2407.05435v2 [cs.DS] 11 Jul 2024

arXiv

Polynomial Time Algorithms for Integer Programming and
Unbounded Subset Sum in the Total Regime

Divesh Aggarwal® Antoine Joux' Miklos Santhat Karol Wegrzycki®

Abstract

The Unbounded Subset Sum (UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM) problem is an NP-hard computa-
tional problem where the goal is to decide whether there exist non-negative integers =i, ..., Tn
such that zia1 + ... + zna, = b, where a1 < -+ < a, < b are distinct positive integers with
ged(ai, ..., an) dividing b. The problem can be solved in pseudopolynomial time, while spe-
cialized cases, such as when b exceeds the Frobenius number of a1, ..., a, simplify to a total
problem where a solution always exists.

This paper explores the concept of totality in UNBOUNDED SUBSET SuM. The challenge
in this setting is to actually find a solution, even though we know its existence is guaranteed.
We focus on the instances of UNBOUNDED SUBSET SuM where solutions are guaranteed for
large b. We show that when b is slightly greater than the Frobenius number, we can find the
solution to UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM in polynomial time.

We then show how our results extend to INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH EQUALI-
TIES, highlighting conditions under which INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH EQUALITIES
becomes total. We investigate the diagonal Frobenius number, which is the appropriate gener-
alization of the Frobenius number to this context. In this setting, we give a polynomial-time
algorithm to find a solution of INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH EQUALITIES. The
bound obtained from our algorithmic procedure for finding a solution almost matches the
recent existential bound of Bach, Eisenbrand, Rothvoss, and Weismantel (2024).

1 Introduction

In the UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM (in short notation USS) problem we are given n distinct positive
integers a1 < --- < a, with ged(as,...,a,) = 1 and a target b. The task is to find non-negative
integers x1,...,x, such that x1a; + ...+ z,a, = b, whenever such an n-tuple exists. The decision
version of the problem is a variant of integer KNAPSACK and is well known to be NP-complete,
making USS NP-hard. It is a notoriously hard problem and no algorithm which runs in time
20" (10g b)°M) is known for it. The currently known fastest algorithm which solves USS, due
to Reis and Rothvoss [RR23|, and runs in time (logn)?™ (logb)?M). This algorithm solves the
general integer programming problem of which USS is a special case. Various pseudopolynomial
time algorithms using dynamic programming were also given for USS. Supposing constant time
arithmetic operations, Bringmann’s algorithm [Bril7] works in time O(blogbd), and the one of
Jansen and Rohwedder [JR19] in time O(a, log a,, log(a, +0b)). For the setting of small a;, we have
algorithms in time O(a?+n) by [HR96], in time O(na;) by [BLO7| and in time O(af_o(l)) by [Kle22].
These results are essentially tight assuming widely believed fine-grained hypotheses [ABHS22,
JR19, Kle22|. For constant n, the problem can be solved in polynomial time in the size of the
input numbers by generic integer programming techniques [Len83, RR23].

Another case when the decision problem is easy to solve, and in fact trivializes, is when b is
sufficiently large. Indeed, for every aq, ..., a,, there exists a largest integer denoted by g(ay, ..., ay)
for which there is no solution, implying that for every b > g(ay,...,a,), the problem always has a
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solution. This integer is called the Frobenius number of a1, ..., a,, in honour of Frobenius [Bra42]
who first raised the problem of computing or estimating g(ai,...,a,). There is a substantial
literature dedicated to this problem, including [HL64, HL65, HV87, Kan92, AJ05]. For n = 2 the
Frobenius number g(a1,a2) = ajas — a1 — az was determined by Sylvester [Syl82] and relatively
sharp estimates are known for n = 3 [BZ03, Ust09]. In the general case the essentially sharpest
upper bound of g(ai,...,a,) < 2a,-1%] — a, is due to Erdés and Graham [EGT72| which is
within a constant factor of the actual value. Variants and for some instances improvements of this
bound can be found in [Vit76, Sel77, Dix90]. The exact computation of the Frobenius number is
known to be NP-hard [RA96].

Total Problems As we said, the decision version of USS is trivial when b > g(ay,...,a,)
because the answer is always ‘yes’. This makes the search problem total in the sense that there
is always a solution. It is worth to emphasize that the totality does not arise from a promise
but rather from a mathematical property of the input. Furthermore, totality doesn’t make the
search problem necessarily easy to solve, and the complexity of UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM in
such instances is an interesting research topic. In fact, given any polynomila -time computable
upper bound w(ay,...,a,) > g(ai,...,a,), it is easy to verify that b > u(ay,...,ay). Thus, in this
situation, the problem belongs to the complexity class TFNP.

Let us recall that, the class TENP, introduced by Megiddo and Papadimitriou [MP91], con-
sists of NP-search problems with total relations. It is known that no problem in TFNP can be
NP-hard unless NP equals co-NP [JPY85, MP91]. TFNP is believed not to have any complete
problems. Research on TFNP has mostly concentrated on sub-classes that can (also) be defined
by interesting complete problems. Examples include pure Nash Equilibrium in a congestion game
for PLS [FPT04], Nash Equilibrium in a two-player game [CDT09]| or Multichromatic Simplex for
a Sperner coloring [CD09] for PPAD, and Constrained Short Integer Solution for PPP [SZZ18].
However, for some important problems in TFNP, such as factoring or discrete logarithm, which are
not believed to be complete in any of these subclasses, the research focus is on finding the fastest
possible algorithm. Our results are examples of this line of work.

Generalization of the Unbounded Subset Sum INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH
EQUALITIES (in short ILPE) is the natural generalization to higher dimensions of USS. In this
problem, we are given A € Z4*™ and b € Z? and the task is to find & € Z%, such that Ax = b
if there exists such an . In a variant, INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING (in short ILP) on the
same input asks for € ZZ, such that Ax < b. The two problems are easily inter-reducible in
polynomial time. a

Similarly to USS, the complexity of ILPE has been thoroughly studied. All known algorithms
are exponential either in n or in log L, where by definition L is the size of the maximum input
number, that is L = max{||Al/c, ||bllcc}. The first algorithm of the former category was given
by Lenstra |Len83] whose algorithm runs in time 20(”3)poly(d log L). This algorithm provides a
polynomial time solution when the number of variables is constant. In a sequence of works [Kan87,
FT87, VD12] the polynomial for n in the exponent was substantially improved, and as it was
mentioned for USS, the currently known fastest algorithm due to Reis and Rothvoss [RR23],
works in time 20(*loglogn)poly(dlog L). The first algorithm of the second category, which runs
in time n©(® (dL)O(dQ), was presented by Papadimitriou [Pap81]. The currently fastest algorithm
here, due to Jansen and Rohwedder [JR19], uses O(d||Al|oo)? + O(dn) arithmetic operations.

Inspired by the existence of large targets which make USS a total problem and by the relatively
fast algorithms we could find in that case, we ask the analogous question for the general ILPE.
Our second result specifies conditions on b under which ILPE becomes total and we are able to
give a polynomial time solution for it.

Total Regime of Integer Linear Programming The natural idea to generalize the Frobe-
nius number to INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH EQUALITIES would be to say that when
an integer b (1) lies “deep inside” a positive cone, and (ii) is in the lattice generated by A then the
answer to INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH EQUALITIES is always positive. This, however,
is not true in general. Consider the following example:

(9 10 9 93 (M 9
A<0 0 1>€Z andb(M € 7.

Note that the lattice generated by A is Z2 and b lies “deep-inside” the positive quarter for a
large enough M € Z>o. Nevertheless, no matter how large the integer M is, the target b cannot



be obtained as a positive integral combination of columns of the matrix A. Hence, we need a
more elaborate condition to properly generalize the Frobenius number. The generalization we
will consider, and which is arguably the appropriate one, is the diagonal Frobenius number g(A)
introduced by Aliev and Henk [AH10].

Consider the following three sets of points: cone(A) = {Ax | z € R%,}, intcone(A) = {Ax |

x € Z%,}, and L(A) the lattice generated by A € Z?*™. The diagonal Frobenius number g(A) is

the smallest non-negative integer ¢ such that
for every z € {Az | x >t-1} N L(A) implies z € intcone(A).

Recently, the existential statements of diagonal Frobenius numbers have been used by Cslovjecsek
et al. [CKL'24] to solve two-stage stochastic programs and by Guttenberg et al. [GRE23]| to study
geometric properties of the Vector Addition Systems. The exact bounds are usually studied with
respect to the det(AA”) parameter. For example, Aliev and Henk [AH10] show that the diagonal
Frobenius number of A is at most:

g(A) < @w/n “det(AAT).

Very recently, Bach et al. [BERW24] considered the diagonal Frobenius number parameterized
by ||Al|s- In that setting, they improve the result of [AH10] and show that:

g(A) <d-(2d- | Ao+ 1) (1)

Note that this bound is independent of n.

Several other generalizations of the Frobenius problem are already known in the literature,
for example, the s-Frobenius number [FS11], semigroups [Fel06], and higher dimensions [hFRZ15]
(see [Sha08]| for references). Also, other restricted versions of ILP with polynomial-time solutions
have been considered in the literature. Perhaps the best-known example is the case where the
constraint matrix of the program is totally unimodular. In this case, the linear programming
relaxation is naturally integral. Artmann, Weismantel, and Zenklusen [AWZ17] extended this
setting and gave a polynomial-time algorithm for bimodular ILP, where all minors of the con-
straint matrix are bounded in absolute value by 2. Many algorithms obtained in the FPT context
work in polynomial time when the respective parameter is constant. Such examples include n-
fold ILP [LHOWO08, HOR13, JLR20], three-fold ILP [CM18], and more generally, ILP with block
structure [CEHT21, KKL*23|.

1.1 Owur contribution

Our first result addresses the USS problem for a series of functions u;(aq, ..., a,), where the target

b is at least u;(aq,...,a,). These functions are at least as big as the Erdés and Graham bound of
2
a/fl

but less than a2.

n—1’

Theorem 1.1. Let k be a non-negative integer. There is a poly(n,logb)- (log k)o(k) time algorithm
2

that given an UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM instance (n,a,...,a,,b) such that b > i—l, for all

k<i<n, and ged(ar,...,a,) divides b, finds 1, ..., 2, € Z>o such that >, a;z; =b.

This means that when b is only greater than u, then the running time is the ILP bound
of [RR23] which we have anyhow without totality, but when b is greater than ug, or as a matter
of fact u., for some ¢ € Z>¢, then the running time is polynomial, see Corollary 3.2. Additionally,
the complexity of our algorithm smoothly transitions between these two extremes. The algorithm
itself is constructed by induction on the number of items, see Section 3.

Inspired by the existence of large targets that make USS a total problem and by the rela-
tively fast algorithms we discovered in that case, we ask the analogous question for ILPE. Our
second result specifies conditions on b under which ILPE become total, allowing us to provide a
polynomial-time solution for them.

Theorem 1.2 (Weaker version of Theorem 4.2). Given target b € Z¢ and constraint matriz
A € 29 with column vectors ay, ..., a, and A = max?_, [||a;|]. If

t>mm—d)-Alandbe LLA)N{A -y |y>t-1}

then we can find € 2%, such that b= A -z in polynomial time.



The proof idea for this result is as follows. We first use linear programming to find a real vector
y > t-1 such that b = A -y. We then let b = v + w, where v = Az for an integer vector z,
and w = Awu, where each coordinate of u is between 0, and 1. We know that w = b — v is in the
lattice £L(A). Then we iteratively find the smallest non-negative integers S,, ..., Bq4+1 such that
forany i € {d+1,...,n}, w— Z?:i Bia; is in L(aq,...,a;—1). Finally, there is a unique choice
for B1,...,Bq4. To conclude the proof, we show that 51,..., 84 > —t.

We note that Theorem 1.3 implies that g(A) < (n—d)- A%, hence it offers an alternative bound
on the diagonal Frobenius number. Our result matches (up to the polynomial factors in n) the
currently best bound (1) of [BERW24]. Moreover, our result is algorithmic and allows us to find
a solution in polynomial time.

We also give a closely matching lower bound for the diagonal Frobenius number. In Theo-
rem 5.1, we show that our bound on ¢g(A) is tight up to polynomial factors in n.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 5.1 simplified). For every d > 2 let t = QATZ' There exists b € 7

2™ with columm, vectors ay, . .., a, and A = max?_,[|la;|]] with the

and constraint matriz A €
following property:
belL(AAN{A-z|x>t -1}

but there does not exist * € Z>o such that b= A - x.

As a consequence, Theorem 1.3 implies that g(A) > Q(A?/d) and the bound (1) of [BERW24]
is tight (up to polynomial factor in d). We note, that Aliev et al. [AH10] also show a lower-bound
on diagonal Frobenius number, but their result is presented in terms of the det(AA™) parameter
(see also [AHH11]).

2 Preliminaries

Notation We denote by Z the set of integers and by Z>( the set of non-negative integers.
For a real number «, we denote by |«], the largest integer less than or equal to «, by [a], the
smallest integer greater than or equal to a, and by {a}, the fractional part of «, i.e., a — |a].

For d < n, a lattice £ C R? is the set of all integer linear combinations of n vectors A =
(a1,...,a,) € R ie.,

Ez{z1a1+22a2+-~-+znan : ZiEZ}.

We also use the notation L(aq,...,a,) for £. A basis of the lattice £ is B € R4 such that the
column vectors of B, by, ..., b, are linearly independent and

L=CL(by,... .by).

This is equivalent to saying that each of the vectors ai,...,a, can be written as integer combi-
nations of by,...,b,. An important geometric quantity associated with a lattice £ C R? is the
determinant, det(£) := det(B” B)'/2. The determinant of the lattice is not dependent on the ba-
sis. If the basis is full rank, i.e., n’ = d, then it is easy to see that det(L£) = |det(B)|. Throughout
the paper, ||| := (2% + - -- 4+ 22)/? denotes the Euclidean norm of & € R?.

Definition of the Problems

Definition 2.1 (INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING (ILP)). On input d,n € Zso, A € Z%*",
b e Z%, define the polytope K = {x € R": Az < b}. The task is to find © € KNZL, or output L
ifRNZL = 0.

If we replace the constraints by equality constraints, we get the following variant of the integer
linear programming problem.

Definition 2.2 (INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH EQUALITIES (ILPE)). On input d,n €
Z>p, A € 7" b e 72, define the polytope K = {x € R" : Ax = b}. The task is to find
x € KNZL, or output L if KNZL,=10.

Notice that the two variants of ILP mentioned above are computationally equivalent.

e An ILPE Ax = b with d equality constraints can be reduced to an ILP with 2d inequality
constraints Az < b and —Axz < —b.



e An ILP with d inequality constraints on n variables « = (z1,...,2,) given by Ax < b can be
reduced an ILP with d equality constraints on n+d variables (z,y) = (21, -+, Zn, Y1, -, Yd)
given by Ax +y = b.

The UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM problem is a special case of ILPE where d = 1, and A has
non-negative entries.

Definition 2.3 (UNBOUNDED SUBSET SuUM (USS)). The (search version) of USS is defined as
follows: On input n € Z>q,a1,...,an,b € Z>q, find x1,...,T, € Z>q such that Z?’Zl a;z; =b.

Finally, we may have a combination of equality and inequality constraints to get the following
variant.

Definition 2.4 (HETEROGENEOUS INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING (HILP)). On input dy,da,n €
Z>o, Ay € ZMX" ) Ay € 927" by € Z™ and by € 72, define the polytope K := {x € R" : Az <
by, Asx = by}, The task is to find x € K NZY, or output L if KNZY, = .

Known Results We will use the following simplified version of a result due to Erdés and
Graham [EGT2], which was later improved by Dixmier [Dix90].

Theorem 2.5. The USS instance (ay,...,an,b) has a solution if ged(ay, ..., ay) divides b, and
2

b> Zn

— n—1

Additionally, we will need the following algorithm due to [RR23] which is the state of the art
algorithm for the ILP problem, and hence for all the variants mentioned above.

Theorem 2.6. There is an algorithm for the ILP problem that runs in time (logn)?™ -poly(|Z]),
where n is the number of unknown variables, and |I| is the total bitlength of the input instance
A,b,n,d.

It is folklore that the LLL algorithm can also be run on the generating families [Kan83]. In
particular, it is implemented in [FPL24]. For more recent discussion see [BGPS23].

Theorem 2.7. There is a polynomial time algorithm that given a1, ..., a, € Z% finds a basis of
the lattice generated by all integer combinations of aq, ..., a,.

3 Algorithm for Unbounded Subset Sum

We will need the following technical lemma.

2
Lemma 3.1. Letn,a; < ... < an,b be positive integers such that b > najl, and ged(aq, ... a,) =
d. Then
d(b—an-(b-a," (modd)))>b.
Proof. Note that since ay, ..., a,_1 are distinct multiples of d, and a,, > a,,_1 > - -+ > a1, we have

that a,/(n —1) > d. Thus:

d(b—an-(b-a," (modd)))—b=(d-1)b—ayd(b-a,' (modd))
> (d—1)b—a,d(d—1) = (d — 1)(b — a,d)

> (d—1) ( In - and> > (d — 1) (and — and) = 0,

as needed. O

We now present the main result of this section, which is an algorithm that finds a solution for
the UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM problem when we have a stronger hypothesis on the input than the
Erdés-Graham condition which already guarantees the existence of a solution. The stronger the
condition, the faster the running time of the algorithm.

Theorem 1.1. Let k be a non-negative integer. There is a poly(n,logb)-(log k)°*) time algorithm
2

that given an UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM instance (n,a,...,a,,b) such that b > ia_—il, for all

k <i<mn, and ged(ay,...,a,) divides b, finds x1,...,z, € Z>q such that Y ., a;x; =b.



Proof. A solution always exists because of Theorem 2.5. We assume without loss of generality

that ged(aq,...,a,) = 1 since if this is not the case, then it is equivalent to find a solution
. a a .
to an instance where we replace ai,...,a,,b by sed(ar a0 (e man) ged(ar. ey Since
b > iH ifh> o
ged(a,....an) = (i—1) ged(a,...,an)? = i—1"

Let d = ged(ay, ..., an—1).

The algorithm 4 does the following. If n < k, the algorithm makes a call to the algorithm from
Theorem 2.6. Otherwise, we proceed by setting x, = b-a,! (mod d) (i.e., the unique integer in
{0,1,...,d — 1} such that d divides b — a,x,) and

a Ap— b_xnan
(.’El,...7$n1):¢4<d1,..., dl,d>.

Notice that d is relatively prime to a, since ged(d,a,) = ged(ay,...,a,) = 1 and hence a;*

(mod d) exists. The correctness of the recursive step follows from Lemma 3.1, which implies that
for any ¢, such that k <1i <mn,

_ 1 7)2
b—zpan - b S (a;/d) .

d 2= i1
Notice that in the case of d = 1, the recursive call simply sets x,, = 0 and proceeds to solve the
problem A(aq,...,a,—1,b) with one variable fewer. O

The following corollary is an immediate of Theorem 1.1.

Corollary 3.2. Let € > 0 be a fized constant. There is a polynomial time algorithm that given
an instance (a1, ...,an,b) of UNBOUNDED SUBSET SUM such that b > ¢ - a? and ged(ay, ..., ay)
divides b, finds x1,...,x, € Z>o such that Z?Zl r;a; = b.

4 Algorithm for Solving Variants of the ILP

In this section, we focus on solving the INTEGER LINEAR PROGRAMMING WITH EQUALITIES
problem, which we restate here for the ease of the reader. Given n distinct vectors a,--- ,a, € 7
and a vector b € Zd, find z1,...,2, € Z>o (if they exist) such that Z?:l a;x; = b. We denote by
A € Z%™ the matrix whose column vectors are ar, ..., a,. Thus, the problem can equivalently
be stated as finding € Z% such that Az = b.

Remark. We will restrict our attention to the assumption that A is a rank d matriz. This is
without loss of generality, since if A has rank d’ < d, then we can use Gaussian elimination to find
a subset of d' rows that forms a matriz A’ € AR (and let b’ be b restricted to the same rows),
and then it suffices to find a solution to A’x = b'. This is because the rows of A are in the linear
span of the rows of A’, i.e., A = MA’' for some M € R For a valid solution to erist, we
must have that Mb' = b, which implies that Az = b.

Additionally, we also assume that the first d columns of A are linearly independent. This can
be easily achieved by appropriately permuting the columns.

Definition 4.1. Given an integer V> 0, we say that the matriz A € Z3xn satisfies the V-bounded
property if

o for all subsets {v1,...,v4-1} of d — 1 vectors out of the first d column vectors of A, the
determinant of L(v1,...,v4-1) s at most V.

o The first d columns of A are linearly independent.

Recall that A is the largest Euclidean norm among the vectors a1, ..., a,, rounded up to the
next integer, i.e., A = [max}_; ||a;||].

Theorem 4.2. There is an algorithm that takes as input a V-bounded matrizc A € den, and
b € Z% runs in time poly(n,log A, log ||b||]), and does the following. Let aq,...,a, be the n
column vectors of A. If there exist real ay,...,cq > (n—d) -V - A, and ags1,-..,@, > 0 such
that b = Z?=1 a;a;, and b € L(aq,...,a,), then the algorithm finds z1,...,x, € Z>o such that
b = Z?:l ﬂlaz



Proof. Let M = (n —d) -V - A. The algorithm begins by computing V and A, and then using
linear programming to find some a1,...,a, € Q such that ay,...,aq > (n—d) -V - A, and
Qd41s- -,y > 0 such that b = Y"1 | a;a;. Also, the algorithm finds a basis of L(aq,...,a,)
using any efficient algorithm (for example, [BGPS23]) and checks whether b € L(ay,...,a,). The
algorithm then decomposes b as b = v + w, where v = " | |o;]a; and w = Y {o;}a;. Since
be L(ay,...,a,),and v € L(a4,...,a,), we have that w € L(a,...,a,). It is sufficient to find
integers B1,...,84 > —M, and B4i1,...,0, > 0 and

n
w = Zﬁiai .
i=1

In the following, we show how to find such integers f31,...,3,. The desired solution is then given
by x; = |a; ] + 5 for 1 < i < n.
Let V; denote the volume of the fundamental parallelepiped of L(aq,...,a;).

Claim 4.3. There exists a polynomial time algorithm that finds By, ..., Bar1 such that for any
ie{d+1,...,n}, we have that 0 < f; < V;_1, and w — E?:Hl Bja; € L(a,...,a;).

Proof. We prove this claim by induction. To see this, let £ > d+1 be any positive integer. Suppose
we have already found B, ..., Bk+1 € Z>o that satisfy the above conditions for ¢ > k4 1. Let
w =w -3, Bja; € L(ay,...,a;). Our goal is to find B, € {0,1,...,Vy—1 — 1} such that
w' — Brax € L(a1,...,ak-1).

Recall that the rank of the first k¥ — 1 vectors is d because the first d vectors are linearly
independent. We first find a basis B € Z4*? of L(ai,...,ar—1) using any efficient algorithm for
computing a lattice basis given vectors generating the lattice, for example, [BGPS23]. Note that
B is an invertible matrix. Also, |det(B)| = Vi_1.

Ifw € L(ay,...,a;_1),ie, B la;, € 7%, then choosing 8, = 0 satisfies the desired condition.

Otherwise, we must have that for some v € Z, w' — vay, € L(ay,...,a;_1). This implies that
B~ (w' — vay) € Z°.

We know that B~! = zjigg;, where adj(B), the adjugate of the matrix B, is a d X d integer
matrix, and det(B) is also an integer. This implies that all d entries of

adj(B)(w' — vax)

are multiples of det(B). Moreover, w’ and yay are integer vectors. This leads to d modular

equations of the form
x; =~y; (mod det(B)),

where z;, y; are the i-th coordinate of adj(B)w’ and adj(B)ay, respectively.

Notice that there exists v € Z that satisfies these d modular equations (since w’ € L(a, ..., ax))
and we want to find any ~ that satisfies these d modular equations. The existence of such a ~
implies that ged(y;,det(B)) divides x;. Then, we can divide z;,y;, det(B) by ged(y;, det(B)) to
obtain

z; =y; (mod ),
where 7z is a factor of det(B), and ¥}, 2 are coprime. This gives

y=y; 'z (mod ).

for ¢ € [d]. This gives v modulo lem(z],...,z};), and any integer that is ¥ modulo lem(z21, ..., 2}) is
such that w' —~yay € L(aq,...,ar_1). We can find such a v € {0,1,...,lem(z],..., ;) — 1} using
a variant of the Chinese Remainder Theorem that does not require the moduli to be coprime (see,
for example [CRT]). Since lem(z,...,2};) divides Vj_; for any 7, we have that v (mod Vj_1) is
also v (mod lem(z], ..., 2}5)).

Then let 8 = v. We have that, w' — Brar € L(ay,...,ak_1). O

We now turn to find Sq,...,B3q. Let

n d n
w* = w — Z Bia; = Z{O‘i}ai + Z ({ai} = Bj)a; -

j=d+1 j=d+1
We know by Claim 4.3 that w* € L(ai,...,aq). Notice, that since a,...,a, are linearly inde-
pendent, there is a unique linear combination of a1, ..., a4 that is equal to w*, i.e.,

d
*
w = E Bia'i7
=1



which implies that

d n
> Bi—{aibai= Y (o} —By)a; - (2)
i=1 j=d+1

Also, B1, ..., B4 € Zsince w* € L(ay,...,ay). Itis easy to compute (f1,...,54) = (a,...,aq) ' w*.

To argue for correctness, it is enough to prove that 5; > —M. By symmetry, it is sufficient to
prove that 84 > —M. Let the projection of ag orthogonal to ai,...,aq_1 be ayg. We project both
sides in the direction of @4. Let 74, (u) be the projection of any vector u € R? in the direction of
ay. We get by projecting both sides of Equation 2 in the direction of ay4 that

n

1B — {aallllaall = lIma,( Y ({ai} = Bj)ay)]

j=d+1
< > (as} = Bayl
j=d+1
< Z ‘/jflA )
j=d+1
using triangle inequality, and that 5; € {0,1,...,V;_1 —1}, and hence {a;} — §; € [-V;—1 +1,1).
Notice that for any j > d + 1, L(a1,...,a;_1) is a superlattice of L(as,...,aq), and hence
Viei < Vg
Also,
CHE
aqll = —— .
Va-1
Thus,

d
Zj:d+1 Vi1A < (n—d)Vq
|adll = Va/Va

using that V;_; < V. This implies that 84 > {aq} — (n—d)AV > —(n—d)AV, since {ag} > 0. O

1Ba — {aa}| <

=A-Viq1-(n—d)<A-V-(n—-4d),

Remark. The algorithm in Theorem 4.2 relies on being given a V-bounded matriz A. In time
n? - poly(n,log A), we can try all possible combination of d vectors to find d linearly independent
column vectors in A, say a;,, - ..,a;, that for some value of V satisfy the following two conditions.

o The volume of the lattice generated by any d — 1 of these d vectors is at most V.

o There exist non-negative real numbers aq, ..., oy with a;,, ..., q;
b= Z;L:l ;.
If such indices iy, ... ,iq exist, then the algorithm finds a non-negative integer solution by permuting

the columns so that the first d columns are a;,,...,a;,, and then running the algorithm from
Theorem 4.2.

(n—d)-V-A such that

dZ

Given any A € Z¥™ of rank d with column vectors a, ..., a,, it is easy to find via Gaussian
elimination, d linearly independent vectors a;,,...,a;,, and the corresponding value of V is at
most (max"™_, |la;||)*. Our main theorem is thus an immediate corollary of Theorem 4.2

Theorem 4.4. There is an algorithm is given A € Z" with column vectors ai,...,a,, and
be L(ai,...,a,) such that there exist ay,...,aq > (n—d)- (max}_, la;|)?, and agq,. .. an >0
such that b = > | aya;, and vectors aq,...,aq are linearly independent. The algorithm finds
Bi,...,Bn € L>o such that b=>""_, Bia;, and runs in time poly(n,log A, log ||b]|).

As stated earlier, a standard ILP with inequalities, or more generally, a heterogeneous ILP can
be reduced to an ILP with equalities. As it turns out, Theorem 4.4 gives a better bound for an
ILP, or heterogeneous ILP, when solved via this reduction.

Corollary 4.5. There is an algorithm that does the following. Given di,de,n € Z>o, A1 €

24X Ay € 292X with column vectors a?), ... ,ag) €Z% b €Z™ and by € £(a§2), R a'? ).
Let polytope K := {x € R" : A1z < by, Asx = b}, and let ay,...,a, € 74+ pe yectors
formed by concatenating the column vectors of A1 and As such that the first ds vectors are linearly
independent, and let A = max]} ; ||la;||. The algorithm runs in time poly(n,log A,log ||b||) and
finds € € KNZY, assuming the following condition holds. There exist ay,...,Qdy; V155 Ydy =
(n—dy —dy) - A%+ and ag,y1,..., 0, >0 such that Ai(ay,...,a)T 4+ (v1,...,74,)" = by and
Ag(ah N ,Oén)T = b2.



Proof. We do a standard reduction from heterogeneous ILP to ILP with equalities by introducing
variables y = (y1,...,Yd, )T such that the equations then become y + Ajx = by, Asx = bs. These
set of equations can be represented by the following matrix equation.

Iy, Al |y| _ by
0 AQ €T - b2 )
We thereby obtain the result by observing that the volume of any d; +ds — 1 out of the first dy +do
columns is upper-bounded by max(A9z . 1h—1 Adz=1 . 1d1) = Adz, O

Notice that if all the constraints are inequality constraints, then we get the following.

Corollary 4.6. There is an algorithm that runs in time polynomial in the size of the input and does
the following. The algorithm is given d,n € Z>g, A € Z3>" such that a,...,a, € Zd, be 7
are column vectors of A and the first d of them are linearly independent Let A = max?_; ||a;||
and let polytope K := {x € R" : Az < b}. The algorithm finds * € K N ZZ%, assuming the
following conditions hold: There exist v1,...,7a > (n —d) - A, and aq,...,a, > 0 such that
A(O{l,...,an)T+(’}/1,...,’yd)T =b.

5 Lower Bound for the Totality Condition for ILP with Equal-
ities

In the previous section, in Theorem 4.4, we showed a sufficient condition under which an ILP always
has a solution, i.e., it is a total problem. Furthermore, we gave a polynomial-time algorithm for
finding such a solution. In this section, we show that the condition we obtained in Theorem 4.4 is
almost tight.

Theorem 5.1. For any d > 2, there exist A € ZPHD with column vectors ai,...,aq+1, and
d+1 e

be Lay,...,aqr1) such that there exist ay,...,aq41 > % such that b = 27:11 o;a;

but there do not exist non-negative integers p1, ..., Bay1 € Z>o such that b= Zfill Q.

Proof. By |[HBSS8|, there exist ¢ > 0 such that there are at least d distinct primes between cd?,
and cd?(1 —1/d). Let ¢ > 5. Let p1,...,pq be d distinct primes between d*, and d*(1 — 1/d). Let
P =p;--pg. Let A =max? | p;. Then for all i € [d], p; > A(1 —1/d). Also, let pg+1 be a prime

such that 2%‘/3 < pd+1 < %.

Fori=1,...,d, let a; = p;e; € Z%, i.e., a vector with p; in i-th coordinate and 0, otherwise.
Also, let agy1 = (payi,---,par1) € Z%. Note that for all i € [d+ 1], ||a;|| < A. We first observe
that L(ay,...,aq41) = Z%. To see this, consider any vector ¢ = (c1y...,¢q) € Z*. This vector
can be written as an integer combination of aq,...,a411 as follows. By the Chinese Remainder
Theorem, there is a unique integer v411 in {0,1,..., P — 1} such that y411 = p;ilci (mod p;) for
1<i<d Forl<i<d,lety = Ci*vdp#. Note that by the above reasoning 71, ...,vq are
integers. Moreover, it holds that ¢ = Z?:l YiQ;.

Now, let b= (pgs1(P —1) — p1,par1(P —1) —pa, ..., pas1(P — 1) —pg)T € 7. We first show

that there exist large real g, ..., g1 such that b= Zfill a;b. Let agy1 = g, and for 1 <i <d,
a;=P-Ft —1— P Then b= S iay, and for all i € [d],
d—1(7 _ d—1 d d
o A.A (1-1/d) 9> A < A

—2> ——
~ovd 2 T devd T 20V/d

where we use the fact that for d > 2, (1 —1/d)*~! > 1, and that A > 5d?(1 — 1/d) > 10.
We now show that there does not exist non-negative integers [i,...,84+1 such that b =
Zf;l ;a;. Suppose there exist such non-negative integers. Then, we must have that for i € [d]

Bipi + Ba+1Pa+1 = Pba+1 — pi — Pd+1

which implies that 8441 = —1 (mod p;) for all ¢ € [d]. By Chinese Remainder Theorem, this
implies S411 = —1 (mod P). Since f441 is non-negative, we must have that 8441 > P — 1. This
implies that for 1 <1 < d, 8;p; < Ppa+1—pi —Pda+1— (P—1)pg+1 < 0, which is a contradiction. [
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