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Abstract

We study the parameterized complexity of finding shortest s-t-paths with an addi-
tional fairness requirement. The task is to compute a shortest path in a vertex-colored
graph where each color appears (roughly) equally often in the solution. We provide
a complete picture of the parameterized complexity landscape of the problem with
respect to structural parameters by showing a tetrachotomy including polynomial
kernels, fixed-parameter tractability, XP-time algorithms (and W/[1]-hardness), and
para-NP-hardness.

1 Introduction

Computing shortest paths in graphs is a fundamental problem in algorithmic graph theory.
In many applications, however, not every shortest path is equally valuable. Consider a
group of people traveling together. Some members of the group may prefer traveling next
to rivers, others prefer forests, and still others may prefer urban regions. To satisfy all
group members’ preferences and not create any envy, the group decides to search for a fair
route, that is, a route that (roughly) encounters the same amount of river sights, forests,
and urban regions. Clearly, such a travel from a starting point s to an endpoint ¢ can be
modeled as finding an s-t-path in a graph. To model the fairness aspect, the vertices (or
edges') are colored, say blue vertices for paths next to rivers, green for forest routes, and
gray for streets in a city. The task is to find a balance-fair path, i.e., a path in which every
color appears equally often. We provide an example with three colors in Figure 1.

We study the parameterized complexity landscape of finding balance-fair shortest s-
t-paths.

Related work. Path finding in vertex-colored graphs has been a subject of broad and
intensive study. Here, we only point to algorithmically motivated work that seems par-
ticularly close to our scenario of balance-fair shortest paths. First of all, finding colorful
paths (each color appears at most once) is an important algorithmic topic, both in static
and in temporal graphs [6, 17].

Cohen et al. [15] analyze the complexity of finding tropical paths (shortest and longest),
that is, paths containing each color in the input graph at least once. Another close (and

'We decided for the vertex variant, but both variants are computationally equivalent.
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Figure 1: A graph with colored vertices (blue, green, and gray). The highlighted path
is a shortest path between s and ¢ and contains three vertices of each color. Thus, it is
balance-fair.

also broad) area is that of finding resource-constrained shortest paths [34], where roughly
speaking the desired path shall have minimum cost and only a limited consumption of
resources. Generally, the problem is NP-hard [25] and received a lot of attention in recent
years [1, 21, 26]. Note, however, that there are no immediate fairness aspects modeled here.
Hanaka et al. [24] are somewhat closer to fairness aspects in path finding. They study
shortest paths under diversity aspects, meaning that they search for multiple shortest
paths that are maximally different from each other. This fits into the recent trend of
finding diverse sets of solutions to optimization problems [8, 33]. Coming back to balance-
fair paths, we have shown in previous work that finding balance-fair paths of length at
most some given ¢ is fixed-parameter tractable by ¢ and W/[1]-hard parameterized by the
number of colors in the input graph [9]. Note that searching for balance-fair shortest
s-t-paths is a special case where £ is the distance between the two terminals s and ¢ in the
input graph.

Finally, we only mention in passing that fairness aspects are currently investigated
in all kinds of optimization problems (particularly graph-based ones), including topics
such as graph-based data clustering [2, 3, 22, 23], influence maximization [30], and graph
mining [18, 28]. Fairness notions similar to balance-fairness are studied in various con-
texts [4]. A slightly more general scenario is considered for the classic graph problems
VERTEX COVER and EDGE COVER [7]. Particularly close to our setting is the work by
Chierichetti et al. [14]. They study balance-fairness (their definition only differs in small
technical details from ours) in problems that can be solved by finding a largest indepen-
dent set in a matroid or the intersection of two matroids. Their results e.g. imply that
finding balance-fair spanning trees can be solved in polynomial time when the number of
colors is constant.?

Our contributions. Altogether, we provide a quite complete picture of the parameter-
ized complexity landscape of a well-motivated fairness scenario for one of the back-bone
problems in network algorithmics: finding shortest paths. Our contribution is a complete
tetrachotomy (a division into four parts) for structural parameterizations for BALANCE-
FAIR SHORTEST PATH (see Section 2 for a formal definition) depicted in Figure 2.

We divide the parameters into (i) parameters allowing for polynomial kernels, (ii) pa-
rameters that allow for FPT-time algorithms but (presumably) not for polynomial kernels,
(ili) parameters for which the resulting parameterized problem is W[1]-hard but allows for
XP-time algorithms, and (iv) parameters for which the resulting parameterized problem
is para-NP-hard.

2By a result of Brezovec, Cornuéjols, and Glover [13], the polynomial-time solvability also holds for an
unbounded number of colors.
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Figure 2: The relations between structural graph parameters and our respective results for
BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH. An edge from a parameter a to a parameter 5 below «
means that o upper-bounds  (the bounds are usually linear functions; see also [35]). A
parameter k is marked green (0) if BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH admits a polynomial
kernel with k, yellow (0) if it is FPT with k& but presumably does not admit a polynomial
kernel, orange (0) if the respective parameterized problem is in XP and W][1]-hard, and
red (0) if BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is NP-hard for constant k. Parameters without
a thick border obtain their classification from parameters above or below.

The remainder of this work is structured as follows. We start with some prelimi-
naries and basic definitions in Section 2. These include a formal problem definition and
an overview over the parameters and tools used throughout the paper. We then list in
Section 3 two results from our previous work [9] and derive observations that are relevant
for our tetrachotomy. Afterwards, we present all our results related to polynomial ker-
nels in Section 4. We complete our tetrachotomy with two para-NP-hardness results in
Section 5 and conclude the paper in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

Let N be the set of positive integers. For n € N, let [n] := {1,2,...,n}.



Graph theory. We use standard graph-theoretic terminology. In particular, for an
undirected graph G = (V, E) we set n := |V| and m := |E|. For a subset V' C V of the
vertices, we use G[V'] := (V/,{e € E | e C V'}) to denote the subgraph of G induced
by V' and denote by G — V' the subgraph G[V \ V']. The degree degq(v) of v is the
number of vertices the vertex v is adjacent to in G. A path P on £ vertices is a graph with
vertex set {vi,ve,...,v,} and edge set {{vi,vit1} | @ € [¢ — 1]}. The vertices v; and vy are
called endpoints. The length of the path is the number of edges it contains. A connected
component in a graph is a maximal set V' of vertices such that for each pair u,v € V' of
vertices in V', there is a path in the graph with endpoints v and v.

Problem definition. Let G = (V,E) be a graph with two vertices s and t. An s-
t-path P is a path in G whose endpoints are s and t. We denote by distg(s, t) the length
of a shortest s-t-path in G. Whenever clear from context, we may drop the subscript G.
Let x: V — [c] be a vertex coloring. For a color i € [c], we denote by x* == {v € V|
x(v) = i} the set of vertices of color i. For a subgraph H of G and a color i € [c], we
denote by x the coloring x restricted to the vertices of H and by X?{ the set of vertices of
color 7 in H. We say that a path P in G is balance-fair if maxie[cﬂxﬂ — minie[cﬂxﬂ <1
The problem we study in this work is defined as follows.

BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH

Input: An undirected graph G = (V, E), a vertex coloring x: V — [c], and two
vertices s,t € V.
Question: Is there a balance-fair shortest s-t-path P in G?

Observe that in the introduction we motivated the task of finding a solution path
containing ezactly the same number of vertices of each color. However, if the number of
vertices in a shortest s-t-path is divisible by the number ¢ of colors without remainder,
then any balance-fair shortest s-t-path also satisfies this stronger requirement. We have
decided for the definition above as it is a more interesting problem in the case when the
number of vertices in a solution is not divisible by ¢ without remainder.

Matroids and representative families. A pair M = (U,Z), where U is called ground
set and 7 is a family of subsets (called independent sets) of U, is a matroid if (i) ) €
Z, (i) if ACA and A€Z, then A’ €T (hereditary property), and (iii) if A,B€Z
and |A| < |B|, then there is an e € B\ A such that AU {e} € Z (exchange property).
An inclusion-wise maximal independent set is a basis of M. It follows from the exchange
property that all bases of M have the same size. This size is called the rank of M. Let A
be a matrix over a finite field F, and let U be the set of columns of A. We associate a
matroid M = (U,Z) with A as follows. A set X C U is independent (i.e., X € Z) if the
columns in X are linearly independent over F. We say that the matroid is linear and
that A represents M.

We use matroids in order to compute representative families which are defined as
follows.

Definition 1. Given a matroid M = (U,Z) and a family A of size-p subsets of U, we say
that a subfamily Ais a q-representative for A if the following holds: For every set B C U
of size at most g, if there is a set A € A with ANB =0 and AU B € Z, then there is a
set Ac Awith ANB =0 and AU B € T. We then write le\ggep A.



Fomin et al. [20] gave multiple efficient recipes for the computation of representative
families. The following works for linear matroids. Here, w < 2.373 is the matrix multipli-
cation constant [5].

Theorem 2 (Fomin et al. [20]). Let M = (U,I) be a linear matroid of rank p+q = k
given together with its representation matrix A over a field F. Let A = {Ay,..., A} be
a family of independent sets of size p and let w: A — Ny be a weight function. Then a

q-representative family A C A for A with at most (p ;q) sets can be found in

w—1
o((", e +e(" 7))
p q
operations over .

Parameterized complexity. Let X be a finite alphabet. A parameterized problem is
a set of instances (I, k) where I € ¥* is a problem instance from some finite alphabet ¥
and k € N is the parameter. A parameterized problem L is fized-parameter tractable if
(I,k) € L can be decided in f(k) - [I|°M) time, where f is a computable function only
depending on k. We call (I,k) a yes-instance (of L) if (I,k) € L. The class XP contains
all parameterized problems which can be decided in polynomial time if the parameter k is
constant, that is, in |I|/ (k) time. To show that a parameterized problem L is presumably
not fixed-parameter tractable, one may use a parameterized reduction from a W[1]-hard
problem to L [19]. A parameterized reduction from a parameterized problem L to an-
other parameterized problem L’ is an algorithm satisfying the following. There are two
computable functions f and g, such that given an instance (I,k) of L, the algorithm
computes in f(k) - |I|°M) time an instance (I’, k') of L’ such that (I, k) is a yes-instance
if and only if (I’ k') is a yes-instance and k¥ < g(k). A kernelization is an algorithm
that, given an instance (I, k) of a parameterized problem L, computes in |/ ]0(1) time an
instance (I',k") of L (the kernel) such that (I, k) is a yes-instance if and only if (I’, k')
is a yes-instance and |I'| + ¥’ < f(k) for some computable function f only depending
on k. We say that f measures the size of the kernel. If f is a polynomial, then we say
that P admits a polynomial kernel. While all fixed-parameter tractable problems admit a
kernel, it is not clear whether all of them admit one of polynomial size. Indeed, assuming
that NP C coNP /poly, one can show that certain parameterized problems do not admit
a polynomial kernel. This can be done e.g. via an OR-cross-composition or via a poly-
nomial parameter transformation from a parameterized problem that (presumably) does
not admit a polynomial kernel. For the definition of OR-cross-compositions, we first need
the following. Given an NP-hard problem L, an equivalence relation R on the instances
of L is a polynomial equivalence relation if (i) one can decide for any two instances in
polynomial time whether they belong to the same equivalence class, and (ii) for any finite
set S of instances, R partitions the set into at most (max;cg|I|)®™® equivalence classes.

Definition 3 (OR-cross-composition [10]). Given an NP-hard problem @, a parame-
terized problem L, and a polynomial equivalence relation R on the instances of @, an
OR-cross-composition of @ into L (with respect to R) is an algorithm that takes ¢ in-
stances Iy, Ia, ..., 1, of Q belonging to the same equivalence class of R and constructs in
time polynomial in Y 7 ,|I;| an instance (I, k) of L such that (i) k is polynomially upper-
bounded by max;c(q|l:| + log(g), and (ii) (I, k) is a yes-instance of L if and only if there
exists an i € [g] such that I; is a yes-instance of Q.



If a parameterized problem admits an OR-cross-composition, then it does not admit a
polynomial kernel unless NP C coNP /poly [10]. A polynomial parameter transformation
from a parameterized problems L to a parameterized problem L’ is a parameterized reduc-
tion from L to L’ that, given an instance (I, k) of L, runs in (|[I|+%)°M time and returns
an instance (I',k") of L' such that k" is bounded from above by a polynomial in k. If L
does not admit a polynomial kernel unless NP C coNP /poly, and there is a polynomial

parameter transformation from L to L', then L’ does not admit a polynomial kernel unless
NP C coNP /poly [11].

Graph parameters and classes. We give an overview over the different graph param-
eters and graph classes used throughout the paper. We start with the graph parameters
ordered from left to right in Figure 2. To this end, let G = (V,E) be a graph. The
minimum clique cover of G is the minimum number of cliques needed to partition V. The
mazimum diameter of components is the maximum distance dist(u,v) between any two
vertices u and v in the same connected component of G. The average distance is analo-
gously the average distance dist(u, v) between two vertices u and v in the same connected
component of G. The distance to 11 for some graph class II is the minimum number of
vertices needed to be removed from G such that it becomes a graph in II. The feedback
vertex number is the distance to forests. The treedepth of an unconnected graph is the
maximum treedepth of any of its connected components. The treedepth of a connected
graph G = (V, E) is defined as follows. Let T be a rooted tree with vertex set V' such that
if {x,y} € E, then z is either an ancestor or a descendant of y in T. We say that G is
embedded in T'. The depth of T is the number of vertices in a longest path in T' from the
root to a leaf. The treedepth of G is the minimum ¢ such that there is a rooted tree of
depth t in which G is embedded. The mazimum leaf number of G is the maximum number
of leaves among all spanning trees of G. The feedback edge number is the minimum size
of a set F' of edges such that removing F from G results in a forest. The genus of G
is the minimal integer k such that G can be drawn without crossing itself on a sphere
with k& handles, that is, on a surface of genus k. Given an injective function f: V — N,
the bandwidth cost of f is defined as maxy, ,\eg |f(u) — f(v)|. The bandwidth is the min-
imum bandwidth cost over all possible injective functions from V to N. We say that two
vertices u,v have the same type if N(v)\ {u} = N(u) \ {v}. The neighborhood diversity is
the minimum number of sets into which V' can be partitioned such that every two vertices
in the same partition have the same type.

In this work we consider the following graph classes. A cograph is a graph in which
each component has diameter at most two. Equivalently, a cograph is a graph without
induced paths of length three. An interval graph is a graph where each vertex can be
represented by an interval of real numbers such that two vertices are adjacent if and only
if their respective intervals overlap. The vertex set of a bipartite graph can be partitioned
into two independent sets. A set of disjoint paths is a graph in which each connected
component is a path. An outerplanar graph is a graph that has a planar drawing (a
drawing in the plane without edge crossings) for which all vertices belong to the outer
face of the drawing. Finally, a graph is a cactus graph if every edge is part of at most one
cycle.



3 Known Results and Basic Observations

In this section, we adapt some previously known results and show some simple classifi-
cation results. In previous work, we have shown that a generalization of BALANCE-FAIR
SHORTEST PATH is fixed-parameter tractable with respect to the parameter ¢ [9, Theo-
rem 4]. In that generalization, we are not looking for a shortest s-t-path but for a path
of length at most some given £. Additionally, the difference between the most and least
frequent colors can be up to some constant §. By setting ¢ := dist(s,¢) and § := 1, we
get that BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is fixed-parameter tractable by the distance be-
tween s and ¢. Now observe that any vertex v with dist(s, v)+dist(v,t) > dist(s,t) cannot
be part of a solution and thus can be removed from the input. Doing so exhaustively
results in a graph of diameter at most dist(s,¢). To see this, observe that dist(u,v) <
min(dist(u, s) + dist(s,v), dist(u, t) + dist(¢,v)) for each pair u,v of vertices. Since the
minimum is always at most the average, we get

dist(u, s) 4 dist(s,v) + dist(u, t) + dist(¢, v)
2

dist(u,v) < = dist(s, t).
Observation 4. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by maximum diameter d
of components can be solved in (n +m)log(n) - (4e?)?+2 . @OUes(d) time.

Moreover, we have shown that BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is W[l]-hard with
respect to the number ¢ of colors [9, Theorem 3]. The reduction is from MULTICOLORED
CLIQUE parameterized by solution size k£ and the distance d to disjoint paths in the
resulting instance is linear in k. This yields the following.

Observation 5. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by distance to disjoint
paths is W[1]|-hard.

Next, we investigate the two parameters feedback vertex number and feedback edge
number. Since a set of disjoint paths is a forest, Observation 5 also likely excludes the pos-
sibility for fixed-parameter tractability for the feedback vertex number. We can, however,
show containment in XP.

Observation 6. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by feedback vertex num-
ber k is solvable in O(3.460% - n?¢+2) time.

Proof. We compute a feedback vertex set F of size k in O(3.460% - k - n) time [27]. Next,
we guess® the vertices F' C F belonging to a solution. We then order these vertices with
respect to their distance to terminal s. Note that this ordering is strict or otherwise the
guess is wrong. Hence, it only remains to find the correct vertices outside of F' to connect
each pair of consecutive vertices in F’. To this end, we guess the first vertex after and
the last vertex before each vertex in F” in a solution path. Observe that G — F is a forest
and thus there is a unique path in G — F between each pair of vertices in V' \ F' (or no
path if the two vertices belong to different connected components). Thus, any guess can
be extended to a unique s-t-path in linear time. We return yes if and only if one of these
paths is a balance-fair shortest s-t-path. Note that if a balance-fair shortest s-t-path P
exists, then we find it as it corresponds to the guess that considers all vertices from P

3Whenever we pretend to guess something, we iterate over all possibilities and consider the correct
iteration.



that are in F' or adjacent to a vertex in F. Finally, since the number of possibilities
to guess from is upper-bounded by 217! . n2lFl = 2k . n2k the overall running time is
in O(3.460% - k-n + 2% . n? . (n+m)) C O(3.460% - n2k+2). O

For the closely related feedback edge number, we can show a stronger result.

Observation 7. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by feedback edge num-
ber k is solvable in O(2F - (n +m)) time.

Proof. We assume without loss of generality that the input instance is connected. First,
we compute a minimum feedback edge set F' in linear time by computing a minimum
spanning tree and taking all remaining edges. Second, we guess the set F’ C F of feedback
edges contained in a solution path. Let V' := J .z e be the set of endpoints of edges
in F’. We sort the vertices in V'’ by their distance from s in linear time using bucket sort.
Since G' := (V,E \ F) is a tree, it holds for each pair u,v of consecutive vertices in the
order that if they are not connected by an edge in F’, then there is a unique u-v-path
in G’. Hence, any guess can be extended to a unique s-t-path in linear time. If any of
these paths is a balance-fair shortest s-t-path, then we return yes, otherwise we return no.
Note that if a balance-fair shortest s-t-path P exists, then we find it as it is corresponds
to the guess that considers all edges from P that are in F. Finally, since the number of
possibilities to guess from is 21¥1 = 2% the overall running time is O(2F - (n +m)). O

We end this section with the parameter average distance. We show that adding a large
clique to the input yields para-NP-hardness for this parameter.

Observation 8. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is NP-hard even for instances where
the average distance between vertices is at most 3.

Proof. We provide a reduction from BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH. We add a clique
of n? vertices and make each of its vertices adjacent to the terminal s. First, note that
none of these vertices can be part of any shortest s-t-path and thus it is an equivalent
instance. Hence, it only remains to analyze the average distance between vertices. To this
end, we denote by V the set of the n original vertices and by K the set of the n? new
vertices. The maximum distance between two vertices in V' is at most n, the maximum
distance between two vertices in K is one, and the maximum distance between a vertex
in V and a vertex in K is n. Thus, the average distance is at most

(g)-n+("22)-1+n-n2-n<n4+n4+n4

(") oo

= 3. O

4 Kernelization

In this section, we present all our results related to polynomial kernels, that is, we show
a polynomial kernel for distance to cographs (and more generally for distance to Pj-free
graphs for any constant h) and we exclude polynomial kernels for minimum clique cover
and for treedepth. We also show that a slight generalization of BALANCE-FAIR, SHORTEST
PATH regarding a generalized fairness parameter § does not allow for a polynomial kernel
for the parameter maximum leaf number plus §. We leave open whether BALANCE-FAIR
SHORTEST PATH parameterized by maximum leaf number admits a polynomial kernel.
Let us start by providing a polynomial kernel for BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH param-
eterized by the neighborhood diversity.



Proposition 9. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH admits a kernel containing at most k>
vertices, where k is the neighborhood diversity. The kernel is computable in O(n?k) time.

Proof. Let I = (G = (V,E), x,s,t) be an instance of BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH
and let £ be the distance between s and ¢ in G. We start off by computing a neighborhood
partition of minimum width k, which can be achieved in O(n%k) time [31]. The crucial
observation towards obtaining the kernel now is that a shortest path does not visit two
vertices u, v of the same type: If a path P first visits v and later v, then the predecessor
of u is also adjacent to v; thus the path can be short-cut. Hence, ¢ < k, and it suffices to
keep one vertex of each color for each type. If the number ¢ of colors is at most k, then this
yields a kernel at most k? vertices. If ¢ > k, then we derive from k > ¢ that the sought
shortest path will contain at most one vertex of each color. In this case, it suffices to
keep k vertices of different colors for each type: No matter how the remaining £ —1 < k—1
vertices of other types were chosen, there is one vertex of our type which has a different
color. Hence, if there is a type that contains at least k vertices of different colors, we can
remove the remaining vertices of that type. This again yields a kernel with at most k>
vertices. The running time is dominated by determining the neighborhood diversity. [

We next provide a polynomial kernel for BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameter-
ized by the distance to Pj-free graphs for any constant h.

Theorem 10. Let h € N. Then BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by the
vertex deletion distance k to Pj,-free graphs admits a kernel with at most O(h"+2(k+1)"*1)
vertices. The kernel can be computed in O(n*" 4+ n*) time.

Proof. Let I = (G = (V,E), x,s,t) be an instance of BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH.
Let ¢ be the number of vertices in a shortest s-t-path, that is one more than the distance
between s and ¢t in G. Let K’ C V be a set of k vertices such that K’ is Pj,-free. Note that
each connected component of G— K’ has diameter at most h—2, thus any shortest s-t-path
can contain at most A — 1 vertices from any such connected component. Thus, at least
each h'! vertex on a shortest s-t-path has to be contained K. Hence, we have ¢ < h(k+1).
Next, we compute a set K C V(G) with |K| < hk such that G — K is Py-free in O(k - n")
time. We can find an induced P}, in O(n” - h?) time and any vertex deletion set to Pj-free
graphs contains at least one of the h vertices. Taking all h vertices into the set K is
therefore an h-approximation. For convenience, we will also add s and t to K. Next, we
compute all shortest paths between any pair u,v € K which do not contain any other
vertices from k. Each such path P visits the same number d,, := distg(u,v) —1 < h—1
of vertices, all of which are in some connected component of G — K. We replace the
graph G — K by the union of all paths computed and we remove duplicate paths, that is,
if there are two u-v-paths which use the same multiset of colors, then we remove one of
them. Let Sy, be the set of remaining u-v-paths.

We now make a case distinction on the number ¢ of colors in the input graph. If ¢ < £,
then note that |S,,| < "1 < (h(k+1))"~! = =1 (k+1)"~1. Since each path in S,, con-
tains dy, < h vertices, the entire remaining graph contains at most | K| 4 | K|?h"(k + 1)1 € O(h"*2(k 4 1)
vertices.

If ¢ > £, then each color can appear at most once in any solution as by the pigeonhole
principle, at least one color does not appear at all. Hence, for each pair u,v € K, we remove
any path from S, that contains the same color twice. Note that this implies |Sy,| < nh.
Finally, we use the technique of representative families by Fomin et al. [20] to shrink the



size of each set Sy, even further. Let M = (V,Z) be a matroid, where the set V of vertices
in G is the ground set and a set X C V is independent in M if and only if each color
appears at most once in X and |X| < ¢. More formally, the set Z is defined as follows.

IT={XCV||XNnxY|<1foric]|dand|X|</}.

Recall that y’ is the set of vertices with color i. Note that M is a partition matroid
of rank /¢; therefore, we can compute a linear representation over a field of size O(n)
in O(n?) time [32]. We can then use Theorem 2 (with a uniform weight function) to
compute, for each set Sy, a (f — d,,)-representative family Suv of size at most ( dfv) < gh—1

in O(nMw=1) C O(n“") time, where w is the fast matrix multiplication constant. We
return the kernel that contains all vertices in K and all paths in S, for each pair u,v € K
(which might be a single edge if {u,v} € E). Note that the number of vertices in the
kernel is at most

K|+ | K20 h < kh+ 2 + (kh + 2)%(h(k + 1)) th € O(W" 2 (k + 1)),

It remains to show that the returned instance is equivalent to the input instance. In
the first direction, note that any path in the kernel corresponds to a path in the original
graph that collects the same multiset of colors. Moreover, such a path is a shortest s-
t-path in the kernel if and only if it is a shortest s-t-path in the original instance. For
the reverse direction, let P be some balance-fair shortest s-t-path in G. If ¢ < ¢, then P
directly corresponds to a path in the kernel that uses the same number of vertices and the
same multiset of colors. If ¢ > ¢, then let L = {s = vp,v1,...,vp,t = vp41} C K be the
set of vertices in K that appear in P. We assume that the vertices are ordered in such a
way that v; appears earlier than v; in P whenever ¢ < j. We iteratively replace subpaths
of P by paths in the kernel. To this end, let Py = P and for each 1 <i <p+1, let P; be
constructed as follows. Let @Q; be the set of colors in P;_; that do not include the set of
vertices in the path between v;_1 and v; (Q; contains the colors of v;_1 and v;). Let S; be
all remaining colors in P;_;. By definition, there is a set S € SUi—l'Ui such that SUQ; € Z,
that is, there is a path in S, ,,, whose colors are disjoint from ();. We replace the subpath
of P,_1 between v;_1 and v; by the subpath with colors in S to get path P;. Note that P,
is then a shortest s-t-path in the kernel that uses each color at most once. This concludes
the proof. O

Since cographs are exactly the P,-free graphs, this implies a polynomial kernel for
distance to cographs.

Corollary 11. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH admits a kernel of size O(k®), where k is
the distance to cographs. The kernel can be computed in O(n') time.

The maximum diameter of components is a parameter directly under the distance to
cographs in the parameter hierarchy (see Figure 2). As shown in Observation 4, BALANCE-
FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by maximum diameter of components is fixed-parameter
tractable. We next show that it presumably does not allow for a polynomial kernel
by excluding polynomial kernels for BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by
two parameters upper-bounding maximum diameter of components—treedepth and mini-
mum clique cover. We first show that BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by
treedepth admits an OR~cross-composition.
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Proposition 12. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by treedepth does not
admit a polynomial kernel unless NP C coNP / poly.

Proof. We prove the statement by showing that BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH OR-
cross-composes into BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by treedepth. We first
define the polynomial equivalence relation R. Two instances (G = (V, E),x: V — [c], s, 1)
and (G' = (V',E'),x": V! = [¢],¢,t') of BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH are R-equivalent
if and only if ¢ = ¢ and distg(s,t) = distgr(s',t'). Clearly, the relation fulfills condi-
tion (i) of an equivalence relation (see Section 2). Since both integers considered for
equivalence are upper-bounded in the size of their respective instance, condition (ii)
holds as well. Consider ¢ instances Iy, Is,...,I; of BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH,
where I; = (Gj, xu, si, t;) for all i € [¢] and all instances are from the same equivalence
class of R. Let ¢ := distg,(s;,t;) + 1 be the number of vertices in each shortest path
in each graph G;, and let ¢ be the number of colors used in each instance I;. Further,
let x := |¥/c] and 2’ := [¢/c] be the minimum and maximum number of appearances of a
color in a balance-fair path in I;. We OR-cross-compose into one instance I := (G, x, s, t)
of BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by the treedepth of G.

The graph G contains for each i € [p] the graph G; as an induced subgraph. We make
the terminal s adjacent to each s;. Next, we introduce a path on max(z’ — 1,1) vertices,
one endpoint of which is adjacent to each t;, and the other endpoint of which is ¢t. Our
coloring x adopts the colorings of y; for each of the vertices in G;. Terminal s is assigned
color ¢+ 1. If 2/ < 1, then the path consists only of ¢ and we set x(t) = ¢ + 2. Otherwise,
we assign color ¢ + 1 to each vertex of the path.

The construction clearly runs in time polynomial in the sum of the input instance sizes.
The treedepth of G is at most

7’ + 1+ maxtd(G;) < 2max|I;],
iclq] iclq]

wherein td(G;) is the treedepth of G;. Hence, our construction fulfills property (i) of
Definition 3. We next show that it also fulfills property (ii), that is, I is a yes-instance if
and only if there exists an 7 € [p] such that I; is a yes-instance. To this end, observe that
distg(s,t) = £ 4+ max(2/,2), and that for each i € [¢] and each shortest s;-t;-path P;, the
(unique) s-t-path that contains P; is a shortest path in G.

Suppose first that one of the input instances is a yes-instance, that is, one of the
graphs G; contains a shortest balance-fair s;-t;-path P;. Then, each color j € [¢] appears
x; times in P;, wherein < z; < 2’. We show that the s-t-path P which contains P; is
balance-fair as well. If 2/ < 1, then ¢ < ¢, each color j € [¢] is visited at most once, and
the only additional vertices are s and ¢, which both have unique colors. If 2’ > 1, then
there are exactly 2’ vertices in P that are not in P; and all of those have color ¢ + 1. As
this color does not appear in F;, the path P is balance-fair. Hence, I is a yes-instance.

Suppose next that I is a yes-instance, that is, there exists a shortest balance-fair s-
t-path P. Such a path P visits vertices from exactly one of the graphs G;, let P; be the
corresponding subpath from s; to ¢;. If 2/ < 1, then P contains £+ 2 vertices and x assigns
by construction ¢ + 2 colors to the vertices in G. Hence, P must contain at most one
vertex of each color. As x(s) =c+ 1 and x(t) = ¢ + 2, the subpath P; must contain each
color in [c] at most once and it is therefore a shortest balance-fair s;-t;-path and I; is a
yes-instance. If ' > 1, then P contains ¢ + 2’ vertices and y assigns ¢ + 1 colors to the
vertices in G. Since (i) there are exactly 2’ vertices in P that are not in P; and (ii) P
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consists of exactly ¢ vertices whose colors are in [c], it must contain each of these colors
at least x and at most 2’ times. Thus, P; is a shortest balance-fair s;-t;-path and I; is a
yes-instance. O

We only need a slight modification of the above OR-cross-composition to show that
there is presumably no polynomial kernel for BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH when pa-
rameterized by minimum clique cover.

Proposition 13. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by minimum clique
cover does not admit a polynomial kernel unless NP C coNP / poly.

Proof. We extend the construction shown in the proof of Proposition 12 to show that
BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH OR-cross-composes into BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH
parameterized by minimum clique cover. We use the same polynomial equivalence rela-
tion. Given ¢ instances Iy, I, ..., I, with I; = (G;, x4, si, t;) for all i € [g] from the same
equivalence class in R, let I = (G = (V,E), x,s,t) be the instance constructed in the
proof of Proposition 12. We extend the construction as follows. Let ¢ = distg(s,t). For
each d € [{], let V; :== {v € V | distg(s,v) = d} be the set of vertices with distance
exactly d from s. For each V;, we add an edge between each pair of vertices in V. Let Ey
be the set of these edges for each d € [|V]].

Clearly, the composition can still be computed in time polynomial in the sum of the
input instance sizes. As for property (i) of Definition 3, note that G now contains a
minimum clique cover of size ¢, consisting of the cliques on Vj for each d € [¢] (and s being
part of the clique on V7). This is trivially linearly upper-bounded in maxie[q]\li]. Lastly,
note that each s-t-paths or s;-t;-paths for some i € [¢] containing an edge from a set E,
is not a shortest path. Hence, our extension does not affect any of the shortest paths of
interest, and our construction fulfills property (ii) of Definition 3. U

Concluding this section, we investigate the parameter maximum leaf number. We show
that BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH does not admit a polynomial kernel in the maximum
leaf number by providing a polynomial parameter transformation from ExAcT HITTING
SET. ExAcT HITTING SET admits no problem kernel of size polynomial in |U| unless
NP C coNP /poly [16].* Tt is defined as follows.

ExAcTt HITTING SET

Input: A universe U and a family F of subsets of U.
Question: Is there a subset X C U such that |S N X| =1 for each S € F?

Proposition 14. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH parameterized by the mazimum leaf
number does not admit a polynomial kernel unless NP C coNP / poly.

Proof. Let (U, F) be an instance of EXacT HITTING SET. We provide a polynomial pa-
rameter transformation from EXACT HITTING SET with parameter d := |U|. We construct
an instance I = (G = (V, E), x, s,t) of BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH as follows. We
will use |F| + 4 colors: a color pg for each set S € F, and three additional colors ry, rp,
and q. The graph G consists of a path Gp, a gadget G, for each element z € U, and
the vertex t with color r,. For an element z € U, let s, be the number of sets in F

“We mention that the authors only exclude a polynomial kernel for HITTING SET parameterized by |U|,
but all of the arguments work exactly the same for EXAcT HITTING SET.
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containing x and let F, = {S7,55,... 5% } be the set of sets in F that contain 2. The
gadget G, consists of two disjoint paths Y, = (y1,¥2,...,¥s,) and N, = (nq1,ne,...,ng,),
wherein each vertex y; with i € [s;] receives color psz and each vertex n; with j € [s,]
receives color q. Let a = (3 gc7|S|) — d. The path Gp starts with a vertices of color 7,
and a vertices of color 7y, the first of which is the terminal s. It then proceeds with a — 1
vertices of each color pg for each S € F. We then arrange all gadgets G, in a line and
connect each last vertex of the two paths of a gadget with each first vertex of the two paths
of the next gadget. Moreover, we connect the last vertex of Gp with the first vertices in
the two paths of the first gadget and the last vertices in the two paths of the last gadget
with ¢.

Note that for each induced path in the resulting graph, there can be at most two leaves
in any spanning tree. Since all edges can be partitioned into 2d+1 paths (two in the gadget
for each element x € U and one is Gp), the maximum leaf number of the resulting instance
is at most 4d + 2 (which is polynomial in d). Moreover, since the reduction can clearly be
computed in polynomial time, it only remains to show that the constructed instance of
BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is a yes-instance if and only if the original instance of
ExacT HITTING SET is a yes-instance. To this end, observe that each shortest s-t-path
contains all vertices in Gp, the vertex ¢, and either all vertices of Y, or all vertices of N,
for each x € U. Hence, each s-t-path contains exactly a vertices of color rp and a + 1
vertices of color 7. Thus, every solution path must contain between a and a + 1 vertices
of each color.

Assume first that there is an exact hitting set X C U. Consider the s-t-path P in G
that contains all vertices in Gp and, for each gadget G, the vertices in Y, if x € X and
the vertices in N, if x ¢ X. Since X is an exact hitting set, the path contains exactly one
vertex of color pg for each set S € F. Since the path Gp contains a — 1 vertices of each
such color, each such color appears exactly a times in P. Finally, note that the number
of vertices with color ¢ in P is also a as P contains all ) ¢~ |S| = a + d vertices in all
paths N, except for the exactly d vertices where it contains vertices in the Y,-paths. Thus,
the path P verifies that [ is a yes-instance.

Now assume that I is a yes-instance. Then, there is a path P containing all vertices
in Gp, the vertices of Y, or the vertices of N, for each = € U, and the vertex t, such that
each color appears between a and a + 1 times in P. Consider the set X C U containing
an element x € U if and only if P contains the vertices of Y. Since P contains each color
at least a times, it contains at least one vertex of each color pg in some subpath Y., that
is, X is a hitting set. Moreover, assume that it holds for some set S € F that |[SNX| > 1.
Then, P contains at most ) ¢ »|S| —d — 1 = a — 1 vertices of color ¢, a contradiction.
Thus, X is an exact cover. This concludes the proof. O

5 Para-NP-Hardness

We complete our tetrachotomy by showing para-NP-hardness for several parameters. We
start by showing that BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is NP-hard on interval graphs by
providing a reduction from VERTEX COVER. Afterwards, we conclude with a reduction
from Exact COVER showing NP-hardness for bipartite outerplanar graphs with genus
zero and bandwidth two. VERTEX COVER is NP-hard and defined as follows [29].
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Figure 4: The vertex gadget G, for an edge e = {u, v} and a legend providing color names.

VERTEX COVER
Input: A graph G = (V, E) and an integer k.
Question: Is there a set K C V with |K| < k such that G — K is edgeless?

Proposition 15. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is NP-hard even on interval graphs.

Proof. Let (H = (V,E),k) be an instance of VERTEX COVER. Moreover, let V =
{v1,v2...,v,} and E = {e1,ea...,e,}. We construct an interval graph G = (V' F’)
with two vertices s,t and a coloring function x: V’ — [n + 3] such that there is a balance-
fair shortest s-t-path in G if and only if there is a vertex cover of size k in H. We will
use one color p, for each vertex v € V and three additional colors q1, g2, and r. The
graph GG consists of a path Gp and three types of gadgets: a vertex gadget G, for each
vertex v € V, an edge gadget G, for each edge e € E, and a filler gadget G ;. We next
describe the different parts in more detail.

The vertex gadget G, consists of two parallel paths U, = (uy,ug, ..., Un4+1) and L, =
(b1,02, ..., ly1) of length m. Additionally, there is an edge between ¢; and u; for each i €
[m+ 1] and an edge between ¢; and w;41 for each i € [m]. Lastly, there are two vertices s,
and t, of color r where s is adjacent to w; and ¢; and t is adjacent to u,4+1 and £,41.
Each vertex in U, gets color p,, vertex £,,+1 gets color go, and all other vertices in L, get
color ¢q;. See Figure 3 for an example. The gadget for an edge e = {u,v} is a diamond
where the two vertices s, and t. of degree two have color r and the other two vertices have
colors p, and p,, respectively. See Figure 4 for an illustration.

The filler gadget Gy consists of k- (m 4 1) — m levels, where each level contains for
each vertex v € V a vertex of each color p,. Each level induces a clique and all vertices of
two consecutive levels are pairwise adjacent. Figure 5 illustrates G/.

The path G p contains km — k vertices of colors g, km —2(m+n)—1 vertices of color r,
and km — (m + 1) vertices of color p, for each vertex v € V. One of the vertices of color r
is s and this is the first vertex in Gp. To finish the construction of G, we add the vertex ¢
with color r and connect the gadgets as follows. We add an edge between the last vertex
of Gp and the first vertex s,, in G,, and an edge between t,, and s,, , for all i € [n —1].
We then add an edge between t,, and s., and between t., and s, for all i € [m — 1].
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Finally, we add an edge between t.,, and each vertex in the first level of Gy and an edge
between each vertex in the last level of G and ¢.

Note that since each gadget of G is an interval graph and since we only place them
along a line, G is also an interval graph. Moreover, G can be constructed in polynomial
time (since we may assume that k& < n). Thus, it only remains to be shown that G contains
a balance-fair shortest s-t-path if and only if H contains a vertex cover of size k.

Observe that any shortest path through a vertex gadget contains m + 3 vertices,
each shortest path through an edge gadget contains three vertices, each shortest path
through Gy contains & - (m + 1) — m vertices, and the number of vertices in the (unique)
path through Gp is

km—k+km—-2m+1)—1+n-(km—(m+1)).

Since the path ends in vertex ¢ which is not part of any gadget, the number of vertices in
each shortest s-t-path in G is

n-(m+3)+3m+k-(m+1)—m

+Ekm—k+km—2(m+n)+n-(km—(m+1))
=nm+3In+3m+km+k—-—m+km—k+kEkn—2m—2n+nkm—nm —n
= 3km +nkm = (n+3) - km

Since there are n + 3 colors, each color has to appear exactly k- m times.

For the forward direction, assume that there is a vertex cover S of size k in H. We
will construct an s-t-path P in G which contains exactly k- m vertices of each color. The
path P contains all vertices in Gp. For each vertex v € S, the path P contains in G, all
vertices in L,, and the two vertices s, and t,. For each vertex u € V'\ S, the path P contains
in G, all vertices in U, and the two vertices s, and t,. For each edge e € F, let v, € S be
a vertex such that v, € e. Note that v, exists since S is a vertex cover in H and if both
endpoints of e are contained in S, then we choose an arbitrary endpoint. The path P
contains for each edge e € E the vertices s, t., and the vertex of color p,, in G.. For each
vertex v € S, let z,, be the number of vertices of color p, in P in the edge gadgets. The
path P contains exactly (m + 1) — x, vertices of color p, in G¢. It is easy to verify that P
contains exactly k- m vertices of colors ¢, g2, r, and of each color p,,, where u € V'\ S. So
consider a color p, with v € S. Observe that P contains k-m — (m+ 1) vertices of color p,
in Gp and no vertex of that color in G,. Moreover, P contains x, vertices of that color
in all of the edge gadgets combined and m + 1 — x, vertices of that color in G;. Hence,
P contains exactly k - m vertices of color p, and is therefore balance-fair.
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For the other direction, let P be a balance-fair shortest s-t-path in G. Since P passes
through Gp, it holds that P contains exactly k vertices of color ¢o outside of Gp. Note
that if P contains a vertex of color ¢o in a vertex gadget G,, then it has to contain the
whole path L,. Since there are exactly k vertex gadgets GG, such that P contains the
whole path L,, it also holds that P contains exactly m - k vertices of color ¢; in these
vertex gadgets. Hence, P cannot contain any further vertices of color ¢; and it therefore
has to contain the whole path U, for each other vertex gadget GG,,. Furthermore, for each
vertex u € V with P passing through U, there cannot be any vertices of color p, outside
of Gp and G,. Hence, in order to pass through each edge gadget Ge, there has to be a
vertex v € V such that P passes through L, and v € e. Thus, these k vertices form a
vertex cover in H. This concludes the proof. O

Concluding this section, we next provide a reduction from ExAcT COVER proving that
BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is NP-hard even on bipartite cactus graphs with constant
bandwidth. Recall that a graph is a cactus graph if it is connected and any two cycles in
the graph share at most one vertex, it is bipartite if its vertex set can be partitioned into
two independent sets, and its bandwidth is the minimum cost maxg, ,yepg [ f(u) — f(v)]
over all injective functions f from V to N. ExacT COVER is NP-complete and defined as
follows [29].

Exact COVER

Input: A universe U and a family F of subsets of U.

Question: Is there an ezact cover in F, that is, is there a subfamily 7' C F such
that for each z € U there is exactly one S € F' with x € S?

Proposition 16. BALANCE-FAIR SHORTEST PATH is NP-hard even on bipartite cactus
graphs with bandwidth two.

Proof. We reduce from EXAcT COVER. To thisend, let I = (U := [n],F = {S1,52,...,5m})
be an instance of ExAcT COVER and let o := ZSjef‘Sj‘- We construct a bipartite
cactus graph G = (V,FE) with bandwidth two. Moreover, we define a coloring func-
tion x: V — [n+ 1]. The graph G will contain two designated vertices s and ¢ and there
is a balance-fair shortest s-t-path in G if and only if there is an exact cover in I. Herein,
the colors 1,...,n represent the elements of the universe, and color n+ 1 is used as a filler
color. The vertices s and t receive color n + 1. Additionally, the graph consists of a set
gadget G for each set S; € F and a path Gp.

For each S; € F, let p; = |5 and let {f,2d, ... ,x%j} C [n] denote the elements of S;.
The set gadget G; consists of two vertices s; and ¢; and two parallel paths induced by the
sets A; = {a{, a%, .. ,a%j} and Bj := {b{, bg, . ,b{,j}, respectively. The endpoints are a{
and af; ; and b{ and bf; ;> respectively. The endpoints a]i and b]i are adjacent to s;, while af; ;

and by, are adjacent to t;. The vertices s; and t; as well as the vertices in B; are all

colored with the filler color n + 1, and vertex aj is colored with ﬂ:g for each ¢ € [p;].

The path Gp consists of n - (2m 4+ 1 + 0 — n) vertices. For each color i € [n], there
are 2m + 1 + o — n vertices of color 7 in Gp, and there are no vertices of color n + 1. We
denote by Vp the set of vertices in Gp.

Finally, we connect the gadgets with the path and terminals by adding an edge be-
tween s and one endpoint of Gp, an edge between the other endpoint of Gp and s1, an
edge between t; and s;41 for all j € [m], and an edge between ¢,, and t.
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Observe that G is a bipartite cactus graph as the only cycles in G are the different set
gadgets. These are cycles of even length that do not share vertices with any other cycles.
We show that the bandwidth of our constructed graph G is at most 2 by constructing
an injective function p: V' — N and proving maxy, ,yep [p(u) — @(v)] < 2. We start
by setting ¢(s) = 1 and assigning consecutive numbers to vertices adjacent in the path
induced by {s}UVpU{s1}. Suppose that we have assigned a number to s; for some j € [m)].
Then, we set ¢(al) = ¢(sj) +2g — 1 and (b)) = ©(s;) + 2q for each ¢ € [p;]. Next,
we set ¢(t;) = gp(b%) + 1 and if j < m, then we set ¢(sj11) = ¢(t;) + 1. Lastly, we
assign ¢(t) = ¢(tm) + 1. By construction, all edges are between two vertices in a set
gadget or their two endpoints are assigned consecutive numbers. Note that the endpoints
of each edge within a set gadget G; are assigned numbers with a difference of at most two
(exactly two for all edges except for {s;, al} and {b%j,tj}).

We next show that there is an exact cover in [ if and only if G contains a balance-fair
shortest s-t-path. To this end, we first make some observations on the properties of any
s-t-path P in G. Each such path contains all vertices in

C={s,t} UVpU J {{s).t;}}-

S]'G}—

Note that 2m + 2 of them are colored with color n + 1 and 2m + 1 4+ ¢ — n of them are
colored with color i for each i € [n]. For each j € [m], the path P contains either the
vertices in A; or the vertices in Bj;. Let Ap be the set of vertices in P contained in A;
for some j € [m] and let Bp be the set of vertices in P contained in B; for some j € [m)].
Then, |Ap| 4+ |Bp| = 0 and P contains overall 2m + 2 + |Bp| vertices of color n + 1.

Suppose that there is an exact cover F' in I. Let A := Usjep Ajandlet B := Usjef\f/ B;.
We show that P := G[AU BUC] induces a balance-fair shortest s-t-path in G. Since F’ is
an exact cover, it holds that |A| = n and A contains exactly one vertex of each color ¢ € [n].
Hence, the number of vertices of each color in P is exactly 2m + 2 + o — n. Since the num-
ber of vertices of color n + 1 in P is 2m + 2 + |B| = 2m + 2 + 0 — n, it follows that P is
balance-fair.

For the converse, suppose that P is a balance-fair shortest s-t-path in G. Again, let Ap
be the set of vertices in P that are contained in A; for some j € [m] and let Bp be the
set of vertices in P that are contained in B; for some j € [m]. We claim that Ap contains
exactly one vertex of each color i € [n]. Assume towards a contradiction that this is not the
case. Then |Ap| < n, |Ap| > n, or |Ap| = n and at least one color appears at least twice
in Ap. In the first case, there exists a color ¢ € [n] that appears less than 2m + 2+ 0 —n
times in P. Recall that |Ap|+ |Bp| = o and therefore | Bp| > o — n. Hence, the color n+1
appears more than 2m + 2 + ¢ — n times, a contradiction to P being balance-fair. In the
second case, there exists a color ¢ € [n] that appears more than 2m + 2 + ¢ — n times in P.
Since |Bp| < 0 — n, the color n+ 1 appears less than 2m + 2+ o —n times, a contradiction
to P being balance-fair. In the third and final case, there exists a color ¢ € [n] that appears
at least twice in Ap. Then, there exists by the pigeonhole principle another color j € [n]
not appearing in A, and the color i therefore appears at least two more times in P than
color j, a contradiction to P being balance-fair. Consequently, 7' :={S; € F | A; C Ap}
is an exact cover in I. O

Since cactus graphs are outerplanar, the above result also implies para-NP-hardness
for the parameters genus and distance to outerplanar graphs.
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6 Conclusion

Our study shows that injecting balance-fairness to the problem of finding shortest paths
makes the problem computationally hard even when many (structural) graph parameters
are small. This is somewhat surprising as the computation of balance-fair spanning trees
remains polynomial time solvable [13, 14]. A question that arises is how the tractability
of other problems change when adding this natural fairness constraint.

In this work, we only focus on one fairness notion. However, most of our results also
hold for slight variations of balance-fairness, i.e., proportionality, giving appearance lower
and upper bounds for each color. Another fairness concept that could be studied with
respect to paths is the margin of victory fairness that measures the difference between the
most and second-most appearing color [12].
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