)ega is analogous.

It follows that for every row in M, we can find a path in T such that the conditions in
Definition 26 are met. We can conclude that M is a network matrix. <

Now we are ready to show that if one of the produced MILP instances admits a feasible
solution, then we are facing a yes-instance of TTR.

» Lemma 29. Given an instance (G,D,A) of TTR, if there exists a global label config-
uration o such that the MILP instance I, admits a feasible solution, then (G,D,A) is a
yes-instance of TTR.

Proof. Let (G, D,A) be an instance of TTR. Assume there exists a global label configura-
tion o such that the MILP instance I, admits a feasible solution. By Lemmas 19, 27, and 28
and the fact that totally unimodularity is preserved under row duplication [61] we have that
then there exists a feasible solution where all variables are set to integer values. Assume we
are given such a solution for I,. We construct a solution A for (G, D, A) as follows.

To this end, we make the following observation. Let u, v, w be three vertices in G such
that {u,v} and {v,w} are edges in G and u is ordered before w. Then for each fixed label
A({u,v}) there is a uniquely defined label A({v,w}) such that 7% = x,, if v has degree two
in G, and 7" =y if v has degree larger than two in G.

This allows us to produce a labeling A with the following procedure. We arbitrarily pick
an edge e, say the lexicographically smallest one according to the vertex ordering, in G and
set A(e) = 1. Now we iteratively pick an edge {u,v} that has not received a label yet and
shares a common endpoint v with an edge {v,w} in G that has already received a label.
By the observation above, the label of {v, w} together with the travel delay 7% uniquely

v
defines the label of {u,v}, and in turn 7%

v
degree of v and whether u is ordered before w or not. We claim that the described procedure
produces a solution A for (G, D, A).

First, we investigate the travel delays in the A-periodic temporal graph (G,\). By
construction and Observation 3, we have for each vertex v that has degree two in G, and
neighbors u, w, where u is ordered before w, that 7** = z,, and 7,)"* = A — z,,. For each
vertex v in GG that has degree larger than two, the above described procedure does not per se
guarantee that for each pair u,w of neighbors of v that 7, = yi»*. However, notice that
the labeling A is uniquely determined by the label used for the first edge. It follows that

is given by z,, yo'*, or y**, depending on the
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there are A different labelings that can be produced by the above described procedure, one
for each label that can be put on the first edge. Call them A = A1, Ao, ..., Aa, where for all
edges e and for all 1 <i < j < A we have \;(e) = \j(e) + i — j. In particular, this means
that for each vertex v that has degree larger than two and each edge e that is incident with
v, there is an i € [A] such that \;(e) = z.. In this case, Constraints (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6),
and (7) ensure that indeed for all edges e that are incident with v we have that A;(e) = z..
Furthermore, these constraints ensure that indeed for each pair u,w of neighbors of v we
have 74" = y*. Since all labelings Ai,...,Aa produce the same travel delays, we can
conclude that for each vertex v in G that has degree larger than two and for each pair u, w
of neighbors of v that in (G, \) we have 7% = yu®.

Assume for contradiction that A is not a solution for (G, D,A). Then there are two
vertices s,t in G such that the duration of a fastest temporal path Ps; = ((v;—1,v;, ti))f:l
in the A-periodic temporal graph (G, A) is larger than D, ;. By Lemma 4 we have that

d(Peg) =1+ Y guimvvi,
1€[k—1]

As discussed above, we have the following:
Vi—1,Vi4+1

If v; has degree two and v;_1 is ordered before v; 1, then 7,

If v; has degree two and v, is ordered before v;_1, then 7/ V"Vt = A — &
7 1+ [ ) i v

If v; has degree larger than two, then 7, "+t = ¢ i= 1"+

Hence, using the notation introduced for Constraint (8), we can write

AP =1+ > w+ D (A-z)+ Y oy

(50) ) .0
VEV 1t deg2,t VEV 1t deg2,b VEV 1t deg>2

= Ty;-
i

i

However, since Constraint (8) is fulfilled for the vertex pair s, ¢, it follows that d(Ps ;) < D, 4,
a contradiction. This finishes the proof. <

Now we have all ingredients to prove Theorem 17.

Proof of Theorem 17. We use the following algorithm to solve TTR. Let (G, D, A) be an
instance of TTR. For each global label configuration ¢ we create the MILP instance 1.
If for some o the instance I, admits a feasible solution, we answer “yes”. Otherwise, we
answer “no”.

By Lemmas 25 and 29 this algorithm is correct. It remains to bound the running time.
Let ¢ be the number of leaves of G. By Observation 23 we create O(Efz) MILP instance. By
Observation 24 we can create each MILP instance in polynomial time and by Observation 22
each created MILP instance has O(¢3) integer variables. By Theorem 18 it follows that we
can solve each MILP instance in FPT-time with respect to parameter £. We can conclude
that the overall running time of the algorithm is in f(¢) - |(G, D, A)|°™") for some computable
function f. <

5 Conclusion and future work

We have initiated the investigation of the natural temporal tree realization problem TTR
and shown that it NP-hard in quite restrictive cases. On the positive side, we provided an
FPT-algorithm for the number of leaves in the input tree as a parameter. Our work spawns
several natural future research directions. As an immediate open question, we ask whether
the number of leaves can be replaced with a smaller parameter, such as the number of vertices
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with degree larger than two in the input tree. Another related question is whether TTR
admits an FPT-algorithm with the vertex cover number of the input tree as a parameter.
Furthermore, we leave open whether TTR. can be solved in polynomial time if the input tree
is a star. A more general future research direction is to allow general input graphs in TTR.

Especially interesting would be graphs with bounded maximum leaf number or bounded

vertex cover number, since our results do not imply computational hardness for those cases.
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