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Abstract

Evaluating the reliability of complex technical networks, such as those in
energy distribution, logistics, and transportation systems, is of paramount
importance. These networks are often represented as multistate flow net-
works (MFNs). While there has been considerable research on assessing
MFN reliability, many studies still need to pay more attention to a criti-
cal factor: transmission distance constraints. These constraints are typical
in real-world applications, such as Internet infrastructure, where controlling
the distances between data centers, network nodes, and end-users is vital for
ensuring low latency and efficient data transmission. This paper addresses
the evaluation of MFN reliability under distance constraints. Specifically, it
focuses on determining the probability that a minimum of d flow units can be
transmitted successfully from a source node to a sink node, using only paths
with lengths not exceeding a predefined distance limit of λ. We introduce an
effective algorithm to tackle this challenge, provide a benchmark example to
illustrate its application and analyze its computational complexity.

Keywords: Multistate flow networks, Network reliability, Distance
limitation, Minimal paths, Algorithms

1. Introduction

Stochastic or multistate flow network flow networks (MFNs) in which the
arcs and maybe the nodes, and accordingly the entire network, can have more
than two states have been desirable in the past decades due to their ability
to model many real-world systems such as communication and telecommu-
nication, logistic and transportation, power transmission and distribution,
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manufacturing systems and so forth [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14,
7, 15, 16]. For instance, in a manufacturing supply chain, nodes can represent
suppliers or sources of raw materials, production or manufacturing facilities,
distribution centers, warehouses, storage facilities, and markets or destina-
tions. The arcs can represent the connections from suppliers to production
facilities, from facilities to distribution centers or warehouses, and from dis-
tribution centers to customers or markets. In such a network, each node
and arc can exist in various states. For instance, node states can vary de-
pending on the availability of resources, production rate, machine reliability,
etc. Arc states can vary due to factors such as road conditions, transformer
availability, and their capacities.

Reliability indices are of great importance in evaluating the performance
and quality of service of real-world systems, among which the s-t terminal
network reliability has been desirable in MFNs in recent decades. The basic
definition of this index, denoted normally by Rd, is the probability of suc-
cessfully transmitting a minimum of a given d units of goods, commodities,
or data from a source node to a destination node through the network. En-
gineers and designers can make informed decisions on network design, main-
tenance, and operation by accurately assessing the Rd to ensure reliable and
efficient performance. Many exact and approximation algorithms have been
proposed in the literature based on minimal paths (MPs) [5, 8, 15, 17, 18, 19,
20, 21, 22, 23, 24] or minimal cuts [11, 13, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34]
to compute Rd. Chen et al. [35] employed the breadth-first search technique
to introduce an enhanced MP-based algorithm that avoids generating dupli-
cate solution vectors. Niu et al. [17] established a connection between relia-
bility assessment and circulation problems, resulting in an efficient algorithm
capable of solving feasible circulations for flow network reliability evaluation.
The authors in [36] introduced a novel direct decomposition algorithm for as-
sessing network reliability without the prerequisite of having MPs or MCs in
advance. In [23], the authors delved into MP-based techniques and harnessed
vectorization strategies to enhance the solution’s performance. The authors
then improved their algorithm by employing parallelization techniques and
providing an efficient technique to avoid generating duplicate solutions [5].
Yeh [19] presented an innovative method for determining d-MPs, using a
cycle-checking approach to validate each candidate. Bai et al.[37] explored
the simultaneous determination of d-MPs for all possible demand levels d,
proposing a recursive technique. Niu et al. [38] tackled the issue by pro-
viding lower bounds on arc capacities and introducing a novel technique to
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identify duplicate solutions, thus presenting an efficient MC-based algorithm
for problem-solving. The authors in [39] reviewed several available results
in the literature and showed that some results need to be revised in some
cases. They then proposed an efficient MC-based algorithm for the reliability
evaluation of MFNs that uses an improved approach for detecting duplicate
solutions. The authors improved this algorithm in [11]. Huang et al. [33]
proposed a novel algorithm for the reliability evaluation of MFNs using a
group approach that combines concepts from both MC and MP techniques.

To enhance the practicality of the problem, several researchers have ex-
plored the integration of cost (budget) constraints into the reliability as-
sessment of MFNs [4, 8, 13, 24, 31, 40]. Niu and Xu [40] contributed by
proposing an enhanced algorithm for MFN reliability evaluation under cost
constraints, incorporating a cycle-checking technique into their approach.
Considering budget constraints, Forghani-elahabad and Kagan [8] introduced
an improved algorithm for MFN reliability assessment. Furthermore, they
outlined how this algorithm could be effectively employed for evaluating the
reliability of communication networks within smart grids. In a real-world
application, [31] modeled a manufacturing system, incorporating unreliable
and multistate nodes and arcs with cost attributes. They presented an MP-
based algorithm to assess the system’s reliability while considering budget
constraints. In [24], the author conducted a comprehensive review of MP-
and MC-based approaches in the literature for calculating reliability under
budget and maintenance cost constraints. Moreover, some researchers have
considered the time limitation on the flow transmission on a path resulting in
the quickest path reliability problem and its extensions [34, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45].

In addition to time and cost considerations, the limitation on transmis-
sion distance plays a pivotal role in shaping the performance of an MFN.
The distance between nodes within the network can exert a significant in-
fluence on the flow of goods and commodities, subsequently impacting the
network’s overall efficiency and reliability [46, 47]. To illustrate, let us con-
sider a transportation network scenario where a delivery truck must cover
extensive distances to reach its destination. As the distance increases, the
likelihood of delays or breakdowns escalates, leading to a heightened risk of
system failure and a decrease in the transportation network’s performance.
Thus, optimizing transmission distances stands as a crucial imperative in
the design and management of MFNs across various real-world applications,
encompassing transportation, communication, and distribution networks.

While the distance limitation is essential in several real-world systems

3



such as Internet infrastructure, a few researchers have considered and stud-
ied this constraint in the reliability evaluation of MFNs [47]. However, many
researchers have investigated this issue in assessing the reliability of binary-
state flow networks [46, 48, 49, 50]. In a binary-state network, the compo-
nents, including nodes and arcs, and consequently the entire network, ex-
hibit just two states. These two states often signify a binary choice, such as
whether the component is open or closed [29, 46, 51]. The authors in [46]
proposed an innovative algorithm aimed at identifying and eliminating ir-
relevant arcs in the process of evaluating the reliability of a binary-state
flow network when subjected to distance constraints. Studying the distance
limitation in MFNs, the authors in [47] have introduced the concept of irrel-
evant arcs in such networks and presented a strategy to remove them. Then,
the authors proposed an approximation algorithm to evaluate the network
reliability under distance constraints.

Expanding upon the foundational concept of MFN reliability, we define
R(d,λ) as the reliability of an MFN with a demand level of d while subject to a
distance constraint of λ. This reliability measure quantifies the likelihood of
successfully transmitting a minimum of d flow units from a source node to a
target destination node, considering only the MPs with lengths not exceeding
λ. A commonality in research on both binary-state flow networks MFNs is
the identification of irrelevant arcs, defined as arcs that do not contribute
to flow transmission due to distance constraints. Researchers have typically
offered methods to detect and eliminate these irrelevant arcs, subsequently
assessing the network’s reliability post-removal. However, it is essential to
acknowledge that these strategies often come with technical challenges in
defining irrelevant arcs and the associated detection methods, not to mention
their computationally expensive nature. In this work, we introduce the notion
of irrelevant MPs and propose an alternative approach that eliminates the
need to identify or remove irrelevant arcs. Instead, our method directly sets
the flow on irrelevant MPs to zero to satisfy the distance limitation. We
demonstrate the correctness of our method through several results, compute
its complexity results, and illustrate it through a known benchmark example.

We consider the following assumptions throughout this work.

1. Each node is considered deterministic and exhibits perfect reliability.

2. The capacity of each arc follows a random integer value distribution
based on a predefined probability function.

3. The capacities of individual arcs are statistically independent from one
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another.

4. The network adheres to the flow conservation law [52].

5. All minimal paths are predetermined and provided in advance.

6. Every arc within the network is part of at least one minimal path
connecting node 1 to node n.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces
the necessary notations and terminology and lays out the foundational con-
cepts for the problem’s formulation. Section 3 offers the primary findings
and outlines an effective algorithm to tackle the problem. An illustrative
example and the complexity results are given in Section 4. We conclude the
work with the final remarks in Section 5.

2. Network modeling and problem formulation

2.1. Notations and nomenclature

Let us consider a multistate flow network (MFN), represented as G(N ,
A, M , L). Here, N = {1, 2, · · · , n} signifies the collection of nodes and
A = {a1, a2, · · · , am} represents the ensemble of arcs within the network.
The vector M = (M1, M2, · · · ,Mm) encompasses the maximum arcs’ ca-
pacities, where Mi denotes the utmost capacity of arc ai, applicable to all
i = 1, 2, · · · ,m. Correspondingly, the vector L = (l1, l2, · · · , lm) serves as the
length vector, with li denoting the length of arc ai, spanning i = 1, 2, · · · ,m.
Notably, n and m denote the total number of nodes and arcs within the net-
work, while nodes 1 and n are expressly designated as the source and sink
nodes, respectively. For instance, as depicted in Fig. 1, the network comprises
the set of nodes N = {1, 2, 3, 4, 5} and the set of arcs A = {a1, · · · , a8}.
One can consider M = (3, 2, 2, 1, 2, 1, 3, 2) and L = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 2, 1)
respectively as the capacity and length vectors for this network. This way,
for instance, M5 = 2 and l5 = 2 signify respectively the maximum capacity
and the length of arc a5.

Consider a current system state vector (SSV) denoted as X = (x1, x2,
· · · , xm), where each component xi is a random integer ranging from 0 to
Mi, representing the current capacity of arc ai. For example, in the context
of Fig. 1, an SSV like X = (2, 2, 0, 0, 1, 0, 2, 0) is valid, adhering to the
constraint 0 ≤ X ≤ M . A path is defined as a sequence of adjacent arcs
that connect node 1 to node n, while a minimal path (MP) is a path that
does not contain any cycles. For instance, P = a1, a4, a6, a7 represents an
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MP in Fig. 1. Let us denote all the MPs in the network as P1, P2, · · · , Pp, so
p is the total number of MPs. For each Pj, let LPj represent its length and
CPj(X) denote its capacity under the SSV,X, for j = 1, 2, · · · , p. Hence, one
notes that the maximum capacity of Pj within the network G(N,A,M,L) is
CPj(M). The length of Pj and its capacity under X are computed as follows.

LPj =
∑

i: ai∈Pj

li & CPj(X) = min{xi|ai ∈ Pj} (1)

For instance, we have LP1 = l1 + l4 + l6 + l7 = 1 + 3 + 1 + 2 = 7 and
CP1(M) = min{M1,M4,M6,M7} = min{3, 1, 1, 3} for the network given in
Fig. 1 with M = (3, 2, 2, 1, 2, 1, 3, 2) and L = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 2, 1).
Let ei = (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0) be an SSV in which the capacity level is 1 for
ai and 0 for the other arcs. Let also d be a non-negative integer number
that represents the required flow to be transmitted from node 1 to node n
through the network, and λ be a given transmission distance limit. Assume
that Finally, let V (X) be the maximum flow of the network from node 1 to
node n, and ei = (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0) be an SSV in which the capacity
level is 1 for ai and 0 for the other arcs. For instance, for the network of
Fig. 1 and X = (2, 2, 0, 0, 1, 0, 2, 0), we have V (X) = 3 and V (X− e2) = 1.

Figure 1: A benchmark network example taken from [20].

For any pair of system state vectors (SSVs), denoted as X = (x1, x2,
· · · , xm) and Y = (y1, y2, · · · , ym), we define X as less than or equal
to Y , represented by X ≤ Y , when xi ≤ yi holds for each i = 1, 2, · · · ,m.
Additionally, we state that X is strictly less than Y , indicated by X < Y ,
when X ≤ Y and there exists at least one index j = 1, 2, · · · ,m for which
xj < yj. A vector X ∈ Ψ earns the label of “minimal” if there is no other
vector Y ∈ Ψ such that Y < X. It is important to note that for a vector X
to be considered minimal within Ψ, X does not need to be less than or equal
to every other vector; instead, the crucial criterion is that no other vector in
Ψ is less than X.
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2.2. Preliminaries
Supposing that d units of flow are transmitting from node 1 to node n

through the network, one notes that these flow should be divided among
all the MPS ,P1, P2, · · · , Pp. Letting fj denote the amount of flow being
transmitted through Pj, we have a vector F = (f1, f2, · · · , fp) which is
called the feasible flow vector (FFV) at transmitting d units of flow and
denoted by d-FFV. Let us begin with the case with no distance limitations.
To compute the reliability of an MFN in such a case, the concept of d-MP
has been defined as follows in the literature [8, 15, 17, 20, 53, 54].

Definition 1. A system state vector X is a d-MP if and only if V (X) = d
and V (X − ei) = d− 1 for every i with xi > 0.

Lemma 1. Assume that Ψ(G, d) = {X | 0 ≤ X ≤ M & V (X) ≥ d} and
Ψmin(G, d) is the set of all the minimal vectors in Ψ(G, d). Then, X is a
d-MP if and only if X ∈ Ψmin(G, d).

Proof. If X is a d-MP, then V (X) = d. On the other hand, for every Y < X,
there exists an index 1 ≤ i ≤ m such that Y ≤ X − ei < X,and hence
V (Y ) ≤ V (X − ei) = d− 1 < d. Accordingly, Y /∈ Ψ(G, d) signifying that X
is a minimal vector in Ψ(G, d). Now, let X ∈ Ψmin(G, d). If V (X) > d, then
there exists an index 1 ≤ i ≤ m such that V (X − ei) ≥ d which contradicts
X being a minimal vector in Ψ(G, d). Thus, V (X) = d. Similarly, one can
shows that V (X− ei) < d for every i with xi > 0, and thus X is a d-MP.

As a result, if one finds all the d-MPs, say Ψmin(G, d) = {X1, · · · , Xσ},
and let Si = {X |X i ≤ X ≤ M}, then it is easy to see that Ψ(G, d) = ∪σ

i=1Si,
and therefore the network reliability for the case with no distance limitations,
denoted by Rd, can be computed by calculating a union probability. Hence,
the determination of all the d-MPs turns out to be an essential stage of
indirect reliability evaluation approaches.

Many algorithms in the literature have used the following results to search
for all the d-MPs in an MFN [2, 8, 15, 17, 19, 20, 24, 45, 55].

Theorem 1. If X = (x1, · · · , xm) is a d-MP, then there exists a d-FFV,
say F = (f1, · · · , fp), that satisfies the following systems.

(i) f1 + f2 + · · ·+ fp = d,

(ii) 0 ≤ fj ≤ min{CPj(M), d}, j = 1, 2, · · · , p,
(iii)

∑
j: ai∈Pj

fj ≤ Mi, i = 1, 2, · · · ,m,

(iv) xi =
∑

j: ai∈Pj
fj, i = 1, 2, · · · ,m.

(2)
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It is essential to recognize that while any d-MP, say X, corresponds to
a d-FFV, say F , satisfying the system (2), the reverse may not hold. In
other words, not every X obtained by solving the system above is necessarily
a d-MP. Therefore, the available algorithms in the literature first find all
the solutions of this system and then check each solution for being a d-
MP [2, 8, 15, 17, 19, 20, 24, 45, 53, 55]. One of the most efficient techniques
to check each solution of the system (2) to be a d-MP is the following lemma,
which was presented in [19] and improved in [15].

Lemma 2. A solution X of the system (2) is a d-MP if and only if no
directed cycle exists in the network G under X.

Extending these results to the case with distance limitations and pre-
senting the concept of irrelevant MPs, we propose an efficient algorithm to
compute the system reliability of an MFN under the distance limit.

3. Searching for all the (d, λ)-MP s

Definition 2. The transmission distance for transferring d units of flow from
node 1 to node n within the network G is defined as the length of the longest
MP through which at least one flow unit is being transmitted.

One notes that there may exist different ways to transmit d units of flow
from node 1 to node n through the network. However, once we are given
the corresponding d-FFV, we know exactly how many flow units are being
sent through each MP. To illustrate it, consider the network given in Fig. 2
with M = (4, 3, 4, 5, 3, 4) and L = (2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 2). It is easy to see that the
maximum flow of the network from node 1 to node 4 is V (M) = 9 and that
there are five MPs in the network; P1 = a1, a4, a6, P2 = a1, a5, P3 = a2, a4, a5,
P4 = a2, a6, and P5 = a3. Now, to send four flow units from node 1 to node
4, we have 67 different scenarios, including F1 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 4), F2 = (0, 3,
0, 1, 0), and F3 = (4, 0, 0, 0, 0). The associated transmission distance
with F1, F2, and F3 are respectively one, two, and three. Therefore, it is the
corresponding d-FFV that determines the transmission distance. Therefore,
we denote this parameter by ∆(G, d, F ).

Proposition 1. Assume that d units of flow is transmitting from node 1 to
node n within the network G and that F = (f1, f2, · · · , fp) is its correspond-
ing d-FFV. The transmission distance is equal to

∆(G, d, F ) = max{LPj | fj > 0, j = 1, 2, · · · , p} (3)
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Figure 2: A simple benchmark example.

Proof. It is concluded directly from the definition.

Definition 3. A system state vector X is a (d, λ)-MP candidate when there
exists a d-FFV, say F , satisfying the system (2) and ∆(G, d, F ) ≤ λ.

Definition 4. A (d, λ)-MP candidate, say X, is a (real) (d, λ)-MP if V (X) =
d and V (X − ei) < d for every i with xi > 0.

Lemma 3. A (d, λ)-MP candidate is a (real) (d, λ)-MP if no directed cycle
exists in the network under it.

Proof. It can be concluded directly from the above definitions and Lemma 2.

As explained earlier, even for a small benchmark network, there are nu-
merous scenarios to transmit a given flow of magnitude d. It is important to
note that the transmission distance varies depending on the specific d-FFV
being considered, each representing a unique scenario. Consequently, the task
of finding all possible d-FFV and their corresponding SSVs by solving the
system (2), subsequently verifying them for distance limitations and ensuring
their status as (real) (d, λ)-MP , becomes a highly time-consuming endeavor.
To simplify this complexity, Zhang and Shao [47] introduced the concept of
irrelevant arcs in the context of MFNs. They classified these irrelevant arcs
into two cases: (1) arcs not belonging to any MP and (2) arcs exclusive to
MPs with lengths exceeding λ, which signifies the distance constraint. Subse-
quently, they proposed an approach to detect and eliminate these irrelevant
arcs from the network. However, it is noteworthy to highlight that verifying
all the MPs to identify every irrelevant arc is also a time-consuming process.

In light of Proposition 1, it becomes evident that the transmission dis-
tance depends on the specific d-FFV and is determined via the lengths of
MPs. Therefore, if one were to nullify the components of F = (f1, · · · , fp)
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associated with MPs of lengths exceeding λ, the distance constraint would
unquestionably be met by all computed d-FFV . With this in mind, we
introduce a novel concept: the irrelevant MP (IMP), as defined below.

Definition 5. An MP is deemed irrelevant if its length exceeds the specified
distance limitation. In other words, Pj is classified as irrelevant when LPj =∑

i: ai∈Pj
li > λ.

Therefore, one can first solve the following system instead of the sys-
tem (2) to calculate all the d-FFV s that satisfy the distance limitation.


(i) fj = 0, if LPj > λ

(ii) f1 + f2 + · · ·+ fp = d,

(iii) 0 ≤ fj ≤ min{CPj(M), d}, j = 1, 2, · · · , p,
(iv)

∑
j: ai∈Pj

fj ≤ Mi, i = 1, 2, · · · ,m.

(4)

Then, the corresponding SSV to every calculated d-FFV can be computed as
follows.

xi =
∑

j: ai∈Pj

fj, ∀i = 1, 2, · · · ,m. (5)

3.1. The proposed algorithm

Now, we are ready to propose an efficient algorithm to address the prob-
lem of calculating all the (d, λ)-MP s in an MFN.

Algorithm 1
Input: G(N,A,M,L), its MPs, the demand level of d, and the distance

limitation of λ.
Output: All the (d, λ)-MP s.

Step 0. Calculate LPj =
∑

i|ai∈Pj
li, for j = 1, 2, · · · , p, and compute

KPj(M) only for the MPs with LPj ≤ λ. Let S = ϕ.
Step 1. Find a solution F by solving the system (4). If no more solutions
are found, stop.
Step 2. Calculate corresponding X to F via Eq. (5).
Step 3. If there is a directed cycle in G under X, then go to Step 1 to find
the next solution.
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Step 4. If X is not duplicated, add it to S.

We should emphasize that steps 1 and 2 of the algorithm build upon the
preceding discussion, while Step 3 relies on Lemma 3. Furthermore, since it
is feasible to generate the same SSV corresponding to various d-FFV s, Step
4 of the algorithm eliminates duplicates. Consequently, we can formulate the
following theorem.

Theorem 2. Algorithm 1 calculates all the (d, λ)-MP s with no duplicates.

4. An illustrative example and the complexity results

4.1. An illustrative example

A helpful method for gaining a deeper understanding of a novel approach
is to examine its application through a simple benchmark network example.

Example 1. Consider the depicted network in Fig. 1 with five nodes and
eight arcs. Assume that the maximum capacity vector and the length vector
are given respectively M = (3, 2, 2, 1, 2, 1, 3, 2) and L = (1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 1, 2, 1).
One needs to compute the reliability of this network for transmitting six units
of flow from node 1 to node 5 with a transmission distance of not more than
six. To solve this example, we need to find all the (6, 6)-MP , for which
Algorithm 1 is utilized as follows.

Solution: The demand level and distance limitation are respectively d = 6
and λ = 6. We have nine MPs in this network: P1 = {a1, a5}, P2 = {a2, a7},
P3 = {a3, a8}, P4 = {a1, a4, a8}, P5 = {a2, a6, a2}, P6 = {a3, a4, a5}, P7 =
{a3, a6, a7}, P8 = {a1, a4, a6, a7}, and P9 = {a2, a6, a4, a5}.
Step 0. The MPs’ lengths are calculated as follows. LP1 = 3, LP2 = 4,
LP3 = 2, LP4 = 5, LP5 = 4, LP6 = 6, LP7 = 4, LP8 = 7, and LP9 = 8.
The capacities of only the MPs with their length less than λ are calculated
as KP1(M) =5, KP2(M) =5, KP3(M) =4, KP4(M) =6, KP5(M) =5,
KP6(M) =5, and KP7(M) =6.
Step 1. The system (4) has six solutions: (2, 2, 0, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0),
(1, 2, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0), (2, 2, 1, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0), (2, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0),
(2, 2, 2, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0), and (2, 2, 1, 1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0).
Step 2. The corresponding SSVs to the calculated solutions in Step 2 are re-
spectively: (3, 2, 1, 1, 2, 1, 3, 1), (2, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1, 3, 2), (2, 2, 2, 0, 2, 1, 3, 1),
(3, 1, 2, 1, 2, 1, 2, 2), (2, 2, 2, 0, 2, 0, 2, 2), and (3, 2, 1, 1, 2, 0, 2, 2).
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Step 3. All the obtained SSVs meet the verification criteria, confirming that
each is a (6, 6)-MP .
Step 4. There are no duplicates, meaning that the solution set includes all
the computed vectors in Step 2.

4.2. Complexity results

We first recall that m,n, and p are respectively the number of arcs, nodes,
and MPs in the network. The time complexity of calculating the length or
capacity of each MP is O(m), and accordingly, Step 0 is of the order of
O(mp). System (4) can be considered one constrained Diophantine equation
and thus can be solved by the proposed approach of [56]. Hence, the time
complexity for calculating each solution in the worst case, and thus the time
complexity of Step 1 is O(p). The time complexity of Step 2 is O(mp). The
time complexity of Step 3 is O(n) [19]. We use the proposed approach of [5],
and thus, the time complexity of removing the duplicates in Step 4 is O(mσ),
where σ is the number of obtained solutions including the duplicates. It is
noteworthy that steps 0 and 4 are executed in parallel with other steps and
that steps 1 to 3 are executed σ times in the worst case. Therefore, the time
complexity of Algorithm 1 is O(mp+ σ(p+mp+ n) +mσ) = O(mpσ), and
we can formulate the following theorem.

Theorem 3. The time complexity of Algorithm 1 is O(mpσ).

5. Conclusion

While distance limitations have been a subject of extensive research when
it comes to evaluating the reliability of binary-state flow networks, this crucial
aspect has received less attention in the context of multistate flow networks
(MFNs). Given the significance of distance constraints in real-world systems
like Internet infrastructure, this study dived into the problem of assessing
the reliability of MFNs under these constraints. In this work, we introduced
the concept of irrelevant minimal paths (MPs). We presented an algorithm
that sets the flow to zero on all relevant MPs to calculate all the (d, λ)-MP s
in an MFN. We also outlined how the network’s reliability can be calculated
using these (d, λ)-MP s. To validate the proposed approach, we demonstrated
its correctness and provided an illustration through a well-known benchmark
example. Additionally, we offered insights into the computational complexity
of the algorithm.
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