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Abstract

In this paper we show that enumerating the set MM(G, R), defined below, cannot
be done with polynomial-delay in its input G and R, unless P = NP. Ris a regular ex-
pression over an alphabet %, G is directed graph labeled over £, and MM(G, R) con-
tains walks of G. First, consider the set Match(G, R) containing all walks G labeled
by a word (over X) that conforms to R. In general, M (G, R) is infinite, and MM(G, R)
is the finite subset of Match(G, R) of the walks that are minimal according to a well-
quasi-order <. It holds w < w’ if the multiset of edges appearing in w is strictly
included in the multiset of edges appearing in w’. Remarkably, the set MM(G, R)
always contains some walks that may be computed in polynomial time. Hence, it is
not the case that the preprocessing phase of any algorithm enumerating MM(G, R)
must solve an NP-hard problem.

Keywords: Enumeration complexity, Polynomial-delay, Directed Graphs, Pattern matching,
Regular expressions, Regular Path Queries.

1 Introduction

Finding walks that match regular expressions is a crucial part of the modern query lan-
guages, especially for property graph database management systems. Indeed, Regular
Path Queries (RPQs), which were introduced a few decades ago [[CMW87; CM90], are
now the core of the languages Cypher [[FG*18b; FG*18a]], GSQL [[DX*19], PGQL [PGQL]]
and the recent ISO standard language GQL [[DF22; GQL]]. They are also used in SQL
as part as the PGQ recent extension [DF"22; PGQ)] and in the RDF language SPARQL
[SPARQLPP]).
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An RPQ matches the walks conforming to an regular expression, and RPQs are well-
behaved in the case where one is interested in the existence of a walk matching the regu-
lar expression. However, users seems to need the matching walks in full, as indicated by
the semantics of most aforementioned languages. Since there are sometimes infinitely
many matching walks, real query languages choose an RPQ semantics, that is, a filter
that selects a finite number of “good” matching walks to output to the user. It turns
out that none of the RPQ semantics currently used are ideal (see [[DFM23| Intro.] or
[MM?24]), which gives some room to look for new candidate RPQ semantics. For in-
stance, [DFM23]] introduces and studies a new kind of Run-based RPQ semantics. In
another paper, we describe a framework to compare RPQ semantics [MM24]]. We also
define quite a few candidate semantics there. Two of them are studied in [Khi24]] and
the present note is about another one.

Namely, we study the computational property of Minimal-Multiset (MM) semantics.
It is defined as follows: MM keeps a matching walk w in the output if there is no other
matching walk w’ such that the edges of w are strictly included in the edges of w (here
inclusion stands for bag inclusion, hence multiplicity matters). We show that the prob-
lem of enumerating all matching walks kept by MM is not PolyDelay unless P = NP
(Theorem [5)). Moreover, deciding whether MM keeps a given walk is coNP-complete
(Theorem 18)). Both result are in data complexity (see Remark [7]or [AHV95]]).

It is also noteworthy that the aforementioned enumeration problem exhibits some
unusual features. Usually, proving that an enumeration problem is not in PolyDelay
unless P # NP amounts to showing that one must solve an NP-hard problem before
outputting the first solution. Typically, for every instance I of some NP-hard problem,
one builds an instance for the enumeration problem for which the outputs are certificates
for I. We refer to these as hard outputs in the following. In our case, this approach cannot
work. Indeed, we will see that every instance of our problem always has easy solutions,
in the sense that they may be found in polynomial time. These easy solutions must
remain in polynomial numbers. Moreover, the condition for a candidate hard solution
to be actually output highly depends on the easy solutions. See Remark [f] for details. In
some sense, the usual approaches shows that problems are NP-hard in preprocessing
time, while our problem seems to be of lesser complexity.

Our proof is built upon a folklore reduction used to show that the problem k-Epce-
Disjoint-Paths is NP-hard. This reduction can be adapted to to show that evaluation of
RPQs under trail semantics evaluation is NP-hard. We even reshow that latter result as a
first step of our proof: it corresponds roughly to the red part of the graph and statements
up to Proposition[I2] Note that it also classical that the problem Two-EpGe-DisjoiNt-Pata
is NP-hard (see for instance [BJG09, Sec. 10.2]); however, the proof being more involved,
it is harder to adapt to our setting.

Outline After Preliminaries, Section {3 precisely defines the Minimal-Multiset seman-
tics and the problem we study. Then, we state and prove our main result in Section 4
Finally, Section |5/ shows a few side results, such as the coNP-hardness of membership
under MM and an analog of our main result for a Shortest-Minimal-Set (SMS) semantics,
a variant of MM also proposed in [MM24]].
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2 Preliminaries

Labels, words and regular expressions Given a set of symbols X, words over L are the
finite sequences of letters a; - - - a,,, and we denote the empty word by ¢. A language
over X is a subset of X*. A regular expression R over a set X is a formula obtained in-
ductively from the set of letters, one unary postfix function *, and two binary functions
+ and -, according to the following grammar.

R=¢|] al] R|R-R|R+R where a € * (1)

We may omit the - operator, and use it mostly to help readability. A regular expression R
over X denotes a language L(R) C X* inductively defined as usual:

Le) = {e} L(R-R) = L(R) L(R") L(R*) = L(R)*
VaeXZ L(a) = {a} L(R+R’) = L(R)UL(R"

Graphs, walks and matches In this document, we consider (directed labeled) graph.
Formally, a graph is a triplet § = (V, L, E) where V is a finite set of vertices, L is a finite
set of labels and E C V x L x V is a finite set of edges. An element of E will be denoted
by s < t in order to help readability.

A walkin G is an alternating sequence of vertices and labels consistent with the edges
of G. More precisely, a walk w is a sequence (vo, aj, vy, ..., ax, vi) where each v; belongs
to V, each a; belongs to L, and (v;_4, ai, v;) belongs to E for every i€({1, ..., k}. Moreover,
k is called the length of w, written Len(w); v is called the source of w, written Src(w);
and vy is called the target of w, written Tgt(w). As we do for edges, we generally use
arrows to denote walks, as in vy — v; — - -- — vy.. The set of all walks in § is denoted
by Walks(G); note that vertices are walks of length 0 and edges are walks of length 1. A
trail is a walk with no repeated edge.

Two walks w = (vg = - - 25 vy ) and w' = (v BN v, ) concatenate if vi, =V
and their concatenation is the walk w-w’ = (vg — vy — - -+ =5 vy &, v — - Ly V7).

—Vé
Given two walks w, w’, we say that w is a factor of w' if there exists two walks w,, and
w, such that w’ = w, - w - w,. In particular, a walk is a factor of itself since w, and wy
can have length 0.

Enumeration complexity We generally use the enumeration complexity framework,
which we sketch below. See for instance [Str21] for more formal definitions. An enu-
meration problem E takes inputs I and outputs a finite set E(I) of solutions. An enumer-
ation algorithm A solves E if it outputs each element in E(I), in an order at the discretion
of the algorithm. We denote by Ta (I, k) the number of steps taken by A with input I
before outputting the k-th solution and, writting { for the cardinal of E(I), we denote by
Ta (L £+ 1) the number of steps taken by A to stop. The preprocessing time of A is the
function mapping an instance I of E to To(I, 1) and its delay is the function mapping
each instance I of E to maxieq,.,¢j(TA(L k+1)—Ta (I k)), where { is the cardinal of E(I).
The algorithm A is called poly-delay if its preprocessing time and its delay are bounded
by polynomials in the size of L.
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3 Considered problem

Definition 1. Given a reqular expression R and a graph G, a match to R in G is a walk w such
that Lbl(w) € L(R). We denote by Matches(S, R) the set of all matches, and given moreover two
vertices s, t € V2, we denote by Matches(S, R, s, t) the set of all matches with source s and target t.

Due to cycles in the graph and Kleene stars in the expression, Matches(§,R) and
Matches(9, R, s, t) is infinite in some cases. Languages use RPQ semantics (such as trail
semantics or shortest semantics) to selects finitely many matches to output to the user
(see [DEM23; MM24]]). In this document, we consider a finite subset of matches de-
fined by the function MM below.

Definition 2 (Minimal-Multiset Semantics).  (a) For every walk w, we let EdgeBag(w)
denote the multiset of the edges appearing in w.
(b) We define the strict partial order relation < on walks as follows: w < w' if and only if
EdgeBag(w) C EdgeBag(w’).
As usual, we let < denote the reflexive extension of <.

(c) We call minimal multiset semantics the function MM : G x R — P(Walks(G)) defined
as follows.

MM(S,R) = ] MM(G,R,s,t)
(st)eVvy

where MM(G,R,s,t) = m<in Matches(G, R, s, t) (2)

Note that there is no infinite descending chain wy > wy > - - - = wy > - - -, meaning that
min_, is well-defined in Equation (2)). In fact, one may verify that < is a well-quasi-order
over Walks(G), from which the next statement follows.

Lemma 3. For every graph G and regular expression R, then MM(G, R) is finite.

Checking nonemptyness of Matches(G, R, s, t) amounts to checking accessiblity in some
kind of product graph of § x R, a problem known to be NL-complete [[AB09]]. Since
MM(S, R, s, t) is empty if and only if Matches(G, R, s, ) is, the next statement follows.

Lemma 4. The following problem is NL-complete: given a graph G, a reqular expression R and
two vertices, is MM(G, R, s, t) nonempty ?
4 Main result

The purpose of this document is to show that it is not possible to enumerate MM(G, R, s, t)
with a polynomial delay algorithm, as formally stated below.

Wark Enum UNDER MM

e Input: A regular expression R, a graph G and two vertices s, t.
e Output: All walks in MM(R, G, s, t).
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Theorem 5. Unless P = NP, there exists no polynomial delay algorithm to solve WaLkx ENum
UNDER MM. It is already true for a fixed reqular expression R with star-height 1.

The remainder of Section 4 is dedicated to proving Theorem 5. We give a scheme of
the proof in Section 4.1} together with the notation about the 3-SAT instance I we reduce
from. Afterwards, the fixed regular expression R is then given in Section We then
present in section 4.3/ the graph G, built from the instance I. Finally, Section |4.4| states
and shows the claims leading to Theorem 5.

Remark 6. The idea underlying Lemmald|also show that finding some walks in MM(S, R, s, t)
is easy. Indeed, the shortest walk in Matches(S, R, s, t) is minimal w.r.t.<, hence also belongs to
MM(S, R, s, t). Several other short walks are also likely to belong to MM(G, R, s, t). These walks
may be computed in polynomial time with a breadth-first search of G x R.

The tension in the proof of Theorem [5| comes from the existence of these easy solutions. We
need to keep their number small (in polynomial number) otherwise one may solve the 3-SAT
instance 1 by executing one step of the computation before outputting each of the easy solutions.
On the other hand, as explained later in Section there will be exponentially many walks in
Matches(9, R, s, t), one for each valuation of the SAT variables. Hence each of the exponentially
many valuations that are not a witness to I must be greater w.r.t. < than one of the polynomially
many easy solutions.

Remark 7. In database theory, it is usual to consider data complexity, that is the complexity
when the query is considered to be constant (see for instance [AHV95]]). In our case, the graph G
is the abstraction of the database and R is the abstraction of the query. Hence, Theorem 7 implies
that WALk ENum UNDER MM is not poly-delay in data complexity (unless P = NP).

4.1 Proof outline

Although the term is not proper, our proof consists in a many-one reduction from 3-
SAT. In the following, we fix a 3-SAT instance I with { clauses Cy,...,C; and k vari-
ables x1,...,xx. We denote negated literal with a bar, as in X;. From I, we will build a
graph G; with two vertices Source and Target; we will also partition the edge into three
color (red, green and blue) to help readability.

The last input of WaLk ENum UNDER MM is a fixed expression R that will be of the
shape R =R;-R3+R,. First, Ry is such that it matches a trail in Gy if and only [ is satisfiable.
Moreover matches to R; contain only red edges. Then, R, matches walks that are almost
trails, in the sense that exactly one edge is used twice. The property we want is: (x) for
every match wy to R; that is not a trail, there exists a match w; to R, such that w, < w;
(that is, EdgeBag(w,) C EdgeBag(w;)), in which case w; is not returned. Indeed, since
a nontrail must use some edge twice, there is a match to R, that uses that edge twice.
However the property () does not precisely hold because matches to R, use extra (blue)
edges. The expression Rj; solves this problem by matching exactly one walk which uses
every extra edge in the graph (in fact every blue or green edge).

As explained in Remark|6, WaLk ENnum. UnpEr MM always has easy solutions. In our
case, the matches to R, are the easy solutions and we will see that there is a polynomial
number of them. After they are output, the next solution must be a match to R; - R3 that
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is a trail, if it exists. This provides an algorithm solving I: An hard solution is output if
and only if I is satisfiable.

4.2 The regular expression R

The expression R, defined below, is over the alphabet £ ={0, ..., 9, X}, has three part Ry, R,
and Rj; that will be used later on in the proof.

Ri = 0-(1+2+4+313)*-0
R = RiR3 +R; where R, = 0-2-55-1*-4-1*.55.2*.0 (3)
Rs = 9 (8+ 755+ 646 + 557)* - X

Remark 8. Note that R is of star-height 1 and is independent of the SAT instance 1.

We also split X into three: £ = g Xg W L where
e X ={0,1,2,3} contains the red letters;
e X3 ={4,5} contains the blue letters;
o Y =1{6,7,8,9, X} contains the green letters.

Remark 9. Expression Ry is red, that is Ry is over L. Expression Ry is red and blue, that is R,
is over Lg U Lg. Expression Rj is blue and green, that is R is over Zg U Z¢.

4.3 Presentation of the gadgets and the graph G;

Figures|1|to5show the different gadgets used in §;. They collectively define G entirely.
We use the following drawing convention.

e The color of an edge corresponds to the color of the label held by the edge.

e Vertices drawn with a plain line are inside the gadget and vertices drawn with a
dashed line are outside the gadget.

e Edges drawn with a plain line have both endpoints in the gadget.

e Edges drawn with a dotted or a dashed line have one of their endpoints outside of
the gadget.

e Dashed edges are unconditional, while dotted edges (in Fig[2lonly) might or might
not exist depending on the instance I.

Aside from the glu gadget, described last, they are given roughly in the order a (red)
walk matching R; will traverse them.

Figure [1| gives the start gadget. Aside from the vertex Source, it contains 2 vertex
for each variable x;, that connects to the beginning of the positive and negative side of
gadget x;, respectively. Each walk matched by R;, R, or R will start in vertex Source in
this gadget.

For each variable x;, §; contains one variable gadget defined in Figure 2| It is formed
of a positive side (top part: >Sx; — x? — -+ — x}!), of a negative side (bottom part:
>Sxi — X — - — x!), and of two vertices >x; and x;1>. It is linked to the prior variable
gadget (left) and the next variable gadget (right). Finally, two edges connecting C; to
the positive (resp. negative) side of this gadget if x; (resp —x;) is a literal in C;j.
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' Sxq> ' SXq> ' Sxp > : SXy > !
S S IR I

~¥"

[startxl ]—2> [startg}

Figure 1: Start gadget

[stc11”'txk]—2>[startW 12

' starty ! endy, !
Ay Possible edges to/from some gadget C; I
oy A A A o
5: 17 3 3% i3 313 3 7. 15
,,,,,, - 8 :V 3 6 6 :' ' 8 U
7777777 0 1 1 1 2 4 -
Xi Xi Xi i1

A : AN
51 17 3 3i i3 3i:i3 3 71 15
A Possible edges to/from some gadget C; A
starty endx; !

Figure 2: Gadget for variable x;,1€{1,...,k}
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For each clause Cj, there is one clause gadget defined in Figure 3| It contains two
vertices, is linked to the prior and following clause gadget. As said before, it is connected
by two edges to a variable gadget x; if x; appears in Cj. It is connected to the positive
(resp. negative) side if it appears positively (resp. negatively) in C;j.

prmneme-- > 51 UREEEEEEEEES \
R — - - = 1

: :
f 1
f 1
' D ST :
T Y Y e '
1

1

1

3 o s 3

:

1

1

1

1

1

A

Figure 3: Gadget for the clause Cj, j €{1,...,{}, decomposed as C; = VvV  with
B,v,d €{x1, ... ’XTL} U{X1,...,%n}. For instance, if B = x, (resp. Xs), then pJ refers to the
vertex x} (resp. Xi) in gadget x, (resp. in gadget xs).

Figure |4 defines the end gadget Aside from the vertex Target, which will be the
target of all matched walks, it contains 2 vertex for each variable x;. They are connected
to the end of the positive and negative side of gadget x;, respectively.

/2 (T TT T [ A \ - / -
LSX1I> | LSX]D | ' SXy > :SXkDI ‘SX()DJ ! >SXy i1 |
T A TV A A e o
1 \ 1 ) 1 1 ' ' 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] :
1 ‘I ) ll ' ‘I 1 ll “ '
5: 17 5! 7 5: 7 51 17 9 X
' ] ' 1 N ] 1 1 M 1
] ! 1 ! v 1 1 ]

Figure 4: End gadget

Finally, Figure 5| defines a few missing vertices that connect some gadgets to each
other. First, it links with red edges the start gadget to the first variable gadget, then the
last variable gadget to the first clause gadget, and the last clause gadget to the end gadget.
Second, it helps create with green edges a cycle from Target to Target that traverse the
positive sides and the negative sides of all variable gadget.
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Figure 5: Glu gadget

4.4 Proof of Theorem[5

First, let us consider the walks matching R;. Recall that Ry =0-(1+2+313)*-0. A simple
verification yields the following lemma.

1 oo
e DX

1 . \
LRI

Lemma 10. Any walk w matching Ry meets the following properties.

(a) All edges in w are red, that
(b)

The source of w is Source.

is labelled over {0, 1,2, 3}.

— x>

(c) The walk w traverse once each gadget x; and exactly one of the following walks is a factor
of w.
>xg — X = o = xt
>Xx — X = - — &

— XD

If the former is a factor of w, we say that w traverses the positive side of gadget x;, and
or that it traverses the negative side of gadget x; otherwise.

(d)
(e)
()

The target of w is Target.

The walk w traverse once each gadget C;.

The length[[|of w is equal to k€ + 7k + 40+ 3.

Definition 11. With any walk w matching R, is associated a valuation f.,, the one that maps
each variable x; to T if it traverses the negative side of the gadget x;, and to L if it traverses its

IThe precise length of w is unimportant. In the following we use only that all walks matching Ry have
the same length, and that this length is polynomial in I.
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positive side.
Be aware that sign of x; in the valuation f., is the opposite of the sign of the side traversed in
qadget x;.

Proposition 12. There exists a trail in Gy matching Ry if and only if the 3-Sar instance 1 is
satisfiable.

Proof. = Let w be a trail matching R;. Let us show that the valuation f,, associated
with w makes I true. Let C; = 3 VvV 6 be a clause in I. Then the walk w must contain

the factor >C; 2 o0~ % o 2 C;1> for some xe{B, v, 8. Let us assume that « is a positive
literal x;, which means that w contains C; =N X! EN X EN Cj41 as a factor. Since w is
a trail, it means that w necessarily traverses the negative side of gadget x;, hence that
fw(xi) = T. Hence f,, indeeds makes clause C; true. The case where « is a negative

literal is symmetric. We just showed that f,, makes true every clause of I, hence I is
satisfiable.

The <« direction is similar. The valuation making I true gives the side used in each
variable gadget and since it must make I true, it also provides implicitly which vari-
able(s) makes each clause true. O

Recall that R, =0-2*-55-1*-4-1*-55-2*-0. Let us now precisely characterises the
walks matching R,.

Lemma 13. The set of walks in G; matching R, is exactly

{Wa,j | X € {Xll"'lxk}u{ill"'lik}/ J € {111e}}

where w ; is the following walk.

0 2 2 5
Source — Start,, — --- = Starty, —
1 1
— —

4 5

5 . . .71 . 5
>Sa = o« S o S T d D Sas S

End, NN Ends, 9, Target

Sketch of proof. The fact that all such walks are matching R, requires a simple verification.
Conversely, each walk matching R, is necessarily of this form because of the mandatory
4 and 55 in R,. Indeed, 55 forces the walk to choose a variable gadget and the positive
or negative side of that gadget. Then the mandatory letter 4 forces the matching walk to
repeat an edge within that gadget, the repeated edge fixes j. O

Note that the walks wq ; is almost a trail: it repeats the edge o/~ L o twice but
every other edge appears once. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 13 that they satisfy
the following properties.

Corollary 14. There are 2 x £ x k walks in G; matching R,. They all belong to MM(Gy, Ry).
They all have a length smaller than 4k + { + 6.

Proposition 15. For every walk wy matching Ry, the following are equivalent.
(a) wq is not a trail;

10
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(b) there exists a walk w, matching R, such that RedEdgeBag(w,) C RedEdgeBag(w+ ), where
RedEdgeBag maps a walk w to the multiset of the red edges in w, that is the edges labeled
by 0,1,2o0r3.

Proof. (a) = (b) If w; is not a trail, w; uses twice some red edge o/~ L o with
o € {xi,X;} for some variable x;. Then the walk w, = wg; (see Lemma ) uses that
red edge twice. Note that the walk w; contains each red edges from the start and end
gadgets. Since w,; traverses only three gadgets, it remains to show that all red edges

used by w, ; in the gadget x; are also in w;. The only way for w to use o/~ L o twice

is that w; contains the factor o® = - - - = of (while traversing gadget x;, see item [10 (c))).
(b) = (a) Every match to R, repeats a red edge, the hypothesis RedEdgeBag(w,) C
RedEdgeBag(w;) implies that w; repeats that same red edge, hence is not a trail. l

We now consider the expression R3 =9-(84-755+4-646+4-557)* - X. A simple verification
yields the following characterization of the walks (in fact the unique walk) that matches
Rs.

Lemma 16. There is exactly one walk w; matching Rs, and it satisfies the following properties
(a) ws starts and ends in Target.

(b) w3 contains one or two copies of each blue or green edge, that is of each edge labeled over
{4,5,6,7,8,9, X}.

In particular, note that for every match w; to Ry, the walk w; - w3 matches R;R3,
where wjs is the match to Rs.

Proposition 17. Let wq be a match to Ry and wj be the match to Rs. The following are equiva-
lent.

(a) wy is not a trail;
(b) There exists a walk w, matching R, such that EdgeBag(w,) C EdgeBag(w; - ws3);
(c) wi-wsz € MM(D, R; - Rz +Ry);

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma and Proposition [15|that (a) and (b) are equivalent.
Definition of MM implies that (b) = (c).

Finally, let us show (c) = (b). By definition of MM, w; - w3 ¢ MM(D, Ry - R3 +
R;) means that there exists a walk w, matching R;R; + R, such that EdgeBag(w,) C
EdgeBag(w; - w3). We assume, for the sake of contradiction that w, matches R; - R3. Re-
call that all matches to R; (resp. R3) have the same length from Lemma([I0 (f)| (resp. from
Lemma ). Hence, the length of w; is equal to the length of w;wj3, a contradiction to
the condition EdgeBag(w,) C EdgeBag(w; - w3). Since w, matches R;R; + R, but not RyR3,
then it must match R, hence (b) holds. O]

We may now finalise the proof of Theorem[5} From Corollary 14} there are 2¢k walks
in MM(Gy, R;). They must all belong to MM(Gj, R) since it is impossible that EdgeBag(w) C
EdgeBag(w’) with w matching R;R; and w’ matching R, (w contains green edges, w’
does not). Now, let us assume there is a polynomial-delay algorithm A to enumer-
ate MM(Gy, R). Note that the following are equivalent.

The algorithm A outputs at least (2(k + 1)-th walks.

11
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<= There exists a walk w € MM(G;, R) that matches R; - Rs.

<= There is a trail w matching R;. (Proposition[17))

<= lis satisfiable. (Proposition[12])
On the other hand, it follows from Lemma Corollary [14 and Lemma [16] that all
matches to R = R;R3 + R; have a length that is polynomial in k and {. Hence, A takes a
polynomial time to output 2{k 41 walks or to stop after outputting 2{k. This provides a
polynomial time algorithm for 3-SAT: build §; and run A until it outputs 2{k + 1 walks
or stops at 2{k; in the first case accept I, in the second reject 1.

5 Side results

5.1 Walk membership is co-NP hard

WaLk MEMBERSHIP UNDER MM

e Input: A regular expression R, a graph graph §; and a walk w.
® Question: Does w belong to MM(R, D)?

Theorem 18. WaLk MEMBERSHIP under MM semantics is coNP-complete. It is already true
for a fixed reqular expression R.

Sketch of proof. WaLkx MemBersHIP(G, R, w) under MM belongs to coNPsince a certificate
for rejection is any walk w’ in Walks(9, R) such that MM(w’) C MM(w).

The proof of coNP-hardness is similar, but simpler than the one of Theorem |5, We
use same red part of the graph and the same expression Ry = 0-(1+2+313)*-0. Hence,
Proposition[I2]still holds: each walk matching R, is a trail if and only if the 3-SAT instance
is satisfiable . Then we add green edges to the graph. This time, we need to devise an
expression R, that matches a walk w;, such that every red edge occurs exactly once in w,
(green edges may occur any number of times). This may for instance be done as follows.

e We add a single green letter G to the alphabet.
e We add an edge x;> S bx; for everyjef{l,..., kh
e We add an edge C;> S, >C;j foreveryjeil,,..., 0}

e Anedge od 1> S o for every j €{1, €} and every literal « in clause C;.
e Using the expression R, = 0- (11*G11* 4+ 2+ (3G)*3)* - 0.

The pattern 11*G11* inside the star of R, allows some walks matching R, to have as
factors both the positive and the negative 1-walk of each variable gadget (see item(10 (c))).
Similarly, the pattern (3G)°3 allows some walks matching R, to pass through every 3-
edge in each clause gadget. In particular, there is a match w; to R, that contains every red
edge. Note also that all walks matching R, have the same length, hence it is impossible
that a walks w; matching R, satisfies EdgeBag(w,) C EdgeBag(w;). Then w belongs to
MM(G, R; 4+ R) if and only if I is not satisfiable. O
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5.2 Minimal-Set Semantics

As mentioned in the introduction, the problem studied in this note were introduced in
[MM24]]. Other variants were also mentioned, and we show how the proof can easily be
adapted for some of them.

Definition 19.  (a) Forevery walkw, we let EdgeSet(w) denote the set of the edges appearing
inw.
(b) Wedefine the strict partial order relation T on walks as follows: w T w' if and only if: either
EdgeSet(w) C EdgeSet(w’); or EdgeSet(w) = EdgeSet(w’) and Len(w) < Len(w’). We
let T denote the reflexive extension of C.
(c) We let SMS denote the function that maps a graph G, a regular expression R, and two
vertices vertex s, t to:

SMS(G,R,s,t) = mEinMatches(S,R,s,t) . (4)

In Item (b) above, we use length as a tie-breaker when two walks have equal edge
sets. Indeed, recall that without such a tie breaker, SMS would not always return a finite
set of walks. It may be verified that with the current definition, SMS(G, R, s, t) is indeed
always finite.

Wark EnuMm UNDER SMS

e Input: A regular expression R, a graph G and two vertices s, t.
e Output: All walks in SMS(R, G, s, t).

Theorem 20. Unless P = NP, there exists no polynomial delay algorithm to solve WALK ENum
UNDER SMS. It is already true for a fixed regular expression R with star-height 1.

The proof of Theorem [20]is very similar to the one of theorem [5{and we only sketch
the difference below. First, we need to modify the graph and expression as follows.

e Add a new blue letter 4'.

e Replace each edge x! 4 x) ! by two edges x) =N % 'and %) 2 X,

e Symmetrically replace each edge X! =N %! by two edges %) =N x) "' and x! 2, X,
R, becomes 0-2*55-1*-414’-1*.55.2*

R; becomes 9 - (8 + 755 4 6464 +557)* - X

Second, a proof much similar to the one of Proposition[12]shows that I is satisfiable if and

only if there is a walk matching R; that does not contain both the edges x! EN x) 7! and

x) EN x)~!. The matches to R, are exactly the walks using one side (positive or negative)
from a variable gadget, and one edge from the other side of this gadget. The remainder
of the proof is similar to the one of Theorem

Remark 21. The proof of Theorem [20] does not actually use the fact that = uses length a a
tiebreak. Hence Theorem 20| would also hold for semantics based on any order < satisfying
EdgeSet(w) C EdgeSet(w') — w <« w'.

13



Matching walks that are minimal with respect to edge inclusion

Finally, consider the problem MemBErsHIP UNDER SMS, defined similarly to MEMBER-
sHIP UNDER MM. Although MEmBERsHIP UNDER SMS is clearly in coNP, the constructions
presented in this note does not seem adapted to show that it is coNP-hard. However, we
conjecture that it is.

Conjecture 22. MEMBERSHIP UNDER SMS is coNP-complete, for a fixed reqular expression R.
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