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Abstract

A broadcasting problem in heterogeneous tree networks with edge weight uncer-
tainty under the postal model is considered in this paper. The broadcasting problem
asks for a minmax-regret broadcast center, which minimizes the worst-case loss in
the objective function. Due to the presence of edge weight uncertainty, it is not
easy to attack the broadcasting problem. An O(nlognloglogn)-time algorithm is
proposed for solving the broadcasting problem.
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1 Introduction

We consider the broadcasting problem in heterogeneous tree networks 7' = (V(T'), E(T))

with edge weight uncertainty, where the edge weight w,, can take any value from

[wy, > wit,] with unknown distribution. A heterogeneous network interconnects com-
puters and other devices that can employ diverse operating systems and communication
protocols. Representing such a network as a graph denoted as GG proves advantageous,
wherein the set of network nodes corresponds to V(G), representing the vertices in G,
while the set of communication links corresponds to F(G), signifying the edges within
the graph. For each link (u,v) € E(G), there exists a positive weight w,, that signifies
the time required to transmit a message across the link.

In response to the exact communication service requirements of a network, a vari-
ety of well-suited communication models have been devised [20,21,32,33]. Among these
communication models, the postal model, as explored in [9-11], is well-suited for charac-
terizing packet-switching techniques. In the postal model, the process involves a sender
u connecting with a receiver v and subsequently transmitting a message to v. A sender
u is not permitted to connect with two or more receivers simultaneously. However, u can
connect with a receiver, while transmitting a message to another receiver. Throughout
this paper, we use p to denote the time consumed for link connection, where p is a positive
constant. Let’s consider a scenario where a sender u intends to broadcast a message to
its k neighbors vy, vy, ..., vx. Node vy will establish a connection with u at time unit p
and receive the message at time unit p + w,,,, v2 Will connect with v at time unit 2 - p
and receive the message at time unit 2 - p + w,,,, and finally, v, will connect with u at
time unit k - p and receive the message at time unit & - p 4 wy ,, .

In recent years, broadcasting problems [1,9-11, 13, 26, 32, 35] have gained considerable
attention due to the rapid advancements in multimedia and network technologies. When
utilizing the postal model, these problems can be viewed as extensions of center problems
(with p = 0). The objective of broadcasting problems is to identify one or more nodes,

referred to as broadcast centers, from which a message can be efficiently disseminated to

other nodes with minimal time delay. Specifically, Su et al. [33] introduced a linear-time



algorithm for finding one broadcast center on a tree network.
Previous research on broadcasting problems typically assumed that the value of w,,
is deterministic. However, in practice, considering the uncertainty of w, , is essential, as

the available bandwidth of a communication link can vary over time. Thus, it is valuable

u,v)?

to account for w,,, as uncertain, falling within a range [w, ,,, w, ], where w,, and wj , are
non-negative real numbers. The concept of uncertainty has been previously introduced
in various optimization problems, such as facility location [5-8,12,16,27,29, 37, 38], re-
source allocation [2-4, 15], and job scheduling [17,22, 28]. There was an approach, named
minmax regret [5-8,25,36,38,39], proposed for solving them. Given an optimization
problem with link weight uncertain, the minmax regret approach tries to minimize the
worst-case loss to the objective function, without specifying the probability distribution
of link weights. For a comprehensive discussion of the minmax regret approach, please
refer to [25, 30].

In this paper, under the postal model, we investigate the broadcasting problem in
which a single broadcast center is designated, and all edge weights are uncertain. When
the underlying network has a random topology, this problem is known as NP-hard, even if
all edge weights are deterministic [32]. The broadcasting problem considered was inspired
by the 1-center problem. Note that the broadcasting problem becomes the 1-center
problem when p = 0. The 1-center problem is polynomial-time solvable on a random
network with deterministic edge weights [18]. Clearly, the problem to be investigated is
more intractable than the 1-center problem. With p > 0, each sender has to determine
an optimal broadcast sequence for its neighbors so as to minimize the broadcasting time
to the whole network. Further, with uncertain edge weights, such an optimal broadcast
sequence is more difficult to find, because it relies on the values of edge weights.

In their work [14], Burkard and Dollani addressed uncertain edge weights in the 1-
center problem (with p = 0) and successfully solved it on a tree network in O(nlogn)
time. In this paper, also on a tree network with uncertain edge weights, we extend
Burkard and Dollani’s work by solving the broadcasting problem (with p > 0) with one

broadcast center in O(nlognloglogn) time. In comparison, a multiplier of O(loglogn)



is incurred, as a consequence of the inclusion of p > 0. In Table 1, we show the best
results thus far for the two problems on both a random network with deterministic edge
weights and a tree network with uncertain edge weights.

Table 1: Comparison between the 1-center problem and the broadcasting problem with
one broadcast center.

on a random network on a tree network
value of p with deterministic with uncertain edge
edge wights wights
1-center problem 0 O(n?logn +mnm) [18]  O(nlogn) [14]
broadcasting problem with a positive constant  NP-hard [32] O(n log nloglogn)
one broadcast center (this paper)

The execution of the proposed algorithm is iterative and based on the prune-and-
search strategy. To begin, the algorithm was executed on the tree T'. Then, a centroid z
of T', a worst-case scenario, and a broadcast center x under the worst-case scenario were
found, which takes O(nloglogn) time. As a consequence of Lemma 7, a minmax-regret
broadcast center x* of T' is either z or located in the subtree of T" — x that contains k.
If k* # x, then the algorithm execution continues on the subtree containing x. Since at
most O(logn) iterations are executed, the overall time complexity is O(nlognloglogn).

The most challenging aspect of the proposed algorithm is conducting a worst-case
scenario search in O(nloglogn) time, given the potentially infinite number of scenarios.
To achieve this, we successfully reduced the search space to a maximum of n — 1 scenarios
through a series of scenario transformations. Through each transformation, we pinned
down a particular edge weight, leading to the reduction of the search space. Finally, a
worst-case scenario could be found in O(nloglogn) time, by the aid of a preprocessing
and some dedicated data structures.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some notations and defini-
tions, together with some properties, are introduced. In Section 3, an O(nlogn loglogn)-
time algorithm is proposed for solving the broadcasting problem, with one broadcast
center and uncertain edge weights, on a tree network. The correctness of the algorithm
is verified in Section 4, and the time complexity is analyzed in Section 5. Finally, this

paper concludes with some remarks in Section 6.



2 Preliminaries

Let T be a tree and w,, be the weight of (u,v) € E(T"). We suppose that n = |V (T)]

u,v?

and the value of w,, is randomly generated from [w,,, w; |, where w;, and w;, are

u,v

two non-negative real numbers. Define C' to be a Cartesian product of all n — 1 intervals

[w,,,, wy,] for T. For example, refer to the tree of Figure 1, where [w,, , w;, | = [2,6]
and [w,,,, wi,,] = [1,4]. We have C = {(g,h) [2 < g<6and 1 <h <4}or C =

{(g,h) |1 <g<4and 2 < h <6}, where g and h are two real numbers. Throughout this
paper, we assume that C' is predetermined. Also, notice that for the notations introduced
in this section, if they are defined with respect to T', we remove T" from them for simplicity

(so, we use C, instead of Cr or C(T))).

éfl (2, 6] 1,4] CTDJz

Os

Figure 1: A tree T.

Clearly, C' is an infinite set. A tuple s = (s1,S2,...,5,-1) is called a scenario of T,
if s € C. For the example of Figure 1, if C' = {(g,h) |2 < g <6 and 1 < h < 4}, then
(5,2) is a scenario of T, but (2,5) is not. In fact, a scenario of 7" represents a feasible
weight assignment of all edges in E(T"), in the sequence specified by C. Suppose s € C.
Define w;, , to be the weight of (u,v) € E(T), btime’(u,G) to be the minimum time
required for u to broadcast a message to all other vertices of GG, and B_Ctr® to be the set
of broadcast centers of T', all under the scenario s. That is, B.Ctr® = {u | b_time®(u,T) <
b_time® (v, T) for all v € V(T)}.

Further, for any x,y € V(T), we define r; = btime’(x,T) — btime®(y,T) and

)

maz r(r) = max{r, |y € V(T) and s € C}, where 3 , is called the relative regret of

y
x with respect to y and maz_r(r) is called the mazimum regret of x. Intuitively, 735
represents the time lost, if x was chosen, instead of y, to broadcast a message over T'
under the scenario s. Notice that if maz_r(x) = rjf,y/ for some y' € V(T) and s € C,

then v/ € B.Ctr®, and s is called a worst-case scenario of T with respect to z. It is

possible that there are multiple worst-case scenarios of 1" with respect to x. The minmaz-



regret broadcasting problem on T with edge weight uncertainty is to find a minmax-regret
broadcast center k* € V(T') such that its maximum regret is minimized, i.e., maz_r(x*) <
max_r(v) for all v € V(T).

Suppose z,y € V(T'). Removing z from T will result in some subtrees of T. We use
B, , to denote the subtree that contains y, and let B%y =T — B,, (refer to Figure 2).

We have B, , = B, ., if (z,y) € E(T).

z,y Bx Y

Figure 2: B, , and Bx,y.

Lemma 1 ([33]) Supposes € C and (u,v) € E(T). If b-time®(u, B,,) < btime®(v, B,,.),
then the following hold:

o btime®(u,T) = p 4w, + btime® (v, Byy);
o b time®(v,T) < btime®(u,T).

A tree is a star, if it has one or two vertices, or has exactly one vertex whose degree
is greater than one. The latter is called the center of the star. For the one-vertex star,

the vertex is the center. For the two-vertex star, either vertex can be the center.
Lemma 2 ([33]) The subgraph of T induced by B-Ctr® is a star.

Define Np(u) = {v | (u,v) € E(T)} to be the set of neighboring vertices of w in 7'
A vertex & € B.Ctr® is a prime broadcast center of T" under the scenario s if and only if
b_time® (i, Bs,) > btime®(u, B, z) for allu € Np(&). Further, according to Lemma 1, if &
is a prime broadcast center of 7" under the scenario s, then b_time®(&,T) < b_time*(u,T)

for all u € Np(k).



Lemma 3 A prime broadcast center of T always exists under any scenario of T

Proof. Let s € C be an arbitrary scenario of 7. When |V(T')| = 1, it is easy to see that
the only vertex is a prime broadcast center of 7. So, we assume |V (7T')| > 2. According
to Lemma 2, the subgraph of T induced by B_Ctr® is a star. Let x be the center of
the star. If x is not a prime broadcast center of T, then there exists x € Nr(k) such
that b_time®(k, By,) < b-time®(z, B, ). Tt follows, as a consequence of Lemma 1, that
btime®(z,T) < b_time®(k,T), which implies x € B_Ctr®. Clearly, z is a prime broadcast
center of T, if Np(z) — {k} = (0. Otherwise, for each v € Np(x) — {k}, we have v ¢
B_Ctr®, i.e., b-time®(xz,T) < btime®(v,T) (as a consequence of x being the center of the
star). Again, as a consequence of Lemma 1, we have b_time®(x, B, ,) > b_time®*(v, B, ).

Therefore, x is a prime broadcast center of T'. 0

Suppose z,y € V(T). Let P,, be the set of edges contained in the z-to-y path of T’

duy = |Pryl, and w3 , be the total weight of all edges in P, , under the scenario s, i.e.

TS

Wy y = D (uw)ep,, Wup- Lhe following lemma shows a relation between b_time®(z,T') and

b_time®(k, Bi ), where & is a prime broadcast center of 7" under the scenario s.

Lemma 4 Suppose that s € C and & is a prime broadcast center of T under s. If

x € V(T) —{&}, then btime®*(x,T) = dys - p+ W5 + b_time® (i, Bya).

Proof. Suppose that (ug, uy, ..., up) is the z-to-& path of 7', where ug = = and uj, = k.

Refer to Figure 3. For 0 < i < h — 1, By, .., is a subgraph of B,, 4, and Bz, , is

Ui41

Now that b_time® (&, Bi, ,) > b-time®*(up_1, By, , 1), we have

b_time®(u;, B ) < btime®(ui1, B

a subgraph of B

Ui41,Uq "

et wisrue) for 0 < 4 < h — 1. Then, according to

Lemma 1, we have

btime®(u;, T) = p + wy, + b_time® (wiy1, By ;) for 0 <o < h —1. (1)

Ui, Ui+1

Observe {(ui, uit1)} U E(Byiyy i) S E(Buyju,,) C E(T) for 1 < i < h—1. It
<

implies p + w; + btime® (Uiy1, Bu,yy ;)

Uq,Ui41

b_time®(w;, By, ;) < b-time®(u;,T') for

1 <i < h—1, where the two equalities hold, as a consequence of (1). That is, we have



b_time® (uiy, By ;) = p + W + btime® (U1, Bu,,,u,) for 1 <@ < h — 1. It follows

Ui, Ui+1

that b_time®(z,T) = dp - p+ W, ; + btime’(f, Biw,_,), where Bi., = B 0

Figure 3: proof of Lemma 4.

Also notice that d, s - p +w; ; in Lemma 4 is the minimum time requirement for z to
broadcast a message along the z-to-< path. Actually, Lemma 4 reveals that b_time®(z,T)
can be calculated as the minimum time requirement for x to broadcast a message over
a subgraph, i.e., the union of the z-to-# path and B, of T. Moreover, the proof of
Lemma 4 shows that an optimal transmission sequence for b_time®(x,T) has each u;
connected to w;y; immediately after u; has received the message. In general, for any
xz,y € V(T) and = # y, if y is not a prime broadcast center of 7" under the scenario s,

then we have b_time®*(z,T) > d,, - p + w5, + btime’(y, B, .). Therefore, we have the

following lemma for = # y.

Lemma 5 Suppose s € C and x,y € V(T). If x # y, then btime*(x,T) > dy, - p +

w, , + btime®(y, By.).

Lemma 6 Suppose s € C. A prime broadcast center k of T under s is a center of the

star induced by B_C'tr®.

Proof.  If & is not a center of the star induced by B-Ctr® (refer to Lemma 2), then
there exist two broadcast centers k1 and ks in B_C'tr® such that (&, k1, ko) is a path in T
According to Lemma 4, we have b_time®(r1,T) = dy, - p+ W5, ; + btime®(k, Bz, ) and
btime® (ka, T) = duy i p+105, 5+ btime* (R, By r,). Since Py, i C Pr,z and By, = Bj sy,

we have b_time®(ky,T) < btime®(ka,T), a contradiction. a0
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3 Finding a minmax-regret broadcast center

In this section, assuming that 7' is with edge weight uncertainty, we intend to find a
minmax-regret broadcast center on T under the postal model. It was shown in [33] that
given any z € V(T') and s € C, both B.Ctr® and b_time®(x,T') can be determined in O(n)
time. Suppose that a worst-case scenario s’ of T" with respect to u € V(T') is available,
i.e., max_r(u) = Til,v/ for some v’ € V(T'). Since o' € B.Ctr®, we can compute maz_r(u)
in O(n) time, using the results of [33]. Further, a minmax-regret broadcast center of T’
can be obtained, if max_r(u) is computed for all u € V(7).

In subsequent discussion, we use §(u) to denote some worst-case scenario of 7" with
respect to u. If Q(n) is the time requirement for finding §(u), then the approach above
takes O(n? + n - Q(n)) time to find a minmax-regret broadcast center of T, because
it examines all n vertices of T'. In this section, a more efficient approach to finding a
minmax-regret broadcast center of T'is suggested. Inspired by the following lemma, the

new approach can result in an O(nlogn + Q(n) - logn) time algorithm.

Lemma 7 Suppose x € V(T). Ifx € B.Ctr*®) | then x is a minmaz-regret broadcast
center of T'. Otherwise, a minmax-regret broadcast center of T' can be found in V (B, ) U

{z}, where k € B.Ctr®@.

Proof.  Clearly, when = € B.Ctr*® . we have max_r(x) = 0, implying that z is a
minmax-regret broadcast center of T', because max_r(v) > 0 for every v € V(T'). Then,
we assume z ¢ B.Ctr®®. It suffices to show that for every 2/ € V(T) =V (B,,.) — {x}, we
have max_r(z") > max_r(z). Suppose that £ is a prime broadcast center of 7" under §(x).
According to Lemma 4, we have b_time*® (2, T) = m@,gp—i—wigfg—i—b_timeg(m) (R, Bs o) and
btime* ™ (2, T) = dy s p+ wj}fj’ + b_time* ™ (&, By,). As a consequence of Lemma 2, we
have & € B.Ctr®® C V(Byx). Since P,z C Py 4, we have dx/,g-p+ﬁ)i$m) > dx,g-p+w§(‘?).
It follows that we have b_time®™ (2, T) > b_time*™ (x,T), because By, = Bin. So,
we have maz_r(z') > rigi) = btime* @ (2!, T) — btime* @ (3, T) > btime’ @ (z,T) —

btime* ™ (i, T) = Ti(i) = max_r(z). 0



With Lemma 7, a minmax-regret broadcast center of 7' can be found by the prune-
and-search strategy. The search starts on 7. A vertex z is first determined such that the
largest open z-branch has minimum size, i.e., maxycv(r)—23{| B2y|} < maxyeyr)— 3 {|Boyl}
for every v € V(T'). The vertex z thus found is called a centroid of T. If z € B.Ctr**),
then z is a minmax-regret broadcast center of 7" and the search terminates.

Otherwise, a broadcast center k € B_Ctr*® of T under 5(z) is found, and the search
continues on the subtree of T induced by V(B, ) U{z}. The resulting subtree is denoted
by T". A centroid 2’ of T" is then determined. Again, if 2 € B.Ctr**), then the search
terminates with 2z’ being a minmax-regret broadcast center of T'. If 2/ & B.Ctr**) then
some 1 € B.Ctr**) is found and the search continues on the subtree of T induced by
V(T) O {V(Bo) U{='}}.

The search will proceed until z is a minmax-regret broadcast center of T" or the size
of the induced subtree is small enough. For the latter case, a minmax-regret broadcast
center of T' can be found with an additional O(n + Q(n)) time. The detailed execution

is expressed as Algorithm 1 below.

Algorithm 1 Determining a minmax-regret broadcast center of a tree
Input: a tree T'.
Output: a minmax-regret broadcast center of T'.
1T« T,
2: while |[V(T")| > 3 do
3: determine a centroid z of T”;
find 5(z) and B_Ctr®®);
if z € B.Ctr*®) then
return z;
else
find k € B.Ctrs®);
T" < the subtree of T" induced by V(T") N {V (B, .) U {z}};
10: end if
11: end while
12: determine v € V(7T”) whose max_r(v) is minimum;
13: return v.

It was shown in [19,23] that a centroid z of T' can be found in O(n) time. Besides,
the largest open z-branch contains at most |5 | vertices. However, it is not easy to find

§(z), because there are an infinite number of scenarios. Suppose V(T') = {vy, va, ..., v, }.

9



For 2 € V(T), we would like to construct a finite set S(z) = Ui<s<n Ye() of scenarios
such that a worst-case scenario of T with respect to = can be found in some V,(z), i.e.,
§(x) € Uy(x). The construction of S(x) is described below.

In the rest of this paper, we assume =z = wv,, without losing generality. We set
U, (x) = {c}, where ¢ € C is an arbitrary scenario of 7. Define a,,, to be the base

scenario of T with respect to x and v;, where 1 <14 < n — 1, which satisfies the following:

o Wiy = wh, if (a,6) € P, v) U B(Bu);

Ax,v;

o w, ) =w,

b else.

Refer to Figure 4, where an illustrative example is shown with p = 1. In Figure 4(b),

we use 7 and 5, for example, to denote w, and w,,, respectively. For any s € C, we

have d,,, - p + W5, + btime® (v, By, o) < dyy, - p + Wa* + btime®>i(v;, By, ). To
construct U,;(x), we need to create new scenarios, which are modifications of o ,,. The

edge weights under o, ,, are to be changed according to a predefined sequence that is

suggested by the following lemma.

Figure 4: An illustrative example with p = 1. (a) A tree 7. (b) The base scenario o ..

Lemma 8 [33] Suppose © € V(T), s € C, and Nyp(x) = {uy,ug,...,us}, where h =

|Nr(z)|. If wy,, + btime®(ug, By, ) is nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h, then

Uy, Usg, . .., Up 18 an optimal sequence (with respect to minimum broadcast time) for x to

10



broadcast a message to Np(x) under s. That is, b-time®(z,T) = max{k - p +w;,, +

b_time®(up, By, ») | 1 <k < h}.

Let h; = |Ng, (vi)|. If h; = 0, then we set W;(x) = (. Otherwise, the vertices of

Ax,v,

NBW@ (v;) are arranged as w1, Ui, - .., Uip, SO that wyu!, 4+ btime®™ i (u, By, , ) s

nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h;. For example, refer to Figure 4(b) again, where

oi 4 b_time® T (i, By, jo0,) = 13,12, 7, as k = 1, 2, 3, respectively. Then, we set

Vi, Ui ko

U,(z) = {B} 2 ;“vl}, where each Bévvi’ 1 < j < hy, is a scenario of T with

X, Fx,v;0
respect to x and v; that satisfies the following:

J

i wa;;mi = w;bv if (av b) S Uj<k§hi({(vi7 ul,k‘)} + E<Bui,kﬂ}i));

J
z,v;

® Wyp

A, v,

=w,, ", else.

Refer to Figure 5, where ), and (2 are illustrated for the example of Figure 4.
Compared with «,,, the changes (i.e., wf%b’” = w,,) for ], are based on the sequence
of w;1,u;2,...,u;p,. That is, B;M changes the weights of all edges in ({(v;,u;2)} +
E(Bu, y0.))U({ (03, w5 3) }+E(By, .0,)), B2, changes the weights of all edges in ({ (v;, u;3) }+
E(By,,,)), and 32 remains the same as ag,,. For this example, if v; is a prime broad-
cast center of 7' under some worst-case scenario of T with respect to x, then 3} , is a

worst-case scenario of T' with respect to z (i.e., §; ,, = (x)), as explained below.

Figure 5: Two instances of 7 . (a) ;.. (b) 52,

T,v;°

11



According to Lemma 4, we have b_time*® (2, T) = dyn, p+1,bf;(fi) +b_time’® (vi, B, .2),
ie., btime* ™ (z,T) — btime® ™ (vy, By, ) = dyo, - p + @5%). Further, we have Aoy -
p+ ﬁ)f;(fl) < dyy, - 1+ zbf;vf' = 244 = 6, as a consequence of B;UZ and ay,,. Since
i@ = btime* @ (z, T) — btime* ™ (v;, T) < btime® (x,T) — btime® ™ (v, B, ), we
have 7“;(53 < dyw, - p+ zbf;vf' = 6. On the other hand, we have Tf;v:' = b_timeﬁi’vi(x, T)—
b_time’s v (v;,T) =20—14 =6 > rfc(ffl) Now that v; is a prime broadcast center of T
under §(z), we have ri%) = maz_r(z). So, we have rf}i}”l = maz_r(z), implying that 3}
is a worst-case scenario of T' with respect to = (i.e., 8, = 3(x)).

In general, if §(z) ¢ W, (z), then there exists 8], = 5(x) for some 1 < i < n and
1 < j < h;, where v; is a prime broadcast center of T" under some worst-case scenario of
T with respect to x. After S(z) (= Ui<e<n Ye(®)) is constructed, §(z) can be determined

from S(z), as a consequence that max{r; | s € S(z) and y € B.Ctr*} occurs when

s = §(z). The detailed execution for finding §(x) is expressed as Algorithm 2 below.

Algorithm 2 Finding §(x)
Input: a tree 7" with vertices vy, vs, ..., v, and a vertex = (= v,) of T
Output: §(z).

1: set W, (z) = {c}, where c is an arbitrary scenario of T’

2: for each v; € V(T') — {z} do

3: construct ay ,,;

4 hi < [Np, (vi)l;

5: if h; = 0 then

6: set W;(z) = 0;

7 else

8: arrange the vertices of NBvi,z(Uz‘) as Wi, U2, - .-, Wip, SO that wi”f;fj’k+
b_time™ i (u; k, Bui,kvvi) is nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h;;

9: construct B;M, @%M, e B;}fw;

10: set \IIZ<SL’) = {Balc,viv :%,vp SO :f:l,zvl}v

11: end if

12: end for

13: determine s" € | J;,.,, Vo(x) so that 'r’;:y, =max{r;, | $ € Uj<y<, Ye(r) and
y € B_Ctr*} for some ¢/ € B.Ctr®':
14: return s’

The main result of this paper is stated as the following theorem, whose proof is shown

in the following two sections.

12



Theorem 9 A minmaz-regret broadcast center on a tree of n vertices with edge weight

uncertainty can be found in O(nlognloglogn) time.

4 Correctness

Clearly, with Lemma 7, a minmax-regret broadcast center x* of T' can be found by Algo-
rithm 1, provided §(z) can be determined for any x € V(T'). So, it suffices to determine
§(z), i.e., to verify Algorithm 2, in order to prove the correctness of Algorithm 1. Recall
that we have W, (z) = {c}, where ¢ € C. If = is a prime broadcast center of T under
3(x), then we have max r(z) = 0. Since rg, > 0 = maz_r(x) for any y € B.Ctr,
we have ¢ = §(z) € ¥, (z). In the rest of this section, we assume that x is not a prime
broadcast center of 7" under any worst-case scenario of 7" with respect to x (which implies
|[V(T)| > 3). Besides, unless specified particularly, whenever a worst-case scenario ¢ is
mentioned, it means that ¢ is a worst-case scenario of T" with respect to x.

In order to identify a worst-case scenario in some W,(x), where 1 < ¢ < n, we perform
a series of scenario transformations, starting with a worst-case scenario (it does exist,
although its edge weights are unknown), denoted by §(z). First, we transform $(z) into
another worst-case scenario by specifying some edge weights. This transformation can be

realized by the following fact whose proof will be presented in Section 4.1.

Fact 1 Suppose x,y € V(T') and y is a prime broadcast center of T under §(zx). Let s be
a scenario of T that satisfies w}, = w,3* if (a,0) € Pyy UE(By,), and w}, = wz(f) else.
Then, s is a worst-case scenario of T with respect to x. Besides, we have y € B_.Ctr®.
According to Fact 1, §(x) is transformed into s, which is also a worst-case scenario.
The weights of edges (a,b) € P,, U E(B,,) are specified under s. However, y is not
necessarily a prime broadcast center under s. The following fact finds out a worst-case

scenario and an associated prime broadcast center.
Fact 2 Suppose x € V(T). There exist §(x) and y € V(T) satisfying wZ(;f) = w,y" for
each (a,b) € P,,,U E(B, ). Besides, y is a prime broadcast center of T under 5(x).

Fact 2 will be proved in Section 4.2, where a transformation from s (the worst-case

scenario obtained by Fact 1) to another worst-case scenario is shown and an associated

13



prime broadcast center is found. To simplify notations, we use §(z) and y to represent
the resulting worst-case scenario and prime broadcast center, respectively. They may
differ from those used in Fact 1.

Finally, we transform §(z) into another worst-case scenario by specifying the weights
of the other edges, i.e., all edges (a,b) € E(B,,) (= E(T) — {P,, U E(B,.)}). The
resulting scenario is identical with some 57, (€ Wy(x), as y = vy), and thus Algorithm 2

is verified. The transformation, which depends on two cases, can be carried out by the

following two facts, where the notations p, o -, h, and ¢t* are introduced in subsequent

h t*
x?y’ x?y

paragraphs (h = hy and [ € Uy(x), as y = vg). Their proofs, which will be

presented in Section 4.3 and Section 4.4, show two transformations from 3(x) to 2, and

t*

.y TEspectively.

Fact 3 If wz(ﬁ) + btime®™ (u, B, ,) > wigg’m + b_time* ™ (go quﬁovy), then B, is a
worst-case scenario of T with respect to x.

Fact 4 If wiy) + b_time*™ (u, B, ,) < wj(ﬂﬁg,m + btime* ™ (o, By, ), then BL, is a

)

worst-case scenario of T with respect to x.

We use i to denote the neighbor of y in B, ., and wuy, us, . . ., u;, to denote the neighbors

. D) (0% . D . . . .
of y in B, , such that wy 3y + b_time®** (ug, By, ,) is nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to

h. Refer to Figure 6. Let 724/, 7;,317 7§7y, e 7%}[:17;/ denote h + 1 scenarios of T" with respect
to = and y, where 7, = 5(x) (5(x) was obtained by Fact 2) and each v, 1 < j < h,

satisfies the following:

* wsz’y = wgzyv if (a,0) € Ulgkgj({(y7uk)} + E(Bu,y));

Y,y 3(x)

j
o w, " =w,,’, else.

Since the weights of edges in {(y, )} U E(B,), i.e., the subtree at the right-bottom
of Figure 6, were specified by Fact 2, only the weights of edges in U;_,({(y,ur)} +
E(B,,,)) are not specified under 47, where ~J and i  differ (vefer to Figure 6).

ey

Let Qo = (go,1, 90,2 - - -, qo,n) be an arrangement of uy, uy, ..., u;, such that wyg,, +

A0 5 . . . . .
b_time™ ¥ (qo, By, ,..y) 1S nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h. According to Lemma 8,

14



Figure 6: Comparison between 7/ , and 3] .

(o is an optimal sequence for y to broadcast a message to N By’x(y) under vg’y. More-
over, for 1 < j < h, let Q; = (g;1,¢j2,---,¢qn) be the sequence obtained from @;_; =

(¢j-11,qj-12,---,qj—1,,) by cyclically shifting ¢;_1,¢j-1,+1,---,¢j—1,4 one position to-

ward the right, where ¢;_1 o = u; is assumed and j < ¢. That is, we have (g;1,...,q;,;-1) =

(@G-115 5 G—15-1)s (Ggs G, Ggrzs - Ge) = (G-1.65 G155 G—1,5415 - - - Tj—1,6-1), and
(@415 - in) = (@j—1,0415 - - -, ¢j—1,1)- 1t is not difficult to see that the first j vertices in

Qj are uj, ug, ..., Uu;.

. ] . J A . . . .
Also notice that w;’f‘,j;”k + btime™ ¥ (q;, By, ,.y) is nonincreasing as k increases from

1 to h, as a consequence of %{73} (refer to Figure 6). According to Lemma 8, (), is an

optimal sequence for y to broadcast a message to Np, , (y) under fy:{;’y. Let g, be the

. . T B i o
first vertex in @); with b_time™¥(y, B, ;) = 7; -p+w;,qj{” + btime ™ (g, By, ., ), where
the right-hand side is the broadcast time induced by quj v (Qo.r, has the same definition

25 i),
Define @) to be the first sequence in Q1, Q2, ..., Q) that has ¢ . = ¢ 4+. The proof

+*

zy 18 @ worst-case

of Fact 4 shows that vzy is a worst-case scenario and consequently,
scenario (recall that 7%, and 8 differ in the weights of edges in Uy p<,({(y, ur)} +
E(B.,,)). Below the existence of @+ is guaranteed, by showing that Q,, has q,, .. =

Tr h

r,.m, (hence, t* < ,).
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Since (), is an optimal sequence for y to broadcast a message to Np , (y) under
vty and g, (= ¢, 7,) is the 7,-th vertex in Q,, we have b_time ™ (y,Byz) > - p+
wz”qfh _— b_time ™™ (Gryy 75 Bq%m’y), i.e., the broadcast time induced by qu -,y Besides,
we have ¢, ;, = Ur, = qnr,, because u,, is also the 7,-th vertex in 5. Since Yoty and
vk, have the same weights of those edges in {(y,u,)} + E(Buwy), we have w;ﬁ;’ih +

. Th ~h . h —
b_time ™ (u,, , Buwy) = wyyy, + btime’ v (uy,, B, ,). Consequently, we have

. Th — ay 3
b_time™ (ya Byw) > T p+ w;} q’ﬁh o T b- tlme% (QTh Th? Bthﬁhvy)

h _
JR— ) PY
= Th p + wy q}l \Th + b—tlme Y (qthh7 thvTh 7y)

= b_time"* (y, By.2)-

On the other hand, since 7, < h, we have b_time* (y, By.) < b_time e (y, Byz) (re-
fer to Figure 6). Therefore, b_time ™ (y, Byz) = b_timew’y(y, B, ) holds, which implies

Th _ Th Th _
. . Yy .
btime™ ¥ (y, By ) = T p+ wyg, ., + btime™ ¥ (qy, o, By, . ). Moreover, we have

b_time™* (y,By.) = b_timee (y, By.x)
h —
> ke p gl btime ™ (qug, By, )

Th Th —
_ Y,y ; V'
= k- p+wyg , + btime™™ (qr, 5, By, y)

for all 1 <k < 7,. It follows that we have ¢,

Try T Qry -

In the rest of this section, we show the proofs of Fact 1, Fact 2, Fact 3, and Fact 4.

4.1 Proof of Fact 1

In order to prove Fact 1, it suffices to show r; > rfc(zf) As explained below, we first
claim

btime®(y,T) < b_time® ™ (y, T) + wy, — wi(g)

Without loss of generality, suppose Np(y) = {vi,v9,...,v,}, where wz(f,z +

b_time*™@ (v, B,, ,) is nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h. According to Lemma 8,
(v1,v9,...,v,) is an optimal sequence for y to broadcast a message to Nr(y) under §(z).
Besides, we have b_time®*™ (y, T) = max{k - p + wz(f,z + b_time* ™ (vy, By, ,) | 1 < k < h}.
Since b_time®(y, T) < max{k-p+w; , + btime*(vy, By, ,) | 1 <k < h}, the claim is true

provided w} , +btime*(vg, By, ) < (w;(ﬁngb_times ) (v, By, ) w5 ,—; y) for1 <k <

16



h. When x & V(B,, ), we have w},, + btime*(vg, By, ) = wi(f,g + btime®™ (v, By, ,)
8(z)

and w; , = Wy v’ > Wy , as a consequence of the scenario s. The claim then follows.

So, we assume z € V(B,,,). Let s’ be a scenario of T, which has w;b = w, ;" if
(a,b) € P,,, and wflib = wz(:) else. Then, we have b_time®(vg, By, ,,) < b-time® (vg, By, ).
Since s and §(z) differ in the edge weights of P, ,, we have b_times/(vk,ka y) <
b_time*@ (vy, By, ) + ka . — zbi,(f% (the right-hand side is an upper bound on the time
requirement for vy, to broadcast over B,, , under s’ using the optimal broadcast sequence
with respect to b_time®™™ (v, B, ,)). Further, since W = WS, . W, =W, + W,
and @50 = wie) + @3"), the claim follows, because

ws .+ btime® (vy, By, )

< wj,, + btime’ @) (yy,, By y) + W5, — wiz(f%

Vk , &

= wy's) + btime@ (v, By, ) + 05, — ey .

Then, the lemma holds, as a consequence of

re, = btime®(x,T) — btime’(y,T)
> (dyy - p+ @5, + btime*(y, By,)) — (btime* @ (y, T) + @5, — sy
(by Lemma 5 and the claim)
= dyy-p+ sy + btime* @ (y, By.) — btime* @ (y, T)
(. btime® (y, By,) = btime*® (y, B, .))

= btime® @ (z,T) — btime®* ™ (y, T) (by Lemma 4)

3(z)
= Toy .

4.2 Proof of Fact 2

Let s; be the worst-case scenario and y; € B_Ctr®', both obtained by Fact 1. If y; is a
prime broadcast center of 7" under sy, then s; is a desired §(x). Otherwise, it is implied
by Lemma 6 that the prime broadcast center, say ki, of T" under s; is neighboring to ¥
in 7. If &y (# x) is on the a-to-y; path, then we have P, s, UE(Bs, ») C Py, UE(By, 2).
Besides, we have w;!, = w%’yl = w:zkl for each (a,b) € P, 4, U E(Bg, ), implying that

s1 is a desired §(z).
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If &1 is not on the z-to-y; path, i.e., d, s, = dy,, + 1, then according to Fact 1, there
is another worst-case scenario sy, which has w;?% = wjj)’%l if (a,b) € Py s, UE(Bg, ), and
wy5, = w;}, else, where &; € B.Ctr®. Similarly, it can be concluded that either s, is a
desired §(z) or dy z, = dy 4, + 1 holds, where &5 is a prime broadcast center of 7" under s,.

Thus, a desired §(x) will be obtained eventually, if the above process is done repeatedly.

4.3 Proof of Fact 3

Notice that §(x) and y used in Fact 3 are inherited from Fact 2. The notations p, h, ng’

Qo, and 71, which will be used below, were defined earlier (after Fact 4) in this section.
(=)

)

Since Bgy = Qg ,, it suffices to show T?Zy > Ti , in order to prove Fact 3.

Let @' be the sequence that is obtained from )y by inserting ;1 between ¢, and
qo.p, Where wifgo),pfl + betime™™ (go 1, Biopo1y) > wifﬁ) + btime™ (p, B ) > wf/fgo),p +
b_time*™@ (o, By,y)- That is, we have Q" = (¢}, ..., d)_1,db: doirs- - - Thpr) = (G012, - - -
Qo.p—15 14 Q0.p» Q0p+1s - - - Qo,n)- According to Lemma 8, ()’ is an optimal sequence for y to
broadcast a message to Nz (y) under 5(z). Since ¢, = p and ¢/, | = qo,7,, we have

btime* ™ (y, T) = max{p-p+wy) + btime"™ (p, B, ),

(1+70) - p+wyiey + btime® ™ (o, Beo.o )}

= max{p-p+ wz(ﬁ) + btime® ™ (u, By ), p + btime* @ (y, B, .)}.
(2)

Recall that Qn = (qn1,qn2s---,qnp) is an optimal sequence for y to broadcast a
message to N (y) under %f;y (= agy). Similarly, inserting p between g, ,—1 and g,
we have b_time® (y, T') < max{p-p+wy’ + b-time*>¥(pu, B, ), p+ b-time®*>(y, By, )}

If p-ptwyi? +btime® (u, By, ) > p+ btime*™¥(y, B, ), then b_time®(y, T) < p-
pHwist 4 btime®= (11, By ). Since whs) +b_time*® (11, B, 1) = ws? +btime® (1, By.,)

(as a consequence of Fact 2), we have

btime’ ™ (y, T) > p-p+wy) + btime™™ (u, B, )
= p-p+wyi’ + btime®(u, By.)
> b_time®¥(y,T)

Further, since b_time®*(z, B,,) > btime*™ (z, B, ), we have
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oy btime*™v(x,T) — b_time®¥(y,T)

> dpy - p+ Wy’ + btime™® y( By, ;) — btime®v(y,T) (by Lemma 5)
> dpy-p+ @5Y + btime®™® (y, Byz) — btime™™(y,T)

> dyy p+ w5 —i—btzmes(x)( yz) — btime™® (y, T)

= btime* @ (z,T) — btime*™ (y, T)  (by Lemma 4)

= Tf:(;) (3)

If p-p+wy? + btime® (u, By,,) < p+btime®(y, B,,), then b_time*>(y,T) < p+
b-time**¥(y, B, ), and hence

Toy’ b_time® v (x,T) — b_time®(y,T)

v

dyy - p+ ey’ + btime®(y, B,,) — btime®(y,T) (by Lemma 5)

ey P+ Way? + btime®™ (y, By.) — (p + btime® (y, B,.,))

v

d,
oy - p+ Wy —p
Apy - p+ ws(”‘“) p (by Fact 2). (4)

Moreover, we have b_time®™ (z,T) = d,, - p+ wf;(y) + btime® (y, B, ,) by Lemma 4.
Since b_time* ™ (y, T) > p + b_time*® (y, B, ) (according to (2)), we have

T;SZ) = b_timeé(z)(x,T) — b_timeé(x)(y, T)

IN

Aoy - p+ 102y + btime* @ (y, Byo) = (p+ btime®™ (y, B, )

= day - P+@if§) -p

IA

res? (according to (4)).

4.4 Proof of Fact 4

Notice that §(x) and y used in Fact 4 are inherited from Fact 2 and the notations pu, h,
t*, vi’y, (;, and 7;, which will be used below, were defined earlier in this section. In order
to prove Fact 4, three lemmas are introduced first.

Lemma 10 ngqu + b tzme%”(qj TJ,B%T ) is nondecreasing as j increases from 0 to
t*.

Proof. 1t is equivalent to show
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J j _ J+1 j+1 —
Y,y ; Y, . Y,y ; Y,y .
wy,%‘,rj + b—tlme ‘ y<q],7'j7 qu,-rj ,y) S wy,qj+1,7-j+1 + b—tlme (q]+1,7j+17 qu'+1,r]~+17y)

for 0 < j < t*. We first claim that Q; has ¢;., & {qj1,¢2,---,¢,;} under 'yiy for the

following reasons. Clearly, the claim is true for j = 0. For 1 < j < t*, it suffices to show

b_time%’y(y,BW) > k-p+ w;%q’j{k + b_time%’y(qj7k,B ) foralll < k < j. Asa

q5,k,Y

] . J . k — J
consequence of v2  and 4% we have b_time™* ¥ (y, By ;) > btime™ v (y, B, ,) and wy5", +

1 k
. J = v, . k = . .
Yz, . — T,y Yz, *
btime™ ¥ (qjr, By, .y) = Wyl + btime ™ (qur, By, ). Besides, since k < t*, we have
— k
nyl?,y

b_time'ygy(y, Bya.)>k-p+wyq, + b_time“’;y(qhk, By, vy)- Thus, the claim follows.

Suppose ¢;¢ = uj1, where 7 < £ < h. We first assume 7; < £. For 1 <k < h and k #

J g1l j J+1
: ; Vz,y Ty ; Y,y . — ; Y,y .
J+1, since Wy,qj11, — Wy,qj41,k and b_time (qJ-l-l,k’ B‘]j+1,k7y) = b_time (q]+17k7 BQj+l,k7y)’

we have

J+1 j+1 _
Y,y ; Y, .
k- p+ Wy,qj41,k + b_time™ (QJ+1J€> BQj+l,k7y)

J j
Y,y . Yz, )
k- P + wy7Qj+l,Ic + b_time™ y(Q]Jrl,ka quﬂ,k,y)

J j _
S P + maX{(k - 1) " p + w;fdﬁ,k71 + b—timeﬂ’y (Qj,k—la qu‘,k—l,y)a

) o
(k'p_'_wg,‘l’?,k_'_b—mme%’y (qj}kv Bq]',zmy))_p} ( j+1,k € {qj,k‘*h qj,k‘})

J J _
. T,y ] Tz, )
< pt(r-p+ Wy,q;,-; + b-time™(qjr,, qu,fj )
v A B
o ) z, .
- (Tj + 1) Pt wl/v‘lj+1,7j+1 + b_time™™v <QJ+1,T]~+17 Bq1+1,7j+1,y)7

where the last equality holds, because the claim implies 7;+1 > j+1 and hence qj 117,11 =

Qj,Tj-
Consequently, we have Qj+1,7541 € {Qj+1,7j+1> q]’+1,j+1}- If Qj+1,754010 = j+1,75+1 (= ijj),

J J — J+1 j+1 _
RERT y Y,y A I RERT ) Y,y .
then wyg/ .+ btime™(q;r;, qujj’y) = Wylg)s1r,,, T 0LIME™Y (G, qu+177j+17y)' If

Qj+1,701 = Gj+1,5+1, then
’Y%. Y - ’yj D,
> z,Y .
wy7qj77j + btime (q]ﬂ'j’ qu‘,rj 7y)
+1

J j+1 _
— Y,y y Y,y .
- wy7Qj+1,Tj+l + b_time (QJ+1,TJ'+17 qu+1,7j+1,y)

vy b ti i B
wiU,(Ij+1,r]~+1+ -time’™ (qj+1,’rj+17 qj+1,7j+1,y)

IN

a Y e - . . .
(recall that wyg?,, , + btime™ (qj1k, Bq,,, ) is nOnincreasing as

k increases from 1 to h).

Next we assume 7; > (. Similarly, we have qj117., € {@j+14+1, Gt g2, - Q1,e) U

J J+1 — J
. . . J . J Yz,
{gj+1,7,}: Le, Tip1 < 7. Since b_time™ ¥ (y, By,) < btime™ (y, By,), we have wyg?. +

J = Jtl J+1 =
; Y,y (. T,y ; RERT .
b—tlme (q],Tj7 qu,-rj ,y) S wy,qj+1,7-j+1 + b—tlme (q]+1,7j+17 qu'+1,r]~+17y)' 0
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Lemma 11 If wis + btime® @ (u, B,,) < wif&m + b_timeé(x)(%,m,quﬁoy), then

b_time® (y, T) — b_time“’i’y(y, B, ;) is nonincreasing as j increases from 0 to t*.

Proof. 1t is equivalent to show
b_time™ v (y, T) — b_time™ (y, Byz) > b_time%’y(y, T)— b_time%’y(y, B,.)

for 1 < j < t*. First, we define Qj = (qj1,0j2s - -->qjnt1) as follows. Initially, let Qo be

0
obtained from () by inserting jp between ¢o,1 and ¢y, where wgfijgm_l +

o _ 0 0 0 o _
; v Va,y : ol T,y : v
btime v (qop—1, qu,pﬂ,y) > wyy + btimes v (u, By .) > Wyiqo, + b-time=v (q0,ps BqO,va)'

Then, for 1 < 5 < t*, Qj is obtained from Qj,l by cyclically shifting ¢;—1.c, ¢j—1,c+1, - - -,

j
~ s . A o . . Y,y
¢j—1, one position toward the right, where ¢;_;, = u; is assumed, ¢ = j if w, ,+

b_time* (Gj-14, B y) > wgfj”,’j’ + b_time“’%’y(,u, By.), and ¢ = j + 1 else. If we remove

qj—1,0
J
A/z,y

~ j _
‘ . . R e ) . . .
p from @, then @); results. Since w, ¥+ b-time™* (G;x, By, ) is nonincreasing as k

increases from 1 to h + 1, Lemma 8 guarantees that Qj is an optimal sequence for y to
broadcast a message to Np(y) under %{’y.

Notice that we have

(@15 Q2o+ Qi) = (@0, G2 -+ 4y ) (5)

because
w;”]”,j’ + b_time™ (i, By.z)
= wifﬂﬁ) + btime* ™ (u, B,,) (as a consequence of Yy

0 _
RERT

. 0 .
< Wy,gor, + btime > (qo,z,, qu,m,y> (. 8(x) = "Yg,y)

S w%{’y -+ b_time%’y (qj,Tj7 BQj,Tj 73/) (by Lemma 10) (6)

nyj,‘rj

As a consequence of (5), we have

o J T _
btime o (y, T) > 73 p+wllyl o+ btime (4 By, )

7, ; (g B
> k-p+ wy@;”k + b_time” ’y(Qj,ka B(jj,lcyy)

for 1 <k < 7;. Let g0, be the first vertex in Qj with b_timeTes (v, T)=0; - p+ w;%éf,gj +

b_time%’y(q},gj,qu’gj,y). Clearly, we have p; > 7;. When p; = 75, the lemma follows,

because b_time“’i’y(y,T) = b_time™ (y, B,.) and b_time™ (y,T) > b_time ™ (y, By).

In subsequent discussion, we assume o; > ;.
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Suppose g;j_1,¢ = u;, where j < ¢' < h. We first consider 7;_; < {'. Since ¢j_1,_, =

Qjrj_1+1, WE have

o ; -
b_time (Y, Byz) = (151 +1)-p+ wlq’?r T b- tzme“/ (g, Ti—1+1s B 1+17y)

'Yacy D,

= o (Tt wgl, + btme (g By )

= p+(rj1-p+ w;fdﬁl,fj,l + btime™ (@j-17, 1> B, )

= p+ btime™ (y, By,). (7)

Since g; > 7; > j, we have ;,, # q;; = u; (as a consequence of (5)), which implies

Qjo; € {0j-1,0;-1,dj—1,0,}- Hence, we have

btime™ v (y, T) = 0; p+w%”” +b—time”i”’(fij,gpBaj,gjw

i i
= p+max{(gj—1) p+w7 Y lygrler_tzme7 ’y(qj_LQj_l,qu_l’gj_l,y),

T, . 9]0 ~ D,
(o -p+uls | b time™ (G100 By, 0)) — P}

Y,q5—1,0

T ; :va71 g
= ,0+max{( T ) p+w7 7 1, ],,1‘|“b—t”n67 Y (qj_lvgj_l’B‘jj—l,gj—lyy)7

g . i1 _
(0j-p+ quf 1o, T OHIMET Y (G5, By, ) — P}

< p+ b_time™v (y, T). (8)

Thus, the lemma follows, as a consequence of (7) and (8).

Next we consider 7;_; > ¢'. Suppose §;, = 1. We have g; > 7, because for 1 < k < n,

k-p+ w;"qyk + b_time™ (G, Baj )

k-p+ wzﬁ];k + b—timevi’y (QJ kB j,kvy)

’Yo;y .
Tj - P+ wyg; . + btime xy(% Tngqj,Tj,y)

IN

DJ |

“p+ w% Y + b_tzme%’y(cj» -

éj,Tj 7y)

< Q p_i_w')/xy —'— b t,lme"{zy( _]Q]7B(jj,gj7y)'

Besides, uj (= q;_1.0) precedes pin Q;_, because wy +b time (/,c, By,.) < w;’”q;’ ey T

) 'Yz, A D PYI y 'Yz
b_time v (q]_LTj_l,BqJ - ) Swyg!, + btime v (gj—1.05 Bq] ,.o): Where the rela-

tion < holds with arguments similar to (6). So, we have §;,, = §j—1,,, and hence

b_timeﬂ”’y(y, T) = oj-p+ w% Y + b_t’ime%vy(g}j 0 B,jj o )

'ny

Y B.
Ysdi—1,0 + b-time xy(% 1,051 BQj*l,ijZJ)
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i1
o ime (G, X
+ btime™ ¥ (Gj-1,q,, Bijl,gjvy)

yQJ 1,0

= o-ptw
< btime™y (y,T).

On the other hand, since b_time (y, T) > btime’ v (y,T), we have b_time (y, T) =
b_time'v (y,T). The lemma then follows, because b_time%’y(y, B,.) > b_t’ime%;}(y, By.).
0

Lemma 12 If wz(ﬁ) + btime* ™ (u, B, ,) < ngfg,m + b_tz’meé(w)(%,m,quﬁoy), then for
0 <5 <t fyg{,y is a worst-case scenario of T with respect to x. Besides, we have

max_r(x) = dy, - p+ u?l”]”yy + b_time%’y(y, B,.) — b_time™s (y,T).

Proof.  'This lemma can be proved by induction on j. Recall that we have 72,31 = §(x),
where y is a prime broadcast center of 7" under §(z). The lemma holds for j = 0, as a

consequence of Lemma 4. Suppose that the lemma holds for j = £ > 0. When j = k+1,

we have
T’Yj;ygl = b_ timeﬁzl(w T) — b tz’meﬁzl(y, T)
> dpy-p+ w;xy” + b_time (y, B,.) — b- timesy (y T) (by Lemma 5)
2 dyy - p+ U?:vfz}y + b_time%vy(y, By.) — b_time%vy(y, T) (by Lemma 11)

k _
Ay - p+ W0y’ + b_timeﬁ’y(y, By ) — b_timeﬁ’y(y, T)

mazx_r(z) (by the induction hypothesis). 0

Now it is ready to prove Fact 4. First observe that Fact 4 and Lemma 12 have the
same sufficient condition, but different necessary conditions. In the following, we show
that the necessary condition (i.e., B;y is a worst-case scenario) of Fact 4 is derivable from
the necessary conditions (i.e., 7% is a worst-case scenario and maz_r(z) = dy,- p—l—ﬁ);zf‘y”
b_time%t:y(y, By.) — b_time s (y,T)) of Lemma 12. It suffices to show Tf”t”yy > max_r(z),
in order to show Bf:y a worst-case scenario.

Let Q" = (q{,d%,...,q)) be an arrangement of wuy,us, ..., up, which has ¢ = ug
(= qp) for 1 < k < t* and wﬁ’;y + b_time “(%Bq;;y) nonincreasing as k increases
from #* 41 to h. Since 7%, and B differ in the weights of edges in . <, ({(y, ux)} +
E(Bu)). .

.
z,y . Bt "D . . . . *
W, g+ b-time”>(qy, By ) is also nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to ¢
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(refer to Figure 6). Actually, it is nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h, because

t _ t* *
i, + b time' V(e By y) = wer b—timeﬁ;’y(q#‘le? By

> w, 4. ,w)> as explained below.

'q t
Suppose ¢}+,; = @ p, where t* < p < h. We have
wﬁiy + b_time™ y( By )

Y, qt +1 qt*“l’l’ qt*+17y

w;””qf* + b_time“/zyy(qt*7p, Bqt*,,ny) (refer to Figure 6)

IN

'Yx Y . ’yt* D,
< Wygpe o + btime’my (Ge Bqt*,t*,y)

By +b timeﬁgy( " By )
vl T U- Qe=> Paftey)-

Then, according to Lemma 8, Q)" is an optimal sequence for y to broadcast a message

to Ng, . (y) under 8.,. So, we have

b_timePs (y, Byz) > t*-p+ wﬁ” Y 4 btimes ”(qt*, By y)

- yq

% ’yz,y ) ’y B
=t p+wyg . + btime?s v (g g, Bqt*,t*vy)

— btime v (y, By,).
On the other hand, since b_time (y,Byz) < b tz’me“’;*y(y, B,.), we have
b_timePs (y, Byz) = b_time e (y, B,.). Further, since wf’”yy = wlf”yy and b_time®v (y, T) <

b_time%t:y(y, T) (refer to Figure 6), we have

t * *
Tffyy b_time’=v(z, T) — b_time v (y, T)
- 8L

> dyy - p+ Wy + b time®. v(y, By.) — b_timePo (y,T) (by Lemma 5)
= dyy-p+ wlzy + b_timew (y, Byx) — b_time e (y,T)
Z dx v P + wx + b tlme% y( Yy, By7$) — b_timewﬁy (y’ T)

max_r(x) (by Lemma 12). 9)

5 Time complexity

It is known that given a scenario s € C' and a vertex v € V(T'), B_.Ctr® and b_time®(v,T)
can be determined in O(n) time [33]. Since there are at most n — 1 scenarios in
Uy () UWy(z)U. ..U, (z), it takes O(n?) time for Algorithm 2 to find §(x). In this sec-
tion, we show that the time complexity of Algorithm 2 can be reduced to O(nloglogn),
provided an O(nlogn) time preprocessing is made. Consequently, Algorithm 1 requires

O(nlogn)+ O(nloglogn)-O(logn) = O(nlognloglogn) time. We assume below that x
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is not a prime broadcast center of T' under §(z), i.e., §(x) € Uy (z)UVy(z)U... UV, 4(x)

(refer to the first paragraph of Section 4). The following lemma is useful to find §(x).

Lemma 13 Suppose x € V(T). If d, - p + zbfg”yy + b_timeﬁivy(y, By.) — b_timeﬁivy(y, T)

/

has mazimum value as y =vy' and j = j', then we have Biiy, = §(x).

Proof. 'The notations (i, g -, h, and ¢t* used in this proof inherit from Fact 3 and Fact 4.
, , j
First we claim that there exists 3, satisfying ] , = 3(x) and maz_r(z) = m7y-p+wffy’y

b_timeP* (y, Byz) — b_timeP* (y,T), as explained below. If w;(ff) + btime* ™ (u, B, ,) >

wi%&m +b_time* ™ (go Byy.. ), then we have 155" > dy - p+1055y" + b_time® ¥ (y, By ,) —
btime* v (y,T) > Ti%), as a consequence of (3) and (4). Also, since rf;(;) = max_r(x) >
o', we have max_r(z) = rgy’ = dyy - p+ Wey’ + btime® ¥ (y, B, ) — b-time®*>(y, T)
(recall that o, = g’}y) If wz(ﬁ) + btime*™@ (pu, B,.) < wigg’m + b_timeg(gﬁ)(qom, qu’m,y),

t t* * _ *
then we have maz_r(z) = rﬁf”y’y =dyy-p+ zbff”y’y + btime®ov (y, By.) — b_time’sv(y, T),

*

similarly, as a consequence of (9).

It follows that we have

Tfijl = b_timeﬁi/’y/(x/, T)— b_timeﬁi/’y’(y’, T)
> dpy - p+ ’ij%y’,y/ + b_timeﬁiiy’ (v, By x) — b_timeﬁilm/ (v, T) (by Lemma 5)
> dyy-p+ zbfg”yy + b_time® (y, Byz) — b_timeﬁivy(y, T)
= mazx_r(x),
which implies Biiy/ = §(z). 0

With Lemma 13, it suffices to find a scenario 37, that can maximize the value of

Bl

Ay P+ Wayw;' + b_time i (vi, By, ) — b_time i (v3, T), in order to determine §(x). By a

depth-first traversal of T', d, ,, and uﬁf}f i (:u?fivf forall 1 <j <h;)foralll <i<ncan
be determined in O(n) time. On the other hand, as shown below, b_time” %’”i(vi, By, )
(and b_timeP v (v;, T) similarly) for all 1 <i < n and 1 < j < h; can be determined in
O(nloglogn) time. Therefore, §(x) can be determined in O(nloglogn) time.

We suppose N, (v;) = {ui,1, Ui, - - -, uip,} in the rest of this section. The following

fact will be shown in Section 5.2.
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Fact 5 With an O(nlogn)-time preprocessing, b_time® v (Ui g, Bu, jo0;) can be determined

in constant time, where 1 < j < h; and 1 < k < h;.

With Fact 5, b_time” iv“i(vi,Bv ) can be determined in additional O(h;) time, as

described below. Suppose s € C, and let bucket[l], bucket[2], ..., bucket[h;] be h;

buckets. We assume, without loss of generality, that u,;; can maximize the value of

wy .+ btime’ (U, By, , ). Like [33], we insert w; into bucket[(], if £ —1 < (w} . +

Vi, Ui ko Vi, Uq,1

btime® (w1, By, ,.0;)) — (w;, . +btime® (uip, Bu, ,.0;)) < £, where1 <k < hjand1 < /£ <

Vi Ui ko

hi. Define acc(f) = >, ..., [bucket[r]|, which is the total number of vertices contained

in bucket[1], bucket[2],. .., bucketl[¢], and min_v(¢) = min{w? + btime® (Ui, Bu, ;) |

ViU ke
uix € bucket[(]}. Previously, acc(f) and min_v(f) were successfully used in [33] to reduce

the time requirement for determining an optimal broadcast sequence.

Suppose u; € bucket[l], satisfying min_v(f) = wj, , =+ btime’(u;p, By, , o,;), Where

Vi, Wi ke
1 < ¢ < h;. Then, as a consequence of Lemma 8, u;; is the acc(f)-th vertex in some
optimal sequence for v; to broadcast a message to N B u (v;). Also, for any other u; €

bucket[(], we have u; » preceding u; ;, in the optimal sequence, implying that the broadcast

S
Vi Ui ko

time (i.e., acc(l) - p + w + btime® (g, Bu, ,.0,)) induced by By, ., is at least as

much as the broadcast time induced by Bui swi-  Lhus, we have b_times(vi,Bvi,x) =

max{min_v(¢) + acc(l) - p | 1 < € < h;}, which can be computed in O(h;) time.

It follows that b_time® (vi, By, ) for all 1 < j < h; can be determined in additional

O(h?) time. As elaborated below, the time complexity can be reduced to O(h;loglog h;)

(hence, it takes O(nloglogn) time to determine b_timeP (v, By, ) forall 1 < i <mn

and 1 < j < h;). The following fact will be shown in Section 5.2 as well.

Fact 6 With an O(nlogn)-time preprocessing, a vertex ordering (w;i, U2, ..., Uip;) of

hj h;
Np, . (vi) can be determined in O(h;) time such that wfﬁ;fj’k + btimeP= v (uy g, B, yv;) 18

nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h;.

h; h;
Ba/v; Bz v, —

hj — . hy
With Fact 6, (w;ul, + b_timeﬁ”"”i(ui,l, Buiyw,)) — (wojul, + b_tzmeﬁx’”i(ui,k, B, yvi))
is nondecreasing as k increases from 1 to h;. Under 8% . we have u;; € bucket[1].

T,v;?

Moreover, there exists 1 < h, < h; such that w;,u;s,...,u;, are contained in
) ) sy

26



buckets, while w;p41,w;pry2,. .., uip, are not contained in buckets. Recall that when

h Y _
h;+1<j<h;and 1 <k < h}, we have wfﬁ;fi{k + b_timePewi (Ui, Buy ;) = wyf,quk -

b_timePhi (ui7k7Bui,k7'Ui) (refer to Figure 6), implying that u,; is contained in the same
bucket under ﬁ;‘}w and ﬁ:{;,w. Similarly, when A, +1 < j < h; and b, +1 < k < h;,
we have wf;if;k + b_timeﬁgvli“i (Wi, Bui’k,w) < wfi;fi{k + b_timePti (Ui ks Bui’k’vi) < wf?:f;k +
b_time” oh (Ui ks BUi,kﬂh’)’ implying that w; ; is not contained in any bucket under 52%2 and

7 o~ Consequently, ﬁg}w and 3], can induce the same values of min_v(¢) and acc(f) for
all 1 < /¢ < h;, ie., b_timeﬁz’gvi(vi, By,.) = b_time o (vi, Bu, )

So, we only need to compute b_timeSm: (vi, By, ) for all 1 < j < h.. Suppose U €
bucket[r;] under 37, . Let pred(j) (succ(j)) be a list of non-empty buckets such that
bucket|(] is included in pred(j) (succ(j)) if and only if bucket[(] is not empty, ¢ < 7,
(¢ > 7;), and min_v({) + acc(l) - p > min_v(t) + acc(t) - pfor all 1 <t <0 (0 <t < hy).
Assume pred(j) = (buckel[m; 1], bucket[r; o], ..., buckel[m;,,]) and succ(j) = (bucket|o;],
bucket[o;o],. .., bucket[o;,.]), where m;1 < mjs < ... < mj, and 0j1 < 0j2 < ... < Ojg;.
Then, we have b_time® e (vi, By, 2) = max{min_v(m;,,,)+ acc(m;y,) - p, min-v(7;) + ace(7;) -
p, min-v(o;1) + acc(oj) - p}. Hence, it suffices to find the values of min_v(¢) + acc(?) - p
for all £ € {7;,,, 7,051}, in order to determine b_time® v (vi, By,.2). The use of pred(j)
and succ(j) (together with acc(f) and min_v(f)) is crucial for reducing the overall time
complexity to O(h;loglog h;).

First, with Fact 5, additional O(h;) time is enough to determine b_timeﬁsévi (vi, By, )-
Under Bg;vl, it takes O(h;) time to find the buckets (and hence 7, ) where w; 1, w; 9, . .., wip
reside and determine the values of min_v(¢) and acc(f) for all 1 < ¢ < h;. Another
O(h;) time is required to find pred(h;) and succ(h}) (and hence 7y, , and o ;). Then,
it requires O(h;loglogh;) time to determine b_time® s (vi, By, ), sequentially, for j =
R, —1,hl —2 ..., 1, as explained below.

Suppose ;41 € bucket[] under 31, We first prove the following lemma.
Lemma 14 87, and 1%} induce the same bucket[(] for all € € {1,2,...,h;} —{7j11,(}.

Proof. Recall that when 1 < j < hf—1, 8], and 8%} differ in the weights of edges in

{(vi,uij41)} + E(Bu, 41.0,) (vefer to Figure 6). It implies that among w; 1, iz, . . ., iy,
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only u; 1 resides in different buckets under 7, and 8J1!. The lemma then follows,

because w; ;41 € bucket[r; 1] under pItl. 0
The proof above also implies that u; ; resides in the same bucket under 57, Bt} ..

ﬁx}'m. Hence, 7; can be determined in constant time. With Fact 5, the value of wfi,um ot

b_time® v (u;ji1, B ) can be obtained, and hence bucket[é] can be determined, also

Wi, j41,Vi

in constant time. According to Lemma 14, it takes constant time to obtain min_v(1),

min_v(2), ..., min_v(hs), [bucket[1]], |bucket[2]|, . .., |bucket[h;]| under 3], from min_v(1),
min_v(2), . mm v(h;), |bucket[1]|, |bucket[2]|, . .., |bucket|[h;]| under 63“
Bac v, ﬁa}cl;vl . K D

- > y Bz}v D, ) 6z,u~
Since wu, ;i ; + btime z(uij,Bu”,vi) > Woiui i + btime” Vi (w1, By, )
. Y
u;; € bucket[r;] under 8, and 51 vy and ;i1 € bucket[T]H] under B71! and frl,,
Jt1 J

x, D, z,v;
we have 7; < 7,41, Also, since wyu ., + b_time™ (ul]+17BUi,j+17Ui) > W u 0 +

btime (ui,j+17§ui,j+1,vi)7 we have 7j11 < /. So, by Lemma 14, ng and B]“ induce
the same bucket[(] for all 1 < ¢ < 7; —1, i.e., the same acc(r; —1). In this way, acc(r; —1)
remains the same under 7, , 711, ..., A, and hence acc(ty) (=ace(r; — 1) + | bucket[r;]|
under ] ) under 3 can be determined in constant time. Therefore, it takes O(h;)
time to determine the values of min_v(7;) + acc(r;) - p under 37, for all 1 < j < hj — 1.

Also, as a consequence of 7; < 741 and 3], #75] inducing the same bucket[(] for all

T,v;

1 < ¢ <75 —1, pred(j) is a sublist of pred(j + 1) for all 1 < j < hj — 1. Since my o
is available, O(h;) time is enough to determine 7;,, for all 1 < j < hi — 1. Therefore,
it takes O(h;) time to determine the values of min_v(m;y,,) 4 acc(wj,,) - p under 57 = for

all 1 < j < hj — 1. The computation of min_v(c;1) + acc(oj,) - p under 3], for all
1 < j < hl—1, which is detailed in Section 5.1, takes O(h;loglog h;) time.

5.1 Computation of min_v(c;;) + acc(o;;) - p under 5],

Without loss of generality, we suppose h; = h;. First we claim that succ(j) = (bucket[o;1],
bucket[o;s], . .., bucket|o;,,]) for all 1 < j < h; can be constructed in O(h; loglog h;) time,
which will be verified later. It was shown earlier that the values of min_v(¢) under 57,
forall 1 < ¢ < h; and 1 < j < h; can be determined in O(h;) time. On the other hand,

we show in the next paragraph that the values of acc(o;1) under ﬁg;,w forall 1 <j < hy
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can be determined in additional O(h;) time.

Define A, = (acc(oj,) — acc(oj4—1) under B%UZ) — (acc(oj4) — acc(oj—1) under 5;?'%%
where 1 <t < ¢g; and 0; is set to 7;. The values of A, for all 1 < ¢ < g; can be obtained,
while constructing succ(j). If succ(j) is empty, then o;, and A;, are not defined. When
t =1, we have

Ajq1 = (acc(oj1) — ace(t;) under ﬁgmi) — (acc(oj1) — acce(t;) under 59};2}1) (10)

Now that the values of ace(r;) under 7, for all 1 < j < h; and acc(() under g, for all

1 < ¢ < h; can be determined in O(h;) time (shown earlier), the values of acc(o;1) under
1., for all 1 < j < h; can be determined in additional O(h;) time according to (10).

Next we show the construction of succ(j) and A, (1 <t < ¢;) from succ(j + 1)
and Ajy1 (1 <t < gjy1), where 1 < 5 < h;. We use the van Emde Boas priority
queue [34] to store the indices, i.e., 0j4’s, of succ(j) for all 1 < j < h,. Initially, succ(j)
is empty for all 1 < j < h; (and hence A,; is not defined for all 1 < ¢ < ¢;). The
construction comprises four sequential stages, i.e., Stage 1 to Stage 4, which can find all
buckets bucket[l] € suce(j) for £ € {E+ 1L,0+2,..., hi}, {@}, {rim+1,71+2,... - 1},
and {7;+ 1,7, +2,..., 741}, respectively, where 7;; < ¢ < h;. If { = h;, then Stage 1 is
omitted and the construction starts with Stage 2. If I < 7j+1+ 1, then Stage 3 is omitted
(Stage 2 is also omitted as { = Tit1). If 741 = 75, then Stage 4 is omitted.

As a consequence of Lemma 14, when ¢ > 7,4, we have

. acc(c) — 1 under Bitl, if 7y <e <1
acc(c) under 37 = ) (11)
acc(c) under BIT1 if ¢ <c<h.

T,

Stage 1. / € {é+ 1,@+ 2,...,h;} = Ly. As a consequence of Lemma 14, the values
of min_v(f) and acc(f) remain the same under £/, and 71!, which implies bucket[(] €

T,v; )

succ(j) if and only if bucket[(] € succ(j+1). Moreover, those buckets bucket[l] € succ(j),

—

if they exist, constitute a sublist (bucket[o; ], bucket[o,z,4], ..., bucket[oji14,.,]) O
succ(j + 1), where bucket[o,, ;] is the bucket that immediately succeeds bucket]l] in
suce(j+1),ie., 0, =min{ojy1 | 0541 > (and 0 <t < ¢j+1}- If suce(j+1) is empty
or o414 < (foralll <t< ¢j+1, then succ(j) remains empty and A;, for all 1 <t < g;

remain not defined.
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Otherwise, by the aid of the van Emde Boas priority queue, the value of o, ; can
be determined in O(loglogh;) time. Then, bucket[o, ;] can be found in succ(j + 1)
and hence the sublist of succ(j + 1) can be added to succ(j) in constant time. That is,
we have (bucket[o, ;], bucket|o; z,1], ..., bucket[o;]) = (bucket[o,, 7], bucketlo; ) 54], -,

bucket[oj41,q,,,]), Where q; — T = gj11 — . Moreover, we have acc(o;;), acc(o;,4), - . .,

. J Jtl pel
acc(0jq;) under 37 - equal to acc(o, ), acc(0,,q141)s - - -, acc(Tji1,4,,,) under BITL re
spectively, which implies A; ;1 1, Ajpo o0 Ay equal to Ay i Ay iias o Ajitgins

respectively. We also set A;; = A, ., ; temporarily. It may help the construction of

succ(j) in subsequent stages.

Stage 2. ( € {{} = Ly, where { > 7;,;. We use bucket[o,,, ;] to denote the bucket that
immediately precedes bucket[f] in {bucket[r;1]} U succ(j + 1), i.e. , O = max{ojy |
Ojr1t < fand 0 <t < ¢j+1}, where ;1109 = 7j11. By the aid of the van Emde Boas
priority queue, o, ; can be found in O(loglog h;) time. If succ(j) remains empty after
Stage 1, then bucket[l + 1], bucket[l + 2], ..., bucket|h;] under 31, are all empty. Since
bucket|{] is not empty under 31, we have (= 0jq, and add bucket[(] to succ(j). We set
Njg =1+A0 10, if bucket[l] € succ(j+1), and 1 — (ace(ojq,) — acc(o; ;) under B )
if bucketll] & succ(j + 1). Let V = (acc(ojq,) — acc(oj,, y) under B1) — (acc(oj,q,) —

acc(oj41 ) under Bl ). For both cases, we have A;, = V, as explained below.

7,45

According to (11), we have V = 1+ (acc(0jq,) — acc(o;, ;) under 3141 — (acc(oj,q,) —
acc(o;y1 ;) under B ). When bucket]l] € succ(j + 1), we have (o} g =) (= Tjtlqj11
and 0,1y = Ojr1g,-1, 1€, V. = 14+ A5, When bucket[l] & succ(j + 1), w
have o, y = 711 if suce(j +1) is empty, and 0,1 4,,, otherwise. It follows that we have
bucket[o,,  ;+1], bucket[o,; 1 +2],. .., bucket[¢] under B1E1 all empty, and so acc(o;,,7) =
ace(l) (= acc(0jq,)) under it ie., V =1 — (acc(oj,,) — acc(o;, ;) under S ). Also
notice that the value of A; . above is temporary.

In the rest of Stage 2, we consider the situation that Stage 1 is carried out and
succ(j) is not empty after Stage 1. Then we have succ(j) = (bucket|o, ;], bucket[o; ;,,], . . .,

bucket[o;,,]) after Stage 1. We claim bucket[l] € succ(j) if and only if min_ v(f) under

T, T acc(ojy1 ) - p under B> minv(o, ;) under I+ acc(o;y,;) - p under
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hi

T,v;

+ Aj 1 p, as explained below. It follows that whether bucket[l] € suce(j) or not
can be determined in constant time.

The inequality of the if-and-only-if statement can be written as min_v(@) under 37 o T
acc(0jy14-1) - p under BIEE > minv(o;, ;) under 31, + acc(o;y,;) - p under g1 If
bucket[ﬂ] € succ(j + 1), then we have (= Oj414-1- olnce bucket[ﬁ] is not empty and £ >
541 (> 75), we have bucket[l] € succ(j) if and only if min_v(f)+ acc(f)-p > min_v(o; )+
acc(0;,1¢) - p under BJ . The latter inequality is equivalent to the inequality above, as
a consequence of (11).

Then we assume bucket[l] & succ(j + 1), which implies ¢ > Oiyriq- I bucketll] &
succ(j), then we have min_v(¢)+ acc(l) - p < min_v(o; ., ;)+acc(o;y, ;) -punder 57 from
which the inequality min_v(f) under 37 v T oacc(oj ;) - punder BIEE < min_v(o; ;)
under 37, + acc(o;,,;) - p under BIt! can be derived, as a consequence of (11) and
ace(l) > acc(0j, 14 ) under gItL If bucket[l] € succ(j), then we have min_v(f) + acc(l) -
p > min-v(o;,, ;) + acc(o; ;) - p under 51 . from which the inequality min_v() under

10 +acc(oj 1) - punder 751 > min_v(o; ;) under B, + acc(o;y, ;) - p under BIE
can be derived, because acc(f) = ace(o 0j41,-1) under B7H1 The latter equality is verified
below.

To prove acc(l) = acc(o;,1 ;1) under BIEL it suffices to show that bucket[o; ;| +1],
bucketlo;, 154 +2],. .., bucket](] under 311} are all empty. Suppose to the contrary that
there exists 0,,,; 1 +1 < ¢ < £ such that under 8%, bucket[¢'] is not empty and
bucket[l' + 1], bucket[t' + 2], .. ., bucket[(] are all empty. Then we have acc(¢’) = acce(f)
under 37t As a consequence of (11), we have min_v(¢') + acc(¢') - p under g1 >
min_v(€) + ace({) - p under 37 ;- Further, since min_v(o;, ;) + acc(o; ) p > minv(l’) +
acc(l")-punder BIHL, we have min_v(o;, | ;)+acc(o;,, ;)-p under 5751 > min_v(0)+acc(l)-p
under (] ,. Then, by Lemma 14, the inequality min_v(o;,, ;) + acc(o;,,;) - p under

T > min_v(0)+ acc(f)- p under 37 +; can result, which contradicts to bucket[l] € succ(j).

Next, the computations of suce(j) and A, are described. If bucket[{] € succ(j), then
we add bucket[l] to the front of succ(j), i.e., Oji1 = (. As a consequence of (11), o=
014 and ace(o;;_1) = acc(l) = acc(o;,1;_;) under Bt we have A, ; = (ace(o;;) —

1.71}2 ?
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acc(o;;_;) under @{M) — (acc(o;3) — ace(o; ;1) under By ) = By — (acc(ogy i) —
acc(o;7_,) under (2, ), which can be computed in constant time. In addition, we set
Ajyy =1+A,,;,if0=0,,;,, and 1 — (acc(o;;_ ;) — acc(o;,, ;) under gl ) if
(>0, Let V! = (acc(o;; 1) — acc(ojy ;) under 3 ) — (acc(o;; 1) — acc(o;y, 5)
under ", ). For both cases, we have A;; | = V', as a consequence of (11) and the fact
that we haVe ]+1t ]+1f_2 lfé:U]_,_Lf_l, aHdO'_Ht 11f£>0-]+1t 1-

If bucket[l] & succ(j), then suce(j) remains unchanged. We set Ajp=14+A48;1+
Ay if (= Oir1io1, and T+ AL ; if > Oiy1i1- Let V" = (acc(o;;) — acc(oj ;)
under 7 ) — (acc(o;;) — acc(o;,, ;) under B ). For both cases, we have A;; = V", a
a consequence of (11) and o;; = 0;,, ;. The values of A;; ; (as bucket[l] € suce(j)) and
A, (as bucket[l /| & succ(j)) above are temporary.

Recall that we use the van Emde Boas priority queue to store the indices, i.e., 0j11,’s,
of suce(j + 1), and construct suce(j) from suce(j + 1). We need to insert ¢ into the

queue if bucket[l] & succ(j + 1) and bucket|l] € succ(j), and delete ¢ from the queue if
bucket[l] € succ(j + 1) and bucket[l] & succ(j). Both take O(loglog h;) time.

Stage 3. (€ {1j 1+ 1,751 +2,... ,é — 1} = L3, where (> Tiy1 + 1. We first claim
that if bucket[l] € succ(j + 1), then bucket[l] & succ(j), as explained below. Suppose
bucket[l] & succ(j 4+ 1). If bucket[(] is empty under 5J%!, then bucket[(] is also empty

T,v; )
under B ., according to Lemma 14. Otherwise, there exists some bucket[('], where £ < ',

satisfying min_v(¢) + acc(l) - p < min_v(€') + acc(¢') - p under B!, As a consequence of
Lemma 14 and (11), we have (min_v(¢)+ acc(()-p under 51, ) = (min_v(€)+ (acc(€)—1)-p
under $711). Similarly, we have (min_v(€') +acc(€') - p under 5] ) = (min_v(€') + acc(l') - p
under 1) if ¢ € Ly, and > (min_v(l') + (acc(¢’) — 1) - p under BI31) if £/ € Ly U Ls.

It follows that we have min_v(f) + acc(f) - p < min_v({') + acc({') - p under (37
bucket[l] & suce(y).

x,v;)

So, we only need to decide whether bucket[(] € succ(j) or not for each bucket[] €
succ(j + 1).  All bucket[f]’s in succ(j + 1), if they exist, constitute a sublist, i.e.,
(bucket[ojy1,1], bucketojy1a], ..., bucket[o;, 4]), of succ(j + 1). Suppose that bucket[o;,]

is the first bucket in succ(j) after Stage 2. For 1 <t < ¢, since 0,1, > 741 (> 75), we
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have bucket[oj41,] € succ(j) if and only if min_v(cji14) + acc(ojp1) - p = minv(ojiq,) +
acc(oj41,) - punder B4 as a consequence of Lemma 14. Let V; = (acc(0;,) — acc(oji14)

under 57, ) — (acc(o;,) — acc(0j41,) under % ). Then, we have bucket[o,1,] € suce(j)
if and only if min_v(oj41,) under 82, + acc(oji1,) - p under S, >V, - p+ min_v(o;,)
under 37, + acc(o;y) - p under 2, . It means that whether bucket[o;.1,] € succ(j) or
not can be determined in constant time as long as V, is available.

Recall that A, (= V or V' or V") was set to (acc(oj,) — acc(o;,, ;) under 31 ) —
(acc(ojy) — ace(o, ;) under 5 ) after Stage 2, which is identical with V;. As a conse-
quence of (11), we have V; | = (acc(0;,) —acc(o; ., ;) under 52 ) —(acc(oj,)—acc(o; . ;)

under % )+ (acc(o;,,y) — acc(o, ;1) under 1 ) — (acc(oj,, 7) — acc(oj,, ;) under

hi

T,v;

) = Vi + A1 which can be computed in constant time. Similarly, Vio Vis,
..., V1 each can be obtained in constant time, by the aid of (11).

If bucket[o; 1] & succ(j) for all 1 <t < f, then succ(j) remains unchanged and we
set A, = V. + Aji11. Otherwise, suppose bucket[oj 1] € succ(j) and bucket|oji1,] &
suce(j) for all ' < t < {. Then, as a consequence of Lemma 14, we have bucket[o;,11],
bucket|oji12], ..., bucket[oji1_1] all contained in succ(j). They can be added in con-
stant time to the front of succ(j), i.e., (bucketo; ], bucket[ojnia], ..., bucketloj,—1]) =
(bucket|oji11], bucket|oji12], ..., bucket[oji1]), where n —t” = t'. Moreover, as a con-
sequence of (11), we have (A i1, ANjprya, .o A1) = (Ajr12, Njr1s, .., Ajpp). We
also set Ajp = Ajyq and A;, = Vy. It follows that we have A;, = (acc(oj,) —
acc(oj41p) under B ) — (acc(oj,) — acc(oj1p) under B)) = (acc(oj,) — acc(oj,-1)
under 57 ) — (acc(ojy) — ace(oj,—1) under 5, ).

Let bucket[o;,/] be the first bucket in the current succ(j), and V" = (acc(oj,y) —
acc(Tj41) under B ) — (acc(oj,y) — acc(rj41) under 1, ), where 1) = 1 if bucket[oj 1] &
succ(j) for all 1 <t < {, and n = t” else. As a consequence of (10) and (11), we have
Ajig = (acc(oj41,1) — ace(rj41) under 37 ) — (acc(oj411) — ace(tji1) under 57 ). It
follows that we have A;,, = V" for both cases of ' = n and 1" = t". The value of A,
is temporary.

Recall that we have to delete o;,1; from the van Emde Boas priority queue, if
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bucket|oji1.4] & succ(j). If there are 0; buckets in the sublist (bucket{o;41.1], bucket[o;i1 2],
..., bucket[o; ., 4]) of succ(j + 1) that are not in succ(j), then it requires O(d;loglog h;)

time to delete these buckets from the queue.

Stage 4. ( € {r; + 1,7, +2,...,7;4.1} = Ly. Since u;; resides in the same bucket
under §7, and S (refer to the proof of Lemma 14), we have u;; € bucket[r;] and
Uijr1 € bucket|r; 1] under (¢ . It means that buckef[('] is empty under g for all
(' € Ly — {7j+1}. Again, as a consequence of Lemma 14, #/ and g induce the same
bucket[('] for all ¢/ € Ly — {7;41}, implying that bucket[('] is empty under 37 for all
0" € Ly — {7j11}. So, we only need to decide whether bucket[r;;1] € succ(j) or not. Also
notice that we have acc(7j11) = acc(7;) + [bucket[r;41]| under 57 .

If bucket[r; 1] is empty under (], then we have bucket|; 1] € succ(j). In this case,
A1 was previously set to A, ; (in Stage 1) or A, (= V or V' or V" in Stage 2) or A;,,
(= V" in Stage 3), and these previous values are all equal to (acc(o;1) — ace(7j+1) under

7 0.) — (acc(oj1) — ace(tj1) under B ). The final value (i.e., the value of (10)) of A;4
can be obtained in constant time by subtracting (acc(7j41) — acc(r;) under 5%, ) from the
previous value of A; 1, because ace(7;) = acc(rj41) under 5], . In subsequent discussion,
we assume that bucket[r;;1] is not empty under 37, .

If succ(j) is empty at the end of Stage 3, then bucket[rj 11 + 1], bucket[T;41 + 2], ...,
bucket[h;] are all empty under (7 , . In this case, there is only one bucket, i.e., bucket[r; 1],
in succ(j). We set Ajy = [bucket[r;1]| under 8] , —(acc(oj1)— ace(r;) under B, ), which
can be computed in constant time. The value is identical with the value of (10), because
01 = Tj41 and acc(7j1) = acc(7;) + |bucket[r;41]| under 57 .

Otherwise, let bucket[o;,] be the first bucket in succ(j). In this case, A;,» was set
to A;; (in Stage 1) or A, (= V or V' or V" in Stage 2) or A;, (= V" in Stage
3), and they are all equal to (acc(0j,) — ace(tji1) under 57 ) — (acc(ojy) — ace(Tj41)
under (%,). We have bucket[r; 1] € succ(j) if and only if min_v(t;11) + ace(rj41) - p >
min_v(cj,) + acc(oj,) - p under 7. The inequality can be written as min_v(7;1)
under 57, + acc(7j41) - p under B > Aj 0 - p+ min_v(oj ) under 1, + acc(oj ) - p

under 8" | which can be determined in constant time. Further, if bucket|; 1] &€ succ(j),

T,v;)
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then succ(j) remains unchanged, i.e., n” = 1. The final value of A;; can be obtained in
constant time by adding (|bucket[r;1]| under 57, — (acc(rj41) — ace(r;) under B )) to
the previous value of Ay, because acc(rj41) = ace(t;) + |bucket|r; ]| under 57, .

If bucket[rj+1] € succ(j), then we have ;1 = 7,41 and 7" = 2. We add bucket[r;,1] to

the front of succ(j), and set Aj; = |bucket[rj;,]| under 37, — (acc(oj1) — ace(r;) under

hi,.), which is the same as the situation that succ(j) is empty at the end of Stage 3. The
previous value of A, is identical with its final value. If Stage 4 is omitted (as 7j41 = 7;),
then succ(j) obtained after Stage 3 is what we desire and the previous value of A;; is
identical with its final value.

The overall time complexity for constructing succ(h;), succ(h; —1), ..., succ(1) is com-
puted as » ;. O(d;loglog hi) = O((3_, <<, 07) - loglog h;), where §; is the number of
buckets in the sublist (bucket[o;i1,1], bucket[oji12],. .., bucketo;,, 4]) of succ(j + 1) that
are not in suce(j). Since suce(h;) is empty initially and at most two buckets, i.e., bucket[/]

and bucket[T;11], are newly added to each succ(j) (refer to Stage 2 and Stage 4), we have

> 1<j<n, 95 < 2(h; — 1). Therefore, the overall time complexity is O(h; loglog h;).

5.2 Proofs of Fact 5 and Fact 6

We first prove Fact 5 below. Let s™ (s7) denote the scenario of 7' which has w;‘fv = wy,

(w;, = w,,) for all edges (u,v) € E(T). Then, we have b_time? (Wi ks Buy ;) =
b_tim65+(ui,k,Bui’k7vi) if £ < 4, and b_timesi(uM,Bui’kvvi) else (refer to Figure 6). The
required preprocessing is to determine btime® (u, By,,) and b_time® (u, B,,) for all
edges (u,v) € E(T). Clearly, after the preprocessing is done, each b_timeﬁiv“i(ui,k, Bui,kvvi)
can be determined in constant time. In the following, we show that the preprocessing
can be completed in O(nlogn) time. Only the scenario s* is considered; the scenario s~
can be treated all the same.

As shown in [33], O(n) time is sufficient to find a broadcast center k € B.Ctr* of T
and compute b_time® (u, B,..) forallu € V(T)—{x} under s*. Let n(u) denote the neigh-
bor of w in B, . With the work of [33], we only need to determine b_time® (n(u), Bwyu)

for all w € V(T) — {k}, in order to complete the preprocessing, which depends on the

35



value of d .

For the vertices u with d,, = 1, it takes O(hlogh) time to determine an arrangement
(41,42, - --,qn) of Np(k) such that w;;;mL btime® (¢, Bq].,,,u) is nonincreasing as j increases
from 1 to h, where h = | Ny (x)|. We need to compute b_time®” (x, By.g,) foralll < j <h.
When j = 1, by Lemma 8, (g2,¢s,...,qn) is an optimal sequence for x to broadcast a
message to Np_, (x) under s™. Besides, we have btime® (k, Byg,) = max{(i — 1) - p+
wf;th + btime® (g, B, «) | 1 <i < h}, computable in additional O(h) time.

When j > 1, q1,¢qo, ..., q, are inserted into buckets bucket[1], bucket[2], ..., bucket|h]
as before, and min_v({), acc(?) for all 1 < ¢ < h are determined. Both require additional
O(h) time. Suppose ¢; € bucket[z;], and let \(¢;) = min{w,‘fqi + btime® (q;, By,w) | @ €
bucket|z;] — {q;}}. Also, we define 7~ (¢) = max{0, min_v(t) + acc(t) -p| 1 <t <} and
7t (0") = max{0, min_v(t)+acc(t)-p | ' <t <h—1}, where 1 <¢ < hand1</{¢ <h—1.
Additional O(h) time is sufficient to compute A(g;), 7~ (¢), and 77 (¢') for all 1 < 5 < h,
1</<hyand 1 </{¢ <h-1.

Notice that after inserting the vertices of NBn,qj(/{) (= Nr(k) — {¢;}) into buckets
bucket (1), bucket'[2],. .., bucket [h — 1], we have b_time* (x, By,,) = max{min/(() +
acd () -p|1<€<h—1} (refer to the two paragraphs immediately after Fact 5), where
min_/ () and acc (¢) are defined on bucket [1], bucket'[2], ..., bucket[h — 1]. Clearly, we
have min_v/ (¢) = min_v({) if £ # z;; min_v/ (0) = N(g;) if £ = z;; acd (£) = acc(l) if £ < z;;
acd (0) = acc(f) — 1 if £ > z;. Hence, b_time® (k, B,.4,) can be obtained in constant
time by finding the maximum of max{min_v(¢) + acc({) - p | 1 < { < z;} (= 7 (%)),
Mg;)+(ace(zj) —1)- p, and max{min_v(€)+(acc({)=1)-p | z; < L < h—1} (=7t (z)—1).
Consequently, it takes O(h) time to determine b_time®" (x, Byg,) forall 1 < j <h.

For the vertices u with dy, = 2, we need to compute b_time® (n(u), Byuyu), where
n(w) € {q1,q,...,qn}. Let us consider those vertices u with n(u) = ¢;, where 1 < j < h.
Since b_time®" (k, B.q,) and b_time®” (u, Bug,) (= b_time® (u, B,..)) are available, we can
determine an arrangement (py, pa, . . ., pp,) of Nr(g;) such that w;:,qj +b_time® (P Bpk,qj)
is nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h; in O(h;logh;) time, where h; = |Nr(q;)|.

Then it takes additional O(h;) time to determine b_time®" (g;, By, ) forall 1 <k < hy.
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It follows that >, ., O(h;logh;) time is sufficient to determine b_time®" (n(u), Bwyu)
for all v having n(u) € {¢1, ¢, ..., qn}, where h; = |[Np(g;)|-

For the other vertices u (i.e, d., > 2), b_time®” (n(u), Byu).) can be obtained, sim-
ilarly, in the sequence of d., = 3,4,..., by the aid of b_time® (n(n(w)), Bume)mw))
and b_time®" (u, Byow) (= b_time®" (u, B..)), where b_time® (n(n(u)), By mw)) 18
available (because dj ) = di — 1). For each n(u), O(|Np(n(u))|log |Nr(n(w))|) time is
spent to determine an arrangement (91,62, ..., gNs(mw)) ©f Nr(n(w)) such that

w4 btime (gk,ng n(w)) 1s nomincreasing as k increases from 1 to |[Np(n(u))|.

Ire:m(w)
Then, b_time® (n(u), Byuy.g,) for all 1 < k < [Np(n(u))| can be obtained in additional

O(|Nz(n(w))]) time.

According to the discussion above, the time required to determine b_tim65+(n(u),
Byuyu) for all w € V(T') — {k} is computed as the summation of O(|Nr(v)|log |Nr(v)|)
for all v € {n(u) | w € V(T') — {k}}, which is bounded by O(nlogn). This completes the
proof of Fact 5.

Next we present a proof of Fact 6. The required preprocessing is to determine a vertex
ordering (uq, usg, . .., uy) of Np(v) for each v € V(T') such that w .+ btime’ " (ug, Bugo)
is nonincreasing as k increases from 1 to h. Recall that in the proof of Fact 5 above,
b_time® (u, B, for all edges (u,v) € E(T) are determined. It follows that the prepro-

h,
. . Batv
cessing can be done in O(nlogn) time. Moreover, since wy, u; , + b- timeP=in (Wirkr Buy ) =

Wy, o, + btime? (uM, By, ), the vertex ordering, i.e., (u;1, Ui, - .., Uip,), of Ng, . (vi)
can be obtained in O(h;) time by deleting the neighbor of v; in B,, , from the vertex

ordering of Nr(v;).

6 Conclusion

In this paper, a broadcasting problem with edge weight uncertainty was treated on het-
erogeneous tree networks under the postal model. All previous broadcasting problems
(refer to [9-11,13,24,31-33,35]) assumed deterministic edge weights. One challenging
problem encountered in this paper is to determine a worst-case scenario from an infinite

number of candidates. To find the worst-case scenario, we first restricted it to a finite set
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of scenarios, and then search the finite set for it by the prune-and-search strategy.

The following results were obtained in this paper. For each vertex x of a tree T, there
are at most n — 1 candidates for the worst-case scenario §(z), where n is the number
of vertices in T'. Besides, §(z) (and the maximum regret of z) and a minmax-regret
broadcast center of 7' (and its maximum regret) can be found in O(nloglogn) time and
O(nlognloglogn) time, respectively. These results may be useful to the researchers who
are interested in broadcasting problems.

It is still unknown if O(nlognloglogn) time is the best result for finding a minmax-
regret broadcast center of T'. It is not easy to reduce the time complexity to O(nlogn).
Instead, it is more likely to derive a lower bound or make a limited improvement on the

time complexity of the problem.
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