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Abstract. Finding a shortest path in a graph is one of the
most classic problems in algorithmic and graph theory. While
we dispose of quite efficient algorithms for this ordinary problem
(like the Dijkstra or Bellman-Ford algorithms), some slight
variations in the problem statement can quickly lead to computati-
-onally hard problems. This article focuses specifically on two of
these variants, namely the constrained shortest paths problem and
the k shortest paths problem. Both problems are NP-hard, and
thus it’s not sure we can conceive a polynomial time algorithm
(unless P “ NP ), ours aren’t for instance. Moreover, across this
article, we provide ILP formulations of these problems in order to
give a different point of view to the interested reader. Although
we did not try to implement these on modern ILP solvers, it can
be an interesting path to explore.

We also mention how these algorithms constitute essential
ingredients in some of the most important modern applications in
the field of data science, such as Isomap, whose main objective is
the reduction of dimensionality of high-dimensional datasets.

Notation
In the report, we adopt the following notations:

– G “ pV, E, ωq: a directed, connected and weighted graph (with non-negative weights
i.e. ω : E Ñ R`). Here, graphs will be considered without loops or multiple edges.
By convention, we note n “ |V | and m “ |m|.

– N`piq (resp. N´piq): the set of out-neighbors (resp. in-neighbors) of a vertex i P V
in a directed graph G “ pV, Eq.
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Introduction

1) Motivations
This project is about shortest paths algorithms and some variants of the original

problem (two variants precisely, see parts 2 and 3) in a weighted, directed and connected
graph G “ pV, Eq along with application, in the last part, to a dimensionality reduction
strategy namely Isomap.

Finding shortest paths (in a network for instance) is a central problem in graph theory
but also in computer science in general with wide applications in a broad range of fields
(such as communication networks, logistics and even data science). Here, we will deal
with some constrained shortest paths algorithms that are used in the Isomap method,
which aims at reducing the dimension of high-dimensional data sets while preserving the
distance between each pair of data point (think of a data set composed of 100 ˆ 100
pictures for instance, each sample have 10, 000 pixels and each pixel have 3 channels; this
result in a space whose dimension is 30, 000). Meanwhile reducing the dimension prevents
some undesirable effects to arise with the curse of dimensionality, keeping the distances
among data points is also essential if one wants to apply clustering methods (like kd-tree,
NN graph...) for example.

The project is split in four parts, the first three present different variants of the
shortest paths problem while the fourth one is a comparison of the previous algorithms
we implemented on task 1 (4 algorithms1) and task 2 (2 algorithms). Notice that only
one algorithm is implemented in the third task so no comparison is possible. . .

2) Overview
The project is split in several files and the code can be accessed on the GitHub

page: https://github.com/abderr03/On-Constrained-and-k-Shortest-Paths.git.
The main file is main.cpp which can be run (on a Unix environment) with the command:

./main data/input_file.txt

in the shell. It might be convenient to recompile the whole project using make clean
followed by make. The code for the i-th task is in the file i-task.cpp while the file
tasks.hpp contains all the macros and function headers. An utils.cpp file contains
some useful functions used across all tasks. Finally, the folder data contains some of the
files rcspX.txt (where X denotes a positive integer) along with some other hand-made
graphs.

The file used for the benchmark on task 1 (resp. task 2) is titled benchmark_1.py
(resp. benchmark_2.py).

1We did not use the parallelized version of the Dijkstra’s algorithm because its implementation is
naive and irrelevant for our benchmark.
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I The Single Source Shortest Paths problem (SSSP)
We start by implementing two classical sequential algorithms for the SSSP problem

(single-source-shortest-paths) on non-negatively weighted, directed and connected graphs
which are Dijkstra’s algorithm (an example of a label-setting algorithm) along with
the Bellman-Ford algorithm (a label-correcting algorithm). Note that Dijkstra’s
algorithm only works in the non-negative weights setting, in which case it remains superior
to the Bellman-Ford algorithms, even with improvements2. We also implemented a
third algorithm which is the ∆-stepping algorithm.

Let G “ pV, E, ωq be a graph satisfying all the previous discussed conditions and
whose vertices are labeled from 1 to n that’s say V “ t1, 2, ..., nu “ J1 ; nK (with the
source vertex being noted as s P J1 ; nK). We describe below the different sequential
algorithms we implemented.

Finally, notice that in the graph G, a shortest path from a source vertex s to a target
vertex t with s ‰ t can always be taken as a simple path i.e. the path does not go through
the same vertex twice or more (otherwise the path contains a cycle C with non-negative
weight which can just be removed). This remark also applies to the case when s “ t (a
non-empty shortest path is then a cycle): except the endpoints of the cycle which are
equal, we can always assume that neither the other crossed vertices appear twice or more
nor they are equal to the endpoints. Actually, we can get rid of these non simple shortest
paths / cycles by requiring it to go through the minimum possible edges.

1) The Dijkstra’s algorithm
Below, the reader can find the rough pseudo-code of the Dijkstra’s algorithm.

Actually, a key component of the algorithm does not explicitly appear, which is the
data structure to use in order to find the right index j (at line 8) and update the distance
array d (see line 11). A less critical part concerns the way we store the graph: throughout
this project, the weighted graph G will be stored as an adjacency list with pairs / tuples
to keep track of some additional data held by the arcs (especially the weights, the delays
– for task 2 –...).

The runtime complexity of the Dijkstra’s algorithm heavily depends on which data
structure we use to keep track of the newest nearest vertex in the graph (see the above
paragraph). In our case, we use a priority queue3 (the one provided in the C++ STL – the
standard library –), which supports the operations FindMin in time Op1q, DeleteMin
and Insert in time Oplogpnqq where n is the size of the priority queue. This priority
queue does not provide any DecreaseKey method thus, our Dijkstra’s algorithm is
implemented in a lazy fashion4 in which non-updated nodes still persist in the queue, at
the cost of extra space usage.

Our implementation have a theoretical Oppm`nq logpnqq time complexity and a Opmq

2See Yen, Jin Y. (1970). An algorithm for finding shortest routes from all source nodes to a given
destination in general networks or even Bannister, M. J.; Eppstein, D. (2012). Randomized speedup of
the Bellman–Ford algorithm.

3Using Fibonacci heap, leads to the current best runtime complexity of Opm ` n logpnqq where
n “ |V | and m “ |E|.

4See: nmamano.com/blog/dijkstra/dijkstra.html for some variants of the Dijkstra’s algorithm with
its space and time complexity.
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complexity in space. Also, we use an early break approach by stopping the while loop
right after we found the target vertex t at the top of the heap.

Algorithm 1: Sketch of the Dijkstra’s algorithm
1 Initialization:
2 S Ð tsu // The set of visited vertices.
3 d Ð rs // The array of the distance from s.

// Pre-processing: fill the array d.
4 for i P V do
5 dris “ `8

6 drss “ 0
7 while S ‰ V do
8 j Ð arg min

V zS

pdq i.e. j P V zS and drjs “ min
iPV zS

dris.

9 S Ð S Y tju

10 for k P N`pjq do
// Relax the edge pj, kq if necessary (if k is already in S this doesn’t
change the distance drks).

11 drks Ð minptdrks, drjs ` ωpj, kquq

Moreover, in order to obtain the vertices along a shortest path from s to t, we maintain
an array pred of the predecessors. It’s enough to store only one predecessors per vertex
as the Dijkstra’s algorithm aims at building the shortest path tree in G rooted from s.

In order to factorize our code, we put, in a separate utils.cpp file some redundant
parts of code notably the Relax procedure (to relax an edge pu, vq P E and update d and
pred) and the Path procedure (to reconstruct a path given a vector of the predecessors).
Note that this procedure along with the previous one have their own variant version for
the constrained shortest path problem since the data structure are somehow different.
These four procedures, fully implemented, can be found in the utils.cpp file.

These pseudo-code of the Relax procedure is given here:

Algorithm 2: The Relax function
1 Function Relax(u, v, d, pred):

/* To relax the edge pu, vq given the distance array d and the array of
predecessors pred. */

2 if drus ` ωpu, vq ă drvs then
3 drvs “ drus ` ωpu, vq

4 predrvs “ u
5 return true
6 return false
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Below the reader can find the pseudo-code of the Path procedure, this function returns
void since it fill and modify in-place the (initially empty) vector path.

Algorithm 3: The Path
1 Function Path(s, t, pred, path):

/* To build in the array path the path from s to t given the array of
predecessors pred. */

2 while s ‰ t do
3 path.Appendptq
4 t Ð predrts

5 path.Appendpsq

6 Reverseppathq

where Reverse is a builtin function in C++ STL to reverse a vector. It would also be
possible to use a queue or even a deque (a double-ended queue) instead, that would
prevent the Reverse operation at the end by performing PushFront operations in
time Op1q but since Path is not a crucial function (contrary to the Relax procedure for
instance) and its runtime is just Opnq i.e. linear in the number of vertices of the graph
G, it can be neglected knowing other shortest path algorithms time complexity. The said
optimizations are left to the interested reader.

2) The Bellman-Ford algorithm and some improvements
Besides the well-known Dijkstra’s algorithm, we also implemented the Bellman-

Ford algorithm. We have two version of this algorithm, a naive one, with a Opnmq

runtime complexity and a more sophisticated one implementing some optimizations (found
in the literature) which reduce the number of relaxations (they are well described at [1]
and in [2]). The main idea of the Bellman-Ford algorithm is to relax repeatedly
(n ´ 1 “ |V | ´ 1 times) all the edges pu, vq P E (intuitively, at each repetition of the main
for loop, we propagate the true distance from the source in the graph). This algorithm is
based on a dynamic programming approach, here is the pseudo-code:

Algorithm 4: The Bellman-Ford algorithm
1 Initialization:
2 d Ð rs // The array of the distance from s.

// Pre-processing: fill the array d.
3 for i P V do
4 dris “ `8

5 drss “ 0
6 for i P J1 ; |V | ´ 1K do
7 for pu, vq P E do

// Relax the edge pu, vq if necessary.
8 drvs Ð minptdrvs, drus ` ωpu, vquq

The second version of the Bellman-Ford algorithm, named bellman_ford_yen in
our project (in the name of Jin Y. Yen who mainly contributed to these improvements),
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rely on the following modifications:

– first, while some relaxations are still be performed, we continue to loop over the edges
(this is done via a do . . . while loop) along with a boolean variable relaxation.

– on the other hand, we just need to relax edges pu, vq when the distance drus has
been changed (in the current iteration or in the previous one) that’s say, if drus has
not changed in some iteration, then there’s no need to relax edges ppu, vqqvPN`puq

in the next iteration. We can track these vertices using two bool arrays: to_relax
(the vertices whose out-going edges need to be relaxed) and queued (the vertices
u P V whose distance value drus has changed in the current iteration).

– finally, Jin Y. Yen noticed that it’s better to partition the set of edges E in two sets
E1 and E2 such that:

E1 :“ tpu, vq P E { u ă vu (resp. E2 :“ tpu, vq P E { u ą vu )

and then to relax all out-going edges from u “ 1, . . ., |V | (in this order) which are
in E1 and then, do the same in reverse order for the edges in E2 (now, u “ |V |, . . .,
1).

As observed by M. J. Bannister and D. Eppstein, we can substitute the natural order ą

on V by a random permutation σ P SpV q i.e. consider now:

E1 :“ tpu, vq P E { σpuq ă σpvqu (resp. E2 :“ tpu, vq P E { σpuq ą σpvqu )

which reduce, on average, the number of iteration in the do . . . while loop. The interested
reader can find in [2] the proofs along with pseudo-code of all the said optimization above.

3) The ∆-stepping algorithm
We have also implemented another sequential algorithm known as the ∆-stepping

which we don’t know before but we find quite interesting to try implementing it. The
algorithm is well describe in [4] with its pseudo-code (see page 123, part 2 – The basic
algorithm).

In our implementation we decided to use a map for the bucket priority queue, where
each non-empty buckets can be accessed through its index (a.k.a. priority) and its content
is an unordered set (this prevents inserting multiple times the same vertex in a given
bucket Bris). Notice that in a map, in C++, the key are ordered in increasing order so that
to access the bucket with minimum priority, it suffices to access to the first bucket using
the begin() method which returns an iterator pointing to the desired bucket.
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For the sake of clarity, we describe below a slightly modified pseudo-code which better
fits what we implemented in C++:

Algorithm 5: The ∆-stepping algorithm
1 Initialization:
2 d Ð rs // The array of the distance from s.
3 Eℓ Ð tpu, vq P E { ωpu, vq ď ∆u // The set of light edges of G.
4 Eh Ð EzEℓ // The set of heavy edges of G.
5 B Ð rs // The bucket priority queue.

6 Function RelaxRequests(u, ∆, E0, d, B):
/* To relax the edge pu, vq in E0 and update the bucket priority queue B. */

7 for pu, vq P E0 do // u is fixed.
// Remove the vertex v from its bucket.

8 if drvs ă `8 then
9 B

”Y

drvs

∆

]ı

.Removepvq

// Relax the edge pu, vq if necessary.
10 drvs Ð minptdrvs, drus ` ωpu, vquq

// Insert v in the new bucket.

11 B
”Y

drvs

∆

]ı

.Insertpvq

12 Br0s.Insertpsq

13 while B ‰ ∅ do
14 R Ð ∅
15 i Ð B.FirstKeypq

16 do
17 B0 Ð Bris // Perform a copy of the unordered set Bris.
18 R Ð R Y Bris
19 Bris Ð ∅
20 for u P B0 do
21 RelaxRequestspu, ∆, Eℓ, d, Bq

22 while Bris ‰ ∅

23 for u P R do
24 RelaxRequestspu, ∆, Eh, d, Bq

25 B.DeleteKeypiq // Remove the empty bucket of indes i.

Notice that it’s also possible to implement the bucket priority queue in various ways
[5]. One approach that might worth a try is to replace the inner unordered sets by queues
and maintain in a separate array the index of each vertex to prevent duplicate vertices
being in the same bucket. In this way, one may try to prevent costly repeated copies of
the unordered set Bris at line 17 (but now, how can we still efficiently remove a given
vertex from a bucket?). Another possibility one can also try is to use a doubly-linked
list for the buckets and store, for each vertex, its right / left neighbors in the current
bucket. We left to the interested reader these potential improvements.
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4) A linear program viewpoint of the SSSP problem
Interestingly, there exists an elegant linear program (LP) formulation of the SSSP

problem, this formulation exists in many textbooks / articles in the literature (see [3] or
[6]). Given a directed, connected and weighted graph G “ pV, E, ω) with non-negative
weights, the LP is as follow:

maximize
ÿ

uPV

du

subject to dv ´ du ď ωpu, vq for all pu, vq P E
ds “ 0

where pduquPV are the variables and s P V is the source. Now, given an optimal solution
d‹ “ pd‹

uquPV of the LP, one can recover the shortest path tree by using a back-tracking
approach like a Depth-First Search (DFS) in which we maintain the distance from the
source s to the current vertex and check which neighbor to choose according to the
computed distances vector d‹.

In the above LP, we do not explicitly know which edges have been chosen in the
optimal solution and so, post-processing is needed to get the desired shortest paths. A
more natural formulation of the SSSP leads to the following integer linear program (ILP),
which can be found for example in the book [7]:

minimize
ÿ

pu,vqPE

xpu,vqωpu, vq

subject to
ÿ

uPN`psq

xps,uq ´
ÿ

vPN´psq

xpv,sq “ 1
ÿ

uPN`ptq

xpt,uq ´
ÿ

vPN´ptq

xpv,tq “ ´1
ÿ

vPN`puq

xpu,vq ´
ÿ

pPN´puq

xpp,uq “ 0 for all u P V z ts, tu

xpu,vq P t0, 1u for all pu, vq P E

where pxpu,vqqpu,vqPE are boolean variables (i.e. 0 or 1) indicating if we take the edge or
not, s (resp. t) is the source (resp. target) vertex with s ‰ t. In the case s “ t, if we
want a non-empty shortest path from s to s, we have two possibilities:

– either reformulate the above ILP as follow:

minimize
ÿ

pu,vqPE

xpu,vqωpu, vq

subject to
ÿ

uPN`psq

xps,uq “ 1
ÿ

vPN`puq

xpu,vq ´
ÿ

pPN´puq

xpp,uq “ 0 for all u P V

xpu,vq P t0, 1u for all pu, vq P E

which forces to take at least one edge whose origin is s. From the algorithmic
viewpoint (see for instance the above pseudo-code) this can be achieved by adding
an if statement testing whether or not the path from s to t has a positive weight
before reaching the return statement.
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– or modify the input graph G “ pV, Eq in the following way: since we just want a
simple shortest path, we add a new vertex s1 R V in G, we now remove all the edges
pv, sq with v P N´psq and insert the edges pv, s1q that’s say the out-neighbors of s
now point to s1 and N´psq “ ∅ in the new graph G1. For the sake of clarity, here
is depicted the transformation:

s

u1

up

v1

vq

...... ss1

u1

up

v1

vq

......

Figure 1: Input graph G “ pV, Eq with a source vertex s (left) and the new graph G1 with
vertices s and s1 (right).

thus, a non-empty shortest path in G from s to s corresponds to a shortest path
from s to s1 in the new graph G1. This discussion will be helpful for the next task.
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II The Constraint Shortest Path problem
We slightly modify the above Dijkstra and Bellman-Ford algorithm by now

taking care of a delay constraints on each edge that is, we have two functions :

ω : E Ñ R` and d : E Ñ R`

and a bound b P R` (the first function being the weight (like in the previous part) and
the second one being the delay constraint). Our goal is to find a shortest path C from
a source vertex s to a target vertex t such that dpC q ď b i.e. the sum of the delays
along the shortest path C does not exceed the bound b. Even in the case we have to find
a constrained shortest path from s to s, we just pre-process the graph G as explained
above (see paragraph 1.4) by adding a new vertex s1 R V so that we just have to find a
constrained shortest path from s to s1.

Note that there’s a fundamental difference between problem 1 and problem 2 (also,
it appears that the problem 2 is NP-hard [8] – see problem ND30 –) since, in a directed
(connected) weighted graph G, if we know a shortest path from s to t P V z tsu then, for
each vertex u along this path, we also know a shortest path from s to u; this remark allows
one to compute shortest paths step by step but, unfortunately, this does not necessarily
hold true anymore when we add delay constraints on the edges. Consider for instance the
following graph with source vertex s and target vertex s1:

s

u

v s1p2, 1q

p1, 5q

p1, 1q

p1, 1q

Figure 2: A counter-example to the above property, edges are labeled (weight, delay).

Let’s assume here that b “ 5 and let the edge labels correspond to (weight, delay).
A (constrained) shortest path from s to s1 is the path C : s Ñ u Ñ v Ñ s1 with weight
4 “ 2 ` 1 ` 1 and delay 3 “ 1 ` 1 ` 1 but, the sub-path C 1 : s Ñ u Ñ v is not a
(constrained) shortest path from s to v anymore since its weight of 3 exceeds the 1-
weighted path C 2 : s Ñ v. Hence, if we even try to compute all the shortest paths from
s to all other vertices, we won’t necessarily obtain a tree anymore but rather a DAG
(directed acyclic graph) and finding shortest paths in such a DAG would require a DFS
(depth-first search) with a back-tracking approach.

Nonetheless, we have the following result: let G “ pV, Eq be a directed (connected)
and weighted graph equipped with a delay function d : E Ñ R` (not to confuse with the
vector / matrix of distances d in the pseudo-code) and assume there exists a constrained
shortest path C from a source vertex s P V to a target vertex t P V z tsu. Let u P C be
any vertex along this path and denote Cu the truncated path C from s to u and fix:

ℓ “ dpCuq

the delay of the truncated path, then, among all (simple) paths P in G from s to u with
dpPq ď ℓ, Cu is a shortest path (otherwise, we could simply reject the truncated path
and take another one minimizing the weight without violating the delay constraint).
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This observation mimic in some way the property we observed for the SSSP problem
and allows one to formulate a dynamic programming like recursion to compute the
constrained shortest path distances. For this purpose, we introduce a matrix d of size
n ˆ pb ` 1q such that, given u P V and ℓ P J0 ; bK, drusrℓs is the distance of a shortest path
P (or `8 is none exists) from s to u with dpPq ď ℓ. Here is the recursion satisfied by
dr¨sr¨s:

drvsrℓs “

$

’

&

’

%

0 if v “ s

min
uPN´pvq

ℓědpu,vq

pdrusrℓ ´ dpu, vqs ` ωpu, vqq otherwise

for all v P V and ℓ P J0 ; bK. But because some delay might equal 0, in order to get the
correct distances in the matrix d, as in the Bellman-Ford algorithm, we have to apply
the above recursion |V | ´ 1 times on each column (starting from ℓ “ 0). Actually, we are
more are less just repeatedly applying the Bellman-Ford algorithm to compute each
column of d.

One can thus implement a straightforward algorithm to compute the constrained
shortest paths with runtime complexity Opnmbq (which is pseudo-polynomial since it’s
exponential in the number of bits to represent the value of b):

Algorithm 6: An adaption of the Bellman-Ford algorithm for the constrained
shortest path problem
1 Initialization:
2 d Ð rrss // The n ˆ pb ` 1q matrix of the distances, with delays, from s.

// Pre-processing: fill the matrix d.
3 for ℓ P J0 ; bK do
4 for u P V do
5 drusrℓs Ð `8

6 drssrℓs “ 0

7 for ℓ P J0 ; bK do
8 for i P J1 ; |V | ´ 1K do
9 for pu, vq P E do

10 if dpu, vq ď ℓ then // Ensure delay won’t be negative.
11 delay Ð ℓ ´ dpu, vq

// Relax the edge pu, vq if necessary.
12 if drusrℓs ` ωpu, vq ă drvsrdelays then
13 drksrdelays Ð drusrℓs ` ωpu, vq
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On the other hand, it’s also possible to implement a Dijkstra variant to solve the
constrained shortest path problem. We implemented the pseudo-code given below (be
careful again not to confuse d, the distances matrix, with d the delay function – used at
line 16 –):

Algorithm 7: Sketch of the Dijkstra’s algorithm for the delay variant
1 Initialization:

/* Recall drusrℓs is the distance of a shortest path P (or `8 is none
exists) from s to u with dpPq ď ℓ. */

2 d Ð rrss // The matrix n ˆ pb ` 1q of the distances from s.
3 Q Ð ∅ // Priority queue of tuples tdelay, distance, vertexu.

// Pre-processing: fill the array d.
4 for u P V do
5 for ℓ P J0 ; bK do
6 drusrℓs Ð `8

7 drssr0s “ 0
8 Q.Pushpt0, 0, suq

9 while Q ‰ ∅ do
10 tℓ, dist, uu “ Q.Toppq

11 Q.Poppq

12 if u “ s1 then
13 return
14 if dist ď drusrℓs then
15 for v P N`puq do
16 delay Ð ℓ ` dpu, vq

// Relax the edge pu, vq if necessary.
17 if delay ď b ^ drusrℓs ` ωpu, vq ă drvsrdelays then
18 drksrdelays Ð drusrℓs ` ωpu, vq

19 Q.Pushptdelay, drvsrdelays, vuq

// No constrained shortest path from s to s1 found...

Notice that, according to the previous ILP formulations (see part 1), one can also
formulate a (straightforward) ILP for this variant as follo:

minimize
ÿ

pu,vqPE

xpu,vqωpu, vq

subject to
ÿ

uPN`psq

xps,uq ě 1
ÿ

vPN`puq

xpu,vq ´
ÿ

pPN´puq

xpp,uq “ 0 for all u P V

ÿ

pu,vqPE

xpu,vqdpu, vq ď b the delay constraint

xpu,vq P t0, 1u for all pu, vq P E

where d : E Ñ R` is the delay function.
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III The k Shortest Paths problem
Again, in this task we implement a variant of the Dijkstra’s algorithm to find the

k-shortest paths from a given source vertex s. The key is to store all the paths that we
have already visited while keeping in memory their total distance to the source (i.e. the
sum of weights of all the edges of the path). At each step, we select an unvisited path
whose weight from the source is minimal, and then, we explore all the possible new paths
by extending the current selected path using the out-neighbors and we update the total
distances accordingly.

The reader can find below the pseudo-code that we implemented:

Algorithm 8: Sketch of the Dijkstra’s algorithm for the k-shortest paths
problem
1 Initialization:
2 S Ð tr0, ssu // The set of visited paths, each one being of the form

[weight, v0, . . ., vn].
3 P Ð rs // The array of the k-shortest paths.

4 while |P | ă k do
// With a priority queue for S, it can be done in Op1q time with FindMin.

5 Let rd, s, . . . , vs P S such that d “ min
pathPS

pathr0s

6 S Ð Sz trd, s, . . . , vsu

7 if |rd, s, . . . , vs| ą 2 then // To only append non-empty paths
8 P.appendprs, . . . , vsq

9 for k P N`pvq do
10 S.appendprd ` ωpv, kq, s, . . . , v, ksq

11 return P

Notice first that all the paths pushed in the set S (implemented in our C++ code as a
priority queue) are distinct and at the end of the i-th iteration, all paths path P S satisfy
|path| ď i5 (this can be proved by strong induction on the number of iterations on the
while loop). For the first assertion for instance, if all paths in S are distinct at some
iteration i then, let path be the path at the top of the priority queue, at the next iteration,
path is a prefix all the pushed paths and, if S already contains a path of the form path ¨ v
– where v is a out-neighbor of the last vertex of path – then at some previous iteration
j ă i, the set S must have contained path two times or more, which is not possible by
hypothesis – this proves the heredity –, also, at the beginning |S| “ 1 so all path are
distinct – which gives the initialization step –.

This bound on the size of the elements of S at a given iteration i show that the paths
can’t exceed a size of k: hence, the runtime complexity of this algorithm is Opnk2q since k
iterations are performs in the while loop (line 4) and at most n iterations are performed in
the for loop (line 9) and in each of these iterations, we copy the current path rd, s, . . . , vs,

5The size of a path is defined as the number of edges it contains.
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we modify it and we push it in S which results in a cost of Opnkq thus, giving the Opnk2q

bound. Even if one try to improve the data structure and use, let say a bounded priority
queue of size k (or even a priority queue whose size decreases by one after each Pop
operation), our current strategy of copying the paths won’t give us a better worst-case
runtime complexity than Opnk2q in general (unless one assume properties on the input
graph G like a uniformly bounded out-degree by some constant c ă n for instance).

On the other hand, we also try to find an ILP formulation of task 3 but we didn’t
find one. Actually, the best we found so far is the following formulation:

minimize
k

ÿ

i“1

ÿ

pu,vqPE

x
piq
pu,vq

ωpu, vq

subject to
ÿ

uPN`psq

x
piq
ps,uq

´
ÿ

vPN´psq

x
piq
pv,sq

“ 1 ´ xpiq
s for all i P J1 ; kK

ÿ

vPN`puq

x
piq
pu,vq

´
ÿ

pPN´puq

x
piq
pp,uq

“ ´xpiq
u for all u P V z tsu and all i P J1 ; kK

ÿ

pu,vqPE

∣∣∣xpiq
pu,vq

´ s
pjq

pu,vq

∣∣∣ ě 1 for all i ‰ j in J1 ; kK
ÿ

uPV

xpiq
u “ 1 for all i P J1 ; kK

ÿ

uPN`psq

x
piq
ps,uq

ě 1 for all i P J1 ; kK

x
piq
pu,vq

P N for all pu, vq P E and all i P J1 ; kK

where
´

x
piq
pu,vq

¯

pu,vqPE
iPJ1;kK

are non-negative integer variables indicating how many time we take

the edge to build the i-th path and
`

xpiq
u

˘

uPV
iPJ1;kK

are, with s, the other selected extremities
of each of the k paths respectively. Here, the critical point is the constraint:

ÿ

pu,vqPE

∣∣∣xpiq
pu,vq

´ s
pjq

pu,vq

∣∣∣ ě 1

whose purpose is to make sure each of the k paths are distinct but it’s not always true
that two distinct paths always use a different set of edges (counting multiplicity here).
This phenomenon arises when we begin to have cycles in the path (in which case, not
only the set of edges is important but also the order in which we go through them). For
example, consider the graph:

u0

u2

u1

u3

u4

Figure 3: Two different paths with the same set of edges.
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the two paths:

C1 : u0 Ñ u1 Ñ u2 Ñ u1 Ñ u3 Ñ u1 Ñ u4 and C2 : u0 Ñ u1 Ñ u3 Ñ u1 Ñ u2 Ñ u1 Ñ u4

clearly use the same edges (the same number of times) but are distinct since they go
through the two loops in different order. The above ILP doesn’t care about the order in
which we take the edges, it only guarantees that this set of edges correspond to one of
the k shortest path hence, C1 and C2 are considered equal by the ILP.

minimize
k

ÿ

j“1

˜

k
ÿ

i“1

ÿ

pu,vqPE

x
pi,jq

pu,vq
ωpu, vq

¸

subject to
ÿ

pu,vqPE

x
pi,jq

pu,vq
ď 1 for all pi, jq P J1 ; kK2

ÿ

pu,vqPE

´

x
pi`1,jq

pu,vq
´ x

pi,jq

pu,vq

¯

ě 0 for all j P J1 ; kK and i P J1 ; k ´ 1K
ÿ

vPN`psq

x
p1,jq

ps,vq
ě 1 for all j P J1 ; kK

k
ÿ

i“1

ÿ

pu,vqPE

∣∣∣xpi,jq

pu,vq
´ x

pi,ℓq

pu,vq

∣∣∣ ě 1 for all j ‰ ℓ in J1 ; kK

x
pi,jq

pu,vq
ˆ

¨

˚

˚

˚

˝

ÿ

pp,qqPE

pp,qqRtpv,rqPE { rPN`pvqu

x
pi`1,jq

pp,qq

˛

‹

‹

‹

‚

ď 0 for all pu, vq P E, j P J1 ; kK and i P J1 ; k ´ 1K

x
pi,jq

pu,vq
P t0, 1u for all pu, vq P E and all pi, jq P J1 ; kK2
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IV Benchmarks

1) Evaluation methodology
For each task, we choose to compare our algorithms on a single big graph which is

described in the file rcsp1.txt (inside the data/ folder). To ensure correctness when
measuring the performance of each algorithm, we decided to select randomly 306 distinct
vertices

V “ tv1, . . . , v30u Ă V “ J1 ; 100K

then, for each algorithm A and for each pair pvi, vjq P V 2 with i ‰ j in J1 ; 30K, we run 50
times the selected algorithm A on the pair pvi, vjq. Over these runs, we measure 3 times
(in nanoseconds):

– the total running time (also called total time) of the algorithm A (starting from
the call to the function running algorithm A )

– the pre-processing time, the time performed by the algorithm A to do pre-computations
and storage that will speed up the computation time

– the computation time, which is the time used by the algorithm A to end properly,
after performing all the pre-computations

Then, we produce two kind of visualizations (a line plot and a heat-map) using each
type of time (the pre-processing time, the computation time and the total time):

– first, a line plot showing the average time taken by the 4 algorithms over the weight
of the shortest path found

– a heat-map (one for each algorithm), which is a fine-grained version of the above
line plot, showing the running time (in µs – microsecond –) evolution against the
source and target vertices chosen in the rcsp1.txt graph

Some results are depicted below, for the heatmaps the grey cells refer to the case
when the source vertex matches the target i.e. i “ j in our previous notation: we do not
compute any time for that case.

6We found this value of 30 to be a good balance between the results we obtained and the time taken
to run the whole benchmark.
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2) Results for task 1
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Dijkstra (lazy priority queue)

 0 s

50 s

100 s

150 s

200 s

250 s

 300 s

Ru
nn

in
g 

tim
e 

(in
 

s)

Figure 4: Heatmap of the average total running time (in µs) of Dijkstra’s algorithm.
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (naive)
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Figure 5: Heatmap of the average total running time (in µs) of naive Bellman-Ford
algorithm.
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (optimized)
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Figure 6: Heatmap of the average total running time (in µs) of optimized Bellman-Ford
algorithm.
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of -stepping (sequential)
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Figure 7: Heatmap of the average total running time (in µs) of ∆-stepping algorithm.
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One can easily notice the following:

– while the Dijkstra’s algorithm demonstrates the best performance among all the
implemented algorithms in terms of total running time, we notice that our optimized
version of Bellman-Ford algorithm tends to have quite similar computation time
performance for high values of distance (which we called path weight in our plots)

– except Dijkstra’s algorithm, we observe that, surprisingly, the algorithm that has
the best pre-processing time (in this case the naive version of Bellman-Ford)
has the worst computation time and total running time. This suggests that to be
rewarded in computation, one must accept to make some sacrifices in pre-processing

3) Results for task 2
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Constrained Dijkstra
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Figure 8: Heatmap of the total running time (in µs) of the constrained Dijkstra’s algorithm.
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Constrained Bellman-Ford
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Figure 9: Heatmap of the total running time (in µs) of the constrained Bellman-Ford’s
algorithm.

The same remarks apply for this second task. Except preprocessing time, Dijkstra’s
constrained algorithm significantly outperforms the Bellman-Ford constrained algorithm.
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Annex A – plots for task 1
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Figure 10: Average total time (in ns) of the four algorithms.
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Figure 11: Average pre-processing time (in ns) of the four algorithms.
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Figure 12: Average computation time (in ns) of the four algorithms.
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Dijkstra (lazy priority queue)
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (naive)
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Figure 13: Heatmaps of the total running time for Dijkstra’s and naive Bellman-Ford
algorithm.
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (optimized)
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of -stepping (sequential)

 0 s

50 s

100 s

150 s

200 s

250 s

 300 s

Ru
nn

in
g 

tim
e 

(in
 

s)

Figure 14: Heatmaps of the total running time for optimized Bellman-Ford’s and ∆-
stepping algorithm.
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Heatmap of the preprocessing time (in s) of Dijkstra (lazy priority queue)
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Heatmap of the preprocessing time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (naive)
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Figure 15: Heatmaps of the pre-processing time for Dijkstra’s and naive Bellman-Ford
algorithm.
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Heatmap of the preprocessing time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (optimized)
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Heatmap of the preprocessing time (in s) of -stepping (sequential)
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Figure 16: Heatmaps of the pre-processing time for optimized Bellman-Ford’s and ∆-
stepping algorithm.
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Heatmap of the computation time (in s) of Dijkstra (lazy priority queue)
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Heatmap of the computation time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (naive)
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Figure 17: Heatmaps of the computation time for Dijkstra’s and naive Bellman-Ford
algorithm.
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Heatmap of the computation time (in s) of Bellman-Ford (optimized)

 0 s

50 s

100 s

150 s

200 s

250 s

 300 s

Ru
nn

in
g 

tim
e 

(in
 

s)

7 9 11 13 21 23 26 28 29 37 39 40 43 44 48 52 53 54 56 66 71 72 78 79 80 81 82 83 93 99
Target vertex

7
9

11
13
21
23
26
28
29
37
39
40
43
44
48
52
53
54
56
66
71
72
78
79
80
81
82
83
93
99

So
ur

ce
 v

er
te

x

Heatmap of the computation time (in s) of -stepping (sequential)
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Figure 18: Heatmaps of the computation time for optimized Bellman-Ford’s and ∆-
stepping algorithm.
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Annex B – plots for task 2
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Figure 19: Average total time (in ns) of the two algorithms.
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Figure 20: Average pre-processing time (in ns) of the two algorithms.
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Figure 21: Average computation time (in ns) of the two algorithms.
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Figure 22: Heatmaps of the preprocessing time for constrained Dijkstra’s and constrained
Bellman-Ford algorithm.
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Figure 23: Heatmaps of the computation time for constrained Dijkstra’s and constrained
Bellman-Ford algorithm.
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Heatmap of the total running time (in s) of Constrained Dijkstra
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Figure 24: Heatmaps of the total running time for constrained Dijkstra’s and constrained
Bellman-Ford algorithm.
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