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Abstract. We study approximation algorithms for the forest cover and bounded forest cover problems.
A probabilistic 2+ € approximation algorithm for the forest cover problem is given using the method of
dual fitting. A deterministic algorithm with a 2-approximation ratio that rounds the optimal solution
to a linear program is given next. The 2-approximation for the forest cover is then used to give a
6-approximation for the bounded forest cover problem. The use of the probabilistic method to develop
the 2 + € approximation algorithm may be of independent interest.
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1 Introduction

Let G = (V, E) be an undirected graph with positive weights in the interval [0,1] on the edges given by
w: E — [0,1]. A vertex cover C C V is a subset of vertices such that every edge in E is incident on
some vertex in C'. A minimum vertex cover is a vertex cover of minimum cardinality. A tree is a connected
component without any cycles. A collection of trees is called forest. The weighted index (wi) of a forest
F = {T\,T3,...T;} is calculated as follows: wi(F) = > .cpp)we + k, where we is the weight of edge
e, k is the number of connected components in F and E(F) is the set of edges in F. The number of
connected components k = Zle |T;| — |E(F)| where |T;| is the number of vertices in tree T;. So, wi(F) =

Yee(r) We + Ele |T;| — |E(F)| which can be rewritten as

k
wiF) =3 IT = Y (1= w,).

ecE(F)

Our goal is to find a pair (C, F') where C C V is a vertex cover and F' C E is a forest in C such that
wi(F) is the minimum possible. This problem is referred to as the forest cover problem.

This is a generalization of the unweighted vertex cover problem. The unweighted vertex cover problem
is one of the original 21 NP-complete problems [20]. Papadimitriou and Steiglitz |25, p 432] attibute a 2-
approximation algorithm using maximal matching to Gavril and Yannakakis. Vertex cover in bounded degree
graphs was studied by Berman and Fujito [5] who have a 2—5/(d+3) + € algorithm for graphs with maximum
degree d, and Hochbaum gave 2 — 2/d approximation algorithm for graphs with degree d [18]. Vertex cover
is hard to approximate within 2 — (2 4+ od(l))loﬁ) ?gd under an assumption known as the unique games
conjecture [4]. This lower bound on the approximability matches the upper bound due to Halperin |15] up to
04(1) factor. An unconditional lower bound of 1.36 on the approximation ratio is due to Dinur and Safra [7].
No approximation algorithm with approximation ratio 2 — € for a constant € is known for unweighted vertex
cover. Han, Punnen and Ye [16] have 3/2+ x approximation algorithm for a parameter x; no examples where
x > 0 were discovered in their extensive empirical evaluation. Parameterized algorithms for vertex cover
have been studied for a while. Very recently, Harris and Narayanswamy [17] gave a O*(1.25284%) algorithm
to find a vertex cover of size k. This beats the previous long-standing bound of O*(1.2738%) of Chen, Kanj
and Xia [6] since 2010.




Given an unweighted vertex cover instance, we can create an instance of the forest cover problem by
assuming a weight function that assigns a weight of 1 to every edge. This is an approximation preserving
reduction. Therefore, the problem is NP-complete, and the best approximation ratio that we can hope for is
2 for the forest cover problem as an approximation ratio of a gives the same approximation ratio for vertex
cover.

We study another related graph covering problem; the bounded forest cover problem (BFC). Given a
graph G = (V, E) with positive weights on the edges and a parameter A > 0. The goal is to find a minimum-
sized collection of trees 17,75, ... Tk such that the total weight of the edges in each tree T; is at most lambda
and the vertices in U¥_, T} form a vertex cover of the graph. By minimum-sized collection, we mean k should
be the smallest possible. We call this forest cover as opposed to tree cover because tree cover is already used
with a different meaning.

The forest cover problem is inspired by graph covering problems and min-max vehicle routing problems
[2013}[0L/11L[12L122]. Tt is also motivated by the need to dig tunnels or create crossing paths in mine-ridden
areas [2|. Similarly, the forest cover problem aims to establish tree-shaped facilities, considering a more
general cost function with two components. One part evaluates the cost of travel, while the other accounts
for the capital cost of deploying vehicles/robots, etc. The main goal is to minimize deployment and operating
costs.

The bounded forest cover problem [11] addresses the gap between tree cover, minimum tree cover, and
min-max tree cover problems. It focuses on a variant where the cost function is the same as in the minimum
tree cover problem [3|, and the goal of graph covering is similar to the tree cover problem in |2|. This problem
is motivated by the applications of the tree cover problem [2], with an additional constraint on the weights of
trees that need to be selected for covering tasks. This constraint is inspired by modern technologies such as
drones and electric vehicles, which can travel limited distance on one full charge. The bounded forest cover
problem is relevant to applications of the tree cover problem where the coverage task must be completed
using devices with limited operational duration before refueling or recharging.

There are two popular variants of graph covering problems. The first variant seeks covering of the edges,
while the second requires a covering of the vertices [2}[3]/22]. Vertex cover belongs to the former category, while
minimum spanning tree and traveling salesman problem are of the latter type. Given a weighted graph and
a positive A, the bounded tree cover problem is to find a collection of trees, each with weight at most A, such
the union of the vertices in the trees is the vertex set itself. Khani and Salvatipour gave a 2.5 approximation
algorithm for the bounded tree cover [21]. The special case of when the tree is a path was studied by Levin et
al. |3] who gave a 3-approximation algorithm. The bounded path cover problem is a vehicle routing problem
where each vehicle travels at a distance of at most A and the set of vehicles serves all the nodes. A variant
occurs when A is unbounded, and there is a restriction on the number of vehicles (at most k). Here, given a
weighted graph, the goal is to find a collection of k paths that cover all the vertices; here, Wu et al. [26] gave
a 3/2 approximation algorithm under the assumption that the edge weights satisfy triangle inequality and
each vertex is visited exactly once. Suppose we choose the covering subgraph to be a cycle. In that case, we
obtain the bounded cycle cover problem, where the vertices of a given graph have to be covered by cycles.
The objective is to minimize the number of cycles subject to a maximum length. A 32/7 approximation for
the bounded cycle cover problem is due to Yu et al. [27]. The literature on covering graphs by subgraphs is
vast, and its numerous approximation algorithms are known. Results in the following papers are the closest
to the forest cover problem [2}[9}/11}/21/|24]. The main difference between the problems listed in this paragraph
and the bounded forest cover problem considered here is the coverage constraint. The coverage constraint
in bounded forest cover is on edges; each edge needs to be covered by some vertex in the vertex cover as
opposed to covering all the vertices.

1.1 Contributions

Both the forest cover and the bounded forest cover problems are NP-complete. We study approximation
algorithms for them. For the forest cover problem, we give a probabilistic algorithm with 2+ ¢ approximation
ratio in Theorem (3| We give a deterministic algorithm with 2 approximation ratio in Theorem [5| For the
bounded forest cover problem we give a 6 approximation algorithm. This is the first study on the forest cover



problem, and the approximation ratio in this paper is best expected given the conditional hardness results
for vertex cover [4l[7]. The bounded forest cover problem was first studied in [11], where an 8-approximation
algorithm was given. The result in Theorem [6] improves the approximation ratio to 6.

We use the probabilistic method [1] to obtain the 2 4 e-factor approximation algorithm for the forest
cover problem. First, we show using the method of dual fitting,in Theorem [2 that the restriction of the
forest cover problem admits a 2-approximation. Now, given a graph with weights in the interval [0, 1] on
the edges, we create a family of LP relaxations that are easy to solve using the result in Theorem [2| We
show in Theorem [3] that the average solution to the family satisfies the LP dual of the problem. Each dual
solution in the LP family has a corresponding 2-approximate integral solution. We pick the primal integral
solution with the smallest value. Such a solution satisfies the primal constraint (to the original problem) and
is guaranteed to exist, and is a 2 + e-approximate solution (Theorem . The novel use of the probabilistic
method is an essential contribution to this paper, and it might have independent applications.

We present a deterministic algorithm with a 2-approximation ratio for the forest cover problem using LP
rounding which is placed in Section [ due to space limit. The algorithm rounds the variables in the solution
of the relaxed LP formulation to obtain a forest cover. Each connected component in the subgraph induced
by the non-zero variables in the LP optimal solution is treated separately. A minimum spanning tree (MST)
is constructed in each component; pendent vertices of MST with low fractional values and edges incident on
such vertices are discarded without violating the covering constraint.

2 Forest cover problem (FC)

FC Problem: Consider an undirected weighted graph G = (V, E,w) where w : E — [0,1]. A forest is an
acyclic subgraph of a graph G. We denote the edges in a forest F as F(F). A vertex cover C C V is a set of
vertices such that for every edge e = (u,v) € E, at least one of u,v is in C. A forest cover of a graph G is
a forest in G such that the vertices in the forest form a vertex cover. The weighted index (WI) of a forest
F={Ty,Ts,... Ty} is calculated wi(F) = Zf:l |Ti| = X cem(r)(1 — we), where |T;| is the number of vertices
in tree T;. The objective is to find a forest cover for a given graph with a minimum weighted index. The
decision version asks whether a given graph has a forest cover with WI at most d for some non-negative real
number d.
An approximation preserving reduction is given below to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The forest cover (FC) problem is NP-complete.

Proof. Let (G', k') be an instance of the vertex cover problem where G’ = (Vig/, Eg/) be an undirected graph,
and the objective is to answer whether G’ has a vertex cover of size at most k’. Given (G', k') create an
instance of forest cover problem (é, I%) where k = k', G = (Va, Eg,wg) such that Vi, = Vg, E4 = Egr and
we : Eg — {1}. Note that, G’ has a vertex cover of size at most k' iff G has a forest cover with weighted
index at most k.

If J={v1,v,--- ,v;} of size j is a vertex cover in G’ where j < k’. Consider a forest F' = (Vp, EF) in G
where Vi = J and Ep = (). F is a forest cover of G. The weighted index of F, wi(F) = Yeer,w(e) +cp is
equal to |.J|, that is F is a forest cover of G with WI at most k = .

Conversely, let F' = (Vr, EF) be a forest cover of G with wi(F) < k. Since F is a forest cover of G, Vp is
a vertex cover of G. therefore, Vi is also a vertex cover in G’. If ¢ is the number of connected components
in forest F. Then, the sum of the weights of edges in EF is equal to wi(F) — cp. As the weight of every edge
in Gis 1; |[Ep| = wi(F) — cp. F is a forest, therefore, |Er| = |Vr| — cp. So, |Vr| = wi(F'). Hence, G’ has a
vertex cover Vr of size at most k. O

2.1 ILP formulation for Forest Cover

In this section, we give an integer linear programming formulation for forest cover. This formulation is similar
to the ones in [10}/13] for the Steiner tree problem.



We use binary variables z; for each vertex ¢ € V and y;; for each edge (¢, j) € E. The variable z; is set to
1 if vertex i is present in the forest cover. Otherwise, x; is 0. Similarly, the variable y;; is set to 1 if edge (3, j)
is in the forest cover, otherwise, y;; = 0. For S C V, we use E(S) to refer to the edges with both endpoints

in S.
miani - Z Yij (1 — wij)
% (i,j)EE

T +x;2> 1 V(Z7])€E
Ti = Yij Vie V,V(i,j) € £
Yowi— > yy>1 VS CV, st E(S)#0

€S (4,7)€E(S)
Yij 6{07 1} V(’L,j) S

The first constraint ensures that at least one end vertex of each edge must be present in the solution. The
second constraint ensures that an edge is present in the solution only if both end vertices are present. The
third constraint ensures that cycles are absent. The objective function is the weighted index of the forest
determined by the values of the variables x,y. The number of constraints in the above ILP is exponential.
The following lemma establishes that the optimal solution of the corresponding relaxed LP can be obtained
in polynomial time.

Lemma 1. The relaxed linear programming problem of the above ILP can be solved optimally using the
ellipsoid method.

Proof. To prove the polynomial time solvability, it is enough to show the existence of a polynomial time
separation oracle for the constraints of the third type (the third constraint of the ILP in Section [2.1)). The
description of the separation oracle is given below.

Given a solution z*, y* to the LP, a separation oracle returns S* C V with F(S) # @, such that

Zx;ki Z y;kj<13

1€S* (i,7)€E(S*)
if such an S* with E(S*) # @ exists. If no such S* exists, then all the constraints of the third type are
satisfied, and x*,y* is the optimal LP solution to the Forest Cover LP.
If z*, y* is the current solution. For each edge (s,t) € E(V'), we define the following linear program P ;.

. * *
m1n§ LiLi — E YijYij

i€V (i,j)EE

yij = min{z;, z;} v(i,j) € E
Yst = 1

rs =1

T, =1

xi,yi5 € {0,1} VieV,(i,j) e E

Note that the min constraint can be linearized as y;; < x;, yi;; < x; and y;; = 1 if both z;,z; are 1.
To minimize the objective function, the above-mentioned ILP would implicitely try to enforce that y;; =1
if both z;,2; are 1. Therefore, every min constraint y;; = min{xz;,z;} can be replaced by two constraints
¥i; < x; and y;; < x;. The integer solution corresponds to a subset of vertices in .S, and all the edges
E(S) that are contained in S. If the objective value is < 1 for at least one Py, for (s,t) € E(V) then the
corresponding set S = {i|x; = 1} violates the constraint of the third type.

Each constraint has at most two variables for each of the above Py;. Hence, following the result in [19],
Ps ; can be solved in polynomial time. O



3 Probabilistic Algorithm for Forest Cover

In this section, we propose a probabilistic algorithm for forest cover with approximation factor arbitrar-
ily close to 2. The algorithm is described in two steps. In the first step, we present a deterministic 2-
approximation algorithm for forest cover where the weights on the edges are either 0 or 1. In the second step,
we use the algorithm for binary weights as a subroutine and give a probabilistic (24 ¢)- factor approximation
algorithm for forest cover, where € is a positive real close to 0.

3.1 Binary Weights

Let G = (V, E) be a graph with binary weights on the edges, i.e., the edge weights are either 0 or 1. We say
edge e € E(S), for S C V if both the endpoints of e are in the vertex set .S. We also use u € e to refer to the
fact that edge e is incident on a vertex u. Let us recall the primal integer program for the forest cover but
this time we use different labels for the indices. We call this linear program as P.

mianu—Zye(l—we) (1)

uev e€E
Ty + 2, > 1 Ve = (u,v) € E (2)
Ty —Ye 20 (3)
Ty —Ye =0 Ve = (u,v) € E (4)
Zﬁu_ Z ye > 1 VS CV, st. E(S)#0 (5)
ues c€E(S)
Ty, Ye € {0, 1} VueV,ee E (6)

The dual variables associated with the first set of constraints is ze, zye, 20e are dual variables associated with
the next two constraints, and the dual variable associated with the last set of constraints is zg.
The linear programming dual of the integer program above is

max Z Ze + Z zs (7)

ecE SCV
Zze—f—z,zue—i—z,zsgl YueV (8)
e:u€e e:u€e S:ues
Z 25 + Zue + Zve > (1 — we) Vee F (9)
S:e€E(S)
Zey Zues Zves 25 > 0 Vee E,VueV, SCV (10)

Let E; be the set of edges of weight i € {0,1}. Let V be the set of vertices incident on some edge in Ej
and V4 =V \ Vi. Let E; (V') be the set of edges in F; where ¢ € {0,1} with both the endpoints in V' C V.
Notice that there are edges of weight 1 with both the endpoints in Vj, and any such edge is not in Ey(Vp).
The only edges with both endpoints in V; are of weight 1. The edges with one endpoint in Vj and the other
in V7 are all of weight 1.

Go(Vo, Ep(Vp)) is the subgraph with vertices in V; and all the edges in Gg are of weight 0. Similarly, we
define G1(V1, E1(V1)). Stated otherwise, Go(Vo, Eo(Vp)) is the subgraph of G with edges with weight 0, and
all the vertices in V} are incident on some edges in Ey. The subgraph G;(V1, E1(V1)) contains vertices that
are not incident on any weight 0 edges, and all edges in this subgraph have weight 1.

Let the number of connected components C1,Cs,...,Ck in Go(Vy, Eo(Vo)) be k. For each connected
component C; we identify a tree T; with |C;| — 1 edges. In the subgraph G1(Vi, E1(V1)) we find a maximum
cardinality matching M.

We will show that |M| + k is a lower bound on the value of the optimal solution to the forest cover
problem. We will construct a feasible solution to the dual with-value k + |M].



Lemma 2. |M|+ k is a lower bound on the value of the optimal solution to the forest cover problem.

Proof. Recall, the k connected components of Go(Vy, Eo(Vp)) are Cq, Cs, ..., Cy. For each connected compo-
nent C;, we have a tree T; with |C;| — 1 edges. Starting with an initial solution in which all the dual variables
are 0, compute a feasible solution as follows:

— For each set of vertices S equal to some C;, set zg = 1.
— For each edge e = (u,v) € M, set zg = 1, where S = {u,v}.

Note that the sets S C V for which zg = 1 are pairwise disjoint. The objective function value is k + |M].
What remains to be shown is that the solution is feasible.

First we show that constraints given by are satisfied. Each vertex u € Vj is in one connected compo-
nent. Each vertex u € V] is incident on at most one edge e € M. In both the cases

Z zg <1 and ZzeJrZzue:O

S:ues e:uce e:u€e

Therefore, the first constraint is satisfied for all the vertices. Constraint @D is interesting only for edges with
0 as it is trivially satisfied for edges with weight 1. Each edge weight 0 is in some connected component C;
(and only one). Therefore, ZS:@EE(S) zg = 1 for any edge with weight 0.

Since the solution is a feasible one, the LP relaxation of the primal has a value at least k + | M| (by weak
duality). The optimal value for the LP relaxation of the primal is a lower bound on the optimal value of
forest cover. O

This lower bound gives us a simple 2-approximation algorithm (Algorithm [1f) for the forest cover problem.
There are two stages. In the first stage, we compute the connected components in Go(Vy, Eo(Vo)) and create
an assignment to the primal variables based on the connected components. In the second stage, we compute
a maximum matching G1(V3, E1 (V1)) and determine the values of the primal variables. The solution that we
construct will be feasible.

The following lemma shows that the solution obtained according to Algorithm [I}is a feasible solution to
the primal integer linear program.

Lemma 3. The solution (x,y) returned by Algorithm 1| is a feasible solution of the primal integer linear
program for forest cover.

Proof. Every edge is incident on some vertex in C; or incident on an edge in M, therefore, constraint
is satisfied. Take any edge e = (u,v) with y. = 1, both the variables z,,.z, are set to 1. So, and is
satisfied. Finally, for any S C V, if e € S and y, = 1 then both the endpoints of edge have x,, x, set to 1:
either the y. was set to 1 in the matching or in the construction of the connected components. Edges in .S
with y. = 1 form a forest, therefore, constraint is satisfied. a

The solution constructed above is a feasible integer solution to the primal, and the objective function
value is k + 2| M|. Therefore, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Algorithm[1]is a 2-factor approzimation algorithm for the forest cover problem on graphs with
binary weights.

Algorithm 1: FORESTCOVERBINARY(G)

1 Let the k connected components of Go(Vy, Eo(Vp)) be C1,Ca,...,C). For each connected component C; we identify a tree T;
with |C;| — 1 edges.
for each vertex u € Uilecg, do
| set @, =1.
for each edge e € Uf=1Ti do
‘ Set ye. = 1. The edges that are in this subgraph but not in any tree are assigned a value of 0.
Find a maximum matching M in G1(V1, E1(V1)) .
for each edge e = (u,v) € M do
| Setxzy,=1,z, =1, and ye = 1.
For all the other vertices, set x, = 0.
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3.2 Real Weights

Now we consider the case when the weights on the edges are in the closed interval [0,1]. Let € be a very
small positive real close to 0 and § = €2. Let us introduce a very small error § to the objective function of

the linear program P as follows.
S w =Y ye(l—we — ) (11)
ueV eckE

where ¢ is a small real positive arbitrarily close to 0. With equation [L1] as the objective function and the
same set of constraints as in P, we call this linear program P’. For arbitrarily small §, P and P’ admits the
same optimal solution (X* Y*). Let OPT and OPT’ be the optimal values of the objective functions of P
and P’, respectively. Then OPT' = OPT +6 ), y!.

For e very small, €y’ is smaller than OPT, therefore § ),y < eOPT. This implies that OPT" <
(14 €)OPT.

Let D" be the dual of P’. Then D’ has the same objective function and the constraint |8 as D. The
constraint [0] of D is changed to the following inequality.

Z 25+ Zue + 2pe > 1—we — 0 Vee E (12)
S:e€E(S)

With the definition of D’, we are now ready to explain the algorithm in this section.

For any edge e € E, let W, be an indicator variable which is 1 with probability (1—w.) (0 with probability
we). We replace the RHS in the last constraint of the D with this indicator variable. This gives a family of
linear programs in which each edge has a weight of 0 or 1.

max Z Ze + Z zs (13)

c€E SCV
Zze+Zzue+ZzS§1 VueV (14)
e:u€ce e:uce S:ues
Z 29 + Zue + Zpe > W, Vee E (15)
S:e€E(S)
Zey Zues Zves 25 = 0 Vee E,SCV (16)

Similarly, the last constrain of D’ becomes

Z (26 + zZue + 2pe) 2 W —8 Vee E (17)
S:e€E(S)

For an experiment, we randomly generate the values W, € {0, 1} for all edges. This gives us an instance with
binary edge weights in {0,1}. We can compute a lower bound for this instance and also an upper bound
using the results in the previous section.

Suppose we run m such experiments F1,..., E,,. Each of these experiments gives us a feasible solution
2" to the dual LP where i € {1,...,m}. Let Z be the average value of the variables in all the solutions.

Theorem 3. The average solution Z over m experiments, where n is the number of edges, m = n/(26°) and
0 < <1, is a feasible solution to D' with a high probability, and the objective function value given by the
average solution of all the experiments, Y . pZe + Y gy Zs is a lower bound on OPT', the minimum value
of the objective function of P’.

Proof. Since z' is a feasible solution of D corresponding to the i-th experiment, we have the following
sequence of inequalities.

Zzé—&—z,z;e—i— Zzggl

e:uce e:u€e S:ues



i=1 e:u€e i=1 e:uce i=1 Swues
m m m
% i %
E Z, + E Zye T E E zg <m
e:u€e i=1 e:u€e =1 S:ueSs i=1
§ Ze + § Zye + § zZs S 1
e:u€e e:uce S:uesS

This shows that Z satisfies the first constraint of D', as the first constrain is same for D and D’.
For each i, the last constraint in D is satisfied, summing it over all ¢ and after taking the average we get
the following.

Z 2h 2k, + 2k, > W

S:ecE(S)
m m m
)DIDIEEDIEAD IS DL
S:e€E(S) i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Y

J
D, TSt Fuet e —> W
S:e€ E(S) i=1

From Chernoff-Hoeffding bound [8], we know that

1 & 1
Ez S 1—we)_(ﬂ§ezw

If we choose m = n/(26%) where n is the number of edges then Pr[-L ™" W > (1 —w.)— 6] <1— =
Each edge is set to 0 or 1 with probability w,. independent of other edges. Since there are n constraints, the
probability that the above inequality satisfies for every edge is close to 1. Hence, Z is a feasible solution of
D’ with very high probability. This implies that the objective function value of D’ for the solution % is a
lower bound of the optimal value of P’ with high probability. a

Below, we describe the algorithm for real weights.

Algorithm: For each experiment F; we have a feasible solution D; to the dual and a solution P; to
the primal problem (for integer weights) given the algorithm (Algorithm (1) in the previous section where
W be the indicator variable with value in {0, 1} which takes the value 1 with probability 1 — w, in the i*"
experiment. The algorithm returns the solution P;, which has the minimum objective function value among
all P;’s.

The following theorem proves that the above algorithm is an approximation algorithm with factor close
to 2 with very high probability.

Theorem 4. The proposed algorithm is a (2 + €) factor approximation algorithm for Forest cover problem
with high probability.

Proof. Let P(D) be the average value of the primal (dual) solutions. Then, P = """ P;/m, where
Pi=> al = > yiWi+2[M
ueV ecE
and the value of the dual solution D; is

DZ:ZZé—Fzzg

ecE SCV



and M; is the maximum matching in G1(Vi, E1(V1)); in the graph obtained in the ith experiment. The
average value D = Y1 | D, /m.

Since each primal solution is a two approximate solution (to the instance) P; < 2D;, the following
inequality holds:

m

mﬁ:Zin—ZZgéWé+Z?|Mi| < 2mD
i=1ueV i=1 e€E i=1

Let us rewrite the middle term. The binary value of 3! is given by the Algorithm in the previous section
and it is fixed. The expected value of y, W/,

Ely! Wi] = g E[W?] = v (1 — w,).

Therefore, we can rewrite the previous equation (in expectation) as

mP = izxi—izyé(l—wewiz\w < 2mD
i=1ucV i=1ecE i=1
P=>"7,~> 7.0-w)+2[M <2D
ueV eekE

Since D and D’ have the same objective function, the value of the objective functions of both D and D’ are
same for the average solution Z. Therefore P < 2D’. Also, D’ is a lower bound of Opt’ with high probability.
Hence, with high probability, D’ < Opt’ < Opt(1 + €). Hence, with high probability, P < 2-Opt - (1 + ).

Each z!,y! for i € {1,...,m} is a feasible solution, so there is a feasible primal solution with value
at most twice the average value of the dual solution. Since we have selected the solution which gives the
minimum objective function value among all x¢, yi for i € {1,...,m}, our proposed solution is an integer
solution to the primal with value at most the average value of the primal solutions. Therefore, we have a
(2 + €)-approximate solution with probability close to 1. a

4 Deterministic Algorithm for Forest Cover using LP rounding

In this section, we present a deterministic algorithm with a 2-approximation ratio for the forest cover prob-
lem using LP rounding.

Algorithm and Analysis Idea: The algorithm rounds the variables in the solution of the relaxed LP
formulation to obtain a forest cover. Each connected component in the subgraph induced by the non-zero
variables in the LP optimal solution is treated separately. A minimum spanning tree (MST) is constructed
in each component; pendent vertices of MST with low fractional values and edges incident on such vertices
are discarded without violating the covering constraint.

Theorem [5] gives a solution constructed using a deterministic algorithm to the forest cover problem that is
2 approximate. The proof of this theorem is based on the bounds established in Lemma [5| on the in-part
rounded solution in each subgraph component. This theorem shows that the cost of the rounded solution for
connected component is at most two times the cost of the optimal fractional solution for that component.
The proof of Lemma B relies on several lemmas and corollaries. During the analysis, we partition the variables
based on the types of edges (tree edges, non-tree edges, deleted edges, etc.) in a component. This approach
helps us to better understand the behaviour of the algorithm and simplify the proof. We ensure that the
number of components doesn’t increase during rounding. We first establish an upper bound on the cost of a
tree in the rounded solution based on the optimal fractional cost of the component in which that tree was
constructed. We prove the upper bound by establishing a loop invariant property that holds at the end of
every iteration during the construction of the MST.

A detailed analysis considering all types of edges in the rounding solution is required because we do not



perform rounding of variables for edges based on the fraction values. Rounding is done based on whether
edges are chosen in MST construction, which takes edge weights into account. There may be a large inte-
grality gap for some edge variables due to this reason. Therefore, the bound on the overall cost of the forest
cover is established using both variables for edges and vertices. We establish loop invariant properties that
hold at the end of every iteration while constructing minimum spanning trees. The analysis proceeds for all
edges of a component in the order given by Kruskal’s algorithm [23]. The sequence of edges of a component
is partitioned into two carefully chosen groups; if a suffix (a sub-sequence of edges) exists which may violate
the bound due to a larger integrality gap. We consider the corresponding terms for the edges and vertices
of both partitions separately to derive inequalities. We then add the derived inequalities to prove Lemma [f]
Deleting non-essential vertices and edges reduces the cost of forest cover without increasing the number of
components. Therefore, this step may only improve the approximate solution.

Next we give the deterministic 2-approximation algorithm for forest cover.

Let (z*,y*) be the optimal solution to the LP formulation of forest cover given in Section Consider
a subgraph G* = (Vg~, Eg~) of G = (V, E) formed by the vertex set Vg» = {i € V | 2} > 0} and edge set
Eq-={(i,j) € E | yi; > 0}. A connected component is a non-empty subgraph in which every pair of vertices
is connected by a path. Let C = {C},Cs,--- ,Ck} be the set of all connected components in the graph G*.
Let C be the set of all isolated vertices in G*, i.e., for each vertex i € C, z¥ > 0and 3 yi; = 0.

J:(i,5)EE

For each connected component C' € C, let C = (V, E¢). We then partition Vg into two subsets:
VE2P={i € Vo | a7 > 0.5} and V50°={i € Ve | ¥ < 0.5}. Similarly, we partition C into two subsets:
CA={ieC|ar>05}and CB={ie C | zF <0.5}.

Algorithm 2: LP rounding for Forest Cover

Solve the LP relaxation. Let (z*,y") be the optimal solution.
Consider the subgraph G* = (Vg , Eg+) as defined earlier.
Find C = {Cy,C3, -+ ,Ck}, the set of all non-empty connected components in the graph G*.
Find C’, the set of isolated vertices in the graph G*. Partition C into C*and CP as defined above.
Let FF = (Vp, Er) be an empty forest. Set F' = cA.
for each C = (Vo,Ec) € C do
Partition V¢ into Vso.5={i € Vo |z} > 0.5} and V5% °={i € Vc|z} < 0.5}.
Find an MST M on C using Kruskal’s algorithm.
In tree M, delete all pendant vertices from the set V;O‘S.
Let T be the remaining tree after deletion.
F++ FUT.
for each i € V do
if 4 € Vr then
‘ x; —1
else
‘ xi + 0
for each (i,j) € E do
if (¢,j) € Er then
| i <1
else
‘ y;j +~— 0

o N O s N

N B E R R R R e
©C © ®N oo pWN KOO

N
s

(z',y’) is the rounded solution.
Return F and (z',vy’).

NN
w N

Algorithm [2] computes a forest cover using the optimal solution derived from the LP relaxation. First,
we create a subgraph G* by including only the vertices and edges with non-zero values in the LP solution.
Next, we consider every non-empty connected component C' in G* with at least one edge. Using Kruskal’s
method, we create a minimum spanning tree (MST) M for each component C. The vertices in M can be
divided into two groups, VCZO'5 and VC<O'5, based on their respective values in the optimal solution. The tree
M constitutes a tree cover for C. Finally, we remove all the pendant (degree one) vertices in VC<O'5 from M,
along with any edges that are incident on such vertices.

10



We define Vp, as the set of all vertices from V50'5 that have a degree of one in M. Similarly, we define Ep
as the set of all edges removed from M due to the deletion of vertices from the set Vp. By deleting all such
vertices and edges, we obtain a tree T' = (V, Er) from M. Since deleting pendant vertices and corresponding
edges from VC<0‘5 does not violate coverage of C, T is also a tree cover of C'. We repeat this process for each
non-empty component Cy in C = {C1, Cy, ..., Ci}, and obtain a tree cover Ty for each component. Finally, we
return F' = Uif:l T, |JC as the forest cover of the graph G. An illustration of Algorithm [2[is given below.

(b) MST in each non-empty com- (c) Forest F' in G*
ponent of G*

Fig. 1: Steps to find a forest cover F' in G*

Figure [T] illustrates Algorithm 2] An instance of a graph G* with two non-empty connected components
C; and Cs and an isolated vertex in each set C4 and CB is shown in Figure The minimum spanning
trees My and M in components C7 and Csy, respectively, are in Figure @ The trees T} and 15 constructed
by deleting the pendant vertices in Vp, and Vp, are shown in Figure

Forest F' is constructed by taking union of all trees T', for 1 < ¢ < k, and all vertices in C4A. The algorithm
computes two vectors z’, of size |V, and y’ of size |E| as follows. For each i € V, z; = 1ifi € F, else z; = 0.
For each (i,j) € E, y;; = 1if (i, j) € F, else y;; = 0. The algorithm outputs (', y’) as the rounded solution
which is a forest cover.

4.1 Correctness and Approximation Ratio
The following lemma shows that Algorithm [2| returns a forest cover.
Lemma 4. Set I is a forest cover of G.

Proof. Given the covering constraints in the LP formulation, for each (4,5) € E, there must be at least one
vertex ¢ where 7 > 0.5. Thus, if we consider the set V295 of all vertices of V' with xf > 0.5, we have a
vertex cover of G. The vertex set Vp of F' contains all vertices of V' with x7 > 0.5 and some vertices with
x; < 0.5. Also there are no cycles in F. Therefore, we have a forest cover of G. O

Algorithm [2] generates a tree T' for each non-empty component of G*. These trees are then combined
to form a forest. The theorem below states that the cost (weighted index wi) of forest cover computed the
algorithm for each non-empty component C' € C of G* is at most twice the cost of the fractional solution
restricted to the component C'.

Lemma 5. Given a graph G* based on the optimal solution of the LP relaxation for the forest cover problem
on a weighted graph G = (V, E,w), the following inequality holds for each non-empty connected component
C in G*

11



DY yjj(1—wij)z%[_2x;— Yoy —wy)].

icVe (i,7)€EEc (i,7)€EET

The proof of Lemma/[5]is in appendix [£.2] The proof is routine but long. We use it to show that Algorithm
is a 2-factor approximation algorithm (Theorem .

Recall that the weighted index (wi) of a forest I is calculated as follows: wi(F) = > .p w(e) + cF,
where cp stands for the number of connected components in the forest F', and Ep is the set of edges in
F. Let OPTrc be the optimal solution of the forest cover problem over graph G, and let wi(OPTy¢) be
its weighted index. The approximate solution APX p¢ obtained using the LP rounding, Algorithm [2 has a
weighted index value of wi(APXpc).

Theorem 5. wi(OPTpc) > swi(APXpc).

Proof. In the algorithm we round up each isolated vertex i in C* such that x; > %a:’ , and round down each
isolated vertex i in CP such that z* > 2/ = 0, then 3 z > 1 3 zf. Similarly, > z7 > 0.
ieCA iecA i€CB
By summing over all non-empty connected components in graph G* and the set of isolated vertices of

C#4 and C’B we obtain the following equation.

sz_z Z Yij (1 — wij) Z%‘HZO«“:‘

CeCicVe CeC (i,j)€Ec ieCA ieC’B
1
SHID SEED DD DIEHIERTH R SR
T€F % TeF (i,j)€EET ieCA
doowr— Yyl —wy) Z -5 Z yi; (1 = wij) (18)
i€V (4,§)EE g+ zeVF (z,j)eEp

Recall, z7 > 0 for each i € V- and 27 = 0 for each i € Vi \ V. Similarly, y; > 0 for each (i, j) € Eg- and
y;; = 0 for each (i,7) € Eg \ Eg+. Hence, we have

Z :C;k - Z yz] wZ] Z .'13 - Z yz*j(l - wl])

i€Vg (i,j)€EG 1€Vg= (i,J)€Eg*

The weighted index(wi) of a forest I’ is defined as wi(F) = ) . w(e) + cr, where cp is the number of
connected components in F' and Er is the set of edges in F. The solution of relaxed LP formulation of the
forest cover problem provides a lower bound on wi(OPTp¢). Hence,

wi(OPTpc) > Y af — Y i1 —wy).

ieVg (i,j)€Ec

If APX ¢ is the approximate solution of the forest cover problem with weights index wi(APXp¢) obtained

using the Algorithm then using , we get the desired bound. wi(OPTrc) > > zi — > yi(1—
i€Va (i,9)€Ec

wiz) = %ZiGVF ) Z(i,j)eEp y§j<1 —wij) = %W(APXFC)- O

4.2 Proof of Lemma [5]

The steps involved in proving Theorem [f are as follows: we first derive Corollary [T} which establishes a
partial relationship between the left-hand side (LHS) and the right-hand side (RHS) of the inequality given
in Lemma without the terms multiplied by w;;. This corollary is derived from Lemma@, which proves that

12



the relationship stated in the corollary is a loop invariant property that holds at the end of every iteration
of Kruskal’s algorithm [23] used in Algorithm [2f for constructing the MST M on a component C.

Next we derive Lemmal[7] from Corollary[I} Corollary 2] and Lemma [6] by splitting the terms in the LHS of
the inequality stated in Corollary |1| and Lemma @, respectively, based on the types of edges (remaining tree
edges, non-tree edges, deleted edges etc.) in the non-empty component. The next step is to prove Lemma
which states that if the terms involving edges in LHS of the inequality stated in Lemma [7] are multiplied
by (1-wj;), then the modified LHS remains greater than zero. Finally, we prove Lemma |5 using Lemma
by adding the terms given in the RHS of the inequality stated in Lemma [5]| to both sides of the inequality
stated in Lemma

If C = (Vg,E¢) is a connected component in G* (with at least one edge), then Algorithm [2| computers
MST, M on C. After deleting all the pendant vertices of M from the set VC<0'57 we get the tree T. Vp is
the set of vertices that were deleted from M, while Ep is the set of edges that were deleted along with the
vertices of Vp. Enr is the set of edges Ec \ Ej.

Let SoEc = (e1,e2, -+ ,€/g,|) be the ordered sequence of edges in Eo that were added by Kruskal’s
algorithm while forming MST M on C. The edges in SoE¢ are arranged in non-decreasing order of weights,
ie., we, < we, if p < g. We define SOECLT) as the sub-sequence of SoE¢ that contains the first r consecutive
edges of SoEc. Let an edge set Ep, contains these r edges. Furthermore, let Vi, be the set of all vertices
that are endpoints of edges in Ey,.. The edge set Ey, over vertex set Vi, forms a sub-graph H, of C, where
H, has a set of k non-empty connected components S}, --- , Sk,

Let Mf = (VJVLf’EMf)’ where EM,f is the set of edges present in S} that also appear in the minimum
spanning tree M, and VMTf is the set of all vertices that are endpoints of edges in EM[. Similarly, let

TS =

r

(Vqu,ETf), where ET,f is the set of edges present in S/ that also appear in the tree T, and VTTf is the
set of all vertices that are endpoints of edges in F, T Let £ NTS be the set of edges in S/ that are not in
MF. Let VD + be the set of vertices that are in Sf as well as in Vp. Finally, let E D! be the set of all edges
deleted from M due to the deletion of vertices in the set VD e

Then the following lemma holds true, which states a partlal relationship, without involving the terms
multiplied by w;;, between the LHS and the RHS of the equation given in Lemma This relationship holds
true at the end of every iteration of Kruskal’s algorithm while constructing a minimum spanning tree M on

C.

Lemma 6. In any non-empty connected component C of G*, If H,. is a sub-graph of C formed by taking
the first r edges considered by Kruskal’s algorithm while constructing minimum spanning tree M on C, and
only the corresponding end vertices. Then, the following relationship holds:

ST ST 3l [ ST )

i€Vh, (i,j)€Em, f=1 \ i€V, (i.4)EE ¢
Proof. H, has k non-empty connected components S},---,S¥ therefore, > zf— y;; can be
i€Vh, (i,§)€En,
k
rewritten as > ( >, @7 — > yj;). We prove it by contradiction. Let us assume that
f=1 eV (i.d)EE s
k k
DA = D W< (D= D wy)
f=1 'L.€Vs7f" (i’j)eES-f f=1 iGVT,f (i,j)EET!

This implies that there exists at least a sub-component S” in H,., for 1 < h < k, in which

ng_ Z yi; < Zm;— Z Yy,

i€Vgn (i.5)EE g i€Vyn (4,9)EEn
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Recall that Vgn denotes the vertex set of the sub-component Sh which is formed due to the edge set
Egn. Egn consists of all the edges in G* that connect vertices within Vgn. Given the constraint of the LP
formulation, we have a set of vertices Vsﬁ C V such that

doai- Y oy (19)

iGVST;!, (4,5)EEgn

We only include the r least weight edges of C in the set Ep, . However, there may be some high-weight
edges in Eg- that have both end vertices in the set Vgn, but are not present in the set Egn. The set Egn
consists of edges in the sub-graph of G induced by the vertex set Vgn, which means that ESh C Egn. We
can rewrite as follows:

Z CE: - Z yl] = (20)

iEstTL (1,])€ESLL

Next, we prove that the sub-graph M/ is a spanning tree on S”. Suppose that the sub-graph M/ is not
a spanning tree on S”. Note that M/ is also a sub-graph of MST M on C. Therefore, edges in M" do not
form a cycle. This means that for M to not be a spanning tree on S”, the graph (Vsﬁ, E Mﬁ) must have
more than one connected component. It is important to note that these components are connected to each
other in S" through edges that are not present in M. In S”, each connected component in the graph (ng,

Epn) is connected to another such component via an edge that is present in Sk but not in M}

Fig. 2: The sub-graphs of M/ in the sub-component S”.

Consider the graph (Vgr, Epn) and let MM and M2 be two of its connected components that are
connected in S” by some edges. Let e = (4,5) € Egn be the edge with the least weight, connecting M, h.1 and
MM2 ) where i € Vi and j € Vyne. Although i and j are disconnected in (Vgn, Eyn) as e ¢ Eyn, they
are still connected in M. Therefore, a path P(i, ) must exist from node i to node j in M.

The weight of every edge ¢’ on the path P(7,j), denoted by w(e’), should be less than or equal to the
weight of edge e. Furthermore, every edge e’ on the path P(i, j) with a weight equal to w(e) must have been
considered before edge e in Kruskal’s algorithm. Otherwise, ¢/ would not have been selected in M, and e
would have been chosen in M, which is not possible. Therefore, all edges e’ on the path P(i,j) must have
been considered before edge e by Kruskal’s algorithm for finding M.

14



If e is in H,, then all edges ¢’ on the path P(i, j) must also be present in H, and further in S connecting
node ¢ and node j. Since all the edges in the path P(i,j) are in M, node ¢ and node j will also be connected
via path P(,j) in the graph (Vgn, Ejr). This contradicts the assumption that node i and node j belong
to two different connected components M/! and M2, respectively, which are not connected in the graph
(Vsn, Epn). Hence, M is a spanning tree on S}'.

After removing the vertices of the set Vpr and the edges of Epn from M}, the remaining sub-graph T)*
is a tree over the vertex set Vrn. The number of edges in 7, " is exactly one less than the number of vertices,

i.e.
Virl = 1Em| =1, = Y af— > y=1

iEVTJ} (iJ)EETﬁ

This is due to the rounding algorithm, which picks all the vertices and edges of T' by rounding up the
values corresponding to the vertices and edges of T" in the fractional solution.

* * _ / ’
E Ti — E yi; > 1= E Ti— E Yij-
i€Vgh (i,5)EEgh i€Vrn (5,9)EELn
Therefore, (20)) can be re-written as

Zw;‘— Z yijng— Z y;j (21)

ieVsQ (ivj)EEsh iEVTTI} (ivj)EETh

This contradicts the assumption that there exists at least a sub-component S* € H,., in which Y 2/ —

iGVs}P
>y, < Y xi— Y yi; By taking sum over all the components S} € H,, we get the relationship
(i.))EEgn i€Vrn (1.3)EELn
stated in the statement of the Lemma. O
Lemma (6] states that in a non-empty connected component C' of G*, if r = |E¢|, then C = H|g,).

Therefore, we can derive the following corollary.

Corollary 1. In a non-empty connected component C of G*, Let T be the remaining tree derived from C
using Algorithm@ (Steps 6-8). Then, the following relationship holds:

dowi= X vz ai- X vy

i€Ve (i,7)€EEc i€eVr (i,j)EET

We split the terms on the left-hand side of the inequality (in Collolary above) based on the types of edges
in the component C. The edge set E¢ is partitioned into three sets: Ep (tree edges), Ep (deleted edges),
and Enr (non-tree edges). Er can be further divided into two sets: Ep>s = {(i,j) € Er | yj; > 0.5} and
Er<s = {(i,j) € Er | y;; < 0.5}. In addition, the vertex set V¢ is partitioned into Vz and Vp. These sets
are related as follows:

IR DD EED DI Ve D DI TE D DI FE D DI

i€Vr i€VDp (i,j)€ED (i,J)€EE > 5 (4,5)€EE <5 (i,))€EENT
> 7= Y w— >, Wy (22)
i€Vr (1,J)€EEL> 5 (i,9)€EEr<.5
We define some constants as follows. For each (i,j) € Ep>s, Bij = yj; — %y;j where 0 < 3;; < 1. For
each (i,7) € Ep<s, (i = 1y§j —y;; where 0 < (;; < % For each i € Vip, v = o} — %x; where _71 <y < %

Using these constants, can be rewritten as
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DEEED DEFRD DIt CERIED SN

1€Vp (i,5)€ED ZEVT (1,J)€EE > 5
1
- Z [ ym Cz;] Z yfj > Z xi - Z ygj - Z ygj (23)
(4,J)€Er<.5 (i,5)€EENT ieVr (,7)EEL > .5 (i,j)€EEr<.5

If we subtract % > v, T %ZETZ-S y;;, and %ZET<.5 y;; from both sides of ([23), we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 7. In a non-empty connected component C' of G*, the following holds:

Zx?* Z y?jJFZ’Yi* Z Bij + Z Gij — Z Yyi; >

i€Vp (i,5)€EED i€Vr (1,9)€EEL> 5 (i,J)€EEr<.5 (i,7)€EENT
/ / /
E Ly — E Yij — E Yij
ieVr (4,§)EE;> 5 (1,j)€Ep<.5

LemmalG]states that in a non-empty connected component C, if H, is the sub-graph formed by considering
the first r edges of Kruskal’s algorithm from E¢, then the following inequality holds.

S - Y izx;— S .

i€V, (4,5)€EmH, 1€V ; (i.)EE 5
,,,

It is possible to perform the same partitioning of the edge set and vertex set as was done to derive Lemmal7]
for the above relationship. The edge set Ep, is partitioned into three sets: Ex. = {(4,J) G, j) e Ty,
Ep, ={(i,§) € En,|(i,j) € Ep}, EnT, = {(4,j) € En,|(i,j) € NT}. The set Er, is further partitioned into
two sets: B> = {(i,/) € Er,|yj; = .5} and Ep<s = {(4, ) € E,|yj; < .5}. Similarly, the vertex set Vi, is
partitioned into V7, (the set of all vertices which are endpoints of edges in Er,.) and Vp, = {i € Vg, |i ¢ V7, }.

k k k

k k
Note that EH,,, = Z ES[’ ET,, = Z ET,!’ ED,, = Z ED,Jf’ ENTT. == Z ENT,f’ VHT, - Z V. f
f=1 f=1 f=1 f=1 f=1

Then the following corollary can be derived.

Corollary 2. In a connected component C, if we consider the first r edges from Ec using Kruskal’s algorithm
to form the sub-graph H,, then we have:

Zﬁ_ Z y;kj""Z'Vi_ Z Bij + Z Gij — Z Yi; >

1€VD, (4,5)€ED, 1€V, (LJ’)GETTz.s (i:5)€E <5 (i,J)EENT,
1
/ / /
5 E Ty — E Yij — E Yij
1€V, (i,j)EETz_s (i,j)EET7§.5

T is a connected sub-tree of MST M on component C. Hence, |Vr| — |[Ep| = 1. Er is partitioned into
two sets Ep>.s and Er<.s. Therefore,

dowi— D W Y =L

1€Vr (1,J)€EEL > 5 (1,J)€E <5
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Then, from Lemma [7] we have

Zwi‘ - Z v + Z%‘ - Z Bij + Z Gj — Z Y, = %

i€Vp (i,7)€ED 1EVD (4,5)€EE > 5 (4,7)€EEr<.5 (i,j)EENT

Since 0 < (1 —w;;) < 1, for each (4,j) € Ep multiplying (1 — w;;) with the corresponding y;; for each
(i,j) € Ep in the above equation yields the following inequality:

Z z; = Z Yy (1 —wij) + Z Vi = Z Bij + Z Gij

i€Vp (i,1)€ED i€V (i)€Eps 5 (ij)€Bpe.s
1
- Z y;'}-25 (24)
(i,j)EENT

The next lemma states that if the terms involving edges in LHS of the inequality stated in Lemma [7] are
multiplied by (1-w;;), then the modified LHS remains greater than zero.

Lemma 8. In a non-empty connected component C' of G*, the following holds:
dar— Y oy wg)+ > v >, Byl —wy)
i€VD (i,5)€EED i€Vr (1,J)EEL> 5

+ Y Gill—wy) = > y(l—wy) >0 (25)

(i,9)€Er< .5 (4,J)€EENT
LHS of in Lemma [§] is obtained by adding
S Bwi— Y Cawig Y, yhwi
(1) By s (7)€ Bpe.s (i) B

to the LHS of .
We refer to the terms f;;wi;, Gijwij, and yjwi; as edge-weight-multiplied terms in ([24). We classify
Cijw;,; as the negative additive term and the other two as positive. Using it is easy to note that if

> Bijwij — > Gjwij + > yiwi; > 0 then is true. But when > Bijwi; —
(1.J)€EET> 5 (i.5)€Ep<.s (i.J)€EENT (.5)€EL> 5

> Gywii+ > yjwi; <0, then it is not straightforward.
(1,5)€Ep<.5 (i,j)€EENT

To prove Lemma [8] we partition the edge set E¢ into two non-trivial partitions, the procedure for which
is discussed below. We then capture the relationships within each partition using a few lemmas. We evaluate
the summation of corresponding terms for the edges and vertices of both partitions separately. Finally, we
add the derived inequalities to prove the Lemma.

Recall that SoEc = (e1,e2,- - ,€g,|) is defined as the sequence of all edges in Ec taken in the
same order in which Kruskal’s algorithm considered edges while forming the MST M on C. Each edge
is present in exactly one of the edge partitions Er>.s, Er<s, Ep or Enxp of Ec. We break SoFE¢ into k

1 1 _1+L,|E r.+1,r
sub-sequences SoE(C ), S()Egl'Ir ) L ,SoEg’“ 11| Cl), where SoE(C @) denotes the sub-sequence
(erz+17 €r 42, " >6T(z+1))'

We refer to the sum of edge-weight-multiplied terms corresponding to the edges in a sub-sequence as
the sum of weighted terms. For each (i,j) € ETt<.5, we add —(;jw;; to the sum of weighted terms. For each
(i,9) € Eth.5, we add f3;jw;; to the sum of weighted terms. For each (i, ) € Enr,, we add yj;w;; to the sum
of weighted terms. Our idea of breaking SoF¢ is to create sub-sequences that facilitate the computation of
the sum of weighted terms for each edge partition is as follow.
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— Stepl: The set SoEé1 ™) contains all edges that appeared before the arrival of the first edge from set
FEr<s. The sum of the edge-weight-multiplied terms corresponding to the edges in the sub-sequence
SoEé1 ) i positive as only edges from the sets Ep>.s or Enp have appeared so far and the corresponding
edge-weight-multiplied terms are positive additive terms.

— Step 2: The first edge in SoEg 1H12) s from set FEr<s, and therefore, the corresponding edge-weight-
multiplied term is a negative additive term. Hence, the sum of weighted terms for this sub-sequence so
far is also negative. We keep adding more edges of any type to SoE¢ until the sum of weighted terms
for this sub-sequence becomes non-negative for the first time. At this point, if the upcoming edges are
from the sets Fp>s, or En7, we add them to the sequence until the arrival of the next edge from set
FEr<s til the sum of weighted terms for this sub-sequence became non-negative for the first time. The

edges added so far form a sub-sequence SoE (F172) Where the last edge e, is definitely from Ep>.s, or

Enr. Note that the sum of weighted terms, i.e., the sum of edge-weight-multiplied terms corresponding

Eg1+1,7“2)

to the edges in the sub-sequence So is positive.

We repeat Step 2 to form the remaining sub-sequences, ensuring the sum of weighted terms of all sub-
sequences except the last one is positive. If

S Buwii— Y. Giwi+ > yiwi <0,
(1,)€EL> 5 (1,)€Bp<.5 (i,))EENT
then the sum of weighted terms of the last sub-sequence is negative.

Let SoE¢ be partitioned into p sub-sequences as above. Let e; = €ri,_,, be the last edge of (p— 1)th
sub-sequence. Let e;y1 = (u,v) be the first edge in the last sub-sequence SoEgp’lﬂ’lEcD which is the
(t+1)" edge, i.e., (r(p—1) + 1) edge in sequence SoEc. Let Ey, be the set of the first ¢ edges in SoE¢. Let
B = Ec \ En, be the set of all edges considered since consideration of (u,v) by Kruskal’s algorithm from
Ec. Eg, = {e1, e, ,e:} and By = {et41, €142, ,e|mo|}- Let Vi, be the set of all vertices corresponding
to Ep, appearing before (u,v). Let Vi be the set of all vertices which are endpoints of edges in Eg- and
have not appeared in Vi,. The edge set Epy, is partitioned into: Ep,, E;>.5, Ep<s, and Enr,, similar to

t
the partitioning done earlier. Note that ET< s U E > is collectively referred as ETt The edge set Eg is
partitioned into: Ep -, E-s= ey ET< 5, and Egg. T he vertex set V4, is partitioned into: Vp, and Vr,. Further,

the set Vr, is partltloned into V, 25 and VT< The vertex set Vg is partitioned into: V- and V. Further,
the set Vi is partitioned into V = and V

Lemma 9. Let e; be the last edge of (p— 1)th sub-sequence. Let Hy be a subgraph of a non-empty component
C' constructed based on edge set Ep, which is the set of the first t edges in SoE¢, i.e, Eg, = {e1,ea,--- ,e:}.
Let H; has Q connected components. Then, the following relationship holds:

Z T — Z yi; (1 — wij) Z Vi — Z Bij (1 — wij)

i€Vp, (4,9)€ED, i€Vr, (1.5)€EE, >.5
* Q
Y Gllmwg) = D0 w1 wy) > (20)
(i7j)€ETt§.5 (i,J)€EENT,

Proof. Consider H; which is formed by taking the set of the first ¢ edges in SoFE¢ based on component C,
from Corollary 2| we have:

)SETED SITES SEED NN SRR TR SR

i€Vp, (i,)€ED, i€V, (i’j)EEth,s (i,j)GETf.s (1,3)€EENT,

% PR D DT S

i€Vr, (i,j)€ET2.5 (i,j)GETf.s
t
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Note that (Vr,, E7,) has @ connected components because removal of Vp,, Ep,, and En7, from H; results

in (Vr,, Er,) without any change in the number of connected components. Therefore, > zi— >3  yi;—
1€V, (i7j)EET2.5
t

Y. ¥i; > Q. Hence,
(1:7)€E <5

Se- St Tu- T ome ¥ oG- ¥ ou oz §

i€Vp, (i,7)€ED, i€V, (i,j)GEthﬁ (LJ’)GET;.S (i,5)€EENT,

Since the sum of weighted terms for all the sub-sequences except for the last sub-sequence occurring after
edge ey, i.e., > Bijwij — > Gjwij+ >, yjwi; is positive, adding it to the left hand side
(1.))€E, >.5 (1.)€E<.5 (i,))€ENT,
t t

of the above equation give us:

Z T — Z yi; + Z Vi — Z Bij (1 — wij)

ieVDt (i,j)EEDt ieth (ivj)eETZ.s
t
Q
+0Y Gilmwy) = Yy —wiy) > >
(i,j)EETt<.5 (i,)EENT,
For each (i,7) € Ep,, (1 —w;;) <1, after multiplying corresponding (1 — w;;) with y;; we get (26). O
Next, we analyse the edges in Bz = {etr1,€t42, -+ ,€/gc|}- The sum of weighted terms of the last

sub-sequence containing these edges is negative. We can express it as:

Do Gywi = Y Bywg+ > yhwy (27)
(i,j)EETf—f, (iL.)€E 5 (4,5) € Bxry

Recall, each (i,j) € E—=% T adds (ij”, each (i, j) € F—== = adds B;jw;;, and each (i, j) € B adds

y”wU
the sum of weighted terms for the last sub-sequence is negative. The sum of weighted terms in the last
sub-sequence never becomes positive and remains negative as each subsequent edge is considered, starting
from the appearance of the first edge e;41 in the sub-sequence. This is true even if the edges considered
after e;41 belong to B+ =3 or Expg, which add positive edge-weight-multiplied terms to the sum of weighted

terms for this sub- sequence
Next, we prove the following lemma, which states that the inequality mentioned in holds even when
weight coefficients are ignored.

Lemma 10. The following relationship holds among the edges from Er;

o= > Byt Y. u (28)

(4,3 (.1)€E 3 (i.5) € By
t

Proof (Proof Idea:).

The first edge in the last sub-sequence is e;11 = (u1,v1) which belongs in ET< =,

weighted terms for the last sub-sequence is initialized with —(y, 4, Wuy, v, - Let €45 = (u2,v2) be the second

therefore, the sum of

edge of type E—=5 in the sub-sequence SoE, (re—1+1, | Bol) . Then, the weighted sum corresponding to the edges
1:
of type E and Exr NT, occurring between ey and e;; s is
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Bijwij + > yi;wij- Recall the sum of weighted terms for the
(i,j)e{ewrkEETzi.5 | 1<k<s} () €fett k€ BRr | 1<k<s}
t

last sub-sequence never becomes non-negative and remains negative at each step of considering the next
edges since consideration of e; ;. Therefore,

Curvy Wugvy > Z Bijwij + Z Y3 Wi

(i) efersneE 55 | 1<h<s) (id)E{ersn€Bxry | 1<k<s}
t

Since, we,,, < We, » < -+ < W, , we have

Curor = > Bij + > Yi; (29)
(ivj)€{€t+k€ET27_5\ 1<k<s} (t.5)€{ettn €EERT, | 1<k<s}

As Wy, 4, < Wyye,, hence from the the above equation, we have

*
Culvlwulvl - E ﬁijwulvl - § yijwulvl

(i.j)€{ern€E 575 | 1<k<s} (i) €{ettn€EENT, | 1<k<s}
t

*
< Cu1v1 Wygvy — E ﬂijwuzvz - E Yij Wusvsy
(i) €{ersr€B 575 | 1<k<s} (i.g)€{ett k€ By | 1<k<s}
t

Since, Wy v, = Wey g < Weyyy <0 K Wey = Wayey, We can rewrite the above equations as

.
Guyvy Wuyvy — E Bijwij — E Y;jWij

(i,j)e{et+keETZ—6| 1<k<s} (i,j)e{et+keEN—Tt | 1<k<s}
t
g Culvlwugvg - Z Bijwuzvg - Z y;‘kjquvz (30)
(i1j)€{et+k€E7_275| 1<k<s} (1) Efettn € Exr, | 1<k<s}
t
Let e+, = (us, v3) be the third edge of type EF in the sequence SOE(CT’“’IH’lECD. The sum of weighted
terms for the last sub-sequence just before consideration of e;y, = (us,v3) iS —Cuyvy Wuyv; — Cugvs Wusvs +
Bijwij + > Yiwig- Since it is negative, we have the following
(i,.j)e{et+keET2_5 | 1<k<z} (i.5)€{ertr €y, | 1<k<z}
t
Culvl wu1v1 + Cuzvzwug’l)g Z Z Bijwij + Z y;}wz]
(i,j)e{ewkeETz—ﬁ\ 1<k<z} (z‘,j)e{erEEW | 1<k<z}
t
If we regroup the positive edge-weight-multiplied terms for the edges in the sub-sequence {e;42, -, €t45-1}
and {es1sq1, - , €441} separately, we have
(ulvlwulvl + CUQ’UQw’U.Q’UQ 2 Z Bijwij + Z y;kjwij
(i’j)E{erEETFi-S | 1<k<s} (i,5)€{et+n € Bxpy | 1<k<s}
+ Z Bijwij + Z Y Wi
(i,j)€{6t+k€ET27_5 | s<k<z} () efert k€ By | s<k<z}
t

Using 7 we may rewrite the above equation as
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*
Culvlwuzvg + CuQvgwugvg 2 § /BiijQ'UQ + E yijwugvg

(i’j)e{ef+k€ET2-5 | 1<k<s} (i,j)E{erEEN—Tt\ 1<k<s}
t
*
+ E Bijwij + E YijWij-
(i,j)€{€t+k€ET2_5 | s<k<z} (i,5)E{ettn €EExr, | s<k<z}
t
Dividing both sides by wy,.,, we get
*
Culvl + Cugvz 2 § ﬁij + E yij
(iJ)E{EwkEEthﬁ | 1<k<s} (i.5)€{et+n€EERF, | 1<k<s}
Wij x  Wij
+ > Bi + > Yij
(i.j)€{ertn€E 55 | s<k<z} Y22 (i) efern€Byry | s<k<z} 2
=
Since, Wygvy = Weyy < Weyysy1 << Weyy, = Wyzvy, WE have
*
Cul'ul + Cuzvg 2 § ﬁij + E yij
(ivj)E{GHkGEth,s | 1<k<s} (t,5)E{ettn BT | 1<k<s}
*
+ § Bij + E Yij-
(i,j)e{et+k€ET2_5 | s<k<z} (i,5)€{et+n € Bxppy | s<k<z}
t

If we merge the positive edge-weight-multiplied terms for the edges in the sub-sequence
{et42, -+ ,etps—1} and {etysq1,+ ,€44.1}, we have

v

> By + 3 v (31)

(i,j)e{et+keET2_5 | 1<k<z} (i,5)€{et+n € Bxpy | 1<k<z}
t

Cul v1 + Cug v2

We can now prove Lemma [I0] by induction. 0

Using similar arguments, we prove the next lemma.

Lemma 11. The following relationship holds among the edges from Ez:

oo Gl—wy) > > Bul—wy)+ Yyl —wy) (32)

(ivj)eEﬁ (L.)EE S5 (6,0)EExry
t

Proof (Proof Idea:). To establish the base case, we multiply with (1 — wy,,,) on both sides of (29). This
gives the following inequality,

Culvl (1 - wu1’U1)

Y

Z ﬁij(l - wulvl) + Z y:j(l - wuﬂ)l)

(i’j)e{e”‘*'kEETZ-S | 1<k<s} (i»j)€{5t+k€%| 1<k<s}
t

Since Wugvy = Weyiq < We, o < - *Weyy sy < Weyyy = Wupvy = (1_wu1111) = (1_w€t+1) 2 (1_w€t+2) 2
(= wey ) 2 (1= Wuge,) = (1 —we,,, ). Hence, (1 —wuyyv,) 2 (1 —wy;) for (i,5) € {erp € Bz |1 <
t

k < s}. Therefore, we can rewrite the above equation as
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Cuon (1 = wyyy) = > Bi(1 —wi;) + > Yi; (1 — wij)

(i7j)€{€t+k€ETZ,5 | 1<k<s} (i) E{ettrEERF, | 1<k<s}
t

Similarly, if we multiply (1 — wy,.,) on both sides of , we get the following.

Cul'ul(]‘ - wu2v2) + C'U«Q'U2(]‘ - wu2vz) 2 Z 51](1 - wu2v2)+
(iaj)e{et+keE§| 1<k<s}

Z yz*](l - wu2”2) + Z 613(1 - wuQO)

() efett k€ By | 1<k<s} (i.5)E{et+r €E 5% | s<k<z}
t

+ Z y;}(l _wu2U2>'

(i,j)e{et+keEN—Tt | s<k<z}

Since wy,v; < Wupoy, = (1 — Wuyey) = (1 = Wyye,), from (29)), we have

= Cu1v1(1 - wu1vl) - Z Bij(l - wu1U1)
(ivj)€{€t+k:€E7275 | 1<k<8}
£
- Z y;'kj(l - wuﬂ)l) 2 Culvl(l - wuzvz)

(z‘,j)e{e,,MeEN—Tt | 1<k<s}

(33)

- Z /Bij(l — Wupwy) — Z y;'kj(l — Wuyw,)

(z‘,j)e{etMeETz—j\ 1<k<s} (i,j)e{et+keEN—Tt| 1<k<s}
t

Using the inequality above, is rewritten as

Q“Ul (1 B wU1v1) + CuzUQ(l - wu2v2) Z Z /Bij(l - wu1v1)+
(i,j)e{et-f—kGETZi.sl 1<k<s}

Z y;j(l - wuﬂ)l) + Z ﬁij(l - wu2v2)

(i) E{ettn € BT | 1<k<s} (i,5)€{ettr €E 55 | s<k<z}
t

+ Z y:j(l _wuzvz)'

() e{es+r€Brr, | s<k<z}

Recall, wy,v, = Wepyy < Weppn < o Weyy oy < Wypwy = Weyy < Weyy 41 < - < Weyy

(1_wu101) = (1_w6t+1) > (1_w6t+2) > (1_w€t+571 > (1_wu2v2) = (1_w€t+s) > (1_wet+s+l) >

(34)

=

>

(1—we,,,_,)). Hence, (1—wy,v,) > (1—wjj;) for (i,j) € {ei1r € E? |1 <k <s}tand (1—wyyp,) > (1—w;j)

for (i,7) € {ew+x € E sz | s < k < z}. Therefore, we can rewrite as
t

Gurer (1= Wuyen) + Guos (1 = Waze) 2 > Bij (1 — wiz)+
(i,j)€{€t+k€E§| 1<k<s}
v (1= wi) + > B (1 — wij)
(i.j)€{ertr€Ex, | 1<k<s} (ii)€fern€B 7 | s<k<z}
t

+ Z y;j(]- — wgj).

(imj)e{et«#kEENiTt s<k<z}
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If we regroup the positive edge-weight-multiplied terms for the edges in the sub-sequence
{et4a, - ,erys—1}t and {€;4s11, -+ ,€14.—1} separately, we have

Culvl(l - wuﬂ)l) + Cuzvz(l - wuzvz) > Z Bij(l - wij)+

(i’j)€{8‘+k€ET2-5 | 1<k<z}
t
*
§ yij(l — wjj).
(i.7)e{errn€EBRp, | 1<k<z}

We can use the above idea to prove (32)) using induction. a

Finally, we consider the vertices from V7~ which are further partitioned into VTE) and V-
1€ V
%gwgu

; for 0 >, > 5 and each vertex i € Ve—s T contrlbutes in terms of ; for

Lemma 12. If H; has @ connected components then the following relationship holds among the vertices

from Vg
Dot Z:wzig (35)

i€l 1€}
VTt<'5 Vth_s

Proof. Let F—x A be the set of edges with endpoints in the set V== 7= or one end is in the set VT
other in Vp, = VT< uv, 205 Let EZ5 be the set of edges whose one end vertex is in the set V== and other
end vertex is either in the set V== =3 or Vi 25 Then, the edge set Er is partitioned into B T and Ers

From T, if we delete all the edges frorn the set ET R
over vertex set Vg, UV—== =% and all the vertices from set V=

we get a set of non-empty connected components S

— are now isolated vertices. Let S’ be the set of all

those connected components in S which are formed over vertlces from a subset of V== =5 Let S” be the set of

those connected components in S that contain at least one vertex from the set Vr,. Note that some connected
components in S” may also contain some vertices from the set VT2‘5. Then, S may be partitioned into S’ and
t

S”. Recall that (Vr,, Er,) has @ connected components. (Vr,, E,) is a subgraph of S”. In addition to Er,,

S may contain some edges from F—x T whose one end vertex is in V7, and other end vertex is in VT . Note
t

that such edges either merge connected components from (Vr,, E7,) or extend some connected component
from (Vr,, Er,) by adding some edges from E—x A to form connected components in S”. In both cases, the

number of connected components doesn’t 1ncrease but may decrease. Therefore, |S”| < Q. Degree of each
vertex i € Vs T is at least two. Therefore, the number of incident edges on the vertices from set V—= 7= is at
least 2 - | T<°| ie. |ETB| >2-| T<""

Let T" = (Vpr, Eq) be a tree obtained from T when all edges of each component in S have been contracted.
Note that in this process, all edges of a component in S form a vertex after contraction. Let U be the set of all
such vertices formed after contracting the edges of the components, i.e, and |U| = [S|. Then, Vi = Ve=sUJU

t
and B = Ezg. In tree T', |V | = [Ep/| + 1 > 2|Vi=s| + 1. It implies that |[Vo=s| + [U| > 2|V =5[ + 1 or
t t t t
we can rewrite |Vo=5| + |S| > 2|Vz=5| + 1. Hence, [S| > |Vo=5| + 1.
t t t

A matching in a graph is a subset of edges with no common end vertex. A graph is bipartite if its vertex
set can be split into two sets such that every edge has one end vertex in each set. In a bipartite graph, a
matching M saturates a vertex partition Vi if for each vertex in Vi, there is an edge in M that is incident
on that vertex. The neighborhood of a vertex set X is defined as N(X) = {j|(i,7) € F and i € X}. Hall’s

theorem [14] states that a bipartite graph has a matching that saturates V7 if and only if |N(X')| > |X'| for
all X' C X.

23



Tree T’ = (Vpv, E1/) is a bipartite graph (VWU U, Ez5) with vertex partitions VT< = and S. Degree of

each vertex i € Vo—=x <5 is at least 2 and there is no cycle in T’ Therefore, |N(X’)| > | X’| for all X’ C Ve—= =5

Hence, by Hall’s theorem T’ has a matching M that saturates VT< =. We have a matching, denoted by M

which connects the vertices from V=% 7705 to distinct vertices in U, using edges present in M. There are two

kinds of vertices in U, one due to contractlng the edges in the components present in S’ and the other due
to contracting the edges in the components present in S”. Next, we analyze the edges in matching M. First,
we consider the edges that link the vertices from V = with some vertices in U corresponding to components
in S/, Afterwards, we consider the edges that link vertlces from V = with some vertices in U corresponding

t
to components in S”.

Recall, each vertex i € VT s contributes 0 > v; > 5 and each vertex i € Ve T contributes =+ > v; > 0.
Given the first constraint of the LP, z7 +x} > 1 for each edge. Therefore, for each edge (i,7), Where i€ Vizs
t

and j €V>5,%—|—fy] > 0. For each edge (i,j) € M, where i € Ve—esp

7= and j € U corresponding to some

component S ie. j€e Ve C V== =5 we have v; +v; > 0.
For each edge (i,j) € M, where 1€ V = and j € U corresponding to some component S”, we have

vi > . Recall that |S”| < |Q|, and there are at most S” many edges present in the matching that connect
some vertices from VW with some vertices in U corresponding to components in S”. Therefore, we have
t

-Q
Z i + Z %27

i€V i€V >3
O
Now we are ready to prove Lemma [§]
Proof (Proof of Lemmal&:).
After adding and we get the following equation:
Sar— > yU-wi)+ Yo w— > Bijl—wy)
iGVDt (i,j)EEDt lEVTt (’L,j)EETZﬁ
t
Y Gimwy) = D 0w+ Y G- wiy)
(ivj)EETf.s (4,J)EENT, (i)EB—=5
" Q
- > Bl—wy) = >y —wy) > 5 (36)
(i7j)EE7T2_5 (.)€ Exry
In the sub-graph H;, >, =i — Y y;; > 0 and wy;yf; > 0 for all (i,j) € Ep;. Hence, we have
i€V (i.)€Ep-
>, zi— > (1 —wij)y; > 0. Therefore, given V- and edges from F, is rewritten as
i€V, (i.4)€Ep;
doawi— Y ul—wy)+ Y = D iyl —wy)
i€VD, (i,5)€EED, i€Vr, (Lj)EEth.s
+ Y Gimwy) = Yy —wy)+ Y (1 —wiy)
()€ <5 (i.5)€ENT, (i,j)e%
. Q
=2 Bullmwy) =y yp(mwg)+ Y oai- Y yp(lowy) =5 (37)
(L)EE S5 (6,J)€Exz; eV, (t.5)€Ep;
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After adding and we get,

Z zy — Z Yi; (1 — wij) Z Vi~ Z Bij (1 — wi;) + Z Gij (1 — wij)

1€Vp, (i,j)EEDt i€V, (1, ])EETF 5 (l*j)EETfj
- Y yt—wy)+ Y Glwy) = Y Byl - wy)
(i,7)€EENT, (ivj)eEW (iaj)eE?
- 2 wlmww)d Y oai— D whl-w)+ >+ Y =0 (39
(i.5)€Exry 1€V, (i,J)€Ep; €V =5 g €V 53
t

Fig. 3: Partition of vertices and edges

To , we add terms of sub-graph H; and Hy, i.e, Vp = Vp, U Vi, Ep = Ep, U Ep, Vp = Vp, UV,
Er>s = Ep>5 U E@’ FEr<s = ET< s U ET< 5, and Enr = Ent, U Exg. Then, the following inequality

holds in a connected component C'.

o= D ws-w)+ Y m— Y Big(l-wiy)

i€VD (i,j)€EED i€Vr (1,J)EEL> 5
+ Y G wi) = Yy (L—wi) =00 (39)
(i,9)€Er<.5 (i,J)€EENT
This proves Lemma [8] 0

Finally, we prove Lemma [f] based on the lemmas and results derived in this section.

Proof (Proof of Lemma ).
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After adding 1 > 2} term, — Z yi;(1 — wy;) term, and —3 > y};(1 — w;;) term to both sides of
v,

T
of Lemma we get

E > Er<s

St 3 o) A g S o) - T Agt-my

i€VD (iJ)EED i€V ETE-S (i,5)€E> 5
J— Z y” U/z] + Z Ci,j(]- — wm-) — Z y;j(]_ — wi,j)
Ep<s (i,J)€Er<.5 (4,5)€EENT
1 1 1
B 5233; ) Z yi; (1 —wiz) — 5 Z Y (1 = wij)
Vr Er>s Er<s

Vr E, >5 ET<?> (4,5)EENT

Z yl]( wij) - %Ez ( wzg)
Z z; Zyij(l—wi,j)zé[zx —Zy”( — w;5)] O
Ve Ec

;I +2 o] —Zy”( —wig) = 2yl mwg) = b y(lmwg) = 3 il - wig) =
ERS!

5 Improved Approximation for Bounded Forest Cover (BFC)

Bounded Forest Cover (BFC) was studied in [11], where they show that the problem is NP-complete and
gave an 8-approximation algorithm. We improve this factor to 6 using the 2-factor approximation algorithm
for the forest cover problem given in Sectio [ We define the bounded forest cover problem next.

BoOUNDED FOREST COVER(BFC): We are given a graph G with positive weights on the edges and a param-
eter A > 0. The goal is to find a minimum-sized collection of trees 17, T5, ... Ty such that the weight of each
T; < X and the vertices in UleTi form a vertex cover of the graph. By minimum-sized collection, we mean
k should be the smallest possible. We can assume that the weight on any edge is at most A.

We will construct a new graph G’ from G with weights on the edges in the interval [0, 1] as follows: the
vertex and edge set remains unchanged, if w, is the weight on edge e € G then w/ the weight on e € G’ is
defined as follows:

o — {1, ifwe > A/2
© 2we /N, otherwise.

Lemma 13 (Lemma 2 in [21]). Given a tree T with weight w(T') and a parameter 8 > 0 such that all the
edges of T have weight at most B, we can edge-decompose T into trees Ty, ... Ty with k < max{w(T)/B,1}
such that w(T;) < 28 for each 1 <i < k.

Next, we solve the forest cover problem approximately using the results in the previous section. This approx-
imate solution gives us a collection C of k trees in G’. Each tree T; in the collection C is edge-decomposed
into a collection S; of tree Ty, 75, ..., T}, using Lemma (with 8 = 1). Each tree in collection S; has weight
at most 2 in G'.

Observation 1 Let OPT’ be the value of the optimal solution to the forest cover problem. Let the optimal
solution (trees; each with weight at most \) to BFC be Ay, ..., Aopr. Then, the value of the optimal solution
to bounded forest cover is OPT. Since the optimal solution to BFC is a feasible solution the forest cover
problem and w'(A;) < 2 (feasible solution to BFC), we get OPT' < Z?:F;T w'(A;) + OPT < 30PT.

Next, we need to convert the solution in G’ to a solution to the bounded forest cover problem and analyze
the performance ratio. All the vertices that are in the solution to the 2-approximate solution to the forest
cover problem forms a vertex cover in the bounded forest cover problem. The trees in S; obtained using the
edge-decomposition in Lemma [13| (for all 7) are the trees in the approximate solution to the BFC.
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Observation 2 If any of trees use a weight of edge 1, then we simply remove the edge from the solution; this
does not change the objective function value of the forest cover problem. Therefore, without loss of generality,
we assume that all the trees use only edges with weights < 1 in G'. Equivalently, in G, the weight of the
edges of all the trees is at most \/2.

The number of trees in BFC, by Lemma [13| are Zle max{w'(T;),1} < Zle( w'(T;) + 1) where each
T; is a connected component in some Gy (the graph with weights 0/1 used in the previous section) and
w'(T;) = > cq, we and k is the number of connected connected components. Zle (w'(T};)+1) is by definition
the value of the 2-approximate solution to the forest cover problem. Therefore, using Observation [I} we get
Zle(w’(Ti) + 1) < 20PT'" < 60PT. Therefore, the number of trees is at most a multiplicative factor of 6
of the minimum possible. Each tree has weight w(T) = 3 cpwe = Y cp weA/2 (by Observation [2)). Also,
> eer We < 2, therefore w(T) < A. Therefore, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 6. There exists a 6-factor approximation algorithm for the bounded forest cover problem.

6 Conclusions

We suggest an improved method to approximate the bounded component forest cover problem using LP-
rounding. This method is based on the 2-approximation algorithm for the forest cover problem also developed
here. We also give a probabilistic approximation algorithm for forest cover with an approximation factor of
2 4 €. The probabilistic technique may be of independent interest. It would be valuable to explore ways to
improve the approximation factor and consider covering graphs with other types of subgraphs. Additionally,
we could investigate bidirectional linear programming formulations for the forest cover problem.
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