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Abstract

Modern parcel logistic networks are designed to ship demand between given origin, des-
tination pairs of nodes in an underlying directed network. Efficiency dictates that volume
needs to be consolidated at intermediate nodes in typical hub-and-spoke fashion. In practice,
such consolidation requires parcel sortation. In this work, we propose a mathematical model
for the physical requirements, and limitations of parcel sortation. We then show that it is
NP-hard to determine whether a feasible sortation plan exists. We discuss several settings,
where (near-)feasibility of a given sortation instance can be determined efficiently. The al-
gorithms we propose are fast and build on combinatorial witness set type lower bounds that
are reminiscent and extend those used in earlier work on degree-bounded spanning trees and
arborescences.

1 Introduction

In modern parcel logistics operations, one broadly faces the problem of finding an optimal way
to ship a given input demand between source-sink node pairs within an underlying fulfillment
network, typically represented as a directed graph D = (N, A). The input demand is given as
a collection of commodities {(sk, tx)}rex, consisting of pairs of source and sink nodes in N. In
this work, we assume each commodity k£ comes with a directed sg, tx-path, Pk, along which all
packages associated with commodity k& must travel. This assumption is often made in practical
applications, as discussed in [16].

This paper focuses on parcel sortation, an aspect of rout-
ing that has previously been left unaddressed from a the-
ory perspective. In the simplest setting, each package
that travels from s; to ¢; via some internal node u must
be sorted at u for its subsequent downstream node. In
Figure 1, packages arrive at node u from nodes sy,...s;
and travel on to downstream nodes v1,...,v;. This re-
quires sortation at node w to sub-divide the stream of Figure 1: Sortation introduction
incoming parcels between the j possible next stops. We

refer to the physical device tasked with packages destined for one specific downstream node as
a sort point. If the vast majority of the traffic on arc (u,v;) arrives at u from s, then we could
sort s1, v, volume at s to v instead of to u. In practice this entails containerizing s1,v1 volume
at s;. These containers are not opened and sorted at intermediate node u, instead, they are
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cross-docked, an operation that is significantly faster and less costly than the process of sorting
all individual parcels [24, 27].

Figure 1 illustrates the containerization of s1,v; volume at s; by replacing the two dashed arcs
(s1,u) and (u,v1) by one red dashed arc (s1,v1). Sort points are required at each node, for
each outgoing arc. Hence, the arc replacement operation in Figure 1 reduces the number of
required sort points at node u, but increases the number of sort points required at s; by 1. Note
that sort point capacity is often limited, and determining the maximum number of sort points
required at any warehouse to route all commodities is important in both short- and long-term
planning.

A formal model for sortation. Let K be a set of commodities, where each commodity k € IC
has a source s, sink tx, and a designated directed path Py in D. Let the transitive closure of
digraph D, denoted c1(D), be the graph obtained by introducing short-cut arcs (i, 7) whenever
j can be reached from 4 through a directed path in D. An example is shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2: Digraph D and its transitive closure c1(D).

We say that a subgraph H of c1(D) is feasible if for each commodity k € K, there is an sy, tx-
dipath in HNcl(Py). We define the min-degree sort point problem as follows. min-degree-SPP:
given a directed graph D and commodity set C, find a feasible subgraph H of c1(D) with
minimum max out-degree.

Given a graph H, let AT(H) denote the maximum out-degree of a node in H. Let A* denote
the minimum max out-degree in any feasible subgraph. In the corresponding decision version of
the problem, we are given a positive integer target, T, and the problem is to determine whether
or not A* <T.

Let S = {s1,s2, -, sk, } be the set of sources, and 7 = {t1, 2, - , 1, } be the set of sinks. For
each s € S, let T(s) = {tx : (s,tx) € K} and for each ¢t € T, let S(¢) = {sx : (sg,t) € L}.

We assume w.l.o.g. that D is connected, the commodity set is non-empty (A* > 1), all com-
modities are non-trivial (s; # t) and unique, and all nodes with no out-arcs in D serve as the
sink for some commodity. Any instance can be reduced to a (set of) equivalent instances that
satisfy these assumptions.

1.1 Our results

We say that an instance Z = (D, K) of min-degree-SPP is a tree instance (star instance) if the
underlying undirected graph of D is a tree (a star). We prove that min-degree-SPP is NP-hard,
even when we restrict to the set of star instances.

Theorem 1. min-degree-SPP is NP-hard, even when restricted to star instances.

Henceforth, we focus on tree instances of min-degree-SPP. Note that in this class of instances,
any Sg,tg-dipath in c¢1(D) can only use arcs in c1(Py), where Py is the unique sg, tx-dipath



in D = (N, A).

First, we construct combinatorial lower bounds that are motivated by the witness set construc-
tion for undirected min-degree spanning trees [7|. Specifically, we define a function LB such
that for all W C N and K' C K, LB(W,K’) < A*. We show that in instances with a single
source, this construction is the best possible. We develop an exact polynomial-time local search
algorithm for single-source instances and certify its optimality by determining values of W and
K’ such that LB(W, K') = A*(H) for the graph H returned. Note that the single-source setting
reduces to the problem of finding a min-degree arborescence in a directed acyclic graph. This
problem can be solved via matroid intersection in O(n3logn) time [22, 2] or by a combinatorial
algorithm in O(nmlogn) time [26]. Our approach uses the structure of the transitive closure,
and allows us to obtain a very simple algorithm that beats the runtime of previous results by
a quadratic factor. Moreover, it motivates our other algorithms in more complex settings that
cannot be modeled as min-degree arborescence problems.

Theorem 2. There is an O(n log? n)-time exact algorithm for tree instances of min-degree-
SPP with a single source.

When there is a single source and the undirected graph of D is a tree, each node has at
most one entering arc in D. We refer to such instances as out-tree instances. We prove that
maxycn xcx LB(W,K') > A* —1 for out-tree instances, by showing that there is a polynomial-
time algorithm that returns a solution with out-degree at most one greater than the best
lower bound. We also show that there are out-tree instances where maxyycn xrcx LB(W,K') =

A* —1.

Our polytime algorithm for multi-source out-tree instances is again combinatorial in nature, but
the details are significantly more involved. In the algorithm for the single-source setting, in each
iteration an arc vw is exchanged for an arc ww, where u is on the path between the root (the
unique source) and v in D. However, in the multi-source setting, the same action is not sufficient
to ensure a high-quality solution is found. We instead define an algorithm for min-degree-SPP on
out-trees which takes as input a target T, and returns a feasible solution H with AT(H) < T
whenever A* < T — 1. The additional input of the target as well as a careful selection of which
arcs to select in each iteration prevent the need to backtrack. In the proof of the performance
of this algorithm, we provide an explicit construction of the lower bound certificate with value
at least A* — 1.

Theorem 3. There is a polynomial-time additive 1-approximation algorithm for out-tree in-
stances of min-degree-SPP.

The analysis of the out-tree algorithm is tight, in that there are instances of min-degree-
SPP where the algorithm does not produce an optimal solution. Moreover, the performance of
the algorithm is bounded against a lower bound that has an inherent gap matching the proven
performance. The algorithmic approach for the out-tree setting cannot easily be extended to
more complex graph structures, such as stars, since an optimal solution is no longer guaranteed
to be acyclic and our current algorithm heavily relies on this fact. Furthermore, the lower bound
construction weakens significantly for star instances.

We also give a framework for obtaining approximation results for arbitrary tree instances. As a
first step, we give an efficient 2-approximation when D is a star.

Theorem 4. There is a polynomial-time 2-approximation for star instances of min-degree-SPP,
and for any € > 0 there is a star instance of min-degree-SPP where maxy ¢y xcx LB(W,K') =
2A* t € -

5 .



A generalization of the class of star instances is the class of junction trees. A tree instance of
min-degree-SPP is a junction tree instance if there is some node r in D such that r is a node in
Py for all k € K. Our framework for obtaining an approximation result for general tree instances
builds on the approximability of junction tree instances.

Theorem 5. Given a polytime a-approximation algorithm for junction tree instances, there is
a polytime alogn-approximation algorithm for tree instances of min-degree-SPP.

1.2 Related work

Degree-bounded network design problems are fundamental and well-studied combinatorial opti-
mization problems. A prominent example is the minimum-degree spanning tree problem which
asks, given an undirected, unweighted graph, for a spanning tree with minimum maximum de-
gree. Firer and Raghavachari [7] introduced the problem and presented a local-search based
polynomial-time algorithm for computing a spanning tree with maximum degree which is at most
1 larger than the optimal maximum degree. Their combinatorial arguments rely on witness sets
chosen from a family of carefully-constructed lower bounds [5, 25].

Various techniques have been employed in subsequent work on the weighted setting, e.g., |9, 11,
13, 20, 4, 3, 21|, culminating in the result that one can compute a spanning tree of minimum
cost that exceeds the degree bound by at most 1 [23|. Since then, also generalizations have been
studied such as the degree-bounded Steiner tree problem [12, 18|, survivable network design with
higher connectivity requirements [17, 18] and the group Steiner tree problem [6, 10, 14].

Directed (degree-bounded) network design problems are typically substantially harder than their
undirected counterparts. Among the few nontrivial approximation results are quasipolynomial-
time bicriteria approximations (with respect to cost and maximum out- or in-degree) [10] for
the degree-bounded directed Steiner tree problem and approximation results for problems with
intersecting or crossing supermodular connectivity requirements [1, 19].

A special case in directed degree-bounded network design is the min-degree arborescence problem
where, given a directed graph and root r, the goal is to find a spanning tree rooted at r with
minimum max out-degree. This problem is NP-hard [1, 7, 17] in general, and polytime solvable
in directed acyclic graphs [26].

2 Hardness

In this section we prove that min-degree-SPP is NP-hard, even in the setting where the under-
lying undirected graph of D forms a star. To prove this result, we will exhibit a reduction from
the NP-hard problem of Hitting-set [8], defined as follows.

Hitting-set: Let ¥ = {ej,e2,..., e} be a set of m elements, let S = {S1,52,...,5,} be a set
of n non-empty subsets of 3, and let b € N be a budget. The hitting set problem asks if there
is a subset R C ¥ of cardinality at most b such that RN .S; # 0 for all i € [n].

Theorem 1. min-degree-SPP is NP-hard, even when restricted to star instances.

Proof. Let H = (X, S,b) be an instance of Hitting-set, where b € N, and ¥ = {ey,e9,...,en},
and S = {S1,59,...,S5,} is a set of n non-empty subsets of 3. The hitting set problem asks if
there is a subset R C ¥ of cardinality at most b such that RN .S; # () for all i € [n]. We will
construct a corresponding instance Z = (D, K) of min-degree-SPP such that  is a YES instance
if and only if A* < ¢, for some fixed integer ¢, where Z and c¢ are polynomial in the size of H.



First, we construct a digraph D’ = (N’, A’) with node and arc sets
N ={s;:ien]}uf{vuit;:jeml},
A ={sv:ien]fu{vt;:jem]},

as shown in Figure 3a. For each ¢ € [n] and e; € S;, we add a commodity with source s; and
sink ¢; to form a set K'. That is, K’ = {(si,t;) : i € [n],e; € S;}.

D

Figure 3: Digraphs D’ and D.

We build on the instance Z' = (D', K’) to form instance Z = (D, K). Let ¢ = max{b, max; |S;|}.
For each i € [n], we add a set of nodes, denoted T;, of cardinality ¢ — |S;| to N’. Additionally,
we add a set of nodes T, with cardinality ¢ — b. The arc set A is formed by adding an arc from
v to all the nodes in N \ N’. That is,

N=NUT,U{T; i€ [n]}
A=A U{vt:te N\ N}L

The digraph D is given in Figure 3b, where the square nodes indicate a set of nodes rather than
a single node. Additionally, arcs entering a square node denote a set of arcs with same shared
tail and differing heads — one for each node in the set represented by the square node.

We add commodities to K’ to form the set K. For each i € [n], we add the commodity (s;,t) for
all t € T;, and the commodity (s;,v). Additionally, for each node t € T,, we define a commodity
(v,t). Specifically,

K=K U{(si,v):i€[n]}U{(st):teTicln]}u{(vt):teT,}

Observe that Z and c¢ are polynomial in the input of H. Furthermore, there are ¢ 4+ 1 distinct
commodities with source s; for each i € [n], and any feasible subgraph H must contain the arc
set E = {sjv:i€ [n]}U{vt:teT,} (the red dashed arcs in Figure 3b). We now claim that
the hitting set instance H is a YES instance if and only if A* <e.

First, suppose the hitting set instance H is a YES instance. Let R be a set of at most b elements
such that RN S; # 0 for all i € [n]. Up to reordering, we may assume that R = {e1,e2,...,€p}
where p < b. We form a feasible solution H as follows. First, let H; be the subgraph containing
the edge set E along with the set {vt; : i € [p]}, as shown in Figure 4. We define the digraph
Hj as the subgraph of c1(D) with arc set {s;t : t € Tj,i € [n]} U{s;tj : e; € S; \ R, i € [n]}. See
Figure 4 for an example of Hs.
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Figure 4: Digraphs H; and Hs.

Let H = Hy U Hy. We claim that H is feasible and AT(H) < c¢. Let k € K. If s, = v, then
ty € T, and Hp contains an sy, t;-dipath. Otherwise, s, = s; for some i € [n]. If t;, = t; for
some e; € S; N R or t;, = v, then similarly, H; contains an sy, t;-dipath. The final case is if
ty = t; for some e; € S; \ R or t, € T;, in which case Hy contains an sy, tj-dipath. Thus, H is
feasible.

It remains to argue that AT (H) < ¢. For each i € [n],
degf;(si) = 1+deg}; (si) = 1+ |T;| + 1S\ Rl =1+ ¢ —|Si|+[Si \ R < c,
where the inequality follows since RN .S; # 0 for all i € [n]. Additionally, we have
degh,(v) =p+|Ty| <b+(c—b) =c

We now prove the reverse direction. Suppose H C c1(D) is a feasible subgraph for instance Z,
with AT(H) < ¢. We may assume that H is minimal in the sense that removing any arc results
in an infeasible solution. This minimality ensures that for each ¢ € [n], the heads of arcs with
tail s; in H must be in the set v UT; U {t; : e; € S;}, which has cardinality ¢+ 1.

Let B be the set of arcs in H from v to some node in {7} : i € [n]}. We will argue that we
may assume this set is empty. Suppose B # (). That is, H contains an arc vt for some t € T;
for some i € [n]. By minimality, H — vt is infeasible, and so H does not contain the arc s;t.
If deg};(si) < ¢, then H — ot + s;t is a minimal feasible solution with one fewer node in B.
Otherwise, deg};(si) = c. This implies that H contains an arc st; for some e; € S;, since the
set S; is non-empty. Then H' = H — vt — sitj + s;t +vt; is a minimal feasible solution with one
fewer arc in B. By repeating this argument, we see that we may assume B = ().

Since H must contain the arc set E, and degf;(v) = |T},| = ¢ — b, H contains at most b arcs from
the set {vt; : j € [m]}. Furthermore, for each i € [n] there are ¢ + 1 commodities (each with a
distinct sink) which have s; as the source. Since degy(s;) < ¢, at least one of these commodities
must be routed by a path of length two. That is, for each s; there is some commodity with
source s; and sink ¢ where vt is an arc in H. Since B = (), H must contain an arc vt; for some
ej € S;. Therefore, R = {e; : vt; € H,j € [m]} forms a hitting set of S of cardinality at most
b. O

3 Combinatorial lower bounds

In this section we present a family of lower bounds, defined by a set of nodes W and set of
commodities K, which we refer to as a witness set.



Let D = (N, A) be a digraph, and consider a subset U C N. We define 6},(U) as the set of arcs
in D leaving U. That is, 05(U) :={vw € E:v e U,w ¢ U}.

Consider a subset W C N such that s, € W and ¢ ¢ W for some k € K. It follows that any
feasible subgraph H must contain some arc in 5?1( D)(W). Specifically, due to the given-path
Pk)<W)' In Figure 5, consider the node

set W = {s,v} along with the commodity with source s and sink ¢;. On the left is the base
graph D, and on the right is the transitive closure. Since s € W and t; ¢ W, it follows that any
feasible solution H must have a non-empty intersection with the set {sti,vt;}.

structure, we know that H must contain some arc in (5;;(

Ot
/O to

Ot

Figure 5: A tree instance with k commodities {(s,t;) : ¢ € [k]}.

We combine disjoint cuts for a fixed node set W to obtain lower bounds on the value of A*. To
simplify the set of cuts considered, we prove the following lemma to work with cuts in D rather
than in its closure.

Lemma 6. Let Z = (D,K) be a tree instance and W C N. For any k,j € K,

5;k(W) N 5;5]_ (W) =0 if and only if 5:’1(Pk)(W) N 5:1(Pj)(W) = 0.

Proof. Suppose 5& (W)n 6IJ§J_(W) = () and for a contradiction, suppose there is an arc vw €

(5:1(Pk)(W) ﬂé:l(P_)(W). Then v € W, w ¢ W, and both P, and P; contain a v, w-dipath. Since
J

the underlying undirected graph of D is a tree, it follows that P, and P; contain the unique

v, w-dipath in D. Furthermore, since v € W and w ¢ W there is some arc zy on the v, w-dipath

where x € W and y ¢ W. As a result, zy € 51—% W)n 6;], (W), a contradiction.

:rl (F) for any directed

(W). O

The reverse direction immediately follows from the observation that 5;5 (-

graph F. Thus, (5}% (W)n 52 (W) C 5:1(Pk)(W) not

(Pj)
As is standard in proving bounds on the min-max degree [7, 25|, we observe the following: if
¢ distinct arcs must leave a set W of nodes in any feasible solution, then A* > [¢/|W]]. The
following lower bound construction shows that we can argue that such a disjoint arc set can be
derived by looking at disjoint cuts of the form 5;k (W) for some k € K. Further, we show that
this lower bound can be strengthened since we must also have connectivity within W in order
to allocate the arcs departing W to different nodes in W.

Lemma 7. Let T = (D,K) be a tree instance of min-degree-SPP. Let W C N such that D[W]
is connected and suppose ) # K' C K such that s € W and tp, ¢ W for all k € K', and
512 (W)n 5]%_ (W) =0 for all distinct k,j € K'. Then

A" > P’C’I + (Wl - IS(/C’)IW ,

(W]

where S(K') denotes the set of sources for commodities in K'.



Proof. Let F be a feasible subgraph of c1(D), and let W, K’ be given as in the statement. Let
H be the subgraph of F' where arcs are removed from F' if the remaining subgraph remains
feasible for the commodity set K'. That is, H is a minimal subgraph of F' that contains an
S, tp-dipath for each commodity k € K'.

Since s, € W and ti ¢ W, for each k € K’ it follows 5<J:F1(Pk)(W) NH # (. Since 5;Fk(W) N
5;]_ (W) = 0 for all distinct k, j € X', Lemma 6 implies that for all distinct &, j € K/, 5:1(Pk)(W)ﬂ
5£(Pj)(W) = (). Thus, any feasible subgraph must have at least |K’| arcs in 5£(D)(W), and so

. \/C’Iw
A > :
- “WI

If any of the |[K’'| arcs in 5:1(D)(W) N H depart a node v € W\ S(K'), then H contains an s, v-
dipath for some source s € S(K'), as otherwise H was not minimal. Since D[W] is connected
and Z is a tree instance, this s, v-dipath only uses arcs between nodes in W. Thus, if there are
¢ > 1 nodes in W with departing arcs in 5:1(D)(W) N H, H contains at least ¢ — |S(K')| arcs
with both endpoints in W. Therefore,

(K| + £ — IS(’C’)IW _ P’C’I + W] - IS(/C’)W
¢ W '

A* > min
[S(K")|<e<|W|

For completeness, the above equality holds by the following argument. First we rewrite the
inequality by letting a = ¢ — |S(K')].
IK'| + ¢ —|S(K)| . IK'| +a
m = —_ .
S(KE)|<e<|w| ¢ 0<a<|WI-IS(KN|| a + |S(K)]

Let f(z) = mﬂ%%)\ Observe that for any x > 0, f(z + 1) < f(x), since

IS(KN] < [K']
= (K +2+ 1z +|S(KN]) < (K| +2)(x +1+[S(K")))
IK'|+x+1 < IK'| +
r+1+|S(K)| ~— x+[S(KN|

Thus, the expression is minimized when ¢ = |W|. O
We define the functions LB and LB, where for each W C N and K’ C K,

, [w—‘ if W, K’ satisfy conditions of Lemma 7 for Z
LB7 (W, K') := Wi

0 otherwise

HIVCV,H if W, K’ satisfy conditions of Lemma 7 for Z

0 otherwise

LBY (W, K') := {

We will drop the subscript Z when the instance is clear from context. Note that LBY is a
weaker bound, in that it does not include any arcs due to connectivity within W. Since it
holds |[W| — |S(K')| > 0 for all inputs W and K’, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 8. Suppose T = (D,K) is a tree instance. For allW C N and K' C K,

A* > LBY(W, K').



In the single-source setting, we will prove that for each o{1} O{1,2}

instance Z, A* is equal to maxycn rcx LB(W,K'). A
natural next step is to ask if the lower bound con- o{1}
struction is also exact for multi-source out-tree in- S1 So

stances. However, this is not the case, since there
are instances of min-degree-SPP on out-trees where
maxycnxcx LB(W,K') = A* — 1. Consider the out-
tree instance on the right, where there are two sources s; and so. The remaining nodes are sinks
labelled with each of the corresponding indices of sources that are matched to it. That is, a node
v labelled with {1,2} indicates that there are commodities (s1,v) and (s2,v). In this instance,
A* = 3, whereas maxyycn rcx LB(W,K') = 2.

O{2}

While the witness set construction is not exact, it remains strong for out-tree instances. We
prove in Section 4 that for any (multi-source) out-tree instance, even the weaker bound has a
gap of at most one:

max LBY(W,K') > A* — 1.
WCN,K'CK

4 (Near-)optimal algorithms for out-trees

We first present a simple combinatorial algorithm that solves single-source tree instances. (With
a single source, D necessarily forms an out-tree with root s.) We then present a polynomial-time
algorithm for out-trees with multiple sources that returns a feasible solution with max out-degree
at most one more than optimal. The algorithms are purely combinatorial and the analysis relies
on bounds via the witness sets introduced in Section 3.

4.1 Simple algorithm for single-source setting

We show that for each single-source instance Z, A* = maxycn rck LB(W,K'). We prove
this result by presenting a simple and efficient local search algorithm that returns an optimal
solution, H, as well as a witness set W, K’ such that AT (H) = LB(W,K’). We then present a
more efficient implementation of Algorithm 1 that runs in O(nlog®n) time, beating previous
results by a quadratic factor. We state the results here and defer all details on the analysis to
Appendix A.

Algorithm 1: Local search algorithm for the single-source setting.

1 Start with the feasible solution D.

2 Select a max out-degree node v*, and move an arbitrary arc departing v* to the nearest
predecessor u of v* (in D) with deg™ (u) < deg™ (v*).

3 Repeat Step 2 until no such predecessor exists.

Figure 6 demonstrates the steps of the algorithm when the base graph D is as provided in Figure
6a, and 7T is the set of leaves. The square node is the selected max out-degree node, v*, in each
iteration and the nearest predecessor with degree at least two less than v* is u. Observe that in
iteration 3, no such predecessor exists and so the algorithm terminates.
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Figure 6: Execution of local search algorithm for single-source setting.

We prove that this algorithm returns an optimal solution, H, by constructing a witness set W, K’
such that LB(W,K') = AT(H).

Theorem 2. There is an O(n log? n)-time exact algorithm for tree instances of min-degree-
SPP with a single source.

4.2 Additive 1l-approximation algorithm for out-trees

First, we describe how the multi-source setting differs from the single-source setting, making an
extension of Algorithm 1 non-trivial. Consider the instance given in Figure 7a. The sinks are
the set of leaves, and each sink ¢ is labelled with the set of indices of sources for which there is
a commodity with that source and sink ¢. Observe that we can no longer select departing arcs
to shift arbitrarily: the arc vw cannot be shifted since there is a commodity with source v and
sink w, while the other arcs departing v can be shifted. Furthermore, it is no longer the case
that in order to decrease the degree of the highest node, we only need to shift a single arc. In
Figure 7b we see that in the potential second iteration of Algorithm 1, no arc can be moved from
v since s has out-degree 3, and all arcs departing v serve commodities with source ss.

W W
o4’ (0

{1} 0
w 1 {1} Céf )

o o2} 0{2}

:4 :4 :é::ow 04 0{2} 0{2}

o2t 5 0{2} 51 0{2}
0{2 3} 0{2 3} {23}
(a) Out-tree instance (b) Terminal stage for alg. (¢) Solution (A* = 3).

Figure 7: Challenges in extending the single-source algorithm to multiple sources.
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Definition 9 (S(a)). Let D = (N, A) be an out-tree, and let a € A. The set of sources that
require a, denoted S(a), is the set of sources sy for which a is on the unique S, ti-dipath in D.
That is, S(a) := {sx : a € A(Py),k € K}.

Definition 10 (Blocking source). Let D = (N, A) be an out-tree and let a = vw be an arc in A.
The blocking source of a, denoted b(a), is the unique source s in S(a) such that the s,v-dipath
in D has the fewest arcs.

Consider the instance in Figure 8, where nodes w; for i € [5] are sinks, and each is labelled with
the corresponding set of indices of sources. For each arc a in D, the chart on the right indicates
the set S(a) and value of b(a).
a S(a)  bla)

U {s1} 1

wo  {s1,82}  S2

vwy  {s1,82}  so

vwy  {s1,83}  s3

vws3 {s3} 53
VWY {s3} S3
vws {s2} $9

Figure 8: Example of blocking sources

We will present an algorithm that takes as input a target, T', and returns a feasible solution
H with AT(H) < T whenever T > A* + 1. We now define the contraction subroutine used to
generate sub-instances of min-degree-SPP.

4.2.1 Contraction of an instance for target T

Let Z = (D, K) be a feasible out-tree instance of min-degree-SPP with root r, and let T' € Z+.
For any node v € N, let Nﬁ(v) be the set of nodes reached by arcs departing v in D.

Suppose there is more than one non-leaf node. Let v be a non-leaf node where all nodes in
Ng(v) are leaves. That is, the subgraph of D rooted at v is a claw, denoted C,. Such a node
can be found efficiently by starting at r and moving to a descendant that is not a leaf. Breaking
ties arbitrarily, let A7 denote the max{T, |0} (v)|} arcs a € 6},(v) with the values of b(a) with
the fewest edges to v. Let BI = 6 (v) \ AT. We write A, and B, when T is clear from context.
In the example in Figure 8, we see that C, is a claw, and when T' = 3, A, = {vwa, vws, vw,}
and B, = {vwy,vws} since b(vws), b(vws), b(vwy) = s3 = v and b(vw; ), b(vws) = so which is
further from v.

By definition, for any pair of arcs a € A, and o' € By, b(a) is on the unique path in D
between b(a’) and v. Let V(A,) denote the heads of the arcs in A, and let V(B,) denote
the heads of the arcs in B,. For the same example and target, V(A,) = {wa,ws, w4} and
V(BU) = {wl,wg,}.

We define the instance obtained from Z by contracting v for target T, denoted ! = (DI, KT)
as follows. For all v # r, let p(v) denote the parent node of v in D.

Definition 11. The instance obtained from I by contracting v for target T is I = (DI, KI),
where

E :={p(v)w : vw € By},
DI''=(D\d5(v))UE,
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and the commodity set is KI' = {(sg,t}) : k € K} where

/ v, ifty € V(A
tk —

ti, otherwise.

An example of this contraction process is given in Figure 9. The instance is given on the left,
where the sinks are only labelled for the nodes in the claw C,, since this is the only set of
commodities impacted by the contraction of v. Z2 is given on the right.

’ E 'O/O z, o)
Qwi{l,2}
{2} Qw2{1,3} O/Owl{l,Q}
O ws{3} v {1.2.3)

T U Y
(1) (s2)  (s9)

r u (5 )
8;”;};% (1) (s2) (2}

Figure 9: Example for contraction process.

Recall that for a node v € N, T(v) denotes the set of sinks among commodities with source v.
That is, 7 (v) = {tx : sx = v,k € L}.

Lemma 12. If T > |T (v)|, then IL is a feasible instance of min-degree-SPP.

Proof. We need to show that for each commodity k& € K, there is an sk, ti-dipath in DI 1f
t, ¢ V(Cy), then t), = ti, and (s, t) was a commodity in Z. The sy, t;-dipath in D did not use
any nodes in C,, and so it remains in DZ.

If ¢, = v, then there is some commodity (sg,t;) in Z where t;, € V(C,). Since s # tj, the
Sk, tg-dipath in D consists of an s, v-dipath as a subpath. This dipath is unchanged in DI

Finally, suppose t}, € V(C,) \ v. By construction, ¢, € V(B,). Then | = t;, and (s, ;) is a
commodity in Z, and D contains an sg, ti-dipath consisting of an sj,v-dipath along with the
arc vt,. However, when forming D! we remove the arc vt; and replace it with the arc uty,
and so the same dipath will not suffice. However, since T' > |T (v)|, it follows that s; # v.
Thus, the s, v-dipath is non-trivial and consists of an sj, u-dipath along with the arc uv. Then,
the s, u-dipath along with the arc ut;, forms an sy, tx-dipath in DI as required. O

4.2.2 Algorithm

For a given a target T', our algorithm returns a feasible solution H with A™(H) < T whenever
T > A*+ 1. To guarantee the performance of the algorithm if no such solution is produced (the
algorithm outputs the empty set), we show that in this case there is a witness set W, K" such
that LB*(W,K") > T.

When there is a single non-leaf node, r, either the graph itself is the desired solution with max
out-degree at most T', or the set W = {r},K’ = K is a witness set certifying that A* > T
Otherwise, we find a node, v, with only leaves as descendants. Then either the subtree rooted
at v already provides a witness set, or we apply the target algorithm to the instance ZUT I
the algorithm produces a feasible solution H, to Z! with A*(H,) < T, we then extend this
subgraph to a feasible solution H for Z with A*(H) < T by simply adding back the arcs in the
set A,. The pseudocode is presented in Algorithm 2.

12



Algorithm 2: out-tree(Z,T)
Input: A target 7' € Z>1, and an out-tree instance of min-degree-SPP, Z = (D, K)
L+« {veN:§(v)=0}
I+~ N\L
if |I| =1 then
if |L| > T then
L return ()

[ VU R VI

return D

Let v be a non-leaf where N7 (v) C L
if |7 (v)| > T then

L return ()

(=]

© o N

10 H, + out-tree(Zl,T)
11 if H, = () then
12 L return ()

13 else
14 L return H, U A,

If Algorithm 2 returns the empty set, we argue by induction that there is a witness set W,,, K/, for
the instance Z; such that LBY(W,, K,) > T. We then extend this pair to a witness set W, K’
for Z such that LBZ (W, K") >'T. Note that we cannot necessarily set W = W, and K' = K,
since the commodity paths may differ in Z and Z!. For each commodity k, the corresponding
source-sink pair is (sg, ) in Z and (s, ;) in I Let Qi denote the unique sy, ti,~dipath in DI,
and recall that Pj, denotes the unique si, tg-dipath in D. The following lemmas relate the cut
sets in Z and Z! for a fixed commodity and node set.

Lemma 13. Let X C N\ {v} such that D[X] is connected, and let k € K. If s € X and
t), & V(By), then &5 (X) =8/, (X).
k k

Proof. If ¢, = v, then t} = t; and Py did not contain any arc from A, or B,. Therefore, Py
and @y are the same, and so 5;k (X) = 5& (X). The same argument holds when ¢} # v.

Otherwise, tj, = v and ¢, # v. It follows that ¢, € V(A4,) and so Qj, is a subpath of Py, giving
(%k (X) C 6};k (X). Since v ¢ X and s € X, (%k (X) # 0. Moreover, |5jgk (X)| <1 in general, so
p, (X) = 65, (X). O

Lemma 14. Suppose |T (v)| < T. Let X C N such that D[X] is connected, and let k € K. If
sy € X, t, € V(By), and t), ¢ X, then either 5;Fk (X) = 55k (X) or 55k (X) = p(v)ty,.

Proof. Since |T(v)| < T and t) € V(B,), s; cannot be equal to v. Therefore, each of P and
Q@ contain the same sg, p(v)-dipath in D, denoted R, as a subpath. An example is shown in
Figure 10, for the commodity with source r and sink w;. The solid edges form P, and the
dashed lines form Q. The subpath R is the dipath that is shared by Py and @ (the single arc
ru in this case).

13
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T u v
(s1)
(a) 65 (X) #0 (b) 64(X) =10

Figure 10: Comparison of c%k (X) and 5;.% (X).

If 65 (X) # 0, then (%k (X) =64(X) = 5;’% (X). So suppose 67 (X) = 0. Since t}, ¢ X, it follows
that (%k (X) # 0. The only arc in Qi \ R is the arc p(v)t). O

Proposition 15. For each T € Z~q, Algorithm 2 either returns a solution, H, to instance T
with AT(H) < T, or there is a witness set W,K' such that LB*(W,K') > T, certifying that
A*>T.

Proof. Let Z = (D, K) denote an instance of min-degree-SPP where D is an out-tree with root
r. Let T be a positive integer. We prove the result by induction on the number of non-leaf nodes
in D. Recall that we may assume that we are working with minimal, non-trivial instances, in
the sense that all k € K have s, # t, K # (0, and any leaf node [ must be a sink for some
commodity.

Suppose there is a single non-leaf node, r, as in Figure 11. Then each node in 5?5 (r) is a leaf. If
|65,(r)| < T, then the graph D is a solution with AT (D) < T. Otherwise, |T(r)| = [N} (r)| > T,
and the witness set W = {r}, K' = K gives the lower bound LBY(W,K') = [|T (r)|/1] > T.

O
" EEC)

Figure 11: Single non-leaf node.

Suppose the result holds for all out-tree instances with at most d non-leaf nodes, and consider
an instance with d + 1 non-leaf nodes. Let v be a non-leaf node where all nodes in N, (v) are
leaves.

If [T (v)| > T, then setting W = {v} and K' = {k € K : s, = v} gives LBY(W,K’) > T, so sup-
pose |T(v)| < T. Let Ay, By, B, and Il = (DI, KT') be defined as above, where A, U B, = §5(v)
and for any pair a € A, and @’ € By, b(a) is on the unique path in D between b(a’) and v. By
Lemma 12, it follows that Z! is a feasible out-tree instance with at most d non-leaf nodes. Let
A¥ denote the min-max degree of a feasible subgraph of c1(D,) for instance Z!. By induction,
the algorithm either returns a feasible subgraph H, C c1(D,) for ZI with A*(H,) < T, or
there is a witness set W,,, ! certifying that A > T.

Suppose the algorithm returns a feasible subgraph H, C c1(D,) for Z] with A*(H,) < T. Let
H = H,UA,, as in the example in Figure 12. We claim that H is a feasible solution for Z with
AT(H) < T. Observe that degf; (v) = 0 and |A,| < T, so AT(H) < T. It remains to argue
that H is feasible. Let k € K. If t;, ¢ V(A,), then (s, ;) is a commodity in Z!', and so an
Sk, tp-dipath is present in H, C H. Otherwise t; € V(A,), and so there is a commodity (sg,v)
in KI'. By feasibility of H,, H contains an sy, v-dipath. With the addition of arc vt;, in A, we
obtain an sy, t;-dipath in H. Therefore, H is feasible and AT(H) < T.
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Owl{la 2}
OUJQ{L 3}

Owi{1,2} O/
(Z Ov{123} (Z

( OQws{3}
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Figure 12: Extending feasible H, for Z3 to a feasible solution H for T.

Suppose instead, there is a witness set W, K}, with LBZr(W,,K;) > T. That is, DI'w,] is

connected, ) # K, C KT such that s, € W, and t}, ¢ W, for all k € K!,. Moreover, for all distinct
k,jekK,, 5& (W)n (55],(W) = (). Note that we may assume W, does not contain any leaves in

DT since removing a leaf from W, can only increase the lower bound. So, W, C N \ {v}.

We now construct a witness set W, K’ for Z such that A* > LBY(W,K’) > T. Consider the
same set of nodes W, and commodities K, in D instead of DI Since no leaf node in DI is in
Wy, D[W,] is connected. Moreover, for each k € IC,, it holds s € W, and t, ¢ W,,.

If 5;k(W) = 55k(W) for all k € K, then it follows that W = W, and K’ = K gives
LBZ(W,K') = LBZ (W, K,) > T as required. So, suppose there is some commodity k € K}, such
that 5;Fk(W) # (%k (W). By Lemmas 13 and 14, it follows that there is a commodity ¢ € K
with t;, € V(B,) and p(v) € W,.

Let W = W, U{v}. Since p(v) € W,, and D[W,,] is connected, it follows that D[] is connected.
Let K = {(b(vty),tx) : t € V(Ag)}. By definition of K and B,, it follows that s is on the
unique dipath between sy and v for all k € K. Since D[W] is connected and contains both s,
and v, it follows that s, € W for all k € K.

If there is a commodity k € K with t; = v, let k, denote this commodity, and otherwise let &,
denote the empty set. Let K’ = (K}, UK)\ ky. Then s, € W for all k € K, and t;, ¢ W for each
k € K’ since k,, was removed. We also claim that 5& (W)ﬂé;j (W)=0forany k,j € K'. Ifk € K
with t,, € N} (v), then 5;k(W) = vt. Otherwise, t; ¢ V(C,) and 5;Fk(W) = c%k(W) ¢ 0, (v).
Therefore, the disjointness of the cuts follows.

In order to prove that LBZ(W,K’) > T, it remains to argue that the cardinality of |K'| is at
least (T'— 1)|W| + 1. Observe that by definition, if B, # ), then |A,| = T. By induction, we
have || > (T — 1)|W,| + 1. Therefore, [K'| > (T = 1)|Wy|+T —1+1= (T —1)|W|+1, and
so LBY(W,K') > T as required. O

Theorem 3. There is a polynomial-time additive 1-approximation algorithm for out-tree in-
stances of min-degree-SPP.

Proof. By executing Algorithm 2 for all possible target values, we determine the smallest value
of T for which Algorithm 2 gives a feasible subgraph H with A*(H) < T. Since Algorithm 2 did
not return a feasible subgraph for the target T'—1, there is a witness set W, K’ with LB* (W, K') >
T — 1 (constructible in polytime), certifying that A* > T — 1. Hence, AT(H) < A* 4+ 1. O

As previously mentioned in the discussion of lower bounds, there are out-tree instances of min-
degree-SPP where maxyycn irck LB(W,K') = A* — 1. Furthermore, the analysis of Algorithm
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2 is tight since there are out-tree instances for which the algorithm does not return a solution
with out-degree at most T, even if A* =1T.

Consider the following instance in Figure 13a. A solution H with AT(H) = 2 is given in Figure
13b.

Of2} Of{2}

{2} Of{2}

o3} 0%0{3}

s1 59 53 v of1} 51 52 53 v o{1}
{1} {1}

{1} Of{1}

(a) Out-tree instance. (b) Solution with A*(H) = 2.
Figure 13

However, when T' = 2 in the target algorithm, in the first step we generate the subproblem given
in Figure 14 by contracting node v for the target T' = 2. The resulting problem does not have
a feasible solution with max out-degree at most 2. Thus, the algorithm would not produce a
feasible solution with max out-degree 2 for the original instance in Figure 13.

{2}
12,3}
o0——O0— ofl}
S1 S9 S3
o1}
{1}
Figure 14

It remains open whether or not out-tree instances are NP-hard. In Appendix B, we relate the
hardness of these instances to that of a natural packing problem.

5 Arbitrary trees

In this section, we provide a framework for obtaining approximation results for arbitrary tree
instances. As a first step, we give an efficient 2-approximation when D is a star. Our framework
for obtaining an approximation algorithm for arbitrary tree instances builds on the approx-
imability of junction tree instances, a generalization of stars. We also highlight the weakening
strength of the witness set construction for more complex graphs.

5.1 Star instances
We have the following 2-approximate solution for star instances.

Proposition 16. Given a star instance, H = {syty : k € K} is a feasible solution with AT (H) <
20,
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Proof. Let H = {sity : k € K}. That is, H is the subgraph obtained by routing all the
commodities directly. The maximum out-degree of H, AT(H), is equal maxses [T (s)|. Let
s* = argmax,cg|7 (s)|. If s* = v, the center vertex, then W = {v} and K’ = {k € K : s, = v},
we obtain the following bound on A*:

A* > LB(W,K) = [Wlﬂﬂ = [T (v)],

which matches the maximum out-degree of H. Alternatively, s* # v. Then when W = {s, v}
and K' = {k € K : s = s*}, we obtain the following bound on A*:

A*ZU%WIHZ[OT@H—U+2—1W:PT@mw

2 2

Note that we have |T(s;)| — 1 since it could be that some commodity k € K’ has source s* and
sink v, which falls within W. Thus, we have Ay < 2A* as desired. O

All of the algorithms presented rely on the lower bound formulation to certify the performance of
the algorithm. However, there are instances where the best lower bound of the form provided in
Lemma 7 is at most %A*. Thus, arguing that the performance of an approximation algorithm for
the star setting is better than a factor 3/2 cannot rely on the current lower bound construction.
Future work is to find hardness results for the star setting, and to improve upon the factor 2
algorithm.

Consider the instance of min-degree-SPP in Figure 15, where there are 2n sinks (7)), and m =
(27?) sources (S). Consider the m subsets of T of size n, and order the subsets arbitrarily as
11,1, ,T),. The commodity set is constructed so that each source must route to one of the
m subsets of n sinks. That is, K = {(s;,t) : i € [m],t € T;}.

31 tl
52 O—> Otz
o/ Otan
Figure 15

Observe that H = {sit : k € K} is one solution with A*(H) = n. Furthermore, if in any
feasible solution H we had that deg};(v) < n — 1, then this would imply that deg};(s) > n for
some source s, since v did not serve any of its corresponding sinks. Thus, A* = n. Now consider
the family of lower bounds from Lemma 7. It is not hard to see that the best lower bound
possible is when W = {s;, s;,v} where T; N T; = (), and K’ is the set of 2n commodities with
sources in {s;, s;}. This gives a lower bound of [(2n + 1)/3].

Theorem 4. There is a polynomial-time 2-approximation for star instances of min-degree-SPP,
and for any € > 0 there is a star instance of min-degree-SPP where maxy ¢y xcx LB(W,K') =
%A* + €.

5.2 Tree instances

A tree instance of min-degree-SPP is a junction tree instance if there is some node r in D such
that r is a node in Py for all £ € K. Suppose we had an algorithm for junction tree instances
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of min-degree-SPP, A, that returns feasible solutions with max out-degree at most a factor «
larger than optimal. In this section, we show how an algorithm for junction tree instances can
be used to obtain an approximation algorithm for tree instances.

Let Z = (D,K) be a tree instance of min-degree-SPP and let A* denote the minimum max
out-degree of a feasible solution. For any node v in D, there is a set of commodities, IC,, such
that the dipath between the source and sink in D, P, includes v. That is,

Ky:={keK:ve P}

For each of the remaining commodities not in K,, the path Py is fully contained in one of the
components in D — v. Naturally, the union of a feasible solution to the instance (D, C,) and
the instance (D, K\ K,) is a feasible solution to the instance Z. Moreover, the two subproblems
have a particular structure: (D, C,) is a junction tree instance, and (D, K\ KCy) is a set of tree
instances — one defined on each component of D — v.

Let v € N and let C be some connected component in D — v. Let K(C) denote the set of
commodities k € K with sg, tx € V(C). That is,

K(C):={keKk:st,ecV(C)}.

Note that each of the tree instances in (D, K\ ;) is the instance (C, K(C')) for some component
C € D — v, and C has fewer nodes than D. For each instance (C,C(C)), we again decompose
the instance into a junction tree instance and a set of smaller tree instances. We repeat this
process until all sub-instances of Z are either junction tree instances, or defined on digraphs with
a single node.

Suppose each node in D is in at most S of the junction tree sub-instances of Z. Then, applying
the algorithm A to each of the junction tree instances and taking the union of the solutions
gives a feasible solution for Z, with max out-degree at most « - 8 times A*. It is not hard to
show that the node v in each iteration can be chosen so that 5 = log(n). Specifically, we select
the node v so that each connected component in D — v has at most |N|/2 nodes.

We define the following algorithm for tree instances.

Algorithm 3: tree-alg(Z,.A)
Input: A tree instance Z = (D, K) of min-degree-SPP, where D = (N, A), and an
a-approximation algorithm, A, for junction tree instances.
if [IN| =1 then
| return (N, 0)

Let v be a node in N such that each connected component in D — v contains at most
|N|/2 nodes.

H, + A((D,Ky))

Let C = {C1,C5,...,Cy} be the set of connected components in D — v.

for C € C do
L HY + tree-alg((C,K(C))

8 H«+ H, UCeC HUC
9 return H

N =

w

N O O

Proposition 17. LetZ = (D, K) be a tree instance of min-degree-SPP. Given an a-approximation

algorithm. for junction tree instances, Algorithm 8 returns a solution H for T with AT(H) <
alog(n)A*
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Proof. We first argue that the solution returned is feasible. Let k € K. Observe that if k ¢ IC,,
then P, must be fully contained in a component C in D —wv. Thus, at any point in the algorithm
when a tree instance is decomposed into a junction tree instance and a set of smaller tree
instances, one of the instances contains the path P.

Furthermore, it is clear that the minimum max out-degree of any subproblem Z' = (D', K')
generated by the algorithm provides a lower bound on A*, since any solution to Z must also
contain a subgraph H’ C c1(D’) that is a solution for Z’. Finally, each node is contained in
at most log(n) of the subproblems on which algorithm A is executed. Therefore, AT(H) <
alog(n)A* as required. O

Thus, we have proven the following Theorem.

Theorem 5. Given a polytime a-approximation algorithm for junction tree instances, there is
a polytime alogn-approximation algorithm for tree instances of min-degree-SPP.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a mathematical model to determine an allocation of sort points that
provides a feasible sortation plan. Even in the case where the underlying undirected physical
network forms as tree, it is NP-hard to determine whether a feasible sort point allocation exists.
We focus on the natural objective of minimizing the maximum number of sort points required
at a warehouse, and define the directed min-degree problem of min-degree-SPP.

We present a simple and efficient combinatorial algorithm for solving single-source tree instances
of min-degree-SPP with a quadratic speed-up over previous algorithms. We also present a fast
combinatorial additive 1-approximation algorithm for the out-tree setting. Moreover we prove
that our analysis is tight by exhibiting an instance where the algorithm returns a solution that
has max out-degree one greater than optimal. We also show that there is an inherent weakness
of the family of lower bounds considered since there is a gap of one between the best lower bound
and the minimum max out-degree for out-tree instances. For star instances of min-degree-SPP,
there are instances for which this gap is a multiplicative factor of 3/2. An improvement to the
approximation guarantee for the star setting, as well as a non-trivial approximation algorithm
for junction tree instances remain open problems. A challenging open problem lies in finding
good approximation algorithms for arbitrary graph structures.

It remains open whether or not out-tree instances are NP-hard. In Appendix B, we relate
the hardness of these instances to that of a natural packing problem. Furthermore, due to
the limited understanding of optimizing for sort point problems, we also believe alternative
objectives are of interest, such as varying degree constraints on nodes, and determining the
minimum number of sort points required in any feasible solution. These settings are of high
relevance in applications.
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A Single-source (missing proofs from Section 4.1)

In this section, we expand on the overview provided in Section 4.1, and provide the full results
for the single-source setting.

We first show that this setting reduces to the problem of min-degree arborescence in a directed
acyclic graph, which can be solved by matroid intersection in O(n®logn) time [22, 2] or a
combinatorial algorithm in O(nmlogn) time [26]. We then present, in detail, the simple and
fast combinatorial algorithm for single-source tree instances of min-degree-SPP that offers a
quadratic speed-up over previous algorithms. While our algorithm has similarities to the one
presented in [26|, we can exploit the structure of transitive closure to reduce the number of
arc swaps. We show that an efficient implementation of our approach gives a quadratic speed-
up.

Lemma 18. Single-source tree instances of min-degree-SPP reduce to the problem of finding a
min-degree arborescence in a directed acyclic graph.

Proof. Let Z = (D, K) be a tree instance of min-degree-SPP with a single source, s. Note that
D is an out-tree rooted at s, and c1(D) is a directed acyclic graph. We may assume that each
leaf node in D is a sink for some commodity, as otherwise this node could be removed.

It suffices to prove that there is an optimal solution that contains an s, v-dipath for each node
v € N. Let H be an arbitrary optimal solution. Certainly if v € 7T, then an s,v-dipath is
enforced by feasibility. So consider some node v ¢ T and suppose there is no s,v-dipath in
H. Then we may assume v has no out-arcs in H as otherwise they could be removed while
maintaining feasibility.
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Let T, be the subtree in D rooted at v. Since each leaf is a sink for some commodity, there
is some arc e = uw in §;(N \ V(7,)). We obtain an optimal solution with an s, v-dipath by
removing arc uw and adding arcs uv and vw. Repeating this process gives an optimal solution
that is an s-arborescence. O

In a directed acyclic graph, the min-degree arborescence problem can be solved efficiently with
matroid intersection for two partition matroids [22]. Given a bound 7" on the maximum out-
degree, the first partition matroid ensures each node has in-degree at most one, and the second
ensures each node has out-degree at most 7. We then run matroid intersection for log(n) many
candidate values of T" to find an optimal solution. More precisely, for any candidate value T', we
find a maximum-cardinality set (of edges) that is an independent set in both matroids. Since
the base graph is acyclic, a maximum-cardinality independent set is an arborescence of degree
bounded by T

In the remainder of this section, we describe the simple combinatorial algorithm that solves
single-source instances. First, we show that in the single-source setting, we can simplify the
construction of witness sets. This set of lower bounds allows us to look at the base graph D
rather than keeping track of the commodity set. Specifically, we show that we can replace |K'|
with |65 (W) in Corollary 7 by recalling that all nodes v in D with 67,(v) = () must be the sink
of some commodity.

Corollary 19. Suppose T = (D, K) is a tree instance and |S| = 1. Let W C N such that s € W
and D[W) is a directed tree, and suppose 15 (W) # 0. Then

x> [BEWLE W]

W]

Proof. It suffices to show that for any such node set W, there is a set of commodities K’
with cardinality |65(W)| such that for each k € K', tx ¢ W, and for all distinct k,j € K/,
(5;Fk(W) N 5;],(W) = 0.

Consider an arc e € §7,(W). Since each node v with deg},(v) = 0 is a sink for some commodity
k € K, there must be a commodity k such that e € Py, and more specifically, e = 5Ek (W). For
each arc e € 6}, (W), let k. denote an arbitrary commodity such that e = 512- (W), and let K' =
Ue€6$(W){ke}‘ Observe that for each pair of edges e and f in §5 (W), cﬁgke (W)n 5;ka (W) = 0.
Thus, K’ satisfies the desired conditions. O

Let Z = (D,K) be an instance of min-degree-SPP. Recall that for each W C N and K’ C
K,

[%1 if W, K’ satisfy the conditions of Lemma 7 for Z

0 otherwise

LBz (W, K') := {

For W C N and K’ C K, we define the following function.

[ |65 (W) |[+IW -1
LBz (W) := W]
0 otherwise

-| if W satisfies the conditions of Corollary 19 for 7
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Again, when the instance 7 is clear from context, we drop the subscript. Observe that the two
families of lower bounds have equal strength since for any choice of W C N, the subset K’ that
maximizes the value of LB(W, K') has size |67 (W)|. That is,

max LB(W,K') = max LB(W).
WCN,K'CK WCN
We will prove in Proposition 20 that for single-source instances, A* is equal to maxyycy LB(W).
Moreover, we will prove that argmaxy, « yLB(W) can be found in polynomial time as a byproduct
of a exact polytime algorithm for min-degree-SPP in the single-source setting.

The single-source algorithm In the single-source setting, D is a directed out-tree rooted at
the source s. The algorithm can be described as follows. We begin with the feasible subgraph
Hy set to D. Let H; denote the feasible subgraph obtained in iteration 7. In iteration i, we
identify a node in H;_; with the highest out-degree, denoted v*. We then attempt to shift an
arc v*w in H;_1 to instead depart a node along the s,v*-dipath in D with out-degree at most
AT(H; 1) — 2 in H;_1. If such a node exists, we let u denote the nearest such node to v* in D,
and define H; as the subgraph obtained from H;_; by replacing arc v*w with arc uw. If no such
node exists, the algorithm terminates with H = H;_;. This procedure is restated in Algorithm
4, where P, is used to denote the unique dipath in D from u to v. In the following algorithm,
we define a topological ordering, <, as an ordering of the nodes so that for any arc uv € A,
U< 0.

Algorithm 4: Local search algorithm for the single-source setting.

1 Assign a topological ordering < to the nodes

2 Ho «~ D

31=1

4 while True do

5 Let v* € argmax, ¢y deg}fli_l(v)

6 Let v*w € 5;}%1(0*)

7 R {u € V(Pyy) : degzi_l(u) < deg}fli_l(v*) -2}
8 if R # () then

9 Let w € R such that y fu forally € R
10 H; + H;—1 \ {v*w} U {uw}
11 else

12 L return H = H; 4
13 1=1+1

Figure 16 demonstrates the steps of the algorithm when the base graph D is as provided in Figure
16a, and T is the set of leaves. The square node is the selected max out-degree node in each
iteration. Observe that in iteration 3, the set R is empty and so the algorithm terminates.
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(a) H=D ) Iter. 1: v* identified. (c) Tter. 1: v*w shifted.
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(d) Tter. 2: v* identified. (e) Iter. 2: v™w shifted. ) Iter. 3: v* identified.

Figure 16: Execution of local search algorithm for single-source setting.

The following observations are used in arguing for the efficiency and optimality of the local
search algorithm.

(P1) If a vertex u has deg;} (u) > AT(H;) — 1 in iteration 4, then in each subsequent iteration
.j Z ia deg—"[;](u) Z A+( j) - 17

(P2) Subgraph H; is an s-arborescence in each iteration.

The first statement holds since in each iteration, the only node that decreases in out-degree
is the identified max out-degree node. Roughly, (P1) states that once a node has high out-
degree relative to other nodes in some iteration, it may decrease in out-degree, but it remains
a high out-degree node relative to the other nodes in each iteration. The second observation
follows from the fact that D is directed tree, and in each iteration H remains a single connected
component without increasing the number of arcs.

Proposition 20. Algorithm j returns a feasible subgraph H with AT (H) = A* given an instance
with a single source in O(n?logn) time.

Proof. First, we argue that the algorithm terminates in polynomial time.

In each iteration, the out-degree of some maximum out-degree vertex is reduced by 1. Given a
maximum out-degree of A, there are at most || iterations until the maximum out-degree is
reduced to A — 1. Since it holds A € [2,n — 1] (unless the initial maximum out-degree is equal
to 1), the total number of iterations is upper bounded by

nzl V; 1J = O(nlogn).

A=2

Since each iteration can be implemented in O(n) time, the algorithm runs in O(n?logn) time.
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[t remains to argue that the subgraph H produced by the algorithm is both feasible and A*(H) =
A*. The feasibility of H follows from the observation that in each iteration, for each node v € N,
the current subgraph contains an s, v-dipath.

We now prove that AT (H) = A*, by presenting a witness set W such that LB(W) = AT (H). Let
v* be a max out-degree node in H. We iteratively construct W as follows. First, W = V (Pg,+).
Note that for all v € V(Pysy+), degf;(v) > AT(H) — 1 since the algorithm terminated. Then,
while there is a node u ¢ W such that in some iteration an arc uw was exchanged for an arc vw
where v € W, we add V(Ps,) to W. Note that if such an exchange of arcs occurred, u was a
max out-degree node in some iteration ¢, and all nodes along the v, u-dipath, excluding v, had
out-degree at least AT (H;) — 1 in H;. By observation (P1), it follows that each such node has
out-degree at least AT(H)—11in H. Thus, for each node v € W, deg};(v) > AT (H)—1. Figure
17 shows the node set W obtained for the instance solving in Figure 16.

o@o o y
%

o o

Figure 17: The set W certifies optimality of H from Figure 16f.
Observe that D[W] is connected since W is formed by adding the node set of dipaths from s in

D. As a result,
05 (W) > (AT(H) = D[W]+ 1= (W] = 1) = (AT(H) - 2)|W| + 2.

Furthermore, W contains s and 5B(W) # (), so W satisfies the conditions of Corollary 19. Thus,
it suffices to show that |§,(W)| > |64, (W)], since then

LB(W) = Pdf)(W)‘*'W —ﬂ > {(A+(H)—2)!W!+2+\W\—1

+

W] W] [z a0

Let vw € 5E(W) This arc corresponds to the unique arc entering w in D, i.e., uw (where
possibly u = v). By the iterative construction of W, u € W, and so uw € 6;,(W). Furthermore,
no two arcs in §; (W) correspond to the same arc in 67,(W) since throughout the algorithm, the
feasible subgraph remains an arborescence (and hence the total number of arcs is unchanged).
If a pair of arcs in (5;}(W) were obtained via exchanges of arcs originating at the same arc uw
in 525(W), then at some point in the algorithm the number of arcs would have decreased. Thus,
|65(W)| > |64;(W)] as required. O

To obtain a more efficient algorithm for the single-source setting, we can reduce the number of
operations by assuming we are given a target max out-degree, T'. Consider a node v with more
than 7 nodes in N}, (v), and let oy, = |[NJ,(v)| — T denote the number of excess nodes. If there
is a solution with AT(H) < T, at least a, nodes in the set N} (v) must instead be reached by
arcs departing a predecessor of v in D. We divide the set NE(U) into a set of fixed nodes, F,,
of cardinality min{|N}}(v)|, T}, and the remaining nodes R, = Nj(v)\ F,. We then generate
a solution H, if T' > A*, so that H contains an arc vw for all w € F,, and an arc uw for all
w € Ry, for some predecessor of v in D.
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We store the set of descendant nodes of a node v that have not yet been allocated in a set
D,,, which is built throughout the algorithm. In other words, D, is the set of remaining nodes
that v inherited from its descendants that have not yet been allocated to a node. Moving from
the leaves towards the root, s, we shift any remaining nodes in R, and Dy, to the set Dy,
where p(v) denotes the parent of v in D. If we encounter a node with fewer than T nodes in
F,, we then take a maximum of —a, nodes from the set D, and allocate them to v. Note that
—ay, =T - ]Ng(v)\ > 0 and R, = 0 for such nodes. Since the arcs departing the max out-degree
nodes in Algorithm 4 were chosen arbitrarily, the correctness of the algorithm implies that this
procedure will produce a feasible solution H with A*(H) < T, so long as T' > A*. For the root
node in D, s, let p(s) :=s.

Algorithm 5: Target algorithm for the single-source setting.

Input: A target T € Z>1, and a single-source instance of min-degree-SPP, Z = (D, K),
where D = (N, A) with root s.
V <« {s =w1,v2,...,v,}, in topological order
F, < min{|N} (v)|, T} nodes from N} (v) Vo € N
Ry« Nj(w)\ F, Vv e N
D,+ 0VveN
ay = |NpH(v)| =T for all v € N
fort=nto1ldo
if o, < 0 then
Let U be a set of min{|D,|, —a,} nodes from D,
D, + D,\U
F,+ F,UU

L Dp(v) < Dp(y) UR,UD,

12 if D; # () then
13 L return ()

© o N O O A W N

=
o

=
=

14 else
15 L return H = {vw : w € F,,v € N}

Proposition 21. Algorithm 5 runs in O(nlogn) time, and returns a solution H with A*(H) <
T whenever T > A*.

Proof. The correctness of the algorithm follows directly from that of Algorithm 4.

In the first step, the topological ordering can be computed in O(n) time. In this process, for
each node, we create an object that stores the parent node. The sets of nodes F,,, R,, and D,
as well as the value of «, are computed in O(n) time. Producing H given the sets F), also takes
O(n) time. It remains to argue that the for-loop can be executed in O(nlogn) operations.

This can be argued via union-find type arguments (e.g., see Lecture 10 in [15]). We store the
sets F,, Ry, and D,, as linked lists, with each element storing both a pointer to the next element,
as well as a pointer to the head of its list. The union of two lists of length L4 and Lp takes
O(min(L 4, Lp)) time, by splicing the shorter list into the longer list. Then, each element x has
its head pointer updated at most logn times.

Our algorithm has the added complication that elements are removed. Since we remove an
arbitrary set of nodes for a fixed size, —«, this can be done in O(—a), since we can select the
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first —a nodes after the head of the list (or the entire list). Furthermore, each node is deleted
at most once, and so the total operations for deletion is O(n).

To maintain that element x has its head pointer updated at most logn times in the union
operations, instead of splicing the shorter of the two sets into the larger one, we measure the
lengths of the sets as though no deletions have occurred. Therefore the runtime of the algorithm
is O(nlogn) as claimed. O

Theorem 2. There is an O(n log? n)-time exact algorithm for tree instances of min-degree-
SPP with a single source.

Proof. By executing Algorithm 5 for log n many possible target values, we determine the small-
est value of T' for which Algorithm 5 gives a feasible subgraph H with AT(H) < T. Since
Algorithm 5 did not return a feasible subgraph for the target T — 1, A* > T. Therefore,
AT(H) = A*. O

B Out-tree hardness

It remains open whether or not out-tree instances of min-degree-SPP are NP-hard. Establishing
hardness for this setting would demonstrate that our additive 1-approximation algorithm was
the best possible in Section 4. Even in the seemingly simple case of broom instances — instances
in which the underlying undirected graph of D is a broom — appears challenging. In this section
we demonstrate that broom instances are at least as hard as a particular packing problem, so
long as its inputs are polynomially bounded. We believe this packing problem is of independent
interest, and establishing it is strongly NP-hard is one avenue to proving that min-degree-SPP is
NP-hard on brooms, and out-trees more generally.

SIGNED-VALUES-BIN-PACKING (SV-BP): Given a set W = {wj,wa,...,w,} of n integers, deter-
mine if there is a partition of [n] into sets Ni, Na,..., Ny for some ¢ € [n] such that for each

part i € [{], > oy, wj < 1.

Note that we may assume that none of the input integers are 0 or 1, since W is a YES-instance
if and only if W = {w; : w; € W, w; ¢ {0,1}} is a YES-instance. In the proof of Lemma 23, we
establish that broom instances of min-degree-SPP are at least as hard as the problem of SV-BP
when the integers are bounded by a polynomial in n. Thus, establishing that SV-BP is strongly
NP-hard would prove that min-degree-SPP on brooms (and thus out-trees) is NP-hard.

Open question 22. [s SV-BP strongly NP-hard?

Lemma 23. Broom instances of min-degree-SPP are at least as hard as SV-BP with weights that
are polynomial in n.

Proof. We show that there is a reduction from SV-BP to broom instances of min-degree-SPP,
when the integers are polynomial in n. Let W = {wj,ws,...,w,} be the input integers of an
instance of SV-BP, where the integers are polynomial in n, wy > we > ..., w,. We say that a
partition of W is wvalid if each part sums to at most 1.

Let T > 2. We will construct a broom instance of min-degree-SPP, with sets of sources
S1,59,...,5, so that there is solution with max out-degree T if and only if the weakly-connected
sets of sources in an optimal solution corresponds to a valid partition of the index set [n]. We
construct a corresponding instance of the broom problem with target T as follows.
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Construction of broom instance, given T > 2: we create a set of sources, S;, for each

index 7 € [n]. In this set, we generate a; + 1 sources, where «; is the smallest positive integer

such that w; + a;(T" — 1) > 0. Let B; := w; + (T — 1). We introduce 5; + T — 1 sinks,
— 41 42 Bi+T—1

Ty = {t},2,...,t ).

1) 7))

We construct a set IC; of commodities with sources in S; and sinks in 7; as follows. The first
source, s!, is assigned f3; sinks. The final source, 3?”“ is assigned the remaining 7" — 1 sinks.
Finally, we ensure that each source in S; must have a path to a common sink node by defining
a commodity with source s and sink tf 11 for each source s € S;. Specifically, we have the

following commodities.
o {s1):j el
o {577 H) g e B+ T - 1)\ [Bi)}
o {167 e o)
Note that each node in {s?, . sf i+T_2} is the source of only a single commodity.

The corresponding broom instance Z = (D, K) has the digraph D as depicted in Figure 18,
with a dipath on the source sets Sy to Sp, and the sinks are the leaves. The commodity set is

K= Ule[n]lcz

Figure 18: Digraph D for the broom instance.

We now prove that A* < T if and only if there is a valid partition of W.

(=) Suppose there is a solution, H, to the instance Z = (D, K) with A*(H) < T. The solution
splits into weakly-connected components, Hi, Ho,..., Hp. Recall that each set of sources S;
will be in the same weakly-connected component due to the shared sink, tf i1 For each
component j € [{], let N; = {i: S; € H;}. We will prove that Ny, Na, ..., Ny is a valid partition
of W.

Let §; and 7; denote the set of sources and sinks in component H; respectively. By definition of
Nj, it follows that Sj = {J;en, Si and T; = U;ep, Ti- Furthermore, the node set of Hj is §;UT;.
The fewest arcs possible for the subgraph Hj, since it is weakly-connected, is |S;| + |7;| — 1.
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Since every arc in H; departs a node in Sj, A*(H;) < T implies that % < T. Therefore,
J

851+ 1751 =1 < T[S
= > (+ D)+ D> B+T-1)-1<TY (a;+1)

1€EN; 1EN; 1EN;
= Y i+ IN[ 4D (wit (T -1)+ (T =1)Nj| —1<T Y a; + T[N
iENj iGNj ieN]‘
= D et Y (wita(T—1))-1<T> o
iEN]‘ iENj iGNj
P SCEDITEE D SETED DS EL) B
iEN; iEN; iEN; iEN; iEN;
— Z w; < 1.
iEN;

Since this holds for each j € [¢], the partition Ny, No,..., N, satisfies ZZ-GNJ_ w; <1 for each
j € 4.
(<) Suppose there is a valid partition, N1, Na, ..., Ny, for W. We will form a solution H to the

broom instance Z = (D, K), consisting of ¢ connected components, Hy, Ho, ..., Hy, where each
component has maximum out-degree at most 7.

Construction of H;. Let j € [(] and let Sj = U;cy, Si and Tj = Uy, Ti- First, Hj is formed
by taking the unique dipath in c¢1(D) on the nodes in S;. Let P; denote this path. It remains to

add arcs to each of the sinks in 7; so that there is an s, t;-dipath for each commodity k € K;,
for each ¢ € N, while ensuring that A*(H;) <T.

Let {s1,s2,... 73|Sj\} be the set of sources in §;, ordered so that there is an s;, s;-dipath in
D whenever i < j. Let {t1,t2,... ’t|73\} be the set of sinks in 7, ordered first by increasing
subscript, and then increasing superscript (top to bottom from Figure 18).

We add arcs to Hj from S to 7; as follows. First we add an arc from s|s;| to each of the final
T sinks in 7;. In decreasing order of sources, we continue to add arcs from the current sink to
the last T — 1 sinks remaining in 7;, until no sinks remain, or we run out of sources. Observe
that the resulting graph, H;, has A*(H;) < T.

If |T;] < (T —1)|S;| + 1, then H; will include all sinks in 7;. This is indeed the case, since
T < (T =DISjl+1 <= [T +[Sj| 1< TIS)| <= Y wi <1,
i€N;
as proven in the previous direction.

Thus, it remains to show that for each commodity k € K with s; € S; and t; € T;, there is an
g, ti-dipath in H;. We prove the following claims, and recall that we may assume all weights
w; are not equal to 0 or 1.

Claim 1: If w; > 2, then |T;| > |S;|T.

Proof. If w; > 2, then a; = 1 and |S;| = 2. Furthermore, it holds that 5; = w; + (T'— 1) > T + 1,
and so |T;| = B; + T — 1 > 2T. Therefore, |T;| > |S;|T.

Claim 2: If w; <0, then |T;| < |S;|(T —1).

29



Proof. If —(T'—1) < w; <0, then o; = 1 and |S;| = 2. Furthermore, it must be that
0<B; <T—1landso |T;| =p;+T —1<2T —2. Thus, it is |T;| < |S;[(T —1).

If instead w; < —(T" — 1), then o; > 2, and |S;| > 3. Furthermore, it holds 5; < T,
and so |T;| < 2T — 1. Note that for all T > 0, we have 27" — 1 < 3(T — 1). Thus,
T < 3(T = 1) < |S(T —1).

For a contradiction, suppose there is some commodity with source s, and sink ¢, (indices from
ordered nodes in §; and 7;), such that H; contains no sp,t,-dipath. Moreover, among all
commodities of this form, assume that p is the largest possible index. Since there is no s, t4-
dipath, the arc from S; to t, departs a node s, with » < p. Similarly, since there is no s, t,-dipath
in Hj, it follows that

U T > (S| —p+1)(T = 1) + 1. (1)

Since |7 (s])| < T'—1 whenever r > 2, and p is the largest index such that there is no s,, t dipath
for some ¢ € T(sp), it follows that s, = s} for some i € N;. Thus, an equivalent statement to
(1) is

Yo ILI>1+ Y (ST -1). (2)

rEN;jir>i reN;ir>i

Due to the ordering of the sets S; to S, in D and by Claim 2, inequality (2) cannot be satisfied
if w; < 0. Alternatively, w; > 2. By Claim 1 and the ordering of the source sets,

o Iml= Y 1S (3)

reN;:r<i reN;r<i

But then by combining inequalities (2) and (3), we see that |T;| > |S;|(T—1)+1, a contradiction.
Therefore, Hj is feasible as claimed, and A* < T O
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